








 
 

September 19, 2025 

Ms. Sterling Seay 
Anne Arundel County 
Office of Planning and Zoning 
2664 Riva Road 
Annapolis MD 21401 
 
    Re: Glen Burnie Heights

Block PP, Lots 36-37 
Variance Application 

Dear Ms. Seay, 
 
 Please accept this as our formal variance request to the Zoning Regulations on 
behalf of our client. The variance requests are to Article 18, Section 4 – 701 of the R-5 
Bulk Regulation of: 
 

Lots 36-37: 
1. A variance of 5’ to the required 20’ front lot line setback 
2. A variance of 21’ to the required 35’ setback to a principal arterial or 

higher classification road. 

We are requesting this variance to allow for existing lots to be developable based 
on the restrictive nature of the setbacks. 
 
 The proposed house is two-story with a habitable attic. The habitable attic is built 
into the trusses, like an older Cape Cod style home, where the house will have a two-
story elevation from the road, but there will be a partial third floor with a house height of 
28’+/-. The footprint of the home is 780 square feet, modest in sized based on the small 
nature of the lot. Due to the lot size and house size, the proposed house provides for a 
great opportunity to provide affordable housing in the county. There is a sound wall 
along route 100 in this area to shield the proposed house from the noise of route 100 and 
also provide an extra buffer to the houses. The house will be set back roughly 60’ from 
the exit lane. 
 
Explanation as required by Article 18, Section 16-305(a) 

We believe the granting of this variance is warranted because of the unique 
physical conditions of the lots. Specifically, the lot is undersized for their zoning 
designation at 2,610 square feet, well under the 5,000 square foot requirements of the 
bulk regulations. In addition, Lots 36 & 37 are undersized in width at only 40’, well 
under the 50’ requirement in the bulk regulations. These lots were platted well before 



bulk regulations and further hindered by the construction of Route 100 necessitating a 35’ 
setback while also leaving behind uniquely shaped and undersized lots.  

Explanation as required by Article 18, Section 16-305(c)
We believe the granting of these variances are warranted because the requested

variance is the minimal necessary to afford relief based upon the size of the lot and the 
unique physical conditions. Due to the building restriction lines of the bulk regulations, 
there is no reasonable buildable area on the lots without the approval of a variance. The 
building envelope is on square feet and triangular in shape. The proposed house is 
modest in size where the foundation will be 18’ from the accessible right of way allowing 
for off street parking, this is similar to a cluster subdivision under the same bulk 
regulations. The variance allowing 15’ is so the house can have a stoop and steps as 
typical of a single-family home, this is allowed in new cluster developments without the 
need of a variance. The granting of this variance will not alter the character of the 
neighborhood as the proposed house will have a typical 2-story elevation from the road 
and is typical of R5 development. This variance will not impair the appropriate use or 
development of the surrounding property as it will not deny access or the possibility to 
build on neighboring lots and the proposed house will not affect the street view of any 
other properties. The granting of this variance will not be detrimental to the welfare of 
the public. In addition, stormwater management will be provided with the new home 

If you have any questions or need any additional information, please feel free to
contact me at your convenience. 

Thank you, 

Matthew R. Seiss, P.E. 














