
124 10-4-28 C.P.Co. 20M

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

1, 1929

A. Walter Kraua, E«q«,
City Solicitor.

Dear Mr* Kratast-

fhe following is a list of the eaaea
la which I participated and in which printed briefs were
filed. All but the last of these eaaea w*iV>ried in the
Court of Appeal**

1. Donoan T»» Grehan

the Penaion Lew. The
us, but the objections te
legtalati*

the

lidity of
t&e ease adrerae/to
Law have been eared by

vs. Appeal Teat Court
this ease the Court of Appeala
City to assess for porpoaea of

the intangible property of a partnership doing
Itimore City, notwithstanding the feet that the
lired beyond the City linits.

3. Pertsaaouth Store Co. v«. City
In this ease the court of Appeals sustained

the validity of the das Appliance Ordinance.

Broeniag Baley
The Coort of Appeala vacated an order

for iajtmetloa itaaed by the lower Court reatraining the Mayor
and City Council from pa««ing an ordinance ameadiag the aoning
lew.

&. f*»l** Cq*f<'aaiyT**__
The Court ef Appeals, in this ease, decided

that taxpayers desiring a reduction is aa aaeesstteat earrled forward
fron the preeeding year, seat apply for the reduction set later than
Septeafcer



124 10-4-28 C.P.CO. 20M

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

A* t elter Kr&us, Esq.

6* International Union TB» City
T.-.-ir-ntt.i:r-Timt.-iifinin»H».iii*~'—nn*ini*T(ii-ii--a m i* +*m-- ••>•>«< ••o-.nai * .p. imttMm

fhis ease ir^olred ttro
questionst the validity of the &%ht Hour Lew, and the

of the equity court to enforoe this lew by
agftinst City ol'ficiale. This oe.se has been

ia the Court of Appeal•, but the Court h&e ordered e

?* The rate oas
and i-leotrio Cotsipsny before the
of

8* .

/f "N\ iWoVos tax liability of frateriml
order on its 3La»wt durinK\ooast£uetion of building* Also
question vhetH«t Build ini ]Coa»ission with corporate powers of
private^ oorpore'fcions waa/<mtitled to eacsoption. Argued in

ppeels^^trt^Jips yet 'decided.

9. SalttEiore *.iLPhil*del^t&^-- »__£•_ Cp, y». City

This oese decided that the statutory
of "Coastwise" ships extended to ships going to

Philadelphia by way of the o*ml*

10. aartage Coatatattim Co. inu.

this is perhaps the nest important
of nisi prius eases. Judge Owene ia this oese held that the
Board of %tinates» In granting or refusing permits for gasoline
stations* ms entitled to wide latitude end that their discretion
wcmld not ordinarily be eoat rolled by th« Courts*

ery terul^ youre,

KES*D£, Znmfa Cit\ Solicitor.



9—1-4-29—K. E. Co.—40.000

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

A-''"

1, 1929*

A. falter Xratts, Sea,.,
City solicitor,

Dear iir» Irawaz-

The following Is a list of the eases
in which J participated and in which printed briefs were
filed. All bat the last of these eases were tried in the
Court of Appeals*

1.

the Penal on Law
«s, b
legi

(feaham

this ease Involved the
The Court decided the ease

of

sustained the right of the City to asaess for p$irpo@ee of
taxation, the intangible property of a partnership doing
bu«ine»6 in Baltimore City, notwithstanding th? feet that the
partners all lived beyond the City limits*

3. Portepwuth rtove Co»
'

Jto this case the
th* wlidity of th© Gas Applianoe

> Cite
^va*atir f-m> Jff'" •'• '•»

; of Appeals sustained

4-, Broeni^^ys^^^Halei-

the Court of Appeal* vacated an order
for injfloaotioa issued by fee lower Court restraining the %yor
and City Coxaioil frora p®s*lng an ordinance aa^ading the zoning
low.

Company TB» City

The Court of Appeals, in this ease, decided
that taxpayers desiring a reduction in an assessment carried forward
frora the preceding year, muet apply for the reditotion not later than

1st.



