i
PE'i'IT]ON FOR SPECIAL HEARING

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:
MAP ASSOCIATES OF REISTERSTOWN, contract purchaser
000w of the property
situate in Ba!timore County and which is described in the description and
plat attached hereto und made a part hereof, hereby petition for a Special
Hearing Under Section 500.7 of the ivning Regulations of Baltimore County,
to deterwine whether or not the Zoning Commissioner and/or Deputy Zoning

Commissioner should approve__pariing an the 50 €t resldeatlal stelo .
Junning alonq the Mestern howndary of the sald property..3s-same.appeacs
Jere. partdenlarly on the attached plat. . -

See attached desoription

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning
Regulat.{ons

or we, agree to pay expenses of above Special Hearing advertising,
s4ifif, etc., upon filing of this petition, and further agree to anéd are
be Pound by the zoning regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County
uant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore County.
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ORDERFL By the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this_J3th_.

day of TT®T  19g172, that the subject matter of thic petition be

advertised, as required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in two
newspapers of general circulation throughout Baltimore County, thn:
property be posted, and that the public hearing be had before ing
Commissioner of Baltimere County in Room 106, cuun::,- ofﬁce su.l.l.dlnq in
Towson, Baltimore c:nmty. on the_20th 19672,
at2il__o'clock__P:__m.

of Matz Childs & Associates, and of John Finglara, Project Manager
of Arthur M. Fischer, Inc., proposed develapers. ’

It should be of interest to the Commiisioner that this iden-
tical 50 foot strip of land has on two previous occasions been
before the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County on a request for
a use permit for parking, namely cases 65-211-SPH and 69-235-SPH,
Protestants conceding that in those two previous cases this 50 foot
strip was but a small part of the entire petition, but the principles
involved are the same.

Before the Commissiomer the testimony of Mr. Richard Smith
pertained almost exclusively to the engineering aspects of the pro-
posed development, availability of utilities, descriprion of road
network, and an explanation of the site plan prepared by Matz Childs
and Asscciates: and he stated that the primary reason for the
Petitioners seeking this use permit is to allow greater flexibility
in the layout of the center; but he admitted on cross-examination
that his office had prepared u site plan for the develspment of this
B.M. land without parking on the 50 foot strip in question here;
and further, admitted that the use permit which is sought would mot
be needed if the developers simply altered the size of the proposed
developmeit by a small reduction in the floor area of the buitdings
to be erected thereon.

The testimony of Mr. Fingia

primarily related to the type of shopping center that would be
erected at this location, and he related a history of other shopping
centers of comparable type that have been developed in other states

by this developer; and it is significant that he not only reaffirmed
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PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING BEFORE THE
N/S of McDonough Road, 1253.%8' W
of Reisteratown Road - 3rd District
Lyon Partnership - Petitioner
NO. 73-145-SPH (Item Nu. 77)

RE:
ZONING COMMISSIONER

OF

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Tm Pelllinnur“r:tqunnu a Special Hea |‘ng to pormut oft-atrect parking in a
residential zone, The property is located on the north side of McDonough Read,
1253, 98 feet west of Reisterstown Road, in the Third Election District of
Baltimore Covaty, and containg 1. 7428 acres of land, more or leas.

Evidence an behalf of the Petitioner indicated that a shopping center, con-
taining three (3) major department stores ans satellite stores, is intended lo
be constructed on the adjoining property, which is classificd Business, Major
(B, M, ) zoning. In order to mect the parking requirements, which are based on

the squarc footage of the proposed cor fifty (50)

ial center, an
foot strip is necessary. Said fifty (50) foot strip is lacated un the southwestern
line of the B. M. zoned property. It was testified to by witnesses for the Peti-

tioner, that the additional fifty (50) foot strip would not be necessary ii the

sqiare footage of Jhe shopping center were reduced.

