c .
PETITION FOR ZONING RE-CLA%IFICATIQN
AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPTION

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:
Leorge H. Pallmer 3
domw we,. Viclet B. Bellmex . _ . ______legal owner_. of the property situate in Baltimore
County and which s deseribed In the drscription and plat attached he-eto and made a part herec!,
hercby petition (1) that the zoning status of the herein described proper'y be re-classified, pur.uant

te the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, from El.-E',!'.'*.*E..ﬁ-g'.!.'..!'.'.‘t--- rone go an

2L

e BaRe ... .tone; for the following reasons:
L. Because of error in the Comprehensive Zoning Map in T
= L ?:_J

classification of th sulject property.
2. B:cause of changes in the character of the n-murmTi-.. S04}

in which the subject property is located.

and

____________________________ e

Property is 1o be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.

1, or we, agree to pay expenses of above re-classification and/or Special Exception advertiring,
posting, etc., upon filing of th.s petitior, and frriher agree to end are to be bound by the rzoning
regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County lﬂup!ndﬁpumunt to the Zoning Law for Baltimore

County. f T 7 '
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vy Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County.

] e > i -
e Pl avi ot Lag Paia IO, B Xlwntns
__ Falimer'by/Doris ¥. Fallmer per power ;
"""""""""""""""""""""" of attorney Legal Owner = 7
Address. ©/0_Jobn D. Meyer Real Estate s
Co.
101 North Center Street )
5
e Westminster, Maryland 21157 8§
MARVIN 1. SINCEX peiftionerd Atoraey Protestant’s Aticney
: SR RN R MR . e —
’i"ﬂ’ﬂ-u-. Maryland 21202
ORDERED By The Eoning Commissioner of Baltirare County, this_ ___________________ day
Of e eceecccncccccnnaneey 188..., that the subject matter of thi= petition be advertised, as ';t-) )
- required by tke Zoning Law of Baltimo.e Cousty, In two newspapers of general circulation through- /
"' out Baltimore County, that property be posted, and that the putiic hearing be had before the Zoning
Cammissioner of Baltimore County in Room 108, County Cffice Buildirg in Towson, Baltimore ...__j i
. Comaty, on the___ . .. day o i, I M o o0'dlOCK -0
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: *grnd contract purchaser

BALTI MORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 7

COUNTY OFFICE BLUG. October 31, 1978 y

111 ®. “hesapasks Ave. b
Towson, Marypland 1164

ol

Michalas B, Comsdaci
Chalrman

Marvin I. Singer, Esquire
10 East Eager Stroet
Baltimore, Maryland 2120<

i RE: Item No. 14

Petitioner - Fallmer =
Reclassification Petition i

Dejpartment of

Te ffic Erginesring L T
Dear Mr. Singer:

Burcau of
Englarering

ftate Poads Comsmiaslon

Bereau of
Firs Frevention

iioalih Deparimsnt

The Zoning Plans Advisory Comnittee has reviewad the p.ans
submitted with the 2hove referenced petition and has made an on-eite
field inspection af the property. The following comments ar+ not
intended to indicate tho appropriatencss of the zoning action reyuested,
but to assure that all parties arc made aware of plans or probleme
with regard to the development plans that may have a hearing on this

PFraject Planning
Puilding Deparimeet
Board of Edecation

fming Admimimtration case. The Director al Flﬂ-ﬂﬂiﬂ! may iﬂﬂ a '\.ﬂl‘itttﬁ I'l::'ﬂl't with I‘.‘h:ﬂ L
e Zoning Commissioner with recommendations as to the suitability of s

the requestod zoning.

The subject of this petition 1s a 3. 3 acre tract, partially zoned
D.R. 16 in the front and ND.R. 3.5 in the rear, ourreuily improved o
with two existing dwellings and is located on the north sidc of
Reisterstown Road, between Kingsley Road and Richmar Drive, in the
4th Election District. Directly oppasite this site on the southwest side
of Reisterstown Road are commercial properties iriproved with an
offi & and beauty shop, while propert.es to the northwest and n-=th are
zoned B, M. and B.R,, respectively. and improved with car des hips.
This latter property was the subject of 2 previous zoiing héariag
‘Case o, T4-182-RA) in which a Reclassification to its present B. K
rone was grauted. To ‘ae northeast, east, and ruith of this propersiy
is residentially zoned land improved with individual dwellings along
Kingsley Rowd and apartmentr on either .ide of Richmar Drive. -

Because of yuar client's proposal to raze the existing structures at

and construct a cai dealership on this property, this Reclassifization
is required. If you are not aware, a “imilar request has been filed for
property located on the southwest side of Reisterstown Road, just north

] of Highfalcon Road.

" PETITION $DR ZONING RE-CLASBIFICATION
AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPTION

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:
‘ﬂm-!lm.]-_: T

s we, Yiolet B. Pallmer, .- bgal owner__ of the property situate in Baltimore

County and which iz described In the description and plat attached herete and made a part hrreaf,

hereby petition (1) that the roning status cf the herein described propesiy be re-classified, pursuant

to the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, from s DLK.. 10 and D.B..3.5 ... onesio an
e = T O -zone; for the following reaso .

1. Because of error in tae f:nnprahnn:iuu Zoning Map in the ., J7C

classification of the subject property. AR T
@]
2, Because of changes in the character of the neighborhood .., . #
in which the subject property 1s located. ¢ A
e
Ry _._"...i..'f
Tl

[ 1§
o P YN M e A 0 el B SIS O BRI (S
MMM 10 use the herein described property, ford s w. . B e g
vl | ed : T . 4, A7 itk

o — . .
Propertly is lo be posted and advertised a: prescribed by Zoning Regulations.
I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above re-classification and/or Special Exception advertising,
posting, etc., upon filing of this petition, and furthes agree 1o and are to be bound by the roming
regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adepied pursuart to the Zoning Law for Baltimore
County. L P o ;
il .i--'"‘-{ n b e "'Ilt (S F
Geor H. Falimer and Violet B.

- e i i

e i L e /
e s e’ dig g ‘;ii £ i i

e —
i

f= i

lecnsrd Stoler * .. Fallmer by Doris F. Fallmer per power
Contract purchaser of attorney Legal Owner 3
Address 11277 Reisterstown Road Address. ¢ /o _John_ D, Maver Real Estste

Cc.
101 North Canter Street

L R e i

e oSent

MARVIN I. SINGER

L PR T T T S e

Address 10_East Esger StrestC, ...
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

ORDERED By Ths Zoning Commizsioner of Bsllimore County, this_ . _______ sy

R e S e L , 198, that the subject malter of this petitior be advertised, as
requ'red by the Zoning Law of Ealtimore County, in iwo newspapers of general circulation through-
out Ballimore County, that property be posted, and that the public heering be had before the Zoning
Commissioner of Baltimore County In Room 108, County Office Bullding In Towson, Baltimore

County, on the. .. oo day of . e L IDE M _0'COck
...... M.

--------------------------------

o S e s i e e

rovyer)

*and contract purchaser

Fallmer
Page 2
Octooer 31, 1978

The site plan must be revised to correct Note D, under the
off strect parking data, to indicate that parking will be provided fnr
the service department and the body shop at the rate of one space for
each 300 square fee! of lotal floor area, rather than based on the
number of employees. In addition to this, the revised plans muat
clearly indicate where the customer and display parking will be
gituated in order lo determi  whether a Variance will be roquired,
and the comments of the Sta.. Highway Administration, Also, the
screcning that will be provided along the properry lines abutiing
residentially zoned and utilized property, especially that to the e
and south, must have sufficient area to grow. Therefore, the parking
nwst be set back from the property lin . more thar is shown on the
submitted site plan. For more information on this, as well as the
ether comments indicated by the Office of Current Planning and

. Deviclopment, you may contact Mr, John Wimbley at 494-3315,

Thia petition for Reclassificatior will be accepted for fiiing
on the date of the enclosed filing certificate. However, any ruvisions
or corrections to petitions, descriptions, or plats, as may have been
requested by this Coramdttee, shall be submitted tc this office prior
t Deécember 1, 1978 in order to allow time for final Committee review
and advertising. All changes must be accompanied by a cover letter
indicating these corrections. Failure to comply may result in this
petition not being scheduled for a hearing. Notice of the hearing date
and time, which will be between March 1, 1979 and April 15, 1979
will be forwarded to you well in advance.

Wery truly yours,

/M et

NICHOLAS B, COMMODARI
Chairman
Zoning Plans {.dvisory Commiittee

NBw/ef

cc: James 5. Spamer & Arsociates
F.0. Box 9804
Towson, Maryland 21204

e

PETITION #DR ZONING RE-CLASIFICATION
AND/OR SPECIJAL EXCEPTION

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:
_George H. Fallmer 2% it e
dsmmcwe,.Violet B. Fallmer - __..agal owne:._ of the property situate in Baltimore

County and which is described in the description and plat attached hereto and made a part hereof,
hereby petition (1) that the zoning status of tise herein described property be re-classified, pursuant

to the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, from sx .0 R, .16 and D.R. - 3.5... moneglo an

ceeeeaBeBRe o eeie...z0me; for the following reasons:

classification of the subject property.

2. Because of chauges in the character of the naighborhoed
in which the subject property i3 located. 1.

—

and
MM to use the herein described property, ford ~  _° . Lo

' i . . =
= - ————- e -

I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above re-classificition and/or Special Exception advertising,
posting, etc., upon filing of this petition, and further agree to and are {o be bound by the zoning

regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Reliimore

,ﬁ.ﬂ_ " _,ui'fﬁ?rm+ v ?’f:::_-w- -~
------------------- Bgpeta. 1. Tukgnr s Yolat 3,
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Legoaxd Stolex*® .. .
Contract purchaser

Address 11275 Relstecstown Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
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HMARVIN 1. SINGER Attorney
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of attorney Legal Owner

101 North Center Street

Hestminaster, Maryland 21157

Address 10 East Eage- Strest ..
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
ORDERED By The Zoning Commissioner of Faltimore County, this ... .. .. day

Al e s , 186._ ., thal the subject maiter of this petition be advertised, as
required by the Zoning Law of Baltimers County, lo two newspapers of general circulation through-
out Baltimore County, that property be posted, and that the public hearing be had before the Zoning
Commissioner of Ballimore County in Room 106, County Office Building in Towsou, Baltimore

Y, O B e it o s R O o v s i o i e L1906, at -----:n'd-nﬂ
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Wovember 16, 1978

Mr. 8. Eric DiKenna
Zoning Commissionar
County Office Buildina
Towson, Mary. and 21204

Ra: Item #14 Cycle IV (Oct. 1979-April 1979)
Proparty (smer: George P. & Violet 8, Fallmer
N/E cor. Reisterstown Rd. & Kingsley Rd.
Existing Zoning: D.R. 16 & D.R. 3.5
Pm&' hﬂ.‘l—lﬂl B.R.
Aorms: 3.3 ulstrict: 4th

Dear Mr. DiNennpa:

The folliwing comrants are furnished in regl 1 to the plat submitted to this office
for raview by the Zoning Advisory Commitles in connecticn with the subject item,

H ot

Reistersiown Road (U.5. 140) is a state Road; therefore, all improvessnts, inter-
sections, entrances and dreinage lequirements as they affect the read ~cne under tha
Jjurisdiction of the Karyland State Highway Administration. Any utility construction
within the fcate Road right-nf-way will be subject to the standards, spesificetions
wl approval of the Stats in addition to those of Baltimore County.

Kingsley Road, an existing public residential tye road, is progosed to be improved
in the future as a 30-foot close. section roadway on a S-El—l'n;rt right-of-way. Highway
rignts-cf-way widening, including fillet areas Tor sight distancs and any necessary
revertiole sasements for mlopes for Kingsley Road, will be required in connection with
any gradine or building permit application or further development of this pro arty.

Pleasan: Hill Woad, a County road, is proposed to ba axtended through the southerly
portion of this property on an 80-foot right-of-way, wich additional right-of-way as
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Fallmer by Doris F. Fallmer per power
| a

Addres. /o _Joho D, Mcrer Real Estate

Co.

required for channelization at the Reisterstown Road interssction and necessary revertible

easomants for rlopes. This proposed road will have a major impact cn this nite as
prasently plarmed. The reouired area for Pleasartlill Road must bo reserved through
this property.

The entrance locations are subject to aprroval by the Departmaent of Traffic
Eginsaring, and shall be constructsd in arccordance with Baltimore County Standards.

