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and confisoatory restrictions, and this Board has been
requeated to correct the situation by removing such restrictions.
The Appellants also state. that only one question is imvolved,
NIy the present classification of the property ia question
arbitrary, urremsonable, and confiscatory?". The Board does
not balisve that this matter can be decided on this one question
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take into consideration a matter of the health, safety, morala,
and general welfare of the community.
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Petition for Zoning Re-Classification
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District of Baltimore Countys
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