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/ PETITION FOMMZONING RE-CLASSIF ZATION
B AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPTION 7.,; ) )
TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

f 1L or \N-EM anma__...m owner-... of the property situate in Baltimore
County and which {5 described in the description and plat attached bereto and made 3 part hereof,
hereby patition

Soe attached doscription

wamlaghy for a Special Excepiion, under the said Zoning Law and Zoning Regulations of Baltimore
County, to use the herein described property, for. At U A28 Ll vmd @ ..

AoV T St

Property is 10 be ported and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.

I, or we, agree to pay eypenses of above sselesifeskiesmendier Special Exception advertising,
posting, etc., upon filing of this petition, and further agree (o and are to be bound by the zoning
regulations and restricisons of Baltimore County adopled pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore

T, 2
/Zl/éezf-’ w;": *E
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x B
ORDERED By The Zoning Commissionzr of Baltimore County, this .35 __________ day
of..__.AWeust___________ 1973 that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, as |

required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in two newspapers of general circulation through-

g&w,mmum:mmmmwm;umwmmm
“-E-gl:nmhhlu
mty.

Baltimore Coonty In Reom 164, County Offce Bullding in Towson, Baltimore
LAT8h  day of...October 3, 4 201 Ka'clock

e

# " Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County.
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Advisory Committee, which were not adverse in charocter.

|
to the Board, “"but would not prevail hereafter”.

RE: PETITION FOF SPECIAL EXCETIICN = ~ BEFORE
Beg. 145'5. of Lelond Avenve onc!
40" E. of Martin Boulevard 3 COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
15th Electior District
3 OF
Penrsylvanic Railread
Petitioner 3 BALTIMORE COUNTY

Dounelly Advertising Corparation of Md.
Coniract Lessee 2 No. 74-100-X

B

OPINION

This case comes before the Board an an appeal by the Protestant from an
Order of the Zoning Commissioner dated October 3, 1974 granting H:e special exception
for a twalve by twenty=fi

located 145 feet south of Leland Avenue and 40 feet east of Martin Boulevard, in the 15th

forst il d ad structure, on a parcal of property
Election District of Baltimore County.

There was little testimony presented before this Board, pro os con, relative
to the compliance with the requirements of Section 502.1 of the Zoning Regulations of Balti:
more County in order to permit a special exception, other than the comments of the Zoning
There was one protestant
appoaring in this case, Mr. James E. Bishop, an adjacent property ewner, wha complained
that the proposed sign *vould obstruct any advertising which he might place on the building
which he proposes fo erect on his properly.  He, however, likewise did not present any
testimony which would be adverse to the proposed special exception within the context of
the Zoning Regulation.

The Zoning Commissioner, theefore, comectly found that the prerequisites
of Saction 502. | of the Baltimare County Zoning Regulations hod been met.

However, the problem now arises as to whather or not the provisions of
Section 413.3b of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations would prevall zequiring o varlan
ir. order fo erect the proposed structure.
memorandum submitted by the Petitioner’s coumsel and argument therean, that the provisions

The Zoning Commissioner found, from the

of that section would not be applicable fo the instant case, ard by some rationale rinclear
The Board has reviewed the file and the
mamoranda submitled in this zase, and is sotisfied that the provisions contained in Section

i miles, contains only two i

Penmsylvania Railroad = No. 74=100-X

|
|
|
413,3b of tha Baltimore County Zoning Regulations were in affect, o ovidenced by copy
of the 1971 edition, and that said Regulations had beon lowfully enacted in 1955, even ‘
though through sorse omission said Regulations had not oppeared in the printed Regulations ‘
| until the 1971 edition.  In any event, this wos prier to the filing of the petition in the: n- \
| stant case.  The Board is trovbled by the situation pointed out by the Petiticner's counsel }
‘ that once agrin we have a section (413.3b) of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations, |
1971 edition, which apparently sprang “Phoenix-like", os it hod not been in prior editions

|| of the Codo, and even had not been in the initial 1955 edition in the sams form; and further,

| that there seems 1o be no authority for ity existing in its presant form.
Hawever, the Board feels that while this is a significant and salient point, {
it does bacome moot in view of that portion of Section 413.3b, which comistently indicates i
in all the editions of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations that “na such signs shall
be pemitted to front on, face or be located within 2450 feet from the right of way from any
ype highway".
that the proposed structure to be erected is approximately 40 feet ecst of Martin Boulevard. i
i

or other lled

The evidence before this Beard is

Martin Boulevard is a dual lane divided highway terminating on the scuth in a cloverleaf

[
intersection with Eastern Boulevard Extended, and on the north at U.S.. Route 40 (also at ‘
an uncentrolled cloverleaf juncture). Soid Martin Boulevard, in ifs length of sevaral

ions, both lized and

merging lanes for |

egress and ingress not controlled by the signals, and further, there exist service type roads

running parallel to the described Martin Boulevard. It is therefore the opinion of the

|| type highway, and accardingly would be subject to a setback of 250 feet for tha proposed

Board that Martin Eoulevard was designed, constructed, and is, in fact, a controlled oe:mj[
|
|
|

structure under Section 413.3b of the Baltimore County Zoning Requlations in the 1793
edition, or any edition printed thereafter.

Therefare, the Board finds that the special axcoption petitioned for in the
instant cose is subject to the requirements of a 250 foot setback, as indicated in Section

a5 well s a special exception.

413.3b of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulatiors, and would therefore require a vcnum:n1‘
A variance was not petitioned for and there was na }

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY:

Beginning at a point located 166 feet measured in

a southeasterly directlon along the R/W of Martin
Boulevard from the extended center line of Leland
Avenue, and 40 feet cast of Martin Doulevard, thence
running northeasterly 25 feet to a point, thence south-

easterly 10 feet to a point, thence southwesterly 25 feat

to a point, thence running northwesterly 10 fecet to the

point of beginning.

1455 Tadto Co. Code §F32(i) |
s21 TITLE 30

costs of the appeal aguinst any party to the appeal evcept
the appellaat.

i) The County Commissiuners shull kerp in a separate i
book all rulss, repiations and :estrictions wlopled by then 3
from Lime ta tires under the suthority of this subrl &
and any amendments o sugpleateats thersio, and sh {
copies o be printed. and misde available o genesai distrie
butian. Any such puinted copy, tagether with any amend- '

5
§

menls and supplen=ents, when cortificd as cesieate by the
Chiet Cierk of Uhe County Conimissioners, sitall be dvened
p;F:rén Lcls evidenrs thereof in any judicial preceedings in
the State.

The County Commissfoners shall have the power to em-
ploy or autliorize the urplusmnnl of 2
gingers, ateno.muhmo

ges and foos Tar sevvice remlered by tie admé
oficials, and to levy taxes fur the payment o
expenses heron

(k) The Crunty Cos
and the Hoard of Zos
peraan whose prope
abutting and adfae

ez fors pred Aer, The
e Tequlrement o & Npecial perrait for Conmtiuet o of

L

. Penmylvania Railread - No. 74-100-X 3.
|
‘ testimony presented in support thereof. Consequantly the petition will be denied.

ORDER

For the reasons set forth in the aforeg.ing Opinion, it & i _l4h
day of May, 1975, by the County Beard of Appeals O RDERED,
y v v

petitioned for be and the same is hereby DENIED.

subtitle B of the Maryland Rules of Piocedure.

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

[ B
R T S

; 1958 Baiaoco&&a §3¢g
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that the Special Exception

Any appeal from this decision must be in accordance vith Chepter 1100,



authority of this sub-heading, and any

amcunts, in the reaching of Pease v. Peck, to a ratification of

IN RE N I of the 1955 zoning ordinance, contains a very different version amendments or supplements thereto, and
the contemporaneous printed version, or raises an esto 1 to ,ﬁ i .
SRt e of Section 413.3b than does the "Red Baok,"~ published 16 years i R e e Dt
3 BOARD OF AFPEALS | deny its validity. Compare O.P. Corporation v. Village of North tion. any such printed copy, together
1 SPECIAL EXCEPTION after the 1955 ordinance. To mitigate the disparity, Deputy ‘ with any amendments and supplements,
| Palm Beach, 278 So.2d 593 (Fla. 1973); Edel v. Filer Township ified te by th
NO. 74-100-X% H OF People’s Counsel argues that the Black Book publication was ‘1 ' ‘éﬂ?ﬁsciiirk‘ﬁr iﬁg"ii‘u’f.-“ 'LCquis:Lcnors,
Manistee County, 49 Mich.App. 210, 211 N.W.2d 547, 549 (1973); b d prima fac ides
| *in crror® and that the true supy of the law reposes with the i i R L i[”.ﬁiu‘lﬂ‘“iﬁﬁ 1ﬁsxﬂ?alapigcfzdlzq:u
Penn Central Railroad ' BALTIMORE COUNTY | | Taylor v. Schlemmer, 353 Mo. 687, 183 S.W2d 913 (1944); City of in the State,

County Planning Commission. From this premise, Deputy Peopl 1955 Balto. Co. Code §332(i)

Creston v. Center Milk Products Co., 243 Iowa 611, 51 N.W.2d

Counsel urges danialiof the Petition on ths basis of the A xerox copy of the relevant page of the 1955 orde is attached
463 (1952). 1In each of these cases, a tochnical challenge to

compatibility between the "Red Booh" and the County Planning hereto as Exhibit 1. The 1958 version ol the Code is nearly

PETITIONER'S MEMORANDUM IN RESPONSE

MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO PETITION a printed or published or long acted upon zoning ordinance was
TO MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO PETITION

Commission's copy of the 1955 law. Such argument, we must

identical, except thc “county", rather than the County Commis-

denied because of the time that had elapsed from publicaticn

assert, misses the mar for several reasons. I sicners, is given the duty. A xerox copy of the relevant page

This is to the | to challenge, i.e. in earh case, more than 10 years. Analogousiy.

