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ORDER FOR o ——

RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE: : BEFORE |
: to Sections 231.2 (c), 232.1, | |
/ 232,5 and 49,2 of the 1 COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS | | !
( Zoning _‘mhm: | by the Baltimore County Revenus Authority, located approximately 525 feet from the |
Chesopecks Avenue, 77" : OF Jeffmson Building. |
east of Courtland Avenue :
3“.' Duirct : BALTIMORE COUNTY i 1t s quite cloar from the above that strict compliance with thess regulations |
clley Groan Inc., ; o | would result in practical difficulty ond unrsonable hardship, and that the pelitioner 1s |
| entitled to the varionces raquested in this application.
JAMES H, COOK . IN THE L T Lo NS DI g M S Y e T R0 |
o
Appollant . CIRCUIT COURT s ! RDER .
| . FOR : For th ¢ forth e ;ﬁ
! ve. This is @ petition of Valley Green, Inc. for Variances & Sections 231.2 (<), i L In the oforegolng Opinion, 1t s sAD __ doy
NATHAN H. KAUFMAN, JR. . BALTIMORE COUNTY 232,1, 2325 and 409.2 of the Baltimura County Zoning Regulatiors for property located ot Al 21063 by the Coumty. Board of Appeals, ORDERED Hoa the voricaces peiHored
3 e Avtat e g i on the south sids of Cheopooke Avenva, 77 foat east of Courlland Avenvs in the Ninth ; forr. 58 oo e sorca 1t hereby: grentec.
CHARLES srat:m;lclgﬂ‘i‘m- A 4 District of Baltimore County. The property is presently zorad “B-L". | Any oppeal from this decision must be In accordance with Chupter 1100,
belng and constitut {
COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS . The Board of Appeols is unanimaus in ifs cpinion that the variances re= g sebiitle’ f Macyland Rules of Zmasdure;. 1961 aditions
| e quested should be gronted. Under Section 307 of the Baltimore County Zaalng Regulations
. i e I the Bourd of Appeals is given the power o grant variances whera strict comgllance with g?”:&mgg APIEALS
% . . . by Plesss anter an appeal. 1n the ahove entilled matter on - tha zoning ragulations would result in practical difficulty or unreasonsble hardship. F
i ‘behalf of Jamms H. Cook, Appellant, who was a party of re:ord before the The variances requested above would enahle tha petitioner o construct a \\m&\&\:{w~
ORDER FOR DISMISS. \%mmm AN

four-stery oddition to the present Jefferson Building; a four-story office building located
on the southeast comer of Courtland Avenue ond Chesapedk:a Avenue, directly east of the
Baltimore County Office Building and south of the Baltimore County Court Houses

County Board of Appaals, to the Circult Coust for Baltimore Cousty, from

Mr. Clerk:
Yir.0er thia Opinion and Order dated Aprl) 25, 1983 of the sald County Bokrd of

AW s O

Wiil you klndly dismiss the appesl heretofore takon in the
o Appeals entsred in case numbar 5643-V being the application by Valley
g Varlance to Section 231.2 () would allow for a height of 55 feer Tnstead

ebove entitled case, costs to be pald by the Appellant.
Green, Inc. for variances to Sections 231.2{c), 232.1, 232.5 and 408.2 of

of the required haight of 50 feet, and would conform with the height of the present

the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations for property loeated on the scuth Jefferson Building

