IN THE MATTER OF , * BEFORE THE

* BOARD OF APPEALS
- LEGAL OWNERS /PETITIONER FOR ‘
SPECIAL HEARING AND SPECIAL EXCEPTION;  * . OF
SW/S OF WINDSOR, W OF ROLLING ROAD
* BALTIMORE COUNTY
2™° ELECTION DISTRICT

4™ COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT , * CASE NO.: 09-234-SPHX
* * * * * * * * * % X
AMENDED ORDER OF DISMISSAL,

This matter comes to the Board of Appeals on appeals filed by Cathy Wolfson, President of '
Greater Patapsco Community Association, et al. of the Petition for Special Exception and an appeal
filed by People's Counsel for Baltimore County, Peter Max Zimmerman, of the Petition for Special
Exception and the Petition for Special Hearing relating to the decision of the Deputy Zoning
Commissioner dated December 29, 2009 which granted this requested relief.. The Commissioner
also approved Petitioner's development plan, and this was not appealed.

WHEREAS, the Board is in receipt of the attached December 16, 2010 joint letter of
Petitioners and People's Counsel for Baltimore County, which combines Petitioner's voluntary
withdrawal of its Petition for Special Exception and People's Counsel‘s voluntary withdrawal of its
appeal of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner’s approval of the Petition for Special Hearing, filed
December 20, 2010 and 31gned by David H., Karceski, Counsel for Petitioners and Peter Max
Zimmerman, People's Counsel for Baltimore County, and '

WHEREAS, as a result, the Petition for Special Exception and the only appeal of the
Petition for Special Hcaring are thus both voluntarily withdraWn as of Dec;:mber 20, 2010,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED this | 4+ day of \/JEC(ILL(ULL& ,20__ il bythe
Board of Appeals of Baltimore County that the Petition for Special Exception :nd the appeal of the
Petition for Special Hearing in Case No. 09-234-SPHX be and the same are hereby both
WITHDRAWN and DISMISSED, thus concluding this case at the County Board of Appeals.

BOARD OF APPEALS
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

/m.._, 5’//,.%%*

Lawrence S. Wesco

%bert W. Witt
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@ounty Board of Appeals of Baltimare Tounty
JEFFERSON BUILDING
SECOND FLOOR, SUITE 203
105 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND, 21204

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

Januvary 19, 2011

David Karceski, Esquire : Peter M. Zimmerman, Esquire

Venable, LLP Carole S. Demilio, Esquire
210 W. Pennsylvania Ave, Ste 500 ‘ Office of Peoples Counsel

Towson, MD 21204 ' : The Jefferson Building, Ste 204
‘ a : 105 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, MD 21286

RE: Inthe Matter of: Restoring Life Internatzonal Church - Legal Owner/Petitioner
Case No.: 09-234-SPHX

Dear Counsel:

Enclosed please find a copy of the Amended Order of Dismissal issued this date by the
Board of Appeals of Baltimore County in the above 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, 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. If no such petition is
filed within 30 days from the date of the enclosed Order, the subject file will be closed.

Very truly yours,

Twwuwea &WJLM KC

Theresa R. Shelton
Administrator

TRS/klc
Enclosure
Duplicate Orlgmal Cover Letter

e Lawrence M. Stahl, Chief Administrative Law Judge
: Director of Permits and Development Management
Jeff Mayhew, Deputy Director of Office of Planning
Nancy West, Assistant County Attorney
Michael Field, County Attorney
Restoring Life International Church/Kenneth Robinson

Cathy Wolfson
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IN THE MATTER OF ‘ * BEFORE THE

* BOARD OF APPEALS

- LEGAL OWNERS /PETITIONER FOR
SPECIAL HEARING AND SPECIAL EXCEPTION;  * OF
SW/S OF WINDSOR, W OF ROLLING ROAD

* BALTIMORE COUNTY
2" ELECTION DISTRICT .
4™ COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT | * " CASENO.: 09-234-SPHX
* * * * * * * * * * %
ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Tlﬁs matter comes to the Board of Appeals by way of an appeal filed by Cathy Wolfson, -
President for Greater Patapsco Community Association with regards to the Petition for Special
Exception; and an appeal filed the Peter Max Zimmerman, People's Counsel for Baltimore County,
with regards to the Petition for Special Exception and the Petition for Special Hearing, from a .
decision of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner dated December 29, 2009 in which the requested
relief was granted. ‘ |

WHEREAS, the Board is in receipt of a voluntary joint letter of withdrawal of the Petition
for Special Exception and appeal by People's Counsel of the Petition for Special Hearing, filed
December 20, 2010 and signed by David H., Karceski, Counsel for Petitioners and Peter Max
Zimmerman, People's Counsel for Baltimore County, (a copy of which is attached hereto and made
a part hereof); and |

WHEREAS, said Counsel jointly request that the appeals taken in this matters be
withdrawn and dismissed as of December 20, 2010, -

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED this l'm day of JZU’} \,{()Ulbi ,20 \\ b}f theg

Board of Appeals of Baltimore County that the appeals taken in Case No. 09-234-SPHX be and the
same are hereby DISMISSED, thereby rendering the December 29, 2009 Order of the Deputy

Zoning Commissioner the final decision in this matter.

BOARD OF APPEALS
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

fowrence S. Wescott, Chamnan ‘

&QM MS e an~s

Maureen E. Murphy c

MMQ‘% O

Kobert W. Witt




(ﬂnunfg Bourd of Appeals of Baltimore County

- JEFFERSON BUILDING
SECOND FLOOR, SUITE 203
105 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND, 21204
410-887-3180
FAX: 410-887-3182

January 7, 2011
David Karceski, Esquire . Peter M. Zimmerman, ESqujre -
Venable, LLP ~ Carole S. Demilio, Esquire
210 W. Pennsylvania Ave, Ste 500 . Office of Peoples Counsel
Towson, MD 21204 ‘ - The Jefferson Building, Ste 204

105 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, MD 21286

RE: In the Matter of: Restormg Life International Church - Legal Owner/Petztzoner
Case No.: 09-234-SPHX

Dear Counsel:

Enclosed please finda copy of the Order of Dismissal issued this date by the Board of
Appeals of Baltimore County in the above 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, 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. If no such petition is
filed within 30 days from the date of the enclosed Order, the subject file will be closed. ‘

Very truly yours,

TThwowoa g\ﬂﬂﬁm\ ke,

Theresa R. Shelton.
Administrator

TRS/klc
Enclosure
Duphcate Original Cover Letter

c: William J. Wiseman, III, Zoning Cornmlssmner
Director of Permits and Development Management
Director of Office of Planning -
Nancy West, Assistant County Attorney
Michae] Field, County Attorney
See attached Distribution list



Letter with Order of Dis&sal
- Distribution List

Page 2

CC:

Restoring Life International Church

Kenneth Robinson

Lamont Jackson

Thomas Wolf/Morris & Ritchie

Mickey Cornelius/Traffic Group

John Canoles/Eco-Science Professionals, Inc.
Office of People's Counsel .
Greater Patapsco Community Association
Cathy Wolfson

Dona Espey

Margaret Greninger
Kathleen Plocinik
Lenora Hoffman

Gary and Fran Hensen
Desra Dickerson

Betty and Charles Farley
Deborah Stafford
Jeffrey Bruswell and Abigail Carter
Williarn Saunders

Marjorie Hartman

Denise Maranto

Robert Fernholz

Donald and June Veit ‘
Wayne Eckert

Barry Robinson

. Dawn Dressler

Charles Dressler
Gloe Gnagey
Katharine Hickok
Tammi Vito-Bell
Kenneth Bell

Mavis Taylor

Holly Vito

Julia Vito

Bob Clark

Kevin Brittingham
Dennis Hobeul

Rona and Irwin Desser
Robert Johnson

Mary Sue and Rudolph Hertsch
Helen Ehrhardt ;

Hilda and Leroy Ely

Kari Weidner and Bruce Mezger
Sang Kol Choi and Julie Choi
Carol Vito

Darlene and Wayne Carter

R. W. and Brenda Wright
Ellington Churchill

Ernest and Dorothy Farmer
Robert Geppi

Lisa and Ken Feidler

Louis and Lin Weiner

Emest Habtig

Edward Hill

Denise Litzau . )
Bernice and John Blakeney and Silas Cooper
Sharon Ballcom

James and Ruth Holmes

Lee Franis

David Ball

Pam Runk
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\ / EN ABLF 210 W. PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE  SUITES00 TOWSON, MD 21204
1 JLLP : T410.494.6200 F 410.821.0147 www.Venable.com

David H, Karceski

T 410.494.6285

F 410.821,0147
dhkarceski@venable.com

December 16, 2010

D

EG WE@

- Ms. Theresa R. Shelton, Administrator
County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County DEC 20 2010
The Jefferson Building, Suite 203 - BALTIMORE COUNTY
105 West Chesapeake Avenue : ‘ | BOARD OF APPEALS

Towson, Maryland 21204

" Re: Restoring Life International Church
Case No.: 09-234-SPHX )
2™ Election District, 4™ Councilmanic Dlsmct

Dear Ms. Shelton:

Please be advised that this firm represents the Appellee in this matter. I now write the Board with
a joint request by my client, Restoring Life International Church, and the Office of People’s
Counsel regarding the above-referenced case.

This firm last wrote to you on September 28, 2010, to advise the Board that my client was in
discussions with the Revenue Authority for Baltimore County to enter into a lease agreement that
would allow my client to dismiss its Petition for Special Exception. The appeal was postponed by
the Board for a possible resolution of the matter and not rescheduled for a future date.

My client has finalized its discussions with the Revenue Authority and a lease has been executed,
the effect of which is an increase of the total acreage that supports the proposed church use. Inthe
RC6 zone, a special exception is required for a church, if the total amount of impervious surface,
including structures, buildings, and required parking, is more than 10% of the site’s acreage. With
the additional acreage provided by the lease, a special exception for the proposed church is no
‘longer necessary as the total amount of impervious surface is less than 10%. Therefore, please
accept this letter of my client’s intent to withdraw its Petition for Special Exception as it is now
moot. This request is made without prejudice to the right of my client to seek approvals in the
future. :

As a companion request to my client’s withdrawal of special exception, Mr. Zimmerman is
agreeable to withdrawal of the Office of People’s Counsel’s appeal to the Hearing Officer’s grant
of the Petition for Special Hearing. By his signature below, Mr. Zimmeérman confirms his request
to withdraw the appeal of the special hearing granted by the Zoning Commissioner below. Asa
result of our joint action, the relief granted by the request for special hearing becomes final. .



mailto:dhkarecski@venablc.com
www.Venable.cam

e e
VENABLE... *

"Theresa R. Shelton
. December 16, 2010
Page 2 :

With my client’s withdrawal of the Petition for Special Exception and People’s Couﬁsel’
withdraw of its appeal to the Petition for Special Hearing, we Jomtly request that Case No. 09-234-
SPHX be dismissed by the Board.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Very truly y

David H. Karceski Peter Max Zimmerman, Esq.
People's Counsel for Baltimore County

DHK/rb

cc: Cathy Wolfson, President for Greater Patapsco
Community Association




_APPEAL
Petition for Special Hearing & Special Excepti'on
SW side of Windsor Road, W/of Rolling Road
~ 2" Election District — 4" Councilmanic District
Petitioners: Restoring Life International Church
Case No.: 2009-0234- SPHX

/ Petmon for Special Hearmg & Special Exceptlon (3/9/08 1 amended 4/29}‘09)
/ Zoning Description of Property
/ Notice of Zoning Hearing (May 7, 2009).

,/ Certification of PUblication (The Jeffersonian — May 12, 2009)

E@EWE@

/ Certificate of Posting (April 29, 2009) by Thomas Wolfe | MAR 2 5 2010
/ Entry of Appearance by ‘People’s Counsel (April 6, ‘2009) BALT'MORE COUNTY
R BOARD OF APPEALS

Petitioner(s) Sign-In Sheet ,
Protestant(s) Sign-In Sheet
Citizen(s) Sign-In Sheet‘@A

/S Zoning Advisory Committee Comments

Petitioners' Exhibit o o B | :
1. Site Plan ' e

_ Protestants' Exhibits
Mlscellaneous (Not Marked as Exhlblt) .

/ Deputy Zoning Commissioner's Ordér GRANTED December 29 2009) A
v 1% Notice of Appeal received on January 25, 2010 from Cathy Wolfson (GPCA)
¥ 2™ Notice of Appeal received on January 26, 2010 from People’s Counsel
c: People's Counsel of Baltimore County, MS #2010
“Zoning Commissioner/Deputy Zoning Commissioner
Timothy Kotroco, Dnrector of PDM

See attached

date sent March 25 201 0, klm




Petitioners:

Restoring Life International Church

Kenneth Robinson
Lamont Jackson

- Thomas Wolf/Moms & Ritchie

Mickey Cornelius/Traffic Group

John Canoles/Eco-Science Professionals, Inc.

App_ellahts:

Office of People's Counsel

Greater Patapsco Community Association

Cathy Wolfson
Dona Espey
Margaret Greninger
Kathleen Plocinik
Lenora Hoffman
Gary and Fran Hensen
Desra Dickerson
Betty and Charles Farley
Deborah Stafford
~ Jeffrey Bruswell and Ablgml Carter
William Saunders

~ Marjorie Hartman
Denise Maranto
Robert Fernholz
Donald and June Veit
Wayne Eckert

Barry Robinson

Dawn Dressler
Charles Dressler
‘Gloe Gnagey
Katharine Hickok
Tammi Vito-Bell
Kenneth Bell

Mavis Taylor

Holly Vito
- Julia Vito

Bob Clark

- Kevin Brittingham

Dennis Hobcul

Rona and Irwin Desser

Robert Johnson '

Mary Sue and Rudolph Hertsch
Helen Ehrhardt

Hilda and Leroy Ely

Kari Weidner and Bruce Mezger
Sang Kol Choi and Julie Choi -
Ernest Habtig

Carol Vito

Edward Hill

~ Darlene and Wayne Carter

Denise Litzau
R. W. and Brenda Wright
Bemice and John Blakeney and Silas

- Cooper

Ellington Churchill
Sharon Ballcom
Emest and Dorothy Farmer

~ James and Ruth Holmes

Robert Geppi

Lee Franis

Lisa and Ken Feldler
David Ball

Louis and Lin Weiner

"Pam Runk
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- JAMES T. SMITH, JR. ‘ TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO, Director
County Executive , Department of Permits and
Development Management

E@EH\WE@h 25, 2010 |

MAR25 2010
Arnold Jablon ' ‘
Venable LLP | gglg F‘?MORE COUNTY
210 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Ste. 500 ‘ D OF APPEALS

Towson, MD 21204
Dear Mr. Jablon: . 7
RE: Case: 2009-0234-SPHX, Restoring Life International Church

Please be advised that appeals of the above-referenced case was filed in this
office on . 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.

Sincerely,

Timothy Kotroco
Director

TK:kIm

c: William J. Wiseman lll, Zoning Commissioner
Timothy Kotroco, Director of PDM
People's Counsel
Kenneth Robinson & Lamont Jackson, 401 Reisterstown Road, Pikesville 21208
Thomas Wolf, Morris & Ritchie, 1220 East Joppa-Rd., Towson 21286
Mickey Cornelius, Traffic Group) 9900 Franklin Square Dr., Ste. H., Baltimore 21236
See attached Iist

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
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Baltimore County, Marjyla’zd N
OFFICE OF PEOPLE'S COUNSEL

Jefferson Building L
105 West Chesapeake Avenue, Room 204 o
Towson, Maryland 21204

410-887-2188
‘ . Fax: 410-823-4236
PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN ‘

' CAROLE s.
People’s Counsel DEMILIO

Deputy People’'s Counsel

January 26, 2010

Hand-delivered .
Timothy Kotroco, Director -
Department of Permits and

Development Management
111 W.-Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

Re:  DEVELOPMENT PLAN HEARING AND PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL
- HEARING & SPECTAL EXCEPTION
SW/S Windsor Mill Road, 1,065’ West of Rolhng Road
2" Election District; 4" Council District
Restoring Life International Church- Petitioner
Case No.: II-745- and 09-234-SPHX

Dear Mr. Kotroco:

Please enter an appeal by the People’s Counsel for Baltimore County to the County

Board of Appeals from the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Hearing Officer’s
Opinion and Development Plan Order dated December 29, 2009 by the Baltimore County
Deputy Zoning Commissioner. This zoning appeal pertains to and challenges the Deputy Zoning

- Commissioner’s Order granting tue Petitioner’s special exception petition to allow a church in
the R.C. 6 Zone with more than 10% of the lot covered by impervious surfaces, and to his Order
granting the special hearing to confirm that a church and other buildings for religious worship
are permitted by right within the primary conservancy area and to confirm that no secondary
conservancy area is required. ’ ‘

Please forward copies of any papers pertinent to the appeal as necessary and appropriate.

RECEIVED Very truly yours,
JAN 26 10 7= Zéﬂ
LA~
]4 /L/(Q( M otppecurn.,
/v WA . Peter Max Zimmerman
People’s Counsel for Baltimore County
PMZ/rmw
cc: Arnold Jablon, Esquire.

David Karceski, Esquire
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Greater Patapsco Community Association
PO Box 31, Woodstock, MD 21163

January 25, 2010

Timothy Kotroco, Director

Department of Permits and Development Management
111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Towson, MD 21204

Re:  Petition for Special Exception to allow a church in the RC 6 zone to exceed 10%
of the lot covered by impervious surface
SW Side of Windsor Mill Road, West of Rolling Road
2" Election District 4™ Councilmanic District
Restoring Life International Church
Zoning Case No. 2009-0234-SPHX

Dear Mr. Kotroco:

Please enter an appeal of the Greater Patapsco Community Association and Cathy
Wolfson, Dona Espey, et al., whose signatures, printed names, addresses and phone numbers are
attached, to the County Board of Appeals from the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law of
the Baltimore County Deputy Zoning Commissioner dated December 29, 2009 in the above
referenced case. This appeal relates to the Commissioner’s Order granting the petition for
special exception. "

"Enclosed is our check in the amount of $400.00 for the filing fee for the appeal of the

special exception. Please forward copies of any papers pertinent to the appeal as necessary and
appropriate. : :

RECEIVED , Very truly yours,

JAN 25 2010 ‘ /%/ or—-
_> Cathy Wolfson, President
: 834 Dogwood Road *

Baltimore, MD 21244
410-245-8708

cc: Mr. Armold Jablon, Venable, LLP, attorney for Petitoner
People’s Counsel for Baltimore County

Appeal Zoning Case No. 2009-0234-SPHX

RS
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"IN RE: DEVELOPMENT PLAN HEARING * ~ BEFORE THE
AND PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL .

HEARING AND SPECIAL -k HEARING OFFICER

EXCEPTION '

SW side of Windsor Road, Westof ~ * FOR

Rolling Road N o
c _ * BALTIMORE COUNTY

2™ Election District

4™ Councilmanic District .

*

'Restoring, Life International Church. HOH Case No. I1-745 and
‘ Developer}’Petitioner Zoning Case No 2009-0234 SPHX

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

: FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OFLAW AND
'HEARINGS OFFICER’S OPINION AND DEVELOPMENT PLAN ORDER

Thls matter comes before thxs Deputy Zoning Comm1ss1oner/Heanng Officer for.

‘Baltimore ‘Covunty for a public hearing in ,order‘ to consider a Development. Plan proposal

submitted in accordance with the de{zelopment review and approval procéss containéd in Article

32, Title 4, of the Baltimoré County Code (“B.C.C.”), and to consider the relate& Petitions for |

Special Heaﬁng and ‘Special Exception filed pursuani to thev Baltimore County Zoning

Reguléitioné (“B.C.Z.'R.?;). The Developer of fhe i)rope;'ty, Restoring Life International Church,

(the ‘fDe’veloper” or “Church”) submitted for appfbval a Developmen‘; Plan préparé:d by. Morris
& R@tchie Asséciates, Inc., known as the “Restoring Life Internationél Church” for the property

| located on the southwest side of Windscv}rr Mill Ré)éd and west of Rolling Road in ﬁe Windsor |

Mill area of Baltimore County. The Develoﬁe: is proposing a 2,185 seat church building aﬁd

| 547 parking spaces on approximately 30.81 acres of land, more or less, zoned R.C.6’ and D.R3.5.

In addition to the Deyelopmém Plan pro'posal,u the Developer is also requesting certain

zoning relief as follows: |

e A request for Special Hearing in aﬁcor&ance with Sectién 500.7 of the B.C.ZR. and :

‘ pursAuantAto Section 1A07.7 of the B.C.Z;R. to confirm that a church and other buildings

N




v- o e
for religious worship are permitted by right within the primary. conser\}ancy area and to -
confirm that no secondary conservancy area is required, and T

‘0 A request for Spec1al Excep‘uon use pursuant to Section 1A07. 3.B.5 of the Baltunore

County Zomng Regulatmns (B C.Z. R) to ‘allow a church (bu11d1ngs structures and

‘ parkmg) in the R.C.6 Zone w1th more than 10% of the lot covered by impervious -
surfaces.

The proposed developnlent and the r"equested special hearing and special exception relief were .

more particularly described on the redlined Development Plan and the redlined Plan to

, Acconlpany Special Exception and Special Hearing (“site plan™) that were marked and accepted‘

into evidence at the initial hedring on these mé.tters, on May 28, 2(509 as Developer’ s Exhibits 1A

;through 1E and Developer’s Exhibit 2, respectively. A revised pattern book dated May 27 2009

was also submitted and marked and accepted into eVIdence as Developer’s Exhlblt 3.

" As to the history of the project, a concept plan of the prOposed development was prepared
and aAConceplt Plan Conference (CPC) was held on July 21, 2008 at 9:00 AM 1n the County
Office Bnilding. AS$ the name suggests, the concep;c plan is a schematic represencanon of the |
proposed Vdevelopment and‘ is initially reviewed by nnd be'tvx./een renresen‘catives of the Deveiopec
and the reviewing County Agencies at the CPC. Thereaﬂ‘_r;ter; as is also required in »thek
Ade,velopment reifiew process, notice of a Cornniurﬁty Input Meeting (CIM) is posted qnd-
scheduled during e*:fening hours at e location near' the proposed deveiopment to provide residents
of ‘ine area an'opportunity to review and cornment ﬁrsthand on the plan. Tn this case, the CIM
was held on Augnst 27; 2008 at 7:00 PM at the Randalistown Library located at 8604~Lib‘efty
Road, where representatives of the Developer and the County a‘dended, as well as a number of

- interested persons from the community. A second CIM was held on October 2, 2008 at the




Randallstown lerary Subsequently, a development plan 1S prepared based upon the comments

recerved at the CPC and the CIM, and the development plan i is submitted for further reviewata.

