RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING : BEFORE THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
N/S of Mohrs Lane, 750" SE of
Pulaski Hwy., 15th District : OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
LOUTLS DiPASQUALE, JR., et ux,: Case No. 84-178-SPH
Petitioners

ORDER

Upon the foregoing Motion by the People's Counsel for Baltimore County,
the Board having noted that there are no other Appellants of record in said
case, it is, this 3rd day of April , 1984, by the County Board of
Appeals of Baltimore County,

ORDERED that the foregoing Appeal of the People's Counsel fex Baltimore

County herein be and it is hereby DISMISSED.

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

f’fx,ﬁ/fia% 7 7 JW‘%4}W

William T. Hackett, Chairman

///;W

W1111am R. Evans
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COUNTY

PETITION FOR SPECTAL HEARING : BEFORE THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
N/S of Mohrs Lane, 750" SE of

Pulaski Hwy., 1Sth District OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

LOUIS DiPASQUALE, JR., et ux,: Case No. 84-178-SPH
Petitioners

- - - . - -
- - -

- - - -

MOTION FOR DISMISSAL

The Motion of the People's Counsel for Baltimore County respectfully

represents that a review of the above-~entitled case has produced the con—
clusion that the public interest no longer requires prosecution of this
appeal consistent with the Order of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County

dated March 28, 1984 in Sebeco Federal Credit Union v. County Board of
Appeals, Misc. No. 83-M-327.

A copy of Judge Raine's Order is attached as

well as the Board's Opinion and Order dated September 8, 1983 in the Sebco
case.

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that the Board by its

appropriate Order dismiss said Appeal.

AL W Ll Pstin

Phyﬂé%s Cole Friedman
People's Counsel for Baltimore County

/{ b Mot Dnnrisrra

Peter Max Zimmerman
Deputy People's Counsel
Room 223, Court House

Towson, Maryland 21204
494-2188

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _ /7ol day of , 1984,
F,

a copy of the foregoing Motion for Dismissal was mailed to Michael P.

Tanczyn, Esquire, 118 W. Pennsvlvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

A A S

Peter Max Zimmerman
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PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING g4-179-5°#

TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

The undersgoed. ioga of the groperty situate in Baltimore

goseribedn e St by m“ﬁ’nwdtﬂﬁhéw "LﬁnFmP x.m‘:s':’"'%,““m;:“" y
Sl Hoarlog sndor Sacion o of e Batimre Counly Joning Reruisians to ﬂeun‘mn- whe:
or, tional period of

me-hr 11, 1585 efchin whick the Fot itionors et Rt Tl o O
Spesial Exceptlan chtadnsd k.S m-}u. of 1 ‘ﬁmhwx Zeoing Commissioner ou,
B h Ty park in cas

Property is lo be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations,

1, or we, agree 1o pay expenses of the above Special Hearing advertising, s,
iog of ehl Petiton, and Turther agree t-ane. v Iy o boun ?‘» mmm.n[r mmm"w
i Gty dopled pursiant (o the Zoming Law Tor Bat

1/We do solemnly declare and affirm,
inder the penalics o perjuy, tht tiws
‘e property
il s e Subpec of this Pty

Contraet Purchaser: Legal Owner(s) :

Ciype or st N CFpe or Priat Name) | suts bismte ITe

gmx:—”ﬁ.. umvuﬁg{'?

ypa or Prnt Name)

- 19WRS Py aski Highway
Address

-Baltimers, MD._21220
City and Stie

Fame, addreas ani phors number of legal owner, con-
coiacied

. that he sublect matier of this potition be advertised, as
roquired by the Zontng Low of Btimore County, i txo newspapers of general eirculation through-
out Baltimore County, that property be posted, znd that the sublic hearing be had befere the Zuning
Commissioner of Baltimore County In Room 108, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore
County, on the 16th, day of ._ January 1084

- at B30 gretockc o

2eowt

2w
#s-SLl-#8

<l o
HIS-SL1-h8

BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Jamary 10, 1984

covary orriee o
IR, Chasscas
Tasn, hiyans 3

tichaol 2. Tenczym
}118 W. Pennaylvania Avenue
ors [Townon, Maxyland 21204
Wiehalas B. Cosmodard =t
it RE: Case No. Ol=178-SPH (Item No. 112)
Petitioner - Louis Difanquale, Jr.
Special Hearing Petitien

Dear Mr. Tanczy=t

Stk E e
b g Plans Advisory Committee has rovie
e plans subnizted with b ern e the

e not intended to indicate the appro-
e R pristencss of the zoning action requested, but to a “e
the 1 parties are uade aware of plans or problems with

repur; with the Zoning Comnissioner with recommendations
to the suitability of the requested zoming.

e are all conments submitted from tae m
of the Commitcee at this tine that séfer oi"mmz'i"éiii.

mation on your petition, If similar consents iron

resaining members ars roceived, I will forward thom to you,

Otherwise, any comment that is ot inforaative wiit so

ghc:d in the hmrinl file. petition was accepted for

iling on ths date of the 2
R e encluserl filing r reificate and a

voispeane

Very truly yours,

/df.(& o @m/gu

*l'cuuL.\s B. COMIODARL
Chairma,
e Foning Plans Advisory Comnittce

tnclosures

A DALTIMORE COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC ORI
B MARn RS 3302

HARRY J PITEL P £
Recion, Decenber 23, 1963

Mr. Armold Jablon

3
County Offize Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

b Re: Item $112 (1983-1984)
Ounor:Louis DiPasqual
/S ben ova 750" 5/E of centerline
ki Highway
Rorea 475%  blstricts 15th
Dear wr. Jablon:
The following coments are furnished in regard to the subjer’ Stems
enoral:
The coments supplied in conjunc the Zoning Advisory Comittee
review of this property for Item 226 1930m1501) e rorarvod For your o
sideration.

