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#aid Zoning Description 1-R-6-17 thence binding on a part of said seventh, .IS
o DESCRIPTION

10 pbien
DESGRIPTION

REAR PART OF NO. 1101 FREDERICK ROAD, FIRST

line and running parallel to and distant 150 feet Southerly from the South -

FRONT PART OF NO. 1101 FREDERICK ROAD, FIRST

Punt 5. Srtom

side of Frederick Road Northe:

torly 130 feet to the place of beginni

ELECTION DISTRICT, BALTIMORE COUNTY, MD,

GAV:art J.0. #63242

*
PETITION FOR ZONING RE-CLASSIFICATION ’ls"‘ |
AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPTION P

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

ELECTION DISTRICT, BALTIMORE COUNTY, MD,

Present Zoning: R-6 f
Proposed Zoning: ReA with Special Exdeption
|

Present Zoning: R-10 October 30,1963

Proposed Zoning: R-A with Special Excepifo

1, or weRldgaway Really Lopy Tac.--..-legal owmer. .m0 the property situate in Ball
Cuunty and which s described In the descrfyilon and plat attached hereto and made  part

ereby petion (1) taa the Tolag tas f o heren described propesty be roclasifid, pfrmuant !J-“‘A Beaumont Avenue and the seventh line of the Zoning Description 1-Re6e)
to the Zoring Law of Baltimore County, from buon SRS AR SR I R G e B Avenue said point of beginning i eing a13o on the fourth line of the land, WATE
. -3 ___zome; for the following reasons:

'} y‘b4 5 along said West side of Beaumont Avenue from the Southeast end point of by deed dated May 1, 1909 and recorded among the Land Records of

There has been a material change in the neighborhood since the ad-
aption of the land use map in 1960.

fillet curvs connecting said West side of Beaumont Avenue and the South side Baltimore County in Liber W.P.C. No. 343, Folio 165 was canveyed by

of Frederick Road said point of beginning being also on the sixth line of the Joseph F. Jonnigon and wife to Lewis Ehlers, runping, thence and binding

on sald fillet curve, southeasterly by a curve to the right with a radius of

deed from W. Raymond Ehlers and wife to Jchn H. Kerger and wife dated
20.0 fost the distance of 31.79 feet to the west side of Deaumont Avenue and

June 20, 1947 and recorded among the Land Reeords of Baltimore Gounty

in Liber J.W. B. No. 1570, Folio 214 thence binding reversely on a past of! to a point on the sixth lin of the decd from W. Raymond Ehlers and wife to

and (2) for a Special Exception, under the said Zoning Law and Zoning Regulatious of Baltimore John H. Kerger and wife dated June 20, 1947 and recorded among aferesaid

#aid sizth line and also binding on said West side of Beaumont Avence

use \erein described property, for__on-Tealdens office use

Southeastorly b2 feet more or lesa 1o the end of said sixth line, thence

on a part of said sixth line and also binding on sa1d weat nide of Beaumont

Property i3 1o be posicd and advertised as preseribed binding reversely on tha fifth line of 3aid land Southwesterly 130 fect ta a
L or we, agree (o pay cxpenses of above reclassifcalion and/or Specisl Exceplion advertising.

posting, ole., upon fling of this petiion, and farther agece Lo and arc o be bound by the zuning

regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant (o the Zening Law for Baitimore

point on the firat line of the deed from Joseph F. Jennizon and wife to Leswis Avenue southeasterly 130 feet, more of less, to a point on the seventh line

Ehlers dated May 1,1909 and recorded among aforesaid Land Records in of the Zoning Deacription 1-R-17, thence binding reverscly on a part of

County.

said soventh Ling and running parallel to and distant 150 fcct southerly from

Liber W.P.C. No. 343, Folio 165 thence binding reveraoly on a pazt of said

the south side of Frederick Road, southweaterly 130 feet 10 4 point on the first

first line Northweaterly 62 fect mora or less to a point on the soventh ne of

Line of the land fir st herein raferred to, thence binding reversely on a part

(H. Cooper, Pelllionsts Amey
744 Equitable Buildi
Address __Baltimore 2, Mar:

Gorptd

—

ORDERED By The Zoning Commisstoner of Baltimore County, this. -1t i N aiee oz T
o L 190.3.. that tne subject malter of s peliion be sdvertised. 35 BAL'l(')m COUNTY, MARYL Ne. 21542 ¢ SoEn AT A ? s BALTHJORE COUNTY, MAR@AND  No 24744
sequired by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, In two newspapers of general clrculstion through- FFICE OF FINANCE te 3 gEaleir crdic s FFICE OF FINANCE
o iomace County . ropary e pste, a3 ha the pablc hesia e 5ad befors Lh Zening Do) Colton s e oxre /A BALTIMORE COUNTY. MARYLAND . ¢ il i Colcionant Rcii iy

Commissloner of Baltimore County in Room 106, County Office Bullding In Towson. Baitimore

Gounty, on the.— gy F ~gEh:
Ao -1 §3

COUR
TOWSON 4, MARYLAND

TOWSON 4, MARYLAND

day of.. JHWAKE ..., 1964 ., al 1100 oclock
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ey v pnnd Y =~/ (18 i 19 A s :
Bt s ot iy \rs O A R W e R e, MIALEAL . b8 it A0 10 Bk B i &
WEKE 6 PLAKESS B TINE N Adwrtisiag and pesting of prepurly Sfor Migemy Roalty Gov G 'ﬁ%‘uﬂ "Boawmont, Avemus.  Being property i

4 - of Ridgevay Realty Gompany, Inoe i

fi5ax

Jumary 13, 196 (11300 A) 2
f Plamning apd’ Zoning hes revieed tha-aibfect =

@.Tgge 1S & ASSOCIATES, INC.
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granted, d
& convaFniia of the pressnt sbructures coly end p
0y in the'rosr of the property.. Fossible graming dculd be somicicand
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.= 11" alsg,wpen final apprwal of site plans by $be Office of Plamiag:
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IWPORTARTI MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE 7O BALTIMORE COUNTY. MARYLAND
MAIL 70 DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, COURT HOUSE, TOWSON 4, MARYLAND
PLEASE RETURN UPPER SECTION OF THIS BILL WITH YOUR REMITTANCE.

of said first line northweaterly 150 feet to said south side of Frederick PORTART, AR

MECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, ‘
. MARYLAND :
e i i R A B S, S J ﬁ( AIL TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, coul
EASE RETURN UPPER SECTION OF THIS BILL WITH v

RT HOUSE. TOWSON 4, MARYLAND
OUR REMITTANCE.

on said south side of Frederick Road and reversely on a part of the for

Line of said land, notthenaterly 109.62 fact to the place of beginning

- wvoics T
s BALTIMQRE COUNTY, ! “ BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
s M.ARYL‘ID 4 Ne. 22079
OFFICE OF FINANCH Mo, 20236 OFFICE OF FINANCE s
Division of Collction wnd Reveipts oare BASY Phies of Coteter and Krcas P AT
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IMPORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY. MARYLAND
MAIL TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIRTS, COURT HOUSE, TOWSON 4, MARVLAND
RETUAN UPPER SECTION OF THIS BILL WITH YOUR REMITTANCE.

INPOAT g
= ART! MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
IAlL 70 DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, courT movse,
TUSASE RETURN UPPER SECTION OF This BILL wirh Youn um;:uwso" >
ANCE,

MARYLAND
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HE GIRGUIT COURT

7
Y205
o A8,
VARRY O, THOMMEN, et al | 3%, s ™
a iat 3
va e FORJBALTIMORE COUNTY
C. MITCHELL AUSTIN,
+ . GILLE PARKER end T
WILLAM 5. BALDYVIN,
Seostitatio, the Sounty Board of
Appeals of Baltimaze Sounty '

RIDGEWAY REALTY CO.
FILE NO. 64=15-RX

Ridgeway Reslty Corpany, Inc., legsl ownerand Robert

Coy. Inc., contract purchaser, filed a petition for recl

sification
of the sublect property on Novembar 7, 1964, with the Zontng Commiissisner
of Baltt: e Tounty. Ny a written opinion datec January 20, 1964, the
Feputy "onlny Ja1missloner donded potition to reclassify the property
from R-6 and R-I z231ng 10 R=A z0nfn, with & spectal excaption for the
32 of the Propenty as an ofticy butlding. The Applicant appealed the dontsl
©f the roclassification by thu Deputy Tonlng Commissioner to the Gounty:
Josrd of Appesls. n Decoamber 3, 1964, the Doard of Appenls revarsed the
action of the enir., Conmissioner and granted the petltion. From the Board's
dectaion, the protestants, who ara rastdents of the natghborkood, sppeal
5 this Court.

