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PETITION _OR ZONING RE-CLA .3IFICATION
ANDOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF AL COUNTY

Lorwe Jd CRATwner of the property s . Baltimore

County and whch s i 1 And plat attached hereta and made 3 part hore

hereby petiion (1) that ung status of th vin dosertbod property be reclassified, pursuant

o the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, from a R- one to an

zone, for the following reasons

!

rY

tached dascr
cisl Bxceplio oning e
<ial Exception under the sad Zomng Law and Zening Regulations of Baltimore

ein deseribed property

1510 be posted and advertised a5 prescided by Zoning Regulations
1 om we. agree to 21y expenses of above reslasstfication and or Special Exceplion auvertising.
of this pelition. and further agree o and are Lo be bound by the zoning

regalatons and restoictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore
Courty

Contract purchaser
Address

Address

this een..day
ius petition be advertised, as

7e County. in two newspapers of general circulation throughe
at o perty te posted. ard that the Putiic hearing be had before the Zoning
J in Towson, Baltimore

¢ Zoning Law
out Baiiimore Count)

fay of.. feptember s

e
Zoping w-rm‘).m.mu of Baltimore County
/

cance, and although if I had been the one to determine the
fazts I might have decided otherwise, I canrot say that the
County Board of Appeals was arbitrary or capricious in determir-
s zoning change does not require reclassification of
subject property. Understandably. the Board could have de-
cakion of the subject property would con=-

ined that reclass

tute spot zoning The Board eould also, with reason, have

desermined that the proper dividing line between a business zoning

an the east and the subject property is the storm drainage reser-
vation question, which would preserve the residential
character of a large part of Research Avenue. Other factors.

: which are of significance in zoning matters, in my judgment, were
that Appellant did net mest his burden tr srnve that a change in
zoning wiuld nor create traffic hazards an Hollins Ferry Road.

=€ the present construction of Hol s Ferry Foad and its
sroxiuity to the ramps from and to the Baltimore County Beltway,
traffic hazards might well be created ny davelopment of this lot
for business purposes. However, all I need datermine is whether
the record closes that such a development would not create
traffic hazards, and the record does not meet that requirement.

For the reasons stated, the order of the County

Board of Appaals will be affirmed.
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ZONING FILE #69-57-%
RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIPICATION IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

from an R-6 zone to a B.L, zon FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

south side of Hollins Ferry ®

14,35 feet west of Hammonds r H Case No. 4291

Road. Misc. Docket #
Folio

John J. Germenko, Petitionor

OPINION

THE COURT: This is an appeal from the order of the County
Board of Appeals, dated July 22, 1269, which affirmed the action
of the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County in denying the re-
classification requested by Germenko (Appellant) of 46-hundredths
of an acre of land, located on the south side of Hollins Ferry
Road, between the Baltimore County Beltway on the west and Ham-
monds Ferry Road on the east. The zoning reclassification sought
was from an R-6 zone (established by the zoning map approved en
June 2, 1959) to a B.L. zone

The opin.on of the Board leaves much to be de-
sired, However, the question presented to the Court by this
appeal, based upon the reccrd in tuls case, is did the County
Board of Appeals in denying the requested reclassification act
in an arbitrary, capricious or illegal manner? There is certain-
1y mothing in the record, in my judgment, to indicat. that the
Board acted in an jllegal manner. As I understand it, Appellant
does not seriously raise this question. The only possible basis
fcr such a contention is that the property cannot be developed
economically under its prese classification. However, the evi-
dance proves the contrary. Also Appellant knew of the zonina

clzasification when he purchased the property, at which time i

was exactly am it is today. Caveat amptor! He does
however, that the decision of the Board is not supported by sub-
stantial evidence; that the evidence proves either error in the
original map or that there have been changes of substanee ir =he
immediate area sinee the adoption of the map.
First, was there any evidence of error in the
idence discloses =h Avenue,
south of the subject property. has been developed for a number of
years with neat, moderate priced residences - probably prior to
the adoption of the present zoning map in 1959, Although Holling
Ferry Road was improved fairly recently - I believe tho record in-
dicates in 1968 - the record does not show in what way it was
proved, other than the construction of a median stris in the
road in front of the subject property. The record
not disclose what the width of Hollins Forry Boad was prior
to the improvement, nor what the grade of Hollins Ferry Road was
prior to the improvement. The reccrd does not disclose when the
Baltimore County Beltway was completed so far as
concerned, nor, even if constructed after the adaoption of the
zoning map in June 1959, Jhother the right-of-way was finally
tablished ¥y that date. The development of the land southerly
from Hollins Ferry Road and westerly from Hammonds Ferry Foad,
prior to the adoptic'. of the zoning map, was resident
character for families of moderate incomes. The Cours cannot
find any evidence of error in the map.
Second, Appellant contends that there is in the
record evidence of changes of substance in the immediate area of
the subject property, which would require the reclassification

this case. The changes referred to in the testimony are six in
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| PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION IN THE

