® | Morris Tucker, et ol = No. 74-124-A 2%
]
PETITI(EN FOR ZONING VABSANCE RE: :’S;‘:gl;' FORVALANCE : SEFORE ? William Kirwin, a land planner with the firm of Smith, Kirwin & Associates, Morris Tucksr, ot al = Mo. 74-124-A 3
ction 1801.2C..
FROM AREA AND HEIGHT REGULATIONS 'y of the Baltimoce County : COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS | testified on behalF of the Petitioner, and furthar described the plans a now propased for
=/ I Zoning Roguletions | : @3 to whether or not & variance from the ex zaning regulations may be gronred by this
TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF RALTIMORE COUNTY: | N/S f Church Lane 342 feet : OF the subject property.  Me. Kirwin described the topography at the subject property and -
Jean & Tsaac Coldman and ‘ West of Bedford Avenue | 3 . The Board sees abolutely no evidence of unreasonable hardshin. Asto
1, or we,.Fya & Morzin Tacker.....____ legal owner®.of the property situale In Raltimore | Ak Pietoiet : SALTIMORE - COUNTY | the amenities of the proposed plan, and particularly s some provided for the protection of ol s difini
er or not there 1s a proctical difficulty, the argument of the Petitioner hos beea care=
ousty s s g i 1t ol A i b | Mo Tcker, et el ; Ne. 74-124-A tho stream volley area and how the proposed plen would be batter then o midrise apartment i ) Fe e e R
o aetls | Fitionews | uily comsidered by this Board. After reflecti same, it s the jud, t of this
hereby petition for a Varlance from Section. ! 501 x84 to_ p | ivan Stem : | structure on the subject property.  While Mr. Kirwin corparad the Petitioner's plon ey MR et bR

a window from a tract boundary of 27* instead of the required 35°. Conlract Purchaser Board that the Petitioner has not proven practical difficulty 3f a substantial nature that

| with some athar plans that he felt would not be good for the property, Mr. Kirwin did admit !
; mignt legally sustain the basis for granting the requested variance. The Petitioner
tiat perhaps there were still other plans not considered which could readily be built vpen

OPINION
has readily admitted that the property could physically be developed in ifs exi:tirg zoning

| the subject proporty.  To the knowledge of this witness there was na physical reason why

of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County, to the Zoning Law of Baltimore County; for the

i the Protestants from a
following reasons: (indicate hardship or practical difficulty) This case comes before the Board on an appeal by ol

- : @ apartmerts without the granting of the variance, The Petitioner's basic argumen: #2:
tie subject proparty could nat be developed in an orderly fashion without the requested

decision of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner, dated December 4, 1973, which grauted o the granting of the veriance is that he can use the property far the proposed lond wie ai set

The property is zoned DRIG. Approximatoly ome half of the property falls within
a category of a maximum of 101 feet width (parallel property lines) This pre-
cludes achioving a reasonable density since entrance road, structure and other
requirements violate the building set-back line of 35 feet from winiows to p
perty line,

varionce.
side yord setback.  The subject property is located at 110 Church Lane, in the Pikesville out on Petitioner’s Exhibit No. 4, which, in the mind of the Petitioner, is o well conceived
These two witnesses presented the Petitioner's case.,
area, Same contaim approximately 1.92 acres and is located on the north side of Church land utilization for the subject preperty.
The Protestants included the adjsining property owner to the west, i.e.

Bet: avbnched Hesexipsion Lane approximately 342 feet west of Bedfard Avenue, and ot 1200 feet west of Roisters=

As mentioned above, this Barrd, cwen if granting the variance, cannot compel
thot property owner most directly affected by the variance request.  This owner told the
town Roud, in the Third Election District. the Petitioner to develop the subject property @ now propesed on Potitioner's Exhibit Mo, 4
Board that she wos oppoted 1o the granting of the variance ond folt that iF this variance
The subject property is zoned D.R. 16, and tie Petitioner proposes fo con= but even if the Beard could so compel this petition as now presented, we do not feel that

would be granted that it would adversaly affect the enjoyment of har paicel, particalary

struct appraximately 28 townhouses on this parcel,  The aceess to the tubisrt property, there hos been evidence of practical difficulty. The evidence seers fo paint to the

Praperty is to be posted and advertised as preseribed by Zoning Regulations.
I, or we, agree lo pay expenses of above Variance advertlsing, posting, etc., upon fling of
petigon. and further agree lo and are to be bound by the zoning regulatigns and restrictions of
pre County adopled pursuant. o the Zoning Law For Baltimore cmgly(l; ( A
\ fo——

