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permitted use rather than limitations on the use itself, il.e., restrictions on
the bulk of builldings or relating to their height, size, and extent of lot cov-
erage; minimum habitable area; or the placement of buildings.and structures on
the lot with respect to required yards. Varlances made necessary by the physi-
cal characferistics of the lot itself are area variances. An area variance per-
mits deviation from strict compliance with the law, 1i.e., the physical charac-
teristics of the premises as long as the purposesg for which the premises are

intended to be used are permitted by law. Croissant v. Zoning Bd. of Appeals,

442 NYS.2d 235 (1981). A use variance proposes a change in the character of the
premises and involves a use not otherwise permitted. Croissant, supra.

It Ls clear that tﬁe instanrt request is fdr an area variance rather than a
use variance. To deviate from Section 203.2.C, ™"Signs and Display", which is

found under Section 203.3, "Use Regulations®, does not create a use variance,

- To " reach the opposite conclusion would be inconsistent with the spirit and in-

. tent of the BCZR when rcad in its entirety. A reading of the BCZR would find

that Section 1B01.1, ™"General Use Regulations in D.R. Zones™, Subparagraph

1B01.1.A.13 also lists signs. Does this mean that any request for a sign vari-

' anbe, to the extent signs_are permitted in the D.R. 2zone as limited by Section

- 413, BCIR, would be a reqhest for a use variance?

Neédless to say, Section 307, BCZR, prohibits'the Zoning Commissioner and

'Board from grahting use variances but provides them with the power to grant var-

iajces from sign regulations. No limitation exists as to Section 413, BCZR. 1In

s

words, whenever specific regulations pertaining to signs can be found,
on7307 is applicable and binding, Section 203.3.C is inclusive.

Theréf is a strong presumption of the correctness.of original zones and of

*

heisive zoning.  Howard County v. Dorsey, 438 A.2d 1339 (1982). There is
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PETITION ZONING VARIANCES
N/S of Liberty Road, 330' NW
of the centerline of Rolling
Road (8312 Liberty Road) -
2nd Election District

BEFORE THE
ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

charles J. Balint, Case No. 86-136-4

Petitioner

* * * % #* » * " *

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Petitioner herein requests a free-standing, 1illuminated sign of‘17 3/4
Square feet instead of the maximum permitted 8 square foot non-illuminated sign
to be attached to a buildiné, as more particularly shown on Petitioner's Ex-
hibit 1,

The Petitioner appeared and testified and was represented by Counsel. Mary
Ginn, appearing on behalf of the Association of Baltimore County Councils {Asso-~
ciation), testified in opposition.

At the onset of the hearing, the Petitioner was advised that the Petition
was filed incorrectly in that the requested relief included only one side of a
multi-faced sign, Both sides must be counted, and therefore, the requested re-
lief should be for a free-standing, i1lluminated sign of 35} square feet instead
of the requested 17 3/4 square feet.

Testimony indicated that the subject property, zoned R.O. in the front and
D.R.16 in the rear, is located on Liberty Road near St. James Road. The R.O-
zoted portion of the property is improved with a two-story frame building used
he Petitioner's 1law office. The Petitioner proposes to place a free-
ing sign containing 17 374 square feet on each side, illuminated with two
ights, on the front lawn. He argued that the building has limited visibil-
because it sits back ofrf Liberty Road, a heavily traveled road, making it

cult for clients and potential c¢lients to locate his office, The

MiCROFILMED

DiPiete, 448 A.2d 1271 (R.I., 1982). When interpreting the zoning regulations,
the restrictive language contained must be strictly construed so as to allow the

landowner the least restrictive use of his property. Mayor of Balto. v. Byrd,

62 A.2d 588 (1948); Lake Adventure, Inc. v. Zoning Hearing Bd. of Dingham Town-

ship, 440 A.2d 1284 {Pa. Cmwlth., 1982). When the language of a zoning regula-

tion is clear and certain, there is nothing left for interpretation and the or-

dinance must be interpreted literally. Mongony v. Bevilacqua, 432 A.2d 661

{R.I., 1981). Section 413.2, BCZR, is clear and unambiguous.

The meaning of the plalnest words in a statute may be controlled by the

context, A statute should be so construed that all its parts harmonize with
each other and render them consistent with its general object and scope. Pitt-

man v. Housing Authority, 25 A.2d 466.

The basic principles of statutory construction were comprehensively set o%t

by the Court of Appeals in State v. Fabritz, 276 Md. 416 {1975), cert. denied,

425 U.3. 942 (1976):

The cardinal rule in the construction of statutes is to efe
fectuate the real and actual intention of the Legislature,
Purifoy v. Merc. Safe Dep. & Trust, 273 Md. 58, 327 A.2d 483
(1974); Scoville Serv., Inc. v. Comptroller, 269 Md. 390,
306 A.2d 534 (1973); Height v. State, 225 Md. 251, 170 A.2d
212 (1961). Equally well settIed 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.2d 181 (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 statu-
tory enactment must be 'considered in 1its entirety, and in
the context of the purpose underlying [1its] enactment,'
Giant of Md. v. State's Attorney, 267 Md. 501 at 509, 298
A.2d 427, at 432 (1973). Of course, a statute should be
construed according to the ordinary and natural import of
its language, since it is the language of the statute which
constitutes the primary source for determining the legisla-
tive intent. Grosvenor v. Supervisor of Assess., 271 Md.
232, 315 A.2d 758 (1974); Height v. State, supra. Where
there 1is no ambiguity or obscurity in the language of a
statue, there is usually no need to look elsewhere to ascer-
tain the intention of the Legislature. Purifoy v, Merc.-
Safe Deposit & Trust, supra. Thus, where statutory language

-5 -
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Petitioner has an 8 square foot sign attached to a post securing the porch roof,
which 1is soméwhat obscured by a rather large tree directly in front and which
does not provide the visibility needed for a viable law office. He also cited
potential safety problems created by clients slowing down to look for his of-
fice.

The Petitioner previously filed for a similar variance (Case No. 83-10-
ASPH), wherein the Zoning Commissioner denied the request. Subsequent thereto,
the Petitioner‘ appealed the case to the Board of Appeals for Baltimore County
(Board). On April 26, 1984, the Board upheld the Zoning Commissioner. The Pe-
titioner then appealed to the Circuit Court for Baltimore County (Court). On
December 5, 1984, the Court upheld both the Board's and Zoning Commissioner's
decisions.