R=8 Zone to a B L zone
ins Ferry Road

Ferry Road CIRCUIT COURT

FOR
BAT "IMORE COUNTY
B/474/4204
TR R R R R
ORDER
The Appeal of the Petitioner-Appellant, John J. Germenio

for Reclassification from the Orders of the Zoning Commissioner and the

|| County Board nf Appeals of Baltimore County having been heard, afte

hearing the argume nt of counsel for both sides and having read the transc

+ is this L‘// ay ot LA . , by the Cireuil Court for

| Maltimore County,

ORDERED, that the Order of o
Baltimors County, denying the reclassification of the subject property, be
and is hereby affirmed,

i A /. L

| John 3. Gemenko

. No. 62 - 57 - R

Kenneth C. Pr

THEREBY CERTIFY that on th /'/_
069, a eopy of the above Opder was matied tod. Franeis Ford

6 IMavstein Buslding,

=

PETITION FOR ALCLASIIFICATION iH THE
from on R-6 to a 3 L ~one

|| scueh Side of Mollins Ferry Road CIRCUIT CO!
| 614.35 foet vest of Hammenda Ferry Road

13th District POR

BALTIMORE COUSTY
Petitinner-Appellant

0/474/4233

OF_APPEAL
MR, CLElg::

Please enter 3 Appeal on behalf of Joan J. Gemsenko fzom

the judcsent in the above entitled case to the Court of Appesales

, of Macyland,

THIS 16 70 C!
a copy of the afor 1 or ppoal w

Pryo paitinare

t prope;
stance. Although the zoning
has been changed nce June 195%, the record discloses that no de-|
velopment in sccordance with the new zoning classification has |
lace on any of the four properties, although one was ra-
in January, 1964, and a secon? zored
was zoned in May. 1965, and tha fou
her changes involved property at the intersec
and Hammonds Ferry Roads. fOne of thess .
of that intersecticn,
usiness local with a special exceptisn for
at propere since been improved by the erec
S:ore and an ¥sso £i
the subject property (from
is on the far Hanmonds Ferry Road.
Il not, in my judare

"‘ zoning of the subject property.
i

! the southwest corner of

|‘ which has since been
|| s=ation. This iz adjacent

| rated from it by a storm drainace :
| to the Court to vary in width from 50 %o
Ferry Road (extension of
property) to somrthing in excess of a ™
lines of properties fromting on Research
lot lime of subject property).
Although this change is

-3-

BALTINORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING AND IOMING
CouNTY OFFICE llll.lll NG
TOWSON, MWARTLAKD 21204

Frank [. Clcom, susJeEcT lonst 1 u
s M I 1 Reclassification frew on R-§ zome to
Tasson, Maryland T1204
5 W, of
13eh Diserict
(Tem 28, Mly 30th, 1968)
Buar $1r1

The lening Advisary Committes has reviemd the subject patitisn and has
the fellewing commants te offery

ter - ting werer ln Malline Farr, Road,

Sawer lﬂltln' 124 sanital in sasement 23 shewn en the submltte n.
Adeduicy ing -tlllll- te be determined by daveleper er his |n¢|mr.

oed lbllln Forry Rd, 1s an existing improved resd te which further fmprovemsnts
will not ba required.

Starm Brein - The shall ba for tha 50 year fleod
1iafts of the existing stream aleng tha st preparty line prier te f3susnce of
& bullding parait,

curb depression in the vicinity of the prepesed entrines but it
-n--ll- the madisn cressever; mr-hm, the curb deprassed must

e relecated u indicated on the plan. MNewwver, tha entrance must be of & dapressed

curb type with 36" transitiens and & cencrete apren nu axtend from tha curb to

the right of way line.

The entrance will b subject to State Rosds Commisnies sporoval and parmii.

v office Faview € any necessery commants ot 8 later dete.

