
TO: Director, Office of atmng and Zoning 
Atln: EIVin McD 
County Courts Bldg, Rm 406 
401 Bosley Av 

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 
RECOMIIENDATIONFORII 

e 29.j/Z & 
Permit Nurrber 

1lf15 t flJ95 vA-0££ t4 !1£t9£J~c-? ~ 
Towson, MD 21204 CBI} .-96 - · 7 Z 

FROM: Arnold Jablon, DirectOf', Zoning Acininistration and Development Management I " 
µ c, t(.J --rRy ;Ive- IH--fl-11\./ . 

RE: Undersized Lots 
Pursuant to Section 304.2(Baltimore County Zoning Regulations) effective June 25, 1992; this office is requesting recommenda­

tions and comments from the Office of Planning & Zoning prior to this office's approval of a ct.veiling permit. 
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3CHEDU DATES, CERTIFICATE OF FILING POSTING 
FOR A RUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION PURSUANT TO ~ECTION 304.2 - - · - - -

DEPARTMENT OF PERMITS & DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT 
County Office Bu.i.lding 

111 W. Chesapeake Avenue 
Towson, Maryland 21204 

The application for your proposed Building Permit Applicatt·on lhas been accepted 
for filing by J. L,L.f.w S on '2_l3 _ 0 7 

> 

Date (A) 

A s.i.gn indicating the proposed Building 
fifteen {15) days before a decision 
$50.00 and posting $35.00; total $85.00. 

must be posted 
can be rendered. 

on the property for 
The cost of filing is 

In the absence of a request for public hearing during the 15-day posting period, 
a decision can be expected within approximately four weeks. However, .i.f a valid 
demand is received by the closing date, then the decision shall only be rendered 
after the required public special hearing. 

*SUGGESTED POSTING DATE ;2/2-~/p 7 D ( 15 Days Before C) -'--,.__-,---"'---~ 
DATE POSTED 

HEARING REQUESTED-YES 

CLOSING DAY ~ST DAY FOR HEARING DEMAND) 3/;z/9 7 
TENTATIVE DECISION DATE ..5 It shz --~, ""'""""°'~J.___._ __ 

NO -DATE 

C (B-3 Work Days) 

B ( A +- 30 Days) 

*Usually within 15 days of filing 

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING 

District -------
Location of property: 

Posted by: Date of Posting: 
Signature 

Number of Signs: 



BALTIMOPE: COUNTY, MARYLAND 
OFFICE C. NANCE· REVENUE DIVISION 

MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT 

VALIDATION OR SIGNATURE OF CASHIER 

~ER PINK - AGENCY YELLOW · CUSTOMER 
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Baltimore County 
Zoning Commissioner 
Office of Planning and Zoning 

Arnold R. Silbiger, Esquire 
1338 Sulphur Spring Road 
Baltimore, Maryland 21227 

April 15, 1997 

RE: Application for Building Permit For Undersized Lot 
Location: 4109 Old Washington Blvd. 
Permit No. B295128 
Clarence M. Bohn/F.G. Basso, Contractor 

Dear Mr. Silbiger: 

Suite 112, Courthouse 
400 Washington Avenue 
Towson, Maryland 21204 
(410) 887-4386 

Enclosed please find the decision rendered in the above captioned 
case. The Application for Building Permit for Undersized Lot has been 
denied. 

In the event the decision rendered is unfavorable to any party, please 
be advised that any party may file an appeal within thirty (30) days of the 
date of the Order to the County Board of Appeals. If you require addition­
al information concerning filing an appeal, please feel free to contact our 
Appeals Clerk at 887-3391. 

LES:mrnn 
att. 

:;!{;;.;;;1r 
Lawrence E. Schmidt 
Zoning Commissioner 

c: Mr. Clarence M. Bohn 405 Shady Nook Avenue, Balto, Md. 21228 
c: Mr. F.G. Basso, 928 Regina Drive, Baltimore, Md. 21227 
c: Melvin Kodenski, Esquire, 19 E. Fayette St., Suite 201, Baltimore, 

Maryland 21201, Attorney for the Protestants 

Q
~ Prinled wilh Soybean Ink 

,::,..; on Recycled Paper 



IN RE: APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT * BEFORE THE 
FOR UNDERSIZED LOT 
s/s Lincoln Avenue, 106 ft. from* 
N corner of Grant Avenue 

ZONING COMMISSIONER 

4109 Old Washington Boulevard 
13th Election District 
1st Councilmanic District 
Legal Owner: Clarence M. Bohn 
Applicant: F.G. Basso 

* * * * * * 

* OF BALTIMORE COUNTY 

* Permit No . B 295128 

* 

* * * * * 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

This matter comes before the Zoning Commissioner to consider the 

appropriateness of a single family dwelling on an undersized lot, located 

at 4109 Old Washington Boulevard in western Baltimore County. The subject 

property is owned by Clarence M. Bohn and proposed for development by F.G. 

