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NDENGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAN

This matter comes before the Zoning Commissioner for the second time

» less than one year. to consider a Petition for Zening Variance for that

in

Chicken Restaurant in Towson.
The property in sore particularly known as 7800 York Road, situated immedi-

ately adjacent to the Towson State University Campus and across from the

rosident ial commnity known a Wiltondale. In the instant case, variance

roliof is requested from Section 204.3.A.3 of the Baltimore County Zoning

Requlaticns (B.C.Z.R.) to permit part of an accessory use, identified as a

restaurant /patio, te be located outside of the office building in which

the rostaurant uso is located, in Lieu of the requircsent that same be

located within the building. The Petition is filed by David H. Hillman,

ownor of Lhe subject property, and Jonathan Soudry, Lessee and proprietor

of the Poulat Chicken Rostaurant.

Appearing at the public hearing held for this case was the aforemen-

tioned Jonathan Soudry who was represented by Julius W. Lichter, Esquire

and Kathryn May, Eequire,  Alto present on behalf of the Petition was

Susan Scott, Mr. Hillman's represontative and Manager of the subject of-

fice building. Also appearing was Mark Willard, the Registered Landscape

Acchitect who prepared the plan and Kenmoth Colbert, a Profensional Engi-

Michael Sicher, a co-tenant in the subject office building also
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appeared and testified in support of the Petition.
Appearing n opposition to the Petition wore numsrous representatives
. They included Craig M. Parker

of the surrounding residential communitls
on behalf of the Wiltondale Improvement Assoclation, Sally Malena on be-
half of tha Aigburth Wanor Association of Towson, Inc. and Jean Duvall on
behalf of Rodgars Forge Community Association. Also present were numercus

from these Collectively, the wers

represented by Micheel Tanczyn, Esquire.

Az nated above, this is the second case which has came before me in
reference to this restaurant operation. The first case also related to a
Potition for Zoning Variance for this sits. In that case, (case No.
93-362-A) T lssued an opinion on July 9, 1993 granting the requested vari-
ances,  Specifically, & variance was granted from Section 409.6.A.2 of the
B.C.2.R. ta permit 318 parking spaces in lieu of the required 319 spaces.

Mso approved was a variance from Section 204.3.C.2 to permit an exterior
entrance to an accessory commarcial use (restsurant) in lieu of the re-
quirement that no exterior entrance be allowed. Several other variances
were originally requested in thet cose but wers withdrmm. Asong them
included a request for outdoor seating. In that the request was with-
drmn, no substantive decision was issusd in that case on that issus.

A sumary of the testimony offersd in the prasent case is helpful in
Testimony was firat recaived

understanding the positions of the partl
from Kenneth Colbart, a professionsl engineer. Although Mr. Colbert did
not prepare the site plan, he hed familiarised hinself with the property
and proposed plan and testified at length about the subject Pstition.  He
described the mbject property which is referenced within the body of my
findings dated July 5, 1993. Thoss findings are specifically refersnced
herein, as they relate to the history and general characteristics of the
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site and surrounding locale. As M. Colbert noted, the subject property
s zoned 0-1 and is appreximtely 8 actes in net ares. It ls improved
¥ith a 4 story masonry office buillding which has been in existance since
approximately 1960.  The balarce of the mite is improved with meveral
parking areas which support the subject building. As noted by Mr. Colbert
in his testimony, the ground floor of the bullding has now boen isproved
with the Poulet Chicken Restaurant. This occuples a significant portion
of the ground floor and, at present, the restaurant use s entirely con-
fined within the interior of the bullding. 1In fact, it is clear that the

C.Z.R. requires that thin use be confined to the interior of the build~

ing. Specifically, Section 204.3.A.3 of t!3 B.C.Z.R. allows certain acces-

sory commercial uses within an offics building In an 0-1 sone, including

ting establishments if located within the office building. Although

the word “within® is not defined in Section 101 of the B.C.Z.R., it la

defined by Webster's Third Mew Dict1 The B.C.Z.

be consulted in determining the meaning of any

i) the regulations when the word is not specifically dafined.

, the word "within" is defined "on the luside or in the
dnner side".  Thus, it is clear that strict adnerence to the regulations
would require that the restaurant use be contained wholly within the build-
g, Mr. Colbert's comments contrary to that conclusion notwithstanding,
1 must first conclude that the use of the word "within mandstes that a
restaurant. may only be intericr to the structure,

In any event, Mr. Colbert also described a small terrace ares imedi-
stely outside of the building envelops on the west sids of the building
facing York Road. This is an attractively constructed flsldstooe ares
which 13 1o larger than G50 sq. ft. The ares is claarly shown both on the
ite plan and within Petitionar's Exhibit No. 2. The parties differed as

e i |

‘o the exact square foot area of the subject torrace but it 1s clearly o

relatively small portion of the overall restaurant.

Within this area, Hr. Colbert cestified that the Petitioner propor

placing 8 tables and 32 chalrs. It

5 envisioned that outdoor meating to

the restaurant's cliente!

1L be provided during the warm weather months
fron April through Novesber. ALthough the Petition was unclear as to the
Precise tine when the proposed cutdoor use ls envigioned, the testleony
offered by tha Patitioners collectively iz that the outdoor terrace would
be utilized each and every year during the warm weather ponths, basically
from Apeil through Novesber.

Also testifying on behalf Of the Petition was Michasl Sicher. Mr.
Sicher is a principal in the Dial Aserica Compeny, a telemarketing firm
which maintains offires in this bullding. Ha indicates that ha is a regu-
lar client of Nr. Soudry's restaurant and has been familiar with this site
slnce at least 1964. In his view, the restaurant iz a nice place to enjoy
@ Tolaxing lunch and ho SUPROEtS the proposed use. He believes that same
would be a benefit to tenants of the building.

