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TO THE ZONING COMMISS'ONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

ituate in Baltimore County &nd which s s ¥ IN THE MATTER OF o
of the property situate in Balli . tition for a . ; BEFORE
tached hereto and made a part hereof, hereby pe _i 45 - g;{'g ;PPLICA.‘ION OF in effect at the time such plan, as aforesaid, was i
ermit_a.side vard. perhack of.f.feet lo Jisu. Y STEVEN ALPERN, ET AL, COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS o originally submitted to the Paltimore County Planning | follcuing criteria mist be met:

Section .1B02.3:C.1 = to_permi § : FOR A ZONING VARTAN.. ON PROPERTY Commission."
Variance from 2 LOCATED ON THE NORTH SIDE OF OF .

REGESTER AVENUE, 151.6' EAST OF -l r the zoning records indicates that this section of
PINEHURST ROAD BALTIMORE COUNTY - A check 7 @ zoning would unreasonably prevent the use of the property

(210 REGESTER AVENUE) Rod Forge community 13 so old that there is nt: approved plat for the origle for a permitted rpose or render conf
9th ELECTION DISTRICT CASE NU. BB-111-A . voeers Tors ¢ : perm? red parpos neer centarmance

4th COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT : .‘ nal subdivision and consequently the present regulations must apply, and the - ‘ utnecessarily burdensome;

Case No. B8-111-A
Steven Alpern, et al

‘Case No, BB-111-4
- Steven Alpern, et al

The undersigned, legal owner(s)
desvribed in the description and plat al
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j 1. Whether strict compliance with the requirement
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of the Zoning Regulations of falgrgg—re xc‘:(grral}:{ictaci ctll:f?i cﬁ-ﬁﬂi)"g La
: (indi ardship © ‘
et p side yard setback in this case would be 10 feet. Thus, the property owner, . , Whether granting the variance would 4o substan-

e e et e A

i i ‘ : ) 1 injustice o the applicant and the other
uce heating bills. DATE ?/3-3;/1 TR , - tia
1. Insulate and reduce hea _ ]  Foe ke | s , 8 this porch, would require a variance, -
t be concerned withweather, &S squitoes, 200 _ﬁé r ! - OPINTION S when he changes the use and encloses this ' q : approximate 1,800 property owners in thia

Having determined that the varlance i3 required, the Board consi- 3 district; and

2. A place to sit out and no
flys, etc. ..

This case comes before the board after a decision of the Zoning

Reduce ocutside noise. ' : N a dered all of the testlimony and exhibits and finds as a fact that this property _ ¥ Whether the relief can be granted in such fashion
Improve appearance of house. | . iy Commissioner of Baltimore County denying a side yard setback variance. Co :

is located in an older section of a development ¢f like townhouses and that the Lhat the spirit of the ordinance will be observed

The testimony in this case and all of the pictorial and schematic R ' 5 and public zafety and welfare srcured, -
kS .1 assoclation and immediate property ownera comprise approximately 1,800 homes _ |
exhibits indicate that the property in question is in the "old section" of i 8 The Board finds as a fact that the evidence hefore It does not show |
S ' 'with 40 to 45 of these homes having aide porches and none of these porches are | : : [

Rodgers Forge and is improved by a red brick multi-story structure with a side T R ’ ) that strict compliance would unreasonably prevent the use of the property. The |
1/We do solemnly decl_are and affirm, ‘ ‘i glass-enclosed. There are five Lo six porches which are enclosed with screens, Lo : :
under the penalties of perjury, that I/we | porch that is covered and extending 8 feet from the foundation of the main . 1 Board rindi as a fact by the testimony and exhibits presented .o it that ‘

] ! 'ty |
are the legal owner(s) of the proper ‘1 and the community association is opposed to glass-enclosed porches becausc it
which is the subject of this PentiFJH. | Structure and being 12 feet wide is unenclosed, | " ' "

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

i ising, tc., upon filing of this

4 f above Variance advertising, posting, ete, ng

t'tilt'u:) ra‘r‘:;' figr'ig‘;r“;gpr?; et;cp::dse:rg to be bound by the zoning reg&auotns and restrictions of
Eealltimo}e County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law For Baltimore County.
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This porch, testimony indicated R ' ! . granting of the variance would do substantial injustice to the Fodwers Forge
‘ _ o 5 would not allow the uniformity of the homes to be preserved and would aflect Lhﬁ . i
had been built when the existing dwelling was butlt prior to the requirements of L 5 : . . community and the 1,800 property owners therein. The Board finds as a fact
RN ‘| aesthetic uniformity of the neighborhood. The property owner, the Appellant, : ;
any subdivision approval by the Planning Board or any other then existing ; R ; ' ‘ - that the relilef cannot bte granted in such a fashinn so that the spirit of the
ke ! on the other hand, wishes to enclose his porch with glass sn tiat he can have | ‘ 3
approval authkority of Baltimore County as far as the slde yard setback 13 cone | R j: i - ordinance will be observed and public safety and welfare secured.
- Lot . addltional space for his wife to play music, for additiunal protection agalinst :

Contract Purchaser: Legal Owner(s):

Signatur

cerned, This case presented some rather unique questions of law for the

-t s | teenagers in the neighborhood, and to fncrease his privacy. Testimony is that ! N |
The Board believes that the initial question that 1t must confromt .;J ; X 4 : i Board and in reviewing certaln appeilate decisions the Board found aa binding
T ] there 1s no intention to have electricity or heat in the porch once enclose ; N E
:! 15 whether this property owner needs a variance in the first place., The | e : f ) - and most persuasive the case of Dathl v. County Board of Appeals of Baltimore
R 1 with glass.
! Baltimore County Zoning Regutations (B.C.7.K.) section 10301 states as foliows: | jf s K ‘ | Sy 258 Mde 13T, 265 A.2d 227, wmeretn the Court srareds
y . ; L : The Board in determining whether a variance should be granted must ‘
___ZIDHRE%ESLer.AMEBuC;-_-ﬁll:48i5 These Repulations shall apply as of the date of Lhelr ‘ A ‘ ! ere re Subot ool peart tnat In the lntant case
— 44 % Phone No. i adoption but the provisions pertalning to use, helght, ] ;7 5 distinguish between a use variance where the bhurden ts cne of proving undue 1 & _ there are substantial residential properties within
{ or Print Nam : area and denzsity of population shall not apply to any : k'.,:% | ) : sach o wouid 1o o penc abpiicant. Ti- evidence is
Iape L R _ development' Su!)di\'lﬂiﬁn (ll"" I‘)ill“(ﬁ(‘l r)r lctnd' thf.' [!r‘f:- N . hard:ship ()r‘ Hhethf‘[‘ it. 13 a"l arpn Vﬂriﬂnce wh“re the b“rdcn 13 LO prove pra('t'i-, .‘ g SUCh as HOU1d lead a reasonable man to the beller
--*gi-gﬁggu}; ------------- Cly and State . g liminary p].?m for which was Uf'jpﬁjnﬂl}y aubmitted to B -:-;-- . : : that the Franting of the variances may well affect pthe
Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con- - H ;T? [?hcn) BalLiTOPe County Planning Commission, (now : EE - cal ditficulty. In this particular case, the Board finds the question to te ? : aesthetic amblence (emphasis added} of tne residentially
sam bunmagu_or!epnﬁm“auve‘n egal owner, | i i anning Board) and approved ar ;entative]y appr Hved : v : _ i - ‘ zoned propertles which lie in the immediate area, and
S 2 é;gﬁlgging gTziapp;ovai magf subject to any condi- A one of an ares vartance and finds that Lo prove practical difficulty the . . For this reason we are of the opinticn that tne Franting
con ons; under the then existing official e . 3 i of the varlances wouil be in Jlsharmony with the splirit
) : procedure in Baltimore County, prior to the adoption e | . e Intent of the regulations.”
] . - o of these Regulations. The zonin regulations appli J : |
Glen Rurnie, Md. 21061 X . . g reeut o appele
h. Avenue, ' 260-1919 ) i,' cable to any such development, subdivision op parcel
=Y ; of land as aforesald shall be the zoning regulations
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Attorney for Petitioner:
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ORDERED By The Zaning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this

