IN RE: DEV. PLAN HEARING & PETITION ¥  PBREFORE THE HEARING OFFICER/
FOR VARIANCE
8/8 Seminary Avenue, W of *  ZONING COMMISSIONER
Norian Avenue
9th Election Disgtrict *  OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
4th Councilmanic Digtrict
Project: Seminary at Warwick * (ase No. IX-641 & 96-525-A

Legal Owner: Michael K. Kramer
Developer/Petitioner

* ¥ x * * * * * * % *

HEARING QFFICER'S OPINTON & DEVELOPMENT PLAN AND VARIANCE ORDER

This matter comes before the Zoning Commisgioner/Hearing Officer as a
compined hearing, pursuant o the authority in Section 26-206.1 of the
Baltimore County Code. The Petitioner/Developer, Michael K. Kramer, seecks
development plan approval of the red line development plan {Developer's
Exhibit No. 1) prepared by Vitti and Associates, Inc. That plan proposes
development on the subject property with two single family dwellings, one
of which is existing and one of which is proposed. In addition to develop-
ment plan approval, a Petition for Variance has been filed by Mr. Kramer
geeking relief Ffor the existing dwelling, pursuant to Section 1B02.3.C.1
of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (BZCR), Lo permit a 9.5 ft,
rear yard setback in lieu of the required 30 ft.

Appearing at the requisite public hearing held for Chis case was
Michael K. Kramer, Developer/Petitioner. Also present was his wife, Debra
Kramer and Anthony J. Vitti, the professional land surveyor who prepared
Lhe gsite plan. Also present on behalf of the Developer/Petitioner was

Burt English, a professional engineer who was retained by the Developer to

handle issues arising from the development relating to storm water manage-

ment. The bDeveloper was represented by G. Scobtt Barhight, Esquire.

Appearing as interested persons/Protestants in the case were Stephanie
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Boblooch, a nearby resident, Bric Rockel, on behalf of the Lutherville
Community Associaticon, and George R. Uchuck, who resides immediately adja-
cent to the subject site.

Also present were representatives of the wvarlous Baltimore County
agehcies who evaluated the project. These included Don Rascoe, the
Project Manager, Rahee Famili from the Office of Permits and Development
Management (FDM), Lynn TLanham from the O0ffice of Planning (OP), Bob Small
from State Highway Administration, and Larry Yeager and R. Bruce Seeley
from the Department of Environmental Protection and Resource Management
(DEBRM) .

Addressing first the development plan, the Developer seeks approval
of said plan, pursuant to Section 26-206 of the Baltimore County Code,
That section sets forth the criteria to be applied to the consideration of
the plan by the Hearing Officer and the conduct of the Hearing Officer's
hearing. That hearing is the culmination of Phase I of the development
procass. That process commences with the filing of a concept plan, which
occunred in this case on January 22, 1996. Thereafter a Community Input
Meeting was held on Monday, February 26, 1996 at 7:00 P.M. in the
Luthe?ville Elementary School Library. The Development Plan was submitted
and a conference was held thereon on ABugust 7, 1996 at 9:00 A.M. The
Hearing Officer's hearing was scheduled and conducted in its entirety on
Mugust 22, 1996 at 9:00 A.M.in Room 118 of the Court House in Towson.

The development plan submitted shows that the subject site is 125 ft.

wide and 200 ft. deep, for a total area of .574 acres,. The property is

zoned D.R.5.5. Under this zoning classification, three dwellings would be

allﬂweh, however, the Developer propoges two. One of these dwellings is

&n exﬁsting bouse which fronts Seminary Avenue. The proposed dwelling is
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located to the rear of the lot and vehicular access to same will be from
Warwick Drive.

Mr. Kramer and his counsel described the process from which this
matter ultimately came to the Hearing Officer. Apparently, Mr. Kramer
initially acquired an adjacent property of gimilar size with the same
zoning c¢lassification. That property was improved with an existing single
family dwelling which fronts Seminary Avenue. Mr. Kramer desired o
subdivide the property and ultimately a plan was submitted which was
approved through the minor subdivision process. The plan called for
subdivision of the site so as to permit two additional dwellings, so that
three lots 1n  total would be created. The existing house and one of the
proposed houses front Seminary Avenue and the third house, adjacent to Mr.
Uchu&k‘s property, has vehicular access from Warwick Drive. Testimony
presented was that the minor subdivision was approved and that Mr. Kramer
has obtained all necessary approvals for that site. The minor subdivision
plan was approved on May 2, 1996,

