X the Towson area of Baltimor , g
ZONING FILE NO. 67-18-:

CARYLAN Mr. Chri v, Gerge eratad o
7R OF LPPEALS OF MARVLAND This case concerns a petition for a special exception developed for apariment 'act BCuth o v H11l Road and ir. Chris Willlam George, who operated a car rental agency and

the siopping center are: a H t being wash and flfty per cent of 1ta capital atock 15 owned oy

ho ha experience with a © %
No. 215 filed by the appellees, Eudowood Shopping Plaza, Inc. (as legal west of Goucher Boulevard known as the Fellowship Forest Apartments; S el K ¢ i

owner) and the J. C. Corporation (as lessee contingent on zoningj, Calvert Hall 1 ¥ ¥ are dwellings One of the quest presented $o us 1s whether the

‘ALl

ber Term, 1967
Board ! oia e 7 =
to the zoning commissloner of Baltimore Couniy. The petition zoned as grou, ne r & a parking 1ot, Beard's decision was based ibstantlal evidence produced before

+ " it. W -3l 3 “x r -k 1 1
requested a special exceptiocn to allow the erection and operation zoned 1ne We belleve that 15 was and that the evidence presented for

the Boaw 's determlnation a Slentisn
curLLE, et al of a self-service car wash on a part of what i3 now the parking lot he Board's determination a question which was fairly debatable,
GEORGE H. ZR T, -

. . . . Cor quently e Clreult Cot e
of the Eudowood Shopplng Flaza. The deputy zoning commissioner had 1 avion e comprehensive = Consequently, the Circult Court was in error and should have

originally granted the special exception but the County Board of permitted the decliion of the Boacd to stand. The zoning authority
18 presumed tn possess the expertlse necos :
Appeals denied the appellees' request, firding that it would "be presumed o possess the expertlse neccssary for declding the

., 6t &L detrimeatal to the health, safety, and general welfare of the proposed b 5 t oL matters brought before it and 1f its decislon s based on subatantial
Ge sy *

Jeyanon 4 'py LLSH A33Nd JO "Jed/3M
X-gI={9¥ “INL WZv1d INIdJOWS J00MOONI

ZUDCWOOD SHOPPING PLAZA, o ) N R
SUDCHOOE = localaty involved," An appeal was taken to the Circuit Court for sever ¢ T 30 p.m. unsil evidence then the courts

i (113

substit it for that
Baltimore County wherc Judge Barrett reversed the Board, holding that = t g before the Board there was testimony from of the zoning auvherity. chnaon,

Md. 379, 383, 17
its decision "was not based on substantia) evidence," All of the witness for the appelleces, Wio ownec three 225 Md. 379, 383, 170 A

appellanrs appeared as protestants before the Board and had answeraed ar busin n X e lvania, that such an operation
and argued the arpeal to the Circuit Court. All are residents of W 1 unless carrled out on thc above basile. He
the immediate .'\Bl['..).'\hol‘nDDd and a subdivision known as Fellowship Ul n to fifteen per cent of the business was done
Forest. ; 0 the operatlon was unattended.
The preposed car wash 1s described as a bullding 30 feet He furtiher i orning, from 8:00 a.m. to noon,
wide, 171 feet 10 inches long and 24 leet hign, to be built of 1t is full the weather 1s clear # # #, So that iz one of fhe

cinder block with steel sidings and roof. The proposed building raxinum periocds."” In the present case the Doard
sent cas he Board lowlng evidence

would be fully enclosed and the actual washing will be in ten bays Tne real party Iin erest 18 the J. C. Corporation whien on which 1t coul! have velled N
3 1% have relled 1t that 1t did;

which could be entered from the pariing area in front of the building, had, at the uii of the hearing, negotlated a lease for the subject "(a) e propo.

slble to

y 5
which 1s of sufficient size to nold forty automobiles, property with the Eudowoou Shopping Plaza, Inc., the lease to be g 1wlal a wit x of $45,000.00

‘The bullding was To be situated on a 120 feet by 200 feet erntingent on obtalnlng the specinl ex:eption. The J. C. Corporation (t) The use will be conduct d by one who 1is P
2 conducted by one unf:

with the business, B

area near the southwest corner of the shopping center parking lot, was organized for the specific purpose of operating the proposed

{e¢) No studics or surveys havs been made to determine the

at the intersection of Putty H1ll Road and Goucher Boulevard, in amount of business antlelpzced
es lelpaed.