Basso, builder. The property is also known as lot No. 20 of the subdivi-

sion known as Old Park Addition in Halethorpe. 

This matter comes before the Zoning Commissioner pursuant to Section 

304 of the Baltimore County Code. That section permits the owner of an 

undersized lot to construct a single family dwelling thereon by right, if 

certain conditions are satisfied. Pursuant to that section, the subject 

property was posted with the sign advertising the proposed single family 

dwelling. Several adjoining property owners petitioned for a public 

hearing pursuant to Section 304.4 of the BCZR. Thus, this matter was duly 

scheduled and a public hearing conducted to determine the appropriateness 

of the proposed use. 

Appearing at the requisite hearing was Clarence M. Bohn and F.G. 

Basso, contractor. There were represented by Arnold R. Silbiger, Es-

quire. Appearing in opposition to the request were a number of residents 

of the surrounding locale, including Jamie Rowe, Patricia Brown, Earl 

Phillips, Edith Pruett, Arthur and Janet Shaw, Norman Farley and George R. 

Hawk. The Protestants were represented by Melvin Kodenski, Esquire. Tom 



Regulski, a Sediment and Erosion Control Inspector from Baltimore County, 

also appeared and participated at the hearing. 

Testimony and evidence presented by the Petitioner was that the 

subject property is rectangular in shape, with dimensions of 53 ft. wide 

and 159 ft. deep. Apparently, the property is now zoned DwR.2, having 

been down zoned from a more intense residential classification during the 

1996 quadrennial map process. Testimony was also produced that Mr. Basso 

commenced construction of a single family dwelling on the subject property 

in November of 1996. The proposed dwelling will be approximately 47 ft. 

deep and 28 ft. wide. The site plan shows that a 10 ft. side yard setback 

will be maintained towards the western property line and an 11 ft. side 

yard setback towards the eastern property line. Construction was halted 

and the dwelling remains incomplete at the present time. 

Section 304 of the BCZR permits a property owner to construct a 

single family dwelling by right on a lot with insufficient area and/or 

width if three conditions are satisfied. First, such lot must have been 

duly recorded either by deed or in a validly approved subdivision in the 

Baltimore County Land Records prior to March 30, 1955 (304.1.A). Second-

ly, the Applicant must comply with all other requirements of the height 

and area regulations (304.1.B). Third, the owner of the lot cannot own 

sufficient adjoining land to conform to the width or area requirements 

contained within the BCZR (304.1.C). 

Mr. Bohn testified that he has owned the subject property for 15 

years. He also stated that he does not own any adjacent land. His uncon-

tradicted in this regard is persuasive that he complies with that require-

ment of Section 304.1.C. 

The Petitioner also submitted copies of deeds and plats obtained from 

the Land Records of Baltimore County. Those documents indicate that the 
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subject lot was originally plotted as part of the subdivision known as Oak 

Park addition in 1921. Therefore, these documents are persuasive that the 

requirement of Section 304.1.A of the BCZR has been satisfied. 

The third requirement, as stated above, (304.1.B) relates to compli-

ance with other height and area regulations in the BCZR. The setbacks 

shown on the plan meet the requirements for a D.R.5.5 zoned lot (apparent-

ly, the prior classification). A copy of the zoning map for this vicinity, 

reflecting the action taken by the County Council during the 1996 quadren-

nial zoning process, was submitted at the hearing by the Protestants. 

That map discloses that the subject property is zoned D.R.2. Although it 

was indicated that that classification represented a change to the prior 

zoning of the property, there was no evidence presented as to what that 

prior zoning classification was for this site. Section 1B02.3.C. of the 

BCZR establishes setbacks for properties in the D.R. zone. For a D.R.2 

property, the minimum side yard setback is 15 ft. In this case, it is 

clear that the Developer's plans do not meet that requirement, thus, the 

plan does not satisfy the requirements of Section 304.1.B. of the BCZR. 

