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IN RE: PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL HEARING, * BEFORE THE
SPECIAL EXCEPTION AND VARIANCE

N/side of Sudbrook Lane, 40' W of ¢/line of  * YZONING COMMISSIONER
DeRisio Lane
(4 Sudbrook Lane) ' * OF
3" Election District , '
2" Council District ' * BALTIMORE COUNTY
4 Sudbrook, LLC | * Case No. 2009-0209-SPHXA
Petitioner
% % % % % % % % % % %

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This matter comes before the Zoning Commissioner for consideration of Petitions for
Special Hearing, Special Exception and Variance filed by 4 Sudbrook, LLC, by and through his
attorney, Mark D. Dopkin, Esquire. The Petitioner requests a special hearing to amend the site
plan and OrderAapproved in Case No. 2009-0072-SPHA and to affirm the relief granted in that
Order as it relates to a modified parking plan pursuant to Section 409.12 of the Baltimore County
Zoning Regulations (B.C.ZR.)." Petitioner also requests special exception relief in order to
allow a Class B Office Building in an R-O -zone, pursuant to B.C.Z.R. Section 204.3.B.2.
Finally, Petitioner seeks additional variance relief as follows: From B.C.Z.R. Section 409.6.A.2,
for 13 parking spaces in lieu of the 16 parking spaces required; from Section 204.3.B.2.a, to
permit a Class B Office Building with 39% of the total adjusted gross floor area occupied by
medical offices in lieu of 25% permitted; from Section 204.4.C.1, to permit a Class B Office
Building with a ﬂobr area ratio of 0.48 in lieu of 0.33 permitted, and from Section
204.4.C.9.c(2), to permit a 0 foot landscape buffer along property lines which abut a non-

residentially zoned property in lieu of 10 feet required. The subject property and requested relief

! Variance relief was also. granted in Case No. 2009-0072-SPHA as follows: From B.C.Z.R. Section 204.3, to
permit 43% of the total adjusted gross floor area to be occupied by medical offices in lieu of 25% allowed; from
Section 409.4, to permit a two-way driveway 10 feet in width in lieu of 20 feet required; from Section 409.8.A.4, to
permit a parking space in a surface parking facility for a nonresidential use to be 0 feet from the right-of-way line of
a public street in lieu of 10 feet required, and from Section 409.8.A.1 and the Baltimore County Landscape Manual,

to permit a landscape strip of 0 feet between an existing paved surface and a lot line in a commercial zone in lieu of
six (6) feet required.



. .

are more particularly described on the site plan submitted which was accepted into evidence and
marked as Petitioner’s Exhibit 1.

Appearing at the requisite public hearing in support of the request were Howard
Rothschild, D.D.S., on behalf of the property owner; Richard E. Matz, the professional engineer
who prepared the site plan; Jay Brown, architect with Levin/Brown & Associates, who presented
for review the building elevation drawings approved by the Design Review Panel (DRP), and
Mark D. Dopkin, Esquire, attorney for the Petitioner. Appearing as interested citizens from the
Ralston Community Association were Sara J. Glik and Lorna R. Diaz, the association president.
It should also be noted that Pierce Macgill, representative of the Baltimore County Department
of Economic Development, and Diana Itter, Office of Planning, appeared and participated at the
hearing. While there were no Protestants or other interested persons present, letters were
received from Melinda A. Hipsley, Past President, Ralston Community Association, and Alan P.
Zukerberg, President, Pikesville Communities Corporation, indicating their opposition to ingress
and egress to the parking area from DeRisio Lane.

Tesfimony and evidence offered revealed that the subject property is a rectangular shaped
corner lot located on the northwest side of the intersection of Sudbrook Lane and DeRisio Lane
in Pikesville. The property contains a gross area of 0.33 acres, more or less, and is zoned R-O
(Residential Office). As shown on the site plan, the property is improved with a 3-story building
with basement, the first floor of which has an extension in the rear. The property is currently
vacant. Testimony indicated that Dr. Rothschild is licensed as a dentist by the State of Maryland

A and specializes in reconstructive dentistry and maintains an office in Pikesville. |

Subsequent to the Order in the prior case (dated November 5, 2008), the Petitioner

! 2 To the extent applicable, the findings and conclusions set forth in Case No. 2009-0072-SPHA are adopted by
% reference and incorporated herein. ‘




optimal for the desired léyout of the dental offices. The proposed one-story addition with
basement extends approximately 30 feet beyond the previously approved footprint. The
expansion of the rear addition creates a Class B office building. Special exception and special
hearing relief is necessary to reflect the proposed expansion of the previously approved use from
a Class A office building to a Class B office building and update the site plan for this property.

The residential appearance is to be maintained. All other buildings on Sudbrook Lane in
the immediate area enjoy office use. Office use, including medical offices, is a use permitted in
the zone. In addition, the property is surrounded by properties in commercial use. In these
regards, the proposed use conforms to the legislative intent and policies articulated in Section
204 of the B.C.Z.R. As previously stated, to modify the configuration of the existing structure to
strictly comply with the 25% limitation set forth in Section 204.3.B would indeed create a
practical difficulty.

The Office of Planning does not oppose the variance requested provided certain
conditions are met. The proposed improvements have been approved by the Design Review
Panel. Petitioner indicated that he was willing to comply “rith the conditions suggested by the
Office of Planning and the Design Review Panel. |

Mr. Macgill appeared at the hearing on behalf of the Baltimore County Depértment of
Economic Development. His organization fully supports the proposal. He indicated that the
Petitioner’s practice is appropriate for this location and will not result in detrimental impacts to
adjacent properties and uses. In addition, the rehabilitation of this building is consistent with the
Pikesville Revitalization Plan and would be eligible for various tax credits and grants. Ms. Itter

appeared at the hearing on behalf of the Baltimore County Office of Planning. She reiterated

that the Design Review Panel had unanimously approved the proposed project. She further
'stated that the landscaping plan and sign detail would be subject to approval by the Office of
“ Planning.

As noted above, Ms. Diaz appeared as President of The Ralston Community Association,

§Inc. While she and the Association have no objections to the proposed expansion of the



improvements, some members have raised concerns relative to possible access to and from the
east side of the property to DeRisio Lane. Ms. Diaz stated that the Association’s membership
will meet on April 22, 2009 and formally adopt a position relative to the Board’s desired access
at this location. However, in this regard, it is to be noted that the proposed access to DeRisio
Lane is not before me at this time.

Based upon the testimony and evidenced offered, relief shall be granted in accordance
with the following:

Special hearing relief shall be granted. That relief relates to the propcsed‘amendment to
the site plan and relief granted in Case No. 2009-0072-SPHA for modified parking pursuant to
Section 409.12 of the B.C.Z.R. In addition, the special hearing relief granted in Case No. 2009-
0072-SPHA is hereby affirmed. Since the proposed use by a small dental practice is self-
limiting, the impacts of changing the use to medical office space are negligible. Accordingly, I
find that the proposed use will not be detrimental to the health, safety, or general welfare of the
-area; which is now characterized by similar conversions; and as stated in thié Commission’s prior
Ordgr will not create congestion in roads, streets, or alleys; will not create a potential hazard
from fire, panic, or other dangers; will not overcrowd land or cause undue concentration of
population; will not interfere with adequate provisions for schobls, parks, water, sewerage,
transportation, or other public requirements, conveniences, or improvements; will not interferé
with adequate light and air; will not be inconsistent with the spirit and intent of the B.C.Z.R.; and
will not be inconsistent with the impermeable surface and vegetive retention provisions of the
B.C.Z.R.

Similarly, the petition for special exception for a Class B office building will be granted.
The R-O Zoning Regulations permit a Class B office building only by Special Exception.
Further, a Class B office building is defined in fhe B.C.Z.R; as a building which is a new
structure, or for which significant addition has been added to the previous building. I am
persuaded that the Class B office building should be permitted on the subject site and that the

{| proposed improvements are appropriate. I am satisfied that the special exception request

4



complies with the requirements of B.C.Z.R. Section 502.1 as recently applied by the Court of
Appeals in People’s Counsel for Baltimore Co. v. Loyola College, 406 Md. 54 (2008).