As part of the minor subdivision approval cbtained, the Developer was
required to congtruct a "T" turnaround macadam area at the end of Warwick
Drive so as to provide vehicular access to the proposed dwelling fronting
same . In planning the "T" turnarcund, Mr. Kramer discovered that insuffi-
cient acreage existed on the property for actual construction and that
addjtional area for the "I" turnaround would be required. Thus, he in-
auired of the property owner of the subject site as to whether the addi-
tieﬁal acreage could be purchased. That owner was apparently uninterested
in éelling only a portion of the property. However, ultimately, a deal
was. struck between Mr. Kramer and the property owner where the entire site
was acguired. The site acquired is actually the subject property on which

approval for the existing dwelling and proposed dwelling described above
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is gought. Apparently, the Yoning office believes that the Developer
should obtain approval not through another minor subdivision process but
through the development regulations to prevent the appearance of an at-
tempted "creeping subdivision".

At the Hearing Officer's hearing, counsel for the Developer noted
that nearly all development plan issues had been resolved. That 1is, he
obsérved that the plan was in full compliance with all regulations, stat-
utes and requirements of the variocus agencies of Baltimore County and
should, therefore, he approved. In this regard, he noted that a waiver
had been obtained for storm water management quantity and that +the plan
was amended =0 as to show the proposed installation of two dry wells on
the southwest side of the site. These drywells were required by the
Department of FEnvironmental Protection and Resource Management (DEPRM) to
address storm water management quality concerns. It was also noted that a
proposed storm drain wag to be located near the intersection of Westbury
Roagd and Warwick Avenue and that additional storm drains were not re-
quired. Moreover, landscaping on the gouthern border of the property is
shoﬁn so as to provide an adeguate buffer from the adjoining residents on
that side. Finally, Mr. Barhight noted that Note No. 23 had been added to
thejplan that architectural drawings for the proposed house would be
submitted to the Office of Planning for review. The Developer takes issue
with that comment but has added same so that the plan is in compliance
with all outstanding comments.

The County representatives present corroborated counsel's remarks.
Mr. Larry Yeager from DEPRM testified that the plan was in compliance with
this agency's requirements. e described the function of the drywells and
their affect on water qualibty management and the waiver which will be
issued for water quantity. In his Jjudgment, the plan is appropriate as to
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these issues and development will not cause additional runoff on surround-
ing properties. It is to be noted that testimony was also received on
thig ilssue from Mr. English, the Developer's consultant. I am persuaded
bagsed on the cumulative testimony by these witnesses that storm water
management lssues are resolved.

The storm water management. concerns were but one issue raised by the
regidents of the locale. Questions were also directed to the Developer
regarding the landscape/screening on the southern side of the property.
That screening as shown on the plan appears appropriate and sufficient to
buffer surrounding properties. Although the neighbors redquested some
language in any Order approving the development requiring the continued
soreening, 1 believe that the insertion of such language 1is impractical
and unenforceable. I would assume that Lhe occupants of the proposed
dwelling, as well as the existing dwelling located at 1404 Warwick Drive,
will wish to maintain screening so as to provide privacy for both proper-
tieg. However, mandating that the screening be maintained in a <certain
fashion after the property is developed is an unfalr restriction on any
purchaser. That purchaser may desire a different kind of buffering or
other types of screening. I am satisfied with the information shown on
the plan and will approve it on that basis.

Ancther issue related to potential parking on Warwick Drive, The
neighbors are concerned that Warwick Drive may be posted with no parking

gigns. 1t is feared that the installation of these signs would be an

inconvenience Lo ewxisting houses adjacent to that street, as well as the

proposed residences. 1 agree. Thus, I will order that "no parking" signs
not be linstalled as a part of the approval of the develcopment plan. If,

in the future, the neighbors petition the County for installation of
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signg, the appropriateness of same can be determined at that time. Howev-
ar, they will not be required as part of the development plan.

The last issue relates to Office of Planning's comment. As Mr.
Barhight noted, there is no such requirement for the adjacent property
developed by Mr. Kramer. Thus, the design of the two existing dwellings
will not be altered and the architecture of the proposed dwellings on the
adijacent lot will not be reviewed by Planning. Allowing Planning to
review only this single structure seems a illogical. Moreover, Planning's
comuent, for whatever reason, seeks only that the plans be submitted to
their office for review but does not mandate approval by that agency.

For these reasons, I decline to incorporate this comment as a restric-
tion. I, frankly, do nolt see the sense of requiring this Developer to
submit architectural plans for the proposed construction of one house when
they are not required for two others. 8uch a request is inappropriate in
my Jjudgment; thus, Note No. 23 shall be stricken from the plan.