Development Plan Conference (DPC), which, again, is held between the Developer ] consultants
and County agency representatives to further review and scrutlrnze the plan. The Development ‘
Plan Conference occurred on April 15, 2(509 a‘r 9:00 AM. |

It should be noteo at this junemre that the role of each reviewing County agency in the
development review and approval process is to in;iependently and thoroughlv review the
development plan as it pertains to their specific area of concern and expertise. Tnese agencies
" provide comments to the plan and make determinations where necessary as to whether the plan
complies with 'epplieable ‘Federal; State, and/or County laws and regulations‘ pertaining to
development end related issues. In addition, these egeneies carry out this role tnroughout the
entire development plan review and approval process. 7

In rhe instant matter, both the Hearing AOfﬁeer’s Hea;ring for this proposed development
‘and the‘related' zoning hearing were held simultaneously. Section 32-4:230_ of the B.C.C. allows
" the Developer to proceed wirh the hearings on rhe proposed development and the zoning matters

e

in one combined Hearing Officer’s Hearing. The Hearing Qfﬁcer’s Hearing for thrs proposed
development and the related zoning heering‘ were held on four di_fferenr dates beginning o_n May

| 28, 2'009, and continuing throuéh November 17, 2009 and Novernber 19, 2069 in RoomV1064 of ‘
the County Office Building 1ocated at 111 West Chesapeake Avenue in Towson The hea:rlngs "
were then eoneluded on December 14, 2009 in Room 104 of the Jefferson Buﬂdmg located at
105 West Chesapeake Avenue in Towson. |

The property was posted v\rith Notice of Hearing Ofﬁcerfs Hearing on April 29, 2009 for

20 working days prior to the May 28, 2009 hearing, in order to notify all interested citizens of the

EETs
FEERS

3507



date and locatzon of the hearing. In addition, notice of the zomng hearing waé timely posted on
the property on Apnl 29, 2009 and was tlmely published in The Jeffersonian newspaper in
accordance with the County Code on May 12, 2009. The property was also tiinely postéd with
notice éf the continuation of ihe hearihg on the November .17, 2009 and Novexﬁber 19, 2009
hearing dates. During 'thé November 19, 2009 hearing, notiﬁcation of the December 1-4, 20(;9 :
hearing date was gonvéyed on the record in oiaen he'ar}i'ng by the‘undersignéd to the individuals ‘in
" attendance. | |
Appeariﬁg at the reéuisite puElic hearings in s;.lppc;rt of the Development Plan approval
request and the Special Hearing and Special Ex'ceptién requests were Dr. Kenneth Robiﬁson;
Sehifﬁr Pastor, on behalf of the Developer and prolgerty dwner, Restoring Life International
Ch#fch, and Lamont JaCksdﬁ, 'Project Co'ordinatbr ‘and consultant on behélf of theChu;rch.‘
Appeariﬁg as attorneys for the Church were Arnold J é.blon,‘ Esquire_and David Karceslﬁ, Esquire
- with ‘;’enable, LLP. Also. appearing was »L:yland A Gray, licensed architect with LPDJ .
A.rchitects, -LLC,‘ Thomas E,‘ Woif, senior Iand'scape architect with Morris & Ritchie Asséciatges,
Inc. who prepared and sealed the Development Plan and site plan, _Mickey A Cornelius, senior
vice president with The Trafﬁé Group, and John Canoles mth Eéo-éﬁience Pfofessionals, Inc.
The case gé.rnered significant ‘interest tﬁroﬁghéut the community, inéluding individuals
‘ and organizations that were in support of and in opppsition to thé bgvelopment Plan and 'zon‘igg
relief. Thougli too numerous to list iﬁ their ent%fety, their names énd éddreSses are listed on the
| -“Petifioner’s Sign-In Sheets” and “Citizen Sign-In Sheés” that were circulated at ;each of the
afbreﬁentioned hearing dates, and includéd Ralph W. Wright, Sr. and‘ Cathy Wolfson, who
. appeared on behalf of the Greater Patapsco Community Association.. Also ‘enteﬁng vhis

appearance in the case and participating in the hearings was Peter Max Zimmerman, Esquire,

ey
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| Pe_ople’s Counsel for Baltimore C’(mnty.1
~Also in attendance were representatives of the various Baltimore County reviewing

agencies, includlng the following individuals from the Departrnent of Permits and Development
Management: Colleen Kelly (Projeet Managef), Iﬁennis Kennedy (Development l’lans Review}l,
Len Wasﬂewslq (Zomng Review Office), and William Minor (Bureau of Land Aoquxsmon)
.Also appeanng on behalf of the County were Da\ud Lykens from the Department of
Envxronmental Protection and Resource M_anagement (“DEPRM”); and Curtis Murray from the |
- Office of Plemnng. As there was Vno Open Space requirement for this proposal, there were no'
appea;'ranceskfrom the Departrnent of Recreation and Parks. In aclditlon, written. comments were
l'eceived vfror:n Lt. Roland Bosley, lr. ol’ the Baltimore County Fire Marshal’s Office and Steven
- D. Foster on behalf of lhe Maryland State Highway Admi;tnstration. These and other agency
'remalfks are contained \ifithln'the case ﬁk‘, : , | A‘

Purnuant to B.C.C. Sections 32-4-227 and 32-4-228 ‘which regulates the conduct of the
Hearmg Ofﬁcer s Hearing, I am requned first to 1dent1fy any unresolved comments or issues as
of the date of the heanng Durmg the first hearmg date on May 28, 2009, the under51gned made '
mqun'y to counsel for the Developer as to any unresolved 1ssues Mr. Jablon indicated there
" were several issues in need of resolunon Although most" County agencies could recommend
approval of the redlmed Development Plan, he pomted out that DEPRM and the Bureau of ’
' Developmont Plans Review (“DPR”) had not yet had thc opportunity to compljehensively review
the redlined Development Plan and related submittals. He also indicated that, vsince Ithe redlined

Development Plan was likely to undergo some changes and revisions as a'res‘ult of DEPRM’s

! Though not representing any particular individual or organization, Mr. Zimmerman’s office is empowered by
Section 524.1 of the Baltimore County Charter to represent the interests of the public in general in zoning and other
administrative matters, and to defend any duly enacted master plan and/or comprehensive zoning maps as adopted
by the County Council.
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‘and DPR’s review, rather than proceecling with th¢ hearing in a plécemeal fashion, Mr. »Jablon
- requested thalt fhe hearing be continue‘cl. |
In response, Mr. Zimmerman, People’s Counsel for Baltimore County, referenced his
| letter dated May 22, 2009 concerning this matter. In hm letter and in his opening remarks at the
May 28 2009 hearmg, Mr. Zimmerman indicated he had corrected the Developer s calculanoni
of proposed 1mperrneable surfaces in the R.C.6 zoned portion of the property and also expressed |
very serious reserval:ions about the Developer’s proposal to have “almost three times the nlmlber
, allowed by.righ ” (28.7% versus the pel'mitted‘ 10%)' of impermeable surface. He' also expressed
, ccxzcems about the appropnateness of the size and scale of the proposed church use, and its
1mpact on enmmnmental considerations and the relevant conservancy area’standards Finally,
) Mr. memerman 1nd1cated he belzeves the zoning history of the property, mcludmg the Chu;rch’
-request fora change in zoning from R C.6 during the 2008 Comprehenswe Zomng Map Process
(“CZMP”) that was denied, is ultlmately relevant in determmmg whether approval of the
Development Plan and related zomng Petitions should be granted Mr Z1rnmerman views the
decision to retain the R.C.6 zo_ning of this priority forest area as the Council’s intent to limit the
size and scale of any institutional development to a “modest” level

~ After considering Mr. Jablon’s request to continue the heaﬁng, the undersigned gragrlted
the réquest; however, given the number of interested citizens that attended the May 28, 2009
heam'ng, the 'undersignedb offeréd individuals, especially .those fhaf would not bevable to attend
sngequent hearings, the opportunity t§ express what they believe are unreéolved issues with the
Developérfs plahs or to convey their concerns with regard to the projecti che’ral individuals
testified in support and in opposition to the project. Those ln support indicated that the Church |

would be a positive influence in the community and the proposed location on Windsor Mill .




Read_, near Rolling Road, would be an ideal location for the church and would be tucked baek far |

eneugh to have vel*y little impae‘t on the area. Those in opj:osition generally expressed concerns

over the magnitude of the p‘roposal and the potential impact of a 2,000-plus seat church with

almost 550 parking spaces loeated mostly in a resource conservativon (R.C.) zone. Some

indi\.zi‘duals also indicated that they moved into the area because of its privacy and open epaces,

and believe that such a large church would be the first of other mega—churehes” in the area if the

Church’s proposal were approved. Finally, they indicated that the Church should not be entitled

- to “change the rules” through “special hearmgs and ° _exceptlons to the rules, and that grantmg
llle requested relief would be detﬂlnental to the area. - ) |

| Having Iigie_ntiﬁeel a number of issues -relatecl ‘ld the Deeelepment Plan and zoning

Petitions at the vinitial May'\28v, 200‘9‘hearing,»the undersigned then recon§ened the hearing on

~ November 17, 2009 and inquired as to the particular County agencles‘ and asked that they state

whether there were any outstanlling issues applicable to their‘par.ti‘cnlai‘ agency. Also on this

Y date the Developer srevised redhned/bluelmed Development Plan and 51te plan were mtroduced

 and posted on a display board for rev1ew The five page redhned/bluelmed Development Plan

and rev1sed site plan were marked and accepted into ev1dence as Develope; s Exhibits 4A

through 4E and Develoner’s Exhibit 9, resnectiyely.zl After reiriewing these plans, ‘the responses

of the County agency representatlves are summarized below:

Recreation and Parks: Colleen Kelly appeared on behalf of Bruce Gill from the
Department of Recreation and Parks and indicated that the project is not subject to the Adequate 3
Eublic Facilities Act, Bill No. 110-99, hence no required Open Space areas were delineated on

the plan. There‘fere, Recreation and Parks offered no recommendations or comments concerning -

? The De\;elopment Plan and the site plan related to the zoning Petitions were first revised with redlines dated May
28, 2009 and then with bluelines dated October 6, 2009 and November 17, 2009, respectively. .




' the redlined/bluelined Development Plan and zoning Petiﬁons;

Land Acquisition: William Minor appeared on behalf of the Bureau ef LaﬁdvAcquisiticn.
M. Minof indicated that ehe all iss'ues had been satisfied frpm his agency’s perspective, anel
recommended approval of the redhned/bluehned Development Plan.
Office of Zomng Review: Len Wasilewski appeared on beha;lf of the Zoning Review
Office. Mr. Wasilewski indicated that he had reviewed the_plans and that tﬁey fulfill his office’s
technical reqvl‘lireme‘nts, but his office would not take a positioﬁ particuiarly on the merits of the |
speciel hearing aqd special exception petitions or the redlined{bluelined Development Plan.
Department 6f Environmental Protection and Re’source‘ Managr eﬁent (DEPBM ' ): ) David
Lyken_s apﬁeared on behalf of : DEPRM., Mr.. Lykens cdnfmned Vthet the éromd Water
Management (‘iGWM”) Section of DEPRM had reviewed the plans and recommended approval,
subject to conditions that were stated in their comments dated November 17, 2009 and marked
‘ -and accepted into evidence as Baltimore Couety Exhibit 3. He also indicated that the
Envim%ental Impact Review (“EIR”) Section of DEPRM had reviewed the plans and found
them in compliance and recofnmen‘ded approval. On cross-examinaﬁon Ey Mr. Zifnmerman Mr.
Lykens indicated that Glenn Shaffer a supervisor with EIR, could more particularly and
-spec1ﬁcally address the EIR review. Fmally, Mr. Lykens conﬁrmed that the Developer s ;
submittal to the Storm Water ‘Management (“SWM”) Section of DEPRM had only been recewed
the Week ‘before the hearing and had not yet been reviewed. He d1d not oppose the record bemgx’
kept open iﬁ order to gi\}e SWM the opportunity to review and evaluate the _submittals. |
Develepment Plane Review (Public Works): Dennis Kennedy appeared on behalf of fhe
.Bureau of Develepment Plans Review. Mr. Kennedy eonﬁrmed that the Developer’.s redlined/

bluelined Development Plan meets all of his department’s requirements and comments. In '
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partibular, Mr. Kennedy indicated'that the Devcloper’é traffic-consultant, The Traffic Group,
| submitted a Traffic Impéct Analysis report that waé forwarded td the Division of Tféfﬁc
Engiheering. The report was reviewed and appfovedA by Traffic Engineering. The string of”
‘emails that referenced the initial traffic report aﬁd a revised report dated Sé_ptérriber 23, 200§
submitted by The Traffic ‘Group -wefe cqilectively maiked and acvceptled ‘into evidence as .
Baltimore County Exhibit 4. ' . ~
| Planning Office: Curﬁi's Murray éppeared on behalf of the Ofﬁce'o_f Planﬁing; Mr._
' Murray-' indicatéd that the Office of Planning reviewed and discuss;ed the DéVelopér’s propbsal
and Development Plan, the site pllan, and narratives and coﬁducted meetings in reference to the
Church’s propbsal. At the May 28, 2009 héaring, Mr Murray submitted'his' o_fﬁce’s comments
of the saiﬁe daté, Which were marked and accepted into evideﬁce as Baltimore County: Exhibit 1.
The comments indicate that the proposed site is locate.d élong the Master Plan Designated Rural
Edge, and that the Develo'pef is riﬁtigating the arﬁou_nt of >impervi.ous surface originall.y réquested
by ér’ovidiné environmentally sensitive alternatives, inciﬁding: reducing the amount of parking
spaces from 831 fo 547 ‘spaces' and'inst‘alling permeabie parking surfaces ‘for the Vpa‘rking lot and
pedestrian walkways; using the‘maximum number of tree and landscape islands in Athe' propésed ' B
 parking lbt; and maxiini’zing»the use of éray-watef technology for buildiﬁg opef_atioris (i.e. toilet
flushing, in;igation, etc.). As bsuch, Mr. M_urra&’s office recommended approval of the requested
" special exceptjon to exceed the permitted 10% impervioqs surface. In particulér, the office is of
the pdsitidn'fhat the Developer’s proposal would not be detrimental to the health; safe\ty_or’

general welfare of the localify involved, and wbuld not be detriméntal to the other special

exception criteria set forth in Section 502.1 of the B.C.Z.R.




® e
VIn addition, Mr. Mm:ray’s coﬁments and festimozw:y indicated that the Dvevelopbe‘r’s
prdposal is consistent 'with the spirit and intent of the R.C.6 regulations in accordance with'fhe
requirements of Section 1A07.4 of ’;he B.C.ZR. and the Comprehensive Manual of Development -
Policies (“C.M.D.P.”), and ﬁﬁds that ﬂ;e project is consistent with the applic;able Pérformﬁnce
‘Stand.ardAs set forfh in Sectioh 1AO7.8 of the B.C.ZR. Thi; inchidés approval of Vthe revised
pattern book dated Octobg-‘:r?, 2009 that was. marked and accepted into evidence as Developer’xs
Exhibit 5. Hehcé, Mr. Murray indicated that the Office of Planning fécommends approval of the
| rvedlined‘ Deirelépment Plan.  He alsb submitted a revised comment dated November 17, 200§
that recommendea ’approval of the Developﬁient Plan based on the: redlined/blueiined changeé.
These chaingés included relocating parking from the R.C.6 Zone to the D.R. zoned portion of thé ,
site and chan‘ging the numbér of parking épaces frem‘ 547 to 556, revised dchange's to the pattern
book, and ch&inges fo the plan that reduced the amount of impervious surfaces from

' approkimately 28% to just over 20%. This revised éonnﬁent was marked and accepted -into
evideﬁce’ as Baltimore County. Exhibit 2..

On cross-examination from Mr. Zimmerman, Mr. Murray acknowledgedv that 0;16 of the
main purpoéés of the R.C.é Zc;ne is to preserve natural resources and part’icﬁlarly fofest areas.
" He also indicated fhét '100% _of' the subject site was located in a prifnary conservéncy»area‘ '

according to the definition contained in Section 1Ab7.2 of the B.C.ZR. He also indicated thaf ‘
the area Asurr}ounding the property had a mix of uses to I;he north, west, and south that included
farnﬁng, residenﬁal dévelopment, churches, a school (Windsor Mill Eleméntéry)a and a golf
coﬁrse (The Woodlands and \DiamondARidge golf coﬁrses). To the east, there is I'nore‘in_tense‘
 residential and commercial develc;pment élong Windsor Mill Road, especially near jthe

- intersection of Rolling Road headed east. In addition, the subject site is located approximately
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two miles from the Baltimore Belmay (Interstate 695) In aoncludmg his testtmony, Mr. Murray
1nd1cated that in recommendmg approval of the redhned/bluelmed Development Plan and the
~ related zoning réquests; the Office of Planning carefully reviewed the Developer’s proposal and
- submittals and considered the Master Plan, the R.C.6 regulations, and the potential imﬁact of the
'propqaefl church on the surroungting cornmurtfty. o
l ﬂFollowing Mr. Murray’s teatirrtony, Mr. Ziritmérman called as a witness Glenn Shaffer
| from DEPRM. M. Zintmemian pravi‘oasly, sﬁbpoenaad Mr. Shaffer to appear.. ‘Mr. Shaffer is a
Natural Resources Specrahst and 1sa superv1sor with the Env1ronmental Irnpact Review (“EIR”)
‘Section of DEPRM He reviewed and evaluated the Deve]oper s submittals in terms of
environmental impacts. He has been employed with the County for approximately 24 years and
previously obtained a Bachelor of Scfence degree in Envirbrmrental Health from East Tennessee
’State University. | During Mr. menaennan’s exarrﬁnation, he sought to revisit the environmental
impacts of the plropoysad det/élopment and, in particular, the location of the property in a primary
coxtservanc*,s; »area', the property’s location in a priority oné forést.area and at tha edge of a forest -
patch, and the effect ‘of clearing trees in tfie R.C.6 Zone. |
Testimdny from Mr Shaffer and documerrts that were accepted into evidence as Peopie"s ‘ '
Counsel Exhtblts revealed that the EIR staff received the Developer’ s Forest - Retention
. Investrgatton Report (“FRIR”) ‘and Forest. Conservatton Plan (“FCP”) on March 9 2009.
| Following their evaluation, EIR determmed that the FRIR had not Justtﬁed the extent of the .
‘proposed clearmgv of over 20 acres of priority forest nor the protected patch map farest from
- dévelopntent. In addition, there was inadequate information in the FRIR and the FCP and Forest
Conéérvation Warksheat (FCW) to justify the dégree of clearirrg of priority forest an siyte.t

Moreover, there were no alternate development layouts submitted to demonstrate that if priority

X R A
e

5

o ' : 11

oA .
L A TR I SO




retention areas could not be left undisturbed, how reasonable efforts were made to protect them
and/or to minimize the impact to priority forest. An aerial photograph of the subject property
showiﬁg the visual extent of forested area was submitted by Mr. Zimmerman and marked and
accepted into evidence as People’s Counsel Exhibit 4.

Further evidence revealed that, following additional submittals and meetings between
DEPRM - and the De;sfeloper’s ‘ consulting ecologist, Eco-Science Professionals, Inc., the
Developer submitted additional site plans ‘(identiﬁed as Conceptual Layouts A through F) in
order to show a sequence of site layouts that demonstrated the Developer’s minimization of
impéct to priority forest Conceptual Layout A represented the Developer s preferred layout
with a reductron in the number of parkrng spaoes to 665 and retammg the D.R. zoned portmn of
the property for future development, and a forest conservation plan that indicated 20.5 acres of
clearing. This was rejected by the County and eventually led to Conceptual Layoﬁt F. As was
summarized in a portiorl of the letter dated August 25, 2009 from John Canoles of Eco-Science
Professionals to John Russo of EIR, which was marked arld accepted into evidence as Peor)le\’s -
Counsel Exhibit 5A:

Layout F respects the RTA [Residential Transrtron Area] requirements, provides

parking on the DR zoned portion of the site and minimizes forest. clearing and -

forest interior habitat impacts. This layout best meets the understood concerns of

DEPRM without. creating conflict ‘with other County requirements. While this

layout does not allow the property owner the ﬂexibility for future development, it

does meet the primary goals of the project and is bemg proposed as the
-Development Plan for this site.

In res'ponse, in a letter dated Septeml:aer 21, 2009 from John Russo to John Canoles, a

copy of which was marked and accepted into evidence as .Peoj)le’sf Counsel Exhibit 6C, EIR

notified the DevelOper that it had received a revised FCW, revised preliminary FCP, revised

'FRIR, and a request to purchase 5.7 acres of credit in a Baltimore County approved planting




bank. Based on EIR ieview, thel‘FCW. and'preliniiné.rjif FCP for Conceptual Layout F were
~ approved with conditions. In addition, ina letter'.also daled September 21, 2009 froxii ‘Patricia M.
Farr, Mban‘age;of EIR, to John Canoles, a copy of which was marked and acceoted into evidence
as Devoloper’s -ExhibitAGB, Ms. ‘F arr states that 29.9 acres of the 30.8 acre site is priori.ty forest
“and the current developmeiit layout proposes 16.3 acres of clearing, with no forest buffer impacts
- ond the remaining 13.6 acres of exiéting forest to be retained in perpetual easement. Ms F arr
then concludes bylstating: |

‘In summary, we have determined . that your revioed FRIR demonstrates that

clearing of prlorlty forest is unavoidable, and that reasonable efforts have been

made to minithize impacts associated with this forest clearing. Therefore, this

'FRIR is approved in accordance with Section 33-6-108 of the Baltimore County

Code :
'In response to Mr. Zimmerman’s inquiry as to how the Developer’s prewous proposal to clear
'approxmiately 20. 5 acres of priority forest was not acceptable but the subsequent proposfal to_v B
clear 16.3 acres was acceptable Mr. Shaffer indicated that their determination involved ‘
balancmg a permitted use of the property (for a church) with the environmental impacts, lookmg
at the project and the surroundmg areas on the whole and whether the proposed development was
consistent with ihe goals of the R.C.6 Zone for each of the three functional areas of a tract
‘(primai:y conservancy, secondary conservancy, and development aread). It also involved takmg
into considoi‘ation the mitigation and kminimization efforts of the Developer. In tliis case, and
considering those factors, the Developer’s redlined/bluelined proposal met those criteria for
approval.

Following Mr, Shaffer’s testimony, the Developor presented its case in support of

‘DeVelopment Plan aoproval and the special hearing and special exception requests. The

t Developer first called Leland A Gray, licensed architect with LPDJ Architects, LLC. Mr. Gray
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‘ ind.icvated that 1"1@ obtained a Bachelor bf Architecture degreé from the University of Idaho and his |
p‘ract‘ice of architecture hasv'spanned over 40 years in all 50 étates and over .100 countries: For
almost 25 years, Mr. Gray was a Senior Design Architect for The Church of Jesus Christ of
. Lgtter-day Saints in Sélf Lake City, Utah until opening hlS own firm in 2002. Most of his career,
Ahas been Q;ntered on perforr‘ning" arts and assenibly .style fac.ilities ‘and churches, and has also .
ipcluded educational, retail, and commercial facilities. A copy of Mr. Gray’s resume was
’ marked and éccepfed into evidence as De\}eloper’s Exhibit 7. Mr. Gray also indipafed that he is
fanﬁliar with the B.C.Z.R. ar;d in particillaf the regulatiohs pertaihing to the R.C.6 Zc}m.eA and the
special éxc?ption criteria. He wés offered and accei)ted as an expert in architecture aﬁd the
applicability of the B.C.Z.R. |
Mr. Gray indicated he was contacted be Pastor K;enneth Robinson almost 4: sfears ago to
- _explore a church project fdr ﬁis '_congregation. He. co;xducted an evaluation of the Church’s needs
‘ “and requirements in a facili';y and visited the- ﬁroperty at i_east AlO times over the last few years,
familiariiing himself with the site and,area.. Essentially, the Chﬁrch desired a 2,000-plus seat
facility wifth sufﬁcien‘tlparking, which would aiso have séme interior common areas and office
areas. 'TheAChurch.also desired a building that would hayv‘e a relati\}ely low profile and would fit
‘in éestheticélly with the surrounding area, with a minimal visual i_mpacti |
‘ As.dep‘icted 1n t‘heb revise& patterﬂ bo;ok that was acqepted into evidence as Developer’s.
Exhibit . 5, .Mr. 'Gray’s firm drew on ;'its. experience invdgsigiling church buildings in similar
surroundiﬁgs throughout tﬁe coﬁ_ntry and developed a dome style désigh. His firm prépared the
architectural i)agcs of the patterh book, ‘including the cover page, the bﬁilding elevations on
pageé 14. and 15, a computer generateci- rendering of the bﬁilding on page 16‘v§/ith propos-ed(

building materials labeled, details of the proposed building materials on page 17, cross éections
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of the'buildiﬁg and its in;[erior on page i8, and a proposed floor plan on page 19. |
In discussing his design and the 1ayodt contained in the pattem book, Mr. Gray pointed
out a number of features of the proposed Church building., These include the use of a stone tile
veneer dn the ekteri_or walls, cdst cornicé at the parapét‘ where the walls meét the rdoﬁine,
contrasting .stone window sﬁrrodnds, and ashldr sfohe set m mortér for the lower walls. The roof
: Wduld be‘tile\ and all aspects‘ of the exterior would be set in earth tones in order to fit in -witﬁ the
sdrrddnding area. The smgller lobby building would be‘appfdximately 10 feet tall to the parapet
“and 28 feet to the tbp of the roofline. There would also be a steeple on the lobby roof. As shox::m
‘on the floor plan on pageb 19 of the pattern book, the lobby >bu‘ilding would have a main lobby
ai*ea as WéII as hospitality roomé, a church bookstore,' and d coffee yoorrif The main sanctuary
building wod‘ld be larger than the lobby building, vntl; assembly or auditorium style seating and a
stage. There would also be redstroodrfns as well as offices on each side of the main seating areas.
Because of its larger size, the 'sanctuary would have 14 foot wélls to the pai*aﬁet W1th a dome
rooﬁme approx1mately 50 feet high. ‘
Based on his expertlse in structures demgn and his familiarity with the B.C.ZR,, M.
Gray offered his expertvoplmon concerning the church fac111ty S potennal meact on the relevant

spec1a1 exception criteria set forth in Section 502.1 of the B.C. Z R Mr Gray indicated that the ’

- facility would not be detrunental to the health, safety or general welfare of the locality mvolved

In his view, as previously chscussed, and shown in the pattern book, the Church building would
be‘ des;igne’d m such d ndanner has to ’have minor visual and aesthetid impact oﬁ the area. In‘
addltlon the building would be set back far enough from Wmdsor Mlll Road to buffer the v1sua1
impact from the road, yet also be sufficiently d1stant from the sensitive forest areas to the rear of N

the property. Mr. Gray indicated that the proposed. d'evelopmg:nt would not tend to create
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congestion in roads, streets or alleys, would not create a potential hazard from fire, paric or other
- danger, would not tend to overcroWd land and cause iundue concentr'ation of population, wonld'
-not interfere with adequate provisions. for schools, parks, water, sewerage, transportation or other
public.requirements, conveniences or improvements, vvould not interfere with adequate light and
‘air, would not be inconsistent with the purposes of the prop_erty's zoning classification nor in any
other way inconsistent Awith the spirit, and intent of the B.C.Z.R., and would not be inconsistent .
with the impermeable snrface and vegetative retention provisions of the Regulations. Mr ‘Gray
also indicated_ that he is familiar with the R.C.6 Perforrnance Standards contained in Section
- 1A07.8.C of -the B;.C.Z..R. Based on his preparation of the pattern book, his familiarity. with the
s1te and hlS design of the bullding, he offered his expert oplnion that the proposed church facrhty |
meets-the Performance Standards of the R. C 6 Zone.

Next to testify in support of the development plan proposal was Thomas E‘. Wolf who
prepared and sealed the redlined/bluelined Development Plan and site plan.- Mr. Wolf indicated
that he is Senior Landscape Architect with Morris & Ritchie Associates, Inc. and licensed in the
State of Maryland. He has been with Morris & Ritchie for approximately 11 years and has a |
background in forest conservation in the context of land development. ’He-is_ familiar.with the
Baltimore County Zoning Regu;lations‘andl the development regu’lations contained within the
County Code, as well as the Zoning Commissioner’s PoliCy Manual_. He has been admitted and
testified as an expert numerous times before this Commission and was offered and accepted'as
an expert in landscape architectlire with a detailed knowledge of the_ B.C.ZR. and the
development regulations. | |

i, Mr. Wolf testified that he became involved in the project in March 2008. ‘He initially -

. visited the site and reviewed the zoning maps for the property and aerial photographs in order to
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develop a baseline view Of the property. Since hlS initial involvpmént, he has visifed the site at
: o
- least 15 times. Thereafter, he was directly involved in developing and preparing the instaﬁt
redlined/bluelined Dcveloprhent Plan, gnd the related site plan ciepicﬁng the requested zoning
relief. ‘ |
He described the subjéct property as located in the 7500 block pf Windsor Mill Roéd on
the south side of the road, situated between Rolling Road to the east and Old Court Road to the
west. Just north of the subject property across Windsor Miﬂ Road is the Rolling Oaks and
Nolanbrook residential develppments that have been built out and . are also still under
constrpction. These de\?elopments feéfme single-family detached hoiﬁes on primarily zqned
DRSS lantd.3 Adjacent to :V';c‘hese aeveloppnehts to the northeast 1s the Deer Run at Mayfield
‘subdivision consisting of approximately 50 homes puilt from ZOéO to 2003.
Réfereﬁéing the re&lined/blue’lined Developmeént Plén, Mr. Wolf testiﬁed that thev
property is spht zoned, consisting prnnanly of land zoned R.C.6 (26. 05+ acres) as well as a
smaller portlon near the property s frontage on Windsor Mill Road zoned D R.3.5 (4.76+ acres).