Finally, the petition for variance shall be granted. In this regard, relief will be granted to
allow 13 parking spaces in lieu of the 16 parking spaces required pursuant to Section 409.6.2 of
the B.C.Z.R.; to permit a Class B office building with 39% of the total adjusted gross. floor area
occupied by medical offices in lieu of 25% allowed pursuant to Section 204.3B.2.a of the
B.C.Z.R;; to permit a Class B office building with a floor area ratio of 0.48 in lieu of 0.33
allowed pursuant to Section 2.4.4.C.1 of the B.C.Z.R.; and to permit a 0 foot landscaping buffer
along the property lines which abut a non-residentially zoned property in lieu of 10 feet required
by Section 204.4.C.9.C(2) of the B.C.Z.R.

I find that the property is unique because of the location of the existihg improvements. In
addition, I find that strict compliance with the B.C.Z.R. would result in practical difficulty and
unreasonable hardship to the Petitioner to use the property for the uses allowed by its current
zoning. Without the requested variances the existing improvements could not be retained
without modifying the exterior and would be contrary to the stated goal of the R-O zone. I also
note that the adjoining property at 2 Sudbrook Lane was acquired by Baltimore County for the
right-of-way for DeRisio Lane. To the extent that this taking changed the requirement for side
yard setbacks the Zoning Commissioner’s Policy Manual calls for the variances to be granted
and doing so is consistent with long-standing ’practice by the Zoning Office and as applied by
this Commission in construing Cromwell v. Ward, 102 Md. App. 691 (1994).

Based upon the testimony and evidence offered, I am persuaded to grant the requested
relief. In my judgment, the proposal is consistent with the surrounding locale and will not
detrimentally impact the surrounding neighborhood. The proposed redevelopment of this site is
appropriate and meets the spirit and intent of the Zoning Regulations and the goals of this
§ Revitalization District. | |
: Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property and public hearing on these

Petitions held and for the reasons set forth herein, the relief requested shall be granted.



Q%REFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore County this
day of April 2009 that the Petition for Special Exception, to allow a Class B

Office Building in an R-O zone, pursuant to Section 204.3.B.2, be and is hereby GRANTED;
and |
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Petition for Special Hearing to amend the site plan
and Order approved in Case No. 2009-0072-SPHA and to affirm the relief granted in that Order
as it relates to a modified parking plan pursuant to Section 409.12 of the Baltimore County
Zoning Régulations (B.C.Z.R.) and to affirm the following variance ;elief granted in that Order
as follows:
From Section 204.3, to permit 43% of the total adjusted gross floor area of an existing
Class A office building to be occupied by medical offices in lieu of 25% allowed; from Section
409.4, to permit a two-way driveway 10 feet in width in lieu of 20 feet required; from Section
409.8.A.4, to permit a parking space in a surface parking facility for a nonresidential use to be 0
feet from the right-of-way line of a public street in lieu of 10 feet required; and from Section
409.8.A.1,' and the Baltimore County Landscape Manual to permit a landscape strip of 0 feet
between an existing paved surface and a lot line in a commercial zone iﬁ lieu of six (6) feet
required, be and is hereby GRANTED; an;l
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Petition for Variance seeking relief from B.C.Z.R.
Section 409.6.A.2, to allow 13 parking spaces in lieu 0f 16 parking spaces required; from
B.C.Z.R. Section 204.3.B.2.a, to permit a Class B Office Building with 39% of the total adjusted.
gross floor area occupied by medical offices, in lieu of 25% permitted; from B.C.Z.R. Section
5204.4.C.1, to permit a Class B Office Building with a floor area ratio of 0.48 in lieu of 0.33
‘ermitted, and from B.C.Z.R. Section 204.4.C.9.¢(2), to permit a 0 foot landscape buffer along

- “gproperty lines which abut a non-residentially zoned property in lieu of 10 feet required, in



1) The Petitioner may apply for its permit and be granted same upon
receipt of this Order; however, Petitioner is hereby made aware that
proceeding at this time is at its 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.

2) Except as specifically modified herein, the terms and conditions of the
relief granted in Case No. 2009-0072-SPHA shall be incorporated
herein.

3) The Petitioner shall provide a sign detail with colors and materials to
the Office of Planning for review and approval for any freestanding
sign or sign on the building wall.

4) The Petitioner shall submit for review and approval a revised landscape
plan to Avery Harden, the County’s Landscape Architect. The plan
should note additional landscaping for the foundation walls of the
proposed addition as well as along the rear elevation and show
screening on the west side of the rear parking lot.

5) A picket fence enclosure shall be utilized to surround the trash pad
located at the rear of the property.

- 6) When applying for any permits, the site plan and/or landscape plan

filed must reference this case and set forth and address the restrictions
of this Order.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that, in the event Baltimore County authorizes access to the
subjéct property from DeRisio Lane, no further action by the Zoning Commissioner shall be
required.

Any appeal of this decision shall be made thhm thirty (30) days of the date of this Order.

: Zoning Commissioner
4 WIW:dlw for Baltimore County




BALTIMORE COUNTY

MARYLAND

JAMES T. SMITH, JR. WILLIAM J. WISEMAN 111
County Executive April 8, 2009 Zoning Commissioner

Mark D. Dopkin, Esquire
Tydings & Rosenberg, LLP

. 100 East Pratt Street, 26™ Floor
Baltimore, MD 21202

RE: PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL HEARING, SPECIAL EXCEPTION AND VARIANCE
N/side of Sudbrook Lane, 40' W of ¢/line of DeRisio Lane
(4 Sudbrook Lane)
3" Election District - 2™ Council District
4 Sudbrook, LLC — Petitioner
Case No. 2009-0209-SPHXA

Dear Mr. Dopkin:

Enclosed please find a copy of the decision rendered in the above- captioned matter. The Petitions
for Special Hearing, Exeption and Variance have been granted with restrictions, 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 Department of Permits and Development Management office at 887-

3391.

Zonmg Commissioner
WIW:dlw ' for Baltimore County
Enclosure :

c Howard Rothschild, D.D.S., Managing Member, 4 Sudbrook LLC, 1500 Reisterstown Road,

Baltimore, MD 21208

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

Jay Brown, Levin/Brown & Associates,15 Greenspring Valley Road, Baltimore, MD 21208

Sara J. Glik, 8 Brightside Avenue, Baltimore, MD 21208

Loma R. Diaz, 21 Sherwood Avenue, Baltimore, MD 21208

Diana Itter, Office of Planning; Pierce Macgill, Dept. of Economic Develop.; Avery Harden, DPDM

People's Counsel; File

Jefferson Building | 105 West Chesapeake Avenue, Suite 103 | Towsen, Maryland 21204 | Phone 410-887-3868 | Fax 410-887-3468
www.baltimorecountymd.gov
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Petition for Special Hearing

to the Zonin'g. Gommissioner of Baltimore County

- for the property located. at: .J.LSndhmnk.Lane

‘which is presently zoned __RO

Deed Reference g7506 1 298 - Tax Accou_nt# 0302000826

This Petition shall be filed with the Department of Permits and Development Management. The wundersigned, 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 of thereof, hereby petition for a Special Hearing under -500.7 of the Zomng Regulatlons of Bammore County, to
determine whether or not the Zoning Commission should approve , . : .

See Attached

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

I/iWe do solemnly declare and affirm, under the penalties of -
perjury, that l/we are the legal owner(s) of the property which
Is the subject of this Petition.

Contract Purchaser/Lessee: . Legal Owner(s):
4 Sudbrook LLC

Howard Rothschlldm Managing Member

Name ~ Type or Print Name — Type o%/

UNAVAILABLE FOR HEARING
Reviewed By S Date__2/1 /o ¢

Signature Signature ( ]

Address. Telephone No. Name — Type or Print

City . State Zip Code Signature

Attorney For Petitioner: : , : 3809 Thoroughbred Lane 410-602-1800
' S ‘ Address. Telephone No.

Mark Dopkin, Esq. : Owings Mills MD 21117

Name —Fype ar Print City State  Zip Code
W ‘”\\(\ . Representative to be Contacted: = .=

Signaturg /

Tydings & Rosenberg, LLP : Richard E. Matz, P.E.

Company ) COLBERT MATZ ROSENFELT, INC . :

100 E. Pratt Street, 26" fioor 410-752-9735 2835 Smith Avenue, Suite G 410-653-3838

Address - i Telephone No. Address Telephone No.