Sodiment Control:

Development of this property through stripping, grading and stabilization could
result in a sediment pollutica rroblem, damaging private and publi-~ ho'-lings downstysam
of the proparty. A grading permit is, therefore, necessary for all gizdina, including
the stripuing of & p soll.

i

™ Tgem #14 Cycls IV (Oct. 1978-April 1979)
E1 :ql'“tq'. HI & '“'il:l-.‘ t - h
mprn‘: ;—q- Cwnin et B. Fal'mer
November 16, 1u78

Stormm nn.ln!_-;

Frovisio £ for accormodat

on the submitts! nlan. 79 Stomm water or drainaje have not beer iinticated

In azoordance with the drainage policy, the Petitioner im tesponsible for tha

total actual cost of driinage facilities requ carry ~orr runof’
: ired ko TY the
through the property to be developad to 2 suitable cutfall, o ;

The southsasternmost portion of this site,

or marsh-like mature, is alsn accepting runoff ok oty yiny &ad.of a) eing

from Reisterstown Road,

Water and El.l.'l.ltiﬂ Suwer:

iheze are public 8 and ié-inch wate- mains in Reisterstown moad and & public

G=inch water main in Kingsley Road. Tha existing fire hydrant at the Kingslm~-Ralstarstow

Road intersection will -equire relrcation from the proposed future road improvements.,

Th
i ::.1: ml;::cﬁﬁ;:n: miquL ::Er :.n ::I;:-:q Road has a critical invart elevatlon
u.n.r: cpuarty; e for irst floor and above
dwallings is provided (Drawing §70-0.29, File "). Lo s

Very truly yours,

LT -
& el P e PeVer—
FLLSWORTH N. OIVER, P.E
Chicf, Bureau of Engineering

% END: FAM: FWE: 58
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Maryland Department of lransportstion et e [0 o proneing cnd 300ing
M. S Caltrider TOWBON, MARYLANG 21208
State Highway Adminalrslion Bl i g 307} 4543211
LESLIF M. GRAEF Uctober 31, 1978 . i m;!.llﬂﬂhmﬁ.ll.ut .
’ 5 ll‘"“‘:,i,m'-ﬂ' DEPUTY STATE AND COUNTY HEALTH OFFICER

October 16, 1978 Octobar 16, 1978

Qotober 25, 1978

Mr. 5. Eric DiNenna, Zoning Commissioner
Zoning Advisory Committee
Office of Plonning ond Zoning

Mr. £. Eric DiHenna ; » : .
3 Mr. S. Eric DiNenna Re: Zoning Cycle IV, Oct, 1978 :ﬂ I“mmﬂgiﬂh"dmﬂ zZoning Commisaioer m ﬁnﬂmﬁhmwhﬁ :m
: Eﬂnina Eﬂh:ﬂss }ngr ITEM NO. 14: i gt County Office Building Couniy Giftoe Puilding
ounty Office B Property Owner: George H. Towson. Maryland 21104 : et e itadet o
Towson, Md. 21204 s ?Tule{ B. Fallmer 8 Dear Mr. DiNenna: Towson, Haryland 21204
# Location: NE/C Reirterst . ; Dexr Mr. DiNenn
- Attention: Mr. N, Commodari {meumu} & I{in;ail!;rflﬂ?"n Comments on item 714, Zoning Cycle IV, October, 1978, are os follows: Item Ho. 14 = EAC - Meeting for Cycle TV o
: Existing Zoning: DO.R. 16 & TEOPLLY OWIMEL- | NOREPN Y- ROVADINE P Taliner Commente on Item #li, Zoning Advisory Committee
5 D.K. 'LE e Properiv Owner: George H ond Violet B. Fallmer Location: NE/C Reisterstown Rd. & Kingsley Rd. fiyole IV, aro as follows: ke S
v Pruposed Zoning: B.R. Locotion: NE/C Reisterstown Rood ond Kingsley Rood Existing Zoning: e R L LA - :
iR Acres: 3.3 Existing Zoning: D.R.16 and D.R.3.5 Propossd Sanlog: . S8R Property Owner: H. & Violet B. Fallmer
e Pistrict: 4th Acres: 3.3 Locations Reisterstown BA. & Kingsley B4,
District: 4th Rlsting Zonings D.R, 16 & DeRe 3.5
Dear Mr. DiNenna: o 45 l'm:lﬁlud.um gn-;i
' This office has reviewed the subject petition and offers the following commenis. These comments District: 4th Tatrict: lr‘th

The preoposed entrance iocation from Reisterstown Road does not

Sy Erm.*ide adequate stopping sight distance. The sight distance would : are not intended fo indicote the oppropriateness of the zoning in question, bt a-e fo asure Mot .
e e improved by locating the enciance to the snuth in line with the all Pﬂﬂfﬁﬂlmﬂdl‘:ﬂﬁm of olans cr problems with regord to development plans that may heve o R e R g W Metropolitan water and sewer are available to ‘e proposed mite.
o lane at the scuth side of the building. This would provide more . bearing on this petition. x zlor m‘ht:ﬂﬂﬂn;ﬂn! the propored facility, all wells and septic
‘-'-‘..:; stacking for vehicles walting to hﬂi?e*‘vil:ed* The present plan ; This site, as presentiy zimed, can be expectsd to gensrate system. must be located and propurly backfilled,
s indicates that adequate stacking wi rot be provided, This could The site plen must be revised to show the following: roximately 200 tr . The :
B e L e " Troineels 20 tEige per ey i siopreed wming an o epurted ennt oo T f575 Aol bln/s o ol buming oetpmms, 2o omes
) the entrance would be more than suificlent to adequately serve the 1. Vehicls woiting spaces for service write=up orea, R Saiddibe for ac) e 12 . hf:::u Control, LSL-3775, % cbtain
_f 3 development. 2. Curbing around the cntire perimeter of the parking area. W i“ﬂ i"““:;‘; in traffic in this area is undesirable in view f
'y _ o ¢ existing traffic congestion al Reisterstown Road. Permi
g The preposed roadside curb must return into Kingsley Road on 3. Customer porking areos. = gl is Iﬂlll-f-l:ﬁ for m Wt o Gt yaslo aT ALe ulivklcw. destims
= a 10" ~adius 4. Display areas. : ! aa paint processes, underground gasolins
ok : Very truly yours, storage tank/s ‘5,@ galloma or more) and other squipment or '
a5 3. Unlooding orec, which exhuasts into the atmosphere i F
-5 The exising bicuminous sidewalk must be replaced with standard 4. Proposed grodes . AM?”E . .
s concrete walk. : / The two S0
3 "’"‘j._. — 0 existing awellings presan served by metropoli
3 . : Tr: site plan as shown does not allow encugh oreo between the paving ond the property lines Hichael 5. Flanigan ' vater and private sewage disposal systems, hﬁﬁt sl s zﬁﬂ-f to h.tn
= The plan must be revised In accordance with the foregoing for the screen plontings., Enginner Associate II failing, Public mewer is available to the lst floor elevetion of both
Ay CrOmENLE . dwellings. Therelore, both dwellings will be requires to counect to public
- ] ; Very truly yours, Egwnr,
el Very truly yours,
-
%- Charles Lee, Chief - : s Abgony 2 b
Pureau of Engineering P, P .J’E
Lo Access Permits M‘“;ﬁ’tf-u"{:_{'ﬁ-" ' %
l.; *!It C Yo hn L. WII'I'IHIjI" - Thomas i, h‘l‘l.'l.‘l‘l. Director
- :JEM:v P Juim E.'Meyer * eperdll BUREAU OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICKS
- CL: JEM txd s U Ky MY ST Current Planning and Development THED/JRP/Lth

M celephone numbez is (301) 3P3-4320

P.O. Box 717 | 300 Wesi Preston Street, Ballimo-s, Maryland 21203
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‘ tire doportment
TR TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 OREOAMent of Cermim 3nd hoane
xi= 3071 825- 7312 TOWSON, MARYLAND 31304
i 2011 45 3440 RE: PEIITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION 1 i AHE CIRCUIT COURT
I"." ':' Paul H-.- Reincke Ooterer 16 lr'r'_-r'-‘ SO8N B SEVEFLAT i'l'ﬂ'l'l Bl H.-I ]'ﬁ ﬂl'ﬂf D;E. 3.5 [ (=] H'-'ﬂ .
. CHIEF - = DIRECTON October 6, 1978 MNE comer Reisterstown Rd, and 3 FOR BALTIMCRE COUNTY RE: PETITION FCR RECLASS'FICATION : IN THE CIRCUIT COURT %5
,.-::_b?- . Mr. 5. Eric DiNenna, mmlqr H" .ﬂ'h District from Dlﬂ- ‘ﬁ‘ and D-t.} .]'.5 o B.E; ]
ClA Office of = e : AT LAW MNE corner Reister vown Rd, and : FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
Office of Plarming and Zoning S UL et: BEL G H. cnd Violat B. Fall Kingiiey Rd., 4th District
= Baltimore County Office Building 4 =S he:;-:‘nn r:,fippnlhnal" Wi Misc, Docket N i AT LAW
& i one 5 : Misc. ot No, 11 :
= Towson, Maryland 21204 . Dear Mr. DiXenna B < George H. ond Violet B, Faller,
e Attemtion; li. Commodnri, Chairman Comments on It §  Zoning Livisery Committes Mesting, CYCLE IV . Zoning Cose No, R=75-15 1 Folio Mo, 340 Petitioners/Appellants t Misc. Docket No, 11
4 Zoning Adivecry Committee - e B - S e et
3 ¢ro - File No. on'ng C se No, R-79-1 : Folio No
Bk aet Property Owner: George H. & Vinlet E. Fallmor ' Eﬂth- Wﬂﬁ!i‘trﬂ e Bﬁunlkliin;nhr Boad ; ; S ; =
kit sting Zoning:D.R, 16 & D,E. 2,5 f s
= Location: HNE/C Reisterstown Hd. & Wingsley RA. N Proposed Zoring'g, R, 7 SE : Fite o 6930
Item No, Zoning Agends “rcle IV ORDER ' EREEEE
2% bz 3.3 : e
i Centlonen: Districts Lth 2 i'{‘.-F— MOTIGH TO DISMISS APPEAL
¥ ] Lisen the foregoing Masion, Tt is, this & day of X 1780
: Purgsuant to your —equest, the referenced property has been surwayed by this r ' The Peoale's Counsel for Baltimore County moves fo dismiss the apoeal in the
. Bureeu and the comments below marked with an "x" are spplicable and required The items checked below arw applfcable: the Clreult Couet for Balfi
¥ e g e b o e o8 2iAG the . feir Hha Cropaty. by ihe Circuit Court for Baltimore County, ORDERED that the appeal in the ahove-
. aEpors SABEL g - X A, Structure shali confors to Zeltimors County Bullsing Code (5.0..4.) above-entitled case wa the ground that na Pstition on Appeal hos been filed by the
: () 1. Fire hydrants for the referenced priperty are required and shall be : Bant 1 capped aad sy ool Supplemect, State of ¥ and Code for the - entided cose be and hereby is DISMISSED, ,
i located at intermis or fect along an approved rosd in PP . Appellont poriont i Meslord Rule 2276,
accordance with Faltimore County Standards as publiash+d by the X B lhﬂﬂuﬂﬂlihﬂhnﬂﬂhﬂmmmuﬁmm '
[ Department of Public Works. (O Mdditional wgeing & ather Pormits shall “e required, / | ‘/" 0 ; (,}t f‘é:;‘i‘d‘ ..-—-"
() 2. A sccond means of vehicle access is red for the al.e, D. Tallding shall be = J e Ar e / o _:.LL
A ) requ! : S upgraded 1o nev use - r.quires alterstion pemit, JUDGE itar R Hailld W. Hessian, 1II
s () 3. The wehicle dead end condition shown at - qu-h"um'm"fm“““"u., mlﬂﬂih—t_ will be requi=ed to fils an s |;2-5 Counsel for Baltimors County
EXCEEDS the marimum aliowet by the Fire Department, ’ L 7. Thres sets of orastruction dravisgs with & registersd Mamyland mm. 1
Aichitet or Egineer's origina) ssal wii! be reauired io f1o IH—!lflﬂmwm 21204
- (x) L. The eite shall be made to comply with zll applicecle parts of the %5 applicatior for & Fuilding pemmtt, : o
: Fire Prevention Code pr.or to ocoupancy or beginning of cperaticns. . Hmﬂ?nmmimimnmrn'ﬂumlm. f; /
- Contan disg Departsent Af distance is betwsen )'0" and £'0% i A N,;l m e
2 I:'x} 5. The tuildings and structures existing or propcased on the zite zhall of property 1. . o4 é’#' fgrﬂ#f o
£ comply with all applicable requirements of the Hational Fire Pro- -4
* tuntion Association Standawd No. 101 "Iife Safety Code®, 1970 b eaies oaashack variance coaflicts with the Baltimore Cousty ' Pater Max Zimmeran
: Bditlon 51&: to oooupabey. Alno, building must comply with . Deputy People's Counssl
742 HFPA #88B, Rcoair Garapes. L. W0 Gomeat. ‘ ERESY CERTIFY tha th f‘%ﬂ ﬁ
g |: E,' Eﬂlﬂ ﬂm‘mllw “m' ; - IH 8 t on is P l'.lf Iﬁu a
| : o R True Copy Test _ : i e )
: () 7. The Fire Prove-tion Bureau has no compents,, at this ‘ime, = £ o KAHLINE, Jr, Gl of the aforegoing Motion tu Dismiss Appeal and acenmpanying Order was mailed to
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!l | RE: PETITIOM FOR RECLASSIFICATION : BEFORE Fallmer ~ fR-79-15 & (e f P SN RE: PETITION FOR EEELAESIFIEMM‘H 1 BEFORE
. ; from D.R. 16 ond D.R. 3.5 to B.R 1 o ! ‘from D.R, lﬁuml[l.l.ﬁihl. X
i || NE corner Reistarstown Road 2 COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS Ehl T NE comer Reisterstown Road £5 COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
e | RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION BEFORE THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEA | ondKingsley Rood *' A s o e R seillis and Kingsley Road
i. ﬁ-nE:} D.R. "6 & D.R. 3.5 to B.R. ; A by CEARTEAL ]|| 4th District : CF | of the Relsterstown Rocd.  The proposed axtension and relocation of Pleosant Hill Rood | 1 Arh DHﬂH %y 1 OF
- NE/C Reiste Rd. and : 5y : S ARSI 3
. sterstown Rd. | : OF BALTIMORE COUNTY Geoige H. and Violet B. Fallmer : BALTIMORE COUNTY wos o major issue in these two coses.  Thete two daclsions were affirmed by the Circult | L oH. ond Violat 8, Fallmer : BALTIMORE COUNTY
| Kingsley Rd., 4th District EH i H"m
.' : Patitioners i ~ Petition
|! GEORGE H, FALLMER, at ux : li : Mo, R-79-15 j. ' Court but not by the County Council when the 1976 nnpﬂndqlhd Th—-vmh s il 3 Mo. R-79=15
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IR R | OPINION | ||mmlmnrﬂfhﬁhrpﬂiwlmnlﬂuﬂilﬂm This Board has knowr about DISSENTING OPINICHN
| ORDER TO ENTER APPEARANCE | Bt : DELeta | - - 4
. I; Ay i SEESY f This cose comes bafore the Board by a petition for o reclasmification of 1 | f'lu proposed Pleasant Hill Rood plans since the 1975 cases. A coreful review of the ﬁﬁﬂ_“h‘fﬂl the Board for reclassifieation of o 3.3 acre parcel of
._I;_— | o I-!,m e, !I'l'ﬂﬂ'hfl o : i| | e i
L7 ? + 10 the autharfly coniiined In SecHian 524,1 of fhe Bali ' 3.3 acre parcel of tond from a D.R. 16 and o D.R. 3.5 zening classification to o B.R. | [ mﬂrrunr ond evidence in the subject cose indicates that the plans fo: the rood extension land from a D.R. 16 and o D.R. 3.5 zoning clossification to o B.R. classification. This
i Pursuan & au! con n Section al 0 timore County ' ! ) TR | :
| . ; | classification.  This parcel is located on the northeast corer of Reisterstown Road and . -a still speculativy; hence, this petition ot butt seems prematurs . parcal Is locoted on the northeast comer of Reisterstown Road and Kingsley Read, in the
| Charter, | hersby enter my oppsarance in this proceading. You are requested to notify f ' : i the TSR TR i) cil suraly I District of Bol tmors ond contains 1.6 of D.R. 16 zonir
= | | Kingsley Road, in the Fourth Election District of Baltimore County, and contains 1.6 acres | i With the knowledge of the subject property nty Council sure Fourth Election District of Baltimore County, ns 1.6 acres of ).K. ng
me of any hearing date or dates which may be now or hereafter designated therafore, | | ' | : rd - D.R. 3.5 he of thi |
- | of D.R. 16 zoni.a ulang Relsterstown Road and 1.7 acres of D.P. 3.5 zoning ot the rear | | had and considering the other uses available 1o this property, tha majority of the Board can clong Reisterstown Rood and 1.7 acres of D.R. 3.5 zoning on the rear N P
¢ " @nd of the passage of any preliminary or finzl Order in connection therewith. | i | i ; | ; . h of considerabl ly rented
st _ | of this porcs!, This tract is presenily improved by two residences of considerable oge, | | find no error by the County Council when it placed the existing zoning classificotions on This porcal s presently improved with twe residences of cons @ ogw, presently '
| Tl ?-;1['#,‘!.. A EWH‘A— 1 7 — i f presently rented, but in need of rencvation and rehobilitation. The contract purchaser | ' the subje.i property. ; and in need of renovatiun.  The contract purchaser is an cutomabile dusler who owm :
,i-""- = i FAH el Pl L s g e ‘:.' . e g ‘,'I-H'
el B I T e 3-ha W, Hession, IlI | | s on automobile dealer who owns the property to the north of this subject parcel (see coses | r | Proving errer is the burden the Petitioner must bear if this reclassificaticn b ii the property to the north of this parcel and who wishes fo expand onto the subject parcel.
% D le's Counsel ' | | | . | . o
| Sy mmm';'m;ﬂmﬂg | | #74-182-R ond #75-190-R), and who wishes to expand his business onto the subject parcel. | tobe gronted.  Tre majerity of this Boord finds that the testimony ond evidence |; After two doys of testimony and coreiul examization of oll entered exhibiss,
] Towson land - ' :
Y 4“_!15;'“” ol | Testimony and evidence was presented to this Boord for tw o days. After  presented dees not me-.. this burden, therefore, same will be denied. ! this member of the Board is nf the opinion that error of tha zoning map: does, in fact, exist
S | '|
= | | . " | reqsont . prope he
:':_; | HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 150 day of May, 1979, o copy of the aferegal g : : carefully reviewing and comsidering same, it is the judgment c’ the mafority of this Board ORDER | in this case and will cite for this epinion This A B L g
::: ' Order wus mailed to Leonard Stoler, 11275 Raisterstwn Read, Cwings Mills, Maryland | that no error exists in the present zoning of the subject property. The eristing zoning is !| comprehens ive mops In 1976, but foch produced in testimony in this cose may not
pot o
Fi 21117, Contract Purchaser; and Marvin |, Singer, Esquire, 10 Eait Eager Street, Baltimore, | in no way confiscatory; there are severol economic use. o which the property may be put. Fo- the reasons sat forth in the aforegoing Opinion, it is this  13th day | . have been known or presented ot the time of consideration of the issues on the 1976 com
;;' Maryland 21202, Attomey for Petitioners. ' This property was an issue on the comprehensive maps in 1976, A stugy of Saptember , 1979, by the County Board of Appeuls. ORDERED that the reclosifica- | prehersive mape, and thus, the desired reclassification was ot that .ime denied. A
1!'_" . of the zoning map indicates that the County Council retained the originul zoning clossifi- : tion petitioned for, from D.R. 1£ ond D.2. 3.5 to a B.R. zone, be and the same is hereby | ! study of the zoning map indicates that this parcel retoined it ciginal clasification pro=
H' l!ju ) < ! R v L= ,::"‘l-— cation to provide o buffer between the B.R. zoning to the north and the completely DENIED. bably to provide a buffar between the B.R. zoning to the north and the completely i