Turning to the zoning variance, there was no opposition to same. The
neighbors present support the variance request and there is a favorable
comment from the Office of Planning. The variance is actually generated
by the subdivision of the property. The new lot line which divides the
subject property into two lots will be located 9.5ft. from the existing
garage. The Developer would be required to relocate the dwelling towards
Seminary Avenue to meelt the setback requirement. However, it makes no
logical sense to I1mpose such a requirement. As the site plan shows, the
house, where situated, is set back an appropriate distance from Seminary
Avenue when compared with other houses in the neighborhood.

Based on the uncontradicted testimony and evidence offered, T am

petrsuaded to grant the Petition for Variance. In my judgment the Develop-
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er has satisfied the recquirements of Section 307 of bthe BCZR and the case
Law.

Pursuant to the development requlations of Baltimore County, as con-
tained within Subtitle 26 of the Baltimore County Code, the advertising of
the property and the public hearing thereon, [ will approve the develop-
ment  plan consistent with the comments set forth above and shall so or-
der.

THEREFORE, IT,18 ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore Coun-

)

ty this 25 day of August 1996, thal the development plan submitted in
the within case as Developer/Petitioner's Exhibit No. 1, be and is hereby
APPROVED in accordance with the terms and conditions as set f[forth herein;
and,

IT IS FURTHER OKRDERED that a variance from Section 1B02.3.C.1 of the
Baltimore County Zoning Regulations {BCZR), to permit a 9.5 ft. rear vard
setback in lieu of the required 30 Et., be and is hereby GRANTED, subject,
howaver to the following restrictions:

1. Note No. 23 on the plan shall be deleted.

P

2. There shall be no requirement, an the
developmant plan or comments appended thereto,
that "no parking" signs be erected on Warwick
Avenue. This restriction is without prejudice to
the neighbors and future properity owners from
requesting the erection of such signs, depending
upon conditions at that time.

FORFIL
e
P

IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED that: the Developer shall prepare and submit Lo

Permits and Development Management (PDM), within 10 days From the date of

this Order, a development plan which reflects and incorporates the terms,

conditions, and restrictions, if any, of this opinien and Order and/or the

development plan comments.



Any appeal Lrom this decision must be taken in accordance with Sec-

tion 26-209 of the Baltimore County Code and the applicable provisions of

law.
/LAWRENCE E. SCHMIDT
Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County
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Baltimore County Government .
Zoning Commissioner
Qffice of Planning and Zoning

Suite 112h Courthouse
400 Washington Avenue
Towson, MD 21204 (410) 887-4386

August 28, 1996

G. Scott Barhight, Esdquive
Whiteford, Taylor, Preston
500 Court Towers

210 W. Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: Case No. IX-641 and 96-3525-A
Development Plan Order and Petition for Variance
Project: Seminary at Warwick
Developer/Petitioner: Michael K. Kramer

Dear Mr. Barhight:

Enclosed please find the decision rendered in the above captioned
case. The Hearing Officer's Opinion and Development Plan Order and
Petition for Variance have been approved.

In the event the decision rendered is unfavorable to any party, please
be advised that any party may file an appeal within thirty (30) days of the
date of the Order to the County Board of Appeals. If you require
additional information concerning filing an appeal, please feel free Yo

contact our Appeals Clerk at 887-3353.
Very trulyﬁW
7

wrence E. Schmidt
LES :mmn Zoning Commissioner
encl.
Q3 Mr. and Mrs. Michael K. Kramer, 1010 01d Barn Road, Parkton, Md. 21120
Mr. Burt English, .1029 North Calvert st., Balto. Md. 21202
c: Ms. Stephanie Boblooch, 115 Hedgwood Road, Lutherville, Md. 210693
Mr. Eric Rockel, Lutherville Community Assn., 1610 Riderwood Drive,
Tutherville, Md. 21093 :
Mr. Georgve R. Uchuck, 1405 Warwick Road, Lutherville, Md. 21093
c¢: Don Rascoe, Project Manager
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Pefltlon for ‘farlance

to the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County

for the property located at *(ocx West Seminary Avenve
(7’?(0 o S‘S 9 g__h H which lsprengﬂy zonod 0.8~ 5.5

This Petition shall be filed with tha Office of Zoning Administration & Dovelopment Management.
The undersigned, lagal owner(s) of the property situate In Baltimore County and which ls described in the description and piat attached
hereto and mado a part hereof, hereby petition for a Variance from Bectlon(s)

J 302 3.C./ 4 ,ocmn/ o G, & fF rzxr'yo.rﬁ m fica of 2904

of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimére County, to the Zoning Law of Baltimore County; for the following reasons: (indicate hardship or
practical difficulty)

To be determined at Hear"mé.
(‘6@& Atoched Leter)

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Reguiations,
|, er we, agree to pay expenses of above Vartance advertising, posting, etc., upon filing of this petition, and further agreo to and are to
be bound by the zoning regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zonlng Law for Baltimore County.

