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PETITION FOR ZONING RE-CLASSIFICATION PET!TlgN FOR ZONING V. CE

® ® |

g FROM AREA AND HEIGHT REGULATIONS | >
AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPTION el &3 TIO! \| RE: PERTION FOR WCUSSIFICATION BEFORE | | George O. Blome, el ol = No. 73-83-RA 2
¥ —8_ " | rom U.R. i B.L. Zone . ’ . .
3 TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE : g | Vi E f i i |
o v consom o B T 2 ineicg R W | R s cmmemorms | - |
1 or we, George Q. Blome and/ tegal awier. of the property situts in Baltimore I of we,_ rge O. Blome and/ __ jegal owneriof the property situats in Baltimors | SW/S Loch Hill Rood 430 feet West - OF | would nct be practical for him to proceed with this project unless the variance were grani ¢!
PPN made hereo, County and which Is described in the description and plat attachsd bereto and made hereol, | of Loch Raven Boulevard
County and which is dscrived 1 Lo decrpton And plat slached beetc und e & A6 il & i) | %hosdar ; SALTINGIE COUNTY | This contention, hawever, does not appear fa be valid 1o the Board, for the gist of M.
herehy petition (1) that the zoning status of hmﬂndmmdn:mr:r\v be 3 > B hereby petition for a Variance from Section. ...232:3 to permit a rear yard set-back ! é ' | St i T b Wil i
. 008 0 a0 N & e | Sel s testimony was it would stil profitable, just less so, ing a conter
10 the Zoning Law of Baliimore County, frem an-... S <oerr.01 8870 ot instead af th requized 20 feet alung_shat property & N i| P.m-m?‘ Bloma, ot ol 3 Nol, 73-63-RA, |
_____________ BL__...........tone; for the following reasons: ~N e £ wE % in ion with the existing i To build the proposed shopping center
ia physically, Z__ | renaa I8 this Petition ‘ )
Error and mistake in the comprehensive Zoning map in that it is physicafly, I OPINION | without the variance would, by necessity, require less area devated to uable commercinl
impassible to situate DR 16 residential rtructures on that narrow strip ol. Yo } i
land involved in this application. ‘ | of the : 7% | . development; herzs, whatever income is 16 be derived from the restel or sale of sweh o
‘ 1 !a:awr %mm to the mm w of Ballimore County; for {he | This case comes beforo the Board on an appeal by iha Pefitionens from an Ordes| .
tachod dence:ation 'i F the De Zoni sraject would be proportionately less also.
See at = | o Commissis i §
e | st | Praperty abuts the middle fork of Herring Run flood plain and adjacent DR. 16 | Puty Zening Commisianer of Baltimore County datod ecamber 6, 1972 dening The Pefitionsr lso hod M. Eugene Raphe, a professiondl lond surveyor, and
| land is not usable. Property cannot be di ped without subject vari | a requested variance to permit a rear yard setback of 0' imtcad of the requested 20" olong )
it lBinL ceg would résult i an I Richard B, Williams, plannar, in the Planniig and Zoning Offics of Baltimere County,

unattractive development not in keeping with appropriate principles of

o A
l -7
|

oA olanning and zoning, ‘

and (2) for a Special Exception, usder the sa'd Zoning Law and Zonlng Regulations of Baltimore

the mear property line. 1
[
I | testify on hiz behal f that the proposed shopging center tc be built i the variance wero
‘ The property that is the subjact of this appeal is located on the southwest side \

granted would be the best use of the subject property in Iheir respactive opinions. How=

County, to use the herein described property, for.

of Loch Hill Rood apgroximetely 430" north of Loch Raven Boulevard, in the 9th Election

| | aver, neither of thess witnesses testified that any practicd difficulty or unressoncble hard-
| District of Bal' imore County. |

rty Is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning ‘legulations.
we, agree to pay expenses of above reclassification and/or Special Exception: advertising.
., upon fling of this petition, and further agres to and are to be bound by the zoning
and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant o the Zoning Law for Baltimore

gt

ship would be placed upon the Petitionars by not granting the requested variance, nor did

