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Currently, a denial of use of the patio as an outside space is on appeal to the
County Board of Appeals in Case No. 97-160-A. Enclosure of the terrace is being
proposed as an alternative to that use and is wholly unrelated to the pending variance
case. All parties in that case are aware that we would be pursuing this alternative.

Accordingly. it is respectfully requested that you confirm that the proposed
enclosure of the terrace is consistent with the spirit and intent of the Order in Case No.
93-362-A by countersigning below. Tam enclosing with this ietter a check in the amount
of $40.00 to cover the administrative expenses related to the review of this issue.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call.

Yery truly yours,
Robent A. Ho
RAH:dk
cc: Mr. Mitch Kellman
Enclosures
Date:
in the ileresd of speed ad
eoonony, we 4 ’;‘:‘9 e
with margnal notes.
?’ need mﬁm do
et o . < June 27, 1997

Oth Election District

Dear Mr. Hoffman:

Please be advised that the Department of Permits and Develcpment
Management, Bureau of Zoning Review, cannot approve the enclosure of
an existing terrace administratively. This decision is based upon
the fact that variances were granted for a building which existed.
The enclosure will add building area, which deletes the fact that
the variances were granted for an existing condition. Also, the

controversial nature of this zoning case would warrant the need for
a hearing should the use increase.

Very truly vyours,

Mitchell J. Kellman
Planner II
Zoning Review

MJIK:rye

c: zoning case 93-362-A
94-361-A
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TN RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE
NW/Corner York Road and Cross
Campus Drive
(7800 York Road)
9th Election District
4th Councilmanic District

David H. Hillman
Petitioner

BEFORE THE
DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No. 97~160-A

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSICNS OF LAW

This matter comes before the Deputy Zoning Commissioner as a

Petition for Variance for that property known as 7800 York Road, located

at the intersection of York Road and Cross Campus Drive across from Towson

State University in Towson. The Petition was filed by the owner of the

property, David H. Hillman, and the Contract Lessee, Bill Bateman's Bistro,

by Mark J. Loundas, President, through their attorney, Robert A. Hoffman,

Esquire. The Petitioners seek relief from Section 204.3.A.3 of the Balti-

more County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.} to permit part of an accessory

use (approved restaurant/terrace) to be located outside the office building

in lieu of inside the building, and to amend the previously approved site

plan in prior Case No. 93-362-A, accordingly. The subject property and

relief sought are more particularly desecribed on the site plan submitted

which was accepted and marked into evidence as Petitioner's Exhibit 1.

Appearing at the hearing on behalf of the Petition were MWark

Loundas, a representative of Bill Bateman's Bistro, Mark Willard, Profes-

residents of the area.

attorney for the Petitioners. Appearing

sional Landscape Architect with Development Design Group, Inc., who pre-

pared the site plan for this property, and Robert A. Hoffman, Esquire,

in opposition te the relief

S requested were FEileen Riley, Burton E. Greenwood, and Lucy Meyer, nearby
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Testimony and evidence offered revealed that the subject property
consists of a gross area of 9.02 acres, more or less, predominantly zoned
0-1, and is improved with a four-story masonry office building which has a
mix of uses contained therein. The building is mostly occupied as office
space; however, a hair care salon and a restaurant operate on the first
floor of the building. The restaurant, known as Bill Bateman's Bistro, is
located on the east side of the building facing York Road, and is accessed
by an entrance on that side, which was approved pursuant to a variance
request in prior Case No. 93-362-A on July 2, 1993. The Petitioners now
come before me seeking approval to utilize a 10' x 90' terrace area located
adjacent to the building, outside the existing restaurant, for an outdecor
seating area. The Petitioner proposes to locate eight (8) tables outside
in the terrace area to provide seating for up to 32 persons. This terrace
is enclosed with brick and wood planter boxes in which small palm trees
and shrubs have been planted. There is no exterior entrance to the terrace
area; the only entrance to that area is provided from within the restau-
rant itself. Mr. Loundas testified that the proposed seating area will
allow patrons of the restaurant to dine outside on nice days. He noted
that many other restaurants in the Towson area have provided small, out-
door seating areas and the Petitioner wishes to do the same in order to
remain competitive. Mr. Loundas also testified that Bill Bateman's would
like to provide music to this ocutdoor seating area by way of a speaker
system. He testified that the terrace level would only be used during the
warmer months of the yvear and that the Petitioner would restrict its hours

of operation to close at 12 midnight. Mr. Loundas also testified that

L §§fhere would be no outside bar and that the tables would be utilized for
I

~ food service, only. That ls, patrons would have to order food in order to
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be zeated in the terrace area. No patrons would be permitted to sit on the
terrace and consume only beverages.

As noted above, nearby residents Eileen Riley, Burton Greenwood,
and Lucy Meyer appeared in opposition to the Petitioners' request. These
residents testified that while they appreciate and accept the restaurant
use within the building, they are strongly opposed to any expansion of the
restaurant use to the terrace area. Ms. Riley testified that Mr. Loundas
met with the Wiltondale Asscociation prior to locating his restaurant in
this building and assured them that he would not provide outdoor seating.
Mr. Loundas did not recall having that particular conversation with the
Wiltondale Association, but did recall meeting with members of that asscci-
ation and discussing the restaurant use with them. These residents also
testified that Bill Bateman's did, in fact, provide outdoor seating this
past summer, without having first obtained permission te do sc through the
zZoning Commissioner's OfFice. During such time as the outdoor seating
area was being utilized, several residents of the surrounding communities
complained of the noise that was generated by virtue of this use. These
residents were able to hear patrons talking, as well as the music that was
piped into the outdoor seating area, which disturbed them inte the late
hours of the evening. Therefore, these residents are opposed to the
placement of outdoor tables and chairs in the terrace area as shown on the
site plan.

% An area variance may be granted where strict application of the
zoning regulations would cause practical difficulty to the Petltioner and

% his property. McLean v. Soley, 270 Md. 208 (1973). To prove practical

difficulty for an area variance, the Petitioner must meet the following:

1) whether strict compliance with requirement would
unreasonably prevent the use of the property for a

MICROFILMED
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permitted purpose or render conformance unnecessarily
burdensome;

2) whether the grant woulé do substantial injustice
to applicant as well as other property owners in the
district or whether a lesser relaxation than that
applied for would give substantial relief; and

3} whether relief can be granted 1in such fashion

that the spirit of the ordinance will be observed and
public safety and welfare secured.

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

(1974).

After due consideration of the testimony and evidence presented,
I am persuaded to deny the variance. The Petitioners have failed to prove
that strict compliance with the =zoning regulations would result in a
practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship to them. The restaurant use
as it presently exists has been very successful and thus, the Petitianers
are not dependent upon the propesed outdoor seating area. There was no
testimony to support the need to provide an outdoor seating area, other
than to remain competitive with other restaurant wuses in Towson. The
Petitioners have failed to show that denial of the variance would unreason-
ably prevent the use of the property or be unnecessarily burdensome.

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and
public hearing on this Petition held, and for the reasons given above, the
relief requested should be denied.

THEREFORE, IT I8 ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner for
Baltimore County this bsiyﬁday of November, 1936 that the Petition for
Variance seeking relief from Section 204.3.A.3 of the Baltimore County
Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R) to permit part of an accessory use ({approved
restaurant/terrace) to be located cutside of the office building in lieu

of inside the building, and to amend the previcusly approved site plan in

- 4 MICROFILMED
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prior Case No. 93-362-A, in acecordance with Petitioner's Exhibit 1, be and
is hereby DENIED; and,
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Petitioners shall have thirty

{30) days from the date of this Order teo file an appeal of this decision.

4 ,4§;xz;€%§i 425}414»499

TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
TMK:b]s for Baltimore County
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IN RE: PETITION FOR ZONING VARIANCE * BEFORE THE
NWC York Rd. & Cross Campus Dr.
Poulet USA * ZONING COMMISSIONER
7800 York Road
9th FElection District * OF BALTIMORE COUNYTY
4th Councilmanic District
Legal Owner: David H. Hillman * Case No. 94-361-A
Lesgee : Jonathan Soudry
2 - petitioner *
,*;'! * * * * * * * * * * *
"
FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This matter comes before the Zoning Commissioner for the second time
in Jless than one year, to consider a Petition for Zoning Variance for that
property which is the site of the poulet Chicken Restaurant in 'Towson.
The property is more particularly known as 7800 York Road, situated immedi-
ately adjacent to the Towson State University Campus and across from the
residential community known as Wiltondale. In the instant case, variance
relief is requested from Section 204.3.A.3 of the Baltimore County Zoning
Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) to permit part of an accessory use, identified as a
restaurant/patio, to be located outside of the office building in which
the restaurant use is located, in lieu of the requifeﬁent that same be
located within the building. The Pelition is filed by David H. Hillman,

r

owner of the subject property, and Jonathan Soudry, Lessee and proprietor
oflthe Poulet Chicken Restaurant.

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, Esquire. Also present on behalf of the Petitlon was
Susan Scott, Mr. Hillman's representative and Manager of the subject of-
fice building. Also appearing was Mark Willard, theiRegistered Landscape

Architect who prepared the plan and Kenneth Colbert, a Professional Engi-

neer. Michael Sicher, a c¢o-tenant in the subject office building also

MICROFILMED



appeared and testified in support of the Petition.

Appearing in opposition to the Petition were numerous representatives
of the surrounding residential communities. They included Craig W. Parker
on behalf of the Wiltondale Improvement Association, Sally Malena on be-
half of the Aigburth Manor Association of Towson, Inc. and Jean Duvall on
behalf of Rodgers Forge Community Association. Also present were numerous
individuals from these neighborhocods. Collectively, the Protestants were
represented by Michael Tanczyn, Esquire. ‘

As noted above, this 1is tPe second case whigh has come before me in
reference to this restaurant operhtion. The first case also related to a
Petition for WZoning Variance for this site. In that case, {case No.
93-362-A) I issued an opinion on July 9, 1993 granting the requested var%-
ances. Specifically, a variance was granted from Section 409.6.A.2 of the
B.C.%.R. to permit 318 parking spaces in lieu of the required 319 spaces.
Also approved was a variance from Section 204.3.C.2 to permit an exterior
entrance to an accessory commercial use (restaurant) in lieu of the vre-
quirement that no exterior entrance be allowed. 8Several other variances
were originally requested in that case but were withdrawn. Among them
included a request for outdoor seating. In that the request was with-
drawn, no substantive decision was issued in that case on that issue.

A summary of the testimony offered'in the present: case is helpful in
understanding the positions of the parties. Testimony was first received
from Kenneth Colbert, a professional engineer. Although Mr. Colbert did
not prepare the site plan, he had familiarized himself with the property
and proposed plan and testified at length about the subject Petition. He
described the subject property which is refererced within the body of my
findings dated July 9, 1993. Those findings are¥ specifically referenced
herein, as they relate to the history and general characteristics of the

-2~



site and surrounding locale. As Mr. Colbert noted, the subject property
is zoned 0-1 and is approximately 8 acres in net area. It is improved
with a 4 story masonty office building which has been in existence since
approximately 1960. The balance of the site is improved with several
parking areas which support the subject building. BAs noted by Mr. Colbert
in his testimony, the ground floor of the building has now been improved
with the Poulet Chicken Restaurant. This pccupies a significant portion
of the ground floor and, at present, the restaurant use is entirely con-
fined within the interior of the building. In fact, it is clear that the
B.C.%.R. requires that this use be confined to the interior of the build-
ing. Specifically, Section 204.3.A.3 of the B.C.Z.R. allows certain acces-
gory commercial uses within an office building in an 0-1 =zone, including

eating establishments 1if located within the office building. Although

the word "within" is not defined in Section 101 of the BR.C.Z.R., it is

defined by Webster's Third New International Dictionary. The B.C.Z.R.

requires that Webster's be consulted in determining the meaning of any
word used in the regulations when the word is not sgecifically defined.
In Webster's, the word "within" is de%ined "an the inside or in the
inner side". Thus, it is clear that rstrict adherence to the regulations
would require that the restaurant use be contained wholly within the build-
ing. Mr. Colbert's comments contrary to ﬁhat conclusion notwithstanding,
1 must Ffirst conclude that the use of the word "within" mandates that a
restaurant may only be interior to the structure.

