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Baltimore County
Department of Permits and
Development Management

Development Processing
County Office Building

111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
pdmlandacq@co.ba.md.us

February 2, 2000

Paul J. Schwab, III, Esquire
Azrael, Gann and Franz

101 E. Chesapeake Avenue
Fifth Floor

Baltimore, Maryland 21286

Dear Mr. Schwab:
RE: Zoning Verification, 6159 B Edmondson Ave., 1* Election District
The subject property is zoned M.R. with a small central portion of M.L.R.

In our telephone conversation of January 27, 2000, you described the proposed
use of the property as wholesale distribution of building materials.

The first definition applies to building and construction equipment storage.

This use is part of the definition of contractors equipment storage yard as defined
in Section 101 of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations as follows:

“CONTRACTOR’S EQUIPMENT STORAGE YARD - The use of
any space , whether inside or outside a building, for the storage or
keeping of contractor’s equipment or machinery, including building
materials storage, construction equipment storage or landscaping
equipment and associated materials. [Bill No. 149-1987]”

The above use is NOT allowed ina M.R. or M.L.R. zone.

Our records show five zoning hearings that have been held for this property:
5550, 65-79-SPH, 69-14-SPH, 84-191-SPHA, and 85-273-A.
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None of these hearings address the use of the property for building materials
storage. Ihave included the definition of warehouse from the same section of regulations
so that you can compare.

“WAREHOUSE - A building or part of a building used or intended to be used
primarily for the storage of goods or chattels that are to be sold retail or wholesale

for the storage of

:
from other premises or sold whelesale fom the same storage

AW LUw oadlilvw y:unuaua,
goods or chattels to be shipped on mail order; for the storage of equipment or
materials to be used or installed at other premises by the owner or operator of the
warehouse; or for similar storage purposes. (The term “warehouse” does not
include a retail establishment whose primary purpose is for the sale of goods or
chattels stored on the premises; however, nothing in this definition is meant to
exclude purely incidental retail sales in warehouses. Further, the term does not
include a truck terminal, at which any storage is minor, transitory and merely
incidental to the purpose of facilitating transportation of goods or chattels.) [Bill

No. 18-1976]”

There appears to be no outstanding violations of the property.

I trust that the information set forth in this letter is sufficiently detailed and
responsive to the request. If you need further information or have any questions, please
do not hesitate to contact me at 410-887-3391.

Sincerely,
QJuhn R. Alexander
Planner II

Zoning Review
JRA kew

¢: Zoning Case 85-273-A, 84-191-SPHA, 69-14-SPH, 65-79-SPH, 5550



e

Ny

i don P R i i R e

A3 | -~ ] HH
PETITILN FOR ZONING VAKIANCE 74145

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

B - | - 1a]-SPHA
PETITION FOR SPECI}‘L HEARIPIG ?"’ ] The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is

TO THS ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY: S described in the description and plat attached hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for

. . bk “ ion of on-site business
The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is I S Variance from Section 413.5d _____-,‘__--.._E?_E%.l.o_‘f-_efic_ti_.._..-- _______ ————————
gesccitfﬁ in the descri ti.glc ans{:) op'lTat faglac‘li;ed heretocand mage a pax;{t -hei-eof, hereby petition for a _ 1 . heieht in 1i £
pecial Hearing under Secticn 500.7 of the Baltimore ounty Zoning Regulations, to determine whe- B S ‘ S12n of 100' in height in lieu of p i~ .
ther or not the Zoning Commissioner and/or Deputy Zoning Commissioney should ApEX¥E ______ L TUTTEReTTE : : BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

construe Regulation 413.2f (B.C.Z.R » business
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» 1955) as applicable to S --a___._..business .81

-
—— - - -~ - - - " ..

" a - » ) . —— — . ——— e e e ———— e ——— ————————————
_‘_I;_li:_.z_?fl_ef_'_..?nd a];]:‘."f’.’.lng bus:.neis_f}_g_r_l.s_ 200 Sﬂ.‘f.".l.rf_f_%?j:_-i“ﬂffﬁ‘?_‘___ o of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County, o the Zoning Law of Baltimore County; for the

following reasons: (indicate hardship or practical difficuity) - T T s Arnold Jablon

: Compliance with Regulation 413.5d and 413.2f would make visibility of iy Al % 2 £ -...Loning Commissioner =~ . _19._12_3_‘*______
Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations. . the proposed sign impossible from adjacent roadways, t.:hus Imposing _ 5 .
: praci:icgl diffigulty' and hardship upon Seven-Up Bottling Company of o Norman E. Gerber, Director
I, or we, agiee to pay expenses of the above Special Hearing advertising, posting, etc,, upon fil- ' ' Baltimore, Inc. ‘ o S ; > : ___Qf_flgg_g_f__l’_La_gg_l__g__ifid__zgg_'ﬂg_
ing of this Petition, and further agree 40 and are to be bound by the zoning regulations and restric- ’ S 3 1 : LR i,
tions of Baltimore Courty adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltinore County. ‘ : : ‘ ' Carpenter Realty Corg.
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
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I/We do solemnly declare and affirm, | : i : - TTTTRTe
under the penalties of perjury, that I/we z , . ) .
are the legal owner(s) of the property I Property is to be posted and adv *ised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.
which is the subject of this Petition. it : ’
I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Variance advertising, posting, etc., upon filing ; ‘ : : . : tni i i i i
N petition, and fu%rhher agg'e}é tz‘pand are to be bound by the zoning regulations and restrictions of g : it l; this Off!CE'S_OPIf_“C’" ;h:: a ?'inorm;:é: 2:'3:; :::rli;zfe:ci):;:tial
Contract Purchaser: 1 : 0rD . k ; Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law For Baltimore County. ' A g not be appropriate in view o i@ visua ; i
e Legal Owner(s): Carpenter Realty Corp. d/t/a i 4 J adopled p g . ' (o A T - areas. It is therefore recommended that the subject variance be denied.

—————— ———— - i X I/We do solemnl;; declare and affirm, ] ]
(Type or Print Name) _ 3 under the penalties of perjury, that I/we - ‘ “ !'
. _ : ' are the legal owner(s) of the property W{’
which is the subject of this Petition. : Norman E. Gerber, Director
Contract Purchaser: Legal Owner(s): Carpenter Realty Corp. d/L/a ‘ : : 0ffice of Planning and Zoning

Sevm"‘i%ﬁ?‘f}fﬂa;_:C';";_m_ly_f’;{i_]i’?}fg?f} Tne. _ " ' _ 1 NEG/JGH/sF

(Type or Print Name)

/

A m s ———— e

City and State

‘ 1 A =
6159 Edmondson Avenue 747-7777 | SC4EZZ

__________ e TSV SREP-F 738
Y

(Type or Print Name) ;
Baltimore, X land 2128
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City and State

Attopney for Petitioner:

s,

¢/’/7£

N Bt S/

/

Attorney for Petitioner:

e

Y4

_-'3_-_‘3-._{392&_5_5_];2_____ Name, address and phone number of legal OWnier, con-
tract purchaser or representative to be contacted

Thomas L. Hudson, Esquire
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Signature City and State

Towson, Mary land___z_l_z_o_ff___ _____ ==------  Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con-

tract purchaser or representative to be contacted

823~4111__ -

Phone No, Maryland
(301) 823-4111 21204
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City and State

"l#ﬁ-‘mr&-m;»xt-:mwa-.a,*. O W A T E s ¢ e e

230RDERED By The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this
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November , ¢ , that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, as
required by the Zoning Law of Baitimore County, in 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 Baltimore County in Room 108, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore

Attorney's Telephone No.: _..§g..3.'f*_];];!:---____ g.].‘p.é]i]fgl}fmv fve., P.0. Box 5517, Towsonill‘éﬂga

&
(301) 823-4111
ORDERED By The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this _.___ _29th - day

' : » that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, as
required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in two newspapers of general circulation through-
out Baltimore County, that property e posted, and that the public hearing be had before the Zoning
Commissioner of Baltimore County in Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore

County, on the . _____¢ 6bth________ -- day of
..-fi:-M.

A raAy uoﬁbdamp:{ Q
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- day of February = 4984
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Oner of Baltimore County.
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BALTIMCRE COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

BALTIMORE COUNTY A .
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS Gl hoa Aonty MARYLAND 21204

: TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 ]
BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISGRY COMM;TTEE : STEPHEN E. COLLINS

HARRY J. PISTEL, P E. DIRECTCR
DIRECTCR

January 1€, 1984

January 27, 1984 January 6, 1984

COUNTY OFFICE BLDG.

Towson, Nerriend. 71504 | Thomas L. Hudson, Esquire . Mr. Arnold Jablen

: . . _ . . . - Zoning Commissioner
e ST = T T RN e L _ o - ’ oo glg A%iigggg}; Avenue Mr. Arnold Jablon . County Office Building
B A U S S . T S S e T e o t e Zoning Commissioner Towson, Maryland 21204
?1‘3“3?11'&:1"““2“ » Esquire . Nicholas 3. Commodari | 1OWSON, Maryland 21204 - County Office Building )

o d eny Avenus - - ' - Towson, Maryland 21204 .

P.0. Box 5817 . _ Chairman RE: 1Item No. 119 - Case No. 8‘_1-191-1\ ' Y Item No. 117, 118, 119,) 120, 121, and 124. - 2AC- Meeti .
. Tq«;‘“?n.’ Mo_j:-131204' Carpenter Realty Corporation . Item #119 (1983-1984) eeting of November 29, 1983

DY T g

A e i 1

T %Ol Cross ¢ Begey
_ 412 Dtlawax"e Avenu: “B;Fz‘_ol‘:.r :
';“_TOF_ID,!I,-}ld. - 21204 -

LE PR s : Froperty Owner:
Variance Petition and Special Hearing Property Owner: Carpenter Realty Corporation : Locgtioﬁ-

5/5 Edmondson Ave., 473' W. Somerset Rd. Existing Zoning:

Acres: 1835 sg. ft. Proposed Zoning:
District: 1st o~ .