This office has no further cament in regard to the plen submitted for
Zoning Advisory Camittee review in connection with this St 117 (196319841

1y yours,

RAMIERLFW 58
M-SE Key Sheet

A 23 4 2 NE 33 & 34 Pos. Shects
NE 6 T Topo
82 Tax Map
Encls.

ie, Jr., et ux

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Avaald Jiblan
79....20ning Commissioner Date_Janvary 9, 1986

Worman €. Gerber, Director

5. Pusquale, Jr
A

Biz178-

This office has no coment on

the subject petition.

ai ber
Director of Planning and Zoning
WEG/JGH /5T

July 8, 1981

A, HiLles 3 Hamsond
Zoning Comimsbonas

County Offica Duildlng
Tomon, Maryland 21208

1ten 9226 man—unu
Property Oner: i3 & Mary Diresquale

178 s Lans TS0t 5/5 from centarilne Of ulsskt Fay.
Aczoas 47.23% Diatrict: 1sth

Doar tr. Hamonds

Tha' fallosisg ocmmants ace funlsted in regard to e plat. = mbmittod o this ottice |
for aview by the Zoning Advisory Comaittea in commection w abject

Ganas

The comments whizh were wupplied in conjunction with tha Zoning Advisory comalites
xoviow of this proparty for Ttan 331 (1969-1370) and Ite= 10 Zoning Cyels V
(April-Octaber 1979) are seferved to £or youT considerations

“Tuia office has no furthar coment in regird to the plan suitced for Zoning
advisory Comaittee roview in conmaction with thia Ttes 226 (1960-1981).

Very trly yours,

[Siides v

FOUSRT A. HOKTON, P.Z.. Chief
Dureau of Public Sarvicos ~

AL PR 38

Goi Jack Wisbley

23 4 24 WE 22 & M Fos, Sheats

3-5E Koy Sheet

¥E 6 I Topo

92 Tax ap

Attactzenta

") Maryland Depanment of Tansportation Lowt K. Bibent

County oetce Building
111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
| Towson, Maryland 21204

has been re -Lvui.lml accepted for filing this
 Eowmher |, 193.

Yt il

7

o
Chairaan, Zuring Plans
Advisory Commit

State Highmay Asministaton

Noverber 21, 1983

Me. Arnold Jablon Re: ZAC Meeting of 11-22-83

Zeming Commiss loner ITEM: 112,

County Office m‘%‘;;ﬁﬁ g{;vlrtyl:-m}:, !;,zuls
s rland as , Jr.,

T e ation: WA Hohrs Lane
Attention: Mr. N. Commodari 750 S/E of centerlins
Pullukl Highvay, Raute i0-2

Z tOM.L.-RM
hnpnszd ?unlng Special
Hearlng to approve
extynsion for an additional
period of tine mot exceedin
three years frcm Nov. 11,
1983 within which the
Peritioners shall be
entitled to utilize the
Special zmp;m cb:alned
for a trailer

Acres: 47.935

Dear r. Jablon:

The State Highway Administration xind: the request for an
extension of the Special Exception in C 82-50XA for a period
of three (3) years (nm(ully acceptabl

Very truly yours,

Charles Lee, Chief
Bureau of Engineeri:
Access Permits

CL:GW smaw By: George Wittman

cc: Mr. J. Ogle ..,....,.....u.a.... (301) 6591350
loyoe:.-tar (o Imoured Haaing of Gpesc
Y75 Buimers M = S 4S1 D S 1 501958 St e ol Fron
.0, Bou 141 707 Mortn Caiae 1. Bt noe, Marywna 21203 0711




Pursuant o the advectisement, posting of property, and public hearing on the Petition and it
appearing tiat by reason of the following finding of facts :

RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING :  BEFONE THE ZONING COMMISSIONER
N/S Mohrs La,, 750" SE of
Pulaski Hwy., 15th District : OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
LOUIS DIPASQUALE, JR., etwx, :  Case No, 84=178-SPH
Petitioners

ORDER TO ENTER APPEARANCE

e Commissioners

Pursussnt 1o the autherity contoined in Saction 524,1 of the Saltimore County
Charter, | hereby enter my appsaranca in this procesding. You are requested fo noflly
me of any hearing date or dates which may be now or harsaftr detignated thersfor,
and of the pazsage of any preliminary or final Order in connactien therewith.

_4/755 o ’Z‘{ .,,,..m.:hu;.w s

A.JJ Fu,.,

Peter Max Zirmerman Jaha W, Hesslan,

Deputy Paopls People's Counssl e Bl County
R, 223, Court House
Towson, MD 21204
494-2183

| HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 30th day of December, 1983, a copy of tha
foregoing Crder was mailed ta Michaol P. Tanczyn, Esquire, 118 W. Penns;lvania Ave.,

Towson, MD 21204, Attorney for Patitionera,

D(PAI\TME'ETCOOFUTIIXF{IC [ G Y
3
Lg:lSON MARYLA! T CHiNG

STERHEN E. COLMS
brecion Deceaber 21, 1983

He. Araold Jablon
g Comissionar

ﬂnun:y office Buiiding

Tovson, Marylard 21204

Ttom to. 112 NC- Heot tiog of oreshes 22 10 £
Propexty Omers  Louls DiPasquale, Jr., et

Tocation: NS et ;
i "lL'-_«nm 500 578"of senteritne rulaskt ighuay

Proposed Zoning:  Special Hearing to apprave an extention for an
additional perfod of time not exceeding three years

from Novesber 11, 1983 within which the Petitfoners 4l

ahall be enticled €0 ucilize the Special Bxcoptlon
obtained for a trailer park {n Case #82-50 XA.

horess 47.935
District: 15th

Dear Mc, Jablons

We have not received a plan for this site.

kel igan
Traffie Eagincering Auso,
¥SPfcen

RE: TETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING + SERORE THE LONING COMAISSIOUER
W3 of Hora Lane, 150t 3%
ki ey, 1505 Dlatrict  : OF BALTINORE COUNTY K
LOUIS DAPASQUALE, JRl., ot ux, : Case No. 84w178-5PH
Petitionars

Ploase note an appeal from your decision in the above-captioned
matter, under date of January 19, 1984, to the County Hoard of Appeals and

foruard all papors n conncction thorewith to the Board fer Mearing.

