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Special Exception under the Zoning Law and Zoning Regulations of Baltimere Counly, lo use the
herein described property for _SAE wash as a use in combinatign with a service .

station (gasand go) . e R T _H,ﬁ_._.-,._--."??ﬁ.,-;—a;
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Atiornay for Pelitione:.

ORDER RECEIVED FOR FILING

: n e ﬂ.nu Horth charles Street -
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1.""_'!- RDERED By The Zoning Commissioner of Ra'timore County, this _ il IR
. | E 4:||rE_E’em:l.'n::‘.n]:mlrl:___.,....+ 19.83__, that the subject malter of this petition be advertised, as

requird by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in twe newspapers of general circulation through-
out Baltimore County, that property be posted, and that the public hesring be had before the Zoning
Commissioner of Baltimore County in Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Ballimore

County, on the . . 308 ______ dav of . JaDuATY ___ ... , 19,84 a 10:30 o'clock
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PETITION 7.

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMOGRE COUNTY:
owner(s) of the properly situate in Ballimore Counl
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O i e e o e e NN e e i S B W W mRCEE R

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

, OF Wi, agree io pay expenses
Eﬁ% lﬂIIFI:I! pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baitimore County.
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b, Maryland 21204 . e
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FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION §4-/§3-X

and which is
ant plst attached hereto and made a parl hareof, here petition for a

'T_____‘_‘__"'___...-'____-‘-'v-ri-

is1 Exception advertising, posting, ete., upon filing ,

i Spee lions and restriclions

to and are to be bound hy the zoning regula

1'We do solemply declare and affirm,
under the penalties of I:erjru:;i that 1/we
are the legal owneriz) o uyrnmﬂy
which is the subject of this Petition.

Legal Dwner{s):
Amoco nt;
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BALTIMOAE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

January 12, 1984

Joseph K. Pokorny, Esquire
408 Jefferson Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: Item No. B0 - Case Ne. 84-183-X

Petitioner - Amoco 0il Company
Special Exception Fetition

Dear Mr. Pokorny:

The Zoning Plans Advisory Crnmittec has reviewed the
plans submitte. with the above referenced petition. The
following comments are not intended to indicate the appro-
priateness of the zoning action requested, but to assure
that all garties are made awure of plans or problems witk
regard to the development plans that may have a bearing on
this case. The Director of Planning may file a written
roport with the Zoning Commirsioner with recommendations
as *o the suitability of the requested zoning.

In view of your client's grnpnﬁal ¢n construct a car
wash building in combination with the existing gas station,

this hearing i1s required.

The site plan should be revised to indicate the requlired
nusbar of servicing ard waiting spaces at the pump islands.

Particular attenticn should be afforded to toe comments
of the Department of rermits and Licenses and the Hezlth

Department.

Enclosed ars all comments submitted from the members
of the Committee at this time that offer or reques: infor-
mation on your petition. If similar corments from tte
remaining members are re:zeived, I will forwurd them Lo you.

{ Otierwise, any comment that is no® informative will be

laced in “he hearing file. This petition was accepted for
Eiling on the late of the enclosed filing certificate and a

hearing scheduled accordingly.

Very truly yours,

oL

;:&i{_‘ ..f"-,."{;:'.-f_.r ,c: {-‘:’-Ttﬂmﬂr‘qu-'f-r_ ) ‘.{’., e -

YICHOLAS B, COMMODARI, Chalrman

NBC:bsc zoning Plans Adviscry Committee

Enclosures

cc: Amocc 031 Company
Entincering-Maintenance Depu.
1 dorth Charlex Street

Baitimore, Md. 21201

L3
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RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION  : BEFORE THE ZONING COMMISSIONER
ME Corner Reisterstown & Village Rds,
(1713, 1717, 1719 & 1721

Reisterstown P4.), 3rd District : OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
AMOCO OIL COMPANY, Petitioner Case No, B4=183-X (item B0)

-

ORDER TO ENTER APPEARANCE

Mr. Commissioner:

Pursuant to tha authority contained in Saction 524.1 of the Baltimore County
Charter, | heraby erter my appearance in this proceeding. You are requasted 13 notify
me of any hearing date or dates which may be now or hereafter designated therefor,

and of the passage of any prefiminary or final Order in connaction therewith.
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Peter Max Zimmerman John W, Hessian, 11l

Deputy People's Counsel Feopla's Counsal for Baltimore County
Rr. 223, Court House
Towson, Maryland 21204
494-2182

| HEREBY CERTIFY that on this Sth day of January, 1934, 3 copy of the faregoing
Order was mailed to Joseph K. Pokomy. Esquire, 408 Jefierson Building, Towson, Maryland

21204, Attorney for Petitioner,
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Johs W, Hessian, 111

#ﬁm GALTIMORE COUNTY

"hiuy | DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

HiARY | DISTEL P E

DFAECTOR Hovember 3, 1983

Mr. Arnold Jablon
Zoning Coamisoloner
County Office Building
Towoon, HMarylar ! 21204

Ho: Ttem #B0 (1983=-1wEd)
Froperty Owner: AmSs~o 001 Company
N/E cocnet Relsterstown Rd. ana Village Hd,
Aczem: 0,9075 District: 3rd

Dear Mr. Jhwimne

Thr: following comments ere furnished !m regard to the plat submitted to this
ofiice [or review by the Zoning Advisory Jommittec in cocnection with the subjest
item,

Ceporal &

Reister.“own Read (Md. 140) is a State Foad. All improvements, intersectionr,
entrances, drilnage requirements and construgtion affecting a State Road
right-of-way are subjeclL to the rtandardi, spezifications and approval of the
Maryland State Highway Aduinistration in additiorn to those of Baltimore County.

Faltimore County highway and utility {mprovements exist.

Vili=o~ Hoad, an existing County road, lu proposed to be further (mproved
as a minimum Ju- foot closed mection roadway on the 50-foot right-of -way, soe
Lrawing #64-1640, File 5.

Development ol this property through stripping, grading and stabilization co.ld
result in a sediment pollution problem, damaging private and public holdings down-
atream of the property. A g-ading permit la, therefore, necessazy for all grading,
including the stripping of top soil.

The Petitioner mus. provide necessary dralnage facilities [temporacy or
permanent) to prevent creating any nulsances or darages to adjacent propercties,
espyecially by tiw concentration of surface warers. Correction of any problem
which may result, due te improper grading or improper inatallat on of draluage
facilities, would br the [ull (esponsibility of the Petitioner.

Very truly yours,

ﬁl"l{ -"-ul'""l- fjf%ﬂjf*w'
ROBERT ... MORTOM, P.E., of

Bureau af Public SBervices

BRAM-EIM: Y HiGs6

F=NE K2y Sheet
Jl MR &2 Pos. Sheet
NW 8 F Tooo

68 & T8 Tax Maps

AE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL EXCEFTION : BEFORE THE ZONING COMMISSIONER

HE Corner Helsterstown & Village
Rda. (3713, 1717, 1719 & 1721
Heiateratown HAd.), Ird Diatrict

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

AMOCO OIL COMPANY, " Lase No. Bk-183-X (Item BO)
Petitioner

NOTICE OF AFPEAL

Flaase note an appea. Crom your decirion in the above-captlioned
matter, undsr date of February 3, 1934, to the Couvnty Board of Appeala and

forward all papers in connectlon therewith to the Board for heuring.

5 A

Phyllin d'£34:11-!! Friedman

T Peaple'a Counsel for Baltlimore founcy

F _JJ-
Peter Max 7lmmerman
peputy Feonle's Counsel
Foom 223, Court House
Townon, M 21206

LG4=2 1R

T HEREBY CEETIFY that op this 5th day of March, 1584, a copy of
the forocoine Notice of Appeal was malled to Jogeph K. Pakorny, Ezquire,
408 Jefferson Hullding, Towabon, MD

Amoco 041 Compary, One Horth Clarles St., Balt mure, MU 21203, Altornoeys

for Potitiorer:; Hr. sod Mra. Alan Bernatein, 1810 Ramnling Rigge Lane, Apt.

201, Baltimore, MD 21299, Mr. Murray Kiraschman, 25 Woodholme Ave., Ballimare,

ﬁiq/flit.t f—r:!"'{:i.. I_;?E*'# Le .t pA

)
ﬂéﬂ-ﬁ i I-ii.l--—li'.""'ll""'_"_'_-"-—..

21204, and Lawrence J. Hayward, Eaquire,

October 10, 1983

MIL 1208 and Ma, Frances Carmer, 6 Felton Rd., Lutherville, MD 21093,
BALTIMORE counTy MARYLAND |
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BALTIMORE COUNTY
. " DEARIMENT OF TRA/FIC ENGINTEPING
’ ! snortation '-"_l Bridwell . MARYLAND 21204
State Highway Administration :h‘ﬁm Wt
STEPHEN E
D'I"iECTEJII"E o

Mr. Arnold Jablen
¥~nang Comminsioner
Courty Office Building
Towson, Maryland .204

Mr. Arnaold Jablon Re: 2AC &H:;E; of 10=4<83 -
Zoning Commissionev ITEM: . Item Mo. ?;&ll 82,84
cm.m:?' office Bldg. Property Owner: Amoco Oll Co, Property 1
Towson mr}'hﬂd %123{‘ Lecation: HEf'L:'D'I'. ReistersLown Location:

y Road, Route 140 and Village Iid, Existing Zoning:

Existing Zoning: B.L.

Mr. M. "fﬂtlnndﬂri ?rﬂ'pﬂlﬂd Inﬁiﬂg:

Attention:

Proposed Zoning:

Special

Excepticn for use in combination
aucomatic service station with
automatic car wasting equipment

in existing bay.
Acres: 5,9075
Wetrico: 3rd

tear Mr, Jablon:

fiel
gene

CL:f 5 imaw By:

cCcl

On review of the revised siCe plan of September 7, 1983 and
d inspection, the State Highway Administration finds the plan
rally acceptable.