A j his petition be advertised, as
: .. 19__87., that the subject matter of this petition _ , 85
ofeqﬁ'iféd by th:_iaﬁ'i_r;é -Lé-w-of Bal-tiﬁwre County, d“i l;ltv.{o ﬂ?ews%:me;s; :rfi E;r;}zr;tg:x;)c:fl::;ogl éhggglgr?g
i . that property be posted, an at the pu ing be | ‘ .
g%%%:&%ﬁi%{;u%%t&ngrep Copun't))'r in Room 106, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore

September a 10:00 o'clock ‘ | £ R S _ ] |
County, on the T o ' R : P e e N R L T ‘(

Ac__M,
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e L . APPEAT ﬁ BEGINNING FOR THE SAME
- X Al : NING £ SAME on the North side of 'este 3
Zoning Comnﬁsswnef:('fial _ @ of Regester Avenve st the

4

Petition for Zoning Variance distance of 151 feet 6 inches casterly from the Northeast corner of

N/S HRegester Avenue, 151.6' E of Pinehurst Road
{210 Hegester Avenue)

9th Election District - &th Councilmanic District _ of Regester Avenue is intersected by a line drawn midway betwren the

Steven Alpern, et al - Petiticners house on the 1ot now being descr ibe and that . .
Case No. 8A-1]]1<p wing described and that on the lot adjointng on

Regester Avenue and Pinehurst Road and at 3 point where the North side

the West and running thence casterly binding on the North side of ‘ :
Regester Avenue 35 feet 3 inches to a point In a line with the center of :: - “‘fff

4 s { ~pthar ’ R . Lo s . . N
Side yard cetbank the partition wall there sitwite, thence North to amd throoh the center =3 Posted for ... /2P €q /

- el L L L T T Oy
- .. - -
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9 ﬁ : ‘ of said wall and contitming the s.ame course in all 132 374 i T
| S ‘ ¢ Fs 5 5 d 32 feet 3/4 inech to ST, 4
Case No, 88-111-= B 2 the Soutlinest e , , Peuticaer: ----.v?.zg.z’.:zz-_.z?f:/.‘{{:::w ot =
Steven Alpern, et al 4. Petiticn for Zoning Variance e thwest side of an alley 15 feet wide there situate, thence North- Ty

-

Locaton of Ny 74 A B et A L R
M Ji'}/“‘“-'-t-'---;;?.?.’--{":‘f.--i‘f:!:'.':_ /J/ 5 ’ by F we 4#!4/‘%&

. * . e ecna 7/‘) I-] ,‘P-—-.-----"" -—'--"-"-------—.....__ .
common. 38 feet 11-1/8 inches to intersect the aforesaid line drown - S LR £ STYP VS

== seu
against the benefit to the community in maintaining the general plan.” See also FO T Certificate of Posting ’ midway between the house on the 1ot mnow being described and that on T . “/' "A?-ﬂ;‘! p A;E‘J- >
; T - ) S _ . g *: -
: _.-,.6.19.:::.»../;__:-,{___/5 2 vy

i L -

. west binding on the Southwent sideof said alley with the wse b '
) ‘ . «H B G . *oUuse LlatTe 5{ ™
The Court went on to say "...that the detriment to the applicant must be weighed ; Description of Property ’ o

Anderson v. Board of Appeals, Town of Chesapeake Beach, 22 Md. App. 28, 322 A.2d : Certificates of Publication the lot adjoining on the West and Lhence south binding on said line
3 137 feet 2-374 inches to the place of buyinoie, e Improvesaents _
thereon known as No. 210 Repester Avenue, FOR Fe S
The Board seighed the detriment to Mr. Alpern against the benefit to ' Zoning Plans Advisory Committee Comments BEITG the same lot of eround and Improvements deseribed in a Dved . -

224, b Entry of Appearance of People's Counsel (Mot in File)

, L . o ; . 1T s o lated March 2 Y8 woordod e o T e W . Fw -
the Rodgers Forge Commurity Association in maintaining a general plan, and we ‘ Dirertor of Planning & Zoning Comments dated March Pnd, 1978 and recorded oty the Land Records of Baltimoere

County in Libor EUHGKL, Jr. Nol Siel, tolio WU etol froe Alun Stanley

i find as a fact that the enclosure of the side porch by glass structure would " Petitioner’s bxiibits: 1« Flab of Froperty revised 471327 Lol e d 11 o _ ‘ ‘
; : - Sock and Ellen J, ook, Nis wife » Lo the within newed prantors,

affect the aesthotic ambience of the 1,800 homes in the Rodgers Forge Community K 5 A5 4 - Letter of muppert dated 95017487 Ze BETNG als0 the saoe ot of o

. . , W RON
Pprouna mentioned and deserited in g Towsoxn, MDy,

‘ . x . 1 A‘. - . LT R ~ P . LAY L ioraan s oyt i B qrct 0 M N LIS -1 . . Yy 1 -' 3 ] | 3 .
- Association and to grant the variance under the circumstances would be arbitrary 3 = Color photoprsphs of similuar progfert Les k4 Mortgaye Jdited March Jody 1975 and recorded amanyy the Land Recerds. _ ! m:l'.mlt:-ln:“ THIs IS 10 CERTIFY
' aforesaid in Liter F y o, No. Y8 olio ! . " Ehvian Duaerart
Zaning Commissioner's Order dated 100 s ME é sald in Liter EHUK., Jr. v Bl only folio S00. : b L v i mama Lz publishes in THE
1 _ 7 -"5 ; : Lase Ne we 114 *
. i L) .2' 3 . . . . . ) . . \ ] : P Aoy ;"_:':—:h-h‘ ¢ e
T+~ Board notes Lhat it i *ddr‘essing the variance of the appllcant Pl , . . 1 Richnrd T, Homtoe, b Pilre, At toar Y e . ) » :'l Mrtur | npmg_,.“‘.”-:: rﬂ“sun H.“!j:-
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that the annexed udvertlsenu-nl