In any event, Mr. Colbert also described a small terrace area lmmedi-

]

ately outside of the building envelope on the west side of the building
facing York Road. This is an attractively constructed fieldstone area
which is no larger than 650 sq. ft. The area is clearly shown both on the

site plan and within Petitioner's Exhibit No. 2. The parties differed as

-



to the exact square foot area of the subject terrace but it is clearly a
relatively small portion of the overall restaurant.

Within this area, Mr. Colbert testified that the Petitioner pfoposes
placing 8 tables and 32 chairs. It is envisioned that outdoor seating to
the restaurant's clientele will be provided during the warm weather months
from April through November. Although the Petition was unclear as to the
precise tiwe when the proposed ontdoar use is envisioned, the testimony
offered by the Petitioners collectively is that the outdoor terrace would
be utilized each and every year during the warm weather months, bhasically
from April through November. |

Also Lestifying on behalf of the Petition was Michael Sicher. Mr.
Sicher is a principal in the Dial America Company, a telemarketing firm

'
which maintains offices in this building. He indicates that he is a regu-
lar client of Mr. Soudry's restaurant and has been familiar with this site
since at least 1984. 1In his view, the restaurant is a nice place to enjoy
a relaxing lunch and he supports the proposed use. He believes that same
would be a benefit to tenants of the building.

Mr. Soudry also testified. He noted that the restaurant opened on
Auqust 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 building, who comprise a large portion of the luncheon
trade. He described the orientation of the tables and chairs to be placed
outside and noted that the terrace would be occupied by no more than B8
tables and 32 chairs. He also noted that no live entertainment or piped
in music would be provided on the terrace and that there would be no bar
facilities on the terrace. fThat is, only the gables and chairs would be
allowed on that part of the premises. He also described the customer mix
of his eclientele which he described aé largely family oriented. He noted
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that some Towson State students did patronize hils business for eating
and/or drinking, however, the predominant clientele were families.

Testimony was also received [rom Susan Scott, the property manager
who represents Mr. Hillman. She degscribed the security measures in place
at the building which control access to the interior of the building and
the Poulet Restaurant. She is anxious to accommodate Mr. Soudry's pro-
posed expansion and believes that same will not be harmful to the other
tenants or surrounding locale.

Testimony was also received from a number of the Protestants identi-
fied above. T first heard from Craig Parker on behalf of the Wiltondale
Improvement Association. Mr. Parker and hls association vehemently oppose
the Petition. "hey also raised concerns over a number of other issues
which were not entirely related to the proposed variance. Specifically,
testimony was offered 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 gigns. Tbey are particularly
objectionable because they were apparently not discloseq during the earli-
or variance case. In Mr. Parker's vi?w, Mr. Soudry's credibility must be
questioned because of these improvements. Therefore, Mr. Parker is uncon-
vinced that the Petitioner will be satisfiled only with the 8 tables and 32
chairs proposed. He fears that there wi%l be more requests for variances
in the future. These comments were echoed by Sally Malena on behalf of
the Aigburth Manor Community Association. She also believes that the
granting of the variance would be contrary to the purposes of the 0-1

i
zoning classification in that same would allow an over commercialization

of the site.
Also testifying was Jean Duvall of the Rodgers Forge Community Associ-

ation. She objects to the exterior changes which are proposed. She be-
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lieves that the site will become 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 different
than what was shown by the Petitioners during the earlier zoning case.
Other Protestants who testified included Paul lartman who resides closely
nearby across the street, Robert Schmidt, who has been a Wiltondale resi-
dent for over 40 years, Barry 8like and Dr. Robert Parker. All of Ehese
witnesses object to the proposed use for the reasons outlined above and as
contained in'the record. |

As with the prior case, the subject variance must be adjudged pursu-
ant to the standards set forth in Section 307 of the B.C.Z.R. Specifical-

.
ly, that section prescribes three tests which the Petitioner must meet in
order for a variance to be granted. These are:

A. That tLhe Petitioner demonstrate a practical
difficulty or unreasonable hardship if strict
compliance with the =zoning regulations was re-
quired; and,

B. That the relief can be granted only if same
will be in strict harmony with the spirit and
intent of the regulations; and,

C. That the relief granted will be without
injury to the public health, safely and general
welfare of the locale.

In adjudging the Petition for Varignce offered in this case, atten-
tion is first given to the last test identified above, namely, whether the
proposed use will be detrimental to the surrounding locale. Testimony as
to this issue formed a large portion of the Protestants' opposition. In
fact, the testimony of the Protestants largely confined itself to two

]
areas only; that the proposed outdoor use would be detrimental to the

"

community and an attempt to discredit Mr. Socudry's character and criticize

development of this aite.
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As Lo the specifics of the Cformer testimony, the Petitioners are
largely concerned over noise, light and other effects which they associate
with the proposed outdoor use. They are particularly concexned that the
outdoor seating arrangement will attract a younger crowd from the neighbor-
ing Towson State University. It is feared that these younger patrons will
become rowdy and noisy. it is arguea that thls feared activity on the
subject site would detrimentally affect the residential communities which
are located nearby. As noted above, testimony about increased noise and a
heightened visual presence intruding into the community was offered. Also,
igssues as to public health and potential rodent infestation relating to
the restaurant usage were discussed,

1n evaluating these concerns, I have considered the Protestants'
testimony carefully and have familiarized myself with the subject site and
surrounding community. 1in fact, following the conclusion of the variance
hearing in July of 1993, I patronized Mr. Soudry's restaurant on several
occasions. I have been at the restaurant for lunch during the business
day, for dinner during the week and on, at least,|one Friday evening.
Taking all of this into account, I have‘concluded that Mr. Soudry's opera-~
tion is a first class family restaurant which is an asset to the Towsaon
community. The predominant clientele at the restaurant, on the oceasgions
when I was there, were families. In fact, the menu is geared towards
family groups in that many meals are served homestyle., I saw little evi-
dence of drunkenness or rowdiness and the lounge/bar area when I visited
the site was nearly empty. In my opinion, this is one of the few restau-

}
rants Ln the Towson vicinity where families and chjildren can dine for a

reasonable price on something other than lamburgers and french fries.
Moreover, based on my observations of the site, the surrounding lo-

cale and the testimony offered, I do not believe that any detrimental
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effect will occur if the variance is grﬁnted. There 18 no doubt 'that
Wiltondale, Radgers ¥Forge and Algburth Manor are all in the vicinity.
However, the immediate neighbors of the subject restaurant are office
complexes and the Towson State University Campus. Moreover, to the east
of the site is York Road, a major thoroughfare in Baltimore County which
carries a significant volume of traffic. This is not a case where restau-
rant use is proposed in the middle of a residential community or rural
locale, far removed from commercial or office properties. To the con-

L]

trary, this site is immediately adjacent to one of the busiest roads in
Baltimore County, nearly withiﬁ sight of the Towson business and commer-
cial district and immediately next to office and institutional proper-
ties. As‘ such, 1 conclude that the proposed outdoor seating facilities
|
will not be detrimental on the surrounding locale. Quite simply, the
immediate neighboring properties will not be adversely affected and the
residential communities nearby are too far away to be adversely affected
by the sounds and sights of the proposed small outdoor seating area. In
my opinion, the office uses, the Taowson State Campus and the traffic on
York Reoad will all dwarf any nolse/visual effect created by the outdoor
seating area.

Also, I cannot issue this opinion without commenting, in passing, the
tenor of the Protestants' testimony which related to Mr. Soudry's charac-
ter. I found the Protestants' comments about Mr. Soudry's character dis-
turbing and inappropriate. In reviewing the file, I find no evidence that
Mr. 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 object, there was no qvidence offered that they
were illegally erected. To the contrary, counsel. for Mr. 8Scudry proffered
that they were erected only after the proper permits were issued. Other
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outdoor signs of the sandwich type variety have apparently been on the
property periodically and were criticized by the Protestants. However,
these signs were not the Petitioner's but were placed on the property by
other tenants. In wmy opinion, the Towson area will be poorer if Mr.
Soudry's restaurant does not succeed.

Moving along to the second test identifled in Section 307, 1 also
find that a granting of the variance will be within the spirit and intent
of the regulations. Significant testimony was offered as to the size of
the outdoor seating area. Depenéing on whose figures are utilized {either
the Petitioner or the Protestants) the outdoor area will be no greater
than 2% (according to the Petitioner) of the total restaurant area or 5%
of the total area (according to the Protestants). In either case, the
subject area to be utilized is small. Properly restricted and limited
only to tables and chairs, I believe the relief can be so fashioned so as
to observe the spirit and intent of the ordinance. If the variance were
to be granted, I would recommend that the outdoor area pe utilized only to
support the aforementioned 8 tables and 32 chairs and Ehat no music or bar
facilities be permitted outside. i

Lastly, turning to the practical difficulty/undue hardship test, the
Petitioner must demonstrate that he and his property will suffer from
either of those effects if the variance %s denied. A reading of BSection
307 of the B.C.Z.R. discloses that the practical difficulty/undue hardship
test is written in the disjunctive. That is, the Petitioner must demon-
strate either practical difficulty or undue hardship, but not both. The

¢

appellate courts of this State have most often applied the undue hardship

test to wuse variances. 'I'he practical difficulty test which is most often
applied to area variances. In order to prove practical difficulty, the

Petitioner must show the following:



1) whether strict compliance with requirement
would unreasonably prevent the use of the proper-
ty for a permitted purpose or render conformance
unnecessarily burdensome;

2) whether the grani would do substantial
injustice to the applicant as well as other prop-
erty owners in the district or whether a lesser
relaxation than that applied for would give sub-
stantial relief; and

3) whether relief can be granted in such fash-
ion that the spirit, of the ordinance will be
observed and public safety and welfare secured.

See McLean v. Soley, 270 Md. 208 (1973) and Anderson V. Bd. of

1

Appeals, Town of Chesapeake Beach; 22 M3d. App. 28 (1974}.

Gleaning practical difficulty from the testimony offered by the Peti-
tioner, in this’case, is difficult. The Petitioner did not offer testimo-
' ' |

ny that a denial of the variance would cause economical distress to Mr.

Soudry and his business. Apparently, the Petitioner recognized the doc~

trine stated by the Court of Appeals in Eastern v. City of Baltimore,
195 Md. 395 (1950). Therein, the Court held that a variance request could
not be supported only if such 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 business. However, profit-
ability was not argued as a basis for this variance and even if it were,
the Petitioner would be hard pressed to Jjustify such a rationale based on
the holding in Easter.

