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OPINION AND ORDER

This case comes before this Court upon a Petition for Judicial Review of the decision by
the County Board of Appeals (the “Board”) filed by Summerfield Farms Association, Inc., Mr. &
Mrs. Dudley C. Brownell, Virginia Sarant, and Marvin Johnson (*Petitioners™). The Board
affirmed a decision made by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County (“Commissioner™)
to grant a petition for a Variance made by Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd (“Homeowners”)

pursuant to Section 307 of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations ("BCZR”). The petition
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for a Variance requested a modification of the setback requirements from 50 feet to 20 and 24
feet. This court heard argument on January 22, 2001 and held the matter sub curia pending a
review of the record.

The 1ssue presented before thig Court' 1s whether the County Board of Appeals of
Baltimore County correctly recognized and applied the correct principles of law governing the
case and whether its decision was based on substantial evidence and was fairly debatable.

This case involves the reconstruction of a dwelling on 11444 Glen Arm Road. The
Homeowners contracted to purchase the property in 1998, subject to well and septic tests. After
the septic system failed, the contract was amended to require the seller to repair the septic system
prior to settlement. The Baltimore County Department of Environmental Protection approved
the reconstruction of the septic system. The Homeowners then took possession of the property
and began renovations, After renovations were begun, the Homeowners discovered that the
house was so damaged by water and infested with termites that it was structurally unsound.
They then decided to raze the dwelling and applied for a permit to allow them to reconstruct the
dwelling on the existing foundation. When reconstructing the dwelling, the Homeowners
replaced what was a carport with an attached garage. The setback was actually increased by
approxiamately 17 feet when the garage was added and the carport was eliminated.

BCZR § 307 provides for the power of the Zoning Commissioner and County Board of
Appeals of Baltimore County to grant variances from hei ght and area regulations “only in cases
where special circumstances or conditions exist that are peculiar to the land or structure which is
the subject of the variance request and where strict compliance with the Zoning Regulations for

Baltimore County would result in practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship....Furthermore,

any such variance shall be granted only if in strict harmony with the spirit and intent of said



height, area, off-street parking or sign regulations, and only in such manner as to grant relief
without injury to public health, safety and general welfare.” B.C.Z.R. §307

Petitioners argue that the Board erred in concluding that the property was unique. They
assert that the property was not unique in any way when compared to properties on the same side
of Glen Arm Road. Appellants also argue that the environmental constraints relied on by the
Board to support its conclusion that the property was unique were manmade constraints,
attributable to the Homeowners. Appellants’ arguments rely on the language in the cases
Cromwell v. Ward, 102 Md. App. 691, 651 A.2d 424 (1995) and Ad+Soil, Inc. v. County
Commissioners, 307 Md. 317, 513 A.2d 893 (1986). This Court disagrees and is of the opinion
that the decision of the Board is supported by both applicable law and facts. As such, the
decision must be affirmed.

Cromwell v. Ward upholds prior case law and reasserts two rmuireﬁents for the granting
of variances. The petitioners must show (ii) that the difficulties or hardships were peculiar to the
property In question in contrast with those of other property owners in the same district and, (i1)
that the hardship was not the result of the applicants’ own actions.” Marino v. Mayor and City
Council of Baltimore, 215 Md. 206, 137 A.2d 198 (1957).

At the hearing before the Board, Richard Matz, a professional engineer, was qualified as
an expert in c1vil engineering and site development. He testified that because of the steep slopes
on the property, the irregular triangular shape of this particular lot, the limited level area, the
location of the septic system and the proximity of wells on adjoining properties, it was
impossible to locate the dwelling anywhere else on the property without violating either the
zoning regulations or a county environmental regulation or policy.

Bruce Seely, a representative from the Department of Environmental Protection and




Resource Management testified about the policy prohibiting up-hill septic pumping. He also
testified about the recent change to allow it, but only in cases of new construction. The property
involved here doesn’t apply as it is not new construction, rather it is reconstruction on an
original foundation.

Based upon this expert testimony, the Board found that the property was particularly
unique to the surrounding properties based on its irregular triangular shape, steep slopes and
environmental constraints. The Board also found that due to the topography of the land, the
relocation of the dwelling would require the removal of the septic system, well, and driveway,
which would result in a practical difficulty. Because of these factors, the Board decided that
application of the zoning ordinances imposes a practical difficulty and undue hardship on the
Homeowners.

These factors led to to the location of the original house which also violated the setbaclk
requirements. The Board also found that none of these factors were selt-imposed by the
Homeowners. It reasoned, “The new structure was constructed on the original foundation, and to
allow a moderate enlargement is reasonable.” Bd. of Appeals Opinion, p. 10. Finally, the Board
decided that the variance is consistent with the spirit and intent of the zoning regulations.

The order of a county zoning authority must be upheld on review if it is not premised
upon an error of law and if its conclusions reasonably may be based upon the facts proven.
Umerley v. People’s Counsel, 108 Md. App. 497, 672 A.2d 1049 (1996). The fairly debatable
test is “whether a reasoning mind reasonably could have reached the actual conclusion the
agency reached; this need not and must not be either judicial tact-finding or a substitution of
judicial judgment for agency judgment.” Board of County Comm'rs v. Holbrook, 314 Md. 210,

550 A.2d 664 (1988).



‘Based upon the review of the record, it is the opinion of this court that the conclusions
reached by the Board were reasonably based upon the facts proven and are supported by
substantial evidence. This court will not substitute its judgment when a reasoning mind
reasonably could have reached the same conclusion made by the Board. The testimony of the
experts who testified at the hearings was uncontradicted, These experts testified that the
characteristics of the property in question made the grant of a variance appropriate. The Board
based its conclusions upon this uncontradicted testimony. Therefore, the decision of the Board

of Appeals for Baltimore County is AFFIRMED, with costs of this appeal to be paid by the

Petitioners.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT *
FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
o

PETITION OF :
SUMMERFIELD FARMS ASSOC., INC, *

11202 Glen Arm Road

Glen Arm, MD 21057 0

and, individuals:
MR & MRS DUDLEY C. BROWNELL %

11520 Glen Arm Road

Glen Arm, MD 21057 #
VIRGINIA SARANT *

11440 Glen Arm Road

Glen Arm, MD 21057 *
MARVIN JOHNSON %

11510 Glen Arm Road

Glen Arm, MD 21057 ¥
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OF THE OPINION OF * CIVIL ACTION
THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS No. 3-C-00-007365
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400 WASHINGTON AVENUE *
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
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DANIEL DIETRICH AND VIENNA HEERD
FOR A VARIANCE ON PROPERTY LOCATED *
ON THE NE/S GLEN ARM ROAD, 2250’ N OF
MANOR ROAD (11444 GLEN ARM ROAD)  *

11TH ELECTION DISTRICT ¥
6TH COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT

CASE NO. 99-183-A
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PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE ZONING COMMISSIONER
AND THE BOARD OF APPEALS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

And now come Lawrence M. Stahl, Lawrence S. Wescott, and Margaret Worrall,

constituting the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County, and in answer to the Petition for

RECEIVFD ﬂ;’*-J 3
Judicial Review directed against them in this Case,“ﬁe{‘éw{ih{ Jétgrg the record of proceedings had

m the above-entitled matter, consisting ont?cSEﬁcﬁ%nEf}ieﬁiﬁ% copies or original papers on file
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in the Department of Permits and Development Management and the Board of Appeals of

Baltimore County:

ENTRIES FROM THE DOCKET OF THE BOARD OF APPEALS AND

No. 99-183-A

October 27, 1998

November 25
November 26
November 30

December 11

January 12, 1999

January 21

February 18

June 16

June 25

August 2

August 4

THE DEFARTMENT OF PERMITS AND DEVELOPMENT
MANAGEMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Petition for Variance filed by Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd; to permit
lot line setbacks of 20° and 24’ in lieu of the required 50 feet each, and to

allow an existing shed to remain in the front yard in lieu of the required
rear yard location,

Entry of Appearance filed by People’s Counsel for Baltimore County.,
Publication in newspaper.
Certificate of Posting,

ZAC Comments.

Hearing held on Petitions by the Zoning Commissioner. (Deborah
Dopkins, Esquire, appeared as counsel for Property Owner and Contract
Purchaser; Michael; numerous residents appeared and signed the

Protestant’s sign-in sheet - serving as spokespersons for the group were
Dudley Brownell and Stanley M. Pollack).

Order issued by the Zoning Commissioner in which the Petition for
Variance was GRANTED with restrictions.

Notice of Appeal filed by J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire, on behalf of Dudley

and Betty Brownell and Ginny Sarant, individually, and Summerfield
Farms Assn., Inc., Appellants.

Appearance of J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire is struck as of this date.

Entry of Appearance filed by Michael P. Tanczyn, Esquire, as counsel for
Summerfield Farms Assn., Inc., et al.

Motion to Quash and For Protective Order filed by Deborah C. Dopkin,
Esquire, on behalf of Daniel Dietrich & Vienna Heerd.

The Board convened for hearing; on the record received argument as to
Motion filed by Ms. Dopkin. Prior to opening statements as to the merits
of the case, the Board postponed this matter, having ruled the Motion to
Quash (on the record), ruling , among other things, that Petitioner Heerd
be present, in addition to Petitioner Dietrich; and further directing both
counsel to produce specific documents as indicated on the record this date
and prior to the next scheduled hearing date.
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November 3, 1999  Hearing Day #1 as to merits held by the Board of Appeals.

February 29,2000  Hearing Day #2 concluded.

April 3, 2000 Appellee’s Memorandum filed by Deborah C. Dopkin, Esquire on behalf
of Dantel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd.

April 4 Protestant’s Memorandum filed by Michael P. Tanczyn, Esquire, on
behalf of Summerfield Farms Association, Inc.

April 13 Public Deliberation conducted by the Board of Appeals.

June 23 Opinton and Order issued by the Board of Appeals; Petition for Variance

* 1s GRANTED.
July 21 Petition for Judicial Review filed in the Circuit Court by Michael P.

Tanczyn, Esquire, on behalf of Summerfield Farms Assoc., Inc., Mr. &
Mrs. Dudley C. Brownell, Virginia Sarant, and Marvin Johnson.

July 27 Copy of Petition for Judicial Review received by the Board of Appeals
from the Circuit Court for Baltimore County.

July 28 Certificate of Notice sent to interested parties.

Petitioner’s Exhibit No. 1- Plan to accompany variance request
2-CZMP 200-scale
3-Aerial photo — 1986 — 200 scale
4-Slope Analysis
S>-Drawing showing 4 parcels of subject property
6-Drawing showing original residence on site
7-Constraints plan
...8-Photos — (3) from Glen Arm looking south

Protestant’s Exhibit No 1-July 2, 1998 — Deed —Evans to Dietrich /Heerd
2-Sheet of 2 photos
3-Sheet of 4 photos
4-Sheet of 5 photos — house & access road
5-Sheet of 3 photos — area to east
6-Sheet of 4 photos —Sarant’s property
7-Sheet of 3 photos
8-Sheet of 2 photos — Pet. Property
9-Sealed plat dated 10/7/98
10-(2) photos A-Original residence & shed

B-Foundation after razing

11A-Picture Tile 062B1
11B-Plannemetrics Topo
12-photo from ZC file

13-A&B (2 photos) house under construction
14-Protestants sign-in sheet
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(continued list of
Protestants Exhibits)

September 22, 2000

September 22, 2000

Record of Proceedings pursuant to which said Order was entered and upon which said

15-photo-taken by Heiderman — old house

16-Contract of purchase for subject property 4-18-98
plus addenda

1'7-Ms. Dopkin’s cover letter, termite inspection & location

survey 4 pgs.

18A-photo —structure which was razed

13B-photo-site & time of Z.C.’s hearing

19A-photo-back of subject property w/ foundation

19B-same area as 19A from different angle

20A-Existing house during razing process

20B-5ide of house being Brownells showing roofline
of garage

20C-New house w/ garage in foreground Spring 99

20D-July/Aug. *99 Improvement as existing then

21-Back of house

22-Rule 8 papers —Summerfield Farms, Inc.

23 A-photo-curve of 15’ right of way

23B-photo -same corner

24-photo ~view from stream looking up at Dietrich house

25-photo —Brownell’s driveway near Dietrich property

26-DEPRM file excerpt

Transcript of testimony filed.

Record of Proceedings filed in the Circuit Court for Baltimore
County.

Board acted are hereby forwarded to the Court, together with exhibits entered into evidence

| i before the Board.

(e SES € 401

Charlotte E. Radcliffe, Legal Setretary
County Board of Appeals, Room 49 Basement
Old Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204 (410-887-3180)

c: Michael P. Tanczyn, Esquire
Deborah C. Dopkin, Esquire
People’s Counsel for Baltimore County
Virginia W, Barnhart, Esquire

——
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CERTIFICATE OF NOTICE

Madam Clerk:
Pursuant to the provisions of Rule 7-202(e) of the Maryland Rules of Procedure,

Lawrence M. Stahl, Lawrence S. Wescott, and Margaret Worrall, constituting the County Board
of Appeals of Baltimore County, has given notice by mail of the filing of the Petition for Judicial
Review to the representative of every party to the proceeding before it; namely, Michael P,
Tanczyn, Esquire, Suite 106, 606 Baltimore Avenue, Towson, MD 21204; Counsel for
Petitioners; Summerfield Farms Assoc., Inc., 11202 Glen Arm Road, Glen Arm, MD 21057,

FILED JUL 2 82000
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Mr. & Mrs. Dudley C. Brownell, 11520 Glen Arm Road, Glen Arm, MD 21057, Virginia _
Sarant, 11440 Glen Arm Road, Glen Arm, MD 21057, and Marvin Johnson, 11510 Glen Arm I
Road, Glen Arm, MD 21057, Petitioners; Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd, 4333 Chapel Road,
Perry Hall, MD 21128; Deborah C. Dopkin, Esquire, Suite 920, 409 Washington Avenue,
Towson, MD 21204; Counsel for Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd; Richard C. Burch, Esquire,
MUDD, HARRISON & BURCH, Suite 300, 105 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Towson, MD 21204-
4712, Co-Counsel with Ms. Dopkin; and, Peter Max Zimmerman, People’s Counsel for
Baltimore County, Old Courthouse, Room 47, 400 Washington Avenue, Towson, MD 21204:

a copy of which Notice is attached hereto and prayed that it may be made a part hereof.

¢ .
Charlotte E. Radcliffe, Legal Sééretary
County Board of Appeals, Rm. 49-Basement

Old Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204 (410-887-3180)

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Certificate of Notice has been
mailed to Michael P. Tanczyn, Esciuire, Suite 106, 606 Baltimore Avenue, Towson, MD 21204;
Counsel for Petitioners; Summerfield Farms Assoc., Inc., 11202 Glen Arm Road, Glen Arm,
MD 21057, Mr. & Mrs. Dudley C. Brownell, 11520 Glen Arm Road, Glen Arm, MD 21057,
Virginia Sarant, 11440 Glen Arm Road, Glen Arm, MD 21057, and Marvin Johnson, 11510

Glen Arm Road, Glen Arm, MD 21057, Petitioners; Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd, 4333
Chapel Road, Perry Hall, MD 21128; Deborah C. Dopkin, Esquire, Suite 920, 409 Washington
Avenue, Towson, MD 21204; Counsel for Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd; Richard C. Burch,
Esquire, MUDD, HARRISON & BURCH, Suite 300, 105 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Towson, MD
21204-4712, Co-Counsel with Ms, Dopkin; and, Peter Max Zimmerman, People’s Counsel for

Baltimore County, Old Courthouse, Room 47, 400 Washington Avenue, Towson, MD 21204;
this 28th day of July, 2000,

Cretary

Charlotte E. Radcliffe, Legal

County Board of Appeals, Room 49 Basement
Old Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204 (410-887-3180)
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IN THE MATTER OF * BEFORE THE

THE APPLICATION OF

DANIEL DIETRICH AND VIENNA HEERD * COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
- PETITIONERS FOR VARIANCE ON

PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE NE/S * OF
GLEN ARM ROAD, 2250’ N OF MANOR RD
(11444 GLEN ARM ROAD) * BALTIMORE COUNTY
11™ ELECTION DISTRICT
6™ COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT * Case No. 99-183-A
* * * %* * * * * *
OPINION

This case comes before the Board of Appeals of Baltimore County based on a timely
appeal resulting from the granting of a variance (Case No. 99-183-A) by the Zoning
Commissioner. Three days of public hearing before this Board were held on August 4, 1999;
November 3, 1999; and February 29, 2000. A public deliberation was held on April 13, 2000.

The Petitioners, Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd, were represented by Deborah
Dopkin, Esquire. The Appellants, Summerfield Farms Association, Dudley and Betty Brownell,
and Virginia Sarant, were represented by Michael Tanczyn, Esquire.

On a preliminary matter, counsel for the Petitioners, Deborah Dopkin, submitted a
Motion to Quash and a Motion for Protective Order in response to subpoenas filed by the
Appellants’ counsel, Michael Tanczyn. Ms. Dopkin argued that the information requested added
nothing relevant to the variance request before the Board and that some of the items requested
were inflammatory as well as inappropriate. Ms. Dopkin also noted that one of her Petitioners,
Ms. Heerd, was not able to be at the hearing of August 4, 1999.

Mr. Tanczyn countered that each request was related to one of the items in the Zoning

Commissioner’s findings and that all items had bearing on the question of uniqueness and
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practical difficulty. He stated that the items described by Ms. Dopkin as “inflammatory” were,
in fact, necessary to determine the credibility of the witnesses.

The Board then denied the Motion to Quash and ordered that Ms. Heerd must appear and
that all but item #3 (which was denied) would be held sub curia until the evidence could be
obtained.

Counsel for both sides made a joint motion that the hearing be continued in order to
collect the required information and to allow Ms. Heerd to be present. The Board granted the
joint motion and the hearing was scheduled to be continued on November 3, 1999.

On that date the hearing began with a statement by the counsel for the Petitioners, Ms.
Dopkin, that a variance of the setback requirements to allow 20 feet and 24 feet in lieu of the
required 50 feet had been granted by the Zoning Commissioner, that the subject site is indeed
unique, and that the variance request should be granted by the Board.

