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PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING

E ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNYY:

I. or we,lach_Raven Baptist ChurcBedif owner_.._of the property

situate in Baitimors County and which is described in the doscription and
eto a m : srecf, hereby petition for a Special

n 500.7 of ning Regulations of Baltimcre County,
Commissioner and/or Deputy Zoning

ox. zooed.

g

i 1 Zive.[3)l.pazkiog.spa
2-aud _gwmed by _the chu.:n for_the_use_2nd_bepefis.of_ property zened ..

ang ucad by Ma caners s Dyers, Inc.

See attached description
prescribed by zZoning

ctions of Saltimore County
re County.

2 i3 B o
Legal Owner

Frotestant” "3 Ritorney
b s, Lo

more County, this..
r of this petition be

property be
Commisssi

er 106, County Office Building in
Towson, Baltimoras Coun E

-day of..lsouary.

Z6ninh Commissioner of Baltimore County
7

(over)

RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING BEFORE
for five (5) Parking Speces on
Property Zoned R-6 COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

Beginning 247.88 feet northeast
from the interiection of Loch Raven  : OF
Boulevard ond Naturo Read

9th District BALTIMORE COUNTY

Mo. 68-138-5PH

Loch Raven Baptist Church
Pefitioner

QPINION

This case is a special haaring upon an application for the use of five (3)
parking spaces on property zoned 6 and owned by the Loch Raven Baptist Church, Inc.,
wid space 10 ba for the use and benefil of property owned by Masket Cleaners & Dyers,
Inc. At the haaring Mr. John R. Mosket testified that he had the permission of the
His orperty is separated

Churzh to uie the five parking spa:es on their property.
d on the

from the Church parking let by two intervening parceis, ond he hic welf rest

witness stand that his “property does na? adjain® the Church propery.

Section 40v. 4 of the Baltimore County Zoning “egulations provides that

Lo permit may be issued for parking purposes, subjec 2 cenain condifions. Con=

dition "a® states:  "The land so uied must adjain or be acros an alley of street from
the business or industry ivolved.”

The Board s forced of necessity to find 0 a foct that Mr. Mosket's property
does ot 10 relate 1o she Church property, and thersfore his applitation for the uie par-
mit must be denied,

oDER
For the reavons set forth in the oforegeing Opinion, it is this
Novembar, 1963, by the Caunty Board of Appeals ORDERED, that the rol

in the Petition for Special Hearing ba DENIED.

BALTIHORE SOUNTY OFFICE OF FLANNING AND LONING
ATY OFFICT WILDING
TOWSON, WAKYLAND 2121

SUBJECTs Spectal Mearing for OFf-streat
rking §na residential zone, for
the Loch Raven Baptist Church, inc.,
located NW corner of Loch Raven \'ivd.
ang Maturo Road
9th District
{Ttam 32, Nowumber 2 1967)

drnast €, Trimbl
WO Jofferson o | nz
Towsani, Maryland 2120

Dear ey
The Zening Advisory Commitiee has reviewsd the subject pe’ition and has
tha following comints te offeri

STATE RO/DS COMMISSIONY
The exissing entrance channelfzation

20m] NESTRAT 10N S10M)

patition nted, no occupancy may be made unil such tims as plans have
besn submitted and vad nd the property {nspected fur compliance to the
appraved plan.

above commants are not intended t

s=reptable to this offic

the appropeiatens
are mide sware of pla

probless that may
Director of the Office o! Plllln!ng -»d l-||n| -ﬂl subeit recommendat
spprepristensss of tha requested Teaing 10 diys befors the Zening :-l.-l-r--
henring,

dary truly yours,

TR L OOV,
Principal .‘a-n'nu Technicion

D)
The foilowing nmembers had ro comment to offers

Projsct Flanning Divistion
Bureau of Traffic Enginearing
Burseu of Enginesring

Haalth Depértmait

Bureau of Fire Prevention
Bul Iding Englnesr

Board of Education
Industrial Development

ccs  John Meyers-State Roads

Loch Raven Baptist Church - No. 68-138-SPH

Any appeal from this decision must be In accordance with Chapter 1103, sub-

title B of the Maryland Rules of Procedure, 1941 ediiion.