At the of the ‘s case, the ys representing the

“\ residents of the area in protest moved for a dismissal of the Petition. As

authority for their motion, they cited two (2) decisions of the Maryland Court

ED FOR FILING

L

¢ Appeals, namely, Merck, ot al va. Baltimore County Board of Appeals,

18 Md. 351, and Jacobs, etal vs. Baltimore County Board of Appeals,

518 Md, 351, Sacobs, ef

334 Md. 242.  The general context of buth of the Maryland Court of Appeals

| Jecisions was, in essence, that a special permit for parking could be granted
if beneficial to the public and basing cach decision on the circumstances sur-

ofa of Law, by counsel

rounding the rejuests. After

for both the Petitioner and the Protestants, it must be noted, without deciding

e h——

the preceding testimony of Mr. Smith tha: the primary reason for
seeking the use permit was to allow the developer greater flexibility
in the use ¢f the land, but, in addition, upon being examined by |
the Commissiomer, acknowledged that the Petitioners could develop
the B.M. land, without the use permit being sought herein, simply
by a reduction of the floor arca of the buildings sought to be
erected thereon.

Protestants, in support of their motion for a directed verdict

in their favor, and/or dismissal of the Petition, at the end of

Peritiorers' case, cited to the Commissioner two cases decided by
the Court of Appeals of Maryland, both going up from Baltimore County, e

construing Section 409.4 of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore

County, under which Section the Petitioners herein have filed the

within case, namely Marek, <t al v. Baltimore County Board of Appeals,
218 Md. 351 and Jacobs, et al v. County Board of Appeals for Bal:imore
County, et al, 234 Md. 242

A reading of the two aforementioned cases and a review of the
testimony of Messrs. Smith and Fingiara, clearly show that the
Petitioners through their witnesses Smith and Fingiara, have failed
to present factual testimony that is legally sufficient to make out

It is

a prima facie case justifying the granting of the Petition.

clear from the testimony of both Mr. Smith and Mr. Finglara that:

1. There are no unusual conditions in this case

that would justify the lifving or easing of the general

public restrictions in order to permit the use of this

50 foot strip of land for parking.

ElY

cr

ORRTE R

the issucs presented in the Mcrek

and Jacobs cascs, thal this Petition is
merely a request that would benefit the Petitioner. The square footage of the
commercial develapment could be reduced and would not necessitate off-street
parking in the residential zonc.

It is the opinion of the Zoning Commissioner oi Baltimare County that the
burden of proof necessary *nder law has not been met by the Petitioner. The

facts presented at the hearing do not warrant the granting of off-sticet parking

in the residential zonc,

Therefore, IT IS ORDERED by the Zaning Commissioner of Baltimore

&
County, this _/5” " day of Avgut, 1973, that the Special Hearing for off-stroet
parking in the residential zone be and the samo is hereby DENIED,

%oning Commissioner of
Baltimare  County

1
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2. There was preser*ed no factual testimony upon
which a conclusion can be based that the lifting or
easing of the general parking .estrictions would be of
broefit to the generel public, in a manner contrary to

the adherence to the general parking restrictions.

3. There was presented no factual testimony upon

which a conclusion could be based that the general

public good would be clearly attained by the granting

of the use permit sought.

4. There was presented no factual testimony upon

which a conclusion could be based that the granting of

the permit would fill a public need.

Protestants reiterate their contention that both of the Peti-
tioners' witnesses admitted that the site could be developed without
the use permit which is sought herein simply by a reduction of the
floor area of the proposed buildings; that neither of the witne.ses
testified that there was any public need for the increased floor
area in the buildings that would be accomplished as a result of the
granting of the use permit being sought; nor did either of the wit-
nesses testify as to how they contend the public need would be
satisfied in any other respect by the granting of the Petition.

