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PETITION FOR ZONING VABI.HNC'E
FROM AREA AND HEIGHT REGULATIONS

1.4¢
slalt’r:mmmmnmummmormuuons COUNTY:
L Jobn K, Markel & Eiva 3 ey Taltimore
or we, s = va
Arkel & Elva M. [og1) uwner.Sof the property situate in
GBIIIIJIMMidmhuad—dmmﬂunmhﬂmu{tmnmhﬂ.

hereby petition for x Variancesfrom Mwm,mm_&u‘uz =

of.C. M. of D._ P, to permit a sideyard of nineteen (19) fect
In_licu of.the. reaulred fenty-five (25 v AT e
ﬁﬁﬁwﬂ twenty-tive (25) feet botween buildings in

alore County, =
m;mmum“"mrmm:nlmam County; for the

L.} Strict lance with the Regulations would cause the Petd
teal dmlcnlt;:ﬂumlmhlu hardship due to the size :t ﬁ:e tnm‘ :13:::.;--

tion of the bullding,
2.) The requested variances would in no way be detrimental to

safety or general welfare of the locality imvalved, and, if granted, uw‘ﬁlh::lg
benefit to the health, safety and general welfare ot the locality.

See attached description |

Proporty is to be posted and advertised as
prescribed by Zoning Regulati-ns.
lmml;";:‘r.;;. agree 1o pay expenses of above Variance advertising, posting, etc., wpon filing of

Mg Djasd,

ElaM .L Markel

-204 West Pennsylvania Ave,

Towson, Maryland 21204  523-7800

ORDERED By The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this_

i, . 1974, that the subject matter of this petition ertised.

4 bo
required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, (b two newspapers uf general tlrtul::il:m through.
out Baltimore County, thal property be pasted, and that the public bearing be had before the Zoning

Commissioner of Baltmore Counly in iloom 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore
County, on the. . _____ Uda_ . _day of. Haroh . - V9T, b 2200 o'eluck
<Pl
) i " Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County,
{over)
I

Richard L. Jarvis, P. E.
2404 Stoneyside Drive

Fallston, Maryland 21047, Tel, Lo. (301) 879-9524

DESCRIPTLON

0,45 ACRE PARCE., MORE OR LESS, LOTS 140 AND 141 TN SECTION ONE OF WILTONDALE,

EAST SIDE OF YORK ROAD, NORTH SIOE OF SUSSEX ROAD, NINTH ELECTION DISTRICT,
BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND,

This Description is for D. R, 16 Zoning with SEu:lul :x‘cngtioll for Offices
. Beginning at a pipe marking the interscction of the north side of
Sussex Road, and the east side of York Road, being the southwest corner

of Lot 141, herinafter referrad to; running thence binding on sald York
Road five courses: (1) North 15% 47" East alomg the westeen boundary
Line of Lots 14) and 140, one hundred-forty eight and 2/100 (148.02) feet;
(2) thence at right angles South 70° 13" East, one hundred-fifty (150)
fect; (3) thence South 19% 47" West, one hundred-seven and 2/100 (107.02)
feet <o the northern side of Sussex Road; (4) thence North 88% 20' West

one hundsed thirty-one and 89/100 131,89) fext; (5) thence North 70° 13°

Mest, twenty-four wmnd 45/100 (24.45) feet, to the point of begluning.

Being the entirety of Lots 140 and 141 in Section One of Wiltondale,

baing a resubdivision of part of Plat 41 - Wiltondale, recorded amomg the

land records of Baltimore County in Plat Book W.F.C. No, 8, Folie 57.