Baltimore MD 21202 Baltimore MD 21209

City State  Zip Code City : State  Zip Code

) OFFICE USE ONLY




Attachment to Petitidn for*Special Hearing

To amend the site plan and Order approved in Case No 2009 0072 SPHA and
to affirm the relief granted in that Order as it relates to a modified parking plan”
~ pursuant to Section 409.12, BCZR and to affirm the variance relief granted in

that Order; gsn - 22sr

/' From Sectlon 204.3, BCZR, to permrt 43% of the total adjusted gross ﬂoor
area to be occupied by medical offices in lieu of 25% allowed; - T
From Section 409.4, BCZR, to permit a two-way driveway 10 feet in wrdth in
lieu of 20 feet required,;
, From Section 409.8.A.4, BCZR, to permit a parking space in a surface parkrng
facility for a nonresidential use to be 0 feet from the right-of-way line of a pubhc
street in lieu of 10 feet required; and .
- From Section 409.8.A.1, BCZR, and the Baltimore County Landscape Manual
- to permit a landscape stnp of 0 feet between an existing paved surface and a lot
lineina commercra| zone in heu of six (6) feet required. S

#Hozop /‘
o
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Petition Yor Speciffl F&ception
to the Zoning-Commissioner of Baltimore County

for the property located at 900'* E. OF YORK ROAD
which is presently zoned "R-0"

This Petition shall be filed with the Department of Permits and Development Management. The undersigned, egai
owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is described in the description and plat attached hereto ang
made a part hereof, hereby petition for a Special Exception under the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County, to use Yhe

herein described property for CLASS "B" OFFICE BUILDINC
; /o3 whesed] 24
»——-—""M—“ T —

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by the zoning regulations.
I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Special Exception, advertising, posting, etc. and further agree to and are to be bounded by the

zoning regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the zoning law for Baltimore County.

fWe do solemnly declare and affirm, under the penalties of
perjury, that l/iwe are the legal owner(s) of the property which
is the subject of this Petition.

Legal Owner(s):

Contract Purchaser/Lessee:
DAVID F. BLACK

PAUL LEE - CENTURY ENGINEERING, INC.
Name - gipe or PEinEz Namﬁ Ermt
Sig‘na ‘

Signature

10710 GILROY ROAD 443-589-2400 MICHELLE 4. WHITE
- Address Telephone No. Name - Type or PN
HUNT VALLEY MD 21031
City | State Zip Code Signature LN
- Address Telephone No.
- COCKEYSVILLE MD 21030
Name - Type or Print City State. Zip Cede
Representative to be Contacted:
Signature .
, . PAUL LEE -~ CENTURY ENGINEERING, INC.

Company Name ‘
10710 GILROY ROAD 4435892400

Address Telephone No. Address Telephone Nao.
HUNT VALLEY MD 21030

City State Zip Code City State Zip Code

| OFFICE USE ONLY
ESTIMATED LENGTH OF HEARING

Case No. Fvoq- o/>»3+ X UNAVAILABLE FOR HEARING
Reviewed By IFE Date (O /2;7 / 0

=2y 091198
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) Petition for Variance

to the Zomng Commlssmner of Baltlmore County

for the property located at
‘ whlch is presently zoned
Deed Reference 275{}6

4 Sudbrook Lane
RO ’ '
Tax Account # 0302000826

/ 295

.. 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 descnbed in the descnptton and plat attached hereto and
L made a part of thereof, hereby petltlon for a Variance from Section(s) : . : o

See Attached

Of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County, to the zoning law of Baitimore County for the following reasons: (indicate

hardship or practical difficulty)

Reasons to be presented at the hearing.

Property 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 zomng '
regulations and restnctlons of Balﬂmore County adopted pursuant to the zoning: Iaw for Baltimore County. : . S

Contract Purchaser/Lessee:

1We do solemnly declare and affirm, under the penames of
perjury, that l/we are the legal owner(s} of the property which
Is the subject of this Petition.

Legal Owner(s):

4 Sudbrook LLC

Howard Rothschild, D DzS7 Managing Member

Name - Type or Print

~ Name - Type or Pnr:///
/ Z

Signatlire—" 7

Name — Type or Priny

Signature
Address. Telephone No.
City State  Zip Code

Attomev For Petitioner:

Mark Dopkin, Esq

Tydings & Rosenberg, LLP

Signature

3809 Thoroughbred Lane - 410-602-8100
Address. Telephone No.
Owings Mills . ~ MD 21117
City - State

Zip Code

Representative to be Contacted:

Company .

100 Edast Pratt St , 26‘” Floor

COLBERT MATZ ROSENFELT,‘INC

2835 Smith Avenue, Suite G 410-653-3838

Address Telephone No.
Baltimore MD 21202
City ) ~ State  Zip Code
CaseNo. H602- 0009~ SPHXA

R RN W e L..JI.J‘I"fr ﬁﬁlm

Address Telephone No. -
Baltimore : MD 21209
~ City State  Zip Code

A OFFICE USE ONLY
ESTIMATED LENG6TH OF HEARING,
UNAVAILABLE FOR HEARING,
Reviewed By N

Date_2 /1 /OF




v

Se Ve

Attachment to Variance Petition

From Section 409.6.A:2, BCZR for 13 parking spaces in lieu of 16 parkmg
spaces required.

From Section 204 3.B. 2 a, BCZR, to permit a Class B office building with 39% of i
the total adjusted gross ﬂoor area occupied by medical offices, in heu of 25% i
permitted.

From Section 204.4.C.1, BCZR, to permit a Class B office building W|th a ﬂoor

area ratio of 0.48 in lieu of 0.33 perm:tted

vFrom Section 204.4.C.9.c (2), BCZR, to permit a 0 foot landscape buﬁer along

property lines which abut a non-residentially zoned property, in lieu of 10 feet
required. ,

-+ 0Zop



Colbert Matz Rosenfelt, inc.

Civil Engineers « Surveyors ¢ Planners .

ZONING DESCRIPTION — 4 SUDBROOK LANE

Beginning at a point on the north side of Sudbrook Lane, which is 60 feet wide, at

a distance of 40 feet west of the centerline of DiRisio Lane, which is of varymg
width, thence the following courses and distances:

S 55°28'23" W, 60.00 ft.;

N 34°31'37" W, 210.00 ft.;

N 55°28'23" E, 60.00 ft., thence

S 34°31'37" E, 210.00 ft. to the Point of Beginning.

As recorded in Deed Liber 27508, folio 285 and containing 12,600 square feet.
Also known as 4 Sudbrook Lane and located in the 3™ Election District, 2™
Councilmanic District. »

O”AL NS
\\\ A
*"’fff;m: num\\“‘ 4 7/"9?

riification. ) horo -\y carh‘w fhet dhogs
2 prapared or approved by me, and thail
ciassional englnear tndar the Taws

., Fxpiralion Date: u'—li:

2835 Smith Avenue, Suite G Baltimore, Maryland 21209
Teiephone: (410) 653-3838 / Facsimile: (410) 653-7853

#oasq



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

OFFICE OF BUDGET AND FINANCE - \ No. <&

MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT

Rev Sub .
Source/ Rev/
Fund  Dept Unit . Sub Unit

7
(- .

. CASHIER'S
_VALIDATI
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Holdvaepunl] c!hearing
|dentlﬂed herein as follows L

" Case: ¢ 2009:0209- SPHXA
- 4 Stdbrook Lane

DiRIsio lang )
3rd Election District — 2nn caunc'(lmanlc Dlsmct
- Légal Owner(s): Mark Dopkin- ‘
Special Hearlng: :t0 amend the site plan and ofder ap-
proved In case: 109-0072-SPHA, and'tq affirm the relief grant-
“ed in that order as It relatés to.a modified. parki ng plan, and

© 43%of the total ad]usted grgss floor area 1o, be’ occupled by
medical offices in flet of the 25% “allowed; to permit a two-

i on-residential Use to be O feet fronvtrié right of way line of

-and a lot-line In & commerclal‘zone in-Jlélof six feet re-
qunred speclal Exception: for aClass B office building in
an "RO zbne. Varance: for-13 parking. spaces in lleu of 16
parklng spaces. required., To'permit a Class B officé building

- B office bullding with.a floor area ration of 048 in lieu of
0.33 permitted. To permit # 0 foot landscape buffer along
"'property fines which-abut.a non~res denﬂally zoned proper-
ty, In flew’ of 10 feet required.

" Jefferson’ Buildlng, 105 West chesapeake Avenue. Tow-

sonz*!zoa: o e

P - .