In a hearing for
pernttted under the clas n the applicant G REVERSED AND ORDER OF

NG APPEALS REINSTATED;
20STS TO BE PAID BY APPELLEES.

= oo o ARTELLERS.

1stent wlth the existing classi-
adverae Lo the welfare of the

ni Appeals,

15 tunknown: ' speclal exceptlon permlt-
we sald:

er and type

rare thing' in

the
re of the

sed, but no [ ¢ v, 49 Md. 1, 238 A. 24 108;

ht, wattage

In the lnstant case the

appellees dld not the proposed use would be in conformiiy
with the z that 1t would not "be detrimental
g e 7 ral welfare of the locality involved."
no aiiendan
‘fore G:00 a.m. 1t e —— o
L SH00 A Baltimore County Zonlng Regulatl 502.1 a.
ARG RIS Thelr only expert to this aspact of the case,
pected to ve full. Gemige E. Gavrelis, Dirvector oi Flannlag, who had studled the

sed site plan, stated in answer to a question as to the effect
n days a week,

the car wash on the comnurity, that "this kind of sar wash, at

gave the Brard legally st in this portion cf the county, i1s a rather rare thing, and I
fg Whe speclal exceptlon. don't have any personal experience on whicn to form a Judgmant. I

't of the Board's action In don't really know." This being tne only testimony on thic subject

wing the speclul exceptlon was the appellees' fallure to adduce the Board was Justified in ding, as it did, that the application
sufficient evidence that the requesied use would not "be deirimental should te denfed., Under the facts of the case before us the action

to the nealth, safety or genaral welfare of the locallty involved." taken by the Board of Zoning Appeals was Justified.




R RS S

1o the Couri to be a reasonably as
= co y attractive bulld) g
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT SR ng and the witness, Fred wlewpolnt that the car wash (acility located within . the shopping wenter complax {tse’f. As stated iavr .‘
8 I8 to supply the buliding and squipment, siated that B T i N T
’ the other socoss, would censinly not, irom o pleaning tainly would not, from a planning
tend to create in the roads, tend to croate tn
atreots or alleys therein, the roada, streets or aileye, * (R.9)

EUDOWOOL SHOPPING PLAZA, ING.
and

1.C. CORPORATION, S
a Maryiand Corporation i is much prettier than the artist's drawing and that be does mot

Appellanis think the exhibit does the building Justice (R38). Yhis butlding
va " 4 salf-service car wash in which T basort B g Wb e v ot Tha principal and perhape the enly matarial complatnt concernl
BALTIMORE COUNTY drive thetr into a bay with rupm':: M r.h:- l:rn: :r“u‘::ﬂ::ﬁm»« the 5
of the bullding, wash 1s, ary it and then axit. The cperation B concentration of population, we don't see any inw.lve~ operation of the car wash was the offect of the possible uss of the
e T o R SERU R & o Sl i sy
:;::n;:ﬁ:;::mmmu; :xh:n::‘::;“:r;:::nln"“ business. The Court cannot holp but concluda that this is pure speculation

WILLIAM 8, BALDWIN
JOHN A. SLOWIK

W. G LES PARKER,
Constituting the Board of 24 hour, 7 day & weak basis and will be unattanded

Appeals of Baltimore Couaty
o The Petitioners produced Georye A. Gavrelts, who is tha Dirsctor of

Planaing In the Coun

on the of

iy Office of Planning and Zoning for the purpo. Gartalnly we don't believe that the car wash would Part of thase withessed s they ave o reascas a8 to ihis conclusion
Tl s 8¢ of showing interfara with previsions for schocla, parks, trans— other thar that Amsche's , which is & n