September 7, 1973
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;5'::/75 T0 THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:
Markel
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ORBER A

F3 = ORDERED By Tne Zoning Commiissioner of Baltimore County, this.__ 22th_
o1

PETITION EBR ZONING RE-CLAS@FICATION

AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPTION ./

rw__ -

1, or we, John E. Markel & Elva M. _legal owner-£ of the property situste in Baltimare
County and which is described in the description and plat attached hereto and made a part hereof,
hereby petitian (1) that the zoning siatus of the herein described propecty be reclassificd, pursusat
-8.5. - zone to an

7h

to the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, from an-... 2. B
D.R.16 eeeeeeenna20D€; for the following reasons:

1,)  In classifying the property D.R.5.5 the Balimore County Council

committed errors as sct out on the attached exhibit which 18 incorporated

by reference herew; and

2,) Substantial changes have occurred in the neighborhood 80 as to alter its

character since the property was so classified by the Council, as set out

on the attacked exhilit which is incorporated by reference herein. i
har

seo attached descritpion

¢
and (2) for a Special Exceplon, under Lhe said Zoning Law and Zoning FReguiations of Baltime

ppert

1)

County, to nse the herein described property, it office. L

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescrived by Zoning Regulations.
1, or we, agree lo pay expenses of above reclassification and/or Speclal Excertizn advertish
posting, ctc., upon filing of his petition, and fur'mer agree to and are to be bound by the zoning
regulations and restrictions i Baltimore County adopted pursuant 15 the Zoning Law for Baltimore

/’J,@'ﬁ.’_l;fi{@ﬁe@;

~" John E Mu;l?.z-!

Bdw P Dlandet..
Eiva M Mirkel  Legal
Address.. 7403 York Road

Towson, Maryla

ress 204 West Peonsylvania Ave.
Towson, Maryland 21204 B23-7800

197 _k that the subject malter of this petitiun be advertised, as
required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in two newspapers of general circulation through:

il -, out Baltimore County, that property be posted, and that he public hearing be had before the Zoring
Commissioner

of Baltimore County in Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore
day of _ Mawch 197k at 1i00.a'clock

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore Umv

lover)
Auguat 20, 1974
James D, Nolaa, Esquize
204 West Panasylvania Avenus
Maryland 21204
RE; Petition {or Reclassification,
Specisl Exception, and
Varlinces
NE/cornar of York and Sussex
neads - 7th Eloction District

John E. Mavkel, et ux - Potl-
tioners
NO, 74-199-RXA (Itam No. 17)

Dear Mr, Nolant
1hﬁﬂlhﬂm‘mwhmmmm
attached,

tar. Copy of sald Order la
v‘”W‘

5. ERIC DI NENNA
Zoning Commisslonsr

oel”
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PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICA- BEFORE THE

TION, SPECIAL EXCEPTION,

AND VARIANCES ' ZONING COMMISSIONER

Roada - 9th Election District H OF

John E, Markel, & ux - |
Petitioners H BALTIMORE COUNTY

NO. 74-199-RXA {Item No. 17)

This matter comes before the Zoning Commissioner upon a Petition filed|

|
|
|
‘ NE/fcorner of York and Sussex
|
|
|
|
|
|
| by John E. and Elva M. Markel, for a Reclassification from a D, R, 5.5 Zone tg
| a D.R. 16 Zone; a Special Exception for an office building and offices; and Vari-

ances from the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations, Sections 1B02. 20, and

| 504 (Sectivn V, B, 2 of the Comprehensive Development Manual), to permit a
|| wide yard of 19 fect in lieu of the required 25 feot, and Sections 1BO1. 2€. 1.
i

| and 504 (Section V. B, 3 of the Comprehonsive Development Manual), to permit

|| a distance of 25 fee! between buildings in lieu of the required 50 foet.  Said prop-

erty is located on the northeast corner of York and Sussex Roads, in the Ninth

|

Election District of Baltimore County and contains 0. 45 acres of land, more orl
|less.

|

Evidence, on bohaii of the Petitioners, indicated that the subject property

wish to

is and that the

on. The architecture of the building is intended to be basically the same &3 lhu:

Petitioners' home, which adjoins the subject property on the north. Public

ilities are and to the subject property.

sewer and water [
York Road. No residential homes have been built in this section of York Road
It was indicated that professional offices can be an asset

for at least 15 years.