Wr. Soudry alse testified. He noted that the restaurant opaned on
August 6, 1993. He also testified that his clients have expressed some

demand for outdoor seating. Specifically, he has heard this request from

many tenants of the bullding, who compriss a largs portion of the luncheon
trade. He aescribed the orientation of the tahles and chairs to be placed
©outside and noted that the terrace would be occwpled by no more than 8
tables and 32 chairs. He also noted that no Live entertainment or piped
n music would be provided on the terrace and that there would be no bar
focilities on the terrace. That is, only the tablss and chalrs wuld be
allowed on that part of the premises. He also described the customer mix

of his clientele which he described as largely Family oriented. He noted

T

that some Towson State studonts did patronize his business for cating

and/ox drinking, however, the predoainant cliontele wero famili

Tustineny was algo roceived from Sugan Scott, the proporty manager
who reprosents Nr. Hillman, Sho doscelbed the security measures in place
at the building which control access to tho interior of the building ana
the Poulot Restaurant. She is amious to accomodate Mr. Soudry's pro-

posed expansion and believes that sase will not be harmful to the othar
tenants or surrounding locale-

Testimony was also received from a number of the Protestsnts identi-
fiod above. I first heard from Craig Parker on behalf of the Wiltondale

soclation vehemently oppose

Improvement Association. Wr. Parker and his
the Potition. They also raised concorns cver a number of other issues
which were not entirely rolated to the proposed variance.  Specifically,
tostimony was offorod that the site has been improved with three different

outdoor signs advertising the Poulet business. Mr. Parker and the other

Protestants object to the erection of these signs. They are particularly
objectionable because they were apparently not disclosed during the earli-
or variance case. In Mr. Packer's view, Mr. Soudry’s credibility mist be
questioned because of these improvements. Therefore, Mr. Parker is uncon-
vinced that the Petitioner will be satisfied only with the @ tebles and 32
chairs proposed. He fears that there will be more Tequests for variances

in the future.  These comments wers echoed by Sally Malena on behalf of

the Aigburth Hanor Commanity Association.  She also believes chat the

qranting of the variance would be contrary to the purposes of the 0-1

soning classification in that same would allow an over comercialization

of the site.

Also testifying was Jean Duvall of the Rodgers Forge Commnity Associ-

B;

ation.  She objects to the exterior changes which are proposed. She be-

s

Lioves that the site will bacome a magnet to college students and the
outdoor tables will increase noise and an adverse visual presence to the
surrounding locale. She also questioned Mr. Soudry's motives and credibil-
ity and believes that the site has been developed significantly differant
than what was shown by the Petitioners during the sarlier zoning case.
Other Protestants who testified included Paul Hartman who resides closely
nearby across the street, Robert Schaidt, who has been 4 Wiltondale resi-
dent for over 40 years, Barry Slike and Dr. Robert Parker. ALl of these

witne: abject to the proposed use for the reasons outlined above and as

contatned 1n .he record.

As With the prioe case, the subject varlance mist be adjudged pursu-
ant to the standards set forth in Section 307 of the B.C.Z.R. Specifical-
1y, that section prescribes three tests which the Petitioner must meet in
order for & variance to be granted. These are:

A, That the Petitiooer demonstrate a practical
aifficulty or la hardship if strict
compliance with the zoming regulations was re-
quired; and,
B.  That the relief can be granted only if sass
will be in strict harmony with the spirit asd
intent of the regulations; and,
C.  That the relisf granted will be without
injury to the public health, safety and general
weifare of the locals.

In adjudging the Petition for Variance offersd in this case, atten-
tion is first given to the last tast identified above, namly, whether the
Propossd use will be deteimntal to the murrounding locals. Testimony ss
to this issus formed a large portion of the Protestants' opposition. In

ct, the testimory of the Protestants largely confined itself to two

areas only; that the proposed outGoor use would be detrimental to the
community and an attespt to discredit Nr. Scudry's character and criticize

development of this site.
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As to the specifics of the former testimny, the Petitioners are
largely concerned over noiss, 1ight and other effects whish they assoclate
with the propossd outdoor use. They are particularly concerned that the
outdoor seating arrangemsnt will attract a younger crowd from the neighbor-
ing Towson State University. It is fearsd that thess younger patrons will
becoms rowdy and noisy. It is argued that Uhls feared activity on the
subject site would detrimentally affect the resisentisl commnitiss which
are located nearby. As noted above, testimony about incressed moise and a
heightensd visual presence intruding into the commnity was offersd. Also,
fssues @s to public health and potential rodent infestation relating to
the restaurant usage were discussed.

In evaluating thers concerns, I have considared the Protestants'
testimony carefully and have familiarized myself with the subject sits and
surrounding commnity. In fact, following the conclusion of the variance
hearing in July of 1993, ¥ patronized Nr. Scudry's restaurant on several
occasions. I have been at the restsurant for lunch during the business
day, for dinner Guring the week and on, at least, one Fridsy evening.
Taking all of this into scoount, I have concluded that Rr. Sculry's opers-
tion is & First class family restsarant vhich is an asset to the Towson
commnity. The predominant clisntale at the resteurant, on the occasions
when I was thers, wers familiss. In fact, the mem is geared towards
family groups in that many meels are served homestyle. I sew little evi-
dence of drunkenness or rowliness amd the lounge/bar stea when I vimited
the site was nearly spty. Inmy cpinion, thie is cos of the few restmi-
rants in the Towson vicinity whers familiss and children can dibe for &
ressonable price on somsthing other than hesburgers and french fries.