@ it pestained lo light, air and privacy, which she folt the setbock law provided fo her.

which is irregular in shope, is from the north side of Church Lane.  The frontage on foct that the Petitioner would be satisficd with his preseat plon, but frankly, the Board

This witness told the Boord that she understood when sha bought her property twelve years

(=] pris
* Lavz rfE Church Lane is opproximately 101 feet. <an see no proctical difficulty thot commands the granting of the i Tkawil
= Dy AP Cald Lk g0 that this subject site wot zoned for apartments, and that some day perhaps same would o boriones,  hikenie,
w 1200 The variance requested is to permit a setback from a window location 1o the Boord sees no commanding reson why the subject property must be developed in the
e Y T bl e be comstructed there, but thai she had relied upon the County Regulations and hod entizi-

& ey Legal Owner the tract boundory lina of approximately 27 feet instead of the required 35 feet. Ivan manner a5 proposed on Petitioner's Exhibit No, 4, Furthermcre, the Boord has some
= Adden 12 ._\':_L_E___E_(:H_'é-g o Gyt pated that same would be no closer than the thirty-five feet that are now sef out in the

wander a3 to the overal| cencept put forth in the Pet

Stern, a joint venturer with the land ewners, to!d the Board of his plans for this tract. or's plans, and further wondess if

Zoning Regulations,  Like many adjoining property owners, it is probably falr o

These plans may be noted as delailed on Petitioner’s Exhibit No. 4.  The variance i in- the sntire neighberhood thet is now zaned DR, 16 might not be misued if sach subsequens

= summarize, that this Protestant would rather the subjet property aot be improved ot all but
a M -~ g el velved in the structure located nearest 1o Church Lane, and the windows in question would ) lot owner would attempt to seek o similar varionce and comtruct the townhouses in a per-
3 P orney that if it must be, then she would anticipate, and hopefully expect, that Tt would be con= P
T S e | be these along the west side of this portion of the subject property. - pendicular position ta the Church Lana frontage.  Alio, it seems to this Board that with the
uo: strueted in occordance with the existing County Regulations, and this meaning, particulody
RDERED By The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this___ 29t _________ day | At this paint, the Boord would like to point out that while the Petitioner . relatively limited frontoge of approximately 101 feet there may be sorue difficulty in the
| in the subject case, no closer than the required side yard window setback of 35 feet from 2 i
of. L 197 _3 that the subject inalter of this petition be advertised, as most assuredly promizzd to improve the subject site as propesed in Petitioner's Exhibit No. ingress and egress of traffic to Church Lene fi
l rom the proposed fownhouse development at
Tnln-d of Baltimore County, in two newspapers of grtruhi.;iﬂhm through- her ewterly property line.
ol Baltimore County, that property be posted, and that the public hearing fore the Zoning 4, this Board cannot require same, and if the Petitioner had a change of heort as to his I the subject property. The Protestants’ stat i o vasi b
cam&m of Baltimore County in Room 106, County Office Bullding in Towson, Baltimore 4 f The sbove suecineily summarize the festimony and svidenco prescrted 1o ants” statements concemi.g an invasion of their light,
- 0y . day of, Hovosver 1973 g TR0, current plans, the Board nor the County could rot force the Petitioner to go forward vith . | eirend privacy scems remanble to this 8oord, and frankly in keeping with the spicit and
¢ ; clack L0 this Soard., The sale question ta be decided i whether or nat the Petitioner has P
M the plans as now presented to this Board, s intent of the setbock regulatian itself.  The Petitioner's suggestion that his plan would
b N R e evidenced practical difficulty ond/or unremonable hardhip.  These o the measures P
- . Zoning Commissioner of Ballimore County. h
e
- faver} | ME v -
“ / MICROH"""D ™
S Morris Tucker, et ol = No. 74=124-A 4.
3 RE: PETITION FOR VARIA ITY : 3ENORE THE S
; NS Bndseh Lage, 3420 W of lo have a hardship ard/or practical difficulty, and taat the V. co, with
) g b better tlen @ midrise in the mind of this Board saems to ke more of o areat than of @ R e W B RSO i ¢ e R
= = Morris Tucker, etal - Pel.tioner certain restrictions, can be granted without being injurious ta the health,
A e S distinct possibility for such o development at this particular site. NO. 74-124-A (Item No. i2) : COMMISSIONER
safety and general welfare of the community, The proposed towiouses will
. ’ In canclusion, ond ufter carefully considering the evidence an testimony . o prapo pwihouses wi
present a lower profile and will be setback further from the front thas the ex-
presented in this case, the Boord is not impressed by the Petitioner's request. The :  SALTIMORE COUNTY
o o oo i = } A isting dwelling that will be ruzed when the townbouses are constructed. The
' ~ - . ’ - eels that there hos been insulficient evidence and testimany to warrant the granting 453 i i
DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY, KNOWN AS 110 CHURCK JLANE, PIKESVILLE, MD. setback of window 10 tract boundary selstionship 15 latended to provide privacy.
of the requested variance. In the mind =f this Board, a case for unreasonable hardship