oA o rmnened

é
John B. Howard — side of Chesapeaks Avenue, T7 feat east of Courtland Avenae in the Ninth Varignce to Saction 232, 1 would allow for o front yard set-back of 9,07
] o
Autorney for fppete District of Baltimore County, said Opinion and Order granting the varisnces feet instead of the required set-back of 10 feet. This vorionce would be in line with the
f
existing Jefferson Building and the Uniled Stales Post Office Building just to the east of
Eetitimmel for. the Jafferson Building.
o=
}E Variance to Section 232.5 would aiiow for four (4) floors, 46 feet by
5 B. Howard 108.73 feet, and would be o varionce from the new Ficor Area Ratio Regulation adopted
oa 3
E zE Attorney for Appellant by the County Council on Febrary 13, 1962, This 1agulation was not in effect at the
SRS ima of tha construction of the presont Jefferson Building.
i%—g 1 HEREBY CERTIFY that copy of the within Order of Appeal
3.; 2 = i 3z Variance o Section 409.2 would permit twenty=seven (27) off-street
d rd th
#3 was sorved upon’ ihe Coulily, Bowid'of Appaala by lekving s copy therent w parking places instead of the forty-four (44} places required by the regulations, While the
= Edith T. Elsenhart, the Secretary {2 sald Board, this }V day of byitlding itself con only produce twenty-seven (27) parking speces and the regulations re=
Sk May, 1963, ire) that ony lond used far parking must be within 500 feet of the building it i intended
" Eo B jopve, the petitioner has acquired the odditional seventean (17) spaces on land cperated
I i
L a
A
W
en
) A . —_—
£ i ® e i ] ®
& 3 (2) Thet the said opinion recognizes, as did
. N £ matters which were not presented at the hearing before the e nts of the office of Planning and Zoning, {3) That coneideration must be giver to the

Zoning Commissioner and conseguently as to which it had no fact that the property for which a variance was sought

RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCES TO " BE that the parking problems in the general area are
FORS THE

il;?;ms rri SR Ll disblomion rebabtaly; rehatiinathe case common to the Towson area and can only be solved can be sold and transferred, and under the uncontradicted

«5 and 409.2 of the ZONING COMMISST

ONER
Zoning Regulations - S§ 3 of Temmink v. Board of Zoning Appeals, 205 Md. 489, the Court of if i to be made
: = s : the Towson Court House . if any use is

Chegapeake Avenue, 77' E. of oF by an “over all parking plan for
Courtland Avenue, Sth Dist. Appeals of Maryland flatly held that the zoning authorities mal ty, it is im ible to provide parking
valley Green, In'c.. ¥ R 2 i 9 ¥ area” which has not yet been accomplished by the public of said property, it i POSS.

s BALTIMORE COUNTY
Potitioner not consider mattcrs or facts not admitted in evidence at the officials; that in considering the over-all parking thareon since it han no access except :0 a major
No. 5643-v

time of the hearing and thus deprive a party of the opportunity problem and the fact that the same can only be solved artery and ramps would be required to be built leading

to challenge the same and as a result in said caze remandad the by the public officials, consideration nust be given to inco Chesapaake Avenue thus leaving insufficient space
PETITION

same for further proce..ings; that it is respectfully eubmitted —fourth of the space of the present for any feasible building construction.
The petition of valley Greem, Inc., respectfully the fact that one-fou e sp P

reprasants: thit inondax fo préveik needlass;sppeals mnd acedless remands struckure is cccupied for use by public departments of (4) That considering the existing structure

A¢ EHYN-EHESHEE K SRS WNGUIS be e cus Slaed by the  Btning raloyees therein together with the additional lot applied for, the opinion
1. That at the public hearing bofore the Zonlng the County and that all of tha ernloye

Comnissioner upon one of the following bases: a arious County- is erconecus in claiming that there is a shortage of
Commissioner of Baltimoro County, your Petitioner prasented prasunably have parking permitted on v ¥

{a) shat the eatd makter stould e resonsidered.and i 109 spaces for the following reasons: a variance was
evidence consisting of testimony of the Deputy Director of owned lots, and specifically 15 parking spaces ware P

) s to: A i it 54 spaces
Planning and a 1 and sa3itemtuediby ey Boning: Comiasionas:writhaut respsct L any used by the Department of imalth cn a publicly owned granted for the original structure to perni pa

' personal knowledge Of the zoning officials or other public &% TR R and the variance sought for the naw structure is ko
2. That thereafter your Petitioner received a copy lot, and since that Department is now

officials and without respect to any macters and facte of any aces have permit 27 spaces and there rmust be added to these figuzes
of the Opinion and Order of the Zoning Commissioner herein existing Jefferson Building those parking ep

kind not publicly stated at the time of the original hearing: or & the agreement to lease, as tha occasion arises, up to
which denied one of the four variances sought althougn said becn turned over to another County departmen L}