Unlike the Marek case, wherein the Board of Appeals grounded
its decision, in part, on the relief from traffic congestion, and
the improvement in public health, thereby benefiting the general publie;
and the Jacobs case, wherein the Board of Appeals grounded its

decision, in part, on the unusual circumstance of the applicant's

IN RE: * BEFORE THE

PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING FOR
OFF STREET PARKING IN A RESIDENTIAL

ZONING COMMISSIONER OF

ZONE - LYONS MILL PARTNELRSHIP AND * BALTIMORE COUNTY
MAP ASSOCIATES OF REISTERSTOWN,
PETITIONERS 73-145-SPH
*
= * * *

MEMORANDUM OF PROTESTANTS IN SUPPORT
OF MOTION FOR DIRECTED VERLICT AND/OR
DISMISSAL OF PETITION

This Memorandum is being filed by the Protestants, in supporc
of their Motion for a Directed Verdict in their favor, and/or dis-
missal of Petition at the end of Petitioners' case in the above cap-
tioned matter.

The Petitioners herein have requested a use permit for the
use of land in two residential zones for public parking to accommodate
a proposed adjacent shopping center. The use permit is requested for
a 50 foot strip cf land, approximately 1770 feet in length, totaling
a little more than two acres, part of which is in a D.R.2 zone and
part of whizh is in a D.R. 16 zone, both of which zones are for
residential usex; and this 50 foot strip borders on the rear of an
existing B.M. Zome of approximately 34.5 acres, which B.M. Zone
fronts on Reisterstown Road at the northwest intersection of McDonogh
Road.

The Petiticners by their testimony before the Commissioner and
the placts accompanying the Petition, have indicated their desire to
develop a shopping center on the aforementioned B.M. land with a
total floor area of approximately 760,000 square feet; and in support

of their Petition secking additional parkins space on the adjoining

residentially zoned land, produced the testimony of Richard Smith,

al being "completely by residentially
zoned property with no access to an major arterial highway",
and the {inding that there were facts presented justifying a public
nced, the Petitioners in this case have presented nn facts to support
a grancing of the use permit except that it would simply allow them
to build a larger shopping center.

Your Protestants, in summary, contend that the principles

enunciated In the Marck and Jacobs cases have not been reversed,

changed, varied, or modified by the Court of Appeals and are still
applicable in a construction oi the burden placed upon Petitioners
who seek through the use of Section 409.4 of the Zoning Regulations
to have the Commissioner 1ift or ease the general parking restrictions
to permic the use of this particular 50 foot strip of land; thac the

testimony presented by the Petitiomers is not of such probative

value as would require the P to put on ; and that
the Petitioners" case should be dismissed.
8 H. Cook
Calhoun Bond
Attorneys for -otestants,
McDonogh Lzhoc

McDcnogh-Field Association,
Vallevs Planning Council
Morton K. Blaustein
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wind, Tar the af ' q 4
\ et forth Is ] LCE o i Impose no such requirement, howevar, assuming again solely for
L we consl these two Judicinl opintens a: Imposing on the Cov K
ETITIONERS ' MEMORANDUM for Itself and the aditions E the sake of argument Lhat such a finding were necessary, Peiitloners
S nlssioner semething additlonal te apeciflc condibinne 3
' T haen mel, a use parmit can and g ; | sespectfully nasert that they have amply demonstrated several |
Baltimore County Zoning Regulations sat fort B . R s Ex 3 the Zonlng Regulutlens In the gra of a permit undeyv . Y. -
The Ba < - 5 rEEGGREaL thot Snid S puplic beacfits” In the granting of the requested permit. First,

09.5: the specific conditions wvpon which aning wotinn 094, nne must louk to the npening paragraph In Lhe A
TaSeELIoR 094 Ehe SRES Judlelal nterpellntion, ' as peinted out dbove, the 100 fool strip of DR-2 residential z

summarizing both that epinien and Lhe previ

Commissioner may Issue a use permit for the use of land ina

amouats ta "spot zoning" between o large tract of commerclally

two cases elted by sald apponentss

1L page 198 Al2¢ 902, as follows:

. cigh peci? ondltioas are
residential zone for parking., Elght speciflc condl I v o 1 sucone v The Sanil oF a1 Linre | zoncd 1and an an equally large Lrect of restdentially zoned DR-16 |
set forth In Sectlon 09,4 upen which said use permit N!H-‘ “ County (234 Me. 242, 193 A D, 1964}, The Court of Apcen) | acreage. Petitloners have every reason to belleve that due to
conditioned. Petitfoners presented at the hﬂarln: ivl'f:‘:‘l." . '““’“‘:. i e SERTER ESRTER TR A G BEGRY A { the spol nature of the existing roning on the 100 foot strip that g
te € d testizony tha elaht q
norable Conmlssioner xmcon!r'ﬂd'f:' “:! ‘V:‘-..:mh"“‘ k' ; In geanting a wse permit for a P opmefentiat i same could be readlly rezoned and reclassified to conform Lo
of these conditions will e met. There Is absclutely o property adlslnlag annrovimatel t Rt ¢ commerclal 2 che existing zonlng on the avervhelming majority cf Petitioners’ 1
in Section 4O9.l of any “”““’"‘:E c"":“"gf":ﬂ; . g R . el T G t UHE FeRieEE thi the ol . property. By preserving Lhe IR-2 zoning on the strip, and committing
:.grnrr—tlc granting ‘T-"." :":"’l" i '““e‘ “ll el that ant case, (the former requestl j i.‘. Fetlticiers Lesovocatly Lo using same unly.for paricing (2 3/Bait
1t §s Petitloners® contention = -:;‘ 3 ikt ¢ o cpwis wre 106 8 strin i | s ) restricted munner, the use peralt requested very much serves the
. 4 4+ a2 Fetit n d uld fssued o A before Lhe 1 er 1 =3 that Fet BNtTE
been met and that 3 Fetitlon can and should be Ve ekt EaTe T Jreds Hes WEUNHITE S GESEERITHRE peror oen e e ferind public welfare” by Insurlng Lhe continuance of this strip as a
Conmizsion. . ‘ G B S B e N —_— .“ own over 16 acres of som i o pronerty with a narrow buffer between the commercially zoned screage and the high density
- t5 of Petiti 5! raquest Lhe T | . . .
Ipponent wLL[:‘ﬂn:':rs. reque 3 rocedantl Fon HES s Hieseoe aoink cam Baumaduswibh 100 foot sirlp to the extreme ruyr of sEme w Koz t residentlally zoned acreage immedlately behind same. Second, thare
of a 5= xorption set Kt !n. e - - SR SRR R ARY RTINS AR HPER only restdeatlal butPR-2 and tnet dirsectly bebind said g was conslderable testimony at tie hearing Indicating thet la all
requirements of Sectlon LO%.4. LEfoRRE 3V ) caunty Bosrd of Appeals (218 M. 351, L4& A.2¢ 875, 1953) DR-2 slts considerable screage of@i-16 zoned land. H¥e'1hood o road would be consiructed running approximstely
requesting that s Speclal Exceptlion 5S¢ granted pur § mmission and the Board of Appeals were unique” mlld descriptlon for the extrunely wefrd zoning parallel to A=!slerstown Road nlong the rear lfne of Petltioners'

1 which again the Zoning
Seet €02.1 of the Baltimore County Zonfng Regulations. N ; WG . o - Sl stein
Seetion [ e Bs ol rresently applicable to said 100 foot strip. In fact, thiz stri property. Tne granting of the use permit will insure the public

anting 2 use permlt. Indeed, In Herel, the

in upheld

blie welfare, . simply 1s fna

presently exlsts as "spot zonlng" of the wnrst possible sort.