I/We do solemnly declare and affirm, under the penalties of perjury, that ljwe are the
tegal awner(s) af the proparty which Is the subject of this Pelition

Gontract Purchaset/Lessee; Legal Owner(a}.

Michael K. Kramer

(Type or Print Name} (Type or Print Name)

Signature Slgfiature i =
Address (Typa or Pnnt Name)

Cety State Zipcode Signature

Attorney for Petitioner.

P.O0. Box 271 329-6051

(Type at Print Nama} Addrose Phone No

Monkton, Md. 21111
Clty Gtate Zipcode
Slgnature Name, Address and phone number of representative o be contacied.

Anthony J. Vitti

Vitti & Associates, Inc.
Address Fhone No. Name

P.O. Box 276 668-0466

A atherville, Md. 210930
L~ T T OFFICE USE ONLY L. ]

f G, ESTIMATED LENQTH OF HEARING il

'\ unavalisble tor Hearing

City State Zipcade

the following dotea Rext Two Monthe
%C cg)a Printed with Soybaan ink ALL OTHER

on Racycled Papar "'\.N»,,/ REVIEWED BY:‘/J"’//-) /8 DATE, C/; 2/? ¢
* wl lon ] Mi
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June 10, 1906

Project: Seminary at Warwick

The zoning plan for Seminary at Warwick allows for three lots. We had formerly planned to
remove the garage of the existing hause at 108 W. Seminary Avenue, move the house east,
then place said structure on a newiy constructed foundation, creating a lot with house, and a
building lot beside, both facing Setinary Avenue. The third iat, a building lot is accessed fram

Warwick Drive.

Due to the communities’ concern about density of houses and loss of mature trees, we have
declded to leave the house at 109 West Seminary Avenue in place, fronting on West Seminary
Avenue and request a waiver allowing the garage to remain since it is not practical to remave
the garage. When we are trying to reduce the impact 1o the house and property.

P

Michael K. Kramer

il
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Vit & Associates, Inc.

Engineering & Surveying
1717 York Road, Suite 102 » Lutherville, Maryltand 21093
(410) 252.5212

ZONING DESCRIPTION

#109 West Seminary Avenue

Lot 1

"Seminary @ Warwick”
9th Election District
Baltimore County, Md.

Reginning for the same at a point
West Seminary Avenue,

South 03 Degrees 52 Minutes 05
to a point.

South 86 Degrees 07 Minutes 53
North 03 Depgrees 52 Minutes 05
North 86 Degrees 07 Minutes 55

feet to the place of beginning.

Conilaining 0.373 Acres of Land,

\\\\“\mmmg,,
@\\\‘,\ OF Mag,”

40 feet wide,

y

(.:.7 (p -5 2

in 1he centerline of

at a distance of 742
feet, more or less, from the West side of York Road, thence:

Seconds

Seconds
Seconds
Seconds

morg¢e or

%,

East, 130.00 feet

West, 125.00 feel
West, 130.00 fect
East, 125.00

I
Lyl

less.
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| Tho Zoning Cdramissong’ of.

. Baltimbra Dounly; by autherty
of the Zoping Act and Regula-
tions of Baltimore Gounty wil
hold a pullie hearing on the
roperty [dentlfied herein in
oom 106 of the County Of-
fice Bullding, 111 W. Chesa-
maaka‘ Avenue [t - Towson,

- OF -focm
159400

&8 SemhwarL&venue‘
742" W of ¢/l York Road
Toth Elestion District -
Fath Counciimanic
'Logai Qwnar(s):
" Michasl K: Kramer
Varlanee: o peemit a 9.5
faot rear yard in llau of 30 feal..
Hearing: Thursday, August 22,
1996 at :00 am. in Rm. 118,
0ld Courthguse.

LAWRENCE E, SCHMIDT
Zoning Gemmissioner for
Baltlmara County .

NOTES; (1) Hearings are:

Handlcapped  Accessible; for
speclal - accummodations
Plaass Call 887-3363.