483 ORANLUM O oranting of the Special Exception would not i any way viclate Sectio portution, of other public reguirements. We don't ; . Imewhars in the neighboriood, anmots &

JEMORANLY PINION. n really know its lmpact on the utility cystem, but 1 % i
M 502.1 cystem, a4 ¢ Toon-ager S e

2.1 of the Baltinore County Zpning Regulations. At Pags € of the record, M can't recall any adverse comment by the Pudlic Works Gar (A palation 10 {60 bunincas; I alec would appser that thiy

+ Mr. o, water or sewer facilitles, when the petition was
Gavrells ¢ & poop! operatica would attract teon-a 3 G
1367, which dented the Patitioner'n 5 tostitied as follows: processed. RPN 50 wory then the generel shoopiag srea of
E 1 B’ Z0d Sho Pl t!
A. "o connestion with this patition, 67-13-X, on [ don't think that the car wash ought necessarily to DPAAG Fiags . and s pasking eress, of whish this proparty would
gltdl s)ol ;r'.lu year, 1wrote the fo"@“lﬂ"‘oomm.m, interfere with adequata light or alr. Since It is b be @ part,
sads) e planaing staff of the offic o fairly remcved from any adjoining or abutting wract on
3 3
@ of Planning the roads adacent to this, 'o start with, plus the Tha Boesd, in its opinion, stated “The protestant tnk
o ] nts, whd mainly reside

and Zoning has reviewsd th.
h e aubject
offers the following comment: petition and institutional use of Calvert Hall.*

P

This is an Appeal from an Crder of the County Board of Appeals

of Baltimore County, dated February 3,

requast for a Spectal Exception for the construction of a Self-Service Car
ash on the couthwest corner of the existing Eudowood Shopp'no Center

parking lot. The subject property 1s presently zened Business-iocal and 1n the Pellowshlp Porest il
we :;.;-:;x:gg,;:‘w:.,m the 10t1an o Josaitag car i A number of protestants “estified adversely to the granting of the Forest comxunity. south of the subject site and across Goucher
::x;l:r:'::.:un:- utlic::u‘l'l:.- :-l;'nn :::::,:;::::TM atition. However, a fair analysis of their testimony was to the effoct that Boullevard, oppose tha Special Bxception malnly on tho rounds tvet there wes not
il doal wita the J‘.Ji?.i'u"q'?f :f)::.;;l: pl':,'“f:;:' the Eudowood Shopping Plaea ftself had affected the neighoorhood n which any need (of the car washs that it would be unsightly; asd that they particularly
ghting, otc.” oy, » "
sy Lae Petiticnere to the effact that the And further at Page 7 testified: whey resided L an adverse manner, including its unsightliness, lis efiest objected to the 24 hour . several wil 4 stating that (n
on the values of thetr properties and the nolss and tllunination duti= the thatr opinton thay feer it would become & mesting place fof tesn-apers in the

18 located within the actual confines of the Eudowood Shapping Center

ftgalf. A car-wash 18 a permitted use as a speclal Exception In & Bustaess-

Local zone.
Teatimony was cflered

i cinder block with steel roof and sidings, o.
early A,M. and that lack of adequate policing would creats an undesirable situasion

Loes it moet the requiremants as

proposed structure would de Lullt o
t1ons wi th respect o car wazhas

and would cover o area of approximataly 176 fest by 30 fest with a helath of Set forth in the regule- nighttime as & detrimant to the enjoyme.t and value of their properties.
o ar L can dotormine, the sita piss for the pro- The erection of the car wash would amount 10 but ons additional sulding tn .t ""h“'ma';
iil:: l“ﬂqlf;-! zonin, r-u‘.‘l'-uun-; ::f»’::;f:’:r:’.‘:.“‘ the presently established shopplng center complex. The artist's drawing of tis proposed facility would Indicate that the
vide t
s ey r:ﬁ%:e:.::r_;m::m‘:::l;: ‘:.‘.*:5'('.’ o hile there 13 testimony to the affect that the operation of the : bullding would not be unatt-active and the opinion of the protestants that this
:‘::lLTmU cu;u:us:vln:cnll:n:llw:cm:::g::; Tu::: :j‘: u': ::: car wash, In the opinion of several witnessas, will increase the amount of orea would become a weeting lace for tean-cgars |s entirely speculative and
'-h[::rl\m:u:l‘l:.',m:::t;J:::.En:!zﬁf;::: :;’:h\f: é:,':;;;,‘nh“ traffic on thelr roads, 7et the record 13 uncr ntradicted that thero will be no 7804 91 po substantive evidenos.  The Suard's oplaion osheluded: *Toe'Botd
ulevard or Pu
Ao Putey L1 Rt separate entrance provided for the car wash, but all users will emanats from SR INE S e onmtinc ol e Aoeald Baonptica Wosld A i e vIcloHe