In the bearing bofore the Deputy Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County a ‘
their testimeny contain any facts from which such an inference could reasonably be made.

ona-tenth of an acre portion of the subject property was requested fo be reclasified & Bula

| Two witnesses testified in opposition i the variance, one of whom wen the

tion was gronted in the above Order, which also | |
President of the | iation in the i i and indicated

on the besis of error, and this reclassifi

el
a4

| denied the requested varionce, and it is irom the denial of this variance only that the

Petiti | that they were opposed to any commercial devalopment of that location, and they wera
titioners have oppealed, ‘ | ] ) |
opposed to the variance in particular,  They felt if there ware more commercial area

2

Mr. Howard Schepr, who is the surviving son of one of the tiled owners of
under the propesed variance this would necessitate more traffic than would he generates

this property, both of whom are deceased, testified that he i o builder and that he planned

0TE_C e,

by the property without the granting of the varionce.  Testimony from all the protesionts

1o construct a neighborhood type shopping centar on the subject rty.  He indicated ‘
property.  He indicale indicated Hiar Frere is traffic congestion at this location and these fraffic conditions are |

Pelilioner's Aflornuy

£

e

- _— his plan to lacate the proposed stores up to the reor property line of the subject property

- hazardous,  The profestants also expressed other feans, such s depraciation of their

ORDERED By "he Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, (his.......-3185........day S Ri¥ereD By The 2ening CofAmioner of Batimars County, Bl ety providing parking in front of the stores.  He statad tha if the requested variance were |

July 196.x72that the subject matter of this petition be sdvertised, as - . | property values =nd perhaps the remeval of some of the existing trees, which apparently
[T, S . of.. 197 __, that the of this not gronted, it would necessit ! d sk

eral circulation through- — -y subject matter petition be advertised, as . cessitate placing the proposed 3t far forward on the subj
rwplrd by tho Zesing Law of Satkmare Counly, fn bre sewspiers of gemen) demabol Y of Baltimore Cousty, in two newspapers of general circulation through e ‘ ara prasantiy on the subjoct proporty.
oui Raltimare County, that property be posted, and that the public hearing m M.Mmumwumnmmhﬂmmm property as passible, and that this weuld leove the comstruction of the proposed steres |
Baltimore Cornty tn Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore ™ \-‘m" County In Room Office Bullding Ig; | Vihile there wos some vague testitiony on behalf of the Petitioners that there

closer to Loch Hill Road than the adjocent private dwellings fo the south, and thet & a

. -0'clock

, o the. 3 Aday of. 197 . &t
ot & would Lo a practical difficulty if the requested variance were not grented, this testimony
/

result this would be ousthetically detrimental as well o creating fraffic hazards regonding was not supported or corroborated.  Although the Peliti did indicate that if the
. itioner indicate that i

the free flow of troffic on Loch Hill Read.
Commbssicnss of Bal . e, Schepf went on 1o say that it
- “Zoing Himore County. Pl want on 1o say that i varimice were not granted his profit ar income wauld be less than covid ba abtained by
(over)
the construction of his proposal with the granting of tha variance, the Petitioner neverthe
. . less still con use the subjact property for all cf the uses permitted in the existing zoning
= ® @ @

The difference in the zone lines is thirty-one (31) teet almost exactly

I‘ omhalf of the width of Loch Hill Road. The shape of the D.R. 16 zone line alag

George O. Blome, et al = No. 73-63=RA 3.

[ | RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFI- BEFORE THE commercial zoning from the rear of his property would force a reversial of
classification. Therefore, the Board fecls that tha Petitionar has not met the burden of bbb B b L BT NG it plianed improvaments; ‘The bulldtng woald, by HEcasstey, Ba. nisvad s corruaponds with the shape of the adjoining apartment development located
showing affimatively that o practical difficulty or unressonable hordship would be placed ';';;""Df:l‘;i‘:‘t“ Admpalaan. COMMISSIT 2R AR5 $514] 3 P Fmasse pilnbions:parrifinsacastbaclind e 11 slong the car of the Petitioner's property,
upon him by not granting the variance requested. ﬁ:ﬁi?’ i : oF | feet from the street right uf way line). The parking would be placed at the Insolaakithe: Wiriances ars consarned, the Batitoned oidmet meet Kis

= e NO. 73-03-RA (Item e, 6)
L ini f this Board that thi titioned {or should 1 | i ity, d the V hould
116 thackfors the opinion of this yoomcd palf ke :  BALTIMORE COUNTY rear utilizing the residentially zoned strip as sugycsted by the Planmng Board. e s e

be gented,

; i i 1972 be
be denied and the Order of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner dated December 6, a Since dwellings o the adjaining lots are setback twenty-five (25) feet, this

sioner of

!
|

B Te, E Zoning Ci
affimed moil of development was not considered to be in the best intercst of the neigh- Therefore, 1T IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Com,

i i i R | , 74
This Petition represents a request for a Reclassification from a D. R. 16 i Baltimore Couaty this T day of Decumbsr, 1772, that the hreein

ORBER, borhood.

Zone to a B, L. Zone and a Variance to permit a rear yard setback of zero (9)

described property or arca should be and the same is hereby Reclassificd from

For the reasons set forth in the aforegeing Qpinion, the Boord affinms that Many area residents were present in protest to the Reclassification.
feet instead of the required twenty (20) feet, aD.R.16 Zonw toa B, L. Zone from and after the date of this Order, subject

portion of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner's Order dated December 8, 1972 which denies There was a great deal of confusion as to the location oi the property. Some

. - " Wi The Petitionsr's entire.ovnerchip consliets of - Bol-an.acce, mors or : to the approval of a site plan by the Bureau of Public Services and the Office
the variance petitioned for, and frem which an appeal was token, and cherefore, it is residents were under the impression that the closed service station on the

! s, and is zoned B. L. and D.R. 16. The property that is the subject of this ¢ Plansing and Zonin
adjoining lot was part of the request. Many residents were also apparently | . 4 2]
Petition consists of . 1 of an acre ind is locateu »n the west side of Loch Hill i

under the impression that the property was zoned residential, and that this

this 22nd _day of January, 1974, by ths County Board of Agpeals ORDERED, that the
variance petitioned for be and the same is hereby DENIED. It is further ORDERED that the requested Variance to perrait = rear
Road approximately four hundred and thirty (430) fect north of Loch Raven I ——

Any oppeal from his decision must be in accordance with Chapter 1100, sub= hearing was for the purpose of reclassifying the entire tract. |

Boulevard in the Nineth District of Baltimore County.
3 i1d, for th tated above, be DENIED,
title B of the Maryland Rules of Procedure. All residents, wha gave testimony, objected to any commercial zoning rens prapesty; Line:shal DTG TARRORE AT Aty e
The following facts were derived from teatimony and evidence presented R
COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS o7 use of the subject property. They felt that a need for comme reial uscs a
by the Petitioner; L by s 3
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY) did not exist, and citied the fact that it had not been developed during the i P e T
y. l.  The subject parcel has been in the Petitioner's I B B_‘mm‘"‘, County :
family for the past twenty (20) years. twenty (20) years that it has been zoned. The ~ vy traffic flow and many | *=

2. The entire tract was zoned Business, Local until
the adoption of the present Comprehensive Zoning

accidents in the vicinity of the site were alao given as reasnns for their ob.

Zo
i

Map (March 24, 1971). st jections to the 1 ton and/or | use of the property, Area
3. The D.R. 1€ zone line of the adjoining apartment -‘ -j‘\‘ repidents also testified that a medical center was needed in the area, and that [
camplex overlaps by thirty-nne (31) feet the rear 1 n\d% W
i of the Petitioner's property, as well as the backs ii development of the site for this purpase would not be objected to. =y
of the adjoining individual hamus, 3] = h
After reviewing the testimony and evidence, i.e., zoning maps, and £y