NOTES (1) Hearings are Hand!capped Access le; for spe-
. sioner's-Office at. {410) 887%386
Contact the Zon! ng Rewew ofﬂce at (410} 887- 3391

R 1

“N/side of Sudbrook’ Lane 40 feet wfof the Centerllne t}f e

to affirm the variance relief granted in t'nat order. " To permit -
way driveway 10 ‘feet Ih width in leuof the 20 feet required; «
to permit a parking space In a surface parking facillty foran -

‘@ public:street in lleu of 10 feet required and to’permit a .
landscape strip O feet between an existing paved surface’

woth 39% of the total aﬁjusted gross flodrarea occupled by’
- imedical-offices, in lleu of 25% perfitted.. To'permit'a Class -

- Hearing: Friday. April 3, 2009 at 9:00 a.m. ln Room 104,

L \ K xWILLIAMJ,WISEMAN W
g ZonlngCommlssloner for Baltinore County -

. cial accommodations Please Contact the *Zoning Commis».
4(2) For: Information concernmg thé File andfar Hearlng,

31368 Maf 19 i y . 196?66 :

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

3l 2004

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was published

in the following weekly newspaper published in Baltimore County, Md,,

once in each of l sueeessive weekls, the first publication appearing

on 2 l[q 2009 .

GThe Jeffersonian

1 Arbutus Times

[ Catonsville Times

Ll Towson Times

1 Owings Mills Times
[J NE Booster/Reporter
[d North County News

LEGAL ADVERTISING




CERTIFICATE OF POSTING

ATTENTION: KRISTEN MATHHEWS

DATE: 03/17/09

Case Number:_2009-0209-SPHXA

Petitioner / Developer: MARK DOPKIN, TYDINGS & ROSENBURG~
HOWARD ROTHSCHILD~RICHARD MATZ, COLBERT, MATZ &
ROSENFELT.

Date of Hearing (Closing):_APRIL 3, 2009

This is to certify. under the penalties of perjury that the necessary sign(s)
required by law were posted conspicuously on the property located at:

4 SUDBROOK LANE

The sign(s) were posted on: MARCH 17, 2009

4" Kondy O Kefe
‘ ) — -~ : (Signature of Sign Poster)
- "
10N|NG NOTICE Zoulm NOTICE ZON'"G NOTICE Linda O’Keefe
CASE # 2009 (209-5PHIA CASE & 2009209 5PHXA CASE # 20090201 SPHXA
A PUBLIC HEARING WILL BE RELD BY A PUBLIC £ | A PUBLIC HEARING WILL BE HELD BY (Printed Name of Sign Poster)
THE ZONING COMMISSIONER THE NER (@ THE ZONING COMMISSIONER

IN TOWSON, MD

523 Penny Lane

(Street Address of Sign Poster)

Hunt Valley, Maryland 21030

(City, State, Zip of Sign Poster)

410 — 666 — 5366

(Telephone Number of Sign Poster)



BALTIMORE COUNTY

MARYLAND

JAMES T. SMITH, IR. NOTICE OF ZONING HEARING ' 1141y M. k0TROCO, Direcror
County Executive ) Department of Permits and

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Awstipme: Regations of
Baltimore County, will hold a pubhc hearmg in Towson, Maryland on the property identified herein as
follows:

~March 4, 2009

CASE NUMBER: 2009- 0209-SPHXA

4 Sudbrook Lane

N/side of Sudbrook Lane, 40 feet w/of the centerline of DiRisio Lane
3" Election District — 2™ Councilmanic District

Legal Owners: Mark Dopkin

Special Hearing to amend the site plan and order approved in case 09-0072-SPHA, and to affirm the
relief granted in that order as it relates to a modified parking plan, and to affirm the variance relief
granted in that order. To permit 43% of the total adjusted gross floor area to be occupied by medical
offices in lieu of the 25% allowed, to permit a two-way driveway .10 feet in width-in lieu of the 20 feet
required; to permit a parking space in a surface parking facility for an non-residential use to be 0 feet
from the right of way line of a public street in lieu of 10 feet required, and to permit a landscape strip 0
feet between an existing paved surface and a lot line in a commercial zone in lieu of six feet required.
Special Exception for a Class B office building in an RO zone. Variance for 13 parking spaces.in lieu of
16 parking spaces required. To permit a Class B office building with 39% of the total adjusted gross floor
area occupied by medical offices, in lieu of 25% permitted. To permit a Class B office building with a
floor area ration of 0.48 in lieu of 0.33 permitted. To permit a O foot landscape buffer along property lines
which abut a non-residentially zoned property, in lieu of 10 feet required.

Hearing: Fnday, April 3, 2009 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 104, Jefferson Building,

Mt C peake Avenue, Towson 21204

Timothy Kotrooo
Director

TK:kim

C: Mark Dopkin, . Tydings & Rosenberg, 100 E. Pratt St., 26" Floor, Baltimore 21202
Howard Rothschild, 3809 Thoroughbred Lane, Owings Mills 21117
Richard Matz, Colbert Matz, Rosenfelt, 2835 Smith Ave., Ste. G., Baltimore 21208

NOTES: (1) THE PETITIONER MUST HAVE THE ZONING NOTICE SIGN POSTED BY AN
-~ APPROVED POSTER ON THE PROPERTY BY THURSDAY, MARCH 19, 2009.
(2) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE,; FOR SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS
PLEASE CALL THE ZONING COMMISSIONER'S OFFICE AT 410-887-4386.
(3) FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING THE FILE AND/OR HEARING, CONTACT THE
ZONING REV]EW OFFICE AT 410-887-3391.

Zoning Review | County Office Building
111 West Chesapeake Avenue, Room 111 | Towson, Maryland 21204 | Phone 410-887-3391 | Fax 410-887-3048 -
www.baltimorecountymd.gov


http:www.baltimorecountymd.gov

TO: PATUXENT PUBLISH'ING COMPANY .
- Thursday, March 19, 2009 Issue - Jeffersonian

" Please forward billing to: o
Dr. Howard Rothschild ' 410-602-8100
3809 Thoroughbred Lane '
Owings Mills, MD 21117

NOTICE OF ZONING HEARING

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Act and Regulations
of Baltimore County, will hold a publlc hearlng in Towson, Maryland on the propeny identified
herein as follows:

CASE NUMBER: 2009-0209-SPHXA

4 Sudbrook Lane

N/side of Sudbrook Lane, 40 feet w/of the centerline of DiRisio Lane
3" Election District — 2" Councilmanic District

Legal Owners: Mark Dopkin

Special Hearing to amend the site plan and order approved in case 09-0072-SPHA, and to affirm the
relief granted in that order as it relates to a modified parking plan, and to affirm the variance relief
granted in that order. To permit 43% of the total adjusted gross floor area to be occupied by medical
offices in lieu of the 25% allowed, to permit a two-way driveway 10 feet in width in lieu of the 20 feet
required; to permit a parking space in a surface parking facility for an non-residential use to be O feet
from the right of way line of a public street in lieu of 10 feet required, and to permit a landscape strip O
feet between an existing paved surface and a lot line in a commercial zone in lieu of six feet required.
Special Exception for a Class B office building in an RO zone. Variance for 13 parking spaces in lieu of
16 parking spaces required. To permit a Class B office building with 39% of the total adjusted gross
floor area occupied by medical offices, in lieu of 25% permitted. To permit a Class B office building with
a floor area ration of 0.48 in lieu of 0.33 permitted. To permit a 0 foot landscape buffer along property
lines which abut a non-residentially zoned property, in lieu of 10 feet required.

Friday, April 3, 2009 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 104, Jefferson Building,

Hearing:
hesapeake Avenue, Towson 21204

WILLIAM J. WISEMAN 1l
ZONING COMMISSIONER FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

NOTES: (1) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECIAL
ACCOMODATIONS, PLEASE CONTACT THE ZONING COMMISSIONER'S
OFFICE AT 410-887-4386.
(2) FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING THE FILE AND/OR HEARING, CONTACT
THE ZONING REVIEW OFFICE AT 410-887-3391.



/, .

DEPARTMENT OF PERMITS AND DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT
ZONBNG REVHEW '

ADVERT;SING REQUIREMENTS AND PROCEDURES FOR ZONING HEARINGS - -

The_Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (BCZR) require that notice be given to the
general pubhcfneighbormg property owners relative to property which is the subject of
~an upcoming zoning hearing.” For those petitions which require a public hearing, this

notice is accomplished by posti ng 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 hearmg

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 ISS_UEDAUNTIL ALL ADVERTISING COSTS ARE PAID.