: As' planned,‘ the Church facility would consist of the lobby and sanctuary buildings. Most of the

- D.R.3.5 zoned area would contain the parking (1194 spaces) and entrance areas.  The remaining

> The developments just north of the subject property on Windsor Mill Road consist of over 150 single-family
homes. The properties that comprise the developments were the subject of Hearing Officer’s Hearings and Zoning
‘Hearings in each instance. The first requested development was known as “Rolling Oaks.” The developer,

- Marenberg Enterprises, Inc., proposed development of the property with 33 single-family residential lots. This
Development Plan was approved in Case Nos. I1-644 and 03-514-A. The second requested development was known
as “Rolling Oaks I1.” The developer, Rolling Oaks Development II, LLC, proposed development of approximately
21 acres that was previously used as a farm and lumberyard with 80 single-family residential lots. This
Development Plan was approved in Case Nos. I1-681 and 05-221-A. The third requested development was known
as “Nolanbrook.” The developer, Nolanbrook, LLC, proposed development of almost 9 acres located adjacent to
Rolling Oaks and Rolling Oaks II with 29 single-family residential lots. This Development Plan was approved in
Case Nos. I1-693 and 06-165-A. Al three subdivisions were designed for development in a common scheme with
similar facades and lot sizes, as well as interlocking internal roads.
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parkihg- (400-plus épaces) would be located to the northwest side and rear of the property,
surrounding ;[he buildings. Storm water management and septic resérve areas would ‘t;e located
at the south and southeast portions of the property, réspectively. As shown on the
redline%luelined Schematic Landscape Plan that was accepted into gvidence as Developér’s
Exhibit 4E and pages 22 éﬁd 23 of the pattern book, landscaping will attempt to mirror the
existing and planned frontage for the Rolling Oaks and Nolanbrook subdivisions. The plan will
also aﬁéxﬁpt to keep as much exiting vegetation and foliage as possible, while proyiding
additional shrubbe;‘y and eyergreeﬁ screening. The beveléper will also retain the rémaining
fofested areas to the rear of the site and place them in a pefpetual forest conservation easement. |
As to the zoning request for special hearmg rehef the Developer has requested
conﬁrmanon that a church and other buildings for rehglous WOI‘Shlp are permltted by right within
~the primary conscrvancy area and that no secondary. conservancy area is .;equned. AsAto this
issue, Mr. Wolf first referencedv i‘he letter dated NovémbexL 14, 2007 ‘that was reproduced on ?he
* redlined/bluelined bevelopment Plan cover- sheet, frov_.m the Developer’s attorney, Robe;'t A.
Hoffman, Esquire to the Depﬁty Director of the Office of Planrﬁng, Jeffrey W Long. In this
letter, Mr. Hoffman indicated thatrl»mder the R.C.6 Regulations, “pﬁmary consevaancy area” is
- ord;inarily protected from disturbance from. development; however, Section A1A07.7.C of fhe
B.C.Z.R. contains exceptions from this prohibition against ‘ciisturbance, including an excéptioAnv-
that permits “churches aﬁd other buildingé for reliéio’us worshi;ﬁ” to be located iﬁ the primary
and secondary consewanéy area. As such, Mr. Hoffman soughtkand obtained coﬁﬁrmatiAoﬁ vja -

Mr. Long’s counter-signature that the Church would be permitted to utilize this exception to

construct the Church facility.
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| Mr.‘ Wolfe then explalned that the entire R.C.6 zoned portion of the site is included on the
Baltimore County Forest Patch Map and is considered “priinaiy conservancy area.” Asa result,
a ;A‘secondar‘y conservancy area” is not applicable to this site.‘ Section 1A07.2 of the B.C.Z.R.
‘deﬁnes a “primary. conservancy area” as an area comprised of naturalresou»rces protected from
disturbance by development. It also consists of: (A) forest buffer, which includes sltrean'ls,
wetlands, ﬂoodplains and steep sldpes; '(.B) forest patch areas;‘ © priotity one forests; and (D)
habitats-of endangered species. The subj ect propei’ty does indeed possess the characteristics of a
“ptirnary conservancy area,"’ hence, the Developer’ believes that it is unnecessary to delineate a
“secondary conservancy. area.”. |

"Asto the requested.special exception Mr. Wolf explained that Section lA07'.3.A.9 of the
| B.C.Z. R states that churches and other bu1ld1ngs for religious WOI'Shlp are permltted by nght in
the R. C 6 Zone, provided that no more than 10% of any lot may be covered by unperv1ous
surfaces which include - buildings, structlites or 'required parking. He then referenced the
“lrnpefvious Surface Table for R.C.6 Area ‘Only” depicted on the cover sheet of the redlined/ |
- bluelined Development Plan which indicates that the proposed impervious surface area for the‘
., planned Church development is 19 2l%i of the total site area zoned R.C.6. Section 1A07.3.B.5
states that chnrches and other buildings for religious worsth that exceed the 10% unperv1ous
surface limitation may he pennitted in the R.C.6 Zone by Special EXception only; hence the
requested special exception relief. | |

In support of this‘relie.f, Mr. Wolf offered his expert testimony concerning the impact of
'the proposed development, and in particular the potential impact of the 19.21%=* imperVions A

. surface area, on the spec1al exception criteria set forth i in Section 502 1 of the B C ZR. Mr.:

Wolf testlﬁed that the proposed use as dep1cted on the redlined/bluelined Development Plan




would not be detrimental to fhe health, safety, or general welfare of the locale. The pfoposéd
facility would meet all building codes, the location is isolated from »adjoining properties, and
~ would have a limited use -- mainly Sunday servic;es and some Wedﬁesdéy eﬁem’ng activities. It
| Wdﬁld not tend to-create congestion in roads, streets or alleys therein. Based on the Traffic
Impact Anaiysis prepared by The YT'rafﬁ(‘: Group, the use would have. a very limited impac{ on
- traffic and Woula not create c.ongestion, again based oﬁ the limited‘use. ,It would not create a
_potenﬁal hazard from fire, panic or other danger. The facilit)y' would meet all fire ches,
. including a suppression tank and sprinkler system, and Wide enoﬁgh drive éisles for emérgencﬁr
~ vehicles. It would not fend to ove'rcrowci land and cause undué concentratioﬁ of population. The
: R.T-A' buffer and setback wQuld be reépected and the faciiity would be sgf back from tﬁ'e road and
utilize existing trees aﬁd 'foliage‘ 'and‘proposed landscaping to ensure adequate screeﬁing and
buffeﬁng from nearby ﬁropeﬁies. It would not interfere with ;adequhate provisions for schools,
parks, water, sewerage, transportation or othe; 'public requirements, 'céﬁveﬁiences or
‘improve‘men'ts. It is expected that the facility Wouid have very little imﬁacf 01; public services
siﬁée the facility would bé sefved by‘ a pljivéte well and septic‘v system, as weli Aas self contained
storm water managerrrzent.ﬂ It would not inferfere with ’édequaté light and air. The ;cale and
height of the buildings, Iheir iocatiqn and placement on tl}e propérty, as well ds the limitations on
the height of liéht standards in the parking ai'eas would limit this irnpac{. | |
Further, ‘it would not be inbonsistent with the ’purAposes of fhe pl;operty’s 7:zoning
-classiﬁcation' nor in any other way ‘inconsistent with the gpirit and intent of ;che Zorﬁng
Regulaﬁons, nor would it be incohsisfént with the impermeable surface a;ad vegetative retention |
provisions ofv the Zoning Regulations. - Mr. Wolf emphasized that k'no zoning variances are

anticipatéd or requested and the revdlined/bluelined Development Plan meets with the a’pprox?al of
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County agencies. He also indicated that the proposed development ’i.ncludes storm water
mandgement, water retention, preserving the forested area to the rear of "ihe property -- includjng

'app'roximately 13 acres in tﬁe R.C.S Zone that would rémain undistﬁrbec_i - and provid.'es

cxtensive evergreen landscaping. On cross-examination from Mr. Zimmerman, Mr. Wolf
acknowledged that thé preposed’dévelop;hent includés élearing approximately 16 acres of forést '
on thé_ 30 acre Sité; :but indicated that the Developer is trying to mitigate the cleéring by
providing storm wafe‘r management and a conseWancy érea. In addition, the property isb ldcated

at the édge of the forest patch area and‘the proposed development would enc;rdach on the.
pefiphery; ‘while kgeping“the integrity of the forest patch jﬁrotected and coﬁtiguous. :

‘AtitheA ‘conclusion_ of Mr. Wolf’s testimony, he fndicated that the redlined/bluelined
'ADe'velo'p'mgm Plan that was presented .to County agency\represéntativeé had addr_;essed 511 of
those éggncies’ commer;ts'. He also offered his 6pinidn that granting of the special hearing and
. sbecial exception Petitions is aﬁprol;riate pursuant to the 'site‘plail accepted into eviderice as
Developer’s \_ Exhibit 9, and based on his pfofessional knowledge and egperience, the
redliﬁedfbluelined‘De’Velopm:eﬁt Plan accepted ihté evidence as Iﬁeveloper’s Exhibits 4A through
4E fuliy’co_mply Vv;ith the development regulations, rules é.nd poiicies‘ contained in the Baltimore ™
Cpﬁr;t)} Zoning Regulaﬁons ‘(‘B,C.Z.R.) and the Baltimore County Code ‘(B.:C.C.). |

Testifying in support of the proposed development particularly as to pofential traffic
‘ ‘imﬁacts was Mickey A Cprﬁelius, Senior Vice Pfesident with The Trafﬁq Group. Mr. Comeiius
is‘ a régistered professional eﬁgineer in the State' of Maryland_ and is also certified as a
- Professional Traffic Operétions Engineer. He has over 23 years of experience in transpoftatio'n
planning and the traffic engineering profession, inclﬁding traffic analysis and forecasting, trafi;lc

v -

signal systems evaluation and design, parking and circulation, traffic calming, and traffic
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systems inanageﬁlent. Mr. Comnelius was offered and accepted as an expert in traffic

* engineering.” A copy of his resume was marked and accepted into evidence as Developer’s

Exhibit 11.
- Mr. Cornelius indicated thét ‘he)is familiar with the site and visited the property three -
different times and drove by the property a number of other times. He also gathered traffic data

related to the site and the nearby intersections at Old Coﬁr’c Road and Rolling Road from

Baltimore County. A copy of the revised Traffic Impact Analysis dated September 23, 2009 was

marked and accepted into evidence as Developer’s Exhibit 12. This study, combined with Mr.

' Cqmelius’s testimony, revealed that the focus of the analysis was the area on Windsor Mill Road

between and including the intersections at Old Court Road and Rolling Road. It also includes

information obtained from the Baltimore County Basic Service Transportation Map to determine -

the operating efficiency level of the signalizéd intersection at Rolling Road. Using this

information and traffic counts and trip generation figures, the study identified the impact of the
proposed development on the site on future traffic conditions.
The existing conditions at the intersection of Windsor Mill Road and Rolling Road show

the intérséction operating at a “D” level of service (32%) for the weekly mormning peak hour on

‘Rolling Road headed south across Windsor Mill Road, and show a “D” level of service (33%)

for the weekly evening peak hour oﬁ Windsor Mill Road heading east across Rolling Road.

~According to Mr.A Corneliﬁs, the study collected traffic counts for the period between 9:00 AM

“and 1:00 PM on Sundays, with a peak hour from 9:00 AM to 10:00 AM to coincide with the

conclusion of 8:00 AM services and the start of 10:00 AM services. Presently, the surrouriding
area intersections are operating at an optimum “A” level of service during the Sunday morning

peak period. With the proposed development of the Church, the surrounding area intersections
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are projected to maintaink a good “B” level of service or better during the Sunday peak hours.

Moreover, the key road segment of Windsor Mill Road that is currently operating at a moderate
“C” level of service is proj ected to maintain a “C” level of service or better based upon projected

future traffic volumes. Mr. Cornelius also testified that based on projected Atraffilc_'volumes at the

interéectioh of Rolling Road and Windsor Mill Road, the future Sundéy peak hoﬁr volumes

- following build out of the Church would stiﬂ be’ lower than those whicﬁ exist tdday during the

weekday morning and evening peak hour. *

Finally,' Mr Cornelius offerea his expert opinion as to the special eXception criteria set
fo?th'in_Section 502.1 of the B.C.ZR,, particularly as to whether the development wbuld tend to
create gongest_ién in roads, streets or alleys therein. In his opinion, the development of the -
property for the Chu;ch as ﬁlénned and thr; resulténﬁ traffic can be adeq;zately acﬂcommodated ’c;y
the existing road system with very little impact, and.'t:hat acceptable levéis of service wkouldr
remain. Part of vthis is due to the fact tha't during the peak hours for the mam intersection at
. Windsor Mill Road and Rolling Road, which is weekday mornings anFl evenings, the Church

~ would have no or very limited operations and, therefore, almost no impact on traffic dﬁring those
tin;es.‘ Mor@over, evén dﬁring the Church’s peak hour, the above intersection jand tﬁe key area of
- Windsor Mill Road‘ would operate at a moderate to good level of service. Anétlw;er reason for thk
opinioxi is the planned widening éf Windsor Mill Road to 40 feet wide along the frontage'qf the
-property, which would allow traveling motorists to bypass‘vehicle‘s sl‘o“&ng to turn left or right -
into the Church.

Féllo»wing the ;)resentation‘ of expert testimony, the Developer called Dr. Kenneth

Robinson as a witness. Dr. Robinson has been the Seniqr Pastor of Restoring Life 1nt¢mgﬁiona1

Church for the past 18 years. He is essentially the “CEO” of the Church, providing spirituél
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leadership and guidance throuéh ‘preaching, teaching the Bible, and developing minisiries, “He
also leads the business side of the Church, in terms Qf its financial wellbeing and the adequacy of
its facilities.‘ Acpording to Paétor Robingon, the Church’s mission is to sﬁread the Gospel and
erﬁpo_wer families in all aspects of their lives, including their féith, finances, and becoﬁﬁng better
~ people at home and in the community. | |

The Church was founded in January, 1991 with only a handful (approximately 10 tq 12)
of m¢mber_s. Services were originally held at the Quality Inn in Catonsville. As the
congr¢gation gre{v, they moved to a:buil'ding a£ 901Q Iv,i‘berty'Ro‘ad' and weréVthgre for aboml't
seven years. In 1§99, the. Church moved to its préseﬁt location at 401 Reis‘tgrsto% Road in

B

Pikesville. O_ver tile years, the Church has gro% to appfoximately 1,100 members. AThé current
facility isa con\{erted catering building in which the interior was renovated to rgéerigble a chuifch
facility’. The Churgh is-hopeful of continued gmwth ;lnd anticipates exﬁanding to approximately
2,(')’00 members. At ﬁresen_t, it is difficult to provide all the religious and missionary services to
the éongregation -- in short, they have outgrown the current facility. - They have owned &e
subject property for the last 8 ye-ars and believe it is an ideal location for a new Church ~’facility,
espeéially given its locafion cl‘ose to the Randallstown érea tﬁat is ‘home to a number of
parishionersf i’*‘éstgr Robinson also efnphasized that the Chﬁrch has been a @ositive iﬁﬂuence 'on
the community énd haé been a good neighbor Wherever it has been in the.pa:st, and would
cgﬁtinue to cic be so at tﬁe subject location.

Agcording to Pasfor Robinéon, services \?ould typié:all‘y'occur-on Suriday nﬁornings at.
8:00 AM and 10:00 AM, with about 900‘ to 1,100 persons attending the ;[WO services cémbined.
Thefe Awould’ also be a Monday night prayer service af 7:00 PM with about 70 p‘ér,soiis and a

Wedneéday night Bible Study at 7:00 PM with about 200 to 300 persons in attendance.

D P Rl

T
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In testi.fyingbregarding the current devetopment proposal, Pastor Robinson stressed that d
number of changeS'and revisions have been made to the plan in an effort to meet County laws
‘and development policies and regulat1ons and. community concerns, while still ndalntarnlng a
‘Church fac1hty that would adequately meet the needs of the congregation now and in the future .
He indicated that originally, the burldmg was placed further toward the rear of the property and
parking was entirely in the R.C.6 Zone, along with over éOO planned parking spaces also in the |
R.C.6 Zone; however, the plan has evoive_d so that the building is now closer to the road, parkihg
is now proposed in the D.R. Zone, and parking has been reduced to 556 spaces. Péstor Robinson
acknowledged that in any case,- the proposed development does involve clearing tre’es.andhe is-
sensitive to the environmentetl_ concerns; however, the current pllan rnitigates‘ th'ose _co'ncerns to
_the greatest extent. .

Further, he does not expect an adverse impact on the community; In fact, in his view, ,
permitting‘ churches in the R.C.6 Zone by right and, - in this case, by special exception,

demonstrates that the development of churches is looked et differently becduse of the limitdtions '
_ inherent _in their use and the posititfe'inﬂuence a _Church has in the commum'ty. In addition,
Pastor Robinson pointed,‘out that a church of the size proposed here -is not unusual_for the area,
| and mentioned several other targe_ churches, including Rock City Church in ‘Towson (3,000
seats}, Trinity Assembly of God (2,300 seats) in Luthervil\le, and New Psalmist Baptist Church
(5,000 seats) 1n Lochearn. “On cross-examination from Mr. Zimmerman, Pastor Robinson
acknowledged that the Church was aware of the R.C.6 zoning when the property was purchased.
He was told that a church could be built on the site, but could not utilize the ent1re site. He also.

indicated that the Church did attempt to have the zoning changed during the 2008 CZMP but was

unsuccessful.
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At the conclusion of the Deve}oper’s case, Mr. Zimmerman called as witnesses a number
of interested citizens who testified in oppdsition to the proposed church facility. In summary,-
- their testimbﬁy indicated opposition to the project primarily based on concerns over inc;oased
traffic, theh'ovérall magnitude and size of the proposed chufcﬁ facility, and fhe precedent that

could be set if the church facility 'o?ero permitted. 'Opposition testimony also centered‘ on the
“potential environmental impacts of the proposed developmem and a desire for sﬁict enforcement
of the Zoning Regulations.

| In addition Mr Zimmerman called several civic. leaoers in the community, including
Ralph W. erght Sr and Cathy Wolfson both - w1th the Greater Patapsco Commumty )
~Association (“GPCA”) Accordlng to the GPCA Website, the front page of Wthh was marked -
and accepted into ev1dence as Protestant’s EXhlblt 3, the mission of the GPCA 1ncludes the
preservatlon of the beauty, tranqulhty, and rural nature of the commumty and encouraging |
orderly and posiﬁvé growth, As shown on the map of the GPCA area, which is part of a packe’t
of photographs and documents submmed by Ms. Wolfson that was collectively marked and
accepted into evidence as Protestant’s Exhlblt 4 the GPCA 1nc1udes the Granite area of western
" Baltimore County and is geographically compnsed of the Iarge area south and west of Wmdsor
Mlll Road to the Patapsco River and the Howard County line.

Mr. Wright testified 1nd1v1dually and in his capac1ty as Presuient of the GPCA He‘ :
‘referenced two letters he wrote to the undersigned dated May 21, 2009 and November 6, 2009,
which were marked and accepted into ovidence as Protesfant’s Exhibits 1 and 2, respeofively.
These letters and his testimony indicated that he has'lived in the community since 2001. He is)
ooncerried with overdevelopment and the increaées in traffic ’development Woold'have,oﬁ the

rural character of the community. The R.C.6 Zone, which includes most of the subject site, was
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‘ cod'iﬁed in 2000 to efoteet natural resources, preserve the ecosystem, and maintain the traditional
character of rural communities by limiting the scale and intertsity of development. In this cese,
- the GP CA is not egainst 'churches per se, but helieves a large chtlrch faciiity would be contrary to

' the goals of the R.C.6 Zone, especially where the Church seeks to double the percentage of

" impervious surface area permitted by right. Mr., Wright also expressed his concern that if this

Development Plan and zoning requests are approved, this would be the first domino to fell an'dA

~would result in a further deterioration of the rural character of the area, and other large churches '

would hkely follow in the footsteps of Restonng Life Internatlonal Church

Ms. Wolfson also testified in opposition to the proposed church developrhent. She isa
member of the.GPCA and is on the Association’s Zoning Committee. She submitted the
aforementtoned packet that was accepted into evidence as Protestant’s Exhlbtt 4. Ms. Wolfson s
testtmony echoed Mr. Wright’s and also pomted out that the umqueness of the R.C.6 Zone is the
pmmery conservancy element and the intent of the County Council in creating the R.C. 6 Zone to
protect forests streams and wetlands and ecosystems, and to prevent forest fragmentatmn In her
view, smghng out the subject property for development and what she believes is preferential
treatment is unfair and contrary to the R.C.6 Regulations. |

She also emphasized the importance of forest conservation and the vulnerability of the
existing forests and forest petch areas. By cteﬁnitton, a forest patch area is an area of land
coxhhrised of at least '200 eontiguous acres of forest overlaying a sttearh lsystem, and a primary
oonset‘vancy area is an area comprised of natural resources }srotected from disturbance by -
d‘evelopmeht., Irt the instant matter, the Developer proposes to clear 16 acres of priority forest

that is part of the forest patch area. Although the Developer has indicated that the clearmg will

mvolve only a small tip of the prlortty forest, Ms. Wolfson stressed that takmg out th;ts ﬁrst area
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of f;)rest will orily lead to other areas of the fore}st patéh béing taken out bit by bit until the forest
. is eroded and deteriorated, thereby affecting nearby Wildlife, natu;al résau;ces, and ecos&rstems.,
Finally, David Lykens again appeared on behalf of DEPRM at the last hearing date on
Décémber 14 2009; Mr. Lykens indicated‘that at the time of the prior hearings in particular on
May 28 2009 and November 17, 2009, DEPRM had not yet had the opportumty to fully evaluate-
the Developgr s “submittals. In. partlcular the Envn'onmental Impact Review Sectlon had
complefed its review and had no outstanding issues and recommendéd approval, and the Ground
Water Manageﬁlent Section had also completed its review with no outstanding issues éﬁd a
recommendation of épproval; howeve; the Storm Water Ma.na‘gementv Section had not yet
completed its review as of the ‘hea_rAing dgte on November 19, 2009 and the fecﬁrd was kept open
in light of the continuation of the hearings. Mr. Lykens tében reported on ﬁecémber 14, 2069 j:hat
the Storm Water fManag.ement Sectior; has completed its evaluation With' ﬁ'o outstand';ng issues
and r;commends approval of the Aredlined/'bluelined Development Plan. He also indica’;ed that
DEPRM has no objection to the special eiceptionv request to exceed the 10% threshold for
1mperx;10us surface area, | | |
In dec1d1ng this' development proposal I am compelled to do so within the statutory
| Aauthonty set forth in Sec‘uons 32 4-227, 32 4-228, and 32-4-229 of the B. C C. In partlcular ‘
Secmon 32~4~22’7(e)(1) states that “[t]he Hearing Officer shall consider any comments and
h éonditions submitted by a couiity | agency under § 32—4-226 of this subtitle and make the
comments and conditions part of thé permanent DevelopmeﬁtPlan ﬁle: Section 32-4-228 states
| that “[t]he Hearing Officer shall take testimony and receive evidencg regarding any unresolved
comﬁent or condition that is releﬂf;nt to the proposed Development Plfzm, including testimony or

evidence regarding any potential impact of any approved developrhent upon the proposed plan.”
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, Section 32-4;229(b)(1) also provides that “[t]he Hearing Officer shall grant approva} of a
Devglopmeﬁt Plan thét complies with these development regulations and applicable policies,
~‘rules and regulations...provided that the final approval of a plan éhéll be subjectg to all
appropriate standards, rules, régulations, éonditiens, ari_d éafegua:rds se’.c forth therein.” Finally,
S;actionv‘32-4-229(d)(2) states‘ that “[i]n approving a Development ?lan, the Hearing Officer may
impose anj' coﬁditions if a condition: (i)A protects the sﬁrrounding and neighb?ring properties;
(ii) is based upon a comment that was fais}cd or a condition fchat was pfbpqsed or requested by a
participant; (iii) is necessary to alleviatc; an adverse'in‘lpact on the health, safety, or welfare of the .
."cla‘mnm‘mjty that would be present without the cdndition; and (iv) does not reduce by more than
20%: 1. The number of dwelling Linits pfopésed by a residential DeVélopmenf Planina DR.S.S,
D.R.lOI.S, or DV.R:16AZone; or 2. The sqﬁaré footage proposed by a non-residential Development
.Plan.” Pursuant th> Section 32—4-229(@)(3), “[t]he Hearing Officer shall base the aecision to
, imposé‘ a Qondition on factual findings thaf are supported by evidence.”

In the instaqt @aﬁer, there is very little Eiisputé as to the relevant facts ofwthe case. The
property is primarily zonea R;C.6 and this ‘Zone carries with itl certain restric:’tions on
developinénf. One éf the enumerated excepﬁons to th<; ge\rieral :prohibitio'ns oﬂ‘dével.opmeﬁt is
the allﬁwance of churches of other buildings for religious worship. Churches afe permitted by

: nght if 'pi'opdsed with 10% or less imperviéus( surface area aﬁd are pemiﬁed by speciail
-exception if in excess of _10%. There is no dispute here that the proposed Church faciliiy would
approach 20% impervious surface area. There is also no dispute. that tﬂe éubject proj)erty lies in
a 100% primary conservancy area anéi is located in a priority one forést and delineated forest
patch area. Boiled dom*simply, a primary issue in this case. is whether the Developer’s- plan toy

have almost 20% impervious surface area is too excessive, such that the special exception
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- request shoﬁld not be ‘granted, and the related, more general issue is whether the environmental
impacts of the proposed church facility, and in particular the impact of clearing 16 acres .of
Apriority one forest Iocate& within a forest patch area, is also too excessive, such’that the‘
redlined/bluelined Development Plan should not be approved.

In considering the special exception, I am governed by the criteria set forth in Section
562;1 of the B.C.ZR. and the relevant césé law. ~It‘ is alsé important to. understand the concept of
therterm» “special ékception.” Recently,' the Marylénd Court of Appeals discussed the evol_uﬁon
of épecial exi;eptioné in zoning law in People’s Counsgl for Bal{i}nore County v..Loyola Collgge :
in Maryland, 406 Md. 54 (2008). In that case, the Court went all tpe way back to the seminal |
. U.S. Supreme Court case of Viffage of Euclid, Ohio v. Ambérj Realty Co., 272 U.S. 365, 47 S.Ct.
114 (1926), which upheld the Village of Euclid’s comprehensive zoning ordinahce' against a
challénge brbught by a local laﬁdownef. The.type of zoning régulatioﬁs'enactéd by Euclid
represented a ‘fairly static and rigid’ form of zoning that came to be known aé “Euchd1an
zoning.” ' | . | .