I Firse, even if we assume that an enrolled version of | of the 1958 Code ic attached hereto as Exhibit 2. Under eithor

Memorandum in Support of Petition, submitted st the Board's Petitioncr asserts that the 16 years that passed botween enactment

the 1955 law was found in the Plani.iig Office, no answer has the 1955 or 1358 version, adopted zoning rules, etc. were to

hearing after having been prepared for and submitted to the and the allegedly correct publication worked to effect an

been made to Petitioner‘s argument” which assumed, arguendo,

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, and, also, to rebut be “"printed and made wvailable for gene¢ral distribution®. The

estoppel upon the authorities to duny them the right to act

that the "Red Book® was the accvrate statement of che 1955 law. *aiack Book® whe' Yarinted® ‘and generally aietcibubad pursvene

the Memoranduwa in Opposition to Fetition filed by the Deputy without notice, i.c., publication of a new version of Sectisn

The tesa 1ing of Pease v. Peck, 18 How. (59 U.S.) 595 (1855} is

to the County Code then in effect. Indeed, in 1964, the Bluc

People's Counsel. 413.3b without explanation, or hearincs. Clearly, no notice or

| not as limited as Deputy People's Counsel asserts. The slumber Book was printed and gensrally distributed by the authority of

Memoranda of each side and the testimony before the hearings were ever held on the "sed Book" version. See

of County authorities for 16 years, in effect, nullified the < thori . by Deput:
Board on Pelruary 20, 1975 disclose that the sole possible L L1 Senorandim Sa Supportiod Patlbiony piaits Section 22-29, i.e. the same authority relied upon by Deputy
viability of the "manuscript statute" which was "disinterred

- le's C 1. Pelevant xeroxed pages from that printing were
grounc for the denial of the Petition is one of law, This Board Second, Deputy People's Counsel re'‘as upon the Pevple®s Caunael,, |Amlavask saroxsd a9

from the lumber room of ancient " Long

attached as Exhiblt B to the Memorandum in Support of Petition,

must determine what is the governing version of Section 413.3b.
The Board must decide whether a special exception can be granted;
if that decision is positive, the special exception should be
issued because there has been no evidence presented of any
detrimental effect to the health, safety and welfare of the

community if the Petition be granted. WVarious reports of County

in a statute as printed and distributed by proper authorities,

1

No mention is made by Deputy People's Counsel of the "Blue
Book", published in 1964, and containing hnu version of Section
413.3b printed earlier in the "Black Book™

2
e has been no assrction that there was ever an amendment

Planning Commission as the proper repository for the enrolled

bill on authority of Baltimore County Code (1968), Sections

22-29, The Code, however, shows, on its face, that :his

section was introduced into the laws of the County in 1960, i.e.,

five years after the date of the ordinance. In 1955, the

Planning Commission was nut the repository. Rather, the 195%

and are attached hereto as Exhibit 3A through 3F. tote that
this editicn terms itself “3econd Editien” and the cencluding

paragraph . f the Preface represents that the second edition was

"an up to date edition of the 1955 text.” e Blue Bouk version
of Section 413.3b is identical to the Black Book and both are at

odds with the "Red Book". The printings pravious %o the "Red

Gepartments in cvidence show no adverse effect if the Petition o sech,. 413.3b. | S rands
i i k" make entati hich cast doubt on the no‘ion that
is granted. y e e L v g | *(i) The County Commissicners shall Book" make representations which ca
’ Memorandum in Support of Petition, p.6-8. in a separate book all rules i ke ing s " trd tha
4 The legal issue in this matter is one wnich, happily, { { ::gghﬂum 1;“1 L thne acoued by the document reposing in the Planning Commission should binrd the
A £ them from time to time under the
4 is rarely presented. Deputy People's Counsel admits that the Both sides have cited Marino city of Baltimo. 215 Md. |
206, 220 (1957) where the Court of Appeals wro a priox ‘

"Black Book," pukblished almost simultaneously with the enactment axception granted by the Board does not control the granting
of a subsequent exception.” The rule is clear. Pctitkcn ='s
however, does show 4 instances when an outd>o

randum
uavagunm; sign was placed within 100 feet of a dual hiq:way.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /‘ day of M .

1975, a copy of the foreqoing Petitioner's Memorandum in :Ra-penzu-

Petitioner would urge tuat, if its arguments are

|
| i i3
These instances are not cited in derogation of Marino, but do | |
clearly demonstrate that the Black and a).ue Books were, in fact, | it
| acted upon for a very long period of t: i
Lyt .
<. = Therefore, J'I 1S ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore
L J @ *
: PETITION FOR SPECIAL 5 BEFORE THE County, this 3 __day of October, 1974, that the Special Exception for
EXCEPTION
Heginning 145' S of Leland Avenue 3 ZONING COMMISSIONER one 12 foet by 25 foot Hlluminated Advertising Structure should be and the szme
| If and 40' E of Martin Boulevard -
5 CEPTIPICATE OF SERVICE | | 15th Election District ¥ oF ||ils GRANTED, from and after the date of this Order, subject to th~ approval of
County as law, { | Pennsylvania Railroad - Petitioner |
| | NO, 74-100-X (item No. 19) i BALTIMORE COUNTY | |a site plan by the Departinent of Public Warks and tne Office of Planning and
| |
|

insufficient to convince the Board that it should not apply the | Zeaing

Red Book version, the heariny be re-opened to allew Petitioner to Memorandum in Opposition to Petition was mailed to James E.

Tha Petitioner requests a Special Exception for one 12 foot by 25 foat |

to summon the alleged custodian of the disinterred enrolled copy Bishop, 1411 Clearview Road, Edgewood, Maryland 21040 and Charles

4 Ad

Batumote Goun

g on a parcel of property located 145 feet south|

| and test the authenticity of it, trace its chain of custody, E. Kountz, Deputy People's Counsel, County Office Building,

jof Leland Aveaue and 40 feet east of Martin Boulevard, in the Fifteenth Elec-

A and seek to discover why the "Blue Book"™ version (printed Towson, Maryland 212

1 pursuant to the same section relied upon by People's Counsel to on District of Baltimore County,

assert the Planning Commission as proper repository) is incompat- Without reviewing the evidence in detail but based on all the evidence

ible with the alleged 1955 bill. presented at the hearing, in the judgment of the Zoning Commissioner, the

prerequisit f Saction 502.1 h b N
A e o ‘ prerequisites of Soction ave boen met and, therefore, the request for
WEINER, P.A. 1

— |
W 1l The sole question bofore the Zoning Commissioner is whether or not the
< i‘prvvinloni of Section 413. 3b. of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations

4 10 Light Street, Suite 1200

|
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 | would have to be met, namely, a request for a Variance pursuant thereto.
727-2800 | |

||the Special Exception should ho granted.

The Zoning Commissioner is in receipt of 2 meticulous memorandum of
Attorney for Petitioner
|law in suppart of the subject Petition, filed by Counsel for the Petitioner and
(supporting the allegation that the reauest for the Variance is not necessary.

The Zoning Commissioner fecls that the Counsel's position is well

s

founded in this particular set of circumatances, but would not pre-ail he eafter,

J fhe Zoning Commisaioner I8 willing to grant this requested Special

xception without the necessity of a Variance as required uader Section 413 3b

owever, it must be understood by the Petitioner that all further requests of

5/

In this regard, recail that Mr. Walker testified that at the
time the 1955 law was enacted the County dutributed a mlmeogzuph
version of Section 413 which sufficed until the
made its appearance. Mr. Walker read into the mcurd h
mimeographed Section and it was the version which appeared in the
Black Book

imitar circumstances must include the necessary Variances an provided in

R RZCEIVED FOR F¥

o af d Section of the Halti County Zoning Regulations.
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IN RE H
FOR SPECIAL EXf Oz
NO. 74-100-X H BALTIMORE COUNTY
1 1 & ¢ ] E H g i 3 ] ' 3

MFMORANDUM IN SUPPORT
OF PETITION
Petitioner secks a Special Excaption unde: the Zoning
Regulations of Baltimore County to construct a 25' by 10' outdoor
advertising sign at a point 40 feet from Martin Poulevard, a dual
highway in the castern parc of the County. The billboard struc-
ture would be located in a B. L. Zone, w.~=r the Penn-Central

right-of-way. Various Departments of the County have reviewed

the application and their reports to the Zoning Commiusioner

disclose no . lverse health, safety, traffic, sewage or other
effects, if the petition is granted. One Frotestant appeared at
the hearing on this application. That Protestant, the owaer of
adjourning property, alleged that the zoning requlations of the
County praecluded the construction of the contemplated billboard,
relying on Zoning Regulations, Interim Edition 1971 (Red Buok],
Section 413.3b, which reads:
"Mo such sign shall ba permitted to front

on, face or be located within 250 feet of

the right-of-way of any expressway or other

controlled-access-type highway, or within

100 foet of the right-of-way of any other

dual highway."