—— —

For Newspaper Advertisinq: A

ltem Number or Case Number: . QOO 0{’ 0307" SPHAA
Petitioner: : == ’ : 6! (Sudlé’mé’ /AT
Address or Location: 4 Sud preelk L&m@ .

PLEASE FORWARD ADVERTISING BILL TO:

Name.' Dr. ‘/‘WMCL %4&5(—/(/1/1 ld/

~ Address: %SOQ ‘—t\,‘e‘f‘f}u@b(ﬁf‘ﬁd Lane_
' f)f,@wée Hille | Md  ziry

Té}ephohe Number: | f‘/)@ - o2 - Qe

Revised 7/11/05 - SCJ



BALTIMO "OUNTY

MARYLAND

JAMES T. SMITH, JR. ) A TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO, Director
County Executive Department of Permits and
) . Development Management .

March 26, 2009
Mark Dopkin, Esq.
Tydings & Rosenberg, LLLLP
100 E. Pratt St., 26" Floor
Baltimore, MD 21202

Dear: Mark Dopkin, Esq.
RE: Case Number 2009-0209-SPHXA, 4 Sudbrook Ln.

The above referenced petition was accepted for processmg ONLY by the Bureau of Zoning
Review, Department of Permits and Development Management (PDM) on February 11, 2009. This letter
is not an approval, but only a NOTIFICATION,

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,

. Gl 2009

W. Carl Richards, Jr.
Supervisor, Zoning Review

WCR:Inw

Enclosures

c People’s Counsel
Howard Rothschild; 4 Sudbrook LLC; 3809 Thoroughbred Ln.; Owings Mills, MD 21117
Richard Matz: Colbert Matz Rosenfelt, Inc.; 2835 Smith Ave. Ste. G; Baltimore, MD 21209

Zoning Review | County Office Building
111 West Chesapeake Avenue, Room 111 | Towson, Maryland 21204 | Phone 410-887-3391 | Fax 410 887- 3048
~ www.baltimorecountyrmd.gov


http:www.baltimorecountymd.gov

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
TO: Timothy M. Kotroco, Director | DATE: March 4, 2009
, Department of Permits and
Development Management
FROM: Arnold F. 'Pat’ Keller, 111
Director, Office of Planning
SUBJECT: 4 Sudbrook Lane
INFORMATION:
Iterm Number: 9-209
Petitioner: 4 Sudbrook Lane, LLC
Z.oning: R.O.

Requested Action:  Special Exceptibn; Special Hearing and Variance

The petitioner has been granted relief in a prior special hearing and variance; Case No.2009-
0072SPHA for a Class A Office Building in an RO zone on November 5, 2008. The petitioner
roposes to remove a portion of the existing 3-story building and add a substantial 1-story rear

addition for dental office use.

The subject case is a request for a Special Exception for a Class B Office Building, variance for
13 parking spaces in lieu of 16 parking spaces, a floor area ratio of 48% for dental offices in lieu
of the 43% granted and a special hearing for a modified parking and landscape plan.

The property is within the Pikesville Revitalization District. New office/commercial
construction is subject to the Pikesville Design Guidelines and a Design Review Panel (DRP)
review. The Office of Planning has scheduled a DRP meeting on 3/11/09.

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Office of Planning recommends approval subject to compliance with the DRP comments
and the following:

1. Correct note 15 to reflect the mstant zoning hearing case number.

2. Provide a sign detail with colors and materials for any freestandmg signs or signs on the
building wall.

3. If the future connection to DeRisio Lane occurs, it may not be necessary to pave the 10°
wide driveway that runs parallel to DeRisio Lane. The existing wood stockade fence
could be removed.

Provide a detail for the trash enclosure.

5. Replace the sidewalk along Sudbrook Lane in accordance with the resmctlon in
Commissioner Wiseman’s order in Case No. 2009- 0072

wADEVREVAZAC9-209 doc



BALTIMORE COUNTY

MARYLAND

JAMES T. SMITH, JR. ' JOHN J. HOHMAN, Chief

County Executive Fire Department

County Office Building, Room 111 February 19,2009
Mail Stop #1105

111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

ATTENTION: Zoning Review Planners
Distribution Meeting Of: February 16, 2009

Item Numbers 0209

_ Pursuant to your . request, the referenced plan(s) have been reviewed by
this Bureau and the comments below are applicable and required to be
corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the property.

3. The site shall be made to comply with all applicable parts of the Baltimore County
- Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning of operation.

Lieutenant Roland P Bosley Jr. -
Fire Marshal's Office A
410-887-4881 (C)443-829-2946
MS-1102F

cc: File

700 East Joppa Road | Towson, Maryland 21286-5500 | Phone 410-887-4500

www.baltimorecountymd.gov


http:www.baltimorecountymd.gov

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYL.AND,

INTEROFFICE CORR_ESPONDENCE

TO: Timothy M. Kotroco, Director DATE: February 18, 2009
Department of Permits & - '
Development Management

FROM: ~ Dennis A. Kennedy, Supervisor
Bureau of Development Plans
Review

SUBJECT: Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting
~ For February 23, 2009
Item Nos. 2009-0200, 0203, 0205

The Bureau of Developri*\ent Plans Review has reviewed the subject-
zoning items, and we have no comments.

DAK:CEN:irk

cc: File
ZAC-02232009-NO COMMENTS



Martin O'Malley, Governor ta ¢
Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor
- Administration :

Maryland Department of Transportation

John D. Porcari, Secretary
Neil 1. Pedersen, Administrator

Date: Few, 25,200 )

Ms. Kristen Matthews RE: Baltimore County

Baltimore County Office of . Item No Z00%. 0Z0% -3PHXA
Permits and Development Management 4 Suvmeoor. LN.
County Office Building, Room 109 4 SuBBZo6 K. LL,C,?‘ZOVERTY
Towson, Maryland 21204

ARLANLE-

Dear Ms. Matthews:

Thank you for the opportunity to review your referral request on the subject of the above
captioned. We have determined that the subject property does not access a State roadway and is
not affected by any State Highway Administration projects. Therefore, based upon available
information this office has no objection to Baltimore County Zoning Advisory Committee
approval of Item No2009-0207 ~SPRXA.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Michael Bailey at
410-545-2803 or 1-800-876-4742 extension 5593. Also, you may E-mail him at
(mbailey@sha.state.md.us).

Very truly yours,

ﬁa’}Steven D. Foster, Chief

Engineering Access Permits
Division

SDF/MB

My telephone number/toll-free number is
Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech: 1.800.735.2258 Statewide Toll Free

Street 4ddress: 707 North Calvert Sreet + Baltimore, Maryland 21202 - Phone: 410.545.0300 - www.marvlandroads.com


http:www.marylandroads.com
mailto:mbailey@sha.state.md.us

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

Inter-Office Correspondence

RECEIVED
APR 09 2009
’ZONING COMMISSIONER
TO: Timothy M. Kotroco _
FROM: | Dave Lykens, DEPRM - Development Coordination zw/v
DATE: April 8, 2009

SUBJECT:  Zoning Item # 09-209-SPHXA
Address 4 Sudbrook Lane
(4 Sudbrook, LLC)
Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting of February 16, 2009

X __ 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 offers
the following comments on the above-referenced zoning item:

Reviewer: JWL ‘ Date: 4/8/2009

S:\Devcoord\] ZAC-Zoning Petitions\ZAC 20090 ZAC 09-209-SPHXA 4 Sudbrook Lane.doc
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BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: _ Timothy M. Kotroco, Director: ' | DATE: March 4, 2009
Department of Permits and
Development Management

" FROM: Arnold F. 'Pat’ Keller, 111

Dirg:tor, Office of Planning RECEIVED
SUBJECT: 4 Sudbrook Lane MAR @6 2009
INFORMATION: , '
Htem Number: 920 ZONING COMMISSIONER
Petitioner: " 4 Sudbrook Lane, LLC
Zoning: | , R.O.

Requested Action: Special Exce;')tion, Special Hearing and Variance

The petitioner has been granted relief in a prior special hearing and variance; Case No.2009-
0072SPHA for a Class A Office Building in an RO zone on November 5, 2008. The petitioner
proposes to remove a portion of the existing 3-story building and add a substantial 1- story rear
addition for dental office use.

The subject case is a request for a Special Exception for a Class B Office Building, variance for
13 parking spaces in lieu of 16 parking spaces, a floor area ratio of 48% for dental offices in lieu
of the 43% granted and a special hearing for a modified parking and landscape plan.