It 1is important to note that the reason behind the request for variance at
that time was to legalize the existence of an illegal sign in a R-O Zone. Dur-
ing the long judicial sojourn traversed by the Petitioner, the sign remained
standing. Sometime after the Court's decision, the Petitioner removed the sign,
but in June, 1985, scarcely six months after the Court's decision became final,
absent an appeal, the Petitioner re-erected a slightly smaller sign. After
being cited for a zoning violation once more, the Petiticner again filed for a
variance. This time, the sign was removed upon receipt of a zoning violation

citation.

he Petitioner seeks relief from Section 203.3.C, pursuant to Section 307,

more County Zoning Regulations (BCZR).

It 1s equally important to note the comment offered by the Office of Plan-

which opilnes that no variance can be granted to Section 203.3.C because the

5

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 express an Iintention which is different from {its
plain meaning. Gatewood v. State, 244 Md. 609, 224 A.2d 877
(1966).  On the other hand, as stated in Maguire v. State,
192 Md. 615, 623, 65 A.2d 299, 302 {1949), 'TaJdherence to
the meaning of words does not require or permit isolation of
words from their context'###[since) the meaning of the
pPlainest words in a statute may be controlled by the context
« + « o« "' In construing statutes, therefore, results that
are unreasonable, illogical or inconsistent with comzon
sense should be avoided whenever possible consistent with
the statutory language,  wiii the real legislative intention
prevailing over the intention indicated by the literal mean-
ing. B. F,. Saul Co, v. West End Park, 250 Md. 707, 246 A.2d
591 (1968); Sanza v. Md. Board of Censors, 245 Md. 319, 226
A.2d 317 {1967); Height v. State, supra,

In applying these principles to the BCZR, particularly Section 413.2, the con-
clusion is inescapable that under the plain wording of Section 413.2, the policy

as described above is in conflict and therefore wrong.

The intent of the BCZR must be determined as being construed as a whole.

Seg 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
provistons .concerning signs so that the several parts of those regulations are
given their intended effect. Moreover, the relationship between ihose various
'provisions regulating signs must be reconciled as a whole., See Smith, supra;

Bowie Vol. Fire Depart. & Rescue Squad, Inc. v. Bd, of County Commissioners, 255 .

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

"Zoning regulaticns are in derogation of common law righis and they cannot
onstrued to include or to exclude by implication that which is not clearly

n their express terms." Yokely, Zoning Law & Practice, Sections 1-4 and

Aspen Hill Venture v. Montgomery County, 265 Md. 303 (1972). Landay v,

1liams, 173 Md. 460 (1938) a/k/a Larday v, Bd. of Zoning Appeals. Zoning

ilations must be strictly construed and cannot be extended'by implication to
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The former argument was also raised in the original case and both the Zon=-

ing Commissioner and the Board addressed it by rejecting the contention. In Re:

Grossfeld, et al, Case No. 83-1uU-ASPH.

The Board does not agree with the position asserted by Peo-
ple's Counsel because to so hold would mean that such re-
quests would by their very nature be use variances as op-
posed teo area varlances, This Board is of the opinion that
requests for variances concerning the size of signs could be
classified as area variances.

The Circuit Court affirmed.
Indeed, the Court of Special Appeals has noted the dictinction between a
use variance which changes the character of the zoning district and an area var-

lance which does not. Anderson v. Bd. of Appeals, Town of Chesapeake Beach, 27

Md. App. 28 (1974). A use variance allows a landowner to use existing property
in a manner not permitted by ordinance and inconsistent with uses in the sur-

rcunding area. Alumin Control Soard v. City of Lincoln, 137 NW.2d 800 (Neb.,

1965). An area variance authorizes deviations from restrictions upon the con-
struction and placement of builldings and other structures; it allows modifica-
tion of area, yard, height, flocr space, frontage, density, setback, and similar

restrictions. Bienz v. City of Dayton, 566 P.2d 904 (Ore.,‘ 1977); Ivanco-

vich v. Tucson Bd. of Adj., 529 P.2d 242 {Ariz., 1974}, An area variance does

not affect the use of land and is not associated with the advent of' an incompat-
ible use; i.e., the use itself has already been determined to be permitted by

right or by special exception. Assoc. for Pres. v. D.C. Bd. of Adj., 384 A.24

&7¢ |0.C., 1978). In contrast, a use variance generally allows land to be used
purpose which is inconsistent with the basic character of the area. Con-

fv._Town of Brookhaven Zoning Board of App., 353 NE.2d 594 (N.¥., 1976). It

one which permits a use other than one prescribed by the zoning ordinance in
.’ particular district; it permits a use which the ordinance prohibits. An

variance authorizes deviations from restrictions which relate to a

IICROFILIAED

prohibit wuses not clearly within their scope, Gino's of Maryland, Inc. v,

Balfimore. 250 Md, 621 {1968); McQuillin, Municipal Corp., Section 25,72,

It would be totally incongruous to believe that the intent of the Baltimore
County Council {Council) was to deny the authority to grant a sign variance in
R.O Zones. 1In fact, if the Council had intended to prevent variances, it would
have said so, as it did in Section 1BO1.1.B.¥.b.7, BCZR, where it specifically
stated Section 307 is not applicable to the requirements established by the Res~
idential Transition Area (RTA), the only place in the BCZR where such a prohibi-
tion can be found.

The Zoning Commissioner concludes, as Zoning Commissioner Hammond and the
Board already have, that any request for a variance to Section 203.3.C 13 a re-
quest for an area variance, not a use variance.

As to the requirement that all sides of a multi-faced sign must be  computed
when determining its square footage, this is a change in policy from when a var-
iance was requested in Case No. 83-10-ASPH.

For many years, a Zoning Office policy permitted both s;des of a mﬁlti-
faced business sign to be computed as one for the purpose of determining the

size permitted. If a business sign such as the multi-fated, free-standing 3151 '

proposed here was computed to be 98 square reet_on each side, past policy would
have counted only one side. Section 203.3.C, BCZR, permits a sign with a total

surface area of 8 square feet.

This interpretation does not comport to elther the language or the intent
e BCZR. By their inhcrent nat&re, policles facilitate and improve the im-
ntation of procedures, but they are equally subjgct te alteration, modifi-
n, or revision in accordance with the'authority under which they are ini-
¥y adopted. They may be used to interpret and/or to construe the law but

t supplant or contradict the law. Orricial'administrative interpretations
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of statutes in the form of policy that have long-contlnued and unvaried applica-

tion should nit be disregarded except for the strongest reason. Hofmelister v.