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Trman

Tohn & Slowik

: PETITION FOR SPECI AL HEARING
for five (5) Parking Spoces on
properly zoned R-6
Boginning 247,88 feot northeost
from the intersection of Loch Raven
Boulevard and Naturs Road
9th Digtrict
Loch Raven Boptist Church,
Petitioner

BEFORE
COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
OF
BALTIMORE COUNTY

Ne. 68-138-5PH

AMENDED ORDER

WHEREAS, by Order of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County in the pro-

SEE

ceedings concerning the above entitled case on appeal to the Circuit Court (Misc. Docker
18, Folio #383, File #4111), an Order wos possed by W. Albert Menchine, Judge, on the
28th day of Mavember, 1969, reversing the Order of the Boord, and remanding the soid cose

to the County Board of Appeals ™ * * * for further proceedings under section 408 not in-

cansistent with this opinion.*

ORDER RECrIVED FOR FILING

DATE )
-,%n 61';.

BY &

THEREFORE, in accordance with the aforementioned Order of Court, it is

whis_ '5'h day of April, 1970, by the County Board of Appeals ORDERED that the

relief requested in the petition for speciol hearing for the use of five (5) parking spaces on

property zoned R-6 ond owned by the Loch Raven Boptist Church, Inc., said spoce fo Le for

the use and benefit of property owned by Masket Cleaners and Dyers, Inc., be ond the scme
is horeby GRANTED.

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

/ 7 / Lok
7/ W e aTTora, Chamman

W Giles Parker

Jofm A. <

LOCH RAVEN BAPTIST CHURCH, INC., ETAL  NO., 68-136-5PH
Beg. 247.88' NE from inte:section of Loch Raven Blvd.
and Naturo Zood,

$.H. far 5 parking spaces on property zoned R-6 and

ed by the Church
for the use ond banefit of ty zom ced |
ot oy property zoned B.L., and uied by Masket Cleaners

Petition filed
Z.C. GRANTED the 5 porking spaces raquested

Order of Appeal 1o C. 8. of A, filed

Board's Ordar DENYING the parking spaces

Order for Appeal filod in the Circuit Court by
Ecnest C. Trimble, Esq., Attomey for Petyloners (File #4° 11)

17,1969 Record of proceedings filed in Circuit Court

28 Board REVERSED ond case remanded for Fuither proceedings
under section 409 nat inconsistent with this opinion -
Judge W. Albert Menchine
Mation for New Triol filed in the Cireuit Court by Mr, Onderdonk
(see copy in file #6B-32-RA)

Order for Arpeol filed in the Court of Appeals by Mr. Onderdonk

Moation to Dismiss appeal to Court of Appeals filed by
Mr. Ongerdonk
Judge Menchive ORDERED: That a re-hearing in #3933 ond %411
is heceby GRANTED, and thot re-heari 1
FURTHER ORDERED thot the Memorandum Order here
entere * by this Court in connection with the above ¢
ond it is hereby rescinded and the decision and Order o
Board of Anpeals returned 1o the status existing prior fo
this Court a3 to Coses #3933 and #4112, but shall remain in

Amended Order of the Boord GRANIING the 5 parking spaces
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The Petutioners have met th
the Baltimore Gounty Zoning

plans approved by the Offi
Zoning dated January 30, 1968, The
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The Petition
Baltimore County this
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LLIAM M. ONDERDLONK
ATTORNEY AT Law
CEATIFIED PusLic ACCOUNTANT
RIDERWOQD, MARYLAND 11139

csted permission to

ise property

the subject
of Planaing and




L [“rtﬂi COUNTY. MARYI

INTER.OFFICE CORRESPONT

ing C 4 ccember 20, 1967
Mir. John G. Rose, Zoning Commissioner Dare December 20

rwoy_ George €. Gavrel's, Director of Planning S
Petition #68-138-SPH. Beginnng 247,88 feet northeant from the intersoction cf . | Sl
Loch Raven Boulevard and Maiuro Road. Petition for Special Hearing for 5 parki ol
spaces on property zoned R=6 and owned by the Church for the use and benefit ¢

property zoned 3.L. and used by Masket Cleanars and Dyen, Inc.

Loch Raven Saptist Church, Inc. = Pefitinnen.