Hdweifer, the “speciai‘excepﬁon” introduced some flexibility into the “fairly.f static and

rigid’ Euclidian zoning scheme. As set forth by Judge Harrell in People’s Counsel v. Loyola,

- supra:

The special exception adds flexibility to a comprehensive. legislative zoning
scheme by serving as a “middle ground” between permitted uses and prohibited
uses in a particular zone. Permitted and prohibited uses serve as binary, polar .
opposites in a zoning scheme. A permitted use in a given zone is permitted as of
right within the zone, without regard to any potential or actual adverse effect that
the use will have on neighboring properties. A special exception, by contrast, is
merely deemed prima facie compatible in a given zone. The special exception
requires a case-by-case evaluation by an administrative zoning body or officer
according to legislatively-defined standards. That case-by-case evaluation is what
enables special exception uses to achieve some flexibility in an otherwise semi-
rigid comprehensive legislative zoning scheme. )
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Id. at 72-73.
Loyola also quoted the holding in the often cited Séhultz 12 Pritts; 291 Md. 1 (1581) thét “the -
appropriate standard to be used in determining whether a peques;[ed special éxception usé would
have an adverse effect and, therefore, should be denied is; whether there are. fa'cfs and
,cir”cﬁrﬁstance’s that show that theA particular use proposed at the pafticulé.r location i)ropbséd
would have any adyers_e effects above and beyond those. inherently assoéiated with such a special
_exception use irr_especti?e_ of its location within the zone.” Id. at 102.
In this case, I héve considered the testimony e{nd evidence presented by the parties,
including the expert testimony, presentéd by‘-. the‘> De_velober’s buiiding aréﬁitect, _landscapev
architect, ana traffic engineer, and the County witnesses including Mr. Mﬁrray wifh the bfﬁce of
- Planning and Mr. Shaffer with DEPRM, as well as the cross-examination of those 'expertAs by Mr. . |
Zimmerman and the té\stimony put forth by the Protestants. I have also ré{/iewed the R.AC.6
Regulations and in paﬂicﬁlar County Council Bill No. 73-00, which created the R.C.6 Zone ;md
esfablished the uses péﬁnitted therein. | | | |
E It is noteworthy that when Bill No. 73-00 was originally filed, “churches and“ovther
buildings of religious worship” were pefmitted dnly by special exception. The Council then
arneﬁdéd the Bill so that churches and other bliildings of religious .wgrshi.p were permiﬁéd by
| right if no _mbre than, 10% impervious surface area, and by special exqeptioh if the 10%
. imp~ervious area were exceeded. Clearly, the plain wording of the'statut_e, aiong ‘with' its
legislative history, indicates that the Coﬁncil understood.the inherewntl ir'nplacts that a church
would have and favored such a use in .the R.C.6 Zone irrespective df the impacts, but requiréd
.that a church with more than 10% impervious sﬁrface_ area be looked at more closely and on a

. case-by-case basis as a special exception. Obviously, there is no doubt that the proposed 2,185
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seat church with 556 par_kir}g spaces, and the associated 19.6% of impefvious surface area, would
have an impact on the area. The question is whether the church facility at this location would
have any adverse effects above and béyond those inhérently associated With a church facility
‘revgardle.ss of ifs location within the zone. In my judgment, the church’s potential adverse
impacts at the subject location are not beyond those inherently agsociated with a chﬁrch use
. anywhere else. in the zone. ‘One could argue that the clearing 'of 16 acres of fqrest presents an
_ adverse effect “above and beyond;” however, as with virtually any aevelopment, clearihg would
be,.neccssary 1n any wooded area where deveiopmeﬁt-is proposed.  In my view, the Council '
cc‘)h.sideredythisvin enacting fhe R.C.6 legis'lation._ They allowed up to 10% impervious area by
right,-which would necessarily reqﬁire lforest cleminé undér the same circumsténces, -though not
the devgre'e con‘templeiited. hefe. They élso decided to requiré a speciai eXception fora éhufch with
more than 10% impervious surface area, forcing closer scrutinyron sugh é proposal. It is alsq'
interesting to note _that. the Council did not establish a rigid. “cap” on the pércen';age' of
impervious surface area that vcould Be permitted, even by special exception. Rather-,. it sought to

- permit the Zoning Commissioner to review each case oﬁ its ;oWn merité.

In the ins'tant matter, the Deyelpp_er has presented testimony from a number of recognized'
experts that the i)roposed Church facility meefs the criteria set forth in Section 502.1 of the
BCZR Obvioﬁsly, as pointed out by M. Zimﬁ1ennan, these experts _wére retained and called
as witnesses by the Develope‘r; but ﬁonetheless, their uncontroverted testimbny is pérsuasive.
Even moreA imporfantly, I was impressed by the testimony of the County agency r_epresentatif/es,
aLll of whom indicated that the. development proposal, even with '19.6..%_ irﬁpewious surfaces,

meets County development regulations and applicable policies, rules‘ and regulations, inciuding

the téstimony of Curtis Murray with Office of Planning and Glenn Shaffer with Environmental

i
e
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- from the proposed Church.

Impact Review Section of DEPRM. These agencies -- Planning and DEPRM -- had Vprimary

involvement in reviewing, evaluating, and scrutinizing the development proposal and assessing

-the project’s impact. Both agencies expressed support for the re‘quested special exception. In

my judgment, the Developer has met its burden and is entitled to the requested special exception.

Moving now to the Development Plan itself, on a broader scale, the issue is whether this

'redlirled/bluelined Development Plan should be approved, or if so approved, whether conditions

should be imposed. The crux of the matter 1nvolves issues of traffic and env1ronmenta1 1rnpacts
The Protestants presented testimony and evidence that the areas of Windsor Mlll Road
particularly at the 1ntersect10ns with Old Court Road and Rolling Road, would be 31gmﬁcantly
impacted Wlth the addition of a large ‘Church .facility.. i_‘They helieve that trafflc is already a
concern in thi_s area, and.that a church_ Would only make matters worse. The Protestants also
point to the rural character of the area, which would be negatively impacted by 1ncreased traffic

Testifying in support of the proposed'development was Mickey A. Cornelius with The

Traffic Group Mr. Cornelius performed a detarled analys1s of the potential traffic impact of the
' Church facrhty In short due to the differences i in peak hour uses of the road and 1ntersections‘

g and the rather limited use of the Church facility in general, Mr. Comelius determined that the -

proposed dei/elopment would‘ have a very limited impact on overall traffic in the area. I am
persuaded by his testimony and the Traffic Impact Analysis on this issue.” o
The more thorny issue from the Protestants’ and People’s Counsel’s perspective is the
issue of environmental impact, and speciﬁcally the proposed development;s intrusion into the
forest patch area and the rem_oval of areas of priority one forest. The Protestants and People’s

Counsel raise legitimate concerns over just what constitutes too much clearing. Is 10 acres to -
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much ... 15 acres ... 20 acres? Obviously, making this determination is not an exact science.
Under the current vdevelopment process, County agencies look at what the permitted use is and

then review the Developer’s submittals to determine if the permitted use would fit within the

_constraints of the site. More specifically, DEPRM looks at what the environmental impacts

would be for the permitted use -- in this case a Church facility -- and determines if those impacts

are accepitable. This is an évefsimpliﬁcation, but is essentially what they do. DEPRM also looks

at whether there are alternatives or whether these impacts can be minimized or mitigated. In the

instant matter, DEPRM did compel the Developer to re-evaluate and revamp its entire plan in

order to lessen the environmental impact of the development to an acceptable level. Indeed, as

indicated previousiy, the Developer went through a number of “Conceptual Layouts” befofe it
was able to finally sétisfy DEPRM.

The Develdper has presented a redlir;edfblﬁelined Development Plan that meets all
develépxﬁe;nt regulations E"lI;d applicable pblicies, rules and regulations, and has been
recommended for aﬁproved by all County‘ agencies. The Develober has also presented expert
téstiﬁmny as to the particulars of the proposed develogment, including {he building design and

site development. This testimony is weighed against the testimony and evidence 'presented by

the Protestants and People’s Counsel recommending against approval. The question is, does the

testimony and evidence presented by the Protestants and People’s Counsel rise to such a level

that the Developménf Plan should not be approved or that conditions should be imposed as,paxt

of approval?
In my judgment, the redlined/bluelined Development Plan should be aiaprovfed' without
cdhditioné.' Although I was imprgsséd by the testimony of the Protestants, pafticulaﬂy Mr.

Wright and Ms. Wolfson with the Greater Patapsco Community Association and their discussion

R
NN SO 2

34




X | Y

‘ ef the eotential environmental impacts of the proposed developnlent, I was equally impressed
with the Develoner’s witnesses and specifically the expert testimony that refuted the breadlh of
the environmental and other impacts associated with thls pro;ect I am also compelled by statute

’to consider the comments and approvals of the County ageneles all of Whom have recommended

‘approval. After considering all the testimony and evidence produced by the parties, the
,' redlmed/bluelmed Development Plan shall be approved |

Lastly, it should be neted ‘that my demsmns w1th regard to the Pet1t1ons for Spec1al
Hearing and Special Exeepmon and the Hearmg Officer’s Hearing cons1dermg the Development
Plan pfopesal are treated differently for' appeal'purnoees{. The decisions as to the Petitions are
made by me sitting as Deputy Zoning Commissioner. An 4appeal from lhose _decisions is a de
novo appeal to the Board of Appeals of Baltimore County The decision as to approval of the
redlmed/bluelmed Development Plan is made by me s1ttmg as Hearing Officer for Baltnnore
: County An appeal from that decision is on the record to the Board of Appeals pu;rsuant to
Section 32-4-281 of the B.C.C.

In ’eonclusion», ‘pursuzlnt to the advertisement, posting of the property, and public hearing
held tllereon, the requiremen’;s of which are contained- in Article 32, Title 4, of the Baltimore
.County Code, and after considering the testimony end evidence offered at the heaﬁngs, -the
- request for special’hearing relief and speclal excepfion. relief shall be granted. In additien, the
redlined/bluelined Development Plan shall be approved. '

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by this Deputy Zomng Commissioner/Hearing Ofﬁcer
for Baltimore County, this Qf m day of December 2009 that the request for Spec1al h
Hearing pursuant to,»Sectlon 1A07.7 of the Baltlmore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.ZR.) to -

confirm that a church and other buildings for religions worship*are permitted by right within the
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primary conservancy area and to confirm that no secondary conservancy afea is required, be and
is hei;eby GWTED, and | o |
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the request for Special Exceptien pursuant to Section
TAO7.3.B.5 of the Baltimore County Zening Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) to allow a chﬁrch -
(Buildings, structures and pérking) in the R.C.6 Zone with more thén 10% of the lot cevered by
impervious surfaees be and is hereby GRANTED Tn accordance with the redlined/bluelined .
'De\felopment Plan accepted into evidence as Developer’s& Exhibits 4A thfough 4E and the
rev1sed site plan accepted into ev1dence as Developer’s Exhszt 9; and
ITIS FURTHER ORDERED that the Speclal Exceptlon use shall be valid for a penod :
not to exceed ﬁve years from the date of the final Order grantlng same, pursuant to Section 502.3-
of the B.C.ZR; and |
ITIS FURTHER ORDERED that the redhned/bluehned Development Plan accepted into
evidence as Developer’s Exh1b1ts 4A through 4E for the property known as the “Restoring Life
International Church,” be and is hevreby APPROVED, cdnsistenf with The aforegoing Opinion. - |
Any appeal ef this ‘decision fnuet<be taken within thirty (3 0) days from the date of this
Order. If an appeél' of this decision is not taken within the time prescribed, then tlﬁs decisien
shall constitute a ﬁnaL Order as to the Zoning relief requested, and a final Development Plan' '
‘Order as to the Hearing Ufﬁcer’s Hearing, apd shall be sﬁbject to ﬂxeapﬁeel provisions ednteined .

in Section 32-4-281 of the Baltimore County Code.

V - ‘» A
A Bl
(THOMAS H. BOSTWICK™

Deputy Zoning Commissioner/Hearing Officer
_ for Baltimore County
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BALTIMORE COUNTY

MARYLANTD

JAMES T. SMITH. JR. . o : - THOMAS H. BOSTWICK
County Executive Deoember 29= 2009 Deputy Zoning Commissioner’

' ARNOLD JABLON, ESQUIRE -
DAVID KARCESKI, ESQUIRE
VENABLE, LLP »

1210 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE - o
" SUITE 500 | | « R
. TOWSON, MD 21204 . — |

‘RE: Dévelopnient Plan Hearing
_ (Restoring Life Intemational Church)
HOH Case No. 1I-745 and Zoning Case No. 2009 0234 SPHX

Dear Messrs. Jablon and Karcesla:‘

Enclosed please find a copy of the decision rendered in the abové-captioﬁed matter. ‘The
' deyelopment plan has been approved, in accordancé 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 Perrmts and Development
-Management office at 410- 887—3391

Sincerely,

| Deputy Zoning Commissioner
‘for Baltimore County

Enclosure

c. Dr Kemzeth Robinson, Senior Pastor, Restoring Life International Church, 401 Reisterstown Road, Pﬂcesvﬂle
‘ MD 21208
Lamont Jackson, Project Coordinator, Restoring Life Church 401 Reisterstown Road,
Pikesville MD 21208
Leland A Gray, LPDIJ Architects, LLC, 2830 South BeverIy, Salt Lake City UT 84106
Thomas E. Wolf, Morris & Ritchie Associates, Inc., 1220 East Joppa Road, Towson MD 21286
" Mickey A. Cornelius, The Traffic Group, 9900 Franklin Square Drive, Suite H, Baltimore MD 21236 .
John Canoles, Eco-Science Professionals, Inc., PO Box 5006, Glen Arm MD 21057 .

Please See Attached List

letferson Bmldma[ 105 West Chesapeake Avenue. Suile 103 | Towson, Mmylzmd 21204 | Phone 410-887-3868 | Fax 410- 887 ’%468
. ) www.baltimorecountymd.gov
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EUGENE EDELEN -
5115 OLD HANOVER RD
WESTMINSTER MD

CHERYL BROWN
3218 WESTWOOD AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21216

MARIA SHEARS »
9719 BRANCHLEIGH RD #E
'RANDALLSTOWN MD 21135

FELIX THREAT
5 MINK HOLLOW CT
OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

RALPH WRIGHT SR, PRESIDENT
GREATER PATAPSCO COMMUNITY

ASSOCIATION
PO BOX 31
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

KIMBERLY CARR
2206 SIENA WAY
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

JOHN PAIRE
3633 HERWOOD RD
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

| CHRISTINE AND JOHN AITKEN

9206 DOGWOOD RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

MICHELLE AND JOHN FEWER

6 ZADOC CT :
GRANITE MD 21163

DEBORAH PARKER
3514 MENLO DR
BALTIMORE MD 21215

JOSEPH MCCRAY -
2711 % KILDAIRE DR
BALTIMORE MD 21234

JOYCE P ARTIS .
4311 BELVIEW AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21215

NANETTE STESCH
3313 PEDDICOAT CT
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

CHERYL AND CLAUDE TAYLOR

9803 OLD COURTRD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

GREG WELSH

" 8737 WRIGHTS MILL RD

WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

MARIAN IANNUZZ|
8739 WRIGHTS MILL RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

THURMANPINDER
8637 GLEN HANNAH CT
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

ANDREW P KOCHIS
10228 HARVEST FIELDS DR
WOODSTOCK MD 21183

SHIRLEY WEBB

- 6913 FIELDCREST RD

BALTIMORE MD 21215

ELEY AND KAREN GATLING
20 LAMBOURNE RD #G9
TOWSON MD 21204

JOYCE AND JOHN FITZ -

8716 WRIGHTS MILL RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

PAUL MAYNARD
10712 DAVIS AVE
GRANITE MD 21163

JAMES DERAMUS
2840 HERNWOOD RD
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

N SCOTT PHILLIPS
2905 TALLOW TREE RD
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

BARBARA THOMPSON
AND FILL SIBLEY

3600 HERNWOODRD
WOODSTOCK MD 211863

~

GWENDOLYN MILLER
8700 INWOOD RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

MARCIA BROWN
8444 DOGWOOD RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244



ERROL DUTTON
8603 POLLY HILL CT
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

~ JUNE ROBINSON
2 WOODFIELD CT
REISTERSTOWN MD 21136

EBONY VAUGHAN
3839 JANBROOK RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

FRAMKE KING
13 RANDALL AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21208

ADELE FENNELL,

" DEBRA and WILLIAM CHAPLIN
415 LIBERTY HEIGHTS AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21207

SANDY GRAHAM & ANN MARIE
"JOHNSON NICHOLS ~

8821 WINANDS RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

STEPHECA SAWYER
607 BENNINGHAUS RD
BALTIMORE MD 21212

JACQUELINE AND MARTIE BROWN
3816 CHERRYBROOK RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

TONYA RICE
5434 JAMESTOWN CT
~ BALTIMORE MD 21229 >

DREW MCCARRIAR
11 SPRING HEATH CT
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

RANDALYN STOREY

2424 BIBERY LANE APT 102

BALTIMORE MD 21 244

DAMITA ROBINSON ~
322 DELIGHT MEADOWS RD
REISTERSTOWN MD 21136

NEZER LEFTWICH
51 CHASE MILL CIRCLE

-OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

EVAN ASKEW -
178 PISTONS CIRCLE

~ BALTIMORE MD 21117

WILBUR NICHOLS
3728 ELMLEY AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21213

DOROTHY AND ERIC BANKS
2624 GWYNNDALE AVE
WOODLAWN MD 21207

CYNTHIA MOORE
1534 LANGFORD RD
BALTIMORE MD 21207

RENEE BENNETT
78 OLD FORGE LANE

NOTTINGHAM MD 21234

LESLIE JEFFREY
9700 WINDANDS RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

ANTHONY GRAHAM
3732 MILFORD MILL RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

SHALYNN MILLS
1053 CAMERON RD
BALTIMORE MD 21207

DEBORAH.MCRAE .
626C ADMIRAL DR # 503
ANNAPOLIS MD 21401

LUIS NAVARRO |
76 CRANBROOK RD #157

HUNT VALLEY MD 21030

KEREY MATHEWS
4427 FREDERICK AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21229

MARY JOYNER
624 LEAFYDALE TERR
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

YKEYTTA E JEFFERSON
66 ROYALTY CIRCLE UNIT 66

OWINGS MILLS MD 21136

NIJASHA BIVINIC
3928 SYBIL ROAD

.RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133


http:ANNAPOLlS.MD

KENNETH AND JUNE ROBINSON

RESTORING LIFE CHURCH
401 REISTERSTOWN RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

MICKEY CORNELIUS

THE TRAFFIC GROUP

9900 FRANKLIN SQUARE DR #H
BALTIMORE MD 21236

SIMONE CROAL ]
RESTORING LIFE CHURCH
401 REISTERSTOWN RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

A DENYCE WATTIES-DANIELS
3666 FOREST GARDEN AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21207

" MARNITA COLEMAN
9220 OWINGS CHOICE CT
OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

"PARRIS BOWENS
338 SPRY ISLAND RD
JOPPA MD 21085

KT TYLER
PO BOX 1014
BALTIMORE MD 21040,

CHARLOTTE COTTER
8602 INWOOD RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

LAMONT JACKSON
RESTORING LIFE CHURCH
401 REISTERSTOWN RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

JOHN CANOLES

ECO-SCIENCE PROFESSIONALS INC.

PO BOX 5006
GLEN ARM MD 21057

GEORGIANA AND GLEN JOHNSON
3618 SPRINGDALE AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21215

LENA DENNIS
RESTORING LIFE CHURCH
401 REISTERSTOWN RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

TICHET BRADSHAW AND
MARLON BRADSHAW
1877 BROOKSIDE DR
EDGEWOOD MD 21040

ROBERT PARKER
3948 EITEMILLER RD
BALTIMORE MD-21244

ANDRE TAYLOR
600 MARKHAM RD
BALTIMORE MD 21229

RAY NELSON
40 ENGLEFIELD SQUARE

OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

PAUL LEFTWICH
9400 OWINGS HEIGHTS CIRCLE
OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

LELAND GRAY

- 2830 SOUTH BEVERLY !

SALT LAKE CITY UT 84106

THOMAS WOLFE AND

ROBERT BOWLING .

MORRIS & RITCHIE ASSOCIATES, INC.
1220 EAST JOPPA RD

TOWSON MD 21286

DEBORAH PARKER
RESTORING LIFE CHURCH-
401 REISTERSTOWNRD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

CHRYSTAL & RICHARD JOHNSON
4234 HUNTSHIRE RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

LULA ROY
8905 MEADOWN HEIGHTS RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

ANNETTE LEWIS
9012 SAMOSET RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

SHERRON MOORE
4041 GRANTLEY RD
BALTIMORE MD 21215

MARVIN SMART

2923 MCELDERRY ST

BALTIMORE MD 21205

DERRICK BULLOCK
3909 SETONHURST RD
PIKESVILLE MD.21208



KEITH COTTER
2219 RIDGE RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

CATHY WOLFSON
8434 DOGWOOD RD
BALTIMORE MD 21244

BRUCE MEZGER
8619 WINDSOR MILL RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244 -

WILLIAM MASEMORE
3108 RICES LANE
BALTIMORE MD 21244

ANNE M. LIBIS :
GLEN MEADOWS RETIREMENT
COMMUNITY
11630 GLEN ARM RD
GLEN ARM MD 21057

TERESA MOORE, EXEC DIRECTOR
VALLEYS PLANNING COUNCIL INC
118 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVE
TOWSON MD 21285

ANITA HINES
9017 15T STREET
LANHAM MD 20706

YOLANDE HINTON -
3713 FORDS LANE APT C
BALTIMORE MD 21215

ANTHONY JEFFERSON
3712 FORDS LANE
BALTIMORE MD 21215

ARTHUR JACKSON
8420 DOGWOODRD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21224

ANNE M. LIBIS
8708 WINDSOR MILL RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

WILLIAM OBRIECHT

2415 POPLAR DR

BALTIMORE MD 21207

WILLIAM AND JOAN HEIT
2604 AMANDA CT
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

CASSANDRA WASHINGTON
1047 COOKS LANE
BALTIMORE MD 21229

EARL R CRUZ SR AND
EARL CRUZ JR

7002 ALDEN RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

PRISCiLLA BERRYMAN

16 BREEZY TREE COUT APT|
TIMONIUM MD 21093

GEORGE DAVIS
5 MILL CREEK CT )
OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

NELSON GAMBOA
1055 TAYLOR AVENUE #210
TOWSON MD 21256

EMILY WOLFSON
8506 CHURCH LANE
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

CURTIS COLLINS SR
9221 OLD COURT RD-
WINDSOR MILL MD 21224

DANA L ESPEY
7615 WINDSOR MILL RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

JOSEPH TATAREWICZ
10218 DAVIS AVE

‘WOODSTOCK MD 21163

PRECIOUS HALE
12 WALDEN MAPLE CT
GWYN OAK MD 21207

MONTE AND JOAN TORRY
396 WHITE FENCE DR
WESTMINSTER MD 21157

CARL AND DONNA ROSS .
1805 QUEEN ANN SQUARE
BEL AIR MD 21015

ANDRE HINTON
3712 FORDS LANE
BALTIMORE MD 21215

JERRY MCPHERSON
4220 SPRING AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21227
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' COREEN CAMPBELL RIELAND GEEKLER & TODD HENRY KATHLEEN AND KEITH NICHOLAS'
8819 WINANDS RD 8821 WINANDS RD s 8823 WINANDS RD
- RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133 - RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133 RANDALLSTOWN MD 21138
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Petition for Special Hearing

to the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County

for the property located at SW/S Windsor Mill Road; W. of Rolling Road

which is presently zoned RC 6/DR 3.5
(This petition must be filed in person, in the zoning office, in triplicate, with original signatures.)

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 Special Hearing under Section 500.7 of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore
County, to determine whether or not the Zoning Commissioner should approve

{This box to be completed by planner) .

SEE ATTACHED SHEET 1

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by the zoning regulations. T

i, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Special Hearing, advertising, posting, etc. and further agree to and are to be

'l(szoun%ed by the zoning regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the zoning law for Baltimore
ounty.

I/We 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):
SEE ATTACHED SHEET 2
Name - Type or FPnnt Name - Type or Print
Signature Signalure
Address Telephone No. Name - Type or Print
City State Zip Code ignature
/

Attorney For Petitioner:

Address ‘Telephone No.

City State Zip Lode

Representative to be Contacted:

David H. Karceski

Venable LLP

Company Name-

210 Allegheny Avenue (410)494-6285 210 Allegheny Avenue (410)494-6285

Address Telephornie No. Address Teléphone No.

Towson MD 21204 Towson MD 21204

City Siate Zip Code Cily State Zip Code
OFFICE USE ONLY

ESTIMATED LENGTH OF HEARING

Case No. Zu(ﬂ" 0 2;4’/ 6;7/'{' UNAVAI LE FOR HEARING __ Vi
REV 9/15198, P rmier e - REVIEWEd By 44 Date 7
13 S ! : Y P, [ oW\




PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING
ATTACHED SHEET 1

Special Hearing, pursuant to Section 1A07.7 of the Baltimore County Zoning
Regulations, to confirm that a church and other buildings for religious worship are
permitted by right within the primary conservancy area and to confirm that no secondary
conservancy area 1s required.

TO1DQCS1-#272095-v1



PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING
ATTACHED SHEET 2

Owner:

Restoiiﬂife Intemational Church
By: W J W

Kehrieth O. Robinson, Pastor

Address: 401 Reisterstown Road
Baltimore, MD 21208

Phone:  (410) 415-6400

. TOIDOCS1-#272095-v1



* (J (4 ol
Petition for Special Exception
to the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County for the property
located at SW/S Windsor Mill Road; W . of Rolling Road -

which is presently zoned___ RC 6/DR 3,5
Deed Reference: 16583 _/ 535 Tax Account # SEE ATTACHED SHEET 3

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 Special Exception under the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County, to use the
herein described property for ,

SEE ATTACHED SHEET 1

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 fo and are to be bounded by the
zoning regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the zoning law for Baltimore County.