Frank Realty Co., 373 A.2d 273, 281 (1977). As long as the rules and regula-

tions adopted by the administrative officlal are reasonable and consistent with

the statute, they shoild be applied. Farber's Inc. v. Comptroller of the Trea-

sury of the State of Maryland, 266 Md. 44 (1972},

Applying the principles of statutory construction enunciated above, it is
clear that both sides of a sign must be counted. Only Section 413.2.e, BCZR,
permits a multi-faced sign to be considered as one and that is limited to an
jdentificaticn sign for a shopping center or other interpreted group of stores
or commercial buildings. The introductory language of Section 413.2 does not
provide the right to treat aii business signs alike. The language is not all
inclusive nor all permissive. It provides a preamble to the section’s intent
and conditions any permission to place a business sign of a particular size 1in
only those business or industrial zones permitted in subsequent subsections. If
all of the subparagraphs of Section 413.2 are read and their intent interpreted
as a whole, any such interpretation must conclude that the Council intended each
face of a sign to be counted, except for shopping centar identification signs.
Section 413.5.a, BCZR, buttresses this clear and uneguivocal reading; i.e., the

size of any sign is computed by determining its surface area, including the en-

effisor v. Southgate Harbor, 279 Md. 586 (1977). Section 203.3.C must be read

tire face or faces.
An ordinance should te construed "so that ne word, clause, sentence, or
hhdse shall be rendered surplusage, superfluocus, meaningless or nugatory." Su=-
P
- i

njunction with Section 413, and if the requested multi-faced sign were to
onsidered as one side, the use of the term "surface area", as found in Sec-

203.3.C, would be meaningless and would contradict the Council's obvious

FOR ZONING VARIANCE - geren

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY: -

The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is
desrribed in the description and plat attached hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for a

Variance from Section

comew-o0f.17.3/4 square. feet in_lien of the maximum_permitted sign
feet attached to the building.

- -

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

following reasons: (indicate hardship or practical difficulty)
Practical Differences: Building sits far off of highway making visability
limited. Highway is a heavily traveled arterial consisting of 5 lanes with
a speed limit of 40 M.P.H.. Trees obscure vision of property. Numerocus
clients have complained about the inability to locate the building despite
the 8 sq. foot permitted sign. A dangerous situation is created by my
clients slowing traffic to look for the building which 1s located 0.06 miles
from one of the 25tk most dangerous intersections in the State of Maryland.

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

I, or we, agree ¢0 pay expenses of above Variance advertising, posting, etc., upon filing of this
petition, and further agree to and are to be bound by the zoning regulations and restrictions of
Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law For Baltimore County,

1/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.

URD:

Contract Purchaser: Legal Owner(s): MAP

2K

Charles J. Balint | NW-G-H

‘Print N
M £.0._A

Signature 'D‘ATsfﬁLaé

(Type or Print Name)

B el T L TP S—

City and State Signature

Attorney for Petitioner:
Charles J. Balint, Esquire 8312 Liberty Reoad (301)922-0900

e e e e B e e e e e ke B e e e o e e o R Al e e P T o -

City and State

Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con-
traci purchaser or representative f0 be contacted

Charles J. Balint

Atborney’s Telephone No.: . 301-922-0900 _-..2312 Liberty Road, 21207, 922-0900
BN _ _ Phone No.

-\ ORDERED By Tte Zoning Commissioner vf Baltimore County, this ... 26th - day
-Bugust _ ________, 19.83__, that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, as

et by th» Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in ¢wo newspapers of general circulation through-
i-‘*' County, that property be posted, and that the public hearing be had before the Zoning

ngiksioner q;fr-Bailtlmore County in Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore .

, ES . : -‘
gonthe o 20 __________ day of ..0ckober - 2., at 12290 oclock

w digad | ‘
£
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intent as indlcated by the language used in Section 413.2.e and found nowhere
else.

However, notwithstanding these hyperextended legal machinations, the re-
quested variance shall be denied, To grant the variance at this time would fly
in the face of two quasi-judicial opinions and one appeilate affirmation. It
would flaunt the system for all the wrong reasons; 1t would send the message
that illegality begets legality, with no pause for reflection or ceontrition,

Although there 1s n2> equivalent restriction in the BCZR to that of Section
500.12, BCZR, which prohibits the filing of a special exception involving any
property which had a speclal exception denied for 18 months from the date of a
final order, certainly any Petition for Zoning Varlance filed within seven
months after a final order denylng a similar request inveolving the same property
requires exceptional reasons for 1ts approval over and above the conditions
precedent in Section 307. Refusal of a varlance does not preclude a subsequent
grant of a variance for the same land if there has been a subsequent substantial

change in conditions incident to the land itself, Filanowskl v. Zoning Board,

266 A.2d 670 (Pa., 1970); Serban v. Zoning Hearing Bd., 480 A.2d 62 (Pa.,

1984); Costa v. Gagnon, 455 A.2d 310 (R.I., 1983).

Even 1if no excepti;*,- reasons were needed to overcome the comparative
speed by which the instant Petition was filed, the Petitioner has not been able
to satisfy the conditions precedent in Section 307,

n area varlance may be granted where strict application of the 2zoning
egidation would cause practical difficulty to the petitioner and his property.

Mcllgdn v. Soley, 270 Md. 208 (1973). To prove practical difficulty for an area

ce, the petitioner must meet the following:

whether strict compliance with requirement would unrea-
sonably prevent the use of the property for a permitted
purpoese or render conformance unnecessarily burdensome;
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ZONING DESCRIPTICN

8312 LIBERT oA

SZCOND ELECTION DISTRICT
BALTINMORE COUNTY ,MARYLAN

BEGINNING FOR THE sm:_s at a point on the .“!ortheéster?y side of Liberty Poad at the
distance of 330 feet more or lass,measured in the horthwesterly direction from the
centerline of Rolling Road and being Lot 7 en Plat Ne.2 of Ceorge,s Park,recorded
among the Land Records 'of Baltimore County in Plat Rook ¥.P.C.5,folio 50 ; being also

known as 8312 Liberty Road,

1/25/1982
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whether the grant would do substantial injustice to ap-
plicant as well as other property owners in the dis-
trict or whether a lesser relaxation than that applied
for would give substantial relief; and

whether relief can be granted in such fashion that the
spirit of the ordinance will be observed and public
safety and welfare secured.

Anderson v. Bd. of Appeals, Town of Chesapeake Beach, 22 Md. App. 28 (1974).

