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dtountu ~oar{) of ~ppeals of ~altimott dtounty ' ....... ~ OLD CO U RTHOU S E, ROOM 49 rrr1~_~R;--;;tnl~,-,:---~---.........~,'L:. 

400 WASHINGTON AVENUE \UJ TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 

410-887-3180 


FAX: 410-887-3182 


August 7, 2003 
1. Carroll Holzer, Esquire 
508 FairmountAvenue 
Towson,~U) 21286 

RE: In the Matter of Iron Horse Properties lWoodhdlme Reserve 
PDM III-377 / Case No. CBA-03-1l7; Case No. 03-331-A 

Dear Mr. Holzer: 

Enclosed please find a copy of the final Opinion and Order issuedthis 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 Rule 7-201 through 
Rule 7-210 of the Maryland Rules ofProcedure, with a photocopy provided to this office concurrent with filing 
in Circuit Court. Please note that all Petitions for Judicial Review filed from this decision should be noted 
under the same civil action number. Ifno such petition is filed within 30 days from the date of the enclosed 
Order, the subject file will be closed. 

Very truly yours, 

. "'-11ttUu'1\) C.. 0U-k.tu /'. 
Kat~{;e: C. Bianco 
Administrator 

r;r:,--d 

Enclosures 

c: Milo Heckler 
G. Scott Barhight, Esquire 
Jennifer R. Busse, Esquire 
John W. Tastet, Jr. Legal Owner 
Douglas F. Eshelman 

Iron Horse Properties 
D.S. Thaler & Associates 
C. William Clark, Esquire / Counsel for Cobblestone HOA 
Rhonda Fisher / Cobblestone Homeowners Association 
Nadine Weinstein / Cobblestone Homeowners Assn.' 
Betsy Reamer 
Mart Boastfield 
Jerome Kadden 

\~ 	 Office of People's Counsel 
Pat Keller, Director !Planning 
Lawrence E. Schmidt /ZC 
Donald Rascoe, Development Mgr !PDM 
Timothy M. Kotroco, Director !PDM 

Ink 



IN RE: DEVELOPMENT PLAN HEARING * 
AND PETITION FOR VARIANCE 
NWICorner Iron Horse Lane & Mt Wilson * 
Lane c:woodholme Reserve) 

3rd Election District * 
2nd Councilmanic District 

* Case No. 111-377 & 03-331-A 
John W. Tastet, Jr., Owner 
Iron Horse Properties, LLC, Developer * 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

Protestant, Milo Heckler who resides at 25 Mt. Wilson Lane, Pikesville, MD 21208, Appellant in 

the above captioned case, by and through his attorney, J. Carroll Holzer and Holzer and Lee, feeling 

aggrieved by the decision of the Hearing OfficerlZoning Commissioner in the above captioned matter 

hereby note an appeal to the County Board of Appeals from the Decision dated March 27, 2003 granting 

Development Plan approval and granting Petition for Variances, attached hereto, and incorporated 

herein as Exhibit #1. 

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

County to cover the costs of the appeal. Appellant was a party below and fully participated in the 

proceedings. 

J. Carroll Holzer 
Holzer & Lee 
508 Fairmount Avenue 
Towson, Maryland 21286 
410-825-6961 
Attorney for Appel1ant 

RECEIVED 

. C:\My Documents\Notices\Woodholme Reserve-Milo Heckler CBA.doc 



CERTIFICA TE OF SERVICE 

~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the2Jday of April, 2003, a copy of the foregoing Notice of Appeal 

was mailed first class, postage pre-paid to G. Scott Barhight Esq., Whiteford, Taylor & Preston, 210 W. 
'j , 

Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, MD, 21204; County Board of Appeals, Basement Old Court House, 400 

Washington Avenue, Towson, MD 21204; and People's Counsel for Baltimore County, Basement Old 

Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue, Towson, MD 21204. 



IN RE: DEVELOPMENT PLAN HEARING ... BEFORE THE 
AND PETITION FOR VARIANCE 
NWICorner Iron Horse Lane & Mt. Wilson ... ZONING COMMISSIONER 
Lane (Woodholme Reserve) 

3rd Election District ... OF BALTIMORE COUNTY 
2nd Councilmanic District 

... Case No. ill-377 & 03-331-A 
John W. Tastet, Jr., Owner \ 

! 

Iron Horse Properties, LLC, Developer ... 

,., ,., ,., ,., 	 ,., ,., ,.,
* * 	 * * * 

PETITION 

Protestant and Appellant to the CBA, Milo Heckler, hereby submits pursuant to 

the Baltimore County Code, Sec. 26-209, the following issues and reasons for appeal 

from the Hearing Officer's Decision ofMarch 27,2003 and says: 

1. 	 The Hearing Officer erred in finding that a suitable outfall existed for this project 

when the outfall subject to the same conditions, circumstances, and facts was 

previously found unsuitable in Case No. ill-377 and 96-284SPHX (Opinions and 

Order December 5, 1996) and the facts do not justify a change in conditions or 

circumstances which would permit approval of the instant Development Plan. 

2. 	 Further, the Variances should not have been granted from the Baltimore County 

Zoning Regulations and Comprehensive Manual ofDevelopment Policy by the 

Zoning Commissioner which issues will be heard de novo by the County Board of 

Appeals. 

508 Fainnount Avenue 
Towson, MD 21286 
410-825-6961 
Attorney for Appellant 

C:\My Documents\Petitions\Woodholme Reserve-Milo HeckJer.doc 



CERTIFICA TE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the2l~ of April, 2003, a copy of the foregoing 

Notice of Appeal was mailed first class, postage pre-pctid to G. Scott Barhight Esq., 

Whiteford, Taylor & Preston, 210 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, :MD, 21204; 

County Board of Appeals, Basement Old Court House, 400 Washington Avenue, 

Towson, :MD 21204; and Pe0.ple~s CounseLfor Baltimore County, Basement Old 

Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue, Towson,:MD 21204. 

1. Carroll Holzer 



! . 

IN RE: DEVELOPMENT PLAN HEARlNG and ... BEFORE THE 
PETITION FOR VARIANCE - NW/Comer 
Iron Horse Lane and Mt. Wilson Lane ... ZONING COMMISSIONER 
(Woodholme Reserve) 
3rd Election District ... OF BALTIMORE COUNTY 
2nd Council District 

... Cases Nos. 111-377 & 03-331-A 
John W. Tastet, Jr., Owner; 
Iron Horse Properties, LLC, Developers ... 