-7 5

Aylil
Puyllis Cole Friedman

People's Cwmd for Baltinore County

Li DA,

I iTREBY LERTIFY that on this 17th day of Fabruary, 1984, a copy
of the foregoing Notice of Appeal was mailed to Michael P, Tanczyn, Esquire,
118 West Pennsylvania Avenus, Towson, Maryland 21204, Attorney for

Petitionera, d

Poter Max Zismorman

DALTIMORE COUNTY

FIRE DEPARTMENT

TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204
8257310

PAL H REMCKE
CHEF

Hovesber 29, 1983

NE, William n-‘w

Zaning Coemi.
om:ae o Plasning and

re County Oftice Nultny
rm Maryland

Attantion: Nick Cammodari, Chaizman
Zening Plans Advisory Comitese

R Properey ower:  Louis DiPanquale, ir., et ux

Location: N/S Mohrs Lane 750' S/E of centerline Pulaski Eighway
Iten Ho.: 112 Zening Agenda: Meeting of Novembsr 22, 198;
Gentlemen:
Pursant co your request, the referanced proparty has been aurveyed by this
Bursau and ehe coments bolov packed with an *X* are appiicable and required
o be cotrectad or Lucorporeted into tha finad plne for the propacty,
() & rire hydrents for the xefocenced property are required nd anall o
located ac Intervals o fect along an approved road 1n
ocoriance vith baltinor TouEy Seandards oe pubsished by the
Department of Public Works.
) 2. A second means of vehicle access is required for the site,

(J 3. The vehicle dead end candition shown at

EXCEELS the naxirin allowsd by the FITe Departwant. =

) 4. The site shall ba mads to comply with 411 applicable parts of the
Fire Prevention Code prior o cocupancy or baginniny of operation.

() £. The buildings and structures existing or proposed on the site shi

cemply with ail applicable raquiremsnts of the Hltlalll Pire Fﬂlltt‘wl

Assoclation Standard No. 101 *Life Safety Code®, 1976 Editien prier

posassiior :
( J 6. Site plans are approved, as drawn.
(9 7. e rire brovention Busess has no comments, u¢ Shis eine,

toted and e T i ;yr;:/ly
vty gﬂmﬂu Agproveds )4“"?2 i 0 -
PI Fire Prcvention Bireau

ing Grolp
Special Inspection bivision

BATHORE Coun
{ T s G ot
R vm MARLAND 21202

168 2uiEsa
DICICA

¥, Araold Jublon, Zonteg Lot
OHice of Plamming s fonirg
Caunty Girtoe Buliding

Toveen, Murylad 2130

oz pr, Jvions

Goamanta on Ttem 4 112 Zoning Advisscy Comt

Reoting are s folicnss
!L EllFulzualu .

TSR cunteriine Pulasit gy

m?‘""l’ S&ciu‘nex.l to approve an e

rqeie?gnef-}f‘ﬁm“‘na ent T

tadned for & trailer pask 4

u7.935
St
T 156 checkad balov are syplicables

A M1 stracturss dhats oom g o thy Baltismrs Gy Buldie Gole 128
Bu1: etz of Rarziiot Coe for the fumtlsipoed and Aneti st
oabie Con

B4 vuildse/. JATBIE A1l be Teilted ba”ire begirmire

€. Bestdanticl: Thres suts of c travins are equteed 5 file 4 jersit
e, aei zxnaa-u .-n x-/u ot taguired, | Bomerezrois
it sigmatire Packniedl o

B osmersisli Iices sets of comatrustion raing with a aryiad Begistervd
krchitert or Engimeer aiall be required to File x parait acplication.,

e extost

a1l ersctad within 6°0 for Commersial we oz )0 far
Pasily use Evsact n adjaowmt 1ot Lo ahall be of cos bous fim
comtmetion, s spenlnes pacsitied withts 30 f 1ot Toen, ) Fieew

Comtrict ion 16 o tha 10t Iinay ace Tabie o1, imm oy tecrion
17w Table 12, Ale Sacticn 37,

Betitie

- Triestod varduce sqpesce bo conflios vih the ity ¢
sectin/e

Lnkieating hov
propoant dharge. Teerings sy feqive

0, ;iese bare e

5 iae 14 geogoset
oemly vith the belght requsremmnss 5 Fabte 55 0 e Teeiiied oo ‘
ST ciemssfiaaries of Tabue B,

et e hpplicﬂn‘ should be =ade avare the Putliingbodn i teviaod
ave: Any constmustion that would take the Cature

Vouia bo seapelled to Zomply with the Coloin foree nt that time.

E Thess coments reflect only

Te dasiras,
Sekinedy el 20T B et e
Vorp truly yuure,

it {J‘.V

Era ity

1TIO" FOK SPECTAL NEARING . BEFORE THE GOUNTY BOMRD OF APPEALS
/5 cf hohrs Lane, 750"
Fulaakl Tgeo 150 Dlstrier s 0F BALTINORE COUNTY
LOUIS DIPASQUALE, JR., e€ ux,: Case No. 84-176-SPH
Petitioners

Upen the foregoing Hotlon by the People's Counsel for Baltimore County, 1

the doard having noted that there are no otier Appellants of record in said {

this I day or Aprit_ , 19ue, by the Councy Board of
Appeals of Baltisore County,

ORDERED that the foregoing Appeal of the People's Counsel for Baltimore

Couaty hescin Lo

Vit is hereby DISHISSED,

COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS B

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Y DbacheSD

William T. Hackett, Chairman

COUNTY EO:
i

5

BEFORE THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEAL:

FECTTI PR el ok
Mohes 50°

Ptankt Ty, Torh pleeeict

6F BALTIMOR

covxy

LOULS DEPASQUALE, JR., et ux,
Petiticners

Case ¥o. B4-178-8:

FOR_DISHT

The Motion of the People’s Counsel for Haltimore County respeccfully
represents that a rewiew of rhe above-entitled case has produced the con-
clusion that the public interest no longer requires prosecukion of this

appenl consistent with the Order af the Circuit Coure for Saltimore County

dated March 28, 1984 in Sebio Federal Credit Unio. v. County Board of

Appeals, Misc. No. B3--327. A copy of Judge Rainc’s Order s attached as
well as the Board's Opinion and Oeder dated Septesber 8, 1983 i the Sebeo

<a

WVHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that th: Soard by its

appropriate Order disaiss said Appeal.