24 feot. The roof of the bulldin, 28 agreed in the Potitioner's leasa with Insofar as I can determine,

Budowood, will be ia keoping with the rest of the shopping Center (R34).

Tesumony was also offered tiat, unlike most soif operated car ashes with

thelr washing bage cpen and axpased, this operation would be conpletaly

enclosed by an attractive steel frame structure. An autist's drawing of the

oreposed structurs was offered in evidence safore the Board, which appears h )
PO 80 Teher, at Fage 3 of the transcript record, My, Gavrelis pp——

WIth respect to compliane
YIth res; o @ with Sectlon 502.1 of
=oning regulaticns, | would say that frorm a nla:m‘:o

® ® ®

RE: PCTITION FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION  : BEFORE e
for a Car Wash

ME CORNER Pulty Hill Rood and : COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

Sou levard

Sectlon 502.1, sub-gsections B through F. Howaever, the Board dces find that ?c:.‘l:)] eyt : OF

i ; - Eudowood Shopping Ploz

S roposed bullding and the 24 hour unattended Petitioner : BALTIMORE COUNTY

Eudowood Shopping Plaza, Inc

operation would 5 detrimental to the health, safoty and general welfare of : b el
; The Bec ind thot i} i i f
e ) he Bf"ml connot find thot it inting of the speciol exception would in
: - SR EIFR SRR DG 1y way violate Section 502.1, subsections b *arough f.  However, the Board dees find
H Pl Rt oo e IO orimion that the passible uniightliness of the proposed building and the twenty=lour hour unattended
=R operation would "be detrimental to the health, safety, and general welfore of the locality

of ti.e Special E: on acted arbitrarily; that the testimany in this case before
involved"

o The petitioner in this case seaks o speciol exception for a self service cor
he Board dI< not present a reasonably debat. s th 4
v debat.ble queation; that the decision of wash an the southwest corner of the existing Eu lowood Shopping Center poiking ler.  The ORDER
the Board wwas not based ns stantial avidence ar4 that the Order of the Board property is zoned Business=Local and o cor v sh is @ permitied use as o special axception —
in a Business-Local zone
i Far the reasons set forth in the ofuregoing Opinion, it is this  9th

of February, 1967 by the County Board of Appeals, OR DERED that the

should be roversed,
W e SO o The petitioner proposes to ercet a structure 176 feet by 30 fect, witha

height of 24 feet, and proposes five light standards or. poles to illumincte the buildi petitioned for, be and the some is hereby DEMIED,

i# therefore reversed and this case is remandad to th B

d to the Board for the granting cf The -onstruction of the propased bui cinder block with steel roof and sides, with Ary o i this decish i
. r ‘ Any appeal from this decision must be in accordance with Chopter 1100,
the Special Exception and impositicn of euch ~onditions, restrictions or raq automabile bays 16 feer by 30 feet.  The petitioner proposes a self service ccin eperated subtitle B of Maryland Rules of Procedure, 1961 cit B

cdure, cdition.