For the Protestants, Mr. Tanczyn stated that a variance was not needed by the Petitioners
because the subject property is 2.11 acres, more than double the minimum lot size, and that the
Petitioners are able to meet the setback requirements without a variance. He noted that the
variance standards do not allow for a “preference variance” or self-created hardship.

The first witness for the Petitioners was Richard Matz of Colbert, Matz, Rosenfield, Inc.
Licensed and registered in Maryland since 1973, Mr. Matz was accepted by the Board as an
expert in civil engineering. Mr. Matz testified that he had prepared the plan for the variance
request (Petitioners’ Exhibit #1). He indicated that the area surrounding the subject site is zoned
R.C. 5 with lots of one acre or more, many improved with two-story single-family dwellings
with attached garages. He said that the area is rural-residential with no farms or commercial

uses.
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Mr. Matz then described the subject site as 2.11 acres with a steep topography of more
than 15 percent grade on average. He stated that the only flat portion Was where the existing
house was built. The well is about 10 years old, and the original septic system was put in when
the house was built in the 1950s.

Mr. Matz offered as evidence a 200-scale aerial photo, dated 1986 (Petitioners’ Exhibit
#3), which showed the old house and also the neighbors’ houses nearest the site. Mr. Matz
opined that the closest house is that of the Heidermans, directly below the subject property and
about 270 feet away.

He also introduced a topographical map (Petitioners’ Exhibit #4), not field run but taken
from a Baltimore County map, which depicts the steepness of various portions of the subject site.
He reiterated that the house was built on the flattest portion of the site, as was the original
dwelling.

Mr. Matz stated that the lot purchased by the Petitioners contained four separate parcels
which they were consolidating into one. A plat had been prepared, the consolidation had been
approved, and the document awaited signature at this time. Once consolidated, the subject site
would permit only one house, in Mr. Matz’ opinion, because of environmental and topographical :
constraints.

In Petitioners’ Exhibit #6, Mr. Matz prepared a drawing showing the original house
location, the 50-foot required setback lines, and the new house with the attached garage
encroaching into the required setback area. The original house also encroached into the setback
area.

Petitioners’ Exhibit #7, prepared and presented by Mr. Matz, was a drawing showing the

site constraints: the location of the existing well, the new septic system, the septic reserve area,
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the slopes greater than 20 percent, the driveway, the foundation of the original house and the new
house. Mr. Matz stated that the attached garage could not be built on any other part of the site
because of the steepness of the slopes and the area constrained as the septic reserve.

Mr. Matz also testified that the new house is consistent with others in the neighborhood
in size and style. He noted that this property is peculiar because of its irregular triangular shape,
the steepness of the slopes and the existing environmental factors such as the location of the well
and septic systems as well as the location of neighboring wells. He noted that these qualities
were not created by the owners but were existing factors when they made their purchase. To
build anywhere else would, in his opinion, require pumping septic uphill into a grinder pump in
the basement. He also noted that building at the requested location fi illed the spirit and intent
of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (BCZR) and did not infringe on the neighboring
houses which were at least 270 feet away.

In his opinion the Petitioners’ request was precisely why the variance law was enacted.
The prior structure intruded into the current setbacks as it was originally constructed; the new
structure will not increase density and in fact density may be reduced by consolidating the
parcels; and the house could not be placed in any other location without violating other
regulations.

On cross-examination, Mr. Tanczyn asked Mr. Matz about the location of the house, well

| and septic system for the subject property. Mr. Matz indicated that the original house had been

razed, leaving only the foundation, when he first viewed the property. The well had long been
located as indicated on the plat, and the current septic system, which replaced the original septic
system prior to settlement with the Petitioners, was in place and approved by Baltimore County

as a repair to an existing system.
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On viewing the sealed plat, dated October 7, 1998 (Protestants’ Exhibit #9), Mr. Matz
agreed that the plat showed only the original foundation and not the proposed garage and porch.

Mr. Tanczyn also asked Mr. Matz about the accuracy of Petitioners’ Exhibit #4 relative to
slope analysis. Mr. Matz admitted that his analysis is not 100 percent accurate when taken from
an existing map rather than an actual field analysis. Mr. Matz also testified thét there is ample
land to build the Petitioners’ house in the center 6f the property, except for the constraints he had
outlined. Further, in comparing Petitioners’ Exhibit #4 (the parcels of the subject site) and
Petitioners’ Exhibit #7 (the constraints map), Mr. Matz agreed that the proposed house could be
built on the largest parcel, but in his opinion that would require a review by Baltimore County’s
Department of Environmental Protection and Resource Management (DEPRM) and probably a
waiver to allow pumping septic uphill. In Mr. Matz’ opinion, there was nowhere on the subject
site where the Petitioners could totally comply with all environmental requirements as well as
setback regulations. |

Next to testify was one of the Petitioners, Daniel Dietrich. Mr. Dietrich stated that he
owned the subject property along with his fiance’, Ms. Heerd. At the time of purchase it had
been their intention to renovate the existing house. He indicated that he did not have any
involvement in the location of the existing septic system, and the area above the garage is
designed for storage, not living area.

On cross-examination by Mr. Tanczyn, Mr. Dietrich testified that he and his fiance’
decided to raze the original house after the settlement when they discovered extensive termite
and water damage to the kitchen, bedrooms and living room. He explained that, when he
removed the old wall-to-wall carpet, he found that the floors were rotted out. The structure was

razed at the end of July 1998.
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The next witness was Sally Heiderman of 11442 Glen Arm Road who testified that her
property is directly in front of the subject property. Ms. Heiderman said that she supports the
Petitioners’ variance request. She had lived at her current residence as a child and then
purchased the property from her parents in 1985. She believes that the Dietrich/Heerd house is
compatible with the neighborhood and that the new house has the same amount of living space as
the old house which was razed.

On cross-examination by Mr. Tanczyn, Ms. Heiderman explained that the garage and the
front porch are larger than the original house, which had a carport and a small porch. Upon
examining Protestants’ Exhibit #12, she agreed that the new garage is two stories rather than one,
but it could accommodate the same number of cars, two. She also admitted that she had never
specifically measured either the new or the old structures.

On the third day of hearing, February 29, 2000, Daniel Dietrich was recalled to examine
the Contract to Purchase and Addenda which were admitted as Protestants’ Exhibit #16. Mr.
Dietrich testified that the contract was contingent on having a working well and septic system.
He indicated that an addendum dated May 22, 1998, requested that the sellers replace the septic
tank, drain field and line to the house. The addendum was signed by both the sellers and the
purchasers. Mr. Dietrich testified that he was not present for any of the work done on the septic
system. The replacement request came as a result of an inspection by Baltimore County which
indicated that the old system was failing.

Protestants’ Exhibit #17 was a location survey and a certificate of termite inspection. Mr.
Dietrich noted that the termite inspection indicated there were no problems in that regard. He
then reiterated that he found the damage in July when he started working on the house. He

indicated that he performed the razing himself for the most part, although he had some help with
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the demolition. Mr. Dietrich admitted that he did not obtain a razing permit because he did not
know that he needed one. Further, he did not investigate other locations for the new house
because he was building on the old foundation in the same location. He did obtain a permit to
reconstruct a dwelling on the same foundation as the prior residence.

The next witness, Dorothy Streb, testified as the representative of Summerfield Farms,
Inc. Rule 8 papers were submitted and accepted as Protestants’ Exhibit #22. Ms. Streb testified
that the subject property is within the boundaries of her association. As the spokesman for the
organization and its Zoning Chairman, Ms. Streb voiced opposition to the variance because of 1)
non-compliance with the BCZR; 2) a pattern of behavior on the part of the Petitioners shown by
their neglect to get a razing permit; 3) environmental concerns related to the removal of asbestos
roof shingles without oversight of DEPRM; and 4) the fact that the granting of such a variance
will set a bad precedent and encourage others to ignore the BCZR.

Ms. Streb opined that the subject site is not unique in any way, that all of the area in
Summerfield is hilly, and many of the lots are irregularly shaped. On cross-examination by Ms.
Dopkin, Ms. Streb testified that she had not investigated whether all houses in the area met
setbacks as required nor did she know if any had been permitted to pump septic uphill. She also
said that she did not know the exact requirements about asbestos shingle removal but that it was
her “understanding” that a permit is required.

Protestant Virginia Sarant was the next witness. She testified that her property is
opposite and downhill from the subject site. She expressed concerns about water running down
the right-of-way road and creating erosion. She also expressed concern about the variance
request because she felt that the Petitioners did not really need one and the property is not

unique.
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The next Protestant to speak was Betty Brownell‘whose property is immediately to the
north of the subject property with the primary residence about 600 feet from the new
construction. Protestants’ Exhibit #18A-B, 19A-B, 20A-D, 21, and 23A-B were photos taken by
Mrs. Brownell. Both Petitioners and Protestants agree that the photos are an accurate
representation of the subject property as it currently exists. Mrs. Brownell stated that she is
opposed to the request for variance and that all properties in the area are similarly hilly in
contour.

Bruce Seeley, project manager for DEPRM, was called to testify. Mr. Seeley indicated
that he had reviewed the file on the subject property and that he is familiar with the setback
requirements relative to placement of well and septic systems. These requirements are regularly
reviewed by his department as well as the Maryland Department of the Environment.

He stated that a permit to reconstruct plumbing was issued on June 18, 1998, to replace
the existing septic tank and install a 175-foot absorption trench. He said the undated inspection

report indicated that the new sewage disposal system had been installed per permit; that it should

be sufficient for a two-bedroom house; and that approval was recommended. !
|
i
Mr. Seeley further testified that the house might be placed to the northeast of the existing |

well head, but he emphasized that he was only speaking in regard to the regulations concerning
well and septic. He indicated that this location would require pumping septic uphill which was
permitted for new construction only. In this case the permit was for a repair to an existing

system. In addition he stated that he was unfamiliar with the area on the whole and that he did

not know if neighboring wells would be affected by that location.
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Dudley Brownell, neighbor, also testified as to his objection to the Petitioners’ request for
variance. He said that the west side of Glen Arm Road is hilly, but that the east side is flatter
land and gentle hills.

Gary Heiderman, Mrs. Heiderman, and Mrs. Sarant also spéke on the issue of water
runoff from the subject site.

Section 307 of the BCZR permits granting of a variance upon certain terms and
conditions, which in pertinent part allows a variance where special circumstances or conditions
exist that are peculiar to the land that is the subject of the variance re 1ested, and where strict
compliance with the zoning regulations would result in practical difficulty or unreasonable
hardship.

Under the Court of Special Appeals decision in Cromwell v. Ward, 102 Md.App. 691
(1995), which sets forth the legal standards under which a variance may be granted, the Board of
Appeals, hearing the case de novo, is given the task of interpreting regulations and statutes where
issues are debatable in the light of the law. The first burden on the Petitioner for variance is to
prove that the property is unique. This standard must be met before other parts of the variance
requirements can be properly considered.

Upon consideration of the testimony and evidence offered during this hearing, the Board
finds that the subject property is unique because of its irregular shape, its steep slopes, and the
environmental constraints which make locating the house elsewhere on the site impractical if not
impossible. Mr. Matz, accepted as an expert in civil engineering, testified fully as to these
factors and his testimony was uncontradicted by the Protestants.

Having established that the subject property is unique, the Board finds that the

application of the zoning ordinance imposes a practical difficulty and undue hardship on the
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Petitioners. As a matter of fact the location of the existing well and adjacent wells, in addition
to the location of the septic system and septic reserve area plus the steepness of the topography,
render the current location of the house the appropriate one. Indeed, these factors led to the
location of the original house which also violated the modern day setback requirements of 50
feet. None of these factors was self-imposed by the Petitioners. The new structure was
constructed on the original foundation, and to allow a moderate enlargement is reasonable.

The third and final prong of the standards as found in Cromwell speaks to the spirit and
intent of the zoning regulations. It is clear to this Board that the construction by the Petitioners
meets this standard. The new house, built on the old foundation, is compatible in size and style
with others in the neighborhood, and is actually an improvement on the dilapidated building that
it replaced. Uncontradicted evidence and photographs show that the structure is at least 270 feet
from the nearest neighbor’s dwelling and screened from all neighbors by woods. There is no
increase in density brought about by this construction. Therefore there will be no injury to
public safety and welfare by granting the variance request.

While the appeal was taken by the Protestants as to “all aspects of the Zoning !

Commissioner’s decision,” there was no evidence or discussion presented relative to the shed in

the front yard. All evidence and testimony presented related strictly to the variance request.
Therefore the aspect of the shed in the front yard was not an issue before the Board and remains
as granted by the Zoning Commissioner.

In conclusion, the Board is unanimous in granting the Petition for Variance seeking relief
from Sections 104.3.B.2 and 400.J of the BCZR to permit lot line setbacks of 20 feet and 24 feet
in lieu of the required 50 feet each, and to allow an existing shed to remain in the front yard in

lieu of the required rear yard location as shown in Petitioners’ Exhibit #1.
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ORDER

THEREFORE, IT IS THIS 23rd day of Juna , 2000 by the

County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

ORDERED that Petitioners’ request for variance relief seeking to permit lot line setbacks
of 20 feet and 24 feet in lieu of the required 50 feet each be and the same is hereby GRANTED.
It is also noted that Petitioners’ request for variance relief to allow an existing shed to remain in
the front yard in lieu of the required rear yard location was not an issue before the Board and
therefore remains as granted by the Zoning Commissioner.

Any petition for judicial review from this decision must be made in accordance with Rule 7-
201 through Rule 7-210 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure.

OARD OF APPEALS
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APRELLEE'S MEMORANDUM
Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd, Appellee, by thelr attorney,
Deborah C. Dopkin, and Deborah C. Dopkin, P.A., regpectfully

submits this Memorandum in support of their Petition for Variance.

SIAIEMENT OF THE CASEH

Appellee, Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd, the Petitioners
below, filed a Petition for Variance from Sections 1A04.3.B.2 and
400.1 of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (“B.C.Z.R."}) to
permit setbacks of 20 feet and 24 feet in lieu of the required 50
feet each, and to permit an existing shed to remain in the front
yard in lieu of the required rear yard. (Attachment A)

A public hearing was held on January 12, 1999, before the
Zoning Commissgioner for Baltimore County at which testimony and
evidence were presented.

By Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law dated January 21,
1999-, the Zoning Commission_er for Baltimore County granted the
relief as requested. (Attachment B)

Appellant, who attended the hearing below, noted an appeal of
the Zoning_Commissioner's Order to the County Board of Appeals of

Baltimoxre County. The appeal was made in a timely fashion.




STATEMENT OF THE FACTS

The subject of this Appeal is the reconstruction of a home on
a 2.11+ acre site located at the at 11444 Glen Arm Road in the 6th
Councilmanic District of Baltimore County. The site 18 zoned R.C.5.
The property has no road frontage and sits substantially back from
Glen Arm Road. Access is by way of a driveway from Glen Arm Road
that snakes up a rather steep hill to the property, a distance of
some 500+'. The lot 1s of an irregular shape and has steep grades
on most of the site except the location of the improvements, as
shown on the site plan and slope analysgis. (Petitioners' Exhibits
1 and 4.) The house itself is located on a flat area on the site,
more than 270' {(a city block) from the nearest adjacent residence,
and 380' from the home of the nearest Appellant. T., Day 1, p. 20,

1. 14. Petitioner's home is surrounded by woods, and not visible

from any of Protestants' homes. T., Day 1, p. 18, l.4.

In April, 1998, after a cursory inspection, the Petitioners
entered into a contract to purchase the property (Protestantg'
Exhibit 16), which was then improved with a single family dwelling
originally constructed in 1950 or 1951, T., Day 1, p. 28, 1. 17
The old dwelling had a small attached front porch and was sexved
by a covered carport and concrete driveway on the southernmost side
of the house, which were a mere 9' from the property line. The
area adjoining the north side of the house was also used for
parking.

The previous owner allowed the property to deteriorate, and

upon hisg death, his estate put the property on the market .




Petitioners, who are first-time home owners, bought the house to

be their primary residence, with the intention of performing much
needed rehabilitation.

The contract, a standard form used by local Realtorsg, provided
for well and septic tests. The well passed county standards, but
the geptic system serving the house, failed. Therefore, the
contract was amended to require the Seller to repair the failing

gseptic system to working order, which the Seller did prior to
settlement. Baltimore County Department of Environmental Protection

inspected and approved the reconstruction of the septic system.
The Buyers had no involvement whatsoever in that reconstruction.
T. Day 1, p. 169, 1.18.

Following settlement, Petitioners took possession of the
property and began rehabilitation. Upon making inquiry of Baltimore
County, Petitiocner Dietrich was advised that he needed no permits
or approvals to remove the siding and interior drywall. T. Day 2,
pp. 44-45. After removing the shingles, carpeting and dry-wall,
Petitioners discovered that the house was so infested with termites
and so water damaged that it was structurally unsound. T., Day 2,
pp 41-42. Petitioner then razed the dwelling, apparently without
having first applied for a County razing permit. Subsequently,
Petitioner applied for and obtained a permit to reconstruct a
dwelling on the same foundation as the prior residence. (Attachment
C) No separate razing permit was redquired.

Petitioners then proceeded to reconstruct the dwelling on the

foundation, adding an attached garage on the north side of the
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| house rather than 1in the_location of the prior carport and somewhat
‘enlarging the front porch. The new dwelling utilizes the existing
foundation, but unlike the old shingle house, it 1s a two story
brick dwelling, similar to many of the other homes along Glen Arm
Road. The building envelope for the new home is slightly larger

than that for the prior dwelling.

Appearing at the hearing before the Zoning Commissioner oOn
behalf of Appellee/Petitioners were Dan Dietrich, one of the
Petitioners, and Richard E. Matz, a professional engineer,
qualified as an expert in civil engineering and site development,
who prepared the plan which accompanied the petition.

