
. Ho\vard County Rezoning 

Jl 

II 

Requested Zoning 
Sea n::h Street; 

WASHINGTON BLVD 

Property Information: 

Amendment No.: 37.002 

Current Zoning: CE-CLI 
Requested Zoning: CAC-CLI 

Tax Account ID.: 1401161296 

Map: 37 

Grid: 23 
Parcel: 273 

Lot: 
Acres: 0.206 

Address: 7275 WASHINGTON BLVD 

City/State/Zip: ELKRIDGE, MD 21075 

Owner: 

Name: TERTEL GUNTER W 

Email: 

Phone: 
Mailing Address: 7275 WASHINGTON BLVD 

City/State/Zip: ELKRIDGE, MD 21075 

Representative: 

Name: Joseph Rutter 

Email: jrutter@ldandd.com 

Phone: 443-367-0422 

Mailing Address: 5300 Dorsey Hall Dr., Suite 102 

City/State/Zip: Ellicott City, MD 21042 

Decision: 

Planning Board Decision: 

Planning Board Vote: 

Council Decision: 

Council Vote: 

tnn . . _ ... ______ _ 
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Howard County 
Comprehensive Zoning Plan 
Department of Planning and Zoning 

A. Property Information 

Zoning Map Amendment 
Request Form 

[Word 2007 Version] 
Before filling out this form, please read the 
Instructions section at the end of the form. 

i 
.... J 

~··tlil ····----·· ··---··-··· ··········-· ····-------· ·-----·· CE-CLI ~ 
·-·-~-·-~··' .. ··-------- ···---~· ···-----.... 

CAC-CLI .. ,._, _______ ,, .. , "·---··----·" .. , .. ______ ... ________ ,, ..... _, _________ . ---··-------

B. Owner Information 
;·····a·······-···· mt>t~ri~)~Y~~:ffii ,,;:::::.~·.,.-;,,.,"'···;:c-_,, .. ,_~,,-.,"':·:r.:J-·-· . ·---·-·-·-. . --·---·-···· . -·····--··- . ··-·--····· ··-·--·-·- ·-···---·--·-

··-· "-·-·-i·~;-,;::;._.;;;,~;'·'''·''' ............ _.. - ...... _.......... . .............. . .. .. _ ..... ~-·----.. . 

·, 9 ;·· · . ... 7275 Washington Boulevard 

Elkridge, Maryland 
..•. -·---·· . ~- ......... . 

21075 

c. Representative Information 

·:.·· ··. -~ 443-367-0422 ext 287 
-····· 

R.ECEIVE.D .: ..... :: 
DEG ... 1 4 ·· .. ·2012-.. -· 

01'1. OF-PUBLIC SERVICE & ZONING ....... 
...... · ~c,:;¥·-7v9'f)3 .. 



c. Representative Information 

D. Alternate Contact [If Any] 
':<: 

·--.. -----··i. 

···-----"i 

E. Explanation of the Basis 1 Justification for the Requested Rezoning 

[""13" r ·:rj,-~~-bJ~~tp~op~rty ~~~~~"t~ ~f -6--p~-~~~j;~ont~-~~~~g··-~pp·~~~im~t~l·y··-1"4:2-~-~r~~---~f land-l~cat~d--;;~~-~ th~---------· . 
i ; interchange of Routes 1 and 100. Redevelopment of these properties in a consolidated project will be 

1 facilitated by the proposed zoning. The current zoning provides no incentive for redevelopment. 
I 
! 

1 See attached Continuation Sheet. 

I 
······-------·...! 

F. List of Attachments/Exhibits 
··~--·--·-····· ········-···········---·· . ····-----·-·· ········----·-·-· . . ·--------·· ·········-----····· ·······----·····. ·······-----········ .. ,,,, _____ ,., .. . ···----------· .. 

14 1. Continuation Sheet. 2. SDAT sheets 3. Tax Map identifying the 6 parcels 

. L ---·---.. ·-··· 

G. Signatures 
... _, ______ , ...... -~ ... - -------···· 

Additional owner signatures? X the box to the left and attach a separate signature page. 
-·--·-·----········ -· . . ·-----~--.. . -·-··- ......... . ·····-·--···· -· ....... ·-··--·----.. -·-··.. ..... . . ... "...... .. .. . . . . . ...... _ ... ______ . .. . - ·-·-----·---·- ..... .. -·--··----·---...... .. 

c~-6 ~1\lt,illf}~_-_
5
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SJ?AT: Real Property Search 

i\fal'yland Dcpnt·tment of Assessments and Taxation 
Rcnl Property Dl\tn Seal'ch (\'wl.L\) 

HO\VARD COUNTY 

Account Identithw: Dish'ict- 01 Accolmt Numbn -161296 

Owuel' Information 

Ownel' Name: TERT.HL GUNTER W :uru 
Pl'incinal Residence: 

Mailing Acld•·ess: 7275 WASHINGTON BLVD 
ELKRlOGE MD 21075-6118 

Deed Refcrcuce: 

