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COUNTY COUNCIL OF BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND 
Legislative Session 2021, Legislative Day No. 20 

 
Resolution No. 137-21 

  
 

Mr. Tom Quirk, Councilman 
  
 

By the County Council, November 1, 2021 
  
 
 A RESOLUTION of the Baltimore County Council to determine whether to overrule the 

Baltimore County Planning Board in regard to the Planning Board’s decision in the Tri-Star 

Development – Davis Farms development case (“Davis Farms”), in which the Planning Board 

found that the proposed Development Plan was not in conflict with the Baltimore County Master 

Plan. 

 WHEREAS, on February 12, 2021, Administrative Law Judge Paul M. Mayhew issued 

an Opinion and Order in the Davis Farms combined Zoning and Hearing Officers Hearing case, 

Case No. 01-0606 and 2020-0105-SPH, denying approval of the Development Plan, in part, 

based on a finding that the Development Plan did not comply with the Master Plan; and 

 WHEREAS, after an appeal was filed by the Developer, the Board of Appeals of 

Baltimore County remanded the case back to the Administrative Law Judge in order for the case 

to be referred to the Planning Board for a decision on the issue of whether the Development Plan 

is in compliance with the Master Plan.  Judge Mayhew referred the case to the Planning Board 

on August 16, 2021 pursuant to Baltimore County Code (“BCC”) Section 32-4-231(a)(1); and 

 WHEREAS, the Davis Farms Development Plan was presented to the Planning Board at 

its regular meeting on September 2, 2021 as required by BCC Section 32-4-231(b).  The meeting 

was advertised to allow for public comment, and representatives of the Department of Planning 

presented the Department’s Staff Report and recommendation; and 
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 WHEREAS, counsel for the Developer and the Community appeared and Peoples 

Counsel Peter Max Zimmerman participated and all were afforded an equal amount of time to 

present their respective cases and points; several members of the community also spoke before 

the Planning Board; and 

 WHEREAS, the Planning Board met at its regular meeting on October 7, 2021 to discuss 

and vote on the Master Plan issue before them.  Upon a motion to accept the Planning 

Department’s recommendation that the proposed development is not in conflict with the Master 

Plan, the Planning Board voted in favor of the motion and forwarded its decision to the 

Administrative Law Judge and its recommendation to the County Council pursuant to Sections 

32-4-232(b)(2) and (b)(3), respectively; and 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to BCC Section 32-4-232(f)(1), the decision of the Planning Board 

is binding upon the Administrative Law Judge and shall be incorporated into the final order; and 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to BCC Section 32-4-232(f)(2), the decision of the Planning Board 

is not binding upon the Administrative Law Judge if the decision is overruled by action of the 

County Council; now therefore 

 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF BALTIMORE COUNTY, 

MARYLAND, that the Baltimore County Council hereby overrules the decision of the Planning 

Board that the proposed development is not in conflict with the Master Plan, and the decision of 

the Planning Board is, therefore, not binding on the Administrative Law Judge; and 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that a copy of this Resolution be sent to the Baltimore 

County Planning Board, the Department of Planning, and the Office of Administrative Hearings; 

and 

 AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Resolution shall take effect from the date 

of its passage by the County Council. 





LEGISLATION DETAIL 

LEGISLATION 

DISPOSITION 

ENACTED 

EFFECTIVE 

AMENDMENTS 

ROLL CALL - LEGISLATION ROLL CALL - AMENDMENTS 
MOTION MOTION SECOND

AYE NAY AYE NAY 

    Councilman Quirk 

    Councilman Patoka 

    Councilman Kach 

    Councilman Jones 

    Councilman Marks 

    Councilwoman Bevins 

    Councilman Crandell 

ROLL CALL - AMENDMENTS ROLL CALL - AMENDMENTS 

MOTION SECOND MOTION SECOND 

AYE NAY AYE NAY

  Councilman Quirk   Councilman Quirk 

  Councilman Patoka   Councilman Patoka 

  Councilman Kach   Councilman Kach 

  Councilman Jones   Councilman Jones 

  Councilman Marks   Councilman Marks 

  Councilwoman Bevins   Councilwoman Bevins 

  Councilman Crandell   Councilman Crandell 

SECOND 

Councilman Quirk 

Councilman Patoka 

Councilman Kach  

Councilman Jones 

Councilman Marks 

Councilwoman Bevins 

Councilman Crandell 
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