Mr. Matz offered testimony and evidence that the prior owner
had recorded a Deed attempting to consolidate the four separate
parcels that comprised the 2.11 acres (but had done so without
Baltimore County approval). (Attachment D) Mr. Matz further
restified that the deed conveying the property to Petitioner had
purported to convey one lot, when in fact, the property st1ll
existed.as-four separate lots of record. (Protestants' Exhibit 1)
At the time Petitioner applied for his permit, the Zoning Office
discovered the irreqularity. As a consequence, Mr. Matz on behalf
of Petitioner, filed a plan to consolidate the four parcels into
one. Mr. Matz testified that because the four parcels were created
prior to the enactment of the R.C. regulations, the property could
have supported more than one buililding lot. T., Day 1l. pp. 24-28.
In fact, by consolidating the lots into one, Petiltioner is reducing

allowable density from as many as four units, to only one.




My. Matz also testified that because of the proximity of wells

on adjoining properties, the existence of steep slopes on the
property itself, and the irregular shape of the only flat area of
the lot, it was impossible to locate the dwelling anywhere on the
gite without violating some county regulations or policies. T. Day
1, p. 1587, 1. 7. Mr. Matz's testimony was uncontradicted.
Appellant testified on their own behalf and also called
Bruce Seely of the Department of Environmental Protection and
Regource Management (“DEPRM").
Bruce Seely testified that DEPRM has in recent years reversed
its long-standing policy prohibiting pumping septic up-hill and now

routinely grants relief for new construction to pump uphill

(against steep slopes). However, the subject septic system was a
reconstruct of a falling system.’ (see Attachment E) Mr. Seely
testified that where there is a failing system, the Department does
facilitates repairs to cure the immediate health hazard. T. Day
2, Pp. 26-27.

The Zoning Commissioner found that the setbacks for the
previous dwelling were also deficient, but because of the age of
the house (built prior to the effective daté of the R.C.
regulations), those setbacks were grand-fathered. That finding was

not raigsed as an lissue by Appellant.

W

! The policy permitting pumping for new construction arosge because a property owner

challenged the prohibition on pumping uphill presumably as a denial of his ability
toc use his property.




Since Appellants did not challenge the fact that the prior

house was nonconforming and that it had inadequate setbacks, these
issues must be considered to have been accepted by Appellants and

waived on appeal.

Appellants also did not challenge before the Board of Appeals
the variance for the shed.

Appellants allege that Petitioner is not entitled to variance
relief, at different times alleging either that the hardship was
self-created by virtue of reconstructing the sgeptic system where
it existed previously or that the property and structures are not
unique or unusual such that they satisfy legal requirements fox
variance relief,

Appellee submits that under applicable law and practice, and
based on the evidence presented, Appellee hasg met its burden and
satisfied the legal standards to merit approval of the requested
varliances.

THE LAW AS TO THE VARIANCHES
The Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (“B.C.Z.R.") provide:

“The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County and the
County Board of Appeals, upon appeal, shall have and
they are hereby given the power to grant variances from
height and area regulations, from off-street parking
regulations, and from sign regulations only in cases
where special circumstances or conditions exigt that are

peculiar to the land or structure which is the subject

of the variance request and where strict compliance with
the Zoning Regulationg for Baltimore County would result
in practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship. No
increase in residential density beyond that otherwise
allowable by the Zoning Regulations shall be permitted
ag a result of any such grant of a variance from height
or area regulations.” B.C.Z.R. §307.1 (emphasis added)
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The Zoning Commissioner found that the property is indeed
unique based on its topography, irregular shape and circumstances
peculiar to the existing structures, i.e. the improvements,
foundation, septic reserve and well areas. Further, he found that
owing to the site constraints the area for building where all
setbacks could be observed is "extremely small” and that to locate
a new structure elsewhere on the property would threaten the
viability of existing wells and septic fields, both on and off-
site, creating a practical difficulty for Petitionerg and a risk
to other adjoining properties. Lastly, the Zoning Cémmissioner
found there is no d_etrimental impact on surrounding locale such
that the grant of the relief is consistent with the spirit and

intent of the zoning regulations.

ISSUES PRESENTED

1. Do special circumstances or conditions that are peculiar
to the land or structures which are the subject of the variance
request exist, such that strict compliance with the Zoning
Regulations for Baltimore . County would result in practical
difficulty?

Yes.

2. Does the grant of the variances increase residential
deneity beyond that otherwise allowable by the Zoning Regulations?

No.

3. Will the requested relief be in strict harmony with the
gpirit and intent of sald height, area, off-street parking or sign
regulations, and without injury to public health, safety and

general welfare?

Yeg.




i ]

DISCUSSION

The Maryland courts have recently and exhaustively addressed
the law of Maryland, and of Baltimore County in particular, as it

relates to variances. The Court of Special Appeals in Cromwell V.
Ward, 102 Md. App. 691, 651 A.2d 424 (1995}, articulated a two part

test, requiring first a finding that the property is unique, and
only then, a determination of practical difficulty; that is, that
the ordinance has an abnormal impact on that specific piece of
property because of the property's unique characteristics.

The subject property satisfies both prongs of the legal test
for a variance.

The property is unique: there are special cilrcumstances Orx
conditiong exist that are peculiar to the land or structures. In
particular, the site i1s of an irregular shape; there are steep
slopes affecting almost all of the site; the location of wells on
adjoining properties creates non-useable areas on the site that
limit where a house can be built. To locate a house elsewhere on
the site would have an adverse effect environmentally. T. Day 1,
pp 41-43.

The combination of cilrcumstances are peculiar to this
property, subjecting it to conditions that do not apply generally
to other properties in the area, a distinction advanced 1n a number

of Maryland cases. AD + Soil, Inc. v. County Comm’rs, 307 Md. 307

(1986), cited in Cromwell.




These characterigtics are found only at thisg particular

location. Though, as Appellants allege, there may be other
properties in the area that are hilly, this property not only
suffers severe topography (over 25% slopes on most of the site) ,
but ig also irregularly shaped and constrained by adijacent wells,
resulting in conditions unlike any other property in the area.

Having established the unique circumstances affecting this
property, the courts then require an examination of whether the
application of the zoning ordinance imposes a practical difficulty
or undue hardship which is unique to the property.

Expert testimony was ﬁresented demonstrating that the
conditions existing on the site limit the location where a house
can be located. In fact, the only alternate location that might
comply with zoning setbacks, would viclate environmental
regulations and policies for well and septic systemg.’ T., Day 1,
p. 162, 1. 7.

Thus, the application satisfies the requirements for a
variance based solely on t'he physical features unigque to the
location and the disproportionate impact that would result from
strict compliance with the B.C.Z.R.

One can conclude that the variance should be affirmed based
on the legal analysis, without looking further to the unique
history of the deeds and prior use of the property. An examination

of those circumstances compels the conclusion that the proposal is

The County’'s testimony was that waivers of environmental regulations are only
granted routinely in the case of new conatruction; this site was a reconstruct and

did not warrant pumping uphill, a practice historilcally contrary to County policy.

9




not only consistent with the spirit and intent of the regulations
and the general area, but that it provides benefitg to the locale
not required of the Petitioner.

First, and not least, is that a dilapidated, uncared for
property is being improved with a brick home far more in keeping
with the style and nature of surrounding homes, as was evidenced
by a myriad of photographs of the old house, the new house, and
nearby and surrounding homes. T. Day 1, p. 40. 1. 7-11. This,
too, was undisputed.

What is more significant is that Petitioner, who arguably
could have had two or more legal lots at the location, has
consolidated the four pre-existing parcels of record 1nto one
parcel, thus reducing permissible density. So, instead of merely
satigfying the standard of B.C.Z.R. that “[n]Jo increase in
regidential density beyond that otherwise allowable by the Zoning
Regulations shall be permitted as a result of any such grant of a

variance”, Petitioner has in fact reduced that density.

Further support for the variance, if any is needed, can be
found in the history of use of the site, and the unchallenged
nonconforming residential use established by the long-existing
prior residence. That house, built in the early 1950's, occupied
the only level area of the site, and that use was continued by the
Petitioner, not abandoned. Testimony was presented that Petitioner
took possession of that house and commenced rehabilitation; what
was salvageable from that house -- the utility systems and the

entire foundation ~-- were used for the current reconstruction. The
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County's building permit similarly acknowledges that the current

improvements are a rebuild of the prior structure. The well and

septic system sexved that uge. All of these structures pre-dated
the current zoning ordinance, and asg such were valid, non-
conforming uses, grand-fathered, to use the words of the Zoning
Commissioner. There was also expert testimony that the extent of
the nonconformity wag not being increased — i.e., that the amount
of the intrusion into setbacks is equivalent for the old and re-
constructed houses.’

The undisputed history of use removes any suggestion that the
location of the improvements 1s a hardship created by either this
Petitioner or the prior owner in contravention of the B.C.Z.R.

Further, the very existence of those improvements is a peculiarity

unigue to this particular property and none other.

Lastly, Appellants' position simply defies logic and makes no
sense. To require a different location for the house would at the
least create potential health hazards, disturb existing vegetated
areas and grading, and requifé a new road and paving; a smaller or

different style of house would be inconsistent with the area, and
ag such, could conceivably negatively impact property values. To
do as Appellants urge, could create injury to the public health,

gsafety and general welfare where none now exists!

gy e oy e e e S oY

> Mr. Matz testified that the house was belng centered rather than being lgcated so

close to the adjoining property line. T. Day 1, p. 43, 1. 15-21,

L1
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CONCLUS TON

Appellee has presented sgubstantial evidence before this Board
that the requested Petition for Variances meet the standards of the
Baltimore County Zoning Regulations and Maryland case law. There
are unique circumstances peculiar to this property. The variance
does not increase density beyond that permitted. The hardship was
not the result of Petitioners' action. The relief can be granted
in such a fashion that the sgpirit and intent of the Zoning
Regulations will be maintained. There will be no injury to the
public safety and welfare if the relief is granted, but such injury
is possible if the relief ig deniled.

Appellants have utterly failed to produce evidence sufficient
to prove their case. Residents of the area did not produce any
facts to show that the circumstances and conditions that exist on
this property are common to any other properties in the area.
Though early in the hearing Appellants alleged that Petltioners may
have created the hardship, after the production and introduction
of the contract and other documents relating to the house and
systems seyving it, Appellants retreated from their allegationg.
In fact, it became evident that the conditions occurred without or
prior to Petitioners involvement in the property. Protestants were
unable to demonstrate that if the variance were denied that the
community might be better off in terms of health, safety and
general welfare than if the variances are affirmed.

There was no expert testimony presented in support of

Appellants' allegations. Nothing presented by Appellants disproves
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the facts advanced by Petitioners, thelr witnesses, or the

contracts, permitsg, inspection reports and other documents produced
in support of the wvariances. There 1s nothing presented by
Appellants gufficient to warrant a reversal of the decision of the
Zoning Commissioner.

WHEREFORE, Appellee prays that this County Board of Appeals
affirm the decision of the Zoning Commigsioner for Baltimore County
and grant the Petition for Variance and such other and furthex
relief ags the nature of its cause may require.

Regpectfully submitted,

Deborah C. Dbpﬁzn
409 Washington Avenue, Sulte 220

Towson, Maryland 21204
(410) 494-8080

Attorney for Appellee/Petitioner
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T HEREBRY CERTIFY, that on this 3rd day of April, 2000, a copy
of the foregoing Memorandum in Support was hand delivered or
mailed, postage prepaid to Michael P. Tancgyn, Esquire, 606

Baltimore Avenue, Suite 106, Baltimore, Maryland 21204-4098.

Deborah C. Doﬁiin"

Cidocs\DCDAZONING\Dietrichwmetmorandum support
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ZONING DESCRIPTION ?f'-” nf 2250
11444 Glen Arm Road nf,;g H of Mianod

Eoﬁp @

Beginning at a point on the east side of a right-of-way to Glen Arm Road.“15 feet
wide, 650 feet north of the centerline of Glen Arm Road which is 24 feet wide.
Thence the following courses and distances:

N44°30'00"W 352.50 ft.,
S83°54'00"E 244.37 ft.,
N47°00'00"E 325.00 ft.,
S44°30'00"E 155.15 ft., and
S45°30'00"W 480.01 ft. to the place of beginning.

As recorded in Deed Liber 13037, Folio 131, and containing 2.11 acres. Also
known as 11444 Glen Arm Road and located in the 11% Election District.

1ty
Ul .
S 1'3_ 287

2835 Smith Avenue, Suite G Baltimore, Maryland 21209
Telephone: (410) 653-3838 / Facsimile: (410) 653-7953
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IN RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE * BEFORE THE
NE/S Glen Arm Road, 2250’ N of Manor Road,
(11444 Glen Arm Road) * ZONING COMMISSIONER
11 Election District
6™ Councilmanic District * OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd * @ 0. 99-183-A (5
Petitioners
* ﬁ'ﬁo (e ‘"’M[
k¥ * % W * * R | K ¢

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This matter comes before the Zoning Commissioner for consideration of a Petition for
Variance filed by the owners of the subject property, Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd. The
Petitioners seek relief from Sections 1A04.3.B.2 and 400.1 of the Baltimore County Zoning
Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) to permit lot line setbacks of 20 feet and 24 feet in lieu of the required 50

yard location. The subject property and relief sought are more particularly described on the site
plan submitted which was accepted into evidence and marked as Petitioner’s Exhibit 1.
Appearing at the hearing on behalf of the Petition were Daniel Dietrich and Vienna
Heerd, property owners, Frank L. Dietrich, Richard E. Matz, Professional Engineer who prepared
the site plan for this property; and Deborah Dopkin, Esquire, attorney for the Petitioners. Also
appearing in support of the request were Gary Heiderman, adjoining property owner, William
Bissell, and Teresa Louro. Appearing as Protestants in the matter were numerous residents of the

surrounding community, all of whom signed the Protestants’ Sign In Sheet. Serving as

spokespersons for the group were Dudley Brownell, adjoining propetty OWner, and Stanley M.
Pollack.

Testimony and evidence offered revealed that the subject property consists of a gross
area of 2.11 acres, more or less, zoned R.C.5. The property is located not far from Gunpowder

Falls State Park, and vehicular access thereto is by way of a driveway that leads to Glen Arm



Road. Testimony indicated that the subject property is actually a compilation of what were
originally four separate lots of record. However, the Petitiﬁners purchased the property as a
single parcel and will formally combine the four lots into one single lot, pending the outcome of

the request for variance.

The property was previously improved with a single family dwelling which was shown
in several photogmﬁhs submitted at the hearing. That dwelling was constructed in the 1950s and
had apparently become termite infested and was in a dilapidated condition when the Petitioners
purchased the property. In order to improve the property, the Petitioners razed the dwelling,
apparently without the benefit of a County razing permit.

The Petitioners propose to construct a new single family dwelling on essentially the
same building footprint as the old dwelling. In fact, it was indicated that the existing foundation
has been preserved and will be utilized. The building envelope will be slightly larger, however,
primarily due to the proposed construction of an attached two-car garage and porch on the front
of the house. As a result of these improvements, lot line setbacks of 20 feet and 24 feet will be
maintained, in lieu of the required 50 feet. It was indicated at the hearing that the previous
dwelling had also been deficient, insofar as setbacks were concemed; however, was
grandfathered under the regulations in view of its age. Variance relief is also required to allow a
shed to remain in the front yard. The site plan and photographs submitted show that there are
two sheds presently on the property.

The granting of variance relief is provided in Section 307 of the B.C.Z.R. That Section
allows the Zoning Commissioner to grant relief upon making certain findings of fact; to wit, that
the property at issue is unique, that the Petitioner/Property Owner would suffer a practical
difficulty or unreasonable hardship if relief were denied, and that relief can be granted within the
spirit and intent of the zoning regulations and without adverse impact to the surrounding locale.
(See also, Cromwell v, Ward, 102 Md. App. 691 (1995).

Turning first to the uniqueness of the property, I am persuaded that this property is

indeed unique. The uniqueness arises from several factors. First, the property is of an irregular
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shape. Also, the grade of the property is somewhat irregular. That is, the site of the previous
house and existing foundation is one of the few flat portions of the property. Although structures
can be built into a grade, it is clear that a flat grade is more desirable. Finally, uniqueness is also
determined by the location of existing improvements on the site, not only including the
foundation, but the existing septic reserve area and well. For all of these reasons I find that the
property is unique.

Second, I also find that the Petitioners would suffer a practical difficulty if relief were
denied. Owing to the site constraints set forth above, the area for building where all setbacks
would be observed is extremely limited. Due to the irregular shape of the property, there is an
extremely small area where a building footprint could be located and 50-foot setbacks
maintained. As importantly, the location of the new structure elsewhere on the property would
threaten the viability of the existing well and septic field, as well as well and septic systems off-
site. County environmental regulations require appropriate setback distances between septic
systems and wells, even those on adjacent properties, These regulations significantly limit the
Petitioners’ options.

Third, 1 find that there will be no detrimental impact on the surrounding locale
occasioned by the granting of the variance. Moreover, the granting of the relief will be consistent
with the spirit and intent of the zoning regulations.

In this regard, the opposition of the Protestants is quite difficult to fathom. The
Petitioners are utilizing an existing parcel and propose 10 improve same with one single family
dwelling, irrespective of the fact that they might arguably develop the property with four
individual units. That is, rather than developing the parcel based upon its potential maximum
development rights as four separate lots of records, these Petitioners are willingly limiting
. development 10 a single structure. Moreover, the Petitioners have razed a structure which was
admittedly in a state of disrepair and intend to replace same with a new building, thereby
enhancing this property and the surrounding neighborhood. Furthermore, the; Petitioners are
essentially developing the property with nothing more than what has previously existed for

3



nearly half a century. The property s located in a rural area that features large, single family

dwellings on equally large lots. The Petitioners’ proposal is not out of character or context with

the area and I find no merit with the objections of the Protestants. The Petition shall therefore be
granted.