7 in this area. Mr. Hugh Gelston, a gualified real estate broker and appraiser,

e
[RE: PETITION POR RECLASSIFICATION, : BEFORE THE
SPECIAL EXCEPTION, ANC
VARIANCES :  ZONING COMMISSIONER

NE/corner of York and Sussex

Roads - 9th Election District : OF
John E. Markel, et ux =
petitioners.

NO. 74-199-RXA (Item No.l7)

R I s T AT e ISR A S U

BALTIMIRE COUNTY

APPEAL

ORDER FOI

[DEAR MR. COMMISSIOUER:

Please enter an appeal on behalf of Petitioners John E.
iMarkel, D.D.5. and Elva M. Markel, his wife, to the County Board
lof Appeals from your Opinion and Order of August 20, 1974, denying
the reguested reclassification, special exception and variances,

and cach and every part of the said Opinion and Order.

/)

i S ﬁ%&
lames O, Holan

and

2 2 <

i £p ot & 2egicd
clan, Plumho illiams

Attorneys for the Petiticners

204 W, Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
023-7800

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /-/mday of Septenber, 1974,
|a cory of the foregoing ORDER FOR APPEAL was mailed, postuje pre—

paid, to H. LOUIS FRENCH, ESQUIRE, 504 Wilton Road, Towson, Mary-
land 21204 and to MP J. ARIOSA, 320 hillen Road, Towson, Mary-
land 21204. y

B2 -

ZONING U=PAATMENT
8y

e e U

an office building lherli—

|
Expe-t testimony indicated that there are very few residential areas along

ZCEIVED FOn FE INK

| indicated that any construction on York R/ ad should not be residential but should

QABLR N

Z o prt

7

7

BrE

|| be for offico or commercial use, Its proximity to St. Joseph's Hospital and the
| Greater Baltimore Medical Center would make the subject sroperty candu. lve

| for professional offices. It was admitted that there have Feon no substantial
changes in the character of the neighborhood and the sol= question before the
Zoning Commissioner is whethar or not the present zoning of the praperty s in‘

error.

Without reviewing the evidencs further in detail but based on all the evi-

dence presented at the hearing, in the judgment of the Zoning Commissioner,

| the Comprehensive Zoning Map, as adopted on March 24, 1971, is not in crror|
in classifying the sabject property DLR.5.5. A study of the Comprehensive
Zoning Map, as adopted, indicatos that, if the wubject Petitior were granted,
quasi-commercial, namely office use, would leapfrog Sussex Avenue, ina |
noitherly directon along York Road, and be an infringement upon the strict
residontial character of this area. The Comprehensive Zoning Map, as adoptcd
by the Baltiniore County Cauncil, is preswned to be sorroct. The burden of ‘

proving error and/or substantial chang

in the character of the neighborhood
is borne by the Petitioners. In the instant case, this burden has not been met.
Therefore, IT IS ORDERLD by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore

"
County, this __ 27 day of August, 1974, that the Reclassification be and

)| the same is horeby DENIED and that the subject property be and the same i

1 hereby continued as and to remain a D.R.5. 5 Zone, and, by necessity, the

gpu:hl Exception and Variances are hereby DENIED,

Lt
ener af
Ealtimore County

~Zoning Commis

JUDITH B, BTARK
ATTORNCS AT Law
1413 REETCRRTOWN OAD
PlEEILLE dARYLAND 31308

amuzare
August 1z, 1975
County Board of Appeals
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204
Att: Mrs. Eisenhart Re: John & Elva Markel
Administrative Secretary N/E Corner York §
Sussex Rds,
$-199 Rxt

Dear Mrs. Eisenhart:

This is to advise that I have been retained to

represent the above Petitioners in place of lames D
Nolan, Esq. ’

As I advised you last week we expect to go
forvard with this matter on Augtst 21. #

Thaaking you for your ceurtesy in this matter,

1 am,
Verv truly vours,
5
s
Judith P, Sra-k
1PS:md

JUN 1 § 1990




RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION = BEFORE
from D.R. 5.5 zone to D.R. 16z0.0;
SPECIAL EXCEPTION for Offices and :
Office Building; and
VARIAN CES from Section 1B02.28 OF
(504-V.B.2) ond Section 1801.2.C. 1