JEFFERSON IAN, & week
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. and capricious, )
! ‘¥ BeWSpaper printed

. i oreg (Uunty. .“d. ‘ppe‘nn‘ on
: | ' . . ) . g t«h 3 qUE sthn of n!, covenants , iy / [1 A
P ‘l .
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A M N 2 N ] -
§ that may or may not exist with respect to the properties in the Rodgers Forge /x-n,-i’“'?-—"*’ ) At :(f aa— L
P : The Surung :‘:';;;““W'WM-

. . N . . ] ‘ 3 f - "‘ - 14 — . A .
i Community Association and/or the existing structures or porches in this area. _ CL/'/?L" e IR ,/" Rl e Comnn, sy %
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For all the above reasons, it is this /9 74 day of Kfa, 1988 by ® b D0 e A Stk b et
H ¥ L] - " ko AT g d gt
k"1 | i ‘, ’ ! Buiing the ;vu‘:»u:“::',‘,.m n
KAk L Y TR shomp

y -kﬁi(‘.h()l"d T. Remtro, ESQUiT‘E, AUAOY'H'-'Y ror Petitioner . Ry "‘";‘-‘I b e Siaung ‘:"f"‘r;‘u! e
N . - - . . ; - ; . : i % i ! " .
. Zoning Commissioner of Bzltimore County denying the requested variance be and ' 341 N. Calvert Street. Baltimore, M4, 2700 ; g T Rl s Petin o
. Petitivnerr:
Patio Enclosures, Inc. 3

. Prrmad iy by
i the same is hereby AFFIRMED. .. ~
. & . Do

Any appeal from this decision must be made in accordance i if 224 Bth Avenue, Glen Burnie, Md. 21061 Alpern =i J P St they e
) MR s et by
S0 Regrenter e & '. ":‘:;'t;‘:t l:‘n
™ YT o) IR o . ’ ! e v :
scott L. Goetsch, Protestant AT I Sty o the h.—an:l:‘:: 'ah“ :..r'?:

122 Bruudon Road, Baltimore, Md, _ ¥ 5 B I > i Wie 2t the hwareng
COUNTY BOARD GF AFPEALS P - 3 e . By L b

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY - Mo R | . : - o JaWEKT HAINgS

Patricia L. Zouck w4 S Ry - iy } K L o Msaa ey

//,,44@4 ;; / ,;D 99 Murdock Houad, Haltimore, Md. ' Baibimey L vunn
4 ‘%‘.—4 i s .. -~ . . ! Fl
{A‘ 5 Pruyllis Colg Frjiedman, Esgsire, RUTUES _I_H o r;. gy Ui, /; Yive

l‘l]'lkk‘, ]
Thamas J. Bol /3"'" Acting fidairman ) People's Codetl of Baltimore Tounty ('

Rm. 223J urthouse, Towson, Maryland 21204
- - a7
”, : —
,-:»/(EW g-/,i‘/m'( h

Harry E/ Bu-hhziste “wr

. the County Board oi Appeals of Baltimore County ORDERED that the ,t{ecision of the

S, by o uest

 with Rules B-1 through B-13 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure. M.
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_ " The particular type of building involved in this case is a
S STEVEN ALPERN, ET AL. IN THE
ROYSTON, MUELLER, MCLEAN ei
’ ATTORNEYS AT LAY

i dwelling, defined by the Zoning Regulations as "a building or
NEYS - > Appellants/Petitioners COUNTY BOARD OF

OF COUNSEL
R. TAYLOR MclLEAN 102 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE CARROLL W. ROYSTON
RICHARD A.REID

ST | portion therrof which provides living facilities ..r one or more
L v, APPEALS OF
204-4575 H. ANTHONY MUELLER _
E. HARR[SON STOME TOWSON, MARYLAND 21 . IOHN L ASKEW .
MILTON R. SMITH, IR

| families." (BCRZR §101, p.l1-10.}
MILION . SMITH. R, (300 821800 o RODGERS FORGE COMMUNITY BALTIMORE COUSTY
THOMAS F. McDONOUGH TELECOPIER FAX (301) 828-7859

. ASSOCIATION, INC.
LAWRENCE F. HAISLIP o

g. David Flelds
R : ' ames G,
LAUREL P, EvANS e appellee/Protestant 1802.3.C.1.) As defined by §301.1, a porch may eacroach into as J. nobmuﬁirﬁiﬁ
XEITH R.TRUFFER o * * * * Co Ann M,
ROBERT 3 Fokiins S h much as twenty-five percent (25%) of the required side-ya~d T Nastarowicz
Eﬂ;:l;::HHSFSM;I‘SETE}A;\I:';‘ APPELLEE, RODGERS FORGE COMMUNITY

;amS E. Dyer
. obyn Cl
april 14, 1988 ASSOCTATION'S, MEMORANDUM OF LAW setback. By enclosing the porch, the Appellant's propose to . y Arx

Arnold Jablon, County Attorney

/20 -
/88 -Followirg nctiftied cf hearing set for Thuraday

April 7, *GRA 8t 1100 pom.e

Mr, & Mrs, Steven A]

. pern
| iichard v+ Rombro, tag
_ atio Er )
e | Erclosures, Inc.

Mr. Scott D, Goetacn
{s required of a "dwelling™ in this zone,

. M3, Fa ~
(BCRZR Section L tricia L. Zouck
Case No, PB=111-A

Appellee, Rodgers Forge Community Association, fileg this

change the character of the structure from one defined as an
Thomas Bollinger, Esquire

[ Memorandum of Law in support of its opposition to this Appeal.
county Board of Appeals N
<o czurt Housed oos ?;? At the conclusion of the hearing on this matter, the Board
Towson, Marylan o

1/26.R8

-Amended notice sent
. to above fndivid
:equested zonirg varlance by Zoning g:;;i t? rors yicental of
copy of packet from PC to Ms o tnans

on behaif of community group
will be entering appear, ;

"open porch,” with a seven and a half foot sideyard setback

Aizo forward=d
AZouck ~=for individual to Spe it

n attorney for community as.,n
ance prior to hearing date, o

requirement, to an "enclosed” dwelling, with a ten font sicdceyard

' t for Variance o of Appeals raised the following question: Do the Baltimore
Re: Zoning appeal No. g§8-111a, Regues or kg

setback regquirement.,
210 Regester Avenue

County Zoning Requlations make a distinction between an enclosed Concluding, the Appellants intend

to construct an addition
pear Mr. Bollinger:

and an open porch sn as to require a variance for a porch to their dwelling within the required

side-yard setback of 10
T enclecse the Memorandum of Law requested by you at the

g enclosure? feet., As such, the proposed additien requires that the
cane. .sion of the Hearing on this Appeal on april 7., 1988.

jderation in this matter " The only reference in the Zoning Regulations to a porch Is
k you for your consideration n . -
R ' in BCZR §301.1.