R

MEMBERS t

BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICEOF PLANNING & ZONING - © o P . ) gﬁgggggegﬁggje“iw The Zoning Plans Advisory Committee has reviewed the
R P i S S N SO S S R _ plans submitted with the above referenced petition. The
County Office Building =~ " TR L SRR | - State Roads Commission §following comments are not intended to indicate the appro-
111 W, Chesapeake._,Avenue'-0__7_-_". D TR e e R Bureau of priateness of the zoning action requested, but to assure
T°"'59n:;!’13rf181'1d___ 21204 oo e R L - i Fire Prevention that all parties are made aware of plans or problems with
) R e T g e T R T - Health Department regard to the development plans that may have a bearing on

. W

Dear Mr. Hudson:

Dear Mr. Jablon:

The following comments are furnished in regard to the plat submitted to this
office for review by the Zoning Advisory Committee in connection with the subject : Acres:

; You_r petitioﬁ“hhs' béen're item, " District:

—__ day of . s g dhd A Project Planning this case. The Director of Planning may file a written

B ol St T I S S o report with the Zoning Commissioner with recommendations
Building Departrent as to the suitability of the requested zoning.
Board of Education
Zoning Administration 1 This c}c;mb}ilnatiorg hearingdis rgquired in order t?l 4

etermine whether a free-stan ing business sign is allowe . .
Industrial - . . . . oo . . . o The Department of Traffic En ineering has no comments for
Development in an M.R. zofe, since said zoning classification is omitted Development of this property through stripping, grading and stabilization item numbers 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, and 124 ?
— S from Section £13.2f ?f the regulatIO{lS, and, 1? 50, to could result in a sediment pollution probiem, damaging private and public holdings
: R Co allow the proposed sign to have a height and size greater downstream of the property. A grading permit is, therefore, necessary for all

, ssi R N cEen T than would normally be permitted. ' grading, including the stripping of top soil.

Petitioner Carponter Tealty cors. Rocorrr, | | = _ A
P. . ‘.Gl' Relit)f quD. Rése{\fed by Enclosed are all comments submitted from the members The Petitioner must provide necessary drainage facilities (temporary or ] A,‘n/’ (/.// .,C .

-Petitioner's™ o = ‘ S ;
’.“Attorney:_ o nmn"&?ﬂud’oﬁ; Elgglré : " | of the Committee at this time that offer or request infor- permanent) to prevent creating any nuisances or damages to adjacent properties, Hithael s. Flanican
' R S E S P N Rr e Traffic Engineering Assoc. II

mation on your petition. If similar comments from the . especlally by the concentration of surface waters. Correction of any problem
remaining members are received, I will forward them to you. which may resvlt, due to improper grading or improper installation of drainage
Otherwise, any comment that is not informative will be facilities, would be the full responsibility of the Petitioner. MSF/cem
placed in the hearing file. This petition was accepted for :
filing on the date of the enclosed filing certificate and a This office has no further comment in regard to the plan submitted for
hearing scheduled accordingly. ' ' Zoning Advisory Committee review in connection with this Item 119 {1983-1984).

General:

. . ar M
Baltimore County highway and utility improvements exist and are not directly Pear Mr, Jableni

involved.

Very truly yours, Very truly yours,

) . : . 44
Y /é&-am& / J(?/%ﬂ
Zﬁift-‘ s A 7 ol e ROBERTM?MDRTON. P.E., Chie
NICHOLAS B. COMMODARI Bureau of Public Services

Chairman

Zoning Plans Advisory Committee RAM:EAM:FWR:ss

NBC:bsc ‘ ‘

Enclosures H-NE Key Sheet
c¢c: Gerhold, Cross § Etzel 7 SW 21 Pos, Sheet
412 Delaware Avenue SW 2 F Topo
Towson, Md., 21204 101 Tax Map
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ZONING:

LOCATION:

DATE & TIME:

PUBLIC HEARING:

PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL HEARING AND VARIANCES

l1st Election District
Petitions for Special Hearing and Variances

South side Edmondson Avenue, 473 ft. West of Somerset
Road

Monday, February 6, 1984 at 11:30 A, M,

Room 106, County Office Building, 111 W. Chesapeake
Avemie, 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 Hearing under Section 500. 7 of the Ba.ltimorfa

County Zoning Regulations, to determine whether or not the Zoning
Commissioner and/or Deputy Zoning Commissioner should construe
Regulation 413, 2f (B.C. Z.R., 1955) as applicable to M.. R. zones,

and allowing business signs 200 sq. ft. in area and Van?nces to allow ‘
erection of on-site business sign of 100 ft. in height in he}1 of the .per.rmtted
25 ft. and to allow erection of a business sign 400 sq. ft. in area in lieu

of the maximum permitted 200 sq. ft. in area in an M.R. zone

Being the property of Carpenter Realty Corp. d/b/a Seven-Up Bottling Company
of Baltimore, Inc., as shown on plat plan filed with the Zoning Department.

In the event that these Petitions are granted, a building permit may be issued within
the thirty (30) day appeal period. The Zoning Commissioner will, howe:ver, enter-
tain any request for a stay of the issuance of said permit during this period for good

cause shown. Such request must be received in writing by the date of the hear ing

set above or made at the hearing.

BY OCRDER OF

ARNOLD JABLON
ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

RECEIVED FOR FILING

ORDER
'y

signs in an M.R. Zone. The Petitioner's interpretation ignores the plain

wording of Section 413.2.f. The BCZR specifically allow business signs in M.L,
and M.H. industrial zones only.
The intent of the BCZR must be determined as being construed as a whole.

See Smith v, Miller, 249 Md. 390. Thus, the specific language delineating the

use regulations in Section 413, BCZR, must be construed in light of all of the
provisions concerning signs so that the several parts of those regulations are
given thelr intended effect. Moreover, the relationship between those various
provisions regulating signs must be reccnclled as a whole. See §gi£§, supra;

Bowie Volunteer Fire Department & Rescue Squad, Inc. v. Bd. of County Commission-

ers, 255 Md. 381; Anderson, American Law of Zoning, Section 16.08. Therefore,

whether a sign is allowable in an M.R. Zone as a matter of right is determinable
in view of Section 413.2 permitting such a use as a matter of right.

"Zoning regulntions are in derogation of common law rights and they cannot
be construed to include or to exclude by implication that which is not clearly

within their express terms.® Yokely, Zoning Law & Practice, Section 1-4 and

Section 25-8; Aspen Hill Venture v. Montgomery County, 265 Md. 303 (1972). Lan-

day v. MacWilliams, 173 Md. 460 (1938) a/k/a Landay v. Bd. of Zoning Appeals.

Zoning regulations must be strictly construed and cannot be extended by implica-

tion} to prohibit uses not clearly within their scope. Gino's of Maryland,

j Balto., 250 Md. 621 (1968) ; McQuillin, Municipal Corp., Section 25.72.

F@-tion 413.2.f allows signs only in M.L. and M.H. incustrial Zones as a
f right. Strictly construed, and as read together with the legislation
ng signs, 1t is clear and unambigious that the County Council intended
¢e M.R. and M.L.R. Zones specifically from Section 413.2.f. There is no

Jion by implication to prohibit a use not clearly within 1ts scope. Any

ther than those permitted as of right is prohibited. Kowalski v. Lamar,

B
3340024 536 (1975).
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PETITIONS SPECIAL HEARING AND
ZCONING VARIANCES

S/3 of Edmondson Avenue, 473"
W of Somerset Road - 1st
Election District

BEFORE THE

ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Carpenter Realty Corporation

d/b/a Seven-Up Bottling Com-
pany, Inc.,

Case No. 84-191-SPHA

Petitioner

® * * * * # * * # *

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Petitioner herein initially requests an interpretation of the Balti-

more County Zoning Regulations (BCZR), specifically Section 413.2.f, to allow
the construction of a business sign in an M.R, Zone. If the answer is affirma-
tive, the Petitioner also requests variances to permit a larger sign, to wit,
100 feet in height instead of the permitted 25 feet and 400 square feet in area
instead of the maximum permitted 200 square feet. Petitioner's Exhibit 1 shows
the location of the proposed sign on the subject property.

The Petitioner, by Lawrence Imbesi, Vice President of Carpenter Realty Cor-
poration, appeared and testified and was represented by Counsel. Also testia
fying for the Petitioner was Carl Gerhold, a registered land surveyor. There
were‘no Protestants.

‘gstimony indicated that the subject property is zoned M.R. The Petitioner
to construct a sign on the property facing the Baltimore Beltway, which
ite the location of its bottling plant. The Petitioner's engineers dew
the size necessary for the sign to be visible from the Beltway. The

property 1is presently being utilized, as it had been for many years

to its purchase by the Petitioner in 1436, as a bottling and distribution

The area surrounding the property consists of D.R.3.5 zoning to the

H » U-1, and B.L, zoning to

the north; and the Beltway to the west,
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Section 413.2 does not provide the Petitioner with the ability to place

a

business sign in an M.R. or M.L.R. Zone as a matter or right. The language is

not all inclusive nor all permissive, The introductory language provides

a

preamble to the particular section's intent and conditions any permissiocn to

place a business sign in any business or industrial zone in subsequent subpara-

graphs.

or M.L.R. Zone does not conversely prove permission.

The fact that no express language prohibits a business sign in an M.R.

To the contrary, the ex=

press language of the BCZR limits business signs to specific industrial zones,

i.e., M.L. and M.H. Zones, not M.R. or M.L.R. Zones. If all of the subpara-

graphs of Section 413.2 are read and their intent interpreted as a whole, any

interpretation must conclude that the Council intended M.R. and M.L.R. Zones to

be excluded from Section 413.2.f.