{/We do solemnly declare and affirm, under the penalties of
perjury, that liwe are the legal owner(s) of the property which
is the subject of this Petition. :

Contract Purchaser/Lessee; Legal OWner(s):
SEE ATTACHED SHEET 2
Name - Type or Prnt Name - Type or Print
Signature . Signature
Address l Telephone No. Name - Type or Print
City State Zip Code Signature
Attorney For Petitioner:
Address . Telephone No.
David H/Karr'qui ) . .
Name - T P City State Zip Code
/ : Representative to be Contacted:
SigQatlre '
Venable LLP David H, Karceski
Company - Name .
210 Alleghenv Ave - - 210 Allegheny Avenue 410-494-6285
Address ] Telephone No. Address Telephone No.
Towson, MD 21204 Towson, MD 21204
City State ZipCode City State Zip Code
- OFFICE USE ONLY
- ESTIMATED LENGTH OF HEARING
" ,' i e AW
Case No. 200 f’f,, ¥ ‘f 5 PHX UNAVAILABLE FOR HEARING
‘ Reviawed By A-’ 1% Date 05; d?/&
REV 07/27/2007 7 7 7
TR ST PO YA 14129/

A Aed Ao Fou

P




- PETITION FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION
ATTACHED SHEET 1

Special Exception, pursuant to Section 1A07.3.B.5 of the Baltimore County Zoning

Regulations, to allow a church (buildings, structures, and parking) in the RC 6 zone with
more than 10% of the lot covered by impervious surfaces.

TOIDOCSI-#269315-vi



PETITION FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION
ATTACHED SHEET 2

Owner:

Restoring Life International Church

By:

neth O. Robinson, Pastor

Address: 401 Reisterstown Road
Baltimore, MD 21208 -

Phone:  (410) 415-6400

TO1DOCS1-#269315-v1




PETITION FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION
ATTACHED SHEET 3

Tax Account Nos. 2200017049, 2200017050, 2200017051, 2200017052, 2200017053,

2200017054, 2200017055, 2200017056, 2200017057, 2200017058, 2200017059 and
2300001832

TO1DOCS1-#269315-v1




MORRIS & RITCHIE ASSOCIATES, INC.

ARCHITECTS, ENGINEERS, PLANNERS, SURVEYORS,
AND LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS

March 9, 2009

ZONING DESCRIPTION

BEGINNING at a point on the southwesterly right of way line of Windsor Mill Road, a variable width right
of way; 219.38 feet from the center of said road, approximately 1,065 feet northwest from the center of
Rolling Road, running thence the following courses and distances; viz:

South 10° 27' 28" West 324.13 feet; South 70° 56' 39" West 1691.25 feet; North 40° 10' 36" W 229.09
feet; North 41° 50' 01" East 758.29 feet; North 24° 44' 03" East 644.09 feet; South 66° 12' 29" East
250.05 feet; South 24° 13' 43" West 2.12 feet; South 65° 44' 07" East 100.08 feet; North 24° 13' 43" East
2.94 feet; South 66° 12’ 29” East 769.64; South 65° 58' 03" East 5.77 feet; to the point of beginning and
laying on the southwesterly side of Windsor Mill Road.

Containing an area of 1,134,738 square feet or 26.05 acres of land, more or less, and being located in
the Second Election District, Fourth Councilmanic District, of Baltimore County, Maryland.

Tom Wolfe, RLA
Senior Landscape Architect.
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1220-C East Joppa Road, Suite 505, Towson, MD 21286 (410) 821-1690 Fax: (410) 821-1748 www.mragta.com

Abingdon, MD + Laurel, MD + Towson, MD + Georgetown, DE + Wilmington, DE <% York, PA
(410) 515-9000 (410) 792-9792 (410) 821-1690 (302) 855-5734 (302) 326-2200 (717) 751-6073


http:www.mragta.com

OFFICE OF BUDGET AND FINANCE ..
MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT

Rev’'  Sub 4
.. Source/ ‘Rev/ = c
Sub Unit  Obj Sub Obj Dept Obj BS Acct

R i

| _DISTRIBUTION

WHITE - CASHIER . PINK - AGENCY YELLOW - CUSTOMER " GOLD - ACCOUNTING
- PLEASE PRESS HARDIIU ' ;

CASHIER'S
VALIDATION




Source/ Rev/
-~ Obj  Sub.Obj Dept Obj.BS Acct



http:K~U:i.i1rt-.rH

e € st

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAN 1 SPTRT -
OFFICE OF BUDGET AND FINANCIE‘ 50202. ~ PQIE‘ QELEIFT o
MlSCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT JRUSTNESS  ACTUAL ~ TIRE IR
T ,, Date: :\; P ,g;; ,91)17) /0472010 2/D4/2010 09351240 2
Rev ~ Sub = HEG 4505 WALKIN DDOL WD
. j +  Source/ Rev/ , ‘ ; HSRICETPT & 521908 2/04/2010 . OFIM
Fund Dept! Unit "SubUnit Obj  Sub Obj Dept Obj BS Acct Amount = Tepil  § 528 Z0MING VERIFICATION
004 | %06 [onod] — 1ef8D] <~ T g0/ B e
’ ) 7 § : i Recpt Tat " 440060
+ $400.00 T $.00 {4
‘ L ’ Baltinore County, Hurvlamd =
o N 3  Tota J00. 40 %
" Reé o ' ' 4
From: \C»& u\q, L\)ﬂ‘-cgc)h '
B ik, -
For: g% &[)*‘D‘?".&'sq -\qpuxt
% (I—fresfk'er“ Q‘k'l-(’m'z{'m Csm : AR
¢ PoD. Ry 51V : Q&SGLT&M R T
| - i ummmk.m\ aumm @ozt *" 4 . CASHIER'S :
P w ’ v .~ VALIDATION ¢ ;
WH|TE CASHIER PINK - AGENCY YELLOW CUSTOMER : GOLD ACCOUNTING ) £ - . i
3 A e S s it TR et wEe


http:VALIDATI.oN

oo .

l:‘-_-———n)u .- 3 . Sx P '\'

1 hoid a public héaring in “rowson. Mawland o the pmperty
identified herein as follows: ="« ; .
- - Casel #2009—023& X R . M

' covered by impervious: surfaces. Special .Hearing: to con-

. Zoning Commissioner for Ba!tlrﬁore County

“JT5/721 Mav12 : : ] 200956 N

. ~Legal Owner(s):-Restoring Life lmematlona! Church Ken-

. are ‘permitted by right \mthm the pnmary conservancy area
A and to confirm that no secondary conservancy area is re- \

106, County Office Building; 111 West Chesapeake Ave- :

§
NOTICE OF ZON!NG HEARING ~ ‘
1

The Zoning Commlssioner of Baltlmore Coumy, by authori-
"ty of the Zonmg Act and Regulatmns of Baltimore County ]

]

© Swisof Windsor, W.of Rollmg Road :
* 2nd’ Election Districts— ath’ Councn!mamc Dlstnct

- .neth-Robinson, Pastor:
speclal’ Exception -to aliow achurch (buuldmgs“structures
and, parkang) in the RC-6 zone with more than 10% of the ot
firm that a ¢hurch and othér build ings for religious worsh:p
quired.
Hearing: 'Thursday May 28, 2009° at 9 00 a. m in Room
nue, Towson 2120a

WILLIAMJ W|SEMAN n

. NOTES: (1) Hearings are Handicapped Accessmle, for spe-
cial accormmodations Please Contact the Zonmg Commss~
sioner’s Office at ‘(410) 887-4386. . .
(2) . For information concermng the Flle and/or Heanng,
Gontatt the Zoning Review Ofﬂce at. (410) 887 3391 .

e

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

I

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was published

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

once in each of [ successive weeks, the first publication appearing
on_ 32| 2009

EXf The Jeffersonian

[ Arbutus Times

1 Catonsville Times

(1 Towson Times

[.J Owings Mills Times
£ NE Booster/Reporter
[ North County News

LEGAL ADVERTISING
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CERTIFICATE OF POSTING

" Baltimore County Dept. of Permits &
Develcpment Management
111 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Rm. 111
Towson, MD 21204 :

Date: ,MM }52565:}

Attention “Walt Smith

RE:  Case Number 7‘6763““0‘2»,_& 7£

Petitioner/Developer:_Eissmzi s LAFE | DTEZVATIoN S C Muzeth
Date of Hearing/Closing: _May 28>, zes9

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 [ ) POESS hl L Egzgg
é:wJ/:» LO1smce Mt Rpap, LJ> pF Eoll, . Reap

The sign(s) were posted on ____ AFRIL 29 | Zoog
~ (Month, Day, Year)

(Sigpfature of Sign Poster)

(Printed Name of Sign Poster)
ATTACH PROTORRAPE OF ' |
SIGN POSTED BK FROPEBTY Al £ LAk g wosD Avé.
HERE | o (Street Address of Sign Poster)
= - ; Pl Timpre, nmn 24

(City, State, Zip Code of Sign Poster)

4 42z et

{Telephone Number of Sign Poster)

Revised 3/8/05 kim
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MARYLAND

April 7, 2009
JAMES T. SMITH, JR. : ' TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO, Director
. County Executive Department of Permits and

.NOTICE OF ZONING HEARING Development Management

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Act and Regulations
of Baltimore County, will hoid a public hearing in Towson, Maryland on the property identified
herein as follows: :

CASE NUMBER: 2009-0234-X

SW/s of Windsor, W of Rolling Road

2" Election District — 4" Councilmanic District :

Legal Owners: Restoring'Lh‘e lntemational Church, Kenneth Robinson, Pastor

- Special Exceptxon to allow a church (buildings, structures and parkmg) in the RC-6 zone W|th,
more than 10% of the lot covered by impervious surfaces. :

Hear ing: Thursday, May 28, 2009 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 106, County Ofﬂce Building,
111 West Chesapeake Avenue, Towson 21204

Timathw Kotraco
HRGH RO

Director
TK:kIm

C: David Karceski, 210 Allegheny Avenue, Towson 21204
Kenneth Robinson, Restoring Life Church, 401 Reisterstown 21208

NOTES: (1) THE PETITIONER MUST HAVE THE ZONING NOTICE SIGN POSTED BY AN
APPROVED POSTER ON THE PROPERTY BY WEDNESDAY, MAY 13, 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 REVIEW OFFICE AT 410-887-3391. ‘

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


www.baltimorecountymd
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TO:  PATUXENT PUBLISHING COMPANY ‘
Tuesday, May 12, 2009 Issue - Jeffersonian

Please forward billing to:
Kedrick Whitmore ‘ 410-494-6200
Venable, LLP : '
210 Allegheny Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

NOTICE OF ZONING HEARING

The Zon'ng Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authorify of the Zoning Act and Regulations
of Baltimore County, will hold a public hearing in Towson, Maryland on the property identified
herem as follows: ' . .

. CASE NUMBER: 2009-0234-X

.SW/s of Windsor, W of Rolling Road

2" Election District — 4™ Councilmanic District

Legal Owners. Restoring Life International Church, Kenneth Robinson Pastor

Special Exception to allow a church (buildings, structures and parkmg) in the RC 6 zone with
more than 10% of the lot covered by i mperwous surfaces. ‘

-Hearing: Thursday May 28, 2009 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 106, County Office Bundmg
: 141 West Chesapeake Avenue Towson 21204

WILLIAM J. WISEMAN Il .~ -
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 ANDs‘OR HEARING CONTACT
THE ZONING REVIEW OFFICE AT 410-887-3391.
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DEPARTMENT OF PERMITS AND DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT
ZONING REVIEW :

ADVERTISING REQUIREMENTS AND PROCEDURES FOR ZONING HEARINGS

The Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (BCZR) require that notice be given to the
~ general public/neighboring property owners relative to property which is the subject of

an upcoming zoning hearing. - For those petitions which require a public_hearing, this
notice is acoomphshed by posting a sign on the property (responsibility of the petitioner)
and placement of a notice in a newspaper of general circulation in the County, both at
least fifteen (15) days before the hearing. ;

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

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

—

For Newspaper Advertising:

Cltem Number or Case Number: __ | Z@ﬁﬁ’ 0 224’ g PH x
Petitioner: _- /éf é"%“/\/ L,ﬂ —E\//{;ﬁu‘/or/'bvézé &414/1/5-\ -
Address or'Location: __ & ""/f W,w(fo«» /&?///M v AZV///")/M

PLEASE FORWARD ADVERTISING BILL TO:
Name: fed ek Wb, 71%0@6—/
Address: % Vf"/ﬁ""/( LL’V
Z//a /b/ef%éwx el
Tongrr~" A7) TESS U 104—
Telephohe Number: /4—/0) 7‘//4— GZ 00

Revised 7/11/05 - S8CJ



. B

TO: PATUXENT PUBLISHING COMPANY |
Tuesday, May 12, 2009 Issue - Jeffersonian

Please forward billing to: L :
Kedrick Whitmore . : 410-494-6200
" ‘Venable, LLP ‘ : B
210 Allegheny Avenue
- Towson, MD 21204

CORRECTEDVNOTICE OF ZONING HEARING

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Act and Regulations
_ of Baltimore County, will hold a public hearing in Towson, Maryland on the property identified -
herein as follows: A

CASE NUMBER: 2009-0234-X

- SWis of Windsor, W of Rolling Road

2" Election District — 4™ Councilmanic District

Legal Owners: Restoring Life International Church, Kenneth Robmson Pastor

Special Exception to allow a church (buildings, structures and parking) in the RC-6 zone with
more than 10% of the lot covered by impervious surfaces. Special Hearing to confirm that a
church and other buildings for religious worship are permitted by right within the primary
conservancy area and to confirm that no secondary conservancy area is required.

Hearmg Thursday, May 28, 2009 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 106, County Office Building,
111 West Chesapeake Avenue, Towson 21204

“WILLIAM J. WISEMAN HII ,
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.



BALTIMORE COUNTY

MARYLAND

May 7, 2009
JAMES T. SMITH, IR. TIMOTHY M. KOTRQCO Director
County Executive Department of Permits and
: 'CORRECTED NOTICE OF ZONING HEARING-.

velopment Management

n The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimoré County, by authority of the Zoning Act and Regulations
of Baltimore County, will hold a public hearing in Towson, Maryland on the property identified
herein as follows .

CASE NUMBER: 2009-0234-X

SW/s of Windsor, W of Rollmg Road

2" Election District — 4™ Councilmanic District

Legal Owners: Restoring Life International Church, Kenneth Robinson, Pastor

Special Exception to allow a church (buildings, structures and parking) in the RC-6 zone with
more than 10% of the lot covered by impervious surfaces. Special Hearing to confirm that a
church and other buildings for religious worship are permitted by right within the primary
conservancy area and to confirm that no secondary conservancy area is required.

Hearing: Thursday, May 28, 2009 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 106, County Office Building,
111 West Chesapeake Avenue, Towson 21204

\ NS Blioee

Timothy Kotroco
Director

TK:kim

C: David Karceski, 210 Allegheny Avenue, Towson 21204 .
Kenneth Robinson, Restoring Life Church, 401 Reisterstown 21208

NOTES: (1) THE PETITIONER MUST HAVE THE ZONING NOTICE SIGN POSTED BY AN
APPROVED POSTER ON THE PROPERTY BY WEDNESDAY, MAY 13, 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 REVIEW 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

@ounty Boark of Appeals of Baltimore (ﬂp.mttg

JEFFERSON BUILDING
SECOND FLODR, SUITE 203 -
105 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND, 21204
410-887-3180
FAX: 410-887-3182

April §, 2010 t
Peter Max Zimmerman Amold Jablon, Esquire
People’s Counsel for David Karceski, Esquire
Baltimore County VENABLE, LLP
Suite 204, Jefferson Building 210 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, S. 500
105 W. Chesapeake Avenue Towson, MD 21204 -

Towson, MD 21204

RE: In the Matter of: Restoring Life International Church
Case No. 09-234-SPHX / SW/s of Windsor, W of Rolling Road

Dear Counsel:

This office is requesting that Counsel agree on a date and time for a hearing on the above
captioned matter in light of the lengthy notification list, in order to avoid multiple matlings, due
to postponements, ete.

If you have no objection, the following dates and time are open on the Board's docket.
Please contact this office upon clarification of avatilability, and the above referenced matter will
be assigned in accordance with the agreement of Counsel

- Wednesday, June 30, 2010 at 10:00 a.m.;
Thursday, July 1, 2010 at 10:00 a.m.;
Thursday, July 22, 2010 at 10:00 a.m.; and
Tuesday, July 27, 2010 @ 10:00 a.m.

Thanking you in advance for your time and cooperation in this matter. Should you have

any questions, please call me at 410-887-3180.
ery truly yours, M

Theresa R. Shelton
Administrator

Duplicate Original

c: Restoring Life International Church
‘ Kenneth and June Robinson
Cathy Wolfson, President

GPCA



County Board of Appeals of Baltimore ounty

JEFFERSON BUILDING
SECOND FLODR, SUITE 203
105 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE

" TOWSON. MARYLAND, 21204

it WA 03O
!

April 5, 2010
Peter Max Zimmerman Amold Jablon, Esquire
People’s Counsel for David Karceski, Esquire
Baltimore County VENABLE, LLP
Suite 204, Jefferson Building 210 W, Pennsylvania Avenue, S. 500
105 W. Chesapeake Avenue . Towson, MD 21204

Towson, MDD 21204

i

RE: /n the Matter of: Restoring Life International Church
Case No. 09-234-SPHX / SW/s of Windsor, W of Rolling Road

Dear Counsel:

This office is requesting that Counsel agree on a date and time for a hearing on the above

captioned matter in light of the lengthy notification list, in order to avoid multiple mailings, due
to postponements, etc.

If you have no objection, the following dates and time are open on the Board's docket.
Please contact this office upon clarification of availability, and the above referenced matter will
be assigned in accordance with the agreement of Counsel

~WednesdayJune30=20
.,,Tmﬁga%"”’ Jﬁ“l"i!::*-‘;?:l

Thanking you in advance for your time and cooperation in this matter. Should you have

any questions, please call me at 410-887-3180.
ery truly yours, W

Theresa R. Shelton

’ Administrator
Duplicate Original M

c:' Restoring Life International Church : /@
ﬁ . s
Kenneth and June Robinson
Cathy Wolfson, President

GPCA / o~
SO =/

- O ~/
)0~



JEFFERS®N BUILDING
SECOND FLOSR, SUITE 203
105 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND, 21204

410-887-318%,
FAX: 410-887-318

Hearing Room #2, Second Floor
Jefferson Building, 105 W, Chesapeake Avenue

April 26, 2010 .. |
NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT

CASE 09-234-SPHX  IN THE MATTER OF: RESTORING LiFE INTER] ATIONAL CHURCH
SW SIDE OF WINDSOR RQAD, W OF ROLLING ROAD

2 E; 4™ C

Re:  Petition for Special Hearing to confirm that confirm that a church and other byildings for religious worship are
permitted by right within the primary conservancy and to confirm that no seco} dary conservancy is required.
- Petition for Special Exception to allow a church (buildings, structures and parkihg) in the RC6 zone with more
than 10% of the lot covered by impervious surfaces.

12/29/09 Findings of fact and conclusion of law issued by Deputy Zoning Commissioner GRANT NG the requested relief.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

ASSIGNED FOR: WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 6, 2010 AT 10:00 A.M./DAY #1
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 7, 2010 AT 10:00 A.M,/DAY #2
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 12, 2010 AT 10:00 A.M./DAY #3
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 2010 AT 10:00 A\M./DAY #4
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 14, 2010 AT 10:00 A.M.YDAY #5
v ' (IF NEEDED)

| I
NOTICE: This appeal is an evidentiary hearing; therefore, parties should consider the advisability of rete\f ning an attorney

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

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

If you have a disability requiring special accommodations, please contact this office at least one week prior to hearing date

Theresa R. Shelton
Administrator

Continued - Distribution



PAGE 2

CASE 09-234-SPHX IN THE MATTER OF: RESTORING LIFE INTERNATIONAL CHURCH
SW SIDE OF WINDSOR ROAD, W OF ROLLING ROAD -
2 E; 4™MC

Re:  Petition for Special Hearing to confirm that confirm that a church and other buildings for religious worship are
permitted by right within the primary conservancy and to confirm that no secondary conservancy is required.
Petition for Special Exception to allow a church (buildings, structures and parking) in the RC6 zone with more
than 10% of the lot covered by impervious surfaces.

12/29/09 Findings of fact and conclusion of law issued by Deputy Zoning Commissioner GRANTING the requested relief.

c: Appellants : Peter Max Zimmerman
Carole S. Demilio
People’s Counsel for Baltimore County
: Greater Patapsco Comumunity Association, et. al
Cathy Wolfson, President

Counsel for Petitioner/Legal Owner : Amold Jablon, Esquire
: David Karceski, Esquire -
Petitioner/Legal Owner - ¢ Restoring Life International Church

Dr. Kenneth Robinson

Lamont Jackson Thomas Wolf/Morris & Ritchie Mickey Comelius/Traffic Group
John Canoles/Eco-Science Professionals, Inc. : .

List of Appellants (continued):

Dona Espey ‘ Margaret Greninger | Kathleen Plocinik Lenora Hoffman

Gary and Fran Hensen Desra Dickerson Betty and Charles Farley Deborah Stafford
Jeffrey Bruswell and Abigail Carter- William Saunders Marjoriec Hartman Denise Maranto
Robert Fernholz Donald and June Veit ‘Wayne Eckert Barry Robinson
Dawn Dressler  Charles Dressler  Gloe Gnagey , Katharine Hickok Tammi Vito-Bell
Kenneth Bell Mavis Taylor Holly Vito : Julia Vito
Bob Clark Kevin Brittingham Dennis Hobcul Rona and Irwin Desser
Robert Johnson Mary Sue and Rudolph Hertsch Helen Ehrhardt
Hilda and Leroy Ely Kari Weidner and Bruce Mezger Sang Kol Choi and Julie Choi
Ernest Habtig Carol Vito Edward Hill Darlene and Wayne Carter
Denise Litzau R. W. and Brenda Wright Bernice and John Blakeney and Silas Cooper
Ellington Churchill _Sharon Ballcom Ernest and Dorothy Farmer
James and Ruth Holmes Robert Geppi '
Lee Franis Lisa and Ken Feidler
David Ball Louis and Lin Weiner Pam Runk

JOHN E. BEVERUNGEN NANCY C. WEST

COUNTY ATTORNEY ASSISTANT COUNTY ATTORNEY

WILLIAM J. WISEMAN, III
TIMOTHY KOTROCO, DIRECTOR, PDM
ARNOLD F. “PAT” KELLER, DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF PLANNING



210 W PENNSYLVANIA AVE TOWSOR M0 21204
FADAGHEIO0 FRIOBZE0AT  wwiwVéhabkle com

29 September 2010 Arnold Jablon

T 410.494.6298
F 410.821.0147
AEJablon@Venable.com

Ms. Theresa Shelton

Administrator

County Board of Appeals of Baltlmore County
Jefferson Bldg

2™ Floor, Suite 203

105 West Chesapeake Ave

Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Case No. 09-234SPHX
In Re: Restoring Life International Church
D/H: 10/6,7, 12,13, 14
Dear Ms. Shelton'

The purpose of my letter is to request the Board to grant a postponement of the scheduled
hearing dates for the above captioned matter.

My client is presently in discussions with the Revenue Authority of Baltimore County to enter
into a lease agreement that would allow my client to dismiss its petition for special exceptlon
Unfortunately, the discussions have not yet been finalized.

I have talked with Mr. Zimmerman and Ms. Wolfson, whovare familiar with the situation. Mr.
Zimmerman does not oppose this request. - '

Thank you.
Sinéerely,
- Arnold Jablon

c: Peter Max;. Zimmerman, Esq.
Cathy Wolfson :

Appeal continuation Restoring Life Church '


mailto:lon@Venable.com

, _ Page 1 of 1
® e |

Theresa Shelton - letter of postponement

From: "Jablon, Arnold E." <AEJablon@Venable.com>

To: - ' <tshelton@baltimorecountymd.gov>

Date: 9/28/2010 5:48 PM ‘

Subject: = letter of postponement

CC: "People's Counsel" <peoplescounsel@baltimorecountymd.gov>, <cwolfson@gpca.net>

Attachments: Appeal continuation Restoring Life Church.doc

On behalf of my client, Restoring Life International Church, | attach my letter
requesting the Board of Appeal grant a postponement of the scheduled hearing
dates. As indicated in the letter, we are finalizing a lease agreement with the
Revenue Authority that would allow my client to dlsmuss its petition for special
exceptlon Thank you. :

************************************#******************************$**

U.S. Treasury Circular 230 Notice: Any tax advice contained in this communication

(including any attachments) was not intended or written to be used,

and cannot be used, for the purpose of (a) avoiding penalties that may be imposed under the Internal
Revenue »

Code or by any other applicable tax authority; or (b) promoting, marketing or

recommending to another party any tax-related matter addressed herein. We provide this

disclosure on all outbound e-mails to assure compliance with new standards of

professional practice, pursuant to which certain tax advice must satisfy requirements as to

form and substance.
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This electronic mail transmission may contain confidential or privileged information. If

. you believe you have received this message in error, please notify the sender by reply

transmission and delete the message without copying or disclosing it.
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County Board of Appeals of Baltimore Qounty

JEFFERSON BUILDING
SECOND FLOOR, SUITE 203
106 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND, 21204
410-887-3180
FAX: 410-887-3182

September 29, 2010

HAND DELIVERED ' VIA FACSIMILE/E-MAIL

Peter Max Zimmerman Arnold Jablon, Esquire
People’s Counsel for David Karceski, Esquire
Baltimore County , - VENABLE, LLP
Suite 204, Jefferson Building 210 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, S. 500
105 W. Chesapeake Avenue Towson, MD 21204

Towson, MD 21204

. RE: In the Matter of: Restoring Life International Church
) Case No. 09-234-SPHX / SW/s of Windsor, W of Rolling Road

Dear Counsel:

I am in receipt of the request for postponement received this date. This letter is to advise
you that the request for a postponement of the hearing dates scheduled for October 6, 7, 12, 13
and 14, 2010 has been granted. ’

Please notify this office upon the conclusion of the negotiations at hand with regards to
the appeal filed in this matter.

. Thank you for your attention to this matter. Should you have any questions, please do
‘not hesitate to contact this office. .

Very truly yours,

Theresa R. Shelton
Administrator

Duplicate Original
Enclosure: Postponement Notice

c¢(w/Encl): Restoring Life International Church
: Kenneth and June Robinson
Cathy Wolfson, President L
GPCA
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Qounty Board of Appeals: of Baltimore County

JEFFERSON BUILDING .
SECOND FLOOR, SUITE 203
105 WEST CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND, 21204
410-887-3180
FAX: 410-887-3182

Hearing Room #2, Second Floor
Jefferson Building, 105 W, Chesapeake Avenue

September 29, 2010

 NOTICE OF POSTPONEMENT — SENT VIA FACSIMILE/E-MAIL

CASE 09-234-SPHX  IN THE MATTER OF: RESTORING LIFE INTERNATIONAL CHURCH
SW SIDE OF WINDSOR ROAD, W OF ROLLING ROAD

2V E; 4™ C

Re: 'Petition for Special Hearing to confirm that confirm that a church and other buildings for religious worship are
‘ permitted by right within the primary conservancy and to confirm that no secondary conservancy is required. -
Petition for Special Exception to allow a church (buildings, structures and parking) in the RC6 zone with more
than 10% of the lot covered by impervious surfaces.