The sabjoct sroperty 1s known as 1it1 Fzaderick Road and lles
in the Gatonsvill ares of Baltin.ore Sounty. M la located an the southwost
coraor formed Ly the Interscction of Fradetick Read and Beaumont Avenus.
Cast of the sulject sroperty, the 1000 block of Fradarick Road (ncludes
three properties, two of which ars being used tn part for offices, under
ron-conforming uses, and the third, 1007 Fredarick Road, having besn ra-
Slassilied from R=6 zoning 10 R=A, with a special exception .6 uga same
for offices; lowaver, counsl agrau that wast of Basumont Avenye, from

the 1060 black, which includes the subjact property , and for a number of

Whils tha Board, after the adoption of the Compreisnstve
Zoning Map, reclasaified the property st 1007 Prederick Road from R-§
o R-A soning, it must be conaidersd that this was In accordance with the:
oniginal recommendation of the Department of Planalog and Zoning, that is,

that R=A 30ning be extended up %0 the sasterly side of Besumont Avemis,
which was subssquantly not sdopted by the County Council. Thers 1s tasti=
mony befors the Board that several other ropertias in the 1000 hlock of
Frederick Road were then belog veed as dookr’s offices st 1be time of thid
reclassification. However, the County Council, the Depertment of Hanning
and Zoning, nor any 2oning Muthority has reccmmended or adapted any reclassi-
tioation of tha sirictly residential srea, both a4 to zoning and usege, beginadng
with the subject jroperty and then extesdiag & cumber of blocks westerly.

As was stated in Pabl, suprs, Page 138 = "We have held in the past and
Fepast that 1n £oning & lina Of damarkstion must be drawn somewhers,” I

it wOst, 10 be the SRSt sids Of Ihe Later-

the instant case thiy 1ina seem
section of Frederick Rosd and Besumom Avenue.

The Board of Appeals, by its opinion, appasently found mo sub~
stantia] change 1n the nelghborhood for the opnion stated: " Thare was tasti=
mony a8 ¥ some changes tn the ares, however, none of these appear o be
major. The Board fesls that the propassd offion uss 15 & good use fior thia
property.” Tha (act that It would be “a good use® o & mave pralitadle use,
1 res0ned, 12 cestainly not conirolliag if the sperty can be reasomebly used
for the parposes for which it is wesestly classified. There La a0 evidence ia
this case that the subject propurty caamot be reascasbly used under existing
soning. Prankel v Gty of Meltimore, 323 Md. 97,

The Soard tn its eptaion also held thet “Mr. Gavrelis rimted
that, in his pereonal opinion, this petition 15 & ‘kind of an sdMstment’ aad

-2 E

biooks westerly thareof, R=6 and R+10 souing are in efiect and all of the
10ts ore inpreved by fias residestial homes. O the NOTIRGGSt GOMRer of
ha istarsection 15 the Kaights of Columius Mall, which, sooerding 5 the
eood, I8 & BOR-00RNNTEINg use Gnd WAS in SNLTWAOS BARY years prisy ®
the adoption of the Otmpishendive Soalsg Map in Aprll 1060, On the perth-
wast comar Is the Cawoneville Publio Lilrury which was ssasbilabad sinos
‘the sdoption of the soniag map. Plaslly, oa the southesst comer is &
dootor' s offlon bullding which thoush now ia en R-4 scas ia being used a2
» non-conforming use.

o order for the Appiicent o be sucoessful, he must show )
weror In original soaing fthe Comprebensive Zoning Map. which was adopted
by the Cousty Counatl in 1960}, or, () & sbstential changs in the nelghborhecd
of the subject property slace sdoption of thi mep. The Applicest did 2 ofier
0 prove that the denia) of reclassificetion of maing would deprive him of
a1l beneticlal use of the property, and, tadesd, the reacrd discloses thet
thers are definits ecenemio and beasiiolal uses kor thls propesty under tia
Present moning. The subject moperty Ic now balay used as thres or four
apertneats under 8 son-aoaiorming use.