99—1-4-29—K. E. Co.—10,000

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

A. Baiter Sraus, Esq.

6. International Union TS. City

this ease involved two important
questionst the validity of the &ight Hour Law, and the
jurisdiction of the equity court to enforce this law by
injunction against City officials. This case has been
argued in the Court of Appeals, but the Court hag ordered a
rearguraent.

?• The rate ease of the united Hallways
and fcleetrie Company before the Publie Service Conffiission
of Maryland*

8. Grand Ixxige re. C ity

of fraternal
!ding. Also

>rate powers of
Argued in

Court!

exemption of
Philadelphia by

9. Baltimore & Philadelphia ̂ . S. Co. v«. City
Thi* ease decided that the statutory

"Coastwise" ships extended to ships going to
.y of the eaaal.

2.0. Mortgage Con struct ion Co, va. City
This Is perhaps the most important

of niei prius eases* Judge Owens in this ease held that the
Board of JBstiaates, in grant ing or refusing permit* for gasoline
stations, was entitled to wide latitude and that their discretion
would not ordinarily be cent rolled by *ii# Courts.

truly yours.

LEStDS. Deputy City Solicitor.



124 10-4-28 C.P.Co. 20M

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

May 5, 1929.

A* Walter Kraus, Esq.,
City Solicitor.

Dear Sir i

I am hereby
Solicitor for the year 1928 t

Htafeer of open oases

report aa^sistant City

.. 48

*>.***.*.42
Property. 5Court of

_ >lning tho
layer and City Council froa

ing a lion of an alloy
***••»****»••*••*•** jt

Total*******************< *4o

of omoot addod in tho year 1928...... .................... 39
Caae imolring a dottroyod will*. .........I
Case to sot acide tax aalo of property....!
Petitions to oondorm property. ...«..*..«. 15
Appeal* frora tho CemdsBionozt for Opening

Svrest 8 *****»****•»•******»*******••** 21
Cross Appeal. ............................ 1
Pay acmey in Court under Section 82?.*.** 1
Perooaal iajwry oaae in Baltimore Cotmty. 1

*»**.***«*****•*..*•*••*•• 59
fetal axoft>or of oaoos Dooembor Slat, 1928. .................... ..87

The following other eases were tried in tho year 1988 i
Hotioo to <plt property served on tenant - om&ed by
tho City * for violation of the Volstead Act.



124 10-4-28 C.P.Co. 20M

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

Bay 5, 1929.

A.W.K.

- 2 -

Circuit Court for Anne Anmdel Cotaaty
resaoval of slgJB-boerd

nt for teaant on Pier 4 - Pratt Street

Agreenwat drawn - ^atorvlew

Total nwaber of eases Beewnber 31st, 1928.
* * » » settled.. __ .
* * » « ~ - - . *£$

The 35 ease* wfaloh are

Case of George
Condemnation

Order to nv . i .o .»«**«.»}»t*«*>*~«*«><**>.«>««•»<*«
Appeal* from ifhe Coomis slower s for Opening Streets

as to whether this portion
sr Streed33^*e be closed*..............* !

^peals for the opening of Glenmore Arexme which
settled by the closing of this portion

Arenae which is BOW pending before
Cosloners for Opening Streets...........

fetal

The following oases are pending under instructions t
Petition to eoftdaan property for Herring Km for Publlo
Park, waiting upon the Park Board before proeeedlng.

2 eases, pending in Baltimore County for the condemnation
for Pretty Boy Reservoir*. o 0 o -

Sttriker of report* is reference to the status of streets and
properties..••••••»»••«•••»•»»••••»••«•»«»•«•»««*•»«•»«•»«••*o

Status of alleys upon which speeial reports were requested by
the Highways Engineer.*.••«•««**•««.••»>•««*«*.«««.«...«•*..12

Hunger of alleys upon which reports were furnished the Highways
Engineer...««*««««*•«>**•*.«*«*«.«**«*»»*•*.«»>**>*«.*»«**»«14S

In rej ̂ ctenslon peralt whloh the City holds oa the ̂ "yeth Estate of
the nalntenanee of a water xoaln.



