HE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING &
Donogh Road 26001 W.
of Refsterstown Acad, 3rd [
District - Loufs E. Shecter,
et al, Petitioners

BALTIMORE, COUNTY
. Moy 65-211-5PH

I

Tne Potitloners are requasting » use permit for business parking (n an
R=40 and R-20 z 2ones are rasidentis] zones, The R-20 Zone borders
o An extaring Busthacs I Majar zone which commrclal zens fronts on Reisterstown
Read,

The subject proparty borders on the f McDonogh Rosd 2400 feat
wost of Ralstarstom Rasd In tna Third Elaction O1strict of Borsl. ve County,

The petitioner desircs to create one milifon squere feet f floor space
an the Business Hajor property odjoining the land uharson the requested parking
space {5 to be loeat he parking ares would cover 29,2 acres of R-20 lar
and 7.2 acres of R-4D land.

o petilon has baen flled citing Section S.U of the Baltimore County
Zoning l.quhno«x. The Section reads in part a5 follows

o9l - lnlnl" or Industrial Parking in Resfdence Zones - Upon applica-
tion the Zaning Commissioner may 3sue a use permit for the use of land fn &
residential zone for pill‘ng areas subjact to the following conditions, 1f
granted, such use permit shall be conditioned as follows,cin leu of the provi-
sions in Section 409.2 (¢

Then follows o 153t of efght provisions to be considered if the u
granted. Thess provisions, of courses w11 not be considered [f the use fa not
granted.

The Court of Appeals in Harek vs,Peddy, 218 raryland st 359 clesrty
stated the position the Zoning Commissioner must tak

“In their brief, as well as in the argument, the protestants stress the
yte o1 the word 'may! in the First paragraph of Saction L09.4 tupra, and argue
e issuance of a permit or not discretionory, But, If this
vars fo; 4% vk £81d by thls Court 1 the dese of Seote 3. Anowles, 90 Md, 64é,
655, 45 Atl. B]7 ((1900), the result will b

cannot b 411t can be avoided by any fair and reasanabl

oF the wholl sectfonst Clearly ft fs the purpose of this section to provide for
unusua | conditions that may appear in a certain case, 43 in this ane, whic
Justify the 14fting or #ating of genaral restrictions n order to permit the use
of 1and, iF the public will be benefited, in a manner contrary to the general
resteictions. The zm.m, Conmissianer may not be arbitrary i his action, 1"

not, then he must refuse fo: but as has been
¥ not be arbitrary or capricious in the exercise of his judgment.

ter the Court of Appeals in Jacobs vs. County Bosrd of Appeals and Smith
Avenue Shopping Center, Inc, 234 Hd 242 affirmed Harek decisfon,

43 nateworthy in the Swith Avenue Shopping Canter estn that both naed
IR il Pl Court's opinfon

“The Board stated, inter that there was no ‘traffic
prablom Ioharant o arfaing from the ute sought,' and that the 'patitioner had
presented a fine general davelopment plan for the subject ifte hich
“ould not sdversely affact any aspect of the public health and welfar,
vould sarve & need that now eAlstse' It granted the Use Parmit subject to. the
following restrictions: (1) a 60 foot setback from Smith Avenus to provids a
wall around a portion of the
3 (3) that the shields and 4i Ffusion of the shapping center parking

"The County Board of Appeals, so far a1 wn are informed, has no
poer to widen streets or ro requi 10 be widened; nor, so far as
we are informed, does the OFfice of Planning and Zoning, It seems

10 us clear fron the applicants’ own evidence before the Board that La

necessary), but without such widening, =e think that on the applicants’
own showing, condition b of Sectian 502, -that the granting of the Special
Exception would not Lend 1o create fraffic congestion -- has not been mat.,
Such baing the case, me think that the granting of the Special Exception
0 this case was unearranted,t

The tiaffic problem created in the (ruse case when compared to the traffic
prablen (n the matter now under considerat|an may well be conpared to o sou ||
lake a5 opposed to a large ccean, the present matter being the oceans

For th
o resident

above reas plication for parmit for spac
£one shau 14 NOT BE APPRGVED,

cumtsruns ot varbiporisesn, i 9

day of February, 1965 that the above Spec(al Hearing be and the same Is hereby

1 parking in

1T IS ORDERED by the Zoning

OENIED,

Commi s5Torer of Baltimore County
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lights be permanently focused on the parking area; and (L) that fngress and
$a,the parking aren be subject to The approvel ot the Baltinere County Planning

guriher 45 o meeds “Before considaring (his argument, we wl1] siate thera
was substantial credibls testimony to the effect that the
Permit would fi11 & public need; that the public would be benefited lmr‘b" lnd

that all of the 'conditions’ named in Sectfon 409. would be met.
230 testimony to the contrary, which fncluded testinany that thars wers Siready
several shopping centers located about 4 mile from the subject property.

hald that the evidence
oF Teast, Fairly debatble;
capricious fn @ legal sense.