502.1 deali

to this proposed read through the rear of the center, which

the Instsnt request and the condi<lons of Sectlon 502.1 na S forrhi b idantigel Hoogesl Blon s L ta0! I Pana Th If th LR " . " 3
-«;—m-— N ey Pt e oy i Nl HL wage 146 Av2d 880 T \I: AL ::cr: 5 o he au.:?_lw a:t:.on :, 4 an r:n:— or will not only by 8 convenience to the public situated to the resr
bear!ng whatsoewer on be.ltions = unique” =ituation test, Petftioners ;1 Giteiy hava b 4
i they are sufflclent Lo constitute s FARaLbeR MIth dame; ielplng Lo redistribute some of the traffic away from the highly
As 1t §s Impossible for soponents of Petftloner valld, lawful and constitutional Opponents Incorrectly Interpret the two aforement foned travaied Lelsterstown Road, Third, there was testimony to the

delegation of the pellce power.

coses as imposlng a mandatory requirement for

request to polnt to sny language wiitsoewer I the Zening Renul=- o

LG ert i = .
Thus, onponents have cited no case to thils Honorable Commission in granting effect that the grenting of tne use permit will result in a

sald et

P . v Lo stpp hefr posit
af Baltimore County to su rt their 1 RETRLLE

Section 409.4 as Including a showing thac the

whigh the elght standards sek forth In Section 09.) were met and considerable flexiblifty In grading the site, and as suzh, helps 5

Nsve urasped anguage 'n two Yaryland Conpt of Appesls de " . " bene h . h "
ave grasped at languag ¥ public welfare” is bencfited, The two cases as We have shown to Insure thet the center can be bubll on the contemnlsted scale

o use perpdit oranted pursuant tharets, and the Courts overturned

whic! y e'lege add addit

and scope. Agaln, this serves

or: dan e public well in helping Lo

use permlts under Section 40%.4.
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S L P | » s>MCAIO> , - MARYLAND
Mc A | w‘-—h:.-w” MATZ, CHILDE & ABSOGIATES, 1RC. INTER-DFFICE ZORRESPONDENCE
Insure thatl rather than a prollferation of centers strung out 5 . arevien i
N N ATz, GHiLDS & AssOCIATES, M0 T el
along Relsterstown Road there will be one center in this ares CONSULTING Norman F. Herrmann
s of ihe Chcimndois poptLavian ENGINEERS o8, sy, ¥ courses: (4) $45° 17" 30" E 1335, 32 feet, (5) 544" 19' 43" E 373,42 feet, and
fully capable of servicing the meeds of the tres ¢ 1020 Cromwsil Bridge Re., Ballimers, M. 21204, Tel. 301,823-0000 | Fred F. Mirmiran
<plosioh secarrlag round sane: SR St {6) § 43* 22' 43" E 113,51 feet to the place of beginning. s
axple
5 suntrer____ Petition #73-145-SPH. North side of McDonogh Rood (former Mill Rood|
Containing 1. 7428 acres of land, 25%.%8 Teat Weak of Kalsfersiown Road. ki ke }
CONCLUSION DESCRIPTION mlim for Special Hearing for Off-Street Parking in a residential zone.
A " Honer =
Petitioners respactfully assert tha  the use pesmit | foner = Lyons Mill Porinership
5 ORTH SIDE OF McDONOGH ROAD, WEST
requested should be granted in asccordance with Seetiom 409.L 17428 AGRE PARCEL, N < oF 3ed District
of the Zoning Regulotions of Baltimore County ln Lhat all of the REISTERSTOWN ROAD, THIRD ELECTION DISTRICT, BALTIMORE A HEARING:  Wadnasday, December 20, 1972 (1:00 P.M.)
requirements of same have been met. That the sald Zonlag Regula- COUNTY, MARYLAND. HGW:mpl J1.0. 68117-A October 4, 1972 i
tions are clear and definfte on thelr face and do nol require ) e The stalf of the Offfce o Plaming and Zoning hos reviewsd the subject peiition
any additional condltions ofher than the eight specifically set This Description is for a Parking Permit : and has the followlo comments e offer.
forth thereln. That zssuming, arguends, a "unigue situatfon” o It appears tht a portion of the sxip of property in questiou is zoned D.R. 16
or ere » arguends, in A DR-2 Zone_and a R.R. 16 Zone for o distance of approximately 200 feet from the rear property line.
or even "public henefit” Lest Is superimposed on .z Zoning i
lations that Petiticners he amply demonstrated same. .
HEAY Beginning for the same at a polnt in the center line of McDanogh
Respectfully submltted, Road (formerly Lyons Mill Road), at the distance of 1253, 98 feet, as measured |
wasterly aiong said center line from its intersection with the ccnter line of & NEG:w
wid 5. Cordlsh, Relaterstown Road, as referied to in the deed to Louis E. Shecter and othurs |
Attorney for Petltioners :
ébizimuyhg:;:::‘:gelaﬂa recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber O.T.G» 4981,
a MOTE,
539-411 page 700, said beginning point being in the eleventh line of the land described
in said deed, and in the northeast line of the area zoned D, R.-2 on the Zoning
Map of Baltimore County, running then:e along the center line of said McDonogh
Road and on a part of said eloventh line. (1) 5 65° 16* 50" W 44,53 feet, thence
binding on the twelfth and thirtecnth lines of the land hereln mentioned, two ¥
<courses: (2) N 44* 43' 44" W 1810, 36 fect, and (3) N 51° 05' 03" E 34,19 fect
thence along the aforementioned northeast line of the area zoned D.R. -Z three
Water Supply @ Sewarage @ Orainage P Highways B Structures @ Developments B Planning B Reporte
-5-
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Itea 3L9 (ixiy-1970) S
Property Owner: Louls . Schootar, et al