HEARlNG OFFICER'S OPINION AND DEVELOPMENT PLAN ORDER 

This matter comes before this. Hearing Officer/Zoning Commissioner for a combined 

public hearing, pursuant to Section 26-206.1 of the Baltimore County Code (B.C.C.). Pursuant to 

the development review regulations codified in Title 26 thereof, the Owner, John W. Tastet, Jr., 

and the Contract PurchaserlDeveloper, Iron Horse Properties, LLC, Contract Purchasers! 

Developers, seek approval of a development plan prepared by D. S. Thaler & Associates, Inc. for" 

the proposed development of the subject property with 22 single family dwellings. In addition, the 

OwnerlDevelopersrequest a series of variances from the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations 

"(B.C.Z~R) and the Comprehensive Manual of Development Policies (C.M.D.P.) to allow reduced 

setbacks from those required for front, side and rear yards, private roads, and aecks or one-story 

open porches, pursuant to the Attachment to the Petition for Variance filed in companion Case No. 

03-331-A. The subject proposal and requested relief are more particularly described on the red­

lined development plan submitted into evidence and marked as Developer's Exhibit IA. 

"As to the history of this project through the development review proce~s codified in 

Title 26 of the Baltimore County Code, a concept plan of the proposed development was prepared 

and a conference held between the Developer and County agency representatives at a Concept 

Plan Conference (CPC) held on July 8, 2002. As the name suggests, a concept plan is a 

schematic representation of the proposed development. Thereafter,"as required, a Community 

Input Meeting (CIM) is held during evening hours at a location near the property to allow 

residents and property owners in the vicinity to review the plan and offer questions and comment. 



The CIM in this case was held on July 30, 2002 at the Pikesville Library. Subsequently, a 

development plan is prepared, based upon the comments received at the CPC and CIM, and 

submitted for further review at a Development Plan Conference (DPC), which is again between 

the Developer's consultants and reviewing County agency representatives. In this case, the DPC 

was held on February 19,2003. Following the DPC, comments are submitted by the appropriate 

County reviewing agencies and a revised development plan incorporating these comments is 

subtnitted at the Hearing Officer's Hearing, which in this case was held on March 13,2003. 

Appearing at the public hearing required for this project were Jim Joyce, Ray Giudice 

and Judd Maslack, representatives of Iron Horse Properties, LLC, Contract Purchasers! 

Developers, and their attorneys, G. Scott Barhight Esquire and Jennifer R. Busse, Esquire. Also 

present were David S. Thaler, Alan ScolI, Mark S. Vaszil and Mariceleste Miller, on behalf ofD. 

S. Thaler & Associates, Inc., the consultants who prepared the plan. Numerous representatives of 

the various Baltimore County agencies who reviewed the plan attended the hearing, including the 

following individuals from the Department of Permits and Development Management (DPDM): 

Donald Rascoe, Project Manager; Bob Bowling, Development Plans Review; William A. Miner, 

Land Acquisition; and, Jun Fernando, Zoning Review. Also appearing on behalf of the County 

were Mark Cunningham, Office of Planning (OP); R. Bruce Seeley, Department of 

Environmental Protection and Resource Management (DEPRM); and Jan Cook, Department of 

Recreation and Parks (R&P). Mark Camponeschi appeared on behalf of the Baltimore County 

Board of Education. Nadine Weinstein and Rhona ~isher appeared on behalf of the Cobblestone 

Homeowners' Association and were represented by C. William Clark, Esquire. Also appearing as 

interested citizens from the surrounding community were Betsy Harmon Reamer, Milo Hekler, 

Mark Boastfield, and Jerome Kadden. 

The subject property under consideration is an irregular-shaped parcel located on the 

northwest comer of the intersection of Iron Horse Lane and Mt. Wilson Lane, just west of 

Reisterstown Road in Pikesville. The property contains a gross area of 10.34 acres in area, split 

zoned D.R.3.5 (7.67 acres), D.R.2 (.03 acres), and ROA (2.64 acres). Presently, the property is 
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improved with a historic structure known as Balmuckety Mansion, which is listed on the 

Maryland Historic Trust Inventory as Item #BA 682, and is also on the Baltimore County Final 
. . 

Landmarks List. In addition, there is a reflecting pool and significant gardens that surround the 

manslOn. 

The undersigned is familiar with the subject property by virtue of a prior development _/ 

proposal for this site, which came in for consideration under Case Nos. III-377 and 96-284­

SPHX. In that case, the property owner and a different developer proposed a 150-bed nursing 

home and 12 single-family dwellings on the subject site in 1996. Following a lengthy public 

hearing the undersigned denied approval of the development plan and Petitions for Special 

Hearing and Special Exception on December 5, 1996. 

The current proposal is brought by Iron Horse Properties, LLC, which seeks to 

develop the site with 22 single-family dwellings. Open space of approximately .510 acres is 

proposed and the historic mansion, gardens and some other accessory buildings will be retained. 

As more particularly shown on·· the development plan, a new public road will be constructed 

leading into the interior of the site from Iron Horse Lane. That road will terminate within the 

property as a series of cul-de-sacs and private drives. 

Pursuant to Section 26-206 of the Baltimore County Code which regulates the conduct 

at the Hearing Officer's Hearing, I am required to first identify any unresolved agency comments 

or issues. In this regard, it was indicated that the property was the subject of extensive review 

and negotiations between the Developer and County representatives .. Additionally, there were 

substantial negotiations and discussions between the Developer and the adjacent residential . 

community of Cobblestone. The negotiations by and between the Cobblestone Homeowner's 

Association and this Developer led to an agreement, which was entered into evidence as 

Developer's Exhibit 2. That agreement requires the recording of covenants to further 

memorialize the understanding between the parties. The agreement governs the storm water 

management facility, setbacks, building design, and similar issues. The parties requested that this 

agreement be incorporated as part ofany approval and I will do so. 
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As to County issues, Mr. Fernando from the Zoning Review Division of DPDM 

indicated that there were no issues, as did Mr. Cunningham from the Office of Planning, Mr. 

Cook from the Department of Recreation and Parks, and Mr. Miner from Land Acquisition. Mr. 

Seeley, on behalf of the Department of Environmental Protection and Resource Management 

(DEPRM), indicated that there were some minor housekeeping issues, which could be resolved 

by the insertion of further redlined changes and notes to the plan. Specifically, the existing well 

and septic system on the site will be back-filled. Public water and sewer will serve the proposed 

residential subdivision. Mr. Seeley also indicated that his Department has reviewed and approved 

the Developer's storm water management plan. He further indicated that the outfall proposed is 

suitable, as required by Code. Further discussion regarding that issue will be provided later 

herein. 