(o) hat if said matturs and facts are to be Licl: 50 spaces from the Baltimore County Revenue Authority
opinion flatly stated that it would be "a logical and prcper presunably relieving parking in the primary publicly pa

considered, the Petitioner alleges in reply thereto the following: SR GE plus 15 parking spaces previously used by the Department

thing to build the proposed building 8o that it would £it owned Lot at the

(1) That your Petitioner was and still is o a lic employees occul of Health, 50 that the total number of available spaces
in harmoniously with the existing Jefferson Building® but and Baltimore Strects; that publ ploye Py 5 i
zepared to lease Up to 50 spaces from the Faltimore & 4 be 146 and the so-called "shortage” would be
the Order denicd one of the Sy — e appreximatoly 16,790 squera feet of tho existing would be

County Revenue Authority but that it is impractical t instead of a shortage of 109 spaces as erroneocusly found
| it a literal impossibility to comstruct what the Zoning structure and applying the regulations with reapec n

if not impossible, to do so unless and until the necds e e ha Comslanioner:

Commissioner found to bo a logical and propar building. ’ thereto, would ordinarily reguire 33 parking spi by :

of tenants are definitely known and established, and ined and (5) That the variance sought for the now structure
t have already been obtained ai

3. That in denying one of the esaid variances the and said spaces mus

with respect to any new structure, the nature of said ther locations, would be for 27 spaces in lieu of 44 spaces or a variance

Opinion stated that the Petitioner did not allege that used when those persons worked at other '

approximately 44 parking spaces are required. However, the

and who testified for the
Petitioner directly testified to this fact at said public
hearing,

4. That the only other matters and facts set forth in

said cpinion denying a part of the Ppetition consist solely of

\ tenants and their Teguirements are prasently completely

anknown; that in fact your Petitioner has already
leased 20 parking spaces from the Baltimore County
Revanue Authority and will lease the balanca if and
when necessary for the uss of particular tenants,

or if said spaces were not aiready available, then
the County itself is directly contributing to the
problem found by the office of Planning and Zoning
to require over-all solution by ths County.

of 17; that consideration must be given to the fact that
one of the existing tenants formerly occupied 15 public
spaces, which was a fact not knewn at the hearing on the
original structure; as a result tha .vtual shorthge

for the new structurs, taking such fact into consideration;

would merely be 2 less parking apaces than required by a
-4




T e N
literai application of the Zoning Regulstions.

WHEREFORE your Petitioner prays that the matters hexrein be
reconsidered and determined either on the basis of the evidenco
solely before the said Commissioner, or, in tha alternative,
upon the basis of the aforegoing with respsct to those matters
as to which your Petitioner had no opportunity of cross

and ion of evids at the time of the

original hearing. /0 n

Richard C. Murray '{
Attorney for Petitiom:
Jefferson Building

Towson 4, Maryland Va 3 6200

I horeby certify that copy of the within Petition was mailed
this Bth day of Octcber, 1962 to L. Robert Evans, E8q..

Masonic Building, Towson 4, Maryland, Attorney for Louis M.

7

Machacek.

Richard C. Murra
Attorney for Petitioner

tem 2 noted that the Zoning Commissionsr "flatly stated
ihat it vould ba a logical and proper thing to build the proposed building
g0 that it would fit in harmeniously with the existing Jofforaon Building”.