Pt·emis('s Add•·css 
7275 WASHINGTON BLVD 
El-KRIDGE 21075-QOOO 

Location & Stl·ucture Information 

Legnl Desc&·iption 
8,961 SQ 

1275 WASHJNGTON BLVD 
WESLEY GROVE 

l\lap 
0037 

Gl'id 
0023 

Pnrcel 
0273 

Sub Dish·ict Subdivision 
0000 

SpedaJ Tax Al'eas 

Pl'inun·y Stt·uchn·e Built 
1967 

Basement 

Land 
lm]Jrovements: 
Totut: 
Pn~ferential Land: 

Town 
Ad Valoa·em 
Tax Class 

Enclosed At·ea 
2208 

Type :K·dcrior 
STORAGE,VAREHOUSE 

Base Value Value 
As Of 
01/01/2012 

80,600 80,600 

95,900 67,800 

176,500 14&,400 
0 

NONE 

104 

Property Land A1·ca 
8,961 SF 

Vnlue lnformation 

Phase-in Assessments 
AsOf AsOf 
07/01/2012 07/01/2013 

l48,400 148,400 
0 

Transfe1' Infommtion 

Seller: NELSON OLGA J Date: ) 1120/1998 

Type: ARMS LENGTH IMPROVED DeetH: /04516/ 00650 

Seller: LAHRODI MOHAMMAD K Date; 11/14/1995 
Type: NON-ARMS LENGTH OTHER Deed1: /03604/ 00056 

Seller: PRAM JOHN H & WF Date: 06/29/1990 
'f)'llCj ARMS LENGTH IMPROVED Deed1: /02193/00684 

E:lcntption Information 

Page 1 ofl 

Go BncJ( 
View Map 

New Search 
Ground Rent 
Redemntion 
Gt•oundRent 
negistration 

INDUSTRIAL 

NO 
I) /04516/ 00650 
2) 

1\sscssment Atea 
3 

Plat No; 
Plat Ref: 

Counfy Use 

Price: Sl22,9l7 

Decd2: 

Pl'icc: $140,000 

Deed2: 

P•·icc: $200,000 

Deed2: 

Partial Exempt Assessments 
County 

Class 07/01/2012 07/01/2013 

000 0.00 

State 000 0.00 

i\luniclpnl 000 0.00 0.00 

Tax I~xem)Jt: Special Tax Rccatlhrre: 
Jt~xcmpt Class: NONE 

Homestead APtJii('ation InfoJ'mation 

Homestead AmlUcatlon Status: No Application 

'· '' --"--! 1 ~ ~----v?f"'lnnntv=14&SearchType=MAP&Acc... 12/13/2012 



Continuation Sheet 

E. Explanation of the Basis 1 Justification for the Requested Rezoning 
i-;-·----·--·-----w·--·-----·---·-·-·-·------------·-----.-·--.. -·.--·-··--·----··-·--, 
; 13 1 The subject Property consists of 6 parcels containing approximately 14.2 acres of land located · 
1 

• near the interchange of Routes 1 and 100. Given the issues inherent with the Property's CE-CLI 
zoning as explained Jn more detail below, no potential currently exists for the Petitioner to 
develop the Property. Instead, a zoning district that would permit a mix of high density 
residential dwellings and retail commercia( establishments would lncentivize an attractive and 
high quality development of a Property that is located at one of the Countis major interchanges. 

The County recently commissioned a Market Analysis and Strategic Implementation Analysis of 
the Route 1 and Snowden River Corridors by Robert Charles Lesser & Co. (the "RCLCO Study1

'). 

The RCLCO Study compiled a list of suggestions regarding future development of the Route 1 
Corridor. One of the principal recommendations of the RCLCO Study was to redevelop high 
visibility employment areas along Route' 1, especially near important County interchanges. 
RCLCO Study 1 p. 14. 

The RCLCO Study also found that "(s]egmentation .of the Route 1 Corridor Is necessary, both to 
understand existing conditions and to plan for future land use opportunities." RCLCO Study, p. 
4. "Moving forward, planning for the Route 1 corridor should therefore address Its very different 
segments, both east and west of Route 1 and north and south along its ·length. Future·plannlng 
and policy recommendations should be tuned to logical planning areas rather than be applied 
throughout." RCLCO Study, p. 13. 

Figures 4 and 5 of the RCLCO Study identified the subject Property as an area on the border of 
residential and commercial segments proposed by the RCLCO Study. The Property is also located 
near areas G and Gl on Figure 6, identified as providing high visibility employment opportunities. 
The Property has frontage on Route 1 and enjoys high visibility close to the interchange of 
Routes 1 and 100. See RCLCO Study, p. 13. 

PfanHoward 2030 accepted the RCLCO Studyts recommendations regarding high quality 
development at major interchanges and the segmentation of the Route 1 Corridor. Policy 5.4 of 
PfanHoward 2030 is to "(e]nhance the Route 1 Corridor revitalization strategy to recognize the 
distinct character and market potential of diverse corridor segments, and the potential at various 
intersections, crossings, and nodes for additional retail, restaurant, and employment 
development as identified in the [RCLCO Study]." PlanHoward 2030, p. 58. 