The property is within the Pikesville Revitalization District. New office/commercial

- construction is subject to the Pikesville Design Guidelines and a Design Review Panel (DRP)
review. The Office of Planning has scheduled a DRP meeting on 3/11/09.

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Office of Planning recommends approval subjeét to compliance with the DRP comments
and the following: -

1. Correct note 15 to reflect the instant zoning hearing case number.

- 2. Provide a sign detail with colors and materials for any freestanding signs or signs on the
building wall. :

~ 3. If the future connection to DeRisio Lane occurs, it may not be necessary to pave the 10°
wide driveway that runs parallel to DeRisio Lane. The existing wood stockade fence
could be removed.

4. Provide a detail for the trash enclosure.

5. Replace the sidewalk along Sudbrook Lane in accordance with the restriction in
Commissioner Wiseman’s order in Case No. 2009-0072.

WADEVREVV AC\9-209.doc



For further information concerning the matters stated here in, please contact Diana Itter at 410-
887-3480. :

Prepared by: \

Division Chief: f\{/%/, “ %U/%/u\
[

AFK/LL: CM "

WADEVREVWACS-209.doc



RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING, * BEFORE THE
SPECIAL EXCEPTION AND VARIANCE '
4 Sudbrook Lane; N/S of Sudbrook Lane, * ZONING COMMISSIONER
40’ W ¢/line Dirisio Lane o
3" Election & 2™ Councilmanic Districts
Legal Owner(s): Howard Rothschild

*

FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY
Petitioner(s)
' * 09-209-SPHXA
* * * * * * * %* * * * Xk

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE

PIeasg; enter the appearance of People’s Counsel in the above-captioned matter. Notice
should be sent of ény hearing dates or other proceedings in this matter and the passage of any
preliminary or final Order. All parties should copy People’s Cdunsel on all correspondence sent/
documentation filed in the case. | |

ﬁ@/‘@« Zwmwmau

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN )
People s Counsgl for Baltimore County

/,’K §f rf’mé’eo

RECEIVED - CAROLE S. DEMILIO
- Deputy People’s Counsel
FEB 2 6 2009 Jefferson Building, Room 204
: ‘ 105 West Chesapeake Avenue
eeeeeeeeeeeen—a . | Towson, MD 21204

(410) 887-2188

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 26™ day of Febrﬁary; 2009, a copy of the foregoing
Entry of Appearance was mailed to Richard E. Matz, PE, Colbert Matz Rosenfelt, Inc, 2835
Smith Avenue, Suite G, Baltimore, MD 21209 and Mark Dopkin , Esquire,. Tydings &
‘Rosenberg, LLP, 100 E. Pratt Street, 26" ‘Floor, Baltimore, MD 21202; Attorney for

Petitioner(s). ‘
%MQP’ sz miqman

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
People’s Counsel for Baltimore County



: .

ITEM 1

PROJECT NAME: 4 Sudbrook Lane — Rothschild Dental Office
" DRP PROJECT #: 507 | B

PROJECT TYPE: Commercial, Pikesville

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Dick Matz, of Colbert Matz & Rosenfelt, along with architect Jay Brown of Levin/Brown &
Associates, presented the project to the panel. The proposed project calls for an additionto a
former single-family dwelling that had been converted to office by its previous owner. The
purposé of the improvements & addition is for creating dental offices. The proposal is to retain
the front of the building and replace a portion of the back of the building with a one-story
addition. The addition will also include a basement. The existing front porch on the building will
be removed and replaced to accompany a handicap ramp. Materials for the project include hardi-
plank siding along with asphalt roof shingles and shutters to match those of the existing building.
The siding color will be Navajo Beige with white trim.

The property is zoned R-O and the building, with its proposed improvements, is a class B office
building, requiring special exception approval. The hearing for the proj ect is scheduled for April
3, 2009 before the Zoning Commissioner.

A brief history of the project consisted of a proposal for a class A office building with a small
addition to the rear, Although the Class A use was previously approved the plans ended up not
working for the applicants desired use of the building.

The Baltimore County Office of Planning issued a staff report which is filed as Appendix C. The
applicant addressed some of the concerns of the Planning Office. They stated that they revised the
sidewalks and are negotiating with the Councilman and the neighbors regarding creating an
entrance off of DiRisio Lane. The applicant would like to remove the county owned fence along
the property and providing landscaping instead and is seeking the approval/support to do so.
Parking for the offices will consist of one handicap spot at the front and 12 spaces in the rear.

DESIGN REVIEW PANEL COMMENTS:

Ms. Westerhout commented on the material choice for the project, stating that it was an
appropriate use. She suggested replacing the porch exactly as it exists instead of extending it over
the ramp. She feels that this will work better for the project as a whole and will still allow for the
ramp access. Ms. Westerhout also complemented the applicant for re-siding the entire building.

Mr. Repsher agreed with the idea of removing the fence, if possible and the DiRisio entrance. He
also stated that if the entrance is allowed in the rear, the applicant would need to revise the
landscape plan to replace the drivelane down the side. He suggested a sign would be helpful to
identify the parking in the rear for the public. Mr. Repsher also suggested screening the
dumpster/trash enclosure. At this time the applicant is not sure whether dumpsters or trash bins
will be needed. A possible enclosure could be attached to the building. ‘

Mr. Monk stated that the staff and the panel is supportive of the elimination of the fence. He also

suggested revising the landscape plan, if the fence removal was approved. After Ms. Itter from
the planning staff discussed the issues of the Pikesville Communities Corporation, Mr. Monk

WADEVREV\DRP\Official minutes\DRAFTS8\2009\March 11, 2009 DRAFT Minutes.doc



urged the applicant to continue working with the community to get any outstanding issues
resolved, such as the entrance/fence, etc. He suggested taking a redline plan to the hearing to
present both possible lot layouts. Mr. Monk also suggcsted screening the parkmg on the rear lot
from the adjacent nelghbors

DISPOSITION:

A motion was made by Ms. Westerhout to have the plans approved as presented with conditions
~ as follows:

1. Provide sign details

2. Revise porch plans - replace porch as it stands

3. Revise landscape plan — add additional landscaping at foundation and along rear -
elevation as well as screening the west side of the rear parking lot.

4. Provide trash enclosure details

The Design Review Panel was in support of the proposed access off of DiRisio Lane as well as
the removal of the wooden fence, with the idea that more substantial landscaping will be
provided. The panel is also ok with the front drivelane as proposed, if the access off of DiRisio is
not granted.

All revised plans are to be submitted to the Office of Planning for final approval The motion was
seconded by Mr. DiMenna and approved by acclamation at 6:52 p.m.

‘ The meeting was adjourned at 6:53 p.m.

Code Statement: Section 32 — 4 — 203 (i) (2) of the Baltimore County Code states, The Panel’s
recommendation is binding on the Hearing Officer, and on the agencies under subsection (1),
(Directors of the Office of Planning, the Department of Permits and Development Management
and the Department of Environmental Protection and Resource Management), unless the Hearing
Officer or agencies find that the Panel’s actions constitute an abuse of its discretion or are
unsupported by the documentation and evidence presented.

WADEVREVADRPWOfficial minutes\DRAFTS\2009\March 11, 2909 DRAFT Minutes.doc
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urged the applicant to continue working with the community to get any outstanding issues
resolved, such as the entrance/fence, etc. He suggested taking a redline plan to the hearing to
present both possible lot layouts. Mr. Monk also suggested screenmg the parking on the rear lot
from the adjacent neighbors.

| .DISPOSITION

A motion was made by Ms. Westerhout to have the plans approved as presented with conditions
as follows: A

1. Provide sign details ,
* 2. Revise porch plans — replace porch as it stands
3. Revise landscape plan — add additional landscaping at foundation and along rear
- elevation as well as screening the west 51de of the rear parkmg lot.
4. Provide trash enclosure details

The Design Review Panel was in support of the proposed access off of DiRisio Lane as well as
the removal of the wooden fence, with the idea that more substantial landscaping will be
provided. The panel is also ok with the front drivelane as proposed, if the access off of DiRisio is
not granted

" All revised plans are to be submitted to the Office of Plannmg for final approva] The motion was
' Vseconded by Mr. DiMenna and approved by acclamation at 6: 52 pm.

The meetmg was adjoumed at 6:53 p.m.