QOUNTY BO/ARD OF APPL LS

(504-V.B.3)of the Baltimore County : BALTIMORE COUNTY
Zoning Regulations

NE comer of York and Sussex Roods No. 74-199-RXA
9th District

John E. Markel, et ux

Patitioners :

OPINION

This cose comes before the Board on an oppeal by the Petitioner from an
Order of the . ing Commi domyinga

special exception and

variances for the subject property, The property is a vacant unimproved lot located

at the northeast comer of York ane, Suss=x Reads, in the 9th Election District.
The principal issue and burden on the appeilant 11 this case is to evidence |
1o the Board original error and/er substantial change in tie character of the neighborhood |

to wamrant the requested reclassification.  As 1 s been stated . sy times, there is a

|
presumption of correctness in original zoning and the Petitioner cairies an onerous burden |
of clearly evidencing eithe: original emor and/or substantial change.
In the subject cose the Petitioner forwarded no arguments o to change in

|
eharacter of the neighborhood; hence if he were to be successful in this petition, he must ‘

evidence original eror by the County Gouncil in March of 1971, when, in foct, they did

not classity the subject property in a D.R. 1¢ zone. The argument as to this original

| eror was presented 1o the Board primarily by Hugh Gelston, a well-known real estate |

expert.  Mc, Gelston, being very familiar with the general Tuwson area, descrited
for the Boord the Wiltondale neighborhood, which basically sumounds th, +sject progerty.
M. Gelston told the Board 1% history of this community and of the general usages us they

exist north and south olong the York Rood from the subject property. Asto
original eror, Mr. Gelston stated that the Council should have zonad the subject
property and most of those other properties that front olong York Road D.R. 16, He

|
likened this community to that portion of the York Road near the Northameten community

2.) For such other and further changes a8 shall be

disclosed by a minute study of this area, which changes shall be brought

out at the tim ¢ of the hearing hereon,

Respectiuily submitted,
A
i -
,}; sreiet i) 'Z(dui
mes D. Nolan
__“ Attorney for the Petitioners

JDN:ak

John E. Markel, et ux = No. 74=199-RXA 2o

where the County Council did, in foct, provide o strip of D.R. 16 along the east side of

York Road.  Mr. Gelston noted that there havebeen no naw residential homes built

on this sectiza of the York Ruad for the lost ten years,  He felt that #he proposed office

huliding could be an asset and stabilizing foetor for this community.  He felt that this

office building represented the highest and best use of this vecant and wnimpoved lot, |
The Board has cereislly reviewed the testimony and evidence offered in

this case ond it is tha judgment of this Board that the Petitioner has failed to carry the

burden of proof necessary to evidencu original error in the subject instance.

James Hoswell, ¢ planner for Baltimore County, told the Boerd that tha
subject case was o speific issue before the County Council in late 1970 ond through the
March, 1971 adoption of the Compichensive Use Map for thisarea.  Mr. Hoswell told i
the Board that he felt thot the existing D.R. 5.5 zoning was correct and could find little |
or no legic in Mr. Gelston's principle that practically all of the York Road frontaoe =hau16!‘
be zoned D.R. 16, M. Hoswell felt that the D.K. 5.5 served the character of this i
fine residential naighborhood very well and was on inhibitor o the further strp quosi= |
commercial usoges of this York Road corridor. It was his thought that there would be i
ebsolutely no good planning served by zoning all of the York Roud fiontage either D.R . !
16 or in one of the business clussifications. ‘

After carefully reviewing the Comprehensive Map for the subject area, i
the Board sees no error on the part of the Council in its actions of March 1971 when in
fact it did not zon the shlect property D.R. 16, Frankly, in tho mind of the Board |
it would seem that the Council acted in a logical manner tying off the business wages ot ‘
Stevenson Lane. The piacement of D.R. 5.5 zoning in the subject instance seems
logical and was, in foct, carried out in o number of arecs along this York Road corridor
by the Council in March of 1971,

in summary, the Board can find no original efror by the Council in March

of 1971 when, in fact, they did not zone the subject property D.R. 16, and hence the
Board will deny the requested reclassification.