It is clear from the testimony that if the variances were granted, such use
as proposed would be contrary to the spirit of the BCZR and would result in sub-
stantial detriment to the public good.

After due consideration of the testimony and evidence presented, it is
clear tnat a practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship would not result if
the instant variances were not granted. It has been established that the re-
quirement from which the Petitioner seeks relief would not unduly restrict the
use of the land for its intended purpose nor would it render conformance unnec-
essarlly burdensome. In addition, the requested variances would be detrimental
to the public health, safety, and general welfare,

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and public hearing
on this Petition held, and for the reasons given above, the requested variances
should not be granted,

Therefore, IT IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County,
this {g% day of October, 1985, that the Petition for Zoning Variances to
permit a free-standing, illuminated sign of 35} square feet instead of the maxi-
m‘m permitted 8 square foot non-illuminated sign attached to the building be and

ereby DENIED from and after the date of this Order.

Zoning Commijsioner of
Bai County

PETITION FOR VARIANM

2nd Election District

North side of Liberty Road, 330 ft. Northwest of the
centerline of Rolling Road (8312 Liberty Road)

DATE AND TIME: Wednesday, October 2, 1985 at 10:00 a.m.

PUBLIC HEARING: Room 106, County Office Building, 111 West 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: 8

Petition for Variance from Section 203.3.C to permit a free-standing
sign with spotlights of 17-3/4 square feet in lieu of the maximum
permitted sign of 8 square feet attached to the building.

Being the property of Charles J. Balint
the plat filed with the Zoning Office. as shown on

In the event that this Petition is granted, a building permit may be issued within
the thirty (30) day appeal period. The Zoning Commissioner will, however, 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
hearing set above or made at the hearing. '

BY ORDER OF

ARNOLD JABLON
ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

0KUER RECLIVED FOR FILING

Richard T. Bolan, Esquire
Charles J. Balint, Esquire
Mrs. Mary Ginn

People's Counsel

prost

W

l"'

",
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PETITION FOR VARIZNCE
N/S Liberty Rd., 330°
NW/Centerline of Rolling Rd. OF PLNNDG § 70w
(8312 Liberty Rd.), %....... '

zrld District ‘:.::'...I.I.‘-.--'l

CJE;RI.‘ES J. BALINT, Petitioner Case No. 86-136-A
[ t 1t

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE

Please enter the appearance of the Pecple's Counsel in the
above-captioned matter. Notices should be sent of any hearing dates or
other proceedings in this matter and of the passage of any preliminary
or final Order.

Phyl lij Cole Friedman
Pecple's Counsel for Raltimore Coun

-

e Ao, 2
Peter Max Zixmxé/man
Deputy Pecple's Counsel
Rm. 223, Court House
Towson, MD 21204
494-2188

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 10th day of September, 1985, a
copy of the foregoing Entry of Appearance was mailed to Charles J.
Balint, Esquire, 8312 Liberty Road, Baltimore, MD 21207, Petitioner.

A //%,; L

Peter Max Zimmerman




BALTIMORE COUNTY

OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
494-3353

ARNOLD JABLON
ZONING COMMISSIONER September 26, 1985

Charles J. Balint, Esquire

8312 Liberty Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207

RE: Petition for VAriance
N/S Liberty Rd., 330' NW/centerline
of Rolling Road. (8312 Liberty Road)
2nd Election District
Charles J. Balint, Petitioner
Case 86-136-A

. . 49.00 .
This is to advise you that $ 49 is due for advertising

and posting of the above pProperty. This fee must be paid before
an Order is issued.

This fee must be paid and the zoning sign and post returned

on ‘the day of the hearing. Do not remove sign until day of the
hearing.

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

i L I >y wpor

BALTIMCRE COUNTY, MARYLAND . xo  (1- irel

OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION | L 012523 S Y

MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT: SR UL /‘] , .

A S ¢ O A, N, N
_accouny__ B=01-§15-000 v }D JABLON/

) ".fg Commissioner

¥

R ‘ 'lAkOUNTJ . 5?‘0(3

P 7 ::g:[’vgp B fharles 1. Balint . ,.i

Sk
s

‘ idveftising.aﬁd #ogt{ng', BG=136-a

l 3 gnsawnquu’;sc:; 954@;\’-

- VALIDATION ON SIGNATURE OF CASHIER .- T o e

" "

Propesal No.

FROM Careﬂfree Landscaping and Construction Sheet No.

5202 Gwynn Oak Avenue
" Baltimore, Maryland 21207 Date

1301) 4484310

Proposal Submitted To Work To Be Performed At

Nome._. Chatles J. Balint, Eéquire ' Street

Street 8312 Liberty Road ~ City.

State

City Baltimore

Date of Plons,
State Maryland .

Telephone Number__922-0900

memmmmmmﬂmf
____ - _.TI do not recommend the removal of your tree in the front of 8312 Liberty Road.
This tree helps relieve the drainage problem you have in the cornerof the building

near the driveway. In my eight years, I have found removal of trees can also create

erosion problems in this type of situation,

All material ‘5; guaranteed to be as specified, and the cbave work to be performed in occordance with the drowings
ond specificghons - submitted for above work ond completed in a substantial workmanlike monner for the sym of
R S S P ' ' Dollars ($ - ' ).
with poyments to be made a1 follows: - o

s

Any olteration or -'devimioq from ubove specifications involving extra costs, will be executed only' upon written orders, dnd will
bacome an extra charge ovar ond above the estimate, All ogreements contingent upon sirikes, occidents or delays beyond our
eontrol - o LR o FERE L e : :

) 7 -
The above prices, specificalions ond conditions ore sotis ' e sated. Yol urd puthonzed Jo'fS the work o
specified ; Paymery will be™node a1 outlined above. " 7 & bSO H B ol i a0 T B » B ¥

e HGdme ~ 1 3 PRI B S : L WENEES TR ReE Y

[ORa v

¥

2nd Election District

LOGATION: North side ot Liberty .
Northwes! of the centertine of mmwﬂ'

Cresspeske

4 T

PETTION Eo_n YARIANCE

. DATE AND 3 ;
o 1600 0., Wmﬁ Qctobuz, 1985
: Maom 108, County Offlog -
Avenus, Tow.