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and public hearing on this Petition
held, and for the reﬁsuns set forth above, the requested variance shall be granted.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore County
tis é_@g

1A04.3.B.2 and 400.1 of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) to permit lot line

y of January, 1999 that the Petition for Variance seeking relief from Sections

setbacks of 20 feet and 24 feet in lieu of the required 50 feet each, and to allow an existing shed
to remain in the front yard in lieu of the required rear yard location, in accordance with

Petitioner’s Exhibit 1, be and is hereby GRANTED, subject to the following restriction:

1) The Petitioners may apply for their building permit and be granted same upon
receipt of this Order; however, Petitioners are hereby made aware that pro-
ceeding at this time is at their own risk until the 30-day appeal period from the
date of this Order has expired. If an appeal is filed and this Order is reversed,

the relief granted herein shall be rescinded.

://"‘%’ WRENCE E. SCHMIDT )

Zoning Commissioner
LES:bjs for Baltimore County




[LOT SIZE AND BETRACKS

I
- tru-ﬂﬁunﬂmnnt-nﬂnﬂ-i_"-tﬂﬁ—ﬂunnﬂﬂﬂn-mmnﬂ

IGIZE: 2.11AC
IFRONT STREET :
BIDE  STREET:

BALTIVRE COUNTY, MARYLAND

DEPARTMENT OF PERMITS AND DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT

_-TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 .
BUILDING FERMIT . ,[MZ/
OR | : BUILDINGS ENGINEER
SERMIT %: B351324 CONTROL #: NR . DIST: 11  PREC: 0Of
DATE IBBUED: 02/22/99  TAX ACCOUNT #$: 2200023516 CLASS: 04

sl aNS: CONST © FLOT 7 R FLAT @ DATA @ ELEC YES PLUM YES

LOCATION: 11444 GLEN ARM RD
SUBRDIVISION: 2230 FT NW OF MANOR RD

IWNERS INFORMATION

NOME: DIETRICH. DANIEL | - Co Py Lqu¢@n1’ (:;'
GLLEN ARM MD 21057 /2%

APDPR: 11444 GLEN ARM RD

TENANT

CANTR:  DWMER

NG

SELLR: ,

WORK RECONSTRUCT SFD ON EX. FOUNDATION AND ADDITION

ON FRONT FORCH & GARAGE. HOUSE DECLOARED UNEAFE

DUE TO TERMITE INFESTATION AND WATER DAMAGE.
PLANS DETERMINED BY INSFECTOR. WALVE PLANG
FER RSW. &1'190°X34°10"X2%'=3,8048F. 2 BDRMS.

BLDG . CODE: i AMD 2 FAM. CODE
RESIDENTIAL CATEGORY: DETACHED OWNERSHIF: FRIVATELY OWNED

PROFOSED USE: SFD RECONSTRUCTED PER TERMITE DAMAGE
B0 . 000,00, EXISTING USE: SFD *

TYEE OF IMPRY: NEW BULDING CONTRUCTILON

USE:  ONE FAMILY .

COUNDATION: BLOCK | BASEMENT: FULL -

SEWAGE: FRIV. EXIBTS WATER: PRIV. EXISTS
. !

IFRONT SETHE: 170

BIDE SETE: 341/48"

SIDE STR SETE: .
REAR - SETH:  35°

PLEASE REFER TO PERMIT NUMBER WHEN MAKING INQUIRIES.



" DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
" Ground Water N'gament - 401 Bosiey Ave,, Towsor‘D 21204

February 17, 1999
= Mr. Daniel Dietrich
11444 Glen Arm Road
Glen Arm, MD 21057

Dear Mr. Dietrich:

The following information pertains to Building Permit application number B351321, for a 2 bedroom
dwelling located at 11444 Glen Arm Road, 21057, Election District 11

SEPTIC SYSTEM DESIGN

Parmission to use the existing reconstructed sewage disposal system.

The septic system is to be installed as shown on the final approved site plan. The top of the septic tank shall not be deeper
than 18 inches below grade. MANHOLE risers are to be installed to the surface over the septic tank and/or grease interceptor. The
septic tank caver shall remain in place. .

¥
+A piumbing permit is required for installation of an on site sewage disposal system. [nstallation detail shall conform with the

Satimore County Plumbing and Gasfitting Code. This office must be contacted if any deviation to specification or location of the
sewage disposal system is desired. Deviation requests must be accompanied by revised site plans showing all structures, water well,

sewage disposal system and reserve area, for review and approval prior to system construction.

An inspection must be made by the Plumbing Inspectian Division 410-887-3620 at the time the absarption trench is
completely excavated to verify the final depth and grade of the trench. A transit or similar device must be provided.

WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM

The water well yield test for well #BA EXISTING, performed by Watson's Plumbing & Heating
on 5/13/98 indicates a vield of 6.33 gailons per minute after 3 hours of continuous pumping. In
sccardance with Section 35-41 of the Baltimore County Code, this test shall be valid until , for the
purpose of conveyance of the property. This does not constitute, in any form or manner, a guarantee

by this office, of continuous water well yield.

Prior to occupancy of any new building served by a water well, bacteriological and chemical samples must be
collected for analysis. In order to avoid unnecessary delays, it ishsuggasted that the water supply system be connected to
the building and disinfected as soon as possible 8o that the necessary sampling can be accomplished. If assistance is

required for water sample coilection and analysis, please call 410.887-2762.

If there are any questions regarding the above, please contact this office at 410-887-2762.

Sincerely,

\4’5'

|
Thomas |. Bodrogi, R.S.
P)
Recs.B7H202



+ vl MAKY LAND DATE ; ?‘;/15/) b

PEPARTMENT OF PERMITS & DEVELOPMENZMMANAGEMENT
., TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 OEA: (o

| 131 HISTORIC DISTRIGT/E
PERMIT #: %%7 / PROPERTY ADDRESS /éﬁ’ff ﬂg@m &f
RECEIPT §: 24 SUITE/SPACE/FLOOR ':l YES [E NO

CONTROL #: /¢ SUBDIV: . [___] PO NoT KNOW
XREF #: TAX ACCOUNT #: zz-aa-a"zg‘f‘ﬂ DISTRICT/PRECINCT

. OWNER'S INFORMATION (LAST, FIEST)

FEE: / /175 NAME: DB A218C 7, “Tarvgicas -

PAID: ADDR: fluyy Glen, pem €

PRID BY: 47427 DOES THIS BII

INSPECTOR: APPLICANT INFORMATION HAVE SPRINKLE
I HAVE CAREFULLY READ THIS APPLICATION NAME:* \ YETRA L) YES—— NO.
AND KNOW THE SAME 1S QORRECT AND TRLE, COMPANY :

AND THAT IN DOTNG THIS WORK ALY, PROVI- STREET (:l & B2 A Ql:,
SIONS OF THE BALTD'ﬁRECﬂMYm.Eﬁm = =
CITY,ST,ZIP Glen Do D 2L

*

APFROPRIATY, STATE REGULATIONS WILL B -

OOMPLIED WITH WETHER HEREIN SPECIFTED ‘PgOEE e “I0-S39.3NY  MHIC LICENSE #: ———

OR NOT' AND WILJ, REQUEST ALL REQUIRED APP ICANTi' E _ D ;

INSPECTIONS. SIGNATURE: %i DRC#

BUILDING 1 or 2 ‘Fy/ PLANS: CONST PLOT PLAT DATA EL_/ pL_ /[
CODE CODE

TENANT ' |
- BOCA CODE__ CONTR:
TYPE OE-TMPROVEMENT ENGNR:

1. NEW BLDG CONST SELLR: £VAws, EqTatte CURRLErC CRLyimw ¥ ELLIINAETH
3. ADDITION

. ALTERATION M
. REPAIN DESCRIBE PROPOSED WoRK: (ase # 79-~1% 3-/4} gm:/a/ -20-4
: WRECKING -

~ O Ul & w

[T

eeo ot SFD oo s Lol ean
g'?gégf—-—-—-_______ G-I-»é?l amt‘;‘-ﬂw a—*f ZIL\.M“f PMC—"& L&7AA”75,

. (M CR.L.C& Jl UNnsa e cﬂ.u.e. fle:r“'llc.vm‘:w(i mi(.a,.(d‘“/w-a
*XER OF USE imcﬂ wWele ﬁw«a £. z
| ) /,ﬂﬁ/ﬁf PETrenmINEY g Y, fﬂfﬂ@cn

RESIDENTIAL NON-RESIDENTIAL WAVE Cooe Prans Rsy)
01. NE FAMILY 08. ___AMUSEMENT, RECREATION, PLACE OF ASSEMBLY -
02.7TWD FAMILY 09. TCHURCH, OTHER RELIGIOUS BUILDING 2t TG et L
03.” "THREE AND FOUR FAMILY 10.7FENCE (LENGTH HEIGHT ) 6/ o n3IV 7%
04.7 "FIVE OR MORE FAMILY 11.” INDUSTRIAL, STORAGE BUILDING 2 PED Roenn S
—_ (ENTER NO UNITS) 12.”"PARKING GARAGE
05.  SWIMMING POOL, - 13.__SERVICE STATION, REPAIR GARAGE TORC # /0/ ¥l - {LS( {
06. " GARAGE 14.7HOSPITAL, INSTITUTIONAL, NURSING HOME — \ (...
07.” _OTHER 15. 7 OFFICE, BANK, PROFESSIONAI SO
6. UBLIC UTILITY = 1N
17.___SCHOOL, COLLEGE, OTHER EDUCATIONAL ( C(
TYPE FOUNDATION BA-.“E%M’ 18.7 SIGN \ ¢
1. SLAB 1. —FULL 19.7"STORE MERCANTILE RESTAURANT '% \¢-' -
2. “-BLOCK 2.~ PARTIAL ~  SPECIFY TYPE y -
3.7 CONCRETE 3.7 NONE 20.___ SWIMMING POOL

21. TANK, TOWER

22" TRANSIENT HOTEL, MOTEL (NO. UNITS )
23. ™ OTHER | —
TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION TYPE OF HEATING FUEL TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL
JYPE OF CONSTRUCTION ~irt OF HEATING FUEL
1. MASONRY l.___GAS 3. ELECTRICITY 1. PUBLIC SEWER EXISTS ___ PROPOSI
2. Z=-WOOD FRAME 2.7.20IL 4.7 COAT, . 2. ”PRIVATE SYSTEM
3. STRUCTURE STEEL — : e SEPTIC XISTS - PROPOSI
4,7 REINF. CONCRETE TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY . PRIVY EXISTS ™ PROPOSI
SoeeD Sootir o B MG S, _pme  prosoom
- 0, 69 0 0> »
OF MATERIALS AN |
. . PROPOSED USE D & 7. 473 PEL _re’MITE PPMUEG €S

EXISTING USE: P55
OWNERSHIP
1. «PRIVATELY OWNED 3. PUBLICLY OWNED 3.____SALE 4.  RENTAL |
RESIDENTIAL CATEGORY: 1. ~BETACHED 2. SEMI-DET. 3. _ GROUP 4. TOWNHSE 5.  MIDRISE

#EFF: #1BED #2BEDT #3BED: ™"  TOT BED: ONDOS: 6. " HIRISE

1 FAMILY -BEDROOMS™ 2 T '~ TOT APTS/CONDOSi . 6.7

GARBAGE DISPOSAL T~ : HROOMS__/ CLASS_ ¢

POWDER ROOMS__ o KITCHENS LIBER_—=" FOLIQ——

‘ | ARPROVAL SIGNATURES ___DATE
BUILDING sng/ LOT SIZE AND SETBACKS  “BLD INSP :. b > 774

¢ N2 YO w7 (Fdy 5

FIOOR _7 & f_. SIZE __2,//% BLD _PLAN :J\ { ) LX/ AT i SRY, £, 5
WIDTH _4/”/0”  FRONT STREET FIRE : AR :

DEPTH _F7 /o' SIDE STRERT T gapy CIL 72 T W Y DY 7
HEIGHT __ 2 5~ FRONT SETBK ZONING/ /) : , (& Fa e Fadt A a7 P ETnas,
STORIES _Z 44 F SIDE SETBK —ﬁ 4/2¢ ZEN N S St B, SR AN

oPUB_SERV 3P '} 7
LOT §' SIDE STR SETEK C HAD T L 7 Fic gz s)

ENVRMNT

4,
2
CORNER LOT REAR SETBK 73 | _
1. Yo 2, “"ﬁp‘ ZONING S! g <" PERMITS : ' . .

MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY MARYLAND ~- NO PERMIT FEES REFUNDED
_'--“—-—“—‘_.—_W-

|23 "Moo # .
inee Sob v MD]\E%UQD " mMinge Sug- PO¢

1654




o HITRLI .
!

NO CONSIDERATION
NO TITLE EXAMINATION MADE OR REQUESTED

o

mmmmlﬂ'md_ﬂhr___- 19.34. by and between
CHARLES CALVIN EVANE AND ELIZABETH A. EVANS, his of the County of
Baitinors, State of Masyland, of the first part, and CHARLES CALVIN EVANS AND
mmmmma. EVANE, hs wite, of the Couny of Baiimore, State of Matyiand, of the

WHEREAS, by meesne conveyances the ssid Chariss Calvin Evans and Elizabeth
A. Evena, his wils, soquired tite to seversi parcels of fand; and

WHEREAS, # is the intention of the paties hersto o consolidate sald parcels
under one description; and

WHEREAS, that is the purposs of this Deed.

NOW, THEREFORE, WITNESSETH, That in oonsidaration of the sum of Five
Dollars ($8.00) and other good and valusbie considerations this day paid, the receipt of
which Is hersby acknowledged, the sald CHARLES CALVIN EVANE AND ELIZABETH
A. EVANS, his wifs, do hereby grant and convey unto ihe ssid CHARLES CALVIN
EVANS AND ELIZABETH A, EVANS, ivs wife, as tenants by the entireties, their assigns,
the aurvivor of !ham and to the survivors personal reprasamatives and in tea
almpie, all that land, situste, tying andi being in the Elsventh Election Dietrict of Baltimore
Courty, Siate of Marytand, mwummumm

FOR DEBCRIPTION SEE “EXHIBIT A™ attached hersio and mads a part hemot.

TOGETHER with the hulidings and improvements thereupon erected, made of
being and all and evary the rights, alleys, ways, waters, priviieges, appurtenannes and
advantages, 1o the same belonging, or In anywise appert.ining.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the sald lot of ground and premises unto ihe said
CHARLES CALVIN EVANE AND ELIZABETH A. EVANS, his wile, as tenants by the

antireties, their assigns, te swvivor of them and to the survivor's personal
reprosentatives and assigne, in fee simple.

AND the said panties of the first part heveby covenant that they have not done or
sutiared to be done any act, matier or thing whatsosver 10 encumber the property hevehy

oorveyed: that thay will wamant specially the property grentad and that thay will execute
such futher assurances of the same as may be requisite.

WITNESS the hands and seals of said grantors.

WITNESS! | :;ﬁ :1{“) '




. ‘- D115, ey ]
comver ¢ canarma Gmiwm. m‘;m L. nmres .

CONDG £ SEIACS-LOuS Lond Sureew AN & WA Nepneg
BT . D Reaistere ' l PREE N AL LENGLS
AT R ‘ﬂ BARL & SFEiin ¢
320 EARY YOWBONTOWN BOULEVARD PILIY & BN,
TOWBUON, MANYLAND R iIMe-BRIR P HOVIRL
i s T QIRSL
4108804470 WLLIAM W WL
AR § 1204477
hily 12, 19938
Dessription
331 Acre Paresi of Land

et = B
1

[Allﬂmmnrpunluﬂmmm lying and being in thé Elaventh Blection District of
Hultimore Cotmnty, State of Maryland and deporibed au follows to wit:

Baginning for the anme on the northenst sido of & 15 foot tight-ofway heretofore (sid o m the
begliing of the fourth or North 44 degroes 30 minues West 239.66 foot line of a parce! of land wivich
by & Deed dated Aprit 23, 1949 and recorded smong the Land Reconds of Baltimore County in Liber
T.0.8. No. {718 follo 360 wan conveyed by Thomas Q, Pearce and wife to Chavies Calvin Evans and
wile and nmning thenoa with and binding on sid fourth Jine and on the northeast xide of sald 15 oot
ri’ght-nﬁ-my.whhthﬂlhmdmﬁmfhmmnw%mmmmimm«d«ﬂm.ﬂl
minutos Waest 239.66 feet to the beginning of the pareei of lend fivatly deseribed in a Deed dried July 28,
1951 and recorded smong the Land Records of Baltimors County in Liber G048, Mo, 2029 follo 367
which was conveyed by Thomas G. Pearce snd wifs to Charles Calvin Evans and wife and thenee
turning with and binding on the Tirst line of seid finly desceibed parce] of fand snd binding on the
northeset side of (e mald 15 fool Hight-of-way, heretofore laid out, with the Hight and ues in common with
athers entitled theveto, Notth 44 degress 30 minwtes west 1 12.34 Teew 0 the beginning of the sccond fine
of suid fast mentioned firatly described parcel of tand, thonoe nmning with and binding on the said
second lne, South 83 degrees 54 minutes Eawt 146.02 feet to the begiming of the tast or Soath £3
dogrees 54 minutes East 98.33 foot fing of the fitly beruin mentions s paroet of Tand dated April
23,1949 which was conveyed by Pesice to Bvany and tonning theiioe with and blisding on the said fast
\ine, South 43 degreen 34 minutes East 9893 fout (0 the beginning of mnid Inst mentioned parcet of and,
thence rmming with ind binding on the first {ine of ihe reid parcel of land, Novth 47 degmes East 53 90
foat to the beginning of the secondly dencribed parcel of Iand mentioned in & Deed dated July 28, 1931
and recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore Coomty in Liber G.1.B. No. 2029 folla 367 whick
was conveyed bry Thomas (. Pearce and wife to Chries Calvin Evans and wills, thence running with and
binding on the flrst, second, snd thind lmes of said parcel of land the throe following courses and
distances, viz: North 47 degroes East 271,10 Roet, South 44 degreas 30 minvtes Exgt 155.15 fent to the
noritrwest side of a right-of-way 23 feet wide, hererofors laid cut, snd Souths 45 degroes 10 minutes West
binding on the northweat slde of said right-of-waty with the right and tse i common with other entitled
theretn, 271,01 feet to the beginning of the third or Sauth 435 degrens 30 minutes Wast 309 foot line of
the first herain montioned petcal of tend which by a deed dated April 23, 1949 was conveyed by Pearce

3 11 Acdee !