Very truly yours,

Crald Lo
Charles Lee, Chief
Burzau of Englneering

Access Permlts
George Wittman

M. J. ﬂlll

W/ liphona number is_(301) 659-1350
Teletypewniter for impaced Hearing of Speech
AR3TSAR Baitimore Sheiro — SE5-0431 Do Metro — 1-800452-5082 Staewide Tall Frae

P.O. Box 717 N7 Morth Calvent St Baltimos 2, Maryleng 21203 - 0117

CRE

ACTON §
District:

Dear Mr. Jablon:

The Department of Traffic Fngineering has comsent ;
item numbers 79, 80, Bl, B2, and 84, . oy = > Fon

MSF/eum >

W r-.:.. T

Novembey 10, 1983

ZAC- Meeting of October 4, 1983

e N N
!;-i.:ha:l. . "Eﬂia‘iii;“"‘"{‘—'—]'g.f A n"_‘g"'"'" ‘_‘.

Traffic Enginecring Asscc.
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Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of property, and public bearing on the Pelition and It
appearing that by reason of the requirements of Section 502.1 o! the Saitimore County Zoning

Regulations

Zoning Ttem # iip 3
BALTIMORE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF HEALTE Page 2 i -
Zoning Commissi m‘%ﬂ‘w b
ssionsr :
Office of Planning and Zoning ( JmmmwmmmmWnnum.mm § """‘“1‘“-‘"’“'“"'““'::““"",’“"
Count, Office Bulliing solvents, ete., must have the contents removed by & licensed hauler n'ﬂ. i mﬁrm md'.:
Towwun, Maryland 2120l either be resoved from the property or properly backfilled. Towson, Merylamd 21204,
Zoning Item # Eﬂ + Zoning Advisory Committee Mestirg of ﬂg‘; 2} 1923 ( ) Boil percolaticn tests have been conducted. cre v At :
G The results are valid until . Comrents on Ttes §# B0 Zoming Mvisory Committes Meeting are as follows:
Propertr Owner: _ Rovised plans muat be submitted Muhmnrﬂ-mhﬂm . 011 J
tonte. #
e ?ﬂ:‘ Disteiot g U 5 o Locat ' ong : ::{{:::r.. Raisterstown Road and Village Hoad
ar cocupanmy Froposed Joming: _M'*
i Vater Supply s Sevage Disposal . : ““1 T .. hem ::.1 ul Special exception for use in combination automatic service
. ——F&h‘l _Fﬂu&__ ( ) . - -  Balti: Emﬂ- . station with automatic car washing equipment in existing bay.
\ COMMENTS AHE AS FOLLOWS: well yleld test herees 00,9075
shal. bs valid until - 1 Hetricts 304,
( ) Prior to approval of a Building Permit for conetruction, renovatiion and for ; is not moceptable and must L» retested, This must be accomplivhed i chocked balow
installation of equipmens for any existing or proposed food nervice faoility, prior to conveyunce of propesity or approval of Building Permit H s T i
completa pievwe and speoifications munt be mubmitted to the Plans Raview Applicationa, I‘I,I. - A: A1l structures hall comform to the Baltimore County Building Cods 1981 /Council
Beotion, Environmental Support Services, for final review and approval. { N . Skl g™ o Marylas Dita Tor the’ Buniioagyed saliged; sist othir appli-
ﬂl:ﬂﬂlmm-m-lhnﬂdhtﬂhhiﬂﬁlhﬂhnm il .
N {t/] Prior to new installation/s of fusl burning equipment, the owner should J material. : i B A huihnﬁmiw be required bafore beglrming comstruction.
contact the Division of Air Pollution Control, L9L-3775. to obtain require- ; & P s A to £1le &
menta for lation/s before work . No health hezards are anticipated. i iyl e oS et oSty S eeatiel sokla
: {\/} permit to construnt the Division 3f Air Pollution Montrol is required ¢) 2 ¥ ﬁuh;i;n wre ::;u.i.rﬂ mgl'l:::.:ﬂ1 Data.
: for such itemn an paint processes, underground gasoline storage tank/s hf} Others [/ | , . . - ad 5 £ = g o it mag
. : : e i oonatruction dvawings & Niryland Peslstered
G!mﬂ:h““-?h and any other equipment or process which exhausts : x uﬂhulnrw:ullhﬂquirﬂhlullkﬂlitwlﬂllnn
() .; pernit to construct from the Division of Air Pollution Control is required e = : v — = Fs  ia axterior wmll arected within ::: for l:-u.m::;u or 3'0 fo. h-l:t:n
or any charbroilar operation vhich has a total cooking surface area of five : X Temily uhe group.of an adjacent lot Lize shall be of ome hour fire resistive
I e  H : el A7 Lomeiririan 15 o 1 168 Mo, dek Tible s L1 5 Bckion
; (&) Prinrtnlppmlnf:‘ﬂuﬂdm;hﬂitmuuﬂ for tiona to exist- ’ y : LOT and Table 1L02, also Sestiom 5012,
| | cn for renovations exis i inore Cowty Dullding
ing or construction of new health sare facilities, complete plans and : Y } Y 5 3 m ot e e o -
specifications of the bullding, food service area and type of equipament to i W
be used for the fuod service operation must be wubmitted to the Plans Review : i ; < e ST R R i SRS GBI Ly e Rt
and Approval Section, Division of Englueering and Maintenance, State Departaent o SEatiss """"'"""““ vzl e S
of Health and Mental Hygiene for review and approval. - MW ! ﬂ?ﬂn:.ﬂu tﬁ:ﬂm ;ht:: proposed u-u-t—“ “-r wm
- L1 -
() Prior to any new construction or substantial alteration of public ewiming 3 r LBl b
pocl, wading pool, bathhouse, ssunas, whirlpools, hot tubs, water and sew ragce X B hTTais office can coment ca the sbove structure, please have the ovner,

facilities or other appurtenances pertaining to health and safety; two (2) 3 ; : i bty 'm""""h"a: el E“:‘m"““"h‘:.."‘"u e m
copies of plans and specifications must be sulmitted to the Baltimore County o comply with the belght/ares requirements of Table 505 and the required con-
Department of Heal:h for review and a M@_&r . . S 22 siructicn cluseification of Table LOL.

- For more complete information,
ccntact the Recreational Hyglene dection, Divislen of Envircnmental Support I. Comments _)\ pecond exit is required from this building and overhead

L
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SeKvASGu: AL/ [Tty Iy T rmur Qo Siiburif Vs docrs are ot permitted to be counted ss an Bxit. A minimm
¥ H L -
\ ) Prior to approval ior a nursery school, owner or applicant must comply witn beeas wenried oF e b j ~ 2'-8 x 6'-8 side hinged door im requived.
all Baltimore County regulations. For more cokpleate info:wation, contact
the Division of Maternal and Child Health. " 7
\ .~ 3 L BOTE: hnq_h:ﬂ:utm;—ﬁ-uhmtuiﬂtmhmhhirﬂ.—
2 ( ) If lubrication work and o1l changes are psrformed at thim location, the \ ﬂﬂﬁg‘! | :luu: :': E fumﬁrﬁ o lﬁl:u:a,ﬂuml M
. method providing for the vlimination of waste oil must be in accordance an J. Forrest| ircotor | may bo obtained by visiting lccs 137 (Plans Baview) st 111 V. Chesaprake ive.,
with Water Resources Adminimtration requiresents. BUREAU OF ENVIEONMFSTAL SERVICES 3 Towson. iy 1735
I'I. ;
‘ 88 20 1082 (1 % Eowr o,
b (1) 88 20 1080 (2) :
H. Charles E. Burnhas, Chief
[l Plass Ravlow
!'_-j - CEBiec
- =t L ——— -,
I ——