Lo

: Beimore

B e

Patition for Yariance from Section 203.4.C to
Hgn with spotiights of
maximym

pormit & fres-stancing
175 wquere fest i Hou of the

mitied sign of @ equare fosl attached to the

Buliding. -

. - e et
Boing the propedly of Chartes 4 Batint ‘an
Shown on Hw pist flied with the Zoning O¢fice.
- o N A 3
in the avent thal this Petition is granted, &
bullding permeit° may be lssued within the

@

CELTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION
69096

Fikesville, Md., >ePt. 11 19 85

T41s IS5 T0 CEnIIFY, that the annexed advertisment
was pubtlished in the NORTHWEST STAR, a weekly
newspaper publishea in Pikesville, Baltivore

County, Maryland before the 2nd day of
Oct. 19 85

the first publication appearing on the

the secend pudlication appearing on the
day of 19

the third publication appearing on the
day of W19

THE NORTHWEST STAR

[

Mansger

$22.00

Cost of Advertisement

w

Pt

-

PETITION OF APPROVAL

I hereby certify that I amraware of the hearing for a petition

to allow a 17.5 'sq. foot free-standing sign at 8312 Liberty Road. 1
will not be present at the hearing on October 2, 1985 at 10:00 a.m. I
have seen the proposed sign and find it compatible with this neighbor-
hood and I have no objection to the approval.

1. < 2 Lo AL lLQ. arafJ 4 60{-&"‘ €349 [@“ £l. .:-

2. n
3. Vecdeoria A

Cordr flrplas $3/6 Lobn
Vickoesn L. ©Oox $219 Liscery Road

4’Mmclw>‘)”y”"-'w:w Nomc’as MAWI'E, $324 L"Lee'fg l?c/

3.

MCub b in N o

ylinaa\ - _
James p. Cappincin Fraf Lgenry nl

enwvest HSEEILER 8ol cpry Rp

Tumsthy & yttoss Lean 33S Chaly k.

.

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

Lt
s 4

i
el

TOWSON, MD,, . September 1277

i ” 1
4

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed  advertisement was
: ) fed L
published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper: printed

[LOCATION: North side of Liburty
=+ Rosd, 330 ft. Northwest of the con-
| ot BotlogRond (112 L
DATE AND TIME: » Oc- :
hum-m:us-uﬁgf:rv'e . ; g .
PUBLIC HEARING: Room 104, and published in Towson, Baltimore County,” Md., appearing on
72?"'%&3““““%"'“ b 2

© Chesapea venug, Towsom ! it
" Marylnd o September 12 1985 ot f

: Zoning of Baid-
mare Coonty, !
ing Act and Regulations of Baltimore
County, will hoid & public hearing: .
=‘:103!.(2 ol frevstanding
3.0 90 parmit ing
'ﬁw«sdﬂ-!umm:
Hou of thee s pimtum i

THE JEFFERSONIAN,

T34t

- - -y e -

Publisher

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Towson, Marylond £ _”/j’é',./?
Dete of Muaéﬁé_/ifdé’ff.-.

- - - -

District_ s~ " 2oL

Posted for: ....___2- #sdtneer ————

Petitioner: _Cf? L £ L o O o e e e secemcccecem———————————— —————————— A

Location of pro :__/L__/ .u@-:'é—.-- - --K“---_ -i.'a’.é/f{!’_’( —————
- 7 e ’ %ﬂ-«écfm- 7«"@95{"
, %ﬁaz&agﬁu&

Location of Signg--%--

o - T o R A ] S S A e Y e Y T e R U R A R AW P AW

Dl T L L Lt Ll T T T T r———

Remarks: .o

Posted by -Z¢ -_ - C 2 W Data of ret
Signature

Fumber of Signss /

- -— - -

PETITIONERS' EXHIBITS

Exhibit Plat of Property
Exhibit Video Exhibit - In possession of Petitioner.
Exhibit Proposal from Carefree Landscaping & Construction

Exhibit Petition of Approval

Exhibit Letter in ~zf Petition
Exhibit Letter 1n Support Petition
Exhibit ~ Letter in Support Petition
Exhibit Letter in Support Petition
Exhibit Letter in Support Petition
Exhibit Letter in Support Petition

Exhibit Letter in Support Petition

Charles J.'Balint, Esquire
8312 Liberty Road

August 30, 1985

Baltimore, Maryland 21207

NOTICE OF HEARING

RE: Petition for Variance
N/S Liberty Rd., 330! NW/centerline
of Rolling Rd. (8312 Liberty Road)
2nd'Election District
Charles J. Balint, Petitioner
Case No. B6-136-A

TIME: 10:00 a.m.

DATE; Wednesday, October 2, 1985

PLACE: Room 106, County Office Building, 111 West Chesapeake

Avenue, Towson, Marvyland

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION
MISCELLANEQUS CASH RECEIPT

£

. 008590
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K ~ 0!; érffv‘f;.:?"u " *. . ‘pmpi}ssioner

ANTAE 3 o

RECEIVED . 5. 1.,

ACCOUNT - Ore County
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g /97
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FROM:

FOR:

ff/ﬁ;, 1/“-,%4 //é.\ 23 Bl
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BlUleenweiJ0000a BV7WF
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QUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING § ZONING "
" County Office Building - . .
.-111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204 . A
- Your petition has been received and accepted for filing this

oN S
3 Zoqi_ng'_‘tb’ﬂ_;m ssioner

_ Recoived byr

Fh. a1, (45 &Mﬁm%%

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Arnold Jablon
TO..Zoning_Commissjioner

Norman E. Gerber, Director
FROM_ .Qf_iii_gg-gf.f.l.a,quies-ppﬂ_.%eeies.

SUBJECT-.Zoning Petition No. §6-136-A

o - -

It is this office's o
not be in k

NEG:JGH:slm

Date__September 25, 0985 oo _____




'BALTIMORE COUNTY
OREE O PG, AND ZONING 2 2> 494-3550
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 o

494-3211 STEPHEN E. COLLINS
NOMMAN E GERCER : DIRECTOR

DIRECTOR July 31, 1985

Maryland Department of Transportation Willam K. Helima | © Mr. Arnold Jablon

scretary Zoning Commissioner
State Highway Administration s Yr. Arnold Jablan g

September 24, 1985 Hal Kassoft £ Zoning Commissioner SEPTEMBER D, 1985 A County Office Building

admomdt & County Office Building 5 Towson, yland 21204
mistrat i . Towson, Maryland 21204 A

BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

- D0 Chesapenke hve. Charles J. Balint, Esquire e : Augusti5, 1985 Re: Zoning ;%"'5‘5"" teetiog of Jurnt 30, 1985 Item No.(23}24,25,26, and 27  ZAC- Meeting of July 30, 1985
Tousen. Maryland 21204 Bilz2 Libe;‘ty Road, ? ‘ ' Property Owner: Crapn o £ J. BaLiwut Property ery