- 0H1433.523

.lﬂ"y '2: 1998

Dasetiption
.13 Acre Parcel of Land

hﬁmmmmmh;umwhhmdmm«uldlhkdlluelndhindhgunﬂnmhmuf

said 25 foot tight-ofeway heretofots iskd out, Sowth 4$ degrees 30 minutes west 209 feet to the pisce of
beginning.

Containing 2,11 Acres of land, more o fess, as naw compiled nmmhdinfmmd.)

q
Reoords ¢

Duddmﬂm 7, IHGMWMMWTH.S 1757 Folio 32 wivieh was
conveyed by Lillian A, Keily, unmarried to Lata M, Bourty, utmurried, during the te
af he mllirﬁndﬁmluﬂnhinﬂmmmhm&.ﬂv -

2. Dwed dnedTily h I TGS UL NG, 3039 folio 367 which wae
mwyadby'ﬂlomuﬁ Muladl.dlhw Poarce, his wifs, to Charles Calvin Evana
snd Elizabeth A. Evans, hizs wife,

3. Being » part of the parcel of land described In & Dend ¢ ated April 23, 1949 and recorded

i Libwe T,1.5. No. {738 (olio 160 which wes conveiyed by Thomas G, Pearos and Lottie
W. Pearce, hit wife, to Churles Calvin Evans and Blizabeih A, Evans, his wife.

Together with the right rnd use thereof In common with olhers entitied thereto of tlie sbove

15 fook vight-oF.way and the 15 foot right-of-way, herwtofore laid out, and described i thr
w deeds. |

3.1 At dm 2

RITE 100 » #20 KAST TOWRONTOWN gOULEVAND » TOWERON, MARYLAND 21288 + 410.019-4470 » FAX 410.873:447)
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BALTIMORE COUNTY | -
NMENTAL PROTECTION AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT |
GROUND WATER MANAGEMENT 7 /_/ é ]

(410-887-2762) g

RECONSTRUCT PLUMBING PERMIT H N 0[‘ w M{- C
RECOMMENDATION

DEPARTMENT OF EN

L]

~
J":- ¢’ "!:'" T

INSTALLER: [Mosae G HORA(A OWNER: {1, ]lt;—‘# , Paul € Lﬁ“;"‘f‘_" ;

'
i - [} [ 1]
- +
"4 . & ‘ tﬂ‘ ! .
L]

‘ ] v MR AL T - AR
ADDRESS: _// 44y G lea, Rem Kd 0. /)
TYPE OF BUILDING: K .25 Commercial/Residential
( ) Inspect septic tank baffles, repair as needed.
(X ) Replace septic tank } §do Gal - C'amcze.'f‘e.
(size, type)

( X} Install manhole riser and 1id, bring riser and 1id to grade.

Cover on septic tank to remain in place. /

~fv<) Install distribution box as shown.

( ) Install seapage pit(s) .

as shown on plot pian. (size) - f"' T
(N ) Install | 15~ absorption trenches, _2.  wide, A deep,

y (#) (length)- /
‘/mstone, as per plot plan, J

( ) Install field laterals, ___ wide, ___ deep, minimum

___sg. ft. trench bhottom, as per plot plan.

( ) Other comments:

w

FEE: $ 29.00/Partial $ 43.00/Complete X
.. \ .
ta 1:& ‘
\i RN AW, @ ‘@/‘75
Sanjt&riah .

. - IR
White - Plumbing Inspection Yellow - Applicant " "pink - DEPRM
PLBG.FRM/DEPRM/TXTSDS~3/95
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Dehoral C. Dopkin
Altormey At Law

409 Washinglon Avenue
Suite 920

Towson, MD 21204
(410) 494-8080

|

Ii

RECEIVES
COUNTY Bom%%% Piiz st o
IN RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE % BEFORE THE EALL
NE/S Glen Arm Road 99 AUG - mn
2250 N of Manor Road * BOARD OF APPEAﬁy :UO-
(11444 Glen Arm Road)
11" Election District * FOR

6" Councilmanic District
* BALTIMORE COUNTY

DANIEL DIETRICH AND ok Cage No. 98-183-A
VIENNA HEERD

Petitioners/Appellees

1 * .3 * * * * * * * *
MOTION TO QUASH AND FOR PROTECTIVE QRDER

Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd, Appellees, by their
attorney, Deborah C. Dopkin, and Deborah C. Dopkin, P.A., in
regsponse to the Subpoenag filed by Appellant's counsel,
respectfully submits this Motion to Quash, and states as reasons
therefore:

1. That the records requested do not relate to the Variance
Petition that 1is the subject of this appeal should be quashed.

Specifically, these are the Settlement Sheet (HUD-1), location

survey, documents relating to permits, title documents other than
the Deed, documents of any sort relating to the septic system,
contracts relating to the purchase of the subject property, and
documents between Mr. Dietrich or Ms. Heerd involving the United
States Postal Service. To the extent such records are not public,
a Protective Order should issue barring their production,

2. That all such documents are unrelated and immaterial to
the matters before this Board have no probative value, would not

be otherwise admigsible and relate to matters over which the Board

has no jurisdiction.




I‘l

3. That Mr. Dietrich is the custodian of the records relating

to the property, and his appearance alone is sufficient to respond
to matters raigsed in Appellants' Subpoena. Therefore, Ms. Heerd's
appearance should be not required before this Board.

4. That in general, the Subpoena fails to comply with Rules
of Practice and procedure of the Baltimore County Board of Appeals.

WHEREFORE, Appellee prays:

A, That this Motion to Quash be granted;

B. That this Motion for Protective Order be granted;

C. That the Subpoena, as to Msg. Heerd, be gquashed in its

entirety;

D. That the Subpoena, as to Mr. Dietrich, be quashed in whole
or in part; and
E. Such other and further relief as the nature of this cause

may require.

i) i

eborah C. Dopkin
Deborah C. Dopkin, P.A.
409 Washington Avenue
suite 920
Towson, Maryland 21204
(410) 494-8080
Attorney for Appellees

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this &  day of August, 1999, a

copy of the aforegoing Motion To Quash was mailed, postage prepaid




to Michael P. Tanczyn,

Towgson, Maryland 21204,

Cidocs s KMC\DCD\Dietrich Motion Quash

Egquire, Suite 106, 606 Baltimore Avenue,

attorney for Appellants.

Afrenf

eborah C. Dopk]




LAW OFFICE
HOLZER AND LEE
THE 508 BUILDING
508 FAIRMOUNT AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND
21286

(41O B25-6961
FAX' (410) 825-4923

IN RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE » BEFORE THE
NE/S Glen Arm Road, 2250'N of Manor Road
(11444 Glen Arm Road) ZONING
11th Election District
6th Councilmanic District * COMMISSIONER OF

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd "
Petitioners Case No. 99-133-A
N
n N o N ] N N x N x N * ﬁ ;]

NOTICE OF APPEAL
Dudley and Betty Brownell and Ginny Sarant, individually, and Summerfield Farms Assn.,
Inc., Appellants in the above captioned case, by and through their attorney, J. Carroll Holzer and
Holzer and Lee, hereby note an appeal to the County Board of Appeals from all aspects of the .
decision of the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County rendered on January 21, 1999, a copy of !

which is attached hereto, including the approval of all variances.

Filed concurrently with this Notice of Appeal is a check made payable to Baltimore County

to cover the costs of the appeal and the posting of the property.

”‘“:Tm-—-_.-...._m..,.w.,- .
o B

!

| 181999 |+,

|

. | J. Carroll Holzer
-~ Holzer & Lee

508 Fairmount Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21286

410-825-6961
Attorney for Appellants




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that onthe th day of January, 1999, a copy of the foregoing Notice

. of Appeal was mailed first class, postage pre-paid to the County Board of Appeals, Basement Old

.ﬁ/ ]
. Carroll Holzer >

Court House, 400 Washington Ave., Towson, MD 21204,

" NOTICES\A:\summerfield. NOA

———u e ———
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IN RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE * BEFORE THE
NE/S Glen Arm Road, 2250’ N of Manor Road,
(11444 Glen Arm Road) *  ZONING COMMISSIONER
11% Election District
6™ Councilmanic District * QF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Daniel Dictrich and Vienna Heerd * (Case No, 99-183-A
Petitioners
K
¥k i * * »* * » S S 3 *

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This matter comes before the Zoning Commissioner for consideration of a Petition for
Variance filed by the owners of the subject property, Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd. The
Petitioners seek relief from Sections 1A04.3.B.2 and 400.1 of the Baltimore County Zoning
Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) to permit lot line setbacks of 20 feet and 24 feet in lieu of the required 50
feet each, and to allow an existing shed to remain in the front yard in lieu of the required rear
yard location. The subject property and relief sought are more particularly described on the site
plan submitted which was accepted into evidence and marked as Petitioner’s Exhibit 1.

Appearing at the hearing on behaif of the Petition were Daniel Dietrich and Vienna
Heerd, property owners, Frank L. Dietrich, Richard E. Matz, Professional Engineer who prepared
the site plan for this property, and Deborah Dopkin, Esquire, attorney for the Petitioners. Also
appearing in support of the request were Gary Heiderman, adjoining property owner, William
Bissell, and Teresa Louro. Appearing as Protestants in the matter were numerous residents of the
surrounding community, all of whom signed the Protestants’ Sign In Sheet. Serving as
spokespersons for the group were Dudley Brownell, adjoining property owner, and Stanley M.
Pollack.

Testimony and evidence offered revealed that the subject property consists of a gfnss

area of 2.11 acres, more or less, zoned R.C.5. The property is located not far from Gunpowder

v f-‘"bFQR FILING

. Falls State Park, and vehicular access thereto is by way of a driveway that leads to Glen Arm

v
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Road. Testimony indicated that the subject property is actually a compilation of what were
originally four separate lots of record. However, the Petitioners purchased the property as a
single parcel and will formally combine the four lots into one single lot, pending the outcome of
the request for variance.

The property was previously improved with a single family dwelling which was show_p
in several photographs submitted at the hearing. That dwelling was constructed in the 1950s and
had apparently become termite infested and was in a dilapidated condition when the Petitioners
purchased the property. In order to improve the property, the Petitioners razed the dwelling,
apparently without the benefit of a County razing permit.

The Petitioners propose to construct a new single family dwelling on essentially the
same building footprint as the old dwelling. In fact, it was indicated that the existing foundation
has been preserved and will be utilized. The building envelope will be slightly larger, however,
primarily due to the proposed construction of an attached two-car garage and porch on the front
of the house. As a result of these improvements, lot line setbacks of 20 feet and 24 feet will be
maintained, in lieu of the required 50 feet. It was indicated at the hearing that the previous
dwelling had also been deficient, insofar as setbacks were concerned; however, was
grandfathered under the regulations in view of its age. Variance relief is also required to allow.a
shed to remain in the front yard. The site plan and photographs submitted show that there are

two sheds presently on the property.
The granting of variance relief is provided in Section 307 of the B.C.Z.R. That Section

allows the Zoning Commissioner to grant relief upon making certain findings of fact; to wit, that
the property at issue is unique, that the Petitioner/Property Owner would suffer a practical
difficulty or unreasonable hardship if relief were denied, and that relief can be granted within tl}e
spirit and intent of the zoning regulations and without adverse impact to the surrounding Iocaie.

(See also, Cromwell v. Ward, 102 Md. App. 691 (1995).

Turning first to the uniqueness of the property, I am persuaded that this property is

indeed unique. The uniqueness arises from several factors, First, the property is of an irregular

2
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shape. Also, the grade of the property is somewhat irregular. That is, the site of the previoéls
house and existing foundation is one of the few flat portions of the property. Although structures
can be built into a grade, it is clear that a flat grade is more desirable. Finally, uniqueness is also

determined by the location of existing improvements on the site, not only including the

foundation, but the existing septic reserve area and well. For all of these reasons I find that the

property is unique,
Second, I also find that the Petitioners would suffer a practical difficulty if relief were

denied. Owing to the site constraints set forth above, the area for building where all setbacks
would be observed is extremely limited. Due to the irregular shape of the property, there is an
extremely small area where a building footprint could be located and 50-foot setbacks
maintained. As importantly, the location of the new structure elsewhere on the property would
threaten the viability of the existing well and septic field, as well as well and septic systems off-

site. County environmental regulations require appropriate setback distances between septic

systems and wells, even those on adjacent properties. These regulations significantly limit the

Petitioners’ options.

Third, I find that there will be no detrimental impact on the surrounding locale

occasioned by the granting of the variance. Moreover, the granting of the relief will be consistent

with the spirit and intent of the zoning regulations.

In this regard, the opposition of the Protestants is quite difficult to fathom. The
Petitioners are utilizing an existing parcel and propose to improve same with one single family
dwelling, irrespective of the fact that they might arguably develop the property with four
individual units. That is, rather than developing the parcel based upon its potential maximuym
development rights as four separate lots of records, these Petitioners are willingly limiting
development to a single structure. Moreover, the Petitioners have razed a structure which was
admittedly in a state of disrepair and intend to replace same with a new building, thereby
enhancing this property and the surrounding neighborhood. Furthermore, the Petitioners are
essentially developing the property with nothing more than what has previously existed for

3



OR FILING

- f

1y
- 3 .

»:

/

7/

R REJCIVI

*1.f
_?

Plate
i

il
2 1

.
r—
r
o4
.,

nearly half a century. The property is located in a rural area that features large, single famiily
dwellings on equally large lots. The Petitioners’ proposal is not out of character or context with
the area and I find no merit with the objections of the Protestants, The Petition shall therefore be
granted.

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and public hearing on this Petition
held, and for the reasons set forth above, the requested variance shdll be granted.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore County
this 02/ ay of January, 1999 that the Petition for Variance seeking relief from Sections

1A04.3.B.2 and 400.1 of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) to permit lot line
setbacks of 20 feet and 24 feet in lieu of the required 50 feet each, and to allow an existing shed
to remain in the front yard in lieu of the required rear yard location, in accordance with

Petitioner’s Exhibit 1, be and is hereby GRANTED, subject to the following restriction:

1) The Petitioners may apply for their building permit and be granted same upon
receipt of this Order; however, Petitioners are hereby made aware that pro-
ceeding at this time is at their own risk until the 30-day appeal period from the
date of this Order has expired. If an appeal is filed and this Order is reversed,

the relief granted herein shall be rescinded. W
é : %AWREN |

CE E. SCHMIDT

Zoning Commissioner
LES:bjs for Baltimore County
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Baltimore County Suite 405, County Courts Bldg.
Zoning Commissioner 401 Bosley Avenue
Office of Planning Towson, Maryland 21204

410-887-4386

January 21, 1999

Deborah Dopkin, Esquire
Mercantile-Towson

409 Washington Avenue, Suite 920
Towson, Maryland 21204-4903

RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE
NE/S Glen Arm Road, 2250’ N of Manor Road

(11444 Glen Arm Road)

11th Election District — 6th Councilmanic District
Dantel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd - Petitioners
Case No. 99-183-A

Dear Ms. Dopkin;

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

In the event any party finds the decision rendered is unfavorable, 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 office at 887-3391.
Very truly yours, %

LAWRENCE E. SCHMIDT
Zoning Commissioner

LES:bjs for Baltimore County

cc:  Mr. Daniel Dietrich and Ms. Vienna Heerd
4333 Chapel road, Perry Hall, Md. 21128
Mr. Richard E. Matz, Colbert Matz Rosenfelt, Inc.
2835 Smith Avenue, Suite G, Baltimore, Md. 21209
Mr. Dudley Brownell, 11520 Glen Arm Road, Glen Arm, Md. 21057
Mr. Stanley Pollack, ?A Copperwood Lane, Glen Arm, Md. 21057

People's Counsel; Case/File

A Printed wath Soybean Ink
%é} on Recycled Papar
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This Petition shail be flled with the Department of Permits & Develdépment Management
The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the Property situate in Baltimore County and which s described In the description and plat attached

herato and made a part hereof, hereby petition for a Varlance from S
the B.C.Z.R, for lot line setbacks of 20ft. and

1404.38B,.2 of

24 ft.,, in lieu of SOfF. rgquiyed O
Shed in T ﬁe-fr‘bn'f' yﬂf‘ff‘( im [ieyv of

ection(s) 400, |

¢ ecch ond fo aflow @0 éxfsffﬁ
e (Egc.flf'eﬂ{ reqr y{qm/ to

¢t the Zening Regulations of Saltimors County, to the Zoning Law of Baltimere County: h’& e following reasons: (indicate hardahijn or

Practical difficulty) The uniqueness and peculiarity o
causes the zoning provisions to impact

the property.

e property
disproportionately upon

Practical difficulty and unreasonable hardship result from the

disproportionate impact of
Eﬁgulations caused

the
property

provisions of the zoning

's uniqueness,

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

l, or we, agree to pay oxpenses of above Varlancs advertising,
be bound by the zoning regulations and restrictions of Baltimor

Cantract PurchaserLassee:

(Type or Print Name}

Sigrarrs o ———

Address A
Cuy Siate Jdpcoce

Attomney for Petitiones:

(Type or Pnnt Name)
| Sigrature T ——

)
o
t-.‘ﬂ-J :
e | =
NG ™Y | City Staze Spcode
E_ =f .
. \ |
S\ Qb
b |
o '
ne o) Printect wity Soybesn Ink
- - -’ " Recycied Pyper
4 '
4 Revised 9/5/95
o
= QO
1

pasting, etc., upon filing of this petition, and further agree to and arp to
e County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baitimore Caunty.

We do solamniy daclare and affirm, under the penaities of penury, that (e are the
legal awnet(s) of the Rroperty which is the subject of this Petition.