. ———— e — B

:t:: John W, Hestlan, I} developed D.R. 16 zoning to the south. One should also note three sarlier decisions Any oppeal from this deciiion must be in occordonce with Rules B=1 thru " developed D.R. 15 zoning to tha south, end this appeors on the surface to be logicel.

T il

- |

i3 T , f it b aanl e | B-12 of the Maryland Rules of Procedura. ' Testimony, however, producad several cspects of this particular parcel that indicats this
'f: Petitioner's Exhibit Na. 1 = Plat of subject propert; = James 5. made by this Board in 1976 pricr to the adoption of tha current zoning maps n cases Ma hat |
e Spamer & Assoc., Yy 9, 1979 #74-182-R and #75-190-R, this Board granted B.R. zoning but celiberately raserved an COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS zoning should, in fact, be reclossified as requested.

i
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% T g el 0Lk ;::J’:?’EIE:;“::L“;J::“{ 2 C:‘;;; eight foot strip of D.R. 16 alsng the north side of Kingsley Read because it decided thot : Testimony from experts indicated that it was impractical from o financial

L i {f % '

o ’ -" } LY 3 the B.R. strip should not be extended further south along the Raistersiown Rood. The aspact to develop the property residentially in ifs present zoning clasificotion. Becouse
W ik , Uk " @ ® 3. Acetate crerlay to site plan = May 14, | - _,
-L'_' = F 1978 County Council affirmed this position on the current maps adopted late in 1976, il | of setback requiremerts, etc. and the mixed D.R, 16 ond D.R. 3.5, the parcel is just not

large anough to moke this practical.  There ore, however, other mitigating circumstances.
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" 4 - Order of Board cf Appeals of Baltimore

County dated June 7, 197 On October 31, 1975, this Board gronted B.L. zoning in ases F74-183-R
X n & ne f; J

Patricia Millhouser

and # 74-184-R. These properties are south of the subject property and on the west ride

— & - -

The neighborhood and entire area in which the subject |.

;i-:,,..:': -Ei‘.- '|||; x iy = 2L . L ; : -i — l
L#/ ! .
e » | . 2 : e ¥ i . '
'..‘: " s | mercial in character, over a sustained period of time, due in L |
Fallmer - FR=-79-15 (R=79=204) 2. ly ; £ i |
il oPORT OF REQUEST FOR RECLASSIFICATION part to reclassifications for commercial use. Significant } i
) BRIEF IN SUFFOX S : ‘ &Y '- l{ BRIEF_IN SUPPORT OF REQUEST 7 LASST
] changes for industrial use have also occurred. In January, 1973 BRIEE 1 E QUEST FOR RECLASSTFICATION ,
B 3alti County has reserved ¢ right=of f @iynty (80) feat thru the entire southe ' i
el saltimore nty hos reserved o right=oi~way of eiyhty ru entire southern |A petitioner - Leonard Stoler q additional commercial zoning was granted to the residertial E‘ Sattet e e Leohuid (St olny !
jon of the | for the ion of Pleasant Hill Drive, and no building permits » : | |
portion o parcel for exrersion of Pleasont hili Drive, ond no ing its con : Sul jm:ir, Prupertjrg;ﬂﬂEaﬁdﬂr':E: :‘{E : | portion of property across Reisre-stown Rogd from the subject || Subject Property - NE Corner of
be issued for this portion. This further reduces the usable D.R. 16 zoned area to 1.1 - “ ﬁ:ﬂ:‘terstmn e | | Reisterstown Road and Kingsley
3  Stb s don DASELIAL property, and that tractc is now utilized for an automobile | i oo
acres and the D.R. 3.5 t~ 1.0 acres, and this further compounds the unraasonableness of ; EL]:t {more Couw.ly, Maryland 1 ! Gth Election District
1 Kﬂ o 1122} i{ZIEtci:&tﬂl—'n Hoad | dealership. More recertly, the two lots directly across B Baltimore County, Macyland
residential devslopmeni. There is, however, one other maior factor wnich precludes the gt : Bie Kuown as 11227 Reisterstown Road
i Fingsley Road from the subject property, anc also fronting on 1
se of this property for development, The public sewer line cveilcble to this sit' is en s : : b
pro pub The reteption of residenrial zening for the su ject | 11 “ Reisterstown Road, were reclassified in order that they could be The retention of residential zoning for the subject ]|
Kingsiey Fead.  Becouse of the topography of this parcel end the elevation of this sewer s ' |
.I property is erroneous in that it is clearly unsuitable for . veilized as a part of tho long-existing Ford agency that it : | property is erroueous in that it is clearly unsuicable for
line, only a small portion of the parcel nearest Kingsiey Road could be sewered. This : ; ; '
: sy t development in that classification. It fronts on Relgters=cun contiguous and also ‘onts on Reisterstown Road. l; P 1 development in that classification. It fronts on Reigterstown !
virtually eliminates any prospect for reasonable devalopment. The two existing ; ' . |
_ l‘|l Road, a major traffic artery in the northwest section of the l The subject property is under option by Pecitioner, ' Y i Road, a major traffic artery in the northwest seccion of the :
struct ires now on the property have, ot present, private sewerage system:. While { ' il -
: 1 county, at a point approximately five miles beyond tue Baltimore \ the owner and operator of the necrby Ford dealership. The County, at a point approximately five miles beyond the Baltimore |
Kingsley Road is ot pissent the beginning of the buffer zone along Reisterstown Road, it : : d Bt , . |
; '. Beltway. Little, it any, new home construction ha. taken place . “ ! granting of che requested reclassification would pioviie for . Beltway. Little, if auy, new home constructior has taken place |
sewms to iils member that ihe proposed Pleasant Hill Drive and the reserving of the right-of- 1 . 34 o ' ’
1 I|l on Reisterstown Road for the past Fifteen ycars. Frat ieesdran the establishment of a new automobile uealership, which, toguethor, on Reisterstown Road for the past fifteen years. What residen- |
way for same is just os adequate s o buffer crea. Since the property tc the south is "2 | :
' | tial development that has occurred in the Relsterstown Road B with those now existing in th- vicinity would provide the publie . | tial development thac i.s occurred in the Reisterstown Road
slready fully devaloped, no further expansion of business zoning in this airection is - |
' ~ ~ corridor has generally been apartments, for which the subject : with the opportunity and convenience to shop for the purchase of | |._ corridor has generally been apartments, for which the subject
possible, ond .Y proposed Pleasant Hill Drive seems to serve wzll os the desired buffer - i ol " | 3 - i I
| property is inadequate and insufficlent in size. et '8 new and used suiomobiles among severai different manufacturers, B | property is inadequate and insufficient in size. Given the
area. | : M I
highly commercialized character ot Reisterstown Road, che pro i B without the need to travel long distances in the County :o 3 ‘ highly commercialized character of Reisrerstown Road, the pro-
After comsidering the apparentl; impractical aspacts of reasonoble : . , _ | 1 '
: E! percy directly across KiLES.®Y Road to the north is urilized for | different places. | = perty directly across Kingsley Road to the north is utilized for
development becouse of size, mixed zoning, setback requirements, efc. t:a reservation of :
P F . a NEW-Car dEE‘.EfEhip. -End thl."' hiﬂh ‘n"ﬂluﬂ? n:F tl"ﬂffll’.‘ ac ics l I ThE plﬂl‘lnl!ﬂ t:l:ll‘l-ltt't.lr.tiﬂn ﬂ'f new highﬂ-ﬂ-)‘i lﬂ the area a new=ca. dEﬂiErﬁhip, ﬂ.nd the h.LEh uﬂldﬂ:ﬁ I:If trﬂffi‘t at 1tﬂ :
a large portion of this parce! for the Pleasant Hill Drive right-of-way, and especiclly the i |
front, development under the present residential zones of D.R. it} {s Frrther evidence of si, nificant change. front, development under thc present residential zones of D-R.
unava.ability of sewer facilities to all but ¢ small portion of this parcel, 't is the opinion f : : . L
l 16 ani D.R. 3.5 is obviously impossible. The cost of singie . - 16 and D.R. 3.5 is obviously fspcesible. 'The'cost-of single
of this member that the present zoning is, in foct, error. Fherefore, this member of o A G el | N
family conscruccion, together with the 4evers G2 = shini t | family construct’on, together with the severe economic changes
the Board dissents from the finding ond Order of the majerity . : T g e ra T A ’
that have beep taking place, especially dn the ROUSTB e I : I E - hat have been taking plice, especially in the housing industry,
|
g:, :: T "}JMJ E-"“':E,r nnl';r reinforce the conclusicor that residential zoning on the ‘ #‘ Hl only reinforce the conclusion that cesidential goning oo the |
[ | i i
jem 1. Hackett !l ~ract is grussly unsulcable, and is in error. '. H h tract is crossly unsuitable, and is in error.
ﬂ The neighborhoud and entire area in which the subject i

| property is located has incrzasingly become moce and:more £ oW, propecty is located has increasingly become iore and more com-
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| RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION BEFORE
from D.R. 16 ond D.R. 3.5 to B.R . Teh |
iNE cormer Reisterstown Road 1 COUNTY BOAKD OF APPEALS | = .
. ond Kingzley Road it ._'ﬁl"ﬂ'llr - 7R-79-15 "
: i el | 4th District : or :
| ime d in i : i I S - = e = |
| mercial in character, over a sustained period of iLime, due | | Jﬁ—'_____ . Fﬁ?.f”?' . é ?’:l' ﬁg@/ i e : e T | Gt e s i S | |
{ part to reclassifications fur commercial use, Significant ! ' batitloners Ly e oLt terstown from - proposed axtemsion and re of Pleasant Hill Road
| changes for industrial use have also occurred. In January, 1973 ks :\{"ﬁ‘ _ _—.-_-i._.,._'?f!'lﬂ.:. Bl Ced KK | u—m: ih'l’ll.min#h.in theie two cases.  These two <'ecisions were offirmed by the Circuit

ItlIllIlll--'!I:lIl::llll

additional commercial zoning was granted to the residential it hrlnul i e i e v : :

CPINION BTl e e S . ! , .
r: would seem to cleorly reflect that the County Council was fully aware of the proposed road

portim of property across Reisterstown Road from the subject '1

B I S TS — S

property, and that tract is now utilized for ar automobile Ths, casa comes batore, the Bcd by o patinon IO IR CRTIERNON NS _'mﬂﬂ"“"ﬂh:#ﬂﬂlnﬂmﬂ-ﬂ-nﬂ'ﬂ property.  This Boord has known about

. the proposed Pleasant Hill Road plans since the 1975 coses. A coreful veview of the

e el Py e s gy I _,..,_‘,... e ——— — e @@ sEam p—

| 2, ! of land from @ D.R. 16 ond a D.R. 3.5 zoning clossification fo o B.R.
dealership. More recently, the two lots directly across ': 3 acre porcel of lo ol : ng _ .
[

-
e =

¥ingsley Road from the subject property, and also fronting on
Reisterstown Road, were ~eclessified in order that they could be

utilized as a part of the long-existing Ford agency that is

contiguous and also fronts on Reistarstown Road.