Baltimore, Maryland 21207 - “ Mr. A. Jablon Re: ltem #23 o oction: NE/Sioe LisceTY Rp, 330’ WL - Locations

olo ’ y ) Zoning Commissioner Property Owner: Charles . Dear Mr. Jablon: Fi2om & oF RoLuivg -39 % Existing Zoning:

. . County Office Building J. Balint Proposed Zonings
RE: Item No. 23 - Case No. B6-136-A A . " The Division of Current Planning and Development has reviewed the sub
Petitioner - Charles J. Balin: Towson, Maryland 21204 Location: NE side & 9 pmen review ¢ subject

X etity d of . T
Variance Petition Liberty Road (Route 26} gpp]ic:{;]:? offers the following comments. The ftems checked below are
. 330' NW from centerline &
MEMBERS 7 w9 - of Rolling Road = : (ﬂThere are no site planning factors requiring comment.

_ . . . : K)A County Review Group Meeting is required.
Burean of . Dear Mr. Balint; o Existing Zoning: R,O. & i jA County Review Group meeting was held and the minutes wili be =
Bureas of 7 and D.r. 16 -4 )fg;uartii by the Bure:u of Public Services. Acres:

. . . This site is part of a larger tract; therfore it is defined as a ict:
S The Zoning Plans Advisory Committee has reviewed the plans sub- | igopgiggtzgnigge—‘s}i:ndin 2 subdivision. The plan must show the entire tract. plstrict:
Traffic Engineering mitted with the above-referenced petition. The following comments : P 7

i ith tligh JA record plat will be required and must be recorded prior
State Roads Commission are not intended to indicate the appropriateness of the zoning acticn Slgn wi spotlights o3 _ to fssuance of a building permis,

; sq. . i = )The access 1s not satisfactory, 3
Bureau of régquested, but to assure that all parties are made aware of plans or ?ieli?og/zheqmaf:;:mu;n 2 )The circulation on this site is not satisfactory. Dear Mr, Jablon:
Fire Prevention problems with regard to the develcpment plans that may have a bearing ' itted si £ 8 ;T"e parking arrangement is mot satisfactory. 4
Health Department on this case., The Director of Planning may file a written report with : permitred sign o 59

, Parking calculations must be shown on the plan, The Department of Traffic Eugineering has no comments
. 1 1 ; This t tai 11s whi 5 ) ’
the Zoning Commissioner with recommendations as to the suitability of - ft. attached to the building et opaperty contalns salls which are defined as wetlands, and

. . Acres: 17,226 development on these sails 1s prohibited, fo item numbers 23, 24, 25, 26, and .27'
the requested zoning. - : ’ j JConstruction in or alteration of the floodplain 15 prohibited :
_ - _ District 2nd : under the provisions of Section 22-98 of the Development
' PG ) Regulatijons,
Board of Education Enclosed are all comments submitted from the members of the Dear Mr. Jablon: _ JDevelopment of this site may constitute a potential conflict with
Committee at this time that offer or request information on your ) ) .

} the Baltimore County Master Plan.
petition. If similar comments from the remaining members are recejved, ' JThe amended Development Plan was a

Irdustrial I will forward them to you. Otherwise, any comment that is not inform- ' We are referring the subject plan to Mr. Morris Stein, : (K]f:ndscaping- Must comply wi p
. . . . : . . . : ply with Baltimore County Land M i.
Development ative will be placed in the hearing file. This petition was accepted Chief of State Highway Administration Highway Beautification. " 4 re Lounty Landscape Manua

He will revi and d di tlv t - : (" )The property is located in a deficient service area as defined by Michael S. Flanigan
for filing on the date of the enclosed Ziling certificate and = hearing ; whil review and respond directly to you. ?l;lcﬂa'ﬂi’; c§3t?‘£}l§1"gh"§“ﬂ” m:y bedimr‘:d 3"::'# Resewf K Traffic Engineering Assoc.
scheduled accordingly. i o ! i y e has been issued, e deficient service
: ' . ek Very tru Y yours, }The property 1s Yocated 10 a trafiic area controlled by a "D* level

Project Planning

Building Department

Zoning Administration pproved by the Planning Board

Very truly yours, : i . intersection as defined by Bil} 178-79, and as conditions change
g : Q 4 traffic ca_lpacig mzy become more limited., The Basi¢c Services Areas
. | 0&/ }{Mé i are re-evaluated annually by the County Council.
2o/ ; /dlcf L i . { Additional comments:
/; 2o ’/‘g""—- ; Charles Lee, Chief ; W A :
ZJAMES E. DYER i) Bureau of Engr. Access Permits

Chairman . ; .
Zoning Plans Advisory Committee _ g ' by: John Meyers

JED:nr | 7 CL-IM:es Eugene A, Bober

' : ' 1 3 y Chief, Current Planning and Development
Enclosures, cc: M. Stein w/plan cc:  James Hoswell

G. Wittman

AR 3 e 1S o R e T ey

. ' Case No. 86-136-4 N/S of Liberty Road, 330' NW
Mﬁtlnlaphone nu:nh:r IsI dH301'6539‘1350 : Item No., 23 of the centerline of Rolling.
eletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speach : ) ' . -
J83-7555 Baltimore Metro — 5650451 D.C. Matro — 1.800-492-5062 Statewlde Toll Fres Date: November 8, 1985 Road (8312 Liberty Road)

“ ‘ | o s 2nd Election District
P.O. Box 717 { 707 North Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203 - 0717 BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND L : CLarles J. Balint. Patitioner
_ gﬁ}-{—l’ree standing sipn w/spotlights.

| : 1. Copy ol Petition
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE PY

Copy of Description of Property

-

Copy of Certificate of Posting (1 Sign)

To___zOnip,g_ Advisory Committee Chairperson Date-.._._... - August_26, 1985 .....

| _ . ) , :' ] FROM___S» E. Bwrnhan, Chief, Building Plans Review C’- S_B Copy of Certificates of Publication”

. | BALTIMORE COUNTY | - . '
BALTIMORE COUNTY : : = i DEPARTMENT OF PERMITS & LICENSES August 26, 1985 ' SUBJECT.___ Item #23 —~ Meeting Scheduled 7/30/85 - Copy of Zoning Advisory Committee Comment s
TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204-2586 | & \ TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204 =-be | |

494'4500 . ' ] 494'3616 .. H. 0. OCCUPANCIESi rrR_3n to "E"

Copy of Comments from the Director of Plahhing

| | - ' eous
PAUL H. REINCKE Bﬁ?é?éel{’m'm‘ : ¥ ( ‘/) 1. '; °ha":§°a:£ :2:‘;5:‘:;3‘" alteration, and other miscellen 3 ' Planning Board Comments and Accompanying Map
CHIEF ' ' : : ermi * ' 7

_ _ o _ . Cop;y of Order to Enter Appearance
#r. Arnold Jablon : ' ; () 2. Floor loading of _50 pounds live load design are required.

