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The Corporate Potitioner herein applies fx a Special
Exception to operate a Trailer Park on approximately 13 acres of land
Jocated generelly west of the south cnd of the more recently completed
portion of Green Syring Drive in the Lutherville-Timonius area, This
property is presently soned for light ranufacturing and the use
sought 1s permiseible by special exception in such classifications
During the extensive hearings, the Protestants raised
which were renewed

several

The Board ¥i11 con=

by motdon to diswtss at the close of the c:
sider the motion before moving to the merits of the patter.

The Protestants first contend that the instant applica-
tion vas made in behalf of a corporation whichwas not in existence
at the time the said ays'ication was filed with the Zoning Comnissioners
This, they argue, violates Section 500.2 of the Regulstions, which
provides that ¥such petition shall be filed by the logal ownmer of
The records of the Zoning Comaissioner indicate

such property
that the Petation was filea Deceabor 15, 1958, altoough the question=

adre ubmitted with the Petition was dated Decombor 11, 1958, This

13 not. 1 as these are often

completed by the applicant prior to filing. Articles of Incorporation

basis of school factlitiss being indequate. On the other hand, we
Kave testimony by Mr. Webster, the Principal of Luthorville Elementary
School, that he 1s opposod to the spocial cxception because it will
cause additioral over-crowding in his school which 43 already boyond
capacity, In addition, Mr. Wingard, an assistant in transportation
Vith the Soard of Biusation, opposes the Potition on the besis that
1t would complicade the school transportation prob.em by lengthening
the runs becauss of the need to avold crossing the railroad. Ho
adaitted under cross-oxamination, however, that soms of the children
cross the railroad at the present time,

The Board believes that, had the Bard of Education
boen s criously concarned over the granting of this special exception,
4t would have followed its usual pattorn of recording ita objection
with the Offico/Flanning (vhich would then have reflected those ob-
Jections in its suwmary of the aitustion rather than taking the position
that thare was no objection as to school facilities), and would have,
in addition, sent one of its supervisors to testify as 4t hus done on
mmerous other occasions. Wo are convinced that Mr. Wobster and Mr.
Wingard appeared as 1ocal residents anl testified with the highest
motives, but we cannot ascribe the same weight to their testimony as
to that of }r. Gavrelis, We, therefor:, elimirate the school factor
43 a principal reason to deny this application.

Continuing to exaxine Section 502.1 there appears little
1Umlit0od that the special exception would tend to over-crowd laid and
cause undus concentration of population. Nor would it, if operated in

accordance with regulations, in our opinion, create a potential msard
from fire, panic or other davgers.

of Crowther Trailer Park, Inc., were filed with the State Tax Commission
on Decesber 12, 1958, and these Articles were amended to change the mane
of said corporation to Crowther, Inc., on December 23, 1558, It
clear that a definitive corporate identity was established on December

12, 1958; therefore, the change in name is not in our opinion a change
of sufficient importance to disqualify the Petitioner, Moreover, the
Court of Appeals, in the case of Norwood l’hm Improvesent Association
v, Baltimore, 195 M. 1, at 7ago 7, ruling on a similar jurfsdictional
question raised by Protestants, rejected the argument that a certificate
of incorporation had not been issued to the Petitioner at the time a
building permit application was filed, The Court apparently found
controlling the fact that the corporaticn vas validly in existence
hearing.

Next, the Protestants contend that reither Lhe applicant

at the time of ti

corporation, nor its President and solo stockholder, has title to the
property involved, nor has any substantial financial interest thorein.
The evidence shows that the Petitioner obtained legal title by desd
dated Docember 12, 1958 and recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore
County in Liber WuJuR. No. 376, folio 307, fror Tdusirial Estates,Inc.,
The exterd of finarcial interest or its lack is of no moment to this
Board 50 long as the logal title requirement i3 satisfied.