I atvempting 1o show svor ia the Compredsnsive Jontag M
the pressmm produced se o withess My, Gectye K. Gevrelis, Direster
©f Planaiag and foaing tn faltinors County, Mr. Gawelis sestified: -3

~Whea the planning Maff mede its recommendsiions Sor Gomprehsnsise
30ning, and subsequently the Flanaing Boerd haid the public heering On those
recommsndations and sdopied fiaslly & master pisn aad embodied in tat plan
ressmasndations for resoaing in this ares, the Master Plan 414 ndloats &
Band of 4Partieent sonlng that woeld sxtend oo the sovth sMe of Prederick
Boed gagiacly from Besumont Avene 1 the commercigl soalng, which wes
‘axisting in the OM Caetaasville Centas. ..., Thet Line exctuded the subject

doss not conskder it & basic departure from ths Eontng map.” Fowever,

this ls eot accurats. What Mr. Gavrelis did say (R-107) 1a ~Prom a planning
viewpoint, {f Se Councll had established fim acertment sonipg that expisted
Sant of MaunentAvemne, which bas been atfimed by petition since the map
was adopted, 1o part, - 1 would look upon this petition somewhat &n 7 adjust-

ment zone. T would not look upon It ea

Basls depasturs from the map.” As
a8 heretotors stated, the Councll did not satablish firm apartment soning
©ast of Beaumont Avenus.

Finally, the spplicant mesented no svidence of & need for
offices in this particular area, but, In fact, the record shows @ lack of need
for afficss in the Catonsville srsa. Jobar v Rodgers Forge, supra.

The Gourt (s mindful of the fact that ft may not substitute ke
discretion for that of the Bosrd of Appeals, that It may not zone or tezane,
8nd that 1f the evidense supporting the oplnion of the Board is substantial,
and prossnty 8 7easonably debatable question, the Board must be stfinmed.

Howaver, I an of the opinion that the decision of the Board (s
not supported by substantial svidence, that & reasonably dehetabls qusstion
12 not resantad by the evidence, and that the Board has sowd arbitrastly ln
anting the application for reclasaification of woning 1n this case,

The Ordar of the 5oard of Appeals, dated December 3, 1964, 1s
therefors reversed, and the action of the Zoning Commissionsr which dented
‘the application for reclassification of roning as 1 the subject Proparty. s
totnstated.

LESTER L. BARRETT
May 17, 1985 Judge

-

m.mwul-lhlu.-nn—u:hn-u—ad—-.
elassifioation.” Se Lt will be seen that the Department of Planning sad
Zoming bn ite recemmendaiton for R-A nontay adepiod s Gwi-sf1 poiat of
Sush maing ou the sast sids of Besumont Aveaut, The lafervace is clear
het 1 recemmend & roclassifiontion ¥ R-A sveing of the southwast and
Rartiwest comers of the iaterse<?.on winld heve heea sa opeaing wedge
for Seclassifioation of Whe eutire 1100 block of frederick Roed and sdjeiaing
blscks 1 the wast thersel, all of which are sewed =6 or R-10 and Mmproved
with subetantlal residential hemes,

Sarowdure swted. In addition, this

Feosmmendation of the 2oard of Plaantng axd Zoatag was, ia fact, ot secepted

wum—,m.mmlﬂnhﬁ-ﬂnmhm.m,
-hmm-nmnmb—un-u
far a8 the 1100 blook of Predarick Reed.
Mr. W, Wrton Guy, K., a real esmte expert, preduced by the
Applicam, ‘antifiad that in his spinion the Comprepeastve Mep wes (n srres
but gave ne ceastructive reasons for his optaion. He toetsfisd oa Page 17,
“ My eplaion 18 that the poperty was not eopad

whea the land use map was sdopted. R pesms
that this preperty sheuld hove bess sensd i as 40 parmit
esad Lzbuding

R 1n ebvieus that Mr. Guy was coasidering the severs! acu-
Gonjorming uses 2 the 1600 bleak of Frederiok Avemis. X might be added
Mm.wnh‘--mmm“hmnﬂ-
(R-105}. B s well sattied Lhet mon—contorming uses we not kooked upon
with favor in planaisg and soning.

| re: pemImON FOR RECLASSIFICATION. BEFORE
from "R~ and "R-10" Zones o an

"R-A" Zone, SPECIAL EXCEPTION COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

for Offices,
/5 Frederick Road & W/S. s OF
| Beaumont Avenve,
| 1nt Disrier E BALTIMORE COUNTY