NS as may A cor wash that wat : open twenty -four hours o day 1 £ 3 ? y
tions as may be deered necessary or advisabla for the protection of surroundin ar wash that would be op ty-four hours @ day L 1t would have on ottendant on duty
od anly during the daylight hours .-
and nelghboring properties In socortance with Section 503, COUNTY BCARD OF APPEALS
Before granting any special exception the Board must find that the granting OF BALTIMORL COUNTY

County 2oning Rey,ulations .,
of the requested special exception will not in any way violate Sectior. 502.1, subsections

o theough £, The awner testified that the praposol met all the requirements of Section E -
' William 5. Baldwin. Choirmon
419 of the Zaning Regulations, which is the section of the Zoning Regulations that sers up

cial requirements far car woshes in addition fo those of Section 502.1.  The patifione:

Tune 27, 1967
paduced restimany that, in his opinion, the use would nat creote wraffic congestion or

= king problems on the streets surrounding the shopping center. John A Slowik
George k. Gavrelis, Director of Planning for Boltimore County, was
summoned by the petitiones, and while he did not offer ony opposition 1o the propased use
he did state thet if the special exception were granted, the petitioner shou!d be oilowed
to use oaly the existing shopning center entrance ond, further, that the plan as submitied
by the petitioner did not make adequate provision for screening or parking. MNOTE:  Mr. Poul T. McHenry, Jr. sal ot the hearing of this case, however, his term ex-
The protestants, who mainly reside in the Fellowship Forest community pired prior to the Boord"s decision and hence, Mr. McHenry did not vote on this
south of the subject site and acrass Geucher Boulevord, opposed the special exception casc
mainly on the grounds that there wa: nat any need for the car wash; that it wauld pe
unsightly; ond that they particularly objected to the twenty -faur hour unattended opera~
tion, severa! witneeses stoting that, . their opinion, they feored it would become a
g place for ieenagers uuring the carly A.M. hours, and that the lack of adequote

policing would create an undesivoble situation within the neighturhood. They alsa

objected for aesthetic reasons.




PETITION‘FDR ZONING RE-CI’%’IFICATION
AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPTION

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMGRE COUNTY
fir
L

dor we, Tenant and ___legal owrer . of the property situate in Baltimore
County and which is descrihed in the descriplion and plat atiached hereto and made a part hereof,
hereby petition tH-tisat-the-aning status-of-the-hesetn-deseribed-property-be mﬁeﬁmmﬂgl’l

theZoning-Law-of Builimore: County, from-an - e

2003, tor—tedalicwing Feaions

Swe attached description

Tame-2) for a Special kace under the said Zomng Law and Zoning Regulations of Baltimore

County, e use the herein

Proyerty is ) d i r gl oy Zoning Regulations.
sification and or Special Exceplion adwertising.
posting, etc, upon fi H er agree to and are to be bound by the zoning

alations. and resthet e Zoning Law for Baltimore

CHPOR

PIL
]

Addreas

Ielitioner’s Altorney Protestant’s Allorney

Address Jal oo

OUDERED By The Soning Commissioner of Haltir J this 218t day
June 196 at the subjict matter of this petition be advertised, as
red by the Zoning Lav of Baltimore County, in tao newspapers of gencral eireulation through
timore County, that aroperty be posted, and that the public tearing be had before the Zon
Fommissioner of Baltimor y | i, County Office Ruilding in Towson, Baltim
Ceunty, on the

AN

ioner of Baltimora County

INVDICE

ey BALTIQDRE COUNTY, MARMGAND  No41032
OFFICE OF FINANCE

Dirision of Collection and Recelpis DATE 2/28/67
COUI 1)

« HOL
TOWSGN, MARYLAND 21204
To! Geome W. White, Jr. .
7 ::;. o+ g LI
Boitimar, Maryland 21202

werout 10 account wo. O, 712
auarriry ‘ B}

Cest of cartified documents = Fils No. 67-18-X

|
Evdewaed Shopplng Plza, Inc.
NE cor Putty Hill Road ond
Gouches woulevord

Dl

3

MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE 10 BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
MAIL TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION CEIPTS

L 5, COURT HOU TOWSON 4, MARYLAND
PLEASE RETURN UPPER S THIS BILL WITH YOUR REMITTANCE.