(11:00 A. 11.) Upon the Motion for Re-Hearing (refarred to in the
dnerday, January 3, 1968 (11:00 A. 14.)

pleadine as Motion for New Trial) filed on

Gordon in the above entitled cases, it is this

f Planning and Zoning has reviewed the sbject pefition 7 R

= , by the Circuit Court for Baltimore

mmentz

on the suklect property s
o dorh “;"ﬁ“:‘:"‘ ORDERED that a Re-Hearing in . No. 3913 and Misc.
71 is shoeld be and it is hereby granted, but that re-hearing in
£ it should be

e pormi ioner contact Projsat
4 off. ce with respe:

No. 4111 bo and the same is hereby denied,
A¥D IT IS FUI e Memorandum Order
eretofore filed and entered by this Court in connection with

ses be and it is h

LEGAL DESCRIPTION TO ACCOMPANY
REQUEST FOR A SPECIAL PARKING MIT
LOCH RAVEN BAPTIST CHURCH, INC.

BEGINNING at a point 247, northeasterly from
the intersection of Loch Kaven 1levard and Naturo Road
Harch 1, 1568 and north 74 degrees 24 minutes west £0 feet from Loch
Raven Boulevar therice leaving said point the four (&)
following courses and Jist 3
anglen to said north 74
west side of Loch Raven Baulevard distance of 18 feet to a pcint, thence 3
(Foute 542} South of Yaknos Road "4 minutes west 42% feet to a point, thence northeasterly
for a distance ol 18 feet to intersect the north
inute west line hercinpefore recerred to, th 4
s 2

deqr inutes east feet to the place of begin-
Referance (3 mala to our talephone conversation of Fabiusry 29, 1956, ning -

during which you asked why the State Roads Comfssfon I3 reculrfng the construc- INPORT: MAKE CHECKS rABLE BAL COUNTY, MARYLA
tlon of curbing betwean the aide walk and the perking area at the subjact 3ite L e S e - o

when ne requiregant was made at the adjacent Masket Clearer . MAWR TO Dlv:uloN'DF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, COURT HOUSE, TOWSON, MARYLAND 2

Thers are several reasons for having the requirement in ona case but not . : e
13 tha other. 1t fs the policy of the Stars Rosds Commissfon to require entrance

chunnelization o be brought up to current standsrds (whera an existing comsercial

81tu is conesrnad), when thare 18 & slzeable addition to, or & chenge in
nes: that would ganer. soaslderably mors traffic.

Hro V. M. Cnderdonk Commercial Entrance Channe
21darwood, Maryland, 21139 Serdon's Cerenfc Shop

Dear Hr. Onderdonk:

the busi-

To our knowledge the only noticeabls fmprovassnt to the clraners that has
bren made in recent yoars e & 3lx foou Ly sevan foot air conditionfng unlt on the
rear of the bullding which could hardly fall into the saca category 43 the pro=

sed thirty foot by fortysfour foot bullding sddition proposed fur ha ceramic
shop.

The owners of the ceramic shop have patiticied for a zenlng r s31f e
tion, Thers {3 no roning petftfon regarding the Masket Clesners site

The purpose of tha required curb 11 to ent vehicles fron moving onto the
sfdeuali. The frontage of tha =leaners on Loch Raven Boulavard s aporoximately 40"
Tho entrance 1s spprexivately 30! wi sving aporoximately 5' on ofther u
tha entrance. Thers arc permanent algns In back of
Therafora taking fnto consfderat!

and the locatlon of the afsn

alk on efther sids of

vahlcle, o aners except with
the entrance. wuld be {mprectical to construct curbing between the

sldewalic and the ares fronting the cleasers,

Trustt srmation contetnad horeln s sufficlent for your
rasent nead,

ory truly pours,

arles Loe, (hie
evel cpment Enginos
JEN/nth

(4 john e ohin e
=+ JoRR DR 81 2083, £y MBS Fengi neor

IMPORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYASLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
MAIL TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, COURT HOUSE, TOWSON, “lM!YI.g\Nn




jONING* #68-138-5PH & #48-33-RA

JOHN H. MASKET IN THE
AND CIRCUIT COURT
ESTRE R, MASKET FOR MALTIMORE COUNTY
vs : AT LAW
COUNTY BOARD OF APFEALS Misc, No. 3333 & No. 4112
P R
LOCH RAVEN BAPTIST CHURCH, iNC. IN THE
AND CIRCUIT COURT
JOHN H. MASKET and ESTRE R. MASKET FOR RALTIMORE COUNTY
vs AT Law
COUNTY BCARD OF APPEALS Mise. No. 4111
000“‘000
MEMORANDUM
This is the second and third phase of a zoning trilogy to which this relatively
small wract of land has been sutjected.,
The second phase (Cases Nos, 3933 and 4112) involves a petition by which
Vernon L. Gordor and Anna O. Gordon sought and obtained from the County Board of
Appeals a reclassification of land from R=6 to PL with a variance for parking.