If the qucted zoning regulation is validly in force,
the petition must be denied. Pzcitioner, however, contends that
for the rcasons set forth herein the quoted interim regulation is

no bar to the Special Exception sought by this petition, d that

ME. 's p 1y ¢ the enrolled regula-
kis

ticns.

1f the 1955 Black Book contains the eanralled version
of the regulations adopted March 30, 1955, the Red Book wersion
may not be properly applied by the Zoning Commirsione: because
the version of Section 413.3b contained in the "Red Book" has
not been properly adopted as provided in the Baltimore County
Code.

Baltimore County Code, Section 22-20(a) (1972 Supp.),
directs the Planning Board to reccummend to the County Councll

"from time to time...zoning regulations...." Section 22-21 of

the Code (1972 Supp.) provides for certain mandatory notice and
hearings on any "final report of the planning board recommending
adoption of any zoning rogulations®,

The 1971 Intcrim R:port ("Red Book") does not gqualify
under either Code section. First, it is merely an interim, not a
final, report. Second, it has nmever been subjected to the notice

and hearings provi :d for in the Code. The notice and hearing

requirements are y under any construetion of the Code

and may not be ignored. See Crozier v. Co. Comm. Pr. George's

Co., 202 Md. 501, 506 (1953): Reed v. Pres of North East, 226 Md.

229, 247-50 (1961); Baker v. Moutgomery County, 241 Md. "78, 184
(1966). Cf. Trrstees v. Baliimors County, 221 M4, 550, 571-2

7
¥ The only scurce alleged for the "Red Book" version is the 1955
Resolution. No one has suggested or pointed to any amendment
adopted by the legislative body of the County subsequent to
Mareh 30, 1955 which has any bearing on Section 413.3b.

because there is ro showing of adverse effects resulting from this

Il
| Jpecial Exception, the petition should be granted.
il The power to determine what situations shall be con-

sidezed in the of special i is a legislative

| function of the county council, Marek v. Baltimore County Bd. of
| Appeals, 218 Md. 351, 357 (1958), but the zoning commissioner is

suthorized to determine, as to particular situations, when a
special exception is appropriate under the legislative classifica-
tion. Baltimor: County Code, Section 22-23 (1972 Cumm. Supp.).
In performing his function, the commissioner must act within the

prescribed rules established by legislative prerogative, Dobres v.

Schwartzman, 191 Md. 19 (1948); Carney v. City of Baltimore, 201

Md. 130 (1953). The zoning authorities cannot prescribe limita-

tions not authorized by the zoning ordinance, Restivo v. Princeton

Const. Co., 223 Md. 516, 522-3 (1961); Maryland Advertising Co. v.
M & CC of Baltimore, 199 Md. 214 (1952): 23 M.L.E., Zoning &

Planning, §22, p.467. §25, p.474.

The 1971 printing found in the "Red Book" is not the
initial publication of zoning regulations in Baltimore County.
The "Red Book" was preceded by two loose-leaf publications, the
"Black Book" of 1955, and the "Blue Book" of 1964 which purported

| to be 4 Second Edition to the 1955 edition. The 1955 printing

The Baltimore County Code (1968), Sec. 22-29, provides:

"The office of planaing and zoning shall
keep in a scparate boog all rul ulations
and restrictions enscad by the county couneil
from time to time under the authority o 5
title, and any admendments or supplements there-
to, and shall cause copies thereof to be printed

continued

(1960); Bishop v. Bd. of Co. Comm'rs, 230 Md. 484, 503-4 (1963).

1f the d in Mr. s ion accurately

portrays the March 30, 1955 Resolution, it must be noted that not
only are the published "Black" and "Blus" Books at odds with the

Resolution, but that the version in these two published volumes

was acted upon by the zening authorities on at least four occasions

to allow placement of an outdoor advertising sign with 100 feet

©f a dual hichway. See Order, dated January 2

1961, in re.
Special Exception No. 5186-X, granting a sign within 25 feet of
Pulaski Highway; Order, dated July 5, 1962, in re. Petition for
Special Exception, No. 5585-X, granting two signs within 45 and
62 feet, respectively, of Baltimcre Hational Pike; Order of
County Doard of Appeals, datrd February 14, 1963, in re. Special
Exception, No. 5553-X, granting a sign within 50 feet of Baltimore
National Pike; Order dated August 1, 1968, in re. Special Excep-
tion, No. 69-24-X, granting a sign within 72 feet of Baltimore
National Pike. These actions are not cited to claim that prior
exceptions control the granting of the present petition, see
Marino v. City of Baltimors, 215 Md. 206, 220 (1957). Rather,
they are cited to demonstrate that the published volumes were,

in fact, acted ugon for a very long period of time. In this con-

text, the S

rearer document, if it is5 assumed to be the enrolled
Resolution, is not contrulling or valid. Pease v. Peck, 18 How.

(59 U.5.) 595 (1855); Town of Pacilie v. Seifert, 79 Mo. 2190

(1883); Wade v. Woodward, 145 So. 737 (Miss. 1933).

In Pease v. Peck, the statute in controversy was a

is particularly relevant because the Baltimore County Code,
Section 22-26 (190:), provides that the “zoning regulations
adopted by the County on March 30, 1955, as amended on July 25,
1960, are hereby declared to be in full force and effect. " The
“Black Book" purported to be the Regulations as adopted on
March 30, 1955, as amended within two years of that date, see
“Preface” to "Black Book", p.iii. 1In that publication, Section
413.3b reads as follows:

“No such sign shall be permitted “o front
on, face or be located within 250 feet of the
right-of-way of any expressway or other con-
trolled-acceas-type highway."

The clause, found in the "Red Book", purporting to limit the
erection of signs in relation to a dual highway is absent and
that clause is not found anywhere within "Black Book" Section
413.3.  In 1964, there was published a "Blue Book", a "second
edition” of the paltimore County Zoning Regulations "adopted
March 30, 1955 containing those provisions “with subsequent
amendments through becember, 1963." The "Blue Book" version of

sction 413.3b is identical to that found in the "Black Book".

1/ cont.
and made available for general distributiom.

*
shall be Aeemed prima facie evidence thereof
in any judicial proceedings in this state.

(Emphasis supplied] .

The predecessor reguirements to this provision may be found in
1948 Baltimore county code §366(h); 1955 Baltimore County Code
§532(1); 1958 Baltimore County Code §34-2: 1966 Baltimore County
Code 523-28.

The entire "Black Book" test of Section 413.3 is reproduced
and attached hereto as Exhibit A.

k74
The entire "Blue Book" text of Section 413.3 is reproduced
and attached hereto as Exhibit B. Note that Section 413.3d
prohikits an outdoor advertising sign within 100 feet of a
street intersection involving a dual highway. In this petition,
i ion is but the pr sign is 145 feet

an
therefrom.

statute of limitations of the State of Michigan. The published
version differed from the manuscript of enactment found among the
public archives. Mr. Justice Grier for the United States Supreme
Court wrote:

"It is no doubt true, as a general rule,
that the mistake of a transcriber or printer
cannot change the law; and that when the
statutes published by authority are found to

£fer crom the original on file among the
public archives, that the courts will receive
the latter as containing the expressed will
of the legislature in preferencc to the
former. Yet, as the people who are governed
by the laws, and the courts who administer
them, practically know the law only from the
authorized publication of them, thn propriety
of recurring to ancient, altered, erased
manuscripts, for the purpose of changing theis
construction after a lapse of thirty years and
after their construction has been leong settled
by the courts, and has entered as an element
into the contracts and business of the citizens,
may well be doubted. The reception and long
acquiescence ia them, as printed and distributed
by authority, by those who had it always in
their power to alter or annul them, and did not,
may justly be treated as a ratification of them
in that form by the sovereign people. The maxin
communis error facit jus, though said to be
dangerous in its application, 'because it sets
up a misconception of thc law, for destruction
of the law,' mioht here find a safe and proper
application, and make it one of the 'some cascs'
in which it is said the law so favors the pulblic
good, that it will permit a common error tu
pass for right."

5
B

18 How. (59 U.S.) at 596-7,

The Court simply refused to give effect to "a manuscript statute

differing fzom the known pullie law" which was “disinterred from

the lumber room of obsolete documents®. 1d  599. This Supreme
8

/
Court decision is aptly analogous to *he present situation.

8/

by the general rules applicable to the construction of statutes
and ordinances. 23 M.L.E., Zoning & Planning, §12. The fact,
therafore, that Pease v. Peck dealt with a "disinterred" statutc,
not a zoning regulation, does not diminish its weight for the
purposes of this matter.

The construction of a zoning ordinance or regulation is governed

Counsel for Patitioner has attempted to determine the

origir of Section 413.3b, "Red Book".

notatien appears in the

text of Section 413 indicating the legislative origin of the tex..
Compars Section 421 "Red Book" noting a specific Bill as the
origin of that Section. The %oning Office directzd counsel to
Mr. Fred Schearer of the Baltimore County Planning Department who
produced a typed, mimcoqraphed and stapled document entitled,
"Zoning Regulations for Baltimore County® which purports to con-
tain the March 30, 1955 Resolution and Order of the County Com-
missioners of Baltimore County. That document contained a version
of Section 413.3b identical to the "Red Book” version and in con-
fliee with the "Black" and “Bluec Book" versions.