The subject property iz under option by Petitiomer,

e L

elossificction.  This parcel is located on the northedst corner of Relstarstown Road and

Kingsley Road, in the Fourth Election District of Baltimore County, and contains 1.6 acres

of D.R. 1é zoning along Reisterstown Road and 1.7 ocres of D.R. 3.5 zoning at the rear

of this parcel, This tract is presently improved by two residences of considercble age,

presently rented, but in need of renovation and rehabilitation.  The contract purchaser

 testimony and evidence in the subject coss indicates that the ploms for the rood extension
 are still speculative; hence, this petition ot best seems premature.

t

With the knewledge of the subject property which the County Ceuncil surely |

had and corsidering the other ues available 1o this property, the majority of the Board can

find n~ arror by the County Council when it placed *he existing zoning classificotions on

: the owner and operator of the nearby Ford dealership. The is an automobila dealer who owns the property to the north of this subject parcel (see cases the subject property. ‘.
| sranting of the requested reclassification would provide for , 2 : #74-182-1 and #75-190-R), and who wishes to xpand his busiress onto the subject porcel. Proving error is the burden the Petitioner must bear i7 this reclossificotion is

; he establishment of a new automobile dealarship, which, toge tharf X R h : Testimony and evidence was presented to this Board for two days.  After to be greated,  The majority of this Loard finds that the testimony and evidence |
" ‘ with those now existing in the vicinity would provide the public | i ; carafully reviewing and cosidering some, it is the judgment of the majority of this Board ~resented does not meet this burden, thersfore, some will be denied., ||
:I- I| with the opportunity and convenience to shop for the purchase of i. - thet no error exists in the present zoning of the subject property.  The existing zoning is ORDLE F
’_. | new and used automobiles ameng several different manufacturers, | - n in na way confiscatory; there are several economic uses to which the property may be put. T e :
; !‘ without the need to travel long distances in the County LO | . This property wos on issue on the comprehensive maps in 1976. A study For the reasons set forth in the aforegoing Opinion, it i+ this__13th day !E
r'« il ppata i of the zoning mop indicates that the County Council retained the original zoning clossifi- | of September , 1979, by the County Board of Appeals, ORDLRED that the reclossifico- !
w | The planned construction of new highways in the arca | catien to provide o buffer between the B.R. zoning to the north and the completely tion petitioned for, from D.R. 16 and D.R. 3.5 to o B.R. zone, be ond the same is hereby |
. | is further evidence of significant change. developed D.R. 16 zoning fo the south.  One should also note three earlie: decisions DENIED. "
k I | _ made by this Board in 1976 prior to the adoption of the current zoning mops.  In cases Any appeal from this decisi-n must be in accordance with Rules B=1 thru

§£ I | Mo, e &6 Krnsl_ #74-182-R and #75-190-R, this Board granted B.R. zoning but deliberately reservad an B-12 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure.

iﬁ I| eight foet strip of D.R. 16 nlong the north side of Kingsley Road because it decided that COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

E}E'i ! the 3.R. stiip should not be extended further south along the Reisterstown Rood. The T”IT?RE C'E'.'.IUHT?-_

TH ! | County Council affirraed this positian on the current mops adopted late in 1976, & ::L A;Hf;%h‘: -4 J:‘“- El;irrr-un |
F;; i On October 31, 1975, this Board gronted B.L. zoning in coses F74-183-R j |
{_% |“ and F74-184-R, These properties are south of the subject proparty ond on the west side M&L“"‘ |
Tﬁ' | Patricia Millkouser i
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RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION : BEFCRE
fiom D.R. 16 and D.R. 3.5 10 B.R,
ME corner Reisterstown Rood
ané Kingsley Rood
4th District : OF

COUNTY BOARD OF APFEALS

Ceorge H, ond Violat B, Follmer BALTIMORE COUNTY

Petiticners
No. R=79=15
(R=79=204)
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DISSEMTING OPINION

This cose comes betare the Board for reclassification of a 3.3 azre parcel cf
land from a D.R. 16 ond a D.R. 3.5 zoning classification to o B.R, classification, This |
parcel is locaied on the northeost corme: of Reisterstown Rood and Kingsley Road, in the
Fourth Electior District of Baltimore County, and contains 1.6 acres of D.R. 16 zoning
along Reisterstown Road and 1.7 acres of D.R. 3.5 zoning on the reor of this parcel.

This parcel is presently improved with two retidences of corzideroble age, presently rented,
and in need of renovation. The contract purchaser is an auterabile dealer who owm
the property te the narth of this parcel and whe wishes to expand onto the subject parcel,

After two days of testimony ond cereful exc.nination of all entered exhibits,
this member of the Board Is of the opinion that error of the zoning maps does, in fact, exist
in this cose and will cite recsons for &' opinion. This property wos on issue on the
comprehensive maps in 1976, but facts produced in testimony in this cas: may mat |
have been known or presented at the time of considerotion of the issurs on the 1976 ~om-
riehersive maps, ond thus, the desired reclossification was at that time denied. A

study of the zoning mop indicotes that this parcel retained its original elawifiection pro-

bably to provide a huffer be ween the B.R. zoning to the north and the completely
develoned D.R. 15 zoning to the south, ond this appears on the surface to be logical.

Tastimony, however, produced several nspect: of this particular parce! that indicate this

Fol mer = FR=79=15 (R-79-204) 2!

Baltimore Couty has reserved o right-of-way of eighty (80) fuet thru the entire southern
portion of the parcel for the rxtemsion of Pleasant Hill Drive, and no building permits can
be issued for this portion. This further reduces the wsoble D.R. 16 zoned area tn 1.1

aces and the D.R. 3.5 to 1.0 acres, and this further compounds the unreasonableness of

!
residential development. There i., however, nne other major foctor which precludes the

use of this preparty for development. The public sewer line avaiioble to this site is on
K'ngsley Rood.  Bucause of the ropograghy of this parc * and the elevation of this sewer
line, only o small partion of the parcel nearest Kingsley Road could be sewered. This
virtually eliminates any prospect for reasonable development, The rwo existing
struciorss now on the property have, at present, private seweroge systems, While
Kingsley Road is at present tie beginning of the biffer zone along Reisterstown Rocd, it
seems to this membe; rhat the proposed Pleasant Hill Drive and the ressrving of the right-cf-
way for same is just os adequate as a buffer area. Since the property to the south is
alrecdy fully developed, no further expomsion of b siness zoning in this direction s
possible, and the proposed Fleasant Hill Drive szems to serve well as the desired buffer.
area.,

After considering the apnarently impractical aspects of reasoncble
deve lopment becouse of size, mixed zoning, setback requiremen’, erc., the reservation of
a lorge portion of this parcel for the Pleasant Hill Drive right-of-way, and especially the
unavailability of sewer facilities to all but o small portion of this parcal, it is the opinion
Therefore, this member of

of this member that the pro.ant zoning is, in foct, ermor.

the Board dissenis from the finding and Order of the majority.

{
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OPINION

This cose comes before the Boord by o petition for a reclamification of o
3.3 ocre parcel of land from a DR, 16 and ¢ 0.P. 3.5 zoning clossification to a B.R,
clostification,  This parc:l is located on the northeast corner of Reltterstown Road and
Kingsles Road, in the Fourth Election District of Baltimore County, and contains 1.6 acres
of D.R. 16 zoning along Reistarstown Roed and 1.7 scres of D.R, 3.5 zoning at the rear
of this parcel. This tiact is presently improveu by twe residences of considerabls age,
presently rented, but in need o renovation and rehabilitation. The contract purchaser
is an outomabile dealer who owns the praperty to the nortl  f this subject porcel (see coses
F74-182- and 775-190-R), and who wishes to expond his business onto the subjest parcel.

Testimony ond evidence was presented to this Boord tor two doys.  After
corsfully reviewing and considering some, it is the judgment of the majority of this Board
thal =~ error exists in the present xoning of the subject property.  The axisting zoring b
in no way confis~atory; there ore seveial economic uses to which the property may be put.

This property wos on issue on the comprehensive mops in 1976, A study
of the zoning mop indicotes that the County Council retained the original zening clossifi-
cotion to provide a vuffer between the B.K. zonirj to the rorth and ihe completely
Gne should alss note three sarlier decisions

develeped D.R. 16 zoning *a ths wuth.

made by this Board in 1976 prior to the adopticn of the curen: zonisg maps.  In cases

Follmer -~ #R-79-15 2.

of the Reisterstown Rood, Tha pronosed extension and relocaticn of Plessont Hill Rood
wor , major fssue in hese two cases.  These two decisions were affirmed by the Clrcu't

Court but not by the County Council when the 1974 map wos odopted.  These events

would seem to eleorly raflect t  he County Counci: was fully aware of the proposed rood |

extension and the other particulars of the subject property, Th'i Roard has ¥ sown obout

the proposed Pieasant H'l' Reod plons since the 1975 cases. A careful review of the

testimony and evidence in the subject cose indicates that the plans for the rood extension

are still spaculative; hence, thi- petition ol best seems premature.

With the knowledge of the subject prope. ty wi ich the County Council surely

had and comidering the other wses availabla to this property, the majority of the Board can

Find no error by the County Council whan it plozed the existing zoning classifications on

i1he subject p-aperty.
Praving error is the burden the Petitioner must bear if this reclessification is |
to be gronted. The majority of this Boord finds thot the testimony and evidence

piesented does not meet this burden, therefore, some will be denied.
ORDER

For the icasons sst forth in the afaregoing Oainion, it iz this  13th  day
of September , 1977, by the County Board of Appeals, ORCERED that the reclusifica-
tion petitioned for, from D.R. 16 and D.R. 3.5 to a B.R, zone, be an the some s hereby
DENIED.

Any oppeal from this decision must be in accordance with Rules B-1 thru
B~12 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure.

#74-182-R and #75-190-R, this Board gionted B.'. »oning but deliberately reserved an COUNTY BOARD 'Elf AFPEALS
zoning should, in foct, be reclussified os requested. 3 — s I:E-"'}"-:, OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
. (L &iﬂﬁﬂ-’ [ F}fﬂ-ﬂ oz i eight foat strip of D.R. 16 along the north side <f Kingsluy Rood because it decided that . aEr A 4
Testimary from experts indizated that it wes impractical from a financial mrh Hackett / :

aspret ta develop the property residentially in its present zoning classification.  Beecouss
of setback requirements, vic. and the mixad D.R. 16 ond D.R. 3.5, the parcel is just not

large enough to mane thiz proctical.  There are, however, other mirigating circumstonces.

Nate: Suﬂ mber 13, 19/¥

..._....____._._..__ o w

[
/

the B.R. sirip should not be extended further south olong the Reisterstown Rond, The
County Council affirmed this position on the curent maps adopted late in 1976,
On Ocicber 31, 197, this Board granted B.L. zoning in cases F74-183-%

and #74-184-R, These properties ars south of the subject property and on the west side

.,-"'-f' oy 1
"i'ﬁ'l"'uer Reiter #.,_F‘Eim.un
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Patricia Millbotser
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mercial in character, over & sustained period of time, due in

part to reclassifications for commercial use. Significant

changes for industrial use have also occurred. In January, 1973
additional commercial zoning was granted to the residential
portion of property across Reisterstown load from the sibject i
property, and that tract is now utilized for an automobile
dealership. More recentlw, the two lots directly across
Kingzsley Road from the subject property, and also fronting on

Reisterstwn Road, were reclassified in ordsr that they could be

utilized as a part of the long-existing Ford agency that is

P ——

contiguous and also fronts on Reisterstown Road.

The subject property is under option by Petitioner,
the owner and operator of the nearby Ford dealership. The
| granting of the requested reclassification would provide for |

the establishmenc of a new automobile dealership, which, together

with those now existirg in the vicinicy would provide the public

with the opportunity and convenience to shop for the purchasz of

I
|
‘! new and used automobiles among several different manufacturers,
|
|

withcut the need to travel long distances in the County to

different places.

[ The planned construction of new highways in the area |

is further evidence of significant change.

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION - BEFORE
from D.R. V6 and D.R. 3.5 10 B.R,
ME comer Reisterstown Road
end Kingslay Road

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
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George H, and Violet B. Fallmer : BALTIMORE COUMTY
Petitioners
MNo. R=79-15
(R-79-204)

- . | | FESE =0 ROApE Rae |
TR S S N TR el S T e St TR S ST et WA et e

DISSENTING CPINION

This case comes before the Board for reclassification of a 2.5 acre parcel of
land from a D.R. 16 and o D.R. 3.5 zoning clossificotion to o B.R. clowification. This
porca! is located on the northaost come: of Reisterstown Road and Kingsley Road, in the
Fourth Election District of Baltimore County, and ccntains 1.4 acres of D R. 16 zoning
alorg Reisterstown Road and 1.7 acres of D.R. 3.5 zoning on the rear >f thi: parcel.

This parcel is presently improved v.ith two residences of consideroble age, presently rented,
and in need of renovation. The _ontract purchaser s an automobile decler who owms
the property to the no:th of this parcel ond who wishes to expand onto the subject parcel.

After two days of testimony and coreful exomina*ion of all entered exhibits,
this member of the Board is of the opinion that error of the zoning mops does, in foct, exist
in this cose and will cite reasens for this opinien.  This prope. ry wos on issuc on tne
comprehensive maps in 1976, but facts produced in testimony in this cose may not
heve been knowr or presented ot the time of considerntion of the issues o1 the 1976 com-
prehensive mops, ond thus, the disire ' reclossification wos at that time Jenied.
study of tne zoning map indicates that this parcel retained ts original classification pro-
bably to provide a buffsr between the B.R. zening to the north and the completely
developed D.R. 16 zoning to the ~outh, and this appears on the surfacz to be logical. ' .
Testimony, hawever, produced severcl ospects of this particular parcel that indicate this
zoning shoula, in foct, be reclosified os requested.