55' Morsover, based on my cbssrvations of the site, the surrounding lo-

cale and the tostimony offersd, I do not believe that any detrimental

affecc will occur if the variance is granted.  Thers is no doubt that
Wiltondale, Rodgers Forge and Aigburth Wanor are all in the vieinity.
However, the immediste neighbors of tho subject restsurant are office
complexss and the Towson State University Campus. Horeover, to the east
Of the site is York Rosd, a major thoroughfare in Baltisore County which
carries a significant volume of traffic. This is nct a case where restau-
rant use is proposed in the middle of a residentisl commnity or rural
locale, far removed from comeercial or office properties. To the con-
trary, this site io imsdistely adjacent to ohe of the busiest roads in
Baltimore County, nearly within might of the Towson business and comser-
clal dstrict and immediately next to office and institutionsl proper-
ties. As much, I conclude that the proposed outdoor sesting facilities
will not be datrimental on the surrounding locale.  Quite simply, the
immediste neighboring properties will not be adversely affected and the
residential commnities nearby are too far mway to be adversely affected
by the sounds and sights of the proposed small outdoor ssating ares. In
my opinion, the office uses, the Towson Gtate Campus and the traffic on
York Road will all dwarf any nolse/visual effect created by the outdoor
seating area.

Also, I cannot issus this opinion without comsenting, in passing, the
tenor of the Protestants' testimony which related to Nr. Soudry's charac-
:

1 found the Protestants’ comments about Nr. Scudcy's charscter dis
turbing and insppropriate. In reviewing the file, I find no evidence that
Rr. Soudry has committed any zoning violations or has developed his restau-
rant business illegally. As to the outdoor advertising signs to which
the Protestants vehemently cbject, thare was no evidence offered that they

g é g " tlewlly emsctad. 1o the contrury, coummel or B, Seudey protferwd

that they wes erscted only after the proper permits wers issued. Other




outdoor aigns of the sandwich Lype varicty have apparently been on
property periodically and were criticized by the Protestant;

thes

of the regulatians.

the outdoor seating area.

than 20 (according

of the total area (according to Lhe Protestants).

support

the

were not the Petitionor's but were placed on the property by

signs

other tenants.  In my opinion, tho Towson area will be poorer if Hr.

Seudry's restaurant doos nat succoed.

Noving along to the second test identified in Sectien 307, I also
find that a grasting of the variance will be within the spirit and intent
Significant testimony was offered as to tho size of

Dopending on whoso figures are utilized (either

the Potitioner or the Protestants) the outdoor area will be no greater

to the Potitioner) of the total restaurant area or 5%
In either case, the
subject area to be utilized is small. Properly restricted and limited

only to tables and chairs, I beliove the reliel can be so fashioned 80 s

Lo observe the apirit and intent of the ordinance. 1If the variance were

Lo bo granted, I would reccmmend that the cutdoor area be utilized only to

the aforemontioned 8 tab.es and 32 chalrs and that no music or bar

facilitios be pormitted outside.

Lastly, turning to the practical difficulty/undue hardship test, the
Potitioner must deponstrate that he and his property will suffor from
eithor of those effects if the variance is denied. R reading of Section
307 of the B.C.Z.R. discloses that the practical difficulty/unduo hardship
tost is written in the disjunctive. That is, the Petitioner mast demon—
strate oither practical difficulty or undue hardship, but not both. The
appel late courts of this State have most often applied the undue hardship
test to use variances. The practical difficulty test wkich is most often

spplicd to area variances. In order to prove practical difficulty, the

botit loner mast show the following:
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1)  whether strict compliance with requirement
vould unreasonably prevent the uta of the proper-
a pormitted purpos render conformance
15y Tociesscon;

whether the grant would do substantial
injustice to the applicant as well as other prop-
arty ovners in the district or whether a

Fion than " that applied for vould giva. mb-
stantial rolief; and

3)  whathar rolief can be granted in much fash-
lon that the spiric of the ordinance will be
observed and public safety and welfare secured.
See MeLoan v. Soley, 270 Md. 208 (1973) and Anderson
Appeale, Town of Chosapeake Beach, 22 M. App. 28 (1974).
ning practical difficulty from the testimony offersd by the Poti-

6l

tioner, in this case, is difficult, The Petitionar did mot offer testimo-
ny that a cenial of the variance would cause econcmical distress to Nr.

Soudry and his bus:

ss. Apparently, the Petitioner recognized the doc-
trine atated by the Court of Appeals in Eastern v. City of Baltimors,
195 WA, 395 (1950). Therein, the Court held that a variance request could
not be supported only Lf much a grant would make the property more profit-
able than if the regulations were strictly enforced. I have no doubt that

the outdoor seating arrangement might draw more busines

However,, profit-
ability was not argued as a basis for this variance and even if it were,

the Petitioner would be hard presse? to justify much a rationale based on

the holding in Easter.

Mr. Colbert's testimony on this lssue was also not persuasive. When
asked directly to Identify the practical difficulty to be sustained by the
Potitioner if the variance was denied, he stated the abvious; that strict
adherence to the regulations would prohibit an outdoor restaurant use at
this site. This testimon; reflectsd more a desire by the Petitioner for

outdoor seating capacity for reasons relating to his convenience and busi-
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ness oporation. In McLean, infra, at pages 213-214, the Court held that
a variance could not be sustained for reasons related to the mere conve-
nionce of the applicant.

In searching for some basis of practical difficulty, perhaps the most
plausible theory relates to a comparison of this use to similar uses in
the subject locale. Nr. Sicher, the tenant, and Mr. Soudry testified that
there are otwer restaurants not far from the site which do have outdeor
seating capacity. The Casa Mia Restaurant, not far down York Rosd toward
Towson, has outdoor seating, as do certain Festaurants near Belveders
Square, south of the restaurant on York Road. In fact, even Nr. Parker's
grocery ators, in the center of Towson, has outdoor tables for its lun-

cheon/dels businses. Clearly, a prohibition on cutdoor seating of Ar.