It s covious in cozerving tho proposed site that tho

Jofforson Building was so constructed that the preposcd site would eventually |

bs used for axpansion of thy Jofferson Buildings
This doss not mean that the new building con be built
\Athout providing for the parking spaes, 8 need for hich this building
will eroates
Ag tc Ttem 3, it 13 grood that the renuired number of
purking spaces is forty four.
Teom L quotes Teamink vs Bmrd of Zoning dpmals
205 Wdw 169« Tn that case the Board of Zoning Arpeals vas mot satisfied
\ith export tontimeny, but wnt out and magurod gums polats oa the ground
thenselvoz,
In the case of Keacks v, Weimbarg, 197 Md. 346,
nJudge Mosor mado a poraonal chservatici of tha proporty ln the company

of coumsel ad ha said he was convinced that it was not practical from

|| a fimnctal point ef view to uoe tho property for rosidontial purposes,

that thore sas no chunge in conditions since 1t was zomd comercial that

warranted its rezoming and thare was no ghewing of any public geod that

|| demanded its rec)assificatien.?

It w1l be noted, that while counssl vent along
thors is no mention of cross exéidnation.

In the case now bafore th Zoning Comuissiomer
tho petitdoner's attarvey is Teferring to informstion in Zoning Potition
| Mo, LB70=Y concerning testimeny of Gerson Bomnatt, of Bormatt & Brandt,
H ho tastified in both tha Jefferson Mullding matter and the prosent
[ petition, This infarmation ia contalmed in the Zoming Comdszioner's
written opinion dated February 10, 1960, Said opinion was and 13 avail-

able to sounsel.

L. nosenr evans
fm——"
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PETITION FOR VARIANCES | . LNy
7O SECTIONS 231, 2(c) ; g rmne
409,

zu.x B35 midw \ Sy ow
mﬂm_‘ ! |3 TONING CINMUSSICNER

Q‘.{-- %7 OF BALTINORE CONTY

Potit]

APPEAL TO COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

" Henozable John G, Rose,
g Comuissioner

- Zonin
of Raltinore Counth:

Touis M. Machacek, protestant, by L. Robert Evans, his sttomey,
hareby enters his appeal to the County Board of Appeals from the following
Orders and decislons of the Zening Comslssiomer of Baltimore County, viz:
the Order and decision dated October 2, 1962 and the Order and decision
dated October 23, 1962, in the above entitled cause.

/o) . &7,

ey

Dated: October 25, 1962

e,

AT

Attomey for Louis . Hachacek
Masonic Building

Towson 4, Maryland

cc: County Board of Appeals

The omo other witness appuaring £3¢ Valley Creen, In

4. Ogorge Gaveclis, Doputy Divector of Planning, contributed very
littls information in the matter,

7Tha petition then gous on Lo plaad for g granting
of the parking varisnce.

L. Robert Evans, Eace, Attorney for Louis M, Hachacok
answered Valley Groen. Inc.'s potition and in genoral agroed with Valloy
Greon, Inc.

Theso wera tho only partios in tha caso amd theso %o
patitions vill be attached to and mada a port of the amended crdere

1In spite of the staterents set forth in the ptition
tha parking situation created by the Jeffersen Building and the proposed
buflding is not saticfactery, howeve:, the proposed ronawal af Touson
proper has not advanced enough to force the petitdoner iw do any mere
4hen others in the imwdiate Tosson area have dons so that the petition

is granted.

for a variance to permit 27 spaces instead of

BOONE AND COOK

arromnaTa AT Law

Nove.nber 20, 1962

Mr. John G. Rose

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County
County Office Building

Towson 4, Maryland

Re: Petition for Variances to Sectiens 231, 2
(e); 232.1; 232.5 and 408. 2 of the Zoning
Regulations - 5.5, Chesapeake Avenue
77" E. of Courtland Ave., 914 Dist., Valley
Green, Inc., Petitioner
No. 5643-V

Dear Mr. Rose:

Wil you kindly enter an appeal on my be-
half from yeur Order dated October 23, 1962 granting the
variance for parking in the above case. .