Testimony from experts indicated that i* was impractical from o fnancial

aspect to develop the property residentially in its present zoning classification.  Decouse

of setback requirements, etc. and the mixed D.R. 16 ond D.R. 3.5, th= porcel is just nct

iarge enough to make this practical.  There are, however, other m tigoting circumstonces.

Fallmer = FR-79-15 (R-79-204) 2.

Baltimore County hus reserved a right-of-woy of eighty (B0) feet thru the entire southern
portion of the parcel for the extention of Pleasant Hill Drive, and no buiiding permits can
be issued for this portion. This further reduces the wable D.R. 16 zoned orea to 1.1

acres ond the D.R. 3.5 jo 1.0 acres, ond this further compounds the unreosonobieness of

|
residentic! development . There is, however, one other major factor which pracludes the |

use of this property for development. The pui .. sewer line available to this site is on
|

Kingsley Road.  Becowse of the topography of this parcel ond the elevation of this sewer
line, only u small portion of the parcel nearest Kingsley Re 'd could be sewered. This
virtually elim®;~tes any prospect for reasonable development. The two existing
structures now ou: the property hove, at present, private seweroge systems. While
Kingsley Road it at present the beginning of the buffer zone along Reistersiown Koad, it
seems to this member thot the proposed Pleasant Hill Drive and the reserving of the right-of-

way for same s just as adequate os a buffer area. Since the property to the south is

already fully developed, ne further expamsion of business zening in this direction is :
possible, ond the preposed Pleasant Hill Drive seems to serve well as the desired buffer,
ared .

After considering the apparently impructical ospects of reasonable

development becouse of size, mixed zoning, setback requirements, stc., the reservation of

o large portion of this parcel for the Pleasant Hill Drive right-of-way, ~nd especially the |
|

unaveilability of sewer focilities to all but a small port’an of this parecl, it is the opinion
of this mamber that the present zening is, in fuct, eror. Therefore, this member of

tihie Board dissents from the finding ond Order of the majority.

%chw BT

Williom T. Hacket!

Dote:  September 13, 1979

3.3 ocre parcel of land froma D.R. 16 and a D.R. 3.3 zoning classificotion to o B.R.

-
-

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION BEFORE
fror D.R. 16 ond D.R. 3.5 10 B.R ) AT
NE corner Reisterstown Road : COLUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
ond Kingsley Rood : :
Ath District : CF
George H. and Violet B. Fallmer 3 BALTIMORE COUNTY
Petitioners : ' 1, YN T NN
1 No. =13
| (R-79-204)
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OPINION

This case comes before the toard by o peiition for a !H'ln‘:imﬂlhn of o

clossification.  This parcel is located on the northeast corner of Reisterstown Rood ond

Kingsley Road, in the Fourth Election District of Baltimore County, md'nn_nlu!m 1.6 acres

of D.R. 14 zoning ulong Reisterstown Road and 1.7 acres of D.R. 3.5 zoning at the reor
of this poreel. This tract is presently improved by two residences of considerable oga,
presertly renind, but in need of renovaiion and rehabilitation.
is an outomobile daaler who owns the property to the north of this subject parcel (see cases
#74-182-R and #75 .190-R), ond who withes to expand his business cnto the »biect parcel,

Testimony and evidence was presented to this Boord tor two days.  Alrer
carefully reviewing and considering same, it is the judgment of the mojority of this Board
that no error exists in the present zoning of the subject property.  The existing zoning is
in na way confiscatory; there ore several economic uses to which the property may be put.

This property was an issve on the comprehensive maps in 1976, 2. study
of the zoning map indicates that the County Council retained the original zonirg classifi-
cation to orovide a buffer batween the B.R. zoning to the north and the completely
developed D.R. 16 zoning to the south. O: & should ulio note thiee earlier decisions
made by this Board in 1976 prior to the cdoption of the current zoning mops.  'n cases
#74-182-R and #75-190-R, this Board granted B.&. zoning but deliberately reserved an
eight foal sirin of D.R. 16 alonr the north side cf Kingsley Rood because it decided thot
the B.R. strip shoul(’ not be extended further south olong the Reisterstown Rood. The
County Council affirmed this position on the current maps odopted late in 1976,

On Ociober 31, 1975, this Boord granted B.L. zoning in coses f74-183-R

and #74-184-R, Thasu properties are south of the subject property ond on the west side

RE: PETITION FOR FLLLASSIFICATION - BEFORE
from D.R. l6end D,R. 3.510 B.R
ME cormner Reisterstown Roadd
and Kingslov Rood
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OPINION

This case comes before the Board by a petition for o reclossification of @
3.3 acre pu.cel of lond from e D.R. 16and w D.K. 3.5 zoning classification to @ B.R.
clossification.  This pareel is locoted on vhe nertheast corner of Reisterstown Road and
Kingsley Road, in the Fourth Election District of Beltimore County, and contains 1,6 acres
of D.R. 16 =oning olong Reisterstown Rood and 1.7 ocres of D.R. 3.5 zuning ot the reor
of this parcel. This troct Is presently improved by two residences of considerable oge,
presently rented, but in need of renovation and rehabilitution . The contract purchaser
is on outomobile deoler vho owns the property (o the north of this subject porcel (see cases
#74-152-R and #75-190-R), ard who wishes to expand his business anto the subject parcel.

Testimony and evidsnce wos presented tu this Boord for two days,  Afler
carefully reviewing ond considering some, it is the judgment of the mojority of this Board
that no error exists in the present zoning of tho subject property.  The existing zoning s
In no way confiscotory; there are several economic uses to which the property moy ke put,

This property wos an fisuve on the comprehersive maps In 1976, A study
of the zoning mop indicates that the County Council retained the original zoning classifi-
cation to provide a buffer between the B.R. zoning to the north and the completely
developed D.R. 16 zoning to the south, One should also note three easiier decisions
mads by this Board in 1976 prior to the adoption of the current zening maps,  In cotes
#74-182-R and #75-190-R, this Board granted B.R, zoning byt deliberately reserved an
eight foat strip of D.R. 16 along the north side of King:ley Rood becauze it decided that
the B.R. strip should not b= e-tended further south clong the Reistesstown Rond. The
County Council aftiimed this position on the current mops adopted late in 1976,

On October 31, 1575, tnis Board riented B.L., zoning in case. F74-183-R

ond 774-184-R.

These properties are sorth of the subject property and on the west side

The contract purchaser

I

© wasamajor iasve in these two cases.  These two decisions were affimed by the Circuit

: Fallmer - iﬁ-ﬂ-ﬂﬁ 2

: ﬂfﬂillhl-rﬂm Rood.  The proposed extension and relocation of Pleasant Hill Road
< Court but ot by the County Council when the 1576 map wos adopted,  These svents
. would seem to clearly reflect that the County Gouncil wos fully awere of the propored rood
 axtersion and the othor particulors of the subject property.  This Bocrd has known obout
the propcsed 2leasant Hili Rond pians since the 1975 cases. A careful review of ihe

| l'llﬂwnnd evidence in the subjecr cose indicates that the plans for the road extension

ore still speculative; henca, this petiticn at best seems premature . E

With the knowledge of the subject property which the County Council surely
had and coreidering tne other uses available to this property, the majority of th+ Boord can

find no error by the Ceunty Council when it placed the existing zoning closifications on
the subject property.

‘Proving error is the burden the Petitioner must bear if this reclassification is
to be granted. The majority of this Board finds thar the testimony and evidence

presented does not meet this burden, therefore, same will be denied.
ORDER

For the reasons set fort!; in the aforegoing Opinion, it is this  13th day
. of Septembe, , 1979, by the County Board of Appeals, ORDERED that the reclosifica- '
tion petitioned for, from D.R. 16 and D.R. 3.5 to o B.R. zons, be and the some is hecsby
DENIED. I

Any appeal F. om this decision must be in cccordance with Rulss B-1 theu
B-12 of the Moryland Rules of Procedure .

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY.

- -y '

#an f.t 4 i
Wﬂu'r A. Reiter JI.;'Fhinr-un

{

Patricia Millhouser

_E_-;Ilmer - _-' R=79-15 2.

of the Reisterstown Road,  The proposed extension and relocuiion of Fleasant Hill woad

wos @ major issue in these twe cases.  These two decisions were effirmed by the Circuit

<ourt but not by the County Council when the 1974 map was odopted.  These events

would seem ‘o cleorly reflect thet the County Council wos fully oware of the preposed rmad

——m a—mmm

extemion and _he other pcrticulars of the subject property.  This Board hos known obout

the proposed Piesant Hill Road plans since the 1975 coses. A coreful raview of the f

. testimony und evidenc. in the subject cose indicates that the plans for the road extemsion

are still speculative; hence, this petition ut best seems premature,

With the knowledge of the subject property which the County Council surely |
hod and comidering the other vi2: available to this property, the majority of the Board can |
Find no error by the County Council when it placed the existing zoning clossifications on
the subject property.

Proving error is the burden the Petitioner must hear if this reclassification is {
to be granted. The majority of this Board firnds that the testimony and eviden-a |

presented doe: not meet this birden, therefore, some will be denied.
ORDE i

For tse reasons set forth In the aforegoing Opinion, it is this _ 13th  day

of September , 1¥79, by the County Board of Appeals, CRCERED that the reclosifica= |
Hon petitioned for, from D.R. 16 and D.R. 3.5 to a B.R. zone, be and the some is heralsy |
DEMIED.

Any cppeal from this decision must be in occordance with Rules B-1 thru
B-12 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure.

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
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Cask No,———

6330

Marvin I. Sinzer

. 5:.22. 11, 1979- Petitioners O-der for Appeal from decision of County Board of

Appeals of Baltimore County M.

{(2) Oet. 11, 1979= Certificate of Compliance fd.

(3) Oet. 19, 1979 — County Poard of Appeals of Balto, Co.'. Certifisate of Noilece fd,

IN THE

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION
from D.R, 1éaond D.R. 3.5 1o

B.R. NE comer Reisterstown : CIRCUIT COURT
Rood ond Kingsley Rood
dth District : FOR l
George H. ond Violet B, Fallmer : BALTIMORE COUNTY |
Petitioners
AT LAW
Zoning File Ne. R-79-15
(R=79-204) : Misc. Dockei No. 11
Folie Mo. 80
File MNo. 6930
PR M e o R T LR N Y TS R e P 3 e T SR e

CERTIFICATE OF NOTICE

Mr. Clerk:

]
]
!
|
|
Pursuant to the provisions of Rule B-2(d) of the Maryland Rules of !
Procedure, Walter A, Reiter, Jr., William T. Hockett and Patricia Millhowser, consti- !i
tuting *he County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County, have given notice by mail of the I
4
filing of the appeal to the representative of every party to the proceeding before it; namely,
Marvin I. Sin_er, Esq., 10 East Eoger Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202, Counsel for
Petitioners, George H. and Violet B. Follmer, ¢/o Zohn D. Meyer ieal Estate Co.,
101 M. Center Street, Westminster, Maryland 21157, Petitioners, M's. Doris Fallmer,
875 Doy Rood, Sykesville, Moryland, 21784, Theodore C. Denick, Esq., 916 Munsey

Building, Baltimore, Maryland, 21202, Counsel for the Protestants, John W. Hessian, 11,

Esq., County Office Building, Towsor, Maryland 21204, People’s Counsel for Baltimore
ty, Mr.. Alice LeGrond, 25 Olive Lane, Owings Milis, Maryland, 21117, and Mr.
Raymond Clifton, 16 Kingsley Road, Owing: Mills, Maryland, 2.117, o copy of which

Notice is attoched herato and prayed that it may be made a part thereof.
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» Holmen '
xf.au-.:ry Board of Appeals of Baltimare County
* Rm. 219, Court House, Towson, md. 21204

Telephone 494-3180
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ith District Paid 12|t ﬂ:E.PE?{!.'\_ ,
GEORGE H. AND VIOLET B. PALLMER Roceipt No. DRD2G
Petitionera
ADDITIONAL CosTR '
Merk l
Sheriif i
- &
COUNTY BOA®D OF APPEALS OF
BAL TIMORE COUNTY |
NS DORIS PALLIER __i
FIOPTE'S COUSEL FOR BAUTTMORE COUMNTY T
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FR.RATHMOND CLIFTOH Paid Per
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Il of Baltimore County, and contains cpp. aximately one (1) acre of ground.,  The requested

Geompe H. & Violet B. Fullmer 2.
Zoning File No. R=79-15
R-79-204)

| hereby certify thot a copy of the aforegoing Certificate of Motice hm1
been mailed to Marvin |. Singer, Esq., 10 East Eoger Street, Baolrimore, Maryland 21202,
Counsel for Petitioners, George H. and Viclet B, Fallmer, ¢/o John D. Meyer R.al
Estate Co., 101 N. Center, Westminster, Maryland 21157, Petitioners, M's. Doris
Fallmer, 875 Day Road, Sykesville, Maryland, 21784, Theodore C. Denick, Esq.,
916 Munsey Building, Baltimore, Maryland, 21202, Cournsel for the Protestants, John W.

e —— —— i — e

Hessian, IlI, Esq., County Office Building, Towson, Maryland 21204, People's Counsel
for Baltimore County, Mrs. Alice LeGrand, 25 Ouive Lane, Owings Mills, Moryland,

21117, and Mr. Raymond Clifton, 16 Kingsley Road, Owings Mills, Maryland, 21117,

on this 19th  day of October, 1979.