124 10-4-28 C.P.CO. 20M

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

May 3, 1920.

- 5 -

In re» Offer of Mr. St Mrs. Ha. H, Buohler to donate to
the Mayor aad City Council of Baltimore ftmr (4) aeres
of ground for an open air theatre for use by School Board.
Nuaber of leaeea...................................... 8
Nuaber of deeds.........................*....*.....»., 4
Bunker of agro«neztt8........................//........ 10

^~~~————' /Kumber of rele&8eB................rrrrvT̂ T̂ ,i,......... 1
Furnished the City Eolioii

Drew in coimeotioa with
the Merehants and Miner*
rental for the Pisr

From
office, and what

that

Miller & declaration ag&iast
for an inereaee in the

1928, I had charge of Mr. %vceoki*8
,11 be included in his report*

report is the desired information.

?«ry tr«ly yours.

Frank
Assietant City Solicitor

FDsLN



124 IO-4-2f C.P.Co. 20M

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

June 3rd, 1929

Alice V. Reynolds, Librarian,
Consolidated Gas Electric Light & Power Co.,
Lexlngton Building,
Baltimore, Maryland.

My dear Miss Reynolds:

beg to advise you that
year 1928. There
office from Octobe

a copy I thereof
report

our note of May 29th, I
la hp<report of this office for the
>ort \dyering the activities of this
o October 1st, 1929.

"I shall be very glad to let you have
will also put you on our mailing list for future

Very truly yours.

A.YJ.K.
R.R.O. City Solicitor



HERBERT^ WAONER PRESENT J. E. ALDRED JOHN L. BAILEY. CONTROLLER

CHARL.S M. COHN. VICE PRESIDENT CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD W M. SC H M I DT, J R., SECRETARY

£ p C|_ARKE V|CE pRES|DENT

CONSOLIDATED GAS ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER COMPANY
OF BALTIMORE

City Solicitor of Baltimore,
Baltimore, Maryland.

BALTIMORE, MD.,

May 2£ » 1929.

Gentlemen:

Please send us a copy of your Annual Report

for 19&8 and place the name of the Library en yi .ur mailing

list for future reports.

*--",-. i -. •.t £- i' ^ >^ -. r 4-_._ys ^ 11 s ^
V.-' Li I C^ » 01 V Ĵ ""i~*>i*» «L j *

x^^.W <^>
^ ..lice V. Reynolj /s,

...V?. jp Librarian,



124 10-4-28 C.P.CO. 20w

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

September 16th, 1929.

i-3r* A. Walter Kraus,
City solicitor.

Dear Sirs

laong the
from October let, lie? to June 30
port which required the eaaaina
evor, the City only purchased
lees, includine riparian righ
properties, having 119j&ere4i« raor
em of $085,000.00.
3tengort was aoqu

a total outl&( of 1007,̂ 00.00.

in tide office
belong, Sir et, the air-
twenty properties, how

ting 130, 7 acres, iaor<! or
etc. Five of the

leas, v/ere purcbusod for tti©
belonging to Marie J.

r the eum of $S2gfi300.00,

library tLe City acquirod
pieces ydfproporly at -*e%a purchaoe price of ^8,035.00. One of
tiia prprartiee bad to be oondeaned and tne jury anard«d. th® owoer
$75,00bloo. fhennriMr hae taken an appeal to the Court of

eal ie>e;till pending.~

lor the Heeervoir at Pretty }Joy i^m tie City ac-
quired t«mty-four additional truote of land £or the sura of ^100,05*. 00.