Besinning for the first in the North side of Churchk Lane at the dis- This Petition represeats a request for a Variance to permit a However, a screen fence of sufficien: height constructed along the property line

tarce of 742 feet 10 inches West from the Northwest corner of said
Church lane and Bedford Avenue, and running thence Scuth 77°35% West
101 feet and thence running North 12°16' West 250 feet and thence
running South 77%35* West 81,3 fect to a point on the East side of
Dwyer Avenue, 30 feet wide, thence running North 12°16* West 120
feet, and thence s5till binding on the East side of Dwyer Averue,
running North 0°30* East 27 feet more or less to the centor line of
a stream, and thence binding along the center line of said stiream
the followirg courses and distances, viz: North 62°35' East 22 feety

and/or practical difficulty has not been made. Thence, by the executed Order set out
sethack from a window 1o a tract boundary of 2/ feet instead of the required in question can accomplish the same rosults,
below, the Board will deny the requested varionce.

35 feel,  The Lract in question contains L. 92 acres, and is located on the Therefore, IT IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner

ORDER north side of Church Lans, approximately 1,200 fect west of Reiararstown of Baltimare County thia __ 4 —  day of December 1973, that the herein

Road, in the Third Elcction District of Baltimore Conunty, requested Variance o2 permit a setback of 27 feet insiead of the required 35

For the remons set forth in the aforegoing Opinion, i

s &th day of
Tostimony and wridence prosenied indicated that the site is feet should be and the same is GRANTED from and after the date of this Order,

January, 1575, by the County Boord of Appeals ORDERED, that the Varance peitioned
subjzct to the followin,

presently zoned D. R. 16 which would allow the construction of 31 condominium
for be and the same is hereby DENIED.

3 %100 %30* East 16,2 feet; N 9241 3

Rofty ¥0° 107 Egertd r“f,' J:lort“ 8 )E Fasy. i rka"‘ ,u;th::,‘ 6 [ townhouses. The Petitioners' plans call fo the construction of 28 townhouses I. A redwood fence or a fence of ather comparable

East 36.6 fee%s North 62°45° East 3%.2 feet; North EB"15" East 61. % Any oppeal from this decision must be in accordance with Chopter 1100, material & min‘mum of eight fect n huight being

feet; North 66°30" East 35,4 feet; North 4BYSS® East 34.5 feet; on the irrcgular shaped tract. installed along the north 12 degree |- minute wost
subtitle B of the Maryiand Rules of Procedure. 250 foot propucty line.

500 & 4 b 8°15% East 6 feet and thence
North 75°50' East 14.9 feet; North 58715 This requer .o 4 sotback Variance for one of the buildings was

: o
leaving the center line of sald stream and running South 3730' East COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS 2. Approval of a site plan by the Departniant of Public
95 foet more or less and thence running South 12°14' East 166 feet based on practical difficalty duc to the rarrow width of the froatage which ex- Warks, Health Department and the Office of Flann-
and thence running South 77°;|5' West 80 feet, and thence running OF BALTIMORE COUNTY ing aad Zoning.

Scuth 12°16* East 250 feet to the place of beginning) containing tends back from a widih of 101 fect for approximately 250 feet before it widens

1.925 acres. | to a width of approximately 260 fect. The 101 feet of f-onta  aleng Church : "
| —_fr et o = e
| [\ Lane provides the only access to the property. Tnais roadway together with Deputy Zoning Commissioaer of
i P propercy. ¥

\ Baltimore County
 +the parking and other area requirements, effectivoly restricts the use f the

FHING

property for which it is zoned,

e

The owner of an adjoining three apartment dwelling and twa

ather area residents appeared in protest to the Varlance. Their protest was
based on the number of townhouses to be built and the existing traffic condi-
tions on Chusch Lane. The owner of the adjoiaiag three apartment dwelling

also objected to (he townhouses being located any closer to her property than

| is permitted by law.