4dduced by the applicant rendered the Action of the Board,
e such action cannat be said te bs arbitrary or

Louts E. Schecter, one of the owners

The patitioners produced two wi tnesse
4nd Jerome B, Wolff, Consulting Engineer.

Mr. Schecter ta that he and his family own 40% of both the commercial
tract and the residentie) tract propased for parking. He, together with others
©«nd & tota| of 5% and a3 such will control the development of the entire tract,
A shopping center buf Ider wi 11 but 14 the center.

one or two motion picturs theaters, pesstbly
o small iegitimate theater, other stores and land would be made available
an art miseum,

Hro Wol ff testified thet there are no immediate plans for inpravement to
Hcbonogh Road, but Lhat the plans submitted with the spplication implied that
there would be an B0' right of way. The developer will definitely provide
widening on developer's side, but there is no indication that the land on the
residential side of the road will be widened nor is there assurance that the

1 on the developar’s side of McDenogh Road would be paved fmmediately
by Bait e €

The - are no immediate fmprovements for Refsterstoun Rosd scheduied in the
future, aTthough 11 wou1d be adetsabe 1o nave six Tanes.in Frost of the

There are presently four lanes.

e
shopping cer

There are plans for the Wrthwest Expressway in the 1966-67 fiseal year,

f gave an excellent recitation of Future road plans for Baltimore
Caunty 4nd (ndh €3 0ed that adequats fmarovement e betterciont Road and MeDonoah
Road would make it possible for the roads to accept the traffic created by en
additional twelve to f1fteen thousand vehiclas a day.

Mr. Malter . Cook, Busiress Manager of McDonogh School testified for the
I+ Mclonogh School has been on its present site for ninety-one years and
Uated cn 780 acres overlooking the subject property.

s¢hoo!

The school operates elaven buses and operates over Hclonogh Road. The
road is, at present, a narrow curving road with two narrow bridges located in
such a manner as to slow traffic greatiy. The speed Ifmit {5 4D WPH. Great

di fficulty is experiencedat McOonogh and Reisterstown Road in spite of the
existing traffie Iight. Trucks proceeding on Reisterstown foad go through yel low

and red Vights. Traffic backs up one mile on Mchonogh Kead and also on Refsterstown

oad., The school s had various conferences with the State snd County Policy
@nd police are provided at the Reisterstown snd McDonagh {nl-fuu(nn to assfst
1n getting the Mconogh School busses out on Reisterstown fom

o W. Worthington Ewell, Traffic Engineer, described the traffic situatfon
23 @ I50% increase. The traffic fncrease would be chaotic, The traffic is st
nesr capacity at the (ntersection involved and i3 beyond capacity in the
area.

Or. Ewell referred to the proposed shopping center on the Hutzler propert
at Reisterstown and the Beltway in that the traffic at McOonogh Road fntersection

In the Hdatter of

eustion of

LOUIS E., SCHEGTER, et al.

the Zoniag Comusstcnsr of Heltisers Co

Zoning tav and
mulations of Teltinors Courty, o detarmiee hethsr or Aot Lo
Zoning Comiiselonsr of Baltiror: Crunty thold ap-rove an apolication

or 3 NMRMNKNOOODM _permit for special parking in a residential sone,

Tocation of preperiys See attached

Patationer Schecter

406 Jeffer son Building

Towson, Maryland. 21204

VAlley 5-7500 =
Attorney for Petitioners Petitiorer

1721 N, =
o Chazles Street - 21201

esville

Tould be worse becaute of higher speed 1imis 3nd @ poorer natwork of roads in
the McOenagh Road &

s & Lar. Chiar Development tngineering Saction, State Rosds
Commissjon of Maryland sent the Zoning Comis nformation concerning Route
140, Baltimore County on February 9, V”i lnd ui‘"l-ﬂ at the hearing that his
written comments were correct, as fo