' i 

; The subject Property is an ideal location to realize the recommendations of the RCLCO Study and : 
1 PlanHoward 2030. The Property Is an area between segments Identified for residential and 
: commercial development, with high visibility and easy access to the interchange of Routes 1 and 
: 100. ' 

; At the present, however, the Property Is not suitabie for development under fts current CE-CLI 
: zoning. The RCLCO Study ultimately recommends removing the CE and CE-CLI districts. RCLCO 
; Study, p. 16. PlanHoward 2030 also recognized the need to reevaluate the efficacy of the CE 
: district and to consfder more flexibillty in the Route 1 Corridor. PlanHoward 2030, p. 58. 

:. -·-·~~!E.!!?.I.!!Ltg__fu~?:QD!D.9_..!i~9_UI~g9_ns, ..Q.evelQP!D.~t In t~~--~~~gjg__?_p.Qyj9_QI.QYfde J.Qr.~~~ of fie~.-· 
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•• ' I 

-------- ____________ , __ .._ ___________________ _ 
flex, and light industrial uses. HOWARD COUN1Y ZONING REGULATIONS§ 127.2.A. PlanHoward 20301 

however, provides that the demand for office space is significantly lower than supply. "Through 
2030, the demand for commercial development and office space is expected to peak at just over 
three million square feet. This demand is low when compared to the 14.1 million square feet of
approved office space in the pipeline In Howard and Anne Arundel Counties." PlanHoward 2030; 

, p. 58. Given the limited future demand for the types of development envisioned by the CE 
1 district, it is not economically feasible to develop the Property under its current zoning. 

The proposed rezoning is afso consistent with PlanHoward 2030's goal for the County to provide a 
! diverse mix of housing opportunities. Plan Howard 2030 provides that housing experts believe that 1 

j over the next 20 years1 more than 60 percent of new housing demand will be for multifamily dwelling ~ 
units. This projected trend is due both to an increasing ratio of smaller households and to the : 
financial inability of many residents to afford single-family housing. PfanHoward 2030, p. 140. 

Between 1990 and 2010, the number of residents living alone increased by 75 percent. "'[llhe 
single-family detached house is no longer preferred by many households. Smaller-sized housing will 
be In greater demand in the future. The data shows a demographic shift that aligns well with the 
decreasing availability of land for the traditional single-family detached home and the increased 
emphasis on planning for more compact hi~ her-density residential development. From this 
perspective, condominium and rental apartments and townhome developments will be a greater 
portion of new homes built In the County in the future." PlanHoward 2030, pp. 140-42. 

PlanHoward 2030 also calls for the provision of affordable housing opportunities for low and 
moderate Income residents. PlanHoward 2030, pp. 142-44. The Zoning Regulations require that 
a residential development in the CAC district provide at least 15 percent of its dwelling units as 
moderate income housing units. HOWARD COUNTY ZONING REGULATIONS§ 127.5.E.3.e.(1). 

Instead of causing a relatively large parcel, located in a high visibility area near a major County 
interchange, to remain underdeveloped for the foreseeable future, the Property should· be 
rezoned to a district that can utilize its full potential. A zone allowing a mix of high density 
residential development and retail commercial development would be the most appropriate 
zoning district for the Property. The allowance of residential units would lncentfvlze an attractive 
development of the Property befitting the County's vision for the Route 1 Corridor. The 

: residential component would also permit the establishment of high-quality commercial uses that j 

l ____ , _ _j would be s~_pported by the n~~_!:~.~~~-~tial units located in a mixed~use c_ommunity. ______________ J 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 
· LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION 

ESTATEN0.=22~72~7 ______ _ 

I certify that administration of the Estate of 

GUNTER WOLFGANG TERTEL 

was granted on the 21st day of SEPTEMBER, 2011 

to ROBERT L FILA 
----------------------~~~~~~----------------------

as personal representative(s) and the appointment is in effect 

this 21st . day of SEPTEMBER 2011 , 

0 Will probated September 21, 2011 
(date} 

D Intestate estate 

BYRON E MACFARLANE 

Register of Wllls for 

Howard County 

VALID ONLY IF SEALED WITH THE SEAL OF THE COURT OR THE REGISTER 
RW1120 ROWNET 

11/2009 



ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS FOR 7275 WASHINGTON BOULEVARD 

Gunter Tertel 
7269 Washington Boulevard 
Elkridge, MD 2107 5 
(37.003)(37.002) 

Malik & Sons Washington Blvd., LLC 
7263 Washington Boulevard 
Elkridge, MD 21075-6118 
(37.002) 



COUNCILMEMBERS 

Howard County Council 
George Howard Building 

3475 Comi House Drive 
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043-4392 

Jennifer Terrasa, Chairperson 
District 3 

Mary Kay Sigaty, Vice Chairperson 
District 4 

Courtney Watson 
District 1 

March 11, 2013 

Mr. Gunter Tertel 
727 5 Washington Blvd. 
Elkridge, MD 2107 5 

Dear Mr. Tertel: 

You are receiving this letter because you filed a Zoning Map Amendment Request Form/Howard 
County Comprehensive Zoning Plan or a Zoning Regulation Amendment Request Form/Howard 
County Comprehensive Plan. 