Legal Owneris):

Daniel Dietrich

Signature
ZiennA Heerp
(Type or Print mn:-j

410-529-9571

Addraas Fhone Na.
|

Glen Arm, MD 21057 ;
City State dpcoce |

Hm.Mdmummnumb«ﬁnnmﬁnmmmm |

Richard E. Matz, P.E.
"“'S@%Eeﬁi‘ﬁi@ﬁtivg?sﬁ%geys' Inca.
Aadess BE I tIMOTE T MP—2420954 1 0~653-3838

A OFFICE USE ONLY ml
ESTIMATED LEROTH OF HEARING e —
unavailable for Hearing g

len Arm Rd.




Colbert Matz Rosenfelt, Inc.

Civil Engineers ¢ Surveyors » Planners

ZONING DESCRIPTION i Fomf’ 2750
11444 Glen Arm Road Nonth C’f @ Mo
AP .

.1 e
Beginning at a point on the east side of a right-of-way to Glen Arm Road, 15 feet @f
wide, 650 feet north of the centerline of Glen Arm Road which is 24 feet wide. |

Thence the following courses and distances:

N44°30°00"W 352.50 ft.,

S83°64'007E 244.37 fi.,

N47°00°00"E 325.00 ft.,

S44°30'00"E 165.15 ft., and

S45°30'00"W 480.01 ft. to the place of beginning.

As recorded in Deed Liber 13037, Folio 131, and containing 2.11 acres. Also
known as 11444 Glen Arm Road and located in the 11" Election District.

|
J'
I
|
|

2835 Smith Avenue, Sulte G Baltimore, Maryland 21209
Telephone: (410) 653-3838 / Facsimlle: (410) 653-7953 -




DEPARTMENT OF PERMITS AND DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT |
ZONING REVIEW '

ADVER ING REQUIREMEN AND PROCEDUR OR ZONING HEARINGS

The_Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (BCZR) require that notice be given to the

general public/neighboring property owners relative to property which is the subject éf
an upcoming zoning hearing. For those petitions which require a public hearing, this
notice is accomplished by posting a sign on the property (responsibility of the petitioner)
and placement of a notice in a newspaper of general circulation in the County, both at

least fifteen (15) days before the hearing.

Zoning Review will ensure that the legal requirements for advertising are satisfied.
However, the petitioner is responsible for the costs associated with these requirements.
The newspaper will bill the person listed below for the advertising. This advertising is
due upon receipt and should be remitted directly to the newspaper.

OPINIONS MAY NOT BE ISSUED UNTIL ALL ADVERTISING COSTS ARE PAID.

O ertisi

ltem Nﬁmber or Case Number: / d 5 |
Petitioner: ; lll\ll 2 :D | ETRIUE AND { I’w N A l‘l ECRD
Address or Location: “‘VH{ (L Aem Qa/‘cE

Gred A, MDD 21057,
PLEASE FORWARD ADVERTISING BILL TO:
Name: LANTEL IETRIH ;
Address: ‘|4 SAEN Ad"JVl Qﬁf*‘D u

Gred Aem  Mb 2057, ’

Telephone Number: 4_'\@ - 529-167

Revised 2/20/98 - SCJ

q9-%3-A
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NOTICE OF ZONING _

- —_———— e — e T .

The anng Gnmmmsmner of
Baltimore County, by authority
of the Zoning Act and Regula-
tiens of Balfimore Gourty will
hold a public hearing in Tow-

$on, Marviand on the property
idertified herein as follows:

Case: #99-183-A ,
11444 Glen Arm Road

NW,;S Glen Amm Road (60D’
rear), approximately 2150' NE
of Manor Road

11th Election District

.} 6th Councilmanic District

{egal Owner(s): Daniel Diet-

rich & Vienna Heerd

Variance: to permit ot line
sethacks of 20 feet and 24 foct
in lieu of the 50 feet required
and to allow an existing shed
n the frant yard in leu of the
required rear yard.

Hearing: Tuesday, Decem-

ber 15, 1998 at 11:60 a.m. |
in Room 407, Coanly Courts |

Bldg., 481 Bosley Averue.

LAWRENCE E. SGHMIDT
Zoning Cormmissioner for
Baltimore Gounty
NOTES: (1) Hearings are
Hand_ncapped Accessible; for
accommodations
lesecail (410) 887-3353.

(2} Forinformation cancen- |

ing- the Fie and/or
Please Call (410} 887-3391.

11/384 Nov. 26 C275847 |

- CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

_/U a1, 1078

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was

TOWSON, MD.,

published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper published
in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., once in each of ‘L successive
weeks, the first publication appearing on / A o)-é 19 ZZ

THE JEFFERSONIAN,

(. W onpilioan

LEGAL AD. - TOWSON
—_—

———— ——
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. RE: Case No.: ‘_j?___;%_;

ELP,
Petitioner/Developer:
N

C U R_ETAL
C

70 . YA TZE

Date ﬂchaﬁnB/C]gsing: I’L t {( Z ?5
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 centify under the penalties of perjury that the necessary sign(s) required by law
were posted conspicuously on the property located at

A 11444 GLEN ALHM RD

=l ————

The sign(s) were posted on | ” g ; o f "7 8

( Mbnth, Dby, Year)

Patrick M. Q_'_[(eefe
" " (Printed Name)

. 223 Penny Lane
(Address)

Hunt Valley, MD 21030
(Citv, State, Zip Code)

o Do=-G57/]
{410 646-5364 '

a Pager (410) sadeRiifid

(Telephone Number)

A PURLIC HEARING WILL g HELD BY
THE ZONING COMMISSIONER
IN TOWSON , MD..

Qi+ P iy v H“
PLACE (XO0M 407 r+.ouTY FerTre gt

TIME & DATE TUEStwY, DELEMBER [5]YMaT 1| CORM

VARIANCE To PERMIT LOT LINE SETBACKS
OF LO-FEET AND 24 FELT N LIEU oF THE

S0 FELT REQUIRED AND T2 ALLOW AN
BXISTING SHED (N THE FRONT YARD IN
kB

£
A SURED REAR YARD.

- ——urrr
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POSTPONEMENTS DUE TO WEATHER OR OTHER CONDITIONS ARE SOMETIMES NECESSARY.
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REQUESﬁ VARIANCE.

DATE AND TIME:



TO: PATUXENT PUBLISHING COMPANY
November 25, 1998 Issue — Jeffersonian

Please forward billing to:
Daniel Dietrich 410-629-9677
11444 Glen Arm Road
Glen Arm, MD 210567

—

NOTICE OF ZONING HEARING

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Act and

Regulations of Baltimore County, will hold a public hearing in Towson, Maryland on the
property identified herein as follows:

CASE NUMBER: 99-183-A

11444 Glen Arm Road

NW/S Glen Arm Road (600’ rear), approximately 2150’ NE of Manor Road
11" Election District — 6™ Councilmanic District

Legal Owner: Daniel Dietrich & Vienna Heerd

Variance to permit lot line setbacks of 20 feet and 24 feet in lieu of the 50 feet required
and to allow an existing shed in the front yard in lieu of the required rear yard.

HEARING: Tuesday, December 15, 1998 at 11:00 a.m. in Room 407, County Courts
Building, 401 Bosley Avenue

50>
LAWRENCE E. SCHMIDT
ZONING COMMISSIONER FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

NOTES: (1) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS
PLEASE CALL 410-887-3353.

(2) FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING THE FILE AND/OR HEARING, PLEASE CALL 410-~
887-3391.
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, Development Processing |
Baltimore County County Office Building
Department of Permits and 111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Development Management ‘ Towson, Maryland 21204
pdmlandacq@co.ba.md.us

|
T T

November 10, 1998

NOTICE OF ZONING HEARING

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Act and

Regulations of Baltimore County, will hold a public hearing in Towson, Maryland on the
propenrty identified herein as follows:

CASE NUMBER: 99-183-A

11444 Glen Arm Road

NW/S Glen Arm Road (600’ rear), approximately 2150’ NE of Manor Road
11" Election District — 6 Councilmanic District

Legal Owner: Daniel Dietrich & Vienna Heerd

Variance to permit lot line setbacks of 20 feet and 24 feet in lieu of the 50 feet required
and to allow an existing shed in the front yard in lieu of the required rear yard. |

HEARING: Tuesday, December 15, 1998 at 11:00 a.m. in Room 407, County Courts
Building, 401 Bosley Avenue

. ﬂ,ﬂ R .
'r"".ﬂ 111}
B ‘j&\"l

Arnold
Director

oy

c.. Vienna Heerd & Daniel Dietrich
Colibert Matz Rosenfelt, inc.

NOTES: (1) YOU MUST HAVE THE ZONING NOTICE SIGN POSTED ON THE PROPERTY BY
NOVEMBER 30, 1998.

'(2) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS
PLEASE CALL 410-887-3353.

(3) FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING THE FILE AND/OR HEARING, CONTACT THIS
OFFICE AT 410-887-3391,

Come visit the County's Website at www.co.ba.md.us

] Q__\: ‘:9;: Printad with Soybean Ink

on Recycled Paper
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TR . Development Processing

fﬂ*% Baltimore County County Office Building
*x x| Department of Permits and 111 West Chesapeake Avenue

% Development Management - Towson, Maryland 21204

S pdmlandacq@co.ba.md.us

December 11, 1998

Richard Matz, P.E.

Colbert, Matz, Rosenfelt, Inc.
2835 Smith Avenue, Suite G
Baltimore, MD 21209

RE: Item No.: 183
Case No.: 99-183-A
Location: 11444 Glen Arm Road

Dear Mr. Matz:

The above referenced petition was accepted for processing by the

Bureau of Z2oning Review, Department of Permits and Development Management
(PDM), on Octcober 27, 1998.

The Zoning Advisory Committee (ZAC), which consists of
representatives from several Baltimore County approval agencies, has
reviewed the plans that were submitted with your petition. All comments
submitted thus far from the members of the ZAC are attached. These
comments are not intended to indicate the appropriateness of the 2oning
action requested, but to ensure 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. All comments 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.

Very truly yours,

A {&/A,g/%
W. Carl Richards, Jr. '

Zoning Supervisor
Zoning Review

WCR:iggs

Enclosures
Come vistt the County's Website at www.co.ba.md.us

Printed with Soybean Ink
oh Recycied Papet



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Arnold Jablon, Director Date: November 17, 1998
Department of Permits & Development
Management

FROM: bert W. Bowling, Supervisor
IXBureau of Developer's Plans Review
SUBJECT: Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting
for November 16, 1998 _

Item Nos. 181, 182,183} 186 and
Item No. 158 - Revised Plans

The Bureau of Developer's Plans Review has reviewed the subject
zoning items, and we have no comments.

RWB:HJO: jrb

cc: Pile

ZONE1116.NOC



Date: November 19, 1998

TO: Arnold Jablon

FROM: R. Bruce Seeley ppd/ j}

SUBJECT: Zoning Item #183

Dietrich P - 11444 Glep Arm Road

Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting of November 9, 1998

_____ The Department of Environmental Protection and Resource Management has no
comments on the above-referenced zoning item.

_____ The Department of Environmental Protection and Resource Management requests

an extension for the review of the above-referenced zoning item to determine the
extent to which environmental regulations apply to the site.

—X___ The Department of Environmental Protection and Resource Management offers
the following comments on the above-referenced zoning item:

X __ Development of the property must comply with the Regulations for the

Protection of Water Quality, Streams, Wetlands and Floodplains (Sections
14-331 through 14-350 of the Baltimore County Code).

—.X . Development of this property must comply with the Forest Conservation

Regulations (Section 14-401 through 14-422 of the Baltimore County
Code).

_____ Development of this property must comply with the Chesapeake Bay
Critical Area Regulations (Sections 26-436 through 26-461, and other
Sections, of the Baltimore County Code).

_X__ All future plans must show the streams and/or wetlands within 200 ft. of
the property lines.

—X__ All existing structures must be shown accurately on all plans.

X ___ Prior to building permit approval, evaluation of the well and septic system
will be required.

CAMSOFFICEAWINWORD\DOCS\DIETRICH.DOC




. . Parris N. Glendening

Maryland Department of Transportation Governor

State Highway Administration David r!; Winstead
Parker F. Williams
Administrator

Date: !+ lo 9V

Ms. Gwen Stephens RE: Baltimore County
Baltimore County Office of ItemNo. /& 3 JJS

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

Dear. Ms Stephens:

Thus office has reviewed the referenced item and we have no objection to

approval as it does not access a State roadway and is not affected by any State
Highway Administration projects.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Larry Gredlein at
410-545-5606 or by E-mail at (Igredlein@sha.state.md.us).

Very truly yours,

A/ /8

/ 4 Michael M. Lenhart, Acting Chief
Engineering Access Permits Division

My telephone number is —————— e e

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

Mailing Address: P.0O. Box 717 « Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street e Baltimorae Marviand 21909
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BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYL AND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Arnold Jablon, Director Date: November 9, 1998
Department of Permits
and Development Management

FROM: Arnold F. “Pat’ Keller, 111, Director
Office of Planning

SUBJECT: Zoning Advisory Petitions

The Office of Planning has no comment on the following petition (s):
Item No (s): 183 & 186

If there should be any questions or this office can provide additional information, please
contact Jeffrey Long in the Office of Planning at 410-887-3480.

Section Chief’ %7% ,/Z(Z/ %

AFK/IL

CNEFF_Lincshell.doc
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Office of the Fire Marshal

Baltimore County 700 East Joppa Road
Fire Department Towson, Maryland 21286-3300
| (410)887-4880

NOVEMBER 23, 19938

Arnold Jablon, Director

Zoning Administration and Development Management
Baltinore County Office Building

Towson, MD 21204

MATL STOP-1105

RiL:  Property Jdwner: 133 - DANISL DIATREICH AND VIENNA HALRD
186 - WILLIAM E. REDMAN AND MARY 2. REIMAN
1837 -~ FPRANK GIBSON

aoacation: DIZTRIBUTION MEITING OF NOVEMBER 49, 19948

ILﬁmllhj.:(fgg; 180, 4id7 Zonlag Agenda:
N, ¥
H-u

el lemen:

Purzuant to your redquest, the referenced property has been
surveyed by this Burean and the comments bhelow are applicable and
required to be corrected or incorporated inte the final prans fox
the properly.

7. The Fire Marshal's CQffice has no comments at this time.
REVIEWEE: LT. RJIOBERT P£. SAUERWALD
Flre Marsnal uffice, PHONE 887~433L, Ms~-1101F
C P lles
1
i E"""'“ sl
!
' !rw ..Ir-l..-:HI H ': i
1;’ = -@,«tc}'l.l‘ I H—v‘;]
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RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE * BEFORE THE
11444 Glen Arm Road, E/S right-of-way, 650' N
of ¢/l Glen Arm Rd at point 2250' N of Manor Rd, ¥ ZONING COMMISSIONER
11th Election District, 6th Councilmanic
* FOR
Legal Owners: Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd
* BALTIMORE COQUNTY
Petitioner(s)
* Case Number: 99-183-.A
¥ o * * * * " * * * o ¥ * *
ENTRY OF APPEARANCE

Please enter the appearance of the People’s Counsel in the above-captioned matter, Notice should be

sent of any hearing dates of other proceedings in this matter and of the passage of any preliminary or final

Order.
l . o RS
PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN CAROLE S. DEMILIO
People's Counsel for Baltimore County Deputy People’s Counsel
Old Courthouse, Room 47
400 Washington Avenue
Towson, MD 21204
(410) 887-2188

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

LT HEREBY CERTIFY that on this <25 day of November, 1998, a copy of the foregoing Entry of

Appearance was mailed to Richard E. Matz, P.E., Colbert, Matz Rosenfelt, Inc,, 2835 G Smith Avenue,
Baltimore, MD 21209, representative for Petitioner(s).

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN




Qounty Bol of Appeals of Baltinore (ﬂuurg

OLD COUHTHOUSE. ROOM 49
400 WASHINGTON AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

410-887-3180
FAX: 410-887-3182

Juns 23, 2000

Michael P. Tanczyn, Esquire
606 Baltimore Avenue

Suite 106

Towson, MD 21204

RE: In the Matter of Daniel Dietrich and
Vienna Heerd /Case No. 09-183-A

Dear Mr. Tanczyn:

Enclosed please find a copy of the final Opinion and Order 1ssued this date by the County Board
of Appeals of Baltimore County in the subject matter

Any petition for judicial review from this decision must be made In accordance with Ruje 7-201
through Rule 7-210 of the Maryland Rules of Procedyre, with a photocopy provided to this office

Kathleen C. Bianco

Administrator
Enclosure
C Summerfield Farms Assoctation
Dudley and Betty Brownel]
Ginny Sarant

Deborah C. Dopkin, Esquire

Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd
Stanley Pollack

People’s Counsel for Baltimore County
Pat Keller /Planning Director

Lawrence E. Schmidt /Z.C.

Amold Jablon, Director /PDM

Virginia W, Barnhart, County Attorney

h Saybaan ink
" elad Paper
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. LAW OFFICES

MICHAEL P. TANCZYN, P.A.

Suite 106 + 606 Baltimore Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
Phone: (410) 296-8823 « (410) 296-8824
Fax: (410) 296-8827 « Computer Fax: (410) 296-2848

g
e <
June 24, 1999 *f_ "j"_"'..—j:
.
= ﬁé‘%
2 0
Baltimore County Board of Appeals N T
Attn: Mrs. Kathy Bianco - %
Old Court House S
Room 49
400 Washington Avenue

Towson, MD 21204

Re: Petition for Variance of Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd, Case No. 98-183-A
Hearing Date: August 4, 1999 - 10:00 a.m.

Dear Mrs. Bianco:

Enclosed herewith please find Entry of Appearance form which I have sent as well to Counsel
for the Petitioners. Would you kindly file this in the above case?

Thank you very much for your assistance in that regard.