Efforts have been made to find an enrolled copy of the

resolution adopted by the County Commissioners on Marcn 30, 1955

which created tne County's zoning requlations. Attempts to find
the enrolled resolution have been wmade by contacting the County

Council, the Clerx of ti- Circuit Court,” the State Department
5/

of Legislative Re

ce, and the State Library.” These
efforts have not been successful. In the absence of an enrolled

version of the 1953 requlations, this application for special

exception must be determined on cither of two assumptions. On

the one hand, it may be assumed that tho 1955 Black Book accurately

portrays the enrclled regulatior On the other hand, i+ may be

assumed that the typed, mimecgraphed and stapled document in

See Art. 25, §4, Md. Code.

See Art. 25, §32A, Md. Code.

Ibid.

It should be ample precedent for determining that the "interim®

"Red Book" Section 413.3p is not validly aprlied to th

MELNICOVE, GREE] VAUFMAN
& WETNER, P.A.
SR ==

P e T T LA

M. ALBERT FIGINSKIL

10 Light Street - Suitc 1200
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
727-2800

Artorney for Petitioner

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /- day of .
1974, a copy of the foregoing Memorandum in Support of Petit

was mailed to James E. Bishop, 1111 Clesarview Road, &

Maryland 1040, Protestant.
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W, ALBERT FIG
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P - i .
: and attached 1s Exhiblt I which is a copy of the original of “ho cannot now eomplein. e contend that a mistake of law ia i
I¥ RE & Secticna 413.3b with the 10C foot requirement. flso attached 9ot & velid defense to the denial of this Potition
. ® |
i is Exhiblt IT wilch I3 a 0opy of the minutes of the “ocurd of The Board of Caunty Commissioners of Baltimore County met
PITI0N FOF SPECTAL ES ' oF A < ; . : in regular session this Thirticth day of Mazch, 1955, in the Gourt
TIEHAROR APBCLAL: AL 7 County Cowmissioners of faltimore County wuhersin the sald PEOPLE'S COUNSEL OF BALTINORE ? i House, Towson 4, Maryland. Tho.e present were: Mr, Miciacl 1,
: BALTINORE GOUNTY 1 COURTY S Birmingham, Mr. Roberl B. Humi'l ard Mr. Augustine J. Muiler,
. Zoning Fegulations were unanimsusly adopteu. - The followlng are the procerdings of i days
NO. Th=100=X H Protestints concede that the "3lack Jook" referred to by ]
¥ il P K‘ | The Board unanimously adupted the New Zoning Regulations [, -
o the Petitloner, which purports to be the Regulations aa adopted T 53 - - — Baltimore County, 1955. The original cony 15 on file in the Caommissio.
' ) D o Office.
on Mareh 30, 1955, «a amended, 1z in error. However, the 1971 J.‘Z:ii :1;?;:: V!h]::;'fﬂp'l z
MEMORAN {_OPPOSTTION . g | e te ollawing De or Right
o MI‘E TOR printing found in the "Hed Book" corracts tho oversight contalned T"-E'SS" e iand . Way: TRE B Coiieat iR ated T % Desda (o0 Righe
fn the "Fleck foak"™ wnd sotsforth the reguletions 1n question 5 - N
1 y Special Exception under Zoning HRW-53-276- Deed from  Arthur B Shacfer and Ruth (. 501,
ReRinlones Hers dogkn e diy exuctly sa edapted in 1955, CERTIPICATE OF SERVICE his wife, Lo the County Gommissioners af Bullimore Count,  te. a rigye
Fegulations of Faltimore County Lo construct a 25' by 10 R way of irregulas dimensions fof the widening of Windsor Mill Zoad at 1,
The Fetltion cltes occasions whers the zoning mithorities T Hirkre intersection of Windsor Mill Road and Southland Hoad, Firat Distor
\ d a n 4 t £ favtin 7 vard, HE CERTIFY That | 3 r &l g [}
cutdoor advertising algn st a polnt L0 feet from Martin Moulaverd K1loved tis. Blnsemant fof/an o kiR BAsa e e e b on this 3] day of Mareh, 1575, a :
"t of the Count e saposad 20py of the fovegoling Memorandum in ¢ o { HRW-54-023- Deed from Elsa i, Mohr, widow, to the County
a dual highwsy In the castern pery of the County. Tha proposad 100 feet of a dua) highway. These prior actlons do not, however, 3 g b um in Cppoalrnion vo Petition was X ! Commissioners of Baltimore County. Re: rights-of-way tor the widenis
= T REL, Fades WRSE €Fe mailed to M, flbert Figinak = ) of Hawthorne Road, 15th District.
billboard structure would be locsted In m 7.L. Zone, ¢ control the granblng of the present petition, see Marino v. glnakl, Esquire, 10 Lignt Strest - Sulte
o . =2 7 Do 1200, Baltimora, M 2 i 85.031- o TR ey -
Pena-Central riph 6Y.  Yarlous i ¥ = » more, Marsiend 21202, Attorney for Petitloner, 3 RW-85-031- Decd from Johin Tawimas Evans and ! Margaret
Sity of Baltimore, 215 Md, 206, 220 (1957) whcrein the Court 1 Evans, his wife, to the County Commissioners of Baltunure County.
Ruve reviewed the sald application, wn olr reports to the #totad thot n prior exception granted by a Zoning Hoard does nob 7 b g;: llr':“;l-:sf-\:ay on the scutheast side of Masselh Avetue in the 15t
i cction District.
7 Commissioner discloss aras fenlt, rety, traffl 1
Zonlng Jommisaloner disclos wur Tty Barsty; tpaflfio control the granting of a subsequent excepticn, |
o wewREe: aTTeetE; L the PEETELGH 1% | HRW-55-040- Deed from Maurice E. Wilcox and Mary .
eflocts, T Tho Petitioner further ugrees that since ths publishad | Wilcox, his wife, to the County Commissioners of Balumare C S
A SRR wlticors County ho !
) : HeAmcrg, Jonhy and) by "Slack Book" was In error the Sourd shoula find the correct

a right-of-way in Coco Road, l4th Election District.

" ”

zoning regulations Fegulationa Lnvalid uAder bhb ASHAREEY oR  Tesse ve Took ’ HRW-54-180- Decd from Gora Brothers, inc.. lo the (
Z % i Commissioners of Baltimore County. Re: a right-of-way for the o den

Milford Mill Road and Rolling Road, 2nd District.

I 8 . b rd
ipropoved billuowsdy 18 How. (59 U.S.) 595 (1355]; fown of Pacific v, Seifert,

tuns wdopted by the County on March
R ¥ 79 Yo. 210 (1583); and Wade v. Woodward, 145 So. 737 (Misg, HRW-53-053- Deed from Alvin F. Hirsh and nea & Hin
6 owiten reads: 1933) wife, etd to the County Commissioners of Baltim
33). of-way for the widening of Francis Avenue in the 13tk Dm

However, these cases are Inapplicable sines ths alleged error

all bs permitted to fron’ 1,

HRW-54-172- Deed fram Donald E. Broyles, et al to the C
| ) feet of the right-of- in printing was correctod in the printiig of the "Red Book" in Commissioners of Ballimore Gounty. Re: a right-of-way in M. B
i otiior controlled-aocess= T e e S 4 Bth District.
\Ehin 100 Teet of the righbooboway ; 7 4lving notice to the public and to the Fetitioners
n "

way,

HRW-54-172- Deed from John H. Sayder, et al, to the Cour
sioners of Balumore County. Re: a right-of-way in Main Boulevat
€cuon wistrict,