Arvothax- laroo project was tue site ibr ttie Eact Hal-
tiraore Colored Junior iiiiii School at Jeffereon and Caroline Streets.
3ov©nty«fiv0 separate properties already nave been acquired and condem-
nation proceedings a^inst tiiree are pending, which would complete the
purcuaee of this site.

flue iianover street Viaduct required the purchase of
blocks of IIOUSOB whioh were paid for by the Baltimore and Ohio iiailroad
and toe V,eatern lAnyland iiailroad. Ubder an agreeratnt *H»xCitapchKt
with the railroad coKpanien, tbe City has to acquire all properties
needed in the above improvements. mere are etill pending some neco-
tiatione for the approach from Charles street. llae City also had to
institute proceedings for tt^o closing of streets lying Soutii
Street to the witer edge.

of



r* A. ¥tai*«r -e-

Tfaa location of the ftestorn IJteetrie Company
plant at Point Breeze or riverview, required the re~location of
straeto and netpti .tiona wLth tie United r.alJhsrayB itor its oar
trades, «tiidi iiave been ooopleted.

Very truly



124 10-4-28 C.P.Co. 20M

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

Sept@EBb*r 13th,

Mr* W. W« lihynhart,
AWEAotant City Solid tor»
Court Iiou.se, City*

Dear Six:

Wltil tlMJ fO

I So. of set
to J

, I b©t to taitoit here*

January 1st,

wMoh w«nt
_ Solicitor Settlement

AcoouBt" - eaae dato . . . . . .

£15

• of street openlnee * same date * * » • 30

Very truly

IVl/E.

AOOI1£X> ion ffit&KBOXI,
Assistant City Solid tor,

\



f''^
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IV SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

September 21st, 1»29.

A. Walter Kraus, Esq.,
City Solicitor.
Dear Mr. Kraus i

In the early part of 1028, this <Jf«.oe, at the re-

quest of the Department of Health, oosjqp^eHSVrl thmjprppnrntlnn of the

draft of a plashing oode e«bodyin«/k^^talationA^Wriou8ly preserib-

ed by that Department. This ^ira^C was d*lr submitt«C to the Health

Department and after oonfereneVHeld>y0^otor Jones with representa-

tives of the Jk»no9^a^^r^^M^atto^r»t at whieh representatiTes

of this offioejwre||te86nt andjm wMeh the provisions of the propeeed

pltanbing «r6dexw»re tflwsag^xm^let*tl. the final draft was prepared

for submielioa to h^KJBoner, the Mayor. About a year later, this

draft havf^>^iB^>e^Mantl3M« eeen subvitted to the oaref>il norutiny

of the Chief Engineer and the Chiefs of the Bureaus of Water and Sewer-

age, was transmitted by the Mayor to this cffiee with certain suggest-

ed changes*

The matter of these changes was taken up with the

Health Department and as a result a new draft, satisfactory to the

Commissioner of Health and to the Committee of the Association of Mas-

ter Plunders, was sent to the Mayor by whom it ms, as I understand,

transmitted to Mr, Ellison of the City Counoil and by hia iatrodueed



8-29 WACO 2OM

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

1929.

A* '%ltor Kraua,cit: solicitor.

Dear Is r. Krauai

In the courae of tho
b©«n called upon to (k>fend the net

paale In A o »aid«» ebl® -maker
court, the groater part of fit*
Board under tfeo provisions
1926, whioh relates to the
Board, under this Grd
flooding* and la OBO
fcapreaaioa
to tho Baltimore 0

,, thl« office
of Eoniag
brought into

led by that
>0 *njjwv»̂ *d Ooto or 1st,

Bio ctociaiona of thoattacked by raandamia pro*induration prooeediaga, tho
of the bar ooiag that an appoa*
provisions of Ordinance No* 922,
to oaaoa of this character*

ourt of Appeala in the ease of Appleatein,
an opinion holding that an appeal did
and that nandaaua waa not, thereforo,

The reault has boon that aiaee that deolaioa
Board ia numoroue catea hat b*en attaokod by

appeal to\y»â alÂ fre Ci% Court and, a« no further appeal ia pro-
vided, tho IteaiaSJMTof certain «?u otions haa dependod upon the view of
the law ontertainod by th« several Judgoa aaaignod to that Court. Quoof those judges, for instaaoe, hae expreaaod andnotod upon tibo view
ti«it because of certain oxproaaiomi in the Apploateia caao, abovo «on-
tioeod, no store could bo leapt out of a reaidential neighborhood ia tho
abaenoe of evidence tending to ahow that that particular store would bo
oo oooduotod aa to cauao a raenaoe to the public security, health or
morala. The practical l̂ poaeibility of proving t?'ia fact before the
operation of the store had begua* to clearly apparent.