A 74,,¢,a‘,~
Phy

Cole Friednn
Peoplets Counsel for Baltissre County

7
Lot Max Pisiionrinemone
Poter Max Zicoersan
Doputy People's Counsel
Room 223, Court House :
iowsom, Hazyland 21204
4342188

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this .l day of 1984,
4 copr of the foregoing Hotion for Dismissal was mailed (o Michsel F

Tanczyn, Esquire, 118 W. Pennsylvania Avenve, Towson, Maryland 21204,

<

D prenrs

0

VES
e
eh Pz s
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SEBCO PEDERAL CREDIT UNION . e
potitioner-appellant = CIRCUIT COURT Za
- o
vs. - DBALTIMORE COUNTY
. DOCKET NO.: 15
. FOLTO MO.: 362
COUNTY BORRD OF APPEALS OF . CASE hO.: H3-M-527

BALTINORE COUNTY
Zoning File Mo.: 83-1358PN
e T A TP YN

ororr

This cause having come on for o hearing this 20th day

of March, 1984, before the Circuit Court for Baltimore County
on an Appecl by Sebee Federal Credit Union, Petitioner-
Appellant, rom a decision by the County Board of Appeals of
Baltimore County and all matters having been read and
considered and haviag conducted oral argument in open Court,

it is this %[ day of March, 1984, by the Circult Court for

Baltimore County:

ORDERED That the Order and Opinion of the Counly Board
of Appeals of Baltimore County, dated the 8th day of

Septenber, 1983, is hereby reversed and that the Order of the

Zoning Commissioner dated April 13, 1983, is hereby affirmed

and the Petitian for Spocial Mearing reguesting an extension

of time for the utilization of a special exception in Case
No. 83-135SPH, is hereby yranted for the reasons stated on the

Tecord on the 20th day of March, 1984, by this Couet.

q2B19E4

i

IN THE MATTER OF :

THE APPLICATION OF ; e
SEBCO FEDERAL CﬂD" UN ION
F

COUNTY BOAYD OF APPEALS

3
EXTENSION OF sz rm TH]

UTILIZATION OF A SreCiAY ‘m -

EPTI \ |

SE CORNER YORK AND Si?“' 5 | PALTMERECOURILY.
GREENRIDGE ROADS

9th DISTRICT X NO. B3-125-SPH

OFPINION

This cate comes befors the Board on an appeol filed by the Pecple’s Coursal
from an Ocder of the Zening Commissioner of Baltimera Connty wharsin the Zoning
Commissionar had authorized on extension for the tima of utilization of n spaciol exception
pursuant 10 the wording of tha second sanfonce of Section 502.3 of the Baltimore County
Zoning Regulations .

At the orgument befora the Baard, the parties ogreed that thare was not o

factual disputo; in othar worch, wera it not for the legol impediment Peopla's Counsel

would hove o sobitantiative cbisetion 1o ks extersion contemplatad by the Commis

Order.  However, the Board has before it as Petitioner's Exhibit #4 the jud;

I opinions
rendered by both tha Cireuit Court for Baltimore County and an unreparted Opinion of the
Court of Spacial Appeals of Marylond (the latter having besn introduced by the partiss with
the acknowladgrent that it ordinarily should not be cited as authority, but provided for the
Boord bacavie of the factual recitation contained thaersin) wherein the dacisions have boan
1o:tha offect that the sacond sertencs of Soction 502.3 i uncomstitutions! and, therafore,
of no forco and effect.  As the Board undetonds said rulings, the sffect is therfore thot

reither the Commissionar nor the Boord has the present authesity to.grant an extension of the|

exception Ordar under the provisions contained in that sentence of said Section

502.3,

A cooy of both Opinions is attached hereto for the convenience of all
parties,
ORDER:

For tha rectons st f

in the oferegaing Opinion, it is this__ 8 day

of September, 1963, by the County Board of Appaals, ORDERED +hat the Order of the

SEBCO FEDERAL CREDIT UNION - #83-135-5pH

Zoning Commissioner, dated April 13, 1983, is haraby REVERSED, and the pefition for o
spucial haoring requesting an exte:

ion of tima far tha utilization of a special exeaption
granted in cose No, 80-213-X iy heraby DENIED.

Any appeol from this decision muat be in accordonce with Rulas B-1 theu
B-13 of the Maryland Rules of Frocadure .

COUNTY BOARD OF APVEALS
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Lj m\/{"

The appellant, Baltimore Lodge No. 7 of the Benevolent
ana order of Elks designated Zike)

301 certain of its real property in Baltimore City in 1967

and n 1969 purchased certain unimproved property in
Baltimore County adjacent to the Diamond Ridge Area Park
and Golf Course, for the purpose Of erecting & nev lodge
facility. When the appellant applied for a building permit
it was informed that the County desired to acquire the
property for enlargement of Diamond Ridge and appellant then
entersd into a contract for the 17 area tract involved in
this suit. The contract was contingent on appellant’s
ability to obtain a special exception under the Baltimore
County Zoning regulation which would authorize the con-
struction of a facility to function both as a lodge hall
and a community building available for rental to cther
groups and individuals. Application for the Special
Exception vas heard and granted for a period of two years
by the Zoning Cc.missioner of Baltimore County on June 25,
1975, subject to certain restrictions which are not per-
tinent to the issues involved in this case.

Appel) e appealed the Commissioner's Order gramting
the Special Exception to the County Beard of Appeals. Said
Board, by Order dited April 28, 1976, affirmed the grant of
the Special Exception, but made it subject to certain addi-

tional restrictions which are not pertinent to the issue

® w @
here involved. The Board's Order was not appealed and the
appellant settled cn the pProperty.
Section 502.3 of the Baltimore County Zoning Regu=

follows:

lations, provides

cial Excepticn which has not

been utilized within & period of two years
from the date of the final order granting
same, or such longer period not exceeding
five years, as sy have been specified
therein, shall ehernaf:er
Zoning Commissioner or, on .;pnz.. e
County Board of Appeals, in connection
with the grant of any Special Exception,
shall fix within the aforegoing limits,
¢he pariod of tine for fes ufilration.

party to the procoedings may, by so
P e appeal from either the order

of the Zoning Cormissioner or Of the County

Board of Appeals as the case may be,

sulely as to the reasonablencss of the

period of time determined in conjunction

with any appeal from the grant or refusal

of the application for a Special Exception.
ter a final order granting a Special

i
tire Suthorized For its ueilization, my
grant one or more extension of such pe
Trovided that s Faximam tine for wtilization
of the Special Exception is not thereby
extended for a period of more £
years from the date of the fisa
granting same. (3.C Z.R., 195
¥o. 1962; ¥3. B5, 1967.1"

on April 25, 1978 sppellant’s counse) submitted a
reguest by latter to the Zoning Commissioner for a three
year extention of the Special Exception. HNo copies of the
ietter were circulated to appellee or to individual prot-

estants of record in the case.