A4 L

John E. Markel, &2 ux = No. 74-199-RXA 3.

As the petitions for the speciai exception and setback variances become
moot questions without the necessary raclassification of the subject property fo D.R. 16,

the Boord will dismiss the roquest for the special exception and vorfances.

ORDER

For tho reasons set forth in the aforegoing Opinion, it is this _éth _day
of May, 1976, by the County Board of Appeals ORDERED, that the reclassification
from D.R. 5.5 to D.R. 16 zone petitioned for, be and the same 1s hereby DENIED; and

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, thet the Speciol Exception for offices and
office building, and Varinces from Sections 1802.78 (504-V.B.2) ond 18012, C, 1
{504-V.8.3) be and the same are hereby DiS}isSED.

Any appeal from this decision must be in accordanca with Rules B-1 to
B8-12 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure.

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

OF BALTIMORE munw/”
2

Y

POINTS OF ER ROR COMMITTED BY
THE BALTIMORE COUNTY COUNCIL
CLASSIFYING THE SUBJECT PROPERTY

D,R.5.5

The Petitioners state that the Baltimore County Council committr?
at the very least the following errors, and very probably additional errors
in clussifyng the subject property D.R.5.5.

L) The subject property is located on, and oriented to York
Road, a heavily traveled arterial, and is located directly across the street
from a large D. R. 16 zone with a large office complex thereon, and it was
error for the Councli not to place the subjeet property in a D, R. 16 zone
to facilitate office and professional use of the property.

2.) That there i a need for additional D, R i6 areas of moderate
depth along York Road in this area for controlled office ase pursuant to a
special excepticn, and it was error for the Council to fail to recognize this
need and to place the subject property in this category for which it is {deally
situated and suited.

3.) For such other and further errors as shall be disclosed
during the course of the preparation of this case, which errors shall be

brought out at the time of the hearing hereon.

CHANGES IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD

1) That York Road In this area is incrcasingly taking on o

, office and offices

due to a need for
additional commercial and office space, particularly professional office
Space in this area convenient to threc major hospitals, as well as to the
large and ever expandiag college complex,

BALTIMORE COUNTY. MARYLAND

JEFFERSON BUILDING TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

Evasne J. Currons, PE.
.

October 24, 1973

Hr. S, Eric Ditenna
County Office 3uilding
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re; Item 17- October 1973 to April 1974 - Cycle Zoning VI
Property Owner: John E. Markel
Northeast corner of Yark and Sussex Roads
D.R. 1B, special exception for offices and office building,

Variance from Section 1801.2.C.6 and V.8.3 for side yard and distance
between bui ldings

District §

Dear Hr, Dikenna:

The subject petition in itself Is not of sufficient size to create sny
major traffic problems. However, presently it is difficult to eit Sussea
Road into York Rosd snd the addltion of more traffic cam only nake it more
difficult,

Very truly yours,
/ 7

€. Richard Moare
Assistant Traffic Engineer

CRM/pk



November 27, 1973 )

Jdames Dy an.\n. Esq. ,
204 v
‘lowsen, Mnr}lnnd 21204

wanue

RE: Reclassification Petiilon
Item 17 - m;h rohinn cvclv
John E. Markel a M. Markel -

Pu:ltiom.ﬂ-

~ Dear Mr. Nola

The Zoning Advisory Committeo has reviewed
the plans submitted with the above referenced
petition and has made an on site field inspection
of tha property. The following comments are a
result of this review and inspection.

These comments are not intended to indicate'
the appropriateness of the zoning action requested,
but to assure that all partien are made aware of
plans or problems with regard to the develop
plans that may have a boaring on this case. he
Director of Planning may file a written mmn
with the Zoning Commissioner with recomme
to the appropriateness of the requested

The subject property is locate
northcast corner of York Foad and
the 9th District of Baltimore County.