{2) Far information cgnearn-
Ing. the Fle andigr Haaring,
Pleaga Call 887-3301. !

77272 July 25 63516

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

TOWSON, MD., 7) /’)? S 109

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was
published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper published
in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., once in each of | successive

-~

weeks, the first publication appearing on AS . lgcféﬁ_.

THE JEFFERSONIAN,

7 )
LEGAL AD. - TOWSON
T

MICROFILMED
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Baltimore County
: County Office Building
Departinent of Permits and 111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Development Management Towson, Maryland 21204

Development Processing

Sl

RYLN

ZONING HEARING ADVERTISING AND POSTING REQUIREMENTS & PROCEDURES

Baltimore County zoning regulations require that notice be given to the
general public/neighboring property owners relative to property which
ig the subiect of an upcoming zoning hearing. For those petitions which
require a public hearing, this notice is accomplished by posting a sign
on the property and placement of a notice in at least one newspaper of
general circulation in the County.

This office will ensure that the legal requirements for posting and
advertising are satisfied. However, the petitioner 1is responsible for
the costs associated with these requirements.

PAYMENT WILL BE MADE AS FOLLOWS:

1) Posting fees will be accessed and paid to this office at the
time of filing.

2) Billing for legal advertising, due upon receipt, will come
from and should be remitted directly to the newspaper.

NON-PAYMENT OF ADVERTISING FEES WILL STAY ISSUANCE OF ZONING ORDER.

ARNOLD JABLON, DIRECTOR

4t - rm e et ooy o oy ek b 3% At P Pty o b ld U VY S i A0 Foap o e ek AN . Al g e ey e Y Y Tk S S 0% Mt Bl P S S LS M Gy o e W e

For newspaper advertising:
Item No.: g/é Petitioner: K’a.mc:f‘, W!a bine ! K.
4

Location: 709 lies? Semmpmsry Ave
- [

PLEASE FORWARD ADVERTISING BILL TO:

NE:_ e, Mg boed [

ADDRESS: A2 0. [Box L7/
}%O”‘lé“/ﬂlﬂ 1 My Z////

PHONE NUMBER: B3« 9— £06.57)

Il -
O;f\'\ Funied with Soybean Ink MlGROFILM L-D
?_'_"4:7 an ﬂe«;ycll»d Paper 12
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T0: PIDXENT PUBLISHING COMPANY
July 25, 1996 Issue - Jeffersonian

Please foward billing to:

Michael XK. Kramer
P. 0, Box 271
Monkton, MD 21111
329-6051

NOTICE QF HEARING

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by anthority of the Zoning Act and Regulations of Baltimore

County, will hold a public hearing en the property identified herein In
Room 106 of the County Offlee Building, 111 W. Chesapeske Avenus in Towson, Maryland 21204
or
Room 118, 01d Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204 as follows:

CASE NUMBER: 96-525-A (Item 516)

109 @. Seminary Avenue

5/8 Seminary Avenue, 742' W of c¢/1 York Road
9th Election Distriet - 4th Councilmanic
Legal Owner: Michael K. Kramer

Variance to permit a 9.5 foot rear yard in llen of 30 feet.

HERRING: THURSDRY, AUGUST 22, 1996 at 9:00 s.m. in Room 118, 01d Courthouse.

LAWRENCE E. SCHMIDT
ZONING COMMISSIONER FOR BALTIMCRE COUNTY

ROTES: (1) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS PLEASE CALL 887-3353,
(2) FOR TNFORMATION CONCERNING THE FILE AND/OR HEARTNG, PLEASE CALL 887-3391.

saE
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Eg/ Baltimore County Development Processing
wxx x| Department of Permits and County Office Building

% m’ 111 West Chesapeake Avenue
o

& Development Management ' Towson, Maryland 21204
YIPS

August 13, 19%6

Mr. Michael K. Kramer
P.O. Box 271
Monkton, MD 21111

RE: Item No.: 516
Case No.: 96-525-A
Petiltioner: Michael K. Kramer

Dear Mr. Kramer:

The Zoning Advisory Committee (ZAC), which consists of representa-
tives from Baltimore County approval agencies, has reviewed the plans
submitted with the above referenced petition, which was accepted for
processing by Permits and Development Management (PDM), Zoning Review, on
June 27, 19%6.

Any comments submitted thus far from the members of ZAC that offer or
request information on your petition are attached. These comments are not
intended to indicate the appropriateness of the zoning action requested,
but to assure that all parties (zoning commissioner, attorney, petitioner,
etc.) are made aware of plans or problems with regard to the proposed
improvements that may have a bearing on this case. Only those comments
that are informative will be forwarded to you; those that are not
informative will be placed in the permanent case file.

