
IN RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE 
NE comer of Hopkins Road and 
Dorking Road 
9th Election District 
5th Councilmanic District 
(300 Hopkins Road) 

* BEFORE THE 

* OFFICE OF 

* ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 

* FOR BAL TIM ORE COUNTY 
Christiane M. Rothbaum 

Petitioner * CASE NO. 2Q12-0221-A 

* * **** * * * * 

OPINION AND ORDER 

This matter comes before the Office of Administrative Hearings for consideration of a 

Petition for Variance filed by Christiane M. Rothbaum, the legal owner. Petitioner is requesting 

Variance relief from Section 301.1.A of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations ("B.C.Z.R.") to 

permit an existing open projection (existing deck, porch and landing) with a rear yard setback of 

24.33' in lieu of the required 37.5'. The subject property and requested relief are more fully 

described on the site plan that was marked and accel?ted into evidence as Petitioner's Exhibit 1. 

Appearing at the requisite public hearing in support of the variance request was Petitioner 

Christiane M. Rothbaum and Joe Milio with HMR Services, Inc. Art Buist, Esquire, was in 

attendance and represented the Petitioner. Appearing in opposition were Jean K. Duvall, Carol 

Zielke, Bruce Hirshauer, Kris Henry, and Larry Fogelson. J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire appeared and 

represented the Rodgers Forge community. The file reveals that the Petition was properly 

advertised and the site was properly posted as required by the B.C.Z.R. 

Testimony and evidence offered revealed that the subject property is 3,774 square feet and is 

zoned DR 10.5. The property is improved with a brick end-of-group town home, and the pictures 

submitted show the property is well maintained and attractive. Petitioner seeks approval for an 
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. "open projection" (i.e., open porch or deck) that has already been constructed and she needs 

variance relief to "legitimize" that structure. 

The Zoning Advisory Committee (ZAC) comments were received and are made part of the 

record of this case. There were no adverse comments from any of the County reviewing agencies. 

Based upon the testimony and evidence presented, I believe I must deny the request for 

variance relief. I find - as Judge Stahl did in an earlier case - that there rs nothing particularly 

"unique" about the property owned by Petitioner. Rather, the Petitioner's home is virtually 

identical to the other 1,773 homes in Rodgers Forge, deliberately so. The neighborhood has a 

cohesive and uniform feel which is a major part of its appeal and market value. Counsel for 

Petitioner contended that the topography change in Petitioner's rear yard rendered the property 

"unique" as that term is used in Maryland law, but I respectfully disagree. The Maryland cases talk 

about "exceptional topographic conditions" that may lead to the grant of variance relief, but I do not 

believe that an elevation or grade change of less than one foot would meet this standard. See, 

Cromwell v. Ward, 102 Md. App. at 701. 

Though the Petition for Variance will be denied, I at the same time do not believe the 

Petitioner needs variance relief to enable her to keep her open porch. In this regard, I respectfully 

disagree with the conclusions reached by Administrative Law Judge Kotroco in his decision dated 

January 19, 2012. The Zoning Commissioner's Policy Manual (ZCPM) states that the open 

projection "rules are dependent upon when the subdivision occurred." ZCPM § 301-1, p. 3-1. 

Petitioner's house was constructed in 1937, and the Rodgers Forge subdivision (or at least the 

portion containing Petitioner's home) was thus approved well before the adoption of the B.C.Z.R. 

The first County zoning regulations were adopted in 1945, and those regulations provide that a rear 

yard in a "D" Residence Zone (for Group houses, now known as townhouses) must have a 
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minimum depth of 25 feet. B.C.Z.R. (1945) Section VI, C.4. (Petitioner' s open porch is now 

located 24.33' from the rear lot line, which is approximately 8 inches deficient, assuming the 1945 

regulations were applic~ble ). 

The 1945 regulations also provide that "uncovered porches" may be permitted where they 

would not "obstruct light and ventilation." B.C.Z.R. (1945) Section X, A.2 . See also, ZCPM 

$ection 301.1.A.1. There was no testimony presented in this case to the effect that Petitioner's 

porch would obstruct light or air, which is understandable given the porch is only one foot above 

grade. Thus, I do not believe variance relief was needed in the first instance. 

This of course leaves the parties in a quandary, which is certainly not my intent. Counsel for 

Petitioner requested that, if relief was denied, I provide in the Order some further clarification of a 

"solution" to the problem. But that is not a function performed by an Administrative Law Judge 

hearing a zoning case. Rather, it i~ the Department of Permits, Approvals and Inspections (PAI), 

and the Administrative Law Judge hearing that agency ' s case, that must impose fines and order 

restoration of property in violation of the B.C.Z.'R. Baltimore County Code (B .C.C.) Section 3-6-

301. 

That has already occurred in this case, which itself is somewhat unorthodox. In most cases, 

a zoning violation case will be held in abeyance to allow the homeowner to pursue variance relief to 

legitimize the structure or building at issue. Here, Administrative Law Judge Kotroco found the 

open porch violated the B.C.Z.R, and imposed a $1,000 fine. He did not order, as he would have 

been permitted to do, that the porch be removed. B.C.C. § 3-6-207. It is thus unclear whether the 

County would be authorized to pursue additional administrative remedies against the Petitioner, or 

if further prosecution at this point would be barred by principles ofres judicata. Seminary Galleria, 

LLC v. Dulaney Valley Improv. Ass'n. , 192 Md. App. 719, 730 (2010) (well-settled that principles 
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of res judicata apply to administrative proceedings). The B.C.C. does contain a provision 

authorizing the Department of PAI or adjacent neighbors to seek injunctive relief from a court, but 

it is unclear whether at this juncture res judicata would be a viable defense to such an action. 

B.C.C. §§ 32-3-607; 3-6-202. As noted above, those are issues decided by an Administrative Law 

Judge hearing zoning violation cases, and are beyond the scope of the present hearing involving 

only a petition for variance relief. 

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

held, and after considering the testimony and evidence offered, I find that Petitioner' s variance 

request should be DENIED. 

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED this ~day of June, 2012 by this Administrative Law 

Judge that Petitioner's Variance request from Section 301.1.A of the Baltimore County Zoning 

Regulations ("B.C.Z.R.") to permit an existing open projection (existing deck, porch and landing) 

with a rear yard setback of 24.33' in lieu of the required 37.5', be and is hereby DENIED. 

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

JMB/dlw 
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for Baltimore County 



KEVIN KAMENETZ 
County Executive 

Art Buist, Esquire 
234 Overbrook Road 
Baltimore, Maryland 21212 

RE: Petition for Variance 

June 14, 2012 

Case No.: 2012-0221-A 
Property: 300 Hopkins Road 

Dear Mr. Buist: 

LAWRENCE M . STAHL 
Managing Administrative Law Judge 

JOHN E. BEVERUNGEN 
TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO 

Administrative Law Judges 

Enclosed please find a copy of the decision rendered in the above-captioned matter. 

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 Office of Administrative Hearings at 
410-887-3868. 

JEB:dlw 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

J~BEVER N 
Administrative Law Judge 
for Baltimore County 

c: J. Carroll Holzer; Esquire, 508 Fairmount Avenue, Towson, MD 21286 

Office of Administrative Hearings 
105 West Chesapeake Avenue, Suite I 03 / Towson, Maryland 21204 / Phone 410-887-3868 / Fax 410-887-3468 

www.baltimorecountymd.gov 



IN THE MATTER OF: 
300 HOPKINS ROAD 

NIE Corner Hopkins Road at Dorking 

9th Election District 
Yd Councilmanic District 

Legal Owner: Christiane Rothbaum 

BEFORE THE 
BALTIMORE COUNTY 
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE 

BALTIMORE COUNTY 

CASE NUMBER: 2012-0221-A 

JUN 11 2012 

OFFICE OF ADM/NISTRA TIVE HEARINGS 

PETITIONER'S RESPONSE TO 
PROTESTANT'S PRE-HEARING MEMO 

Christiane Rothbaum, Petitioner, by and through her attorney, Art Buist, Esq., 

and the Law Office of Art Buist, LLC, hereby files this Response to Protestant's Pre­

Hearing Memo, and states: 

1. A hearing on the above caption matter was held before the Honorable John E. 

Beverungen, on Friday, June 8, 2012. 

2. At said hearing Protestant's presented the above referenced Pre-Hearing Memo, 

("memo") and Judge Beverungen granted Petitioner a reasonable time to file a response. 

Said response follows. 



RESPONSE 

As to pages one through three of the memo, these issues were dealt with well at the 

hearing and need not be rehashed here, except for two notations: 

A. Petitioner objects to certam characterizations of her and her actions 

contained in the memo. Several of these are counter to the evidence presented 

and/ or they are scurrilous. Some are flat-out wrong, such as the assertion of a 

violation of the code, for her front porch, in Paragraph 5. The similar allegation 

regarding authority from Baltimore County in Paragraph 4 is wrong, and the 

refere,nce to a need for approval from the Architectural Committee of Rodgers 

Forge for her 2000 front porch project is, at best, irrelevant to the variance case 

before this court. 

B. In paragraph 2, Protestants refer to the opinion of Judge Timothy Krotroco, 

dated January 19, 2012, regarding a citation. Specifically, Protestants include a 

reference to a finding of fact by Judge Krotroco that the landing is 8 inches to 16 

inches above grade level (paragraph 2). 1 At the hearing before Your Honor on 

June gt\ photographic evidence, including measurement scale, (Petitioner's Exhibit 

5), proved that the actual elevation ranges from five (5) inches to fourteen (14) 

inches. Also Petitioner's Exhibit 2 clearly shows that if the western end of the 

lower (alley side) step were to be extended, to match the western end of the 

landing, it would disappear into the ground, and indeed become underground. 

Protestant's memo state the finding as "eight feet (8') to sixteen feet (16') above 
grade" undoubtedly this is a typographical error. 
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This illustrates a good reason why Your Honor should not be bound by findings 

of fact made during the prior citation hearing. In addition the Kotroco citation 

opinion states clearly "that the $1,000.00 fine may be held in abeyance pending a 

separate Variance petition being filed by Mrs. Rothbaum to legitimize the lower 

deck area and its rear yard setback." It is clear that Judge Kotroco considered a 

variance petition to be a separate proceeding. Were his citation decision held to 

be res judicata for the variance hearing, there would be no need, or ability, for Mrs. 

Rothbaum to have a variance hearing. Probably of most significance is that Judge 

Kotroco did not, and had not cause to, apply the standards of Cromwell, infra. 

That is clearly the province of the judge hearing the variance case. 

The terms of Cromwell v. Ward, 102 Md. App. 691 (1995)2 were discussed at length 

at the June grh hearing, and need not be rehashed here. Petitioner does note, however, 

that the only evidence offered on the issue of "uniqueness" was through Petitioner's expert 

Joseph Milo. (Noting here for this memo, as to the aspects of "shape, topography" 

Cromwell., at 710.) Milo testified that Petitioner's property typography was unique in 

that her property is at a higher level and steeper grade than the adjacent properties. 

Protestants offered the personal belief of their sole witness (Carol Zielke) that the 

property was not unique; but Ms. Zielke did not provide any basis for her belief. 

Other than the discussion of Cromwell, Protestant's memo offers two legal 

authorities. In one, Anderson's American Law of Zoning, is quoted by them as follows: 

2 Petitioner's memo also includes Umerley v. People's Counsel, 108 Md. App. 497 
(1996), and Riffin v. People's Counsel, 137 Md. App. 90 (2001), along with Cromwell, in a string 
citation without differentiation. 
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The underlying purposes of administrative relief have been discussed in an 
earlier chapter, but specifically, with respect to variances, it is said that a 
variance is 'designed as an escape hatch from the literal terms of the 
ordinance which, if strictly applied, would deny a property owner all 
bendicial use of his land and thus amount to confiscation.' 

3 KENNETHH. YOUNG & ROBERT MILFORD ANDERSON, ANDERSON'SAMERICANLAW 
OF ZONING §20.02 (4th ed. 1996) (citations omitted). 

To which Petitioner responds, absolutely correct! It is difficult to imagine a legal 

authority providing a more succinct and clear statement applicable to the variance case 

before this court. The purpose of having an administrative review is to provide logical 

relief when, as in this case, a strict application of the literal terms of the ordinance would 

deny the owner beneficial use of her land. 

The other authority cited by Protestants is McLean v. Solely, 270 Md. 208 (1973). 

Interestingly, Protestants fail to mention that in McLean, the variance was granted. In 

that case, the problem was if a developer of a Baltimore County residential/ office 

complex (Solely) complied with the existing zoning, many trees would have to be 

destroyed. If a variance to the existing zoning was allowed, the trees could be saved. 

The court in McLean weighed and balanced the factors before it, including 

opposition from an adjoining resident claiming the proposed variance "would interfere 

with his light, air and privacy" id., at 210. Stated briefly, the court held: "That the 

construction of the buildings in strict compliance with the sideyard requirements would 

result in the destruction of the trees ... and that there was only meager evidence to support 

the contention that a detriment would befall the neighboring property owner." Id., 215. 
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CONCLUSION 

The Petitioner has met her burden. The authorities cited in Protestant's memo 

actually bolster Petitioner's case that she should be granted a variance. 

WHEREFORE, the Petitioner renews her prayer to Honorable Court to grant a 

variance to the 37.5 foot open projection restriction, to a rear yard setback of 24.33. 

Respectfully submitted by~ 

Art Buist, Es . 
The Law Office of Art Buist, LLC 
6600 York Road, Suite 116 
Baltimore, MD 21212 

Phone: (410) 366-5200 
Attorney for the Petitioner 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 11th day of June 2012, I mailed the above 
Petitioner's Response to Protestant's Pre-hearing Memo, by first class mail, properly 
addressed, with proper postage to: J. Carroll Holzer, Esq. Holzer & Lee, 508 Fairmount 
Avenue; Towson, MD 21286, Attorney for Protestants. 

~ 
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The Law Office of Art Buist, LLC 
- ---- - --------
ADMITTED rn PRACTICE IN M ARYLAND, ILLINOIS, THE FEDERAL DISTRICT COURT OF MARYL.AND, AND THE U .S . SUPREME COURT 6600 York Road , Suite 116 

Baltimore, MD 21212 
410-366-5200 

fax: 410-366-0050 
ArtB2002@aol. com 

June 11, 2012 

Via Hand-delivery 

The Honorable John E. Beverungen 
Office of Administrative Hearings 
The Jefferson Building 
105 W. Chesapeake Avenue 
Suite 103 
Towson, MD 21204 

Dear Judge Beverungen: 

Re: 

RECEIVED 

JUN 11 2012 

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 

In the Matter of 300 Hopkins Road 
Zoning, Variance, Christiane Rothbaum 
Case Number: 2012-0221-A 

On Friday you permitted me time to file a response to Protestant's Pre-hearing 
Memo, which was submitted by Mr. Holzer. In keeping with your desire to keep the 
process moving, I am hand-delivering my response to your office today. Thank you for 
your time. 

cc: Carroll Holzer, Esq. 
Christiane Rothbaum 

enclosure 

ice of Art Buist, LLC 
Art Buist, Esq. 
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IN THE MATTER OF: * BEFORE THE 
300 HOPKINS ROAD 

* BALTIMORE COUNTY 
NIE Comer Hopkins Road 

at Dorking * ADMINISTRATNE LAW JUDGE 

* BALTIMORE COUNTY 
9th Election District 
5th Councilmanic District * 

Legal Owner: * Case No.: 2012-0221-A 
Christine Rothbaum 

* 

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

PROTESTANTS PRE-HEARING MEMO 

Protestants, Carol Bonnie Zielke, Bonnie Zielke, Jennifer Helfrich, Jean Duvall 

and the Rodgers Forge Community Association, by J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire, 

Holzer & Lee, submit this Pre-Hearing Memo and say: 

1. The Legal Owner of 300 Hopkins Road, Baltimore, Maryland 

21212has submitted a variance request to permit an existing (done without a permit and 

is an existing violation as determined in Civil Citation No.: 101475, by Administrative 

Law Judge Timothy Kotroco on January 19, 2012), porch and landing with a rear yard 

setback of24.33' in lieu of the required 37.5'. 