Mr. Bowling on behalf of the Department of Public Works (DPW) discussed a series 

ofwaiver requests made by the Developer from that agency's requirements. These were identified 

on the redlined plan as Items W-l through W-6. In this regard, Counsel for the Developer 

indicated that Waivers 1 and 2 relative to the requirements for private roads and the gated entry, 

have been withdrawn and are no longer requested. Waivers 4 (as amended) and 6 have been 

agreed to by and between the Developer and DPW. Waiver 4 was amended to allow a 24-foot 

paving section on a 40-foot right-of-way for the new public road in lieu of the required 30-foot 

paving on a 50-foot right-of-way. The road at issue is approximately 922 linear feet in length. 

Mr. Bowling and the Developer's representatives indicated agreement on this issue, as well as on 

Waiver 6, which is to permit the use of mountable curb and gutter throughout 'the community in 

lieu of the standard curb and gutter. Thus, Waivers 4 and 6 shall be granted. 

An issue arose, however, between the Department of Public Works and the Office of 

Planning regarding Waiver 5, which is from the required sidewalks on all interior roads. DPW, 

primarily in consideration of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), wants sidewalks along 

all interior roads, particularly in front of houses. The Office of Planning (OP) would prefer that 

sidewalks be eliminated in some areas to preserve open space. Upon due consideration of this 

4 



issue, I believe that sidewalks should be provided along all areas of lot frontage to provide 

community access in those areas; however, sidewalks will not be necessary adjacent to areas of 

open space, the historic mansion or the gardens. 

Another issue was raised relative to Waiver 3, which is a waiver from the required 

sidewalks for Iron Horse Lane. As shown on the plan, the east side of the subject property abuts 

Iron Horse Lane. Following discussion on this issue, it was agreed that there would be no 

sidewalks constructed along Iron Horse Lane from the northeast comer of the property to the 

intersection of new Public Road A. However, sidewalks will be constructed from that 

intersection south along Iron Horse Lane to its intersection with Mt. Wilson Lane. 

Mr. Camponeschi identified certain outstanding issues on behalf of the Board of 

Education. He testified that immediately west of the subject site is an undeveloped lot that is 

owned by the BQard of Education and may ultimately be developed as an elementary or middle 

school. In this regard, the Board' of Education, by their development plan comment of March 7, 

2003, made four requests. The first requests the extension of drainage and utility easements to 

the property line, and the second, that an 8" sewer line be constructed to the property line and 

capped. This will allow for utilities, to ultimately be extended into the Board of Education's 

property when construction of a school commences. The Developer has agreed to these two 

requests. The third item requests that sidewalk, curb and gutter be built along the interior roads 

. and that consideration be given to extending the sidewalk through the subject property to the 

property line. Since the subject property is going to be fenced along its entire perimeter, there can 

be no interior sidewalk extension to the Board of Education property line; however, there will be 

sidewalks along Mt. Wilson Lane and lot frontages so that school children have a paved walkway 

to the school property. The fourth condition relates to the construction of improvements on Mt. 

Wilson Lane and is resolved by the disposition of the Public Works' waivers discussed above. 

The major issue raised in this case relates to storm water management. This was also 

the primary issue in the prior case. In fact, that plan was denied because the undersigned was not 

persuaded that storm water management was appropriate and met the standards of the Code at 
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that time. Extensive and detailed testimony was offered in this regard by Mr. Thaler. He noted 

significant differences between the storm water management plan proposed for the subject 

development and what was proposed in the prior plan. He also noted that circumstances had 

changed since the prior plan. In this regard, he indicated that an easement is now available for the 

property adjacent to Mt. Wilson Lane for the installation of storm drains and pipes. The prior 

opinion indicated that it was unclear whether that developer had proper access to an off-site 

stream that was proposed to serve as the outfall for storm water management. Access to that 

stream is now available. Mr. Thaler indicated that in the instant proposal, storm water would be 

captured in a facility located on the southeast corner ofthe subject site. He described in detail the 

method by which that storm water management system will operate, including the water quality 

and quantity management that will be provided. The water will be collected, stored and filtered 

and released at a controlled rate through a pipe under and adjacent to Mt. Wilson Lane. 

Ultimately, it will be discharged into an off-site stream that runs through the rear of Mr. Hekler's 

property. It is also to be noted that there is an existing culvert by which water enters that stream 

under Mt. Wilson Lane. A pipe in that culvert is but 24 inches wide and testimony in both the 

present and prior case was that the opening is insufficiently sized. Mr. Thaler indicated that since 

the prior hearing, the County has made affirmative plans to enlarge the opening. . More 

importantly, the outfall for management of the storm water generated by the subject proposal will 

not utilize that pipe. That is, a new connection will be made through the headwall of the existing 

culvert to release water from the proposed storm water management facility directly into the 

stream. 

,Mr. Hekler testified and is understandably concerned about this issue. He asked that 

the undersigned deny the plan as was done in the past. He fears erosion along his property and 

expressed concern about the suitability of discharging storm water from the subject site into the 

stream. 

Upon due considerati.on of the testimony and evidence offered, I am persuaded that the 

storm water management plan proposed in this case is appropriate and feasible. Mr. Thaler's 
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detaile~ testimony was persuasive to a finding that this project meets the storm water 

management requirements set forth in Section 26-203(10) of the Code. I fmd that his testimony is 

credible and satisfies the concerns raised both in the prior case and in open hearing in this matter. 

Testimony and evidence was also offered about the proposed residential subdivision 

and the Residential .Performance Standards set out in Section 260 of the B.C.Z.R. Those 

standards were adopted to ensure a high quality of residential development in Baltimore County. 

This plan has been reviewed and approved by the Office of Planning and the proposed layout and 

design is the subject of the Covenants between the Developer and the Cobblestone Homeowners' 

Association. Based upon the record of this case, I am persuaded that the plan satisfies the 

legislative intent and requirements of the Residential Performance Standards in Section 260 and 

should be approved. 