Mr. Colbert's testimony on this issue was also not persuasive. When
asked directly to identify the practical difficulty to be sustained by the
Petitioner if the variance was denied, he stated the obvious; that strict
adherence to the regulations would prohibit an ocutdoor restaurant use at
this site. This testimony reflected more a desire by the Petitioner for
outdoor seating capacity for reasons rélating to his convenience and busi-
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ness operation. In McLean, infra, al pages 213-214, the Court held that
a variance could not be sustained for reasons related to the mere conve-
nience 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. Mr. Sicher, the tenant, and Mr. Soudry testified that
there are other restaurants not far from the site which do have outdoor
seating capacity. "The Casa Mia Restaurant, not far down York Road toward
Towson, has outdoor seating, as do certain restaurants near Belvedere
Square, south of the restaurant on York Road. 1In fact, even Mr. Parker's
grocery store, in the center of Towson, has outdoor tables for its lun-
cheon/deli business. Clearly, a prohibition on outdoor seating of Mr.
Soudry's site does put him at a competitive disadvantage with these restau-
rants 1in the nearby area. However, does this constitute practical diffi~
culty? I think not. A close reading of the language in Anderson,
gupra, discloses that the Court applied the practical:difficulty standard
in considering whether a grant of the varlance would 4d? gubstantial jus-
tice to the owner of the subject propeTty as well as other property owners

in the district. A review of the =zoning maps shows that Mr. Soudry's

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

are in business zones. 'Thus, a comparisqn of these varlious restaurants

from a land use standpoint is like comparing apples to oranges, in that

they are located on different zones which contain different regulations as

they relate to this particular use. Thus, although Mr, Soudry is held to
!

a more rigid regulation, the rationale to support t@is higher standard
relates to the underlying zoning of his property when compared with oth-
ers. For this reason, Mr. Soudry's argument of competitive disadvantage
cannot support a finding of practical difficulty.

-11-



In sum, I have searched the record carefully in an effort to deter-
mine whether sufficient testimony and evidence exist to support a finding
of practical difficulty. This is particularly relevant in view of my
Findingse as they relate %o the other tests enunciated above regarding
possible detriment to the locale and observance to the spirit and intent
of the ordinance. I cannot find any practical difficulty here. Thus, T
must hold that the Petitloner has failed to meet that standard and the
variance must be denied.

\

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and public
:
hearing on this Petition held, and for the reasons given above, the relief
requested should he denied.

THEREFOﬁE, 23{ IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner for BaltimorF
County this éé%éz day of May, 1994 that a variance from Section 204.3.A.3
of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) to permit part of an
accessory use, identified as a restaurant/patic, to be located outside of

the office building in which the restaurant use is located, in lieu of the

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

DENIED. -
AT L ‘ﬁ/
WRENCE E. SCHMIDT
Zoning Commissioner
LES /mmn for Baltimore County

~12-
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IN THE MATTER OF * BEFORE
THE APPLICATION OF
DAVID H. HILLMAN /BILL * COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
BATEMAN'S BISTRO FOR A ZONING
VARIANCE ON PROPERTY LOCATED * OF
ON THE NW/COR YORK RD & CROSS
CAMPUS DRIVE (7800 YORK ROAD) * BALTIMORE COUNTY
9TH ELECTION DISTRICT
4TH COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT * CASE NO. $7-160-A
* ¥ * * % * * * *

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

This matter is an appeal from the November 15, 1996 decision
of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner in which Petitioner's request to
permit part of an accessory use (approved restaurant/terrace) to be
located outside of the office building in 1lieu of inside the
building and to amend the previously approved site plan in prior
Case No. 93-362-A was denied.

WHEREAS, the Board convened for hearing as scheduled on
Thursday, September 10, 1998 at 10:00 a.m.; Timmy F. Ruppersberger,
Esquire, appeared on behalf of Petitioner /Appellant; and Peter Max
Zimmerman, People's Counsel for Baltimore County, also appeared;
and

WHEREAS, at the onset of that hearing, and on the record, Ms.
Ruppersberger, on behalf of Appellant /Petitioner, moved for
dismissal of this matter;

IT IS THEREFORE this 26th day of October , 1998 by
the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

ORDERED that the appeal taken in Case No. 97-160-A be and the
same is hereby DISMISSED.

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
OF BALZIMORE COUNTY

&ﬁhrence M., stahl,/ Panél Chairman

OJW?’)’IM p

Donna M. Felli?izi
(N mﬁ,é

Marggf;y Worrall
MICROFILMED
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Timmy

Qounty Board of Appeals of Bultimore County

OLD COURTHOUSE, ROOM 49

400 WASHINGTON AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
410-887-3180

October 26, 1998

F. Ruppersberger, Esquire

VENARLE, BAETJER & HOWARD, LLP

210 A
P.O.
Towso

llegheny Avenue
Box 5517
n, MD 21285-5517

RE: Case No. 97-106-A /David H. Hillman -~
Petitioner (Bill Bateman's Bistro)

Dear Ms. Ruppersberger:

Enclosed please find a copy of the Order of Dismissal issued

this date by the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

in th

encl.

cc:

e subject matter.

Very truly yours,

3. ,&MW e

Kathleen C. Bianco
Administrator

Rob%rt A. Hoffman, Esquire
Mark Loudas
c/o Bill Bateman's Bistro
Elleen Riley
Burton E. Greenwood
Luch Meyer
Paul Hartman /Aigburth Manor Assoc.
Don Gerding /Rodgers Forge Comm. Assoc.
Kim McMenamin
People's Counsel for Baltimore County
Pat Keller
Arnold Jablon, Director /PDM
Lawrence E. Schmidt
Virginia W. Barnhart, County Attorney

MICROFILIMED
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RE: PETITION FOR ZONING VARIANCE * BEFORE THE COUNTY
7800 York Road (Bill Bateman's Bistro},
NWC York Road and Cross Campus Drive * BOARD OF APPEALS OF
9th Election District, 4th Councilmanic
* BALTIMCRE CQUNTY
Legal Owner(s): David H. Hillman
Contract Purchaser/Lessee: Bill Bateman's ¥ Case No., 97-160-A
Bistro
Patitioners *
* * * * * *® * * ) * * *®
x.j.!l r-
Yo
t' 2 MOTTION TO DISMISS APPEAL
by A
Ly gaPeople's Counsel for Baltimore County moves to dismiss the
ug;::;
w%bpé%l, as a matter of law, and requests a preliminary hearing, if
ke
Peamible
[ )

1. The present petition is a request for variance for an
outdoor restaurant accessory use in an OR-1 zone under BCZR
205.3.A.3, attached.

2. 'The pertinent zoning legislation (BCZR 205.3) establishes
indoor location as fundamental teo office building uses in the OR-1
zone. See Bill 167-80.

3. The reguested variance amounts to a "use variance," not
allowed under BCZR 307.1.

4. The variance standards of BCZR 307.1 are, in any event,
fundamentally not applicable to office building accessory uses.
Such uses are conveniences. There can never exist any unigueness or
difficulty pertaining to an office building property which
distinguishes it as particularly eligible for outdoor uses.

5. Such accessory outdoor uses are allowed by right in all
commercial zones. As a result, the request for variance is a

disguised rezoning.

MICROFILMED



6. In addition, the petition is barred by res judicata. The

Zoning Commissioner denied an equivalent petition on the same

property in Case No. 94-361-A, dated May 23, 1994, attached.

T Mo Dot

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
People's Counsel for Baltimore County

Dl S Vgl i

CAROLE 5. DEMILIO
Deputy People's Counsel
Room 47, Courthouse

400 Washington Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

(410) 887-2188

STATEMENT OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

1. BCZR 102.1; 205.3; 307.1; Kowalski v. Lamar, 25 Md.App.

493 (1975); McLean v. Soley, 270 MA. 208 (1973); Anderson v.

Board of Appeals, 22 Md.App. 28 (1974); Anderson, American Law of

Zoning 4th, Sec. 20.06.

2. Batson v. Shifflett, 325 Md.App. 607, 6161 (1993);

Eselinger v. Baltimore City, 95 Md.App. 607, 616 (1993).

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN

MICROMLMED



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

¥

day of August, 1997, a

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this O’lb
copy of the foregoing Motion to Dismiss Appeal was mailed to Robert
A. Hoffman, Esquire, Venable, Baetjer and Howard, 210 Allegheny
Avenue, P. O. Box 5517, Towson, MD 21204, attorney for Petitioners,
to Eileen Riley, 623 Wilton Road, Towson, MD 21286, and to Burton

Greenwood, 508 Wilton Road, Towson, MD 21286.

22 S e

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN

-3 - MICROFILMED
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205.3 Use Regulations of OR-1 Zones. [Bills No. 167, 1980;
No. 186, 1994.]

A. The following uses, only, are permitted by right:
{Bill No. 186, 1994.}

1. Uses permitted by right and as limited in D.R. 5.5
zones; [Bills No. 167, 1980; No, 108, 1994; No.
186, 1994.}

2. C(Class A or Class B office buildings containing
offices, medical offices, or medical clinics;
[Bills No. 167, 1980; No. 37, 1988; No. 186, 1994.]

V// 3. The following accessory commercial uses within Class
B office buildings (see also paragraph C, below):
{Bill No. 186, 1994.}

a. Photocopying establishments;
b. Secretarial-service establishments;

\//’ ¢. Standard restaurants, carry-out restaurants, and
taverns without dancing or live entertainment;
{Bill No. 186, 1994.}:

d. Travel bureaus;

e. Banks, including one exterior walk-up automatic
taller wmachine for each bank located within an
office building, and [Bills No. 167, 1980; No.
186, 1994.]

f. oOpticians' or optometrists' establishments.
{Bill No. 186, 19%4.}

b//' 4. Accessory uses not included under Item 1, above, but
not any accessory commercial uses other than those
listed in Item 3 (see paragraph B, below). [Bill
No. 167, 1980.]

B. The following uses, only, are allowable by special
exception: {Bill No. 186, 13994.}

1. Uses allowable by special exception and as limited
in D.R.5.5 zones; . [Bills No. 167, 1980; No. 108

REV 12/94 M'CROHLMED
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REV 12/94

31

The following accessory commercial uses within Class
B office buildings, provided that the zoning
commissioner finds that each such use will primarily
serve the principal uses of the lot (see also
paragraph C, below): {Bill No. 186, 1994.}

a. Drug stores;
b. Personal-care establishments, including hair-
care, facial-treatment, manicuring, or shoe-

shining establishments; and

c¢. Statlionery or office-supply shops. [Bill No.
167, 1980.]}

Wireless transmitting or receiving structures.
{Bill No. 64, 1986.}

Supplementary use regulations (see also Section 208):

1. Accessory-commercial-use floor-area limitations.

a. No more than 7.5% of the adjusted gross floor
area of any office building may be occupied by
accessory commercial uses. ([Bill No. 167, 1980.]

b. No single accessory commercial use other than a
standard restaurant, carry-out restaurant, or
tavern may occupy more than 1,200 square feet of
floor area. [Bills No. 167, 1980; No. 186,
1994. ]

Entrances to accessory commercial uses. No exterior
entrance to any accessory commercial use within an
office building is permitted unless 75% of the
principal uses in the building have exterior
entrances. ([Bills No. 167, 1980; No. 24, 1983.]

outdoor signs or display for office buildings. In
addition to the temporary real estate signs and the
temporary construction signs permitted under Section
413.1:

a. One stationary building identification sign on
each office building is permitted, provided that:

(1) It identifies only the name, address, or
logo of the building, or a combination of
these things; 4

(2) It is not illuminated other than by
illumination that may be provided for the
building or site;

2-15
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Suite 112, Courthouse

Baltimore County _
Zoning Commissioner 400 Washington Avenue
£ Towson, Maryland 21204

Office of Planning and Zoning (410) 887-4386

November 15, 1996

Robert A. Hoffman, Esquire
Venable, Baetjer & Howard
210 Allegheny Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE
NW/Corner York Road and Cross Campus Drive
{7800 York Road)
9th Election District - 4th Councilmanic District
David H. Hillman - Petitioner
Case No. 97-160-A

Dear Mr. Hoffman:

Enclosed please find a copy of the decision rendered in the
above-captioned matter. The Petition for Variance has been denied in
accordance with the attached Order.

In the event any party finds the decision rendered is unfavor-
able, any party may file an appeal to the County Board of Appeals within
thirty (30) days of the date of this Order. For further information on
filing an appeal, please contact the Zoning Administration and Development
Management coffice at 887-3391.