2. A Code Citation was issued to Applicant. (She had previous 

experience with Administrative Law Judge Lawrence Stahl in Case No.: 2011-0302-A, 

who denied an enclosed room on the same deck area in June 17, 2011). The lower deck 



was found to be eight feet (8') to sixteen feet (16') above grade as determined by 

Administrative Law Judge Timothy Kotroco and a fine of One Thousand Dollars 

($1,000.00) imposed. 

3. The Protestants have appeared at both Administrative Law Judge 

hearings and opposed the variances. 

4. The Applicant has in the past, constructed extensions without asking 

for approval of the Architectural Committee of Rodgers Forge and failed to ask for 

appropriate authority from Baltimore County. 

5. In past years, an addition to the front of the home was constructed in 

violation of the Code. 

6. In light of the Applicants proclivity to construct before obtaining 

permission, the Protestants are concerned that if the variance is granted, such approval 

will be abused and additional construction will occur. 

7. The Protestants also object on the basis that this variance extension 

will set a precedent for others to request and obtain similar treatment which will affect 

the rest of the Rodgers Forge Community to its detriment. 

8. Although Counsel recognized the broad experience of the 

Administrative Law Judge, it is appropriate to set out below, the criteria for granting 

vanances: 

2 



part: 

In the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations, B.C.Z.R. §307.1 states, in pertinent 

"The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore 
County, and the County Board of Appeals, upon 
appeal, shall have and they are hereby given the power 
to grant variances from height and area regulations, 
and from sign regulations only in cases where special 
circumstances exist that are peculiar to the land or 
structure which is the subject of the variance request 
and where strict compliance with the Zoning 
Regulations for Baltimore County would result in 
practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship .... 
Furthermore, any such variance shall be granted only if 
in strict harmony with the spirit and intent of said 
height, area, off-street parking or sign regulations, 
an only in such manner as to grant relief without 
iniurv to the public health, safetv. and welfare. They 
shall have no power to grant any other variances." 
Emphasis supplied. 

This standard requires proof of the following: 

1. That the land or structure is "unique," a zoning term of art; 

2. That the uniqueness "results" in "practical difficulty" pertinent to 

zoning compliance; 

3. That there is true "practical difficulty," another zoning term of art, 

and 

4. That any such "practical difficulty" is not self-created, subject to 

recent Court of Appeals decisions. 
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5. That there will be no injury to the public safety, health and welfare. 

Historically, a variance functions to allow a property owner a reasonable permitted use of 

property. 3 Young, Anderson's American Law o{Zoning ih. §20.02, at 411 (1996): 

"The underlying purposes of administrative 
relief have been discussed in an earlier chapter, but 
specifically, with respect to variances, it is said that a 
variance is 'designed as an escape hatch from the 
literal terms of the ordinance which, if strictly applied, 
would deny a property owner all beneficial use of his 
land and thus amount to confiscation." 

The three-pronged test under Maryland Case Law 

The first inquiry here is whether the property is peculiar or "unique." If 

evidence of uniqueness is insufficient or unpersuasive, the inquiry ends there. 

Cromwell v. Ward, 102 Md. App. 691 (1995); Umerley v. People's Counsel, 

108 Md. App. 497 (1996); Riffin v. People's Counsel, 137 Md. App. 90, 

cert. denied, 363 Md. 660 (2001 ). If this threshold is passed, the next question is 

whether the unique condition results in "practical difficulty." McLean v. Solely, 

270 Md. 208, 213-15 (1973). This also brings into play the further issue of impact 

on public safety and welfare. 

The work "unique" is defined carefully. Otherwise, anyone could make 

some sort of claim. In Cromwell, 102 Md. App. at 710 (1995), the Court stated: 

"In the zoning context the 'unique' aspect of a 
variance requirement does not refer to the extent of 
improvements upon the property, or upon neighboring 
property. 
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'Uniqueness' of a property for zoning purposes 
require that the subject property have an inherent 
characteristic not shared by other properties in the 
area, i.e., its shape, topography, subsurface condition, 
environmental factors, historical significance, access 
or non-access to navigable waters, practical restrictions 
imposed by abutting properties (such as obstructions) 
or other similar restrictions. In respect to structures, it 
would relate to such characteristics as unusual 
architectural aspects and bearing or party walls." 

In McLean, 270 Md. 208, 214-15 (1973), the Court established three 

interrelated criteria to determine "practical difficulty:" 

"In the zoning context the 'unique' aspect of a 
variance requirement does not refer to the extent of 
improvements upon the property, or upon neighboring 
property. 

'Uniqueness' of a property for zoning 
purposes require that the subject property have an 
inherent characteristic not shared by other properties in 
the area, i.e., its shape, topography, subsurface 
condition, environmental factors, historical 
significance, access or non-access to navigable waters, 
practical restrictions imposed by abutting properties 
(such as obstructions) or other similar restrictions. In 
respect to structures, it would relate to such 
characteristics as unusual architectural aspects and 
bearing or party walls." 

In McLean, 270 Md. 208, 214-15 (1973), the Court established three 

interrelated criteria to determine "practical difficulty:" 

"(l) Whether compliance with the 
strict letter of the restrictions governing area, setbacks, 
frontage, height, bulk or density would unreasonably 
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prevent the owner from using the property for a 
permitted purpose or would render conformity with 
such restrictions unnecessarily burdensome. 

(2) Whether a grant of the variance 
applied for would do substantial justice to the 
applicant as well as to other property owners in the 
district, or whether a lesser relaxation than that applied 
for would give substantial relief to the owner of the 
property involved and be more consistent with justice 
to other property owners. 

(3) Whether relief can be granted in 
such fashion that the spirit of the ordinance will be 
observed and public safety and welfare secured." 

McLean incorporates the "public safety and welfare" criterion as a distinct 

but related element of "practical difficulty." B.C.Z.R. §307.1 identifies public health, 

safety, and welfare separately. IT makes sense intellectually to view it as either different 

from the concern about unreasonable prevention of or burdening the use of property or as 

a kind of umbrella. It is, in a sense, either the third prong or the ultimate police power 

objective. 

Many zoning petitioners assume the word "variance" implies a minor adjustment 

(like Webster's "variable," "variant," or "variation"). But Judge Cathell explained with 

depth in Cromwell that zoning controls must not lightly be disregarded. Otherwise, the 

structure of zoning law would collapse like a house of cards. Zoning law may not be 

quite as immovable as the rock of Gibraltar, but it is a far cry from a sand dune. 
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CONCLUSION 

In this case, the Applicant cannot prove "uniqueness" and that special 

circumstances exist that are peculiar to the land. Also, she has failed to establish 

practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship, and finally, the Community of 

Rodgers Forge will sustain injury to the public health, safety and welfare. 

Respectfully submitted, 

zer& Lee 
508 Fairmount Avenue 
Towson, Maryland 21286 
410-825-6961 
Attorney for Protestants 
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PETITION FOR ZONING HEARING( 
To be filed with the Department of Permits, Approvals and Inspections 

To the Office of Administrative Law of Baltimore County for the property located at: 
Address :1 d ~ c, ,P t'AI S ,!) which is presently zoned ...P _,f- /.t:J • ..S-
Deed References: ·· ? 3 7 S- LP c 7' ~ . 10 Dig it Tax f-ccount # t> .2_ L _jf_ / .£ o ...L __.!!. <? 

Property Owner(s) Printed Nam (s) C.1/.1(, 5 Cµ.c H, h C/zdAC?M 

(SELECT THE HEARING(S) BY MARKING X AT THE APPROPRIATE SELECTION AND PRINT OR TYPE THE PETITION REQUEST) 

The undersigned legal owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is described in the description 
and plan attached hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for: 

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

2. __ a Special Exception under the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County to use the herein described property for 

3:X_ a Variance from Sectioil(s: 3o ~· I ·.A - tc P.~ .. ..:.t C!J1 e)(':sf ,~j . 're"' y,v-oj e,-I ,o·., ~15:.~ j'.1: >,? 7? ~c:.e. 
R.ofet:Vif a--d :~;.y·~·P.-" ..N'~w, ¥r~.- ycwcf se.fbotck of 24, Y3 feet ti-i /,eu of · 
· the- v-eqlA;~eJ . :· . .. .. · :, 7. 5 ~1; · , , c.J . . ' ·. ~ · 

I ,. 
of the zoning regulations of Baltimore County, to the zoning law of Balli for ns: 
(Indicate below your hardship or practical difficulty Q! indicate belo "TO BE PRESENTED AT HEARING" f · 
you need additional space, you may add an attachment to this petition) 

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by the zoning regulations. 
I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above pelition(s), advertising; posting, etc. and further agree to and are to be bounded by the zoning regulations 
and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the zoning law for Baltimore County. · · . 
Legal Owner(s) Affirmation: I / we do so solemnly declare and affirm, under the penalties of perjury, that I/ We are the legal owner(s) of the property 
which is the subject of this I these Petition(s). · 

Contract Purchaser/Lessee: Legal Owne!s (Petitioners) : 

Name- Type or Print 

Signature 

Mailing Address City State Mailing Address' City I State 

.:v.:u,2.-1£.0t f!t:J ~.n 1 • 2 o 7 z , ______ _ 
Zip Code Telephone# Email Address Zip Code Telephone# Email Address 

Signature 

RepresentaUve to be conta;d: f (J.-3 \J- ·f~ ~ 
~a,,...· m-e---T=-y_p_e-or-=P=--r,-,int;...t L..../.~...L....-'-.!.:::......:.__ - ? l f c\/ 

V8~"\ 
._A · 3\ ~-;-~~ )17 

Attorney for Petitioner: 

. . . 0 fOR F\\..\~G 
Name- Type or Print R f\E,CE.\'16 

Mailing Address 

I 6'/ 
State Mailing Address City 

-----
Zip Code Telephone# Email Address Zip Code Telephone# Email Address 

CASE NUMBER __ 2_(5-'(_2 __ ' _0_'2_2_/.-:-4iling Date _
3

_t_f_lt/_{_2.._ 
/-;J . 

. ~r ~# ~7 
Do Not Schedule Dates:~1'1)'/-73,3 ... p:- Reviewer /,,!)!:} 

REV. 10/4/11 



PETITION FOR ZONING HEARING( .... 
To be fil ed with the Department of Permits , Approvals and Inspections 

To the Office of Administrative Law of Baltimore County for the property located at: 
Address J a i, .c>? !'Al 5 which is presently zon ed Y .{'- ,ILJ .S 
Deed References: ·· ? 3 7..S- LJo ii~ , 10 Digit Tax .Account# 0 _f_ L-.1t L~ o _L__.!!.~ 
Property Owner(s) Pri nted Nam (s) C.l/1'(, 5 C,1dc H , M C~c?M 

(SELECT THE HEARING(S) BY MARKING f AT THE APPROPRIATE SELECTION AND PRI NT OR TYPE TH E PETITION REQUEST) 

The undersigned legal owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is described in the description 
and plan attached hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for: 

1. __ . a Special Hearing under Section 500.7 of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County, to determine whether 
or not the Zoning Commissioner shou.ld approve 

2. __ a Special Exception under the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County to use the herein described property for 

3:X_ a Variance from ,section(s! 30 1. I •.A - fa f ~11""·.t cu-1 ~x';sf,~] . oi.,,e."' fpv"o'J· ec:L,;t1 (e':.~ ~J.= >t4' u .cc:.e 
. .• ;.. ,,../. . L . -~ :p J /V' C!!F: ;.;A ,A . I I I I v ~ f . I -'R,r:."fe.~· c;,-d ·: -~ .. · : "" · ·.·~,~-~e.cw _ ycw,1 se. IOaic.l<- <?! 24, Y3 fee ti.-. li eu cl 
· the.. v-e1a,1~.;eJ . , :· ... ... ' ':J 7. 5 :1; · · _.., : '. ·.~ ·.· · . 

of the zoning regulations of Baltimore County, to the zOning ·law of Balli . for ns: 
(Indicate below your hardship or practical difflcutty .Q!indicate belo . "TO BE PRESENTED AT HEARING" f · 
you need additional space, you may add an attachment to this petition) · 

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by the zoning regulations. . · · · · · · · 
I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above petition(s), advertislng: posting, etc. and further agree to a.nd _are to be bounded by the zoning regulations 
and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the zoning law for Baltimore County. . · · . 
Legal Owner(s) Affirmation: I / we do so solemnly declare and affirm, under the penalties of perjury, that I/ We are the legal owner(s) of the property 
which is the subject of this I these Petition(s). · · 

Contract Purchaser/Lessee: Legal Owne.!s (Petitioners): 

Name- Type or Print 

Signature 

Mailing Address City State State 

=--=--,--·-',---------'---------Zip Code Telephone# Email Address 

Attorney for Petitioner: Representative to be contacted: 

c'>/9<'1A 
Name - Type or Print 

Mailing Addre~'J State Mailing Address City State 

=---=-----''-------~ ----- ----Zip Code Telephone# Email Address Zip Code Telephone# Email Address 

2 rs. (2 0/12 11 . . 3 (l/ /?... 
CASE NUMBER. ___ v_.c., __ -__ .£. __ /.....:-/i=iling Date_!_/ __ _ 

.. / -;) . 
· ~r ~~ k7 

Do Not Schedule Dates: /11d y/-a,-:r.~ ;e- Reviewer T)~J 
I . / / 

REV. 10/4/11 



PETITION FOR ZONING HEARING( 
To be fi led with the Department of Permits, Approvals and Inspections 

To the Office of Administrative Law of Baltimore County for the property located at: 
Address .J CJ ts ,e, ,P t'AI 5 7) which is presently zoned ..Y ,,f- /LJ • ..S-
Deed References: ·· ? 3 7 .S- L'e> pt~ , 10 Digit Tax j\ccount # t> _f_ L ± L .£ o _L_ ~ ~ 
Property Owner(s) Printed Nam (s) C.,t/1'(, 5 C,1dc ef, If.a Z:/zd.AC?M 

(SELECT THE HEARING(S) BY MARKING .6 AT THE APPROPRIATE SELECTION AND PRINT OR TYPE THE PETITION REQUEST) 

The undersigned legal owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is described in the description 
and plan attached hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for: 

1. __ . a Special Hearing under Section 500.7 of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County, to determine whether 
or not the Zoning Commissioner shou ld approve · 

2. __ a Special Exception under the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County to use the herein described property for 

3:X_ a Variance from ;Section(s! 3o ~- I ·.A - ti> l'~ ... ..;J Cll1 ex-:sf,~1 -t>i,,.e."' 
· • ..:.. d d · _L '.Al''!);/¢:? /V'- f!!P:. .1-:A.. ,A, . I I I I R,c."fec..:r,r .a,_ .. : · .r7 .· . · : -~ · ,.-· -w..- .:i re.Iii.,. yc.w,1 se: IOoic k. 