UIuEE MLCEIVED FOR FEING

DATE__‘_{_AW“

After reviewing the above testimoay and other evidence pre-

sented, it i the opinien of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner that the Petitioners
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IN RE: PETITION FOR \mn:mcx_.
W/§ Church Lane, 342' W o

Bedford Avenue, 3rd uistr!.cv..
Horris Tucker, ot al, Petitionor
No: 74-124-A (Item to. 72)

APPEAL OF:

ANTIONETTE FABISEAK

112 Church Lane
Pikesville, Maryland 21208
and

RAY F. SISSO¥, JR., and
ROSE B. SISSON, his wife,
108 Church Line
Pikesville, rwcyland 21208

Appellants,

M2
ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIVORE COUNTY |
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204
TO:
COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

ORDER FOR APPEAL

antoinctte Fabiszak and Ray F. Sisson, Jr., and Rose
p. Sisson, his wife, all taxpayers and residents of Baltimore
County, feeling apprieved by the finlings, decision and order of
he Hoanorable James E, Dyer, Depaty Zoning Commissioner, dated
Dacember 4th, 1973, hereby appeal from said findings, decision

and order to the Countv Board of Appeals.

bbyid CLyutd
Antoinette Fabiszar
112 church Lane
Pikesville, Marylana 21208

v alinye . I
hiliv’T. J!cf,‘uﬂ:.nr

25 $, Charles Street hh .
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 Rose P. Sisson
Telaphone: 539-2530 108 Churcr Lane
Attorney for Annellants Pikesville, Marylamd 21248

Dacombeor 4, 1.3

Mr. Stern
3605 Anton Farma Road
Pileavills, Marylund 21207

RE: Petitioa for Variance
N/S Chureh Lane, 342' W of Bedford
Avente - 3rd District
Marrls Tuckes, ot al - Patitlonars
NO. i4-174-A (ltem No. 72}

Dewr kv, Sler
1 have this date passed my Ordar in the 3bave captioned matter
in cecordance with tha attacheds
Vary truly yours,
JAMES E. DYER
Deputy Zoning Commiastaner

JEDme
Attachments

e ldr, and Mrs. Morcis Tucker
3411 Terrapin Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21208

Mr. aod Mre. Isasc Goldman
6513 Baythorn Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21209

service or the foregoing Order for Appeal and receipt
f & copy thereof is hereby acknowledged on tha day of

January, 1974.

Zoning Commission of Baltimore
County

By:

T HEREBY CERTIFY that a sepy of the foregoing Order for

Appeal was mailed on the A " day of January, 1974, tu

Attornmey for the Petitioner, ‘orris Tucker, et al.

Philip T. nccus
Attorney Eur App!allnnl.n

2T A

Mz, Iran Stern
December 4, 19 3
Pags 2

ce: Mr, Bernard i, Nossel
205 Church Lane
Pikesville, Maryland 21206

Mr, and Mrs. Ray F. Sleson, Jr.
108 Church Laaa
Plkeeville, Maryland 71209

r. Harry L. Franch
201 Courch Lane
Ealtimora, Maryland 21206

Mr, Clarence Purenll
11 Cauren Lase
Pikeeville, iiarylacd 21208

| IN RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE,

| N/ Church Lane, 342' W of

Bedford Avenue, 3rd District;

HMorris Tucker, et a., Petitioner
| No: 74-124-A (Item No. 72)

APPEALS ¢

said Zoning Comaissi erred in

APPEAL OF:

ANTIUNETTE PABLSEZAY

112 Church Laae
Pikesville, 4daryland 21208

and

RAY F. SISSON, JK, and
ROSE P. slssoH. his wife,
108 Church Lani

Pikesville, Wll-'!llnd 21208

Appellants,

FHOM:

ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COURTY
County Office Building
Towsor, Haryland 21204

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
County Offi~e Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

_OF APPELLANTS

TO THE N'ONORABLE, THE CHALRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE COUNTY BOARD OF

The petition of the Appellants, by Pnilip T. MeCusker,
their attorney, respectfully represents:

{1) That the cause above entitled is Appellants’'
appeal from the decision ani arder of the Zoning Commissioner of
Baltimore County dated Decenwer 4, 1973, which granted the
Petitioners' Patition for varisnce in permitting a setback of
twenty-seven feet instead of the prescribed thirty-five feet from
the north 12 degree 16 minute west 250 foot property line.