A significant volume of testimony was also received in this case from 

the Protestants. A number of neighbors testified in opposition to the 

plan, primarily over concerns relating to storm water runoff. These 

witnesses testified that they opposed construction on the subject lot and 

were fearful that the addition of impermeable surface would create storm 

water runoff onto their yards. A series of photographs were submitted by 

both sides showing existing conditions. This testimony was obviously 

offered by the Protestants to establish that the construction of a single 

family dwelling is not appropriate for the property. 

In response to this evidence, testimony was received from Tom Reguls-

ki, Sediment and Erosion Control Inspector. Mr. Regulski has been to the 
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site several times and indicated that there have been some problems during 

the course of construction. He agreed with the neighbors' testimony that 

there was improper runoff at the present time, largely because the neces-

sary sediment controls were not in place. However, he concluded that 

storm water runoff will not be a problem in the long term. Rather, he 

testified that conditions would be better if the house was constructed in 

that the site would be stabilized and water collection devices (e.g. 

gutters and rain spouts) could be added to control runoff. In his judg-

ment, the existing problems are a temporary condition. In my view, Mr. 

Regulski's testimony would be persuasive on this issue. 

Although the above issues were thoroughly addressed and argued during 

the hearing, there remains for comment a threshold issue which, in my 

judgment, is dispositive on this case. This issue was not specifically 

argued by counsel, however, reference is made to same by the documents in 

the file. I explain. 

The hearing before me was not the first time that this property has 

been considered for relief under the undersized lot regulations. In fact, 

the corrnnent received on the current proposal from the Office of Planning 

references "This was under a hearing (lost) CBA-96-172. Now trying 

again." Indeed, a review of the County records indicates that an identi-

cal application for relief was made by Messrs. Bohn and Basso in the 

surrmer of 1996. At that time, building plans were submitted proposing an 

identically sized building envelope and dwelling for the subject proper-

ty. The site was posted and by request of Mr. Farley dated September 19, 

1996 the matter came in for public hearing before the Deputy Zoning Commis-

sioner, Timothy M. Kotroco. By order of November 12, 1996, Mr. Kotroco 

granted the relief requested. He determined that the dwelling proposed 

- 4-



for the subject site was "appropriate" relying heavily upon the recommenda-

tions made by the Office of Planning. 

An appeal of Deputy Commissioner Kotroco's decision was timely filed 

by neighbors to the County Board of Appeals. The Board assumed jurisdic-

tion and heard the case on December 19, 1996. Following the conclusion of 

the hearing, the Board members conducted open deliberations as required by 

the Code. The Board lamented that there were 11
, ••• a lot of difficul-

ties in this case ... ", and further stated" ... that neither side was 

particularly prepared with what we need to decide the case." Following 

its open deliberations, the Board issued a written decision and Order on 

the January 8, 1997. By that decision, the Board held that the Applicant 

satisfied the standards in Sections 304.1.B. and C. of the BCZR (e.g., 

compliance with the height and area requirements and that owner does not 

own sufficient adjoining land~ However, as to what would appear to be the 

most easily satisfied requirement; that the lot was part of a duly record-

ed subdivision prior to 1955, the Board held that insufficient evidence 

had been offered. Apparently, the Board was unwilling to either take 

judicial notice of this obvious fact or solicit testimony from any of 

those present that this property was part of an older subdivision which 

had been recorded and built out many years ago. Rather, the Board chose 

to apply the strict rules of evidence and procedure to the parties who 

appeared before it without counsel, and considered only what had been 

offered. 

The file will further show that following the Board's hearing, the 

Applicant obtained counsel and that a Motion for Reconsideration was 

filed. That Motion sought to introduce new evidence establishing the fact 

that the property was part of a duly recorded subdivision prior to 1955. 

The Protestants then obtained their own counsel, who objected to the 

- 5-



Motion for Reconsideration. The Board reconvened its hearing, received 

oral argument on the Motion, and issued a brief written Order on February 

5, 1997 denying the Motion for Reconsideration. The brief written Order 

referenced as reasons therefore its statements on the record, but did not 

amplify same. Inexplicitly, no appeal followed and the Board's Order is 

now, obviously, final. 

At the hearing before me, the parties did not argue the significance 

of these prior hearings and the Board's Order. These matters came to my 

attention while considering the impact of the zoning change to the proper-

ty brought about by the adoption of the zoning maps by the County Council 

last year. Specifically, I concluded that a decision need be made as to 

whether this application was somehow vested under the old zoning classifi-

cation. A determination of this issue, however, is moot when considering 

the impact of the Board's ruling. 