· · the. v-e.11,1;.;eJ . :· . .. .. :· '?) 7. 5 ~1'; · · . c..> _: .' · .~ · 

r"oject 1,;., ~~~ ~ 1: "? 7?<~e. 
,} 2 4, 73 fee.f t'vi /,eu of- · 

.... 
of the zoning regulations of Baltimore County, to the zoning ·law of Balti for _ ons: 
(Indicate below your hardship or practical difficulty .QI indicate belo . "TO BE PRESENTED AT HEARING" f · 
you need additional space, you may add an attachment to this petition) · 

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by the zoning regulations. . · · · · · 
I, ?r we, agree to pa"y expenses of above petition(s), advertising: posting, etc. and further agree to a_nd _are to be bounded by the zoning regulations 
and restrictions. of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the zoning law for Baltimore County. · · . 
Legal Owner(s) Affirmation: I I we do so solemnly declare and affirm, under the penalties of perjury, that I/ We are the legal owner(s) of the property 
which is the subject of this I these Petition(s). · 

Contract Purchaser/Lessee: 

Name- Type or Print 

Signature 

Mailing Address City State 

. Zip Code Telephone# Email Address 

Signature 

Mailing Address BY State 

=--=------''-------~-----,------Zip Code Telephone# Email Address 

Legal Ownt:!s (Petitioners) : 

,,C..4'/y.s r;;_,4£. /(&1 r;,/-i2AvH 
Namtlyp~ or P~ k-=-::_ :iJhl!!!P!•tiiiia~_ il!J~, ai:iir-.eiftiztt--

t<ignature #1 . ~S::-:i-gn-a-tu-re_#_2_-------
. / 

.S~LJ di,.e&..vo « J!/&?Z©, 
State 

..2.1.;u ,2. - /J>/ if 
Zip Code 

flt:J ~)7 7 - 'Jo 77 I 
Telephone# ---:-E-m-ai-1 A-d-d-re-ss ___ _ 

Representative to be contacted: 

Mailing Address City State 

Zip Code Telephone# Email Address 

CASE NUMBER __ 2_(5_(_2 __ -_0_°2_2_1_-4iling Date _
3

_,_f_tfl_/_2.._ 
. / ---;) . 

. 5r ~/'f' !(_/ 
Do Not Schedule Dates: /11/f Y /-r5,,,_ ... ;c- Reviewer f(.t).__, ' . ---:;;r/ 

REV. 10/4/11 



Zoning Description for 300 Hopkins Road, Baltimore, MD 21212 

Beginning at the corner formed by the intersection of the north side of Hopkins Road which is 

fifty feet wide and the east side of Darking Road which is thirty seven feet wide as recorded in 

the Baltir_nore County Deed Uber E.H.K. JR No. 6868, folio 523 

BEGINNING FOR THE SAME at the corner formed by the intersection of the northernmost side 

of Hopkins Road and the south easternmost side of Darking Road and running thence 

southeasterly by a line curving towards the south and binding on the north side of Hopkins 

Road thirty-four feet to a point in a line with the centre of the partition wall there situate 

thence north four degrees fifty- four minutes east to and through the centre of the said 

partition wall and continuing the same course in all one hundred and ten feet to the south side 

of an alley fifteen feet wide there situate thence northwesterly by a line curving towards the 

south parallel with Hopkins Road and binding on the south side of said alley with the use 

thereof in common with the others twenty and nineteen one-hundredths feet to the northeast 

side of Darking Road and thence south twelve degrees two minutes west binding thereon one 

hundred and eleven and thirteen one hundredths feet to the place of the beginning. The 

improvements thereon being known as 300 Hopkins Rd. 

Located in the Fifth Councilmantic District, Ninth Election District and Zoned DR 10.5 

The lot is 3774 Square Feet (.0866 Acres) 

'1?'?/ 
Jf~a, f 221 



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND 
13·::.: OFFICE OF BUDGET AND FINANCE No. 

MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT )/,,7,2-Date: 

I.__ Rev Sub 
Source/ Rev/ 

' 
Fund Dept Unit Sub Unit Obj Sub Obj Dept Obj BS Acct Amount · 

001 (~ t.>t: {) 11/'i ,5 ?'... / I )
1 ,, 7,- (5C, > .., ..--_ 

' 

Total : <;.. 7-i ~c,· 

·· Rec ' 
From: \ 

. I • rl 20/ ~ - ·">" 7 l --A-'"" For: 7 (}J,,f t,·1...; !ti ''.'51 v· I~ ,:1 - ('ti)(' 

f 1 ., 

t 

i 

' 
DISTRIBUTION 

. 
WHITE - CASHIER PINK - AGENCY YELLOW·- CUSTOMER GOLD - ACCOUNTING i 

PLEASE PRESS HARD!!!! -· 

f1::i.lrd 
'(,i) fl, 

/ t.:,,;,.,fP l.,>'•.-:1.,, 11-·ryhn: 

CASHIER'S 
VALIDATION 



NOTICE OF mr.G 
HEMING 

The Adn. llsll ...... 
Jllllp al a.lllrnCn county, 
t,y authority of the zoning 
Act and Regulations of Bal­
timore COunty will hold a 
public hearing in Towson, 
Maryland on the property 
identified herein as follows: 

CIM: # 2012-0221-A 
300 HOpkins Road 
N/e corner of Hopkins Road 
and Dorking Road 
9th Election District 
5th Councilmanic District 
Legal ownerts): 
Christine Rothbaum 

variance: to permit an ex­
isting open projection (ex­
isting porch and landing) 
with a rear yard setback of 
24.33 feet in lieu of the re­
quired 37 .5 feet. 
Hearing: Wednesday, 
April 25, 2012 111: 10:00 
a.m. In Room 205, Jeffer­
son Building. 105 west 
Chesllpeake Avenue, 
Towson 21204. 

ARNOLD JABLON, DIRECTOR 
OF PERMITS, APPROVALS 
ANO INSPECTIONS FOR 
BALTIMORE COUNTY 

NOTES: (1) Hearings are 
Handicapped Accessible; 
for special accommoda­
tions Please Contact the 
Administrative Hearings Of­
fice at (410) 887-3868. 

(2) For information con­
cerning the File and/or 
Hearing, contact the zoning 
Review Office at (410) 887-
3391 . 
JT/4/653 Apr. 10 - 301452 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBUCATION 

___ ____._Cf--++-b ~'---![_,. 20.Q_ 

IBIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was published 

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

once in each of ~ive weeks, the first publication appearing 

on lfho / . 2oik___ 

fll The Jeffersonian 

O Arbutus Tunes 

O Catonsville Times 

O Towson Times 

O Owings Mills Times 

O NE Booster /Reporter 

O North County News 

, 

L:=GAL ACVERTIS!NG 



r-.. -
lM~Law 

Jl""8 ol lllltlmont COUnty, 
by authority ol the ZOlling 
Act and Regulations ol Bal­
timore county will hold a 
public hearing in Towson, 
Maryland on the property 
identified herein as follows: 

cue: I 2012--0221-A 
300 HOpkins Road 
N/side of Hopkins Road and 
Dorklng Road 
9th Election District 
5th COUncilmanic District 
Legal OWller(s): Christine 
Rothbaum 
Vartance: to permit an ex­
isting open projection (ex­
isting porch and landing) 
with a rear yard setback of 
24.33 feet in lieu of the re­
quired 37. 5 feet. 
Hearing: Friday, June a. 
2012 et 10:00 a.m. In 
Room 205, Jefferson 
Building, 105 west Cheu­
puke Avenue, Towson 
21204. 

ARNOLD JABLON, DIRECTOR 
OF PERMITS, APPROVALS 
AND INSPECTIONS FOR 
BALTIMORE COUNTY 

NOTES: (1) Hearings are 
Handicapped Accessible; 
for special accommoda­
tions Please Contact the 
Administrative Hearings Of­
fice at (410) 887-3868. 

(2) For information con­
cerning the File and/or 
Hearing, Contact the Zoning 
Review Office at (410) 887-
3391 . 
05/260 May 17 303432 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBUCATION 

___ 5"'--'/....._1]_,___ __ , 2011. 

IBIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was published 

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

once in each of sueeessire wee¥, the first publication appearing 

on S / 11 , 20--12_. 

~effersonian 

O Arbutus limes 

O Catonsville limes 

O Towson Tunes 

O Owings Mills limes 

O NE Booster /Reporter 

O North County News 

LEGAL ADVERTISING 



.... ' 

Certificate of Posting 
Department of Permits, Approval, and Inspections 
Baltimore County 
111 W. Chesapeake Avenue 
Room 111 
Towson, MD 21204 

Date: May 19, 2012 

Attention: Zoning Office, Ms. Kristen Lewis 

Re: Case Number: 2012-0221-A 

Petitioner /Developer: Christine Rothbaum 

Date of Hearing/Closing: June 8, 2012 

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: 300 Hopkins Road 

The sign(s) were posted on: May 19, 2012 

liam 0. Gulick, Jr. 
2944 Edgewood Ave 
Baltimore, MD 21234 
(410) 530-6293 



ZONING NOTICE 
CASE # 2012- 022 /-A 

A PUBLIC HEARING WILL BE HELD BY 
THE ZONING COMMISSIONER 

IN TOWSON, MD 
..JEFFEK:::Of'I bUILO/NG R00/\11 205 

PLACE 
I 05 WE:5f CHESAFE:Al<E AVENUE 
: TOWSON' MD 2 1204-

• 
POSlPONEMUTS DUE TO WUTMEI 01 OTHER CONDITIONS Al[ SDMEnMES NCCESSUr 

TO CONFIRM HUIINC CALL Ul-3391 (410) 

00 •:,1 REIIOYl THIS SICI AND NIST YNTIL DAY Of ME.UIIG, UNDEI PrUlTY OF LAW 

HANDICAPPED ACCESSIILE 



Certificate of Posting 
Department of Permits, Approval, and Inspections 
Baltimore County 
111 W. Chesapeake Avenue 
Room 111 
Towson, MD 21204 

Date: April 10, 2012 

Attention: Zoning Office, Ms. Kristen Lewis 

Re: Case Number: 2012-0221-A 

Petitioner /Developer: Christine Rothbaum 

Date of Hearing/Closing: April 25, 2012 

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: 300 Hopkins Road 

The sign(s) were posted on: April 10, 2012 

illiam D. Gulick, Jr. 
2944 Edgewood Avenue 
Baltimore, MD 21234 
{410) 530-6293 



... 

ZONING NOTICE 
CASE# 2012 - O 2 21-A 

S N 20s 
JOS W.CHESAPl:AJ<E= ""'VE:N E 
PLACE: TOWSON,MD 21204: 

V'IEDNeSDAY 
DATE AND TIME: APR IL 2-S, 2012 AT 10:00 AM 

REQUEST: VAR I AN CE TO PERM 1T 

AN EX15TrNGCft.N ~EC.TION(e,<1GnNG 

f-ORC\-1 A ~ D lAl'ID INGJ WITH .A REAR YAT<D 

Sc f 'c,ACK Of 2.A·-?3 FEET IN LicU Of TI/E 

P--l::QU1f<..EO ~7 . S- FEET . 

POS'!PUEMUTS HE TO WUTIIEI N lffll C-TIHS HE SIMETI•ES IECESSAff. 
TO CONflH IEUINC Clll lll·JJU (4,0) 

DO IIOT MIIOft TIIIS S1C11 U1D POST UlfT&. Dllf Of NI.UM, UIIDI• NUI.Tt' M lAIJ 

IWIDICAPPED ACCESSIILI 



DEPARTMENT OF PERMITS, APPROVALS AND INSPECTIONS 
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 accomplished by posting .a sign on the property (responsibility of the petitioner) 
and placement of a notice in a newspaper of general circulation in the County, both at 
least fifteen (15) days before the hearing. 

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

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

For Newspaper Advertising: 

Item Number or Case Number: 2012-022-1-A-
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

PLEASE FORWARD ADVERTISING BILL TO: 

Name: 

Address: 

Telephone Number: ,f/f? - 3 7 7 - 9o 2 Z 

Revised 2/17 /11 OT 



TO: PATUXENT PUBLISHING COMPANY 
Tuesday, April 10, 2012 Issue - Jeffersonian 

Please forward billing to: 
Christine Rothbaum 
300 Hopkins Road 
Baltimore, MD 21212 

NOTICE OF ZONING HEARING 

410-377-9077 

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

CASE NUMBER: 2012-0221-A 
300 Hopkins Road 
Nie corner of Hopkins Road and Darking Road 
gth Election District - 5th Councilmanic District 
Legal Owners: Christine Rothbaum 

Variance to permit an existing open projection (existing porch and landing) with a rear yard 
setback of 24.33 feet in lieu of the required 37.5 feet. 

Hearing: Wednesday, April 25, 2012 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 205, Jefferson Building, 
105 West Chesapeake Avenue, Towson 21204 

Arnold Jablon 
Director of Permits, Approvals and Inspections for Baltimore County 

NOTES: (1) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECIAL 
ACCOMODATIONS, PLEASE CONTACT THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 
OFFICE AT 410-887-3868. 

(2) FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING THE FILE AND/OR HEARING, CONTACT 
THE ZONING REVIEW OFFICE AT 410-887-3391 . 



KEV IN KAMENETZ 
County Executive 

March 30, 2012 

NOTICE OF ZONING HEARING 

ARNOLD JABLON 
Deputy Administrative Officer 

Direc/o,;Department of Permi ts, 
Approvals & Insp ections 

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

CASE NUMBER: 2012-0221-A 
300 Hopkins Road 
N/e corner of Hopkins Road and Darking Road 
gth Election District - 5th Councilmanic District 
Legal Owners: Christine Rothbaum 

Variance to permit an existing open projection (existing porch and landing) with a rear yard 
setback of 24.33 feet in lieu of the required 37.5 feet. 

Hearing: Wednesday, April 25, 2012 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 205, Jefferson Building, 
105 West Chesapeake Avenue, Towson 21204 

AJ:kl 

C: Christine Rothbaum, 300 Hopkins Road, Baltimore 21212 

NOTES: (1) THE PETITIONER MUST HAVE THE ZONING NOTICE SIGN POSTED BY AN 
APPROVED POSTER ON THE PROPERTY BY TUESDAY, APRIL 10, 2012. 

(2) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECIAL 
ACCOMMODATIONS PLEASE CALL THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS OFFICE 
AT 410-887-3868. 

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

Zoning Review I County Office Building 
111 West Chesapeake Avenue, Room 111 I Towson, Maryland 212041 Phone 410-887-339 1 I Fax 4 10-887-3048 

www.baltimorecountymd.gov 



TO: PATUXENT PUBLISHING COMPANY 
Thursday, May 17, 2012 Issue - Jeffersonian 

Please forward billing to: 
Christine Rothbaum 
300 Hopkins Road 
Baltimore, MD 21212 

NOTICE OF ZONING HEARING 

410-377-9077 . 

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

CASE NUMBER: 2012-0221-A 
300 Hopkins Road 
Nie corner of Hopkins Road and Darking Road 
gth Election District - 5th Councilmanic District 
Legal Owners: Christine Rothbaum · 

Variance to permit an existing open projection (existing porch and landing) with a rear yard 
setback of 24.33 feet in lieu of the required 37.5 feet. 