Very truly yours,

L/Kw% 1 froce

TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
- TMK:bjs for Baltimore County

cc: Mr. David H. Hillman, c/o Southern Management Corporation
1950 0ld Gallows Boad, Suite 600, Vienna, Va. 22182

Mr. Mark Loundas 13126 Long Green Pike, Glen Arm, Md. 21082
Ve

Ms. Eileen Riley, 623 Wilton Road, Towson, Md. 21286

Mr. Burton E. Greenwood, 608 Wilton Road, Towson, Md. 21286

Ms. Lucy Meyer, 504 Wiltgn Road, Towson, Md. 21286

Feople's Counsel; Cas¢ File
MICRCFILMED
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RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE * BEFORE THE
7800 York Road (Bill Bateman's Bistro),
NWC York Road and Cross Campus Drive * ZONING COMMISSIONER

9th Election District, 4th Councilmanic
¥ OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Legal Owner{s): David H. Hillman

Contract Purchaser: Bill Bateman's Bistro *

Petitioners
* * * * * * 9 * * * * * ®

CASBE NO. 97-160-A

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE

Please enter the appearance of the People's Counsel in the above-
captioned matter. Notice should be sent ¢f any hearing dates or other
proceedings in this matter and of the passage of any preliminary or

final Order.

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
People's Counsel for Baltimore County

Lt S D%Mw@r—o

CARQLE 8. DEMILIO
Deputy People's Counsel
Room 47, Courthouse

400 Washington Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

(410) 887-2188

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

had

of the foregoing Entry of Appearance was mailed to Robert A. Hoffman,

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day of November, 1996, a copy

Esq., Venable, Baetjer and Howard, 210 Allegheny Avenue, Towson, MD

21204, attorney for Petitioners.

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN

MICROFILMED



This Petition shall be
filed with the Office of
Zoning

Administration & Development Management.

Peti®on for Varfance

to the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County
for the property located at

129

7800 York Road

which is presently zoned OR-1, DR.2 and

DR.16

The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is described in the description and plat attached
hereto and made part of hereof, hereby pstition for & Variance from Section(s)

204.3.A.3 of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations to permit part of an accessory use (approved restaurant/terrace) to be located
outside of the office building in lieu of inside of the bullding and to amend the site plan approved in Case No. 93-362-A.

of the Zoning Reguiations of Baltimore County, to the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, for the following reasons: (indicate hardships or

pracfical difficulty)

To ba detarmined at hearing.

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.
l, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Variance advertising, posting, etc., upon filing this pstition, and further agree to and are to
be bound by the zoning regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore County.

Contract Purchaser/Lessee:

Bill Bateman's Bistro

(Type or Pkt Narmg)
By:
signature  Mark J. L8undas, President
7800 York Road
Address
Towson MD 21204
City State Zipcode
Attorney for Patitioner:
Robert A. Hoffman
Venable, Baetjer and Howard, LLP
(Type or Print Name)
Signature //%
210 Allegheny Ave. {410) 494-6200
Address Phone No
Towson MD 21204
City State Zipcoda
Droe- OFr
%
No Revié @ ;
%, &

alw{ae wes

4 u,%
Poryagg MOT

IWe do solemnly declare and affirm, under the penalties of perjury, that liwe are the
legal owneris) of the properly which Js the subject of this Petition.

Legal Owner(s):

David H. Hillman

& or Print Name)

S —

Signature

c/o Southern Management Corporation

{Type or Print Name)

Signature

1850 Old Galiows Road

Suite 600 ..
Address Phone No.
Vienna VA 22182
City State Zlpcode

Name, Address and phone number of legal owner, contract purchaser or reprasantati
to be contacted.

Robert A, Hoffman
Venable, Baetjer and Howard, LLP

Name
210 Allegheny Ave, Towson, MD 21204 (410) 494-6200
Address Phone No.

R, - uszovy

ESTIMATED LENGTH OF HEARING

unavallable for Hearlng the following dates
Next Two Months
ALL OTHER

REVIEWED BY: DATE

Q3NTJ040IN
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ZONING DESCRIPTION

Beginning at a point on the west side of York Road, 280+ feet from the
intersection of centerlines of Cross Campus Drive and York Road and running along the
west side of York Road, North 12 degrees 15 minutes 41 seconds East 50 feet, North
77 Degrees 44 minutes 19 seconds West 225.23 feet, North 65 degrees 13 minutes 20
seconds West 529.53 feet, North 62 degrees 18 minutes West 456.00 feet, North 62
degrees 47 minutes 40 seconds West 57.10 feet, South 27 degrees 42 minutes West
235.77 feet, South 59 degrees 21 minutes 42 seconds East 188.67 feet, North 30
degrees 38 minutes 18 seconds East 1.00 feet, South 59 degrees 21 minutes 42
seconds East 567.98 feet, Easterly radius of 1062.12 feet, for a distance of 88.83 feet,
Easterly radius of 1627.93 feet, for a distance of 386.00 feet, Northeasterly radius of 88
feet, for a distance of 124.08 feet, North 21 degrees 28 minutes 11 seconds East
162.31 feet, South 65 degrees 13 minutes 20 seconds East 0.67 feet to the place of
beginning containing 7.937 acres of land, more or less.

The improvements thereon being now or formerly known as No. 7800 York
Road.

NOTE: TH1S DESCRIPTION IS PROVIDED FOR ZONING PURPOSES
ONLY AND IS NOT TO ESTABLISH PROPERTY LINES.

MICROFILMED



CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
RE: Case No.: 91~ l0-4A

Petitioner/Developer: W 1LL/AM BATEUAN , ETAL

Date of Hearing/Closing: JoVi 7, 1996

Baltimore County Department of
Permits and Development Management

County Office Building, Room 111
111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

Attention: Ms, Gwendolyn Stephens

Ladies and Gentlemen:

This letter is to certify under the penalties of perjury that the necessary sign(s) required by law
were posted conspicuously on the property located at #7800 YC’ LK EBOAD

The sign(s) were posted on OcT. 23 , 199 &
( Month, Day, Year)

Sincerely,

bt M Ofort,

(Signature of Sign Poster and Date)
FRIEICK. M. OKEEFE

s B . (Printed Name)
g PN EH
= <K i 512 PebnY LANE
= sH S (Address)
= 520833
< . K ki o A;FU A
== L 5 NT Vfeiey , up. 27030
§ it (City, State, Zip Code)
: . LG6-<366
(Telephone Number)

MICROFILWED




BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND No.
OFFICE OF F! - 'CE- REVENUE DIVISION ]

n gt ] ?{ Py <

MISCELLANEUUS CASH RECEIPT DROP--QFF PETT. r()ﬁ: i ﬁz) REVIEW

TTEM #1290 @

DATE 9/19/96 account. 0161130 ;

amount_$_ 285 00 _(:_E\,?LR_)_ ;

RECEIVEP _Rosie & Renie, 1Inc, ;

#020 ~ VARTANCE

#080 - SICN POSTING ‘

7800 York Road )

FOR:

U3 ATIRURSARLCHRE ARG

RSO RS 2L A R

TS T R TR R f?_::f_‘}if?*:“",~-?<¥£‘!3H{§5}%F€“?¢_L:'r ALSITEFLIAR LN S g s S e T ;_47,5-7 wig

. i ona 1

BALTIMOR,  DUNTY, MARYLAND N 629640 §

OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION LN -
MISCELLANEQUS CASH RECEIPT :

DATE / 2{/ 2 {/ 76 Accou»\l;r K- I - 64150 ]

amount_$__Z1C- 0O

mecavee  \foo bl el on m Mool | LLP
T o y _ 7

R
FOR; AP;’)?.C’L."( K‘ﬁ.jcp ‘]}17-‘/6‘&me
O3APLRO0LLMICHRE $210,00
B4 COLLE45ARLZ-D4-76
SN
BALTIMORF=<OUNTY, MARYLAND No== 3298440

OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION
MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT

i
§

DATE /2‘7/5/[‘?9 Accou%r R-©O1 -6 (50

amounr_$ 210.00

mewve  Vfonpble Baelyen = bocsd , LLP

FoR: Amea/{ (ase oﬁ&‘?’?“/é()“»ﬂ
o I
DEAYLHO0IIHICHRD $210,00
MICROFILMED  n coiistsanis-ne-v6
SHMBION - rcenor ,,EIQJ.'Z.;TJ.Z:”f'“f"f’"‘_"ff‘“f'ﬁ" o R{’/




, BAETJER AND HOWARD, LLP .

Incllilling professional corporations QFFICES IN
210 Allegheny Avenue MARYLAND
Post Office Box 5517

WASHINGTON, D.C

Towson, Maryland 21285-5517 VIRGINIA

(410)494-6200, Fax (410)821-0147

VENABLE

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

December 5, 1996

Arnold F. Jablon, Director
Department of Permits

and Delopment Management
County Courts Building
111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re:  Appeal from the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
inC 0, 97-160-A for the pro locate 800 York R
Dear Mr. Jablon:

Enclosed please find our check in the amount of $135.00 to be added to the
$75.00 check submitted with our appeal letter dated November 21, 1996, to cover the
total cost of $210.00.

Please call if you have any questions.

Yours truly,

/}@WW

arbara W. Ormord
Legal Assistant

TOLDOCS I/BAW01/0035042.01

MICROFILMED
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Baltimore County Development Processing

. County Office Building
Department of Permits and 111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Development Management Towson, Maryland 21204

October 11, 1996

NOTICE OF HEARING

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoming Act and Regulations of Baltimore
County, will hold a public hearing on the property identified herein in
Room 106 of the County Office Bullding, 111 W. Chesapeake Avenune in Towson, Maryland 21204
or
Room 118, 0ld Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204 as follows:

CASE NUMBER: 97-160-R (Item 129)

7800 York Road

Bill Bateman's Bistro

WWC York Road and Cross Campus Drive

9th Flection District - 4th Councilmanic

Legal Owner(s): David Hillman

Contract Purchaser/Lessee: Bill Bateman's Bistro

Variance to permit part of an accessory use (approve restaurant/ferrace) to be located outside of the
office building in lieu of inside of the building and to amend the site plan approved in case number
93-362-1.

HERRING: THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1996 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 118, 014 Courthouse.

(ol

~

Arnold Jablon
Director

el David H. Fillman
Bill Bateman's Bistro
Robert A. Hoffman, Esq.

ROTES: (1) YOU MUST HAVE ZOKING NOTICE S POSTED ON THE PROPERTY BY OCTOBER 23, 1996
{2) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECIAL ACCOMMODATICNS PLEASE CALL 887-3353.
(3) FOR INFORMATION CONCERING THE FILE BEND/OR HERRING, CONTACT THIS OFFICE AT 887-3391.

MICROFILMED
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@ounty Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

OLD COURTHOUSE, ROOM 49

400 WASHINGTON AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
{410) 887-3180

N
Hearing Room - " Room 48
0ld Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue

March 28, 1997

\\ NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT

N THE MATTER OF: DAVID H. HILLMAN -Legal Owner;
Bill Bateman's Bistro -Lessee /Petitioners 7800
78090 York Road 9th E; 4th C

CASE #: 97-160-A

(Petition for Variance DENIED.)

ASSIGNED FOR: TUESDAY, JUNE 19, 1997 at 11:00 a.m.

NOTICE: This appeal is an evidentiagy hearing; therefore, parties should
consider the advisability of\retaining an attorney.

No postponements will be granted without sufficient reasons; said
requests must be in writing and in compliance with Rule 2(b) of the
Board's Rules. No postponements will be granted within 15 days of
scheduled hearing date unless in full compliance with Rule 2(¢). For
further information, see Board's Rules Practice & Procedure,
aAppendix C, Baltimore County Code.