The Protestants state further that no substantial evidence
has been presented by the applicant upon which the Board could, as a
matter of law, grant the special exception. The Board disagrees in
that 1t finds testirony in the case which, given weight and oredence,
cowld support a finding for the Petitioners

Further, the Protestants maintain that a part of th land

which the special excopticn is requested is

"R5" and that such

land, under the Zoaing Regulations, cannot be the mubject of a Trailar
Park Special Emertion. It is noted that the portions to which the
Protestants allude are requested for playground use. Such use may or
may not be pernissible under existing soning. However, the "R land
43 not properly a part of this application and the Board will concorn
itself only with the land which is presently soned for 1ight manufacture
ing,

Finally, the Protestants clain  that serious ‘uriations
exist between the plans and lay-outs mresented at the hearing before the
Zoning “onmissione: and those presonted at the hearing before this Boardj
and that the  nev and revised plans do not comply with the ordor of the
Zoning Comatssioner from which this appeal is taken. The Zoning Come
aissionsr's Onder of January 28, 1959, grants the special excoption
without imposing conditions or restrictions. It i3, therefore, difficult

o envisage how the revision of plans fails to comply i th such Urda:

Had the Zoning Comission:r placed conditions upon his granting of the
special exception, and had the revised plans conflicted with these come
ditions in any mamner, the Protestants' complaint would be Justifisds
Wo £ind no conflict.

Having ruled on all points of the nmotion of the Protestants,
Vo dery the motien in its entiroty and now procoed to a consideration of
the case on the merits.

In the o

ral days of hearing, interspaced between sham
exthanges asong the many comsel inwolved, the Board has heard over thirty
expert and lay witnesses. To say that evidence relating to the case has
boen fully exhausted bord:rs on an understatesent; moreover, we at times
found difficulty in confining the hearing to the matters at issus and
preventing it froa deterforating into a political Donnybrvok, Fortumately,

atundant relevant evidenco was adduced, upon which this opinion i based.

With regard to possible creation of congestion in roads, str cets,
or alleys, ¥r. Waltor Addisen, the County Traffic Enginser, testified that
the intorml traffic would be no problem amd that tho extermal traffic
would be no greator problex than that vhich would result if the property
were to bo used dndustrially. He further Sestified that a light industry
use would cause about the sawse mmber of trips + or a 2k hour periods
While it i3 true that industrial traffic would Lv less likly to comm
pound with tho traffic fros the nearby drive=in theater, wo rely on Mr.
Addison's statement that the existing roads are more than adequate to
handle 1o projocted traffic load which would result from the trailer
parke Ve, therafore, feol the Petitioner has met the burden of come
pliance with respect to Seccion 502.1 (b)e

This leaves for sole consideration Section 502.1 (a) which
4imposes upon us the duty of acsuring oursolves that the use requasted
¥ill mot be detrirental to the health, safety or general welfare of
the locality involveds Thore ‘s nothing in the testimony from which
we could decide tht the nublic safety would be endangered by the granting
of the Petition, ths leaving for dispost tion only the questionjof health
and general welfars.

We have allowed the Protestants to show, through photograrhs
and tostinony, the present conditions at the existing Crowther.Trailer
Park, Mro Crowther has testified that he would operate the new park,
should this Petition be granted, and the Soard feels tat the recent
case of Dorsey vs Sphak, 147 A2nd 853, allows it to consider Ads present
oporatiens After viewing tho photographs and rewiewing the testimony of
Moy Margerun and Mr. Nichols, it appears tmat Mr. Crowthor's oporation
could easily constitute a lmsard to the health af the localitys

Finally, and most important, the foard has strong con-
victions that the granting of this special axception would be detrimental

s

The Petitioner has produced real estats, soning and plaming,
health, and safoty experts (some of whon are County afficlals ard some
independent consw.tants) in an effort to prove that the granting of the
special exception sought will nott

Bo detrimontal to the health,safety, or general welfaks
of the locality involved;

b. Tend to create congestion in roads, streets or alleys
tharein;
4 Create a potential hazand from fire, panic or other
dangers;
d. Tond to overcrowd lard and cawse undue concentration
of population;
. TInterfere with adequate provisions for schools,
water, sewerage, transportation or other public rlq’uir.-
, convenionces or improvements;
o Intsrfere witl adquate light and air.
The Protestants iawe contered with their om experts, as
well as both industrial and residential neighbors .