ounty Sode (lv6fl), Sectlions 22-29, provides

the rollowin -t

lze of Planning and Zoni
W all ¢ T o
na Souns uneileses

shall keep In a

atlons and restristlons
b

“ith this Sectior the oripinal March 30,

iozated in the offica of Planning and Zoning i
7 4 \ » ' =SS B . Y -
E ] ® N ST ® - not 1ese crarf) feet, but under o umwu*l may w:;.lcn: :;9":_'
® exizary 1@ s 2 s : " located within 100 ‘,'_'h: '-'f.'.‘f;?:ﬁ"é&':ﬁc. The sign shall ts
; . S  Joining premises £ +ion,
R i i RESOLUTION AND ORDER OF THE COUNTY COMIISIONERS e i 2 J!Clﬂduthurﬁhneﬂlm'n““’d‘““w °"
\ v ten : g tor's and professional persars’ terporary sizms on
2L & 3 l o = :"annﬁu":r':s":‘:wmmmn, iinited to a total ares for allew
\ el PALTINORE COMNTY ; ARTICIE §--INTERPRETATION AND VALIDITY & e signs of 60 square feet, S
' 4 1 i Business an
\ ction 600--Irterpretation ? 113,2--Busirers signs as defined in Seetion T ""“‘lﬁniin 133,5:
s
\ 3 e i VHERRAS, the Centng Commlssioner of Baltinore County, pursusnt to the power i In thotr soterprotation and spplication, thess Ragultions shall bo held to 9 | Industrial Zores under the folloving 1gn affixed parallel to 3 wall of a Billdlng
and suthority vasted in him by Section 366(c) of * b the minimum nts for the promotion of the public health, safety, con- i | a. In any business zore, & 3ign affix Seieth of the VS t
i 1 o i (c) of the Coda of Public Lecal laws ot otioce, 4 gunaral vuifars) Share tiase Begalations imess u prostar sesicia- } sl ot excerd e s u‘it‘.ﬁin"éiﬁ: K desgen of Sries
ltizore County Fditien), and the odif: ey - @on on use of buildings or land or on uildings, mzniﬂ ' which it is a: y 4 ok eave,
. i e » Livs therein codificd, prepared a Pre ¥ fhrger ﬂ’lrl c:::-u; or mll'u?lﬂ lip;;n. or impose ml::m:h:r pmnm l extend mot more than four feet in height above such ed
g H Lizinary Repe: th re t to t supp leme: peal Zaonin, fe rovisions any. ordinance, regu: Agree. it part ef » bulldl Lne
fRest to)tha svencopnt, e (i 't nt.mtﬁln znh'-im shall control. mu n'nter nst.rmur.a are leposed by b, Inany business zone 2 ;lk:D:rfnunﬂu:n:':vman L 'r:t tn r,eri‘ila‘\'
: X = S i olin i chepre. il I mpeed b il hpd sl e gl g o T the 7ol or parapet 4o 3hall pet excesd in aquire
Y k. [ } ] *: 124
Ll visions of sad Section published rotice of public hesrings thersen, and, i t Toat fout rinas the length of the from. Buildfng el
% 4 1 ximately at
WEEREAS, the Zening Commissioner of Balti‘iore Gounty conducted public hear- ction €01--Talidity an" & 41 Ketactied to ﬁ:ﬁ":ﬁf”ﬁ_‘;ﬁ T s of uo square fect
Tight ang e n 4t iz attacked.
irgs on said Pra.ialn-r; Raport, and on Jamuary 18, 1955 subnitted to the County ' hunh:ﬁ :e@.-:sm, paragraph, l:ﬁvﬁm;ﬂ:}; :r pro:;;ai;n of ":'L\E'f.'iﬁm I for =y foot of heipnt of the wall to whic!
t E udgod invalid, hall g 5 ¢ sbove stall project more
{ Cemmissioners of au Count; L ibdivision, clause, provisions and the remainder of dessribed in L13.2 3, o and ¢ &l
tinore County hia Final Report with respect ta the propossd mglm,‘mun:m piviyi il i el ol e o nehes fron the Putliirg.
amendrent, supplemsnt and repeal of said integrated
Poxl of 8aid Zontng Regulations and fastriotions, ard, Tho Board of Caunty Cammissianers of Balutnors County bersty declares thst e kn themiriation stgn for 3 stepping Sester e e
WHEREAS, the Zounty Commissicns: f ‘would have ad d these Re ons and each sectien, secticn, sentence, y of stores or commerclal = one sign.
: & 7 of Bltinors County, after having recetved  ause, or e ety et e e e e oyl I i o e aren, Miltiple-faced signs sEail be constdered .
said Final Report gave at least 1§ daye public notice in Rewspapers of general kosections, sentences, clauses, or phrases be declared invalid, i throe en any premises) zay be
£ [ ] f. Other busiress signs (gt exceeding e feat in Susiness Zones,
= circulaticn througheut Baltimore County, of the place and time of a p,_‘n,_. heering 5 . used if limized 12 a total armntf‘ f;r-‘;: L
| ard 200 square feet in M. L. ~
¢n said Final Report, end, COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY ti3n 101 are allrved only
: - k13.3--Cundear sdvertising signs as e fi;:"é:: ’f“s, under tne fulloving
WEREAS, pursusnt to sald public notice the County Commissioners of Saltizore tnB. T., B M., N i’é’; 2 :;;}tr font 5‘“ 2pat
o nditions, s famic ¥ i3
Sounty on February §, 1955 Leld a public hearing thereon, and thersafter deliter- i “ ’ 1 susface ares of aty such sign, exclusive of sv.r-.':tgnl
v . total surfac ! © thaz & mnd-
ated upen ard corsidered satd Final R-port | 2 iemrts, skall not exesd 300 square feet, e o ab i
- [ i fainted cuoton-suil sign ';‘h,y r“’:;:s:’:: <" thia sus-paragrazh re=
i EFORE . foat. ro! o -
04y TECFORE, L1 1o this Jh day of March, 1§55, CROSMED by the County i ;::}E ﬁ!ﬂ;&\{;;: centen b1t signs stall perniz only one
| Cemissionars of Ealtinors County that in order to presots the heelth, aafsty, 5 rigle Mus anite itk
b be lecated Withe
! Ferals and 1 be tted to front on, face oF Ted=
: i J : general welfare of the community the Zoning Fegulations ard Rastric- 18 : b z ;;zhr::?&h:ﬁ “‘m‘-’dﬂ! of ary '*‘Z"ff:: r:gst-!f':;?c:?‘::: ea:
¥ b ' 4003 4n effect in Baltimore Jounty as of ths date of the adopticn of this Crder B &Vf K /yéu’pf_@& b -nens;b!’{"';-::‘:f”. or within 100 feat o
: - . 11 . other dus ¥ A
F1 Y rom ons D b s I : v o s e st o o she g ity
i | "z Zo A = 4 rd requirement for 3 5
; ! ning Regulations for Baltimore County te and they are heraby adopted and i i : 5 8 ;:r.: the llg,in:::“l‘:m E iy u:;g for the cne involved.
A | “Teulgated in the place snd stesd of tha Zontng Rogulations and Restrictions in 3 -1 B | sishe
. *F0ct prier to the adoption of this Orders | by

S e
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ExhiBit 3E

BALTIMORE COUNTY
ZONING REGULATIONS

Adopted
Morch 30, 1955

in accordonce with Title 30, Seclion 532(c) of the
Code of Public locol Laws of Be!!lmom County, (1955
Edition), with subicquent omendments 1 rough Ue-
© ber, 1963,

First edition 1955
Second edilion 1964

Preface to Sccond Edition

The fird Zoning Regulotions for EBaliimore
Counly wenl inlo u«-a 1945, Within o few yeors
it become obvious | sel odequate io cope
with the Counly's poswlahm gtowih and the need for
geealer differentialion among housing, business, end
manalacturing wses. Professor Flavel Shurtleff of the
Noswchusells Institute of Technology was retained
o o consuliont fo begin prefiminary review of the
10ning fext.

In 1952 the Counly Commisieners acceded lo
the request of the Planning Commission 1o mndo
lnndl la wdmr king towurd o complete tevi

: ng Regulations. These studies, under he
dinxlm "ot halcaln H, O, mm e on.
tinved over a period of iwo ond one-half years, in
cooperation wilh Hailine 1. Maller, then Zoning
‘Commissioner, ond his successor, Wilsie H. Adoms,

Mony and varied intosests wern bvwghl 1o
aonwllullnn. including architects, lowyors, eigineers,
xmwm, dmle;-u. ond real estate brekes, oll of

anfiolly lo formuioting the

Ilwlllullmw Mllr ° pt inary draf) had k een com-

further mestings ond discussions were held.

As a resull of thess conferences a final verson wos

- odopted Ly the County Cammissioners on Herch 30,

955,

On Ihe whole these Regulations have p ovided
1he people of Baltimore County wilh @ sound busis
for the protection of pr.party volues and the general

wellare, However, il wes expected {rom Iha ouliel
thal the Regulations would have fo be modified a3 the
Counly grew and changed choracter. During the
nealy nine yeors sinee the Regulations were odopted
many omendments have been made. For example,
the orginal twolve rones—iix for residences, and
tuce cach for commereiol and manufociuring—

Sicns

frontoge between stroe,

on thut iy
of the stroet on which the w.:':.l o
mcd fo be h:hh:d, is improved wi

f. Inany B. L 5 + B. R. Zonos, all gut.
adverising tiam on vatent kerl

npun:’ oll sueh signs placed on i
proved commerciol properties shofl
spaced not loss than 100 feel npc:l'
The 100 fool spaciug shall gaver
when improved ond ummpravad com-
Properlies are contiguous, Two

ﬂnn"" ploced appr o
ongles fo the street right-of-war
back o back o end 1o end, are prr.
:z','d Provisions o to spacing and
tion of signs shoil SPply sepcroi
fo cach side of a sreet Ty
9 ho'\yM Lor M, H.z-no. signs shell
plac .nd! least 1,000 feet wpart on
o of the streot or highwe
excepl that 2 signs may be ra o,
gppraximalely bock to back, foteliing
4 4igns on one stiucture, when focoted
uwm.mmy ol right angles
right-of-way i il
R No eutdoor ndu-lluma sign erecled or,
a 100f may eatend more than 18 teed
ve any part of the roaf o parapet,
excepl thot the 16 foot hmitation s .‘
n0t apily o ony such raof sign e
o8 of the date of odopti
SE it option of the
L No cxsling outdsor sdvertising sign
that docs net comply with concitions
ond standards containad in 1his Section
413.3 shali be permicied 10 remain on
any premises beyond The eapirolion
dole of any Special Permit by the
culhority of which 1 v stecied, orif
stecied ¥ 2, 1943, twa
he efecttve deto of adop.

e o e

ExhiBit 38

\—l-vn enlarged to thirloen with the adoplion by the

(o]

(e}

4132 ond 412,3 miscella eou
as scatenal sircomers and anners may be displayed
for periods nol exceedting 20 days continuowly, and
talalling nal mare than 60 days in ony one yeor. (o]

shall be subject I the falloving <o

SIGNS

flon of those regultoms, cxcen o
noted in sub-paragruph h, ob o

413.4—In addition 1o signs ollowed in Section
tomporary signs such

A13.5—All businos: of cutdoor deriing igns

9. The suifoze oreo of eny sign shal (o
dude the entire face or faces of
sign, and if the sign is composed of

dividval leltcrs, figures, ce designs, 1
space between end around such letiers,
figures or designs.

b. Mo sign shall be plac or pro-
fect into the sirec! uth -of - wny.
€. Any free-sionding or projs sign

wilhin 25 feet of a street 1* jhtof-way
line shall be 1o placed us 1o allow dear
oad omple viwal sight lines for dn‘n-
ways lea"ng info a strcet, ond of
seching strects and alleys.
d. No sign erected on ground clevaled
ohove the level of the strect which it
obuls shall exceed 25 feet in heighl,
No sign erected on greund below the
level of the street wiich it obuts sholl ()
#xlend more than 25 feel above the
level of tha streel which it abuts, excep!
that in no cose sholl the total height of
3 the struclure exceed 35 feet.
. A sign may be ilminotsd, i illuming.
tion is confined to the surioce of tho
sign; Ihe sign shail be 30 located and
arranged s to avoid or refloc
lion onto any poition of ony adiocent (5
hnlm:r. or inta the poth of oncom! g
vehict | or ont~ ony adjocen residen-
fial es. No floshing or rotating
Sunnciion shall b permitied.