Page 2
Juna 25, 1570

Starm Drainat : .

.
FProvislen for acconnodating storm water or drainacn hava not b
m:‘s on ;;.e subritted plan. A stom drainaga study, nn: dra;.:n
3 and/er aasencnta be uired
el oy req 1in conjunction with ths proposed

The patitionor must provids necessary dralnage facilitiss (tezpora:
or pormonzat) to provent ereating nuisances or damages to -g,j::gpnt ik
preperties, epscially by the cancontration of curface watars. Corroction
of any problea vhich nay rosult, dus ta improper grading or imoroper
::‘mu“m:im of drainage facilitica, would bs the full responsibility of the

Raisterstown Road (0.5, 140) 43 a Stuts Road. Therefors, draina,
requirenents as they affect the Tond i o
e aaadther Bm.m coze under the jurisdiction ef tho

¥atari

Publie wvator supply is avallable to serve this P rtys  Additional
£ire hydrants will ba required to ba installed from tmugm; pum.:n
wter zain in Reiaterstown Road, aleng tha frontags of this property.

Sanitory Sewer:

Putlic sanitary sewsraze 13 not readily svailable to h:
It i posaitle to serva this proparty by construciicn of l.;ur;:n ::.:nrv;nny-
m :::o; ;mzbrmt:a Ouynns Falls Sanitary Intercoptor Sower
B 7. ‘oot w0t of Reisteratown Road (boyond tho

A sanitary sevace study wvill be
e el thz w:-mnlnn in conjunction with the

Mw&m

ELISSOZH M. DIVR, Pu2.
Chiuf, Bursau of Enginearirg

BYDIEAU: RiRrag

"P" = My3, Neoy Shect
37 5 26 £ 27 " Posttion Shast
We 9 %100 Topo

61 Tax
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COUNTY ZONING ADVISORY COMMITIEE

. l Docerber 5, 1972

1513 Hunscy Bl lding
Baltimore, 1arylund 21202
RE: Speeial dearing Petition
Iten 77
Lyons Ki11 Partncrshin - Peticioncrs

Dear ¥r. Cordish;

The Zening Advisary Cornitien has re
e 2 ha eviewed the plans
submitted wlin the chowe referenced petition ane hos made an
on sfte field frsmaction of the property, Tha following comments
| are a result of this review ang inspection,

|
( David S. Cordish, Fsa,,
|
|
!