Very truly yours,

Ras PITITION FOR VARLAKGES 70
SECTIGNS 231.2 (e);2321;
232.5 o LC942 of the

Hogulations = 5.5, BEFORE
munpnm Avesy 17! !
Courtlan] Ave., $th msr.-m -
Valloy Groen, Ince, i

ZONING COMISSTONER

Fetitionor ) o«

BALTDMGRE COUNTY
Yo 56h3-Y

ittrrer o

The patitionsr has requested four variances go tint a building
may be conatructed cn the wou't cide of Chesapeaks Aveave apd Courtland
Avenues This 1s apparently going to be a part of an oxisting building
knovn 45 the Jaffaracn Butlding, Hre Serson Bonnett of the fim of
Somnett & Sramdt, Architects ard inginsors, testified that an opening
11 be out in the wall frea the existing bullding %o tho propesed bullding
a: that cars will be parked in tha basemont of tha proposed bulliing,
including the driveways in tha building.

1t would appear a logical and pruper thing to build tha
proposed building so that it vould it in rarmoulowsly -ith the exlsting
Joffors.n Bullding, tharefore, thris out of the four requested variamces
should be granteds

The request for a varilance from Section 1092 to permit
27 offstroet parking spaces is dus mero consideratlons

Honry Adas waco remarked that "No cpe means all he saya,
and yot very few say all they moan".

Thy minimum parking required is approximately Ll spaces

an opposed to a requost for 27. The petition doss not mention “his.

®» | ®
REx PEITTION /(R VARIANCES T 3
SECTIONS ijl.z (uh 22 U
23L.5 and 1
Zoning n.g s.a. BEFORE

llh
gh' :11-_::- mm; 10 E. ot 1
our! Ave,, $th Dist,
Vallay Oroen; froes » : 2ZONING COMISSIQNR

Petitionar @

BALTIMRE COUNTY

5 o 5643-¥

trtarmairriaaas

Valley Oreon, Inc., filed a petition requesting four
variances 5o thit a bullding could be constructed on the south aide
of Chosapedko Avenue 77 foot sast of Courtlar Avenus. Cn Cetober 2,
1962 all the variances wre granted but one. A varlance te pormit 27
off-strcet: parking svaces was dendeds

The Gourt of Appeals of Haryland in Carmay vs
City of Baltimore 137 Mi, 130, had the following o say:

easion "practical difficulties
mCessary hudmlpe" rnnl dumun'ﬂ. or hardehips ..hii.. :um-
peculiar to the situation of the applicant for the permit am are
not necessary to carry out ths :puu; of the ordinance and which
are ot such a degree of soverity that their existence amonnts to
a substsntial and umecessary injustice to tha applicant. Excop-
flﬂﬁ"ﬂﬂ the groami of "practical diffi ultles or unnecessary hard=
hips® should not be mado wxcopt whers tho burden of the general
rule upon tha inddvidusl property vould not, becauss of its tnique
situation and the singular circumstances, serve the essentlal lagis=
lative policy, and so woudl constitute an entirely unnccessary and
gmm-muu invasicn of the basic right of private property. Esster v
“t-ym: Enl;;-:;, ;.:5 Il?;!.l iﬂé'.';] ;o 'éd L91; Heffernan v. Zoning Board
vy 1o 26, . 48 va Bow
e e e e T g v B:\rd.utminu»mm.nt

@ Goucbor B, 1962 the atterney for the potitioper
%4 & patdticn with the Zoning Comisaionor sotting forth mttars
that spparently woro not rado clesr at tha hoaring.

1o patitien for  vorlance in repard te parking for the
puilding now known as the Jeffersen Butlding vas more forthright amd a
roquent was mado for Sk spaces instead of 16 spacos.

Tho result is that the two bulldings vill oprate side
by side with a shortage of 109 parking spacds.

\s Gorson Bomnett wan th potiticaorts witness ab both
bearings. At the first hearing Mr. Bomett staked that opa=helf of the
fivet floor would be a bank sml the othor half 3 financial agency. One
100 would DM equipment snd six empleyesss Anothar fleor would have &
Ragienal Accomting Offica for a largs firm am that theve would be long
torm leames for fifteen years.