- .
Mr, James E. Biahop.
Cost of Fillag of an Appeal and Porting Property on Case

No. 74-100-X (tem No. 19)
Begioaing 145' S of Leland Avenue and 40' E of Martin

Boulevard - 15th Eloction, District
Pannsylvania Railroad - Petitioner

Exhi &t 2c

676-2800 .

County c--«m‘l in 1961 of the Manufocturing, light
Restricted L,
Evan wilh the praspect of completely revised
Q  Zoning Regulotions emerging o few years ienca from
current studies outhorized by the County Erecuive,
the numerous changes moi = it desirable 10 peblish o
vof the 1255 text, Further interim
e fo be cxpecied, ond, in order fo
0 provide an cosy method of keeping the Requlntions
w lonlum. the loase-feal formot of the corlicr cdition

has been repeated,

SAFEWAY MOVING AND

The Kew 2o A Safe Move V
Local and Long Distance
1411 Clear View Road
Ligewood, Maryland 21040

PENNSIL VA RAppoad Comriwy

ORAGE

477-1209

Movember 1, 1974

Baltimore, County Offfce of Planning & Zoning

Dear Mr. Eric DiNenna

Inclosed is & checfk for $85.00 for the apesl of the petition for

special exception NO.74-100-X(item No. 19.

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION
MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT

oaTe Nowamber 6, 1974 Account 01862

AMOUNT.

Low - cusvom

truly yours

750 Chsg

Mo,

N

Section 101 wre allowed gniy

.(
the tollaming conditions, os limited by Section

SIGNS
100ed Comaerciol {rors the corner lo
a point opposite onv portian of auch
sign. (e}
f. Other husiness signt (ol exceed
three on uny pre o1) may bo vied
limited 10 o 1010l aico of ot
1quare O

foet in Business 7aney, and 20
foetia M. L. and M. 1. Zanes,

g. Mubiple foce sign shall be contidered

@3 one i

A13.3—Outdonr odwertiting \|qn| o .wml in 0O
n B L, B

plion

and M. M. Zones oy Spoc

0. The total surface area af eny such sign,
raelusive of strue 13, andd rim
shall el exc
copt tht o
sign may have

nol eaceeding 500 v

o unit.
1o dront

i 50 feat
hi-of way of oy v
“or othe: contrelicd occess frpe

i e 1o taer to
W wioal fghi-atowss, oo s tha (D

minimum front yord rwuneneal e
commerciol building a3 determined by
these Kegulotions dnr Hie rene in
volved. o

d. No swch sign shell Le locoted en un
improved land within 100 feot et ons
slrcel intersoction invalvinn o o
highway, or within 50 feet of any ofiw
Intersection, (@)

e Nu outdoor advertiting vign shall ke

terted in any B. L, B, M., or B P
Zones if ot teast 507 of the cvcildble

Octouer 3, 1374

Albert Figlaski, Esquire
mu nuu. 10 Light Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Dear Mr. Figlasxi:

RE: Potiilon for Special mu-:ﬁ'n
Beglaning 145' S of Lela
Avenue and 40" E of Martin
Boulevard - 15th Elsction District
¥ Railroad -
NO. 74-100-X (Itac M= 19]

1 have this date passed my Order in the sbove referenced matter,
Copy of sald Ordar is attrched.

SED/sw

Attaciaunents

Very truly yours,
A7

§. ERIC DI NENNA

Zoaing Commissioner

ce. Mr. Jamas E. ¥ishop

1411 Clearview

ew Road
Edgowood, Maryland 21040

AUG 271975



(s ]

n uuwdm:-
Cod~ of

Edition}
ceul)el,

BALTIMORE COUNTY

ZONING REGULATIONS

Adopted
Morch 30, 1955

¢ tocal Laws of

i
1963,

ith Title 30, Section 532c) of the
B County, (1955
subsequent omendments through De-

Proface 1o Sccornd Edition

The firt Zor'sg Regulotions for Boltimere
County wen! into effect in 1545, Within o fe«, yeors
become obvious They were nol odequuie 1o cope
with he Countys populotion growlh o the feed ‘ar
wreoter diflereatiation omong housing, business, and

Professor Havel Shurtlefl of the
wle of Technology was relaineii
N ehumitont 1o baget prelumiery. ceview of s
1oning lext

In 1952 the Counly Commissioners acceuca fo
the tequest of the Planning Commission fo provide:
funds for stodies lacking eward @ somplete

These studi

cooperation with Augustine 1, Muller, then Zoring
Commissioner, und his swecestor, Wiliie H. Adoms.

Many and vorled intorests wee brought it
comultation, including arclitects, lawyers, ungineors,
builders, developars, and real estote broke-s, all of
whan contiouted whiontioly o formuloting e

adopted by the County Commissioners on March 30,

On the whole these Regulations nave provided
the people of Boltimore County with o sound boils
for the m«cnm of property rolves ond he general
wellare. However, it was expecied from the outuc!
that the Regulctions would have o be modifica os the
County yrew and chonged choracter. During the
neculy nine ycors since the Frgulalions were odopted
many amendments hove been For eramnple,
the original hwelve zanes—six for residences, ond
Muee coch for commerciol and manufaciuring~—have
been enlarged 1o thileen with the adeption Ly 1he

&2

.
(8]
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o
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SIGHS

fmntage betwees \Irulx on thei
of the sirect on which

In eny B. L, B. M, B, R, Zenes, all oute
door odvenising signs on vacunt lend
bl be Jocticd nol I then 500 feet
oparl; oll swch signs ploced on im.

han 100 feed apoat,
The 100 ool spacing thall govern
when improved and unimproved com-
merciol propertics are costiguous, Toa
signs ploced opproximately of right
angles 1o the sirect right-of-way, cither
bock to bo end fo end,
Provisions @3 o spacin
Iocation of signs nmu upp!y separalely
to cach side of o streel

In any M. L or M, H, Zrme. +igns shall
b placed gt loast 1,000 feet epart on
the aime side ¢f the wreet or hiphway
excepl that 2 signs moy be poired,
epproximately bock 1o back, fotalling
A signs on ane structure, when locoted
opproximotely ol right angles to the
right-of-woy line.

re pers

No outieer advertising sign erccted on
0 1oof may extend more than 16 foet
wbove any prt of the roof or perapet,
Sacept thet the 16 foot limi

not apply 1o ony sweh 1oaf sign exivfing
a1 of the date of doption of thei
regulations,

Mo esivting outdoor advertiing sign
thet does not can

413,
4132 :lnd 413,3 miscelleawcous lemparory ticas such
a3 seasonal slreamors ond banners may be ditplayed
{or periods nat excecding 30 doys continvously, ond oy

Tolalling not

413.5
shall b subject fo the following candi

4

. A sign may be illomingted, if Humin

SIGNS
tion of these reguicivis, excopl as
noted in wheparcaioph b, obovs o

—In addition ¢ signs eliowed in Seciion

‘mare than 60 days in ony en year.

wines o sloorolvming igns

The surfuce orea of any 1lnﬂ shall ir (@)
lude the Jentire fuce or faces of the
he vign i composed of in
wres, or designs, the
tween and around wuch lethers,
figures or designs,
No
Ject into the stieet tig!

2 shall be ploced within or pro-
of-way.

Any free-standing or p
within 25 feel of o streci 1ight-of-way
Tine shall be so placed a3 1o allow elear
and ample visvol sight fines for drive:
ways leading into a street, and of intar-
“echiny streels ond olleys.

No sign erectod on ground elevoled
whove fhe level of the street which it

extend mere thon 25 feel obove the
level of the street which if abuts, except
that in 0o cose shall the total height of
the thucture exceed 35 ool

10 the swrfoce of
shall be 3o fecated ard
plore or reflec-

n of sy ocfcont .
inta the poth of i (‘)

o
tial premises, 1Mo
illysmin,

sl b permnteed)

| Restricled Jone
\ Even with the prospoct of campletely 1evived
+ from

O Zoning Regulations emerging o fow yoors b

cunvent shudies aulhorited by the County Exveutiv

the mumerovs changes make i desirebla 10 publ b an

up 1o date edition of the 1755 feat. Fother interim
i

rvent: are lo be expeches , ix or
O provide on easy methed of keeping the Reguic
tool formet of the earlier

up to viate, the loos
hot peen repealed.