Turning to the variance relief, a series of variances are requested as set forth in the 

Attachment to the Petition for Variance. Testimony and evidence was offered in support of the 

reque~t that this property is unique. The uniqueness is derived from several factors. These factors 

include the configuration and shape of the parcel, and the existence of the Balmuckety Mansion 

and the requirement that· same be· preserved. Further, uniqueness results from the desire of the 

Developer, which is shared by the CoUnty and surrounding community, that the garden areas be 

preserved. Finally, the unique split zoning of the property is of note. In this regard, the area in 

which the mansion is located and the surrounding garden areas are zoned ROA. The County 

Council rezoned this portion of the property to allow the potential use of the mansion for 

commercial purposes, i.e., a bed and breakfast operation. As a result, an unusual zoning pattern 

exists for the site and many of the lots are now split zoned. At the advice of the Zoning Review 

Division ofDPDM, the Developer requested variances from both the ROA and D.R.3.5 standards 

for the same lots. That is, in some instances, the setback requirements are different under the 

ROA regulations than they are in the D.R.3.5 regulations and because some lots feature both 

zones, the Developer has requested relief from both regulations. The result of this is that on its 
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face, it appears that the amount of variance relief sought is excessive; however, many of the 

requests are duplicative and reference the· s~e lot. 

Insofar as the practical difficulty standard, it is to be noted that the project is under­

density. There are 22 single-family dwellings proposed, which is significantly less than the 

number allowed (36), given the overall size of the property. Strict adherence to the regulations 

would frustrate the intent of all parties in this case to develop the property in a reasonable and 

consistent manner with the neighborhood while preserving the Balmuckety Mansion and the 

gardens. Finally, no testimony and evidence was presented that the grant of the variances would 

cause any detrimental impact to surrounding properties. In this regard, the agreement between the 

Cobblestone Homeowners' Association and the Developer contains provisions that will insure 

that the proposed development will not adversely impact those homes. For all of these reasons, 

the Petition for Variance shall be granted. 

Pursuant to the zoning and development plan regulations of Baltimore County as 

contained within the B.C.Z.R. and Subtitle 26 of the Baltimore County Code, the advertising of 

the property and public hearing held thereon, the development plan shall be approved consistent 

with the comments contained herein and the Petition for Variance granted, subject to the 

restrictions set forth hereinafter. 

THEREFORE, IT ~ORDERED by this Zoning CommissionerlHearing Officer for 

. Baltimore County this ~y of March 2003 that the development plan for Woodholme 

Preserve, identified herein as Developer's Exhibit 1, be and is hereby APPROVED; and, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Petition for Variance seeking relief from the 

Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) and the Comprehensive Manual ofDevelopm~nt 

Policies (C.M.D.?) to allow reduced setbacks from those required for front, side and rear property 

lines, private roads, and decks or one-story open· porches, in accordance with the Attachment 

thereto and Developer's Exhibit 1, be and is hereby GRANTED, subject to the following 

restriction: 
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1) 	 Compliance with the terms of the Agreement entered into by and between 
the Developer and the Cobblestone community, submitted into evidence 
and marked as Developer's Exhibit 2. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Waivers 1 and 2 are hereby Dismissed as withdrawn, 

and Waivers 3,4,5 and 6 from Department of Public Works Standards are granted as follows: 

a) 	 The new public road will be a 24-foot paving on a 40-foot right-of­
way; 

b) 	 Mountable curb and gutter in lieu of standard curb and gutter will be 
allowed; 

c) 	 Sidewalks shall be provided along the frontage ofall lots; 

d) 	 No sidewalks will be required along Iron Horse Lane from the 
. northeast comer of the subject property to the new public road; 
however, sidewalks will be required south of that intersection to Mt. 
Wilson Lane. 

Any appeal of this decision must be taken in accordance with Section 26-209 of the 

Baltimore County Code. 

Zoning CommissionerlHearing Officer 
LES:bjs for Baltimore County 
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IN RE: DEVELOPMENT PLAN HEARlNG and ,. BE? THE 
PETITION FOR VARlANCE - NW/Corner 
Iron Horse Lane and Mt. \Vilson Lane * ZO:-JING COlvlMISSlONER 
(Woodholme Reserve) 
3rd Election District * OF BALTIMORE COUNTY 
2nd Council District 

* Cases Nos. III-377 & 03-33J-A 
John W. Tastet" Jr., Ov..'11er; 
Iron Horse Properties, LLC, Developers 

HEARING OFFICER'S OPINION AND DEVf:LOPMENT PLAN ORDER 

This matter comes before this Hearing Officer/Zoning Commissioner for a combined 

public hearing. pursuant to Section 26-206.1 of the Baltimore County Code (B.C.C.). Pursuant to 

the development review regulations codified in Title 26 thereof, the Ovmer, .lohn W. Tastet, Jr., 
'. 

and the Contract PurchaserlDeveloper, Iron Horse Properties, LLC, Contract Purchasers/ 

Developers, seek approval of a development plan prepared by D. S. Thaler & Associates, Inc. for 

the proposed development of the subject property with single family dwellings. In addition, the 

OvmerlDevelopers request a series of variances from the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations 

(B.C.Z.R.) and the Comprehensive Manual of Developme:lt Policies (C.M.D.P.) to allow reduced 

setbacks from those required for front, side and rear yards, private r(lads, and decks or one-story 

open porches, pursuant to the Attachment to the Petition for Variance filed in companion Case No. 

03-331-A. The subject proposal and requested relief are more particularly described on the red­

lined development plan submitted into evidence and marked as Developer's Exhibit 1 A. 

As to the history of this project through the development review process codified in 

Title 26 of the Baltimore County Code, a concept plan of the proposed development was prepared 

and a conference held between the Developer and County agency representatives at a Concept 

Plan Conference (CPC) held on July 8, 2002. As the name suggests, a concept plan is a 

schematic representation of the proposed development. Thereafter, as required, a Community 

Input Meeting (CIM) is held during evening hours at a location near the property to allow 

residents and property O\\'11ers in the vicinity to review the plan and offer questions and comment. 



Suite 405, .County Courts Bldg.
Baltimore County 401 Bosley Avenue 
Zoning Commissioner Towson, Maryland 21204 

March 27, 2003 410-887-4386 . 
Fax: 410-887-3468 

G. Scott Barhight, Esquire 

Jennifer Busse, Esquire 

Whiteford, Taylor & Preston 

210 W. Pennsylvania Avenue. 

Towson, Maryland 21204 


RE: DEVELOPMENT PLAN HEARING & PETITION FOR VARIANCE \.NW/Comer Iron Horse Lane & Mt. Wilson Lane 
(Woodholme Re-serve) 
3rd Election District - 2nd Council District 
John W. Taste!, Jr., Owner; Iron Horse Properties, LLC, Developer 
Cases Nos. ill-377 & 03-33 I-A 

Dear Mr. Barhight & Ms. Busse: 

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

In the event any party fmds 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 Department of Permits and Development Management 
office at 887-3391. 