It is also of interest to read Section 252

(M.L.R. Zone}, BCZR, and Section 240.3 (M.R. Zone}, BCZB,rin conjunction with

Section 413.2. M.L. and M.H. industrial zones are not restrictive in scope, al-

though M.L.R. and M.R. Zones are.

The Council's intent to prevent business

signs in M.L.R. and M.R. Zones would be consistent with their intent to estab-

lish the various industrial zZones. See Section 240.1, BCZR. Any use other than

those permitted is prohibited. Kowalski, supra.

An analogy to be drawn is the matter of which zones are permitted to have

or advertising signs.

when the BCZR had been recodified.

pr advertising sign could be permitted by special exception.

Section 413.3,, BCZR, excludes the B.R., M.R., and
Zones. Chief Judge Ralne, in Metromedia, Inc. Balto. County, Equity No.

ruled that at some point unknown, the B.R. Zone had been omitted by
He found that the Council had not
d the BCZR which had at one time included the B.R. Zane but which was
then, and therefore, the B.R. Zone must be included as a zone where an
It 1s impor-

to note that subsequent to the decision by Judge Raine, the Council took

B
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The D.R.3.5 property is screened from the site by woods and a stream, while
the D,R.5,5 property is vacant and the D.R.10.5 property is developed with group
homes situated 473 feet from the proposed sign. Testimony indicated, and was
uncontradicted, that construction of the sign would not cause any adverse effect
to the health, safety, and general welfare of the surrounding community and
would in fact be consistent with the spirit and intent of the BCZR. The sign
would be an 80-foot post with a 20' x 20' emblem on top, as shown on Petition-
er's Exhibit 3,

The primary issue is whether a "business" sign can be constructed in an
M.R. Zone.

Section 413.2, BCZR, permits business signs, as defined in Section 101, in
business and industrial zZones. Section 413,2.f provides that business signs,
other than those previously described, may be used if limited to a total area of
100 square feet in business zones and 200 square feet in M.L. and M.H. Zones,
It is obvious that business and industrial zones are not the same. A business
sign is defined as a sign which calls attention to a business, service, indus-
try, or other activity conducted on the premises upon which the sign is located.
The sign proposed by the Petitioner is a business signh within the context of the
BCZRy however, it is clear that such signs are not permitted in an M.R. Zone.
THe introductory language of Section 413.2 allows business signs subject to
ditions precedent found thereafter, and the conditions do not permit such
n an M.R. Zone. The BCZR are all inclusive; that is, they delineate what
itted either by right or by special exception, and if a use is not list-

is therefore not permitted in the particular zone.

basic principles of statutory construction were comprehensively set out

by thp Court of Appeals in State v. Fabritz, 276 Md. 416 (1975}, cert. denied,

—
~C 425>H.S. 942 (1976);
- 2
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corrective action by certifying the BCZR as accurate, thereby legalizing them,
inclusive of Section 413.3, which excluded the B.R. Zone, as well as the M.R.
and M.L.R. Zones, from its coverage. Can there now be any argument that the
intent of the Council was to exclude the B.R. Zone from the ambit of Section
413.37?

The Petitioner argued that "to disallow a sign for a commercial and busi-
ness wuse in an M.R. Zone would create a restriction not stated in the BCZR".
The restriction is in fact created by the BCZR and requires a change in the or-
dinance duly enacted and certified by the Council for it to be otherwise, An
ordinance should be construed "so that no word, clause, sentence or phrase shall

be rendered surplusage, superfluous, meaningless, or nugatory."

v. Southgate Harbor, 279 Md. 586 (1977). An acceptance of the Petitioner's ar-

gument would be to render Section 413.2.f meaningless, or at the very least,
superfluous.

The Petitioner requests an interprgtation of Section 413,2, pursuant to
Section 500.7, BCZR, to permit a business sign in an M.R. Zone. If granted, tl.e
Petitioner seeks relief from Section 413.5.d to allow the erection of a sign 100
feet in height instead of the required 25 feet and Section 413.2.f to allow said
sign to be 400 square feet in area instead of the maximum permitted 200 square
pursuant to Section 307, BCZR.

ter due consideration of the testimony, evidence, and legal arguments
it is determined that the BCZR do not permit business signs in an M.R. or
Zone, notwithstanding the decision of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner in
. 83-178-XSPHA, where it was held that Section 413.2 did not prohibit a
The secondary issue of the request for vari-

sign in an M.L.R. Zone.

is therefore moot,

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and public hearing

onn:{:he petitions held, and for the reasons glven above, the request to allow

-6 -

Supervisor

I A '
R
" "

ORDER RECEIVED FOR FILING

il

ORDER RECEIVED FOR FILING

T e by e cait ol B Y L TP

7

-~

UATE

1, /{zc/

e e SRR

: o’

A M LA S 24

The cardinal rule in the construction of statutes is to
effectuate the real and actual intention of the Legislature,
Purifoy v. Merc.-Safe Dep. & Trust, 273 Md. 58, 327 A. 24
483 (1974); Scoville Serv., inc. v. Comptroller, 269 Md.
390, 306 A. 2d 534 (1973); Height v. State, 225 Md, 251, 170
A. 24 212 (1961). Equally well settled is the principle
that statutes are to be construed reasonably with reference
to the purpose to be accomplished, Walker v. Montgomery
County, 244 Md. 98, 223 A. 24 18y (1966}, and in light of
the evils or mischief sought to be remedied, Mitchell v,
State, 115 Md. 360, 80 A. 2d 1020 (1911); in other words,
every statutory enactment must be ‘consideped in its
entirety, and in the context of the purpose underlying [its)
€nactment,' Giant of Md. v. State's Attorney, 267 Md. 501 at
509, 298 A,” Zd 427, at 432 (1973).  oOr course, a statute
should be construed according to the crdinary and natural
import of its language, since it is the language of the
statute which constitutes the primary source fop determining
the legislative intent. Grosvenor v, Supervisor of Assess,,
271 Md. 232, 315 A, 24 758 (1974); Height v. State, supra.
Where there is no ambiguity or obscurity in the language of
a statute, there is usually no need to look elsewhere
ascertain the intention of the Legislature. Purifoy v.
Merc.-Safe Deposit & Trust, supra.  Thus, where statutory
language is plain and free from ambiguity and expresses a
definite and sensible meaning, courts are not at liberty to
disregard the natural import of words with a view towards
making the statute €Xpress an intention which is different
from its plain meaning. Gatewood v. State, 244 Md. 609, 224
A. 24 677 (1966). On the other hand, as stated in Maguire
v. State, 192 Md. 615, 623, 65 A, 2d 299, 302 (1949), "[ald-
herence to the meaning of words does not require or permit
1solation of words from theip context '##*[since] the mean-
ing of the plainest words in a statute may be controlled by
the context , . , , + v 1, construing statutes, therefore,
results that are unreascnable, illogical or inconsistent
with common sense should be avoided whenever possible con-
sistent with the statutory language, with the real legisla-
tive intention prevailing over the intention indicated by
the literal meaning, B. F. Saul Co. v. West End Park, 250
Md. 707, 246 &, 24 291 (1968]); Sanza v. M4, Board of Cen-

sors, 245 Md. 319, 226 A. 24 317 (1967); Heignt v. State,
supra.

Appl%' & these principles to the BCZR now being considered, the conclusion is
inesddgable that under the plain wording of Section 413.2.f, the Petitioner can-

not glace a business sign in an M.R. Zone.

The Petitioner advances a different interpretation of the BCZR in support
>

of ™its contention that the overall intent of the legislation is to permit such

business signs in an M.R. Zone, together with the request for variances, should
not be granted.

Therefore, IT IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County,
this Zfi+’. day of February, 1984, that the Petition for Special Hearing to
interpret Section 413.2.f, BCZR, to allow the construction of a business sign in
an M.R. Zone and, additionally, the Petition for Variances to permit said sign
to be 100 feet in height instead of the permitted 25 feet and 400 square feet in

area instead of the maximum permitted 200 square feet be and are hereby DENIED.

Eaﬁihg'Commiiggbner of

Baltimore unty
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Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of property, and putlic hearing on the Petition and it

ing that by reason of the tellowing finding of facts that: Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of propenty, and public hearing on the Petition and it
appear a reason LY '

appearing that strict compliance with the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations would/would not
result in practical difficulty and unreasonable hardship upon the Petitioner(s) and the granting of
the variance(s) requested will/will not adversely affect the health, sarfetj, and general welfare of
the community, the variance(s) should /should not be granted.

R T B AP

4o

Therefore, IT [S ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this
day of , 19 » that the herein Petition for Variance(s) to permit

BALTIMORE COUNTY -_ BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

FIRE DEPARTAMENT

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 : INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
825-7310 .

EALIJELF H REINCKE Mr. Arnold Jablon, Zoning Commissioner
H
January 31, 1984 _ -~

Mr. William Kammaond ' lan J, Forrest
Zaning Canmissianerp

Office of Planning and Zoning Zoning Variance Items

Baltimore County Office Building Twees :
Towsan, Maryland 21204 Meeling - November 29, 1963

Date._...Jamary 25, 1984 ___ . ______

Attention: WNick Commodari, Chairman
Zoning Plans Advisory Committee

RE: Property Owner: Carpenter Realty Corporation

ion » The Baltimore County Department of Health has reviewed
Location: §/5 Edmondson Avenue 473' W. Somerset Road the following zoning items and does not anticipate any health

. . : : . hazards at this time regarding these items,
Item No.: 119 Zoning Agenda: November 29, 1983
Centlemen: Item - Carpenter Realty Corporation

Pursuant to your request, the referenced broperty has been surveyed by this Item # 120 - Donald C, Rapp, Sr., et ux

Bureau and the comments below marked with an *X" are applicable and regquired

to be corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the property. Item # 121 - A4rthur L, Myers, et ux

{ ) 1. Fire hydrants for the referenced property are required and shall be
' located at intervals or feet along an approved road in

accordance with Baltimore County Standards as published by the : ' '

Department of Public Works.