. Er C - . e ! .. -~ |

BALTIMCRE COUNTY, MARYLAND 2\ DALTIMORE COUNTY

BAITIMORE COUNTY PUBLIC SCHCOLS A e T RO o

: TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 IN RE: PETITION SPECI \L EXCEPTION . BEFORE TiE
‘ ] 494-3353 NE/corner ot Aeistoratown and
Robert Y. Dubel, Superintendent Toazan, Maryland — 21204 = Arnold Jablon Village Roads {1717, 1719, and ® ZONING CrMMISSIONER
. TO...Zoning Comalissioner Date____January 10, 1984 ?“"EE JADLON 3 i721 Relsterstown load) - 3Ird
"""""""""""" ON COMMISSIONER February 1, 1984 Election District L OF BALTIMOFE COUNTY
Date: September 30, 1983 Norman E. Gerber, Director
FROM._. Office of Planning ani Zoning | fmocr 011 Company, - Case No., B4~183-X
! Amoco 0il Company Petitione; ®
~ Mr. Villiam E. Hammond T P L S SR RS RN TR e e S e e
: ing Emiuiun;;f et Joseph K. Pokorny, gsquire
Baltimore County ice Buiidirg 408 Jelflerson Buildi-
1111 West Chesapeake Avemue Towaon, Maryland 31;!"&54 : FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
Towson, Maryland 21204 This office is not opposed to the proposed ute: however, a CRG meeting . The FPetitioner herein requests 3 special eaception for a car wash as a use
is required., Also, the zoning and use  f the ad jacent properties and IN RE: Petition Special Exzeption
Z.A.C. Meeting of: October 4, 1983 the stacsing for pumps should be shown n the plan. Finally, details NE/corner cf Reisterstown nnd in combinaticn with a service station (gas and g}, as more tully described on
T of landscaping should be shown on the an . Village Roads (1717, 719, and
- - 1721 Redstorstrvm Foad) = 3rd Petitioner's Exhibit 1.
” 9 Election Districs
ﬂr-ﬂmﬂr.me 3 Morman E. l'}f;her. Director m:ﬂlﬁflﬁfﬁiﬁf;l reELEiones oners b larry Hayward, Esquire, Amoce 3 counsel in charge of
m::jminnlng O0ffice =f Planning and Zoning Bedr b s leases, contract review, and teal estate acquisicion, and Charles Bogt'anowice,
& : . rny:
Provrsed Toning: NEG/JGH/s T its snginesr, appeared and testified. The Potit Coune
- i X . etitloner wos re e
4 I have this date passed mv Order in the above-reforenced patter in sccord [ resented by
Encs with the attached. sel. Four Protestants also appearad.
. dincerely, Testimany indicated that Lhe property in question is zoned B.L. and Is
‘ p L/‘ presently being utilized as a 835 and go service station. The Petitinner cone
: EHHDL:L-‘“ Lo = ducted a markoiing study and determined that a car wask was needed in the geo-
oning-Cobmissioner
i AI7e % Eraghic area. The propased car wath, &s shown on Peti tioner's Exhibit 1, \is
it Attachments rer Jeaqiibed as a "roll-over" wash, which allows cne car to be washed at a time.
- I E
| ar takes approximmtoly i -
i) Dear Mr. Hammond: cct Mr. & Mrs. Alan Bernst-in E E‘ﬁ Pperrasaly 1kt 3 aindtes The systea 1s Crip=wet one in
- L] lnm B
The above mentioned itexs have no adverse effect on student population. lliiigiffﬁ: lﬂir?:ig: gu?ﬁglpt' i e =hatj $here is no provision for wiping and drying the cars. A car enters the 16
[ =] ] ;
Mr. Murray Kirschman < 3 iju”m“ And 1s parked by the driver whc stays in t's car until the proce
28 Woodholme Avenue Y d o
: Ll urd completed. Th ti - .
S aSE Baltimore, Maryland 21208 o ‘i ° operation 1s a short-cycle wash dealgnen io get the cur
i
f“i" it P SN e - Iﬁ":h\‘l\ in Out quickly. Upon completion, the driver will exit the car wash anJ
(L —Z“"{ Eui::rmllnzmlhﬂland 21093 E (as 108VE the site. Tre nanufacture: estimates that the machine can pracess 12 cars
Wa. MNick Petrovich, Assistant . o i 3 J
Department of Planning People's Counsel S & U@ iTour peried. Twenty-tio stacking spaces wil) be provided, as required by

the Caltimore County Zoning Regulationa (BCZR).

M L e




fR RECEIVED FOf
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DATE

® ®

Mr. Bogdanowicz, who has been involved with eignt to ten car washes for the
Patitioner, stated that, hased on his experience, tie number of stacking spaces
provided is sufficient in that tre number of cars walting to use the car waih
never reaches the degree provided for, The speed with which the car wWasl oper-
ates ailows for prompt ingress and egreas. The lack of wiping and drylng facil-
ities alsc allows for quick movement of the vehlcles. It i= his opinion that
there will pe no adverse impact on the community or on the traffic flow in the
area, which is heavily commerclal.

Mr. Hayward testified that the car wash oparation is planned for speedy
service and quick turnover. He explained that in his experience people using
the car wash are interested in fast service and will not walt when they see a
long line.

Yacuum machines will be avallable, at an extra cost, but no cmployees will
be provided or made available to wipe, dry, or vacuus the cars. The operation
would be totelly self-asrvice.

The gas and go operation will contirue to operate, and it is expected that
many who purchase their gas at the station will also utilize the car wash and
vice=veras. 4t is also expected, based on prior expeclence of the witnesaea,

if there in & line walting for either, the customsrs will leave rather than

Again, the witneases emphasized the importancs of speedy service and
turn-over to the operation of the car wash.
Patiti=~ner argued that the addition of the car wash would not add more

tr to an otherwise heavily travelled road system, but the car wash would be

di toward the existing traffic passing by on a daily hasis. There will be
rference with users of the gas and go oparation by users of the car wasi.
Th= Protestantsa argued Lhat the car wash will cause further deterioration

hﬁ-&latemmn Road, which 1a already verly congested. The traffic Tlow 1a a

continuous and encompas=ing jroblem made worse bty contipuing <evelopment.

)

PETITION FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION
ird Election District
ZONING: Petition for Special Exception

Northeast corner Reisterstown and Village Roads
(i713, 1717, 1719 and 1721 Relsterstown Road)

LOCATION:

DATE &k TIME: Monday, January 30, 1984 at 10:30 A. M,

PUBLIC HEARING: Roon: 106, Couaty Office Building, 111 W, Chesapeake
Avenue, Towson, Maryland

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Act
and Regulations of Baltimore County, will hold a public hearing:

Petition for Special Exceptien [or 2 car wash as A use in combination
with a service station (gas and go}

Being the propexty of Amoco Oil Company, as shown cn plat plan filed with the
Zoning Department.

In the event that this Petition is granted, a bulldinpg permit may be issued within

the thirty (30) day appeal period. The Zoning Commiscioner will, however,

entertain any request for a stay of the issuance of said permit during this pericd

for good cause shown. Such request must be received in writing by the date of
the hearing set above or mad at the hearing.

BY ORDER OF

ARNOLD JABLON
ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

DATE.

Murray &irschman, speakis® for himself and as a member of the FPlkesville
Community Grrath Corporation, argued that the stacking for the car wash nmight
wind its way to Reisterstosn Road causing further monumental trafflic Jjams,
Alco, onrs that cannot make a left turn across two lanes of on-coming traffic
dur: L, the teaffic will cause a back-up of the cara walting to turn. Mr.
Kirs:/man disagrees with the Petitioner's witnesser that the car wash will
attract users who currently tiravel Relaterstown Road and claims that additional
truffic will be penerabed.

The Petitioner seeks relief from Section 230.15, pursuant to Section 502.1,
al tae BCIR.

It is clear that the BCZR permit the use requested by the Pelitioner in &
B.L. Zene by apeclal exception. It i= equally clear that the proposed use would
not b4 detrimental to the primary uses in the vicinity of the proposed cer wash.
Therel'ore, it must be determined whether the condltions as delineated by S<ciiin
502.1 are satisilfed by the Petitioner.

After roviewing all of the teatimony and evidence preaented, 1% Appears
rthat the special exception as applied for by thr Petitioner ahould be granted,
withk certain restrictilons as mire Mully described below.

The Petitioner hLaZ the burden of adducing leatimony &nd evidence which

d show that the proposed use met the prescribed standards and requirements

rth in Section 502.1. In fact, the Petitioner has shown that the proposed
uld be conducted without real detriment to the nelghborhood ane would not
ly adversely affect tne public intereat. The facts and circumstancen of
se proposed by the Petitioner doea not show that the propnsed use at the
ular location described by Petiticner's Exhib.t 1 would have any adveras

above and beyond those inhefently arzsociated with such a special excep-

impnct

Bk:n use irrespective of Its location within the zone. Schuitz v, Pritts, &J3<2

A.2d 1319 (1881).

QR assaciates, inc.
surveyors-engineers

NESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
1713, 1717, 1719 and 1721 Reizterstown Mnad
Third Election NMistrict, Baltimore County, Maryland

REGINNING FOR THE SAME at a point on the Hurtheasterly side of Relsterstown
Road, 66 feet wide, and at the West end of a junction curve connecting the

Northeasterly side of Relstarstown Reau with the Northwesterly side of Village

foad, 50 feet side; thence biading aleng the Northeasterly side of Reisterstown

Road North 42 degrees 12 minmutes 00 snconds West 170.81 feet: thence leaving
Reisterstown Road and zunning North 32 degrees 51 minutes 00 seconds East
91.71 feet, thence North 39 degrees 09 minutes 30 seconds East 135,32 fect,
thence South 42 ainutes 12 minutes 00 meconds East 99.65 feet, thence South
37 degrees 49 minutes 00 second= ~ust 79,20 feet and thence South 44 degrees
56 minutes 00 seconds East 170,41 feet to intersect the Novthwesterly side of
Village Road; thence bindin~ along the Morthwesterly side of Village Road
the following two courses and distances: (1) b+ a curve to the right having
n radius of 429,35 feet frr un arc lnmgth quZF.EH feet and (2) South 47
dezrees 48 minutes DO secouds West 100,00 feet to the East end of the befare-
mentioned junetion curve having a radius of 20,00 feet; thence hinding

ihereon 31,42 feet to the point of hegimming; containing 0.9075 acres more

or less,

9/15/1983

J

The proposed use will not be detrimental to the Fealth, salely, or ganeral
welfare of Lthe locality, oor tend to create congeation in roads, streetsa, or
alleys therein, rnor be irconaistent with the purposes of the property's zoning
ciassification, nor in any other way inconalstent wiuh the spirit and intent o
the BCZH.

Pursuant to the advertisemwnt, posting of property, and public hearing
held, and it appearing that LY resson of the réquirements of Section 502.1
having been met and the heslih, safaty, qnd general welfar. of the community not
being adversely affected, the special exception should be granted,

Therefore, IT IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County,

this ":—-E_ day of February, 1984, that the Petition for Special Exception

for a car wash as a use in combination with a service station igas and gol), In
accordance with the =site plan introduced und accepted into evidence as
Petltioner's Exhibit 1, be and is hereby GRALTED, from and aftsr the date of
thia Order, subject. however, to the fui lowing restrictions:

. The Petitioner may apply for its bullding pemait and be
granted same upon receip: of this Order; however, Peti-
tlonsr i3 hereby made uware that proceeding at this
time is at i’s own risk until sush time as the applira-
ble appelliate process from tnis Order has exciped. ir,
l'or whatever reason, this Order is reversed, the Peti-
tioner would be retiuired to return, and be cesponsible
for returning, =ald | operty to its original condition.