If you need further information or have any questions regarding these
comments, please do not hesitate to contact the commenting agency or
Roslyn Eubanks in the zoning office (887-3391).

Sincerely,

fzw;y‘:y;x ";\ e ‘

arl 1chards, Jr. /u
Zoning Supervisor gﬂ

WCR/xre
Attachment{s)
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taken when instalting with a CPVC
.. system. Sprinklers must be installed
fer thQ CPVC manufacturer's
2, The face of the; sprmkler B I”a L
mm; sPialild be installed. He(ﬂ/&") e récommended setting time for the -

" Behind: it finished wallliney -+ = ;e primer anéi cement to ensure that
Adjustments are madewiasthe - 1w up: Enepher accymulate within the

adjusiable sliding escutcheon ~plate 10 1 pnnkiar
cornpensate for variations in the::,

fittings.
®

* Tofton 18 & trademark of the DuPont Cop,

The sprinkler wil fundion properly,

Special care must be taken when
installing with a copper systam.
Sprinklers must be instatled only after -
the inside of the sprinklernipple and
associated fittings have:beeftwire -
brushed to remove-any flux: Residual
fiux can cause corrosion andin -
extreme cases can imipair pré)per
sprinkier operation. - - i ‘

w Care &

Mainwnanee

Sprinklers must be handied
carefully. They must.not be
transported or stored where ambient
temperatures may exceed 100°F/
38°C. For best results, store them in
a cool, dry location in the original
shipping package. .

Do not instai! spnnklars that have
been dropped or visibly damaged.
Sprinklers must never be painted,
costed, plated, or altered in any other
way from manutactured condition or
they may not function properly. Any
sprinkiers altered in such manner
must be replaced.

The owner is responsible for the
proper working condition of ail fire
protection devices and accessories.
The NFPA Standard 13A entitied,
“Care and Maintenance of Sprinkler
Systems”, contains guidelines and
minimum maintenance requirements.
Furtharmore, the local Authority
Having Jurisdiction may have
additional ragulations and
requiremenits for maintenance,
testing, and inspection that must be
obeyed.

It is advisable to have sprinkler
systems inspected regularly by a
qualified inspection service. Length
of time between such Inspections can
vary, dlue to accessibility, ambient
atmaosphere, water supply, and site
activity.

..~ Do not attempt to re-assemble or
% otherwise reusa a sprinkler that has
- - pperated. Replace any sprinkler

exhibiting corrosion or damage,
always use new sprinklers of the

.+ 8ame-lype and temperature rating as

replacements,



. Baltimore County Government .
Fire Department

700 East Joppa Road N Office of the Fire Marshal
Towson, MD 21286-5500 (410)887-4880

DATE: 07/18/%6

Arnold Jablan

PDirector

Zoning Administration and
Development Management

Baltimore County Office Building
Tawson, MD R1204

MAIL STOP-1105

RE: Property Dwner: PAUL E. FEILD, JR.

Location: E/S HARFORD RD., 510' FROM CENTERLINE SUNSHINE AVE,
(1261% HARFORD RD.)

Item No.: 509 Zoning Agenda: VARIANCE

Gentlemen:

Pursuant to your request, the referenced property has been surveyed
by this Bureau and the comments below are applicable and required to
be corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the praperty.

8. The Fire Marshal's Office has no comments at this time,
IN REFERENCE TGO THE FOLLOWING ITEM NUMBERS:510,511,512,513,514,915,
(%lé, 17,518,519,520,5321,522,323,524 AND 525.

REVIEWER: L.T. ROBERT P. BAUERWALD
Fire Marshal Office, PHONE 8R7-4881, M5-11082F

cct File MICROFILMED

on Recycled Paper

% 9 Printed whih Soybean Ink



. . David L. Winstead

Maryland Department of Transportation e it
State Highway Administration Administrator

779

Ms. Joyce Watson | ‘ RE: Baitimore County
Baltimore County Office of ltem No.  s~/¢, (/L.(J:K

Permits and Development Management
County Office Building, Room 109
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Ms. Watson:

This office has reviewed the referenced plan and we have no
objection to approval as the development does not access a State
roadway and is not effected by any State Highway Administration
projects.

Please contact Bob Small at 410-545-5581 if you have any
questions. Thank you for the opportunity to review this plan.

Very truly yours,

Bt e ll.