® . a2 (]

Appellant engaged engineers and other professional

assistance to design its proposed facility. Appelles,
responding to an inguiry from one Of the protestants of
record in the case, found the request for the extension
for the Special Exception and the resultant Order in the
file of the Zoning Commissiones and filed a Bill of
Complaint for Declaratory and Injunctive Relief.

After the suit was docketed and served on the

and after the Elks and Zoning

Connissioner had filed pleadings, the Elks sought and
obtained a building permit from Baltimere County, and
proceeded with and partially completed construction.

The Elks incurred obligations for the partially com-
pleted improvements in the apount of S21,471.00 as against
a total cost for the improvements of $111,200.00. “he
contract for the improvements had baen entered into on
January 19, 1978, prior to the docketing of the suit, but
o work began prior thereto. Appellee filed a Motion for
Interlocutory Injunetion to enjoin the construction work,
but appellant voluntarily halted said work and has not
further undertaken comstruction.

The matter was heard by Judge John E. Raine, Jr. whe
granted the Motica for Surmary Judgment filed by sppellee.
Judge Raine held that the concluding sentence of
Section 502.3 of the Baltimere County Zoning Regulations

was null and void, in vieclation of due process of law, for

®
UNREPORTFD
IN THE COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS
OF MARYLAND

No. 1625

Septenber Terw, 1979

COUNSEL FOR
B e

lack of provision of motice, hearing and cross-examination
in connection with a quasi-judicial act. Re further held
that the Special Exception granted cn April 28, 1976, by
the Board of Appeals of Baltimore County was null and void,
the right to its utilization having expired pursuant to
Section 502.3 of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations
on April 28, 1978.

ssioner of

Both appellants, Elks and the Zoning Co
Baltimore County contend that the Special Exception could
be extended without notice and hearing and argue that the

fording due process, in terms of notice

necessity for
and hearing, is determined by the character of the pro-
ceedings; the nature of the right or interest of the
person seeking relisf; and the nature of the power

cised. They 5o on to state that as general rule,

e
notice and hearing are not essential where the adninis-
trative official acts in an executive, administrative or
legislative capacity as opposed to a judicial or quasi-
judieial eapacity.

The question of determining the difference betweer
legislative and judicial function has been examined by the

Cour:z of Appeals in Hyson v County Council, 242

Md. 55, 217°A2¢ 578 (1966);  Union Investois, Ine. v

Montgomery County, 244 MA. 585, 224 A2d 453 (1966),
County = Woodward & Lothrop, 283 Md. §86, 37¢

A2d 483 (1977).

Both the Zoning Commissioner of Baltircre County and

the County Board of Appeals have detailed Rules of Practice




and Procedure. The Board of Appeals maintains dockets, hi

reporters, operates under ~ules, makus findings of fact and

To argue

decisions on the record in adversary proceedings.

that the granting of a Special Exception is a judicial

function, but the extension is a legislative function is not,

This is

in our opinicn, either persuasive or logical.

particularly true where both the granting of the special

exception and its duration ave both appenlable issues.

The cases and the record herein all support the

Chancellor's conclusion that the appellee vas denied due

process by failure to be given notice of the extension of the

special exception with an opportunity to be heazd and a

right of appeal.

The Elks argue that the Chancellor failed t3 recognize

The simple

its vested rights and the equities of the case.

answers to these arguments are that appellant had no vested

zight and the eguities of the cas= are with the appellee.

Appellants concede that more than just obtaining a

building permit is needed in order to clain a vested right.

Colwell v Howard County, 31 M. App. §, 354 A2d 210 (1575)
Rockville Fuel v Gaithersburg, 266 Md. 117, 291 A2d €72

11972},

Appellant, Elks, in speaking of vested rights and

equities does so with full knowledge that it failed to

secure a building permit until after the original period

for the Special E.ception had expired and after the suit

. against it was docketed and it had notice of same. The

expenditure of $21,471, under these circumstances, doas
not help appellant as it embarked on construction on a

City of Regerstown v Long Meadow
Shopping Center, 264 Md. 481, 287 A2d 242 (1572).

calculated risk.

We affirm the decision of the Chanceller.

JUDGMENT AFFIRMED.
COSTS TO BE PAID BY APPELLANTS.

essian, 1T @ . w @ crneust cowr ©
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“Jaspreia councel for

Naltimore Courty, . FOR BALTIEORE COUNTY
' Complainant " a
Vs & EQUITY G, 95842 .
S. EATC DIGEREA. - at H
et ittt
Fespondents .

MEMORALIDU O2T1

(TR

2 “nis casc Involves 4NArrow quention of law since ‘there *

1. v Cactusl dispute, oOn'April 28, 1876, the vourt granted a

sscelal c<eeption to Daliimore Lolge #w. 7, W.P.O, Elka, for a

ccmaunity suilding to be used b, tha Lodgn fer its fraternal and :
s0u1nl purposes. The property i located on Windcor 1ill Road,

south of 01 Court Noud, and contalns ).

29 acr, Certain re-

Btrictions were tiposed by the Board, mone of which are here relevant

Sec’.ion 562.3, of the Baltirore Courty Zoming Regulations

rrovides hut a specisl exception that 15 rot utilized within two

years rail be vold unless the final Order granting the same specifies

« Jong: p:riod, not exceeding five years. The final Order graniing

“hi. cprcinl exeeption did rot specify any longer perlod so that it

wutl€ Dezome vold on April 268, 1678, snd 1t {s clear that the speciel

exc2ption wac not utilizec within the tuo year peried, llowever, -

coungy

for the Elks wrotc a letter to the Zoning Commizsfonsr usking

PL% t3 ¢ tend the time period of the speclal exception's life, On

8N £ty e busls, without notice to anyons or hearing of any kind,

the Zowi.7 Conatrslener eigned an Order cxteading the time perlod

for . J.} five years from the ¢ate of the original grant of tig

Aprcia” e

ption. 1inls Order was dated May 23, 1977.