2, A detalled landscaping plan shall be submitted to and
approved by the Current FPlanning ar«d Development
Division.

3. Comp! lznce with the comments submitied J; the Baltimore
County Zoning Plans Advisory Committee, which are
adopted in their entirety and made n p=~. of this
Ordar.

4.. Traffic flow signs shal!l be app.opriately placed nn the
aubject property to direct users to the car wash and

gas and go coperantion and for purposea of ingreas and
EErecs,

9. The Fetitioner shall not smploy or provide attendants
to wipe or dry any vehicles using the car wash facility

- A -

s ¢
BALTIMORE C

" | OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING
SP'¥¥/ TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204
> 494-3353
ARNOLD JADLON

ZONING COMMISSIONER

March 15, 1984

Joseph K. Pokorny, Esquire
408 Jelferson Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Petitior for Special Exception

NE/corner of Reisterstown and Village Roads

{1717, 1719 and 1721 Reisterstiown Road)

Amoco Oil Company - Petitioner
Case No. 84-113-X

Dear Mr. Pokourny:

Flease be advised that an appeal has been filed by Phyllis Cole Friedman,
People's Counsel for Baltimore County, from the decislon rendered by the Zoning

Commissioner of Ballimore County, in the abasve referenced mattur.,

You will be notified of the date and time of the appeas; hearing when it is
scheduled by the County Board r« Appeals.

Yery truly yours,

(%l

Arnold Jab!
Zoning C s sloner

Almaj

ce: Mr, & Mrs, Alan Bernateln
1810 Rai.bling Ridge Lane, Apt. 201
Baltimore, Marvland 21209

Mr. Murray Kirschman
28 Woodholme Avenus
Raltimore, Maryland 2120

Ms. Frances Carmer
& Felton Road
Lutherville, Maryland 21093

i 1

= - -
e ——

e

[

* %

nor aperate or (alp with the vacuum machines other than
tn repalr the machinary in cass or malfunction or mako
change 'cr the cuastomers.

6. The Petitioner shall not allow or permit ary vehiclea
to atack up on any public mccess road awa’ting ingreas
to the subject =ite but must provide an attendant at
such entrance to motion sald vehicles forward % Ehat

traffic will not be impeded.
™
-f - K‘—"_{-

ZOoning ComeLEsioner of
Sal bimaofe County

DATE
BY

County BWoard of Appenls of Baltimore County
Room 200 €oart Meusr
: Cebeen, FMargland 21204
(30/.)#84.3180

July 31, 1984

Myllia Cole Friedawn

People's Counsel for 3iltimore County
Roon 223 Courthouse

Towson, MD 21204

Fe: Case ko, 84-1B3-X

A=oco CLl Coepany
hﬂ"' fra. H‘lm!t
Enclosed herewith ir a copy of the Oplaion

and Order passed today by the County avwrd of Appesls in the
above entitled case.

Very truly yours,

Encl.

cc: Joseph X.Pokermny, Esguirr
Amaco C1l1 Company
Alar Bernsteir, ¢t ux
Murray Kirache=an
Frances Zorer
Arnold Jablon
Jean M. H. Jung
James E. Dyor
Normar, E. Gerber
James G, Hoswell



| Zoning Commi=ssioner, in his Order of February 3, 1984, imposed a number of

IN THE MATTER . BEFORE |
OF THE APPLICATION OF ;
AMOCO OIL COMPANY : COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS |
TR SPECIAL EXCEPTION |
FOR A CAR WASH AS A USE 3 OF l
IN COMBINATION WITH A i
SERVICE STATION (GAS & GO) : BALTIMOWE COUNTY .[
NE CORNER REISTERSTOWN |
AND VILLAGE ROADS 1 -.
ird DISTRICT NO. 84-183-X

£ 15T VAR LY TE - BT TR Y. R ETETE LR RO R ReE ok |

OPINION

This case comes bafore the Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

from an Cpinion and Order of the Zoning Commissioner, dated February 3, 1984,

i granting the requested petition for a spi-ial exception lfor a Car Wash as a |

The subject property is|
|
located at the northeast correr of Reisterstown and Village Roads, in the Third,

use in combination with a service station (gas & go).

Election District of Baltimore County. In granting the subject petition the

restrictions. From this Opinion and Crder the People's Counsel for Baltl-
more County has appealed to this Board.

The rules governing the issuance of special exceptlons are lound
in §502 of the Balt'‘more County Zoning Repulations (BCZIR). Specifically,
sub-section 502.1 sets forth the standards which this Board must consid:r in
determining whether a special ecception shall be issued. The issue belore
the Board iz whether the Petitioner has mei this standard. Particularly, the
Beard must determine whether the i{ssuance of the special exception will "Be
detrimental to the health, safety, or general welfare of the locallty involved"
(BCZR §502.1-4) or "Tend to create <onrcstion in roads, atreets or alleys
therein™ (BCZR §502.1-b).

At the hearing on this matter, the Board heard [rom a nuaber of

witnesses. Among them was Mr. Charles Bogdanowlcz, a project engineer om-
pluyed by Amoco 01l Company.

the nature of the wash facility contemplated by Amoco 01l Company. Specifi-

| cally, the witnesa testified that this was a roll-over tyge= wash. The inner

machinery of the wash unit, housad in a 16 foot by 32 foot structure, would be

mobile. That is, the vshicle being washed would not be rolled or driven

threugh the facility a=m is done i- the trad'tional tunnel type wash. Instead

August 30, 1984

JOSEFH K. POKORNY, EZQUIRE
“nf ywiFFERSGH buil.0ING
TOWSON, MD. 21204

BILLED TO:

COST OF CERTIFIED CTOPIES OF DOCUMENTS
FILED IN CASE NO, 30-183-1%. o o - s saavsssnsssnssss 52000

AMGCO OIL CO.
NE CORNER REISTERSTOWN
AND VILLAGE ROADS

3RD DISTRICT

"MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: BAL T/MORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

— ROOM 200 COURTHOUSE
I EES0N, MD 21204

The thrust of Mr. Bogdanowicz's testimony was to

| @ @

AMOCD OIL CO. - #B4-183-X 2.

the wash would be accomplirhed by a mobile hose and brush unit. As this type

of wash provides only a "maintenance cleanirg" as opposed cc the more Lhorough

cleaning provided in a tunnel wash facility, Mr. Bogdanowicz speculated that

| this inatallatio~ would no: create n large volume of customers pecause, by the

| witness' reasoning, the public will not wait any length of time for a service |

of the quality provided by this wash. Mr. Bogdanowicz stnted that each wash |

cycle would take about Tive ninutes.

S r——

The second witneas befors the Board was William Larney, also an

Amocn employce. M-. Larney, the Sales Manager Tfor Amoco Oll Company in Mary-
land, testifled that he projected the wash would generate an additinrai ten cus-

His eastimates were based upon Lhe

tomers per day for this service station.
i| volume of gasoline sold at this staticn per month, the average gallon purchase |
per customer and results of similar operations at Amoco stations in the Balti-

more area, none of which are in Raltimore County. The Board particularly

noted what appeared to be inconsistent reasoning by this witness in that while

he tertifiad that the price of gasoline is the major influence in determining i

| the amunt of buasincas at a service station and that the construction ani use
of this wash might allow Amoco to lower its gazoline prices; he also stated

| that this price reduction would cause only a slight increase in the number of

custcmera at this station.

| The final witneas on behal” of Amoco was W. W. Fwell, a traffic

i enginear. This expert witneas testified that he had studied this locality

on July 6, 1984, Based upon the results of this study and Mr. Larney's pre-

| diction that an additional ten carm would use thia facility on a daily basis,
it was M. Pwell's opinion that the traffic in this area would not be adversely
affected.

| Another witnesas wio testifled about the teaflflc in this area was
Michael 5. Flanigan, an associate traffic engineer with Baltimore County. Mr.
Flanigan testified thet the sectlon cf Relsterstown Road where the subject
property is located i3, from a traffic standpoint, among the worst in Baltl-

The area has traditionally been verv high, both in number of

more County.

trafflc accidents and citations lasued by the Police Department.

IN THE MATTER OF THE 3 IN TH: CIRCUIT QOURT
APPLICATION OF
AMOOD OIL OOMPANY : FOR HALTIMORE SOUNTY

FOR A CAR WASH AS A USE : AT LAW

IN COMBINATION WITH A

SERVICE £ ATION (GAS & GO) : File No. B4-0G~-606
NE CORMER RELSTERSTUWH

AND VILLAGE ROALS H

3rd DISTRICT

Zoning File Mo. 84-1B3-X
B N

ANSWER TO SLTITION ON APPEAL

People's Counsel for Baltimore County, Fprellee, answers the
Petition on Appeal in the asbove-entitled case, as follaw':

1. Appellee denies Paragraph 1 of the Petitlon.

2. Appellee admits that the County 3oard of App:als of Baltimore
County dealed Appeliant's request by its Order dated July 31, 1984, but
denies all other allegations in Paragraph 2.

3. Appellee neither admits nor denies the allegations in Paragraph
3 inasmuch as Paragraph 3 1s merely a prayer for relief.