Hearing: Friday, June 8, 2012 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 205, Jefferson Building, 
105 West Chesapeake Avenue, Towson 21204 

Arnold Jablon 
Director of Permits, Approvals and Inspections for Baltimore County 

NOTES: (1) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECIAL 
ACCOMODATIONS, PLEASE CONTACT THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 
OFFICE AT 410-887-3868. 

(2) FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING THE FILE AND/OR HEARING, CONTACT 
THE ZONING REVIEW OFFICE AT 410-887-3391 . 



KEVIN KAMENETZ 
County Executive 

May 11, 2012 

NEW NOTICE OF ZONING HEARING 

ARNOLD JABLON 
Deputy Administrative Officer 

Directo,;Department of Permits, 
Approvals & Inspections 

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

CASE NUMBER: 2012-0221-A 
300 Hopkins Road 
N/e corner of Hopkins Road and Dorking Road 
gth Election District - 5th Councilmanic District 
Legal Owners: Christine Rothbaum 

Variance to permit an existing open projection (existing porch and landing) with a rear yard 
setback of 24.33 feet in lieu of the required 37.5 feet. 

Hearing: Friday, June 8, 2012 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 205, Jefferson Building, 
105 West Chesapeake Avenue, Towson 21204 

,,~,,.,--.1 
/ .• . ,, .• rt-· ' · . .;) ~ --// , .•r ... -,,~- ,;.,: ' • . '·, "' .: . 

Ilic-~ >-· -,~"'"' 
,,' 

f.' . 
'<t.~.:"'','ct: 

Arnold Jablon 
Director 

AJ:kl 

C: Christine Rothbaum, 300 Hopkins Road, Baltimore 21212 

NOTES: (1) THE PETITIONER MUST HAVE THE ZONING NOTICE SIGN POSTED BY AN 
APPROVED POSTER ON THE PROPERTY BY SATURDAY, MAY 19, 2012. 

(2) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECIAL 
ACCOMMODATIONS PLEASE CALL THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS OFFICE 
AT 410-887-3868. 

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

Zoning Review I County Office Building 
111 West Chesapeake Avenue, Room 111 I Towson, Maryland 21204 \ Phone 410-887-3391 \ Fax 410-887-3048 

www.baltimorecountymd.gov 



KEV IN KAMENET Z 
Co unty Executive 

Christine Rothbaum 
300 Hopkins Road 
Baltimore, MD 21212 

April 17,2012 

ARNOLD JABLON 
Deputy Administrati ve Office r 

Directo,; Deparrment of Permits, 
Approvals & Insp ections 

RE: Case Number: 2012-00221A, Address: 300 Hopkins Road, 21212 

Dear Ms. Rothbaum: 

The above referenced petition was accepted for processing ONLY by the Bureau of Zoning 
Review, Department of Perin its, Approvals, and Inspection (PAI) on March 14, 2012. 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. 

WCR:jaf 

Enclosures 

c: People's Counsel 

W. Carl Richards, Jr. 
Supervisor, Zoning Review 

Zoning Review I County Office Building 
111 West Chesapeake Avenue, Room 111 I Towson, Maryland 2 1204 1 Phone 410-887-3391 I Fax 4 10-887-3048 

www.baltimorecountymd .gov 



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

.l 
I Beverley K. Swaim-Staley, Secreta,y 

Melinda B. Peters, Administrator 

Maryland Department of Transportation 

Ms. Kristen Lewis 
Baltimore County Office of 
Permits and Development Management 
County Office Building, Room 109 
Towson, Maryland 21204 

Dear Ms. Lewis: 

Date: 3-JQ-/ Z. 

RE: Baltimore County 
Item No io, Z- OZZ l-/l-. 
V(J.,v',~ . 
{!)zv"l5Y-t;u RBfh6~ 
300 11-e fl~W,,t-5 ;i?~~ · 

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 ofltem No. 2..PtZ-022.I-I&· 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Richard Zeller at 
410-545-5598 or 1-800-876-4742 extension 5598. Also, you may E-mail him at 
(rzeller@sha.state.md. us). 

s~~ 
j, Steven D. Foster, Chief · 

Access Management Di vision 

SDF/raz 

My telephone number/toll-free number is _ _______ _ 

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 1.800.735.2258 Statewide Toll Free 

Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 • Phone 410.545.0300 • www.roads.maryland.gov 



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND 

INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: 

FROM: 

Arnold Jablon, Director 
Department of Permits, Approvals 
And Inspections 

1M1', 
Dennis A. Kennedy, Supervisor 
Bureau of Development Plans 
Review 

SUBJECT: Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting 
For April 02, 2012 
Item Nos. 2012-214,215,216,217,218,219 
And 221 

DATE: March 21, 2012 

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

DAK:CEN 
cc: File 
G:\DevPlanRev\ZAC -No Comments\ZAC-04022012-NO COMMENTS.doc 



RE: PETITION FOR VARIAN CE 
300 Hopkins Road; NIE comer of 
Hopkins Road and Dorking Road 
9th Election & 5th Councilmanic Districts 
Legal Owner(s): Christine Rothbaum 

Petitioner(s) 

* * * * * * * 

* BEFORE THE OFFICE 

* OF ADMINSTRA TIVE 

* HEARINGS FOR 

* BALTIMORE COUNTY 

* 2012-221-A 

* * * * * * 

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE 

Pursuant to Baltimore County Charter § 524.1 , please enter the appearance of People's 
I 

Counsel for Baltimore County as an interested party in the above-captioned matter. Notice 

should be sent of any hearing dates or other proceedings in this matter and the passage of any 

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

and all documentation filed in the case. 

RECEIVED , 

MAR 2 1 2012 

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN 
People's Counsel for Baltimore County 

C,..t ~ ;)lfwc,lf'. 
CAROLE S. DEMILIO 
Deputy People ' s Counsel 
Jefferson Building, Room 204 
105 West Chesapeake Avenue 
Towson, MD 21204 
(410) 887-2188 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 21st day of March, 2012, a copy of the foregoing 

Entry of Appearan~e was mailed to Christine Rothbaum, 300 Hopkins Road, Baltimore, 

Maryland 21212, Petitioner(s). 

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN 
People 's Counsel for Baltimore County 



IN THE MATTER OF: * BEFORE THE HEARING 
300 HoEkins Road 

* OFFICER/ADMIN. LAW JUDGE 
NE Comer HoEkins Rd. at Dorking 
9th Election District * OF BALTIMORE COUNTY 
5th Councilmanic District 

* 
Legal Owner: Christine Rothbaum Case No.: 2012-0221-A 

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

SUBPOENA 

Please process in accordance with the Zoning Act & Regulations for Baltimore County 
TO: Glenn Berry 

Building Inspector 
County Office Building 
Towson, MD 21204 

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO: ( ) Personally appear; ( ) Produce documents and or objects only; 

( X ) Personally appear and produce documents or objects; 

(Place where attendance is required) 
Jefferson Bldg., 105 W. Chesapeake Ave., Room 205 

Friday, June 8, 2012 at 10 a.m. for such witness' testimony and continuing thereafter as necessary 
without need for separate subpoena for such witness' testimony as determined by the Admin. Law 
Judge. The witness can be "on call" and available in their office until called to appear as a witness in any 
hearing assigned by the Admin. Law Judge. 

YOU ARE COMMANDED TO produce the following documents or objects: 
Any and all files, studies, letters, memos, comments, plats, maps, deeds, photos, etc. in the above 
captioned matter and in Civil Citation Case No. 101475 

J. Carroll Holzer, 508 Fairmount Ave., Towson, MD 21286 410-825-6961 
(Name of Party or Attorney, Address and Phone Nu er requesting subp na) 

Date 

C;\My Docs\Subpoenas 2012-Rodgers Forge 



IN THE MATTER OF: 
300 Hopkins Road 

NE Comer Hopkins Rd. at Dorking 
9th Election District 
5th Councilmanic District 

Legal Owner: Christine Rothbaum 

* * * * * * 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 
* 

SUBPOENA 

BEFORE THE HEARING 

OFFICER/ADMIN. LAW WOGE 

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY 

Case No.: 2012-0221-A 

* * * * * * 

Please process in accordance with the Zoning Act & Regulations for Baltimore County 
TO: Rodney Larrick 

Building Inspector 
County Office Building 
Towson, MD 21204 

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO: ( ) Personally appear; ( ) Produce documents and or objects only; 

( X ) Personally appear and produce documents or objects; 

(Place where attendance is required) 
Jefferson Bldg., 105 W. Chesapeake Ave., Room 205 

Friday, June 8, 2012 at 10 a.m. for such witness' testimony and continuing thereafter as necessary 
without need for separate subpoena for such witness' testimony as determined by the Admin. Law 
Judge. The witness can be "on call" and available in their office until called to appear as a witness in any 
hearing assigned by the Admin. Law Judge. 

YOU ARE COMMANDED TO produce the following documents or objects: 
Any and all files, studies, letters, memos, comments, plats, maps, deeds, photos, etc. in the above 
captioned matter and in Civil Citation Case No. 101475 

J. Carroll Holzer, 508 Fairmount Ave., Towson, MD 21286 410-825-6961 
(Name of Party or Attorney, Address and Phone Number requesting subp na) 

C;\My Docs\Subpoenas 2012-Rodgers Forge 



IN THE MATTER OF: 
300 Hopkins Road 

NE Comer Hopkins Rd. at Dorking 
9th Election District 
5th Councilmanic District 

Legal Owner: Christine Rothbaum 

* * * * * 

* BEFORE THE HEARING 

* OFFICER/ADMIN. LAW JUDGE 

* 

* 

* 

* 
* 

SUBPOENA 

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY 

Case No.: 2012-0221-A 

* * * * * * 

Please process in accordance with the Zoning Act & Regulations for Baltimore County 
TO: Carl Richards 

Zoning Supervisor 
County Office Building 
Towson, MD 21204 

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO: ( ) Personally appear; ( ) Produce documents and or objects only; 

( X ) Personally appear and produce documents or objects; 

(Place where attendance is required) 
Jefferson Bldg., 105 W. Chesapeake Ave., Room 205 

Friday, June 8, 2012 at 10 a.m. for such witness' testimony and continuing thereafter as necessary 
without need for separate subpoena for such witness' testimony as determined by the Admin. Law 
Judge. The witness can be "on call" and available in their office until called to appear as a witness in any 
bearing assigned by the Admin. Law Judge. 

YOU ARE COMMANDED TO produce the following documents or objects: 
Any and all files, studies, letters, memos, comments, plats, maps, deeds, photos, etc. in the above 
captioned matter and in Civil Citation Case No. 101475 

J. Carroll Holzer, 508 Fairmount Ave., Towson, MD 21286 410-825-6961 
(Name of Party or Attorney, Address and Phone Numb r requesting sub oe a 

Date ~&J J 

C;\My Docs\Subpoenas 20 I 2-Rodgers Forge 





DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

BALTIMORE COUNTY MARYLAND 
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

March 19, 2012 

W. Carl Richards, Jr. 
Zoning Review Supervisor 

Glenn Berry, Chief 
Division of Code Inspections & Enforcement 

Item No.: 
Legal Owner/Petitioner: 
Contract Purchaser: 
Property Address: 
Location Description: 

2012-0221-A 
Christine M. Rothbaum 
NIA 
300 Hopkins Road, 21212 
NIE corner of Hopkins Road and Darking Road 

VII OLA TION INFORMATION: Case No. 
Defendants : 

COOOlO 1475 
Christine Rothbaum 

Please be advised that the aforementioned petition is the subject of an active violation case. 
When the petition is scheduled for a public hearing, please notify the following person(s) regarding the 
hearing date : 

NAME ADDRESS 

Rogers Forge Community Inc. P.O. Box 571 
Riderwood, Maryland 21139 

In addition, please find attached a duplicate copy of the following pertinent documents relative to 
the violation case, for review by the Zoning Commissioner' s Office: 

[2J 
[2J 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
[2J 
[2J 
[2J 
D 
[2J 
D 
[2J 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 

Complaint letter/memo/email/fax (if applicable) 
Complaint Intake Form/Code Enforcement Officer ' s report and notes 
State Tax Assessment printout 
State Tax Parcel Map (if applicable) 
MVA Registration printout (if applicable) 
Deed (if applicable) 
Lease-Residential or Commercial (if applicable) 
Photographs including dates taken 
Correction Notice/Code Violation Notice 
Citation and Proof of Service (if applicable) 
Certified Mail Receipt (if applicable) 
Final Order of the Code Official/Hearing Officer (if applicable) 
Office of Budget & Finance Billing Notice/Property Lien Sheet (if applicable) 
Complete Chronology of Events, beginning with the first complaint through the 
Billing Notice/Property Lien Sheet (if applicable). 

After the public hearing is held, please send a copy of the Zoning Commissioner's order to Room 
113 in order that the appropriate action may be taken relative to the violation case. 

AGB/rw 
C: Code Enforcement Officer 



Report Criteria: ..., ~'I;,. 
~

v. :.. r-.c O.:, r.._oiu:~ 

J' ~ ,( 
Department of Permits, Approvals 

& Inspections 
Complaint Report 

Complaint Record ID: C00101475 

\,~ ~ 
~ YL~ 

Serial Number Inspector Activity Date Service 

DA0123280 Rodney Larrick 10/06/2011 RE INSPECTION 

Inspector Notes: 9/6/11 PERMIT AMENDED TO REFLECT FIELD CONDITIONS. P/U 10/17/11 R.LARRICK/RW 

Violation Details - No Data 

Serial Number Inspector Activity Date Service 

Result 

NOT APPLICABLE 

Result 

Action 

MONITOR 

Action 

DA0121990 Rodney Larrick 09/28/2011 REINSPECTION NOT IN COMPLIANCE MONITOR 

Inspector Notes: 9f28/..1J:iTALKED TO CONTRACTOR. HE HAS NOT REVISED PERMIT TO SHOW OPEN WOOD DECK ND CORRECT SETBACKS. TOLD HIM THIS MUST BE DONE ASAP. P/U 
10/5/11 R. LARRICK/RW 

Violation Details - No Data 

rial Number Inspector Activity Date Service Result Action 

DA0120930 Rodney Larrick 09/21/2011 INITIAL INSPECTION NOT IN COMPLIANCE MONITOR 

Inspector Notes:..._9/ill11 HAVE VISITED SITE AT REQUEST OF CHIEF INSPECTOR TO CHECK SET BACKS DUE TO NUMEROUS COMPLAINTS FROM COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION . REAR 
SETBACK IS CORRECT. SIDE SET BACKS DO NOT MATCH APPROVED PERMIT, HOWEVER, STRUCTURE HAS MORE SETBACK THAN REQUIRED. TOLD CONTRACTOR TO 
REVISE PERMIT TO SHOW FIELD SETBACKS AS THEY ARE AND TO AMEND PERMIT TO SHOW OPEN COVERED DECK. P/U 9/27/11 R.LARRICK/RW 

Violation Details 

Violation Record ID: IV0062745 Comply By: 03/19/2012 
Program Category/Section Source: Building lnspection/lBC 

Correction Text: 

Violation Text: 
Violation Comment: 

Comment Details - No Comments 

Lien Information 
Lien Type 

Decade Envision Report#: 5001 

Lien Disposition Ticket/GW #: Lien Date 

N/A 

Complied On: Status: NOT IN COMPLIANCE 
Violation Description IBC Violation 

Lien Amount Admin Fee Total Lien Amt Date Paid Amount Paid Release Date Release Amount 

Page 2 of 2 March 19, 2012-2:44:29 pm 



, .._oR~ Report Criteria: 
~.

v:.. ·~ ,,-
~ . --~\ 
~ . ,!{ ..t.\ 

Department of Permits, Approvals 
& Inspections 

Complaint Report 

Complaint Record ID: C00101475 
• • ~yr, 
~ ~ 

Assigned Date Scheduled Time Received By Received Date Status Hearing Date ADC Grid Record ID 
C00101475 

AS/400 Case Assigned To 
Rodney Larrick 09/13/2011 Rashida White 09/13/2011 Open - Normal 01/18/2012 27C10 

Complaint Description: 8746564 ADDITION TO REAR OF HOUSE DOES NOT FEEL MATCHES PERMIT. VARIANCE FOR ADDITION WAS DENIED JULY THIS YEAR. 