In this

Evit, Peaple's Counszel asks that the Court declare the permit to

be volY, taat the Court declare that the Zoning Comlssicne:'s

eatenalcn Order of Kay 23, 1977, 1s vold, and that the Elks be

UL L bbbttt b g nons o e e o 2
no actual notice that tMpowcr purporicdly etven@ the

160

Comrizeioncr had been exercized and to charge all inlerested

| rties with constructive notice of all ex parte acts by the Zoming

3
~ rmussion would be carryion the idea of construetive notice heyord

ceptadle 1imits. As counsel for the Llks points out, administra- :

Ascuning, for the sake of arpument, that
ere naj been a long standing practlce by the Zoning Commissioner
gronting specinl exception cxtensions without notice or hearing,

e arzutent 1s of no help to the Elks, for this is not sliply a .
tter

£ conclrulng mn ambiguous statute or regulation, An ad-
Atctrative practice cannot Lresthe life into & repulation that’

5 constitutionally infirm.

As tndicated in the oral argument, the cquitics of the case
vor the Elks aa againet property owners who did not appeal a
nding that they would mot be adversely affected by the special !
ceptior Lut this Court musk adicre to applicsdle prinelples of " !
onsttutional law.

Tesylets Counsel s directed to present to this Court far '
gnature, a Deeree in accordance with the aforegoing.

¢ D LOUTS DiPASQUAL

Zeglondng at a polnt 750 feet southeast from tha centor M»

and rurning

ey, on ths north side of

following courscs and distances, north 307 past

277.24%; cherica noreh 679 22" 50°, west 117.02¢

}iiage 12%; thence

noreh 409 214 35" wagt

e north 40% 51' 20" orst 313.52°3 thonce scuth 49 08

mast 345,50 thence north 407 58% 50" east 143.88'; thence south

e 07" 5

aaut 3

35'; Ehonce werth 2

0" saat 116.38%;

e goutn 879 3L* 00" aast £26.05': thonce soneh 29° 23' 20°

R Rors
sonth 657 36¢ €hence nortis|

307 east 150,571

g3t 614.96'; thence soutn <09 04! 107 west 211,36';

thance south $19:19' Gor |

3 48739 407 sast €49.80

‘thency north 48° 40' 40" west 255.25'

co south

nce north 660 2! 40T west 176.95%; |

169 591 407 wost 356.32; e

“aence north 289 12! 20" ‘east 266.52%: thance north 667 10! 10V

6.40°; thonice north 21% 56' 10" east 40.28'; thence norch

i wes’ i
627 a3’ 307/289.00" to the mlace of baginning. Contalning 47.935 |

acres of Mand, more ouleas:

PETITICN FOR SPECIAL HEARING

15th Election District

ZONING: Petition for Special Hearing

LOCATION: North side Mohrs Lane, 750 it. Southeast of Pulaski Highway

DATE & TIME: Monday, January 16, 1984 at 11:30 A. M,

Room 106, County Office Building, 111 W. Chesapeake
Avenue, Towson, Maryland

PUBLIG HEARING:

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Act
and Kagulations of Baltimore County, will hold a public hearing:

Patition for Cpecial Hearing under Section 500. 7 of the Baltimore
County Zoning Regulations, 1o determine whether of not the Zoning
Commiasioner and/or Deputy Zoning Commissioner should approve
to extend for an additional pericd of ime not exceeding three yo <3
from November 11, 1983 within which the Petitioners shall be
entitled to utilize the Special Exception obtained by Order of the
Deputy Zoning Commessioner on November 12, 1981 for a trailer
park in case No. 52-50-XA

Being the property of Louia DiPasquale, Jr.. ot uv. as shown on plat plan filed
with the Zoning Department.

the event that this Petition is granted, a bullding permit may be issued within
<he thirty (30) day appeal pariod, The Zoning Commissioner will, however
entertain any request for a stay of the issuance of said permit during this period
for good caune shown. Such requeat must be received in writing by the datu of
the hearing set above or made at the hearing.

BY ORDER OF
ARNOLD JABLON
ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

" entotned fro

raking anyse of the land contrury @ the sipliicutla

uze recsrictions in 8 residential xent.
counsel

The Court will ascume, Without deeiding, that Peopl

has ctanding to bring this actfon, Tnc Guustlen 16 not ratsed in

re pleadings and 1t weuld be futile ond impractical for vie Court
to base n declsion on the questisn of standing for, Incvitably,

fiately file a new procuedtn There

s Would §&

¢ protest

16 no allegotisn that the facts as deternined by the County fhard

L would Le capected that uporn

€f Ippaals in 1970 have changed, 57

tion.

reapplication, the ELKS could obtaln i new speclal wxce

Jerthelass, the Court is constraines to grant ihe reliel prayed.s

e Courts have Jong held that due process requirencnts such as

octce, hearing, asd cross examimation, wre kpplicablc tu quasis
Juileial arocesdings by an moetnicirative sgeacy. Hoien v
535.

last sentence of Regulation 502.3, 1s unconstitutional and vo.o,

et

Fontrovery County, 2uh Kd., The Court concluces

Lo the Zentw: Commiszioner Lhe poscr

10 that 1T purpeTEs o Bive
to tuse sctions affecting property riglhts of otners wi'liout any

notize or nearing and without any counciated eriteria for the

exerc_se of the power, - It hould be noied that the repilation glves
a par.y the right to appeal selely on the lusue of the reasonableness
of the time yeriod specificd during which the tpeelal cxception is
vialle. To contend that the Zoalng Comnincloner could megaie the
action »f the County Board of Appeals or any Court acting in an

The severabliily pro-

appel.a & capacity 1s l:omplelely-uthn;\bl
wislous of the Zoni:g Regulations permit the Court to strlke down
the 1asu sentence of Regulation 502.3 without affecting the pre- -
cesiny provisions.

rat been & failure to exhaust

The Elks contend that ther

The an Lo this contention 1t Lhat no

LAniztoative resasdies.

edngnistrative remedy 1G avallabie to atluck an Grder passed by the
zoning Curaiesioner back on May 3, 1G77. It 1s argued that the
Corplainant had constructive not.ce of the zoning rocoids and

reguletions, Certainly, the Complainant 1& charged witn knowledge

-2~

Law Offices
Michae! P. Tanczyn, P.A.
118 West Penns rive Ave.