A second means of vehicle access is required for the site.

) o
The vehicle dead end condition shown at ap% /CWL/L/L \

- ) Ian J. Forrest, Director
EXCEEDS the maximum allowed by the Fire Department. BUREAU OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

The site shall be made to comply with all applicable parts of the
Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning of operation.

The buildings and structures existing or proposed on the site shall
camply with all applicable reguirements of the National Fire Protection
Association Standard No. 101 *Life Safety Code®, 1976 Edition orior

to occupancy.

{ } 6. Site plans are'approved, as drawn,

{X) 7. The Fire Prevention Bureau has no canment,., at this time.
' A, r/

L o
Noted and X/ Anz-cr o 0Tas s fA
‘ . an -)H-Af.»;f-—- T L T
REVIEWFR: { o =11~ Approved: o7 ‘
Plarfling Groap Fire Prevention Bureau

Special Inspection Division

“

PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING BEFORE THE ZONING COMMISSIONER
PETITION FOR VARIANCES

8/8 Edmondson Ave., 473' OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
W of Somerset Rd., Ist Dist.

CARPENTER REALTY CORP. »

BALTIMORE COUNTY d/b/a S?Veﬂ-Up Bottllng .C?- Case No. 84—-19 I“SPHA
DEPARTMENT OF PERMITS & LICENSES ' of Baltimore, Inc., Petitioner

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
494-3610 ...
TED ZALESKE, IR

DIRECTOR : ENTRY OF APPEARANCE
Mr. Arnold Jablon, Zoning Commissjioner
0ffice of Planmning and Zoning

County Office Building . .
mxo{:, land 2120l . Please enter the appearance of the People's Counsel in the

i i P TP

TR Nty s o
£ e

Dear Mr. Jablon: above captioned matter. Notices should be sent of any hearing dates or
Comments on Item # 119 Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting are as followa:

Carpenter Realty Corporation
mﬁﬁi:m” S/5 Edmondson Avenue L73' W. Somerset Road

Existing Zoning: M.R. '

t f on-site busipess sign over 25' in

Froposed Zoning gﬁ%g%ggntgnge%iglfgﬁce%ggtgonoof on-s?‘tleiﬁus eg8 B %'n over +

200 Bq. ft. in area. Special Hear to determine whether or no

et Ses, fome et onpT 251 or Deputy Loning, Compteplones Tt ot Tt

;1835 Sq. Ft. should construe Reg. 2f. as .R. 772 L Pt »
ﬁﬁgictgggt? and allowing business szgns 200 eq., ft. in area. & o N 3o

other proceedings in this matter and of the passage of any preliminary or

final Order.

"

O ek s e
BOTE e, e

£ .
[

——

i h.m-&dma.m.

Phyllis Cole Friedman

checked below are licable: .
The items e &pp People's Counsel for Baltimore County

X 1. A1l structures shall conform to the Baltimore County Building Code 1981/Ccnmcil
’ Bi1l L-82 and other appli-

cable Codes. 1 ' e 4
acellaneous e
f ! ‘buildiag/ M rmit ahall be required before begimming construction. / £ AL ../;/3,;(_(’-«31.4,;. AL 2 A

rmit
Three Bets of construction drawings are required to file a pe -
i;;ﬁ:::i& Architact/Engineer seal is/is not required, Non-reproduced seals Peter Max Zimmecman

and signatures are required on Plane and Technical Data. - Deputy People 'g Counsel

Room 223, Court House
oe Three tion drawings with a Maryland Registered .
irohi:ca:?;r Engm::t:h:ilcg?m toa;ﬂc a pernit application. Towson, Maryland 21204
. 494-2138

8 s8ign in an
unty Zoning

L g
oo Y L

BEFORE THE ZONING

COMMISSIONER OF
BALTIMORE COUNTY

*

IN SUPPORT OF SPECIAL HEARING
UESTION PRESENTED

0 for Cne & Two
An exterior wall exscted within 6'0 for Commerclal uses or 3
Fm;.l: use group.of an adjacent lot line shall be of one hour fire resistive

nings permitted within 3'0 of lot lines. A firewall is .
g:sumti;n;oxtxtion is on the lot line, see Table 401, line 2, Section d I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 23rd day of January, 1984, a copy

1407 and Table 1402, also Saection 503.2.

Eequested variance appears to conflict with the Baltimore County Bullding Code,
Section/a .

PORATION
2 of the Baltimore Co

2Zorne reasonable in light of Sectlon

Is allowance of a busines

Regulations?

MR
413

of the foregoing Entry of Appearance was mailed to Thomas L. Hudson, Esquire,

210 Allegheny Ave., P.0, Box 3517, Towson, MD 21204, Attorney for Petitioner.

The businesgs of Seven~Up which is conducted at

— AT M-Mﬁm-uﬂh“ L= g

This Memorandum is filed by Carpenter Realty
The Petitioner, Carperter Realty Corporation,

Petitioner

I.

change ocoupancy t
of shall be applied for, along with an alteration permi
:pplication, and three required setas of drawings indicating how the atructure

vill meet the Code requirements for the proposed change. Drawings may require ﬁ oI 9 ‘
& profesaional seal. ralht Y i (/Zr.,a/ C,__g, %k 2 lu -
. 1 A

fore this office cen comment on the above structure, please have the owner,
feh:m the services of » Registered in Maryland Architect or Engineer certify tzﬁ
this office, that, the structure for which a proposed change in use is propos
can comply with ths height/area requirements of Table 505 and the required con-
struction classification of Table 401.

sign in an MR Zone

PR *mﬂ‘M*meMMfﬂiMmﬁ P
Speclal Hearing for a

Phyllis Cole Friedman

Corporation d/b/a The Seven-Up Bottling Company of
Baltimore, Inc. (the "Petitloner™), owner and lessee-user,
respectively, of the subject property, by its attorneys,
Thomas L. Hudson and Cook, Howard, Downes & Tracy, and it
acts as a real estate holding company for various Seven-Up
Companies, and it owns the 4.5 acre Seven~-Up facility
operated by The Seven—Up Bottling Company of Baltimore,
Inc. at 6159 Edmondson Avenue in Baltimore County
Seven-Up has operated from that location since

the facllity 1s the bottling, waréhouslng. marketing,
sales, and distribution of Seven-Up and other beverage

will be limited to the following question

CARPENTER REALTY COR

d/b/a THE SEVEN-UP BOTTLING *
COMPANY OF BALTIMORE, INC.
approximately 1936.

¥y
RE

S IR A e i ”

[

i

I. Commente

- e et i AV i gt 50

: the drawings sub-
NOTE: These compents reflect only on the faformation provided by
mitted to the office of Plarning and Zoning and are not intended to be con-
strued as the full extent of any permit, If desired, additionsl information
may be obtained by visiting Eoom 122 (Plans Review) at 111 ¥. Chesapeake Ave.,

T Very truly yours,

Sprl L ilone oo .

Charles E. Burnham, Chief
Plans Eeview

MR b et S N
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@ounty Board of Appeals of Baltimore ounty
Room 200 Tourt House  (Hearing Room 7218)
Cotswon, Maspland 21204
(301) 494-3183

January 24, 1985

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT
b e L e

NO POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND SUFFICIENT
REASONS. REQUESTS FOR POSTPONEMENTS MUST BE IN WRITING AND IN
STRICT COMPLIANCE WITH BOARD RULE 2(b). ABSOLUTELY NO POSTPONE~
MENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS OF SCHEDULED HEAR-
ING DATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH RULE 2(c), COUNTY COUNCIL BILL #59-79

CARPENTER REALTY CORP.

CASE NO. 84-191-5PHA
: (Seven-Up Bottling Co., Inc.)

$/S Edmondson Ave,, 473’

Ist District

For SH-to all6w business signs 200 sq. ft. in area
ce-sign of 100" in height in lieu of 25,

" Vari

eréction of sign 400' in lieu of 200' in area in

-

o

ASSIGNED FOR: TUESDAY, MARCH 12, 1985, at 10 a.m.

cc: Thomas L. Hudsom,
Carpen‘:yealty Corp.
Phyllis C. Friedman

A/.Jéblon

J. Jung

Counsel for Petitioner
Petitioner

People's Counsel

N. E. Gerber
J. G. Hoswell

J. E. Dyer

June Holmen, Secretary

To prohibit a

» 173 Md. 460, 466

<.
8igns 1n MR zones should be governed by the Provisions for

'(1938). & reasonable construction of the regulations for
signs in business and industrial zones, since the precise
language used in Section 413.2 states that business signs
are permitted in "Business and Industrial Zones."* The
clear purpose and intent of Section 413.2 was to allow for

business signs in an MR zZone since the zone itsgelf
contains both business and industrial uses,

S S TAR S ek i i 0 e d bl e Ciees T )
i P B o S S . LI

sign entirely in an "industrial® zone would be an

unreasonable construction of the regulation, and it would

be inconsistent with 1its plain purpose and intent, since

business signs by definition &PPly to industrial uses.

The only alternative would eliminate all signs 1n MR zones

Such a result would be

as well as all signs in MLR zZones.

unreasonable.

In Howell v. State, 278 Md. 389 (1976), the Court
summarized the rules of statutory construction in Maryland

products. The property is zoned MR, and a bottling plant

is a permitted use in that zone. .

A petition for a sign variance from certain
height and size regulations was filed on November 29,
1983. At the same time, the Petitloner requested a
Special Hearlng pursuant to Section 500.7 B.C.Z.R. to
construe Section 413.2 f B.C.Z.R. as permitting a

business sign in an MR zor

ARGUMENT
II.