This property, which conta two lots for
a total araa of 0.45 acres is currently
improved with an existing and very attractive
2-1/2 story stone and frame dw ll)nq on the
northern most portion of tho lo The property is
well landscaped and in excellent condition.

The 'ch)tibner is ror ng a Reclassification
from D.R. 5.5 b.k. 16 and a Special Exceptior

for an office .:nd offi building. The plans as
submitted propose that the existing residence be
converted into offices and that a 25x42 foot

i erected on the lot adjacent
are several existing dwellings
ellent condition.

all

xR
in the area,

torm Drafns:

-2

Jamea D. Nolin,
Ra: Ttem 17 - Gtk
November 27, 1973

oning Cycle

musung 15 foat paved nlmy. Su
wide and traffic flows and wi
permitted on the street. The sits
entrance from Sussex Road to the propert
parking abutting the alley.

This petition gencrated a good deal of discussion
among the various Comm.ttee memoers rolation to
and means of ingress and egress
te. It is anti tod that diffi-

!
to and from the
- rom the pmpc- ed p.
a problem because of the ee in grade and the
narrown of the street. deration
to a way of eliminating this problem. “n general, the
Committee concurs with the Burcsu of Engincering in
recomm.weing that the existing au- behind the

subject pro, be widened to a minimum of 20 feet

in anticipation of existing and [ntl:x-! traffic demandu in this
arca.

T alsn feel that the proposed new office building
could 1eriously contribute to the overall crowding of
the property.

Should this petition receive a favorable deecisien,
1 recommend that it be restricted in the following manner:

1. The existing dwelling be maintained in
such a manner as to retain its residential
character.

2, That sufficlent parking be provided for employces
on the property as well as these patronizing
the facilities, and

3. That an acceptable landscaping plan be
incorpozated in this development

State Highway Administ e

Octover 9, 1973

Mr. S, Eric D1 “enna RE: Baltimore County
Zoning Commissioner Sixth Zoning Cycle, Oci, 1973
County Office Building Property Ymer: John E. & Elva M.
Towson, Maryl.nd 21204 Markel

Location: E/S of York Roal (rte LS)

Ny of Susses “oad

Existing Zoming: D, R, 5.5
Attention Mr. John J. Wimbley mw.d Zoning: D, R,

lNo. o Acres: Ou LS Acre

District: 9th

Dear Hr. Di Heana:

Mo access is proposed from York Hoad into the subject site.
Therefore, there will be no requirements from the State Highway
Administration.

The 1972
Foed 4s 16,L00 vehicles,

erage daily traffie count on this eection of York

Very truly yours,

CL:JEN:AG
Charles Lee, chief
Bu:r"e u of Engineering Access Permiis
s Jlu/‘g ”
Byr J. &, Moyers

P.O.Box 717/ Ballis

James D. Nolan
Ro: ltom 17 - th
Rovember 27, 1974

This perition for Reclassification is accepted
for filing on the date of the enclosod filing
certificate HoweV: x to

o b
dtted €6

B4
petitions, de (har.m.w. ar plnn m:
requested by this “ommittee, shall be sul
this office prior to Honday, December 17, 1973 in order
to allow t for final Committee review and advertising..
Failure to comply may result in thi tition not being
scheduled for a hearing. HNotice of the hoaring date
and time, which will be between March 1, 1974 and
Aoril 15, 1974 #ill be forwarded to you well in
advance of tic date and time.

very truly yours,

e &

7 / e

P o AL "

/ /J0UN J. DILLON, JR.,Chairman
// #oning Advisory fommitteo

JIDIr. 3D
Enclosure
cc: Riehard L. Jarvis

2404 Stoneyside Drive
Fallston, Md. 21047

Halttnore Gounty, Maryland
Department @f Public Warks
COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
Burwss of Engincering

ELLIWDATH W Divem B e cair o

i feat

= of 30 feot wida, zhall
ted & ~lnh-u-1 of 15 ’ul from
altimore

Pott

—BaLtiMore County, M ARYLAND
DepARTMENT OF HEALTH———

October 19, 1973

Hr. S. Eric DiNemna, Zoning Commisslon=c
Office of Planning und Zoning

County Office Building

Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. biNenna:

Comments on Reclassification, znuluz Advisory Committee
Meeting, October 2, 1973, are as follow

Property Owner: John E. & Elva M. Markel
Location: E/S York Rd., N. of Sussex Road
Present Zoning: D.R. 5.5

Proposed Zoning: D.R. 16

No. Acres: 0.45

Diserice: §

Since metropolitan water and sever are available, no
health hazard is anticipated.