™

H%‘I’u ang spplfcation fer this food sarvice facl lity, compl
= bath the bull#iag and equipment myst be subaltted to
Taltisare County Department of Health,fer raview and

'“’%@lﬂlﬂl&'
T7 tha patitien 1s grantsd, me octupincy miy ba made watil! such tims 85 plans

have been submiited and appreved =nd tha property inspacted for cempilance to
the sppraved ;lan,

Tha above eamrénts dre At intanded to indicate the apprepriatesess of the
Zoning action requesteq, but te sssure that all parties are msde sware of plans er
probless that way have 4 basriig sn this case. Blrectar and/er the Baputy
Birscter of the Office of Planning and lening will subsit recommndations en the
apprepristensss of the requested roning 10 diys before the Zoning Commissiemar's
hedring.

The fol lewing members had no comment te offeri
Project Planning Divisien) Suflding Engineer) Board of Lducation; Industrfal Cevelopmen!

Very truly yours,

JEO1JD L -
ccr Carlyle Srown-bur. of Engr.
ann hayars-State Rosds Cocm,; €. Rlchard Noors-dur. of Traffic Emgre)
Villiam Greemes t-Health Dept.



:T:tﬁ‘ff:ﬁ:,‘?;:m:‘:d 2 COUNTY BOARD OF AREALS well a3 the median strip dividing Hollies Ferry Road in frant of the subjct property. £/5 of liall "! 7
:;::YDiiﬁ?:v : . While carefully comsidering the testimony regarding neighborbood _J ,(;" s
) s changes, it i the udgmen of his Board that same does not dircetly relate 1o the subject ! L ) : e

No. 69-57-R . i p -
e parcel, nor - they sufficient in character 1o justily the s

petition.  Equally impressive 1o the Board is the evidence that indicates that the sub-

OPINION - 5 - " S
E— ject property is so located that the cammercial we of this parcel may seriously impa

This appeal by the Petitioner comes fo this Board from a deniol by the Beltway aceess road frulfic pattems,
. . . Please enter an Appeal in the above entitled zase on bee
the Depury Zoning Commissianer,  The Peritioner in this case requests reclassification Vithut going into further det gment of this Board that
i . half of the Petitioner, John J. Cermenko, to the ¥ Brard
of @ ymall {0,468 acres, more or less) troct of ground on the south side of Hollins Ferry the Petitioner has failed to show evidence of eror in the original use map, or changes in
. of Appeals from the decision of the Deputy Zoning Comm
Road 014,35 feet west of Hammonds Ferry Road, in the 13th Election District of Baltimore the character of the neighborhood that warrant the granting of this pet
of Baltimore County, in the abuve entitled ca:
County, from R=8 zene to J.L. zone.
nty ORDE
The parcel is wedge=shaped, acd is situatcd less than 200 feet east
ge=rrpe For the reasons set forth in the afaregaing Opinion, it is this  22nd
/3. FRANCIS FURD
day of July, 1969, by the County Board of Appeals ORDERED, that the reclassification 406 Blaustein Building
¥ y VY B ]
Baltimore, Maryland 2]1201

petitioned for be and the same is hereby DEMIED. 539-7244 , 1968, that the abov

of the <0 ond off @mps of the Baltimore Beltway.  The Petitioner, if successful, pro=
Dees 1 conmtruct Gn the subject property @ small carry=out restaurant appre: mately 40 x

0 feer
Any appeal from this decision must be ir. accordance with Chapter 1100, Attorney tor the

A real estate expert familiar with the area testi’ied to various changes
e subtitle B of the Maryland Rules of Procedure, 1961 e

within the general neightorhood, including ehanges to M.L., R.A. and B.L. I eddition,
COUNTY BOARD OF APFEALS

3 qualified civil angineer tastified in beholf of the Petitioner, eiting that some difficulty

would be experienced in developing this parcel for any use, residentiol or other use. OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

However, on cremmexamiration he siated that the cost of developing these loty residentially

John AL STawik, Acting Chairman

weuld be approximotely the same o5 any otrer R-6 lots.
A neigaborhaod resident protested this case, describing o this Scord
the residential prperties abutting the south baundary of the subject property and the

residential charaerer of the smull orea whicn lies between Hommands Ferry Road and the /& 4/-,,

by v =t

Saltimore Beltway. In acdition, the Protestant described the trffic patterns immediately

affecting the subject prapaity, incluging the traftic entaring and exiting the Beltway, as

o o 4 ) .
 amacrEiN ; .. BALTIMORE COUNTY. MARYLWND

Descripticn for iﬂ:;n; ey 1 .,;”1l 8= INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
Tlollina “erry Ro 1227~}