© 12/29/09 Findings of fact and conclusion of law issued by Deputy Zoning Commissioner GRANTING the requestéd relief.

This matter was assigned by agreement of Counsel for the following dates:

ASSIGNED FOR: WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 6, 2010 AT 10:00 A M./DAY #1
: THURSDAY, OCTOBER 7, 2010 AT 10:00 A.M./DAY #2
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 12, 2010 AT 10:00 AM./DAY #3
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 2010 AT 10:00 AM./DAY #4
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 14, 2010 AT 10:00 A M./DAY #5

- and has been postponed, without objection, for a possible
conclusion/resolution of this matter.

NOTICE: This appeal is an evidentiary hearing; therefore, parties should consider the advisability of retaining an attorney
Please refer to the Board’s Rules of Practice & Procedure, Appendix B, Baltimore County Code.

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

If you have a disébility requiring special accommodations, please contact this office at least one week prior to hearing date

/
Theresa R. Shelton 4

Administrator

Continued - Distribution



. ) l . .

PAGE 2 :
NOTICE OF POSTPONEMENT

CASE 09-234-SPHX IN THE MATTER OF: RESTORING LIFE INTERNATIONAL CHURCH
SW SIDE OF WINDSOR ROAD, W OF ROLLING ROAD
2" E; 4™ C '

Re:  Petition for Special Hearing to confirm that confirm that a church and other buildings for religious worship are
permitted by right within the primary conservancy and to confirm that no secondary conservancy is required.
Petition for Special Exception to allow a church (buildings, structures and parkmg) in the RC6 zone with more
than 10% of the lot covered by impervious surfaces.

12/29/09 Findings of fact and conclusioﬁ of law issued by Deputy Zoning Commissioner GRANTING the requested relief.

c: Appellants : Peter Max Zimmerman/Hand Delivered
' Carole S. Demilio
People’s Counsel for Baltimore County

: Greater Patapsco Community Association, et. al
Cathy Wolfson, President

Counsel for Petitioner/Legal Owner . o : Arnold Jablon, Esquire/via facsimile/e-mail '
: : : David Karceski, Esquire//via facsimile
Petitioner/Legal Owner : Restoring Life International Church

Dr. Kenneth Robinson

* Lamont Jackson Thomas Wolf/Morris & Ritchie Mickey Comelius/Traffic Group
John Canoles/Eco-Science Professionals, Inc. :

List of Appellants (continued):

Dona Espey - Margaret Greninger Kathleen Plocinik Lenora Hoffman

Gary and Fran Hensen : Desra Dickerson Betty and Charles Farley ~Deborah Stafford
Jeffrey Bruswell and Abigail Carter William Saunders Marjorie Hartman Denise Maranto

* Robert Fernholz Donald and June Veit Wayne Eckert Barry Robinson
Dawn Dressler  Charles Dressler. - Gloe Gnagey Katharine Hickok Tammu Vito-Bell
Kenneth Bell Mavis Taylor ‘ Holly Vito Julia Vito
Bob Clark Kevin Brittingham Dennis Hobcul Rona and Irwin Desser
Robert Johnson - ‘Mary Sue and Rudolph Hertsch Helen Ehrhardt
Hilda and Leroy Ely Kari Weidner and Bruce Mezger Sang Kol Choi and Julie Choi
Ernest Habtig - Carol Vito : Edward Hill Darlene and Wayne Carter
Denise Litzau R. W. and Brenda Wright Bemice and John Blakeney and Silas Cooper
Ellington Churchill Sharon Ballcom - Emest and Dorothy Farmer
James and Ruth Holmes Robert Geppi
Lee Franis Lisa and Ken Feidler
David Ball : Louis and Lin Weiner Pam Runk ' >

JOHN E. BEVERUNGEN NANCY C. WEST

COUNTY ATTORNEY ASSISTANT COUNTY ATTORNEY

WILLIAM J. WISEMAN, III
TIMOTHY KOTROCO, DIRECTOR, PDM
ARNOLD F. “PAT” KELLER, DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF PLANNING



BALTIMORE COUNTY

MARYLAND

JAMES T. SMITH, JR. TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO, Director

County Executive Department of Permits and
) Development Management

May 20, 2009

David Karceski

Venable, LLP

210 Allegheny Ave, ,

Towson, MD 21204 : ;

Dear: David Karceski

-

RE: Case Number 2009~0234;S?HX, S/W Windsor Mill Rd.; W. of Rolling Rd.

The above referenced petition was accepted for processing ONLY by the Bureau of Zoning
Review, Department of Permits and Development Management (PDM) on March 29, 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,
(o ,z SAT, . ) Laeate

" W. Carl Richards, Jr,
Supervisor, Zoning Réview

WCR:Inw

Enclosures

c Pcop]e s Counsel
Kenneth Robinson: Restoring Life International Church; 401 Relsterstown Rd.; Baltimore, MD
21208 »

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

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

Martin O'Malley, Governor
Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor

Administration ".’“: |
Maryland Department of Transporiation

Date: Maxy 14, 2007 ‘

Ms. Kristen Matthews RE: Baltimore County

Baltimore County Office of Item No. 2009 -0234~ - SPHX

Permits and Development Management SW orWhub GOR, W o=

County Office Building, Room 109 Koruna Ab AL

Towson, Maryland 21204 ‘éﬁztp%:\ﬁ(x LWFE LWTRNaTIO
Specan FxceprTionN)

Sveaar Heprivg

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 No. 2003 - o224 - 55’5

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,
R 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



mailto:mbailey@sha.state.md.us

TO:

FROM:

' SUBJECT:

' BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

" INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Timvothy M. Kotroco, Director DATE: May 15, 2009
Department of Permits &
Development Management

Diwe-
Dennis A. Kennedy, Supervisor

~ Bureau of Development Plans

Review

Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting
For May 18, 2009

ltems Nos. 20089-234, 284, 290, 291
and 292

The Bureau of Development Plans Review has reviewed the subject-

zoning items, and we have no comments.

DAK:CEN:cab

cc: File

ZAC-05192009-NO COMMENTS . doc



BALTIMORE COUNTY

MARYLAND

JAMES T. SMITH, JR. JOHN J. HOHMAN, Chief
County Executive Fire Department
County Office Building, Room 111 BRpril 9, 2009

Mail Stop #1105
111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

ATTENTION: Zoning Review Planners
Distribution Meeting Of: May 11, 2009

Item Numbers fUEEVER 0289,

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

. 3THE%sité shall be made to comply with all applicable parts of the Baltimore County Fire
. " "Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning of operation.

I Lieutenant Roland P Bosley Jr.
SR A Fire Marshal's Office
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

20090254 = SPHX

BALTIMORE COUNTY

MARYLAHNTED

JAMES T. SMITH, JR. JOHN J. HOHMAN, Chief
County Executive Fire Department
County Office Building, Room 111 April 9, 2009

Mail Stop #1105
111 West Chegapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

ATTENTION: Zoning Review Planners
Distribution Meeting Of: May 4, 2009
Ttem Numbers @358%4j 0254,0281,0283,0285,0286 and 0287

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.

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

Lieutenant Roland P Bosley Jr.
Fire Marshal's Office
410-887-4881 ((C)443-829-2946
M3S-1102F

ce: File

700 East Joppa Road | Towson, Maryland 21286-5500 | Phone 416-887-4500

www.baltimorecountymd.gov



BALTIMORE COUNTY

MARYLANTD

JOHN J. HOHMAN, Chief

JAMES T. SMITH, JR.
Fire Departinent

County Executive

County Office Building, Room 111 March 26, 2009
Mail Stop #1105

111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

ATTENTION: Zoning Review Planners

Distribution Meeting Of: March 23, 2009

Ttem Numbers (023450237, 0240,0241,0242,0243,0245 and 0246

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.

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

Lieutenant Roland P Bosgley Jr.
Fire Marshal's Office
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



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Timothy M. Kotroco, Director DATE: May 13, 2009
Department of Permits &
Development Management

- FROM: Dennis A. Ker?r?g‘dy, Supervisor
Bureau of Development Plans
Review

SUBJECT: Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting
For May 11, 2009

ltems Nos. 09-0234, 254, 281, 283, 285
and 287

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

DAK:CEN:cab

cc: File

ZAC-05112009-NO COMMENTS



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Timothy M. Kotroco, Director DATE: March 25, 2008
Department of Permits &
Development Management

D, .
FROM: Dennis A. Kenﬁgdy, Supervisor
Bureau of Development Plans
Review

SUBJECT:  Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting
For March 30, 2009
ltem Nos. 2009-0232, 0233, B2847 0237,
0240, 0241, 0242, 0243, 0245, and 0246

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

DAK:CEN:lrk
cc: File
ZAC-03302009 -NO COMMENTS



Martin Q' Matley, Governor
Anthony G. Brown, Lt. Governor

Admmislfm ]Way

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

Maryland Department of Transportation

Ms. Kristen Matthews

Baltimore County Office of

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

Dear Ms. Matthews:

RE:

Baltimore County
Item No 2069 ~0754-X
Winbsoa, }‘v{ah%{m_u i Ko

ﬂ\i*v el ke h«.‘ji'ﬁ'«j}f')/%‘ﬂ INCAE

D
{Cinseen

DPEC T t ‘\‘Ef« ¥ 12y

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
mformation this office has no objection to Baltimore County Zonming Advisory Committee

approval of Item No, 2009023 4%

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).

SDF/MB

My telephone number/toll-free number is
Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech: 1.8006.735.2258 Statewide Toll Free

Very truly yours,

ALT v @@Bﬁ bQL@J

}%ﬂfSteven D. Foster, Chie
Engineering Access Pérmits
Division




BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

Inter-Office Correspondence

RECEIVED
MAY 132009
' ZONING COMMISSIONER
TO: Timothy M. Kotroco
FROM: Dave Lykens, DEPRM - Development Coordination 7~
DATE: May 13, 2009

SUBJECT:  Zoning ltem -«#:09:234:X —+5%HIX
Address SW of Windsor Mill Rd; 1,065 ft W of Rolling Rd

. Restoring Life Tnteinational Chirch

Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting of March 23, 2009

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

X Development of the property must comply with the Regulations for the Protection
of Water Quality, Streams, Wetlands and Floodplains (Sections 33-3-101 through
33-3-120 of the Baltimore County Code).

X Development of this property must comply with the Forest
Conservation Regulations (Sections 33-6-101 through 33-6-122 of the Baltimore
County Code).

Additional Comments:

The proposed development is subject to Baltimore County Code Article 33. Environmental
Protection and Resource Management, Title 6 Forest Conservation. A Forest Conservation Plan,
Forest Conservation Worksheet, and Forest Retention Investigation Report have been
disapproved by DEPRM due to the extent of proposed forest clearing for the church. It should
be noted that the entire RC-6 portion of the site consists of patch forest and Primary Conservancy
Area, and almost the entire property including both the RC-6 and DR-3.5 zones consists of
priority forest, This raises concerns over the proposed clearing of 20.5 acres of the 29,9 acres of
priority forest, which the applicant has not justified. Alternate designs must be investigated and
additional information provided to demonstrate that clearing of priority forest will be minimized.
In summary, Environmental Tmpact Review opposes the requested special exception, as it is
inconsistent with Baltimore County Code Article 33. Environmental Protection and Resource
Management, Title 6 Forest Conservation —J. Russo,; Environmental Impact Review

S:\Devcoord\! ZAC-Zoning Petitions\ZAC 2000MZAC 09-234-X Restoring Life International Church.doc



Restoring Life International Church — Zoning Petition 09-234-X (Cont.)

2. Prior to project approval, additional information must be submitted to DEPRM’s
Groundwater Management section. Refer to the attached letter dated 3/17/2009. —S. ‘
Farinetti; Groundwater Management “vi oHached Teuele pricct Viabe done wevits
3. Oppose. The impervious surface requirements are an important protection of water
resources and land cover in the rural parts of the County. — W.S. Lippincott; Agricultural
Preservation

S\Devcoord\l ZAC-Zoning Petitions\ZAC 2000\ZAC 09-234-X Restoring Life International Church.doc



DATE:
TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

Inter-Office Memorandum

April 13, 2009

Dave Lykens, Project Manager, Development Coordination
Department of Environmental Protection & Resource Management

Clare M. Brunner, R.S., Ground Water Management
Department of Environmental Protection & Resource Management

Project Name: Restoring Life International Church
Plan Type: Development Plan
Plan Date: 2/26/2009

Ground Water Management has the following comments on the above
referenced plan:

Comments

Date Resolved | Reviewer

1. Initial tests have been conducted. Additional tests
may be required dependent upon the usage and
design of the system

2. As per the letter sent to Mr. Patrick Dunnigan on
3/17/2009, a revised plan showing all approved tests
and revised setbacks and the three layouts for this
system is required for our review. To date we have
not received this information.(copy of letter attached)

3. After the revised plan is received, this office will
proceed with a meeting with the Maryland
Department of the Environment, to jointly review and
approve the plan.

4. A Ground Water Discharge Permit may be required
by the Maryland Department of the Environment

The Ground Water Management Section does not recommend that this
project be approved at this time

Note: Please include a revision date on all revised plans submitted.

Restoring Life International Church, Windsor Mill Rd, DPC,GWM,4-13-2009




TO:

FROM

DATE:

( ( e
BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
Inter-Office Correspondence
RECEIVED
APR 15 2009
ZONING COMMISSIONER

Timothy M. Kotroco

: Dave Lykens, DEPRM - Development Coordination

April 13, 2009

SUBJECT:  Zoning Item . #.09-234-X

——_X_.

Address SW of Windsor Mill Rd; 1,065 ft W of Rolling Rd
. Restoring Life International Church

Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting of March 23, 2009

The Department of Environmental Protection and Resource Management offers  the

following comments on the above-referenced zoning item:

X . Development of the property must comply with the Regulations for the Protection
of Water Quality, Streams, Wetlands and Floodplains (Sections 33-3-101 through
33-3-120 of the Baltimore County Code).

X _ Development of this property must comply with the Forest
Conservation Regulations (Sections 33-6-101 through 33-6-122 of the Baltimore
County Code).

Additional Comments:

The proposed plan is subject to Baltimore County Code Article 33. Environmental
Protection and Resource Management, Title 6 Forest Conservation. A Forest
Conservation Worksheet, Forest Conservation Plan and Forest Retention Investigation
Report are currently under review. However, we note that the entire RC-6 portion of the
site consists of patch forest and Primary Conservancy Area and almost the entire property
including both the RC-6 and DR-3.5 Zone consists of priority forest thus raising concerns
over the proposed clearing of priority forest. In addition, the applicant has not justified
the proposed clearing of 20.5 acres of the 29.9 acres of priority forest onsite. Alternate
designs need to be investigated and additional information provided to justify that the
clearing of priority forest will be minimized. —J. Russo,; Environmental Impact Review

S:ADeveoord\l ZAC-Zoning Petitions\ZAC 2000NZAC 09-234-X doc



Restoring Life International Church — Zoning Petition 09-234-X {Cont.)

2. Prior to project approval, additional information must be submitted to DEPRM’s
Groundwater Management section. Refer to the attached letter dated 3/17/2009, —S.
Farinetti; Groundwater Management

3. Oppose. The impervious surface requirements are an important protection of water

resources and land cover in the rural parts of the County. — W.S. Lippincott; Agricultural
Preservation

S:\Devcoordii ZAC-Zoning Petitions\ZAC 2000NZAC 09-234-X.doc



BALTIMORE COUNTY
MARYLAND
JAMES T. SMITH, JR. JONAS A. JACOBSON, Director
County Execiutive Department of Environmental Protection

and Resource Managentent

March 17, 2009

Mr. Patrick Dunnigan

Morris and Ritchie Associated
1220-C East Joppa Rd. suite 505
Towson, Md 21286

RE: Restoring Life Church

Dear Mr. Dunnigan,

An initial review of the site plan and percolation tests, have been completed by
me. In order for this project to continue, a revised site plan must be submitted to
this office with the following information:

All approved tests must be shown on plan including 158, 15C and 15E

Revise the setback distances from failed tests to 20’

Show the layout of the initial installation, based on the average daily flow of 3,360
gallons per day

Ghost in the second and third layout for installation based on the average daily
flow

When this plan is received, | will proceed with a meeting with Craig Williams, our
MDE representative. As stated in the February 26, 2009 memo, the Maryland
State Water Management Administration must jointly approve your plans

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact this office at 410-
887-2762.

401 Bosley Avenue | Towson, Maryland 21204
www.baltimorecountymd.gov



Mr Dunnigan
March 17, 2009
Page 2

Sincerely,

Clare M. Brunner, R.S.

Attachments
CC: Craig Williams

Restoring Life Church,

C

HAY PARTNER COMMUNITY

1997 Gold Award Reclpient



®* 9

RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION * BEFORE THE
SW/S Windsor Mill Road, 1,065” Rolling Road :
2" Election & 4™ Councilmanic Districts ~ * ‘ZONING COMMISSIONER
Legal Owner(s): Restoring Life ' '
- International Church ' * FOR
Petitioner(s) :
* BALTIMORE COUNTY

¥ 09-234-X
* * % R * : * % * * * * % *

. ENTRY OF APPEARANCE
Please enter the appearance of People’s Counsel in the abovewc;;itioned matter. Notice
should be sent of any hearmg dates or other proceedings in thls matter and the passage of any
preliminary or final Order. All pames should coi)y People s Counéel on all oorrespondence sent
and documentation ﬁled in the case.
fasHor Lamsron

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
Peo% s Counssl for Baltxmore County

LU S ot

: A CAROLE S. DEMILIO
RECEIVED Deputy People’s Counsel
_ ; Jefferson Building, Room 204
APR 0.6 2009 . 105 West Chesapeake Avenue
: , : Towson, MD 21204, .
(410) 887-2188

...................

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 6™ day of April, 2009, a copy of the foregoing Entry
of Appearance was mailed to David Karceski, Esquire, Venable,. LLP, 210 Allegheny Avenue,

Towson, MD 21204, Attorney for Petitioner(s).

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
People’s Counsel for Baltimore County



" EUGENE EDELEN
5115 OLD HANOVER RD
WESTMINSTER MD

CHERYL BROWN :
3218 WESTWOOD AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21216

MARIA SHEARS
9719 BRANCHLEIGH RD #E
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21135

FELIX THREAT
5 MINK HOLLOW CT
OWINGS MILLS MD 21147

- RALPH WRIGHT SR, PRESIDENT
- GREATER PATAPSCO COMMUNITY

ASSOCIATION
PO BOX 31
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

‘KIMBERLY CARR
2206 SIENA WAY
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

JOHN PAIRE
3633 HERWOOD RD
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

" CHRISTINE AND JOHN AITKEN -

9206 DOGWOOD RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

MICHELLE AND JOHN FEWER
8 ZADOC CT
GRANITE MD 21163

DEBORAH PARKER
3514 MENLO DR
BALTIMORE MD 21215

JOSEPH MCCRAY -
2711 Y2 KILDAIRE DR

" BALTIMORE MD 21234

JOYCE P ARTIS
4311 BELVIEW AVE
BALTIMORE MD 212156

NANETTE STESCH
3313 PEDDICOAT CT
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

CHERYL AND CLAUDE TAYLOR
9803 OLD COURTRD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

GREG WELSH

‘8737 WRIGHTS MILL RD

WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

MARIAN [ANNUZZ!
8738 WRIGHTS MILL RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

THURMAN PINDER
8637 GLEN HANNAH CT
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

ANDREW P KOCHIS
10228 HARVEST FIELDS DR
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

SHIRLEY WEBB
6913 FIELDCREST RD
BALTIMORE MD 21215

ELEY AND KAREN GATLING
20 LAMBOURNE RD #G9
TOWSON MD 21204

JOYCE AND JOHN FITZ

8716 WRIGHTS MILL RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

PAUL MAYNARD
10712 DAVIS AVE
GRANITE MD 21 163

JAMES DERAMUS
2940 HERNWOOQOD RD
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

N SCOTT PHILLIPS |
2905 TALLOW TREE RD
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

BARBARA THOMPSON
AND FIL SIBLEY

3600 HERNWOOD RD
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

GWENDOLYN MILLER

. 8700 INWOOD RD

WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

MARCIA BROWN
8444 DOGWOOD RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244



ERROL DUTTON
8603 POLLY HILL CT
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

JUNE ROBINSON
2 WOODFIELD CT
REISTERSTOWN MD 21136

EBONY VAUGHAN
3838 JANBROOK RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

FRAMKE KING
13 RANDALL AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21208

ADELE FENNELL,

DEBRA and WILLIAM CHAPLIN

415 LIBERTY HEIGHTS AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21207

SANDY GRAHAM & ANN MARIE
JOHNSON NICHOLS ~

8821 WINANDS RD .
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

STEPHECA SAWYER
607 BENNINGHAUS RD
BALTIMORE MD 21212

JACQUELINE AND MARTIE BROWN

3816 CHERRYBROOK RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

TONYA RICE
5434 JAMESTOWN CT
BALTIMORE MD 21229

DREW MCCARRIAR

11 SPRING HEATH CT
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

RANDALYN STOREY
2424 BIBERY LANE APT 102
BALTIMORE MD 21244

DAMITA ROBINSON :
322 DELIGHT MEADOWS RD
REISTERSTOWN MD 211386

NEZER LEFTWICH
51 CHASE'MILL CIRCLE
OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

EVAN ASKEW
178 PISTONS CIRCLE
BALTIMORE MD 21117 -

WILBUR NICHOLS
3728 ELMLEY AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21213

DOROTHY AND ERIC BANKS
2624 GWYNNDALE AVE
WOODLAWN MD 21207

CYNTHIA MOORE
1534 LANGFORD RD
BALTIMORE MD 21207

RENEE BENNETT
78 OLD FORGE LANE
NOTTINGHAM MD 21234

LESLIE JEFFREY
9700 WINDANDS RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

ANTHONY GRAHAM

<3732 MILFORD MILL RD

WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

SHALYNN MILLS
1053 CAMERON RD
BALTIMORE MD 21207

DEBORAH MCRAE _
626C ADMIRAL DR # 503
ANNAPOLIS MD 21401

LUIS NAVARRO
76 CRANBROOK RD #157
HUNT VALLEY MD 21030.

KEREY MATHEWS
4427 FREDERICK AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21229

MARY JOYNER
624 LEAFYDALE TERR
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

YKEYTTA E JEFFERSON
66 ROYALTY CIRCLE UNIT 66
OWINGS MILLS MD 21136

" NIJASHA BIVINIC

3928 SYBIL ROAD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133



KENNETH AND JUNE ROBINSON

RESTORING LIFE CHURCH
401 REISTERSTOWN RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

MICKEY CORNELIUS

THE TRAFFIC GROUP

9900 FRANKLIN SQUARE DR #H
BALTIMORE MD 21236

SIMONE CROAL
RESTORING LIFE CHURCH
401 REISTERSTOWN RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208 .

A DENYCE WATTIES-DANIELS
3666 FOREST GARDEN AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21207

" MARNITA COLEMAN
9220 OWINGS CHOICE CT
OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

PARRIS BOWENS
338 SPRY ISLAND RD
JOPPA MD 21085 ‘

KT TYLER -
PO BOX 1014
BALTIMORE MD 21040

CHARLOTTE COTTER
8602 INWOOD RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

LAMONT JACKSON
RESTORING LIFE CHURCH
401 REISTERSTOWN RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

JOHN CANOLES

ECO-SCIENCE PROFESSIONALS, INC.

PO BOX 5006
GLEN ARM MD 21057

GEORGIANA AND GLEN JOHNSON
3618 SPRINGDALE AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21215

LENA DENNIS
RESTORING LIFE. CHURCH
401 REISTERSTOWN RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

TICHET BRADSHAW AND

© - MARLON BRADSHAW

1877 BROOKSIDE DR
EDGEWOOD MD 21040

ROBERT PARKER
3948 EITEMILLER RD

'BALTIMORE MD 21244

ANDRE TAYLOR
600 MARKHAM RD
BALTIMORE MD 21229

RAY NELSON
40 ENGLEFIELD SQUARE
OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

PAUL LEFTWICH
9400 OWINGS HEIGHTS CIRCLE

OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

LELAND GRAY )
2830 SOUTH BEVERLY
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84108

THOMAS WOLFE AND

ROBERT BOWLING

MORRIS & RITCHIE ASSQCIATES, INC.
1220 EAST JOPPA RD

TOWSON MD 21286

DEBORAH PARKER

- RESTORING LIFE CHURCH-

401 REISTERSTOWN RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208

CHRYSTAL & RICHARD JOHNSON
4234 HUNTSHIRE RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

N

LULA ROY
8905 MEADOWN HEIGHTS RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

ANNETTE LEWIS
9012 SAMOSET RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

SHERRON MOORE
4041 GRANTLEY RD
BALTIMORE MD 21215

MARVIN SMART
2923 MCELDERRY ST
BALTIMORE MD 21?205

. DERRICK BULLOCK

3909 SETONHURST RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208



KEITH COTTER
2219 RIDGE RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

CATHY WOLFSON
8434 DOGWOOD RD
BALTIMORE MD 21244

BRUCE MEZGER
8619 WINDSOR MILL RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

WILLIAM MASEMORE
3108 RICES LANE
BALTIMORE MD 21244

ANNE M. LIBIS

GLEN MEADOWS RETIREMENT
COMMUNITY '
11630 GLEN ARM RD

GLEN ARM MD 21057

TERESA MOORE, EXEC DIRECTOR
VALLEYS PLANNING COUNCIL INC
118 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVE
TOWSON MD 21285

ANITA HINES
9017 15T STREET
LANHAM MD 20706

YOLANDE HINTON
3713 FORDS LANE APT C
BALTIMORE MD 21215

ANTHONY. JEFFERSON
- 3712 FORDS LANE
BALTIMORE MD 21215

ARTHUR JACKSON
9420 DOGWOOD RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21224

)
v

ANNE M. LIBIS
8708 WINDSOR MILL RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

WILLIAM OBRIECHT
2415 POPLAR DR
BALTIMORE MD 21207

WILLIAM AND JOAN HEIT
2604 AMANDA CT
WOODSTOCK MD 21163

CASSANDRA WASHINGTON
1047 COOKS LANE
BALTIMORE MD 21228

/

EARL R CRUZ SR AND
EARL CRUZ JR
7002 ALDEN RD
PIKESVILLE MD 21208.