4. In further answering, Appellee states vhat the decision
of the Board of Appeals was legal because of substantially competent evidence.
WHEREFORE, Appellee prays that the Court affimm the decision

of tie County Board of Appeals of Baltinuwre County.

le iis Cole Friedman
People's Counsel for Baltinore County

f‘iﬂ_%—ﬁ, Z,_.‘,..,.. ..-—l S T o —

Peter Max Iimmérmar
Deputy Peonle's Counse’
Bm, 223, Court YHouse
Towrecn, Maryland 21204
494-2188
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Also teatifying before this Board was Gordon Sugar, a long time

native of this locality and businesa neighbor of the Amoco station. The gist |

of Mr. Sugar's testimony was that, through his personal experience, he bellieved |

I
| that this section of Reisterstown Road was a traffic "nightmare® and that any |
i

1 addition of traffic volume or strain, no matter how alight, would make an

| already disruptive situation intolera%ls.

|

| Mr. Sugar's testimony was echoed by representatives of two cor-
|

'| porations involved in the business growth o this area. Mrs. Diane Frederick

'! and Mr. Jack Parks, appearing on Lehalf ol the Pikesville Community Growth

I
Corporation and Pikesville Chimber of Commerce, respectively, testifisd that

i! the traffic situation around the subject property was abysmal and the area

| could atand no mcoe burden on its already overtaxed traffic systes.

:i Bused upon the testimony, 1t is the Board's conclusion that the
granting of the requeated special exception muld be detrimental to the general

|| welfare of' this locality by tending to create traffic congeation. Clearly,

. the traffic situation i7 this locality is already very poor. The infusion

. of additional trariic generated by this Wash would turn an already bad altua-

| tion into a nightmare. Also, the Board was not moved by the expert testimony |

| produced by Amoco. The traffic study relied upon was of questionable value

as it was performed on a day shortly after a holiday, which could have

affected “ne volune of traffic. Finally, the Board 18 no* convinced as to

Amoco's projection of the amount of customers this facility would generata,
Based upon the highly competitive nature of the oil businesa, the Board ia
| ‘inswayed Lhat the Amocc 011 Company wculd make a substantial investment in the -

| conatruction of this fazility without expecting sufffcient retum, This
| sutficient return could only be obtained by a high “olume use of the Wash |

facility.,

For these reasons, the Board iz of the opinion that the Petitione=
|

has falled to meet the burden of proof and that the Znning Commissioner'~ Order|

|
of February 1, 1984 ia imprope: and will, therefore, bs reversed. I

I HEREBY CERTIFY thet on this ?g“'d&\rufﬁmtmher. 1984,

a copy of the foregoing Answer to Petitior o aPpeal was mailed to

Joseph K. Pokorny, Esgquire, 408 Jeffermon Slog., 105 W. Chesapeake Ave.,
Towson, MD 21204,

Phyllis Cole Friedman

—
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CASE NO.

AMOCO QIL C VS,

—

*1306/84-CG-606 /' LAW

RECEIVED FRC #+ THE COUNTY EOARD OF APPEALS, TRANSCRIPT,
CERTIFIED DOCUMENTS, EXHIBITS, AND BOARC'S ANSWER FILED

IN THE ABCVE ENTITLED CASE, Also, S‘HP.I.T-Hlim filed hjr Pf_lqp[t’]. Counse] :

é -H':.r X's Dﬁin-
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|| Amoco 011 Co. - #B4-1B3-X

ORDER

For the reasons set forth in the aforegoing Opinion, it is this

318t day of July, 1984, by the County Board of Appeals, ORDERED that

the Order of the Zoning Commissioner, dated February 3, 1984, be REVERSED, and

| that the special exception petitioned for be and the same is hersby DENIED.

.i Any appeal from Lhis decision muat be in accordance with Rules

|
B=-1 thru B=13 of the Maryland Rulea of Procedure.

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

/ At
I~

5. Franz, Tﬂ.ﬂtinp: Chalrman

_.;"?,fl'uum:e E. Schmidt

atricia Phipps

3

Gounty Board of Appealr § Baltimore Lounty

Roum 200 Court Neusr  (Hearing Room #218)
Coweon, Margland 21204 :
(301) 494-3:80
May 2, 1984
NOTICE OF ASSIGMMENT :

NO POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOU™ GOOD AND SUFFICIENT

REASOMS.

REQUESTS FOIt POSTPONEMENTS MUST BE IN WRIT'NG AND iN

STRICT COMP! IANCE WITH BOARD RULE 2/b). ABSOLUTELY NO POSTPONE-
MENTS V/ILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS OF SCHEDULED HEAR-

ING DATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH KULE 2(c), COUNTY COUNCIL BiLL #59-79 .

CASE NO. B4-183-X

ASSIGMNED FOR:
cc: Joseph K, Pokomy, Esq.

Amoco Oil Company
Alon Bernstain, et ux

Muray Kircchman
Frances Carmer
Phyllis Friedman
A. Jatlon

Jean Jung

N. Gerber

J. Hoswell

J. Dyer

AMOCO DIL COMPANY -
NE/comer Reisterstown onu Village Rde.
3rd District

5E=cor wash 23 0 vse In combo. with
service steHon (gos & go)

2/3/84 - Z.C."s Order-GRANTED w/resk:ictions
THURSDAY, JULY 12, 1984, ot 10 a.m.
Counsel for Petitioners

Petitioner

Protestants

Protestont

Prtestant

Paople's Counsel

June !H“'l.l s-“rl



Law Offies al
Joseph K Pubomy
ke 400
108 W, Cohmmpmaha Mre.
Towmen, Nd 11304
[ 5 a5 i)

IN THE MATTER OF .
THE APPLICATION OF

AMOCO OIL COMPANY FOR L

SPECIAL EXCEPTION FOR A

CARE WASH AS A USBE IN »

COMBINATION WITH A SERVICE

STATION (gas and go) .
- N.E. DORNER REISTERSTOWN

AND VILLAGE ROADS *

3RD DISTRICT

] ] = ] [ | ] 3 L ] ] L ]

NOTICE OF APPEAL

PLEASE NOTE AN APPEAl, FROM TOUR DECISION IN THE /BOVE
CAPTIONED MATTER, UNDER DATE OF JULY 31, 1884 TO THE CIRCUIT
COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY AND FORWARD ALL PAPERS IN CONNECTION
THEREWITH TO THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY FOR

Yo\ce—y

Joseph K. Pokorny

1 HRREBY CERTIFY THAT ON THIS 28tk DAY OUF AUGUST 1834, A
COPY OF ''HE FOREGOING NOTICE OF APPEAL WAS MAILED TO ZONING
COMMISSI(NER FOR BALTINORE COUNTY, ARNOLD JABLON, ADMINISTRATION
BUILDING, CHESAPEAKE AVENUE, BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND 21204,
PHYLLIS COLE FRIEDMAN, PEOPLE'S COUNSEL FOR BALTINMORE COUNTY,
ROOM 223 COURTGOUSE, TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204.

-
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Joseph K. Pckorny

IN THE MATTER

2;;:1!; gﬁFL[EHTFﬂN OF
oA COMPANY T

FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION T

FOR A CAR WASH AS A USE : FOR

IN COMBINATION WITH A

SERVICE STATION (GAS & GO)

NE CORNER REISTERSTOWN

AND VILLAGE ROADS :

3rd DISTRICT

IN THE

=

BALTIMORE COUNTY
AT LAW

CG Docket No, 2

Folio Mo, 306

34 -~ 606

Plam: ] :

Zoring Case No, 84-183-X 1

: File No.

L

: el TR BT

CERTIIIED COPIES OF PROCEEDIN .- BEFORE THE
ZONING COMMISSIONER AND THE COUNTY BOARD

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

And now come Keith S. Franz, Lzwrence E. Schmidt and Patricia Phipps,
constituting the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County, and in answer to the
Order Ior Appeal directed against them in this case, herewith return the record of
proceedings had in the above entitled matter, consisting of the following ~ertified copies
or original papers on file in the Officc of Planning and Zoning of Baltimore County:

No. 88-183-¥

Dec. 28, 1983  Petition of Amoco Qil Company for special exception for a car wash
as a use in combination with service station fgas & po) on property
located at the northeast corner of Reisterstown and Village Roads,
3rd District - filed

N 28 Order of Zoning Commissioner directing advertisement and posting of
proper'y - date of hearing set for January 30, 1984 at ‘0:30 a.m,

Jan. 12, 1984 Certificzte of Publication in newspaper - filed

o 24 Certificate of Posting of property - filed

" 10 Comments of Director of Planning - filed

2 12 Comments of Baltimore County Zoning Plans Advisory Committee - fd)

o 30 r.ﬁ.:l;tﬂ ;:1:‘ hearing held en petition by Zoning Commissionsr - case

Feb. 3 Srder of the Zoning Commissizner granting petition with 1 cstrictions

Mar. 5 Crder of Appeal to County Board of Appeals from Order of Zoning
Coemmissioner - filed

July 12 m:.wg on appeal before County Board of Appeals - ~ase held sub

" 3l Order of County Board of Appeals denying special excepiion

Law Oiffies ol
doarh K. Pokormy
Camis 404
108 W, Chesaprals Ave.
Tuwsen, Md 21304
W3- B0

Yalf dryia Fep e e
H R L o

AMOCO OIL COMPANY -

Appelant *

vE. .
BOARD OF MUNICIPAL # BALTIMORE COUNTY el
AND ZONING APPEALS
. CASE NO. B4-183-X

Appellee

® ¥ & ] L w ]
PETITION

NOW COMES, AMOCO OIL COMPANY, by it's attorney,
Joseph K. Pokorany, and has entered it's Appeal from an adverse
decision of the Board of Appeals rendered sgainst it on
July 3i, 1984, and says:

l. The Amoco U1l)] Company owae A tract of land ut the
northeast corner of Reisterstiown Road and Village Road im
Baltimore Couniy's third election district, imprcved with an
office, canopy and fuel dispensing unita, for » gas and go
service dispensing operatioa and had requested tioat it be
permitted to coastruct a building for the purpose of a drive-in
car wash, whereby the Zoning Commiassioner of Baltimore County
granted such request with certain reservations.