A BUSINESS SIGN SHOULD BE ALLOWED IN CONJUNCTION
WITH A BUSINESS OR INDUSTRIAL USE IN AN MR ZONE.

The Baltimore County Zonlng Regulations do not
specify what signs may be used in an MR zone. Section
413.2 £ B.C.Z.R. states: "Other business signs (not
exceeding three on any premises) may be used if limited to
a total area of one-hundred square feet in buslness zones,
and two hundred square feet in ML and MH zones."

(Emphasis added) It would be unreasonsble to construe this
regulation to exclude any sign whatsoever for a business
use in an MR zone, where such a commercial use is
permitted.

Section 101 - Definitions B.C.Z.R. defines a
"business sign" as a sign "...which calls attention to a
business, service, industry or other activity conducted on
the premises upon which the sign is located." The sign
sought by the Petitloner is certainly a "business sign"
which calls attention to the Seven—up bottling plant,
etc., which is a use permitted in an MR zone under Section

241 B.C.Z.R. 1In fact, the uses permitted in an MR zone
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give 1t a distinct business/commercial character as well
as L@ industrial character noted in Section 240.1 —
Purpogse [for the MR zone]. Because of this mix of
buslness and industrial uses in the typical MR zone, 1t
can be effectively argued that a business sign is
permitted as a matter of right in an MR zone under Section
413.2 B.C.Z.R.

The Petitioner's right to a business sign is
expressly allowed under Section 413.2 because of the
all-encompassing language of the regulation itself which
states that:

¢csor Buslness slgns as defined in Section
101 are permitted in Business and

Hornnip £ Srapd i A4éfzIndustrial Zones under the following

;4{{@2) “r

=y
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br’)r."r"-r; S

BRI,

<

& 40
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;%gndggégg§4 as limited by Secticen

13.5. (Emphasis Added.)

It 1s clear that MR is an industrial zone, and nothing in
Sectlon 413.5 prohibits a business sign in an MR zone.
Secondly, the conditions expressed in subsections a
through f of Section 413.2 do not prohibit expressly a
business sign in an MR zone. Therefore, the express
language of the regulation permits a business sign in an
MR zone.

The only argument against the literal
interpretation of the express language of Section 413.2 is
the language of subsection £ of the regulation which
refers to business signs in "business zones" and in ML and
MH zones. The absence of a reference to the MR zone in
the conditions regarding square footage limitations cannot
be construed to override the express sanction of buslness

signs in industrial zones stated in the first sentence of

Sectlon 413.2. The inclusion of a reference to the ML and

MH zones in subsection f cannot be interpreted as

T ST e ) e g

A

In construing the regulations as a whole,

This rule of construction is applicable to the
It 1s not likely that a legislative body would

-l

it 1s obvious that the intent of the County Council was to
allow certain business/commercial and industrial uses in
an MR zone and to permit business gigns in an MR zone.
allowing for a business 8lgn in conjunction thereto.
reasonable interpretation of the legislative intent would
allow signs for commercial or business uses in MR zones to

provide for a commerclal use in an MR zone without

See Prince Georges County v. Bahrami, 33 Md. App. 644,

653656 (1976).

be governed by the slgn regulations for other industrial

By such an

zones 1n which business uses are permitted

interpretation, all parts of the tegulations are in

BalBinvass .

harmony and consistent with the genectal object and scope

of the zoning regulations.
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Moreover, in Bur v.

top., 280 Md, 382, 397 (1977).
Schwatrten, 264 N.W.2d 721 (1978), the Court held that:
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overriding the expansive initial language of Section

Certainly, to allow a condition on a use in ML or

¥§MH zZzones to act as a prohibition of a permitted use in a
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Section 413.2.

zones.,

3 Industrial character as an MR zZone,

«FEEMR zone 1s an unreasonable statutory interpretation.

It is not only

The unreasonableness of an interpretation of
subsection f which would flatly prohibit signs in an MR
zZone 1s underscored when one considers the fact that the
zoning regulations also make no provisions for signs in a

MLR zone which has the same dual business/commercial and

unreasonable, but also, it is inconceivable that the uses
permitted in both the MR and MLR zones could not have
business signs because of subsection £, especially in

y light of the express permissive language that begins
Indeed. it is in the best interest of
enforcement of the regulations that 413.2 f be construed
as applicable to MR and MLR, for otherwise there would be

no square footage limitations on business signs in those

On February 24, 1983, Deputy Zoning Comissioner

Jean M. H. Jung interpreted Section 413.2 as not

prohibiting a business sign in an MLR zone.

Petitioner's Exhibit No. 2, the Order in Case No. 83-178-

XSPHA, McCormick Properties, Inc., Petitioner.

While the

Petitioner in the instant case cannot argue that the Order

1n.Case No. 83-178-XSPHA has any precedential value, it

does confirm that Section 413.2 has been interpreted in

the past in a manner that is consistent with the

Petitioner‘*s argument in the case.

Since the zoning regulations should be liberally

construed to accomplish their plain purpose and intent,

re to be

e free use of

ust be-
at 724,

ince zoning ordinances are in

and than the ordinance
14,

and where the ordinance is

"

pose greater restrictions on
Thus, a sign in conjunction with

e interpretation allowing for
Tt use of the land m

th

the greate

e use of the 1
followed g
derogation of common law and a

[Courts] im

requires,

gllent,

construed in favor of th
private property.

th
To disallow a sign for a commercial and business

use in an MR zone would create a restriction not stated in
the Petitioner's business should be allowed in accordance

with the rules of construction governing zoning

the zoning regulation.

regulations.
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7
‘\\)E§ Finally, an intetpretation cf the regulation

W which would disallow a sign would render the recsulation

vold as offending the Constitution. 1In Grayned v. City of

\'l@_zz ockford, 408 U.S. 104, 108-109 (1972), the Court stated:

It 1s a basic principle of due process
that an enactment 1s void for vagueness
if its prohibitions are not clearly
defined....[W}e must insist that laws
glve the person of ordinary intelligence
4 reasonable opportunity to know what

1s prohibited so that he may act
accordingly."

AL STED
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Since there is no prohibition to be found in the

2ol D e o

e

o)

regulation, an interpretation that one exlsts may well
o,

e

LY

render that regulation void-for-vagueness,

Vs

-

CONCLUSION

-

:ﬁééécﬁ
7

The Petitioner's proposed business sign is
clearly allowed by the intent, purpose and express

language of Section 413.2 B.C.Z.R. The reference to only

?
p g

Ll PSS

Lre

é%}\prohibit business signs in MR zones. It would be
N
r{unreasonable to find that no sign could be erected in
"
conjunction with the Petitioner's longstanding commercial

use of its property, and the most reasonable construction

would require that 413.2 F is applicable to all industrial

zZones.
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Dezs Thibt DL Tie LTe THE THOMAS L. HUDSON

T CANEDung TF LoD oo Perl ADL S50k, Howard, Downes & Tracy

TGINLE 1T flhopate U S12€ 18 DESKHIEDE 0. Box 551y

- U ioode ez zTowson, Maryland 21204

T e DT T e “‘f”‘f Nt 7301-823-4111

o oTRED T TrE SME b7 e 7 Attorney for the Petitioner
i

Foo)76 oM

Board of Appeals
of Baltimore County -2- May 9, 1984

. Thank you, and I look forward to receiving the new Notice
of Assignment. '

Sincerely,

Thomas 1. Hudson

TLH:rm
C.c.: Lawrence T. Imbesi, Esq.
Carpenter Realty Corp.

Seven-Up Bottling Company
of Baltimore, Inec.
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County Eoard of Appeals of Baltimore County

Room 200 Tourt House  (Hearing Room £218)
Tobaan, Harpland 21204
(301)494-3180

May 2, 1984

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT
%

NO POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND SUFFICIENT
REASONS, OR POSTPONEMENTS MUS

CASE NO. 84-191-SPHA CARPENTER REALTY CORP,
{Seven-Up Bottling Co., Inc.)

S/S Edmondson Ave., 473' W of
Somerset Rd,

st District

SH-to allow business signs 200 sq, ft.
in areq

Var.=sign of 100! in height in lieu of 25'

erection of sign 400" in liey of 200" in
area in MR zone

2/29/84 - Z,C. % Order-DENIED
ASSIGNED FOR: THURSDAY, JULY 19, 1984, at 10 a.m.

cc: Thomas L. Hudson, Esq. Counsel for Petitioner

Carpenter Realty Corp., d/b/a
Seven-Up Botiling Co. of Bal to.  Petitioner

Phyllis C, Friedman: People's Counsel
A, Jablon

J. Jung
N. Gerber
J. Hoswell

J. Dyer

June Holmen, Secy,

¢

Qounty Board of Appeals of Baltimore Qounty

Room 200 Uourt House (Hearing Room #218)
Towson, Murgland 21204
(301)434-3180

May 2, 1984

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT
Qa%

NO POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND SUFFICIENT
REASONS. REQUESTS FOR POSTPONEMENTS MUST BE IN WRITING AND IN
STRICT COMPLIANCE WITH BOARD RULE 2(b), ABSOLUTELY NO POSTPONE-
MENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS OF SCHEDULED HEAR-
ING DATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH RULE 2(c), COUNTY COUNCIL BILL #59-79

CASE NO., 84-191-5PHA CARPENTER REALTY CORP,
{Seven~Up Bottling Co., lhne.)

S/S Edmondson Ave,, 473' W of
Somerset Rd,

Ist Distriet

SH-to allow business signs 200 sq, ft,
in area

Var,=sign of 100" in height in lieu of 25
erection of sign 400" in lieu of 200" in
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JAMES H, COOK

JOHN B. HOWARD

DAVID D. DOWNES

- DANIEL O'¢, TRACY, JR.