Appellants meet the strict conditions of a variance before a

This secticn describes a porch as follows:
Sincerely,

"a building permit can be issued for this addition.

_.AI)\‘SB R

one-story open porch attached to the main building.” The

i S Lf Appellant's current porch is open and clearly gqualifies under
Keith ;“T%Eﬁﬂ{ —— =
this definition.

Respectfully submitted,

§$§4§jc if Wwhile a porch is defined as open, a "building" is defined as
Enclosure ap

Keith R. Truffer <g--
Royston, Mueller, McLean & Reid
102 W. pPennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

(101) 823-1810

s i "a structure enclosed within exterior walls or firewalls for the
cc: Mr. Robert A. McGrain, Jr. £l ene e
Richard T. Rombro, Esgquire

3HR1B

shelter, support, or enclosure of persons, animalc, or property Attorney for Appellee

The Zoning Regulations thus CERTIFICATFE OF SERVICE

ST ______T"::,:

contemplate that an "open porch™ is different from a "buiiding”®
ROYSTON, MULCLLER,
McLEAN & R . .,
c.ﬁx_wsm and that enclosing a porch changes it, by definition, to a

ROYATON, MUELLLER,
102 w. PENN, AVL,

: : MclLtAN & RriD
TOWSON. MARYLAKD building. *WITE 800
£1304.4878

103 w. FENM, AVE,
8251000

r HERFRY CERTIFY, that on this 1S day of April, 1988, a
copy of the foregoing Memorandum of Law was mailed hy first
class, postage prepaid, to Richard T. Rombro, Fsquire, 341 M.

' Calvert Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202,

TOWROMN, MARYLAND

W s A
21304a.4078 ! - —
ers.tmaoa ¥e1th R. Truffer S*—- —

wg LY .
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WARTZMAN, ROMBRO, OMANSKY, BLIBAUM & SIMONS, PA. — : - ' C
341 NORTH CALVERT STREET
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202

(o) sms-on1 Home improvementsz

PAUL WARTZMAN RICHARDC T ROMBRO NATHAN HAMBURGER

JOSEPH H OMANSKY LEE N SACHS OF COUNSIL What Counts Whe‘!you Sel!

§ MUEL BLEBAUM MARTIN} ALPERSTEIN

. | K : '.-'l’;o. o R ol
. _ . . . J Sy . > A A .4 AN M T ';'.. Y g
N R P A SISO R SR R LT ',a.\.’.‘-:r'i.--5'.'1.":-"'-‘.‘.,".‘»”""'-‘-‘""‘“"'-
. - . L e e - - : . L T ' : ) = * . :
LAW OFFICES P

e

LI B
v
- S el - e

' - S CERTIFICATE PO
' 4 * L '-.. h s or
4F Adverlising Promotion pe¢ - Y- 3004 i . IONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY )/P_..
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ONALD L. SCHREIBER PP . h COSt Of remo e b ) | _

*- "HAEL H. SIMONS ROBERT | STEINBERG r M(‘;gu-ww) E ' ) . . ] ' new 1oof o furnace. if the plumbing e .. ) . ) .
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wise have traded in the house they 2 e e B ¢ up 10 g

have for & bigger onc are remodeling
November 4, 19B7

. ¢ 1 1d ' ' ' Peutiooer: . _____ _%_Lf
! b ' vl mow burers engest v e fU0 = but so does quality of mater ials . 2
instead Others, fareseeing ever highes . .

rices. are adding recseational fa- 1 ’ place, you' lt have dibsculty setiing the
‘i‘ pL. .
County Board of Appeals

cilics to their homes wnstead of Jpa | Mo o coeng et - and workmanship of the contractor
of Baltimore County .
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ROYSTON, MUELLER, MCLEAN & REID
ATTQRNEYS AT LAW
SUITE 600
102 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE o CounseL

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204- 4575 f"‘::?;;; :‘?’:gi‘:

JOHN L. ASKEW

R. TAYLOR McLEAN
RICHARD A.REID

E. HARRISON STONE
MILTON R. SMITH, JR.

C. 5. KLINGELHOFER (11
THOMAS F. Mc DONOUGH
LAWRENCE F. HAISLIP

THE RODGERS FORGE COMMUNITY ASS50CIATION, INC

{301} B823-1800
TELECOPIER FAX {30i) B28-7850

RESOLVED: That at the Boa
td of Governors mee
decjaegogﬂuﬂégyAA”°fi°t‘°“' Inc. held on Octobertigq g;agheiROGQQr.
Secide ssociation that responsibllity f ' ind aes
all zoning matters Yy tor teview and actlon

be
of the following membersgplaced in the 2oning Committee consisting

THE RODGERS FORGE COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION, INC.

LAUREL P. EVANS

KEITH R.TRUFFER

ROBERT 5. HANDZO
EDWARD J. CILLISS

C. LARRY HOFMEISTER, IR.
ELIZABETH P. 5. STELLMANN

RESOLVED: That the position of the Rodgers Forge Community
Association, Inc. as adopted by the Zoning Comnittee on the zoning

matter known as:

STATE OF MARYLAND
BALTIMORE COUNTY, SS:
Richard Zeff

Mary Laura Kalista
Francis Palumbo
Don Gerding

Tede Henderson
EQ Gilliss
Scott Goetsch
Jean Duvall

Bob McGrain

Christopher Nicholso
Patricia Zouck ?

| Ed Swotoda
I hereby swear upon penzlty nf perjury that I am currently a

| Karen Falumbo
dul a in d member of e Zon Commi of e R - ~
Y +N eea od )
gpo te e ' t? g tt th gers Forge ! ?5 WITNESS OUR HANDS AND SEAL THIS p ik DAY OF Appi—

Re: Zoning Appeal No, 88-111A, Request for Variance ?;e .o ;- b
210 Regester Avenue . ATTEST: THE RODGERS FORGE COMMUNITY - e ®

ASSOCIATION, INC.
Wl o s\
Secretary

Edward J. /Gilliss

April 6, 1988
Case No. 88-111-A

TO WIT: Steven Alpern, et al.

(a) The interests of the individual members of the
Community Assoclation would be materially harmed by
the granting of this Petition.

Baltimore County Board of Appeals
0ld Courthouse, Room $#205 is that:

Towson, Maryland 21204

Petitloner will not experience practical difficulky
or unnecessary hardship from the denial of the

ATTEST: Petition.

THE RODGERS FORGE COMMUNITY

DJear Board:
ASSQCIATION, INC,

IT 1S FURTHER RESOLVED: That Edward J. Ciiliss is authorized to
speak on behalf of the Community Assocliation on this zoning matter.

, ,// , < o ~ . |
Al 22253 g // \\ . AS WITNESS OUR HANDS AND SEAL THIS _3'7 DAY OF _Aége

I enclose the original two resolutions by t
Community Association designating Edward Gil{isgeagosg:rs Forae
individual to testify on behalf of the Association in this
appeal. I also enclose Mr., Gilliss' affidavit in this regard
Please file these documents in this matter. )

Aol 51988

THE RODGERS FORGE COMMUNITY
ASSOCIATION, INC.