Facility: 

FA0268512 
PDM 0914100100 
300 HOPKINS RD 
BALTIMORE, MD 21212 

aily Activity Details 
rial Number Inspector Activity Date 

Owner: 

ROTHBAUM CHRISTIANE M 
300 HOPKINS RD 
BALTIMORE MD 21212 

Service 

Complainant: 

CAROLYN ZIELKE 

WORK: 4107066911 

Result 

DA0135805 Rodney Larrick 02/28/2012 REINSPECTION NOT IN COMPLIANCE 

Inspector Notes:~ 2729/l2':i5HN SULLIVAN CALLED. HE WILL FILE FOR VARIANCE BY 3/15/12. P/U 3/19/12 R.LARRICK/RW 

Violation Details - No Data 

Serial Number Inspector Activity Date Service Result 

DA0133024 Rodney Larrick 01/23/2012 REINSPECTION NOT IN COMPLIANCE 

Inspector Notes:~ 2:ID_2];!NAL ORDER RECEIVED. OWNER GIVEN 30 DAYS TO FILE FOR VARIANCE FROM 1/19/12 P/U 2/20/12 R.LARRICK/RW 

Violation Details - No Data 

Serial Number Inspector Activity Date Service Result 

DA0132451 Rodney Larrick 01/17/2012 REINSPECTION NOT IN COMPLIANCE 

Inspector Notes: 1/fll12~ CHECK 2/8/12. R.LARRICK/RW 

Violation Details - No Data 

Serial Number Inspector Activity Date Service Result 

Action 

MONITOR 

Action 

MONITOR 

Action 

MONITOR 

Action 

Rodney Larrick 12/08/2011 REINSPECTION NOT IN COMPLIANCE MONITOR 
spector Notes: C12l8L.U:.lrlEARING SET FOR 1/18/12. NOTICE POSTED ON DOOR. OWNER CALLED IN AFTERNOON TALKED TO LEW MAYER ABOUT VIOLATION. P/U 1/16/11 R.LARRICK/RW 

Violation Details - No Data 

Serial Number Inspector Activity Date Service Result Action 

DA0126435 Rodney Larrick 11/02/2011 REINSPECTION NOT IN COMPLIANCE CORRECTION NOTICE ISSUED 
Inspector Notes:-1 172/f'I VtlSITED SITE ON 10/28/11 DUE TO SCHEDULED MEETING ON 11/1/11 WITH COUNCILMAN MARKS, PAULA HOUCK, GLEN BERRY, CARL RICHARDS, JANE FERNANDO 

AND ROGERS FORGE RESIDENTS JENNIFER HELFRICH AND JEAN DUVALL. OBSERVED LOWER DECK BUILT IN REAR YARD THAT VIOLATES REQUIRED MINIMUM SETBACK 
OF 37' 6". CORRECTION NOTICE WRITIEN TO REMOVE LOWER DECK IN QUESTION TO BRING PROPERTY INTO COMPLIANCE. (PROPERTY POSTED AND NOTICE MAILED). 
P/U 11/15/11 R.LARRICK/RW 

Violation Details - No Data 

Serial Number Inspector Activity Date Service Result Action 

DA0124686 Rodney Larrick 10/17/2011 RE INSPECTION NOT APPLICABLE WORK IN PROGRESS 
Inspector Notes: CI07i1i1'fWORK ONGOING P/U 11/2/11 R.LARRICK/RW 

Violation Details - No Data 

Decade Envision Report#: 5001 Page 1 of 2 March 19, 2012 2:44:29 pm 



CONSTRUCTION SOLUTIONS OF MARYLAND () J.?-,\,. A 
3746 Peach Orchard Rd. - Street, MD 21154 d-0\d'- .. 

410-983-0505 .......... . Fax 410-452-9880 ... .. ...... .. xcaiakqroo@yahoo .com 

PROPOSAL 
PROPOSAL SUBMITTED TO: 

NAME Christiane Rothbaum PHONE 410-377-9077 \DATE February 2, 2012 

STREET 300 Hookins Rd. JOB NAME 300 Hopkins Rd. 
CITY Baltimore, MD 21212 STREET 

ATTENTION CITY 

This Proposal is for the application to the Baltimore County Office of Planning and Zoning for an administrative variance for the 
construction of a deck landing at the rear of the property . This proposal includes the preparation of the documents including site plans I 
needed tor the variance application and the fees imposed by Baltimore County up to the limits stated herein. Other fees or fee s 
exceeding the limits stated herein wili be the responsib\ity of the client. l'his proposal is for the application at an adrninist;a\ive 
variance only and does not include time and expenses for a full zoning hearing it one is required. The client is aware that the Rodgers 
Forge Community Assc . may oppose this variance request and as a result wi ll make it less likely that this request will be granted by 
the administrative zoning officer. 

Consrruction So lutions of Maryl,rnd will disco unt 50% of it's normal fee of $550.00 for an administrc>.tive variance appfication due to"'- I 

I 
previous application made on the same property. 

Construction Solutions of MD Fee 275 .00 I 
I 

Posting Fee 125.00 I Ba Ito. Countv Fee 65.00 I Total $465,00 
It is the responsibility of the client to review Md verify that the above renderings are correct and ir1 accordai1Ce with the c!ier1ts intencied method of 

construction. Construct ion Solutions Of Marylar1cl is a drafting service, not an engineering or architectural firm. If the cliet1t or permit authority requires 
an engineer's or archiiect's starnp or letier, that is tl1e respo11sibility of the ciier1t ar1cl the cosi is not included in the price quoted. Construction Solutions 
Of Maryla:,d offers r10 wan·anty as to the method of cons!t'ucti0t1 shovm in the render·ir1gs. 

'1 

All of the work to be completed in a substantial and workmanlike manner for the sum of: 
! ------ -- --------------------j 

Seven Hundred and Forty Doilars ($ 465.00 ) 

Total fee to be paid upon the signing of this proposal ...... ($ 465,00 ) Please .remit w.it.h this :agreement 

P.!ease note t.hat vtork 1A.1jff not ht:~ started untij a s/(;neo· prar:.-t)sc! e.nd Gteposit have been receiv·?:d. 

Any alterations or cleviati0t1 from the above specifications involving extra cos t of material or labor will be will be executed upon written order for same, 
ancl will become an extra charge over the sum mentioned in this contt·act. All agreeme11ts must be made in w1iti,1g. 

Authorized Signature 2/2/20"12 

I 
I 
I 
I 

•• .. ,. ., ,,,,., ~. , h •h• h•• •rt ,.., h • •• .• • ,. ... •• ... a,• •·••• •.,••·•" • ••"'•••,., ... ,-,, , , •• , ... •"' ,._ . .. , ... , ,.,,,._,, . -, ~, ' '" ' , ,f• ,,,.._,,.,. ,.., , . ,.,.,,, ._ ,. ., , , . u , " . uo.,, , ,,., ••• •• ,, ,.,,, >H r o•,. •H • <'- •• roo, .. h "•I" •• •" • •• , I•"' '" ' ••• • ~h , ., ,._,, , • 

ACCEPTANCE 
You are hereby authorized to complete the work mentioned in the above proposal for which l agree to pay the amount 
mentioned in said proposal and aceording to the terms thereof. This proposal shall be null and void if not returned within 
ten days of the proposal date. 

Date: Signature: _________________ _ 



In the Matter of 

Christiane M. Rothbaum 

Respondent 

Office of Administrative Hearings for Baltimore County 
105 West Chesapeake Avenue Suite 103 

Towson, Maryland 21204 

Civil Citation No. 101475 

300 Hopkins Road 

ORDER OF EXTENSION 

This matter came before the Administrative Law Judge on January 18, 2012 for a Hearing 

on a citation for violations under the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (BCZR) 1955 section 

301 (projections into yards): lower deck violates required setback of 37'6"- failure to bring deck 

into compliance-lower deck connects permitted deck to extend beyond the 37'6" setback on 

residential property. 

It was originally ordered by the Administrative Law Judge that a civil penalty be imposed 

in the amount of $1,000.00 (one thousand dollars) and that fine be held in abeyance pending a 

separate Variance petition being filed by Ms. Rothbaum to legitimize the lower deck area and its 

rear yard setback. The Variance Petition was to be filed within 30 days from the date of the 

original Order, January 19, 2012 or the $1,000.00 fine would be due and payable at that time. 

Ms. Rothbaum has retained the assistance of John Sullivan to file for her Variance and 

is requesting a 30 day extension of time or by March 19, 2012 to file. 

IT IS ORDERED that the Respondent's motion for an extension of time is hereby 

GRANTED. · 

' 1-t'"' . 
ORDERED this day of February 2012 

Timothy M. Kotroco 
Administrative Law Judge 

NOTICE: Pursuant to §3-6-301(a) of the Baltimore County Code, the Respondent or Baltimore 
County may appeal this order to the Baltimore County Board of Appeals within fifteen (15) days 
from the date of this order; any such appeal requires the filing of a petition setting forth the 
grounds for appeal, payment of a filing fee of $225.00 and the posting of security in the amount 
of the penalty assessed. 

TMK/sma 



Feb 10 12 0908p Donald L. Mar 

Timothy J\,1. Kotroco 
Administra1ive Law Judge 
105 West Chesapeake Avenue 
B:t!timorc, :v'!D 21204 

Your Honor, 

Christiane Rothbaum 
300 Hopkins Road 

Baltimore, MD 21212 
February 10, 2012 

4109921461 

In RE: Civil Citation No. 10 1475 

I request a delay of 30 days in submitting a variance on this matter. 
have encountered difficulties in finding help. 

Sincerely, 

Christiane Rothbaum 

p.1 



RODGE 

Via Hand Delivery 

FORGE 00:MM:UNIT , INC. 
RFCA Architectural Committee 

P.O Box 571 
Riderwood, Md.21139 

January 17, 2012 

Department of Permits and Development Management 
County Office Building 
111 West Chesapeake A venue 
Towson, MD 21204 

Re: 

To Whom it May Concern: 

300 Hopkins Road, 21212 
Case# 101-475 
Hearing Scheduled for January 18, 2012 

I am serving as the current President of the Rodgers Forge Community, Inc. ("RFC"), and am 
writing you regarding the hearing scheduled for January 18, 2012 and relating to the property located at 300 
Hopkins Road, which is owned by Ms. etn istine Rothbaum. 

0.,., r (Sh ti n <: 
As you may or may not know, Ms. Rothbaum made a request for an administrative variance in Case 

#20-11-0302-A, which was denied by Administrative Judge Stahl following a bearing on May 27, 2011. 
Ms. Rothbaum has been represented and advised by an attorney and is very familiar with the process. 
Despite being aware that the low deck that she built on the back of her home also required a variance and 
was not permitted under current Baltimore County setback requirements, she built it anyway, without 
requesting a permit or variance. She also has been made aware that the RFC Architectural Committee 
requires an application to construct a projection from the rear of the property, and she did not submit an 
architectural application to the RFC Architectural Committee, either. 

I would like to express the opinion of the Board of Governors of the RFC, which approved the form 
of this letter in open meeting, that we wholly support Baltimore County's enforcement of the setback and 
permit requirements, and we believe that the deck should be taken down as those setback and permit 
requirements were not complied with in this instance. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Re1~ctfully Submitted, 
. I 

/ I 
( ! 

CC: Lionel Dommelen, Chief Code Enforcement (via email at Ldommelen@baltimorecountymd.gov) 



In the Matter of 

Christine M Rothbaum 

Respondent 

Office of Administrative Hearings for Baltimore County 
105 West Chesapeake Avenue Suite 103 

Towson, Maryland 21204 

Civil Citation No. 101475 

300 Hopkins Road 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
FINAL ORDER OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE 

This matter came before the Administrative Law Judge on January 18, 2012 for a Hearing on a 

citation for violations under the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (BCZR) 1955 section 

301 (projections into yards) : lower deck violates required setback of 37'6"- failure to bring deck into 

compliance-lower deck connects permitted deck to extend beyond the 37'6" setback on residential 

property. 

On December 8, 2011 , pursuant to § 3-6-205, Baltimore County Code, Inspector Rodney Larrick 

issued a Code Enforcement & Inspections Citation. The citation was sent to the Respondent by 151 

class mail to the last known address listed in the Maryland State Tax Assessment files. 

The citation proposed a civil penalty of $1 ,000.00 (one thousand dollars) . 

The following persons appeared for the Hearing and testified: Christine Rothbaum, Respondent, 

Joseph Milio, Contractor, Jennifer Helfrich, President of Rogers Forge Homeowner's Association, Jean 

Duvall , Neighbor and member of the RFHOA, Carl Richards, Zoning Supervisor, Rodney Larrick, 

Baltimore County Building Inspector and Glenn Berry, Supervising Baltimore County Building Inspector. 

Testimony revealed that Christine Rothbaum, owner of the property recently constructed an 

open porch on the back of her end of group townhouse dwelling which is located .in the Roger's Forge 

subdivision at 300 Hopkins Road. Originally she had hoped to construct an enclosed room onto the rear 

of her home, however the variance request to permit such an addition was denied by Administrative 

Law Judge Lawrence M. Stahl in June, 2011 . At issue with the construction of the open porch is the 



landing located at the bottom of the steps leading from the open porch. This landing area is of 

considerable size and can be considered to be a lower deck area. It is constructed between 8" to 16" 

above grade. Decorative pots and planters as well as a sitting bench are pictured on this landing/deck 

area as is evidenced by the photographs which were submitted into evidence. 

Mrs. Rothbaum has been cited by Baltimore County Building inspectors in that this above grade 

deck violates the 37.5 foot setback requirement for the rear yard of this property. This is the "open 

projection" setback requirement as testified to by Mr. Carl Richards, who was in attendance at the 

hearing. Based on the photographs submitted and the testimony and evidence offered by those in 

attendance I find that the landing area/deck in question is of such size and magnitude so as to require 

compliance with the setback requirement for rear yards. For this application, that required setback from 

the rear property line is 37.5 feet. The distance to the porch from the rear property line measures 37.5 

feet. The steps are permitted to extend from the porch, however the additional deck violates this 

setback requirement. The Respondent is in violation. 

Having considered the testimony and evidence presented at the Hearing: 

IT IS ORDERED by the Administrative Law Judge that a civil penalty be imposed in the amount 

of $1,000.00 (one thousand dollars). 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the $1,000.00 fine may be held in abeyance pending a 

separate Variance petition being filed by Mrs. Rothbaum to legitimize the lower deck area and its rear 

yard setback. This Variance Petition must be filed within 30 days from the date of this Order or the 

$1,000.00 fine shall be due ar payable at that time. 