Zoning Commissioner : e, lon, Zonirg Commissd, g Have a registered in Maryland structural engineer provide a letier . Copy of Order - Zoning AREBUEN DEEENE Commissioner-10/15/85
Office of Planning and Zoning Oftice of Pitoning and Joning of certification. See Section 903.0, 904.0, 905.0, Tahle 906.0, 907.0. : PY g ’

: DENIED.
Baltimore County Office Building Towacn, Maryland 21204 i : & q 10. Copy of Plat of Property
Towson, Maryland 21204 . _ Dear Mr. Jablem : 1 . e . . )
| Iten # 23  Zaulog Atviscry Camities Mesting mwe as follover | Office buildings with a single exit shall comply s 809. | |
O eming Flans Advisary oo | ' —_— :w‘m Giarles J. Valint . | E two independent exits shall be required. See Sectioms 809.2, 807.0, . ‘ 1. 200 Scale Location Plan
Zoning Plans Advisory Committee 3 i:::::, ' NE side L;.ber‘ty Road, 330! NW from ¢/1 of Rolling Road 810.0, 811.0, 816.0, 819.0, as a;gmﬂ" requiremgnta.' } __
| T 2nd i - - . )

RE: Property Owner: (harles J. Balint Districts .

APFLICABLE TTEMS ARE CIRCLEDs ' Interior stairs shall be enclosed with _one hour rated usemh_lies 3. Memorandum in Support of Petition

" , i 2ed .
All structures shall sonform to tha Baltimore Cownty Building cga: n)ldoptod by Cau;::iil 113111 ,;17-&5. o and "BY label one hour doors. ' ., :
-]l - . ] - .
the Maryland Code for the Handicapped and Aged (A.N.5.I. #117-1 950) and other applicable Codes and Standarda ‘ etter(s) tron Cote t(s)

(Petitipner's Exhibit 2}

2. 1C00* Scale Location Plan

Location: NE side Liberty Rd., 330' M4 from centerline of Rolling Road

Item No.: 23 zoning Agenda: Meeting of 7/30/85

A building und other miscellanecus permits shall bs required before the start of aay construction. -_ Tenent demising walle, floor/ceiling assemblies shall have a minimum

Gent Lemen : : A A , ' 1 hour rating. See Tabla LOl1 emended by Bill L4-82, : . 5. Letter{s) from Petitioner(s)
{ C. Residentisl: Two ssts of construction drswinge are required to file a parmit application. The seal of » , ) S
y : by this land Architect or Enginedr 1s/is not required on plins and technical dats. ) _ -
est, the referenced property has been surveyed by th : registersd in Mary : Protestants' Exhibits - to
gziz:::n:n;otgzuzo;;ggts Z’JEIOW marked with an "X*" are applicable and required Exterior walls shall be a minimum of 1 hour rating and no openings ,

| | e | ; AL
. . I Ity. Thres sets of construction drawirgs ssaled and signed by a Tegistered in Maryland Architect ' X , '
to be corrected or incorporated _J.nto the final plans for the property kA grmgi;:lt; shall b:.r:quir:d to ru.u:m: a peruit sppliostion. Reproduced seals are not acceptadle. i3 are permitted within 3'-0 of an interior lot line "/K 7. Petitioners® hibite ) o 11 /(ws“ rctached fob

' 1 d shall be
{ ) 1, Fire hydrants for the referenced property are required an A1l Use Groups excapt B~k Single Family Detached Dvsllings require s minimm of 1 hour fire rating for

; \ 7 explanation of exhibits)
: o ond in : 1 : fire yutlng for ) tion 1702.12, 1702.13, 1702,16 for sprinklers that may be required. 18. Letter of Appeal 11/7/85 by Richard Bolan, Esq., on behalf of
located at intervals or feet along an approve % 2t wrior valle closer than 6'-0 to an imterior 1ot line, B Use Croups roquml- e b fire or pare See Section oLl e ' ! ’ t '
accordance with Baltimore County Standards as published by the : m‘s ;t;“.it;fx;:;:::%;' g’ct:ilz.}ﬁlg -;_.:d.;lhi;:.ﬁ;;.h;olm shal Jeauire 8 fire or purty ¥ ’ . ; _ Petitioner.

Department of Public Works. _ - . sxterior wall within 3'-0 of an intexior lot line, Richard T. Bolan, Esquire Attorney for Petitioner

_ . . Exit stairs, handrails, eto, shall comply with Section 816.0. . Law Offices of:
i cs i uired for the site. : ‘ dces not to 1y with Table 505 for permimssble haight/aves, Raply to the requested !
A second means of vehicle accers is req The structure sppear to oomply

: _ - ' : Charles J. Bal ¢
varisncs by this office cannot be oonsidered until the necessary data partaining to height/area and 3 : : B 2 L3 int
construction type is provided. See Table LOL and 505 and have your Architect/Enginesr cantact this department. 31 berty Road

Plan does not show the following handicapped requirements under the ,  Baltimore, Md. 21207
The requested variance appears to oouflict with Section(s) . . of the Baltimere ' State Handicapped lawsi ' ' :

_ A . County Bullding Code. _ . Yocations) : ] Charles J. Balint, Esquire Petitioner
EXCEEDS the maximum allowed by the Fire Department. . ' It is assumed a change of occupancy has not been acquired for the structure, A, Parking (correct number of spaces, location . . 8312 Liberty Road

. v
filing for a required Change of Use/Qoourancy Permit, an alteration application shall also : S1 o
. _ : . t £ the { ' :';'?n.alﬁm:r.?m tires mete of u.blt ﬂmm plans indicating how the ':ﬁ“m :t.’nu:tmo:l _ _ v :g. Paglklzng lot accessibility (p‘ ' etc‘) Baltimore. Md 21207
The site shall be made to comply with all applicable parts o ] be filed along v o ’u,::mtm Le cone plane indicating b Rn_;?a e . .