Tho bank 1a there, bub ocoupancy of tna other portion

of the bullding has turned out quite differentlys Thore are porple instead

of machines and pacpls meed a place to park.thslr cards

Jr, Bonnatt 1n tastinory concoraing the Jflerson
Bulldirg said that in view of the proposed uss axd based on axperiancy
with other bulldings 53 extra parklng 3paces would be sufficieat and tho
potdtioner would consider leasing 50 spaces from the Baltisore County
Rovenue Authority. Actually 20 auteachils parking spages wers Yented
#rom the Revenue Authority for a term cf five jeards

In the Zoning Commissionar's (pimion of Februazy 10,

1960 in the matter of what is known a3 the Jofferson Bullding, it was

noted that *if future parking difficulties ariss, thme difficultles

must be worksd out in an overall parking plan for the Towson Court Houss
area”s
Ia the instant case the office of Flaming and Zoaing

commnted hilth respact to parking, the petition should chow to what

extent, if ay, arrangepents will be =mado to provide or to use currently =

available offstreet parking spacas alsswhera”.
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' PETITION FOR ZONING VARI !NCE'

B89-3408
PKOM AREA AND HEIGHT REGULATIONS sl ¢ § i ;
. F Puge 8, 3 2 f June 20,1964,
TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY: "H/ = 4 E: W, BSth Strest
i o MESAPEAKE A% % Baltimore 16, Hd. 5
» L wose,_Valley Green, . ---legal owner__af the property situate in Baltimore [ ,,“%ﬁ"i;" fr. i ek ATHNER) FOVN, BALITHS : i
Those has beon no solution to the parking probles in the County and which is described In the deseription and plat attached herelo and made a part hereof, H—LJ'L—(W 3 i 5 June 20, 1982,
variances for the ::ucmng g 2
- 5 pr d ot the hearing on September 27: hereby petition for/xAkaxmmoncimmxceemnz. 81) 3 varia | i ( £ S5} SR
ousa -afda and nans WAS FEOROSE order to permit a building height of 55 feet along th : : mm“‘—‘m' 108 WIST CHBTAPMAXE AVEEUY, TOUSCN, DALINOAS
-(2)_a_vaxiance from Section 409.2 to permit 27 of ] folio 587, was ¢caveywd by Valter C, Eylmnder, ot ul. ta Towsdn
€ LBL f sy of (3) a variance from Section 232.1 to permit a setback of 9.07 feet E:on h i
For tha following reasons it is Lhis A in lieu of 10 feet; Vord Sales, ine., thenee binding on sald gesesd 1line Nurth 8% Beglinlng for Shw same at & poink or the Soutk slde of ont
tha Zoning Comaissioner of Balilmore Geunty, CRIEAED 4 Scan Section 232.5 to permip construction of 4 floors Degrece 40 Klnutes 40 Zscunds West 45,60 R
» 1962, by tha Y R l ) ngr”nccnéa;‘a sgciion 24205 o Pc o aiL,do g.té“ of the pame. dimension. [§ et to the begianing ef ﬂll..p..,h {'Oh_lt 80 foet widh it tho dlsbanes of 77.38 fout
that the following variances should be and the sass aTe horeby & : nrm- oning Regulations of Baltimore Courty, to the /n,w.,, Law of Baltimere County: for the “38 third liue of the land firot herein raferred to, mud te intar- =sas
ks Ty following reasons: findicate hardship or practical difficulty) ¥ ; ¥ Nred Faatorly aleng ihe South aide o Eaab Chmsapeake Avanue
L A e iting int o 55 faot along tha Parcel is adjacent to existing office building having ar approved Sest the first line of the land which by Desd dated Jume 4, A4, from the Bast dide of Cowrtlind Avemus, aaid point baing as the
ght of g

height of 55 feet and lot is Of insufficient size to comply fully
with lleight and parking requirements without hardship or practical

0as% property liney

and recorded smeng the aforesald Lend Neeords in Liber J.Ww.n. Begluning of the lasi line of the land whish by Desd dated Novembor