ORDERED this / ir day of January 2012 

Signed:_-'-_.J.~WJq._.!........ ____ _ 
Timothy M. Ko oco 
Administrative Law Judge 

NOTICE: Pursuant to §3-6-301(a) of the Baltimore County Code, the Respondent or Baltimore County 
may appeal this order to the Baltimore County Board of Appeals within fifteen (15) days from the date 
of this order; any such appeal requires the filing of a petition setting forth the grounds for appeal, 
payment of a filing fee of $225.00 and the posting of security in the amount of the penalty assessed. 

TMK/jaf 



- -·~·-.., • >.pp•v•a.1.::,, CI.UU UU)~~S 

County Office Building, Rm. 
111 West Chesapeake Ave 
Towson, Maryland 21204 
www.baltimorecountymd.gov/Ageocies/pennits/ 

Co~e _Enforcem~ 410-887-~ 
Bu1ldmg lnSP. (ii 10-887-___ j) 
Electrical In .1 410-887-3960 
Plumbing Inspection 410-887-3620 
Signs/ Fences 410-887-3391 

CODE ENFORCEMENT & INSPECTIONS CITA1JON 
CASE NUMBER PROPERTY TAX ID ZONE 

/of - '15' o~, \Oo o() or:i. 10.s-

Related Citations: ______ _ 

Occupant Other 

STATE ZIP CODE 
MARYLAND 

I VJOLATIONDATES: 

DID UNLA LY VIOLA TE THE FOLLOWING BALTIMORE COUNTY LAWS: 

f ! ~ t>V' Ccx .. o"' · -Z.... o ~ 'i'""" R {! c -

I V\1J> ~ mo. ,.., ~c.. • low<!....,,. <:: t:..Oh.J1cc..fr 

Dt:~l!\,tf~4 -,;J1c, ±t, exf<:nd b e'tov, d Ile 

Pursuant to Section 1-2-217, Baltimore County Code, civil penalty 
has been assessed, as a result of the violation(s) cited herein, in the 
amount indicated: 

A quasi-judicial bearing has been pre-scheduled in room 116, 
111 W. Chesapeake Ave, Towson, Maryland, 21204 

I ooo ---
DATE: I' 116 I 12 

D :O"-TIME: __,J,__---'v=--_ A.M. I P.M. 

IF A VIOLATOR DOES NOT APPEAR AT THE CODE ENFORCEMENT 
HEARING, THE CITATION AND ANY CIVIL PENALTY ARE DEEMED A 
NON-APPEALABLE FINAL ORDER OF THE CODE OFFICIAL OR THE 
DIRECTOR. 

I do solemnly declare and affirm, under the penalty of perjury, that the contents stated above are 
true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief. 

llnspectorPrintedName: R- _d 
- Ov<I? ~1 

INSPECTOR SIGNATURE: 
Q ll 



--... 

§ 300.1 BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING REGULA TIO NS 

§ 300.1. Applicability. 

SECTION 300 
Height Exceptions 

[BCZR 1955] 

§ 301.l 

A. The height limitations of these regulations shall not apply to barns and silos, grain 
elevators or other accessory agricultural buildings, nor to church spires, belfries, cupolas, 
domes, radio or television aerials, drive-in theater screens, observation, transmission or 
radio towers, or poles, flagstaffs, chimneys, parapet walls which extend not more than 
four feet above the limiting height, bulkheads, water tanks and towers, elevator shafts, 
penthouses and similar structures, provided that any such structures shall not have a 
horizontal area greater than 25% of the roof area of the building. A satellite receiving 
dish is subject to the height limitations of the zone in which the dish is located. However, 
in residential zones, the height of an accessory satellite dish may not exceed 15 feet, 
unless it is located on the roof of a building. [Bill Nos. 7-1962; 71-1987; 51-1993] 

B. Notwithstanding the provisions of Subsection 300.1 .A, no appurtenances to any building 
in a B.L. B.M. or B.R. Zone shall exceed the heights specified in Section 231 except any 
flagstaff, any church spire and any pole for a radio and television aerial not exceeding 50 
feet in height above the base thereof and not displaying any lettering, sign or other 
advertising emblem or device. [Bill No. 7-1962] 

§ 300.2. Buildings for religious, hospital and educational purposes. [Bill No. 137-1962] 

Buildings for religious, hospital or educational purposes may be built to a height of 50 feet in 
any zone in which they are permitted, or may be governed by the forty-five-degree angle basis 
for height determination as described in ~ection 216.1 

CS£J~~30} 

Projections Into Yards 
[BCZR 1955] 

§ 301.1. Carports or open porches. 

A. If attached to the main building, a carport or a one-story open porch, . with or without a 
roof, may extend into any required yard not more than 25% of the minimum required 
depth of a front or rear yard or of the minimum required width of a side yard. Any 
carport or open porch so extended must be open on three sides. [Bill Nos. 150-1983; 
2-1992] . 

1. Editor's Note: Section 216 (BCZR 1955; Bill No. 137-1962) was repealed by Bill No. 100-1970. It read as follows: 
"Maximum building height - 35 feet, except that any building may exceed such height of 35 feet provided that at no 
point it projects above a line sloping inward and upward at a forty-five-degree angle from the thirty-five-foot 
elevation at the established building line, as defined in Section 101." 

3:2 12 • 01 • 2008 
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§ IB02.3 HALllMUK.t. CUU.N l l:' L..Ul'IU'I\J Kt\JULA11v1~~ ';? 1DV"- . .J 

B. Standards applicable to e>c tmg developments, etc. The minimum sta rds for net area, 
lot width, front yard depth, single-side-yard width, sum of widths of both side yards, rear 
yard depth and height with respect to each use in a development described in Subsection 
A. I above, shall be as prescribed by the zoning regulations applicable to such use at the 
time the plan was approved by the Planning Board or Commission; however, the same or 
similar standards may be codified under Section 504, and these standards shall thereupon 
control in such existing developments. Development of any subdivision described in 
Subsection A.2 shall be in accordance with the tentatively approved subdivision plan 
therefor. Standards for development of lots or tracts described in Subsection A.3, A.4 or 
A.5 shall be as set forth in Subsection C below. 

C. Development standards for small lots or tracts. 

I. Any dwelling hereafter constructed on a lot or tract described in Subsection A.3 or 
A.4 shall comply with the requirements of the following table: 

Minimum 
Net Lot 

Area per Minimum Minimum 
Dwelling Minimum Width of Sum of Side Minimum 

Unit Minimum Front Yard Individual Yard Rear Yard 
Zoning (square Lot Width Depth Side Yard Widths Depth 
Classification feet) (feet) (feet) (feet) (feet) (feet) 
D.R.1 40,000 150 50 20 50 50 
D.R.2 20,000 100 40 15 40 40 
D.R.3 .5 10,000 70 30 10 25 30 
D.R.5.5 6,000 55 25 10 30 
fl ·10.s '20 lO 10 50 
D.R.16 2,500 20 10 25 30 

2. Other standards for development of small lots on tracts as so described shall be as 
set forth in provisions adopted pursuant to the authority of Section 504. 

D. An amendment to any part of a development plan involving only property subject to the 
provisions of this subs.ection shall not be subject to the provisions of Section lBOl.3 .A.7. 

E. Notwithstanding any provision of these regulations to the contrary, the bulk regulations 
and building setback requirements applicable to an approved development plan for a 
condominium regime shall be the only bulk regulations and building setback 
requirements applicable to a subsequent conversion of the entire condominium regime, or 
a portion thereof, to individual lots of record, so long as the approved condominium 
regime is located on a lot, tract, or parcel zoned D .R. 5.5, D.R . 10.5, and/or D.R. 16 that 
is within the Chesapeake Bay-Critical Area. [Bill No. 78-2010) 

lB:22 06 - 01 - 2011 
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EXC.ci> S TO HEIGHT AND AREA REQu1R NTS 

§ 301.1 § 303.1 

B. Notwithstanding the provisions of Subsection A, open projections in the side yard are 
permitted in residential large tract subdivisions only in accordance with Section 504 and 
the standards as set forth in the Comprehensive Manual of Development Policies. [Bill 
No. 2-1992) 

§ 301.2. Bay windows, chimneys, vestibules, balconies and eaves. 

Projections such as bay windows, chirrmeys, entrances, vestibules, balconies, eaves and 
leaders may extend into any required yard not more than four feet, provided that such 
projections ( excepting eaves) are not over 10 feet in length. 

§ 301.3. Side or rear lines abutting railroad rights-of-way. [Bill No. 56-1961] 

No side and/or rear yard is required for a business or manufacturing use in that portion of any 
property located in a B.R., M.R., M.L.R., M.L. or M.H. Zone if such side and/or rear line 
abuts on a railroad right-of-way or siding, to either of which it uses rail access. 

SECTION 302 
Height and Area Regulations for New Residences in Business and Manufacturing Zones 

[BCZR 1955; Resolution, November 21, 1956] 

§ 302.1. Adherence to regulations for adjoining zone. 

Residences hereafter erected in business and manufacturing zones shall be governed by all 
height and area regulations for the predominant residence zone which immediately adjoins, or 
by D.R.5.5 Zone2 regulations if no residence zone immediately adjoins. 

SECTION 303 
Front Yard Depths in Residence and Business Zones 

[BCZR 1955) 

§ 303.1. Standards for D.R.2, D.R.3.5 and D.R.5.5 Zones. [Resolution, November 21, 
1956) 

In D.R.2, D.R.3.5 and D.R.5.5 Zones,3 the front yard depth of any building hereafter erected 
shall be the average of the front yard depths of the lots immediately adjoining on each side, 
provided such adjoining lots are improved with principal buildings situate within 200 feet of 
the joint side property line, but where said immediately adjoirung lots are not both so 
improved, then the depth of the front yard of any building hereafter erected shall be not less 
than the average depth of the front yards of all improved lots within 200 feet on each side 
thereof, provided that no dwelling shall be required to be set back more than 60 feet in D.R.2 
Zones, 50 feet in D.R.3.5 Zones and 40 feet in D.R.5.5 Zones. In no case, however, shall 

2. Editor's Note: In this section, the R.6 Zone was redesignated as the D'.R.S.S Zone pursuant to Section 100.3A. 

3. Editor's Note: In this section, the R.20, R.10 and R. 6 Zones have been redesignated as D.R.2, D.R.3.5 and D.R.S.S, 
respectively, pursuant to Section 100.J_A. · 

3:3 06 - 01 - 2011 





Baltimore County 

Department rmits an<l 

Development Management 

Code Inspections and Enfo~ment 
County Office Building 
11 l West Chesapeake Ave 
Towson, MD 21204 

OFFICE HOURS 7:30 am - 3:30 pm Plumbing Inspection: 410-887-3620 

r:f"ilding Inspecti~887-3953) Electrical Inspection: 410-887-3960 

BALTIMORE COUNTY UNIFORM CODE ENFORCEME CORRECTION NOTICE 

Name(s): 

Address: 

Violation 
Location: 

M 

DID UNLAWFULLY VIOLATE THE FOLLOWING BALTIMORE COUNTY LAWS: 

/...o:..N' e V: de c.. k cl.o c!. s Y'\ o t )rY,. e e,, ± s; Gt' L..\·:.. )<._ 
c '!. Qi.A ; V' :< I" ..Q 6 f 3 7 ., £ /,' 

; ...... +,, ( -· 
c... D;-v-,,f / ~ t;~ <-,;,, 

YOU ARE HEREBY ORDERED TO CORRECT THESE VIOLATION(S) ON OR BEFORE: 

I ~o-N_o_R_sE_F_oRE_, _/~j_,_/_6_~_/~/ ___ ~I !DATE rssUED: I/ _ ,;2 _ I ( 
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THE DEADLINE STATED JS A MISDEMEANOR. A CONVICTION FOR 
EACH VIOLATION SUBJECTS YOU TO POTENTIAL FINES OF $200, $500, OR $1000 PER DAY, PER 
VIOLATION, DEPENDING ON VIOLATION, OR 90 DAYS IN JAIL, OR BOTH. 

I Print Name R I 
. 01.>{t.-'\ --e..~ 

B' INSPECTOR:~/\ 
( 

STOP WORK NOTICE 

PURSUANT TO INSPECTION OF THE FOREGOING VIOLATIONS, YOU SHALL CEASE ALL WORK 

UNTIL THE VIOLATIONS ARE CORRECTED AND/OR PROPER PERMTS OBTAINED. WORK CAN 

RESUME WITH THE APPROVAL OF THE DIVISION OF CODE INSPECTIONS AND ENFORCEMENT. 

THESE CONDITIONS MUST BE CORRECTED NO LATER THAN: 

I ON OR BEFORE: \DATE ISSUED: 

INSPECTOR: __________________________ _ 

Rev. 7/09 AGENCY 



Glenn Berry - 300 Hopkins Rd. ---

From: 

To: 
Date: 
Subject: 
CC: 

Glenn Berry 

Houck, Paula 

11/2/2011 2:43 PM 
300 Hopkins Rd. 

jmkhelfrich@gmail.com 
--~---·-·- ---~- ·---·-- --- - ·-··---

Paula, 

Page 1 of 1 

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

Today a Correction Notice was issued citing Baltimore County Zoning Regulations, Section 301.- Projection Into Yards. The owners 
have until 11/16/2011 to remove lower deck not listed on permit 8769676. Carl Richards has explained this is subject to a Variance 
if the owners choose to apply. If you have any questions please call me. 

Glenn Berry 
Chief, Building Inspections 
410-887-3953 - Office 
410-887-8081 - Fax 

• file: //C:\Docurnents and Settin2:s\2:berrv\Local Settings\Ternp\XPgrpwise\4EB1570ECOB DOMCOB POI. .. 11/2/201 
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PLOT PLAN 
D 1s7r q 

E;70q0zc; 
J Application Number 

OWNER _/ __ C_/2.___..:.J 5_ .. f_,__A_,_'/fA/-_~-=-- _i_t?_~_1.8_~_-~--------'-­
ADDRESS ~ 3t:J i) }#/,;,_,..I' 129_ 

PLEASE SHOW BELOW: 

Property line dimensions and eas,ements; 
Existing buildings; 
Existing well/septic; (show distance to nearest structure) 
Road names and location of alleys; 
If your property is in a tidal or riverine flood area, indicate elevation of lowest floor of proposed 
work. 
The proposed work and the setback distances to the proposed work. 

Left Setback --------~ Front Setback -------+--~ 
Right Setback ________ _ Rear Setback --------~ 

NOTE: Cannot fence accesf easement. 

(/) -::: Jc '3 ,,., 

To rh 0 ~V1L.c. 