Code Statement Section 32 — 4 - 203 (i) (2) of the Baltimore County Code states, The Panel’ s
recommendation is binding on the Hearing Officer, and on the agencies under subsection (1),
(Directors of the Office of Planning, the Department of Permits and Development Management
and the Department of Environmental Protection and Resource Management), unless the Hearing
Officer or agencies find that the Panel’s actions constitute an.abuse of its discretion or are
unsupported by the documentation and evidence presented.

V WADEVREV\DRP\Official minutes\DRAFTS\2009\March 11, 2009 DRAFT Miﬁutes.doc
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BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

Inter-Office Correspondence

TO: ~ File DATE: May 14, 2009

FROM.: William J. Wiseman;
Zoning Commissioner

SUBJECT: 4 Sudbrook Lane
Case Nos. 2009-0209-SPHXA & 2009-0072-SPHA

This will confirm my meeting with Len Wasilewski concerning the Petitioner’s desire to
have a 16 square foot enterprise identification sign located on his property. A review of the files
indicate that a sign was contemplated for this property and identified on the site plan as a non-
electric sign “to be submitted to the Office of Planning for approval” and further noted on the
site plan contained within Case No. 2009-0072-SPHA as a “small tasteful non-electric sign” to
be located on the southwestern corner of the property adjacent to Sudbrook Lane. Len
Wasilewski appropriately points out that strict compliance with Section 450.4 (No. 5) limits
signs to 15 square feet in the R.O. zoning classification. Notwithstanding this restriction, a sign
was always contemplated in both captioned files and was thoroughly discussed at the hearings
with the community and with the Office of Planning. It is my recommendation to the Zoning
Review Office that the Office of Planning review the sign detail, which has now been submitted
by the Petitioner’s engineer, and following the approval of same by Diana Itter as conditioned in
my Order that a permit be issued for a sign that complies with the height and area restrictions as
contained in Section 450.4 (No. 5); that is to say, 15 square feet, freestanding, at a height of 6
feet.

I believe a sign would be within the spirit and intent of my Order and also with the
regulations. Please let me know if I can be of further assistance.

WIW:dlw

¢: Diana Itter, Office of Planning
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Méelinda A. Hipsley
104 Sherwood Avenue
Pikesville, MD 21208

. March 30, 2009 RECEIVED
Office of Zoning Commissioner APR 01 2009
Zoning Review Office
Baltimore County Office Building, Room 111, ZONING COMMISSIONER
111 West Chesapeake Avenue,
Towson, MD 21204

Dear Office of the Zoning Commissioner:

I would like to attend the April 3" zoning meeting to discuss case number 2009-
0072-SPHXA about 4 Sudbrook Lane. However, my work schedule will not allow this.

As a Past President of the Ralston Community Association I have many concerns
with an entrance onto De Riso Lane, I worked very closely with Second District
Councilman Kevin Kamenetz to ward off any encroachment of commercial business back
into our neighborhoods. As a resident of 32 years I have seen many changes in the
Pikesville community. De Riso Lane was not a project that I as a community leader was
looking forward to some years back. With the help of Councilman’s office we worked
together to make the project enhance the neighborhoods bordering De Riso Lane. Iam
currently heading a committee to keep the property adjacent to De Riso Lane appealing to
all concerned. I feel strongly that curb appeal works to increase the value of our
properties. The way De Riso Lane is currently set up works for both parties, by acting as a
buffer between the commercial businesses and the residential neighborhoods.

I oppose allowing a connection from a neighborhood property onto De Riso Lane
as this allows a break in our commercial buffer. I would pose a couple of questions. First,
- if this connection is allowed does this set precedence for more property owners to break
down our barrier? How many more connections would be allowed from the neighborhood
side to the commercial side? Secondly, how and more importantly who would be
responsible to maintain the area around this connection? We are currently having issues
with the grassy area being allowed to grow freely and become unsightly and overgrown.
This connection would allow the grassy area to be broken up into two separate sections
with no one responsible to maintain the area. Please see the enclosed picture that show
how the area is currently being maintained.

Please do not take this decision lightly because I have seen many businesses come and go
but like my neighborhood I am still here.

Sincerely,

Melinda A. Hipsley, Past President
Ralston Community Association
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Bill Wiseman - 4 Sudbrook Lane

From: "Alan P. Zukerberg" <apzuk@msn.com>

To: <tbostwick@baltimorecountymd.gov>, <wwiseman@baltimorecountymd.gov>

Date: 04/02/09 5:14 PM

Subject: 4 Sudbrook Lane

CC: "Lorna and Charlie Diaz" <cdiaz2112@yahoo.com>, "Mark Dopkin Esq"
<mdopkin@tydingslaw.com>

Dear Mr. Wiseman and Mr. Bostwick:

Please be advised that on behalf of itself and its member, the Ralston Community Association, we oppose the
grant of anything related to allowing a curb cut into the above-noted property from DiRisio Lane. We note that the
relief requested appears to ask for certain items that may anticipate an entrance to a driveway from DiRisio Lane.
We would be opposed to same. Additionally, we would expect that the landowner complies with all landscaping
required to be along its eastern border contiguous to the county owned property that runs along DiRisio L.ane. We
encourage the County to make findings that are consistent with the desires of the community.

Pikesville Communities Corporation
Alan P. Zukerberg,President

7919 Long Meadow Rd

Pikesville, Maryland 21208

Cc: board

file://C:\Documents and Settings\wwiseman\Local Settings\Temp\GW }00001.HTM 04/03/09
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Minutes
Baltimore County Design Review Panel-
March 11, 2009
DRAFT

Contents

Call to order, and announcements

Review of today’s agenda

Minutes of the January 14, 2009 Meeting

Items for discussion and vote by the Design Review Panel

1. 4 Sudbrook Lane — Rothschild Dental Office - Commercial, PikeSville
Adjournment of the Board Meeting ‘

Baltimore County Design Review Panel

Appendices
Appéndix A Agenda
Appendix B ’ " Minutes of the January 14, 2009 Meeting
Appendix C . Staff Report — 4 Sudbrook Lane
\
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Minutes
Baltimore County Design Review Panel
March 11, 2009
DRAFT

Call to order : '
Chairman, William Monk, called the regularly scheduled meeting of the Baltimore County
Design Review Panel to order at 6:00 p.m. The following panel members were:

Present Not Present
Mr. William Monk: Mr. Donald Kann
Mr. John DiMenna ‘ Mr. Derrick Burnett
Mr. Thomas Repsher Mr. Christopher Parts
Ms. Magda Westerhout : Mr. Scott Rykiel

Ms. Betsy Boykin

County staff present included:
Lynn Lanham, Jenifer Nugent, Krystle Patchak, Diana Itter

Minutes of the January 14, 2009 meeting
Ms. Westerhout moved the acceptance of the draft minutes and the motion was seconded by Mr.
Repsher and passed by acclamation at 6:04 p.m.

The approved minutes are filed as Appendix B. .

WADEVREVADRP\Official minutes\DRAFTS\2009\March 11, 2009 DRAFT Minutes.doc




© Minutes -
Baltlmore County Design Review Panel
March 11, 2009
DRAFT

Call to order
Chairman, William Monk, called the regularly scheduled meeting of the Baltimore County
Design Review Panel to order at 6:00 p.m. The following panel members were:

Present ) ' | Not Present
Mr. William Monk . Mr. Donald Kann
Mr. John DiMenna : Mr. Derrick Burnett
Mr. Thomas Repsher o : Mr. Christopher Parts

Ms. Magda Westerhout : o Mr. Scott Rykiel
B * Ms. Betsy Boykin

County staff present included:
Lynn Lanham, Jenifer Nugent Krystle Patchak, Diana Itter

Minutes of the January 14, 2009 meeting ‘
Ms. Westerhout moved the acceptance of the draft mmutcs and the motion was seconded by Mr.
Repsher and passed by acclamation at 6:04 p.m.

The approved minutes are filed as Appendix B. .

" WADEVREVADRP\Official minutes\DRAFTS\2009\March 11, 2009 DRAFT Minutes.doc
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Case No.: X009~ OZ@? - SPHXA 4 SupBRoxk [ANE.
Exhibit Sheet

- Petitioner/Developer : ~ Protestant -
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B 2 | - | ‘ \ VICINITY MAP
o0 e [ \ / \ . ‘7 ‘ \ SCALE: 1"=1000"
g ) . \ \ /o) .\ GENERAL NOTES:
% : | my ) \ ™ \
o il N s \ \ 1. OWNER/DEVELOPER:
s — y \ . 4 SUDBROOK LLC
T 08— \ \ DR, HOWARD ROTHSCHILD, MANAGING MEMBER
‘ 3809 THOROUGHBRED LANE
\ OWINGS MILLS, MD. 21117
5 N 622100 410-602-8100
< M.C.S. |2 '
S 3 \ 2. SITE DATA:
3 S \ TAX MAP 78, PARCEL 247
- M . TAX ACCOUNT NUMBER 0302000826
AN w \ AN DEED REFERENCE: 27506/295
v \ NET AREA: 12,600 SQ.FT. (0.29 %AC.)
GROSS AREA: 14,400 SQ. FT. (0.33 *AC.)