A2

4. A flood plain (zoned D, R. 16 apd built in connection
with the adjoining apartment cevelopment) lies ad-
Jjacent to and binds on the rear of the Petitioner's
property. The flood plain is improved with a con-
crete flume and is bordered with trees providing a

Petitioner's site plans, it is the apinion of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner

«

that the overlapping zone line is a result of a drafting error. The depth of the

CLIVID FOR FIi

A Lene s iy

buffer for the adj apartment develop- s Petitioner's property is exactly one hundred and twenty-one (121} feet mea- b {
ment, [T =
w -
= - sured from the west side of Loch Hill Road. The present depth of the zone, e .
The Petitioner felt that the thirty-one (31) foot strip of D. R. 16 zoned = = B i i
as indicated on the Comprehensive Zoning Map, was established as one 115 = &
property serves no useful purpose, and would, in fact, be detrimental to the ]

hundred and twenty (120) feet measured from the center line of Loch Hill Road. |
neighborhood. [t was his opinion that the removal of thirty-one (21} feet of )

-2- MARZT 1974
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PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION . BEFORE THE
| ﬁﬂm‘ﬂﬁ&‘mu ROAD . DEPUTY ZOKNING cornon oIy EROM.THE OEPICE OF J
EX PARTE i BUFORE THE | 430" N/W OF LOCH RAVEN BLVD. WiLLIAM STLP;%IS'.‘!Q:; & ASSOCLATE
€. That the County Council failed to consider that that ! 8th DISTRICT L] COMMISSIONER P.0. BOX G838, TOWSON, MD. 21204
I THEMATTEROR ® HONING oM onER portion of Petitioners! tract as is zoned DR 16 is insufficient J GRORIK-O T LOMEL XTALs ' o
ZONING RECLASSIFICATION OF . MO Description to accompany zoning petition Marck 24, 1972
in size to support residential apartments, Eetitionsry PALTIMONE COMITY ittt D e L
FOR GEORGE O, BLOME AND = BALT.MORE COUNTY . No. 73-63-RA (Item No.6) Containing 0.12 Acres f2
d, That the Gounty Gouncil errer in not considering Herring
~ srenvas
JOSEPHINE S"HEPF . — . " Boginning for the same at the end of v two following lines wviz:
a Run flood plain which is immediately adjacent to subject e AR,
seseves Rl - | (1) northwesterly, binding on the center linc of Lach Mill Rcad, 430 feet
property, and which land by reason of its proximity to |
George O. Blome and Josephine Schepf, Legal Owners, Me. Clork: from the center line intersection of said Road and Lach Raven Boulevasd
Merring Run is not suited for residential use or development :
in support of thei: Petition that the zoning status of their property be Flease enter an Appeal from that portion of the Declsion of the Deputy and (2) southwesterly, binding un the oxisting zaning line betwsen zones
e. That the County Council erred in not taking into B.L. and D.N. 5.5, 120 feet;
classified from DR 16 Density Residential Zone to a BL, Busincss Local | Zoning Commissioner for Balimore County dted December 6, 1972 that denled v 130 feet; thenco fron sald place of beginning, northes
Ftia, dng <sneitinration ia.many olanges in e sentithn spd chksaslen the Petitioner/Appellant a variance to permit a rear yard setback instoad of th westerly, binding in the existing zonicg line between miwss P.i. and Duk.
Zove, say:
1. Thet the Ca - n b e of the neighborhood which have ozcurred since the adoption | required twenty (20') foot, 16, 127 feet more or less, thence continuiny to bind on d zoning line,
. it the unty Council in not zoning the subjec —
’ of the original Comprehensive Zoning Map for this arca. = westerly 81 feet more or less to intersect the outline of the herein named
roperty Businevs Local, committed mistake and error on the Compre- Edward C, Covabey,Jr. < . .
e 2. “here has been a subst: atial change in the conditions i Atty. for Petitivaer/Appellant petitioner, thence binding on said outline the three following lines vias
+ 4 a - : |
hensive Zoning Map for the following cogent reasons: | g‘;wﬁ"gdgl"“ﬂ‘:;‘ South 50° 10' 10" Kast 37 fect mare of less, thence South 47° 40¢ 107 East
. ) s _ and character of the neighborhood since the present Comprehensive Zoning | " 280441 %
a. The County Council erred in failing to consider that 164.82 feet and North 42 919% 50" East 31.00 feet io the place of beginning,
Map for this Distric: wi.s adepted. Il
the majority of that real property owned by your Petitioners | Containing 0.12 of an Acre of land more or less.
3. That the use of subjoct property for commercial uses | | HEREDY CERTIFY that on this J~ day of § % &, 1973, a copy
at the intersection of Loch Hill Rd. and Regester Avenue, )