Please be advised that on March 7, 2013, the Howard County Ethics Commission determined 
that the Zoning Map Request Form needs to be accompanied by certain affidavits and 
disclosures. The Commission also detetmined that the Zoning Regulation Amendment Form 
needs to be accompanied by certain affidavits and disclosures when the Form proposes to 
"increase the density of the land of the applicant." 

The Commission directed me to notify applicants of their obligation to file the affidavit and 
disclosure. The obligation is set folih in Md. Code Ann., St. Gov't, Sec. 15-849(b ), which 
provides in part, "the affidavit or disclosure shall be filed at least 30 calendar days prior to 
any consideration of the application by an elected official." 

Accordingly, I am enclosing for your use the approved affidavit packet. Completed forms may 
be mailed to the Administrative Assistant to the Zoning Board at 3430 Court House Drive, 
Ellicott City, MD 21043. 

Very truly yours, 

Stephen M. LeGendre 
Administrator 

(410) 313-2001 fax: (410) 313-3297 tty: (410) 313-6401 
http://cc.howardcountymd.gov 

Calvin Ball 
District 2 
Greg Fox 
District 5 
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Zoning Map General Plan Amendment: 37.002 
Current Zoning: CE-CLI 
Tax Map: 37 Grid: 23 Parcel: 
Address: 7275 WASHINGTON BLVD 

Tax ID: 1401161296 
Council District: 2 

273 Lot: N/A 



Barbara Simkin 
47 Farmhouse 

ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS FOR 7239 WASHINGTON BOULEVARD 

Pikesville, MD 21208-1324 
(37.003) (37.007) 

Gunter Tertel 
7269 Washington Boulevard 
Elkridge, MD 21075 
(37.003) 

Steven O'Donnell 
6724 Binder Lane 
Elkridge, MD 21075-6247 
(37.003) 

G&G Properties1 LLC 
6735 Dorsey Road 
Elkridge, MD 21075-6205 
(37.003) 

A& Hone LLC 
4000 36th St., Suite 104A 
Mount Rainier, MD 20712-1931 
(37.003) 

Mabey Bridge & Shore, Inc. 
6770 Dorsey Road 
Elkridge, MD 21075-6205 
(37.003) 

Spectrum 1 dorsey, LLC 
4733 Bethesda Avenue, Suite 650 
Bethesda, MD 20814-5252 
(37.003) 

Elkridge Enterprises, LLC 
7871 Belle Point Drive 
Greenbelt, MD 20770-3350 
(37.003) 



Howard County Rezoning 

" 
n 

Requested Zoning 
Sea1·ch Street: 

WASHINGTON BLVD 

Property Information: 

Amendment No.: 37.003 

Current Zoning: CE-CLI 

Requested Zoning: CAC-CLI 
Tax Account ID.: 1401176765 

Map: 37 

Grid: 23 

Parcel: 107 

Lot: 

Acres: 7.85 
Address: 7239 WASHINGTON BLVD 

City/State/Zip: ELKRIDGE, MD 21075 

Owner; 

Name: BONHEUR LAND COMPANY 

Email: 

Phone: 
Mailing Address: 7239 WASHINGTON BLVD 

City/State/Zip: ELKRIDGE1 MD 21075 

Representative: 

Name: Joseph Rutter 
Email: jrutter@ldandd.com 

Phone: 443-367-0422 

Mailing Address: 5300 Dorsey Hall Dr., suite 102 

City/State/Zip: Ellicott City, MD 21042 

Decision: 

Planning Board Decision: 
Planning Board Vote: 

Council Decision: 
Council Vote: 

httn·//rbtr~ hcrw~rclr.mmtvmcl.tmv/GRezonini!/GRezoning.asp 

Page 1 of 1 

12/17/2012 



Howard County 
Comprehensive Zoning Plan 
Department of Planning and Zoning 

A. Property Information 

B. Owner Information 

c. Representative Information 

0 0' M M M J M o • M MOMM ff M M - MM 

_;.T.E!l.¢p_~Pn~-.C,M~hl) ____ ::·_: ·': :::.:: ·; 443~367-0422 ext. 287 

Zoning Map A111endment 
Request Form 

[Word 2007 Version] 
Before filling out this form, please read the 
Instructions section at the end of the form. 

j 
i 

·-l. 

··-·----······---1 

I 
! 