2. The Board of Appeals of Baltimore County, after heaving
and applying Sections 502.1 and 502.ls and 502.1b, denied the
applicant's roquest by it's Order dated July 31, 1984 by finding
that such use would be detrimental to the health, safcty and
general welfare of the locality involved or tond to create
congestion in roade, streets or slleys therein.

That as a satter of testimony and departmental submissions,
the facts and expert testimony are in contraveation to tae
foregoing.

Denial in that the proposed use would cause toc over burden
an over-burdened roadway,that such a rosdwav has numcrous
accidents because of it's over-burdening was contrary to the
People's Counsel's own expert witness, the traffic engineer
from Baltimore County, in whose opinion, the grantimg of such
use would not caure a havdehip or create congestion.

All departeental experts in behalf of Baltimore County
required to render an opinion as to the effect the zoning
request would have regarding this particular domain, and in
each and eviory incident, there wan nc denegration or negative
comments. The Board refused to consider their expertise.

The Board acted arbitrarily and capriciously in considering
the Appellant's cause.

3. Your Petitiomer requests toat this Honorable Court
grant a hearing so that it's position can clearly evidence to
the Court that there would be no harm to the public safety,
general health, security and morals of the community and that
traffic patterns would be enhanced, rather than made more
difficult.

County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County
Rosm 200 Courl Nouse
Tekwon, Mrcgland 21204
(301)454.3180

August 30, |98%

Alan Bernstein, . ux
1310 Rambling Ridge Lane, Apt. 201
Baltimore, MD 21209

Re: Case No, B-]183-X
Amoco Oil Company

Dear Mr. Bernstein:

MNotice is hereby given, In occordanze with the Rules
of Procedure of the Court of Appealt of Marylond, that an oppec! has
been taken to the Circuit Court for Beltimore County from the decision
of the County Beard of Appecls rendered in the cbove motter,

Enclesed is o copy of the Certificote of Notice.

Very truly yours,

Of & g ;* 3

Edith T EJ!-EH::H, Adm. Secretary
enel.,
cc: Murray Kirschman

Frances Carmer
Phyllis Cole Friedman

Law TFifire ol
Juseph K. Pokomy
Saai 1 o D

& W, (hasanpeans Ave.

Towsen, Wd 31304
B3 D

CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 30th day of August , 1984,
copies of the aforegoing PETITION were mailed to Mr. Armold Jabiog,
Zoning Commissioser of Baltimore Cousnty, Administratics bBuillding,
Chespeake Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21304, Phyllis Cole Friedaan,
People's Counsel for Baltimore Couaty, Boom 2323 Courthouse,
Towson, Maryland 21304.

AMOCO OIL CO. - 2/306/84-CG-606 2. |

Aug, 29, 1988 Order foi Appeal filed in the Circuit Court for Baltimore County by

Joseph K. Pokorny, Esquire, Attorney for Amoco Oi! Co.

L, ]| Certificate of Notice sent to all interested parties
30 Petition to Accompany Order for Appeal filed in the Circuit Court
for Baltimore County
Sept. J6 Transcript of testimony liled - | volume, with Stipulation re Mr.
Parks' teitimony from People's Counsel
Petitioner's Exhibit No. | - Plat - site plan
& " " 2 = Northwest Expressway map
" " " 3 - Ewell's Tra’fic Study, 2 pages, 7/6/8%
b 2ople’s Counsel's Extibit No. | - Aerial Phote
- - : " 2 = Dept. of Traflic Engineering
Accident History, Reisterstown
Road and Beltway
i L i " - R L] L (1] L] " " " "
N " . " w - Baltimore County list of high
accidert intersections-13% or mord
N . ' " 5 - Baltimore County list of high
accident intersections-3 or more
- = ! " 6 = Maryland Department of Trans-
portation letver, 6/14/81 - high
acc.dent intersections - & sheets
" e " i Segment of map showing F level
intersections, site circled .n pen
L. n 1, ®" & = Resolution - Pikesville
Community Growth Corp.
Sept. 27 Record of procesdings filed in the Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Record of proceedings pursuant to which said Ordor was entered and
said Board 22ted are permanent cecords of the Zoning Department of Baltimore County,

as ere also the use district maps, and your Respondents respectively sugy=st that it
would be inconvenient and inappropriate to file the same in this proceeding, but your

HKespondents will produce any and all such rules and repulations, together with the
soning use district maps, at the hearing on this petition or whenever direcied to do so
by this Court.

Respectiully submitted

J:T . i _.i..' ' _IE.'_
i :4F511 £ s T e
ith T. Eisenbart, Adin. elary

County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

cc: Jo=gh K, Pokorny, Esq.
Peop'e's Counsel

pyo - —

IN THE MATTER ; IN THE
OF THE APPLICATION OF
AMOCO OIL COMPANY : CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION
FOR A CAR WASH AS A USE
IN COMBINATION WITH A
SERVICE STATION (GAS & GO)
NE CORNER REISTERSTOWN

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

AND VILLAGE ROADS ; AT LAW

rd DISTRICT 3
Plaintiff : CG Docket No.

1 Folio Ne. ¥4

Zoning Case No, 86-183-X
' File No.__84-CG-606

I-Ill-tlll
L LI T

is sl Ey Pzt vEEREEEzItIr R
ERTIFICATE_OF NOTICE

)

Mr. Clerk: -

Pursuant to the provisions of Rule B-2 {d) of the Maryland Rules of Proc xdure;
Keith 5. Franz, Lawrence E. Schmiit and Patricia Phipps, constituting the County Board
of Appeals of Raltimore County, have given notice by mail of the filing of the Appeal 1o
the representative ol every party to the proceeding belore it namely, Joseph K. Pokorny,
Fsquire, 408 Jefferson Building, Towsen, MD 21208, Attorney for Petitioner, and L. 1.
Hayward, Amoco Oil Company, | North Charles Street, Baltimore, MD 21203, Petitione-,
and Alan Bernstein, et ux, 1810 Rambling Ridge Lane, Apt. 201, Raltimore, MDY 21209,
and Murray Kirse* man, 28 Woodholme Averuw, Raltimore, MD 21208, and Frances Carmes,
& Felton Read, Lutherville, MDY 2109Y, Protestants, and Phyllis Cole Friedman, Room
223, Courthowne, Towson, MD 21208, People' Counsel for Baltimore County, a copy of
which notice is attached hereto and prayed that it may be made a part hereol.

Tdit « E1 rt, o s I
Coumty RBoard of Appeal of Baltimere County
Hoom 200, Courthouse

Towson, MD 21204

&9%-%IR0

| HERERY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing < ertiflicate of Notice has
been muiled to Joseph K. Pokurny, Caquire, 408 Jefferson Building, Towson,MD 21204,
Attorney for Prtitioner, and L. J. Hayward, Amoce Oil Company, | North Charles Street]
Baltimore, MD 21203, Petitioner, and Alan Bernstein, et ux, 13i0 Rambling Ridge Lane,
fipt. 201, Raltimore, MD 21209, and Musray Kirschman, 28 Woodholme Avenue, Balti-
nore, MD 21208, and Frances Carmer, & Felton Road, Luthervilis, MD 2109), Protestants
and Phyllis Cile Friedman, Room 221, Courthouse, Towson, MD 21204, People’s Counsel
dey of August, 1988,

Courity Board of Appeals of Baltimare County

fur Baltimore County, on this _ 30th

cc: A, Jablon
A. January
“« Hos well

€ ountg Board of Appeals of Baltimore County
!n- 200 Geurt ’.-n
Qsibsos, Margland 21204
(301)494-3180

August 30, 1934

Josent. K. Pokorny, Esquire
408 Jellerson Building

Towson, MD 21204

Re: Case No. 85-133.X
Amoco Oil Company

Dear Mr. Pokorny:

in accordonce with Ru'e B=7 (o) of tha Rifes of Procedure
of the Court of Appecls of Marylond, the County Board of Appwels s
required tc submir the record of proceedings of the zonk.a appecl which
you have taken 1o the Clcuit Court for Baltimore ““ounty i the cbove
matter within thirty dayi.

The cost of the transcript o the record mat be pald by you.
Certified coples of any other docun ent’ necessary for the completion
of the record must alw be at your rxpenie.

The cost of the tronscript, plus any other documents, muat be
poid.in time to ronsmit the some to the Circuit Court not later than thirty

days from the dote of any petition you might file in court, In occordance
with R.Jle B-7 (o).

Enclosed is u copy of the Centificate of Notice; also invoice
covering the cort of certified copies of necensary documents,

Very fruly yous,

g. ‘:;"'('Lf

EHI'. Eﬁth (" E.I.I-H"III“. Adm. m

ce: L. ). Hayward




ATTORNEYS

Joseph K. Pec=orry
105 W, Chesapeake Ave. 4C8 (4)
B23=2000

K

Phyllis Colzs Friedman

ZOMING COMMISSIONER FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PEOPLE'S COUNSEL FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

Room 223 Court House (04) 494-2188

vfaslos nfe g2t Bouh Go

CV G B4506 ¥
oK 70.00
- 15.00
#24814 CO01 RO2 TI5:59
00,29/84

(1) August 29, 1984 Appellant's Appeal from decision of the Zenning
Commissionar for Baltimore County fd.

B (2) g, 30, 1984 — Certificate of Hotice fd.
U (3) Aug. 31, 1984 - Appellant's Petition fd.