In deciding this case,ie are concorned only with the intent and
meaning of Section 502,1 of the Zoning Regulations. Considering those
requirenents in their inverse ordr, we begin by finding nothing in the
evidence before us which would indicate that the requested use would
interfere with adequate ght and airs

With respect to possible intarference with adequate pro-
visions for schools, parks, water, sewerage, tramsportation, or other

public or a review of the

ovidence allows us to swwarily elininate all factors exce:t possible

interforence with schoolse As to schools, wo have on the one hand,

the testimony of Mre George Ee Oavrelis, Deputy Dircetor of the
Baltinore County Office of Planning and Zoning, that the Office of

Flanning and Zoning has no objection to the special exception on the

o the general welfare of the community. In considering general welfaro,

o mist first assure owrsclves that the prapossd use will be in harsony
with the peneral purpose and intent of the Zoning Rogulations and that it
an s conducted without datriment to the neighborhood (Erdsan vs Board
of Zoning Acpeals, 212 1. 283 at pg. 295)s There ia a wealth of testinony
which proves beyond any doubt that to allow this special exception would
ropresent an inexcusable departura from the comprehensive plan for the
area, resulting in an irreparable ruptire in the integrity of the indus-
trial neighborhoods Tie Court of Appeals has indicated ins everal cases
tha reclassifications or spacial exceptions represeating a departure
from We comprebensive plan siould rot be made on a plecemsal basis,
but as the rosult of a general survey. (Zinn va, Board of Zoning A-peals,
207 M. 355, and Amorican N1l Company vs.Millar, 20, M. 32).

Although there is no inherent objection to the creation of

small districts within an existing zone for tho accomodation and convenience
of its residents, (See Temminx iz Soard of Zoi als, 205 Md. L89 at
pge L95), there is no eviderce in this case to remotely indicate that the
trailer park is related to the convenience of the industrial resicants of
the area. To the contrary, various reprosentatives of industries ‘n the
locality have expressed a unified comviction that a use other than indus-
trial will adversely affect carrier service, utilities, and will depreciate
their properties,

A mmbor of residents in the neighborhood including &
realtor testified that the use of the subject property u/‘?nu:r camp
would adveraely affect the ¥alve of their hoses.

For the reasons set forth above, the application for
a spectal exception to operate a trailer park on the subject property

1s denies

Any appoal from this decision must be i accordance
with Rile Nos 1101 (b) of the Rules of Practice and Procedurs of
the Court af Appoals of Maryland.

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

O/ 4 /54




1IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF f BEFORE THE ZONDNG BOARD OF

CROWTHER, INC. FOR A

EXCEPTION FOR A TRAILER PARK 0 APPEALS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
s

OPINION

The petition filed in this case requests a special exception under
and by the provisions of Section 502 of the zoning regulations of Baltimore
County (1955)./{:;:‘ in the Bth Election District of Baltimore County., The
1and in question, from the testimony, contains about 12,7 acres and is soned
mamufacturing, light (¥-L)e

This petition for a trailer park is one of certain types of usec
which are required to secure a permit to allow them to be placed in one or more
sones in whlch an uncontrolled occarrence might cause unsatisfectary results of
73 kind or another. Although a trailer park is a proper use of land soned
mamfacturing light, by lav, there are certain aspects which call for special
constderation of this petition.

The bearing on this petition before this Board vas considerably
lengthy and therefore a recital of facts 1s in xy opinion unnecessary because
the testimony has been transcrived. In reaching this decision, as bereinafter
set out, T an xindful of the fact that the burden of proof to show proper and
mfficient facts to Justify the granting of any special exception is upon the
petitioner, These facts mist conform wd support the legal requirements of
Section 502.1 of the soning regulationss Section 502,1 (a) provides as follows:

“Befire acy syadal, exediilon
 ror vatch
» special axception is requested
212 noty
(a) Be detrimental to the health,
safety, or general welfare of
the locality involved;®

Willien Martien, a vitness produced by the petitioner who testified
a3 an expert in industrial properties aduitted on cross-oxamivacion that if a
tratler park vere illowed at this location "t would te detrimental to a degree".
The swme witness also adaitted when referring to the trailer park in question
that "4t would be more detrimental than some mamifacturing purposes.” He also
conjectured that 1f the traller park were here before the houses were bullt
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sales would have been adversely affected”, Although, not considering asstheticd,
there 1s 14ttle doubt in my xiod from all of the evidence produced intids case
that the granting of a special excepticn for a trailer park at this location
would be detrimental to the health, safety or general welfare of the locality

involved. Since there wowld be a threaicned, 47 not rotual, reduction of the
property values, both residential and industrial, this factor mst certainly
be considered as falling within the general welfare clause, This hearing vas
attended by possibly ore of the largest groups of protestants who have appeared

before the Board of Zoming Appeals in rocent years, These residents of the

area were partimlurly sincere in their protest and their reasczs far protest
were missrous. The very size of the protest in itself, has no direc) relation-
ship to this decielon except to the extent to which it has produced before
4his Board the various objections of the residents of this locales