appeal was taken by Juin H. Masket and Estre R, Masket, fee simple own

adjotning proserty, wno also hold by deed a sixteen foot right-of-way within the

The third phase (Case No. 4111) involves a petition (opposed by the Gordons)
by John sket and Eswe R. Masket together with Loch Raven Baptist Church,

inc. for five parking spaces upon tha church property proposed fo. use by customers

on November 19, 1968 (Misc. Case No. 4112}:

"With resoect to the application for a varlance, the
Board fin+ as a fact that the application is only for
an additiona! four {4) parking spaces over and abave
that required by law so as to have u minimal effect,
if any, upon the spirit and Intent of the off-street
parking regulations; that denial of this application
would result In practical difficulty to the petitioners;
that the granting Jf this variance will not cause any
increase in residential density allowed by the zoning
regulations; that the relief petitioned for can be
granted without any, much leus substantial, Injur

to the public health, safety and general welfare."

The Court has carefully enmlned‘me transcript of record made before the
Board to determinc whether there 18 any substanuial evidence to support the finding
of fact by the Board on this issue of a parklng varianco, It has found nene. The
only evidence bearing upoen the requirements of Sections 307 and 409 of the Zoning
Law is the testimony of the witness George E. Gavrelis, Director of Planning of
Baltimore County. Without contradiction fom any other source he said at page 25 of
the trans uripti

“We strongly question the need for any parking
varlance in this location. As we have noted before,
the zoning requlstions Indicate that parking require-
ments are to be exceeded wherever possiblo. We
belicve that the propesed addition to the existing
commercial building should be scaled down so that
{a) less parking area will be required and (b) more
land area will bu left to be used for parking spaces,
In the alternative, parking area should be secured
and guaranteed on some other property nearby,”

On cross-exainination, Mr. Gavrells did not reat from that position, saying
at page 39 of the transcript:

“Q Would I be characterizing your testimony falrly
then, Mr. Gaurclis, that you would recommend
that this application for reclassification be held

of the Maskets in the business conducted by them at 8608 Loch Raven Boulevard

Although the two petitions were heard and decided separatoly by the Board and
are the subject of separate appeals to this Court, they are seo factually intertwined
that thelr cisposition in one mamorandum opinion seems desltrable, If not essentlal.

The relationship between the Maskats and the Gordons began in po: when
the latter, owners of a tract of land with a frontage of approximately 108" along Loch
Raven Boulrvand, with @ depth of approximately 210", sold 1o the former the nosthern-
most 40° of the tract (sce Deed dated April 11, 1958, and recorded among the Land
Records of Baltimore County in Liber GLB No. 3332, follo 515), upon which the
Maskets thercafter operated a cleaning and pressing enterprise. At the time of con=
veyance the property In question was dual zoned--the Loch Raven frontage to a depth
of 130" being zoned "BL"--the rear 80' being zoned "R-6". In 1964, the Maskets
petitioned for a reclassification of the rear land from R-6 to BL and for a varlance to
establish only nine parking spaces instead of the elghteen required by the zoning law.
The Maskets® petition was granted without opposition or appeal (see Petitioners'
Exhibit 2).

The Court has prepared a plat of the original Gordon lond with the present
Masket and Gordor holdings delineated thereon. The plat also shows the first phase
of zoning change in 1964 and the tinpact thereof of the two petitions that are the

subject of the present appeals.
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up rntil additional parking spaces could be
obtained?

That was a recommendation embodied in our
weirten comments under 2 (b), in the alternative,
parking area should be guaranteed on some other
property nearby. That was our comment.”