N (4) Bept. T, 1984 - App. of Phyllis Cole Friedman & Peter Hax Zimmernan for
the Deft (Peorle's Counsel) & Seme Day Answer to Petition or Appeal fd,

(5) Sept. 27, 1964 - Transoript of Record fd.
'(6) Sept. 27, 1984 ~ Notice of Filing of Record fd. Copy sent.

Jan. 31, 1985 - Deft's (Peoples Counsel) Motion to Dimmiss the Appeal &

E=(T)
- Statesent of Foints & Avthorities fd.

: | Pob. 22, 1965 - liotion to Idsmize {paper #7) granted, (Jva)

COUNTY H%Encnﬁltnﬂ'nsfﬁn?ﬁus.
RS FE3 26 A 58 £

v i d "
3
: .
' . . : ; -' J

by M'J{NZ“’U?JWM
: ' Petar Max ZYmmarman
ol Trie - ¥y Deputy Prople’s Counsel
s : Room 7243, Court Houoe
. . Tesrson, MD 21004
- 434-2188

. Maryland Annotated Cods Rule B2,
cpla's v, Pubiic Service Comnission, 52 Md. App. 715,

S e AT
e -Ir i . =l .-

SR F i B L T et e e - .
e son BlGg,, Towson, MD 21204, Mttorney for Petitioner/

il o
g g A ool
l.__-._.;hl,.a’;'..,{!l_
W o ks ALYl o ~F_&
¥ L% o

Poler lax Zimmerman i3

494-2188

PHYLLIS COLE FRIEDMAN
PEOPLE'S COUNSEL

Joseph K. Pokorny, Esquire
408 Jefferson Buil

Towson, MD 21204

Dear 4r. Pokommy:

September 25, 1984

Amoco OL1 Co., Petitioner
Ckt. Ct. No. B4-CG-606

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
PEOPLE'S COUNSEL
OLD COURT HOUSE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
DEPUTY PEOPLE'S COUNSEL

The attached speaks for itself.

and if it is agreeable to you, please sign it and rovam to ns g0 Laat
it can be riled with the transcript of testimony.

Enclosure

In the Matter of tha Application of

Apocc 01l Company for Speclel Evcepti
for a Car Vash as a use in E:uhl.;:giu:n
vith a Servico State (gas & gv)

H.E. Corner Eu;;mtm & Village Bds. ixd E-tl:int-

Zoning Comissioner for Baltimore County
Feiple's Counsel for Baliimore County

A ruling by Judge 9+ ¥William Hinel

IJ'E w

ok e

Werild you please review it

Cole Friedman

People's Counsel for Baltimore County

- Sk B ;o o ) -

) oy s n . i o | v T
ST i e e T e
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IN THE CIRCU.T COURT

BALTTMORE COUNTY
DOCKET 2 FoLio 306

CASE B4 CGHOS

ON A FLEADING IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED MATTER IS AS FOLLOWS:

Motion to Meniss (papsr #7) Grantea.
" Clerk, Circult Coust
for Baltimore Councy
g, PER April Gattus e &
Deputy Clerk iRl
Josaph K. Pokorny, Eaq. FERR -
105 W, Chesapeake Avenue, Salte 408 O olmah e
Towson, MD 21204 e
L
2
Thillis Cole Fiiedman, -
Poter Mas Zimmerman =
Mall Stop 2206 i AOR L
I1IL m é‘l-?
Iy 0 S5

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

AMDCO OIL COMPARY : FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
FOR SPECTAL EXCEPTION

mnﬂnmﬂimniﬂﬂ . KT LAW
mmmﬂmsmmﬂﬂ (GAS & QD) : File No. B4-0G-606
NE CORMER REISTERSTOWN

AD VILLAGE ROADS ¢

ird DISTRICT

Zoning File No. B4-183-X
PR B R

ADDEMDUM TO TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY BEFORE THE COUNTY
BOARD OF APPEALS ON JULY 12, 1984

beople's Counsel for Baltimore County and Joseph K. Pokomy, Attorney
for Appellant, having been advised that the record of the testimony of
Jack Parks was lost due to mechanical failure and having consulted with
the County Boaru of Appeals regarding their hearing notes, have agreed
to the following stipulation:

Jack Parks testifind as a representative of the Pikesville Chamber
of Commerce that at the'r July 3, 1984 monthly meeting, they voted to
oppose the proposed car wash because they determined that it was not in
the best interest of the cammunity.

: gﬁﬁa?m
11is Cole Friedman

People's Counsel for Baltimore County
Fm. 223, Court House

Towson, 'D 21204

494-218E

K. Pokomy
fferson Bulilding
Towson, MD 21204
B23-2000

rttomey for Appellant

¥

ot

YA

QOUNTY BOARRD OF APPEALS
OF BALTIMORL COUNTY

=

& & HL{H
fete
AMOCO OIL COWPAAY ¥ IN THE C‘;
APPELLANT » CIRCUIT COURT
Vs * FOR
BOARD OF MUNICIPAL - BALTIMORE COUNTY

AND TONING APPEALS
— CASE NO. BA-1B3-X

e BACGE06 2/300

iririririnicar ik

APPELLEE

MOTION TO SET ASIDE ORDER OF DISMISSAL
WOW COMES, AMOCO OIL COMPANY, Movant, hy 1ts attormey, Joseph K. Pokorny,
and moves this Honorable Court to set aside its Order Jdismissing the above

captiored case, and says,

That on Augus® 4. 1984, your Movant filed its Order for Appeal and on
August 31, 1984, your ®ivant filed its Petition and on September 27, 1984
the transcript of the Record wasz filed and;

On Petition by the Appellee, citing faiiure of your Movant to comply
with the B-12 »ule of the Karyland Rules. this Honurable Court dismissed
the Movunt's Appeal;

That your Movaat's Petition set forth with groat specificity the points
and areas germane to the Appeal but, inadvertently, valled to cite, in
accordance with Rule B-12, the rarts of the transc. ipt questioned and thw

Tegal aun: srities;

That as a result, thi: Honorsble Court dismissed the Appesl as a
scnction under Peopie's counsel vs Public Service Cosmission 52 Rd. App 715.
451 ATL 2nd 945 (1982);

Wherzby,. such a sanction is harsh and does not "balance the purpose

and importance of the requircesst cgainst the circumstances af its violation®;

- -
=

AMOCO OIL OOMPANY t
Appellant 1 FOR BALTIMORE OCOUNTY
v. ] AT LAN
PONING COMMISSIONER 2 Case Mo. B4OG60D6

ET AL. , 1
Appellees :

MOTICN TO DISMISS

People's Counsel for Baltimore County, Protestant below and
Appelles herein, moves to dismiss the appeal in the above-captioned
matter on tho following grounds:

1. The Appeliant filed its Order for Agjeal on August 29,
1985, and its Petition on Appeal on August 30, 1985. Certified coples
of proosadings before the County Board of Appeals were filed on Septmmber

27, 1984. y
2. Pule Bl2 of the Annotatud Code of Maryland states that

' within thirty (30) dsys after being notified by the clark of the filing

1ull:hnunnl, tﬁnqﬂlmtlt-u fulnu-a:mh-tﬂngmlum_-
ni-:ut-nt-nfﬂluﬁ-ntnﬁmmlr-.ﬂlltﬁmtmﬂm
ircluding citations of legal authorities and references to pages of the

Pecpic'a Counsel for Baltimore ;

i iy ==

i

@ &
i

that the People’s Counsel and the Mumi~ipal Board of Zoning Azperals
were not prejw!iced by the lapse, nor was there any showing that they
were inconvent snced

Wherefore, your Movant requests this Homorzhile Court to set aside
its Order of Cismissal and refustate the case on the active cowrt docket.

CERTIFIL\ITON OF SEWICE
I NEREBY CEKTIFY that on this 20th fay of Maich, 1985, cipios of the
aforegoing Motion to Set Asfde Order of Dismissai wir mailed to
Wr. Ammold Jablon, Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, Administration
Buiiding, Chesapeake Avence, Towson, Maryland 21204 and Phyllis C. Friedman,
People's Counsel for Baltimore County, Room 223 Courthouse, Towson, Maryland.




LA DFFCE OF
Cloarrs K. PURORNY
a3 Jerramaos Dipe
GE W, CHEsartaRE AV
| Towsows. Mo, B1d04
: [TEWT L

LW SFFICE OF

L0E JErrinecs Bues,
08 W CruBiresRE Ave.
T awoin Mo, BI04

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

- Maryland Annotated Code Rule B-12

Peoples Counsel vs Public Service Commission 52 Md. App. 715,
451 ATL 2nd 945 (1982)

JoaErH K. Poxoary |

On cross-examination, Mr. Ewell stated there were peak traffic
seasoni which were, "during the summer montii: and ... at Easter and
Christmas® (Tp 55). MAr. Ewell concludss, by saying, the fazility
would not affect the tra!fic on Reisterstown Hoad.

Peoples Coumsel called on its experi., Micheel Tlannigan of the
Baltimore County Department of Treifi: who primarily testified that
Reistersiown Road necar the Beliway had a high number of accidents
(P=oples Counsel Exh. 2-Tp 76). This report was accepted inio evidence
over objection.

Mr. Flannigan stated the area in guestion would be rated an *F*
level for traffic (Up 81) and that s=ans no building permits would
be issued in that are¢ .... so there could be no development (Tp B2-83).
The evidence subw' ticd could mot show that one of the accidents that
occures at the in.eri=ction was caused by traffic entering or exiting
the Amoco Service Static: (TpB89).

During the prrmit process, the Department of Traffic for Baltimore
County, said they had “no comsent® arnd on questioning, Mr. Flannigan
stated ... the inclusion of this car wash would cause no perceptikle
problem with the flow of traffic on Reistarsiown Road”™ (Tp 90) and
nefther did the State Department of Transportation have a comment except
to find the plan generally acceptable (Tp 94).