-fi s ‘ //&P* T . i

e ,ggfff:géggdlﬁb¢nfLJ ;ﬁé;%zﬁf;;yﬁfiwﬁz;ﬁﬁf%?i;;>f i oy L ‘

‘ res ent s e _,l . . i - , ~ "///’; . 1
Ilteith R, Trué’f _i- .' ‘_; Qf f : %{;.«/Wr,ﬁ/,fn;h{ﬂ

ZZA?ZZ;ulc(;Eiﬁlbhbﬁb

Secretary

L

President C:/’

I thank you for your cooperation.
THE RODGERS FORGCE COMMUNITY

Sincerely, ASSOCIATION, INC.

Secretary President cfi
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DAIHL v. COUNTY BOARD OF AFPEALS OF BALTIMORE CO. NL 2
Citw as M3 A 24 237 -

GALBLUM «

- cwle of Wnlti ¢ punty o
@ sunty Moard of Appeals of Baltimare & oy . 032 M.

LRoom 200 Cowd Tonsr

265 ATLAl\e REFORTER, 24 KERIES

ce e 0 Lyt owe think the detnment 1o

—_—
the a;-phvnmmwww

onby of taspaser

manner as ta gray telicf without sub- pathing facihities

County Eiﬂuarh af C.f\ppeals of Maltimore oty

Toom 200 Laurt House
Totwson. Warpiand 21204
(3 1Y 19 1-3180

January 26, 1988

Ms. Patricia L. Zouck
99 Murdock Road
Baltimore, MD 21212

Case No. 88-111-A
Steven Alpern, et al

Dear Ms. Zouck:

Enclosed is a copy of the amended notice ghich was 2aiiiih
to all listed individuals today. Also enclozed ls a packel w

i 1 i cket
nas been prepared by the office of People's Cougse}._dizisoia
contains the forms which are neceszzary when an lnd}zl wal o
individuals will be speaking on benal® cf a communlity i

group.

ceive the letter of appearance from your

S sSoOO0n a4s we re ‘
: into the case file.

attorney, we will enter his nama
If you have any question=, please call me. Thank you for

your telephone ;all.

Sincerely,

1

1

! -
- r{’\-:-. ELL‘J— '-0"-4.4&4-1\\_ W T
Kathleen C. Weidenhammer
Administrative Secretary

T olysun, ﬁ{.:rplnuh 212044

(301} 19i-3180 AMENTED KOTICE -to reflect
- denial of rejuestes
variance by Zoning
Commissioner.

EEARING ROCM #218 January 26, 1968

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT

M o T v
NO POSTPONEMEN(S WILL EE GRANTEEE:;EHSIG’;TGEEDlg.‘-gﬁ?l;ggiaEg’f
ZEASCNS. HREQUESTS FOR POSTPONEM . b e s
;g ST;ICT COMPLIANCE WITH BOAED(?g%EDi;g)ér ggﬁgg;LzD ;EARI;G
NTED WITHIN FIFTEE ILE '
gigé 35L§gg IN FULL COMPLIANCE WITH RULE 2{c), COURNTY COUNCIL
BILL NO. 59-79.

———

CA E qO 8 SiE E‘. ALI E e g & AL
N/.) “Ej. e.ST.EI AUC[’]UE’, ’ l l' .6 E Or ! i!#‘.‘;l'\ll ..:t, I\Lidj

{210 Regester Avenue)

gth Election District
4th Cout.-iimanic District

VLR -side yard setback
10/08/87 -Z.C. DENIED variance.

THURSDAY, APRIL 7, 1088 at 1:00 p.m.

FEAY

LSSIGHNED FOR:

noellants /fetitioners
Mr. & Mrs. Steven Al,ern tppell 5

.

[
’

R ETARE S
zqud / Counsel for Rrpellunto/iet:
picnard T. Rombro, Esquire v o

Patio Enciosures, Inc.

Mp. Scott D. Goetsch A;pellea/?rotestant

vg, Patricia L. Zouck / P;?QIIPGfPTC{PH\ALt
Rodgers Torge Community Ason.

p. David Ficids

James G. Hoswell

J. Reoert Halnes

Ern M. Nastarowic?

James E. Dyer

Robyn Clark

Lrnold Jablon, county Attorney

Ity 1

‘;/3/24/68 —Keith R. Truffer, =53- beball of - Kathleen €, Weldenbon®
. . AT B 4 . . . i o . s ave
enitered appearance On bigetia ¢ fiminiot rative Cor rel Aty

Rodgers Forge Community Asan.

stantial nrary ta pubilic heaith, safety, and
[ I B

gencral welfare,

The Beard predicated it granting of the
varianees on the basas that they were Vtea-
sonable aind cssential W preven? practical
difhentty and hardshup in developing the
pn-]rrrly." Jlowever, there 1 nothung

the record which wonld sndwcate the exast

type of structuse that the prhtioners an- g

teneed to construct on Tots 10 throngh 149,
wther than that st would be heeping with
the gruetal architectural scheme prevalent

st the industrial park,

We cantrt overlook the fart that i thre

irstantl vitse there are sul tantial pesude
Wﬂi&“?ﬂﬁ.fﬁ 1he wumedate area. The
.-ﬁrﬂ.{iii'Ti"{-(-i;}-“r?-id{-;'.lF-U teet from Loty
10 through 19 The apprdant Diathl 1s con
arnening 4 $A300 feane, 180 feet (tom
Lots 13 through 190 There s auuther fes
Jenve Letween Dahl’s home and Lots i
throuph 19 Appeliant Young resides on
ot NoJo, The evedoner s such as would

lead a peasamgtie gaan 1y the lehef that thr
.J-'_FF-_'-_.—_ 3
Trantmy of Daeat Vartcra Ay well affect

the resthetie ambience uf__!_hc rrsu!r_}gh.\!l_\

e et j——

ronig) properties winich_hie in the munediane
atta For s reasst we are of the opioien
p e e o
that the gravtiey of these yaluadagh Wity

i =~ i an
T T meny watn the Uspinil atad s

IR E L

ST YR L s the regalations

. > "

The “ditfwuities aml Thatdsdnp o

which the Board refeered, althoogh na
spelled out, ehvionsiy wete thuight to be of
such a nature that, f 1t evercome, woeral
have resulted an the pehlioners sestanng
wornie T eial hardshoe i dhee eftonts Lo
develnp the propeity wad iy ther ot o«
ase of it In Faster vo Masor and Uity
Counal of Baiumore, 1ud AL, 308, dind, 7
AL 49T, 3 (198 we sands “The mere
favt that the vanance wouldmaks the prop:
erty mare profitable s oot a sufticent
pround to justify a relavation of sethack
requirements. Garden View [lames w.
Board of Adjustment, W ON L 44 57
A 6T In that same vpinien Julpe

Henderses later Clel Fodge, alsn stated

T~
atantral pesider 1ial

Tevielit to the cummuinty At b
The L;rnrr:d T tee aso Hius v,

251

Marvar atd sty Cosncd of Haltinore,
S, S64, 6B, 248 A 2 103 (1%8), and Cuy
of Balimuore v. Polakoff, 231 M LM
AJd RID (1D, A we view the law,
we think the granting of the vanances by
Mo T T arTatrary and capricious.