·-····: 

: 
....... -·-··· i 

····-·RECEIVED 
-oEc l-4 2012·· 

.... DIV. OF PUBUC SERVICE & ZONING ... 
re.c:····# /-YCflJ$3 



c. Representative Information 

D. Alternate Contact [If Any] 

E. Explanation of the Basis /Justification for the Requested Rezoning 

! 13 ' The subject Property consists of 6 parcels containing approximately 14.2 acres of land located near the 
; i interchange of Routes 1 and 100. Redevelopment of these properties in a consolidated project will be 

: facilitated by the proposed zoning. The current zoning provides no incentive for redevelopment. 

i See attached Continuation Sheet. 

F. List of Attachments/Exhibits 

14 l··i~c~~·ti~~-~ti~~··sh~et. --·-2·:··sD"AT·-;he~t;-i T~~-M~Pfd~~titv~~]'· th";6-·pa~~~~~· 

G. Signatures 
-----·· ····--· .. ~- -- . ·--- ... ___ -----. -----. -----· --. --·~- -~l ----- . 

; 15 :_8w~-~-~;j Bonheur Land Company ~3_y l&Jh.t r-+ ~,._~ ~t0:9-~n~r (_~) j 
· =_· .--... -_···-;fl( M :P-tf'"5:lrt-~ tL{f)t.c~·-'-Je..J{ r>:·-~:···.:::_: ·· .. 1 

' ' . : .. ' ·.... ·j t I I ~ I _/ -~ i;f.: ~ . :. ' ': :' I 
• • _;:. _, ••• 

0 
• •• :_·.~ .: -f_}_t_( 

1
£> T~ N. -----~ . ___ tl.! v1/f;:g_;: fk .J -l/{,,~.::(7,{:---·-: .. · --~-~-' .... j .... 

D D:;;i~~~f?;~:4~~~~~ x-t~~-~ox ;;;~. left and a~~~::~::;:~~;gnature page. : 



. SDAT: Real Property Search 

Maryland Depal'tmcnt of Assessments and Taxation 
Real Pro1>erty Data Search (nYJ.tA) 

HO\VARD COUNTY 

Accouut Identifier: 

Owner Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Premises Address 
7239 WASHINGTON BLVD 
ELKRIDGE 21075-0000 

District- 01 Account Number w 176765 

Owuer Information 

BONHEUR LAND COMPANY 

7239 WASHINGTON BLVD 
ELKRIDGE MD 2l075-611 S 

!lill 
Principal Residence: 
Deed Refet·eucc: 

Location & Structure Information 

Legal Description 
13 LOTS 7.85 A 
7239 WASHINGTON Bl. VD 
WESLEY GROVE 2 

Map 
0037 

Gdd 
0023 

.eattd 
0107 

Sub llistrict Subdh•ision 
0000 

~ 
Special Tax A•·eas Ad Valot·em 

Tax Class 

NONE 

104 

Pt•iman Sh·uctme Built Enclosed Al'ea ProJlea·ty Land Area 
7.8500AC 

Stories Basement 

Base Value 

Land 348,300 

lm[H'O\'emcnts: 58,200 

Totnl: 406,500 

l'rcferentinl Land: 0 

GREEN W£LLIAM A 
NON-ARMS LENGTH OTHER 

Value 
As Of 
01/0112012 
348,200 
58,600 

406,800 

Selle•·: 

~ 

BONHEUR MEMORIAL PARK INC 

NON-ARMS LENGTH OTHER 

Value Information 

Phase-in Assessments 
AsOf AsOf 
07101/2012 07/01/2013 

406,600 406,700 

0 

Transfel:" Iufot·mation 

!!!!ill 
Deedl: 

Exemption Information 

12/1711997 
/04163/ 00245 

09/24/1992 

/02577/00419 

Page 1 of 1 

Go Back 
YiewMnn 

NcwSeal'ch 
Gt·oundRent 
Rcdemlttion 
Ground Rent 
Regish·ation 

COMMERCIAL 

NO 

l) /04163/00245 
2) 

Assessment Area 
3 

Plat No: 
Plat Ref: 

County Use 

Pt·ice: $219,500 

Decd2: 

Pl'icc: so 
Dced2: 

Price: 
Dced2: 

Pm·tial Exempt Assessments 
County 

Class 

000 
000 

000 

07/01/2.012 

0.00 

07/01/2013 

State 0,00 

Municipal 0.00 0.00 

Tax I•~xemJlt: Special Tnx l~ccanture: 
Exempt Class: NONE 

Homestead Application lnfol"l11Rtion 

Homestead Appliclltion Status: No Application 

httn://sdatcert3.resiusa.org/ro rewrite/details.aspx?County=l4&SearchType=MAP&Acc... 12/13/2012 



STATE OF MARYLAND 
LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION 

ESTATE N0.=22;;..:....72;...:..:..7 ___ _ 

I certify that administration of the Estate of 

GUNTER WOLFGANG !ERTEL 

was granted on the -~21_g__ day of SEPTEMBER, 2011 

to ------~R~O~B~E~R~T~L~F~IL~A~----------------~---

as personal representative(s) and the appointment is in effect 

this _21st day of SEPTEMBE~ 2011 , 

~ Will probated September 21, 2011 
(date) 