Soudry's site doss put him at a competitive disadvantage with thess restau-
rants in the nearby area, However, doos this constitute practical diffi-
culty? 1think not. A close reading of the language in Andersen,
supra, discloses that the Court applied the practical difficulty standard
in considering whether  grant of the varimsce would do substantial Jus-
tice to the owner of the subject property as well as other property owners

4n_the

rict. A review of the zoning meps shows that Nr. Soudry's

premises is on property zomed 0-1 whereas the other restaurants identified

are in business zones. Thus, a comparison Of these various restaurants

froa a land use standpoint is like cosparing spples to oranges, in that
they are located on different zones which contain different regulations as
they relate to this particular use. Thus, although Nr. Scudry is held to
a more rigid ragulation, the rationale to support this higher standard
relates to the underlying zoning of his property when cospared with oth-

era. For this resson, Wr. Soudry's arqument of competitive disadvantage

cannot support a finding of practical difficulty.

-

[

o 3

In sum, I have searched the record carefully in an effort to deter-
i . eI ke e inon onEl o gt g
of practical difficulty. This is particularly relevant in view of .y
B ok i W e o
possible detriment to the locale and cbservance to the spirit and intent
of the ordinance. 1 canrot find any practical difficulty here. Thus, I
e ol tat. e Ftitioner b feled t0 mt tht standard . e
variance must be denied.

Rt 5 6 SRS 3o e e
hearing on this Petition held, and for the reasons given above, the relief
requested should be denied.

L, 1t ol L i £ B
Sy G S o Ak o sasien e oo LS
i i
accessory use, identified as a restaurant/patioc, to be located outside of
the office bullding in which the restaurant use is located, in lisu of the

roquirement that same be located within the building, be and is hereby

DENIED.

Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County
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NOTICE OF HEARING

he et Comissioner f Baltisoce Comty, by suthority of Ua Zeniog Act c~d Begusstions of Baltisore
Coumty, wi1X bold a public heariag on the pecperty 1dentIfLad Barols 12
1 111 V. Chesagman tvencn 1 Touscn, Maryland 21204

R 106 of the Coumty Ofcn Bal

focm 118, 01 Courthoisn, 400 Uasbieen dvoow, Tovs, Rarylaod 21208 am follows:

Sty
T, APRIL 21, 1954 8t 2:00 poa., Bm. 18, 014 Courtbouse.

o (approved restac-ant patio) ta be located cutside of the

Varimce to permit part of an sconsaory
e vt vm o o e o 1 bl

wASADKE . 5
0NN COPUSSIONER 1OR BLTIPORE CoONTY

BOTES: (1) HEARIMS J6E KUDICFYED ACCISSIERLE; OR SPECIAL ACCCPRCOLTIONS FLEASE CALL BH1-3353.
£2) TR ISNUTION CORERING THE FILE MO/0% HEIADK, PLEASE CALL 887-351.

Office of 71 ghdmnnnsuﬂon

and Pevelopmen: Mantaemens

111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson. M 31301 (410)
(410) 867.3353
ZONING HEARING A POSTING & PROCEDURES
timore County Zoning umm- r-quln that notice be given to
s general public/meighboring owners relative to property
which is the subject pcning :nlung he: petitions

a sign on the property and placement of a motice in at least one
newspapar of general circulation in the County

This office will ensure that the legal requirsmsents for posting and
Sdvertising are sutistisd. Bowevar, the petitioser ls resonsible for
the costs associated with the

PAYWENT WILL BE NADE AS FOLLOWS:

1) rosting fess will be accessed and pa.d to this office at the

time of fillng.

2 Billing for legel advertising, dus upon secelpe, will come
and should be remitted dizectly to the newspeser:

NON-PAYMENT OF ADVERTISING FEES WILL STAY I OF ZONTHG ORDER.

For newspaper advertising:
Iten Ke.

Petitioner:_ Jomathan Soudry

Location; 7800 York Road

PLEASE. PORWARD ADVERTISING BILL TO:

woag;_ Jonathan Soudry

aoRess:_ 10 E. Lee Strest, #1908
Baltimore, MD 21202

PHONE NUNBER:_c/o 3210600 (Julius Lichter)

Agan
(Ravised 04/09/33)

M EF

Baltimore County Goverament
Office of Zoning Adminisiration
d Development Management

111 West Chesapeske Avenue
Towson, MD 21201
s 24, 199
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Yo (1) ST S10 § ST ST 8 ETORRD 10 . 104 111 ¥, QESAFEALE WDRT CX T JEMAING OATE,
(2) REARINGS ARE RARDICAPPED ACCISSTRCE FOR SPOCTAL ACCIROORTICHS PLIASE CAL 6872053,
(3) R DIRRTION ORI T s sy Ak, COCT T GRTCE 17 87341

§p i

111 Vest Chesapeake Avenue ¢
Towson, MD 21204 (410) 8873383

285 Voot chasspa
Towson,

Dear Mr. Lichter

County Government
Officcof Zoning Adminisiraion

111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, MD 21204 (410) 887.3353

APRIL 15, 1994

NOTICE OF POSTPONEMENT

94-361-A

David
7600 York Road

THE ABOVE MATTER, PREVIOUSLY ASSIGHED 10 HEMAD OF AFRLL 21, 154, 13
BEEN POSTPOAED AT THE REQUEST OF WICHAEL P. TANCTIN, ATTORNEY
WILTONDALE ET.AL.

NOTIFICATION OF THE NEW HEARING DATE WILL BE FORMARDED SHORTLY.