PRISCILLA BERRYMAN

16 BREEZY TREE COUT APT |

TIMONIUM MD 21083

GEORGE DAVIS
5 MILL CREEK CT
OWINGS MILLS MD 21117

NELSON GAMBOA
1055 TAYLOR AVENUE #210
TOWSON MD 21256

EMILY WOLFSON
8506 CHURCH LANE
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133

CURTIS COLLINS SR
9221 OLD COURT RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21224

DANA L ESPEY
7615 WINDSOR MILL RD
WINDSOR MILL MD 21244

JOSEPH TATAREWICZ
10218 DAVIS AVE

‘WOODSTOCK MD 21163

PRECIOUS HALE
12 WALDEN MAPLE CT
GWYN CAK MD 21207

MONTE AND JOAN TORRY
396 WHITE FENCE DR
WESTMINSTER MD 21157

CARL AND DONNA ROSS
1805 QUEEN ANN SQUARE
BEL AIR MD 21015

ANDRE HINTON
3712 FORDS LANE
BALTIMORE MD 21215

JERRY MCPHERSON
4220 SPRING AVE
BALTIMORE MD 21227



I . .
p .

COREEN CAMPBELL RIELAND GEEKLER & TODD HENRY KATHLEEN AND KEITH NICHOLAS
8819 WINANDS RD 8821 WINANDS RD 8823 WINANDS RD
RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133 RANDALLSTOWN MD 21133 RANDALLSTOWN MD 21138



R Slgnature WMMJI/ %A/r W/’L/ .

Printed Name _/}/7, W/! 6 AL 6/&9’7% [V EER -
Street Address 34/ 0 K )t )ood> A/

City, State Zip /3 4AAD> YD + SH > ‘/

Phone Number __ “// O~ F¢/% - ‘3(5/57 ¢

Signature /%’;ﬁ/‘é % //// 2 /u,,/{
Printed Name KMZ’//J N ///Ot;,m:

Street Address 3/05 /’éc//b.}cu&

City, State Zip //J V',‘CJJ< / /4/ // /d/j) u*‘/‘,? / y

~ Phone Number S0 L8 /_f/jG

Signature //ﬁ/’%«{f/[/ﬂ/ M’VM/ :
Printed Name /{é’;}} DARA /L/n/ /f/M /9/1/
Street Address 3 .2/ 3. /{?9 MW Llee -
City, State Zip %/W W A 2 S
Phone Number é//ﬂ - 4 '75’ - f 757

Signature 2R ,(/)’// o/w/d NI
Printed Name G ey R. I’/Fm/f/’//

N i Mnﬁ‘
Street Address 7 31 ¢ Cﬂs‘ﬂ/( L ocuz R
City, State Zip_ Wiros62 M L0 .o ;L! IL ‘(’ ‘1‘
Phone Number  “if- 3506 - 589/ '

“ Signature %' w /Lf @“”V"C}Z\/aﬁ’w

Printed Name FEAN HENS 24/

Street Address 7.3/ Y CAeTLE Moo 12, /20

City, State Zip__Wripsoe . M sce {b/ 0 (3ot
Phone Number L/ /(3 - B L gg <7 /

Signature /bz‘m, c //};’?/,A/ I
Printed Name ){7)"{{, L é’ff,&z,\/ A i
Street Address 74 /5 / / Lholkor M/ / /%

City, State Zip é[Z//f/”I:)ﬂ’/. ol 2)24¢
Phone Number 4143 2 76? j Y00

3

T
R A
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Signature D@o/fa/. (M Q//é%? - .
Printed I\fame Desra M Dickerson

Street Address 7415 & 'WV)N.bS:c 2 MicL Q— D

City, State Zip  BaLTimolR & ™MD 2 1244

Phone Number 103 - 8 7-39 (9

Signature

Printed Name .6577"7(3’///?\/4 [-E‘y f

Street Address qu/ ﬁ@r & W&df{ /@

City, State Zip é}q/\%/lzﬁaﬂg MQ/ ﬁ//é’?
Phone Number / ﬂ 6774;-/ XJ’ é é»"

— AW

Printed Name Ue/baw L. S Té”“x‘ﬁfﬂ‘e’\'wﬁ,
Street Address %C/ 0 S QGW&L /z—é’/(
City, State Zip Ba b - y?/L D Rlatgly

Phone Number Q/% ) al 09 —-0Ge&AR

Signature Tt E Hase,
A ! /

Street Address Z%o / ’ﬁzéﬁ vmmiz z il

City, State Zip LBt 2l

Phone Number Ay p - G LR S5 &

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address .
City, State Zip ?591 WM of. M{\) )/If?, vy
Phone Number Yo—r Lf‘»'(“' 2L 66

Signature

Printed Name )atfl

Street Address KL! 3 DOG{ /0 (‘)()( Ed(
City, State Zip M( ‘[‘I M(M(ZJ M D 2! 24 !}l
Phone Number 4 [ - 2S5~ S 62

GPCA Appeal Zoning Case No. 2009-0234-SPHX Page D of %/ é o



R Signéture WW./X anﬁé/

Printed Name /L L ipwmy S Huw prpr

Street Address_ 2/d 2 RICES L ANE

City, State Zip___ £/ /D SoR i jss , M F1 24+
Phone Number /70 - o/~ $64-5 ’ ‘

Signature WM (/z) %@M

Printed Name /7//%&\4/ DRI 1= C 277 '2?4/\!

Street Address 77 /A 7‘4/’-’/7”3 Form A

City, State Zip wmbwv / 'Laif;’ M. 2 ;€
Phone Number 10 -6 {& 251 20

¢ d//ﬂ [
Signature & Cstoe // L(:'/ il

Printed Name DQ m‘)e /\/} < if‘qt.

Street Address 3/ & / \0\ L ed waho'

City, StateAZip 6& H s e T2 3 \AD 2./ - 5&/
Phone Number % 4 3L G~ 5 YT Y i)

o JPATLLLLN

Printed Name Eoﬁf =7 L FErnmpolz

Street Address 204 R» CES L-A NE

City, State Zip EN‘V WnORE. , MDD, 21 }L("Q
Phone Number 4io -2 A 05 "’{'c‘

Signature ,-\\ WA ) G fVI d Jb\.&

Printed Name .«1 us e M, \) €y ’(

Street Address 3758 9 @l‘ ces l~aue

City, State Zip__ (1] ¢ Welso e M L.'\._; M'ﬁff
Phone Number  4£/6 - (&55“ 7) O F LA

Signature / 4 / M e gzﬂm\

Printed Name [ \/ A*\/ 14{ O Se k)

Street Address 3 //)Z fCires U A

City, State Zip___(J1ADs0n  /Ml) g 21244
Phone Number  &//0 -3 71-O57 )

GPCA Appeal Zoning Case No. 2009-0234-SPHX | Page L’[ of @: / écu)
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~ Signature

Printed Name ﬁ )4

l?\/ f@{@;ldgaé/

~ Street Address 50 l/(I:S' /27:9_61::, /?D

City, State Zip___ A ] A § C/

Phone Number 4’/0 S 9,&{ -1 o<

Signature / - P

Printed Name [ )Qc2 ) D\‘ é‘&S L 0y

Street Address_ 83 [ K, ng‘  Kd
Clty; State Zip iﬁl@lﬁ{ﬂ Md . 21299

Phone Number  &// 0 (053‘ AN 9

Signature W—‘/y &V‘l}/é/’\ :

Printed Name (7»‘4'0"9 Ruhe< H . D@ESS’Aé/Q

' Street Address ‘Q%?)? th DGE Q\C)D

City, State Zip 13 hTo. MD. Zi2¢ ¢

Phone Number HY/0-G22-77 1o

Signature /%{ /7/

~ Printed Name ((v/ﬁ{?]:: /\/ 9/?//45/[/'{/

Street Address R IR A /5 /7%

City, State Zip___Zer fr /%éfﬁ Z /)2 l/

" Phone Number 7S o 9’ 77— 5 4\ é\}

Signature é'\/(/lm ~;(" A 2) satrr

Printed Name Uu’m(_, "MNaAa sgmb&,l&"

Sfreet Address = =2/ & ?f“m,f_s La.

" City, State Zip TNTE AN 2y 7( -

Phone Number “Fea LSS0 PYS

s KL [l

Printed Name ﬁ’l Wf’?m / ’f) ékﬂk

Street Address 000 /(j(ff AM

City, State Zip__Ladfnawe MD  2/2 Y¥Y

Phone Number L,//D - 0l 7/ (ﬂ

GPCA Appeal Zoning Case No. 2009-0234-5PHX



. Siénéture &KM//’W%/( 0( 7/ et /M
Printed Name 72[/’)’)M/ L, p/ 72) ﬁe//

Street Address ? (222 7 (0/ d/ (’0[&./ 7L {d

City, State Zip @&77‘0, Md X /2YY

Phone Number /f/O - é \5.6_[’ /(O 2 Qfﬂi

Signature M

Printed Name /%V\ A} S—TH‘ M /%’C/(__

Street Address 3‘3}09\ De WA:\/&L?‘ /4//@‘7

City, State Zip /o#<4—1 - ol G127

"~ Phone Number LIZ L O - 787‘ Pg%y

Signature A/Wté ialh

Printed Name A" I ( UJS ﬁL w/ Od’

Street Address 652’06 (?Q/ 9 }~Q

City, State Zip_ P thmore , Md, 21207
Phone Number Y10 - 188 -50L2

Signature @WDA; % / /Q@

Printed Name - blln (’\/4@

Street Address_ DO 4- /}J,C\ | *l\\lﬁi’\UJL

City, State Zip RpH‘D (YIQ KR 1AD(

Phone Number pLH-D Qég 2320

Signature e TH - %)

PrmtedName/JUJlQH Vito

Street Address__ 540 LFA (el Lw N8

 City, State Zip_ P, B YD 21807

Phone Number /ﬁ@' C)OLL 75(9\

Signature 8 Jodl
Printed Name "3\, (ar €

Street Address_ 5 5 3 | \whadsor plill €

City, State Zip Ba,\‘\‘b . WS  DIoT

Phone Number___ 4 [0 8- ({£9

GPCA Appeal Zoning Case No. 2009-0234-SPHX
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http:Case'.No

‘ Slgnature

| Printed Name ZQVS\LJB ‘N

W] ’\Clqaﬁ

Street Address %}le 1 M[y% 7>“/ %p

City, State Zip (Zw% MDD HNo-HF |
Phone Number /0~ 496— POP3

Dot £ Hs0eS

Signature

Printed Name D18 (. /08y

Street Address 76, LhabS . plico R

City,State Zip____ Do MO 2694

Phone Number l/ (O 932 - 1o _

Signature _jg) OUA W PDGE> 57 /Zyng/ /x/ - chﬂ,ﬂ/(_/
Printed Name Jlo /iy - DESSST— |

. Street Address 3 [ 26 VUCES g anE — (- ¢ {

City, State Zip__ BALy0 - |, 120 L2y

Phone Number /0 — G2 2 — (5 >—

Signature dvanu H' Hingon

Priited Name. TrwiN M, DES SER
€§7§r;§et Adc},fess 206 _RUICES LANE RoVTE 05
City, State Zip BALTL MG RIE ). MY e - 1 HeH
Phone Number Yo - 92— 185

‘Signature \Qf?%’/% (\\/? M A

Printed Name Dop D 7. VEIT

Street Address 209 Rices L AvE

City, State Zip 124000, M D, 21844

Phone Number 6455 -T709Y

Signature M

Printed Name /ﬁpéeﬂ =y

Street Address Fo24 /e /0/ ar.

City, State Zip__[S.0/ 4o 2104/

Phone Number

- Z4HS §7/)/4/

GPCA Appeal Zoning Case No. 2009-0234-SPHX
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K Si;m‘lture /Z%M %% W/ﬁ

Printed Name /)7//7,{ .

Street Address__ /) 7 M//Wfﬂ/ ”7/// &

City, State Zip ﬁ/ L@ D XA et

Phone Number %ﬂ éf 4- 8 %{9

Signature W AAJL*Q/Q -L[e-v\”].—‘ ,}?

Printed Name éw/ ﬁ% /7}” % ffé//)
Street Address 20 7 ////4/5// /A /@/

City, State Zip ﬁ/ // ”747[5 /%p J//Z %%

Phone Number 4~ éff - D247

Signature N f LD ar b3~

Printed Name _ 4/ & )L N EHRHBARDT

Street Address_ f2/¢ L//nbSoR MiLL RD,

City, State Zip_BALTimMo £E, MD, JIaV¥E -

Phone Number 4/0- (55~ £35S

Signature \Szfv/c/z/&.—«% %

Printed Name /%/0/4 /')( A:Qg[

Street Address >/ 5 /// ek vﬂ%// &

City, State Zip @?4/—77 o e ,/f/% 2/ R

Phone Number 447D 65 5 </ 2. F

Signature zéﬁ 7 % &4
Printed Name Leropy /V A—’A%

Street Address S5/ % // s @6/ 2 ’6/

City, State Zip_ {984 7% stoere. B, 2/.2 5

Phone Number <440 — &S5 —&,/ 2 =

Signature ?/// )ﬂ/ﬁ//hﬂ

Printed Name /AR, () =100 £

Street Address K619 [/( Jynnsge Ml / Ro

City, State Zip MendSorR m(“. MmN ,21‘2‘-{6/

Phone Number Z// 0-521-0000

GPCA Appeal Zoning Case No. 2009-0234-SPHX
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: Signature

Printed Name . J3RLOE mgam B

Street Address 'Xéf Q égmc Me/ pﬂ

City, State Zip_ Lrap.sex M F IO 20044
Phone Number__ /0~ 440~ 0000

Signature J/f’V MCZ\? ‘ / / 4{44] |

Printed Name Saﬁg/ ko] Chay u.p 72 CHe '
Street Address ST 80 (Lt ~d SO M (\ \h» :

City, State Zip__ Ui ha= M (v 2 ey

Phone Number Zyl/ 66— &G / — / ‘{

Signature /—M% %

Printed Name l Ulre . Ctte /.

Street Address zQ 76"?7 édzf?cfg oy— S/ R c:(//

City, State Zip _ A)/a/ o)~ 47t/ Mo s ¢

Phone Number 4/ 0 — £GP s — x4

Signature g%; ZM% - 4/; .......

Printed Name _Aoiy 157 A ET e ()

Street Address 80fc7 W DSG“R}//LL%

City, State Zip_ 2277 70, A7p ) } AN 4

Phone Number, P2, 72y — 4f,Z—C7

Signature Q e ALY JI%

Printed Name O&y:«, - '. O\ /,T’Q

Street Address R(7.% '?\ aé.“) )\,4

City, State Zip L ndame M. 1] fM(‘,\ N4y

Phone Number__4¢> - § 27- 30 A

Signature Q" w& /&(é N/&g&

Printed Name E@)\Dv—\c% 4&\\ \\

Street Address D/“ \C A e S \__ O~

City, State Zip __\ &x\\‘x_m( =y e \r\ﬁ\ X AN = DV

Phone Number N o ~[Q . . \O KO

e e

GPCA Appeal Zoning Case No. 2009-0234-SPHX - Page z of Zﬂ / é &u)



G ®

\ Sngnature
" Printed Name MLU’LQ__ WQ Mj@?/
Street Address %/09 @éﬁ/’) f,fr‘?)(i@/é} i&(’

City, State Zip

Phone Number

b, P BUALY
a//a D655 70

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

409 Doc woad 4

City, State Zip

Beltivard dd 212444

ﬂ*‘!o\%b’:sq 2

Phone Number

Signature

/Z&‘\/

Printed Name

e
DEsLISE L sT2h

'Street Address

SC6F Do oo KL

City, State Zip

Bacro D KA

Phone Number

Y10 - A0S (75

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

GPCA Appeal Zoning Case No. 2009-0234-SPHX
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Signature éJ. A/ M/M/ et

" printed Name K L) Seid=

Street Address / &/ / GRA/L,S/ 7)Z

City, State Zip_ (= (% D1 J T~ MD' Z )£ 53

Phone Number 4/ O~ 4 4’@ 7 7 g/

—— T

Printed Name %QQ(IX\Q% { 85 0\ &ﬁ‘

Street Address f})%\\ /&Q@rmﬁé’

City, State Zip Heawm e, ol &) 6D

Phone Number }\D\ D “"}\401 {0 - r) Q(% ﬁ

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

GPCA Appeal Zening Case No. 2009-0234-SPHX
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 Sigiature % N %@(j?%\

. r—=
Printed Name Joseph N. Tatarewicz

Street Address 10218 Davis Avenue
City, State Zip Granite, MD 21163
Phone Number 410-925-0582

Signature Q‘—[y/M c /A ,&/C/ i
Printed Name Joy@i/. Bedi |

Street Address 10218 Davis Avenue

City, State Zip Granite, MD 21163

Phone Number 410-925-0582

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

GPCA Appeal Zoning Case No. 2009-0234-SPHX
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Signature

WW\ @

Printed Name

RoRpice Blgkarey

Street Address

€0 /3 Wndsor mll

City, State Zip

BolLwmue.  md 2/2u<

Phone Number

10 T2 GREQ

Signature

oo

Printed Name

Tohs Bla Kedey ()

Street Address

S613 Gindsog mi/] Ad.

City, State Zip

BeMimme nd ARV Y

Phone Number

Hio 128 62 g -

Signature

Printed Name

Si la s c’oo'»{oiﬁ.

Street Address

RGI3 condsar -m:]| Ad

City, State Zip

BedAmune, m D 212 IS

Phone Number

Mo T2 ( REXN.

Signature

s o oA

Printed Namé

L".:.”L,L/{{lwéff""‘ Cu e iy

Street Address

Cult Wivpsse Mo L0

City, State Zip

N e e JMN-  IM0 224 Y

Phone Number

HI0L55 — 77 S¢

Signature

/ j 7
/,a,’ po—— D D pggis g

Printed Name

SHHro 0 L. F2peccii

‘_1{/'

Street Address

City, State Zip

F609  w il prce
/ .

Phone Number

Ly -SG5 250

Signature

Printed Name

X7

//%fe.. /3%/&



_ Slgnatm'e /ﬂ M)}Zﬁ/ %MW& Z@@/J 7 W%

Printed Name E/‘?ﬂ/@%/ A 7)4%@072 ///‘7/{” e k.
Street Address §/,/) 9] N1 o oc Z o

City, State Zip /4 4L / &, ) o ALY

Phone Number é///) | 98— 5

Signature / [T aneg Pt o()m/w et 4#@4&4 J
Printed Name {X’/ (A E E /710 LIMES ﬂ v L /44(4 oy
Street Address /5{,[ L { Nigpg oo }g),o

City, State Zip__ oA LTt Mowre NO 4, 2494

Phone Number £/ /0 ﬁ: 21 65 75’”‘

Signature g;/w;}”’-‘"' M&: ‘

Printed Name / Ko 7 (M ( e Pl

Street Address 8 2 ‘~/ M cJad Q,d

City, State Zip /v scen Mol 27 L4 el

Phone Number C://{) - L1 - 22 .S

Signature | Z a4 /jjfn' oL r /5 ?’i AM//,{/ ——

Printed Name “
- : . - o)
Street Address 5§17/ Wow D2 it / /cr/
) It L 2P . ~
City, State Zip Ay Do il / 2 2 2epS

Phone Number AL T Y ‘ﬂﬁ’ 85— (/7(3

Signature %Mm (%?211/ 4(

Printed Name _ A IS« /K:’ { C‘//c"’f

Street Address 8415 V\I Y\QS()! \\j\‘\\ \%G
City, State Zip_\Wanads or M\l Md, 2124y
Phone Number Y { D 521~ OZ 7)/

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address % b 19 \ \v\(—\s ol \J\ \ QCL

City, State Zip \N\Y\C\So \~J\\\ }\J\“D 2\2 ‘-/V
Phone Number___ L// o~ So?/" O23 /




. { )
. Sighature b\’QWl/p M .

Printed Name { D ,-‘ (l Bq [/

Street Address 5607 (/\]4 [;Aﬂf r’u«(/ {CE,

City, State Zip b\)lm({@O[‘ I/[/(. / Mo 2 ’}L/“'/

Phone Number_ A{«LO 23— 039 ")

/)

Signature "/ — (,\ / Al
Printed Namé\/ Lowi 3 \/\/ ENV (//

Street Address /s /7 nlindiir 7/4/// /Z/L

City, State Zip /{4 L 20 s/ 2 Y ‘/
Phone Number §/§/3 9 f I 9 S o8

Signature A j7( - 0&56}‘/’(.@/ '

Printed Name ‘Lj’/!, / I/ =/ /= I&

Street Address_ 2fy 7 Wi 2(//4{7/ v 2l /{Q/

City, State Zip &Z&tfﬂm LD, 202448

Phone Number Zf/(? - 93— éf 5/7

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

//;ﬂlﬁ o7 /e
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. Signature /W‘% ‘

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

P07 Z peood £A

Phone Number

Windsor 7 /{ ML 7294
Yrp - ©35- &F2 S

Signature

Printed Name

Kedh  Chte

Street Address

22 1a Rdae QOQ

City, State Zip

Wi nds os MET\g M 212uy

Phone Number

Y10 - ad4«- T4r\3

Signature

S (ko

Printed Name

fLo2- Sh oo e C

Street Address

A 1 TRUNL

City, State Zip

JOmbCor. il ol 2L

Phone Number

HO-H7 -7/ 7

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

"Phone Number

~ Signature

Printed Name

. Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

Signature

Printed Name

Street Address

City, State Zip

Phone Number

?Me /éi//é’
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From: Colleen Kelly

To: Wiley, Debra

Date: 04/06/09 1:03 PM

Subject: HOH-Restoring Life Int'l Church

HOH Date: Thursday, Thursday, May 28, 2009 - Restoring Life International Church

Owners/Developer: Lamont Jackson,

Location: SW/S Windsor Mill Road, W of Rolling Road

Proposal: A 43,500 sq. ft. church on 30.87 acres zoned RCH

Engineer: Mortis & Ritchie-Tom Woife

Attorney: David Karceski, Venable LLC

Issues: Traffic, too many churches in the area; well and septic use for church.

See attached minutes from meetings. The wrong property was posted originally, so we had to have a second CIM.
Project Manager: Colleen Kelly

Colleen M. Kelly, Project Manager
Permits & Development Management
111 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Rm123
Towson, MD 21204
410-887-3321(office)
410-887-2877(fax)
ckelly@baltimorecountymd.gov
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Baltimore County Government
Department of Permits and Development Management

111 West Chesapeake Ave. 410-887-3321
Towson, Md. 21204 410-887-2877 (fax)

*COMMUNITY INPUT MEETING MINUTES

Project Name: Restoring Life International Church Date: 08/27/08
Meeting Location: Randallstown Library PDM File No. 02-745
Engineering Firm: Morris & Ritchie Associates, Inc. Distriet: 2C4

Attendees: Ten citizens from the community,
County Project Manager: Colleen Kelly-Dept. of Permits and Development Management,
Developer’s Representatives: Thomas Wolf and Matthew Puerkel, MRA;
Robert Hoffman, David Karceski, and Chris Mudd, Venable, LLC.

The developer’s color-coded concept site proposal plan and the site analysis plan were displayed front
and center on a large board for all attendees to view.

On behalf of Baltimore County (BC), I opened the Community Input Meeting (CIM) for the proposed
development project known as “RESTORING LIFE INTERNATIONAL CHURCH (Church).” T
welcomed those in attendance, presented an overview of the development process in BC, and described
the purpose of the meeting, I stated that this property was an item of the 2008 Comprehensive Zoning
Map Process (CZMP), whereby a request was made to change the zoning of the property. Iexplained
that the County Councilimen voted on August 26, 2008 not to change the zoning of this property. Istated
that another item of interest regarding this property is that a request has been made to change the
designation of the water and sewerage plan to public water and sewer. Iexplained the process of this
request and stated that it could be Spring 2009 or later before the developer has an answer regarding
approval or disapproval of this request, I explained that the design and testing pertaining to this project
are not complete, [ explained that T would be taking minutes of the meeting and then introduced Mr. Tom
Wolfe.

Mr. Wolfe described the subject property as follows: The subject property is located along the 7500
block of Windsor Mill Road, west of Rolling Road and north of Old Court Road. The property contains
approximately 31.87 acres and has split zoning. The front portion is zoned DR3.5 (Density Residential)
and the rear portion is zoned RC6 (Resource Conservation and Residential). Mr. Wolfe explained that
the Church desires to relocate from their existing church location in Baltimore City. The improvements
for this site include the church along with a lobby, coffee shop, and library. There are two access points,
both from Windsor Mill Road. There is a main access in the middle of the property and another 2-way
access onto the property. The original concept plan showed 631 parking spaces but our traffic
representative told us we needed to provide more parking spaces after we met with County
representatives. We are now proposing approximately 824 parking spaces for this site. The property
slopes from front to rear. The developer is considering a monolith dome-type structure because of its
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energy efficiency and low profile. The building will be built about 240 feet from Windsor Mill Road.
The plan is to build the church on the iower section of the lot, in an effort to make the building less
visible from the street.

We are proposing well and septic and one stormwater management (SWM}) facility. There is an existing
forest buffer easement that was conveyed to BC in 1993 as required by a former approved development
that was on this site. This forest buffer easement will remain. We are required to preserve 10.9 acres of
forest and we are preserving 11.75 acres of forest instead.

At this time, Mr. Wolfe continued the meeting taking questions and listening to concerns and discussion
as follows: (Questions and comments from citizens are identified in bold text and the responses from
developer’s representatives are in plain text. This writer response is italic text)

I am acting president of Stevenswood Improvement Association. Our residents have
concerns about the traffic. We have a tremendous amount of traffic congestion in this
area, We understand the traffic concerns of your community. We have hired a traffic consultant
to complete a traffic study.

The intersection of Windsor Mill Road and Old Court Road seems fo have a higher amount
of accidents. Is this a failing intersection? No, not according to Baltimore County. Well it’s
failing according to our community. Understandably, however the federal guidelines for
determining if an intersection is failing are from the 1970°s. I noticed that camera’s were
recently installed at this intersection. Are the cameras the result of this development
proposal? No. Is Rolling Road and Windsor Mill Road a failing intersection? No. I
would like fo know how we are going to get out of Salem Road onto Windsor Mill Road
with all this traffic. So, BC only rates signalized intersection? Yes, that is correct. If
anyone would like additional information regarding traffic issue, contact BC traffic engineering
at 410-887-3554.