Date. August 29, 1968

il

11 4 pl o) of 1 situste, Lring r~ being the 9
P4 Homtion Dintriots Toitinors Grmty, State of 1 A od deacrthed SRR Sreofs Doty Directrof Maneing
wit: <
o SUBJECT Petition #69-57. R, Reclassifi
L B bt . 3 ication from Re5 1o B.L. Sou
Pl SIS for thalzane At a noint on the Southeoat T 00 my ine of f Hall Road 614.35 feet wes of Hmeso. Fe.‘:?nu th side
2 March 18, 1969 " 3 shown'on State Rowds Comiasion of Varyland Plat Mo, 1272L, Germenko, Pefitioner, 2 Red- Cdohpil
£ ) r . from the intersection of nald B et TOWSON, MD. 18
iollina Forry Rond with the wostrost alda of A s S >
. ton o =0 District ;
g n‘..‘m‘ -:E :-2: ;gb:’-:’f;! F_’l‘ 2 o e THIS IS TO CERTIFY. that the annexed advertisement was

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

Fhef

rocorded g published s THE JEFFERSONIAN. a weekly newspaper printed

1 -

o 3 falio 12l and running thence binding
and Lot 21, (1) South 3° 561 Kast f fent.
d5 Vanor as recorded amang

= wlth )

ol |
111

#3d published in Towson, Baltitiore County, Md. once in each

; obiw ed plal Sinll ; i
i .tition 1 o cat ou » < of Planning and Zening hos reviewed *he b
nko, Petitioner o 15 733475 feot to the d s Lal e RE i
' he do publication
oner's plon oppears 1o indicale that the use of the swhjeat
would bo a diive=in restaurant s defined I the Zoning Regularion

p'?", ind rumning ‘thenee’ ippearing <n the... 22ud .. .day of ... Auguat
special exceplion would be required for this use,

Pleyse entitled 3 )-8 o

¢ on behalf of the protosts : Ky, Sr. e el s j : ;

i o st ot oy case, the property's use commercially o proposed would sriously | S

: omplicott: the Beltway aceess rood traffic Pattern (on Holling F | 4 3
Thank you for your cooperation in this matter, NG 0.46 Aeres of land mere or leds. Pl
NG N 2 Further there is a que: about thy
n € proposed use not oc squetely acce nmodat

the flood water flow via the strean =rmn':1| ety

on the costern edge of the property, Cost of Adverusement, §.
o8 vertsem

SULIFCT ta the easements for slope and
Commission "at Vo, 1072

Joseph ¥ Lentz, dr.




LTS COUE OF APPEALS O of mistake Ln the orlginal zonlng or comprohensive i
Ko. 325 rezoning or else evidence of substantisl change in the ranufacturing, light) in the other,
= i character of the neiphborhood [eiting cases]. And, of

S e tng propertics had been Improved .
g inproved wedge-shaped course, the burden of proof facing ene seexliag o zoning P ed at the time of the hi . -
Beptenmber Term, 1969 Germenko is the owner of an unimpro’ 3¢ p recln...'-.i.rlcm.mn 1 quite oncrous.” it caring before

lione of these four

half acre lot in Baitimore County, having a frontage of son 300 At the hearing before the Board, Germenko's cxpert The weaxn £
i akness of Gerrenvo's reliar n chang
feet on the south side of Hollins Ferry Road with a depth of aboul witness testifled about changes in the ares. The Geraenko while changes 1 ditd bl iy
b nanges in sonditlons may Justifs -
‘ . ; s 3 may Justify a sziflcat
110 feet on its easternmost boundary and of about 20 feet on its property lies about 600 feet west of the intersection of Hollins d 5 iy -
o not secessarily compel it, Sriplack Cove M

County Coma'rs for Cecil County, 252 Mi. ko, L53, 2

0 A.2d

(1953) mnd cases there cited, nor does the rezoning of ab

s m08 for the Lansdowne-Arbutus =
JOHN J. GERMENXO wosternmost boundary. When zoning map 2A for Ferry Road and Hammonds Ferry Road. The witness testified thet
. arca of the County was adopted on 2 June 1959, the lot was in November of 1964, a lot in the southwest quadrat of the

sif 5 . 6,0

i . classified R-6 {one family residential, minimun lot size G, 00 ; \ntersection, toncd i-6, weo raclassified B-L (business, lozal) S
feat property always warrant the rezoning of adjacent property
square feet). with a speclal exception for an nutomoblle service station. A e = 5 i
L iler v. Montgomer) Courcil, 243
e belleved the development of the lot for . . - oumcil, 243