The doctrine of res adjudicata prohibits subsequent litigation be-

tween the same parties and their privies upon the same cause of action not 

only as to all matters which were decided in the original suit, but as to 

all matters which with propriety could have been litigated in the first 

suit. See Alvey v. Alvey, 225 Md. 386 (1961). Originally, appellate 

courts were reluctant to apply this doctrine to decisions of administra-

tive agencies. However, this rule of law has changed over the years. In 

stated in White v. Prince Georges County, 282 Md. 641 (1978), "Although 

early cases often made the sweeping statement that decisions of administra-

tive agencies can never be res adjudicata, this court later came to recog-

nize that the principals of public policy underlying the rules of res 

adjudicata were applicable to some administrative agencies performing 

quasi judicial functions."(pg.658) Moreover, in Board of County Commis-

sioners of Cecil County v. Racine, 24 Md. App. 435 (1975) it was held 
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that at least some of the principals of the doctrine of res adjudicata are 

applicable to the decisions by Zoning Boards. The Court concluded that an 

unreversed final decision by a Zoning Board, passed in the exercise of its 

discretion upon issues of fact or upon mixed issues of law and fact, are 

fully binding upon the parties to the cause and their privies as to all 

issues determined thereby. It is only where there has been a substantial 

change in conditions or it is shown that the decision was the product of 

fraud, surprise, mistake or inadvertence, that such an administrative body 

may reverse the prior decision and litigation between the same parties. 

In this case, a review of the files shows that the Applicants (Mr. 

Bohn and Mr. Basso) and the Protestants (Mr. Farley, et al), are identi-

cal. Moreover, the property is obviously the same, as is the application 

and proposed single family dwelling. In fact, the Applicant apparently 

started construction shortly after Deputy Cormnissioner Kotroco's Order, 

believing (falsely it turned out) that the Protestants' appeal would not 

be successful. The structure which has been partially completed is identi-

cal in all detail to what is proposed for consideration by me and at the 

prior hearing before Deputy Cormnissioner Kotroco and the Board of Ap-

peals. 

In sum, I hold that the principles of res adjudicata are applicable 

here. Therefore, the decision of the Board of Appeals, denying the appli-

cation to permit a single family dwelling on the subject lot, is control-

ling. Although I question the basis of the Board's decision, the Board's 

Order is final and was not appealed. Moreover, even if the Board's deci-

sion was not controlling, relief cannot be granted pursuant to Section 

304. Under the property's present zoning classification, D.R.2,- the 

Applicant fails to meet the requirements of Section 304.l{B), in that the 

side yard setbacks are deficient. The Petitioner's only potential means 
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side yard setbacks are deficient. The Petitioner's only potential means 

of relief would be pursuant to Section 307, to variance the width and 

setback requirements. No such request is presently at issue. 

Pursuant to the advertising, posting of the property, and public 

hearing on this Application held, and for the reasons given above, the 

relief requested should be denied. 

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore 

County this /4 ~y of April 1997 that approval to permit the owner of 

an undersized lot (4109 Old Washington Boulevard, lot No. 20 of the subdi-

vision known as Old Park Addition in Halethorpe) to construct a single 

family dwelling, be and is hereby DENIED. 

The Applicant is hereby ORDERED to remove the structure on the sub-

ject property within 60 days from the date that this Order, or any similar 

Order on appeal, is final. 

Any appeal from this decision must be filed with the Baltimore County 

Board of Appeals in accordance with the applicable provisions of law and 

Section 304.6 of the BCZR. 

- 8-

Zoning Commissioner 
for Baltimore County 



Exhibit C 

Date to be posted: Anytime before but no later than ~/ a 'f H 7. 
r 7 

Request for Use Permit: Class A Child Care, Parking,(undersized Lo~ Farmer's Roadside Stand 

Format for Use Permit Sign, Black Letters on White Background: 

ZONING NOTICE 
( °R>~ Kt=.~' u EST . po R._ u IJ DElc > t'ZB:)L,.o T 

f\PPYL) 

To ·Pe;RM11 C?mSDs-\'(TllM) CE A: 12WELUVVG- ON AN UN D£1cs1:z--ED u,T 
'7£1?3, 1fH0T To SEcn OY\.J 3ci 4 ., J(°BG 2-R) 

PUBLIC HEARING ? 