Very truly yours, 

~IA 
LA WRENCE E. SCHMIDT 
Zoning Commissioner 

LES:bjs for Baltimore County 

cc: Mr. John W. Tastet, Jr., 15 Iron Horse Lane, Baltimore, Md. 21208 
Mr. Douglas F. Eshelman, Iron Horse Properties, LLC . 


5635 Vantage Point Road, Columbia, Md. 21044 

D. S. Thaler & Associates, Inc., 7115 Ambassador Road, Baltimore, Md. 21244 
C. William Clark, Nolan, Plumhoff & Williams 

502 Washington Avenue, #700, Towson, Md. 21204 
Ms. Nadine Weinstein, 33 Stone Pine Court, Pikesville, Md .. 21208 
Ms. Rhona Fisher, 319 Chalkhill Drive, Baltimore, Md .. 21208 
Ms. Betsy Reamer, 109 Mt. Wilson Lane, Pikesville, Md. 21208 
Mr. Milo Heider, 25 Mt. Wilson Lane, Pikesville, Md. 21208 
Mr. Mark Boastfield, 6200 Old Dobbin Road, Suite 190'~OIbia, Md. 21045I 

Mr. Jerome Kadden, 400 Mt. Wilson Lane, Baltimore, Md. 21209 
Don Rascoe, DPDM; DEPRM; DPW; OP; R&P; People's ounsel; Case File 

Come visit the County's Website at www.co.ba.md.us 
~ Printed with Soyboan Ink 
'60 on RecyCled Paper 

http:www.co.ba.md.us
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Petitionfor Varian~~ 1/ 


to the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore Countyw side of Iron 
for the property located at Horse Ln, N of Mt.· Wilson Ln 

which is presently zoned n~R. 3 5 & POl\ 

This Petition shall be filed with the Department of Permits and Development Management. The undersigned, legal 
owner(s). of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is described in the description and plat attached hereto 
and made a part hereof, hereby petition for a VarIance from Section(s) . 

. PLEASE SEE ATTACHED 

of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore. County, to the zoning law of Baltimore County. for the followIng reasons: 
(indicate hardship or practical difficulty) . 

To be presented at the hearing 

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by the zoning regulations. ." . 
I. or we, agree to pay expenses of above Variance, advertising. posting. etc. and further agree to and are to be bounded by the zoning 
regula~ons and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the zoning law for Baltimore County.. :. .. 

!flNe do solemnly declare and affirm, under the penalties of" 
perjury, that Itwe are the legal owner(s) of the propertywhlch~; 
IS the subject of this Petition.· ", :;~~; 

Contract Purchaser/Lessee: Legal Owner(s): 

Iron Horse Properties, LLC 

Signature Douglas F. Eshelman, Member 
~635 vantage Point Rd 4JOn832~077 

A dmss elepl'lOne No. Name • T~pe or Print 

~llJmbja, MD 21044c. ZJpCode SlgnallJre 

Attorney For Petitioner: 15 Tron Horse Lane 410-832-2077 
Address Telephone No. 

Baltjmore. MD 21208 
City State ZJp Code 

'iiH teford . Tay' or & PrQston Jennifer B- Busse 
Name :; 
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ATTA~:::HMENT TO PETITION FOR VARIANCE 

For Property: W Side of Iron Horse Ln., N of Mt. Wilson Ln. 


Item # 03-331-A 


Variance Relief Needed. 

Front Setbacks 

§ 1B02.3.C1 and § 202.4.A - A variance to allow a minimum front setback of 10' in lieu 
of the required 30' for lots zoned ROA, lots 6 -14 and 21 & 22. 

§ 1BOl.2.Cl.b, § IB02.3.Cl and § 202.4.A - A Variance to allow a minimum front 
setback of 10' in lieu of the required 27.5' for lots split zoned ROA and D.R. 3.5, lots 6­
9, 11 - 14 and 21 & 22. 

§ IBOl.2.C1.b and § 504.2 (CMDP Part III, Section II, A, pp. 5 and 30) - A Variance to 
allow a minimum 10' front setback in lieu of the required 25' to a public street right-of­
way or property line for Jots 1 - 22. 

Private Road Setbacks 

§ IB01.2.Cl.b and § 504.2 (CMDP Part III, Section II, A, pp. 5 and 30) - A Variance to 
allow a minimum 10' side building face and/ or front setback in lieu of the required 25' 
to the edge of paving of a private road for lots 1 - 22. 
Side Setbacks 

§ IB02.3.Cl and § 202.4.A - A variance to allow a 3' minimum individual side yard 
width in lieu of the required 10' for lots zoned ROA, lots 6 - 14 and 21 & 22. 

§ IB02.3.Cl and § 202.4.A A Variance to allow a minimum sum of side yard widths 
of 6' in lieu of the required 25' for lots zoned ROA, lots 6 - 14 and 21 & 22. 

§ 1BOl.2.C1.b, § 504.2, and CMDP Part IlL Section II, A, p. 30 - A Variance to allow a 
minimum 10' side building face to public street right-of-ways and/ or tract boundary 
setback in lieu of the required 15' for lots that are zoned D.R. 3.5, lots 1,14 and 20 - 22. 

Rear Setbacks 

§ 1BOl.2.C1.b, § IB02.3.Cl, § 202.4.A, § 504.2, and CMDP Part III, Section II, A, pp. 5 
and 30 - A variance to allow a minimum IS' rear setback in lieu of the required 30' to 
rear property lines and/ or public street right-of-ways for lots zoned ROA, lots zoned 
D.R. 3.5, and lots split zoned ROA and D.R. 3.5, lots 1 - 3, 10, 14, 21 & 22. 

http:IB02.3.Cl
http:IB02.3.Cl
http:IB02.3.Cl
http:IB02.3.Cl
http:1B02.3.C1


Lot Size and Width 

§ 1B02.3.C1 - A variance to allow less than the required 10,000 sq. ft. for lots either 
entirely zoned ROA or split zoned ROA and D.R. 3.5, lots 6 - 9, 11 - 14, and 21 & 22. 

§ 1B02.3.C1 - A variance to allow less than the required lot width of 70' for lots either 
entirely zoned ROA or split zoned ROA and D.R. 3.5, lots 6 - 14, and 21 & 22. 