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS OF Beasusgihoiie 5 part of thic preperty o now improved by a filllag station; the 256 (19503 :
BALTIM; Y 58); B Montgonery

" nnen 5 ermenio o o 281w,
0RE CO residentlal purposes was not economically feasible, Germ SRRl d g At fle this lot is adjacent to Germeaso's, 1t 15 ¥

215 A.2d 831 (1566). See also Brown v. 7
242 A.2d 157 (1958).

= e t o smissioner an application "
049-37-R £1led with the Baltimore County Zoning Comm! ne 3 z separated from 1% by & storm drainage reservatlon, about 50 feat Sl
e g -L (business, local) 50 The issue was a devatable o
fosiEhtraslaseisioniges = lohian® ¢ ) wide at Hollins Ferry Read and 100 feet at the rear lot line. AR e Haas
1 s -out restaurant. _ = f N
that it could be used as a site for & small carry-ou . smere was further testimony that in May of 1965 a lot

i s d the
The application was dented by the Zoning Co missioner an \ 5 tersection, zoned R-6, had
Zig 1n the northeast quadrant of the intel » mistakenly zoned R-6, beceuse it car

Hammond, C.J. i L] ¢ of Appeals.
. dontal was afflrmed by the County’s Boar B been reclassified B-L, With a special exception for na sutcrodlle

Barnes

: . for residential purposes, 1s even lessc persu
McWilliams t Court for baltlmore County oy s
e appeal is from an order of the Circul service station. Tt 13 now the site of a Tilling station and & :

1 Tear lot line abuts on the rear lot line of houses on
farm store. - Avenue, s

Four other changes relied on by Germenko's witnes

Singley, affirming the actlon of the Board of Appeals.

diek & BE ik foad
3. Germenko ping his hopes on the change-mistake rile e 1ees §olMiel Noutith, Thaseimze relncizny ioe

‘one witn & hat rohager o
in support of the relief which he seeks. Wa cald of pleceneal (ene witness said that he had purchased his house r

{ells .2d Tho [1569): _ ) )

eain B P B ot e Sk 2 ! to three blocks distant from Germenko's. The first two, in
Wt ic now firmly ectablished that there is a strong ;

Filed ¥ay 6, 1370 presumgtio: of the correctness of orlg;i:n} zanx:‘\;c:ﬂ ;r January, 196k, involved a racla

: ' 2 rencnalve rezoning, and that to sustaln a plecenea : 3'

2:\:5\23 :;Erctmm there must be produced strong evidence R-A (residence, apartrents). Two others 1n 1955 and 1536 T

elassifled R-6 property us R-A in one 1nstance, and as M-L

Opinion by Singley, J-. tavolved reclassification of properties fron one and ©

well maintained, single famlly residences wh

%10,000. Wnether all of them had been built
1fication from R-5 to B-L and
adeption of the 1959 zoning map is not clear from the record, hut

what 1s clear is that the neighborhood from south of Research

Avenue northeast to the Baltirmore City line was predominantly L :g-hcislngpgsr;;?-‘acur opinton, Lf this property substantial supporting facts are the courts Justified in e s T CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION
residential at that time. §3i§$§x{‘lé:“ﬂﬂt”L‘i.;j.';ii;“‘:‘l’:{u“?‘gg‘r;:‘s‘fs“;"‘lglfv‘f ot reversing a decislon of an adninistrative body or in declaring
nemenﬁ.u mazes much of the fact that the physical ?'Brn“:;?‘h:.g:iggsgrgi ggfmi::;1«:’;52;?;;:022‘”‘;’_:‘“E:'-’me its action asbitrary, capricious or illegal. Minor v. Shifflett, BALTIMORE COUNTY, MD_3eptentar 4 19 &8
ristics of his lot maze 1t unsultable for residentlal ::;:gisiignm[;?ma that F"""‘:T im::ﬁ;ieﬁruﬁﬁﬁ;;’ﬁfsm‘ 252 4. 156, 249 A.2d 159 (1969); France v. Shaptro, 248 ¥d. THIS 1 10 CEATIFY. Thot the arsexed cdveriascient w

That 1t 1s not an attractive location cannot be 32,000 fan biLn G5, tha DrepoRedL oo v sy 335, 236 A.2d 726 (1968); The Jobar Cofp. v. Rodpers Forge