PURSUANT TO SECTION 304.4, BALTIMORE COUNTY REGULATIONS, 
AN ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUAL OR GROUP MAY REQUEST A PUBLIC HEARING 
CONCERNING THE PROPOSED BUILDING PERMIT, PROVIDED THE REQUEST 
IS RECEIVED I TH ZONING REVIEW BUREAU BEFORE 5:00 P.M. ON 

3 I 2. ' 
REQUEST FOR HEARING MUST REFERENCE THE ADDRESS ON THIS SIGN. 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION IS AVAILABLE AT THE DEPARTMENT OF PERMITS 
AND DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT, COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING, 111 WEST 
CHESAPEAKE AVE., TOWSON, MD 21204, (410) 887-3391-. 

DO NOT REMOVE THIS SIGN AND POST UNTIL DAY OF HEARING UNDER PENALTY OF LAW 

HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE 

"TJ/96 
post la.doc 



v 
Baltimore ~ounty 
Department of Permits and 
Development Management 

February 21, 1997 

Development Processing 
County Office Building 
111 West Chesapeake Avenue 
Towson, Maryland 21204 

NOTICE OF REQUEST FOR 
HEARING AND HEARING DATE 

FOR UNDERSIZED LOT PERMIT 

Please note that a formal request for a public hearing to be held before 
the Zoning Comissioner has been filed with this office. Pursuant to 
Baltimore County Zoning Regulations, such hearing has been scheduled and 
will take place as follows: 

HEARING ON UNDERSIZED LOT 
Permit Number: B295128 
4109 Old Washington Road 
13th Election District - 1st Councilmanic 
Legal owners: Clarence Bohn 
Applicant: F. G. Basso 

Hearing to determine whether the Zoning Cormnissioner should approve the propose 
improvements on an undersized lot. 

HEARING: TUESDAY, MARCH 25, 1997 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 118, Old Courthouse, 40 
Washington Avenue, Towson, Maryland. 

~r2 (~yLt 

Arnold Jablon 
Director ZADM 

.• 
..... ·_ .. ") 

cc: F. G. Basso 
Clarence Bohn 
Norman L. Farley 
Richard Brown 
Patricia Brown 
George Hawk 
Edith Pruitt 
Arthur Shaw 
James Rowe 

Printed with Soybean Ink 
on Recycled Paper 

Earl Phillips 
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RE: HEARING ON UNDERSIZED LOT * BEFORE THE 
4109 Old Washington Blvd, s/s Lincoln 
Avenue, 106' from N corner of Grant Ave. * 
1st Election District, 1st Councilmanic 

ZONING COMMISSIONER 

* OF BALTIMORE COUNTY 
Legal Owner: Clarence M. Bohn 
Applicant: F.G. Basso * Permit No.: B295128 

Applicants * 

* * * * * * * * * * * * 

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE 

Please enter the appearance of the People's Counsel in the above-

captioned matter. Notice should be sent of any hearing dates or other 

proceedings in this matter and of the passage of any preliminary or 

final Order. 

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN 
People's Counsel for Baltimore County 

~S',~~ 
CAROLE S. DEMILIO 
Deputy People's Counsel 
Room 47, Courthouse 
400 Washington Avenue 
Towson, MD 21204 
(410) 887-2188 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~1-fhy of March, 1997, a copy of 

the foregoing Entry of Appearance was mailed to Clarence M. Bohn, 405 

Shadynook Avenue, Baltimore, MD 21228, and F.G. Basso, Basso & Basso 

Masonry Const. Co., 928 Regina Drive, Baltimore, MD 21227, Applicants. 

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN 

* 



;'i ,EA '. T PR rnT Cl.i::.\ RLY PETITIONER(S) SIGN-IN SHEET 

NAME ADD RF.SS 
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~(7 on Recycled Pap,'?r 



PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY 

• 

PROTESTANT(S) SIGN-IN SHEET 

ADDRF.SS 

1:1JS <6raa \ L · , 
I 91 Z cJ-£t/A1r:A-vc 15/fclt) . 4o , 

/93Cf /3el( /j}7.,, /3:;,__/,le/ncL :J, t 1. 

· ; ?33 L/0cc,/J ~ z,,. 