Fel

Arnold Jablon
Director

David H. Hillman
Jonathan

Julius W. ua‘m
Michael P. Tan
Sally A. HalenafAlgburth Manor Association of Towson

Baltimore County Government
Offc of zoring, ; Adminisiraion
nd Development Management

April 11, 1994

. Lichter, Esquire
ake Avenue

‘Waryland 21204

1 Case Wo. 4-361°A, Ttem Mo, ur
Potiticner: David H. Hillman, et al.
Petition for Variance

ng Plans Avisory Comittes (ZAC) the plans
eutmitied °nit3 "the.ahove refaranced )cutm. i skl comments from

comissioner, attorney and/c
probleas with regard to the proposed
on this case.

nclosed ars all comments subaltted thus fer from the
v information ‘on your petition.
O oos ':'“;q';ma e, T will forvard them ta

. Otherwh That is Bt mo—-u- will ba plsced in
Teariog tile. nu- pumn ‘was accepted for filing on March 14, 19!1,
scheduled accord]

ingly.

compan ted ooly to_the filing of futurs
_,:,::‘_:mmm etition filing process

e following

with this AHe

g Matodsteation and Developmeat.

1. The dlrector of Zoning
T iatitated 8 system whersby sessoned zoaing attoriays
Toel that they are -pm- of Tiling petitions that comply ith

aspucts ana petitions filing
ey Az-mk oh tile their mmm ke “this oftice. without
I secassity of a prelistnary raview by soning

111 West Chesapeake Avenue
son, MD 21204

Ms. Charlotie Minton
Zoning Administration and
Development Management
County Office Building
Room 109

Chesapeake
cwwn, ‘Maryland 21204
Dear Ms. Minton:

as
Administrat

lalimore County Government
of Zoning Administration
and Devciopmen: MaraRemen.

®

(410) 8873353

APRIL 18, 1994

NOTICE OF REASSTGHMENT

CASE NUMBER:  94-361-A (Item 347)
7800 York Road - Poulet

MNC York Road and Cro  Drive
9th Election District - 4th Councllmanic
Legal Owner(s): David H. Hillman
Contract Purchaser(s): Janathan Soudry

Variance to permit part of an Lccessory use {approved restaurant patio)
2 e Toomead sithlaa’se sheafiivs Seilding in Lles of Inaide of the

HEARING: TUESDAY, APRIL 26, 1994 at 4:00 p.m, Roon 118, Old Courthouss,
400 Washingcon Avenue, Towson, Karyland.

B sn

ARNOLD INBLON
DIRECTOR

ce: Jonathan Soudry

Hichael P. Tanczyn,
Saily A. Helena/Algburth Nanor Assoclation of Tovson

. 0. James Lighthizer
Secreary

Mal Kassolt
sames

32674

Re:  Baltimore County X
Tem No: - 347 (WEE )

Avenue

This office has reviewed the referenced item and we have no abjection to
‘does not access a State roadway and is not effected by any Staie Highway

jon project.
Please contact Bob Small at 410-333-1350 i yuu have any questions.

Thank you for the opportunity 0 review this ftem.
Very mlly ywm

\f"/ QAI/ID A wm_ey, ACTING CHIEF

Engineering Access Permits
Division

My tlaghone rumberis
Marfan P Serien . noaed e o Specn
800-735.2258 Siatewide Toll Free
o. Baiimare, MO 21203-07
e imve Mot 21202

Mailing Adds
Streat Address:




e —

Fire Depanment

700 East Jopps R Suite 901

Towson, MO 21286550 10 71500

FtatRd the 1 i for the propert

bract s sbamaser mrens s an e Al
tooaf the National Fire

Follouiie e mesRs

@ o couny covernmen:
Officc of Zoning Adminisiation
and Development Management

s )
111 West (]\zmpuku Avenue ol
Towson, MD 212 (410) 687-3363

March 25, 1994
Julius W. Lichter, Esquire

305 West Chesapeake Rvenue
Towson, WD 21204

943614

RE: Proliminar; Petition Review (Item ¥:
Lagal Dusars. et i, BiLieen
7800 Yor
Sl Elect ton District

Dasr Kr. Lichter:

A the request of the attorney/petitioner, the raferenced
patition was accepted for Filing without a final il unq Feviou by the
staff. Tho plan tonding that all zaning
igsuos/filing requirements
has  reveale umddralwd zoning ismu
infornation.  The following comments are advisory and do not ns
identity. ali Setails ood ehovart tochnical Soning redilrements  necessacy
h all £iled in this
“Pticn, it oe the Fiead | Essponsibility of the petitiomer to make a proper
any zoning conflicts and, necessary, to file
dslg. AL coviaions (including thote remuiz red by the
k made out to Baltimors

coompan:
County, n.m...a for the $100.00 revision f|

1. Signature of legal owner is facim

Zi Taga) ownsr ssantitted oncpian 1o alifecent from patition.

3. If signage Io proposod as lndicated, a schematic should be
provided.

4. Zone lines should appear on the plan.

i3 need further Snformation or have any questions, plesss do
not hesitate to contact me ab BEI-3351.

Very truly

a0%:8c)
Enclosure (recolpt)

cci Zoning Commissioner

e

Ballimorc Counly Government
Office of Zoning Adminitration
Development M:

®

pril 11, 1994

“ BALTINORE COUNTY, WA

YLAND -4/2;
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPOMDENCE

Ammold Jablon, Director
Zoning Administration &
3

111 Wt Chesapeske Avenue
Development

Towson, MD 2! 1410) 0o7-3353

PROM: Pt Keller, Deputy Director
Office of Planning and Zoning

Julius W. Lichter, Elqulr- DATE. March 31, 1994
e, SUBFECT: 7800 York Road
Towson, Zlm-l

we: come to. St -361-A, Ttem Ho-347
tion for Variandt

Dear Me. Lichter:

ts received from the Ofice
tor the nbwvl-nhnusld cans.

loned are cop!