Ronald Burns, Chief
Engineering Access Permits
Division

BS

My telephons number 3

Maryland Relay Service for tmpaired Heanng or Speech
1-800-735-22E8 Statewide Tol! Free

P DT D T D T M Dy 74 Aeaitirviesen MY S400n0 g4



Sow Aecnds,

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTEROFFICE CORRESPCNDENCE

TO: Arnold Jablon, Director Date:
Department of Permits & Development
Management

FROM: ert W. Bowling, Chief

velopment Plang Review Division

SUBJECT:\ Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting

For July 15, 1996 “”i)
ITtem Nos. 510, 511, 512, 513, 515,/516,
518, & 521 M,//;

July 16, 1996

The Development Plans Review Division has reviewed the subject

zoning item, and we have no comments.
RWB:HJO:jrb

crs  Pile

ZONE17 RAi
£



Rescheduled from 1/16/96

CASE KUMBER: 96-24%-SPH {Item 245)

7200 Green Bank Road

N/S GBreen Bank Road, 25' E of ¢/l Choptank Road
15th Election District - 5th Councilmanic

Legal Owner: Paul D. Kiehler and Jean A. Kiebler

Special Heardng to determine whether the divisional lines established on the plat accompanying this Petition are
in compliance with the pravisions of Section 417.3 and such other actions which will be required to construct the
piers as shown on the plat; further to determine that the adjacent properties designated as Lot #31 and #32 are
not in compliance with the provisions of B.C.Z.R. coptained in Section 417; and to determine such items which may
be presented at the hearing relative to this issue.

BEARING: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 3, 1996 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 106, County Gffice Bullding.

Rescheduled from 11/29/%5 and 2/21/96

CASE NUMBER: 96-168-SPHA (Ttem 162)

2260 Cronmell Bridge Road

Sanders Corner

¥W/S. Cromwell Bridge Road, 78" SW of ¢/l Loch Raven Road
gth Election Distriet - 6th Councilmanic

Legal Ownar: Ronald Senders

Special Hearing to allow commercial parking in a residential zome; to amend a previous site plan dated 10/23/90
(case #91-256-SPH); to confirm an existing non-conforming use; and to approve a modified parking plan.
Variance to allow for a reduction in the reguired number of parking spaces from 72 to 39.

HEARING: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 3, 1996 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 118, 0ld Courthouse.

CASE NUMBER: 96-317-SPH (Item 316)

5 Celebrie Court

EfS Celebria Court, epproximately 500! § of Slenbaur Road
11th Election District - S5th Councilmanic

Legal Owner: Sharem L. Rose

Specinl Hearing to approve an addition for an in-law apartwent with self-contained facilities and kitchen for
owner's parents.

HEARING: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 3, 1995 at 11:00 a.m. in Room 106, County Office Bullding.

CASE NUMBER: 96~318-3 (Item 319)

1633 Jeffers Road

$/S Jeffers Road, 145! ME of ¢/l Thornton Road

gth Election District - 4th Councllimanic

Legal Owner: Charles M. Hughes and Lynnallen Hughes

Variance to permit two storage sheds to be situated in the side yard in liew of the rear yard.
HEARING: WEDNESDAY, APRIL 3, 1995 at 2:00 p.m. in Room 106, County Office Building.

CASE WUMBER: 96-319-SPH (Item 318)

600 Reisterstown Road

4th Election District - 3rd Councilmanic

Legal Qwner: Pikesville Plaza Building Company
Contract Purchaser/Lessee: L & J Associates, Inc.

e

special Hearing to approve the use of the premises as a beauty shop with accessory massage services.
HEARING: THURSDAY, APRIL 4, 1596 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 118, 01d Courthouse.

CASE NUMBER: 96~320-SPH (Item 328)

600 Reisterstown Road

NWC Reisterstown Road and Slade Avenue

4th Flection District - 3rd Councilmanic

Legal Owner: Frank Scarfield/Pikesville Plaza Building Company

Contract Purchaser/Lesses: Progressive Arbulance Company/Miilard ., Sheppard

Special Hearing to approve an amendment to the site plan and parking variance granted in case #74-232-3 to allow a
total of 161 spaces provided in lieu of of the total 172 agacas permitted and to reduce the total by 12 spaces
used for storage and parking by ambulances and limousines for a new total of 149 spaces. .

Special Exception to permit a service garage providing for starage and parking of ambulances and limousines.

HEARING: THURSDAY, APRIL 4, 199. 10:00 a.m. in Room 118, 01d Courthouse. .




BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: POM oate: - 796
FROM: R. Bruce Seeley

Permits and Development Review

DEPRM

SUBJECT: Zoning Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: -8-9 ¢

The Department of Environmental Protection & Resource Management has no
comments for the following Zoning Advisory Committee Items:

Item #'s: 55://0/ 5(;2 /
I e
523

o1 oy

515 opr

517
RBS:sp
BRUCE2/DEPRM/TXTSBP 7 7&

ﬁmﬁ’(”,\}p W Biirs
7 T| j*’ ij



RE: PHETITION FOR VARIANCE * BEFORE THE
109 W. Seminary Avenue, 8/8 Seminary
Ave., 742" W of o/l York Road, 9th * ZONING COMMISSIONER
Election District, 4th Councilmanic
* OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Michael K. Kramer
Petitioner * CASE NO. 96-525-A
* * * w * * * * * ® * * x

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE

Please enter the appearance of the People's Counsel in the above-
captioned matter. Notice should be sent of any hearing dates or other

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

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
People's Counsel for Baltimore County

CAROLE 3. DEMILIO
Deputy Pecple's Counsel
Room 47, Courthouse

400 Washington Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

{410) 887-2188

final Order.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this csigfh(%ay of August, 1996, a copy

of the foregoing Entry of Appearance was mailed to Anthony J. Vitti,
Vitti & Associates, P. 0. Box 276, Lutherville, MD 21093,

representative for Petitioners.

YeAra | ppo Lo omsn.

PETER MAX ZTIMMERMAN

MICROFILMED



July 3, 1996
BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
INTER~QFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
To: Don Rascoe
FROM: Gwendolyn Stephens, PDM
PHONE ~ X 3391, MAIL STOP ~ 1105, E~MAIL -~ GWEN
SUBJECT: Seminary @ Warwick
bon be advised that a petition for variance has been filed under item #516
with regard to the above project.

T will hold the petition, awaiting their submittal of the development plan
for the HOH.

MICROFILMED
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LOCATION/PETITIONER

APPELLANT
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04/05/95

04/05/95

04/07/95

04/07/95

04/13/95

04/14/95

04/14/95

04/25/95

DRC No. 03275D

95-274~X

95-9-SPH

95-282~4

04105C

35-~2B0-X8

032051

DRC Approval

Airtel Communications at
Saperstein Tower

28 Walker Avenue

3rd E.D. & 2nd C.D.

Petition for Special Exception
E/S McDonogh Road, 400 Ft. S of
the c/l of Selina/Lesan Roads
3949 McDonogh Road

2nd E.D. & 2nd C.D.

Petition for Special Hearing
B/S York Road, 141 ¥t. 8 of the
¢/l of Terrace Dale Road

7717 York Road

9th E.D. & 4th C.D.

7727 Limited Partnership

Petition for Variance

NEC Poplar and Potomac Avenues
207 Potomac Avenue

15th E.D. and 7th C.D.

George B. Gephardit, Jr.

DRC Bpproval
¥oreston Ridge
Foreston Road

5th E.D. & 3rd C.D.

Special Exception and Variance
N/S 0ld Eastern Ave., 25 ft. E
of the ¢/l of Eyring Avenue
1300 0ld Eastern Avenue

15th E.D. & 5th C.D.

Gordon L. Harrison, et ux-Petitioner

Denial of Request for TPransfer
of Asgsessment Benefits
Rolling Ridge, Section 2

Resub. Lots 10-20 and Horman Property

2nd E.D. & 3rd C.D.
Pulte Homes Corp.

DRC Approval

7732 Wise Avenue

Fuscsick Enterprises, Inc.
12th E.D. and 7th E.D.

Richard E. Matz

Richard H. Scholttman
Petitioner

Francls X. Borgerding
Attorney/Petitioner

George and Martha Gephardt
Petitioners

J. Carroll Holzer
Attorney/Protestant

Peter Max Zimmerman
People's Counsel

Benjamin Bronstein
Attorney/Pulte Homes

Btanley 8. Fine
Attorney/Protestents



it

/S SEMINARY AVENUE,

ORMAN AVENUE

DOES T:? NEED A SPECIAL EXCEPTION O/ A VARIANCE.

YES NO .

ITEM NUMBER AND/OR DROP-OFF DATE 6/ (ﬂ FOR
VARIANCE, ET AL.

ESTIMATED LENGTH OF HEARING:

ATTORNEY: 5@77 /3%/{/},5}17/_ g%,}os’z’

OPPOSING ATTORNEY: :

| ?’ﬁj /
DATE (S) NOT TO SET: M ZJ , -"f*(\fﬂi f%ff—.ej‘ L
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