Very truly yours,

Michael P.:lg, Esquire

cc: Summerfield Field Farms Association, Inc.
Deborah C. Dopkin, Esquire

MPT/gr
Enclosure



County Bourd of Appeals of Baltimore County

OLD COURTHQUSE, ROOM 49
400 WASHINGTON AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

410-887-3180
FAX: 410-887-3182

Juty 28, 2000

Michael P, Tanczyn, Esquire
Sutte 106, 606 Baltimore Avenue:
Towson, MD 21204

RE: Civil Action #3-C-00-007365
DANIEL DIETRICH AND VIENNA HEERD

Dear Mr. Tanczyn:

In accordance with Rule 7-206 (c) of the Maryland Rules of Procedure, the County
Board of Appeals is required to submit the record of proceedings of the petition for judicial

review which you have taken to the Circuit Court for Baltimore County in the above-entitled
matter within sixty days.

The cost of the transcript of the record must be paid by you. In addition, all costs

mewrred for certified copies of other documents necessary for the completion of the record
must also be at your expense.

The cost of the transcript, plus any other documents, must be paid in time to transmit
the same to the Circuit Court within sixty days, in accordance with Rule 7-206(c).

Enclosed is a copy of the Certificate of Notice which has been filed in the Circuit Court.

Very truly yours,

Charlotte E. Radcliffe

Legal Secretary
- Enclosure

- ¢ Summerfield Farms Assoc., Inc.
- Mr. & Mrs. Dudley C. Brownell
Virginia Sarant
Marvin Johnson

2 Printed with Soybaan ink
S} on Recycled Paper
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Development Processing

Baltimore County County Office Building
Department of Permits and 111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Development Management Towson, Maryland 21204

pdmlandacq@co.ba.md. us
410-887-3391

February 24, 1999

Mr. Daniel Dietrich
Ms. Vienna Heerd
4333 Chapel Road
Perry Hall, Maryland 21128

Dear Mr. Dietrich and Ms. Heerd:

RE: Petition for Variance, Case No. 99-183-A, 11444 Glen Arm Road,
11th Election District:

Please be advised that an appeal of the above referenced case was filed in this
office on February 18, 1899 by J. Caroll Holzer, Esquire on behalf of Dudley and
Betty Brownell and Ginny Sarant. 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
the Board of Appeals at 410-887-3180.

Sincerely,

Arnold Jabion’
Director

AJ.Cjs

c. People's Counsel
Mr. Richard E. Matz, Colbert Matz Rosenfelt, Inc.
2835 Smith Avenue, Suite G, Baltimore, MD. 21209
Mr. Stanley Pollack,
4604 Copperwood Lane, Glen Arm, MD 21057
Deborah Dopkin, Esquire
409 Washington Avenue, Suite 820, Towson, Maryland 21204-4903

Come visit the County's Website at www.co.ba.md.us

3

37y Printed with Soybean Ink
;:9 oh Recycled Paper
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APPEAL

Petition for Variance
NE/S Glen Arm Road, 2250' N of Manor Road
(11444 Glen Arm Road)
11th Election District - 6th Councilmanic District
Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd - Owners

Case Number. 99-183-A
Petition for Variance
Description of Property
Certificate of Posting -
Certification of Publication
Entry of Appearance of People's Counsel
Zoning Advisory Committee Comments
Petitioner(s) Sign-In Sheet

Protestant(s) Sign-in Sheet

Petitioners' Exhibits: = 1. Plan to accompany variance hearing
Nine photographs not marked as exhibits

Letter from Elizabeth K. Brownell and Dudley Brownell to Arnold Jablon, Director of
PDM, dated December 9, 1998, requesting postponement of hearing

Letter from Arnold Jablon, Director of PDM, to Mr. & Mrs. Dudley Brownell, dated
December 14, 1998, advising postponement of hearing

Letter from Arnold Jablon, Director of PDM, to Mr. & Mrs. Dudley Brownell, dated
December 15, 1998, advising new hearing date

Letter in opposition from Marvin L. Johnson, Jr.

Letter in favor from Mr. & Mrs. Gary Heiderman
Zoning Commissioner's Order dated January 21, 1998 (Granted)

Notice of Appeal received on February 18, 1999 from J. Caroll Holzer, Esquire on
behaif of Dudley and Betty Brownell and Ginny Sarant,

C: Mr. Daniel Dietrich & Ms. Vienna Heerd,
4333 Chapel Road, Perry Hall, MD. 21128
Mr. Richard E. Matz, Colbert Matz Rosenfelt, Inc.
2835 Smith Avenue, Suite G, Baltimore, MD. 21209
Deborah Dopkin, Esquire |
Towson, 409 Washington Avenue, Suite 820, Towson, MD 21204-4903
Mr. Stanley Pollack
4604 Copperwood Lane, Glen Arm, MD. 21057
People's Counsel of Baltimore County, MS #2010
Lawrence Schmidt, Zoning Commissioner
Arnoid Jablon, Director of PDM



Case No. 99-183-A VAR ~To permit lot line setbacks of 20 and 24°*' ilo

required 50’ each; to allow existing shed to remain
in front vard ilo required rear vard location.
1/21/99 -Z2.C.'s Order in which Petition for
variance was GRANTED.

6/09/99 -Notice of Assignment for hearing scheduled for Wednesday,
August 4, 1999 at 10:00 a.m. sent to following:
J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire
Summerfield Farms Assn.
c/o J. Carroll Holzer, Esq.
Dudley and Betty Brownell
Ginny Sarant .
stanley Pollack /Protestant
Deborah Dopkin, Esquire
Daniel Dietrich and
Vienna Heerd
People's Counsel for Baltimore County
| Pat Keller, Director /Planning
| Lawrence E. Schmidt /2.C.
% Arnold Jablon, Director /PDM
virginia W. Barnhart, County Attorney

{ 6/16/99 -Letter from J. Carroll Holzer striking his appearance; will not be |
| representing the Protestants in this matter.

-l-l—--ql-.'--i_—t-l_-————-_H““hﬂ!—“ﬁ““iﬂ_“h‘hﬂqﬂ__h—

' 6/25/99 -Entry of Appearance filed by M Tanczyn~ Counsel for Petitioners.

'8/02/99 -Motion to Quash and for Protective Order filed by Deborah Dopkin,

| counsel for Petitioners (in response to Subpoena filed for V. Heerd and
Subpoena filed for D. Dietrich by M. Tanczyn on 7/30/99). Hearing
scheduled for 8/04/99.

A

8/04/98 -Board and parties convened for hearing. On the record, received

- argument as to Motion filed by Ms. Dopkin. Prior to opening statements

as to the merits of the case, the Board postponed this matter, having

ruled the Motion to Quash (on the record}, ruling, among other things,

that Petitioner Heerd be present, in addition to Petitioner Dietrich;

and further directing both counsel to produce specific documents as

indicated on the record this date and prior to the next scheduled

| hearing date.

| -Upon confirmation of Counsel availability for the reassigned

| hearing date, a notice of assignment will be sent to parties, with this
matter reassigned for hearing on 11/03/99.

8/05/99 -Notice of Assignment sent to parties; reassigned to Wednesday,
November 3, 1999 at 10:00 a.m.

-ﬂI-III--ﬁl‘—-'-ﬂ__—--ﬁ.'—_-“__.“_Iﬂh*—lh:““__“-i---_*—

. 11/03/99 ~Hearing day #l1 as to merits of case concluded; continued to day #2
v | scheduled for 2/29/2000, Notice to be sent. (8tahl, Wescott, Worrall)
ﬁ 11/12/99 -Notice ofJAssignment./Day'#z sent to parties; assigned for Tuesday,
.| February 29, 2000 at 10:00 a.m. (copy to L.S.W.)

:ﬁzizgjob -Case concluded; memos due from counsel (D. Dopkin and M. Tanczyn) on
| . Monday, 4/03/00; deliberation scheduled for 4/13/00; notice to be sent.

':I--——--—q--—__ = e p—e
|! 1
|

— -

|
1]
1



Case No. 99-183-A VAR -To permit lot line setbacks of 20' and 24' ilo

required 50' each; to allow existing shed to remain

in front yard ilo required rear vard location.
Page 2

3/02/00 -Notice of Deliberation sent to parties; schedulsd for Thursday,
April 13, 2000 at 9:15 a.m. Copy to L.S.W.

!—t-l#-i—--l-—ﬂ—-n-r-lt_l-'l!—I-l-I'I--—l-l-r'-nl'-'—Fﬂﬂﬁ—ﬂ__“—ﬂﬁ!-—h———p—.-‘—ﬂﬂ——r——

4/04/00 -Memos filed 4/03/00 by Counsel as requested. Copy to L. Wescott on
4/05/00; to M. Worall on 4/06/00: and to I Stahl 4/04/00.

4/13/00 -Deliberation concluded; Unanimous decision that variance is GRANTED:
meets all three prongs of regulations as delineated in Cromwell v. Ward
and 307.1 of the BCZR. Written Opinion and Order to be issued;

appellate period to run from date of written Order and not today's date.
(Stahl, Wescott, Worrall).
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99-183-A /Daniel Dietrich an“ienna Heerd

Qctober 27, 199%

November 25

January 12, 1999

January 21

February 18

June 16

June 25

August 2

August 4

November 3, 1999
February 29, 2600

April 3, 2000

April 4

April 13
June 23

July 21

July 28

September 22, 2000

/&

_CCt Civil Acg“No. 3-C-007365 5

k .
Petition for Variance filed by Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd, to permit lot line setbacks of

20’ and 24’ ilo required 50 feet each, and to allow an existing shed to remain in the front yard
ilo requited rear yard location,
Entry of Appearance filed by People’s Counsel for Baltimore County.

Hearing held on Petitions by the Zoning Commissioner. (Deborah Dopkin, Esquire, appeared
as counsel for Dietrich & Heerd)

Order issued by the ZC;, Petition for Variance was GRANTED w/ Rs,

Notice of Appeal filed by J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire, on behalf of Dudley and Betty Brownell
and Ginny Sarant, individually, and Summerfield Farms Assn,, Inc., Appellants.

Appearance of J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire is struck as of this date.

Entry of Appearance f{iled by Michael P. Tanczyn, Esquire, as counsel for Summerfield Farms
Assn., Inc., ef al.

Motion to Quash and For Protective Order filed by Deborah C. Dopkin, Esquire, on behalf of
Daniel Dietrich & Vienna Heerd.,

The Board convened for hearing; on the record received argument as to Motion filed by Ms,
Dopkin. Prior to opening statements as to the merits of the case, the Board postponed this
matter, having ruled the Motion to Quash (on the record), ruling , among other things, that
Petitioner Heerd be present, in addition to Petitioner Dietrich; and further directing both
counsel to produce specific documents as indicated on the record this date and prior to the
next scheduled hearing date.

Hearing Day #1 as to merits held by the Board of Appeals.

Hearing Day #2 concluded.

Appellee’s Memorandum filed by Deborah C, Dopkin, Esquire on behalf of Daniel Dietrich
and Vienna Heerd.

Protestant’s Memorandum filed by Michael P. Tanczyn, Esquire, on behalf of Summerfield
Farms Association, Inc.,

Public Deliberation conducted by the Board of Appeals.

Opinion and Order 1ssued by the Board of Appeals; Petition for Variance is GRANTED.
Petition for Judicial Review filed in the Circuit Court by Michael P. Tanczyn, Esquire, on
behalf of Summerfield Farms Assoc., Inc., Mr. & Mrs. Dudley C. Brownell, Virginia Sarant,
and Marvin Johnson, (copy rec’d by CBA 7/27/00).

Certificate of Notice sent to interested parties.

Transeript and Record of Proceedings filed in the CCt.

March 22, 2001 (/ £ Opinion and Order issued by the CCt (Judge Turnbull); decision of the CBA is AFFIRMED.
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Development Processing

Baltimore County County Office Building
Department of Permits and 111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Development Management | Towson, Maryland 21204

pdmlandacq@co.ba.md.us

December 14, 1998

Mr. & Mrs. Dudley Brownell
11520 Glen Arm Road
Glen Arm, MD 21057

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Brownell:

RE: Case Number 99-183-A, 1444 Glen Arm Road

The above matter, previously assigned to be heard on Tuesday, December
15, 1998 has been postponed at your request.

Please be advised that, as the individual requesting and receiving the
postponement, the responsibility and costs associated with the appropriate posting of
the property now lies with you. The petitioner or his/her agent may not personally
Bost or change a zoning sign. One of the currently approved vendors/posters must

e contacted to do so.

If the propergy has been posted with notice of the hearing date, as quickly
as possible a notice of postponement should be affixed to the sign(s). Then, upon
notification of the new hearing date, such sign(s) must be changed to give notice of
the new hearing date.

Very truly yours,

7

!,.r J?:.'.- ,;’? p " ")

‘-I!I#‘_l‘
+W‘_.|.i' -y

I

Arnold Jallan__- s¢f
Director

Ad.sc]

- ¢: Daniel Dietrich & Vienna Heerd
Colbert, Matz, Rosenfelt, Inc.
Marvin Johnson, Jr.

Come visit the County's Website at www.co.ba.md.us

%‘ Printed with Soybean Ink
on Recycled Paper



- T JI

Development Processing

Baltimore County County Office Building
Department of Permits and 111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Development Management - Towson, Maryland 21204

pdmlandacq@co.ba.md.us

December 15, 1998

Mr. & Mrs. Dudley Brownell
11520 Glen Arm Road
Glen Arm, MD 21057

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Brownell:
RE: Case Number 99-183-A, 11444 Glen Arm Road

The above matter, previously assigned to be heard on December 15, 1998
has been rescheduled for Tuesday, January 12, 1999 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 407,
County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue.

As the person requesting the postponement, you are now responsible for
affixing the new hearing date and time to the hearing notice sign posted on the
property as soon as possible.

If you need further information or have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact Sophia Jennings at 410-887-3391.

Very truly yours,

ﬂ 2l

. P b | ""!...-'l'f‘.I
e g -r

Arnold Jablon..-/ ;_[ /

Director
AJ:sCj

c: Daniel Dietrich & Vienna Heerd
Colbert Matz Rosenfelt, Inc.
Marvin Johnson, Jr.

Come visit the County's Website at www.co.ba.md.us

y Printed with Soybean ink
oft Recycled Paper



BOARD OF APPEALS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

MINUTES OF DELIBERATION

IN THE MATTER OF: Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd -Owners
Case No. 99-183-A

DATE : Thursday, April 13, 2000

BOARD /PANEL : Lawrence M. Stahl (LMS)
Lawrence S. Wescott (LSW)
Margaret Worrall (MW)

SECRETARY : Kathleen C Bianco /Administrator

PURPOSE: To deliberate Case No, 99-183-A /Petition for Variance to permit lot line
setbacks of 20 feet and 24 feet in lieu of required 50 feet each. Appeal of Zoning
Commissioner’s Order in which requested relief was granted (request to allow existing
shed to remain in front yard in lieu of required rear yard was granted by the Zoning
Commissioner; was not brought to the hearing before the Board by Appellant as an

1ssue).

Panel members discussed:

Preliminary discussion delineating issue(s) before the Board; that shed need not be addressed as there was
no testimony presented regarding this aspect of Zoning Commissioner’s Order Only issue brought to the
Board on appeal appears to be requested variance for setbacks for the single-family dwelling.

Stated issue of variance; Cromwell v. Ward, 307.1 of the BCZR,

Additional issue — is it new construction or reconstruction of prior structure? Primary concern - it is
larger than original building envelope; is this because of the garage; does the garage make it bigger?

Discussed location of septic system and wells; DEPRM position as to location of same and therefore

limitations on where house can be located on the property; DEPRM did not consider this to be new
construction,

Original structure did not meet setback requirements; discussed issue of expansion, briefs filed by counsel
as to size of new dwelling; use of existing foundation with enlargement and addition of garage.

Discussed 307.1 and Cromwell v. Ward as to unique:

 Shape, particularly so by existing wells and septic; slopes; location of original structure with
foundation. (Board reviewed regulations for distance from well head to septic system; well to house:
septic to house.)

* DEPRM’s position that it is reconstruction; cannot pump up; put house on the same spot.

* Environmental safeguards due to well /septic location



Daniel Dietrich & Vienna Heer. ,
Case No. 99-183-A /Minutes of Deliberation

* Limits on building locations due to above; while slopes exist on other properties, existing wells and
septic have impact.

Agreed that it qualifies as to uniqueness.
Discussed 307.1 and Cromwel! as to practical difficulty /unreasonable hardship:

e Same footprint; no increase. Petitioner limited as to building location; discussed condition of original
house; need to replace it; limits on where it can be placed.

* Environmental issues - safeguard of environment is important factor

* Would be unreasonable for Petitioner to be denijed right to rebuild house; circumstances of original
dwelling necessitated new building (reconstruction). House has always been there; denial of variance

request would not result in compliance with regulations; original house did not meet current setback
requirements.

Agreed that unreasonable hardship prong was met.

- Discussed 307.1 and Cromwell as to spirit and intent:

* No harm to anyone with either size; new dwelling in same location as original structure; no negative
impact on anyone if variance is granted

o 270 feet from nearest residence; 380 feet from home of nearest Appellant

* Replacing deteriorating and infested original structure with attractive new dwelling in the same
location, although somewhat larger with garage added: utilizing original foundation. Meets the spirit
and intent of the regulations; no detriment to adjacent properties nor surrounding community if
variance relief as requested is granted.

Agreed that spirit and intent is met.

Upon determination that all three prongs of variance relief have been met (uniqueness; unreasonable
hardship; and spirit and intent of regulations), Board reached unanimous decision to grant requested
variance from 50-foot setback requirement as requested by Petitioners. Written Opinion and Order to be
issued by the Board; appellate period to run from date of written Order and not today’s date,

NOTE: These minutes, which will become part of the case file, are intended only to indicate for the
record that a public deliberation took place this date regarding this zoning case. The Board’s final

decision and the facts and findings thereto will be set out in the written Opinion and Order to be issued by
this Board.