JOHN M, ZINK, TIT
JOSEPH C. WICH, UR,
HENRY B. PECK, JR.
HERBERT R, O'CONOR, IT
THOMAS . HUDSON
C.CAREY DEELEY. JR,
GEQRGE K, REYNOLDS, o
M. KING HILL, T

ROBERT a. HOFFMAN
DEBORAH €. DOPKIN
CYNTHIA M. HAMNN
ANGUS E. FINNEY

LAW OFFICES

Cook, Howarp, DOWNES & TRaCY
210 ALLEGH ENY AVENUE
P.O. BOX 5517 JAMES D, C. OOWNES

H9Ds.
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 27

TELEPHONE
(301N B823-4111

TELECOPIER
(30 8z21-01a7

July 5, 1984

William T. Hackett, Chairman
County Board of Appeals

Court House

Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: (Case No.

84-191-SPHA

Carpenter Realty Corp.
(Seven-Up Bottling Co., Ine.)

Dear Mr. Hackett:

As counsel for Petitioner,
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494-3180

If we may provide additional informatio
any questions you may have, please do not hesit
or Thomas L. Hudson of this office.

ce: Pnyllis C. Friedman, Esquire
Thomas L. Hudson, Esq.

requesting that the hearing in the
scheduled for August 21, 1984 at 10:0
the week of November 19,
request is that g Request for Change of 2
y has been filed with the Baltimore
1984 Comprehensive Zoning Map, and the issu
Council action in November. We therefore r
favorably consider and grant the requested

€ postponed until
4 or thereafter. The reason for this

oning for the subject
County Council on the
€ may be resolved by
equest that the Board
postponement.

N or respond to
ate to contact me
Thank you.

Sincerely,

@ﬂ‘—u// &; )
Deborah C. @&/’

k.
,
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County Bourd of Apprals

Room 219, Court House

T , Maryland 21204 (Hearing Room #218)

May 17, 1984

NOTICE OF POSTPONEMENT and REASS |G NME NT
e

NO POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND SUFFICIENT
REASONS. REQUESTS FOR POSTPONEMENTS MUST BE IN WRITING AND IN
STRICT COMPLIANCE WITH BOARD RULE 2(b). ABSOLUTELY NO POSTPONE-
MENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS OF SCHEDULED HEAR-
ING DATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH RULE 2(c), COUNTY COUNCIL BILL #108

CASE NO. 84-191-SPHA

CARPENTER REALTY CORP.
(Seven-Up Bottling Co., Inc.)

5/S Edmondson Ave. 473' W. of Somerset Rd.

Ist District

For SH - to allow business signs 200 sq. ft. in area

"  Variance - sign of 100* in height in lieu of 25',,
erection of sign 400' in lieu of 200" in area in
MR zone

2/29/84 - Z.C. DENIED PETITION

Scheduled for hearing on Thursday, July 19, 1984 at 10 am has been POSTPONED at
the request of counsel for Petitioner - out of town - and has been

REASSIGNED FOR:

cc: Thomas L. Hudson, Jsquire
Carpenter Realty Corp,
Phyllis C, Friedman
A. Jablon
J. Jung
N. E. Gerber
J. G. Hoswell
J. E. Dyer

TUESDAY, AUGUST 21, 1984 at 10 a.m.

Counsel for Petitioner
Petitioner
People's Counsel

Edith T. Eisenhart, Adm. Secretary

"

T e e e b i 351 i

LAW OFFICES

Cook, HOWARD, DOWNES & TRACY

JAMES H. COON

YOHN B, HOWARD

DAvVID D, DOWNES
DANIEL ©'C, TRACY. UR.
JOHN H. ZINK, TT
JOSEPH C. WICH, JR.
HENRY B, PECK, JR.
HERBERT R. Q'CONOR, 1T
THOMAS | HUDSON

C. CAREY DEELEY, uR.
GEQRGE K. REYNOLDS, mx
M. KING MiLL, 1T

ROBERT A, HOFFMAN
DEBORAM ¢, ZIMMERMAN
CYNTHIA M. HAHN

ANGUS E. FINNEY

Board of Appeals of
Baltimore County

Room 200

Court House

210 ALLEGHENY AVENUE
P.O. BOX 557 JAMES D. ¢. COWNES

(DOS-1979)
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

TELEPHONE
{3c1 823-am

TELECOMER:
13011 B2I-01a7

May 9, 1984

Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Sirs:

Re: Case No. 84-191-SPHA
Carpenter Realty Corp.
(Seven-Up Bottling Co., Inc.)

. Attached please find a copy of the Notice of Assignment,
scheduling the above-referenced appeal for Thursday, July 19,

1984.

If you can schedule this matter earlier or later in
July or early August, I am available on the following days:

The week of June 4
June 11, 12 and 13
June 27, 28 and 29
July 17, 18 and 19
Week of July 30
Entire month of August

dtfw S 2/

County Board of Appeals of Baltimore Qounty
Boam 200 Court Houge
Cotsan, Margland 21204

NOTICE OF POSTPONEMEN

(301)454.3180

July 10, 1984

r.

CASE NO. 84-191-SPHA

CARPENTER REALTY CORP.
(Seven-Up Bottling Co., Inc.)

- 5/5 Edmondson Ave. 473' W. of Somerset Rd.

I1st District

Scheduled for hearing on Tuesday, August 21, 198% at 10 a.m. has been POSTPONED

at the request of Counsel for the Petitioner (rezoning is being considered on the

comprehensive zoning map).

cc: Deborah C. Dopkin
Thomas L. Hudson, Esquire
Carpenter Realty Corp.
Phyllis C. Friedman
A. Jablon
J. Jung
N. E. Gerber
J. G. Hoswell
J. E. Dyer

Wiil be rescheduled at a later date.

Counsel for Petjitioner

" " "

Petitioner
People's Counsel

Edith T. Eisenhart, Adm. Secretary

— -
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5/2/84 - Following were notified of hearing set for Thurs. July 19, 1984, at 10 a.m.:

' 1 ount B IN THE MATTER OF BEFORE
€ ounty Baard of Appeals of Baltimore County ! AR PEN TR A ORPORATION

b adink

Thomas L. Hudson, Esq.

ooty Core. | ] Boom 200 Court House F (SEVEN-UP BOTTLING CO., INC.) COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
. Zl:;dmn Totrson, Hargland 21204

A, on g

J. Jung
N. Gerber - February 28, 1985
J. Hoswell '

J. Dyer i.é |

3 A e

FOR SPECIAL HEARING AND
n VARIANCES ON PROPERTY OF
(301)494-3180 o LOCATED ON THE SOUTH SIDE

OF EDMONDSON AVE., 473 FT. BALTIMORE COUNTY
WEST OF SOMERSET RD.
Ist DISTRICT : No. 84-191-SPHA

IN RE: Carpenter Realty BEFORE THE COUNTY

TR

il

Corp. (Seven-Up Bottling BOARD OF APPEALS

Company, Inc.) S/5 Edmondson

Avenue 473' W of Somerset * OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

- - - » - .
» " - - a .

1

Road 1lst Election District * - -
ORDER OF DISMISSAL CASE NO. 84-191-SPHa

R e A o 91 e et s B
b ks e W2 £ s L A T S

q.v0-%4 - %

B ioriis?
1/24/85 - Above notiWaring set for Tue&ydrc/hIZ, 1985, at IV( o -
. éﬁwwp-.t ktg- .t.é(:._%,&#_—_\ff/ - Themas L. Hudson, Esq.

219 Allegheny Ave.
Towson, Md. 21204

*********i

5/17/84 - Above notifed of POSTPONEMENT and REASSIGNMENT Tor T LE SDAY, AUGUST 21, 198% at ‘la.arn 5
0“1‘“ Petitions of Carpenter Realty Corporation (Seven-Up Bottling

Company, Inc.) for Special Hearing and Variances on property located on the
WITHEDRAW OF PETITION AND MOTION TO DISMISS

(T A S T e T T

south side of Edmondson Ave., 473 feet west of Somerset Rd., in the First

Rt g e g e

c No. 84-191-SPHA Election District of Baltimore County.
Re: Case No. 84-191-

Carpenter Realty Corp. Carpenter Realty Corporation, Petitioner,

Dear Mr. Hudson: WHEREAS, the Board of Appeals is in receipt of an Order of

- by Thomas L. Hudson and Cook, H
Enclosed herewith is a copy of the Order of Dismissal e vt v

passed today by the County Board of Appeals in the above entitled case.

N .
i e W B o, i B

Withdrawal of Petition and Motion to Dismiss the Appeal filed February 26,

its attorneys, hereby withdraws its petition below, and

1985, (a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof) from the

g therefore moves that this case be dismissed.
Very truly yours, . attorney representing the Petitioner in the above entitled matter.

7 ._“:. :- WHEREAS, the said attorney for the said petitioner requests that m ]L](W[
\ L. %4&,—’ - > L fudse

the appeal filed on behalf of said Petitioner be dismissed and withdrawn as of Thomas L. Hudson

/ﬁ Holmen, Secretary . Cook, Howard, Downes & Tracy
‘ o February 26, 1985, 210 Allegheny Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Encl. .
cc: Carpenter Realty Corp. - IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED this 28th day of February, 1985,

Phytlis C. Friedman S _ _ Attorney for Petitioner
Arnold Jablon that said appeal be and the same is DISMISSED.