BALTIMORE COUNTY
ZONING REGULATIONS
ADOPTED BY
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
oF
BALTIMORE COUNTY

Mareh 30, 1955, in aceordence with Title 30, Section
532 (<) of the Code of Public Local Laws. of Baltimore
County (1955 Edition).

1955

Michasl 3. Birminghom

Robert B. Hami
Avgustine J. Muller
County Commiaioners of Batimers Comeiy

Francis 1. Pooch
Crumty Sobaiter
George M. Berry
Bepety Seliter

Wikl M. Adams

Zoms g Cammisusne’

SIGNS.

soned Com wwicial fram 1

9
g
3

thive o any p
fimited 10 o

Mreet intersection invalv

shway, or within 50 feet
infersastion

S Nalouldoor e
erected in ony B,

g Maliiple fuce sign sholl be cani

ypu high

impraved fund within 103 fec

v ta
a ,w-m opp vite any porion of uch

efined in
M., B R

4 one 1ig
013 4 signs s
Seciion 101
A, e A
the foligwiny
a e of
shall nat 1oee
copt that o hand pored ¢
shall pe:
£ i such sign sholl be pr
foce or be locoled i
ur “he sight-of vy < anp er
r other controlled.oceess
&
i |mum|mnly rd vequitenic
enmmercicl building a1 deterin
mm Regulations fer the aone in-
tved,
4. Mo sueh sicn sholl bs

oted en un:

R
Zones if of least sw ;,i ﬂ‘ ‘vuwluhu

PREFACE

“he first Zening Fegulations 1o be sdepted in
Baliimore County went into erect in 1945 Theve Regu
tations. served woll cnough until the
arowih of the Covaty boginning oot 19
ebviow. that these Regulations wi
comprehenive to give odeq

he larg:

Coun

Shorty atter tha Eieaion of 1750 o Coun
odministrotion requentsd the 1 Con
sioner 10 underiake s
tien of complete new and more ‘camprohenibre toniag
regulations, Thess studic

Topereiston of Hr. Molcolm H. D

Zoning Comrisioner by M dar,
Weiund ey o beiod of sl yac Tha: serysin oF
Mr. Favell Shunleflt, a roning coasultant of reco rod

ke Regu e
Vo he thanks of
s limporiant under.

many ouing regulotions from ather

Jorisdictions ond incorporcted i hesc Regulationy
ideat gleaned from these sources,

Alter o Preliminary draft of the Regulati:as had

i v and dis-

builders and

!
1
|
|
i}
|
i




Commissioner, and Mr. George M. Berry, Depuy
cn....uy Salicitor, participated.

result of these many conferences a
drolt of o o Roguloions sy propared and Tnally
adopted by tho County Commissioners on March W,

i 5
ments been foun and undoubtedly
e v ol b Foond dea bl from tog
10 time. On the whole, however, we bol:~ve thal these
Regulations have pravided the peopls of Ballimors
oy with o sound hash {fortheprotection of pro

values aod the general welfare of the p

Realizing that fulure amendments are o cortalaty
and in order to offord on ovy and mwi{nl m'lllod
of keeping thess Rogulations up-ta-dats, the loose:
orm was odoplod. Recognizing the llnp-rlnm o
keaping the public informed of current omendments
and rovisions theve Requlations will bo sold on a sub-
lnipllnn ks, with The Taifial o8 10 inch
leaf racpeints of urry emedments e roviions durleg
tha subicrptianporied. Tha whrceiplion poriod begias
it e dte of b
Shoroalior at whit tims the servica will bs mace ovail
ablo on some differant basi nominal cox

The Caunty autharities wish fo extend thelr sincere
Ihlnltl 10 the nany perions :vhn gave i genero
in

ing
-ﬂoﬂiu and wseful as we belisve they aro.

BAL@MORE COUNTY, MARYLEND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

ning Commaissi Date..October 12, 1973

William D, Fromm, Director
Office of Planning

FROM

suBJECT. _Petition #74-100-X. Petition for Special for "
gegluning 145 feet South of Leland Avenue and 40 feet
East of Martin Boulevard.
Potitioner - Pennsylvania Railroad

15th District

HEARING - Wednesday, October 17, 1973 (10330 A.M.)

The staff of the Office of Planning and Zoning has reviewed the above
petition and has no comments at this time.

William D. Fromm, Dir
Office of Planning

DF :NEG :rw

b lnnnx,b-lr-nm'm":wl: 1o ony

a building a penthause

M not extend more. m 1o feet in

Mmhlubwnwwrlvfﬂ’ﬂo‘uwm—

pot ond shail ney excoed in squore fool

lwlv simes the length of the Trant bululng
wall,

© Asign building and
..n‘?".., nppmdmnmly ot right nan::
it shall not execed o otal erea of
square l-vtlum-ryfooldlmthdlh-
mn 1o which it is atiach
Mo sign doseribed in uu a boand e
obave shail project more than 42 inches
na.

.'-

8. An idenification sian for o shopping cen-
tor or other integraied group of siores or
commercial building. ceeding 150
square fect in area, Multiple fated signs
shall be considored s one sign. If the

‘any premises) may
1o a toial area of 100 square fest in Busi-
ness Zonos, and 200 square feet in M. L
and M. H. Zones.

Ml’b'ﬂwmﬂwuhmwm

nu—m ing tigns av defined ‘o
mmlu\mnlwwmn_a ML B R L,
and M. H. Zones os ol Exeomons; endec o ok

9 conditions, as limited by Section 413,51

. No sudh sign shall be
foce or be loc

The total surface area of any such 3 n,
axduive of wrvcural cpporty, end virs
10t axeved 300 sqroro fuet, axcopt
ol ek pblnisd. poimbal g
may have a fotol surfece area of not
axceeding 300 squore fo llmpﬂmh.onl
of this sub-paragroph raferring 10 land-
painted custom-built -iunl w.ll pormit
nly onc singlo Lace unit

i 10,
ated wdln" 150 Fous
ight-of-woy of any oxpresiway or other
contretled uceasstppe highway.
HNo such sign shall be located claser 1o the
streot right of-woy line than the minimum
front yord requicement for a commercial
building os determined by theia Regulo.
tions for the 70ne invoived,
Ho such sign shall be located on un.
proved land within 100 foet ot any
stroet intorsection involving o dual high-
pry, or within 50 feot of any. orher
intersection,

No outdoor -imlhlnﬂ sign nb-l\ be
erectod in any M., or B, E.
le—m !o\n! availabl

‘on thet side of 1he

v,

wnkh the sign is proposed fo be
ocoteds s improved with dwelling viem:
In oy B. L, 8 M., 6. R Zones, ofl outdoer

5,
Twao signs placed opproximatoly ot right
angles la the street right-cf-way,
back 1o back or end 1o end, ora per
Brovisions =4 4o spacing s losouisn F
shall apply soparately 1o cach side
@ streer.
In any t4. L or M. H. Zone, signs shall be
placed at least 1,000 fool opart on the
“

Petitfonar's Attorney.

SIGNS
o tide of the it o bigh
hot 2 4igms may be paired, sy marely
stttk i il ot
sructure, whon locoted apprarimarely ot
Fight cagles 1o the right-of-way Fae

otising sign ¢

t of ive rauf or parupet, except
that the 16 foor miation s

410 eddition 1a
4132 and 4133 miscoliancaus femparary "
01 s0asonal streamars ond bannees may be o

for periuds nat excending 30 days v, and
totaling net mors than 40 duys in g ona ya

4135 All business or ouideoe advert
shall be sub; ¢t 10 the following cenditio
6. The surface orea of ny sign sh
the entire fate er faces of the tign, ord
the sign is camp.
figures, cr deu
and oround such
b. No sign shall be place.
inta the wireet right of. way
€ Any freesstanding or p .w, sign
(601 0f & steoat right-of. wo y line
¢ o o allow cloar and
fordr

oot inta F u.w antt of lon
stroets ond o

Baltimar: Gounty, SMargland
Bepartment Of Public Works
COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING
TOWSON, W..RYLAND 21204
Burcan of Buginecring

ELLEWORTH H. DIVEN. B, K. CHr

Auvgust 5, 1973

Mr. S. Eric DiNenna
Zoning Comnissioner
County Office Bullsing
Towson, Meryland 21204

Res Iten {
Preperty Owners Panrsylvanis Rsflroad
40 feet NE/s Martin Boulevard, ¥/s
Pennsy lvania Rallrovd rlght«of -ws
Present Zoning:
Preposed Zoning:
tne (1) 11lun
Structure
District:s 15th Ne.

Deat Mr. DiNennap

The following comments aie furnis
the plat submitted to this office for revl
Zoning Advisory Committee in conmection wit
subject item,

GEMERAL:

Brltimore County utilities and
are not involved. This Offi
in regard to the plan submitted for Zoning Adv
Committee review Ln connection with this Ttem (% - aH




BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING ADVISORY COMMITTEL

August 22, 1973

"
ponnelly Advertising
orporution of Maryland

Jsg meret 1t 1 3901 Remington Avenue

. Baltimore, Marylend 21211

+ Speeial Exception Petition
Itom 19 B
Pennsylvania Railroad -
Petitioncrs

Gentlemen:

The Zoning Advisory Committee has reviewed
the plans sabmitted with the above referenced
petition and has made an on site field inspection
of the propertv. The following comments are a
result of this review and inspection.