There would also seen to be a probles of density or over crowding of
the land in questions Section 502,1 (d) provides that a special exception
shall not be granted if it would *tend to over crowd land and cause undue con-
centration of populstion®s Mr. Archibald C Rogers, a witness produced by the
petitioner adnitted that in the proposed trailer park as laid out on the plats
it would accomodate seven and one half faxilies per acre, which is very closely
compared to a population density in a R-6 zone of about six families per acres

The more normal cosparison 1s between a mamfacturing light zone being used for

ng and a mamufecturing 1ight zone being meed for o trailer parke

n not reaching my decision in this

tter on this point alone, it
tate that T am cognizant of the same.
Scction 502.1 (e) provides that a special exception mist not
interfere with adequate provisions for schools, parks, water, sewage, trans-

partation or other public or . In

Legard to this Section the evidence before the Board would seem to be une
contradicted that if the special exception were granted and the trailer park

were allowed that the seme would interfere with the adequate provistons for

1y planned including interference with adequate school trens=

opinion that the patiticner presented cvidence insufficlent

sary provisions of tuls Section, particularly in

o produced by the protestants which is in the record on

e SMITH AND HARRISON

February 5, 1959

Lle Wilsie H. Adams

Re: Fetition for Special Exception for Trailer
Park - 5. end of Greenspring Drive.
Timonium Road, Eighth District -

Inc. . Petitioner

enter an Appeal to the County Board
of Appeals (rom the Order of the Zoning Commissioner date
in the above Petition for Special Exception

January 28, 1959
Y rard the transcript of record to the County Board of

W Lec Harrison, Attorne
one of the Protestants

5o 159
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s to adequate sewerage the evidence produced by the petitioner at
+ba hearing disclosed in part, that although the sewersge facilities for the
subject property are at present inadequate the petitioner feels that they vill
be made adequate in the future and apparently on this basis asks that the
spectal excepticn be granted subject th the adequacy of the sewerage in the
future. I am of the considered opinion that this is not the intention nor a
proper interpretation of this Sections

Although the protestants have been considersbly concerned with the
motives of the petitioner I am not concerned with this except as the evidence
has produced a showing that the petiiicner coes not meet the requirements of
Section 502,1, There s also considersble testimony befiTe the Board as to
the existing conditions of the present trailer park being operated by the
petitioner in a noneconforsing use area in Timonium, It is xy opinion that the
character of the proposed tratler park has some direct relationship to the
general velfare of the commnity. In reaching this decision one must consider
the nature and character of the existing traller perk which is being run by the
petitioners The petitioner spparently plens to move the presently operated
trailer park to this proposed location. This relationsiip then existing I
believe it o proper to consider the manner in which the petiticner has run
Ms exsting trailer park. Of course, the "general welfere provision® does
not apply to a von-conforming use because from the testimony, there is little
question that the petitioner hes not seen fit to produce sufficient evidence
that he will run the proposed trailer park in such a manner so s not to be
detrizental to the health, eafety or generel welfare of the locality imvolved.
The evidence which the petiticner did see fit to produce was such that his
e

s took the position toat any health menance in a tratler park depends
on 1t's managements

The Deputy Divector of Flanning, ire Gavrelis, a witnees called in
behalf of the petitioner, was ipparently of the opinion that the use of this
area for ¢ trailer park "was not a proper vay to use industrial land®. He also
maintalied that the access to the subject property was "peculiar® and for these
Teasons and to this extent the Flanning Departzem was objecting to the grant=

ing of the oy

cial exception fcr this purposes

There wes

several motions on technical grou-ls proposed by the

Frotestants which I fecl, at tids time, 1t is unnecessary to use although I

R PETITION FOR SPECTAL EXCEITION
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'
prrrrrrarriaan e
Tuis potition s for a Spacial Excejtion, uader Section

502 of the Zoning Regulations of Baltinore Courty. Hima lawyors and

bout 300 parmna appoarsd bafora the Zoming Comissiomsr to protest

this proposed use. Thore wers arguments both pro and con 33 to
hathor the petitionsr could meet the Toquirosents wder Section
502.1 waich reads as follows:

« 502.1 = Eafore any Special Exceptien ohall be granted

14 must appoar that tis use for wiich th Special Exooptien is requastad

@1l nct

a. Be dotrimental to the malth, s.m.;n or gomaral

wlfara of the locality iavel:

b. Tond to create congostion in roads, streets or
alloys theroin;
Croate a potential hazard from fire, panic or
ot dangers;
4. Tend to owrerowd land md cause unduw concen

tration of population;

1s

. TInterfore with adequate provisions for schools,

©° parks, wator, seworage, transportation of otter
publie

f£. Interfore with adequate light and aiv.
\r. George Gavralis, Deputy Director of the Officy of
Planning testified that the Offics of Plaming cbjected to this Spocial

Excoption and gawe as its reasonat

k-

an not in any way passing on the validity or the merits of these motions.

In conclusion, upon all the evidence presented in this case by the

parties thereto it is my opinion that the granting of this petition for special
exception for a tradler park at this location would seriously injure the use of
the surrounding property and without doubt would be detrizental to the health,
safety and general welfare of the locality imvolved; and would also interfere
with the adequate provisions for schools and school trarsportation; and would
also tend to over crowd the land in question; and would also interfere wit's
adequate provisions for sewerage.

For all of the above reasons it is my opinion that this petition

for special exception for a trailer perk should be denied.

Date:_July 16, 1959

Feabers of the Board of Zoming Appeal
for Baltixore County e %

NOTE: T do rot feel that the majority opinion adequately covers
all the grounds under which this potition b
that T, therefore, submit a separate opinion cencurring in
the result by ascribirg additional reasons for =

That it is the cpinion of the Ofiice of Plaoning that the
provision of tratlar marks as a permitted use in the imiustial zoms as
a Spectal Bxception was not intended as a pormamnt use, bul as a trn-
sitory use until such time as an industrial use vas ready for develop=
mont, This, of course, is comtrary to the Zoning Regulations as
recosmanded by the former Planning Comaission and as mlopted by the
County Camissiomra.

Mr, Gavrolis also testifisd at length on the o=
visions of 502.1-a, that this would be detrisental to the health,

safoty or welfare of the community involved; 50i.1=d, would tond

%o ovorcrowd lan: and cause undua concentration of populatica; and,

502.1-8 would interfere with cdequate provisions for schools, parks,

nts, con=

vator, sswsrags, or other public
entences, or improvements.

The facts are that there now exists within 1500
foct af this location the Crowther Trailer Park, which is a moncon-
forming use and doos not meet the ruquirements of tie present Zening
Mogulations, Howsver, the present ouner of this propirty 1s Coopamatiw
Milla, Inc., who has assured the Courty that they intand to build very
ghortly and have no intentions of mintaining a trailor park when this

one mows. This existing trailer park deing in the saw aroa, using

the smme utilitiss, sewor, water, schools, -tc, could not cause amy
added turden on these utilities Ly simply moving 1500 foot.

It 1s the opinion of the Zoning Commissionsr that the
potitiomr doos met all the requiremsnts of Section 502 of the Zoning
fogulations and the isclated lucation of the proposed use would certainly
in o way be detrimntal to the health, safoty or wolfaro of the camunity

involved, Howsver, therc shall be a fence of at least 6 foot in hoight

——E



similar to the Anchor Link femce er:cted on the south and southesstern
boundariss of the property- Complste plans for this trailer park must
meot the roquirements of Section Llh of the Zoning Regulatioms and shall
be submitted for approval by the Offize of Plamning,

It 15 this ZF AL day of January, 1959, by the Zoning
Commissioner of Baltimore County, ORDEZRED that the aforesald petition
for a special exception for Trailsr Park shall be and the smme 1s

hareby granted.

Vw2 AR
Zoning Commissionor of
Baltinore County

February 2, 1959

430,00

RECEIVED of Willlan R. Buchanan, attorney for protestants,
the sua of Thirty (430.00) dollars, being cost of appeal to the
County Board of Appeals from the decision of the Zoning Comainsicoer
grenting the spectal exception for Trailer Park - Scuth end of
Oreen Sgring Dr. - S. Tionium Ads = 6th District - Crowtber, Inc.,

petitioner.
Zoning Comnissionar
of Baltinore County

PAID = tatimave Caunty, Md. - Offoe of Fomscs

&=3%9 60k4 e e e TL+ 3000
<359 bou4 e e e TIL# 3000
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PETITION FOR SFSCIAL EXCEFTION

IN THE MATTER OF SEFORE THE
2 ZOMING COMMISSI(

' OF BALTTIGRE COl

CROWTHER, INC.