» two-lot yleld, 1 lisbed in Baltimore Cousty. Ma. once in ot One
Hollins Ferry Road is a dual highway, 120 feet wide, 236 Md. 106, 120, 202 A.2d 612 (196%).

published in THE TIMES. o weekly sewspaper printed o

rucesive weeks betee tre 9EB

"What T am saying : & ¥ia i
used daily by 7,000 cars, and access to the Germenxo lot can only yield two, = Rab lote: iyithis; thils tyaatesasand.will Germenko testified that he had purchased the proper S o Saptebier et

appearing on the ZEE  gay of  Auguat

18

enly be nad from the eastbound lane. The terrain of Germenzo's ‘The §$2,000 that you speak > 1s over and above three years before the zoning case, knowing that i was clas-

"Q.
. the land cost? A. Oh e5, th P x
property is rough, and lies below the level of Hollins Ferry ] englneering respan:ibli&{y,’uud:‘: :Dggﬂﬁ ﬁ;:iit%érw sifted R-6; that he was a real estate investor, specializing in
ment. . i
Road - at the west end, some thras feet; at the east end, scme i "eommercial free-standing loeations™; and that he had boug!
$2,000 a lot? A. Yes, sir.

id
Bus!
H{HT

THE TIMES

!

en feet below - 50 that considerable filling (one wltnecs with the iden of having it rezoned. That he will not be able

i
it

i 5 "By Mr. Slowlk) [Acting Chairs .

that 3,000 cuble yards weuld being the let within two RG] RS b Ak chalion of thaiBoel o achieve $hio in unfortunate, but we have repeatedly held oot of Advastiaqzent, § 28275

P‘R’. u'rt e 52‘000 48 cerEAinly ROt exce or the fact at rezoning ma result in a more profitadle - e Purchase \?I‘ﬂ‘ﬂ_“ - A8
. MNo, for an R-6 lot, even though water and t i eltt e fac zoning may ult L profitabls Requisition No. Z 5016

) “would be’ Lrmedlately 5 :
fron Germenzo's lot 43 a traller park. Therc is more se today. a e R L

iﬁi

he grade of the road) would be required. Aeross Kollins

=

nor that hardshlp may follew the retentien of an

than & suggestlon in the record that Holllns Ferry Road may have "Q. (By lr. Ford) Over and above the land cost?

o A. Over and abowe the land c 5 That w
t or extended at some time in the recent past, but B Pubile Morks sast.h o7 YO BT AL Mol

H
il
s:I;

been rebu

i
al
&

|
1

before Gornenxo purchased the property, possibly to provide

In our view, 1t was this testimony which dirposed of 55 4,24 32 (1669); Helfrich v.

access o Ixit 9 of the Baltimore Beltway, which crosses Hollins i the contentlon that tho existing classification deprived Ger 237 A.2a hsh (1968).

11
i
h

Ferry Road about 230 feet to the east of the Germenko property, - of all reasonable use of his property, cor Clity of

axx This may well account for the chape and level of the lot. ¥. Conn, 204 Md. 523, 530, 195 A.2d L82 (1954,

T
B
il
A

We have re-

X L0NN,

!
i
#18

But the contentlon that it was not economically

H:
jt
I
i

peatedly stated that Lt 15 not the function of the courts to

i
¥
I
)

!
I

feasitle to develop the property for resldentlal purposes was

i
i
|

zone or rezonc, and that courts wili not substitute thelr Judgment

1d toc rest by Germenko's own expert witness, James 5. Spamer,

3%
1
3
=

for the expertise of zonlng officlals, Only when there is no
a civil engineer, who testified on rediract examlnatlon: room for reasonable debate or where the Tecord 18 devold of

23, 1900




iy INVOICE 05
L e, 57823 . BALT@IORE COUNTY MARRAND Bo. 56265

BALTHJORE COUNTY, MARY@AND J
OFFICE OF FINANCE T OFFICE OF FINANCE OATE sap 9, 1948

: Dirision of Collection and Receips

Divisien of Collection and Receipts COURT HOUSE gy
OOUKT HOUSE [T TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 ¢

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

Beltiaire, Nd. 2120}
oz

[Cant of cartifiec dacuments - Case Ne., $7-572

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
TONING DEPARTMENT OF RALTIMORE COUNTY
Towsen, Marylond

District

Posted for y

Petitioner Lok a

Lacation of property

Lacation of Signs
|

1 Reniarks:
] !j
7 | = Posted by

e — — oo |
IMPORTAYT: MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO BALTIMORE COUMTY, MARYLAND
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