“Reference {s made to the scheduled Specia| Hesring for parking in resi-
dentfal zome ralative to the Louis M. Schacter ot a1 Property, located o the
west side of Reisterstown Road (Route | d.

know our posi tfon 1n zonfng matters {4 neutral. However, since
e are the adiacent property semers ve oo b bring sour sitemiTon cb the
fol loming,

1Qur Trarfic Diviston has completed a study to datermine the effact (r any,
the anticipated additianal Shopping Center Iraffic will have on our
The resuits of 14 sty mmm that the precticel 1 copactty for saia b ety
2000 vehicles per hour for the four (L)
Foting an axtating ooyying seiar Tiasenarat Snerwing Cantar)
f intermation and for comperison purposes 11 is found that
twelve hour shopping period (9:00 AH. to 9:00 PuH.) the practical :lv-(!ry of
Route 140 will be overtaxed fo

In crder to handle the anticipated Shopping Center Traffic our Rosd Design
Bureau has (ndicated that @ dual section must be provided (2-36' lanes + 167
oncrete median divider). Furthermore access from Route 140 intc ropossd
Shopping Center should be |imited (recommend 3) and must be tied into & ring
road to provide for proper circulation, Thess entrances should be provided with
a coordinate traffic signs! system

!Therefore. §f after considering a1l sther factors {avolved you Find {t
Proper and in order ta grant the request for the permission to park in e resi-

dentis) zore parcel, we armestly raquest that you make 1t & condition that the
permittes e held responsible fo make the necassary improvement (subject to
State Roads Commisiton speci (fcations and approvall to Moute 140 3t Ao cost
whatsoever to the State Roads Commissien,

- G Richard eare, fureay of Traffic Engineering, saltimore County sent
& wilteen Tepert to the Zoning Comissione:. Mr. Moore éid not testify at tne
haaring, but N caments fnéiceted the resdt oo serving the proposed center
Could mot accomodate the expected 1115t gendrated.

Hr. Georg
itten come

Eu Gavreiis, Oirector of Planning, sent the Zoning Comissioner
and testified at the 3.

The comments ara as follows:

I+ Commerical zoning wes created by the County Comis5fonars far the
frontage of Ubject property in connectio

y
omeccial ares by making parking available 3o as to
upport a one mf 1116n square foat shopping complex, From a Planning

viewpoint, the subject properte does not enjoy the locational advantages

which justify commercial

oymment In current Stata or County programs,
Relsterstown Road now cannot accommodate the expect. Fhic
this proposed

from

Froms P Yiempelnt, shopping canters in the scale envisioned
by this petition demand access from more than simply & four-lane
ruatal Mighuay, Convenient sccass B1se £5 reqel rod to b spreuiay
systan, Although the Northwest Expressway is scheduled for the latt
part of the State's 6-Vesr Road Program, the Flanming SEaff is sware

Gronae Wiskiaw Brering, du, 6 Avcocs .

qucrkfﬂ.an to Accompany Peuuan for
Special Hearing E Pern
Fa king in F-40 z

December 8, 1964

Beginning for the same at the intersection of tha north
side of McDonough Road and the secand or northwesterly 4150 foot
line of Zoning Area 3-R-20-12 and running thence binding on part
of sald second line of Zoning Area 3-R-20-12 the two following
courses and distances as now surveyed viz: first North 36° 03' (0"
West 201.71 feet, and second North 37° 01! 00 West 832.31 feet to
intersect the twenty sixth or North 1° 59" East 1140.2 foot line
of that parcel of land conveyed by McDonough Construction Corpora-
tion to Louis E. Shecter et al by deed dated June 24, 1964, and
Tecorded among the Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber 4318,
folio 100, thence binding reversely on part of said twenty sixth line,
South 1° 59" 00" West 1074.80 feet to intsrsect the said north side
of McDonough Road, as proposed t be widemed, thence binding on
sald North side of McDonough Road as proposed to be widened the five
following courses and distances viz: first North 55 15' 00" East
331,27 feet, second North 59° 10" 00" East 90.64 feet, third North
817 10' 00" East 93.32 feet, fourth South 87° 17' 00" East 151.80
feet, and fifth North B6° 18' 00" East 63.26 feet to the place of
beginning,

Containing 7.194 acres of land more or less.

of na decision regarding an interchange with Kchonogh Rosd. Again,
no known scheduling exists on the part of both the State and the

County for improving Aclonsgh Road easterly from the Expressway if
an {nterchangs ware to be provideds

"3e In tght of accessibi ity faatures alone, the deralommnt propasal
ed by this petition {5 suspect and rremature,
Getimitive angintering o fmplementative propoisrs for improving.
2ccess here in the near distant future.