Kathleen C. Bianco
g Legal Administrator
@b .
A
\
QX7 ot oh

cc: Counsel for Appellant /Petitioner: Robert A. Hoffma
Appellant /Petitioner: David H. Hillman \

¢/¢ Southern Management Corp.

Mark Loundas /Bill gateman's

Mark Willard /Development Design Group

Esquire

Protestants ¢ Eileen Riley

Burton E. Greenwood

Lucy Meyer
Aligburth Manor Assoclation + Paul Hartman, VP /Zoning Affairs
People's Counsel for Baltimore County
Pat Keller Arnold Jablon, Director /PDM
Lawrence E. Schmidt Virginia W, Barnhart, Co Atty

on Racycled Paper

@ Printed with Soybean Ink . M ‘ C RO F I LM ED



VE AETJER AND HOWARD, LLP
Including professtonal rorporations

210 Allegheny Avenue
Post Office Box 5517
Towson, Maryland 21285-5517

(410) 494-6200, Fax (4102 821-0147
-
_{ IE

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

May 8, 1997

AND-DELIVERED

Ms. Kathleen C. Bianco

Administrative Assistant

County Board of Appeals of
Baltimore County

0ld Courthouse, Room 49

400 Washington Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Case No. 97-160-A
Our File No.: 28314/119835

Dear Ms. Bianco:

OFFICES IN

MARYLAND
WASHINGTON, D C
VIRGINIA

Robert A. Hoffman
(410) 494-6262

3
w0 &
L | ool
z -
P TN

e
1 o
o N7
M [
o
e B
= 7

The referenced case is scheduled for a hearing before the County Board of
Appeals for Baltimore County on June 17, 1997 at 11:00 am. 1 have a conflict in my
personal schedule that will extend from the morning through mid to late afternoon.
Conceivably, I could attend the hearing late in the day, but that would not present
sufficient time to dispose of the case. Therefore, | would request that the case be

rescheduled to the next available date on the Board’s docket.

Without getting into the facts of the case, I should also point out that the requested
variance relates to outside seating for a restaurant and my client is seriously exploring
enclosing this area. This should moot the need for any zoning relief. I will, of course,
keep the Board and all parties advised if it appears that the variance request is no longer

necessary.

MICROFILIED



VENABLE

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

I thank you for your consideration.

Yours truly,
Robert A Hoffman
RAH/dk
ce: Mzr. Burton E. Greenwood

Mr, David H. Hillman

c/o Southern Management Corporation

Ms. Eileen Riley

Ms. Lucy Meyer

Mr. Mark Loundas

c/o Bill Bateman’s Bistro

Mr. Mark Willard

c¢/o Development Design Group, Incorporated
Mr. Paul Hartman,

Aigburth Manor Association

TOIDOCS1/RAH01/0003725.01

MICROFILMED
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Qounty Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

OLD COURTHOUSE, ROOM 49

400 WASHINGTON AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
410-887-3180

Hearing Room - Room 48
0ld Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue

April 21, 1998

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT /MOTION HEARING

CASE #: 97-160-A IN THE MATTER OF: DAVID H. HILLMAN -Legal Owner;
Bill Bateman's Bistro -Lessee /Petitloners 7800
7800 York Road 9th E; 4th C

(Petition for Variance DENIED.)

which was postponed in August 1997, to be rescheduled only upon request, has
been scheduled for a MOTION ONLY HEARING, at the regquest of People's Counsel
for Baltimore County, for argument on a Motion to Dismiss filed by People's
Counsel; and has been

ASSIGNED FOR: THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 1998 @ 10:00 a.m.

NOTICE: This matter has been scheduled for the purpose of receiving oral argument only
on Pecple's Counsel's Motion to Dismiss.

Please refer to the Board's Rules of Practice & Procedure, Appendix C, Baltimore
County Code.

IMPORTANT: Ko postponements will be granted without sufficient reasons; said
requests must be in writing and in compliance with Rule 2(b) of the Board's
Rules. No postponements will be granted within 15 days of scheduled hearing date
unless in full compliance with Rule 2(c).

Kathleen C. Blanco
Administrator

cc: Counsel for Appellant /Petitioner: Robert A. Hoffman, Esquire
Appellant /Petitioner: David H. Hillman
c¢/o Southern Management Corp.
Mark Loundas /Bill Bateman's
Mark Willard /Development Design Group

Protestants - 1 Eileen Riley
Burton E. Greenwood
Lucy Meyer
Aigburth Manor Association ¢ Paul Hartman, VP /Zoning Affairs

Don Gerding

People's Counsel for Baltimore County

Pat Keller Arnold Jablon, Director /PDM
Lawrence E. Schmidt ' Virginia W. Barnhart, Co Atty

@?9 Printad with Soyboan Ink MICROF!LJ\I!{ED
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County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

OLD COURTHOUSE, ROOM 49

400 WASHINGTON AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
{410) 887-3180

Hearing Room -~ Room 48
0ld Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue
\ May 15, 1997

4
NOTICE OF 36;TPONEMENT & REASSIGNMENT
J

CASE #: 97:;jp—a§§$
N\
Vs

which was scheéduled for heakXing on 6/17/97 has been POSTPONED at the request
of Counsel for Appellant /P&titioner; and upon telephone confirmation with
opposing party, has been :

HE MATTER OF: DAVID H. HILLMAN -Legal Owner;
11 Bateman's Bistro -Lessee /Petitiloners 7800
0 York Road 9th E; 4th C
tition for Variance DENIED.)

REASSIGNED FOR: WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 1, 1997 at 10:00 a.m.

NOTICE: This appeal is an evidentiary hearing; therefore, parties should
' consider the advisability of retaining an attorney.

No postponements will be granted without sufficient reasons; said
requests must be in writing and \in compliance with Rule 2(b) of the
Board's Rules. No postponements\will be granted within 15 days of
scheduled hearing date unless in fy4ll compliance with Rule 2(c). For
further information, see Board's\Rules of Practice & Procedure,
Appendix C, Baltimore County Code.

Kathleen C. Bianco
Legal Administrator

cc: Counsel for Appellant /Petlitioner: Robert\A. Hoffman, Esquire
Appellant /Petitioner: David K\ Hillman
c/o Solthern Management Corp.
Mark Louhdas /Bill Bateman's
Mark Willard /Development Design Group

Protestants : Eileen Riley

Burton E. Greenwood

Lucy Meyer
Aigburth Manor Association : Paul Hartman, VP /Zoning Affailrs
Pecople's Counsel for Baltimore County
Pat Keller Arnold Jablon, Director /PDM
Lawrence E. Schmidt Virginia W. Barnhaiﬁ Co tﬁiy
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LE, BAETJER AND HOWARD, LLP
I®ding professional corporations

210 Allegheny Avenue

Post Office Box 5517
Towson, Maryland 21285-5517
VENM (410)494-6200, Fax (410)821-0147

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

OFFICES [N

MARYLAND

WASHINGTON,D C
VIRGINIA

Robert A, Hoffman
(410) 494-6262

August 19, 1997

Kathleen C. Bianco, Legal Administrator
The County Board of Appeals for Baltimore County
Old Courthouse

400 Washington Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Re:  Baltimore County Board of Appeals
Case No.: 97-160-A
Qur File No,: 28314/119835

Dear Mrs. Bianco:

On June 10, 1997, Burton E. Greenwood, Sr., Zoning Chairman of the Wiltondale
Community Association wrote to me and indicated that my letter to you, dated May 8,

1997, may be in error in that a variance could be required to enclose the patio that is the
subject of the referenced case. Mr. Greenwood suggested that I research the prior zoning

cases to see if a variance to the maximum percentage of retail and restaurant space would
be required. After meeting with Mitch Kellman of the Office of Zoning, I am writing to

inform you that Mr. Greenwood was correct in that our proposal to enclose the patio

would require a variance to the maximum square footage allowed. Accordingly, we are
preparing a new site plan for submittal to the Zoning Commissioner for a determination
on that variance.

I would request that you please hold the scheduled hearing on the outdoor usage
in abeyance, pending a decision by the Zoning Commissioner on the patio enclosure, as
you may end up hearing a combined case.
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VENABLE

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Kathleen C. Bianco
Page Two
August 19,1997

By copy of this letter, I want to thank Mr. Greenwood for pointing out the prior
history of this case and ask that he contact me to discuss the proposed patio enclosure.

Very truly yours,

Robert A, Hdtfman

RAH:dk

CcC:

Mr. Burton E, Greenwood

Mr. David H. Hillman

c/o Southern Management Corporation
Ms. Eileen Riley

Ms. Lucy Meyer

Mr. Mark Loundas

¢/o Bill Bateman’s Bistro

Mr. Mark Willard

¢/o Development Design Group, Incorporated
Mr. Paul Hartman,

Aigburth Manor Association

Mr. Lawrence E. Schmidt

Mr. Arnold Jablon

Virginia Wood Barnhart, County Attorney
Mr. Arnold F. “Pat” Keller, III, Director
Peoples Counsel

TOIDOCS1/RAH01/0050048.01
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@ounty Board of Appeals of Baltimare County

OLD COURTHOUSE, ROOM 48

400 WASHINGTON AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
410-887-3180

Hearing Room — Room 48
0ld Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue

August 21, 1997

NOTICE OF POSTPONEMENT

CASE #: 97-160-A IN THE MATTER OF: DAVID H. HILLMAN -Legal Owner;
Bill Bateman's Bistro -Lessee /Petitioners 7800
7800 York Road 9th E; 4th C

(Petition for Variance DENIED.)

which was scheduled for hearing on 10/01/97 has been POSTPONED at the request
of Counsel for Appellant /Petitioner; to be rescheduled only upon request.

NOTICE: This appeal is an evidentiary hearing; therefore, parties should
consider the advisability of retaining an attorney.

No postponements will be granted without sufficient
reasons; said requests must be in writing and in compliance
with Rule 2(b) of the Board's Rules. No postponements will
be granted within 15 days of scheduled hearing date unless
in full compliance with Rule 2(c¢). For further
information, see Board's Rules of Practice & Procedure,
Appendix C, Baltlmonq County Code.

Kathleen €. Bianco

/ )/u'//ij Legal Administrator
e u/"
Ny

cc: Counsel for Appellant /Petitioner: Robert A, Hoffman, Esquire
Appellant /Petitioner: David H. Hillman
c¢/o0 Southern Management Corp.
Mark Loundas /Bill Bateman's
Mark Willard /Development Design Group

Protestants ¢t Eileen Riley

Burton E. Greenwood

Lucy Meyer
Aigburth Manor Association : Paul Hartman, VP /Zoning Affairs
People's Counsel for Baltimore County
Pat Keller Arncld Jablon, Director /PDM
Lawrence E. Schmidt Virginia W. Barnhart, Co Atty
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Gounty Board of Appeals of Baltimore Qounty

OLD COURTHOUSE, ROOM 48

400 WASHINGTON AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
410-887-3180

September 3, 1998

Timmy F. Ruppersberger, Esquire
VENABLE, BAETJER & HOWARD, LLP
210 Allegheny Avenue

P.O, Box 5517

Towson, MD 21285-5517

Re: Case No, 97-160-A
David F. Hillman /Bill Bateman's Bistro

The Board is in réceipt of your letter dated August 27, 1998,
wherein you request a continuance of the subject case scheduled for
hearing on September 10, 1998.  This office is also in receipt of
a letter dated September 2, 1998 in opposition to your request from
Peter Max Zimmerman, People's Counsel for Baltlmore County.

Dear Ms. Ruppersberger:

Upon review of your request and Mr. Zimmerman's response
thereto, and pursuant to the Board's Rule 2¢, postponement of this
case 1s denied at this time.

Therefore, this matter will remain as scheduled on Thursday,
September 10, 1998, at 10:00 a.m. for argument on People's
Counsel's Motion to Dismiss.