. ok e Tl as permitted in a BL zone would be in harmony with the overall character | of the forcgoing Order was malled to The hionorable Robert E, Latshaw, Jr,,
is zoned Business Local and has been so zoned since . 306 West Chesopeake Avenue, Towson, Md, 21204 and Mr. Terry P. Crossfield,
. of the neighborhood,
approximately 1952, President, Tdlawylde Improvement Associatiou, Inc.. 915 Litchfeld Road,
4. That the Petitioner ave other and further reasons to
b. That located on that portion of Petitioners' property Baltimore, Md, 21239, and Saunders Almond, Esquire, Jenifer Bullding,
support their application, all of which will be shown at the hearing on |
which is zoned BL, and .mmediately adjacent to that Tawson, Md, 21204,
same. == —
portion of Petitioncrs! property currently zoned DR 16
Edward C. Covahey, Jr.
is a gaseline service station which has been situate on \l
Petitioners' property since approximately 1957
am 57PN
and that the failure of the County Council to consider this
usc Was error.
ONING UEPAKTMENT
[ .
® : @ B
Halttmore Gounty, Marpland
Bepartment @'f Publis Works
BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING ADVISORY COMMITTEE COUNTY OFFICE -m:::;;n BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
i AYLAND JEFFERSON BUILDING TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
Huy 5, 1272 | Baros:if Miginnity.
couNTY DT B0 | T Aoril 20, 1972 cesaory drainage fao!litdes (terporury DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING
h . | any ruinances or damsces to edjacent Euaene J. Currons P Wi, T. MaLa
M's Josephine Schenf clally by tle concentration of surface waters, Jorrectisn areron -am"e...... .,..l:...
1202 Soyce Ave., Toblem which may rerult, duo to irprever gredicg or improjer
Seltimare, Maryland 21204 tien of drainsge facilitles, would be tie “ull respensidiiity of
the Petiti .
RE: Reclassification Petition e Pe aner,
;::ng"inq Cycle N LS ;vijiii‘cl:gnr drain cyntem exists witiin loch Fi1l Road, as shown on
utan Srawing #51-0155
e George 0. Glome, et al - Petitioner 2 :
e ani San! April 28, 1y7z
Oear M's. Scheoft Zater and antter
ATNEST OF = fublic water and snritary sewn Hr: Ollver L, Myers
ENGINEERING The Zoning Advisory Comnittee has reviewed the nlins submitted 7 Chai rman
a1 noats comaisoon | With the abave refersnced netition and has ma¢ an on site field Zoning Advisory Committee
e | Fhspection of the sroperty, The attached comments are a result of this County 0ffice Building
e reviem and fasaection, Towson, faryland:2120b
JEALTH DERARTMENT The subject property Is located on the scuthwast side of Loch e Re: Cycle Zoning 111
PROLECT PLANKING HE11 Road, four hundred and thirty feet northwest of Lock Raven Boulevard, T Item 6 = ZAC - b-4-72
corpawruest | In the Winth Election District of Baltimore County, The orecerty followin: copmants are furei Property Owner: George 0. Blome, et al
N s an undeveloped strip of land that Ifes between an existing T T A N Shu T Loch Hill Road W of Loch Raven Blvd.
[ARE OF EDECATION aiece of Business, vocal property at the corner aof Regester Avenue 445 Reclass. to B.L. Varfance from Section 232.3
oawr 1anos | and Loch Hi11 Raad, which Is imaroved with an abardaned service SO rear yard - District 9
station and & residential dwelling on the south side of the site. Sheets
The nroperty to the rear is zoned 0.2, 5.5 fn art, with the remsinder , s Dear Hr. Hyers:
in DR, 16, This rear portion 13 387t of » storn drain reservation i T S S : ;
“ith apartments heyond, The oruserties to the east of the site 2 4 93-30ction on 1 variable width richt-ofeway, | Due to the :ize of the requested reclassification, litele incroase
well maintained residential homes. There is curb and gutter existing o reciired. for a particn of the Srontapa of b | In trip density is an-izipated.
at this location. =3l 30-foot half section symmetrical about Lhe center- i
his setition having met tha Taning Comissioner's fules of 4 Very truly yours,
Practice and Pracedure, {3 nceented far Filfng. skall eonform o Zaltimore County Stundards, /
dery, truly 1“‘;"7-/, o The entranze location 15 subject to approvel by the Department of Truffic €. Alickard Moore
M‘(( )/ z( ngineering, and shall ructed in accordonce with Ealtimore Tounty Assistant Traffic Enginecer
£ Stam: ds,
QLIVER L, MYERS, {rman CAM:nr
Uobm k‘,JLm Sedlsent Cont |
QN Jo OILLON, J7., loning Tech.ll
v Development of thig property the i pra 7 and stabili:
| coald resalt in a sedimant pollution prodblem, damaging private and public
QULH: JJD1I0 v sl 4 dounstrens of the ; h mmit i3, trerefore, necessury
, dneludin 1.
S DrREnEe
Provislonn for the aceowvodntion of stomm drainape have not been indiested