These comments are not intended to indicate
the appropriateness of the zoning action requested,
but to assure that all parties are made aware
of plans or problems with regard to the develop-
ment plans that may have a bearing on this case.
The Director of Planning may file a written re; rt
with the Loning Commissioner with recommendations as
to the appropriateness of the reguested zoning.

The subject property is located 40 feet from
the nortucast side of Martin Blvd., and en the
north side of the Pennsylvania Railroad tracks
at the intersection of Leland Avenue near
Wampler Road.

The petitioner is requesting a Special
Exeception for an outdoor advertising sign hat
will be located at the elevation the uame as
the railrcad tracks that cross above Martin Blvd.
Direction of the sign would be tcward Martin
Blvd's. southbound lane.

Since this petitioners' request appears to .
meet the requirements of Secticr 413.3 and 413.5

— Bavtmmore County, MARYLAND
DeparTMENT OF HEALTH———

DONALD J. ROOP, MD., MP.H.
BRRUTY rATE AN8 GouNTY WEALTN OFTICER

JEFFERSON BLILDING
TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204 August 2, 1973

Hr. 5. Eric DiNenna, Zoming Commissloner
office of Planning and Zening

County Office Bullding

Towsan, Haryland 21204

Dear ¥r. DiNeana:

Comments on Item 19, Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting
luly 24, 1973, are as follows:

Property Owner: Pennsylvania Railroad

Location: 40' NE/s Martin Blvd., N/S P.R.&. right-of-uay

Present Zoning: Buiness, Local

Praposcd Zoning: Special Exception for an illuminated
tdoor advertising structurc

Districe: 1%
No. Acres: 10° x 25°

Since this is exception for a sign, no health hazard
s anticlpated,

Yery truly yours,

A erraa &u-ﬁfx‘_
Thoaas H. Devlin, Director
BUREAL OF ENITONMENTAL SERVICES

HVBimns

Donnelly Advertising

Corporation of Maryland
Item 19 N
August 22, 1973

of the Paltimore County Zoning Regulations,
this petition is accepted for filing.

This petition is accepted for filing
on the date of the enclosed filing certificate.
Notice of the hearing date and time, which will
be held not less than 30, nor more than 90 days
after the date on the filing certificate,
will be forwarded to you in the near future.
trjxy'(yaun. P

St Aol

JOHN /J. DILLON, Jr.,Chairman
Zoning Advisory Committee

Jupir.:JD p:

Enclosure

WILLIAM D. FROMM
binecron

5. ERIC DINENNA
20niNa coumissionEn

Mr. S. Erfe DiNenna, Zoning Commissioner
Zoning Advisory Committee

Offie of Planning and Zoning

Baltimors County Office Building

Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. DiNenna:
Comments on Item #19, Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting, July 24, 1973, are os follows:

Property Owner: Penmsylvania Roilroad

Location: 40 feet NE/s Martin Boulevard, N/s Pennsylvania R right of way

Existing Zoning: B.L.

Proposed Zening: Spacial Exception for one (1) illuminated outdoor adverising structure
Election Districr; 15

No. Acres: 10 fi. X 25 fr.

This plan has been reviewed and there are no site-planning facton requiring comment.

Very truly yours,

9
John L. Wimbley
Planning Specialist 11

Project and Davelopment Flanning Division

HALTIMORE COUNTY OGFFICE UF PLANNING AMD ZONING
BUITE 301 JEFFERSON BUILOING 105 WEST CHESAPEAKE AvENUE

AMEA COOK 301 PLANNING 4843211 zoMING 48caant

TOWSON, MARYLANG 21204

Baltimore County Fire Department
J. Austin Deitz
i

Towson. Maryland 21204

ety

Office of Planning and Zoning
Baltimore County Off ice Building
Towson, Haryland 21204

Attention: lir. Jack Dillon, Chairman
Zoning Advisory Conmittee

Re: Property Owner: Pennsylvania Hailroad

Location: 40 feet NE/s Martin B~ulevard, N/s Pennsylvania failroad
Item 0. 19 pitreds

Zoning Ageada juiy 24, 1973
Gentlenen:

Pursuant to your request, the referenced property has been surveyed

this Jureau and the comments below marked with an 'x' are applicable
and required to be corrected or incorporated into the fina! plans for
the property.

¢ ) 1. Fire hydrants for the referenced property are required and
shal located at intervals of feet along an
approved road in accordance with Baltimore County Standards
as published by the Department of Public fJorks.
2. A second means of vehicle access is required for the site,

3. The vehicle dead-end condition shown at

LxTTEDS the maximum aiiowe Te Fire Department,

¢ ) 4, The site sha’l be made to comply with all applicable parts
of the Pire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning
of operztions,

¢ ) 5. The buildings and structures existing or proposed on the
site shall comply with all applicable requirements of the
Hational Fire Protection Association 3taadard io. 101
"The Life Safety Code", 1970 Zdition prior to occupancy.

{ ) 6. 5ite plans are approved as drawn,

(x) 7. The Fire Prevention Bureau has no comments at this time.

C 70 toted and }Qo& r'4 /C}““"&"
Reviewer:, Approved:

PTa Toup. =2 puty Chic.
Special Inspection Division Fire Prevention Dureau

mls
3/16/73

BOARD OF EDUCATION
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

TOWSCHN, MARYLAND - 21204

Date: d6Aoe6H6A608
August 2,1573
Bullding
ryland 21204
Z.A.C. Maetl; i July 24, 1573

Re: Ttem 19
Property Ownort Pennsylvania Railroad
Iocation: see agenda
Present Z:
Pruposed Zoning: SE for cutdoor illuminating advertising siructure

.

District: 15
lo. Asros: 10325 Ity

Dear Mr. DiMenna:

Yo bearing on pupil population

Very truly

/ﬁ' 7«¢.,é fecce:
. K B

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

JEFFERSON BUILDING TOWSON, MARTLAND 21204

DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

Euskng 4 Cimrano pE W T Macren

P arure vassee popmars

fugust 7, 1973

Mr. 5. E. ‘¢ DiNenna
Zaning o missioner
Gounty 07 fics Building
Tewson, Haryland 21204

Re:  Item 15 - ZAC - July 24, 1973
Property Gwner: Pennsylvania failroad
L0 feet NE/s Martin Boulevard, W/s Pennsylvani
Special Esception far one illuminated outdoor od
District 15

Railrosd right-of -way
seitising structure

Dear Hr. DiNenna

Mo Lraffic probless sre anticipated b i :
iei ¥ the requested special ex fon
for an outdoor advertising structure. et

Very truly yours,

¢ s .
Hichael 5. Flanigan
Traffic Engineer Associate

MSF/pk

® Jj’/&-‘i_

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
TONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUMTY Hog-see =X

v

. Date of Pusting. ... L /L2525

Petitioner: __ m-n._.ﬁ&‘.rs{: ........................ .

s ATl T Sl m o8
WYY S

Location of Signe—__ S Liti..... Frad
C/.ﬂ(’.i’.‘yy{%.,)h.exi.”

Remarks: ...




(II‘Tll?lW

CERTIFICATE OF gU'BLICATION g

@
& essed] MU RIS S —
n4
EBSE R S TOWSON, MD.,___ Septemhar 27.______ L1973 c::::tvnn:.:nm'!n ¥
ZONING WORE COUN
ESSEX, MD. 21221 October 1, 1973 THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was + REREs
THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annes: | advertisement of jpublished in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper prinied =S - y
Eric Dine Zoni; P A 7
ao—ii-lnmutmamnswur and pablished in Towson, Balimore County, Md., smesdwcessy o /\j’/‘; Dt 4m.ﬂ/’/w
[ VA o it g
2 A —— e Mth . . PIIORS Y
was insened in THE ESSEX/TINES, & woehly mwspper published fa Mcone \he hetors T e 7 .
dayof .. OcsobeR . 19.73. the firs publication eutioner: o A KL g o S £ g
Baltimore County, Maryland, anvee 2 week for  Ona HAX X X i S Eoeatiim ol v /2. AT e / Neboiwd 3 in =)
workfl befom ibe Lt duy of - C0%ay 1973 that'is o sav, the xame

----- u...:.. of Sigas /_J‘,,,.....SZK E #O Casd f ke L >4
e Pl gy L slolamid "
Hemarks / /

----------------- Purted by ;h‘;,{”;.{ﬁ( oﬁ*‘ PR Date of return < ¥ 73

sasdnsoried inthe iwsef of - September 27, 1973.

STROMBERG PUBLICATIONS, Ine.

_ 0 $
PET!TION MAPPING PROGRESS SHEET

_ R

MARYLAND No. 12432

Vsl BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND . 12489
AISCELLANEOUS Casw RECEIPT OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE D1VISION E
Mo nal Duplicate Tracing . | MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIFT
" wall P as
| FUNCTION B P i B - T T fooare Sobe 2, 1973 | D162
= T ' —— R T 1
Descriptions checked asnl Y
i outline plotted on map l Akouny - $50400 e v
1 i o e IR VT unr_ 838,
; ambe od 1 ! . SisTnisuTiey
i i Tomally v, Gocp, op ae "o sronen S s
& | SR At
Denied |

i ™ PPl Bogtion tz 21,1,

B4 0 1Rr <4 500Cnse

Baltisore, Mu. 21211 “
Birsisiie wd posting of property for the 3.8,
B4 A PR 2 3800m

Granted by
ZC, BA, CC, CA

Revised Plans:
Change in outline or description___Yes
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