— e —— o
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from D.R. 3.5 zone to B.R. zone;

VARIAMNCE from Section 238.4 of the -
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daltin. e County Zoning Regu'ations COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
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|I RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION MNo. 74-182-kA

from D.R. 3.5 zone to B.R. zone

ME/S of Reisterstown Road 132 feet

Morthwest of Kingsiey Road

ath Disiriet : e

Leonard Stoles
Petitlanar

Mo. 75-190-R
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OPINION

The property which is the subject of petitics Mu. 74-182-RA is losated

| on the northeast comer of Reisterstown Rood a~d Kingsley Paad, in the *.h Election District

| B e H -
 reciostification from D.k. 3.3 %o B.R. was denied on April 22, 1974 by i < Deputy Zoning

' Commissioner, and the requested variance was dism;ssed.

appealed, and he has tinze obondoned his request for a vorionce regarding this parcel. The

l Petitionar, Len Stoler, is ru longer the controzt purchase *w irtue of his hav ing since

i
accomplished the purchase of this property. i

The property which is the subject of Na. 75-190-R is located immediataly|

! mobile nguncy.

to the north of the porcel just . sierred to, and contains o strip opproximately seventy (700

|| fect by Jree hundred o1.d thirty feet (320) deap lying between the praviowsly refer d -

porcal and the =xisting 8.7 zoned lod owned by the Petitiorar, which contaiss k
This petition for reclosification wes gronied by the Dep sty Zi
Comniss’oner on June 5, 1972, ond from that d=cisicn the Perale's Countel appealad

The Fetitioner appeared and restified, and nroc «od other Wi i

cluding o reprusentative of Ford Matar Comnany, indicating his nezd for eddiliona’

From this decision the Petitiands

GEORGE H. FALLMER, ET UX NO. R=79-15 (R-79-204)
NE corner Reisterstown and Kingsley Roods 4th Distrier
DR 16 and DR 3.5 fo B.R. 3.3. acres

Sept.
June
Sept,
Oect.

April

|

4 R S S

. perimeters duignatea.

29, 1978 Petition filed
&, 1979 Hearing held bafore the Czunty Boord of Appeals
13 Order of Boord denying reclossification pstitioned for
1 Order for Appeol filed in the Circuit Court by Marvin |,
Singer, Esq., on behalf of Petitionem  (File #6930)
Petition to Accompany Order for Appsal, Certified copies of
documents frem file, end Tronseripr of testimony fi
the Cireuit Court e feve fledin
18, 1980 Mation to Dismiss Appeal on the ground thot no Petition of
Appeal has been filed by the Appellani, filed in the Circuit
Court by Peopie's Counsel
21 Order of Judge Walter R, Faile DISMISSING appeal
— S i ik, Tt i o i : Tye
C’ ' A |
.
MNo. 74-182-RA end No. 75-190-R 2.

in order to proparly handle th requirements of his customers and his automobile dealer
business.  There wos odditional testimeny concemning the proposal which showed that
there will be no subitantial increcse in traffic.

There was clso testimony from o real estata expert conceming this proposec ._
land use, and he hod made some indication os to pessible error committed by the Council ,
but his testimony was more directed to the numerous and substantial changes in the charocter
of this area of Reistenstown Road since the adoption of the Comprehensive Zoning Map:.

i+ 18 interesting to note thai apporently the Deputy Zoning Commesi s
was likewise 3o inclined, for in his decision in April of 1974 h 4 deniad the requesfed
reclassification on that particul i parcel, and then in July of 1975 bz nad groated the re-
quested reclossification on the second parcel, ond indicated as his reotons t)erefor the sub-
stantial chonges which have occurred. We concur in that finding and feel that since
both of these parcels are now before 1s, that this conteniiun opplies equully tc both parcels

ond that the requested reclassification should be granted. We do, however, feel thut the

two parcels wiich ore under consideration here are adequate for the Peiii* 1er's presant '|
onid “uture nzecs, ond for these reason: we are gronting the request. < peritions, with the i
excoption of u iiiip of lond which we are going to designate as D.R. 16 to oct as a Lufa, |
in this matt | This will be o strip aight (8) feet in widtn along the southem border cf

the parcal Hr ::.-!{:d at the northeast comer of Reistarstown Foad and Kingsley Ruod running
eaiterly along Kingsley Road for the length of that property line, and then running northarly

along the ecstern boundory of that property until it meets the property line of the second

parcel under consiceration nere, and from thot puint o strip of five (5) feet in widtk is to
he designatod o1 D R, 16 zened land, running in on eciterly direction clong the southemn 3
boundary ¢ the second parcel under consideration here, 1o the end of the! property line,
this aiving an effect of ¢ D.R. 16 zoned buffer between the Pt ticner’s property and e
odjocent residentiol uses, This buffer is shown on the plot of the wbject property,

wh'h is to Le ottuched to this Order, and is indicated by r1e red hatch marks along the

It is therefore the cpinion of this Bocsd thot the petitian for reclossifica- |
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Clerk of the Circuit Court
Courts Building
Towson, Md, 21204

Pe: George H. Follme-, Appellant
11/380/6736

Dear Sir:

The above captioned case wos appealed to the Circuit Court
on October 11, 1979, In order to keep cur records current, may we
request o stotus repo.t from your office concerning this appe.i,

Very truly yours,

WAR 2
w oaE
' S = 2
| % =X:
L=2 ™ Am
™ = -7
7S = 29
mg o3y e
FILED APR 3 194U | & 2
e ﬂmh“.h“w - - e e e L i . i, . Sl 1 -.'.
? ol |
No. 74=-182-RA ond No. 75- 190-R 3. I
>
- |

I‘ tion in both of these coses should be gronted, subjact to the modifizations indicate:” ehove,

iﬂ"

and as indicated on the attoches plat containing the subject propertier.

|

- contideration here. and from thet point a strip Five (3) fest in width, hereby dasignated as
| D.R. 15z

OFDER

For the reasans set forth in the aforegeing Spinion, it s this _7th day
of June, 1976, by the County Brard of Appeals ORDERZD, that the reclassification of
the two parcels petitioned for, from D.R. 3.5 to B.R. zone, be and the same are hereby
GRANTED, soving ond excepting the five (5) and eight (3) foot ridti. strips designated
below in this Order as D.R. 16; and it s

FURTHEP ORDERED, that the eight (B) foot wide strip of lond
hareby designoted as a D.R. |6 zoned buffer along the southern border of the parcel In:uhr.tl
at the rortheost corn~+ of Reisterstown Road and Kingsley Road, running eosterly along
Kingsley Roed for the langth of thar property line, and thea running northerly along the

eaitern boundary of that property until it mests the property line of the second paicel under

+d land, running in an eosterly direction wiong the southern boundary of the

secend pa o4 wider comsidaration here, to the erd of thet property line, be ond the same

are hergby | CEANTED, same being shown ay red hatch marks elong the perimeiers designat !

il
i

on the plat citached hereto.

Any appeal from this decision must be in occordance with Rules B-1 to
E-12 of the Maryland Rules of Frocedurs.

COUNTY BOARD OF APPFALS

, OF BALTIMORE COUNTY f

Robert L. Gillond & =
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i ' ki  PROPESSIONAL EHGINECRE & LAND SUSVEYDRS Miﬂfﬁ H
24 " " Q PO 00X 9804 ~ CALTIMORE, MO, BIE0S ":/
K i B l-:1 d l".-'lﬂ I
= ~ 4 | eMeb Zone prycn ——— emlel E:%
| g | | AN ' n&ﬂiﬁm_ To ok paJjobS R E s
i 5, {} | e MARVIN |, 8555C0R e 2_DOLLARS
I . 1 J.Hlﬂllﬂ. LANTLOE ARLEA CODE a0
i - B Begimning for tho same at the corner formed by the ARRAM | ERONSIERG COUNIAL.
= ~ - ! dnterscotion of the southsast side of Kingsley Road (20 feet : e
] l wide) with the northeast side of Reisterstown Road (66 feet Fem (e ﬂ:—. —pl
] S L wide) and running, thence binding on the southeast side of December 13, 1978 e :
:': E : p t',ﬂ.::. | | 1 nm‘l s s . . 5 uﬂnqi ul ?E -. - —— :
; _ Eingsley T — A AL
EH oy i i f 3 (1) North 54° 18' East 250.0 feet, thence leaving Kingsley !
. fi ) ' : c ! " Road Mr. Nicholaa B, Commodari
: . ‘ PTTRT R Pl ’ s L3 2) South 35° 32' East 228, feet, | Chairman, Zoning Plan
- \ - \ - 154";',,5'\. A / A - ; ’ ; ﬁm.| tllllﬂ' ;M ] ng 8
L \ g B s +— l | | 3 m % S ;::t i > Advisory Comuittee
k. Sl = A =] Sepreel g) South 5L° 181 Vast ,00.0 feet to the novtheast side of Baltimore Cointy Offica of Planning & Zoning
3= x n4e “...;5_ : T ' ' ; Reisterstown Road, thencs binding thereon, County Office Building
2 J 1.8 VSR ; ! (6) ¥orth 35° 10' West LL3.0 feet to the place of begizming. 111 ¥. Chesapecke Avenue BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING
.. % \ L kg |1t . i | 1_ - as: o is = Towson, Maryland 21204 o Shet {141
oy w \ i | " e taining 3.) acres of land more or less. unty ce Bu ng
o I QXSRS B e et ' | w Ev | . 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
By e [ ; - = - ] L__! . i e gL Rﬁ- II:H!! Hﬂ- 1&
B | =gy 2= '- ?E| L et Reclassification Petition Towson, Maryland 21204
.« " =2 U LT —e U eausd Fallmer - Stoler
> -,""I “ - 4 Your Petition has been received * this 27 day of
- —I-'l|'_ -t = L .
!: {2 ! ?'i Dear Mr. Commodari: C:,ﬂz_ 197%T Filing Fee $§ A Received _ .Check
= i LU ¥ ,..l i
;r b Az r} ? s g In the Evaluatioii Comments received under cover — Cash
Lo 4 s | o P of your letter dated October 31, 1978, there is included a ;
e~ r. S AT A ) L letter from Ellsworth N. Diver, Chiefl of Bureau of Ecgineering, —Other
| R S 5 | Noke dated November 16, 1978, calling attention to the need for
, R ke E'-I Y. _3: | ~ | = - reservation of an B0 foot right-of-way thruugh the subject T i
| - LA "] ! "oy tract, As stated, "this proposed road will have a major im- : Eéninq cmf_“i:m“
;. | : é i} “j‘l [ o 1% pact on this site as presently planned”. -
| Sy |—geehs -*1,..- 8 s U] 11 _ Pal:itiunarﬁ%, ,;;,f.-f Submitted by 5--..,.;:.-,_
e =] v ) H Gomr F’ BIs )— Petitioner's engineers, James 5. Spamer & Assoclates . . =
[ SN Uy TR _ ¥ W supplied me with a site plan depicting the locacion of the Petitioner's Attorney Aa.. T-L. o Revieved bygZis—
: , Eﬂi.{:f_._” S LI A e (. gl F it oy i 9 2 R Rl P right-of-way, which widens at the Reisterstown Road frontage
. , ) A~ T g 4a OF| Hgn Shochade Fenca 2 *-‘..r < to 120 feet, The apparent effect of this road upon the prop- * This is not to be interpreted as acceptancs of the Petition for
:_ b f"“- s l""ﬂ ) 2 { 1 STt lf ~ F-i Jl erty would seem to preclude the intended use, for which the assignmenc bf a-heating-date.
B ] ; ¥ a P 3 SHAEES. o P T reclassification is being sought. Until the problem is solved,
¥ : LR Rus tirteg ....{_ Lf'" a > in one manner or another, the Petitioner is unable to submit
3 iy Sl ¢ ==t & S M a reviscd site plan at this time. However, T would request
38 | 2 '_g_ 'E lE Jerans At fo r'fti-, B acceptance of the petition for filing and to be included for
C oy e l DidrLsy LFid — - ﬁ o hearing in the next cycle. I would reserve, however, the right
K. 1,*,{ -~ l - o P to file a revised site plen in a timely manner in the future.
® - | -.. L ey Ir-ll-':. - ’ I -"'" a ‘E
b s -7 l == ST Thank you for yeur cooperation in this matte:.
| % 3 PR == e | --"I-'f: l* i F
*"' i & ngr, Larw # 5 1A : ~ - Sincerely,
4 .l. 4 g -:" | ﬁ‘ 1 --J ;
- i | asnsrar 2aZen Aass e L R B i Marvin I Engn"::
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FETITION FOR HECLASSIPICATION FETITIOF FOR RECLASSIFICATION BAsS & DENICK, P, A,

ATTORMNEYE AT LAW

BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Healih Deparieent

Lth Diatrict : h“ Metrict Bl Mussrr Burlsess
" , BaLvieomE MowvLaws 31803
o Vo ZONING s Petition for Reclaessification from D.R.15 & D.R.1.S Zones to a u ZONTNG Petition for Reclascification from D.R.16 & D.R.3.5 Zones to & SACHARD e Mucscerr 37400
f COUNTY OFFICE BLDG. : B.R. Zone . B.R, 2 . e PR
e ::L-. Shasapethe. Avec. = i STUART L SAGAL
i an, ryis
4 ¥ December 15, 1578 LOCATION: liortheast corner of Reisterstown Hosd and Einzsley Ros” LOCATION: Northeast corner of Reislerstown Road and Kingsley Road e R May 25, 1979
] ol ¥ 1
=k IMTE & TIME ] 3
- [ o DATE & TIME: Wedneeday, June 6, 1979 at 10100 A.K, 1 Wedneeday, June 6, 1979 at 10:00 A.M, = ; ;
B, o op : = unty Board of Appeals
% Cha | rean Mazrvin I. Binger, thu_tru ' : FUEBLIC HEARING: Room E1B| Courthouse, Towson, Maryland PUBLIC HEARING: Hoos 213. =urthouse, Towson, hﬂl‘lﬂ 218 Court House
[ Towson, Maryland Zi204
: W 10 East Eager Sireet 2 The County Board of Appeals for Ealiimore County, by sutherity of the Baltimore County The County Board of Appeals for Ealtimore County, by suthority of the Baltimore Courty ; {
. e e e : Charter will hold e public hearing: Charter will hold a yublic hearingt KB: CASE NO. R-79-15 FALLMER, GEORGE H
porens o : AND VIOLET B, RECLASSIFICATION
RS RE: I'=m No, 14 Prenent Zoning: D.R.16 & D.R.3.5 - Present Zoning: D.R.76 & I.R.3.5 B i e | T o e i e e T e U
Traific Enginearing Petitloner - Fallmer _ : Proposed Zoning: B.E. A ) Froposed Zoning: B.R. Gentlemen:
x : Reclassificat’ n Petition : i
Stat= Boads Commisslon A1l that parcel of laad in the Fcurth Dstrict of Naltimors County a1l that parcel of land in the FPourth District of Baltimore County Floase be ndvised that the writer is eounsel for Joseph Schwar iz
H:‘:.=r:£tﬁ R and Richmar Apartments and o their behalf we protest the re-
Dear Mr. Singer: . . L™ classification proposed from DE16 and DR35 to BR,

Please enter my appeairance and notify interested parties of our
protest. 1 understand that the case is scheduled for Wednesday
June G, 1979 at 10:00 A .M. TFloase notify me o' any pnutpnuum{:u,
or continusnces.