Tho laoii of teiformity in declaioaa v̂ iiah ia
ia tho above î ontioned oonditiona has led to tho belief titat it would
be moll to terminate the right of appoal ia theoo eaooa and to lenvoany one dloaatiaflod witli a doeioion of tho Zoning Board to test auehdooieioa by way of raattdanaa or injunction proooodinga, so that tho



8>29 WftCO 2OM

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

A. v*ltor imua, E«j.

smc«e*ft>i fwrtj in the** pros*®ftlag» may bo able to her* the points
of law fcalsetl therein ciotomlned by the Court of Appeals BO that
(premier uniformity wwy exist. An ordinance 00 an ending rdlaftnoe !s<
825 &* to proviso that the < eoision of the Board of 2oni»g Appeal*
•hail be finRl^ baa aooordlngly ba»n draftod for presentation to

Cit;/ Counoil «t tfo® torr-inatlon of its euwswr

• further question ha*
hi* Honor, the ̂ w, the swifeert of the
ing* T nginosr, should be made parties to these
having had no opfx>rtunit; • to pass upon the quoi
peal Is taken, and the other partiea
suit of the fttspeal, and being in
oept as Jm^iag f^aseed \^>on the

of
to the City on th«««
is now ijeiidiag in
fore that Court,

a to Aether
em! th« Bul i d-

Le, the la^er
b fore the ap-

Breatsd in the r«-
tn0 <3ft8* O3C**

O»n rally
been adveree

the** deeisioa*
8?\ortly be argaed be-

under
pert an

the

Zoaing Ccn^ls«io% &ppoiat«d
of 1927, wiU probably r*»

within « short tfcae, Lut It
ordinance for am*ndn*Bt

_ o*8« in ^@ Court of
»th* inocxmmiiienoes t whioh 1 h«D« a*rsrt*d may,

it being, of oour^» i possible to say how
'find it wee««8ftry to oonsider the propo**d or*

Coamlsaion, ae it is also iiapoesible to pro-
of their deliberation* with

?«ry trtaly yours.

olloitor.



_l-4-29—K. E. Co.—40,000

CITY SOLICITOR'S OFFICE

September 23rd, 1920*

A. Walter Kraus, Esq.,
Gitr Solicitor.

•Dear Mr. Krausj

In the course of the last two years, this office
has been celled upon to defend the action of th« Board of Zoning Ap-
peals in a con aide able mmb«r of oases which have beer) brought into
court, the greater part of these eases having been decided by that
Board under the provisions of Ordinance le. 825, approved Oetoter 1st,

is of the1928, whie
Board, u»
eeedi&gs
impressi
to the Ba

raandamus pro—
rooeedings, the
ing that an appeal
Ordinance So. 9E2,

character.
fhe contrary was decided by the Court of Appeals in the eaae of Applegtein,
et al., vs. Hajnmond, et al., in an opinion holding that an appeal did
lie to the Baltimore City Court and that mandaaras was not, therefore,
an appropriate remedy. The result has been that since that decision
the action of the Zoning Board in numerous eases has been attacked by
appeal to the Baltimore City Court and, as no further appeal is pro-
vided, the decision of certain questions has depended upon the view of
the law entertained by the several judges assigned to that Court. One
of those judges, for instance, has expressed and eted upon the view
that because of certain expressions in the Applestein ease, above men-
tioned, no store could be kept out of a residential neighborhood in the
absence of evidence tending to show that that particular store would fee
so conducted as to cause a raena.ee to the public security, health or
morals, fhe practical impossibility of proving this fast before the
operation of the store had begun, is clearly apparent.

The lack of tniformity in decisions which is implicit
in the above mentioned conditions has led to the belief that it would
be well to terminate the right of appeal in these cases and to leave
any one dissatisfied with a decision of the Zoning Board to test such
decision by way of mandaaras or injunction proceedings, so that the