“The Board 1s not convinced as to Amoco's projection of Lhe amount
of customers this facility would generite (Op. p3) and is unswayed
that Amoco would make a substantfal investment in the construction of

this facility without expecting sufficient return.”

Sl Tt e e || i R

LA DFFICE OF

N Jostrw K. PoMoRny

HOE Jurrimsos BLDS

108 W Cupsartasn AvE

Towsos. M BI04
BEN-EDOD

AMOCO OTL COMPANY, g IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
Appel lant : TOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
v. H AT LAW
ZOMNING JOMMISSIONER ! Case MNo. BACGEDGE
FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY,
et &l., '
Appel lees 1

I S A - T T

ANSWER ‘TO MOTION TO SET ASIDE ORDER OF DISMISSAL
AND REQUEST POR_HEARING

People's Counsel for Baltimore County states, in answer to the

above Motion:

1. It is undisputed that Morrant never filed a Memorandum pur-
enant to Maryland Rule BlZ.

2. Accordingly, it was appropriate for the Court to disuiss
the appeal pursuant to People's Counsel v. Public Service Commission,
52 Md. App. 715, 451 A.2d 945 (1982).

3. There is no éispute that Appellant did file a Petition pur-
suant to Rule B2.e., aleng with ite Order for Appeal, but this in no way
satisfies the requirement of a Memorandum separately described in Rule
Bl2.

4. Dismissal cf the administrative appeal is the appropoiate
and preferred sanction for failure to comply with Marylasd Rule BlZ.

5. The Rule was adopted by the Court of Appeals on October 1,

1980, effective Jarwary 1, 1981, and is now well established.

6. Turtnermore, there was no fault on the part of the admin-

istrative agency or any other party which caused or contributed to Appellant's

failure,
7. Under these circumstances, in accordance with People's Counsel

-3

Again, the Board is only listening to the testimony it wants to

hear and not tle tastimony presented. The tenant, or operator, controls
prices. Amoco charges che same price to 21l of its dealerz. Ir
this highly competitive atmosphere the car wash is but a tool to
maintair the customers they have sinue the nature ef the car wash
and the time 1t would require precludes a drastic increase in business
(Tp 12-14).

The only stztistical, as apposed to emotional, data produced was
produced by the /ppellant and the one expert produced by the Apzellee
who stated the use 7acility would not cause a problem.'

::t ph K. fFﬂinmy
omey for Appellant
408 Jefferson Building

Towson, Maryl-ad EIE»H
82 3-2000

I hereby certify that on th's Ig"‘“" day of April, 1985, conies of
the aforegoing Meworanda were miiled to Phyllis Cole Friedman,

aid Mr. Armold Jablon, Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County,
Administration Building, Chesapeake Avenue. Towson, Maryland 27204

-

People's Counsel for Baltimore County, Room 223 Courthouse, Towson, Maryland,

o

FEALS
RS 0T -4 AN01 €

RECE!

COUNTY SUARD OF AP

RECEIVED

COUNTY BOAR

0F APPEALS

W—- A+ Towson, Maryland 21204, before the hearing.

Coumty éated July 31, 1984 denying Appellants' mitition for Special ; 44
Exception be, and hareby is, affirmed and upheld. i

b= §3 7 pee AR12 gy

A
S q
AROCO OIL COMPANY » IN THE
¥. Puslic Service Comission, supra, it was appropriate for the Court APPELLANT b CIRCUIT COURT e |
to dismiss this case, there being no good cause or extenuating circumstances ¥s . FOR Lm
NING DEPARTMENT
in ref
shown erence to the violation. MUNICIPAL BOARD OF ZONING e BALTIMORE COUNTY By T L.
WHEREFORE, People's Counsel requests that the Motion to Set Aside - AT LAN
Order of Dismissal be denied and that the Court hold a hearing. ITaLEE » CASE
NO. B4CGH0D6
i Suimans
?ﬁ*:""-" 'f*" iy "”" S MEMOSANDA
Phyl1lis Cole Friedman | S
People's Counsel for Baltimore County The above captioned matter came before the Zoning Commissioner and

the request for Special Exception was granted, with reservations. An Appeal

/ Le o

L*' ) } & f’f‘?' LA : was tzken by the People's Counsel and a hearing was had. The Board of
Peter Max Zimmerman ;

Deputy People's Counsel Appeals of Baltimore County denied the Special Exception for a car wash as
Room 223, Court House

Towson, Maryland 21204 i A use in combination with a service station.

494-2183

Using the standards set forth in Section 507 of the Baltimore County

P Zoning Regulatiens, specifically sub-section 502.1, t% Board cited that Lhe

1 HIZEBY CERTIFY ad
that on this = day of April, 1985, a copy standard to be proven was whether the issuance of the Special Exception

o the fo Answer to
regoing r to Motion to Set Aside Order of Dismissal and would be “detrimental to the health, safety or general welfare® of the

Request for Heaiing was malled to Joseph K. Pokorny, Zsquire, 408 Jeffer-

LA SIVIOE BF locality involved (BCZRS0Z.1-b) or "tend to create road
. congestiog in the S,
son Buiiding, 105 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204, Attorney "

OREFH K, PoxoRnyY

irwmn; streets or alleys therein®.

for Appellant. Towsom, Mo §1804 i
© % s23.20us The eivdence presented by the Appel.ent was completely lli.;!l‘r ssed in the
— ]

following cavalier manmer ... the Board was not moved by the expert

1'% (s o I
i il ] .r|_.|l Wi L

l

i, Peter Max Zimmerman

E able valve as it was performed on a day shortly after a hoifday which could
‘2

<

testimony produced Ly Amoco. The traffic study relied upon was of question-

have affected the volume of traffic’.

The Board assumes, as does People's Counsel, the traffic count was mot
reliable; however the Appellant's witness stated the Zraffic count was taken
on a Friday and that Friday was the fourth of July weekend.

OFFICE OF PLAMNING & ZOMNING

2 BALTIMORE COUNTY
) TOWSON, MARYLAND 21202

MO OIL 0., #E A1y NSRS e 2C3UNG COMMISSIONER
Appellants :;%‘ ) 4 \(\_"‘ FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY Januas; 18, 1984
. e e e .
ZONING COMMISSIONER, et a1,, | ‘..'{F ‘ File No. B4 CG %06 3 Joseph K. Pokorny, Esquire
Appellees s ey FEEY- 183 . X ﬁﬁﬁ'ﬂ:‘:ii-“‘*ﬁm

: Re: Petition for Special Exception
CRDER NE/corner Relstevstvwn & Village Rda. Tl

] (173, 177, 1719 and 1721 Resaterstoen Rend) ol
Ameco Ol Company - Petitioner

Upon consideration of the record and argumenc of , and . Cise No, §4-18%-X
fnrﬂnrm-utnr!mnpmmut. uu,thu"""'ﬁ of 3 Dear Mr. Pokoray:
» 2985 the Ci | - |
» by reuit Court for Baltimore County, ' This ie to advise ;~ that $52.%  is due for advertising and posting
(ROERED ' of the above property. This fee must b paid before an Order is issued.

Pleaie make the check payable to Baltimore County, Maryland, and
remit to Mrs. Arlene January, Zoning Difice, Roum 113, County Office Building,

2. That the Order of the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore Sincerely,

Ty

LD JA
‘Ell!lhl Commissioner

Depuy L




. January 1!9:4

Joseph K. Pokorny, Esqu.re
408 Jefferscn Building
Toweon, Maryland 21204

NOTICE OF HEARING

Re: Petition for Special Exception

NE/ »r. Relsterstowi and Village Roads
(1713, 1717, 1719 and 1721 Relaterstown Road)
Amoco Oll Company - Petitioner

Case No. B4-183-X

TIME: 10:30 A. M.

DATE: _Monday, January 30, 1984

gy 165
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

FLACE: Room 106, County Office Building, 111 West Chesapealie

Avenue, Towson, Maryland

TOWNSON, MD., .......... 000l 2 .. .
THIS 15 TO CERTIFY, that the annexed adverlisement was
published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper prinled
and published in Towson, Baltimore Counly, Md., cooecuvxsach

8 & I wa; pmrmr.tt
of . J;nulrj 19 8% .. .. inthe
AR bl -'njilu PEXEmr Lot Times, a -:‘.l-u':lll':llI newspaper Dll’ﬂhﬁhﬂd

T TRo o I o oin ¢ B ‘| in Westminster. Carroll County, Maryland.

: 1%tk - A e the Zoning Deparmen ; L I :
Sppearing on the 125 W o e a,ﬂh fﬂﬁ‘w I soier Wi, towmeri Jrroll Herald, a weekly newspaper published
19_ 8l s g

of cou_time ROOCeOorsger before the - 30th

f:;ﬁnlﬂg Caommissioner _ ""-‘Z'-' T - o 1 T e
of Baltim ounty e . e apuATy pub

| il _

- J
o | :ﬁﬂ'ﬂ“‘ﬂ"”mw M. 121599

e iy (30) ey o in Eldersburg, Carro!l County, Maryland,

Times. a weckly newspaper published

,;. u:“ifﬁ?i_',ji’;_“.}"‘; » ,,;E in Reisterstown, Baltimore County, Maryland.

L ANDMARK COMMUNITY NEWSPAPERS OF umvmnn INC.
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VALIDATION OR SIGHNATURE OF CASHIEN

CIRTIFICATE OF POSTING ZONING
DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE
TONING DEPARTMENT OF WALTIMORE COUNTY Towser, Maryiand -

Towsen, Marylsnd , ot - ST
i s Zael.
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