Very truly yours,

Q’@;M»—)

Kathleen C. Bianco
Administrator

cc: David H. Hillman

c/o Southern Management Corporation
Mark Loundas c/o Bill Bateman's Bistro
Kim McMenamin
Burton Greenwood /Wiltondale Community Assn.
Eileen Riley /Wiltondale Community Assn.
Peter Max Zimmerman, People's Counsel for Baltimore County
Pat Keller /Planning Director
Lawrence E. Schmidt /Zoning Commissioner
Arnold Jablon, Director /PDM
virginia W. Barnhart, County Attorney
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Baltimore County IgeveIOprggt P]r;c‘cfzging
Department of Permits and ounty Office Building

11T West Chesapeake Avenue
Development Management Towson, Maryland 21204

ORE
Al L5
3 )

L. B 1.

S%ga*

AR

November 14, 1996

Robert A. Hoffman, Esquire
Venable, Baetjer and Howard, LLP
210 Allegheny Avenue

Towson, MD 21204

RE: Item No.: 129
Case No.: 97-160-A
Petitioner: David H. Hillman

Dear Mr. Hoffman:

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
September 19, 199%e.

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,
& A\ /j /o
E
W. Carl Richards, Jr. [§;
Zoning Supervisor
WCR/re
Attachment(s)
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BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION‘AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

INTER~OFFICE :CORRESPONDENCE .

TO: PDM
FROM: R. Bruce Seeley

Permits and Development Review

DEPRM

SUBJECT: Zoning Advisory Committee
Meeting Date:  Sep 30,
rd

/

DATE: j;c?oézéf_gif

The Department of Environmental Protection & Resource Management has no

comments for the following Zoning Advisory Committee Items:

Item #'s: //,S%
X

/2y
/28
126

RBS:sp
BRUCE2/DEPRM/TXTSBP

MICROFILMED
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. Baltimore County Government .
Fire Department

T s

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

DATE: ¢8/08/96

Arnold Jablon

Director

Zoning Administration and
Development Management

Baltimore County Cffice Building
Towson, MD 21204

MAIL STOP-1103

RE: Property Owner: SEE BELOW

Location: DISTRIBUTION MEETING OF SEPT. 30, 19%6.
Item No.: SEE BELOW Zaning Agenda:

Gentleman:

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

B. The Fire Marshal's Office has no comments at this time,
IN REFERENCE TO THEéﬁ LLOWING ITEM NUMBERS:11%9, g0, 121, 122, 124,
125, 12&, 127 and Cf?.

.-*""J’

aF

ﬁEVIEHEH: LT. ROBERT P. SAUERWALD
Fire Marshal Dffice, PHONE B8B7-4881, M5-1102F

MICROFILMED
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. David L. Winstead

Secretary

MarylandDepaMent of Transportation Sarker £, Williame
State Highway Administration Administrator

Ms. Roslyn Eubanks RE: Baitimore County

Baltimore County Office of ‘ tem No. {29 Q LI \Z)
Permits and Development Management

County Office Building, Room 109 1(_)/ 2/9w

Towson, Maryland 21204
Dear Ms. Eubanks:

This office has reviewed the referenced item and we have no objection to
approval, as a field inspection reveals the existing entrance(s) onto MD/US 45
are acceptable to the State Highway Administration (SHA) and this development is not
affected by any SHA projects.

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

Very truly yours, _

g\( 7 Ronald Burns, Chief

Engineering Access Permits
Division

BS

My telephone number is

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech
1 800-735-2258 Stalewide Toll Free - MICROFILMED

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 + Baitimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street « Baitimore, Maryland 21202



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Arnold Jablon, Director Date: October 7, 1996
Department of Permits & Development
Management

TROM: bert W. Bowling, Chief

Evelopment Plans Review Division

SUBJECY: Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting
for October 7, 199

Item Nos. 1 21, 122, 124, 125,
126, 127, 129
—a

The Development Plans Review Division has reviewed the subject
zoning item, and we have no comments.

RWB:HJO:jrb

car File

ZONE30

MICROFILMED



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE v

TG: Arnold Jablon, Director, PDM DATE: October 7, 1996
FROM: Arnold ¥. "Pat" Keller, IIL, Director, OP

SUBJECT: 7800 York Road

INFORMATION:
Ttem Number: 129
Petitioner: Bill Bateman's Bisgtro

Property Size:

Zoning: OR-1, DR 2 and DR 16

Reguested Action:

Hearing Date: / /

SUMMARY OF RECOMMERDATIONS:

The petitioner requests a Variance from Section 204.3.A.3 of the Baltimore County
Zoning Regqulations to permit part of an accessory use to be located outside of
the office building in lieu of inside the building and to amend the site plan
approved in Case No. 93-362A. The applicant is Bill Bateman's Bistro, an
existing restaurant located at 7800 York Road.

The site is located within the Towson Community Plan, in an area designated as
Urban Center/Employment area. Towson State University is located to the north,
south and west, residential communities and a Mackenzie office building, York and
Terracedale to the east, in a Community Conservation Area.

The site has an extensive zoning history; recent history inveolving Poulet Chicken
Restaurant is briefly summarized below. Case No. 94-361A proposed an outdoor
seating area on the west side of the building, approximately 650 sg. ft. in area
for eight tables plus 32 chairs. The request was denied on May 23, 1994 by
Zoning Commissioner Lawrence E. Schmidt. There was insufficient testimony and
evidence to support a finding of practical difficulty.

Prior hearing Case No. 93-362A granted a parking Variance for 318 parking spaces
in lieu of 319 and an exterior entrance to an accessory commercial use on

July 9, 1993. Variances to permit the outdoor seating area/deck outside the
building, accompanyving setback Variances for the deck, as well as a request for
live entertainment were dismissed without prejudice.

MICROFILMED



TO; Arnold Jablon, ctor, PDM .
FROM: Arnold F. "Pat" ler, IXII, Director, OP

Summary of Recommendation

Provided that community concerns and the issues indicated by staff are addressed,
this office continues to support a restaurant use within this OR-1 zoned office
building and restricted outdoor seating.

1. A revised plan should indicate restrictions on hours and dates of operation
for the outdoor seating area. Staff recommends a limitation of 11:00 p.m.
Previously, the request was for seasonal uge, from April 1 to November 30.
The applicant should clarify if this is intended as a seasonal operation.

2. A detail should be provided indicating the parking capacity for the outdoor
seating area.

3. Clarify whether live entertainment or piped musiec will be available for the
outdoor seating area.

Prepared by: ngﬁ%%ixn 4Qb/',?//h
/

Division Chief: { é ZZ/M’/A/

AFK:JL: 1w

MICROFILMED
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Baltimore County Development Processing

. County Office Building
Department of Permits and 111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Development Management ‘ Towson, Maryland 21204

September 30, 1996

Robert A. Hoffman, Esquire
Venable, Baetjer, and Howard
210 Allegheny Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

RE: Drop-Off Petition Review (item #129)
7800 York Road
9th Election District

Dear Mr. Hoffman:

At the request of the attorney/petitioner, the above referenced petition was
accepted for filing without a final filing review by the staff. The plan was accepted with
the understanding that all zoning issues/filing requirements would be addressed. A
subsequent review by the staff has revealed unaddressed zoning issues and/or
incomplete information. The following comments are advisory and do not necessarily
identify all details and inherent technical zoning requirements necessary for a complete
application. As with all petitions/plans filed in this office, it is the final responsibility of
the petitioner to make a proper application, address any zoning conflicts and, if
necessary, to file revised petition materials. All revisions (including those required by
the hearing officer) must be accompanied by a check made out to Baltimore County,
Maryland for the $100.00 revision fee.

1. Show fire hydrant and distance to the subject property.
2 Note on the plan any lighting changes.

3.  Note reference to landscaping plan approval.

4 Note loading area or say none on the plan.

If you need further information or have any questions, please do not hesitate
to contact me at 887-3391.

lanner |l, Zoning Review

¢. Zoning Commissioner

MICROFILMED
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Balllmore County

Dapartment of Permits & Development Management
1l West Chesapeake Avenus

Towson, Maryland 21204

(410) 887-3351

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Larry E. Schmidt
Zoning Commissioner
DATE: October 18, 1996
FROM: James H. Thompson - DT/ T4
Code Inspections and Enforcement Supervisor
RE: ITEM NO.: 129
LEGAL OWNER: David H. Hillman

CONTRACT LESSEE: Bill Bateman’s Bistro
VIOLATION CASE NO.: C-97-71

LOCATION OF VIOLATION: 7800 York Road
9th Election District

DEFENDANTS:

Please be advised that the aforementioned petition is the subject of an active
violation case. When the petition is scheduled for a public hearing, please notify the

following person(s):

NAME ADDRESS

Barbara W. Ormond 210 Allegheny Avenue

Legal Assistant P.O. Box 5517

Venable, Baetjer and Howard, LLP Towson, Maryland 212285-5517
Mr. Richard Peyton 506 Sussex Road

Towson, Maryland 21286

After the public hearing is held, please send a copy of the Zoning Commissioner’s
Order to the Code Inspections and Enforcement Supervisor, so that the appropriate action
may be taken to the violation case.

JHT/DT /hek
TH

MICROFILMED
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Baltimore County Countv Office Buildi
. ounty Office Building
Department of Permits and 111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Development Management Towson, Maryland 21204

Development Processing

November 29, 19396

Ms. Eileen Riley
623 Wilton Road
Towson, MD 21286

RE: Petition for Zoning
Variance
NW corner York Road and
Cross Campus Drive
(7800 York Road)
9th Election District
4th Councilmanic District
David H. Hillman -
Petitioner
Case No. 97-160-A

Dear Ms. Riley:

Please be advised that an appeal of the above-referenced case was
filed in this office on November 25, 1996 by Robert A. Hoffman, Esquire
on behalf of David H. Hillman. All materials relative to the case have
been forwarded to the Baltimore County Board of Appeals (Board).

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please do not
hesitate to call 887-3180.

Sincerely,

(Gl

ARNOLD JABIL:
Director

Ad:irye
c: Mr. Burton E. Greenwood

Ms. Lucy Meyer
People's Counsel

MICROFILMED
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APPEAL

Petition for Zoning Variance
NW corner York Road and Cross Campus Drive
{7800 York Road)
9th Election District - 4th Councilmanic District
David H, Hillman - Petitioner
Cage No. 97-160-A

Petition for Zoning Variance

Description of Property

Certificate of Publication not Found

Entry of Appearance of People's Counsel

Zoning Advisory Committee Comments

Petitioners and Protestants Sign-In Sheets

Petitioners' Exhibit: 1 - Plan to Accompany Petition for Zoning

Variance

Three Photographs not Marked as Exhibits

Deputy Zoning Commissioner's Order dated November 15, 1996 (Denied)

Notice of Appeal received on November 25, 1996 from Robert A.
Hoffman, Esquire on behalf of David H. Hillman

c:

Robert A. Hoffman, Esquire, Venable, Baetjer & Howard, 210
Allegheny Avenue, Towson, MD 21204

Mr. David H. Hillman, c/o Southern Management Corporation, 1950
0ld Gallows Road, Suite 600, Vienna , VA 22182

Mr. Mark Loundas, 13126 Long Green Pike, Glen Arm, MD 21082
Ms. Eileen Riley, 623 Wilton road, Towson, MD 21286

Mr. Burton E. Greenwood, 608 Wilton Road, Towson, MD 21286

Ms. Lucy Meyer, 504 Wilton Road, Towson, MD 21286

People's Counsel of Baltimore County, M.S. 2010

Request Notification: Timothy Kotroco, Deputy Zoning Commissioner
Arncld Jablon, Director of PDM

MICROFILMED



. APPEAL .