an the subject ol




Baltimore County Fire Department
J. Austin Deitz
chiel

Towson, Maryland 21204

LTy
Aoril 17, 1972

0ffice of Planning and Zoning
Baltimore County Office Bullding

ATT: Mr. Ollver L. Myers. Chaimman
Zoning ‘dviscry Committes

RE: Property Owner: George O. Blome, et al
Locatlons S/W/S Loch M1l Road, 430' N/W pf Loch Raven Boulevard

Item Ib. 6 Zonine Acenda April 4., 1972

Gentlemen:

Surssant to your Tequest, the referenced pronerty have been curveyed by
this Dureau and the comments bulow marked with an "x* are sonlicable and
reculred to be correctsd o1 incorparated into the final olans for the
property.

( J 1. Fire hydrants for the referenced property are reauired
and shall ba located at intervals of fest alono
an approvad road in accordance with Baltimore County
Standards as published by the Department of Public Yorks

() 2. A second means of vehicle access is required for the tite.
( ) 3. The vehicle dead-end condition shown at

EYCEEDS the meximum allowed by the Fire Department

() 4. The site shall be made to comply with all applicable marte
of the Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beainaing
of onerstions.

() 5. The buildings and structures sxisting or pronosed on the
<ite shall comply with a1l appliceble requizements of the
vational Fire Protection Assoclation Standars ‘o. 1t
“The Life Safety Code" 1970 Edition prior to eccunsncy.

{ ) 6. Site olans ara #noroved as dramm.

{ ) 7. The Fire Prevention Bureau has no comments at this time.

)

voted 2.2 /")
seviensr 1 47T harman: E. x% tporoveds 7 2/
‘41' Planning Group ‘Deouty oﬁ@«-@/&
Soecial Insection Dibiston Fire Prevention 2uzent

b 4717/72

i
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E
1.8

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

Eﬁ
if
i
HEE

E

e e Peens Mot TOWSON, MD.... Septasber Mi........., 1972
T .._..1.=§ THIS IS TO CERTIFY. that the snneved sdvertisement was
Soning Aot _E-.: ot | . ©
=0 e published 1o THE JEFFEASONIAN, a weekly newspaper printed

!
i
fi

and published in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., amtadtcesd