For & Special Exception
To The Zoning Commissioner of Baltinore County

Contract
Purchaser

heroby petition for a Special Excepticn, under the Zoning Regulations
and Restrictions passed by the County Commissioners of Daltimore
County, agreeabls to Chapter 877 of the Acis of the General Assembly
of Maryland of 1543, for a certain permit and use, as provided under
3aid Regulations and Act, as follows:

A Special Exception to use the land (and improvements now or be
erected thorcon) hereinafter described for @ trailor park ki

suuute in_the 3m slecnon District
an 30T ollows, to wit: Beginning for the

2t 0 s poinb: Bouty'9 degroos 2 minute s O seconda East 322.11
rom the center of the Southernmost end of Green Spring Drive,
6 "a, 1.977 3l feet, more or less, South of Timonium Road,
r e in a Southerly direction by a curve to the right
with a ot °729.4ly Toot for a diatance of 19870 feet, thense
South 6 degress 12 minutes 40 seconds West 502 83 rut, South 75
dogroes 3l minutes 16 seconds West 71;1.16 f North 22 degrees 1

5 feet, North 22 do greos 11 minutes 56
North 80 dogrcas 3) uinutes 48 seconds
of beginni.

minute L seconds Vest
seconds East 563.61
East 66l.47 feet to chu pla

Containing 12,714 acres of land, more or less.

CROWTHER, INC.

Gl Oumor
Sazuel T. Crowther, President

Foba_cry 6, 1959

$20.20
RECEIVED of Smith & Harrison, attorneys for protestants,
the sum of Thirty ($30.00) dollars, being coet of appeal to the

County Beard of Appeals from the decision of the “oning Comsissioner
granting the spectal exception fcz Trailer Park - Scuth end of
Oreen Spring Dr. = §. Timontus R.d - Bth Distriet - Crowther, Inc.

potitioner,

hu!lt Conmissioner
of Balt{nore County

PAID = tutiocrs County, d. — Offos of Fnsaes

--6%9 6211 o e e QIL- 3000
<679 6217 ¢ e e QIL- 3000

0)63

& - @
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ORDERED by the Zoning Commissiorar of Baltinore County

this __ jesy day of_Deconber » 1958,
that the subjoct matter of this petition be advertissd in a
nevspaper of gereral oirculation throughout Baltimcre County
and that the property be posted, as required by the Zoning
Rogulations and Act of Asseably afcresaid, ard that a public
hearing thereon be had in the office of the Zoning Corminsioner
of Baltinore County, Marylard, cn the _ 21st day of

January. —» 1959 , at 9 otclock
an M

“Zoning Commlssloner

of Baltinore County

August 27, 1959

$21.00
RECKTV

) of Saunders M. Almond, Jr., attorrey far
Crowthar, Inc. Petitioner, the sua of Tventy One ($21.00)
Dollars, being vost of certifisd coples of documents filed
4n the matter of a spocial axcopticn for Trailer Park, st
the south enl of Green Spring Drive, south of Timoniun
Rosd, 8th District.

PAID s

B-21% 3018 ‘o e e TL—
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Department OF Public Marks
BUREAU OF LAND DEVELOPMENT
Inter-Ofice Correspondence

Subject ... Zoning ] bﬂﬂmm},
S
District 8 i

Rr. Jerome Wolff from the nuun of Engl
neoring vill be avai
mke comnent during the € on the Teferenced pets tion, o

Yo written comment will be sutmitted by this affice,

Lewis
Chilef - Parmit Section
Division of Land Development

CALIls
ce:  Plamiag (Nr. Stirling)

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towson, Maryland

H4ysts

Date of Posting _ /.=

biteyitl
Petitioner: g‘..__[é./ R

Date of return: __..

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

TOWSON, MD.,...... 16, 10,
THIS IS TO CERTIFY, That the annexed advertisement was
published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper printed
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¢
4

and rmnm in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., Mca>mzasex
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E F. RAPHEL & ASSOCIATES
REG, LAND SURVEVCRS
COUATLAND AVE
TOWSON 4 MARYLIED