(2) That the Anpellants respectfully contend that the

ting such vari , appel-

that the

if

lants contending taat the property 110 Church Lane is S0 narrow

with, would produce

nna, Zoning Commi

# 74-124-A. Nori

Petitioner - Morris Tucker, et al

3ed District

WDF: NEG: rw

BAL’&!ORE COUNTY, MARYL}GD

overcrowding and congestion in the immediate area as well as in
adjacent areas, and that the granting of the variance clearly
thwarts the very reason and purpose for which the thirty-five

foot rule was made a part of the zoning reguletions, and further

INTER-CFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

th side of Church Lane 342 feet West of Bedford Ave.

HEARING: Monday, Movember 26, 1973 (11:00 A.M.)

The stoff of the Office of Planning and Zoning has reviewed the subject
petition and has no comments to offer at this time.

Oﬂ"l:u of Plnnmng and Zaning

acation of signe [ [LE8.7]

that the granting of the variance represents the only manner in
which the proposed housing can be fitted (and literally crowded)
into the tract of land; and further that the cons'ruction of
twenty-eight housing units on what should reasonably, and in
keeping with the age-old pattern of housinre and residence along
Church Lane, contain only twe houses, is shockin-'ly cortra.y to
tne long standing composition of the community of Church Lane and
the surrounding residential areas.

(3) That this appeal is brought in the effert to secure

a reversal of the decision and order dated December 4, 1971,

]
7%

fzﬁ.«(w/

PRITIp”T. McCusker T
2000 First Maryland Building

25 5. charles Streect

Baltimore, “aryland 21201
539-2530

Attorney for Appellants

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of tha forcgoing Petition
was served @ the Zoning Commissicner of Baltimore County, County
Office Wilding, Towsor, Marvland 21204, on the .. “Yday nf_;"----;/
January, 1974, and that a copy of the said Petition was mailed on

wd 3
the < ™ day of Davsesafo | 1974, to

, attorney
for Petitioners Horris Tucker, et al,
-2
JeGpew P 122/ 4

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING 1
ZONING DEPARTMEMT OF BALTIMCRE COUNTY

AVPeRE
PSR S

roperty MV/S

Ho

T iretah A

Sumature

Date of return



BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Novenber 6, 1973 i
COUNTY OFFICE DI X
111 ¥ Chenapeake Ave.
P B | e col i s
! 6513 Baythorne Road s
November 6, 1973
JOIN 1. DILYON, IR, Baltimore, Maryland 21209

{ RE: Variance Petition

. ' 5::: Zznmc i g The p?:‘.r,:?nnl: is advised th‘ut crim HT“ development
{ Eva & Morris 'l'uc):marl- Petitionars Padn Sf this tract must comply with all sections
! of the Comprehensive Design Manual.

Dear Mr. Goldman:

BAPANTUENT OF a !'mul;n pvuliwxd :z accepted ﬁr filing on the
TRAFFIC CAGINEERING The Zoning Advisory Committee has reviewed ate of e enclose ling certificate. Notice
STATE foans comassoy | the plans submitted with the above referenced Sf the hearing date and time, which will be hold not

less than 30, nor more than 30 days after the date
on the filing certificate, will be forwarded to you
in the near future.

MEALTI DERARTMENT result of this review and inspection.

PRt

‘These comments are not intended to indicate
the appropriateness of the zoning action requested,
ARk but to assure that all parties are made avare of
S 1 plans or problems with regard to the davelopment

plans that may have a bearing on this case. The
Director of Planning may file a written report with
tha Zoning Corsissioner with recommendations
as to th iat of the zening.

Very truly yours, !
Al L

v AL Aaliew

31

4

JOHN J. DILLON, JR.,Chairman
2ening Adviscry Committae

JInJr. 1 JD

The sulject property is located on the north
8ide of Church Lane, 342 feet west of Bedford
Avenue, in the 3rd District of Baltimore County.
This property, which is zoned DR 16, is requesting
a Variunce of o window from a tract boundary line
of 27 feet instead of the required 35 fect. The
property is currently improved with a 2-1/2 story
frame dwelling.

Enclosure

eer Smith-Kirwin Lac.
suite 504/the mercantile building/
towson, maryland 21204

Mr. Morris Tucker

3411 Terrapin fead

Baltimore, Maryland 21208

The petitioners proposs to raze the existing
and of i

cond
development consisting of four groups with a total
of 28 units.

i The tract is irregular in shape and lies
adjacent to exiszting residences on either sida of the
property.