“4. From a Planning viewpoint, the quantity and quality of present sccess
dictates that comercial development here be contafned within the
Hmits of present commercial zonings Even this poses real traffic
problems,

"5+ Regarding the request for the use permit, the petition poses many
probiems uich cespact to the internal organt
center, Mo clear patters

tion of the proposed
1 emerges with ressect to salution

on the plan for stacking space
oF the access points shown on tne plar.
then would result if the property were to be devsloped in
prses el eipral LA prope: o clear pattern ‘s {ndicated
for majar circulation within the proposed centers

*he propased stores and the odges of the parking complex grossly are
excessive The parkino ares i3 Iaid cut as ar asphalt ses,

naight Is given regarding the nandling of off-5ite drainage, light=
1ng, or hours of operation. Mo pravisien is made far providing
landscaping within the parking compiex. After all, the properfy
2aned residentially.

Planning Saff i not 1 scsord with either the concept of
3dditional off-s 3 (& residence zone here nor 1 1T in
cific plan of fered.

Tne only testincny presentes at the haaring pertaining 1o need wes Ar.
Schecter’s. By his oun 34w ssion he has had no real esper-ence with snapping

centars, Thi ject would serve only 1o pult thousands of people
through the farge population center o the east and (nflict what Dr, Euel]
describes a3 a “chaotic and untenabls traffic situatian' on all citizens using

the Reteterstoun Read ot MeDanogh Road.

Any reclassification, special exception or use mist be subjest to the
general powers of Zaning in Baltimore Co. 5 set forth in Sec. 23-18 of the
1963 Supplement of the Baltimsre County Code \n regard to the mromot)ng of
health, safety, morals, and general we!fare of the Community.

In the present matter consideration mst be given to the following

- All testimony indicates that the present roads without widening
could not handle increased traffic caused by the proposed shopping
center and parking in residential zomes,

« There is great doubt that the widening of Re1sterstown Road and Rebanogh
Road where it adjoins the petitioners’ property would be enough
permit the handling of resulting traffic

3. There was no positive testimony that any improvement in state and
ounty road networks n the vicinity of Reisterstown Road and McBonogh
Road would be sufficient To warrant the granting of the requested Use

Fermt.
The §ssuance of a Use Pormit in the matter now hefore the Lonning Commissionsr
i3 of a far greater magnitude than that of many Spesial Exceptions.
Court of Appeals in Borhage vi. Cruse, 233 Md. iS in considering

Speeial Exception for o nursing hose in @ residential srea had the fol lowing to

Description to Accompany Petition fox
Scecial Hearing for Use Permit
Parking in R-20 Zon

Beginning for the same at the intersection of the north

8

cide of McDonough Road as proposed to be widened and the second

or northwasterly 2400 foot line of Zoning Ares 3=EM-1, and running
thence binding on part of said second lime of Zoning Area 3-M-1,
the five following courses and distanc.s as new surveyed viz: first
North 33° 39" 00" West 154.07 feet, second North 3° 03' 00" fest
363,06 feet, third North 37° O' 00" West 906.74 feet, fourth North
37° 09! 00" West 292.64 feet, and fifth North 27° (' 00" West 380.16
feet to intersect the last or North 4° 23 East 1174,7 foot line of
that parcel of land conveyed by McDenough Construction Corporation
to Louls E. Shecter et al by deed dated June 24, 1954, and recorded
among the Land Records of Baltimore County in Liber 4318, folio 100,
thence binding reversely on part of said last line, all of the twenty
seventh line, and part of the twenty sixth line of said deed the
three following courses and distances viz: first South 4% 23" 00"
West 1101.67 feet, second North 85° 22' 00" Wect 148.00 feet and
third South 1° 59' 00" West 15.49 feet to intersect the second or
northwesterly 4150 foot line of Zoning ATes 3-K-20-12, thence binding
revarsely on part of said second line of Zoning Ares 3-R-20-12 the
two following courses and distances as now surveyed viz: first South
37° 01' 00" East 832,31 feet and second South 36° 03' 00" East 201.71
feet to intersect the said north side of MeDonough Raad as proposed

to be widened thence bnding on said north side of McDonough Road as




Description to Accompany Petition for Decomber 8, 1964
t for cet 2

Special Heazing f
Poeking in'Aiad zone T

proposed to be widened the four following courses and distances

viz:

She

first North 86° 18" 00" East 61.41 fest, second North 77°

28" 00" East 400.97 feet, third North 68° 37' 00" East 4ll.4l

feet

and fourth North 73® 38' 00" East 33.32 feet to the place

of baginning.