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
IGNING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towsoen, Maryland

Date of Fosting
vietrict

Posted for
Petitioner

Lacation of property

Location of Signs:

Date. ol returr

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of preperty, anu public hearing on lae above petition and
it appearing that by reason of ¢ raquirements

County Zoning Reg

a Special Exception for ... .

eeeemsamasacaaeeeeee-n--should be granted
IT 15 JORDERED by the Zoning Commiszioner of Baltimore County this. Ze

mber

U TENRER R TR e ey fromea .
2guaanraria Specia! Exception for

E i T T

--------should be and the same is

ém! [from: and after the date of this order.. subject to approval of the site plan by the

{Burdly of Public Servicrs and the Oifice of Plagning and

AW £4

] DEPUTYZoning Commissioner of Ballimore nm
9]
Pubsuant o the advertisement, posting of property and public hearing on the above petition

and i appearing that by reason of

the above re-classification should NOT BE HAD, and or the Special Exception shou

GRANTED
IT 5 ORGERED Ly the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this day
that the above re-classification be and the is herchy

DENIED and that the above described property or ued as and

to remain a rone; and, of the Special Exception for

be and the same i he eby DENIED

nirg Commissioner of Baitimno
4

INVOICE

rLerionE BALT@ORE COUNTY, MAI AND MNo.39412

OFFICE OF FINAN
Disision of Collection and Reccipis
COURT HOUSE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
Nesera. Dusmas ndal & Clevke
T o LIoAt Sireat. bl BLLER  Zaming Dept. of Ssltue Cou
Salilmore, Mds xlm

_DEPORIT 10 ACCOUNT WO. g3 g

ETAGH UPPLA RECTION ATD RETURT »

Patition for Spacial Exception for tucweod Shopping Flazs, Inc.
#6718-x

IMPORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

MAIL TOo DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, COURT HOUSE, TGWSON 4, MARYLAND
PLEASE RETURN UPPER SECTION OF THIS BILL WITH YOUR REMITTANCE.

e e
CERTIFICATE OF POSTING

TOMING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMOUE COUNTY
Towsan, Ma-yland

District

Posted for

Remarks;

Posted by

TITION FOR
EXCEPTH
uh DISTRICT

ZONING: Peitian for  Sprela
Exception h

O ATION: Noriheast corper
of Pulty Hill Road and Goucher

 WEDNESDAY,
Tooh at 110 AN

[ HEARING: fioom 108,
County Office Bailding, 111 W
Chesapeake  Avemue, Tomson.
Maryland

The Depuly Zoning Commis
sionnr of Ballimore County, by
authority of the Zoning Ast and
Hegulatioes of Baltimore County,
will hold a publlc bearl

Petition for Special Exception

o land in the
Distriet  of Balimore

County.
Heginning for the same al a
point. measared the tno follow-
ing courses and distances from
the 75,00 - foot cutolf at the ir-
tersectior ul the North side of
e it B4 feet wide
the ,u. s Covcher
Rﬂln:n 110 feet wide. as shown
on a Plat of Section Three Loch
Haven Manor, Fecorded amenit
the Land Hlocords of Baitimore

cmus West 200 00 foet 1o Lhe place

of beginning.
Containiog 0.3318 acres more

o, o
FONARD. n h.\llmsn'

DEPUTY Z
ONNISSIONER

01 BALTIMORE COUNTY,

BRIZENDINE ANC
Arromnevs At o
Lovos Buiama

32 W PeLvANA AvENUE

Towsci Mamviang 21204

RIGH
OFFICE

THE BALTIMORECOUMTIAN

THE COMMUNTIY WS THE HERALD . ARGUS
ssitbersiown, Md Cotanerile, Md.

No. | Newburg Avenue CATONSVILLE, MD.