On the basis of what be have said in s
ppenon we afhirm thre decision of the lowrer
court 1 sustaonuy: the Boand’s avtien with
vepard to the teromng of 1 ote 1 through
19 from R-6 e M-I (hght mannfavtur-
i), and reverse the dedision with fecpent
ta the court's athrming of the grantg of
the variances as to Lots Bk theough 19 and

Yt

the fraonimg and svatances as to Loty 20
Sdamd 24

Orpder alfnmed o part and resersed n
patt ws set forth an thes opmen, appelices

[er Jray vusls

-
N : [TLR P LT TR L
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208 M 1w

Harry L, GALBLUM ot al, t'a Monl.
gomery Hills Associales

.

HOARL UF APPEALS UF MUNT:.
GUMERY COUNTY.

No. J47.
Courd of Apgweais of Muoryiand

AMay 1V, 1w

Proscvding un applivation bar a svarne-
ance  troar a o voustly  pening otdirrance
From an onder  of the  Cirvust L ouard,
Montgomers Coanty, Ralph o =huee, 1.
pplalding the  toadiyge ol the twand of
appeals  the  plantiiis  appeaied. The
Conrt of Appeals, Haummond, C0 3 held,
wrer alia, that wder county cde grant.

ing esemplien from spevial pathoyg Yoy

wet farth i oanott
vorptemplated by
to L adopreal ey
ab adoped no

- 1 and I

trashoy stamyp re BN

g ot dntnet,
g spaces where.
ot entitied to e

parking tax
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i. Countioy C2192

llﬂq‘l'l’ veanihy
trom apecial pard
showded prun-lr ol
venthipebving with
atsthef setion, at
Py such sectuen we
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After a public hearing, the Ileputy Zon-
ing Commussioner passed an order grant-
g the rezoning and vanances sought by
the petitwoners for Lats [0 through 19
but demed the reomug and vatiances
sought for Lots Wos, 22, 23 and 4. On
July 26, 1967, the protestants filed a timely
appeal; huwever, 1t must be noted that
the petitioners did not file any appeal
It certainly makes no sense or b gic to
argue that the protestants i perfecting
their appeal intended "o take an appeal
from any actwn of the Deputy Comms-
sioner sther than that portm ol his opin.
wn grantisy the regomng and variances to
Lots 10 through 19, for the simple reason
that the issues inolving Loty Nos, 22, 2
and 24 vere resolved in theiwr taver. The
wutding of the following notce uf appeal
filed YWy the protestants with the Zoning
Comn.ssioner supports this reasomng

“Please note an Appeal from the por-
hows of suwt Order gramiing 1ae re-
gucsied rezomimg amd turiar ¢f to the
Board of Appeals of Baltimsie County
an Lehalf of Farl S0 loves, et al, rnl-‘
dents and protestamts”  (Fmphasis sup.
phr‘l Al

Sectoon S B G the eedinauce, which o4
the xeneral provisan reguiafing  appeals,
provules o pertinent jart:

"Any person ur petsons, potly  or
severaily or any taxparer, or any of-
fiviall oftwe,  department, board  or
turean  of Baltimoere Corany,  feehny
aggriesed tyoany Jdecrsion of the Jon-
g Commussioner shall Lave the right
tw eppeal therefrom to the County Board
of Appeals. ®= & o

The a'ove Sectwnr should alsa be con-
sidered an cenjunction with Section fuld
which provules m pertivert part:

e s Al deeisens of the County
Board of Appeals shail be made afrer
notwe  anld U oIty for htdru‘.g iy
moto wpom 1ae g before wand Boand
* ot 2 Huphass suppied )

We think & sigmficant to note that
Tection MILY refers to "issues™ and does
nout use the term decimor.  Jesue connotes
s matter which leads itsell to a se arate
fiwding or separate holding, that 15, some.
thing which invelves & separate poant
Webster's New World Dwtionary (College
Editwen) defines “issue™ z5; "% o o
pumnt, matter or questivn to he disputed
or decided & & o

(I} We must alwo take 1nto consnlers.
tion the 'anguage of Sectwon 5016 which
m referning W appeals, states:

"Appeals from the Zoning Comnns-
wioner rhall be heard by the County
Board of Apneals de nova, * & o

We thik that the countext it whwh the
term de muto 1 used in Nection 5016 amd
3013 (buth guoted above) means that un
appeal there shall be a de woto hearmyg
vt thuse sues which have leen appeated
and not un every nuatter covered o the
application.  In this sense de moro means
that the Hoard of Appeals may hear tes.
tmony  amd conmder additional evilence
pertan g tu the assue of issues presented
on appeal. Sce Vol 2, The Law of Zounung
atwd Planming, Rathhoft, ch o%& § 7.
I'he viiginal pature of & de mre o Aeaning
with its guality of newness 1y tn contia-
Jatuwtion to a review upon the record
43 evists where matters are heard on
certiotan. I3 U S Pubie Sdinastra-
toe Hidies and Provedure § X4

Hoth parties to thisy appeal agree that
there appears o et Manvland  cave
adiudiwating the guestron of whether the
Jr o mute review power ol the Hoard of
Appeals 13 to be hneted 10 those portions
wi the Juming  Commssioner’s  Jecinion
from which an appeal has been taken
However, m Deen o Balumore Gas &
Flectrie Lompaey, 240 XA 317, 214 A2
130 (10350, this question briefly susfaced
bt then dusappearcd. There, a utility com-.
paty desired to voustruet 3 high tension
trrattantission hice over a4 segmient of an
atandoned vairoad Tght of way .1 iniies




o o
Baltimore County ‘

Zoning Commissioner _ o Baltimore County . . ~ - . r ¢
Office of Planning & Zoning _ ' Zoning Commissioner N PETITION FOR ZONING VARIANCE County Moard of Appeals of Baltimore County
Towson, M&U’Iand 21204 “ , , ‘ ‘ - Office o{filamung & Zoning S | ’ . K “ ) Room z00 Lourt House
494-3353 . ' - . Towson, Maryland 21204 Lt 9th Election District - &4th Councilmanic District Totosun, Hlaryland 21204

) 494-3353
J. Robert Haines (301) 193180 AMENDED NOTICE ~to refiect

Zoning Commissioner o . : i o F Case NO. 88-111-A
« - : o ot e kR HEARING ROCM #213 3 denial of reguested
: S January 26, 198 variance by Zonlrg

. November 12, 1987 . : P 0
' - 198 LA S S
. ’ = - OCtODer a' g 7 gy = T : - hOTICE QF ASSIC"ME“T Commissioner.