1t has beon vigorously argued that the parking variance granted to the
Maskets in 1964 should compel--in simple Justice--the groat of the much less
damaging varlance now sought by the Gordons. There 15 a very strong emotional
appeal in this suggestion, untll the public Interest comes into conslderation, It
scems 1o this Court that the grant of the initlal 1964 Masket varlance plainly did
wiolence to the important need for off=street parking declared In the zoning ordinance.
Pressurcs created by th.t variance will not be relleved by the grant of a further
varlance. On the contrary, the Director of Planning has made it clear that an
answer to this seslous varking problem Is to seek other nearby properties for parking
purpcses. This Court does not possess the power 1o strike down the Initlal parking
varlance. It belioves It does have the power to provent 'ts harmful extension.

There ueing no evidence legally sufficlent to support the Board's
on the requ i varfance, that part cf Its decision 15 reversed.,

The decislon of the Boary in Cases 3933 and 4112 15 reve s n port and
affirmed in part and is remanded for the pazsage of an order not

this opiniun.

ase Ni 11

This Is an appea) by Loch Raven Baptist Church, Inc. and John H. Masket
and Estre R. Masket from an order denyling a pedtion for a special hearing under
section 500.7 of the Zoning Regulaticns of Baltimore County. The Petitioners muth;
but were denled, five (5) parkir ; spaces on property zoned R-6 and owned by the
Church for the use and benefit of property zoned BL and used by the Maskets. The
Zoring Board reversed the grant of the requested parking factlity previously granted
by the Zoning Commissionor.

In denying the requested rolicf the Beard of Appeals did so upon the around
that the property of the Prtitloncrs, the Maskets, was:

* + * goparated from the Church parking lot by
wo {2) Intervening parcels, and he himself testified
on the witness stand tha: his property dues not adjoin
the Church propenty'.”

y Zonine
Regulations provide a be
| for parking purposes, s
nditions . Condition "a™
used must adjoin or be across an
the bustness or indusiry involved.*

The | forced of necessity to find a
that &% . Masket's property does not so telate (0 the
Church properiy, and therefore s applicasion for
the vse pormit must be dented.”

for the i s and tor the Appelee=Trotestants Fave stipulated
and agreced that the respective rights of the Masket Petitior Wl tne Gordons i

and 1o 4 16 tight=ot-way bordering on the property of the Ch

Deed date 4 Apri! 11, 1958 betwoer: the Gordon: rantors , and the Maskets,

® ®
Czges 3933 ard 4112 (Reclassification)

The Goruans now seck reclassification of the rear portion of their property
from R-6 to BL wiich would bring conformity with the 1964 change of the Maskst
rear property. Lrror in criginal zoning and change in the area both are cited by the
petitioners as grounds justifying reclassification, The Maskets oppose. The
Maskets are in o somewhat Incongruous position in that they now deny the emor
that they asserted--and the Zoning Commissioner found=-justified reclassification
of thelr own rear land in 1964

The Court, while recognizing that the Maskets may be re
premisa  that a joclish consistency Is the hobgoblin of little minds, 1s forced 10
conclude that the record shows evidence both of emor an of change. Those issues
thus are beyond the scope of judicial review.

The decision of the Board to reclassify the Gordon property from R=6 to BL
is affirmed.

Cases 3933 and 4113 (Variance)

The petition alzo sought a varianse for sixteen parking spaces, instead of
the required twenty under section 409.2. in conaection wil) the variance portion
of this petition, the case heretofore had been remanded to the Board for the finding
of fact required by section 307 of the Zoning Law, (See: Misc. Case No, 3933)

The finding of fact is found in the supplementary opinion and revised order, passed

as grantees {GLB No. 3332, folio 519) the pertinent parts of which read as follows:

"Togother witn the butldings * + * and all and
every, the rights, alleys, ways * * * and
advantages ta the same belonging or in anywise
appertaining ,

4, All rights-of-way for Ingross ani egress to
parking lot in rear to remain intact, including the
right of the owners of the lot being hereby conveved
to use in common with others entitled theroto the
16 foot right-of-wzy along the south side of 8604
Loch Reven Boulevard and across the rear of dt04
Lloch Raven Boulevard and B606 Loch Raven
Boulevard as a way of ingress and agress from
Loch Raven Boulevard to the property buing hereby

ved. < 16 foot right: ¥
along south side of B604 Loch Raven Boulevard to
be shared cqually between the owners of 8604 Loch
Raven Boulevard, 8606 Loch Raven Boulevard and
the lot being hereby conveyed,

5. Taxes on 16 foot right-of=way along south
side of 860+ Lach Raven Boulevard to be shared
cqually between the owners of 5604 Loch Raven
Boulevard, 8606 Loch Raven Boulevard and the lot
boing hereby conveyed.