RYSINCE AT Please be advised that the acceptance certificate tor the

above petition, dated Jaruary 30, 1979, was incurrect!. Enclosed
is verification that the correct dite of acceptance war December 14,

Brilding wmpartmsent
Board of Education

Soning Adsinistration 1478, This should replace the previous certificate. , : ¥
Industrial i ' Very truly yours,
Developaent Very troly yours, l = M :
i, e 2 | . L Cgm 2-__ e
Nl |/ | S <
i R ot A T P P I 5 THECDORE C., DENICK
NICHOLAS B, COIAMODARI] g :
Chairman | 4 . TCD/Bla
Zoning Plans Advisory Committee 1. !t;:uﬂzﬁ.upm :z George H. & Violet B. Fallmer, as shown on plat plan filed with 5 - :;:HE the property ﬁi‘ George H. & Violet B. Fallmer, «s shown on plat plan fi.ed with cc: John W, Hesslan, BEsquire-Peoples Counsel
& : Joseph Schwartz
NDC/ sl ! Hea:ing Date: Wednesdny, June £, 1979 at 10100 A.X. Hearing Date: Vedneeday, June &, 1979 at 10:00 AM.
Il 1 Public Hsaring: Room 218, Courthouse, Towson, Maryian: Public Hesring: Rooam 218, Courthouse, Towsan, Maryland
enclosure - :
i ' ;
't - cc: Jarnes S. Spamer &k Associates ¢ BY OHDER OF Vo BY OHDER OF .
F.O. Box 9804 | o VALTE" A. REITER, JE., CHARIPMAY WALTER A, BEITER, JR., CEARTRMAN /
b 0% Towson, Maryland 21204 .. COUNTY BOARD OF AFPEALS OF . COUNTY BOARD OF AZZEALS OF
=i f . { BALTTMORE COURTY . BALTIMORE COUNTY : :
] , o 3
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for = Reclassification from D.R. 16 and D.R. 3.5
to B.R. zone (3.3 acras)

MNE cor. Reisterstown Rd. and Kingiley Rd.
4th Distriet

Mp - 'lth m“ﬂﬂ- i y
George H. Fallmer, et ux - Petitionarna o 10000 AN
:‘.. Hﬂq E-‘H-IE '—_"'"_"'-_———__._..._,_'_

DTR: Votasday, Jwe 61979 0 :
FLACE: _ROON 210, COVRTNOUZE, TOVEON, JANYLAKD

Dear Sir:

This is to advise you that _ $227, 28

I8 due for advertising and posting
of tha above property.

ASSIGNED FOR:

WEDNESDAY, JUNE &, 1979 ot 10 o.m,

- &

Please make check payable to Baltimore County, Maryland and remit to
Mrs. Camoagna, Room 113, County Office Building, Towson, Maryland 21204,
before the hearing/

"h"n:)’ truly ruufl;(_ . el
# f" ‘.-'fﬁ/
e

e Vs #
LS g g
WILLIAM E, HAMMOND

Zoning Commissioner

ﬂdfﬁ’h & Ct?z,.!f# g.-, :
y COUNTY BOARD APPRALS

WEH/me

?
wommty Woard of Arprals

Room 219, Court Howse
Towson, Maryland 21204

& &
County Board of Apprals

Room 219, Court House

Octoter 19, 1779

474-3180
494~-3180

County Bowrd of Appeals
koom 219, Court Houe
Towson, Moryland 21204

October 19, 1979

Cctober 19, 1979

Jshn V. Hesslon, Ill, Esq.

Pacple's Counsel of Baltimore County i W' Dl Follmer i, hyrond Clifte

875 Doy wed : 16 Kingsl oy Rood
Houso
?ﬂ-ll'l’ 2 nd 2124 sykeaville, Marylend 21734 - Owings ﬂ]h -Hﬂ'rlilﬂ amz
owson, Maryl Ret George H, & Violet B, Fallmer Ro: George H. & Vielat B, Fallmer Ret Georye H, & Vicist b,  illmer
Dear Mr. Hessiant Cose Mo, R=79=15 Dear M%, Folimen Cose No, Reiy=15 Deor Mr. Clifton: Cme No. Rel9=15

MNotice is hereby given, in nccordance with the Rul es

of Procedure of the Court of Appeals of Marylond, that an appeal hos
been token to the Circuit Court for Baltimore County from the dacision
of the County Boord of Appeals rendered in the above matter,

Enclosed is o copy of the Certificate of Notice.

Very truly yours,

Clah o

;?J.n- Holmen, Secretary

Encl.

Motice is herrby given, in occordonce with the Pul es
of Procedure of the Court of Appecls of Maryland, that an appeal has
been token to the Circuit Court for Baltimore C-unty frem the decision
of the County Boord of Appeals rerdered in the obove matter,

Enciosed is o copy of the Certificate of Notice.

Very ‘ruly yours,

' il
M&J_—

pfie Halman, Secretery

Enci.

MNotice is hereby given, in occordonce with *he Rul es

of Procedure of the Court of
been token to ihe Circuit
of the County Board of A

Appeals of Maryland, that an oppeal has
Court for Baltimore County from the decision
ppeals rendered in the above matter,

Enclosed is u copy of the Certificate of Notice,

Ercl.

Very truly yours,

?‘é; /AN

e

. ir h = Hq . ‘ . - ] y j‘?l:";:___-_, ';hhl-;_l--ﬁ.-z_;____.‘lf']‘t‘_f}-- . :
e -y ST Lo i ] :.._ﬂ:-;;, a3y ',5-: g E:L'l--' 1l ]
! TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 Room 219, Court Hewe T Tk e | R s R 1 X
1301 4943351 : Towson, Marylond 21204 D YR TEES | ——
Hearing Rocm 218 L{-ﬂ-*hq.,“t e B ¥ :
May 29, 1979 G I{F{ e Za AT _
Kl MR 22 e i
April 12, 1979 e P e b y
T 15 Ll Y
Hll"'l. h“ m‘.‘. _ "r‘;-h,:'h'll_'.' : Lt -E-: _':;:‘." £ &
10 E ot Eager Street COUNTY DOARD OF APPEALS i
Baltimorae, Maryland 21202 ; : .' M
’ | By II'II.H- for W ER/coroer Reisterstown .I.- & Kinguley M. - Lth CASE NO, R-79-15 GEORGE H. & VIOLET B, FALLMER ; Nl
RE: Petition for Reclassification Dist:Zet, Goorge N, Tallmer, ot ux - Patitioners, Case No. T9=15
NE/corner Relsterstown Rd., & Kingsley :

Gounty Beurd of Apprsls
Room 219, Court Howe
Towsan, Merylend 21204

Qclober 19, 1579

Mri, Allce LeGroad
25 Clive Lone
Qwlngs Mills, Marviand 21117

Rar Gearge H. & Violet B. Fellmer
Dear Mrs. LaGrands

Cass No. R=79-15

Notice is hereby given, in aclordance with the Rul es
of Procedure of the Court of Appeals of Marylord, that on appec| hes
been taken to the Circult Court for Raltimore County from the decision
of the County Board o "ppeals rendared in the obove matter .

Enclosed is a copy of the Certificote of Notice.

Very truly yours,

f.hnl Holmen, Secrstary
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BALTIMORE GOUNTY
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RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION : BEFORE
from D.R. 14 ond D.R, 3.5 10 B.R.
ME cornar Relsterstown Road : COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
and Kingsley Road
drh District . OF
George !1. and Violet B. Fallmer : BALTIMORE CCUNTY
. Petitioners
. : No. R=-19-15

(R-79-204)

ERE - T

DISSENTING OPINION

This cose comes before the Board for iaclassification of a 3.3 acre parcsl of

Fourth Election District of Baltimore County, and contains 1.6 acres of D.R. 16 zoning

along Reisterstown Road and 1.7 acres of D.R. 3.5 zoning on the rear of this porcel,

LRGSR o o — e 8 — e

This parcal i presently in proved with two residencas of comsiderable age, presently rented,

ond in nead of renovation.  The contract purchaser is an autorobile dealer who owms
the property to the nortl of this parcel ond who wishes to expand onto the subject pareel.
After two days of testimony ond coreful examination of all entered exhibits,
this member of the Board Is of tha opinion that error of the zoning maps does, in fact, exist
in this cose ond will cite reasons for this opinion.  This property wos an issue on the
comprehens i ve maps In 1976, but facts produced 'n testimony in this cose may not
have been known or presanted ot the time of consideration of the issues on the 1976 com=
: prehensive Laps, ond thus, the de ired reclossification was ot that time denied, A
study of the zoning map indicates that this parcel retained its criginal classitication pro-
bably to rovide a buffer between the B.R. zoning to the north and the completely
developed D.R. 16 zoning to the south, and this appears on the surfoce to be logical.
Testimony, however, produced several ospects of this particular parcel that indicate this
zoning should, in fact, be reclassifcd as requested.
Tcstimony from experts indicoted that it was impractical from e financial
aspect to develop the property residentiolly in its present zoning ~lossification, Becouse

of setback requirements, erc and tie mixed D.R. 15and D.R. 3.3, the parcel is just not

large enough te malce this practical.

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION *
from D.R. 16 and D.R. 3.5 to
B.R. NE corner Reister:town

BEFORE |

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS |

Road and Kingsley Road *
4th Districc OF
g George H., and Violet 3. Fallmer * BALT1MORE COUNTY
| Petitioners
No. R=79-15 |
* (R=79-204) |
I
* * * * * * *
CRDER FOR APPEAL
MR. CLERK:

Please enter an appeal on behalf of Peticioners from the

Order cf the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County dated '

| Septecoer 13, 1979, in the above mentioned proceedings, which

| denied the requested reclassification. |

Marvin I. Singer '

1

. Ten East Eager Street |
Baltiiose, Macyland 21202
! 752-1122

Attorney for Petitioners

==

RECEIPT OF SERVICE
Receipt of the forsgoiny Orde~ for Appexl is hereby - |

acknowledged this day of O:ctober, 1979.

1 COUNTY BOsRD OF APPEALS OF
BALTIMORE COUNTY

£

COUN
CF
BY: -

There are, however, other mitigating circumstances. |

T =

Fallmer = ?R-79-15 (R-79-204) 2.

; Boltimore County hos reserved o right-of-wuy of eighty (80) feat theu the entire southern t

portion of the parcal for the extersion of Pleasant Hill Drive, and no building permits con
: |

. be issued for this portion. Thie further reduces the woble D.R. 16 zoned orsa to 1.1

|
| acres and the D.R. 3.5 10 1.0 acres, and this further compe nds the uncecsonablenes: of

-

 residentiol development.  There is, however, one other major fuctor which precludes the

' usa of this property for development. The public sawer line ovailable to this site Is on
'Kingsley Foad.  Because of the topography of this parcel and the slevotion of this sewer

s g o

- o

|
Fhis I

L line, only a small portion of the parcel nearest Kingsley Rood could be sewered.

virtually eliminotes any prospect for reasonable development. The two existing

structures now on the property have, at presant, private seweroge systems, While |
Kingsley Rcod is at present the beginning of the buffer zone along Relsterstown Road, it :
scems to this member that the proposed Pleasant Hill Drive and the reserving of the rlght-nf—:
|
i
|

way for some 1s just o3 adequate as o buffer area. Since the property 1o the south is

already fully developed, no further expansion of business zoning In this direction s
possible, ond the proposea Pleasant Hill Drive seems to serve well as the desired buffer

. area.

e oo

After considering the apporently impractical aspects of reasonable
development becouse of size, mixed zoning, setback requirements, etc., the reservation of

@ large portien of this porcel for the Pleasunt Hill Drive right-of-way, and especially the

s —

~unovailability of sewer focilities to oll but a smull portion of this parcel, it is the opinion

Therefore, this member of 't

of this mamber that the present zoning is, in foct, emor.
the Boord dissents from the finding and Order of the majority .

!'I.} - T —chaaf;ﬁ

Villiam T. Hackett

Dote:  September 13, 1979

AE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION *
from D.R, 16 and D.R, 3.5 to
B.R. NE corn~r Relaterstown

BEFORE
COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

Road and Kingsley Road E
4:h Diserlct OF
George H., and Violet B. Fallmer r BALTIMORE COUNTY !
Petitioners 1
No. R=70-15
* (R=79-204)
|
! * ¥* * ¥ * # *

|
|
|
|
|

CERTIFICATE OF COMFLIANCE

. |
| I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this .~ day of October, 1979,/

| I delivered 4 copy of the foregoing Order for Appeal tn the offices

=

| of the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County, Room 219, Court
' :
| Houce, Towson, Harvland 21204, and that coples were mailed this |

1

‘date to John W. Hessian, III, Esqaire, Peoples Zoning Counsel, l

102 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204; and to Theodore

C. Denick, Esquire, 916 Munsey Building, Baltiwore, Maryland zuuz'.

| . DS |
p Marvin 1. Siuger '

e — e

e
o —— —

I.f_T"ﬂ

RECEIVED
(HORE GOV

BA.