3. SITE IS ZONED RO. ZONING MAPS 78A1 AND 78B1.
THE SITE IS IN THE PIKESVILLE COMMERCIAL REVITALIZATION AREA.

4, EXISTING USE: VACANT, FORMERLY RESIDENTIAL.
PROPOSED USE: CLASS B COFFICE BUILDING
2,344 SQ. FT. DENTAL OFFICES ~ 1ST FLOOR
1,577 SQ. FT. GENERAL OFFICES— 2ND AND 3RD FLOOR
2,145 SQ. FT. BASEMENT STORAGE

5. OFF—STREET PARKING CALCULATIONS
DENTAL OFFICES: 2,344 SF@4.5 SPACES/1,000 SF=10.6 SPACES
GENERAL OFFICES: 1,577 SF@3.3 SPACES/1,000SF=5.2 SPACES
TOTAL REQUIRED PARKING: 15.8=16 SPACES

27.0'
TOTAL PROPOSED PARKING: 13 SPACES, INCLUDING 1 HANDICAP SPACE,
A VARIANCE IS BEING REQUESTED.
30 ALL PARKING WILL BE DURABLE, DUST-FREE AND PERMANENTLY STRIPED.
o LooR 6. THERE ARE NO PREVIOUS COMMERCIAL PERMITS FOR THIS SITE.
S
. 13;\5? 207 - >~ . } 7. ALL SIGNS FOR THIS SITE WILL MEET THE REQUIREMENTS OF SEC. 450, BCZR.
. o 1 q-Ft.0.5" 72 . - - ~Q- / K ,
¥ or @ - 1 : ) 8 THIS SITE IS NOT IN A 100-YEAR FLOODPLAIN OR THE CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL
BAiEg,ENT . . 0.033 AC.:t4 AREA,
o 815<,Srq'Ft' °o° 9. THIS BUILDING IS NOT IN A HISTORIC DISTRICT OR ON ANY HISTORIC BUILDINGS
™ 0019 Ac.t REGISTRY.
10. THIS SITE IS IN THE PIKESVILLE DESIGN REVIEW DISTRICT.
29.3' 29.3'
11. ON NOVEMBER 5, 2008 IN CASE NO. 2009—0072—SPHA, THE ZONING COMMISSIONER
APPROVED A CLASS A OFFICE BUILDING WITH A MODIFIED PARKING PLAN AND
VARIANCES (SEE ORDER ON PLAN).
12. THE PROPOSED USE IS A CLASS B OFFICE BUILDING. A SPECIAL EXCEPTION IS
BEING REQUESTED.
13. MAXIMUM PERMITTED FLOOR AREA RATIO: 0.33
PROPOSED FLOOR AREA RATIO: 0.48
A VARIANCE IS BEING REQUESTED.
. 29.2 14. 10 FT. LANDSCAPE BUFFER ABUTTING NON-RESIDENTIALLY ZONED PROPERTY |
ol )d FLOOR g F:-o()R” e IS REQUIRED. O FT. PROPOSED. A VARIANCE IS BEING REQUESTED.
1 ’ f
7.4° “*‘782R5A:Ft 598 Saft T 15. A SPECIAL HEARING IS BEING REQUESTED TO AFFIRM THE RELIEF GRANTED IN
- q.Ft. q.Ft. CASE NO. 2009-0072-SPHA AS IT RELATES TO A MODIFIED PARKING PLAN AND
VARIANCES FOR FLOOR AREA, DRIVEWAY WIDTH, PARKING SETBACK FROM

RIGHT—OF~WAY LINE AND WIDTH OF LANDSCAPE BUFFER.

FLOOR AREAS
120

ZONING ORDER ,
CASE NO. 2009-0072-SPHA

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property and public hearing on these

PLAN TO ACCOMPANY PETITION FOR
SPECIAL EXCEPTION, SPECIAL HEARING
AND VARIANCE

4 SUDBROOK LANE

MAP 78 — GRID 8 — PARCEL 247 — LOTS 1 AND P/O 2
DEED REF: LIBER SM 27506 FOLIO 295
BALTIMORE COUNTY, MD.

3rd ELECTION DISTRICT 2nd COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT
GRAPHIC SCALE

20 0 10 20 40 80

e ——

LEGEND: (IN FEET )

1 inch = 20 ft.
PROPOSED IMPERVIOUS

Petitions held and for the reasons set forth herein, the relief requested shall be granted.

E 1380250

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore County this
-~ .
b il day of November, 2008 that the Petition for Special Hearing to approve an

11:41:13 AM EST

N 8621900 \

existing building for use as a Class A office building with 43% of total adjusted gross floor area

occupied by medical offices, and to appr_dve a'modified parking plan pursuant to Section 409.12,
in accordance with Petitioners’ Exhibit |, be and is hereby GRANTED; and; ‘

IT IS FURTHER CRDERED thgt the Petition for Variance relief from Section 204.3,
B.C.Z.R., to permit 43% of the total a;ijijéted gross floor aréa of an e?cisting Class A office
building to be occupied by medic.al of‘ﬁces‘in"lieu of 25% allowed; from B.C.Z.R. Section 4094,
to permit a two-way driveway 10 feet in width in lieu of 20 feet required; from B.C.Z.R. Section

409.8.A.4, to permit a parking space in a surface parking facility for a nonresidential use to be 0

EX., POST &
All. FENC
oSR

feet from the right-of-way line of a public street in lieu of 10 feet required; and from B.C.ZR.
i,
Section 409.8.A.1, and the Baltimore County Landscape Manual to permit a landscape strip of 0 :

feet bctweenamé)'i‘xéﬁﬂg paved surface and a lot line in a qom;ne;cial zone in lieu of six (6) feet

required in accordance with Petitioners’ Exhibit 1, be and is hereby GRANTED, subject to the

following restrictions:

1) The Petitioners may apply for their permits and be granted same upon
receipt of this Order; however, Petitioners are hereby made aware that-
proceeding 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
titis Order is reversed, the relief granted herein shall be rescinded. | ;

“ ‘ = w o= s PROPERTY LINE

Colbert Matz Rosenfelt, Inc.

2) The proposed use of the property for a medical office will be restricted

to the first floor.
Engineers * Surveyors * Planners

2835 Smith Avenue, Suite G
Baltimore, Maryland 21209

3) Any signage shall be limited as reflected on Petitioners’ Exhibit A.

Uit

4) The two (2) parking spaces in front of thé building shall be buffered
with landscaping. ) , . y <
| 7, ey reeaneet” N )
*'5) Existing paving that is not being replaced with new paving shall be %‘f@!ONAL ?)ch&\\‘& Tol eph one: (41 O) 6533838
removed. o ”’/ﬂwm%\\\\“‘ Facsimile:  (410) 653-7953
Z - - z‘”?.
SCALE: 1"=20

6) A new sidewalk shall be installed in the public right-of-way in front of

the property.
DATE: FEBRUARY 2, 2009

JOB NO.: 2008132
DESIGNED: W.L.D.

7) When applying for any.permits, the site plan and/or landscapf: Plan
filed must reference this case and set forth and address the restrictions

N:\Id2i\ project\2008\2008132\Project Directories\CMR\CD’s\PETITION SPEC EXC VAR PLAN.dwg 2/9/20089

of this Order. z
- DRAWN: RVB
Any eppeal of this decision shall be made within thirty (30) days of the date of this o R 1k ; — PETITIONER'’S CHECKED: REM |
onter. ™ , , . e 4 S , ‘ Professional Certification : |
. | hereb : FILE: 2008132/SWMVAR.PLAN.DWG
| y certify that these documents were prepared or
— appraved by me, and that | am a duly licensed professional EXHIBIT NO. DRAWING
engineer under the laws of the State of Maryland. — NUMBER: ZON__,I
License No. 12906 Expiration Date:  3/27/2010 1
NO. | DATE REVISIONS: BY | SHEET 1 OF 1
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