July 19, %86,

THIS 1S TO CERTIEY, that the annexed advertisement of
sdward U. Hardesty, Dsputy Loning Cocest
Bultinore County
was inserted in THE BALTIMORE COUNTIAN, a group of
taxam weckly newspapers published in Baltimore County, Mary-
land, ance & weck for 25 mmmmaive weeks before
the Loth day «f July, 1986, inat is to say
the same was inserted in the issues of
July 7, 1966,

THE BALTIMORE COUNTIAN

Edibarand Manager 4/ m

State

Memler: ASCE
NSPE
MSS,

the same at
con £

£ Put
ioucher Bou.evard 1

1.0

‘ree Loch Haven

Putsy
econds \eat
10 seconds

it 200.00

fuet, and
lence porallel

t right ancles fror
%e South

luce ot

The Yoning
the following cuvente

Dity
" water in futy
" o

J Dyl

se1 Mw. Carlyle Brameloress of fngtoearin
Lchard Vioore-Bures: of Tra e




? ’ | ® 5 3 OFFICE OF 'ANCE . ZONING FILE NO. 67-18-X
BALT'MORE COUNTY, MARYLAND | | _ 5 { Divison of Collcion el Revefis T T

CORRESPONDENCE |paTE % e | L " TOWSON, MARYLAND 71204 3 IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF MARYIAND
INTER-OFFICE Beuag eey, ” m o
cou : CERTIFICATE OF PUSBLICATION ki ey . L : No. 215
0. Mr: John G_fow, Zoning Commissioner  pare July 15, 1966 i o] —_— ” oo Septeaber Tem, 1967

Goor or " : 1y & [ 3 . J
TR - ¥erpn B Qb Dl ctor of Mol TH ORI MR s din T s ooy o660 R
nat L ‘THIS 1S TO TIFY, that * od ertiseinent was ———‘—-m——-—*._____ o
Fetition #67-18-X. Northeast corner of Putty Hill Road & Goucher Boulevard. 5 T nskamers o 1S TO CERTIFY, that the annexad advertises ‘auasTiTY DETATH UPrin BESTICH AND RETUSN WITH YOUR REMI TTANCE cout

i ) ) o ; Begsaciae e the T RSO _— 5
:g;;m;;o.s Spocial Excoption for g’:m:::m S e T published in THY JEFFERSONIAN, « weskly newspaper prin Ahasnliadry wat yagking o prassrty ' Auind dorsine P
e SRapplig, Mokoj o (=10 and published in Towson, Baltimors County, Md., SREPIRCERN: i x g

B 1 S i the. 271k

HEARING: Wednasday, July 27, 1966. (11:00 A.M.) ] 1 1944, the first publication 1 " e A DRt Ml

SUBJECT.

CEORGE H, LROULLLETT, et al,

9ih District

—-day of- ol
YT 112~ L EUDOWOOD SHOPP
The plonning stalf of the Office of Plarning and Zoning has reviewed the subject petiticn : e i YN T1P- :
and offers the following commant: O O THE JEFFERSONIAN,
L 1/

the notion of locating car waslies on shopping center
sion of this office will require certain additions
and detail alterations in its review of the site plan. These will deal with the e 4].
provision of landscaping, screening, lightieg, etc. o Cost «f Advertisement, §...

IMPORTANT! MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE 7O BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
MAIL TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, COURY HOUSE, TOWSON 4, MARYLAND
PLEASE RETURN UPPER SECTION OF THIS BILL WITH YOUR REMITTANCE.

ming
OF Waiimars County

s Dirision | Opinien by Marbury
e o plnion by Marbury, J,
10 Light Street TOWSON, M:ﬂu: AND 21204 D —

Baltimnre, daryland 21702 Richerd C. Ruriey, .

Iﬂ:ﬂ:;g SR fice of Plaming 8 Lening

119 Cousty 0ffica 81, Fllec: may 2, 1068
Towsan, Keylens 11108

BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF FLANNING AND ZONING DEROMT.TO Accoun Mo

) |
SaanTTY D AT UPFen SEoTIoN A8 RETRR WA TOOR
County Office Building
111 W, Chesapeake Avenus

Towson, Maryland 2120L / Cost of appes) - Gwtenand Sharping Plass, Tnc.

oo 6718

Your potition b3 baen received and accopted for filing this

wiles

A
Petitionsr _Podowood Shooping Plass, Ine, 4
Patitioner's Attorney Usarge Ws Wiite  Reviewed I

— EDenE
MPORTANT! MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

| MAIL TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, couRT HCUSE, TOWSON 4,
2 L TLEASE REJURN UPPER SECTION oF THis BiLt, WITH YOUR REMITTANCE.