€ comme:
Flanning and 0mi03 e Rery 1 199 Property Size:

te to call we at

there are any questions, please do not hesital Zoning:

it
L — Raquestad Actisa:
ncerely,
Hearing Data: L
. oF RECommNATIONS!
harlotts Ninton
Based upon the information provided, staff offers the following comsnts:
Enclosuce

This site is located within the ares of the Touson Comunity Flas ed s designat-
ter/Eaployment Aroa. The nearby resicential communities to the

ol nulwnm as Commnity Conservation Areas.

Sevecal ivems hould be clarifisd concerning the requested Variance. The plan
houia ba revised to indicate the Foliewing

)

Is the request for anmal use from April 1 to Novesber 307
WilL live entertaimment or piped misic be availsble for the cutdoor ssating
arear

A datail of the sesting area should be provided to indicate how many tablos
will ba available.

4)  The hours of cperation should be indicated. (Staff reccmmands a lisitation
of 11:00 p.m.).

@ sy oo

=

INRE:  PETITION FOR + mRFORE THE

POULET USA, 7800 Tork Road g
C York Road & Croas Campus Dr: ol Conmlasroven .
3t Eleccion Dlsteict < th € chatatsl " Ut i

Washis n Avene
va;un.

(410) 8874420
Fax (410) 2060991
Jonathan Soudry, e repk isan R A e e

T T T P Y

JEFR LONG EhBEUENR

Departmont of Planning

401 Bosley Avenus
21204

N ¥ou are liereby summoncc and commanded to be and appear  porsonally
100

bofore the Zoning saltimpe

County in Room _1g¢ of the County Office Butlding ot Room 118 of the 014 Courthouss,

abdchaxar location is detecstned

and to bring all files ralative Poulet USA, Item Mo. 347; Cass 94-4361 4305 Case

$3-362-A

on the gth day of __ Mey 199_4 rogarding the above captioned
<case, for the purpose of testifylng at tho roquest of _Protestast, Viltondals

Inprovsmen: dssociation.
Sincerely yours,
a0 '
Wost
Assistant County Attorney
L) §
it —4. E. Sctmidt, 2oning Ooissioner Mr. Sheriff/Private Process Secver: »

Ple

Pprocess in accordance with Zoning Comeipmioner's Ruls 1¥(c).

Zon| v onar;
2t e 120
for altisore County
Tagued:__

(S

2AC.347/P20ME /201

Provided that commnlty concerns and the ismues indicated by staff are sddremsed
thie office contines to mupport the ru-use of the building and restricted out-

Division Chief:
PR/S

o ; [ ]
qused Council of c,,,”,””””

A s,
o 52,
& ' 4,

912 STEVENSON LANE, TOMSON MD. 21286

Mr. Lavrence Schaidt
014 Court House
Towson, Ma. 21204

April 30, 1994
RE: Poulett

Dear

Schaidt,

1 am veiting to you on behalf of The Greater Toweon Council
Of Community Associations, Inc. Our organization represents 30

Tovson Meighborhoods. We vish to support our member communiti

of Wiltondale and Aigburth Manor in opposing an outdoor deck for
the Poulett Restsurant.

1t would seem that the owner would not want to pursus
an idea that is offensive to the nuighbors thac he is trying

to serve. We also feel the indoor

ting is adequately
mesting the current needs.

“.ﬁ;’ Qe el
Jo Holback, President




IMPORTANT MESSAGE

. ° iZa"4
oW

Law Offic
Michael P.”
Suite 106, 606 Baltimore
“Towson, Maryland 21204
(02068821 ¢ (310) 296
Fax: (110) 2068827 B

Apil 11,1994

Lanry Schmidt, Commissioner
Baltimore County Zoning Office
111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

Re  CaseNo, 94-361-A (Item 347)
7800 York Road - Poulet USA
NWC York Road & Cross Campus Drive
9th Election District - 4th Councilmanic
David H. Hillman - Legal Owner
Jonathan Soudry, Contract Purchaser
April 21, 1994 21 2:00 p.m. Hearing

Dear Mr. Schmidt

Please behalf of dal
Association and Craig W. Parker, in the above matter

that i April 21,1994 81 2:00 pm. be
postponed to another date and time since we have previously been scheduled. o that daic to be in
the Circuit Court for Baltimore County in the matter of Mentzer v. Bellington for a Motions
Hearing 21 9:30 2 m and a Pretrial Settlement Conference at 2:30 pm.

ipated cooperation with this request is sppreciated.

Your a

Very truly yours,

Michael P. Targ

MPT/ed

cc Wiltondale Improvement Association [TGRER.
Mr. Craig W. Parker

Julius W Lichter, Esq ZADM

MLIPTZ Lg E@E EW’E@

BTy

Vi |5y
y Pr— Law orncs
y-ze- 97 : MACUTEL S e LEVIN 8 GANN [—
0 & o oon At ascaanon
ot Yps N T 1 pegemineoresih B
COUNTY COUNGIL OF BALTIMORE COUNTY Tuse TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
03210000

Counr House, Towsow, MarvLAND 21204

Couneiman 1OURTH b1

March 10, 1994

SUIY B et Drestouns
r Association of Towson
st ey

Towson, Maryland 21284-0143

Ro: Poulet Restaurant

JLIS . UCHTER May 5, 1994

HAND-DELIVERED

'nn; lllunnrlh). Lavrence Schaidt

imore Count) nnl

Saltimors county Zoning Commissioner
Towson, n-:ynm il?ﬂl

RE: Petition for Variance
7800 York
Hillman/Soudry, Petitioners

Dear Commissioner schmidt:

) represent the Petitioners in the
y l;::l come ::lly attention that the htm
you for sending me a copy of your letter to Arnold Jablon, ropa: s, iy FaElest buthithe legal
oitoracing your asseciation's concoms variance for S Eha prrpasty Kl the Lavase
outdoor seating e music at Poulet Restaurant. Like the s 2981 oumex de York At Croms Canpus rtne:
AR e ey e SR S e Lok 28 St e i e
ve to the nearby ties, should be denied. Hillman is the genaral partner of York At Cross e Linited

A,
4] N District

DBRzakd

cet Amold Jablon, Director
Zoning Administration and Development Management Office

MALENA, 1/ TXTAD

RE@@W}FU

MR 14 1904

SYI-

o [ ]
The Aigburth Manor Association of Towson, Inc. 3/1*!'#

P.0. Box 20143 » Towson, Marylend 21264-0143

,.omA

February 9, 1994

M. Armold Jablom, Director

Department of Zoning Administration
soct merdicpment Masagsmen

Baltimore Count:

111 E. Cheslpelke Avenue

Towson, MD

RE: Poulet Restaurant at 7800 York Road

Dear Mr. Jablon:

As the President of the Aigburth Mano: aciation of Towson,
am writing to you concerning the Fouter Rescaurant ac 7800 Tork
Road.

Mc. Jomathan Soudry. the restaurant owner, cilled me recently
with the request that the community support him in his pursuit to
have ocutdoor seating in front of his establishment - sans

In July of 1993 Mr. Soudry requested st oning variances for
Thia sTee inciading variances for oUtdoor seating and 1ive misic.
At the public hearings the commnities of Aigburth Manor and
¥iltondale strongly contested these vaclances. M. Soudry

withdrew his reque Teo vatiances and amended his site
plan accordingly. [Case i

is my understanding thet it Mr. Soudry wishes to add ©
Gitdpor seating ho would have to amend his site plan and ‘ancther
public hearing would st
The Aigburth Manor Association of Tosson would like to reiterate
ouz oppasition to outdoor seating at this location. It is
close to our neighborh

b, Ml pEevE)

sally A. Malena

President
Aigburth Manor Association of Towscn M
cc: Dave Hunter - President, Wiltondale Improvement Associal

Doug Riley - Councilman, Fourth Distr:
Johknn Holback - Puliuen!, Greater Towson Council of
‘ommunity Asgociations

ZADMm

::nmnm:, and has the authority to sign the Petition on bahalf

The lesses is Poulet Towson, e,
Petition, mxtud vas signed by J e Mml-:;.u En s.J?;
a meaber ot Tovson, LiC, as e "ite naRager, and nap
the' -utnoxuy oot sign the Petition on behalf of the lessee.

Petitioga®e 8ccept this letter as a formal amendment of the

c.c. Michael Tanzyn, Esquire

2 e
Tewnon, Maryland 21206

Aprid 26, 1954
Y. Lavrence Soldt
Zonirg Comal
Toeacn, Harylana 2120k
Dear Hr. Schmidt:
se nusber 94-361-4, sten 37y

b
trongly opposed Lo permity or dning
54 " the Fovies GrBiAe rostaurant ac 'mo York Roads

m nounhy peat of Baltimore County is fortunate to
eighborheods, sckesls, and collages

o Migh sty They bava v commnity

anchors dnaids, ihe beltmy ané are Vita1 to the

veaioveiog of cunty. Nothing must be

T e es votken hese natyihorhoeds.

Taesesn, Md. 31364

There 10 1o quertion in mind that the zoning
for outdoor dining at Poulet U.S.A.
o

wign on York Road adve

pr
1oire Tor the whels greater Tovson area.

To protect the integrity not saly of the adjscent
neighbarhoods Wut of the -my st dtonlt) plesse

do not permit this inappropri le addition, r‘
Tours sincerely, .,./An
i 4/..../- e -3pt-A
Carl Behm IIT e as

e s
it Lo g afé2s
Given its location next to a un.\unnw May,B86 .
T T g ‘7 | Al "‘“{
outdeor drinking and light . ]
I‘,u‘ S ax it 65

M Mu“‘%

n/'lmlé»‘y“(

Onp / 24/540-

Mr. & Mrs. Burton E. Greenwood
A8 Wilion Road
wion, Maryland 21286-7614

April 20, 1994

Mr. Lawrence Schmidt
Zoning Commissioner, Baltimore County
111 West Chesapeake
Towson, Maryland 21204
Re: Casc Number; 94 361 A (ltem 347)
7800 York Road - Poul
Hearing for variance outside of building
Dear Mr. Schmids,

the ity for over thirt
years: ywrlndmuuhlnmv'my concems would be greatly appreciaied,

iz threat 0 the character of our community, We have

worked very diligently for many, many years 1o preserve the integrity of our

eommumly as have our adjoining Sommuaity neghbos. Allowingany varance

per the caption willinvits the advent of wha has resulted in the commerciaism

that has oocured on York Road i Timonium and Cockeysvi Road in
and in our county.

Please assist us in preserving our property values and the character of our
community.