Very truly yours,

3 sy /‘J C \VL\\
Thohas . Devlin, Bivector
BUREAU OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

HVB:mng

JONALD J. ROOP, MO, MPH.
BeruTY arave amn county e Sericen

Baltimore County Fire Department

J. Austin Deitz
chiat

Towson. Maryland 21204

si57ane

Office of Planning aad Zoning
Baltimore County Cffice Building
Towson, Haryland 21204

Atcention: MNr. Jack Dillon, Chairman
Zoning Advisory Coamittee

Re: Property Owner: John F, & Elva M, Markel

Loeation: E/S of York Rd., N of Suszex Rord
Item Ho. /7 Zoning Agenda Tuesday, October 2, 1973
Gentlenen:

Pursuvant to your request, the refercaced property has been surveyed

by this Bureau and the connents below marked with an 'x'' are applicable
and required to be corrected or corporated into the final plans for
the propertv.

(xx) Fire hydrants for the referenced prupcny are required and
shall be located at intervals of 300 feet along an
approved road in accerdance with Baltimotr County standards
as published iy the Departaent of Public orks.

€ ) 2. A second acans of vehicle access is required for the site,

( ) 3. The vehicle dead-end condition shown at

the maximun allowe: the Uire oepar
¢ ) 4. The s:te s.aa‘l be made to comp: with all appv,.;able parts
of the Fire Preveation Code prior to occupancy or beginning

of operations.

(XX) 5. The buildings and structures existiug or proposed on the
site shall comply with ~ll applicable requirements of the
Hational Fire Protection Associition Standard ilo. 101
“The Life Safety Code', 1970 Bdition prior tu nccupancy.

6. Site plans are appruved as drawn,

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

AT Hoted and
Reviewer: !)TJ%LM“,”Y\;(.LA Appraves:
Tanning Foooe Deputy Ch:ie.

Special lnsne. Fire Preventicn Bureau

~m

nls
4/16/73




November 13, 1973

Mr. 5. Eric DiNenna, Zoning Commissioner
Zoning Advisory Commites

Oifica of Planning ond Zoning

Baltimore County Office Building

Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. DiNennar
Comments on Item #17, VI Zoning Cycln, October 1973, to April 1974, are as follows:

Property Owren John E. and Elva M. Markel
Location: E/S of York Road N. of Sussex Road
Existing Zoning: D.R.5.5

Proposed Zening: D.R.16

No. of Acres: 0.45 acres

District: 9

Tha site plan submitted oppears to be salisfactary; but if there is to be any exterior iree standing
light poles, they should be limited to 8 feet in height and directed away fram adjciring residential
premises.

Very truly yours,

John L. Wimbley
Plonning Specialist 1l
Project & Development Planning Divisiza

BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING
SUITE 301 JEFFERSON DUILDING. 108 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
AREA COOE 301 PLANNING 4343311 ZONING dss33mt

ORIGTNAL

m’ﬂ?

YrowsA PLRIITS

TOWSON, MD. 11204 Pobruay 25 - 175

THIS IS [FY,
8. Erie Dinenna
Zoning Commisajoner of Baltinore County

was Inserted in THE TOWSON TIMES, a weekly newspaper published
in Baltimore County, Maryland, once a week for  cne XEEOOSEL
weeky'befare the 25 dayol February 19 Tithatls lo say, the same
was Inserted [n the issueyfol Fobruary 21, 1974

STROMBERG PUBLICATIONS, Inc.

s,-mﬁc;.cﬁ

BOARD OF EDUCATION
OF BALTIMORE CCUNTY

TOWSON, MARYLAND - 21204

Date: Octover 18, 1973

Mr. §. Erlo Dilerma
Zoning Commissioner
County Office Bui].?i.ng
o, lard 21204
il 2.4.0. Hoeting of: rayele 60

John E. & Elva M. Markel
B/3 of York Road, N. of Sussex Road
D.R. 5.5

ed Zoning: D.R. 16

Re: Ttem

District:
No. Acres:
Dear Nr. Dilenna:

Would have no adverse affect on student population if it was developed
rosidentinlly or used for offices.