, Maryland 21204
(301) 296-8823
{301) 206.8824

Februry 22, 1084

Board of Agpeals
014 Courthouse

Towson, MD 21204
RE: Louis Difasquile, Jr., et ux
ase No. B4-176-5
Petitdon for Special Hearing
§/$ Mohss Lane, 750' SE of
Pulaski Highway
Pear Siz:

I understand that the People’s Counsel has taken an appeal in
this matter from the Zoning Commissioner's Order gronting a ﬂ_u'tc
year cxtension on the basis that in an sarlier case, the provisions
F the Zoning regulations authorizing extensions was unconstiturional
on the basis that it failed to give notice and shance to he hez
those persons vho had been inteiested in the original Special Ex-
eception hearing.

Since both notice and hearing were given In this ease and,
a5 no one had sppeared In opposition upon the granting of the arigi-
nal special exception including the People's Counsel who didn't ap-
peal on either occasion, we are desirous of having this mtter
heard at the earliest possible date. As was brought out before
the Zoning Comissioner, ofie'of the plans to complete the special
excuption involved the sale of the property to:another mobile hese
operator which ¥as undor negotiation st the time of hearing.
negotiations cannot be cospleted so long as the question of whe-
ther the special exception vas validly extended remained open.

would appreciate it very much if you would schodule this
mntter for hearing as soon as possible. Tac Petitioner's case vill
en no more than fifteen minutes.

Very truly yours,

T
Michael P. Hllezyn‘\
MPT/kvm

Theodore Potthast, Jr., Esq.

Phyllis Friedzan, Esq.
Hr. and Mrs. Louis DiPasquale

cet




ECLIVED FOR FILING

ORDER R

sl

4

1% RE:  PETITION SPECIAL HEARING . BEEORE THE
’S of Nehra Lane, 750" S& of
FPulaski Highway - 15th L. ZONING COMMISS IONER
Slection District
. OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Leuts DiPasquale, dr., et ux,
Case o, BL-178-57H
Petitioners

PR T
FIUDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS CF LAW

Tne Petstiners heretn request a three-year extenslon of the period of tige

within which o utilize 4 special cxceptlon previously granted to then by Order

of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner on

ovember 12, 1981 in Case No. B2-50-YA.

The fe

{oners appeared and were roprosented by Counsel.  There were no

Protestants.

The property in

extion 1o currently zoned M.H., which ix as o result of

e 1980 Comprehonalve Zoning Map:

In Case fio. $2-50-KA, the Fetitionera re-
quested, and were granted, a spectal exception and varlance in order to develop

the sie

s a tratler park. Hecause of o resteictive covenant agreement entered
fnto by the Fetitloners ang tneir neighbora on o about October 13, 1980, which

15 recordet rong the Land fecords of Baltimore County, the Patitioners ire spe-

ioners’ EXPIUL 3 in Case No. B7-50-Kk. Due *0 a lack

titioners ho.

been unable to utilize the spectal exception

quired tuo yoars; thus, b

nofon requested herein is requirea,

Fetitioners scek relief fron Section 502.3, pursuant to Sectlon 500.7

ity Zon,

Fezulations (HCZR),

consideration of tne testimony

and evidence presented, it i
cloar tnat the Petitioners nee entitled Lo kave the special exception granted in
Ca8@ o, A2-5

4 mrtanded.

Zoning Tten # __| I
Fage 2

) Any extating undergrownd mtorage tarks con gasoline,
aolvents, ec., cust have the contents removed by a licensed
either be removed from the propertr or prepexly backfilled.

)

) Soil percolation teatn have baen conducted.
e Tesults are valid watil
Beviaed plans =t b eutaltEed petor to spprevar oF the pescolation

to ocoupancy approval, the po mu.uq of the water nwlr must ba

yerified by collection of basteriological ard cheateai vater ssmpl

I R Se T T St B TiTeen County nm. “the vater
unall be valid until
10 not eoceptadle and munt bo Teteated. accosplished
prior to samveyance sf peeperty o approval of Bu Mw.n; Poratt
ivplications.

) A1 roads and pasicing areae should be surfaced vith a Gustless, bonding
eaterial.

() Mo healtk hazards are anticipated.
(V) others i e gl ita _a

pud S lu;hid\ e avaitalie b thic sife.
e % .
agghaant sheuid eeacacr the Earer Gwrnpmiural Sosicer
ATLIT:05t0 veqanding geonit ropyliemns, The propeied
us i Codz o= /.

g 10,683,933

Lonmvrion o
T

ipresT
7

cecs Al malrenvase af Hobile Hame

- 7. Forzea¥, Director
BUREAT 07 ENVIRRMENTAL SERVICES

85 20 1080 (2)

ORDER RECEIVED FOR FILING

, ® ®

Pursuant Lo the advertiseaent, posbing of the property, and publlc hearing

on this Fetition held, and for the rensons given above, the spocial exceptisn

hould ba extonded.

Fherefore, IT 1S ORDERED by the Zoning Comlssionor of Baltimore County,
this 7ty of Janunry, 1964, that tha relier prayed for in the Fetitian
for Special Hlearing to extend the tire within which the Petitloners ahall be ene
titled to utilize the special exception granted in Case No. 82-50-%A be and 1a
bereny cRAw

fron and after the date of this Ordar, for an additisnal three

years beglaning loveaber 12, 1981 and teminating Hovesbar 12, 1944,

Zoning/ CompA s oner o S
Baltimare County

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
TONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towswn, Maryland

/é—m/ A il

Do o postng.. 2/ 1/ H L.

reasonass' ILeD, P05, Pyt Dee . €T ot

\ation ot propurty.. /5 TAAd Darit . a5

lclollv..... iy

Location ot sgas () T4 aLV Lok grelaitd,
f . ﬁm 2y Az, ey

BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

January 23, 1284

Nirhnian 0. Commatart
— Michacl P. Tanczyn, Esquire
P 118 West Pennssivadla dvenus

Towson, Maryland 212

RE: Iter

o Special llenring Potition
e o |DeaT Mr. Tancayn:
Encl
after ny original conments of January 10, 1984

Prosees stamming considered in rendering the Zoning Commissioner's da-
cision.

board ot Lasation

Very truly yours,
Lleo /4. @-LW

Nlclmu\s B. COMMODARI
Chairn

NBCibsc

Enclosure

County Fonrd of Appeals of Baltieore County
Room 200 Court House
Taron, Margland 21201
(301) 4843180

April 3, 1984

Phylls Cote Feicdman
c's Counse)

o
Towson, Md. 21206

Rei Case No, Bi-178-500
DiPa-quale, Jr.