Fence 

§ 504.2 - A Variance from CMDP Part III, Section II, A, pp. 8 and 14 to aliow a fence 5' 
from the public street right-of-way in lieu of the required 10', lots 1, 14 -: "I K, and 20. 

Deck or One-StoTtt Open Porch 

§ 301.1.A - A Variance to allow a 10' minimum setback from the rear property line for a 
deck or one-story open porch in lieu of the requirement that any such deck or porch 
extend into the rear yard not more than 25% of the minimum required depth of the rear 
yard for lots 1 - 22. 

http:1B02.3.C1
http:1B02.3.C1


Accessory Structure (or Lot 10 

§ 400.1 - A Variance to allow an accessory structure (a garage) on Lot 10 to be located 
in an area other than the rear yard and in an area other than the third of the lot larthest 
removed from any street, and to allow the accessory structure to occupy more tllan 50% 
of a third of the lot. 

§ 400.3 - A Variance to allow the height of an accessory structure (a garage) on Lot 10 
to exceed 15 feet. 

Panhandle Lots - CMD P Variance 

§ 504.2 - A Variance from CMDP, Part III, Section lI, A, pp. 7-8 to allow panhandle lots, 
lots 3, 8 and 11 - 13. 



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 

March 7, 2003 

Jennifer R. Busse 
Whiteford, Taylor & Preston 
210 W. Pennsylvania Avenue 
Towson, MD 21204 

Dear Ms. Busse: 

RE: Case Number: 03-331-A, Westside of Iron Horse Lane, North of Mt. Wilson Lane 

The above referenced petition was accepted for processing by the Bureau of Zoning 
Review, Department of Permits and Development Management (PDM) on January 16, 2003 . 

The Zoning Advisory Committee (ZAC) , which consists of representatives from several 
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 zoning 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, please do not hesitate to contact 
the commenting agency. 

Very truly yours, 

W. Carl Richards, Jr. 
Supervisor, Zoning Review 

WCR:klm 

Enclosures 

c: 	 People's Counsel 
John W. Tastet, Jr., 15 Iron Horse Lane, Baltimore, MD 21208 
Iron Horse Properties, LLC, Douglas F. Eshelman, Member, 5635 Vantage Point Rd., 
Columbia 21044 

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

~ Ptinled wilt. Soybean Ink 
:::l0' on Recycled Paper 

http:www.co.ba.md.us
mailto:pdmlandacq@co.ba.md.us


BALTIMORE COUNTY, l'HARYLAND 

INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: 	 Arnold Jablon, Director DATE: February 24, 2003 
Department of Permits & 
Development Management 

FROM: (\ ,AJRobert W. Bowling, Supervisor
V Bureau of Development Plans 

Review 

SUBJECT: 	 Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting 
For February 3, 2003 

Item~N?.. 298, 326, 327, 328, 329, 
330 33 .332,334,335,336,337, 

and 8 


The Bureau of Development Plans Review has reviewed the subject-zoning 
items, and we have no comments. 

RWB:CEN:jrb 

cc: File 

2..tC-1-3·2003-,VO COMMENT f1DfS·01N2003 



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION & RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 


TO: Arnold Jablon 

FROM: R. Bruce Seeley f2-.es lTbT 

DATE: February 27, 2003 

Zoning Petitions 

Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting of January 28.2003 

SUBJECT: NO COMMENTS FOR THE FOLLOWING ZONING ITEMS: 
/~'" 
,/' 

298,326,328, 329(lJ-1;' 334-338 



AuJ""y r:. SmHJ I .? '\;"".,./'11:'/ 

Maryland Department QfPlannin~ 
17arrJtcc r:. Our/IV! 

I )1"'U~11 '\;',"01,,,:11 

January 29, 2003 

Ms. Rebecca Hart 
Baltimore County Department of Permits and Development Management 
111 West Chesapeake Avenue, Room 1 I 1 
Mail Stop # 1105 
Towson MD 21204 

Re: Zoning Advisorv Committee Agenda, 2/03/03 re-::-case numbers 03-298-SPH, 03-326-A, 
03-327-X, 03-328-A. 03-329-SPH, 03-330-SPHX,,03-33 I-A, 03-332-SPH, 03-333-A, 03-334-A, 
03-335-A, 03-336-A, 03-337-SPHA, 03-338-A ',--,// 

Dear Ms. Hart: 

The Maryland Department of Planning has received the above-referenced information on 01128/03. 
The information has been submitted to Mr. Mike Nortrup. 

Thank you for your cooperation in this review process. Please contact me at 410,767.4550 or the 
above noted reviewer if yOll have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Manager 
Metropolitan Planning 
Local Planning Assistance Unit 

cc: Mike Nortrup 

ill! H:"ln'I·,/urr.\iur!: \"Iv 11f){: 1,~'/I/lm,,,\,\IH'IL!!J"/ '01 .Iff}; 

fJ ·IIOJ/,j,,1 ;01) : f.:,., 1 1Ii.l/;i.I·/S0: {,.// /;,<'" /,,1'/111, ,-/;i.J • .'j" Ill' /~, r" ,1/.""/.,,,,/ /'~'!."J 



700 East Joppa RoaelBaltimore County 
Towson. rvlaryJand 21286-5500

Fire Department 410-887-4500 

County Office lding, Room 111 January 29, 2002 
Mail stop #1105 
111 West Che ke Avenue 
Towson, Maryl 21204 

ATTENTION: Hart 

28, 2003Distribution Meeting of: 

Item No. : 326-329, 331L 338 
\~/ 

Dear Ms. Hart: 

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

7. The Fire Marshal's Office has no comments at this time. 

REVIEWER: 	 LIEUTENANT MEZICK, Fire lIs Office 

PHONE 887-4881, MS-1102F 


cc: File 

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

\ Prin'ed w"h Soybean 'nk 

http:www.co.ba.md.us


StateT~OOThvm, 
AdministrW,g ~) 

Rober! L. tllrlich .• 1r.. G<mer-nor • Michael S. Steele. Lt. G()I!ernor • Trent ~1. Kittleman. Adin" Se~'rellLrtJ 

Date: 	 I. l.. g . c> '3 

Mr. George Zahner RE: Baltimore County 
Baltimore County Office of Item No. g ~I 
Permits and Development Management 
County Office Building, Room 109 
Towson, Maryland 21204 

Dear. Mr. Zahner: 

This 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 Gredlem at 410-545­
5606 or by E-mail at(lgredlein@sha.state.md.L1s). 