Jean Jung

James Dyer " COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
Norman Gerber Ll OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

James Hoswell
Wlhame T Wachtt>
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¥ . oy, ' ¥ H om0 K ; 2 BALTIMORE COUNTY
A ' At - y Zatésy ) OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING ; Bt e 1S/ TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
LAW OFFICES T/ TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204 * LAW OFFICES ) > 494-3353
Cook, HOWARD, DOWNES & TRACY , - - =7 494-3353 3 Cook, HowarD, DOwNEs 8 TRACY | [ |
210 ALLEGHENY AVENUE L % : g - # 210 ALLEGHENY AVENUE - 3 . ARNOLD JABLON
JAMES H. COOK P.O. BOX 5517 - < B - ARNOLD JABLON UAMES M. Coox P.O. BOX 5517 D.C. DOWNES A ZONING COMMISSIONER

_ . JOHN B. HOWARD RV (i908-1979)
JOHN B. HOWARD - By M . _—
DI B Do a TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 i 3 ZONING COMMISSIONER February 29, 1984 3 - oawe :oc::o::::v n TOWSON, MARYLAND 2i204 ZOMING DEFRMNKAILAFALCE, UR.

DANIEL O'C. TRACY, UR. C.CAREY DEELEY]UR. March 19, 1984

JOHN H, ZINK, I s23-am BRGE K. REY . -_ * :g;:;:" f—:’:‘.:f JR ez3.4m kg, GEORGE X. REYNCLDS, I
JOSEPH C. WICH, JR. AREA CODE 30} 1 NG DEPAWMI'- m & MENRY B, PECK ...m . AREA CODE 304 e T T

MENRY B. PECK, JR. 8 & - . JR TELECORMER: ROBERT A. HOFFMAN
HERBERT R. O'CONOR, IT TELECOPIER: Ak X HERBERT A. O'CONOR, I ' DEBORAH C. ZIMMERMAN

THOMAS L HUDSON B21-01a7 TE FINNEY THOMAS L. HUDSON saroaz ANGUS E. FINNEY : Phyllis Cole Friedman, Esquire
. March 13, 1984 People's Counsel for Baltimore County
Thomas L. Hudson, Esquire -

: : Room 223 Courthouse
February 10,1984 . 210 Allegheny Avenue . Towsor, Maryland 21204
' P.C. Box 5517 ’

o Towson, Maryland 21204 Zoning Commissioner : s : . .
Arnold Jablon, Zoning Commissioner 4 y Countfr Office Building Re: Petitions for Special Hearing a?d Variances
Office of Planning & Zoning IN RE: Petitions Special Hearing and £ Towson, Maryland 21204 _ S/S of Edmondson Avenue, 473' W of
County Office Building Zoning Variances g Somerset Road
Towson, Maryland 21204 S/S of Edmondson Avenue, 473' W 3 Re: Petitions Special Hearing and Carpenter Realty Corporation - Petitioner
f Somerset Road - 1st Election - Zoning Variances Case No. 84-19]-SPHA
Re: Item No. 119 - Case No. 84-191-A 0 S of deon A . . _
Carpenter Realty Corporation District 5/5 of Edmondson Avenue, 473'W

Carpenter Realty Corporation -' of Somerset Road - lst Election Dear Ms, Friedman:
g:;i?g;e Fetitlon and Special d/b/a Seven-Up Bottling Company E District

of Baltimore, Inc., Petitioner Carpenter Realty Corporation i filed by Th L. Hud
Case No. 84-—1'91-SP131A d/b/a Seven-Up Bottling Company Please be advised that an appeal has been file y Thomas udsorn,

. of Baltimore, Inc., Petitioner ' attorney for the petitioner, from the decision rendered by the Zoning Commissioner
Dear Mr. Hudson: ' 4 Case No. 84- ig]_-spfm of Baltimore County, in the above referenced matter.

i
'1"1.!?[“, >

Dear Mr. Jablon:

Enclosed please find a legal memorandum which sets forth
the reasons why the Petitioner in the above-referenced matter
requests that you construe the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations
to permit a business sign in an MR zone.

I have this date passed my Order in the above-referenced matter in accordance Notice of Appeal

with the attached.

: You will be notified of the date and time of the appeal hearing when it is
Dear Sir: scheduled by the County Board of Appeals.

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to prepare this Sincerely, I represent the Carpenter Realty Corporation d/b/a The -- - Very truly yours,

memorandum, and my client and I will look forward to receiving e Seven-Up Bottling Company of Baltimore, Inc., 6159 Edmondson

your decision. 3 Avenue, Baltimore County, Maryland 21205. .
g = : A d Jabl
Sincerely, ZOningssioner My client hereby gives Notice of its Appeal of the Decision Zoning Co oner

in the above-refererced matter.

. . /55
v ] !E“ ‘HLOQ&'"D\. Adrsrl I enclose this firm's check in the amount of $; and 1
o . will await notice of any additional posting costs,

Attachment
Thomas L. Hudson S

PR, b AT Y I

*

~ cc:  People's Counsel ' Please call me if you have any questions. Thank you.
TLH:rm . P
Enc.

' Sincerely,
c.c.: People's Counsel

Hand-Delivered B R Thomas L. Hudson
] TLH/kg

cc: People's Counsel
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"7 - BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND  Ne. 128226

T nrnce@rmmce-nwmue DIVISION . ( -
MISCELTEANEOUS CASH RECEIPT : :

oare_Mareh 19, 1984 accounr__R=-01-615-000

&

amount__$155,00

*, . | & Trac
Trem X0 Cook, Howard, Downes ¥

Appeal fee on Case #84-191-SPHA
" {Carpenter Realty Corp.)

FO

€ 105eevee1555030 S2044

VALIDATION OR SIGNATURE OF CASHIER

-

.

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Towson, Maryland

pases O

Posted for: .___

Petitioner: Q@;ﬁg_- t/’“ﬁﬁ_é: o -.‘2}&:

Location of property:-.\;:.éf.?{: L ert rrlimetd

Location of Si /%:Z}Z' .. :6:% -:h
jﬁ'.:fa:é;j Mm1,bf / / g“/zu?(

Remarks: __.

Posted by dd%ﬁ’: et
Signature
Kumber of Signs: A

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
FOR BALT‘MORE COUNTY, IN EQUITY

F# =1 57~ ST

(. ‘fice of

PATUXENT

o Pubhistung Corp.

10750 Little Patuxent Pkwy.
Caolumbia, MD 21044

© T HEANING AND YARMANCES

1% Bection District January 19
ZOMING: Petmons Speci

Heanng and Yanances ¢ J
“ -~ LOCATION: South sde EOmong- -
" son Averns, 473 L Wesl of Som-
- arsel Posd -
¢ DATE & TIME: Monday, Fabnary
&, 1064 &t 11:30 AM. :
PUBLIC HEARING: floom 106,

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the ahnexed advertisement of

PETITION FOR SPACIAL HEARING
#51983

g C )
'é.’?,.m 13 (BCZR. 1955
s apicebie 10 ki R rones. avd d—

oAl business siong 200 3g. . ;-

was inserted in the following:

[XCatonsville Times
[Arbutus Times

weekly newspapers published in Baltimore County, Maryland
once a week for _one successive weeks before
the. 21 ._dayof__ga 19_ g4, thatis to say,
the same was inserted in the issues of

Y

January 19, 1984

bR

i

'y
Hm

- a Ly
‘23

Plaintiff
Detendant

CERTIFICATE CF PUBLICATION OF

At R F i S BT £ I e e 8

T M o o - -
L BUREAU OF ENGINEERING - BALTIMORE COUNTY, M.
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JAMES H. CODK

JOHN 8. HOWARD

DAVID D. DOWNES
DANIEL Q'C. TRACY, JR,
JOHN H. ZINK, 1T
JOSEPH €. WICH, JR.
HENRY 8. PECK, JR.
HERBERT R. O'CONOR, 11T
THOMAS L. HUDSON
FRANK A. LAFALCE, JR.
C. CAREY DEELEY, JR.

M. KING HWILL, TIT
ROBERT A. HOFFMAN
DEBORAH C.ZIMMERMAN

Ms. Diana Itter

LAW OFFICES
COOK, HOWARD, DOWNES & TRACY

210 ALLEGHENY AVENUE
P.Q. BOX 5517

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 JAMES ©.C. DOWNES

t1906-1979)

823- 4111
AREA CODE 20¢

November 17, 1983

Office of Planning & Zoning
Baltimore County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Ms. Itter:

Re: Petition for Variance and
Special Hearing
Seven-Up Bottling Company of
Baltimore, Inc.

Please allow this letter to confirm that your office
has advised us that it is your opinion that Section 413.2 £
of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations does not apply to

MR zones.

I would also like to confirm however, that we do not
agree with this opinion and accordingly have filed a petition
for special hearing to construe that regulation as applicable

to MR zones.

[]
R4

F?‘ HEARING AND VARIANCES *
M 7o, 1mk Election Distriet - S
 ZONING: Petitions ' for

. Hearing and Variances - Epecia)

LOCATION: Bouth alde Edmondson

- Avenus, 473 f1. Bome
- Road : Weg °t‘ . mt

DATE & TIME: Mondsy, Februsry

o ':m?:!g at 1150 Amg ' 00
HEARING: Room 1

County Oftice Building, 111 g'

A Mary Deako - Avenue, Townon,

anet of Bal-

ty. by suthoriiy of the

-and  Regulations of

hearing:® —ooTe Yill Bold s Piblle

Petitlon for Bpeela) Hearing un-

termine whe:

Commisgioner and Depu
Commissioner for i

frex and Variances to nllo'- *ree-
tion of on-site business sign of 100

.10 height I |
ted 35 " and itu of the permit-

= In the svent that thin Petmo Is;
Kranted, & building permit lnny.b:
Sesued within the thirty (30) day
appaal period. The Zoning Commis.

made at the hearing, -

= BY ORDER OF ~'tely -
- ARNOLD JABLON,

Fow Zoning Cm!-{m

* % of Baltimopg | ty

S s e o LT g g g Y

Very truly yours,

~Thieni M

Thomas L. Hudson

C o -15i Sr¢4
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

TOWSON, MD., Janua

THIS 1S TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was
published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly ne\irspaper pi-inted
and published in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., mmnm
of One time XIFEEREOR LMK before the __6th

¥ ..., 1984 _, the fvex publication

-

PR TIR IR 1)

THE JEFFERSONIAN,
." -

L L Py

Cost of Advertisement, $

.y
‘.
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o

et s i n

(rEIEY,

e A i 5

JAMES H, COOKX

JOHN B, HOWARD

DAVID D. DOWNES
DANIEL ©°C. TRACY, JR
JORN H. ZINK, TIT
JOSEPH €. WICH, JA.
HENRY B. PECK, JR.
HERBERT R. O'CONOR, IIT
THOMAS L. HUDSON
FRANMK A. LAFALCE, JR.
C. CAREY DEELEY, JA.