Dear Mrs. Friedman:

Enclosed hesewith is a copy of the Crder of Dismissal
passed today by the County Board of Appeals in the sbove entitled cases

Very truly yours,

0,4 &0 ° £ 4
-t .3 Lt At
EaTR T, E_.L_lunnnll. Adm. Secretary
Encl.

cer Michael P. Tanczyn, Exagire
Louis DiPasquale, J
N, E. Gert
3. G, Horwen

2 - Case No. 84-178-5PiH
Petitioner - Lonis DiPasquale, Jr.

osed please find additional comments submitted

comnents were received after the hearing and were et

Zoning Pling Advisory Committee

() ?uur to L\v new cor

() Prior to approval for a nureesy oo

¢ ) 1

People's Counsel for Baltituore County, from the dectsion rendered hy the Zonin
Commissioner of Baltimore County, in the above reforenced matter.

SALTDRRS ConTe
Zontng Commtantc

Offfoe of Planning and Zaning

County 0fffcs Pullding

Towson, Maryland ?XZDL
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Vater Supply public
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e 14
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0L, cwmer 0T applieant must sasply with
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| DALTIMORE COUNT:
CFFICE OF F‘A:\NN\NC ZON;
TOWSON. MARYLAND 21204

February 22

Michael P. Tanczyn, Esquire
118 West Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 2120

Re: Petition for Special Hearing
N/S Mohrs Lane, 750 SE of Pulaski
Highway
Louis DiPasquale, Jr., et ux- Petitioners
Case No, 84-175-5PH

Dear Mr. Tanczyn:

Please be advised that an appeal has been filed by Phyllis Cole Friedman,

u will be notified of the date and time of the appeal hearing when it is

acheduled by the County Board of Appeals.

Very truly yours,

Areld Tab)
Zoning Cor caer

Aliaj




BALTIMORE COUNTY
OFFICE OF PLANNING G ZONING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

® ®
Qe Times

Middle River, Md., 27 _18f 32

This is y, That the annexed
_ Ok

494-3359

ARNOLD JABLON
ZONIRG COMMISSONER

B pegled

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

Tauary 10, 1984

Michasl P. Tanceyn, Esquire
118 W, Pabneylvanis Avesus
Tewson, Maryland 21204

was Inserted In Tis Timcy, a newspaper prin‘ed
and published In Baltimore County, once in each

CERTIFICATE OF POATING
2ONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

TOWSON, Mi

Docember 2 1983

Re: Petition for Special Hearing
N/S Mohre Lane, 750 SE of

TIHIS 1S TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was

Towsen, Maryiond
Pulasid Highway . _
Losis DiPasquale, Jr., et ux - Pettlonars published in TIE JEFFERSONIAN, @ weekiy newspaper printed
Casa No. 84-178-SPH and published in Towson, Baltimore County, ., FEESORORER Distrct... ) Gorrid Aé"" "::"'
75 PRIPLY Y
Dear Mr. Tancaya: Posted for. “ it . !' ‘v.u P
that g, for ads d postl] Petitioner: et ft 2 wa £L
his is to advise you that Le due for advertising and pasting % 7 * -~ 5

of the above property. Thia foe must be patd before an Order is issved. Location of property: V1.5 . Liutltrin. . Lantd SNy ,‘—g/ T2

/7j f‘r g T
Tocativa 81 ;.. Crtitiny. aadlmnd A WO 0l e D e
Rt . oo, Zreepin s,

Please make the check payabic to Baltimore County, Maryland, and
remit to Mrs. Arlene January, Zoning Office, Room 113. County Office Building,
Towson, Maryland 21204, before the hearing.

Sincerely,

LD JABBON
ol

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND I
| o cousy, am m124085 |
MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT

1-H-4Y

Cort of Advertisement, 3./, 02

.lt 128868

R-01.415.

L/ =4 /S - re)

oA

seswven 27e ke Do i
an ZH I TEEPH Lpoirs O Friyete

frol sy A
ﬁ-sm-o aiean |

€ Udde

Ao

febind 'p...l.'. Conn-al
L on Case #34-178.
(bnu DiPasqualy, Jz., et ux)

[T —————

€ iclews

POIL 82204

NATURE oF CAnieR

Michasl P. Tancsyn, Esquire
118 W. Fasnaylania Averne
, Maryland Z1204

Dacembd@1, 1983

NOTICE OF HEARING
Re: Patition for Special Haar ing
Mohrs Lane, 750! SE of
Pulaeid Highway
Louts DiPasquale, Jr., et ux - Patitionsrs
Caxe No. §4-178-SPH

January 19, 1984

Hichael P. Tanezyn, Esquire
18 Went Pennaylvania Avenue
Touson, Maryland 21204

TIME: _11:130 A.As,

DATE: _Monday, Sanuary 16, 1984

N REr

Potition Spectal icaring
of Mobra Lane, 750' SE of

Py Higiway ~'15th Slection

District

Louts DiPasquale, Jr., et ux,

Pa

411
Case No. B4-178-3PH

PLACE: Room 106, County Office Building, 111 West Chesapeake

Avenue, Towaon, Maryland

Dear Hr. Tanczymi

(-u.n- this date passed my Order in the above-referenced matrer in sccordance
th the attached,

Sincerely,

C /,»/ X ,,‘f !\_
ARNOLD JABLOW
Zaning Comaiaatoner

Fring Go o
R A/ort
h.122923 Attachments

i Perplets Counnel
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PLAT TO ACCOMPANY I
SPECIAL EXCEPTION FOR b

MOBILE HOME DAQK

DIPASQUALE PROPERTY

{5™ ELECTION DISTRICT, MOHRS
BALTIMORE COUNTY,MD.

47.9 ACRES — MH-ITM ZONE — 185 UNITS
™M AY 4,198l REV AUG.24,1981
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