. Maintenance of satd 16 foot paved portion of
parking lot in rear of (606 Loch Raven Boulevara
and 8604 Loch Raven Boulevard to be used as
right=of-way for ingress and «.ress to lot being
hereby conveyed, to be snared equally between
the owners of 8604 Loch Raven Boulevard, 8606
Loch Raven Boulevard and the lot being hereoy
conveyed.”

Under the proposed plan shown on Fetitioners' Lyhibit 1, five (5) parking

cach 8.5 foct fn width and 18 feet in depth ars shown with ingress and

thereto achieved by entry from Loch Raven Boulevard, This Court concludes
that the roason of their fee simple title to #8608 Loch Raven Boulevard;
thetr il 4 but clearly authorized right-of-way across the rear of §604 and
$60¢ Loch Raven Roulew arly fixed 16' right-0f-way running along

the Church jroperty, have sta; y for parking areas in




TELEPHONE

INVOICE [~
e BAL@MORE COUNTY, MAMBLAND Mastoe

o . ° OFFICE OF FINANCE o e/ °
: ® R A
an R-€ zone under section 409.1 of the Zoning Taw of Raltimore County. The 16° COURT HOUSE BYrzo
| TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 .
i by the deed horotofore referred onstitutos an all A = - To:SENIHaw B Ondesduni; Ruy: . u C—e,d Offics Bldg.
o f—way o od by o doe . of cons *5 an alle 2
right=of=way, esteblished by the deed heretofore referred to, 4 vt LERTIFIC!\TE OF PUBL[CATION Riderwood, Md. ; o i
County Offica Buildy
iy 111 ., Chasapeake Avenie
within the meaning of section 101 of the Zoning Law, 1. e, "Alley: a right-of-way Tanon, Maryland 2121 Towson, Maryland 21204

TOWSON, MD), A3 ! i 1770 pccount SIS ront:
Sugpey 3 s 1% PORTION FOR VO Uk RECO DS

20° or less in width, designated s an alley on either an unrccorded or recorded | THIS 1S TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was : : Tt e T B mooeoit- v enga i e 420
i s " nd sccap iling this

published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper printed Cast of appeal - Loch Raven Baptist Church $35.00

plat, or dedicated as such by dead, which provides service access for vehicles |
t and pubiished in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., once in eack Ne. 68-138-SPH Lai

ol = FUROEEIEReeks before the

£ L] day of __ govies 1967,

1o the side or rrar of abutting property.”
day of ) 19 the first publicatian

i

The Court concludes as a maiter of law that the relationship of the Masket appearing on the t day of. oater
Zoning Commiseionar

¥
i

I

PatiticnerLech Raven Baptist Chureh, In:.,
éﬂ- Petitioner's AVOIIEY_groppe ¢ Toimmle Reviewed b

i
E_!uz

property and the Church property falls within section 409.4 of the Zoning Law. The THE JEFFERSONIAN, |

Lf
=4

150 finds as a fact that the proposed parking facility is ncessary and "t oo > St
L ) IMPORTANT: MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

Cost of Advertisement, § . 1
N IL TO DIVISION OF COLLECTION & RECEIPTS, c.ouRr HOUSE, TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
Thevone
B ey INVOICE

For the reasons herein stated the decision of the County Boord of Appeals o Belins I i '
o E@TIMORE COUNTY, MBRYLAND M 50692
OFFICE OF FINANCE oaredam. 3, 1968

in Case No. 4111 is reversed and remanded for funther proceedings under section 2 S
Division of Collection and Receipis

COURT HOUSE By
TOWSON, MARYLAN 21204

/3§ ® “Ytio < @ e E
) / Paoers. Zoaing
HES- ST A CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
CERTIFICATE OF POSTING 7
ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY v IONING “PAIT'MENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Tewson, Maryland owson, Maryland

$ not inconsistent with this opinion. . .
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o M oN AL p s s District < ) Date of Posting.. st e = i :
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Petitioner

Petitioncr
Location of property:
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