N3 POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND SUFFICIENT
REASONS. REQUESTS FOR POSTPONEMENTS MUST BE IN WRITING AND

e i r ' . NO POSTPRONEMENTS
9ld Courthouse, Room #205 ' | | Mr. Steven Alpern IN STRICT COMPLIANCE WITH BCARD RULE 2(b) 3

- . ) v L] L 4 Wad
Towson, Maryland 21204 _ ‘ Dennis F. Rasmussen 210 Regester Avenue Dennis F. Rasmussen WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN {15) DAY5S OF SCHEDULED HEARING

LOCATIUN: North Side of Regester Avenue, 151.6 feet East of Pinehurst

daltimore County Board of Appeals Road (210 Regester Avenue)

DATE AND TIME: Tyesday, September 22, 1987, at 10:00 a.m,
County Executive ! Yo P DAYVE UNLESS IN FULL COMPLIANCE WITH RULE 2{c}, COUNTY COUNCIL

County Executj PR .
T Baltimore, Maryland 21212 : - PUBLIC HEARING: Room 106, County Office Building, 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue, BILL NO. 59-70.
| Towson, Maryland ;

RE: Petition for Zoning Variance Zoning Variance u )
N/S Regester Avenue, 151.6' E of Pinehurst Road {210 Regester Avenue): ‘ RE: gﬁgigzggsiz: Aggngg, 151.6'E of Pinehurst Road (210 Regester Avenue)

9th Election District - 4th Councilmanic District
ict
Case No. 88-Jf#-4; Steven Alpern, et al = gth Election District, 4th Councilmanic Distr
188-1; pern, a Petitioners Case No. 88-111-A = Steven Alpern, et al - Petitioners

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Act and 'u.uf CASE NO. 98-111-3 STEVEN ALPERN, ET AL

111 hoid a public hearing: -
Regulations of Baltinore County, P : T NM/3 Regester Avenue, 151.6' E of Pinehurst Road
bear Board: o B (210 Regester Avenuel
Dear Mr. Alpern: _ A Petition for Zoning Variance to permit a stde yard aetback of 6 feet in S g
lieu of the required 10 feet s Gen Election District
. 4Lt

Please be advised that cu November 6, 1987, an appeal of the decision Pursuant to the recent hearing held on the subject case, enclosed please h Counclimanic District

rendered in the above-referenced case was filed by Richart T. Rombro, Esquire, find a copy of the decision rendered. Your Petition for Zoning Variance has

on behalf of the Petitioner, All materials relative to the case are being for- : S
warded to your office herewith. Please notify all par.les to the case wﬁen a been Denled in accordance with the attached Order. we 'iix. VAR -side yard setback

dat d ti L e
e an me for the appeal hearing has been =cheduled. If you have any questions concerning this matter, please do not hesitate a T L /08/57 —7.C. DENIED variance.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, piease do not hesitate to contact this office.
to contact this office. Very truly yours
*

Very truly yours, ; q) 52}q;<§%;2;22~&a¢, ,}f' ';f“ cc: Mr. & Mrs. Stever Alpern hppellants /Petitioners

/,fz;1fng11;7‘i:£ ’ J. ROBERT HAINES  {: o Richard T. Foembro, Esjulre Counsel for Appellants/Petitioners
' Zoning Commissiorer - “

: - ROBERT HAINES L Being the property of Steven Alpern, ct al + as shown on plat - Patio Enclosures, Inc.
JRH:bjs _ Zoning Commissioner JRH:bjs plan filed with the Zoning Office.

ASSIGNED FLR: THURSDAY, APRIL 7, 1988 at 1:00 p.m.

5 ellee/Protestant
In the event that this Petition(s) is granted, a building permit may be issued Mr, Scott D. Goetsch App

within the thirty (30) day appeal period. The 7oning Commissioner will, however, PR elles/Protestant
cc: Patio Enclosures, Inc. . entertain any request for a stay of the issuance of sald permit during this period E Hs.Rzgt;lglgo&-nggz;;;lt Assn Ap
224 8th Avenue, Glen Burnle, Maryland . for good cause shown. Such request must be received in writing by the date of the R p Dav?d Fieléi‘ ‘ y o
o hearing set above or made at the hearing. e J;ﬂPS G. Hoswell
Mr. Scott D. Goetsch L N J "ﬁote;* Ha'nes
Mr. Scott D. Goetsch, Protestant 122 Brandon Road, Baltimore, Maryland _;i. 4. ROBERT HAINES -7'31 Ann M. Nastarowicz
122 Brandon Road, Baltimore, Md. 21212 ZONING COMMISSIONER James E. Dyer ..

99 Mardock Road, DaiL N OF BALTIMORE COUNTY . Robyn Clark
Road, Baltimore, Maryland L MORE C R oL
99 Hurdock foad: P : S Arncld Jablon, County Attorney

cc: Richard T. Rombro, Esquire, Attorney for Petitioner Enclosures
341 N. Calvert Street, Baltimore, Md. 21202

Patio Enclosures, Inc.
224 Bth Avenue, Glen Burnie, Md. 21061

Ms. Patricia L. Zouck, Protestant

99 Murdock Road, Baltimore, Md. 21212 P le's C 1
eople's Counse

Phyllis Cole Friedman, Esquire,

People's Counsel of Baltimore County

Rm:/223, 01d Courthouse, Towson, Maryland 21204

/l‘éle

File
Kathleen C, Weldenhammer
Aiministrative Secretary

I3/ l”o Desir &

e 3P v b
County Board of Appenls of Baltimore (ﬂuuntg'rb__ |, g % b ' ' ND

= i -4 3 / . ' .
oom 200 Caurt House A _ e INTER-OF FICE connﬁSPONDENcE

Cowson, Haryland 212041 Ehd RS 5t Al T
) ) t et Zlgv;n Eem:\ve Mr, J. Robert Haines
(301) 191-3188 iy cgester . N T To-zﬂﬂins-cumu151tqqe

YAy . Baltimore, MD 21212 - Jary o
* NOT;;;uaory ok Tonm % D(P{ I ) 1997 e--._..Seprember. 3, Ju8z.. .
F ASSIGNMENT /VG R FROM

. E X g and Zontnp

. tition Nos, G4 f2zcwy

NO POSTPOFEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHCUT GOCD AND SUFFICIENT 0;[7 % < . o 88-104-a, 88-105~:s 83?10% A g 1004,
RE *30RS. REQUESTS FOR POSTPCHNEMENTS MUST BE IN WRITING AND Q‘ AR, s ! SUBJECT.88-109-A, A, 83-11 ~A. 88-108-4,

IN STRICT COMPLIANCE WITH BCARD RULE 2(b). NO POSTPOLEMENTS July 27, 1987 3 5 et S 22T11ICA, 88-112-4

WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEY (15) DAYS OF SCHEDULED HEARING |

DATE UNLESS IN FULL COMPLIANCE WITH RULE 2(c), COUNTY COUNCI! Dear Commissioners,
SILL NO. 53-79. ' - v N\ Y  Housdé AT 20 8 RELCCSTER

HEARING ROOM

s+ - — - - - = - . » - Th \r .