M. KING HiLL, TIT
ROBERT A, HOFFMAN
DEBORAH C.ZIMMERMAN

-1

b A TN il o
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Towson, Maryland

Mr. Arnold Jablon
Zoning Commissioner
Baltimore County Office Building

LAW OFFICES
COOK, HOWARD, DOWNES & TRACY

210 ALLEGHENY AVENUE
P. Q. BOX 5517

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
November 16, 1983

JAMES 0. C. DOWNES
{1908-1879)

az23- 41l
AREA CGDE 301

21204

Re: Our File: 7815-14247

Dear Mr. Jablon:

eyt
G HTL

for Variance.

n
X

ke

B

Thank you,

i
=

g

TLH/ABC/kg

Enc.
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494-3353

ARNOLD JABLON
ZONING COMMISSIONER

210 Allegheny Avenue
P. O, Box 5517 ‘
Towson, Maryland 21204

Deay My, Hudcbn:

of the above property.

L TTr—

A 7 O TR e o i O N AT e o TP 7
- . -

BALTIMORE COUNTY
OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING
TOWSON . MARYLAND 21204

This is to advise you that $56,20

Please find attached herewith three copies of a Petition
for Variance and three copies of a Request for Special Hearing,
ten plats, and seven legal descriptions. Also please find our
check in the amount of g

check in the amount of $100.00 for costs of filing the Petition

100.00 for costs of filing and an additional

Very truly yours,

Thomas L. Hudson

cc: Lawrence T. Imbesi, Esq.

e

February 2, 1984

Themas L. Hudson, Esquire

Re: Petitions for Special Hearlng & Variances
8/S Edmondson Ave., 473' W of Somerset Rd.
Carpenter Realty Corp. d/b/a Seven-Up Bottling
Company of Baltimore, Inc. - Petitioner
Case No, 84-191-SPHA Do

f , wﬁ

is due for advertising and posting

e

This fee must be paid and our zoning sign and post returned on the day
of the hearing before an Order is issued. Do not remove s8ign until day of hearing,

Please make the check payable to Baltimore County, Maryland, and

remit to Mrs. Arlene January, Zoning Office, Room 113, County Office Building,
Towson, Maryland 21204, -

before the hearing.

Sincerely,
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Januuy""..j. 1984

Thornas L. Hudson, Eesquire

210 Allegheny Avenue

P. O, Box 5517 ot oy
Towson, Maryland 21204 : o

NOTICE OF HEARING

Re: Petitions for Special Hearlng & Variances
5/S Edmondson Ave., 473' W of Somerset Rd,
Carpenter Realty Corp. d/b/a Seven-Up Bottling
Company of Baltimore, Inc, - Petitioner
Case No. 84-191-SPHA

TIME. ll:30 AnMo

DATE: _Monday, February 6, 1984

PLACE: Room 106, County Office BuildingL 111 West Chesapeake

Avenue, Towson, Maryland

R
=\
oning Com “ssioner

of Baltim e County :

DATE

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

N.. 122933 |

OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION
MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT

\
iECEIVED 7'/,,n, “a #/...,545) o

Wi /7/’5’3 ACCOUNT R-0/—¢]|5=-co0
LA ‘

iy,

H 200 00

AMOUNT.

Toem 19

FROM:

~

. I i ’-‘,“'-7 »o -_,E_ ,‘/ -,-7_4‘:’“} o
FOR: F/'j 5!&4.1[;!/ P L o 2x

/et

V(/'dfi.“"’-e.l
€ 7uN3é4Sre2008080 175A

VALIDATION OR SIGNATURE OF CASHIER

CARL L. GERNHOLD
PHILUPR K. CROSS
JOHN ¥, ETZEL
WILLIAM 0. ULRKSN

T e g

GERHOLD, CROSS & ETZEL

. - CMERITUS
Registered Professional Land S uroeyors PAUL &, DOLLENSERS

412 DELAWARE AVENUE FRED W. DOLLENSERGD
— TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

GORDON T. LAMODON

823-4470

November 8, 1983

All that viece or parcel of land 8ituate, lying and being
in the First Election District of Baltimors County, State of Maryland
and described as follows to wit: : -

-

Beginning for the same at a point on the south side of
Edmondson Avenue, 60 feet wide, at the distance of L73 rfeet westerly
measured along the south side of Edmondson Avenue from the west side
of Somerset Road and running thence and binding on the south side
of Edmondson Avenue, Westerly by a line curving toward the left
2,40 feet for an arc distance of 31.11 feet -
earing South 68 degrees 48 minutes West 31.11
feet), thence leaving sald Avenue and running the three following
coursed end distances viz: South 5 degrees 50 minutes East 57 fest,
North 8 degrees 10 minutes East 30 feet and North 5 degrees 50
minutes west 65.24 feet to the place of beginning,

Containing 1835 Squars fest.
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- PETITIOZT FOR SPECIAL HEARING ¢3-17§-X5¢H7
TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is
described in the description and plat attached hereto and r e a part hereof, liereby petition for a
Special Hearing under Section 500.7 of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations, to determine whe.
ther or not the Zaning Commissioner and/or Deputy Zoning Commissioner should approve _.....

the sign to be located on the southwest wall of the proposed

e e A A e o o e A e e W S A Tl O o i e o

structure, in the manner detailed on the accompanying plat, as

U A S B A L D R S e i e e A S W e o il S i o

-an appropriate business sign for the proposed commercial usedin an M.L.R.

. e oA L e e s S S . e D AR ol okl O D D e (e S e e e e e e - -

zone in accordance with Section 252.-X'% pr'“/ﬂzf. o
Property is to be posted and advertised as prescri by Zbning Regulations,

. I, orl wé, agree to pay émpens&s of the above Special Hearing advertising, posting, ete., upon fil-
irg of ¢this Petition, and further agree o and are to be bound by the zoning regulations and restric-
tions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore County, :

- I/We do solemnly declare and affirm,

under the penalties of perjury, that I/we

- are the legal owner(s) of the property
which is the subject of this Petition,

i L R N 3 T W R v B, VT T b oo g -

¢

GEA bR RS

Contract Purchaser: . . .. Legal Owner(s):
Middex Hospitality, Inc. McCormick P;;operties, Inc.

. — e e e o - - — — —

{Type or Print Name)
By¥:
" signamre Raphael D. Silver, Pres.

600 Madison Avenue
(Type or Print Name)

‘New Yor-ic‘,:nN—ew' York 10022 .~

City and State Signature

Attorney {for Petitioner:

John B. Howard 11011 McCormick Road _ 667-7764
Phone No.

Hunt Valley, Maryland 21031

- L . N

City and State

Ty I T PRy PR W ey

v n v Y

Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con-
tract purchaser or representative to be contacted

Address
Towson, Maryland 21204 John B. Howard

" e A e - - ———— i —

Ci ds
ity and State 210" 81 1egheny Averue

Attorney’s Telephone No.: -..%9_]::.8_2_?:.[{].'}.1_ P.0. Box 551 301-823-4111
Address Phone No.

Towson, Maryland 21204

ORDERED By The Zcning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this --..__1{“'.}3--_---____ day

___________ . , that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, as
required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in 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 Baltimore Ceo. *y in Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore

January

County, on the ______JOth_________ day of _Eebxuary , at 19:43 orelock

$inl

f

-

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County,

Errrdebied oy
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Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of property, and public hearing on the petition and it
appearing that by reason of the following finding of facts that to approve a business sign for the

proposed commercial use in a M.L.R. {Manufacturing Light, Rcstricted) Zone to be located
on the southwest wall of the proposed structure would be in strict harmony with the spirit
and intent of the Baltimore Coﬁnty Zoning Regulations and would not adversely affect the
health, safety, and general welfare of the community, and, therefore,
IT IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this 2 Z-ZZ
day of February, 1983, that a business sign for the proposed commercial use in a M.L.R.
Zone to be located on the southwest wall of the proposed structure, in accordance with Peti-
tioner's Exhibit 3, is approved and, as such, the Petition for Special Hearing is hereby GRANTED,
from and after the date of this Order, subject, however, to the following restrictions:
1. The proposed sign shall be limited to 200 square feet and shall be indi-
cated on the site development plans required by Section 252 of the

Baltimore Count, “oning Regulations.

2. No iree-standing or additional identification signs shall be permitted
on the site.

3. Approval of Petitioner's Exhibit 3, as required in the accompanying

Special Exception Order.
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CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

o Man S-S Gt S PHA

District. /oo .. Dete of Posting.s.7.-.2-Z —F <~
Posted for; _g 2 -.ef.é{.------_-__-----_-..-_--....__-_--..-__--_.-_- —— emm———na

Petitioner: L cersbintite. 2 1&?[2?“'%&_.@(/ .. D ;

/

Location of propesty: {0 g (%Y imatrre. Qurtaedd... 4287 17

Location of &m.ayﬁ-%ﬂff.mmﬁ-_gﬁjﬁqzé*ﬂiZ¢:_@ﬁ;{t
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_Carpenter Realty Corp
SevenUp Bottling
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