D Intestate estate 

BYRON E MACFARLANE 

Register of Wills for 

Howard County 

VALID ONLY IF SEALED WITH THE SEAL OF THE COURT OR THE REGISTER 
RW1120 ROWNET 

11/2009 



Continuation Sheet 

E. Explanation of the Basis /Justification for the Requested Rezoning 

13 ·The subject Property consists of 6 parcels containing approximately 14.2 acres of land located 
: near the interchange of Routes 1 and 100. Given the issues inherent with the Property's CE-CLI 
! zoning as explained in more detail below, no potential currently exists for the Petitioner to 
· develop the Property. Instead, a zoning district that would permit a mix of high density 
: residential dwellings and retail commercial establishments would incentivize an attractive and 
: high quality development of a Property that is located at one of the County's major interchanges. : 

~The County recently commissioned a Market Analysis and Strategic Implementation Analysis of 
· the Route 1 and Snowden River Corridors by Robert Charles Lesser & Co. (the ''RCLCO Study,). 

The RCLCO Study compiled a list of suggestions regarding future development of the Route 1 
Corridor. One of the principal recommendations of the RCLCO Study was to redevelop high 

, visibility employment areas along Route 1, especially near important County interchanges. 
: RCLCO Study1 p. 14. 
i 
1 
I 

! The RCLCO Study also found that "[s]egmentation of the Route 1 Corridor is necessary, both to 
: understand existing conditions and to plan for future land use opportunities.11 RCLCO Study, p. 

i 

4. "Moving forward, planning for the Route 1 corridor should therefore address its very different 
segments, both east and west of Route 1 and north and south along its length. Future planning 
and policy recommendations should be tuned to logical planning areas rather than be applied 
throughout. II RCLCO Study, p. 13. 

; Figures 4 and 5 of the RCLCO Study identified the subject Property as an area on the border of 
~ residential and commercial segments proposed by the RCLCO Study. The Property is also located 
·. near areas G and G1 on Figure 61 identified as providing high visibility employment opportunities. i 
i The Property has frontage on Route 1 and enjoys high visibility close to the interchange of / 
; Routes 1 and 100. See RCLCO Study, p. 13. 1 
! 

: PlanHoward 2030 accepted the RCLCO Study's recommendations regarding high quality 
; development at major interchanges and the segmentation of the Route 1 Corridor. Policy 5.4 of 
! PlanHoward 2030 is to "(e]nhance the Route 1 Corridor revitalization strategy to recognize the 
· distinct character and market potential of diverse corridor segments, and the potential at various 
: Intersections, crossings, and nodes for additional retail, restaurant, and employment 
1 development as identified in the (RCLCO Study]." PlanHoward 2030, p. 58. 

·The subject Property is an ideal location to realize the recommendations of the RCLCO Study and 
; PlanHoward 2030. The Property is an area between segments identified for residential and 
: commercial development, with high visibility and easy access to the Interchange of Routes 1 and 
: 100. 

· At the present, however, the Property is not suitable for development under its current CE~CLI 
· zoning. The RCLCO Study ultimately recommends removing the CE and CE-CLI districts. RCLCO 
. Study, p. 16. PlanHoward 2030 also recognized the need to reevaluate the efficacy of the CE 

district and to consider more flexibility in the Route 1 Corridor. PlanHoward 2030, p. 58. 

1 



· flex, and light industrial uses. HOWARD COUNTY ZONING REGULATIONS§ 127.2.A. PlanHoward 2030, 
: however, provides that the demand for office space is significantly lower than supply. \\Through 
· 2030, the demand for commercial development and office space is expected to peak at just over 
· three million square feet. This demand is low when compared to the 14.1 million square feet of 
· approved office space in the pipeline in Howard and Anne Arundel Counties." PlanHoward 2030, 
. p. 58. Given the limited future demand for the types of development envisioned by the CE 
. district/ it Is not economically feasible to develop the Property under Its current zoning. 

~ The proposed rezoning is also consistent with PlanHoward 2030's goal for the County to provide a 
; diverse mix of housing opportunities. PlanHoward 2030 provides that housing experts believe that 
: over the next 20 years, more than 60 percent of new housing demand will be for multifamily dwelling 

units. This projected trend is due both to an increasing ratio of smaller households and to the 
financial inability of many residents to afford single-family housing. PlanHoward 2030, p. 140 . 

. Between 1990 and 2010, the number of residents living alone increased by 75 percent. "[nhe 
: single-family detached house is no longer preferred by many households. Smaller-sized housing will 
; be in greater demand in the future. The data shows a demographic shift that aligns well with the 
j decreasing availability of land for the traditional singleMfamily detached home and the increased 
• emphasis on planning for more compact higher-density residential development. From this 
' perspective, condominium and rental apartments and townhome developments will be a greater 
i portion of new homes built in the County in the future." PlanHoward 2030, pp. 140-42. 