- ; . R EET ' - G . €r'e dre n
CASE NO. 88-111-4 STEVEW ALPERN, ET AL it has now been over four months {March 16) since we contracted DRECT Lk* FACE S i . Exiymine P £ nuzbered l’erii?:s;e
* on the above

. . s ~
N/s Regsster Avenue, 151.6' E of Pinehurst Rcad with Patio Enclosures, Inc. to enclose cur side porch. They filed a Wil l A MY MEIGHEGLS AT 210 Q¢ GENTE

(2710 Regester Avenue) &, L j ‘ oy
variance {Item #487) in our behalf with your office over two months s Wits)d TO S ey, HAV v G LAl T E

9th Elec..on District * B ‘
' . - . - EWLY - o] VE &
4th Counicilmanic District ago (May 15). In the mecantime we have had our first child and my mother's €5 PLJ\#—LS L Do ot Fdde THAT s jMPRLVE

. - . . ¢ : PPENRASCEL
VAR ~-side yard setback illness has caused her health to deteriorate. Our enclosed side perch ME T Wite DETRACT  Flom T A PENRA

Ci- T‘\C— \—\(;u3f_ O Te T—\\C 'SL..‘L:»."J\H‘"."{)IU(“ f“bﬂf\S; )
;" - i s . « - F e e
THL_ B\ll\_“:)nh(' THRYEPSS Y S T R TIWAT SaDE O ﬁ / ‘
o'y LEEM L STARBLSNED e ( ~
NAY ALZEADY Qe - STNABGN £ - SRl

Nocean F
Di redcter

16/08/87 -Z.C. GRANTED variance. is being counted on to help deal with these new housing demands. We

SIGNED FrR: 1THURSDAY, APRIL 7, 19885 at 1:00 p.m. request that you expedite our variance hearing so we can complete

-~ Mr. & Mrs. Steven Alpern Appellants /Petiticners ' this porch before it places any undue hardship on our family. Your TWUFE [{owy £
Richard T. Rombro, Esquire Counsel for Appellants/Petitioners | cooperation in this matter will be greatly appreciated. » ASD EvaisTinG FLeTimdgs, vave 38 G TILZER . - berber, Alcp

Patio Enclosures, Inc. NLsa . 0TER. Hars 1l Tne Cameaad (T 1

Mr. Scott D. Goetsch Appellee/Protestant Sincerely, PavE EmtCroydd 5.00< Podencs., F NEG:RAK :dme

i.=. Patricia L. Zouck Appelle /Protestant : __:fffg:¥6aﬁg11
P. David Fields | ——— T /
James G. Hoswell tZ‘ClA(

J. Rcbert Haines ]
Ann M. Nastarowicz - i —_— —.
James E. Dyer _ ) T{—i‘@lin(\?'VF
2 Y LU £

S

LA el gy ‘\hirl Y .,[ YN t“.‘] A‘)b '-,.Igl” 7 Y o ]
- LS . !.l, By I_ t - ~
. 3 = i 3 t’ L4 l ll 5 (,'..Un‘(\l

d MALoTAIr THAT IV THE {rFAMETD I ATE

B st
.

-

MEITGHURSZY DAVE Ao aR0d &7 O3 T N

Lok L

o

ALPYLAa Sevoachh G2 18saio A Pl v,

£ R 4R

1)
Robyn Clark f [ |

Arrnold Jablon, County Attorney
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a

Kathleen C. Weidenhammer
Adminlstrative Secretary




%ﬂi\_lfchrmonE
s - E OF PLANNING ¢, N ,
. , : ' . Al ue
Mr. Steven Alpern August 18, 1987 | A5 Lg‘\l\{gggjh“AﬂYlAND 21204 . | LAW OFFICES _ Flat ushowlng the Prope.( known as 210 Regester ° '
Ms. Carolyn Williams B ' - WARTZMAN, ROMBRO, OMANSKY, BLIBAUM & SIMONS. PA. Maryland,
210 Regester Avenue Y J. ROBERT HAINES ' 341 NORTH CALVERT STREET
Baltimore, Maryland 21212 : ZONING COMMISSICNER
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238 | DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING
BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE Gl T ION, MARVLAND 21204 Raltimure County

. 494 Fire Department
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE Towson, Marvland 21204 25
September 16, 1987 K (K XIZANXIX | - 844300

BA?I‘IMORE COUNTY, MARYQAND

Mr, J. Robert Haines

TO.Zondng _Ceomissiouner Date______September_3, 1987 " COUNTY OFFICE BLDG.

111 W. Chesapeake Ave.
Towsnon, Maryland 21204

. Mr. Steven Alpern . Actirg Director
FROM 200 210 Regester Avenie
Baltimore, Maryland 21212

}‘d j . Rt‘ i‘lu'
C. Richard Moore Fuul H. Rein June 11, 1987

Mr. Armoild Jablon
Zouing Camissioner
Office of Plarniing and Zoning
Baltimere County Off1ce Bullding
RE:s Item Nou. 487 - Case No. B8-111-4 Towram, MY 21204
Petitioner: Steven Alpert, et al
ME*BEKS Petitrion for Zoning Variange

88-10%-A, 88-105-A, 88-106-A, B8-108-A,
SUBJECT.83-109-A, 88-110-A, 88-111-A, 88-112-A

Bureau of

Re:  Property Owreer: Steven Alpern, et al Loentis ' Bastrussen
EngLneering Dear Mr. Alpern: June 10, 1997 . - | b Rasrusen
i Location: N/S Regester Avenue, 131.6' E fram NJE comner of Reyester
There are no comprehensive planning factors requiring comment on the above ) gﬁgg;::eg;q?:eermq The Zoning Plans Advisory Cocmmittee has reviewed the plans NS Rogester Avenue, 131,
numbered petitions. submitted with the above-referenced petition, The foullowing . Ltem No.: 187
comments are not Intended Lo indicate the appruprlateness p! Mr. Arnold Jablon
Bureau of the zonlrg action requested, but to assure that all partles Zoning Commissioner et Limeens;
Fire Prevention ] g
are made aware of plans or prutlems with regard to the County Office Bu:lding
Health Department development plans that may have a bearing on this case. The Towson, Maryland 21204
Project Planning Director of Planning may file a written report with the *
Zoning Commissloner with r'e:rconmendations as to the sult- Dear Mr. Jablon:
ability of the requested zoning.

State Roads Commission

Zoning Agenda: Meetin of 6/2/87

Putsuant to your request, the reterepond projerty bas been surveyed by thas
Bureau and the arvents below marked w1t an "X" are applicable and reaguired

to be cottevted or incorporated 1nto the final plans for the projerty,
Building Deparimens

Board of Eaucation

The Department of Traffic ILngincering has no corments for ivems { I
number 485, 486.(43?‘. 483, 489, 490, 491, 493, and 493,
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Flre Prevention Code prior to ovcuparey or teatieing of A D EISTRIN
JAMES E. DYER :
Chairman
Zoning Plans Advisory Committee

EACIIIN the maximan allowesd by the Flie Department,
NEG:KAK :dme

cc: Ms, Shirley !l. Hess, Legal Assistant, People's Counsel
File
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