Your kind assistunce and cooperation is appreciated,
Hﬂp::l{ullyéam.;

) -
num: Greenwood

Eileon Care Riley
623 Willon Road
Towson Maeoed 21286 Apul0 26107y

M. dacrince dehmart

Bttt Condy Zrming Conmas

018 Conthon

Tasn . MY 2284

[ ;(L.M/
Y an wribng B Cxpiss my & beocy

2 e 0 PO USH &

attonpt

b aCpune @ 2eniny varame

gutdeor Catrng.  fJuat as we Qg

st goans vk iy forie ongac

Outtlocr Aiminy | o Nose framo A
&4 v
oddoor 2otablishment W'l Aeerihs

afpat € reidorc puse acress
Jork Read, irelidiiy Pris o

loda Qrtmece

V oo periaps more immec
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Gt 261971 S
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5 Bpul 1997
nl oo 2
NI A MRS, CRALG W. PARKIR 7 e agErt e aul dee ;
313 YARMOUT oD -

HORSON, VARYE

April 25, 1994

ot Ot TaunZ

”éﬁ"‘/ 25,0999
Yraucsns Kz,

M Tew una Schmdt
)ML‘»[ Lur\/’huymn

Ro: Coce $f 3014 Ylin 377
,uente/ wl”

/,.hg

Linda B. and Owen D Miller
8 Aintree Road
Towsan, MD 21286

Mr. Lavwrence Schamidt, Zoning Commissioner
Baltimore County Govemment

RE: Case 94-361-A, Poulet USA, at 7800 York Road

Dear Commissioner Schmidt

o iy

. W areresidetsof 8 Anee Road i the Willondae ava of Balimore County,nct r from 7800
£, 241 ork taurant by Poulet
Cubdor domp FM/:Z{.A e chat § /,,,1- residiTed -nmmm-«" . noise, ltter, and jor Einenl inand
7 e 1A Lie o i (,,wwuo‘"“ _’;‘_ oftheresidetal rea lose 10 7800 York Rowd. incuding e Witennlesor a5 Road,
o0 13 5l ,MU" N n dncrions on hﬂ?n. A...., paniculaly. This in turn would not only desreasethe ailty of residents o erjoy iving n he
“Upllaw “, rd&‘ / oy llabulwmﬂddlmemzvlluoﬁbem’mmmmemxmq have in their homes
nen vond ﬁ »
Jacerewmas e contirtld A A e P We respectfully request your
e il ok ::’“ f{ “ond ot /yf)f‘hﬁ" MW R s 1 neignboring residents, and we believe, the entire area We ask that Poukuznmngmqumlx
v Aofer . & denied.
Bu conon der oo 2 s rﬂ‘*u ,mi«.. “- ...4 N
nebhued s1abTI 1y 5

Ao tf’w‘ gt s
et f“ ?‘ valess <
ft st i S
Ji’ud\’ H“L 1_,4 [?r‘ W/’w'

J lope B ndiacon okl Feapet omay "&um-u_
J "‘a W st 1MuMuaib

ot

Very tly,

Ugwéﬂ-« At B Lte) Luvne L. 11
Linda B. Miller Owen D. Miller

Kind

e C p)
i
N
w0k /
7 Yuoresdlt o gt 75
5oo "
o [ J
DPLEASE PRINT CLEARLY PETITIONER(S) SIGN-IN SHEET

T

ADDRESS
Tosenuaw Sounoy _M.\LL_M—_
R 205 ‘%ﬂ/ RAT w0,
1 cHAEL JCHER 2600 o)

Fudag Vo AW
‘%\ 's(—\u S A

AIGBURTH MANOR ASSOCIATION OF TOWSON, INC.

Po.
TWID ExnFisetiee %7 =27 wm
Cobod T-Pandinis Lok 4> Goluton R

oMt

43 KA
Zzwm .

d y

Jiuems
CoLsenT G, A
2223

PPLEASE PRINT CLEARLY PETITIONER| SIGN-TN SHEET RESOLVED: £'the Aigburth Manor it “Towson, Inc. as.
Weffj‘ *4"/![ ; = adopted by the Board of Directors on_APRIL- 13 194, on the zoning matter known as
= e
I
“ou . Hereoerree S S z/uc;a 4 697 Coveny R Jﬁwﬂ(‘/‘//

Case No. 94-361-A (Item 347), Poulet USA. is that it is strongly opposed.
5 L Cov sz oz L 2p08
w ) | Err T v
entis 0 Tawee 2 o S15 YheAoo WD o> ﬂm.!.,a i s . .5 aryor HAT oo
Dl Weado M ””H’” > J/'?fﬁ?w:m M/x/m s Gt e 256 I i e
§AU'T Swsan fackman 13 /a Ma{/‘w i = TJNW Lo 1%0 o wiz ATTEST: AIGBURTH MANOR ASSOCIATION OF
Daewy A-Suike : Lestie “Tales 17 Cedar fve. U0 g vt feb il W‘_ o
Lestie ff. Frles d;"" Jokon S . Clapmarn. 3 “ »
rvA Codoc v 2206
P S Ml.mm/ . orgmante

S 1'h Cdarbe 2120 (Relg W TARKeC
"D O

Mb G CodarAve TR36 - ‘kmter r Bw/rc?u i ”LV/‘”"‘ "“‘:D* >
dehas. u f—@—:» o s Dt ) sorWonensen Ry L
Rl F-lehd) Yt NI 23 mm’miwwrﬁﬂéqéﬁ%a‘?’mﬂm

s



ouncil of WN?

SPECIAL INTRODUCTORY

< 95¢ DRAFT BEER
95¢ BUFFALO WINGS

that ne {8 erying

1o adequately

PHONE
ORDER
828-0202

BRING IN ANY ONE OF THESE COUPONS AND
RECEIVE DISCOUNTS ON CARRY-OUT

.00 OFF WHOLE $2.00 OFF OUR ?AMOUSTS 1.00 OFF ANY OF OUR §
ICKEN CARRY-OUT ! LARGE CHICKEN PIZZA § GRILLED CSK‘I"ISCKEN
BREA:

EXPIRES
17193
----------------- i

[

Sepuember 2, 193 The Towson Times 25

\1 ‘ -
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