Very truly yours, 

4..... 	 Ken net h A. M c Don a I d Jr., Chi ef 
Engineering Access Permits Division 

~y telephone number/toll-free number is __________ 

Jfar?JIllniL Rdll!l Sendee (()r Impllired Hell,i1l(j ()r Speech 1.800.735.2258 StateWide Toll Free 

.'rfalli1l!1 Aridress: P.O. Box 717 • Baltimore. ~D 21203-0717 

Street Address: iO, ;';orth Cal"crt Street . Baltimoro. :'Iarylllnd 21202 . Plwlw ·110.5·15.0:500 • www.mnrylnndroads.com 

http:www.mnrylnndroads.com
mailto:at(lgredlein@sha.state.md.L1s


RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE BEFORE THE * 
Comer Wside Iron Horse Ln; N Mt. Wilson Ln; 
Wside Iron Horse Ln N side Mt. Wilson Ln * ZONING COMMISSIONER 
3rd Election District 
2nd Councilmanic District FOR* 
Legal Owner(s): John W. Tastet, Jr. 

Contract Purchaser(s): Iron Horse Properties, * BALTIMORE COUNTY 


LLC; Douglas F. Eshelman, Member 

Petitioner( s) * 03-331-A 


* * * * * * * * * * * * * 

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE 

Please enter the appearance ofPeople's Counsel in the above-captioned matter. Notice 

should be sent ofany' hearing dates or other proceedings in this matter and the passage ofany 

preliminary or final Order. All parties should copy People's Counsel on all correspondence sent! 

documentation filed in the case. 

~~lmaQemaf1
PETER MAX ZI RMAN 
People's Counsel for Baltimore County 

CnoJo 5- CJ&iruli? 
CAROLE'S. DEMILIO 
Deputy People's Counsel 
Old Courthouse, Room 47 
400 Washington A venue 
Towson, MD 21204 
(410) 887-2188 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2t51' 
day of January,2003! a copy ofthe foregoing 

Entry of Appearance was mailed to, Jennifer Busse, Esquire, Whiteford, Taylor & Preston, 210 

W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, MD 21204, Attorney for Petitioner(s).' 

~rn~/rmv.f~JrICLIV
r---~==-:---::--...PETER MAX ZI~ 

. ~:""; c"---c-----...,rJlneoPle's Counsel for Baltimore County, . 

JAN 3 1 20QZ Jr 
...J 

By 
II 

U " 



APPEAL 

Petition for Variance 

NW/corner Iron Horse Lane and Mt. Wilson Lane 


3rd ED 2nd CD 

Legal Owner: John W. Tastet, Jr. 


Contract Purchaser: Iron Horse Properties, LLC 


Case No.: 03-331-A 


Petition for Variance (January 16, 2003) 


Zoning Description of Property 


Notice of Zoning Hearing (January 28, 2003) 


Certification of Publication (February 27, 2003) 


Certificate of Posting (by Stacy Gardner) on February 12, 2003 


Entry of Appearance by People's Counsel (January 31,2003) 


Petitioner(s) Sign-In Sheet 

None 

Protestant(s) Sign-In Sheet 
None 

Citizen(s) Sign-In Sheet 
. None 

Zoning Advisory Committee Comments 

Petitioners' Exhibits: 
None 

Protestants' Exhibits: 
None 

Miscellaneous (Not Marked as Exhibit) 
1. 	 Plat to accompany zoning Petition for Variance 

Zoning Commissioner's Order (March 27, 2003 GRANTED subject to the following 
restrictions) 

Notice of Appeal received on April 21, 2003 from of J. Carroll Holzer on behalf of Milo Heckler 

c: 	 People's Counsel of Baltimore County, MS #2010 
Zoning Commissioner 
Arnold Jablon, Director of PDM 
J. Carroll Holzer, Holzer & Lee, 508 Fairmount Avenue, Towson 21204 

date sent April 23, 2003 rlh 



Baltimore County 
Department of Permits and 
Development Management 

Director'S Office (."f). 
County Office Building f"1 V 
111 West Chesapeake Avenue 
Towson, Maryland 21204 

410-887-3353 
Fax: 410-887-5708 

April 23, 2003 

John W. Tastet, Jr. 
15 Iron Horse Lane 
Baltimore, MD 21208 .,: APR242003 
Dear Mr. Tastet: 

!: "~'>';: ;,",,',-; ., 
RE: Case No. 03-331-A, West side of Iron Horse Lane, N of MCWilson~[ane:----"'-:':""',-.:... 

Please be advised that an appeal of the above-referenced case was filed in this 
office on April 21, 2003 by Carroll Holzer on behalf of Milo Heckler. All materials 
relative to the case have been forwarded to the Baltimore County Board of Appeals 
(Board). 

If you are the person or party taking the appeal, you should notify other similarly 
interested parties or persons known to you of the appeal. If you are an attorney of 
record, it is your responsibility to notify your client. 

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please do not hesitate to call the 
Board at 410-887-3180. 

AJ:rlh 

c: 	 Lawrence E. Schmidt, Zoning Commissioner 
Arnold Jablon, Director of PDM 
People's Counsel 
Iron Horse Properties, LLC, Douglas Eshelman, Member, 7013 Meandering Stream 

Way, Fulton, MD 20759-2303 
J. Carroll Holzer, Holzer & Lee, 508 Fairmount Avenue, Towson 21286 

pC J~~~.)J, rkc 

17~ ~~ ~~~o~;JZ~~t 
~. I (J , ~cf-~_J ~, 
~~ .~ q. . J It~LI9/'1-¢3 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT * 
FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY 

* 
PETITION OF: 
Iron Horse Properties, LLC· * 
7013 Meandering Stream Way 
Fulton, Maryland 20759 * 

FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OF THE OPINION OF * CNILACTION 
THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS No. 3-C-03-9833 
OFBALTThJORECOUNTY * 
OLD COURTHOUSE, ROOM 49 
400 W ASHINGTON AVENUE * 
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 

* 
IN THE MATTER OF 
JOHN W. TASTET, JR. - LEGAL OWNER * 
IRON HORSE PROPERTIES - DEVELOPERlCP 
(WOODHOLME RESERVE) * 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN APPROVAL 

- PDM III-377 * 
PETITION FOR VARIANCE 
3RD ELECTION DISTRICT * 
2ND COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT· 

* 
CASE NOS.: 03-331-A AND CBA-03-117 

* 
* * * * * * * * * * * * 

CERTIFICATE OF NOTICE· 

Madam Clerk: 