Respectfully submitted

The

& Mo CE’M

Kathlaen C. Bianco, Administrator
County Board of Appeals




CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
sSuzanne Mensh
Clexrk of the Circuit Court
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue

P,.O. Box 6754

Towson, MD 21285-6754

(410)-887-2601, TTY for Deaf: (800)-735-2258
Maryland Toll Free Number (800) 938-5802

02/28/01 Case Number: 03-C-00-007365 AE
Date Filed: 07/25/2000
Status: Closed/Inactive
Judge Assigned: To Be Assigned,

In The Matter Of: Daniel Dietrich And Vienna Heerd

CASE HISTORY

OTHER REFERENCE NUMBERS

Pescription Number
Administrative Agency 99-183-A
{ase Folder ID C00007365V01

INVOLVED PARTIES

Hsposition
Type Num Name{Last,First,Mid, Title) Addr Str/End Addr Update Entered
RES 001 Dietrich, Daniel BT DO 02/22/01  07/25/00
Mail: 114444 Glen Arm Road 07/25/00
Gien Arm, MD 21057
Attorney: 0012358 Dopkin, Deborah C 08/10/00
* Deborah € Dopkin P A
409 Washington Avenue
Suite 920
Towson, MO 21204
(410)494-8080
RES 002 Heerd, ¥Yienna BT DO 02/22/01  07/25/00

Mati: 114444 Glen Arm Road 07/25/00
Glen Arm, MD 210567 :

Attorney: 0012358 Dopkin, Deborah C 08/10/00

¢ d
£
o
h-i :-.E:‘
i
R



03-C-00-007365

Date;

Deborah C Dopkin P A
409 Washington Avenue
Suite 920

Towson, MO 21204
(410)494-8080

Type Num Name(iLast,First,Mid,Title)

____________________________________________________________________________________________

PET

PET

PET

PET

001 Summertield Farms Assoc Inc
Mail: 11202 Glen Arm Road
Glen Arm, MD 210567

Attorney: 0012544 Tanczyn, Michael P

Michael P. Tanczyn, P.A.
606 Baltimore Avenue
Suite 106

Baltimore, MD 21204
(410)296-8823

002 Brownell, Dudley C
Capacity : Mr
Mail: 11520 Glen Arm Road

Glen Arm, MD 21057

Attorney: 0012544 Tanczyn, Michael P

Michael P. Tanczvn, P.A,
636 Baltimore Avenue

Suite 106
Baltimore, MD
(410)296-8823

003 Brownell, Dudley C
Capacity : Mrs
Mail:; 11520 Glen Arm Road

21204

Gien Arm, MD 21057

!
L
1

02/28/01

Addr Str/End

07/25/00

07/26/00

07/25/00

Attorhey: 0012544 Tanczyn, Michael P

Michael P. Tanczyn, P.A.

606 Baitimore Avetiue

Suite 106
Baltimore, MD
{410)296-8823

{004 Sarant, Virginia
Mail: 11440 Glen Arm Road

21204

Glen Arm, MD 21057

07/25/00

Attorney: 0012544 Tanczyn, Michael P

Michael P. Tanczyn, P.A.

606 Baltimore Avenue

Suite 106
Baltimore, MD

21204

Time:

09:20

Dispositicon
Addr Update Entered

BT DO 02/22/01  07/26/00

07/25/00

8Y DO 02/22/01  07/25/00

07/26/00

BT DO 02/22/01  07/25/00

07/25/00

BT DO 02/22/01  07/25/00

07/25/00



03-C-00-007365 Date: 02/28/01 Time: 09:20

(410)296-8823

Disposition
Type Num Name(bLast, First Mid,Title) Addr Str/End Addr Update Entered
PET 005 Johnson. Marvin BT DO 02/22/01  07/25/00
Mail: 11510 Glen Arm 07/25/00
Gien Arm, MD 21057
Attorney: 0012544 Tanczyn, Michael P 07/25/00
Michael P. Tanczyn, P.A.
606 Raltimore Avenue
Suite 106
Baltimore, MD 21204
(410)296-8823
ITP 001 Board Of Appeals For Baltimore County The BT D0 02/22/01  07/25/00

Mail: 01d Courthouse Room 49 07/25/00
' 400 Washington Avenue
Towson, MO 21204

CALENDAR EVENTS

Date Time  Dur Cer Evnt Lv] Atty Jdg Day Of Rsit By ResultDt Jdg T Notice Rec User ID

ok " T Fp o o omm omm omm cwmk b omk e D o o Em o Em Em Em E wE TE g A T R o o ok oy ) R BT P P R e o o gy oy o iR BH OB B T R oy oy omm e B B B M OM Ty o oan o ae ae mn o mm omm o chm bl B g g S BN BN EE BN BN B BN oy e ok bk MR AR A

01/22/01 09:30A yes CIVI S JGT 01 /01 CON C 01/22/01 JGT P Y KLS
Stenographer(s): Barbara Ely

JUDGE HISTORY

JUDGE ASSIGNED Type Assign Date Removal RSN

- M T M, o mm omm omm o e bl e W F. e s Em am Em Em Em Em e ER ey oy — e Ry -—— e - b BN AR MR P e Em o g B B H O™ ™ P omm omm owm mm

TBA To Be Assigned, J 07/25/00

DOCUMENT TRACKING

Num/Seq Description Filed  Entered Party Jdg Ruling

- = T " owl M MO T N g o MO ™ oy mhowr v AW H O HO ™ " oy e ok e B AF YT BT T ™ e mm i & B ™ T ™ gju = ll e B ST OTY TR ™ “m - e bl BN N . ™ g -l em o mm m H OF ™M ™ oo b el s M

0001000 Petition for Judicial Review 07/21/00 07/25/00 PETO01 TBA
Filed by PETO01-Summerfield Farms Assoc Inc, , PETO0Z2-Brownell,
Dudley C, PET0O03-Brownell, Dudley C, PET004-Sarant, Virginia,
PETO05-~Johnson, Marvin

0001001 Response to Petition for Judicial Review 08/09/00 08/10/00 RESO01 TBA
Filed by RESO01-Dietrich, Daniel, RESD02-Heerd. Vienna

Closed \User ID

L B TR WY PE pm pm pm - e mr mm o o o

02/22/01 TT JH

02/22/01 AR JH

0002000 Motion to Dismiss the Petition for (G8/0G9/00 08/10/00 RESOO0L JFF Subcuria/Reserved 09/06/00 AR |G



03-C-00-007365 Date: 02/28/01 Time: 09:20

Judicial Review
Filed by RESGOL1-Dietrich, Daniel, RES002-Heerd, Vienna

Num/Seq Description Filed Entered Party Jdg Ruling

0002001 Answer to Motion to dismiss 0B/22/0G0 08/23/00 PET005 TBA
Filed by PETO05-Johnson, Marvin, PET004-Sarant, Virginia,
PETO03-Brownell, Dudley C, PET00Z2-Brownell, Dudley C,

PETQ01 -Summerfield Farms Assoc Inc,

0003000 Transcript of Record from Adm Agency 09/22/00 09/26/00 ITPOOL TBA

A

0004000 Notice of Transcript of Record Sent 09/26/00 09/26/00 ITPOOL TBA
060056000 Notice of Transcript of Record Sent 09/26/00 09/26/00 PET001 TBA
0006000 Notice of Transcript of Record Sent 09/26/00 09/26/00 RES0O0L TBA
0007000 Scheduling Order 16/23/00 10/23/00 000  TBA
¢008000 Memorandum 11/02/00 11/02/00 PETOOL TBA

Filed by PETO0L-Summerfieid Farms Assoc Inc, , PET00Z-Brownell,
Dudley C, PET003-Brownetl, Dudley C, PET004-Sarant, Virginia,
PET005-Johnson, Marvin

0008001 Answering memorandum 13/30/00 12/01/00 RESOO1 TBA
Filed by RESQQ1-Dietrich, Daniel, RES002-Heerd, Vienna

0009000 Qpen Court Proceeding 01/22/01 01/22/01 Q00 JGT
January 22, 2001. Horni. Jdohn G. Turnbull II. Hearing had.
Opinion and order to be filed,

0010080 Order affirming decision 02/22/01 02/22/01 000 JGT
(011000 Invoice 10492 sent to Michael Tanczyn 02/27/01 02/27/01 000 TBA

012000 Docket entries sent to Baltimore County 02/28/01 02/28/01 000 TBA
Board of Appeals

TICKLE
Code Tickle Name Status Expires #Days AutoExpire GoAhead From Type Num Seq
YRT One Year Tickle (Jud CLOSED 07/21/01 365 no o DAMD 000 000
SLMR Set List For Motions CANCEL 08/31/00 22 no no DANS D 000 000

1ANS 1st Answer Tickle  CLOSED 08/09/00 0 ho no DANS D 001 001

Clased

02/22/01

02/22/01

09/26/00

09/26/00

09/26/00

10/23/00

11/02/00

02/22/01

02/22/01

02/22/01

Page:

DFF JH

DFF OFF
DFF DFF
DFF DFF
KLS KLS

DFF DFF

PH JH

KP JH

JH JH
CKC CKC

CAM CAM



03-C~00~007365 Date; 02/28/01 Time: 09:20
Code Tickle Name Status Expires #Days AutoExpire GoAhead From Type Num Seq

- ok W oy mm um my b ows e o dm b E g = oy o o o o W v odmf W -— e o by W BN OB - -, ok B ok W B OB B B o oy b b g b M A - eoam pm gy -— . . . e Bl — = W

SLTR Set List For Trial DONE  (8/09/00 0 yes yes 1ANS T 001 001

DIFFERENTIATED CASE MANAGEMENT
TRACKS AND MILESTONES
Track . Rl Descriptionh: EXPEGITED APPEAL TRACK Custom: Yes

Assign Date: 10/23/00 Order Date | 10/23/00
Start Date : 10/23/00 Remove Date:

Milestone Scheduled Target  Actual  Status
Moticons to Dismiss under MD. Rule 2-322¢ 11/07/00 02/22/01 CLOSED
All Motions (excluding Motions in Limine 12/13/00 02/22/01 CLOSED

TRIAL DATE 1is 01/22/01 01/21/01 01/22/01 REACHED

Page:
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CILRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
Suzanne Mensh
Clerk of the Circuit Court
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue

P.0O. Box 6754

Towson, MD 21285-6754

(410) -887-2601, TTY for Deaf: (800)-735-2258
Maryland Toll Free Number (800) 938-5802

NOTICE o F R ECORD
Cage Number: 03-C-00-007365
Administrative Agency : 99-183-A
C IV I L
In The Matter Of: Daniel Dietrigh And Vienna Heerd

Notice

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 7-206(e), you are advised that the Record of
Proceedings was filed on the 22nd day of September, 2000.

Suzanne Mensh th
Clerk of the Circuit Court, per . *

Date issued: 09/26/00

TO: BOARD OF APPEALS FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY THE
0ld Courthouse Room 49
400 Washington Avenue
Towseon, MD 21204

92 € Hd L< d4S00

STV J0 QUYDE ALTHNG
THATAOEAY



CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
Suzanne Mensh
Clerk of the Circuit Court
County Courtsg Building
401 Bogley Avenue

P.O. Box 6754

Towgon, MD 21285-6754

(410)-887-2601, TTY for Deaf: (800)-735-2258
Maryland Toll Free Number {(800) 938-5802

Case Number: 03-C-00-007365

BOARD OF APPEALS PFOR BALTIMORE COUNTY THE
Old Courthousge Room 49

400 Washington Avenue

Towson, MD 21204



THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND

JOHN F. FADER 11 COUNTY COURTS BUILDING
JUDGE TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
410-887-2916

September 1, 2000

MEMORANDUM TO THE FILE:
RULING

Re: Summerfield Farms Assoc, Inc.
Judicial Review  Dietrich and Heerd
Case No: 00-7365

The Motion to Dismiss filed by Dietrich and Heerd is held until the time of the hearing in.this
case. This court is not able to make a deternunatlon on the issue af standmg based on the paper -
recﬂatlons in the motion and answer. sl

THE CLERK SHALL SEND COPIES OF THIS
RULING TO ALL PARTIES IN THIS CASE

FILED SEP ¢ 2000



NOTICE OF J!bIL TRACK ASSIGNMENT AND SCHEDULING ORDER

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
CIVIL ASSIGNMENT OFFICE
COUNTY COURTS BUILDING
401 BOSLEY AVENUE
P.O. BOX 6754
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21285-6754

Board Of Appeals For Baltimore County The Assignment Date: 10/23/00
Old Courthouse Room 49

400 Washington Avenue

Towson MD 21204

Cagse Title: In The Matter 0Of: Daniel Dietrich And Vienna Heerd
Cage No: 03-C-00-007365 AR

The above casge has been assigned to the EXPEDITED APPEAL TRACK. Should you
have any questions concerning your track assignment, please contact: Richard
P. Abbott at (410) 887-3233.

You must notify this Coordinator within 15 days of the receipt of this Order
ags to any conflicts with the following dates:

SCHEDULING ORDER

1. Motions to Digmigs under MD. Rule 2-322(b) are due by.......... 11/07/00
2. All Motions (excluding Motions in Limine) are due by........... 1.2/13/00
3, TRIAL DA E A8 .. it it i i e i et ettt et s e s sttt e s et soeeonseeaseeean, 01/22/01

Civil Non-Jdury Trial; Start Time: 09:30AM: To Be Assigned; 1 HOUR ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL

Honorable John Grasgson Turnbull TIT
Judge

Postponement Policy: No postponements of dates under this order will be approved except for undue hardship or emergency situations.

A1l requests for postponement must be submitted in writing with a copy to all counsel/parties involved. All requests for
postponement must be approved by the Judge.

Settlement Conference (Room 507): A}l counsel and their clients MUST attend the settlement conference in person. All insurance
representatives MUST attend this conference in person as wetl. Failure to attend may result in sanctions by the Court. Settlement

hearing dates may be continued by Settlement Judges as long as trial dates are not affected. (Call [410] 887-2920 for more
information. )

Special Assistance Needs: If you, a party represented by you, or a witness to he called on behalf of that party need an
accommodation under the Americans with Disabilities Act, piease contact the Caurt Administrator's Office at (410} 887-2687 or use
the Court’'s TDD Tihe, (410) 887-3018, or the Voice/TDD M.D. Relay Service, (800) 735-2268.

Court Costs: All court costs MUST be paid on the date of the settlement conference or trial.

cc: Deborah C Dopkin Esqg
¢C¢: Michael P Tanczyn Esg
Isgue Date 10/23/00

¢t 3¢ Hd 52 13000

STSAY 40 0YY0A AHR0D
IATE0TY



HOLZER

Kathy Bianco

J» CARROLL HoLZER, TA

- e g

J. Howarp Holzer
1907-1989

‘THOMAS J. LEE

O COUNSEL

June 15, 1999
#7131

Baltimore County Board of Appeals

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

Dear Ms. Bianco:

Re: Daniel Dietrich and Vienna Heerd
Owners -~ 11444 Glen Arm Road

AW ORFICES . THe 508 BuiLping

508 FAIRMOUNT Av'k,
TowsonN, MD 21286

(410) 8256961

FaX: (4103 825.4923

E-MAIL: JCHOLZERG BOPLNLT

Please strike my appearance in the above captioned matter currently scheduled for August 4,
1999. 1wl not be representing the Protestants in this matter. Thank you very much for your kind

attention.

JCH: rls
cc: Debra Dopkin

Elizabeth Brownell
a:/leiters2/biancol .ltr

J. Carroll Holzer

€7:1 Hd 9! Hnr 66

335G
E o

20 QYY08 A1t
AA1353Y 03

137
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Flizabeth K. Brownell o Ofl Q
11520 Glen Arm Road TV

Glen Aem, Marylond 21057 O

Mr. Arnold Jablon
Director of PDMWM

111 W Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

Dear Mr. Jablon,

As an adjoining property owner we are
requesting a postponement of the hearing of
case 99-183-A Petition for Variance for the
property located at 11444 Glen Arm Rd. sched-
uled for December 15th at 11 AM.

Mrs. Brownell has been very ill for ten
days and iost her voice. She has not been
able to work with the community President,
Mr. Pollack, and with other residents who
have expressed interest in the variance.

Please inform us at your earliest con-

venience as to your decision. We can be

reached at 410-661-0785. Thank you for your
consideration.

Sincerely, e
D adidZ sl

Flizabeth Brownell

Dudley Brownell
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DEiARTMENT OF PERMIT

PERMIT 4#: 51321
RECEIPT #:ﬁ%ZQfZSZZ

I HAVE CAREFULLY READ THIS APPLICATION
AND KNOW TIE SAVE IS CORRECT AND TRIE,
AND TUAT IN DOTNG THIS WORK ALL PROVI-
SIONS OF TR BALTIMORE OOUNTY QUDE AMND
APFROPRIATF, STATE REGULATIONS WILL ER

OOMPLIED WITH WHETHMER HEREIN SPECIFIED

OR NOT AND WIDL, REQUEST ALY, REQUIRED
INSPECTIONS.

PROPERTY ADDRESS

voand & MAKY LAY DATE s 5/15/) 4
5 & DEVELOPME'ANAGEMENT
., TOWSON, MARYLAND 2120% OEA; (o

HISTORIC DISTRIGT/E
M@M&L
SUITE/SPACE/FLOOR D tHE [E'ZL“O
SUBDIV: D DO NOT KNOW
TAX ACCOUNT #: zz-aa-am DISTRICT/PRECINCT
OWNER'S INFORMATION (LAST, FIRST)

NAME, : bEn NEL. / :DIEEE-*!:Q
ADDR: {1y Glea, ber @o
DOES THIS BII
APPLICANT INFORMATION HAVE SPRINKLE
NAME:* \ VETZA L) YES e NO .
COMPANY : |
STREET Jidan Clev Ao R
CITY,ST,2IP e e -
"PHONE #: “10-$29 - 349 MHIC LICENSE #:
APPLICANT_ ' _ ) T

N AV

STIGNATURE :

BUILDING 1 or 2 ‘Fyz PLANS: CONST PLOT PLAT DATA EL_/ pn_/
CODE  CODE
BOCA CODE__
TYPE OE-THPROVEMENT ENGNR: ..
1. NEW BLDG CONST SELLR: EvaAwe CHBRLEr CpoL y/w o AETH
2.____ ADDITION
3. ALTERATION -
 — - .3‘-&?
4. REPAIHN DESCRIBE PROPOSED WORK: ( 4se # ";’"‘f"*/ 53 A, 9 wnfed 1201
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