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION +
from D.K, 16 and D.R, 3.5 to
B.R. NE corner Reisterstown

=

Ath District . neat Tl S o
George Il. and Violet B. Fallmer *+  BALTIMORE covry |
Petitioners - Bt heteen il ST
. No. R-79-15 |
) (R-79-204) h
Hfz%0 fc780 |
» w = N * oW 0
& -
ORDER FOR APPEAI .' . &
MR. CLERK:

Plsase entsr an Iml.l- on behalf of Petitioners fiom l:H

Order of the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County dated
September 13, 1979, in the above mentioned proceedings, which
deniad the requested reclaseification,

Marvin I. § r
Ten East Eager Screéet

Baltimore, Maryland 21202
752-1122

Attorney for Petitioners

i
|
|
t
[ RECEIPT v 1

Receipt of the foregoing Order for Appeal is hereby

acknowledged this _ui day of October, 1979, |

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS OF
BALTIMORE COUNTY

7 . '
Bj"":!’. ﬂ :

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION : IN THE

from D.R. 1band D.R. 3.5 10

B.R. INE corner Relsterstown g CiRCUIT COuUR1

Rood and King:ley Rood

4th District 1 FOR

Ceorge H. and Violet E. Fallnor g BALTIMORE COUNTY '

Patitio~ |
: AT LAW |

Zoning File N, R=79=15 |

(R-79-204) : Misc. Docket No. 11
I

: Folin Mao. 380 i

F File No. 6930

]
L)
il

Fad BT EET B e o R Sl B B i e e fol [ N

CERTIFICATE OF NOTICE

Mr. Clerk:

Pursuant to the provisions of Rule B-2(d) of the Maryland Rule; of :
Procedure, Walter A. Reiter, Jr., Williom T. Hackett and Patricia Millhower, consti= |
tuting the County Board of Appeals of ‘I:-nh_hrmra County, have given notice by mail of the !
filing of the appeal to the representative of every porty to the proceeding before it; namaly,
Marvin |. Singer, Esq., 10 East Eager Strez!, Baltimore, Marylond 21202, Counsel for
Petitioners, George H. ond Violet B, Fallmer, ¢/o John D, Meyer Reol Estate Co.,

101 N, Center Street, Westminster, Maryland 21157, Petitioners, M's. Deris Fallmer,
875 Doy Road, Sykesville, Maryland, 2178/, Theodare C. Denick, Esq., 716 Munsey

Building, Boltimore, Maryland, 21202, Counsel for the Protestants, John W. Hessian, NI,

Esq., County Office Building, Towson, Maryland 21204, Pecple's Counsal for Baltimore 1'

County, Mrs. Alice LeGrand, 25 Olive Lane, Owings Mills, Marydunc, 21117, and M,
Raymond Cliftor, 6 Kingsley Road, Owings Mills, Maryland, 21117, a copy of which

MNotice s atta-hed hereto and proyed that it may be mada a port thereof.

'.' - L

Ao P’

) g |
‘-’,éounty Board Jf Appeals of Boltimore County
Rm. 219, Court House, Towson, Md. 21204
Telephona 494-3180

. : ;

RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION *
fr_ n!‘l m '.ﬂ ﬂ'.l. 3.5!:#
B.R. NE corner eisterstown

BEFCRE
COUNTY BOARD OF APPRALS

4th Districe | OF
George H. and Violet B. Fallmer * BALTIMORE COUNTY
Petitioners | |
0y SR, No. R-79-15
; n (R=79-204)
* * * * * * *
CIRTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE

. : £n
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this -”# dr - of October, 1979,

1 delivered a m:il_lr.:i! the foregoing Order for Appeal to the offices

of the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County, Room 219, Cour|
House, Towsor, Maryland 21204, and that copiles were mailed this
date to John W. Hessian, 11I, Esquire, Peoples Zoning Counsel,

102 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towmson, Maryland 21204; and to Theodore
C. Denick, Esquire, 916 Munsey Building, Baltimore, Maryland 21202,

>

L

. .

Marvin 1. Singer |

George H. & Violet B. Fallmer 2.
Zoning File No. R-79-15
(R-79 -204)

| hereby certify thot a copy of the aforegoing Certificate of Motice has'
been mailed to Marvin |, Singer, Esq., 10 Eost Eoger Street, Boltimors, Marylond 21202,

Counsel for Petitioners, Grorge H. and Virlet B. Follmer, c/o John D, Meyer Real
Estate Co., 101 N. Center, Westminster, Maryland 21157, Petiticners, M's. Doris
Fallmer, 875 Day Road, Sykesville, Maryland, 21784, Theodore C. Denick, Esq.,
916 Mursey Building, Baltimore, Maryland, 21202, Counsel for the Pratestants, John W.

Hessian, IlI, Esq., County Office Building, Towson, Marylond 21204, People's Coursei

for Raltimore County, Mrs. Alice LeGrand, 25 Olive Lane, Owings Mills, Meryland,
21117, evd Mr. Raymond Clifton, 16 Kingsley Road, Dwings Mills, Mondond, 21117,
on this 19th  day of October, 1979,

(’ -

men
ty Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

/e

|

!“




October 17, 1979

Theadors C. Mﬂh hl

716 Mursey Bullding

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

~ Dear Mr. Denick

of Procedure of the Court of Appeals of
bren token to the Circuit Court for Baltimore Courty from the decision
of the County Boord of Appecis rendered in the obowe matter,

Ret George H. & Viclet B. Follmar
o e S

MNotice is hereby given, in accordance with the Rul es
Marylond, that on appeal hes

Gonnty Beard of Apprals
Room 219, Court House
Tewson, Marylend 21204

L Enclosed is o copy of the Certificate of Notice.

._ Encl.

i b-_'u'_..n_i:.a:.'.J.J.l!.h..q.__h.:-L-: e o

Very truly yours,

%L...-:. gﬁ PHE A

-~ June Holmen, Secretery

L

LN
j - : F b

-

S
3
e Sonuty Beurd of Appesls
1 & fRoom 219, Court Howse
%“ Towsen, Marylend 21204
- 3 INQ Hearing Room 218
i
= | a E\
E-; ;_3\ ' Aprll 12, Y979 (/47 )
T
L=
CASE NO, R=79-15 GEORGE H. & VIOLET B, FALLMER
for - Reclessification from D.R. 16 ond D.R. 3.5
to B.R. zone (3.3 ocres)
ME cor. Reisterstown Rd. ond Kingsley Rd.
4th District
ASSIGNED FOR: WEDNESDAY, JUNE 6, 1979 at 10 a.m.
CONTINUED ON: THURSDAY,  JUNE 7. 1979 at 9:15 a.m.

- "= cCl Hl'.. J. E- DW; zﬂﬂim
e Mrs, M. Compcgna, "

Marvin |, §i vire
0 Eart Eone Strady (31202)

John W, Hessian, Esquire

M. ineodore C. Denick, Esquirs
916 Mursey Building (21202,

Mrs. Alice |.eC and
25 Olive Lane
Owings. Mills, Md. 21117

Mr. Raymond Clifton
16 Kingsley Rd,
Cwings Mills, Md. 21117

M's. Deris Fallmer
875 Day Read .
Sykesville, Md. 21784

i L
e I :
ey

s e R D

Counsel fo-

Couvmsel for Patitioners

People's Coumel

Protestcn?s {Joseph Schwartz

and Richmar Apts.)

Marvin |, '
10 ExtExgr St

Boltimore, Morylond 21202

thirty days.

the record must also be ot your expene .

with Rule B=7 (a).

covering the cost of certified copies of necessary documents.

Very truly youn,

L S

The cost of the hrarscript of the record must be paid by you.
Certified copies of any other documents necessory for the completion of

The cost of the trorseript, plus any other documents, must be
paid in time to tronsmit the same to the Circuit Ceurt not loter than thirty

days from the date of any petition you might file in court, in occordonce

Enclosed is o copy of the Cartificote of Notice; olso invoice

Rer Georgs H. & Vielst B. Follmer
Deor Mr, Singen: CmeNe, R-79=15

In oecordance with Rule B=7 (a) of tie Rules of Procedure of.
the Court of Appeals of Maryland, the County Board of Appeals is required
to submit the record of proceedings of the zoning oppeal which you have
taken to the Circuit Court for Baltimere County in the above motter within

*'f/'-.-'!"ifd
j"( # Holmen, Secretory

Encls.

cc1 George H. & Violet B, Fcllme-

- i h#r ""
. \ II,-' | ol s s
= M mdml works ;
TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204

L.
" THORNTON M. MOURING, PE.
DIRECTOR

Mr. §. Exric DiMNenna
Zoning Cormissicnar

County Office Building
Towson, HMaryland 21204

Bm: Itim §l4 Cyeles IV (Qot, 1978=-Apz il 1979)

N/E cor. Reisterstuwm Rd. & Kingsley Rd,
Existing Zoning: r.R. 16 & D.I 3.5
Froposed Zoning: B.R.

Acres: 3.3 District: 4th

Doar Mr. DiNenna:

ighways:

sections, entrances and drainage requirewents as thev affect the
and approval of the State in additizn to “hose of Baltimore County.

in the future as a 30-foo* cloused section roadway on & 50-foot right-ol-way.

this property.

Sediment Control:

ol the property. A grading permit is, thereforae, neceasary for all gradinc,
the stripping of top soil.

Property Gener: George H. & Violst B, Fallmer

The following comments ave furnished in regard to the plat su's ltted to this offica
for review by tihe Zoning Advisory Committee ‘a connection with the subject item,

Reiste:stown Road (0.5, 140) is a State npad; therefore, all improversits, inier-

road come under the
Jurisdiction of the Maryland State Highway “wdministration, ALy utility constrvotion

w.thin the State ioad right-of-way will be subiact Lo the standards, specifications

Kingsley Road, an existing publis residential type ruvad, is proposed to be improved

«ighway

rights-of-way widening, inciuding fillet arsas for sight distance and any necespasy
revertible easements for alopes for Kingsley Road, will by required in connectios, with
any grading or ouiiding parmit aprlication or further dos ~lopment of this property.

Pleasant Hill Road, a County road, is proposed to be ex:ended through the southerly
portion of this property on an BO-foot right-of-way, with additional right-of-way as
required for channelization at the Reisterstown Road intersection and necessary revertible
easemants for slopea., This proposcd rcad will have a major impact on tnis site as
presently planned, The required area for Fleasant Hill Road must be roserved through

The entrance locations are mibject Lo ‘g il by the Doep: “tment of Traffic
mginaﬁr.qu, and shall be constructed in accordance s ith Baltimore County Standards

Davelopment of this property through stripping, grading and stabilization could
result in a sediment pollution problem, damaging private snd public holdings downstream

including

- 014 Cycle IV (Oct. 1978-April 1979) 7T OF ¢
e Ty (o AN N ) E AR LR AETEALS

- EE PETiTIONER'S

Stora Drains:

FProvisions for accommodating storm water or 1 bean indica
on the submitted plan. 4 X
i -

b
In accordance withs the drairsge policy, the Petitioner ia responsible for th-
total actual cost of drainags facilities required to carry the storm water runoff
through the property to bae developed to a suitable cutfall.

The southeasternmost por®inu of this site, which is low lying and of a s'samp
or marsh-like nature, is also accepting runcff from Roisterstosm Road,

Stomm drains, which will be required in connection with any further developmant

of this property, are to be designed and ronstructed in accordance with Baltimore
County Standards and Specifications.

Hater Jor | EI;'I.t'l'-LI! Sawarg

Thera are public B «1d l6-inch water moins in Reisterstows Rosd and a4 public
6-inch water main in Kingsley Road. The a3 . ing fire hydrant at the Fingsley-Reisterstown
Road intersection will require relocation from the proposad future road improvemsnts,

The public B-inch sanitary sewer in X.ngslev Road has a critical invert slevation
in relation to this property; service for the {icst flocr and above, of the prusant
dwellings Za provided (Druwing #70-0329, File 1).

Very trily yours,

CUl ol D Lo g ter—

SLLSWORTH N. DIVLR, P.E
Chief, Bureau of Emginearing

END: EAM: FWR: 85

ooz Js Somars
D. Grisas

F

h: 'ﬁ“H Falimer, Appeliant
e A/ BOVUTI0 L

The cbove coptioned case wos appealed 1o the Circult Court

~on October 11, 1979, In order to keep our records ‘currant, may we

| | roquest o shohs rep ot from your office concaming this oppenl,

Very truly youn,

BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONTNG

County Office Building
111 W. Chesapeake Avenuia
Towson, Maryland 71204

Your petltion nas been received * this 27 dar

%dL 197%7

-5 Erlc ;
zoning Commissioner
P&titiunur_%._,_ﬂrf‘.f submitted by fn I-f:'.'l

Petitioner's Attorney  Aa. 7'--&-_:»',5. Reviewed byghs—

* This is not tc be interpreted as acc
assignment of a hearing date.

of

Filing Fee § s2 ° . Received  .-Checx

Cash
otlier

eptance of the Petition for

FUNCTION

PETITION MAPPING PROGRESS SHEET

Descriptions checked and
outline plotted on map

Petiton number added to
outline

Denied

r-

Granted hy
ZC, BA, CC, CA

I TSl o] ey e ) T s W B!

Reviewed by: v

Revised Plans:
Change ir ouline or description

Previous Case:

Map # g1 mE

Teu
Mo

1.'4
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111 W. Chesapeake Ave.
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Your Petiti>n has been received and acceptcd for filing gi=! CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION | = ey
this 1488  dav of Decembes 19 . b g IL
3 e Ase ALLLEES NEWSPARPERS
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g* Eﬂliﬂm:::n ; o _ «HIS IS TO CERTIFY, Uist the annexed sdvertisemenl was _m'u TOWSON. MD. 2130
oning Commis e : : . - 21204 May |7 1979
. T
mm'&:‘n published in THE JEFFEHSONIAN. a woeekly newspaper printed E
Petitiener I‘i_“t_m_ - : : ety Board o Kppeate for , R e OA A8 THIS IS TC CERTIFY, tnat the anrexed advertisement of
5 Baltimors O -r ‘ T . B ! . Hd, oocexinoeack - %
Petiticner's Attorney Reviewed Az = e &TH Wty Cuariee witl and published in Towson, Baltimore Coonty, Sd., l:_;:_‘ Petition for Reclassification George H. THIS 1S TO CERTIF
chol - Lommc Trasent Toniug DR 16 A DI 16 ! ':..l Eallmers &1 ux Y. that the anrexed ad '
Marvin 1. Einger, Erquire Chalrman, Zoning Plans £ oo g O TR o one time . sussescvckssks belore the. ... 6B oo iy 1o e ATy Petition for Reclassification - F:::E:.:m:mp{
10 Zaet Eagor Stroet Advisory Committee il Distriet of Bahimors Conly N ot PR was inserted in the following: Falimers et ux -
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 24 o Rl o e Bl Aay of _...... dupe.___ ... ., 1979 _ the #%K publication - ey . 4 |
er; James B, Spamer b Ascoclates 3%, fret wi m‘ﬂ'm“{ T sar{hoast : ESuaote I - : : : i - - was inserted in the following:
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- ~] & B et . | once a week for . . 3 , -
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