TO:
FROM,
SUBJECT.

Containing 29.136 acres of land more or less,

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

DIVISION OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

Balttmare County, Margland
Towion 4, Maryland

Date. £

M
Zoning C

John G

Cook.Mupp & HOWARD

February 9, 1065

Rose
mmissioner for Baltimore County

County Oifice Building

Dear Mr.

Towson 4, Maryland

: Our File 65-29
Your File 65-211 SPH

Special Hearing for off-street
parking in residential zone
Louis E, Schecter, et al

Ro:

Hirsc

JHC (mpd

s attorney for Jacob Blaustein,
horn, and Elizabeth B, Roswell who protest the permit requested

by the property owners.

¥ appearance in the a
Morton K. Blaustein,

Would you kindly enter

ove -captioned
Barbara B.

L]
BALTIMORE COUNTY, .

1on%ie.

PROM Mr. _George. K. GVEelis.. plyector

SUBJECT-65=211:

_Specis). Hearing for off-street Parking in &
‘Borth side of McDonough

=211 -804,
sidential Zone. £ Road 2400 feet
Wost of Relsterstown Road. Being the property of Louis E.

al.

Schector,

3rd District
Wednesday, February 10, 1965

The staff of the Office of Planning and Zoning has

(10500 A.M.)

reviewed the subject

1
patition regarding a use permit for off-strest parcing in a residence
¢ has the following advisory comments to make with respect to

zone-
pertinent planning factors:
1. Commercial zon
fromtage of the subject property in comnection
rezoning of the 3rd District.
is zomed B.M. The

ing was created by the County Commissiomers for the
with comprehensi:

‘Approximately thirty (30) acre
ther thirty:

ve
now.

ry truly yours,

now cannot accommodate the

programs,
traffic from this proposed center.

ing centers in the scale envisicned
petition demand access from more than simply 2 four-lane

2. Prom a Planniag viewpoint, shopp
i
Convenient access also is required

6-Year Road

latter part of the State

expes

to the expressway

wgh_the Northwest Expressway is scheduled for the
¥ Program, the Planning staff
with

is aware of no decision
Road.

an
1 no known scheduling exists on the part of both the

Stats and the County for improving Mcl
Expressway if an interchange were to be provided.

Donough Road easterly from the

3. In light of accessibility features alone, the development proposal
re are no

embraced by this petition is suspect and premature.
Gefinitive engineering or implementative proposals for
access here in the near distant future.

ng viewpoint, the quantity and quality

From a Planni

danusry b, 1965

b
fpresent acce

e
improving

Dear Mr. Roses

s know our position in soning matte
adjacent property oWe:

our Traffic Division has complated & stady to dsteraine the o
cipatad additional Shopping Cember Traffic wi
Study indicate that the practical capacity for s
‘venicles per hour for tne four (L) existing lane
ping conter (Eastpoint Shopping Center inf
D rioses 11 is found that for & twalve hour shopping period {5100
Phe practical capasity of Route 140 will be overtazed for the maj
wur Road Design Bureau
be pravided (2=360 lues + 16! concrets median

e dor). Furtheraora accsss from Route i) lato proposed Shopping Center shauli be
imite (recoummd 3) ad wast be tisd into a ring raad to provide for proper eiredlation.

Thase entrances snould be provided wita

Clyntb

oot Mr.
¥,
¥,
M,

Mo Joha G Rose
Zoaing Comaiasiomer
Gounty Office Building

Touson, Marylamd, 21204

Referenca is
relative to the louis N, Shecter ot
Foad (Route L0 at MoDonough Road,

In order to handla the anticipated Shopniag Center Traffic
has indicated that a dual section must:

Theraforo,
{n order to grant the requast for the permission to
sarnestly requast that you make it a condition that the
make the necsssary improvement (subject to State Roads
approval) to Route 140 at no cos

Thank you.