I would like to recommend a traffic circle at Windsor Mill Road and Old Court Road as a
traffic-calming device. The traffic circle would also assist with the traffic coming and going
to the school. The construction of this church is a huge undertaking for this developer. I
believe that the developer should take a close look at other churches in the area to
determine what works and what doesn’t work.

There is a church on the cther side of the street and I have concerns with people parking
on other people’s property and in residential neighborhoods. That’s why we increased our
parking to provide more spaces than required.

There are about five churches along Windsor Mill Road, either existing or proposed. Will
your traffic study include all existing and proposed development? Yes and no. Most likely,
the study will include what exists. It’s very difficult to calculate something that doesn’t exist.
We already have the Jesus House and Salem United. Now, Christian Life and Restoring
Life are planned. Is someone in BC paying attention to the development of these churches
and the impact they will have on the roads and utilities in this area? Mr. Hoffman
responded that each development project is looked at on its own merits. The traffic study will
research current traffic situations to determine if the roads can handle this Church development.
Current and proposed developments are two different things, The traffic team researches plans
of record and said plans will be taken into consideration.

-
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With regards to the widening of Windsor Mill Road, there is a gap between the widening
and I have concerns about that, Yes, BC has asked us to acquire that piece of property if
possible. If we can’t acquire the property, then BC may try to acquire it.

So, how do you plan to purchase that property? We will try to purchase the right-of-way and

not the entire parcel. If we don’t have success, then BC may attempt to acquire it. Will BC take
the right-of-way for this developer? No, BC may take the right- of- way if BC determines that

the widening is necessary for public benefit and traffic safety.

What are the average daily trips (ADT’s) for this development? 578 ADT’s.

‘What if this Church gets built and the next church pushes the current roads to failing, will
they get denied? Mr. Hoffman explained that there is a process. For example, the intersections
of Falls Road and Joppa Road are failing. Until these intersections are corrected, a developer
cannot get building permits.

Doesn’t zoning require so many parking spaces for a commercial development or
churches? Yes. For this church, the requirement is 1 space for every 4 seats. We are proposing
1 parking space for every 3 seats. It seems like BC never enforces the parking situation once
the churches are functioning. The church down the street has parking spaces for 100 cars
and they have about 500 cars that park everywhere.

You mentioned coffee shop, library, ete. Please explain. The library and coffee shop will be
available for patrons of the church only.

The lady that lives adjacent to this property, Ms. Espey, is concerned about the SWM pond
because of mosquitoes, ete. Yes, I have children and animals, and I have concerns. The
design of our SWM is going to be about one-third to two-thirds less than what is shown on the
plan. Along the side of my property are springheads, We've hit water at 18 inches, I’m
afraid that the springheads are going to keep the SWM constantly full. When the engineer
designs the SWM, he has to look at the drainage areas and he will map an entire area to
determine how much water will drain into the SWM area. Will this SWM ultimately drain in
the Bens Run? Yes.

I am Bruce Kopp and I’m here with my father-in-law, Ed Chesley. We live on the south
side of the property and our concerns are the sewage system and how the system will be
installed. ‘We have lived here for many years and no one was able {o get this property to
perk. We found it amazing when we heard it perked. Please explain, We will have three
separate sewer systems in place. There will be a main system, plus two other systems that will
have automatic switches in the event one of the systems fail. There is no design as to the depth of
the systems at this time. BC is very strict about perk test. They send a County representative that
must witness the perk testing. Some of our perk test failed but we had some that passed within
this same area, so BC wants us to perform additional perk tests, and possible re-delineate new
areas.

You mentioned public water and sewer but the sewer area is failing across the street. This
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development proposal in front of us tonight is for well and septic.

You will need a special exemption since your impervious surface is over 10%. You now
are adding 200 more parking spaces. What's to stop you from adding 800 more? Will the
proposed road widening on Windsor Mill Read and Salem Road count as part of the
impervious surface count, No, none of the impervious surface in the areas zoned DR-(Density
Residential) is counted as impervious surface. We are not building or improving Salem Road.
As part of this development, we are required by BC to convey the land for possible future
widening., The only area subject to impervious surface is the property within the RC-(Resource
Conservation) area. We are also considering alternative types of paving. For perous surfaces,
does the county require herbicides and weed killers that will runoff? No, this area is not
conducive for grasses to grow. Will there be any access to you site at Salem Road? No.

Despite the fact that most of this property is in a RC zoned area, don’t you have to honor
the primary and secondary conservancy areas? Can you calculate how much septic and
water will be used by this congregation by testing how much they are using at their current
property? Yes. Can you review the current water bills to estimate the demand on the
well? We estimate a 2200-gallon wastewater flow. There is a formula DEPRM uses to
determine the capacity needed. Ihave a major concern that so many churches are being
built or proposed along the Windsor Mill corridor. This developer has requested water
and sewer and there have been other requests for the same. I have concerns of what
precedent this is going to set for future development if BC allows this development on RC6
zoned property to proceed. The RC6 zoning was created to protect forests and prevent
forest fragmentation. I’m afraid the approval of this proposal will have a snowball effect
and more churches will be granted the same, Mr. Karceski explained that each development
proposal stands on it’s own merits, The Commissioner looks at each proposal separately. We
are living with too much traffic already, along with lots of excess runoff, 1Is the church
building located in the RC6 area? Yes, and because of this the church will be subject to
architechtual review and performance standards. What is the maximum height of the
building? Mr. Wolfe stated, 50 feet. We have designed the building in an area that is 10 feet
lower than the area closest to Windsor Mill Road. The front building may be smaller that the
sanctuary; the sanctuary will be the taller of the two buildings. We are pulling the building back
about 240 feet from the front and sides of the property lines.

Is the parking area located adjacent to Ms. Espey’s property for additional parking? Yes.
I suggest, if possible, that you eliminate those parking spaces, Do you mean the entire row of
parking spaces? Yes. OK we will consider your request. This would eliminate about 49 parking
spaces. I feel this will give Ms. Espey privacy.

Where is this congregation located now? Their existing church is located in the 400 block
of Reisterstown Road in the city. I visited their church, which currently sits on about 1 to 1
1 acres.

I am curious about the scope of services provided by this church., Will this church provide
a valuable impact and valuable services to the families in the area? If they have outreach
programs and offer other programs to citizens, this request by the developer could be a
nice exchange. Mr. Lamont Jackson, a member of the church, expressed that his church
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has programs for youth and the elderly and hopes to create better outreach programs once
they move to this location. Mr. Jackson stated that the church provides a Sunday service
for the youth with certain music and worship. Do you think the people from your current
location will travel from Reisterstown Road in the cify to this location? Mr, Jackson
responded that many of the members live in the Windsor Mill area, Most of the youth don’t
drive. Yes, but someone drives the youth! Mr. Jackson said that he lives within walking
distance of this new location. The main use of the facility will be on the weekends. Yes, but
you are tripling your seating capacity. We currently have an 8:00 AM and a 10:00 AM
Sunday service and no Saturday service. We also have a Wednesday night service between
7:00 PM and 9:00PM, where about 25% of the members attend. Is your church planning
revivals, conventions, conferences, etc? In other words, does your church participate with
other congregations? No, we are independent of other congregations,

*NOTE: It has come to my attention that the sign posting for this Community Input Meeting
(CIM) was placed on a property other than the subject property, Therefore, another CIM has
been scheduled for Thursday, October 2, 2008 af the Randallstown Library at 7:00 PM.
These Meeting Minutes will remain a record to the permanent file,

Copies of these minutes are being provided to all who signed in at the community input meeting
as well as the county reviewing agencies. If anyone has any questions, please call Colleen Kelly,
Project Manager at 410-887-3321 or email me at ckelly@baltimorecountymd.gov.

Respectfully submitted,

Colleen M. Kelly
Project Manager
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¢¢: Hon. Kenneth N, Oliver;

Tom Wolfe and Matthew Puerkel, MRA

David Karceski, Robert Hoffinan, Chris Mudd, Venable L1.C

Reviewing Agencies: OP, PDM, R&P, DEPRM, EDC, CDC, BD OF ED, FIRE,

Visit the County's Website at www.baltimorecountymd.gov
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Baltimore County Government
Department of Permits and Development Management

111 West Chesapeake Ave. 410-887-3321
Towson, Md. 21204 410-887-2877 (fax)

2" COMMUNITY INPUT MEETING MINUTES

Project Name: Restoring Life International Church Date: 10/02/08
Meeting Location: Randallstown Library PDM File No. 02-745
Engineering Firm: Morris & Ritchie Associates, Inc, Distriet: 2C4

Attendees: Eight citizens from the community,
County Project Manager: Colleen Kelly-Dept. of Permits and Development Management,
Developer’s Representatives: Thomas Wolf and Matthew Puerkel, MRA; Lamont Jackson,
Restoring Life International Church; Robert Hoffman, Venable, LLC,

The developer’s color-coded concept site proposal and site analysis plan were displayed front and center
on a large board for all attendees to view.

On behalf of Baltimore County (BC), I opened the Community Input Meeting (CIM) for the proposed
development project known as “RESTORING LIFE INTERNATIONAL CHURCH (Church}.” I
welcomed those in attendance, explained the reason for a second CIM, and presented an overview of the
development process in BC. I explained that I would be taking minutes of the meeting and then turned
the floor over to Mr. Tom Wolfe and Mr. Matthew Puerkel,

Mr, Puerkel described the subject property as follows: The subject property is located along the 7500
block of Windsor Mill Road, west of Rolling Road. The developer is considering a monolith dome-type
structure because of its energy efficiency and low profile. There are two access points, both from
Windsor Mill Road, There is a main access in the middle of the property and another 2-way access onto
the property. We are now proposing approximately 824 parking spaces for this site in an effort to avoid
overflow parking on surrounding neighborhoods. The original concept plan showed 631 parking spaces
but our traffic representative told us we needed to provide more parking spaces after we met with County
representatives. The property contains approximately 31.87 acres and has split zoning. The front portion
is zoned DR3.5 (Density Residential} and the rear portion is zoned RC6 (Resource Conservation and
Residential), which is outside the Urban Rural Demarcation Line (URDL). The building will be built
about 240 feet from Windsor Mill Road. The plan is to build the church on the iower section of the lot,
in an effort to make the building less visibie from the street. The maximum height of the building is 50
feet. We are proposing well and septic and one stormwater management (SWM) facility.

At this time, Mr. Puerkie continued the meeting taking questions and listening to conceras and discussion
as follows: (Questions and comments from citizens are identified in bold text and the responses from
developer’s representatives are in plain text. This writer response is italic text.)

Ms. Kelly, will we receive a copy of the next plan (the development plan)? Yes, whoever
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signed- in at this CIM or the last CIM will receive a copy of the development plan and a letter
explaining the date, time and place of the Hearing Officer 's Hearing.

What about lighting? How much light pollution will come from this site? Mr. Wolfe
responded that the light poles are limited to 16 feet in height, but stated that the Office of
Planning will limit the poles to 14 feet in height, so there should not be any spillover of light to
other properties. Are there any lights going to be placed on top of the dome? No, thereis a
steeple structure atop the dome but there will not be a light. Mr. Jackson stated that 15 feet is the
highest point of any window on the structure. Will the parking lot be lit for services only?
No, I believe BC will require that we keep the parking lot lit at all times at night, for security
purposes. Are there any regulations for lighting in the RC6 or DR 3.5 zone? Ms, Kelly, will
you check and let us know? Yes. Mr. Wolfe responded that BC Office of Planning as well as
the BC Landscape Architect will review and inspect the type of lighting fixtures and will require
that we avoid light spillage from this site. With regards to RC zones, under Section 1407C3f of
the BC Zoning Regulations, I found the following: “Street lights, if permitted on interior streets,
must be no higher than 14 feet and illuminated by no more than one one-hundred watt sodium
vapor lamp. Fluorescent and incandescent lights are not permitted. The light fixtures may
employ “house panels” in order to diffuse light downward.

Do you guys know who Robert Moses is? Yes. Yes, he is the father of Civic Planning. He
recognized that people come to events at various times, but they all leave at the same time.
2500 people in 824 vehicles leaving at one time on one road is going to cause major
congestion on Windsor Mill Road, not to mention the emissions coming from vehicles as
they sit on the parking lot waiting to get out onto Windsor Mill Road. There was an
exception written in the BC code a [ong time ago dealing with development in or bordering
rural areas such as those areas zoned RC6. The intention of that exception was never to
allow something as massive as this, How can BC allow something as this on a rural zoned
property? By proxy, Ms. Emily Wolfson has this to say: If the Church would have
purchased land with a DR (Density Residential) zoning, the Church would be under roof
by now and would not have spenf so much money on attorney fees and engineering fees.
Mr. Jackson responded that we have about 500 members now, not 2500. Yes, but you are
building to accommodate 2500 people and as citizens living in this area we have to base this
proposal on the worst-case scenario,

How many services does the Church provide? Mr. Jackson responded that the Church
currently has Sunday services at 8:00 AM and 10:00 AM and no Saturday service. We also have
a Wednesday night service between 7:00 PM and 9:00 PM, where about 25% of our members
attend. For example, last night we had a service and about 105 persons attended the service with
no more than 50 vehicles. Is your church planning revivals, conventions, conferences, etc?
No. How old is your congregation? We are celebrating 17 years.

With regards to the wells, how many are you going to dig? Could the drilling of wells
interfere with other wells in the area? Mr. Wolfe responded that “wells” is not his area of
expertise, and expressed that the well situation is strictly regulated by BC. The Church will drill
until they hit water, he stated. How many gallons per day do you think this church will
need? We don’t have those calculations yet. There should be some formula. I will find a
formula and send it to you. What is the possibility of your hooking into public water and
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public sewer? Aren’t public utilities across the street? Yes, it’s like a carrot dangling in front
of us! The zoning for this property did not change as requested, and most of the property is
zoned RC-6. Plus, there is this invisible line BC has created called the Urban Rural Demarcation
Line (URDL). The DR3.5 property is located within the URDL, but the RC6 portion is outside
the URDL, which makes it difficult to change the water and sewer designation.

We are still concerned about traffic on Sundays. Your congregation could decide to
consolidate both services on Sunday into one service with this new building. Iave you
addressed the traffic situation in your planning process? Yes, we have addressed the traffic
situation, We have ushers and security personnel who handle traffic control and direct traffic
when necessary, Are they aceredited to direct traffic? I don’t know, but we’ve been doing
this for a while, and if they need to be accredited or certified, we have two years to get them
certified. We are prepared for it. Also, BC Police can assist also; they helped our
congregation with traffic.

How far will the building be from Windsor Mill Road? 240 feet.

Do you plan on saving any of the vegetation? There are a lot of trees on this property now.
We have an approved forest buffer on this site that will remained untouched. On the front
portion of the property, no development is proposed at this time. Most of the tree removal will
be in the area of the building. We will provide landscaping on the site.

What about signage? Yes, there will be a sign provided in the DR3.5 area of the property,
which we will have to comply with code regulations for the sign, whatever they may be in the
DR3.5 area.

The meeting was concluded and afterwards, some residents voiced concerns about so many
churches in this area of Baltimore County. Residents complained that there are about five
churches along Windsor Mill Road, either existing or proposed. We already have the Jesus
House and Salem United. Now, Christian Life and Restoring Life churches are planned.

Is someone in BC paying attention to the development of these churches and the impact
they will have on the roads and utilities in this area? Residents who live in this area have
to avoid Windsor Mill Road on Sundays because of all the traffic. I don’t know what we
can do about it, but someone needs to limit the number of churches within a certain
distance or proximity.

Copies of these minutes are being provided to all who signed in at the community input meeting
as well as the county reviewing agencies. If anyone has any questions, please call Colleen Kelly,
Project Manager at 410-887-3321 or email me at ckelly@baltimorecountymd.gov.

Respectfully submitted,

Colleen M. Kelly
Project Manager

¢C: Hon. Kenneth N, Qliver;
Tom Wolfe and Matthew Puerkel, MRA
Robert Hoffman, Venable LLC
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Reviewing Agencies: OP, PDM, R&P, DEPRM, EDC, CDC, BD OF D, FIRE
Visit the County’s Website at www,baitimorecountymd. gov
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1. EXISTING ZONING: RC 6 8 DR 3.5 IMPERVIOUS SURFACE TABLE
rAR SITE PLAN
482 ACt DR35 SCALE: 1"=100'
TOTAL GROSS ACREAGE: 3087 ACK PROPOSED IMPERVIOUS 325,597 sft T
NET ACREAGE: 26.05 ACt RC 6 DESIGN AND DRAWING BASED
476 ACt DR3.5 TOTAL SITE AREA 1,342,083 sf+ ON MARYLAND COORDINATE
. SYSTEM HORIZONTAL - NAD 83/91
TOTAL NET ACREAGE: 3081 ACt IMPERVIOUS AREA AS A 4.26% VERTICAL - NAVD 88
% OF TOTAL SITE AREA eBse
a.  EXISTING LAND USE: VACANT
b.  TAX ACCOUNT NUMBER: 2200017049 2200017055
2200017050 2200017056
2200017051 2200017057
2200017052 2200017058 NOTE(ISSTING ZONING IS RC 6 AND DR 3.5
2200014053 2200017059
2900017054 2300001832 2 THIS DEVELOPMENT PROPOSES A 2,185 SEAT CHURCH.
c.  DEED REFERENCE: 16583/ 535 3 ANY SIGNS IN THE RC 6 WILL CONFORM TO BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING CODE, SECTIONS 450
d.  COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT: 4 AND THE RURAL CONSERVATION AND RESIDENTIAL ZONE (RC 6 REGULATIONS).
e.  ELECTION DISTRICT: 2 4 MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT IN THE RC 6 ZONE IS 50' EXCLUDING STEEPLES (SECTIONS 1A07.8.A
. ADC MAP LOCATION: MAP 32, GRID J & K 4,3 and 300.2)
g.  IONING MAP REFERENCES: 087B1 5 THIS PROJECT CONTAINS 4.69 AC+ WITHIN THE URBAN RURAL DEMARCATION LINE AND 26.12AC#
h,  TAXMAP: 87 OUTSIDE THE URBAN RURAL DEMARCATION LINE .
. ?;’EEE:SE%R ACT 382 0] 6. PER BALTIMORE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS, THE PROPERTY HAS A SEWER DESIGNATION OF $- 6 & 7
i : . .
L VATERSHED: T ARSCO AND A WATER DESIGNATION OF W-6 & 7. THIS DEVELOPMENT PROPOSES PRIVATE SEWER AND
I SUBSEWERSHED: 79N & 63 WATER SERVICE.
. REGIONAL PLANNING DISTRICT: 319 7 BUREAU OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING AND TRANSPORTATION PLANNING HAS CONFIRMED THIS SITE
' : ' IS NOT WITHIN A TRAFFIC DEFICIENT AREA.
) 8. THERE ARE NO DESIGNATED HISTORIC SITES AS PER LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION OR
ZONING HISTORY: THE MARYLAND HISTORIC TRUST INVENTORY.
< 9. FLOORTO AREA (FAR)} DOES NOT APPLY IN RC 6 ZONE.
. I:Hl—l'i ZXP\/E&T;( [\;\[/EQ?EE{E SUBJECT OF A 2008 CZMP ISSUE (04-041) THE REQUESTED ZONING 6. NO COMMERCIAL PERMITS FOR THIS PROPERTY.
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OWNER / APPLICANT / DESIGN CONSULTANT:

1. PROPERTY OWNER / APPLICANT
RESTORING LIFE INTERNATIONAL CHURCH
401 REISTERSTOWN ROAD
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21208
ATIN: LAMONT JACKSON

2. PLAN PREPARED BY:

GRIDJ &K 4,3

VCNTY VAP @)

SCALE 1"= 1000'

DESIGN AND DRAWING BASED ON
MARYLAND COORDINATE SYSTEM
HORIZONTAL - NAD 83/91 VERTICAL -

LEGEND -
e o e o > — EXSTING TRACT BOUNDARY
e — — EXISTING RIGHT OF WAY
— e EXISTING BUILDING
— URBAN RURAL DEMARCATION LINE
- w,,f* - EXISTING ZONING
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EXISTING PAVEMENT
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PROPOSED LOT LINE
PROPOSED FOREST CONSERVATION AREA.

MORRIS & RITCHIE ASSOCIATES, INC. {MRA)
1220-C EAST JOPPA ROAD SUITE 505
TOWSON, MD 21286

ATIN: TOM WOLFE, RLA

TEL.: 410-821-1690

PARKING REQUIREMENTS:

USAGE PROPOSED PARKING REQURED* |  PARKING PROVIDED
gﬁﬁ'&"gﬂ; 2,185 SEATS 547 PS 797 pS
TOTAL 547 PS 797 Ps

*1 SPACE/4 SEATS PER BCZR SECTION 409.6.A.4

MRRRIS & RITCHIE ASSOCIATES, INC.

ENGINEERS, PLANNERS, SURVEYORS AND LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS
1220-C EAST JOPPA ROAD, SUITE 505

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21286

PHONE: {410) 821-1690

FAX: (410) 821-1748

MRAGTA.COM

Plan to Accompany Special Exception

RESTORING LIFE
INTERNATIONAL CHURCH

ELECTION DISTRICT 2 COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT 4

DATE REVISIONS JOBNO. 16047
SCALE: 1"= 100
DATE: 3/10/2009
DRAWNBY: TH
DESIGNBY:  TH/TEW
REVIEWBY:  TEW
SHEET: 1OF 1
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| SlTE PLAN NORTH _;c- --Fc -- m-— —F;— PROPOSED LOT LINE A
SITE DATA OWNER / APPLICANT / DESIGN CONSULTANT: SCALE: 1"=100 PROPOSDTORRT CoMERATIoN A%e2

1. EXISTING ZONING: RC 6 & DR 3.5 , 51O AND DRAWING BASED HX
1. PROPERTY OWNER / APPLICANT : ‘f ‘7
2. ACREAGE: ON MARYLAND COORDINATE -~
GROSS ACREAGE: 26.05 AC+ RC 6 RESTORING LIFE INTERNATIONAL CHURCH SYSTEM HORIZONTAL - NAD 83/91 Z 0 Oﬂ - @ ?Z é
482 AC+ DR3.5 401 RE'STERSTOW{;‘ R%Dm 208 VERTICAL - NAVD 88
X ) N ' BALTIMORE, MARYLA «
TOTAL GROSS ACREAGE: 30.87 AC# O T JACKSON Z" 1
NET ACREAGE: 26.05 AC+ RC 6 2. PLAN PREPARED BY: P D M # 02'745
476 ACt DR35S MORRIS & RITCHIE ASSOCIATES, INC. (MRA) .
TOTAL NET ACREAGE: 30.81 AC# - INC.
L b anong D SUITE 202 MORRIS & RITCHIE ASSOCIATES, INC
TOWSON, MD 21286 IMPERVIOUS SURFACE TABLE ,INC,
. EXISTING LAND USE: VACANT TEL: 410-821-1690 ENGINEERS, PLANNERS, SURVEYORS AND LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS
b.  TAX ACCOUNT NUMBER: 2200017049 2200017055 . 410-821- 1220.C EAST JOPPA ROAD. SUITE 505
2200017050 2200017056 | EXISTING IMPERVIOUS Osix TOWSON, MARYLAND 21286
i oo 70% NOTES: PROPOSED IMPERVIOUS 298,560 sf+ PHONE: (410) 821-1690
O o170 1. EXISTING ZONING IS RC 6 AND DR 3.5 /560 sit FAX: (410) 821-1748
c. DEED REFERENCE: 16583/ 535 3. ANY SIGNS IN THE RC 6 WILL CONFORM TO BALTIM O O , . .
d. COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT: 4 AND THE RURAL CONSERVATION AND RESIDENTIAL ZONE (RC 6 REGULATIONS). T PERVIOUS AREA AS A Plan to Accom pany Specnal Exceptlon and
e.  ELECTION DISTRICT: 2 4 MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT IN THE RC 6 ZONE IS 50' EXCLUDING STEEPLES (SECTIONS 1A07.8.A % OF TOTAL SITE AREA 22.25% 3 . :
£ ADC MAP LOCATION: MAP 32, GRID J & K 4,3 and 300.2) pec|a| Heanng
g.  IONING MAP REFERENCES: 08781 5 THIS PROJECT CONTAINS 4.69 AC+ WITHIN THE URBAN RURAL DEMARCATION LINE AND 26.12AC#
h.  TAXMAP: 87 OUTSIDE THE URBAN RURAL DEMARCATION LINE . .
L PARCEL: 56 6 PER BALTIMORE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS, THE PROPERTY HAS A SEWER DESIGNATION OF S- 6 8.7 PARKING REQUIREMENTS: . RESTORING LIFE
j. CENSUSTRACT. 4024.01 AND A WATER DESIGNATION OF W-6 & 7. THIS DEVELOPMENT PROPOSES PRIVATE SEWER AND
VA WATER SERVICE INTERNATIONAL CHURCH
. * *
. SUBSEWERSHED: ‘ 79N & 63 SPORTATION PLANNING HAS CONFIRMED THIS SITE USAGE PROPOSED PARKING REQUIRED PARKING PROVIDED
C REGIONAL PLANNING DISTRICT: 319 7 BUREAU OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING AND TRANSP LECTION DSTRICT 3 NG LMAN DSTRIC 4
' ' IS NOT WITHIN A TRAFFIC DEFICIENT AREA. TSSEVELY _
Z ONlN G HI ST ORY 8.  THERE ARE NO DESIGNATED HISTORIC SITES AS PER LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION OR (CHURCH) 2,185 SEATS 547 PS 720 PS DATE REVISIONS JOBNO: 16047
. THE MARYLAND HISTORIC TRUST INVENTORY. adl
9. ELOOR TO AREA (FAR) DOES NOT APPLY IN RC 6 ZONE. TOTAL 547 PS 720 PS SCALE 1"=100
1. THIS PROPERTY WAS THE SUBJECT OF A 2008 CZMP ISSUE (04-041), THE REQUESTED ZONING 6. NO COMMERCIAL PERMITS FOR THIS PROPERTY. TSP ACEA SEATS PER BIR SECTION 409 608 — Py
CHANGE WAS DENIED. - | .
| :
: DESIGN BY: TH/TEW
g REVIEW BY: TEW
i SHEET: 10F1
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