S SR 5, AR R

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

JEF/ERSON BUILDING TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

Tten #72 (2972-1974)
T QT Lo ot 0

rris Tucker
Balttmore Gounty, Margland
Brepartment ©f Puhlic Works
CGUNTY GFFICE BUILDING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

Poge 2
tovester 2, 1973

Baltimore County Fire Department

Storn Diainas

4 Austin Deitz
'
Bareau :f Baginerving.

ELLSWORTH N, GVER. . & CHIEF -

atons for accammodatin

Provi suorn water or dral
on the subaitted plem.

spe have not tesn Indicated

DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

Evaune J. Cuwronn. PE Wi T. Meuien

cu
ser 2, 1973 et oerurs Tadsre enamen

Potiticner muot provide nccessary dralnage facllities (tomporary or mermasent)
to m;rv::nt a—mof.j anr nuisances or domages to adjocant proverties, espssially by tie
concentration of surface vaters, Correction of any problen which may romult, aj\c_ﬁo
inproper grading or improper instrllation of drsinnge facilities, would be the ful
rormongitility of the Fotitfonsr,

Towson. Marylang 21204

LEFRTity

Con offico Ar
Tenison, ¥aryland

October 18, 1973

ffieiont
rum width

m #72 (1973-257h)
party Gmor: J
Chureh la.,

Open strean drainape recuires o drafnage reservation or masement of
width to cover the flopd plaly of & 1Df-yes storm. However. a
of £0 foot is required.

aze folduan
v the ¥/

Office of Planning and Zoning
Baltimore County Ofrice Building
Towson, Haryland 21204

h2

Hr, S, Erlc SiNenna
Zoning Comnissloner
County OFfice Bullding
Towson, Maryland 21204

ictor and Sanitary Sewsr:

riance to perelh o sattack -
vy of 27! Sastond
c Distrliot: Jrd

Attention: lir. Jack Dillen, Chairman
Zoning Advisory Conzittec

Llie water and 35

nace on thia

v sewsrage oxiot §n Church Lane and are serving

Re: Item 72 - ZAC O October 16, 1973
Property Qwner: Jean and Isaac Goldman and Eva and Morris Tucker

Re: Property Owner: Jean & [=2"~ Goldman & Eva & Morris Tucker
Very truly yours,
Desr Yr. Difonna:

NS of Church Lane, 342 feet W From the MV corner of Church Lane Location: N/S of Church Lane, three hunu.:d ad forty=two ft. W. from :
and Bedfard Avenue = ety the NW corner of L‘gnr_:h Lj\me gnﬂgdnnl Avenue A
tahed in tn Variance to permit a setback of a window from a tract beindary 40, oning Aged sel t
Tho follewing conments o m"“i: ...11-« ard of 27 feet Instead of the requlrod 25 Foee Tuesday, October 16, 1973
by the Zoning Advisory Committee in Districe 3 Gentlenen:

Dear Mr. Dilenna;
:1d W revised 4 indicate tho

Purseant to your request, the referenced property has been surveyed

this Jureay and the commeits below narked with an “x" are appiicahle
and required to be corrected or incorporated into the fimal plans for
the property.

Wo traffic problems are anticipated by the ranuested variance to
the setback of & window from a tract boundary, but | have the following
comments for the site plan itself.

n the Muture

Ctursh Lers, &n © The entrance to the site must be a minimum of 24 feet, All
: a0 a Lo-foot close

fxx) 1. Fire hydrants for the referenced property are required and
50
parallel parking spaces must be @ minimum of §° x 231,

sha'l be located at intervals of feet along an
approved road in accordance with Wiltinore County standards
a3 published by the Department of ublic Jorks.

eagerents ©

e trul € ) 2. A seccnd means of vehicle access is required for the sita,
;"" WEERISES f(-')' C ) 3. The vehicle dead-end condition shown uf
. . y _—
e / S 5 ZXCTED5 the maximun Al lowed Gy the Uire Department, -
' ‘\ “‘-"-4/' i T € ) 4. The site shai cade to coaply with all applicable parts
Hichael 5, Flanigan ) of the Fire Preveation Code prior to occupancy or beginnming
Traffic Engineer Associate

of operztions.