Petition for Zoning Variance
NW corner York Road and Cross Campus Drive
{7800 York Road)
9th Election District - 4th Councilmanic District
David H. Hillman - Petitioner
Case No. 97-160-A

' T

~—Petition for Zoning Variance
___Description of Property
Certificate of Publication not Found
_Antry of Appearance of Pegple's Counsel
_- Zoning Advisory Committee Comments
(~Petitioners and Protestants Sign-In Sheets

~Petitioners' Exhibit: 1 - Plan to Accompany Petition for Zoning
Variance

_~Three Photographs not Marked as Exhibits
Deputy Zoning Commissicher's Order dated November 15, 1996 (Denied)

_Notice of Appeal received on November 25, 1996 from Rcbert A.
Hoffman, Esquire on behalf of David H. Hillman

C:Q(Robert A. Hoffman, Esquire, Venable, Baetjer & Howard, 210
Allegheny Avenue, Towson, MD 21204
Mr. David H. Hillman, c/o Southern Management Cerporation, 1950
0ld Gallows Road, Suite 600, Vienna , VA 22182
Mr. Mark Loundas, 13126 Long Green Pike, Glen Arm, MD 21082
Ms. Eileen Riley, 623 Wilton road, Towson, MD 21286
Mr. Burton E. Greenwood, 608 Wilton Road, Towson, MD 21286
Ms. Lucy Meyer, 504 Wilton Road, Towson, MD 21286
People's Counsel of Baltimore County, M.S. 2010

Request Notification: Timothy Kotroco, Deputy Zoning Commissioner
Arnold Jablon, Director of PDM

ﬁgdltg file for notice, etc add to file for notice, etc.
u artman ) -
Don Gerding
?ég?urth Manor Association Rodgers Forge Community Assoc.
/2 Cedar Avenue 335 01d Trail
Towson, MD 21286 Baltimore, MD 21212

Kim McMenamin
517 Sussex Road
Towson, MDD 21286

MICROFILMED
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Case No. 97-160-A VAR -To permit part of accessory use (approved
. restaurant /terrace) to be located outside office
bldg in lieu of inside building; amend previously
approved site plan /93-362-A accordingly.

11/15/96 -Deputy Zoning Commissioner's Order in
which requested relief was DENIED.

3/20/97 -T/C from Mr. Paul Hartman, Vice President 1in charge of
Zoning Affairs, Aigburth Manor Association; were unaware of hearing
below; inquired as to scheduling at Board level; requested that his
organization be included in the case file for notification of hearing.
Added this date.

3/28/97 -Notice of Assignment for hearing scheduled for Tuesday,
June 17, 1997 at 11:00 a.m, sent to following:

Robert A. Hoffman, Esquire
David H. Hillman
c¢/o Southern Management Corp.
Mark Loundas /Bill Bateman's
Mark Willard /Development Design Group
Eileen Riley
Burton E. Greenwood
Lucy Meyer
Paul Hartman, VP /Aigburth Manor Assn.
People's Counsel for Baltimore County
Pat Keller Arnold Jablon, Director /PDM
Lawrence E. Schmidt Virginia W. Barnhart, Co Atty

5/08/97 -Request for Postponement from Counsel for Appellant /Petitioner
/schedule conflict (PP or later start that date). Upon telephone
conversation with E. Riley and conversation with PC, PP to be granted
and matter to be reassigned to 10/01/97 (post-Labor Day hearing).

5/15/97 ~Notice of PP and Reassignment sent to parties; matter rescheduled to
Wednesday, October 1, 1997 at 10:00 a.m.

8/20/97 ~Letter from R. Hoffman; requesting PP of this matter for reasons as
stated in letter; requests also that the case be held pending decision
of ZC on related matter.

8/21/97 -Petitioner's request for PP granted; Notice of Postponement sent to
parties; case to be rescheduled for hearing upon request.

8/26/97 -Motion to Dismiss Appeal filed by People's Counsel; request for
preliminary hearing on Motion also requested.

T T e g g USSPy o d P g b S S S o el it

9/24/97 NO HEARING TO BE SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME IN THIS MATTER; HOLD /kkh

3/31/98 -Letter from Peter Zimmerman requesting that thils matter be scheduled
for a motion hearing and, if necessary, a hearing on the merits.

4/21/98 -Notice of Assignment /Motion Hearing sent to parties; motion only
hearing scheduled for Thursday, September 10, 1998 at 10:00 a.m.

MICROFILMED



Page 2 / Case No. 97-160-A
David Hillman /Bill Bateman's Bistro

8/31/98 -Letter from Timmy Ruppersberger, Esquire (Venable) requesting that
this matter be continued and held in abeyance to allow for resolution of
the issues; not going forward with outdoor dining; considering enclosure
of outdoor patio area.

9/02/98 -T/C from Eileen Riley, Wiltondale; objects to a continuance of this
matter. Indicated that a letter will be sent in this regard from Mr.
Greenwood.

- Letter from P. Zimmerman requesting that this matter proceed as

scheduled.

9/03/98 - In consideration of above correspondence and Board's rule 2c,
postponement denied at this time; letter sent to parties advising of
same.

9/04/98 -T/C to Ms. Ruppersberger and Mr. Zimmerman advising that request has
been denied; Board will convene on September 10th as scheduled for
argument on Motion to Dismiss.

9/10/98 -Board convened for hearing; T. Ruppersberger appeared on behalf of
Petitioner; P. Zimmerman for Office of People's Counsel. Petitioner,
through counsel, indicated intent to withdraw Petition and abandon
outdoor dining. Essentially, Appellant /Petitioner withdrew appeal and
therefore zoning commissioner's order stands; variance 1s denied. Board
to issue Order of Dismissal. (L.F.W.)

MICROTLETD



Qaltimore County, Marylana‘

OFFICE OF PEOPLE'S COUNSEL

Room 47, 0Old CourtHouse

400 Washington Ave.
Towson, MD 21204

{410} 887-2188

CAROLE s. DEMILIO
Deputy People's Counsel

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
People's Counsel
March 31, 1998

Mrs. Kathleen C. Bianco

legal Administrator o
County Board of Appeals oo
of Baltimore County =
401 Washington Avenue, Room 49 S
@ 2R
e
Iz
=
4:‘-

Towson, MD 21204

Hand-delivered
Re: PETITION FOR VARIANCE -
(%] r?“h

7800 York Road, NWC York Rd. and
Cross Campus Or. (8117 Bateman’s Bistro)”

g* Flection District, 4* Councilmanic
DAVID H, HILLMAN/BILL BATEMAN’S BISTRO,

Petitioners

Case No, 97-168-A

““““

Dear Ms. Bianco:
Please schedule this case in for hearing on the Motion to Dismiss, and then,

if necessary, on the merits.
When this case was postponed Tast summer, we anticipated that it would be

reset in a reasonable time,
Yery truly yours,

?ﬁ %XZWW—:*

Peter Max Zimmerman
People’s Counsel for Baltimore County

PMZ/caf
Robert A. Hoffman, Esq., Venable, Baetjer & Howard, 210 Allegheny Avenue,

ce:
Towson, MD 21204, Attorney for Petitioners
Burton Greenwcod, 508 Wilton Road, Towson, MD 21286, Protestant

Eileen Ritey, 623 Wilton Road, Towson, MO 21286, Protestant

MICROFILMED
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I”timore County, Maryland .

OFFICE OF PEQPLE'S COUNSEL

Room 47, Old CourtHouse
400 Washington Ave.
Towson, MD 21204

{410) 887-2188 o
o3
L%~ B

CAROLE gDEMJLIO

EB'

People's Counsel .
April 23, 1998 ~ ﬁ?g;
= dﬂ
v C\ “j—'
b B
Kristine K. Howanski, Esg., Chairman Lo -
County Board of Appeals oo
of Baltimore County o
401 Washington Avenue, Room 49 v
Towson, MD 21204
Hand-de]jvered
Re: PETITION FOR VARIANCE

7800 York Road (BILL BATEMAN’S BISTRO), NWC
York Road and Cross Campus Drive, 9th
Election District, 4 Counciimanic

DAVID H, HILLMAN, Legal Owner

BILL BATEMAN’S BISTRO, Lessee, Petit{oners

Case No, 97-160-A

Dear Chairman Howanski:

We respectfully request that the Board consider advancing the hearing on this matter
to a date as soon as is conveniently possible, The reasons for this request are as follows:

1. The Petition was denied by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner on November 15, 1996,
and has been pending for over one year at the CBA.

2, The controversy involves activity which occurs primarily during the summer months
and there is concern that it may recur again while the case is pending.

3. There is a Motion to Dismiss Appeal filed (on August 26, 1997), which includes
strong lega) reasons to dismiss the appeal on its face,

Under all the ¢ircumstances, the case shdu]d be heard without further delay. Thank
you for your consideration.

Very truly yours, .

M
-
z;"'t_. /\< "WWW
Peter Max Zimmerman
People’s Counsel for Baltimore County

PMZ/caf
cc: Robert A. Hoffman, Esg.
Attorney for Petitioner
Burton Greenwood, Protestant
Eileen Riley, Protestant

MICRGTILNVED



B&imore County, Maryland ®

OFFICE OF PEOPLE'S COUNSEL

Room 47, Qld CourtHouse
400 Washington Ave,
Towson, MD 21204

{(410) 887-2188
CAROLE 5. DEMILIO

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
People's Counsel Deputy People's Counsel

September 2, 1998

Mrs, Kathleen C. Bianco
Legal Administrator
County Board of Appeals
of Baltimore County
401 Washington Avenue, Room 49
Towson, MD 21204

80:1 Hd 2- 43585

-deliver
Re: PETITION FOR VARIANCE

7800 York Road, NWC York Rd. and

Cross Campus Dr. (Bi1] Bateman’s Bistro)

9t Election District, 4" Councilmanic
I TEMAN'S BISTRO,

Patitioners

Case No. 97-168-A

Dear Ms, Bianco:

Under all the circumstances, this office respectfully requests that the case
proceed on September 10, 1998. Please see our previous correspendence dated March
31, 1998 and April 23, 1998, noting the lengthy delay in the review of this matter.

In Petitioners*® Tetter of August 27, 1998, it is suggested that there may be a
change in Petitioners’ plans, involving enclosure of the patic area in 1ieu of
outdoor restaurant use. If so, the Petitioners should file a new Petition with the

Department of Permits and Development Management.

We also remind the Board of our pending Motion, which submits that the outdoor
restaurant use is impermissible as a matter of law in the OR-1 zone. Petitioners
have not filed any response to the merits of this Motion. Accordingly, this office

continues to believe that this Petition should be dismissed.
We Took forward to this hearing on September 10 in the hope of resolving this
Tong-standing case.
Very truly yours,

Peter Max Zimmerman
People's Counse)l for Baltimore County

MICROFILMED



Mrs. Kathleen C. Bianco
Legal Administrator
County Board of Appeals
of Baltimore County
September 2, 1998

Ay S, Nemlig,

Carole S. Demilio
Deputy People’s Counsel

PMZ/caf

cc: Robert A. Hoffman, Esq., and Timmy F. Ruppersberger, Esq., Venable, BaetJer &
Howard, 210 Allegheny Avenue,Towson, MD 21204, Attorneys for Petitioners

Judith Giacomo, President, Aigburth Manor Ass’'n., P.0. Box 20143, Towson MD
21286, Protestants

Burton Greenwood, 508 Wilton Road, Towson, MB 21286, Protestant

Eileen Riley, 623 Wilton Road, Towson, MD 21286, Protestant

MICROFILMED



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Arnold Jablon, Director DATE: September 29, 1999
Permits & Development Management

FROM: Charlotte E, Radcliffe {3~
County Board of Appeals

SUBJECT: C(Closed File:
97-160-A /David H. Hillman /Bill Bateman's Bistro

Since no further appeal was taken in the above captioned
matter, which was dismissed by Order dated October 26, 1998,

we are hereby closing the file and returning same herewith.