UJ L: -l.. ~ s 
fl tx>r +, 
.Si&'< N4tl'= 

, 
f3 ;; 31' 6 IJ 

PDM BPP6 

A" 

@_ 

I 
( 
; 

i 

\ 
J 

ROAD NAME 

~ .... I-
f\. f3 
rt\ 

~ (, 4c1 
(<;' 

F<2.c ,J? l'\ 
EXISTING t:>ooa. "?-

DWELLING 

FRONT 

Rev 04/10 
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-. , ""' DE ENFORCEMENT REl 

ZIP CODE: DIST: f 
---c-,,fl.- i~20- l~,7~ iV-+-' - -;.-

1
-~- /-. -h-r--1--~----r,;3_Gc_)_( _frrret-) L-/ re 7oc C,C// ( 

COMPLAIN~T M <-- t--7 ( t.-
NAME: ____ ____.~'----'---------PHONE #: (H) ______ (W) ____ _ 

ADDRESS: c~P) 
PROBLEM: {j 7 ~{(; '.£<, t/ - 110{) 
00o !Vo7 Fat P11r1cm:s 

IS THIS A RENTAL UNIT? 
IF YES, IS THIS SECTION 8? 
OWNER!fENANT 

YES 
YES 

NO --
NO --

'fo fiz::;12 or 
rff:z1l ,-n r 7 .-

- -
--

ZIP CODE: ___ _ 

/fpvsr 
{/di<~ Fqol 

INFORMATION: __________________________ _ 

TAXACCOUNT#: ________________ ZONING: ______ _ 

INSPECTION: 

.:. 0 ,......""'"' y..--., f 1 9 sr o" ; ~ f ,·oh . Kee,,- .s c_ff&L k 
~ f bc,u .. z 5 do l'\O f tvl <'-l + c.--~ v<J 
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REINSPECTION: 
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Debra Wiley - ZAC Comments - Distribution Mtg. of March 19, 2012 

From: Debra Wiley 

To: Kennedy, Dennis; Lanham, Lynn; Livingston, Jeffrey; Lykens, David; M ... 

Date: 3/21/2012 1:34 PM 

Subject: ZAC Comments - Distribution Mtg. of March 19, 2012 
- - ------ - ------------- --- ----

Good Afternoon, 

Please see the cases listed below and the hearing date, if assigned. If you wish to submit a ZAC 
comment, please be advised that you must do so before the hearing date. If it's not received by the 
hearing date, it will not be considered in our decision. 

2012-0214-A - 1709 Newport Circle - CRITICAL AREA 
(Administrative Variance) Closing Date: 4/2/12 

2012-0215-A - 9004 Hour Glass Court 
(Administrative Variance) Closing Date: 4/2/12 

2012-0216-A - 9212 Smith Avenue 
(Administrative Variance) Closing Date: 4/2/12 

2012-0217-A - 8118 Perry Hills Court 
No hearing date assigned as of today 

2012-0218-SPHA- 8611 Old Harford Road 
No hearing date assigned as of today 

2012-0219-A - 6014 Shady Spring Avenue 
(Administrative Variance) Closing Date: 4/9/12 

2012-0220-A - 7304 Gephardt Avenue (CRITICAL AREA & FLOODPLAIN) 
(Administrative Variance) Closing Date: 4/9/12 

2012-0221-A - 300 Hopkins Road 
No hearing date assigned as of today 

Debbie Wiley 
Legal Administrative Secretary 
Office of Administrative Hearings 
105 West Chesapeake Avenue, Suite 103 
Towson, Md. 21204 
410-887-3868 
410-887-3468 (fax) 
dwiley@baltimorecountymd.gov 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\dwiley.BA210786\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4F69 ... 3/21/2012 
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Debra Wiley - Postponement Request for 2012-0221-A - 300 Hopkins Road 

From: Timothy Kotroco 

To: Bryantillman7@comcast.net; DTLSG@hotmail.com; Fisher, June; Houck, Pa ... 

Date: 4/23/2012 12:54 PM 

Subject: Postponement Request for 2012-0221-A - 300 Hopkins Road 

CC: Adams, Sarah; Wiley, Debra; Zook, Patricia 

Good Afternoon, 

Having received a request for postponement, I have determined that in order to provide all parties the 
opportunity to be heard on the subject matter of the petition, I hereby have determined to grant the 
requested postponement. 

Please be advised that Ms. Rothbaum was contacted by phone since no email address was provided and 
a voice mail was left regarding the above. 

The matter will be reset by the Zoning Review Office. 

Timothy M. Kotroco 
Administrative Law Judge 
Office of Administrative Hearings 
Phone: 410-887-3868 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\dwiley .BA210786\Local Settings\ Temp\XPgrpwise\4 F95 ... 4/23/2012 
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Debra Wiley - Postponement Request for 2012-0221-A - 300 Hopkins Road 

From: Timothy Kotroco 

To: Bryantillman7@comcast.net; DTLSG@hotmail.com; Fisher, June; Houck, Pa ... 

Date: 4/23/2012 12:54 PM 

Subject: Postponement Request for 2012-0221-A - 300 Hopkins Road 

CC: Adams, Sarah; Wiley, Debra; Zook, Patricia 

Good Afternoon, 

Having received a request for postponement, I have determined that in order to provide all parties the 
opportunity to be heard on the subject matter of the petition, I hereby have determined to grant the 
requested postponement. 

Please be advised that Ms. Rothbaum was contacted by phone since no email address was provided and 
a voice mail was left regarding the above. 

The matter will be reset by the Zoning Review Office. 

Timothy M. Kotroco 
Administrative Law Judge 
Office of Administrative Hearings 
Phone: 410-887-3868 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\dwiley.BA210786\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4F955... 5/1/2012 
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Debra Wiley 

From: "Jean Duvall" <notkar@verizon.net> 
To: <dwiley@baltimorecountymd.gov> 
Date: 4/23/2012 12:11 PM 
CC: "'Paula Houck'" <phouck@baltimorecountymd.gov>, <DTLSG@hotmail.com>, <Br ... 
Attachments: 3OOHopkinsPostponementrequestapril2012Signed. pdf 

Debbie, we faxed Jennifer Helfrich's letter and hope you received it. I am 
assisting her on this matter due to time constraints. 

Thank you for your assistance, 
Jean K Duvall, RFCAS Board Member 
227 Murdock Rd., Baltimore, 
Md. 21212; notkar@verizon.net 

Jennifer Helfrich's address : Jennifer Helfrich, Pres. RFCA 
150 Stanmore Rd. 
Baltimore, Md 21212 
jmkhelfrich@gmail.com 

file://C:\Documents and Settings\dwiley .BA2 l 0786\Local Settings\ Temp\XPgrpwise\4 F95. .. 4/23/2012 
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The Law Office of Art Buist, LLC 
----------

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE IN M ARYLAND, ILLINOIS, THE FEDERAL DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND, AND THE U .S . SUPREME COURT 6600 York Road , Suite 116 
Baltimore, MD 21212 

410-366-5200 
fax: 410-366-0050 

ArtB2002@aol.com 

June 18, 2012 

Via Hand-delivery 

The Honorable John E. Beverungen 
Office of Administrative Hearings 
The Jefferson Building 
105 W. Chesapeake Avenue 
Suite 103 
Towson, MD 21204 

Dear Judge Beverungen: 

Re: 

OFFfCE 

RECEIVED 

JUN 18 2012 

OF ADM/NfSTRA T1VE H.'r A 

<J<RINGS 

In the Matter of 300 Hopkins Road 
Zoning, Variance, Christiane Rothbaum 
Case Number: 2012-0221-A 

I received a copy of your decision in the mail on Saturday. I need to alert you to 
the needed technical correction. It probably results from some confusion regarding the 
sign-in sheets. All of the audience members are listed as being in opposition. Actually, 
Larry Fogelson was in support of the Petitioner. Kris Henry should not be listed as 
either support or opposition. She is a journalist who was reporting on the hearing for 
the Forge Flyer, an online publication. Thank you for your time. 

cc: Carroll Holzer, Esq. 
Christiane Rothbaum 

The Law Office of Art Buist, LLC 
Art Buist, Esq. 
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John Beverungen - 2012-221-A 

From: John Beverungen 

To: ArtB2002@aol.com; jcholzer@cavtel.net 

Date: 06/19/12 1:16 PM 

Subject: 2012-221-A 

CC: Debra Wiley 

Gentlemen, 

I have Mr. Buist's June 18 letter, and apologize for the confusion. 

I will include Mr. Buist's letter in the record, along with this email, and it shall serve as clarification regarding Mr. Fogelson's 
filil)_QQrt of the Petition, and Ms. Henry's status as a reporter for an on line publication. 

Thanks, 

John Beverungen 

file ://C:\Documents and Settings\jbeverungen\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4FE07BABOCH_DOMOC ... 06/19/12 
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CONTINUE FROM PREV IOUS PAGE 001 

The Rodgers Forge Community. Inc. 
AN ORGANIZATION OF iHE RESIDENTS OF RODGERS FORGE, MARYLAND 21212 

Mailing Add~ss: Post Office Box 571, Riderwood, Maryland 21139 

Office of Administrative Law 
l.awrence Stahl, Judge · 
Attn. Debbie Wiley 
105 W Chesapeake Ave 
Jefferson Bldg 
Towson, Md. 21212 

Judge Stahl, 

The Rodgers Community Association never received a letter from the county that this 
hmring was to be before the Zoning Commissioner. We were under the impression it was 
a petition for an Administrative var·iance-for April 25, lOam,case # 2012-0221A, 
Christiane Rothba.um, 300 Hopkins Rd, Baltimore, MD 21212 . 

The Rodgers Forge Community Association Board of Governors voted at our April meeting 
to spend the required money to file a Demand for Hearing concerning the Administrative 
vr:1riance requested as posted on the resident's lawn. 

Therefore, Friday, April 20 we filled out the "Formal Demand for Hearing" for a hearing 
before zoning commissioner, paid the required $60 . . 

Today in speaking with Carroll Holzer we were advised that the hearing was befcre 
the Zoning Commissioner. 

We have requirements in our By-Laws that would prevent us from testifying at the r,caring 
as a community association and would only be able to attend and testify as individual 
residents . 

Since this is a separate case number, it requires additional paper work from attorney's and 
iJ vote by the Board of Governors to testify at the hearing. 

The Administrative Office of Law advised us also to fax this formal request for a 
postponernent of case 2012-0221 scheduled for Wednesday, April 25, @ lOAM to be 

s1gn(r.~.o~ Officer of our Boart ," 
7 " n . 

. , . i I J,~.,1(._. 
"/,{/;//'/'1)/-1 ,: //h , ,I 

Jery1ffer Helfrich " 
RF£., 1nc. president 
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Administrative Hearings - 2012-0221-A, 300 Hopkins 

From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Julie Capp <juliecapp@gmail.com> 
<administrativehearings@baltimorecountymd.gov> 
6/7/2012 3:20 PM 
2012-0221-A, 300 Hopkins 

To Whom it May Concern, 

Page 1 of 1 

I am writing in favor of the improvements the homeowner has made to the property at 300 Hopkins in Rogers 
Forge. This is a beautifully kept piece of property and the improvements completely enhance the neighborhood. 
There are many properties in Rogers Forge that do not meet with current architectural guidelines, and many of 
these additions and changes are recent. We live among homes that have covered rear porches, rear bump-outs, 
covered front porches, various heights of fencing, etc., and we and not allowed by guidelines to enjoy adding 
any of these improvements to o,ur own home. I do not understand why our board is so against everything the 
home owner at 300 Hopkins has tried to do to improve her home, but there are plenty of other residents building 
outside the guidelines. 
We are stuck here. We bought just before prices plummeted. One-third of the homes on our block have 
screened-in porches and/or rear additions. We can not. I believe we should consider that this homeowner has 
done something to improve her property, therefore the neighborhood, especially at at time when more and more 
of the homes here are becoming run-down rentals or simply abandoned. 
Please consider granting her the variance. We homeowners have much bigger issues to deal with these days 
than persecuting someone trying to beautify their property. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
Julie Capp 
118 Overbrook Rd 
Baltimore, MD 21212 
410-377-4580 

file ://C:\Documents and Settings\pzook\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4FDOC6B4NCH_DOMN... 6/7/2012 



Laurence S. Fogelson 
401 Murdock Road 

Baltimore, Maryland 21212 
Phone: 410-377-8339 Home 

410-925-2111 Cell 
email : fogie(a),m indspring.com 

June 19, 2012 

The Honorable John E. Beverungen 
Baltimore County Office of Administrative Hearings 
Jefferson Building 
105 W. Chesapeake Avenue - Suite 103 
Towson, MD 21204 

Dear Judge Beverungen: 

Re: 300 Hopkins Road Variance Hearing 
Case # 2012-0221-A 

RECEIVED 

JUN ?. 0 ,,,,,., 

I was in attendance at the subject hearing and it came to my attention that I wrongly signed in on 
a sheet that indicated that I was there in opposition to granting the variance. In fact, I was there 
in support of the variance. I would appreciate it if the record could be corrected to reflect that 
fact. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

i4o~eso 



MEMORANDUM 

DATE: July 17, 2012 

TO: Zoning Review Office 

FROM: Office of Administrative Hearings 

RE: Case No. 2012-0221-A - Appeal Period Expired 

The appeal period for the above-referenced case expired on July 16, 
2012. There being no appeal filed, the subject file is ready for return 
to the Zoning Review Office and is placed in the 'pick up box.' 

c: Case File 
Office of Administrative Hearings 
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Go Back 
View Map Maryla nd Department of Assessments a nd Taxation 

Rea l Property Data Search (nv.t.2A) 

BALT IMORE COUNTY 
New Search 

Ground Rent Redemption 
GroundRent Registration 

Account Identifier: District - 09 Account Number - 0914100JOO 

Owner Information 

Owner Name: ROTHBAUM CHRISTIANE M Use: 
Principal Residence: 

RESIDENTIAL 

YES 

Mailing Address: 300 HOPKINS RD 
BALTIMORE MD 21212- 18 19 

Deed Reference: I) 127375100454 
2) 

Premises Address 
300 HOPKINS RD 

0-0000 

Map 
0080 

Grid 
000 1 

Special Tax Areas 

Parcel 
0036 

Sub District 

Town 
Ad 
Valorem 
Tax Class 

NONE 

Location & Structure Information 

Subdivision 
0000 

Legal Description 

300 HOPKINS RD 

RODGE.RS FORGE 

Assessment Area 
2 

Plat No: 
Plat Ref: 

Primary Structure Built 
193 7 

Enclosed Arca 
1,496 SF 

Propcrtv Land Arca 
3,774 SF 

Countv Use 
04 

Stories 
2.000000 

Basement 
YES 

Tvpe Exterior 
END UN IT BRJCK 

Base Value 

Land 100,000 

Improvements: 189,670 

Total: 289,670 

Preferential Land: 0 

ROTHBAUM KENNETH L 

NON-ARMS LENGTH OTHER 

GEMES KENNET H E 

ARMS LENGTH IMPROVED 

Partial Exempt Assessments 
County 
State 
Municipal 

Tax Exempt: 
Exempt Class: 

Value 
As Of 
0 1/01 /20 11 

100,000 

166,300 

266,300 

Value Information 

Phase-in Assessments 
As Of As Of 
07/01 /2011 07/01 /2012 

266,300 266,300 

0 

Transfer Information 

Date: 
Dccdl: 

Date: 
Deed I: 

Date: 
Deed!: 

Exemption Information 

Class 
000 

000 

000 

10/07/2008 

/27375/ 00454 

03/02/1988 

/07804/ 00662 

07/01 /2011 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Price: 
Deed2: 

Price: 
Deed 2: 

Price: 
Decd2: 

$0 

$108,000 

07/01 /2012 

0.00 

Special Tax Recapture: 

J(e,1,, -I 22 ; 

3/13/2012 
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IN RE: PETITION FOR ADMIN. VARIANCE * 
N Side of Hopkins Road@ Comer of 
E Side of Dorking Road 
9th Election District 
5th Councilmanic District 
(300 Hopkins Road) 

* 

* 

BEFORE THE 

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE 

HEARINGS FOR 

* BALTIMORE COUNTY 
Christiane M. Rothbaum 

Legal Owner * 

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

OPINION AND ORDER 

This matter comes before the Office of Administrative Hearings for Baltimore County for 

consideration of a Petition for Variance filed by Christiane M. Rothbaum, the legal owner of the 

subject property. Petitioner is requesting Variance relief under Section 1B02.3.C.1 of the 

Baltimore County Zoning Regulations ("B.C.Z.R.") to permit an existing dwelling and proposed 

addition with a side street setback of 6 feet in lieu of minimum required 10 feet, and a rear yard 

setback of 35 feet in lieu of minimum required 50 feet. The subject property and requested relief 

is more fully depicted on the site plan that was marked and accepted into evidence as Petitioner's 

Exhibit 1. 