{XX) 5. The buildings and structures existing or proposed n the
site shall comply with all applicable requirements of the
Hatiomal Fire Protection Association Standard ilo. 101
"The Life Jafety Code", 1970 Zdition prior to occupancy.

€ ) 6. 3ite plans are approved as drava.

( ) 7. The Fire Prcvention Bureau has no commcats at this tine.

!—f A - ) iloted and
Reviewer: J‘/“"’-’ JS_ W Approved:
lanning Group % Jeputy 1]

3pecial Inspection Diizion Fire Prevention Durcau

MHSF/pk

MR e



— — Baurmore County, MARYLAND
DeparTMENT OF HEALTH——

DONALD J. ROOP, MO MFH.

October 29, 1973 SPTY STATE AND SOWNTY WEALYN OFFCER.

suoiNgG
TOWSON, MARTLAND 21204

Mr. S. Eric DiNenna, Zoning Commissiomer
Office of Planning and Zoning

County OEfice Building

Towscn, Maryland 21204

Dear Nr. DiNemna:

Comments on Trem 72, Zoning Advisory Committee Heeting

October 16, 1973, are as follows:

Jean & Isaac Goldman & Eva & Morris
Tucker

Location: N/§ Church Lame, 342' W of Bedford Avenue

present Zeningi D.R. L

froposed Zoming: Variance to persit a sccback of a ,

window from a tract boundary of 27' Instead of req.35

No. Acre:

District:

Proparty Owner:

1.925

Metropolitan water and sewer are available.

Comments: Prior to approval, two complete
nnt: ui";im and specifications of the pool and bath-
house must be submitted to the Baltimore County Depart=
ment of Health for review and approval. Plans must !:qu
locations of pool, bathhouse, parking arca, method o
disposing filter backwash water, and locatlon of water
and sewerage.

4 moratorius was placed on mew sewer conaections L. the

ccre 3
Swynns Falls Drainage Basin by Dr. Neil Solomon, Secretary o
Henlth and Mental Hygiene, on Sept.13,193; therefore approval may
be withheld for these connections.

Very truly yours,
)

o 71

- i N
(rL ;«J\,\
Thomas H. Devlin, DIrector
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October 23, 1973

Mr. S. Eri. DiNenna, Zoning Commissioner

Zoning Advisory Committes

Office of Planning ond Zoning

Baltimore County Office Building

Towson, Maryland 21204 .’

Dear Ms. CiNenna:
Comments on Item #72, Zoning Advisory Committes Meeting, October 16, 1973, are as follows:

Property Owner: Jean & hoac Goldman & Eva & Morrls Tucker

tocation; N/ of Church Lane, three hundred and forty-two (342) feet W from the N/W
comer of Church Lane ond Badford Avenue

Existing Zoning: D.R,16

Propo.ed Zoning: Variance to parmit a setback of a window from @ tract boundary of twenty-seven

(27) feat Imstead of the required thirty-five (35) feet.
Na. ~f Acres: 1,525 i
Districk 3

1F the variancs is granted the patitionsr will have to comply with oll the requirements of Section 504 A
of the Zoning {C Manual of lopn Policies). i

Very truly yours,

Jobn L. Winbley
Planning Specialist If

Project & Development Planning Division

BALTIMORE COUMTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING
SUITE 301 JEFFEFSON DUILDING 103 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE TOWSUN, MARYLAND 21204

AMEA CODE 301 PLAMINING 4943211

ToMING asa-2391

®
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iMstrict.
Posted for:
Petitioner: S OR RIS TLCies;

Location of property:

Location 3t Signs:. - Ron

BOARD OF EDUCATION
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

TOWSON, MARYLAND - 21204

Date: October 25, 1973

Mr 5. Eric Dilenna

Comnissionar
County Offlca Building
Towaon, Maryland 2120k

Z.A.C. Mooting ofz October 16, 1973

Ra: Item 72
Property Owner:
Location:

Joan & [saac Goldnan & EVa & Morris Tucker 5
N/S of Church Lane, three hundred and forty-two t?ﬁ) £ W E
Prosent Zondng: p.k, 16 from tho N.W. corner of Chure & Bedfard

Proposed Zoning: Variance to pormit a sotback of & window from o tract boandisy or
twenty-seven (27) ft. instead of the roquired thirty-rive (35) rt.

Dintrict:
No. Acres:

ard
1.928 %
Dear M:. DiNennai

fio bearing on student population.

o

Very truly 5y o
loteit é el

W. Kick Pstrovich
Field Repcosentative

WNP/ml

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
ZOKING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towsen., Marylond

Vi rean
QI Ak

NS ot CHopeH /'\ﬂrw__

. BenFery Ave.