Ridgewey Realty Co.., Inc.,
Petitioners : No. 64-15-RX

OPINION

The peti

ner in the insmnt case requeshs a reclassification from "R-6" and

|| =10 Zanes to an "R-" Zone ond a spacial sxeeption fo offcet. T property is

| located on the southwest comer of Fraderick Road and Becumont Avemut, fronting approxi=

| mataly 130 feet on Frederiek Road and 212 faet along the wast side of Beaumont Avanue.
1t presently improved by o rather old frama hovse.  The petifioner proposes fo renovate

| and enlorge the existing struchure and convert same to offices with a parking lot in the rear
|| large enaugh to accommadate twenty-two (22) cars.
The subject property is on the sauthwest comer of Fraderick Road and Beay~
|| mont Avenve. On the orthwest corner is tha Baltinors County Library which was con-
| structed since 1960, the yeor of tha adoption of tha zoning mop in question.  On the
| northeast comer s @ largs building which has baen vied for @ number of yeons as a Knights
of Columbus Hall . On the ssuthsast comer Is the office of Dr, James G. Howall which
was, granted a eaclassification b "R-A" and a special exception for the doctor's office in
1959, Al of the praparty on the south side af Frederick Road, in the block east of the
| sublact proserty, is prasently being uied for offices. The subjee proparty s presently
‘ baing used as o thrae or four family apartment houss (spparently mon-conforming).

I There was testimany by W. Button Guy, a real estate expert, that he
balieved the map % bs in error, that all four comers should be zoned for offices, and that

the librory diractly across the streat suppors his theory statfng that, In is belief, the

| Hibrary hes chenged the character of the nelghborhood in that it i not @ ute okin to @ |

| resldential usa.

Me. George E. Gavrelis, Director of Planning for Baltimors County, testi-

|| find that all thras proparties to the east wars uied for offices with porking In the rear, and |
| thot the Master Blon recommended to the County Gouncil by the Planing staff raconmanded
"R-A" on the south side of Frederick Road casterly to the commercial area in the canter of |
Catorsville, I recommerding this they comsidered two factors; the rumber of existing |
office and opartment aes along Frederick Road, and the use of apartment zoning as & |
tanstional zone betwean commercial and single family residentiol uses. He Rrther testi- |
| fied thet in 1960 at the time of ha adoption of the map, tha location of the public library |
v o ixe bt 1 ves thought thet o propr ocation wauld b in the Cotravlls centers

The law is well mmm—mch-unnmn-mh-
lished by s Comprahensive Zoning Map,
fty,

dosted by L legtslative author=
18 prosamed w be comect, welt planned and intended 10 be parmanem
au-mh-ﬁnn-uummow-nnmnm-umn
classification was erronsous.
Sady Nook bup, Assn.

Pabl ¥ County Board of Appeals, 237 Md. 2945
v Mallor, 332 Md. 265) Greanblatt v Toney solo .,
135 Md. 3; Momtgomery County v Irtter, 232 Ma, .

A8 the Applicant has not offered ary substantial evidence 1o
vecoome the presumption of the comectnads of the Compeehenstve Zoning
Mep, the contention of substantial changs i the nelghborood siscs the
#doption of the map will be considered, The Asplicent, in oral argument
befors the Court, sbandoned all Somtantions of change AxCOpE two, the con~

Struction of the Baltimors County Library on the northws st oorner of Besumom
Avanue and Frederick &3, and the reclassification o1 1007 Fredariox Aoad
rom k-6 ® R-A wontrg,

The County Publio Litwary 1a & perminsive use undas ot =ontng,
Mudge Hammons! tn » dissenting optnisn tn fater Corp. v Rodgers Porge diated:

“Hospliale are permittad used in residestial dis
tricts
Daltimare County and we have held that 4 use

Bas 150 Montgomery Sounty v Irtter, supes) Lavy v aven Slade, Ino.,
234, Md. 135, I Levy v Geven Blads, Ine,
Paga Iss;

*» SUPFS, the Court stated ¢n

"The weaknass in the applicant's claim that the buildlng

1 the parking 1ot and amall power houss by tw Ofet
Congregation after the poning map was put into

ffect In 1967 {s that undes Section 200, 3 £nd 200.9 of

| M. Gavrals stoted that, in his parsonal apinion, this petiton is @ "kind of on odjustment”

|| and doss not consider it a besic daparture from the zoning map.
|

I There wes testimony as to some changes in the crea, howaver, nona of thess |

| appeared 1o be major. The Board fecls that the propored office use s a good use for his
‘ Property. [1 s interesting fo note that in the testimony of one of the protestants, My,
Jamss J. Holden, Jr., he stated that the only house recently sold in the neighborhood was.
ald fo a dentist for his residence and dental offica.