Pursuant to the Provisions of Rule 7-202(d) of the Maryland Rules, 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: 

J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire 

508 Fairmount Avenue, Towson, MD 21286 


Milo Heckler i 

. 25 Mt. Wilson Lane, Pikesville, MD 21208 


I . . 
I 
I 

., 
7 



Case Nos.: 03-331-A and CBA-03-117/Iron HorselWoodholme Reserve 2 
Civil Action No. 3-C-03-9833 

C. William Clark, Esquire 

Nolan"Plumhoff & Williams, 502 Washington Avenue, Suite 700, 

Towson, MD 21204 


Nadine Weinstein, Cobblestone Homeowners Association 

33 Stone Pine Court, Pikesville, MD 21208 


Rhonda Fisher, Cobblestone Homeowners Association 

33 Stone Pine Court, Pikesville, MD 21208 


G. Scott Barhight, Esquire 
Whiteford, 1'aylor & Preston LLP, 210 West Pennsylvania Avenue, 
Towson, MD 21204 

Jennifer R. Busse" Esquire, 
Whiteford, Taylor & Preston LLP,210 West Pennsylvania Avenue, 
Towson, MD 21204 

John W. Tastet, Jr. 

15 Iron Horse Lane, Baltimore, Maryland 21208 


Peter Max Zimmerman . 
People's COl.lnsel for Baltimore County, Old Courthouse, Room 47, 

400 Washington Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204 

I' A copy of said Notice is attached hereto and prayed that it may be made a part hereof 

I 
I 

'i 	 t;fltclUUvJ'--h ( , ~lu1t70 
Theresa R. Sht<lton, Legal Secretary 
County Board of Appeals, Room 49 
Old Courthouse, 400 Washington Avenue 
Towson, MD 21204 (410-887-3180) 

'1 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Certificate of Notice has been mailed to: 'I 
1I' 	 J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire, 508 Fairmount Avenue, Towson, MD 21286; Milo Heckler, 25 Mt 

Wilson Lane, Pikesville, MD 21208;, C. William Clark, Esquire, Nolan, Plumhoff & WilliilIns, 
502 Washington Avenue, Suite 700, Towson, MD 21204; Nadine Weinstein" Cobblestone 
Homeowners Association, 33 Stone Pine Court, Pikesville, MD 21208; 

. ~.... 
" ';,)

-"d'._ 
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Case Nos.: 03-331-A and CBA-03-117 / Iron HorselWoodholme Reserve 
Civil Action No. 3-C-03-9833 

Rhonda Fisher, Cobblestone Homeowners Association, 33 Stone Pine Court, Pikesville, MD 
21208; G. Scott Barhight, Esquire, Whiteford, Taylor & Preston LLP, 210 West Pennsylvania 
Avenue, Towson, MD 21204; Jennifer R. Busse, Esquire, Whiteford, Taylor & Preston LLP, 
210 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, MD 21204; John W. Tastet, Jr., 15 Iron Horse Lane, 
Baltimore, Maryland 21208; and Peter Max Zimmerman, People's Counsel for Baltimore 
County, Old Courthouse, Room 47, 400 Washington Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204, this 
17th day of September, 2003. . 

ifiLLU.J 'f), (fJulfbu 
Theresa R. Shelton, Legal Secretary 
County Board of Appeals, Room 49 
Old Courthouse, 400.Washington Avenue 
Towson, MD 21204 (410-887-3180) 

I 

I ' 




OIountu lJoarh of !-pptais of ~altimort OIountt! 

OLD COURTHOUSE, ROOM 49 
400 WASHINGTON AVENUE 

\ 
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 

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

September 17, 2003 

J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire 
Holzer and Lee 
508 Fainnount Avenue 
Towson, Md 21286 

RE: Circuit Co'urt Civil Action No. 3-C-03-9833 
Petition for Judicial Review 

Iron Horse Properties / Woodholme Reserve / PDM III-377 
Case Nos,: 03-331-A and CBA-03-117 

Dear Mr. Holzer: 

Notice 'is hereby given, in accordance with the Maryland Rules, that a Petition for Judicial 
Review was filed on September 8, 2003 in the Circuit Court for Baltimore County from the decision of 
the County Board of Appeals rendered in the above matter. Any party wishing to oppose the petition 
must file a response within 30 days after the date ofthis letter, pursuant to the Maryland Rules. ' 

Please note that any documents filed in this matter, including, but not limited to, any other 
Petition for Judicial Review, must be filed under Civil Action No. 3-C-03-9833. 

Enclosed is a copy of the Certificate of Notice. 

Very truly yours, ' 

17ftuJA} '-If , 0:Sktbnu 
Theresa R. Shelton , ' ' 

, Legal Secretary 

ftrs 
Enclosure 

c: Milo Heckler 
C. William Clark, Esquire 

Nadine Weinstein 

Rhonda Fisher 

G. Scott Barhight, Esquire 
Jennifer R. Busse, Esquire 
John W. Tastet, Jr. 
Office of People's Counsel 
Pat Keller, Director f Planhing 
Lawrence E. Schmidt f ZC 
Donald Rascoe, Development Mgr f PDM 
Timothy M. Kotroco, Director f PDM 

'\ Printed wilh Soybean Ink 
"n'Recycled Paper 1 



'. 
QIount~ ~oaro of l'pptals of ~a1timott QIounty 

1It.1It1lt1it OLD COURTHOUSE, ROOM 49. 	 * 
400 WASHINGTON AVENUE 

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 
410-887-3180 


FAX: 410-887-3182 


September 17, 2003 

G. Scott Barhight Esquire 
Jennifer R. Busse, Esquire 
Whiteford Taylor And Preston 
210 W. Pennsylvania Avenue 
Towson Md 21204 

RE: Circuit Court Civil Action No. 3-C-03-9833 
. Petition for JUdicial Review 
Iron Horse Properties / Woodholme Reserve / PDM III-377 
Case Nos.: 03-331-A and CBA-03-117 

Dear Mr. Barhight and Ms. Busse: 

In accordance with the Maryland Rules, 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 
incurred 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 the Maryland 

Rules. 

Enclosed is a copy of the Certificate of Notice. 

Very truly yours, 

~LJ ~~, ~ttOrU 
Theresa R. Shelton 
Legal Secretary 

ftrs 
Enclosure 
c: 	 John W. Tastet, Jr. 


J.Carroll Holzer, Esquire 

Milo Heckler 


\ Prinled wilh Soybean Ink 
on Recycled Paper 1 
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