MARYLAND

m for 4 speclal exeeptlion
filed by :1lce -30d Shopalng Plaza, Ine. (as legul
owaeT) @ b rpor: ] cee contlagenat on zonlug),
to the zonlng vownalssicner Bultlinore County. Th 2tition
requested a ape : Ky ailow the ercction and operation resunted to

of 4 zelr- B¢ gar 3 v ool what 1o now the ing lot
Zudewuon Snoppts Laz, Yae ULt zoning commissloner had
origiaally Ge rxeention but the County Hoard of
Pequest, finding that 1t would "be
Ly, and eral welfare of the
Laken to the Clircult Court for
rrett reversed the Board, holding that
d on substantlal evidene: All of the
“ppeared 43 protescants before the Board and had answered
appeal to tie CL it Court. All are reoidents of

dlate neipnhborneod and & subdlv. on inown as Fellowship

the appellces,

sylvanla, that such 2
feet high, to be bullt of .
2 out on the ob basls. He
To0f, The proposed building
per cent of the buslnes~ was dune
would be f - > actual washing will be in ten bays
le the operation was unattended,
wnich could be ent 1 he parking area in fr .t of the building,
e . m £100 a.m. t3 nocn, 5 ¢ , E ore 1 following evidance
wnish 1s of guff ze to forty automobiles. ) ) .
clear # * #, 5o ¢ is one of the . relled to reach result that 1t did:
To be sltuated on a 120 feet by 200 reet boou 4 i
1 . 1d be clear isible to
8red nedar the couthWest cerner of the shopplng center ; ng ) i ¥ i15,000.00 cien ldence that the
interest the J. C. Corporatlion which :
at Lhe intersceilon of Putty H1ll Hoad and Gouchor Boulevard, in to vhe nealin, safety or general wel
negotlated a lease for the subject T
propesty with the Eudowood Snepplng Plaza, Inc., the lease to be
" ade o determine the
contingent on obtalnli; the gpeciol oxception. Tne J. G. Corporation

Wad organized lor the speclfic prrpose of operating the proposed




® P >

In a hearing for a speclal exceptlon where the requested use 1s
permitted under the existing zoning classificatlion the applicant
need only oW that the use 1s conslstent with the exlsting classi=
flcation and that L1t would not be adverse to the welfarec of the
elghbornood. In the case of Oursler V. Bd. of Zoning Appeals,

97, Lo2, 104 A,24 568,
iere the application was for a speclal exceptlion permii-

3
204 Nd, i
ting a restaurant in Baltimore County. we saild:

nore Coun

permit wo
ractleal difflculty, unnecessary or unreason-—
' 48 la the case of a varlance, but st show
€ exceptlon would be in narmony with the zoning
1ﬂ not be detrimental to the welfare of the

Lssioners v, Luria, 249 Md. 1, 238 A. 2d 108;

Merlands Club, ¢ ra. In the instant case tne

appellees dla not show thav the bruposed use would be 1n conformlty

regulation, i.e., that 1t would not "be detrimental
safety or j lfare of the locality involved."
ltimore County Zoning Regulations, See. 502.1 a,
welr only expert to Ltestify on thls aspect of the case,
Gavrells, Director of Planning, who had studled the
plan, stated in answer to a question as to the effect
h on the community, that "this kind of car wash, at
*tlon of tne county, 1s a rather rare thing, and I
Y perconal experlence on which to form a Judgment, I
This being the unly testimony on this subject
thne Board 5 Justifled 1in finding, as 1t dld, that the application
should be denled, Under the fucts of the case before us the action

taken by the Board of Zonlng Appeals was Justifled.

REVERSED AND ORD

Ol ZON]

TO BE PAID BY APPELLEES.
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Prorosen Zonina: SPEciaL ExcesTion (Car Wasw)
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Aue LiauTivg To BE DirerTed AwAy Frow ReSimgwTia
SuRFacE OF Lot To B Dustiess, DuRARLL & SuniL

PARKiNG STtoeant DaTA!
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