B
STATE ROADS COMMISSION

BaLTiMORE MD 21201

G e paturaary 9965

RE: Bosts 10 Baltimore Gounty
Proposed Beltway Plasa

ade to the scheduled Spectal Hearin

we wish to bring your atieation to the following.

on our highway. Ther

£z

) as & source of informa

eoardinata traffic signal sysiems

1¢ after cnsidering all other factors involved you find 1t- proper and
park in a residential zons parcal, we

paraittec be held respontible to

Comnisgion specifications and

¢ whatsosver to the State ilonds Coamission.
Very truly yours,

Charles Lss, Cnisf
Developent Buglaesring Ssetion

Atten.: Mr. Bunting
Mr. Kollmer

g for parking in resideatial sons
'\l Proparty, locatsd on the west side of Relsterstewa

s 4s nautral. However, sincn ws are the
ot A any, the antis
of the

highay is 500 vehicles per lane por
Using an sxisting shop=

o
As Owan
A Den HarnedATHACKIMEOUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

Towson, M. 21204
County Office Building

111 W, Chescpecks Avenue
Towsen 4, Maryland

Your petition has been received and accepted for filing this
doy of __ogrminer . 1964,

OHN G. ROSE
Zoning Commissionar

Ownen Name: £, tar, ot ol
Reviewsd byt .., ;

S o muR Wi Vo SR

= Aerttetag end pusting of wesrty for Lavis Shastw, ot o}

& e

133 * 26548 NP

4

P e o Sty b2 —ChSn ol Mg

THPORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

SECTION OF THIS BILL WITH YOUR REMITY,

MAN TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECE(PTS, COURT HOUSE, TOWSON 4, MARYLAND
UPPER ANGE.

rRoM.Gepxge E.. Gavre!
SUBJECT..Retiiion #65-2L11SPH .

3rd pistrict

HEARING:

dictates that
limits of pres
problens.

BALTIMORE COUNTY, llAHYg\ND

Wednesday, February 10, 1965

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

70._Jobn . Bose, oniog CoEBLESioner Date....January.29, 1963

(10:00 A.M.)

ined within

ial here be the
sont commercial zoming. Even this poses real traffic

Regarding the request for the use permit,

of turning movemen

problens vith respect to the internal organization of the propess
tern at all emerges with respect to solution
§ conflicts and storage for turning movements
i .

the petition poses many

is made

either Rei

on the plan for st
any of the acces:
Marathon would result
accordance with the
for major cizculation wi

the proposed
are ex:
No

vidin:

cessive.
insight is given regarding the

lighting, or hours of operation

idin; 1andscaping within the parking complex.

tores and
a

Road or

acking space

= points shown on the plan.
1 the property were to be developed i

current prop

thin the proposed center.

the edges of the parking complex grossly

ad. No
for cars leaving the center from

osal. No

property is zoned residentially.

6. The Planning
additional off:

staff is not in accord with either the concept of
treet parking in a residence zone here mor is it

in accord with the specific plan offered.

Bemos® vo accouny ua Ofel22

INVOICE

ANT!MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO

MAIL TO DIV
PLEASE RETURN

Posted for: "

pettioner: __ chowa_ £ Abheeln |
Location of property: V,

MNessi g

W5 Doy

Petition for Spec ol Bearing for Loufs . Schecter
#E52VaTH

THIS BILL WITH YOUR REMITTANCE.

ST

. A veritable battle of
n

clear pattern is indicated

e BALGMORE COUNTY, M LAND [ a
27688
FFICE OF FINANCE
T i s gt onre VIV
COURT HOUSE
TOWSON 4, MARYLAND
ToNssars, Mummegen, Chipuen § Kimssl
s g
“‘,l.': Bt Iding " Zentng Dopar taant of Balte. Cou

Q bs =1 -5Pk

ol et

Laolieer...
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Rosalyn Sghecter 3526 Barton Oaks Rd, 21208 , Akesvills , MA
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THIS 1S TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was iy s oy BALTIMORE COUNTY. MD. v 21 19 68
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published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, 3 weekly newspsper printed e s gl | CERTRY. Thot M acimsd: cdvatastuont wes

ii
s 1

pifai

Mark Sghecter
Wi, - L ot S

Jack L, Levin
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