The subject sronerty is lecated on the narth sid
PeDonagh Rasd, 1253.92" west of Aeisterstown foad, :n :h:fard
| Ustrict of Bultimore County. This 31 2 property fs dfreetl
S€ocent to a lorge Errct of land thit Ts 2oned fusingss Lo jor
and which is proposed to be develoned a5 & shonping conter
known as “The Promenade ot Greensoring's This sseefFlc recusst
| ¥s For a Specia) Hearing For of f street aarking in A resicentinl
Zone and fnvalves 3 strip of 1ond cnproafi=inly i Foct wite and
< 1810 fect Tona, This strin of land would be immraved with ntrkin
| and drivewsy Facilitios an their aronesed entrrice aff licdomogh
| foad. This proserty was also the susject of en oxrlier netition
{iten 349, Cise Nou71-tXiin the periad 1959.1970,
This cetition is ceceated for filing, hownver,
2lan should b subod tred nrfor to Eie hooring thes fngtes to o11
the recuirencnts set forth under Section 409.4 of the Zanins Pegulstions
:tdar[.;rl alsrf:ndlcno tize ond location of the aranosed Mahting '
e @ specific type of screen plani !
along the residentis! sone unu.nl AR Rl b orevied

This petition is sccepted for Filin
> e g on the date of the
enclosed Filing certificate, totice of the hearing dite and time
::::: wiil be held not less than 30, nor more than 90 days after d
“ite on the filing certificate, wi
1 gt n b, 5 5 will be forwarded to you in

very truly yours,

o S

. -

Jown 4. onex, .,
Chnirmen, 1

Zoning Advisery Comalttee

j JJBrdD
Enclosure

BALTIMCRE COUNTY. MARYLAND

JEFVERSOM DUILDING TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204

DEPART/AENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

& Evoeue J. CLrroRD. PE. Wi, T, MeLze
wimecron BesrT TRAsrIE ansmien

November 9, 1972

Mr, S, Eric DiNenna
Zoning Commissioner
County 0ffice Building
Towson, Haryland 21204

Re: Item J7 - ZAC - October 24, 1972
Property Owner: Lyoens Mill Partnership
Mcbonough Road west of Reisterstown Road
Special hearing for a parking permit in a B.R. 2 zone
District 1

Dear Mr. DiNenna:

No major trafficgoblems are anticipated by the special hearing
for parking in a residential zone.

Very truly yours,
W ‘.’A._.;j_'.___

Hithacl 5. Flanigan \
Traffic Engincer Associate

HSFine

wemtar 2%, 1972

77 (1673872
Corers T

Herriur for a Parkine Permit

Desr Siennas

The folle'
for review by tie

mrerd 1o the
sonsastion +

#y s 9 fortian ar A 1
y Boe Ttz JhB (1545
feetla te this

: s
for slars id 1
anelieation,
between Covels
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Rer Z,A.C. meecing, Oct. 25,1372

" Fiom Property dunort Lyons Wi 11777
Parinershin Locatinn: B/S Mclonauah
Hd W of Reistorstsn Rd.(2te 160)
Prosert Zoning D.7.2
Propased Zoninnr Snocial Heoring
for a Parking Permit in 3 0.2, 2
zone District 3
Wo. Mcres: 1.762R acres

H-. S, Eric Ditenna
woning Commissianer
ALtz Hr. John J. Dillon
County 0fffce Bldg.
Towson,ttd,

Dear Mr. DiNennaj

The entrance chan-elizatinn and highway improvevents indicated
on the suhfsct plan are basically acceptable to the “tale Pighway
Adninistration.

On several nccasisna in the past, sinilar petitions were
presented for the site, “lthouth the curecnt olan renresents &
smaller shopping contar than was previously sronosed, [rafﬂqc
problems on Heh!urn!m Readt are still anticiosted, The 1371
average daily traffic count on this section of Rwistertoun Trmdr‘
Ts 20,950 vehiclos. Thic sectisn of hidhway is currently beyon
gractiepl capacily, The propessd develapment will senerate cons=
fderably more Lraffic to the area and ace 1o the problems.