Thera was ample testimany produced by the pelittoner Hhat the granting of
the special exception would in o way vilate Sectlon 502.1 of the Zoning Regulations.
1t s the opinton of thix Board that the uss seught by the patitioner will not be detrimental
1o the public heolth, sofoty, and general wlfare of the community and, thesefors, orders
this spacial exception be granted subject, however, 1o the following restrictions:

1. That the boilding shall be no larger than that shown on
the orehitect's plan introduced ax potitioners' exhibit #3

Ld

| That the eppearance of the building shall bo substantially
I in accordance with the architect's plon submitted by the

| pelitioner a3 patltioners! exhibits #2-A ond #2-B
I

|

3. That there shall not be more than seven (7) tenants Tn the.
I building

»

That there ba no more than ona sign on the premises, and
s0id 3ign shall ba limited to listing the tenants of the
building

ORDER
| For the reatons set ot in the aforegoing Opinion, it is this_Be{ _day
|| of Decamber, 1964 by the County Baard of Appeals, ORDERED that the reclemsitication
|| from "R-4% and "R=10" Zones o an R-A" Zone, and tha spaciol exception for offices ‘
| petitioned for, bo and the some s hareby rantad, whisct o o siorementioned revkl= |
| tions and subject 1o site plon epproval by the Department of Ploaning and Zening. |
! Any appaal from this decision must be In accordance with Chapter 1100, |
bt B of Moeylond Rules of Procedurs, 1961 edition. !
i COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
| OF BALTIMORE COUNTY,
1 < -

}[’ Notes Mr. Autin did rot sit at this hearing.




GeraLO H. CoorgA
Arvomnity ar Lan
7ea Cauiranis Buising
Baurivone 2,4e-

Mr. John G. Rose
Zoning Commissioner
County Ofice Building

11 W. Chesaneake Avenue
Towson 4, Maryland

Re: Petition for Reclassification
and Special Exception
South Side of Frederick Road
\West side of Beaumont Avenus
First District
Ridgoway Realty Inc. - Petitioner
No. 04-15-RX

Dear Mr. Rosc:

Please enter an appeal in the above-captioned case
from {he decision of Edward D. Hardesty, Deputy Zoning
Commissioner, dated January 20, 1964.

4 check in the amount of $75.00 is enclosed to
cover costs.

Very truly yours,

Gerald H, Cooper

GHCtemf

e Mﬂ{mm PR AECLASSIFICATICN ' BEFGRE
'
8/8 of Frederiak Road and the + . DEPUTT ZONTNG COMMISSICRER
W/8 of Beaumont Avenwoe 1st Diste ¢ oF
Ridgwway Bealty Inc-Patitioner 1

BALTIMOIE COWTY
No, 6l=15-RE

Trrrrrenrey

The petitioner herein seeks to Texons his property snd
sacks a: Specisl Exceptimn for construction of 4a offics buildinge
Thers was inaufficient evidence produced to show either
an error in the originil scring df substantial changes in the imediate
nelghborhoed Sostifying the resoning songhts
For the foregolng reasons, it is CRDERED by the Deputy
Zoning Commizsioner of Baltimero County, this 29 sy ot mnuary,
196L, that the above reclassification bo and the sime s hereby DENTED
and that the above dascribed property o aves be and the sams is heraby
continued as and 6 remain an R-6 and R<10 Zone; and the Spectal Excepticn

fer an Office Butlding be and the sams i horeby DENIED.

%5 puty gunl.ng c

Saltsnors County

. #84-11 .

il —.

Towsan, Maryiond

Dats ot _.Een..28, fe! ~
Pestiag... Bah. 29, 1984 . Newburg Avanus CATONSVYILLE, MD.

Ridgsway Reslty.,. To

Location of proparty:.... S, e
of /5. B4, N/8 . Ba T Decozber 0,  jge3

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed sdver; t of
o dvartisement of
o County

serted in THE BALTH

IMORE COUNTIAN, o
thees waekly nowspapers published in Baltim At
land, once & week for  One Wesr
the  ®tn day of Dacember,
the 1ame was insortad in the issues of
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