+ - Lo perm Bk i would be in line with existing "
2. & varlanco to Sestion 23Z.1 io pormit a sotl difficulty. Setback as requested wou. i existing Na, 1888, follo %44, w v Fardinai
A 9.0 fuot from the from: proporty lims in Leu structure. Section 232.5 Of the cegulations pertaining to Eloor 4/ et WAS mvagWe. by Pe nd B (noen te Toweon 21, 1958, md redprded ameng t28/Land Sugerds of Eeltimove Coumty
of 10 fest; am area ratic was adopted since construction of existing building on Poré Seles, Ing., wnd Tvnaing tience and binding en the third line in Liber G-L.m o 3452, rolie §ac, seaveyed by fenry A
djacent parcel. b ‘
to par: cons’ - £ .
3. :;' “ ﬂm”, i i t»: Am ;pu)dng of the land first herain Fererred to and reverssly on part of the Hylander, e% al. to s Qulsean Corperstion, and mmning thenee
S o1 e e dhmond one S firet Lins of the lind last horein ucaticasd, Nerth 7 [egress 19 nd, biaking on e Soath bide of ¥eay Chesagane kvasie ent o
27 offatront ) Froe T y ¢
Kinutes 20 feconds Enst 108.73 fest to the place of begiuning. Ahe last un-'c.r sald ling, now surveyed, and referring the
Containing 0.1107 sores mors or lsss. the oun i
Property is to be posted and au.«rised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations SeuPEMS. oI Ihip desariptionte faltimore County drid Meridian,
L or we, agree to Hp:‘n of above Variance advertising, posting, etc., upon fling of this a agee LoE
petition, and furthes agree 1o and are 1o be bound by ihe roning. feguladons anc restriions o Fouth 52 fegress 40 Mautes 45 descnds Kaut 46,41 feet to an tren

Balimare Courty aunmm ||||l~. ant ta the Zoning Law For Baltamore County

Plpe set at the beglniing of the firat lins of sald land, thepes
sattes seeon. tne. o leavin; Fest Chasspsaks Avenae snd binding oo sadd Cirst 1ine,
and for & part of the distanse slong the West fans of ai B-insh

By

Contrel. purchaser " President Legal Ow Gocorets wall, Syuth 7 Degrees OL kinuts 50 Sescads Wesh 108,78
Aadress Addres: 16 Park Avenue
Balmmom ‘1, Maryland fest to tha begluning of the ssccnd Line of sald lind, whlch im slse
ﬂg’Js o G . the second Line of tie land which by Deed dated Kay 24, 1900, and
el s
2 Lo il Teoorded suong the aferesald Land Records In Lider T.8.5: Eo, 184,
etitioter’s Atlornes Proteitant’s Atiornes
The Jefferson Building
Towson 4, Md.; VA 3 6200
DRIERED iy The Zoning € sioner of Baltimore Counlty, this __day
! R ROILEN.
i 106 2, 1hat the subject r.]lll ©oof this peution be advertised, as
requirsd by the of Raftimare Co
t e o REerty be posted, e the Zoniag
e ot T TR et 0 .'\'m?””f.?‘
' i TETITION yon & pvive, vaRiANCE
Vo Naea #IH DiTRICT o ¢
o e of lsar Cats voice - [ ®
BALTIMBRE COUNTY, MARY@ND No. 14729
; ] OFFICE OF FINANCE care /51
- Dirivian of Collection an.d Receipts
CoURT HOUS CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION
liavol 5 TOWSON 4, MARYLAND
eeerene BALTHHORE COUNTY, MARGLAND  Ng, 14273 i AR i B e
L o: Le Fobart . BiLgp =
L B Tico of Planning &
OFFICE OF FINAN Hpsceidc: balié Ing 1 Comty crr c row:
o 1 blcgs, TOWSON, M Y 0
[ ) 9 Dir .mnymk thom and Receipts oATE L1/21/62 Tevoon Ly e E-f.q. Ly M. e A e M
BALT}MORE COUNTY‘ MARYLAND mw&u\ 5 ”:'“'M‘D e THIS IS TO CERTIFY. that the annexed advertisement was
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