1o, CHuten Ans

PeTirion. Felx

Law orricen
FrRANK, BERNSTEIN, CONAWAY & GOLOMAN

1360 MEACANTILE mAnn & T

ey
2 warmins bz

BALTIMOAL. MARYLANG 20201

February 4, 1974

Mr. John A. Slowik, Chairman
County Hoard of Appeals
County Office Building

111 west Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

T4-124-A

Morris Tucker, et al., Case No.

Dzar Mr. Slowik:

Please enter my appearance as attorney of record for

Petitioners in the above-captioned case.

In addition to repre-

senting the owners of the property subject to the petition, I

also represent Mr. Ivan Stern, the Contra
b Yect prapaEL ict Purchaser of the

On behalf of both the Petiticners and

Purchaser, I am returning herewith the forms nz:n:z:n:i::;t:i:a
number of witnesses I anticipate calling and the anticipated
time for presentation of my case. I am returning the forms

sent to both Mr. Stern and Mr. and M

rs. Isaac Goldman, although

you may refer Lo cither of those forms as representing the toral

number of witnesses I anticipate calling.

Sigecerely yours,

Y S

1. Morstein

JIM:bE
Enclosures

¢: Mr. and Mrs. Isaac Goldran
Me. and Mrs. Morris Tucker
Mr. Ivan Stern
Philip T. McCuske:, ©sq

i
PETITION MAPPING PROGRESS SHEET
FUNCTION 2 Troqne

Wall Map | Original Duplicate
te | by [doe T by [dote | by | dom by

Descriptions checked and ’

Petition number added to
outhine

outline plotted on map

Denied

Granted by
ZC, BA, ©C, CA

HEE
|

Revised Plans;

Reviewed by: /7 H.
= 4, Change in outline or description.

Previcus case:

Map ¥




Item 72
Mr. Isasc Goldman BALTIAL  COUMTY OFFICE OF PLANNING ANO ( IING
§513 Baythorne Road

Baltimore, Nd. 21209 County Office Bul Iding @
111 ¥, Chasapaske Avenue
Townon, Merylend 2120k BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

Coun'y Offfce Bullding
1l W. Chesaproke Avenue
Towion, Moryland 21204

Your Petition has been received* this P doy of

Your Patition has been received and accented for filing

this, 29sh day af Oaeoher 1973,

[ W8 e # & AR Bocunsinn g on b
NEW // —
Zoning Commissioner ‘;"_j B
Vi [ Wi
e | marae
Zoning Commissioner \ A I“ ;
Patitionsr_laan & Xaanc Goldman sud E! I: N R
Patittoneris Mrtormmr s ie Veviewsd b ! é Petiloner_ 7V Jregey  Sbmittedby S 000 | .
visory Comni€tee Petitioer's Attomey. Reviewed by A e

'n_Ing.,sulte 504/the mercantile
land 21204 building/

* This is not to ba Int od of the Petition for aul, i
ver, 3411 Terrapin Rd.,(21208) lm.’ interpreted ot occeptance tition for assignment of a hearing

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLANC Ho. BALTIMOREZDUNTY, MARYLARD No. 2796 BALTIMCRE COUNTY, MARYLAND No. 12716
OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE GIVISION OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION OFFICE OF FINAKLLL - REVENUE DIVIsION
MISCE! LANEOUS CASH RECEIPT J MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECL'PT MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT
)
oarc_January 10, 1974 account __ 01-4i2

oave_MNav, 28, 1973  _ACCOUNY _gagea oate_ HOve 5, 1973 ,ccquur  01-662

_ s Fomn
e e AwounT_$63.08 auounr 425,00 @J&‘F\

gisTmimurion

ceiiew  customER Aok ko ok

cCusker, Esquire

S LAt E G R SH
ing of an Appeal and Posting of Property oa MMBT T:-Z;'":i.iﬁi, i fﬁ‘; P“"“"E'“::;. R U~ ":'/
:‘?.- 7;. 7;“124 ‘\ P g Baltimore, Md, 21215 Baltimore, Md. 21215 i | ~—
Ni;l::ri:l“” Lene, W of Be: \venu, Advertiaias and posting of. property 5325t Potition for Variance fox Is.ag Golduan, ot al - .

; i 00
Marris Tucker, et al - Petitioners #1204 — 7Yy 2 YA
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