Access from Reisterstown Road is subject to approval and narmit
from the Stata Hinhway “dminiztration,
Vory truly yours
Charles Lec Chisf,
Revelopneat Engiacsring Jection

dor Fatifis
byr Jtha . deyers
Asst, Yevelopmant tngineer

CL=JEtees

PO Box 17 1 300 West Proston Steet Baitmare. Maryland 21203

TO- ..

FROM

BALTIFORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER.GFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Eduard Hardoaty
RTTTE UIReEE Ly MYorT
Ellsworth i Diver, P.E.

SURJECT...

LEPPEREOR BUILDING
T, p

Iten 39 (1969-1970)

SpaFty Ownsri  Louis B Schocter, et al
%73 of Yebonosh Bsad, Intersection with the SAd
Sida of oisterstown
Districtt Jrd
Present Zonings R-20
Propased Zonints Reclasaificaticn to BN
No. Aerest T2.1

Tho following comments are furnished in rogard to the plat sub=ittsd
to thia office for roview by the Zoning Advisory Committeo in connocticn
vith the subject items

Highunyas s §

Foisterstawn Read (U.5. 140) is a Stats Focd; therefore, all inprovenants,
intarsactions, and ontrancea on thia reod will be subjost to Stato Roads
Conission requirsmentss

KeDonoph Road, an exiating rond, is ta be fnoreved in tha future as a
S0-foot closed szction within an Bu=foot rirnt-aleway, transitioning to a
divided hirmway in the visinity of ielsteratowa load, penorally as indiested
on the gubsitted plan. liowever, the Pirht=of-way ond pavesent widtha,
horizonsal and vertical elignment, otes will by detariined st such time a3
o propozad davalepment of thia site ia reviswd br tha Jotnt Subdiviaicn
Flanning Comitien. It is noted that tho proposed intarsection af the
realignnont of YeDonoph Rond with the Kalstarstown Road has been fimly
established by Gounty and State representatives.

£
b

The entrancs locations are subject to approval by the Dopartment of
Traffic Inginosringe .

Sedir: 3t Controls

Pevelogmant of this proporty throuch greding and
could rosuit in # adinont pellution probles, dumaring privats and public
holdinzs downstrana of tho property. A grading pernit s, therofors, mecessary 2
for all grading, includlng the stripping of top soil.

Orading studisr and nediment contral drawings will be necessary to be
reviewcd and siprored prier to tha rocoriing of any racord plat or the
4snunace of any rading or building pormits.

SNINENT oF HEALT

DONALD J. ROOR, MO, MPH.
BRI Stats dvn covmTy mpaLtw wrricsa

e Hoverher 1, 1972

Me. 5. Eric DiNeana, Zoning Commissioner
Office of Plenning and Zoning

County Office Building

Towson, Marylund 21204

Dear Mr. DiNenpa:

Comments on Trem 77, Zoning Advisory Copmittee Meating,
Octoher 31, 1972. are as follows:

Froperty Owner: Lyons Mill Partnership |

Lacation: X/5 McDonough Road, W of Reisterstown Road

Prosent Zoning! B.R.

Proposed Zoning: Special Hearing for a Parking Permit
™ a D.R., 2 zome.

Districe:

Ho. Acres

3
1.7428
Metropolitun water and sever are available.

Food Sorvice Comaents: If a food service facility Is
propascd, completc plans aad specificarions musc be submitted to
the Division of Food Protcction, Baltimarc County Department of
Health, for revicw and approval.

Very truly yours,
7
‘ ! o Cuil
Cilaova=s A, fo-hWaog
Thomas 4. Devlin, Dircctor
BUREAU OF ENVIROKMENGAL SERVICES
HVBzmn

ce: L.A. Schuppesc
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