_“ d‘I-- _lg]
et _‘m-“-un [ ak_oon ti%e.  xxmenbescsels before the.....200.........
b S P sober. publlcation
ke 33 - dayof ... 0al eeeannnnnn 1902, the Siggt publlc
Al oty et o e
Nimth o Saltimers Comaty.
et S
s Ve
(1) narthwesterty, -
omter e o0 Lo B i 18.32.
o e comer o e
Uem of saM Moad mmd Loen Raven
Bemiorerd. ama” (2} vethvenensy, |
o, T w
SRR N
‘esung e Des - B ) =
e e i Bt
‘I-u.ﬂni l"-:-l
Pt e o Cost of Advertisement, §
T The e it potianmy, T B e
e ey
i Eae e e
TS o
ot ' e of Vectening:
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——BAL'rmg’ﬁE County, MARYLAND
DepartMENT OF HEALTH

DONALD J. ROOP, MO, MPH
e arut4 ANB coURTY REALTH OFFICER

JEFFERSON BUILDING
284 April 17, 1972

Mr. Oliver L. Myers, Chairman
Zoning Advisory Comnmlittee
Office of Planning & Zoning
Baltimore County Office Bldg.
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. Myers:

Comments on Item 6, Zoning Advisary Committee Heetlng,
April &, 1972, are as follows:

Property Ovner: George 0. Blome, et al
Locatfon: S/W/S Loch WIll Road, 430' N/W of Lech
Paven Boulevard
Present Zoning: D.R. 16
Propased Zoning: Reclassification to B.L. Vartance from
Section 232.3 rear yard
District: 9

No.Acre 0.12

Motropolitan water and sewer are available 1 the sice.

Adr The building or hulldings on this
site may be subject to a pefmlt to construct and a permit o operate
auy and all fuel burning and processing equipment. Additional informa-
tian may be obtained from the Division of Alr Pollution and Induscrial
Hyglene, Baltimore unty Deparctment of Health.

Pollution Comments:

£ and Apartment House Comments: Approval for a
shopplng canter or a nt housa Ls based upon owner reaponsitilic,
for the collection, storage and dlsposal of refuse in accordance with
Health Jepartment requirements.

Shopping Ce

Very truly yours,
J¥. strashorn
sanitarian iT
Water and Sewer Sectfon
Divislon of Sanitary Engineering

Jstan BUREAU OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
——
% ORIGLIAL
o
L L
mwn ornctor

Eess | GrSndlIMES

TOWSON, MD. 21204 Septesber 18 - 1972

Comminiotn of
utendly of
o o THIS ISTOCERTIFY, that the annexed advertisetent of
3. Sric Dinenna

Zoning memissioner of Baltimore County
]
el

= was inserted in THE TOWSON TIMES, a weekly newspaper published
Juing Sepuluen 480 18 Baltimore County, Maryland, once aweekior ~ cne  SSESERRIRS:
~ uar Yaod - B
of laad i the weekybefore the 18 dayot Septecber  192; thatlsto say, (he same
Bagianing far dee oame ol

Tan i was inserted In the issuegol  soprecier Li, 1977
]
wd Lach
and (3}
-
i aTand Sy
L el
-

STROMBERG PUBLICATIONS, lne.

i
Gl
e

5
T
!

]

'
-
f
&,

By, DT 7%7;44\
/

i

BOARD OF EDUCATION
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

TOWSON, MARYLAND - 21204

ITRM #6

Property Cimer George 0. Blome, ot al
District 9

Pressnt Zoning DR 16

Proposed Zeaing EL + VAR.

Wo. Acres O.
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JENIFER. FITTS & ALMOND

Mr. S. Eric DiNenna, Z
County 0ffice Building
111 West Chesapeake
Towson, Maryland 212

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SEErE BUILBING

TOWSON. MARYLAND 2204

Septembor 13 1972

oning Commissioner

Re: George 0. Blome

Dear Mr. Commissioner:

case No. 72-63-R

Please enter my appearance as the attorney for
Katherine H. hiome, Personal Representative of George O.

Blome, deceased. Mr.

Blome, s you can surmise, was one

of the Petitioners, but 1s now deceased.
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Sincerely yours,
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