




























































































































































































Faced with such an undersized lot and repeated relief denials, this petitioner and
his counsel filed a Confirmatory Deed (dated January 10, 2006 in Baltimore County,
Liber 23303, Folio 652) that claims additional property to the paved portion of Cold
Spring Rd. Petitioner further cl-*s in his request for a Special Hearing that every
property owner has annexed property up to the paved portion of the roadway. Home
owners maintain the grassy areas and have planted shrubbery yet this area has not been
annexed nor could it be used to increase distances for variance purposes.

The Board of Appeals most recently correctly ruled that they could not consider
any part of the 40 foot wide Cold Spring Rd. right-of-way as part of this property and
Eric Rockel (then from Baltimore County Bureau of Land Acquisition) testified that
Baltimore County could claim a prescriptive right to the 40 foot right-of-way, because it
had been in open and continuous use for many years. Thus, we are back to the original 43
foot deep property with only half of the required square footage necessary for variance
purposes.

Further, in all cases, the petitioner has ignored the Baltimore County requirement
for waterfront properties that the front setback be the average of the immediately adjacent
properties which in this case the county determined to be 55 feet; one need only be
reminded that the property is only 43 feet deep at its deepest point.

Any description of the property or its suitability for building by myself or my
neighbors would pale in comparison to the words and descriptions of the Zoning
Commissioners and the Board of Appeals:

Zoning Commissioner Lawrence Schmidt — “The property is simply too small to
support the proposed dwelling and development of the parcel would be inconsistent with
the neighborhood and cause detrimental impacts to adjacent properties”

Deputy Zoning Commissioner John Murphy — In addition to finding that the dry
land area was only 4800 sq. ft, he stated, “I am also troubled by the placement of a very
long narrow home in a neighborhood in which the homes are built in a more traditional
way. | would not want to set a precedent for this home in this neighborhood. In summary,
considering all of the evidence presented, I arrive where Mr. Schmidt found himself last
July. The lot is simply too s -"" for the home proposed.”

Zoning Cr—"-sioner William Wiseman III — “In summation, I have considered
the arguments and evidence presented. It is quite clear that the issues raised by the
Petitioner were also before the CBA in case No. 04-522-A. The case being fully litigated
in that forum, the Board’s decision not appealed, their Order is conclusive and “the end
of the road”. Res Judicata precludes Dr. Zinn from filing the within Petition and re-
litigating the matter”.






























