. ; . ' . . of Use Group from U to Use s OT Bud aibility (entrance
Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning of operation, ) _ Engloesx aeals ace ususlly required. The chang of Tae Groupe 302 of the Dl T Tose. . _ i g. Reqtirdinggd ::;;: 1bility (

3 : _ Association of Baltimore
i ' . o _ 2 . . 8 useabilit elevators, toilet rooms, etc.)
The buildings and structures existing or proposed on the site shall o . The propossd Eroject appears to be located in s Flood Plain, TidalMiverine, Plesse ses the sttached F. Interior eocess and ) e ( '
s

County Councils

; : > . rree . - Go Curdb cuts, eto, : 606

; Ko rements of the National Fire Protection o4 eopy of Section 516.0 of the Puilding Code ms sdopted by Bill #17-85. Eite plans shall show the correct . 5 ' ‘ _ Borncrest Road
;'aﬂplga:;gnh giingiiélngliogezzife Safety Code®, 1976 edition prior . o slevations above sea level for the lot snd +hw finisn floor levels including basement. . . -] 7

ssoc " :

Towson, Md., 21204 _

. to occupancy. : ' omaent th Axtic q dments in Council : - ’ - -

o = B + L TETRE AR Ll S ST SR B (40 10 et rintene anth oty v rne 205t . "hyLiis C. Frisdsan, Saquire. Peopie’s Coursel
requirements of the Code. Also, show Handicapped Code compliance - - SR SR S S R , X . - ae : Norman E. Gerber Request Notification

| | . , ' |  with the ' James Hoswell Request Notificati
_ the dravings subnitted to the 0<fice ) 1l. Ventilation of tollet roome, work areas shall comply wi ‘ _ ques o cation
o eome | - of Plaming and Joning en &re ot Totand re e e en o L et et o iy et desired () B.0.C.4. Mechanical Code, Article 10, Secticn M312.L.3 and Section : 4 Arnold Jabl -
Noted .and : . ‘J M the applicwnt may cbtsin additional 1:{«2-;8'1:1@ by visiting Kgom 122 of the CountyA CIfigl Puilding at 11) L ) 315.0 whore rated asssmblies are penotrl-!f-_ed with ducts, wm,r,’ 7 0 _ atlon Request Notification
- Approved: o-a. . | o Shenspeste frvms, T e mak /%IA ? : ' Z .. o etc. o - o ' cean M. H. Jung Request Notiflcation
' Fire Prevention Bureau = I , : | BY: C. E. Burnhaa, Chief : . £ : . James E. Dyer Request Notification:

The vehicle dead end condition shown at

Mrs. Mary Ginn ' Protestant

Site plans are approved, as drawn.

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

Building Plans Review

L/22/65 Th{g is not intqnde:d to be a complete list of Code requirements,

" The above comments are for use by the designing architect/engineer.
The above comments may not be applicable in all cases and are for
“informational purposes at this time. 4 full review of comstruction

plans will be made wvhen the plans are submitiesd for permits as

noted in Item #1 above. S : o

-
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CHARLES J. BALI COUNT: BOARD
8312 Liberty Road

Baltimore, Maryland 21207 OF

BEFORE & Charles J. Balint

w f Is of Halti T ount 5

o s of Baltimore Coun .

Qounty Board of Appeals of B g IN THE MATTER OF Case No. 66-136-4 ol Appellant
THE PETITION OF COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

Room 200 Conrt House i
CHARLES J. BALINT ¥ B v, OF

mﬁhiﬂﬂ.ém!fﬂan521zﬂ4 ' 5 FOR VARIANCE ON PROPERTY - Any appeal from this decision must be in accordance with

(301)494-3180 LOCATED CN THE NORTH SIDE OF OF ; ¥ COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
LIBERTY RD., 330 FT. NORTHWEST 3 Rules B-1 thru B-13 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure. . BALTIMORE COUNTY

' E COUNTY ; :
July 15, 1986 = OF THE CENTER%%%ETSFRSO%LING BALTIMOR , i Room 200, Courthouse BEFURE
RD. - (8312 L . Ho. B6-136-A : COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS Towson, Maryland 21204

2nd DISTRICT : 4
3 OF BALTIMORE COUNTY : THE ZONING COMMISSIONER
Appellee

& // / ff o OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
. William R. Evans, Acting Chairman

The above captioned matter comes before this Board on appeal ! _ ;fi , , .

from a decision of the Zoning Commissioner denying the requested variance to o H/v/ WE/ L /SMJM 3 PETITION TO APPEAL
, a hheister, Jr. o

< ﬁ%—t :ﬁ:u. E

s

Richard T. Bolan, Esq. permit a 63% by 41 inch sign on the subject property.
8312 Liberty Rd.
Baltimore, Md.

: TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:
21207 s Evidence received at trial indicates an area in which several

Re: Case No. 86-136-A

— Charles J, Balint, through his attorney, Richard T. Bolan, pursuant to
Dear Mr. Bolan: Charles J. Balint commercial and/or advertising signs exist. However, the legality or

Maryland Rules Bl through B12, respectfully represents that on Octnber 15, 1985,

Enclosed herewith is a copy of the Opinion and _ appropriateness of the existing signs are not before this Board.
Order rassed today by the County Board of Appeals in the above ;
entitled matter.

the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County denied the Appellant a variance to
Petitioner contends that he has encountered a practical
o permit him to have a sign measuring 63 % inches by 41 inches on his property

ow=

Very truly yours, ' f;* difficulty because his clients encounter difficulty locating his office.
: at 8312 Liberty Road and that thie decision of the County Board of Appeals was

& ever, Petitioner conceeds that his law practice continues to grow. : ::ﬂ
/252;£z$;¢4\_’ _ ’ : 3 1. Against the weight of the Competent, material and substantfal

June Holmen, Secretary This Board is sympathetic to the position in which Petitioner
; evidence in view of the entire record.

Encl. ' finds himself. However, Petitioner was aware of the R.0. zoning when he

c¢c: Charles J. Balint, Esq.
Mrs. Mary Ginn : purchased the property.
Phyllis C. Friedman, Esq.
Norman E. Gerber
James Hoswell
Arnold Jablon
Jean Jung
James Dyer

- : 2, Arbitrary, capricous and erroneous in that the Zoning Commissioner
The purpose of an R.0. Zone is to permit office use : 54 > o — — , -

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND | 1 590
OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION ."0. 0123 97
MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT

"
visapplication of the law concerning
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