PlanHoward 2030 also calls for the provision of affordable housing opportunities for low and 
moderate income residents. PlanHoward 2030, pp. 142-44. The Zoning Regulations require that 
a residential development in the CAC district provide at least 15 percent of its dwelling units as 

i moderate Income housing units. HOWARD COUNTY ZONING REGULATIONS § 127.5.E.3.e.(l). 

Instead of causing a relatively large parcel, located In a high visibility area near a major County 
; interchange, to remain underdeveloped for the foreseeable future, the Property should be 

rezoned to a district that can utilize its full potential. A zone allowing a mix of high density 
residential development and retail commercial development would be the most appropriate . 
zoning district for the Property. The allowance of residential units would lncentivize an attractive ; 
development of the Property befitting the County's vision for the Route 1 Corridor. The i 

: residential component would also permit the establishment of high-quality commercial uses that 
: ."".?.~_ld .. ~.~ .. ~-~P..P.?..~~~~-.. ~Y.-~he new residential unit~ .. J? .. ~~.~~.9. ..... ~.-~ ...... !!'_~~9-~~-~-~-~ommunity. 
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COUNCILMEMBERS 

Howard County Council 
George Howard Building 

34 7 6 Comt House Drive 
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043-4392 

Jennifer Terrasa, Chairperson 
District 3 

Mary Kay Sigaty, Vice Chairperson 
District 4 

Cominey Watson 
District 1 

March 11, 2013 

. Bonheur Land Company 

7239 Washington Blvd. 

Elkridge, MD 2107 5 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

You are receiving this letter because you filed a Zoning Map Amendment Request Fonn/Howard 
County Comprehensive Zoning Plan or a Zoning Regulation Amendment Request Fonn/Howard 
County Comprehensive Plan. 

Please be advised that on March 7, 2013, the Howard County Ethics Commission determined 
that the Zoning Map Request Form needs to be accompanied by certain affidavits and 
disclosures. The Commission also determined that the Zoning Regulation Amendment Form 
needs to be accompanied by certain affidavits and disclosures when the Form proposes to 
"increase the density of the land of the applicant." 

The Commission directed me to notify applicants of their obligation to file the affidavit and. 
disclosure. The obligation is set forth in Md. Code Ann., St. Gov't, Sec. 15-849(b ), which 
provides in part, "the affidavit or disclosure shall be filed at least 30 calendar days prior to 
any consideration of the application by an elected official." 

Accordingly, I am enclosing for your use the approved affidavit packet. Completed forms may 
be mailed to the Administrative Assistant to the Zoning Board at 3430 Court House Drive, 
Ellicott City, MD 21043. 

Very t1uly yours, 

Stephen M. LeGendre 
Administrator 

(410) 313-2001 fax: (410) 313-3297 tty: (410) 313-6401 
http://cc.howardcountymd.gov 

Calvin Ball 
District 2 
Greg Fox 
District 5 



I 

' '• •. 
.. 

'•. 

fVl-1 

-. 
'· .. 

... 

-. 

... 
/. :-

y· 
\--

1 

~ , __ 

"\. . ., M-1 · 

i.)i).~ ..... -: . ' -, 

·• q ·: 
.# ·• .:? ... . 

§ 
~ 

- ~ 

d 
.Q . 

Zoning Map General Plan Amendment: 37.003 
Current Zoning: CE-CLI 
Tax Map: 37 Grid: 23 Parcel: 
Address: 7239 WASHINGTON BLVD 

·" ··. 
~rv1-2 

\ 
/ 

.' 

TaxiD: 1401176765 

Council District: 2 
107 Lot: N/A 



What Will Happen to Rosa Bonheur? 
Lt to the Editor by Barbara Sieg, 3909 Hawthorn .Road, Ellicott City, July 19, 2013 

What IS Rosa Bonheur? It is a unique, historic cemetery, established in 1935, 
off of Route 1, in Elkridge. Rosa Bonheur is named after the world-renown 19th 
century French painter, Rosalie Bonheur, a lover and painter of animals, whose 
works hang in many galleries including the Metropolitan Museum of Art in New 
York. 

Why should we care about Rosa Bonheur? It is said to be the first cemetery in 
the U.S. in which both people and their pets can be buried side by side. How big is 
the cemetery? Reports vary from 11 and a half acres to 8 acres. The number of 
people reported to be buried there varies also- from 24 to perhaps as many as 100. 
The number of pets interred is in the thousands. 

Again, why should we care? Because the Howard County Council is presently 
deciding whether to grant a developer's request to re-zone the property for 
commercial use. The Council votes this Thursday, July 25. 

For anyone living in Howard County in 1991, this sounds terribly familiar, 
doesn't it? Remember three-acre St. Mary's Cemetery, where the graves of several 
women and their babies, who had died and were buried in the 1800's, were plowed 
up by back-hoes and bulldozers putting in the County water and sewer line to 
access the two new houses being built atop the cemetery? Ask the Howard County 
NAACP. They held a memorial service as the house foundations were being filled 
in. Many of the desecrated graves were African-American~ 

At the time, Howard County Executive Charles Ecker stated on April I, 1991: 
"There are no county or state ordinances which prohibit development over a burial 
ground .... I am not going to stop the processing requests for permits, licenses or 
other types of approval for these two lots in question." 