Very traly yeurs,

loloit ol

W. Nick Petrovich
Field Ropresentative

MANEU . BETEARE

TOWSGis, MD.

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annaxed advertisement was
published in THE JEFFERSON'AN, a weekly newspaper printed
and published in Towson, Baltizore County, Md., covectwumchi
ofr__one time ‘before the____ lith.

1971, the mu
appiaring on the..... 218t day of... Febreary . ______

L Lk P

Manager.

day of Farch

Cost of Advertiseuent, $.

|
GILTONDALE o
o

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towsen, Maryland

Aay- 177~ A4

Distriet... B4 ; Date of Posting... 2. 7.2/
posted o ... Aleessant 1 Dhbure.. Dssed. £ LT 2L fioe oM.
Petlowtts +.onn Stnt £ Wil

uulhnnl—--m-u A fove. {.'//Mﬂ ot > Hoeets

vt ot g B ir. Dottt ok ot Fhn . Tenll 5

Date of retur.:

= o Py

PETITION MAPPING PROGRESS SHEET

k
7 Wall Map | _Original | Duplicare Trocing
L FUNCTION [Fote Ty [dare [ by [ dore | by [ oo i

Descriptions checked and
outline plotted on map

Pedtion number added to
outline

Denied

Granted by
ZC, BA, CC, SA |

Revised Plans:
Change in nutline or desc ription

Reviewed by: ?22:71_

Previous caaa;

Tes




ZOMING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

A2~ SPF
Towsan, Maryland

Remarks:

Pusted by - f/[a L {{'[/, 24 3 Date of return:

BALTIMORE [ FLUNTY, MARYLAND No. 9
OFFICE OF FINANCE - HEVENUE DIVISION
MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT
T )1 -662
AMGUNT -5

James D. Nolan, Esquire
Cost of Posting Property of Johs £, Merkel, ot n
wari
v Dise

fcorner of York and Sussex Foads - Gti
trict F
Case No. 74-199-RXA (Itery Ne. 17)

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND No.
GFFICE OF FINANCE . REVENUE DIVISION
MiSCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT

faxoh 1y 1974 accounr 01662

amounr___§150,21
e casmen ThRR - AGAmeY veLion - CunTomtn

Janes D, Nolan. Esq.
20, V. Penna. Ave.

Towson, M. 21201

Advertieing and popting of property
#71i-199-BXA

John Markel

MLTIM@& COUNTY OFF/CE OF PLANNINC’;M:;ND ZONING
County Office Building

I W. Chetopeake Avenur
s . Towson, Maryland 21404

5 Your Petition hes bren recrived * this &‘z day of
3 1973, i
’§;§Q 973 Item

& Dile~
Zoning Commissioner

P.mlom-p., ;ﬁt {Mé Submitted by ”\"ﬁ‘-v—
e gl

Petitioner's Attomey Reviewed by ! Z a

* This 1y Interpes
T T5 not 1o be interpected o3 acceptance ©f the Petition for assignment of o hearing

MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT

oare Nove 27, 1973 01-662

ACCOUNT

asauny 350,00

Petition for Reolassification and Yariance for John B,
Markel ]

BALTIMORE COUNTY, maRvLAND 1520
OFFIGE OF FINATCE - REVENUE DrirsON
MICELLANEOUS CASH RECE BT

mhber

197 4accouny

AMouNT

R

Cost of

NE/cornar J ¥ork and Sussex R
strict o
ohn E. Markel, ot x - p

etitioner
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