/ 9J.. i L ,n c.. ol N AVC. c2J;}.;)_· 

,1c; 2 ·2-, ;,;£AN [ 1£:J c1 I z. 7.,- r 
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! 
21227 

VALIDATION 011 SIGNATUIIE OF CASHIEII 

PN< . AGENCY YB.LOW. CUSTOMER 

<!% tk ~ of Oak fPa.C. would f;k fo '=,Ueda publu, h=WUJ, {o, tk 
{'u,ju,ty at 4109 OtJ 'W~ton !BfuJ { Lot In 9Uedwn i, dV.,,,,C.. 20) dl1, !Bruu, 
i, hJ~ fo gd a Cu~ {'•'Unit fo put a Ccu,e on an wuf.,uu fat of fa,,,/ In tk Oak 
s:Pa'Lk c::N~hb-oihcod. 

' \ . . 
I ., 

/ -' 

~-- _µAU) I . 10. ICJ ~ V\T W · 'cl C-?f) 

t;, ~lflt?-)ff-1-7!P'/,(f3'f- /3e.,(.( /I-re, /3;7({.;.,Hcf. ;l/:U 



INRE: PETITION FOR H>«t"Vt, oU * BEFORE THE 

f/111J.H S'< ~~ ~~ -t: 
* ZONING COMMISSIONER 

""'/0 'I ti)/.( e,J. ~ I,.•"'., -b-.. ,e,.# • ./ 
* OF BALTIMORE COUNTY 

* C&u;Q We. 1'1-.,,...,. t 1. .:# i3 21..r, z., 
* * * * * * * * * * * 

.'J'O: 
,},., {,cT<o"'1 tA,,Vt,( 

R~$""' """ ~ c-tt1. ~4 ...., o.? .. .;..__:f 

A'~c, ~ I.fl( 
a c.) .,, -6 r ~ .... tr /.9 cJ , ( ./ "'" J 
T<> w S.:> '1 > 

P, ,#f ~ )' ( ,._,( .:z_ I J!_ Q c.l, 

You are hereby sununoned and conunanded to be and appear personally 

before the Zoning Conunissioner/Deputy Zoning Conunissioner of Baltimore 

County in Room //./ I ~ {A.. 

and to bring y:c, ~ ~ f, (£ 

A > TJ --pG. I' f' <> /' 1-v-fr 
on the 25"~ day of /PJ~.,.~ 

~'"t ',.' oo ,,,,, . M • 
199Z, regarding the above captioned 

case, for the purpose of testifying at the request of 

Mr. Sheriff/Private Process Server: 

Please process in accordance with 

Issued: 3 / ti /q J ---"'-+l_._....._~! .......... -+~~-

Zoning Cormnissioner's Rule IV(c). 

>l~:i/Ji(.f b::;ty 
Zoning Corrunissioner 
for Baltimore County 



Baltimore County 
Department of Pennits and 
Development Management 

Arnold R. Silbiger, Esquire 
1338 Sulphur Spring Road 
Baltimore, MD 21227 

Dear Mr. Silbiger: 

May 22, 1997 

Development Processing 
County Office Building 
111 West Chesapeake Avenue 
Towson, Maryland 21204 

RE: Application for Building 
Permit for Undersized Lot 
s/s Lincoln Ave, 106 ft. 
from N corner of Grant Ave. 
(4109 Old Washington Blvd) 
13th Election District 
1st Councilmanic District 
Clarence M. Bohn - Legal 
Owner 
F. G. Basso - Applicant 
Permit No. B-295128 

Please be advised that an appeal of the above-referenced case was 
filed in this office on May 15, 1997 by F.G. Basso and Clarence Bohn. 
All materials relative to the case have been forwarded to the Baltimore 
County Board of Appeals (Board). 

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please do not 
hesitate to call 410-887-3180. 

AJ:rye 

c: Melvin Kodenski, Esquire 
People's Counsel 

Printed wilh Soybean Ink 
on Recycled Paper 

Sincerely, 

~a~ 
ARNOLD .'HIB:OON 
Director 



BALTIMORE COUNTY, "'IARYLAND 
OFFICE OF BUDGET & Fii\, .CE No. 
MISCELLANEOUS RECEIPT 

$ ,,",{) [(. 
AMOUNT --------------

~ f. G,. 0As~·o 
RECEIVED N\; -,.-L'\ r >,(1"~ 
FROM: ~ 

FOR: __ .......,_~------l- /~/~/ __ _;_ __ l_'_ r ______ [_
1
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DISTRIBUTION 

WHITE - CASHIER PINK - AGENCY YELLOW · CUSTOMER CASHIER'S VALIDATION 






