This matter was originally filed as an Administrative Variance, with a closing date of May 

2, 2011. On April 27, 2011, a Formal Demand for Hearing was filed by Jennifer Helfrich, 

President, on behalf of Rodgers Forge Community, Inc. The hearing was subsequently scheduled 

for Friday, June 17, 2011 at 10:00 AM in Room 104 of the Jefferson Building, 105 West 

Chesapeake Avenue, Towson, Maryland. In addition, a sign was posted at the property on May 

29, 2011 and an advertisement was timely published in The Jeffersonian newspaper, giving 

neighbors and interested citizens notice of the hearing. 
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300 Hopkins Road- Front 



PETITIONER'S 

EXHIBIT NO. 'd--

300 Hopkins Road - Stairs and Ground Slope 



PETITIONER'S 

EXHIBIT NO . 3 
300 Hopkins Road - Driveway Connection 



PETITIONER'S 

EXHIBIT NO. 't 

300 Hopkins Road - Landing West Side 



PETITIONER' S.s 

EXHIBIT NO . 

300 Hopkins Road - Ground Measurements 











PETITIONER'S 

EXHIBIT NO. ~ 

300 Hopkins Road - Outside Property View 





PETITIONER'S 

EXHIBIT NO . i 

312 & 314 Hopkins Road - Back Porches 



• 

312 & 314 Hopkins Road - Setback Measurements 

312 alley to bottom of steps = 24 feet, 6 inches 
312 alley to edge of deck = 28 feet 

314 alley to bottom of steps = 23 feet, 2 inches 
314 alley to edge of deck = 27 feet , 7 inches 



PETITIONER'S 

EXHIBIT NO. 
y 

312 Hopkins Road- July 8, 2011 
Construction 

" . 

• 

312 Hopkins Road - June 6, 2012 
As is today 



312 Hopkins Road- July 8, 2011 
Construction 

312 Hopkins Road - June 6, 2012 
As is today 
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PETITIONER'S 

EXHIBIT NO. q 

316 Hopkins Road - Back Porch - taken through fence & over side fence 



PETITIONER'S 

EXHIBIT NO. ID 

328 & 330 Hopkins Road - Back Porches 



328 & 330 Hopkins Road - Setback Measurements 

328 alley to bottom of steps = 25 feet, 5 inches 
328 alley to edge of deck = 28 feet, 8 inches 

330 alley to bottom of steps = 23 feet, 4 inches 
330 alley to edge of deck = 30 feet, 5 inches 



PETITIONER'S 

EXHIBIT NO. ) l 

330 Hopkins Road - Back Porch 
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MHR Services, Inc. I Bel Air, 2 1014 (410) 515-7714 Page I of 3 

4 

serv1cemag1c 

MHR Services , Inc. 

Services Offered 

Additions & Remodeling 
. Addition to Existing Structure -

Build 
. Addition to Existing Structure · 

Build - For Business 
. Basement - Remodel 
. Bathroom - Remodel 
. Bathroom· Remodel· For 

Business 
. Garage . Remodel 
. Kitchen . Remodel 
. Kitchen . Remodel . For Business 
. Sunroom or Patio Enclosure . 

Build 

Air Conditioning 
- Central NC · Install 
- Central NC . Install . For 

Business 
. Central NC - Service or Repair 
. Central NC - Service or Repair. 

For Business 
. Central Humidifier . Install or 

Replace 
. Central Humidifier - Repair or 

Service 

Cabinets 
· Cabinets · Install 

Customer Ratings 

Customer Rating : 

City: Towson. MD 

Project: Remodel a Bathroom 

Heating & Furnace Systems 
. Boiler or Radiator Heating 

System . Install or Replace 
. Boiler or Radiator Heating 

System · Install or Replace - For 
Business 

- Boiler or Radiator Heating 
System - Repair or Service 

. Boiler or Radiator Heating 
System . Repair or Service . For 
Business 

- Furnace I Forced Air Heating 
System . Install or Replace 

. Furnace I Forced Air Heating 
System · Install or Replace . For 
Business 

. Furnace I Forced Air Heating 
System · Repair or Service 

- Furnace I Forced Air Heating 
System . Repair or Service . For 
Business 

. Heat Pump . Install or Replace 

. Heat Pump . Install or Replace -
For Business 

. Heat Pump . Repair or Service 

. Heat Pump - Repair or Service -
For Business 

. Thermostat . Install or Replace 

. Thermostat - Repair or 
Reprogram 

Plumbing 
. Bathtub Install or Replace 
- Bathtub Install or Replace . For 

Business 
. Shower Install or Replace 

4.0 

"High quality . After seeing the quality of workmanship on a ne1ghbor"s 
kitchen remodel. I hired MHR Services to remodel both my kitchen and 
bath." 

Contac t Us 

Joseph Milio 
100 West Ring Factory Road , Bel A ir. MO 21014 
work: (410) 515-7714 
cell: (443) 807-1047 

About Us 

In Business Since: 1993 

MHR Services Inc. is a full service remod eling company, specializing in 
kitchens, bathrooms and basements. Owner carries three state licenses 
and is on every job along with a select group of subcontractors when 
needed, who he has been working with for years.All work performed is 

http: //www.serviccma12ic.com/ bizlmhrservicesinc 

Ser,,ceMag1c Home I Aoou1 Serv1ceMag,c 

A ServiceMagic Screened & Approved Professional 

(410) 515-7714 

Company Logo: 

ACCREDITED 
.BUSINESS 

Company Photo : 

4 .61 
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Oraft_MINUTES OF RODGERS FORGE COMMUNITY, INC. 
Meeting Date: April 11, 2012 

Call to order: The meeting of RFC, Inc. Board of Governors was held a the Rodgers Forge Elementary Schoot Cafe orlum in 
Rodgers Forge in Baltimore County, MD on April.11, 2012. The meeting convened at 7:08 P.M. with President Jennifer 
Helfrich presiding and Carol Zielke, recording secretary. Members in attendance (17): Michael Calwell, Doug Cam pbell, Scott 
Carlson, Jay Dunn, Jean Duvall, Jill Fisher, Bill Grothmann, Jennifer Helfri ch, Ada Mont essoro, Janice Moore, Ru th Roberts, Del 
Schmidt, Janine Schofield, Joe Segreti, Lawrence Swoboda, Bryan n llman, and Carol Zielke; Members Excused (5) : Ginny 
Allen, Don Gerding, Andrew Hazlett, Ayfor Hoffman, and Stu Sirota; Members Absent (1): Pat Foretich; Guests (2): Art Brui st 
and Larry Fogelson. Art Bruist also attended the March Boa rd meeting as a guest. 

February and March Minutes : C. Zielke provided Board members with paper copies of the February and March 2012 Board 
Minutes. J. Duvall moved {D. Campbell 2"\ The Board accepts the February and March Board Meeting Minutes. 
Motion passed with one abstention. 

'l'reasurer's Report and Budget Committee (Janice Moore and Mike Calwell) : 
o Discussion concerning Dan Whitlow's comfort letter submitted in place of the required audit of the community 

association's finances fo r t he 2011-2012 Fiscal Year. 
• Board members affi rmed having read the Comfort Letter. No quest ions or concerns were rai sed . 
• J. Duvall moved {D. Campbell, 2"d) that: The Board approves Dan Whitlow's comfort letter in Heu of an 

audit. Motion passed with one abstention. 
o The Treasurer suggested we consider changing our By-Laws from [audit] to review. 

• An audit is now a very different process t han in the pa t. GTCCA does a review of books. 
• If w e continu e with an audit, we must budget $6000 yearly for this process. A "revi ew" of books is ~$600. 
• J. Duvall moved (D. Campbell, 2"d) that: The Board changes the By-Laws requirement from audit to review. 

Motion passed. 
• Janice will provide Board members w ith he revised wording of the By-La ws regarding the substitution of 

revi w for [au dit] prior to its publication in t he Newsletter and on Web site. 
• A fin al vote to accept the By-Laws amendment will be made at the next Board meeting. 

o Two mot ions for Board Expenses made by J. Moore (J. Schofield, 2"\ 
• The Board gives $225 to the Towson 4•h of July Parade. Motion passed. 
• The Board donates to Tech Trek-RFES $500. Motion passed. 

o . Treasu ry Balance was $14,605.75 as of March 14, 2012 & $13,3 70.11 as of April 11, 2012. 
o Membership is 45 members behind on dues for the year. 

President's Report: Topics presented to and discussed wi th the Board were as follows : 
o Encouraged participation in the Clean Green County Event & the Towson University Clean-Up Day. 
o Councilman Marks letter regarding a Dog Park on Bal timore County School Property near homes on Old Trail. 

The Board responded with its concerns about liability, nearness to homes, the smell, all questions raised during 
the earli er fact finding fo r this prnject. Jennifer will respond to Counci lman Marks and request more details. 

o Request from State Representatlve Lafferty to address Board at May meeting on recent session of legislature. 
Board agreed that he be invited to May meeting. 

o Request by a non-profit Pastoral Counseling Service to address Board (m aybe atJune meeting) . 
o Appointment of a Nominating Committee for Board Elections to be held in September, Goal to seek out 

volunteers to run for membership on Board of Governors: 
• The President appointed Janice Moore as Chair of Nominating Committee 
• Volunteer committee members are Jean Duvall, Doug Campbell, Jill Fisher, and Mike Ca lwell. 

o A letter about Christmas bu lbs in a tree on Murdock Rd. 
Committee Reports: 
-Picnic: Janine Schofield reported: 
, o Da te changed to June g'h. 

o New location - t he Y intersecti on on Blenheim Rd next to the Tot Lot {requires we obtain a block party permit so 
we can have 2 generato rs for electricity). 

o Activities include pony rides and the Moon Bounce (height requirem ents rnust be set} 
o Vo\unteer(s) needed to obtain donated items for basket raffle. 
o She ci rcu lated sign-up sheets for Board members to volunteer help on day of picnic. 

Architecture: Bill Grothmann reported on March applications. Jean Duvall reported on t he April applications. 
The Board voted to approve the M arch and April Architecture Report (Full Report on pp 2-3 this documen t. ) J. Duvall 

addressed the need to change our wording in t he Architectural Guidelines concerning fences to eliminate "Board on 
Board" fences. The latter are now defined and designed as solid board fences by fence manufacturers and instal lers. 

Revised Draft_Aprll 2012 Board Mlnutes.doc PETITIONER'S 1 of 2 
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Architectural Guidelines: D. Schmidt read the report of the ad hoc Guidelines Commit ee appointed to review changes in the 
guidelines for screened porches. Report attached. 
o Committee agreed not to change the guidelines with respect to screened porches based on the "principle of 

conformity" one of the primary tenets of determining value in home appraisals in the real estate industry. 
o Del made two requests : that we keep the committee open so we can continue to evaluate future concerns and 

to publish the report for feedback. 
o The Board discussed at length the reported recommendations of the committee and the two requests. 
Motion made (D. Schmidt, J. Fisher 2"\ The Board publish results of Architectural Guidelines Committee in 
Newsletter and ask members of the community association concerned about the topic to submit letters or Emails 
to the Board. The language of the published Guidelines Report is to be reviewed before publication. Motion 
passed with 2 abstentions and 1 "nay" vote. 

External and Government Affairs: R. Roberts reported no new issues this month. She said Cynthia Blind had no problem with 
sharing duties concerning Vacant and Abandoned houses/Code Enforcement. 

Newsletter: Jay Dun asked anyone not receiving a Newsletter to give him a call. 
Web Site: No report. 

Safe Routes to School : reported by J. Helfric in Stu' s absence. The bike rack purchased by the committee must be 
cemented in at great cost!! The school system is holding up installation and will not allow the community 
association to install it. 

The 4th of July Parade: Mike Calwell reported tha t we have 16 volunteers to march in the parade. He suggested we start 
pestering Rodgers Forge families to volunteer for the march . The parade route is 1.5 miles long. 

Crime and Safety: M. Calwell requested a donation for TACOP. 
Motion made (J. Helfrich, L. Swoboda, 2"d): That the Board donates $150 to the Towson Area Citizens on Patrol. 
Motion passed. 

Tree Rodgers Forge: L. Folgelson reported that the tree planting is schedu led for April 28
1
h. Unfortunately the county does 

not have easement maps for some properties in the community s not everyone requesting a tree will be able to 
plant. 

T·Shirts for the Parade: J. Moore requested that the Board allocate money to purchase T-shirts for approximately $300 (SO 
shi s at $6 each). Motion made (C. Zielke, D. Campbell, z"d): That the Board spends up to $300 for 4th of Jul•( T· 

shirts. Motion passed. 

Insert Architecture Committee Written Report here. 

The Public Meeting was adjourned at 8:30 p.m. Non-board members were told they could leave. The Board remained for a 
Closed Session to discuss a legal matter. 

Carol Zielke, Recording Secretary 

The following items are attached to the April 2012 Minutes: Board Members Sign-In Sheet; Guest Sign-In Sheet; Agenda & 
Presi 'ents Report; March and Apri l Treasurer's Reports; Proposed Rodgers Forge By-law wording changes-April 15, 2012; 
Ma ch and April Architecture Reports; Architectural Guidelines Report; and April 2012 Newsletter. 
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The Rodgers Forge Comm.unity, Inc. 
AA ORGA.NJZA TION OF THE RESIDENTS Of Re00ERS FO'RGE, MARYLAND 21212 

Mailing ~ress: Post Office Box.571, .Riderwood, .rylah(l 21139 

June 4, 20'12 
Re: Zoning hearing for request for Variance 
300 Hopkins Road, case number2012-0221-A 

Judge Stahl, 

The Rodgers Forge Community, Inc. board of governors met.at~ special meeting May 30., 2012 
to discuss and vote on a position for the above mentioned hearing. A motion was passed to reta'in 
the services of Carroll Holzer to represent the interest$ of the RFC, Inc. board of governors. 

A motion was pa~sed to support the Baltimore County Zoning setback laws and support the previo.us ruling 
by Judge Kotrocco in Civil Citation No. 101475 affirming that the additional landing on 300 Hopkins Road is 
in violation of BC.ZR, Section 301, and specifically that: ~Rodgers FO(ge Board of Governors opposes the 
request in Case No. 2012-0221-A for a rear yard setback of 24.33 feetin lieu of the required 37.5' stated in 
the application dated 03-14-12. Furthermore, we support existing county enforcement of the existing 
setback requirements for an open projection.· 

The date of the hearing is Friday June 8, also the l~st day of school for Baltimore County PubUc Schools, 
and the Farewell Ceremony for 5th .graders at Rodgers .Forge Elementary School, where my da1,1ghter 
attends as a 5t.h grader. I wiil be unable to attend the hearing as I will be.in atthe Farewell Ceremony for my 
daughter. 

PROTESTANT'S ~ 

EXHIBIT NO. 