Attachment (File No. 97-160-A)

MICROFILMED
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.\BLE,BAE’I]ERAND HOWARD, LLP . -
Including professional corporations QFFICES IN

210 Allegheny Avenue A ‘M lq L MARYLAND '

Post Office Box 5517 WASHINGTON, D.C.

Towson, Maryland 21285-5517 (“;.q VIRGINIA
(410)494-6200, Fax {410) 821-0147

\@NAB]JE Writer's Direct Number;

ATTORNBYS AT LAW (410) 494-6201

September 19, 1996

Via Hand Deli

County Office Building
111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

M. Carl Richards \ Q. w
Department of Permits & Development Management \q
o Qa\ " W

Re:  Legal Owner: David H. Hillman
Contract Lessee: Bill Bateman's Bistro
Property Location: 7800 York Road
Petition for Variance

Dear Carl:

I am hereby drop filing the enclosed Petition for Variance with regard to the
above captioned property, This request has not been previously reviewed by your office.
This property is currently the subject of an outstanding zoning violation which has
resulted in the filing of this Variance request. Enclosed for submittal are the following

documents:
1. Petition for Variance (3);
2. Zoning description (3);
3. Site plans with 200° scale zoning map (12); and
4. Check in the amount of $285.00.

If you have any questions, please give me a call.

Sincerely,

 our

Barbara W. Ormord
Legal Assistant

BWO:pmp

Enclosures

ce: Robert A, Hoffman, Esquire x
James Thompson, Zoning Enforcement s

TOIDOCSI/BAW01/0030903 01
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, BAETJER AND HOWARD, LLP .

Including professional corporations QFFICES N

210 Allegheny Avenue MARYLAND

Post Office Box 5517 WASHINGTON, D C
Towson, Maryland 21285-5517 VIRGINIA

{410) 494-6200, Fax (410)821-0147

VEWIE Robert A. Hoffman

ATTORNEYS AT LAW {410) 494-6262
November 21, 1996

M/ ¢,
Arnold F. Jablon, Director %
H

Department of Permits - Q‘\‘
and Delopment Management QV

County Courts Building , JOJ}

111 W. Chesapeake Avenue Q‘_}‘

Towson, Maryland 21204 " . ‘

Robert O. Schuetz, Chairman )/)\

County Board of Appeals for JX{)/\ N

Baltimore County

Old Courthouse, Room 49

400 Washington Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re:  Appeal from the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
in 0. 97-160-A for th 800 York Ro

Gentlemen:

Please note an appeal on behalf of Bill Bateman’s Bistro, contract lessee, and
David H. Hillman, legal property owner, from the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
Law of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner dated November 15, 1996, denying the
Petitioners’ request for variance for property located at 7800 York Bill Bateman’s
Bistro’s address is ¢/o Mark J. Loundas, President, 7800 York Road, Towson, Maryland
21204, David H. Hillman’s address is ¢/o Southern Management Corporation, 1950 Old
Gallows Road, Suite 600, Vignna, Virginia 22182,

[ am also enclosing a check in the amount of $75.00 to cover the costs of this
appeal.

MICRCTILMED
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VENABLE,

ATTORNEYS AT Law

November 21, 1996
Page 2

Kind regards.

Yours truly,
AL
Robert A. Hoffman

cc: Mark J. Loundas
David H. Hillman

TOIDOCSI/BAW(1/0034384.01
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ABLE, BAETJER AND HOWARD, LLP .
Including professional corporations OFFICES IN
20 Allegheny Avenue { Ce MARYLAND

Fost Office Box 5517

| WASHINGTON,D.C.
Towson, Maryland 21285-5517 ||

VIRGINIA

VENABLE

ATTORNEYS AT LAWw

Kobert A, Hoffman
(410} 494-6262

¢ fult”
L

August 19, 1997

Kathleen C. Bianco, Legal Administrator

The County Board of Appeals for Baltimore County
Old Courthouse

400 Washington Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Re:  Baltimore County Board of Appeals
Case No.: 97-160-A
Qur File No.: 28314/119835

Dear Mrs. Bianco:

On June 10, 1997, Burton E. Greenwood, Sr., Zoning Chairman of the Wiltondale
Community Association wrote to me and indicated that my letter to you, dated May 8,
1997, may be in error in that a variance could be required to enclose the patio that is the
subject of the referenced case. Mr. Greenwood suggested that I research the prior zoning
cases to see if 3 variance to the maximum percentage of retail and restaurant space would
be required. After meeting with Mitch Kellman of the Office of Zoning, I am writing to
inform you that Mr, Greenwood was correct in that our proposal to enclose the patio
would require a variance to the maximum square footage allowed. Accordingly, we are
preparing a new site plan for submittal to the Zoning Commissioner for a determination
on that variance.

1 would request that you please hold the scheduled hearing on the outdoor usage

in abeyance, pending a decision by the Zoning Commissioner on the patio enclosure, as
you may end up hearing a combined case.

MICROFILMED



VENABLE

ATTORNEYS AT Law

Kathleen C. Bianco
Page Two
August 19,1997

By copy of this letter, ] want to thank Mr. Greenwood for pointing out the prior
history of this case and ask that he contact me to discuss the proposed patio enclosure.

Very truly yours,

Robert A. H

RAH:dk

ccl

Mr. Burton E. Greenwood
Mr. David H. Hillman
¢/o Southern Management Corporation
Ms. Eileen Riley
Ms. Lucy Meyer
Mr, Mark Loundas
¢/o Bill Bateman’s Bistro
Mr. Mark Willard
c¢/o Development Design Group, Incorporated
Mr. Paul Hartman,
Aigburth Manor Association
Mr. Lawrence E. Schmidt
Mf. Arnold Jablon
Virginia Wood Barnhart, County Attorney
Mr. Arnold F, “Pat” Keller, III, Director
Peoples Counsel

TOIDOCS1/RAHO01/0050048.01

an
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VEB.,HAETIERANDHDWARD,LLP .

Including professional corporations OFFICES IN

210 Allegheny Avenue MARYLAND

Post Office Box 5517 WASHINGTON, D.C
Towson, Maryland 21285-5517 VIRGINTA

(410) 494-6200, Fax (410) 821-0147

)
www venable.com oo

o
MB‘ E Timmy F, Rupp%%beriﬁjqr

(410) 494-6353 =

o
ATTORNEYS AT LAW m

August 27, 1998

Kathleen C. Bianco, Legal Administrator
County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County
0Ol1d Court House - Room 49

400 Wash Washington Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Re:  Baltimore County Board of Appeals
Case No. 97-160-A
Petition for Variance
7800 York Road (Bill Bateman’s Bistro,
York Road and Cross Campus Drive)

Dear Ms. Bianco:

On August 21, 1997, the hearing on the referenced matter originally scheduled for
October 1, 1997 was postponed at our request to be rescheduled only upon request. On
April 21, 1998, in response to a request from the Office of People’s Counsel, a hearing on
People’s Counsel’s Motion to Dismiss was scheduled for Thursday, September 10, 1998,
People’s Counsel’s Motion requested the hearing in light of the fact that the outdoor
dining which was the subject of the original Petition for Variance occurs primarily during

the summer months and there was a concern that it could reoccur while the case was
pending.

Bill Bateman’s Bistro has determined that it will not go forward with any outdoor
dining at 7800 York Road but is considering enclosing the outdoor patio area. We have
met with the Wiltondale Community Association to discuss this plan and given them our
assurances that no outdoor dining will be carried on (and it has not been). We would
request that the scheduled hearing be held in abeyance to allow for an opportunity to
resolve the issues relating to enclosure of the patio space.

Very truly yours,

v @Pfci‘of’
TimmMppersberger

MICROFILILD
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VENABLE

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

August 27, 1998
Page 2

ce:

Mr. David H. Hillman

c¢/o Southern Management Corporation
1950 Old Gallows Road

Suite 600

Vienna, Virginia 22182

Ms. Kim McMenamin
617 Sussex Road
Towson, Maryland 21286

Mr, Burton Greenwood

Wiltondale Community Association
608 Wilton Road

Towson, Maryland 21204

Mr. Lawrence E. Schmidt
Zoning Commissioner

New Courts Building

401 Bosley Avenue, 4th Floor
Towson, Maryland 21204

Virginia Wood Barnhart, Esquire
County Attorney

Baltimore County, Maryland
Office of Law

Court House, 2nd Floor
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

TOIDOCSI/TFRO1/0070215.01

Mr. Mark Loundas

c/o Bill Bateman’s Bistro
7800 York Road
Towson, Maryland 21204

Ms. Eileen Riley

Wiltondale Community Association
623 Wilton Road

Towson, Maryland 21204

Peter Max Zimmerman, Esquire
People’s Counsel for Baltimore County
Room 47, Courthouse

400 Washington Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Mr. Arnold Jablon, Director

Office of Permits and Development
Management

County Office Building

111 W. Chesapeake Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Mr. Arnold F. “Pat” Keller, 111, Director
Office of Planning

County Courts Building

401 Bosley Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

l‘i";‘g’“ff’“".‘f,’ ey
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o
Southern’s

¥ Commercial Properties Division

st

1950 Old Gallows Road, Suite 600 « Vienna, Virginia 22182-3933 « Phone: 703-902-9400 ¢ Fax: 7303-902-9401

September 11, 1998

Kathleen C. Bianco

Administrator
County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

Old Courthouse, Room 49
400 Washington Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

RE: Case No. 97-160-A

Dear Ms, Bianco:

We are continuing to receive copies of correspondence and documents in regard to the above-
noted matter, Please remove David H. Hillman and/or Southern Management Corporation
from all mailing lists, notification lists, or any other files from which such paperwork would be
generated. The building involved, 7800 York Road, was sold December 1, 1997, to Towson
State University. All further information, correspondence, etc, should be forwarded to that entity
as owner, not David H. Hillman. Your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely, .
V.
N 2y
m m o
ey
B
Susan M. Scott, Director o : B
Commercial Property Division e
28]
SMS/lak S
\U\
O\

CROFILMED
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Kathleen C. Bianco
September 10, 1998
Page Two

ce:

Ms. Kim McMenamin
617 Sussex Road
Towson, MD 21286

Mr. Burton Greenwood

Wiltondale Community Association

608 Wilson Road
Towson, MD 21204

Mr. Lawrence E. Schmidt
Zoning Commissioner

New Courts Building

401 Bosley Avenue, 4th Floor
Towson, MD 21204

Virginia Wood Barnhart, Esquire
County Attorney - Baltimore
Courthouse, 2nd Floor
Baltimore, MD 21203

Mr. Mark Loundas

c/o Bill Bateman’s Bistro
7800 York Road
Towson, MD 21204

Ms. Eileen Riley

Wiltondale Community Association

623 Wilson Road
Towson, MD 21204

-

Peter Max Zimmerman, Esquire
People’s Counsel for Baltimore County
Room 47, Courthouse

400 Washington Avenue

Towson, MD 21204

Mr. Arnold Jablon, Director

Office of Permits and
Development Management

County Office Building

111 W. Chesapeake Avenue

Towson, MD 21204

Mr. Arnold F. Keller, 111
Director

Office of Planning
County courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

Timmy F. Ruppersberger, Esquire
Venable, Baetjer and Howard, LLP
210 Allegheny Avenue

P. O. Box 5517

Towson, MD 21285-5517
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PEOPLE'S COUNSEL'S SIGN IN SHEET

179160 —

CASE:

DAVID v i mAan/

BICC DATEMAN S 215

The 0ffice of People's Counsel was created by County Charter tao
participate in zoning matters on behalf of the public interest. While
it does not actually represent community groups or protestants, it will
assist 1n the presentation of their concerns 1f they do not have their

own attorney.

sign below.

If you wish to be assisted by People's Counsel, please

Community Group You Represent?)
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