Soon after the cemetecy desecration, Council Member Dr. Vernon Gray spear
headed an effort to write a new Howard County cemetery preservation law so that 
"this will never happen again." The State law, which had apparently been 
forgotten or ignored at the time, was also shored up. It is now Title 10 of the State 
Criminal Code. 

That was 22 years ago. Have we forgotten? Some of us haven't. But do we 
WANT to remember? It looks like some of us don't. 



Regner, Robin 

From: Tolliver, Sheila 
Sent: 
To: 

Monday, September 30, 2013 7:46AM 
DIANE BUTLER 

Cc: Regner, Robin 
Subject: RE: cemetery 

Thank you for your e-mail to the members of the County Council. They appreciate your interest in the 
comprehensive zoning matters that were before them and will bear in mind your comments should they consider 
this item further. 

Sheila Tolliver 
Administrator 
Howard County Council 

From: DIANE BUTLER [mailto:politicodiane@msn.coml 
Sent: Saturday, September 28, 2013 8:24 PM 
To: Ken S. Ulman; CounciiMail 
Subject: cemetery 

Hi Ken, 

I know we are trying to fill every nook and cranny in Howard County with homes or businesses, but isn't it 
illegal to build on cemetery sites? Please, remove the illegal commercial re-zoning of the Rosa Bonheur 

Cemetery. Fence it and protect it, intact, according to the law. 

Thank you, Diane Butler 

1 
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Ms. Courtney Watson 
Member, Howard County Council 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 

Dear Courtney: 

July 19, 2013 

I am writing this 1etter to you (with enclosures) and hand-delivering all to your 
office because I think a brief e-mail will not convey my concern and really my 
anguish over this issue. 

I understand that the County Council will vote on July 25 regarding there
zoning of the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park, the unique historic cemetery, c. 1935, 
off of Route 1 in Elkridge. I trust this vote will not be taken before careful and 
accurate research by a competent and impartial party (NOT the developer) as to the 
history, ownership and actual boundaries (metes and bounds) of the cemetery can 
be authenticated. THEN, all applicable State and county laws and regulations must 
be applied to the future disposition of this unique human and pet cemetery. 

To do anything less than this will be immoral and illegal - and will negate every 
bit of progress this State and County has made over the last 20 years to legally 
protect and preserve our burial grounds - a major public record of our heritage. 

Now IF the Council decides to proceed with a vote on July 25 to grant this re
zoning request, I urge that a restriction be put on the vote as follows: a survey will 
be made by a competent and impartial party such as the Maryland Historical Trust 
(using ground-penetrating radar if necessary) to determine the metes and bounds of 
the cemetery as well as the location of all human and pet burials. This survey 
should be contracted for by Howard County and said survey should be under the 
control of the County. The results of the survey should be reported to the County 
Executive, Department of Planning and Zoning and to the County Cemetery 
Preservation Board. It should also be made public. THEN following the mandates 
of both State and county laws and regulations regarding both the disturbance and 
removal of human remains and whatever laws pertain to pet burials for which pet 
owners have paid Rosa Bonheur, then and then only should the County Council 
proceed to consider this re-zoning request. 

"\W 
~ ~-



Rosa Bonheur should be preserved and protected as the place of sepulchre and 
entombment for people and their pets that it was originally established to be. 

Please do all that you can do to see that history does not repeat itself in 
Howard County- i.e. another St. Mary's. Thank you so much. 

Your friend and constituent, 
/~{}_jLt-b(__/LO-_ 

Barbara Sieg 
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Council Member Jennifer Terrasa 
Howard County Council 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 

Dear Ms. Terrasa: 

~ 
':St----003 

·--cv-J 

October 24, 2013 ---- ----~ 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of 1ny letter of October 24, with 
enclosures, to our County Executive, re the Rosa Bonheur Cemetery. 

Sincerely, .-

/JtVhu L<-,J~ 
Barbara Sieg 
3909 Hawthorn Road 
Ellicott City, MD 21042 



Mr. Ken Uhnan 
Howard County Executive 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 2104 3 

Dear Mr. Ulman: 

October 24,2013 

The re-zoning of a property in Howard County does not routinely come to your 
attention, I would think. However, you need to know about the re-zoning on July 
25, 2013, by the Howard County County Council, sitting as a Zoning Board, of the 
Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park, located between Route 1 and Dorsey Road in 
Elkridge. Many Howard County citizens, myself included, believe this was a 
serious, and possibly illegal, action which will have ramifications in, and beyond, 
our county. By referendum, this action may be over-turned this November. 

Rosa Bonheur Cemetery began in 1935. In it are buried, side by side, thousands 
of animals, principally dogs, and (beginning in 1979, hundreds of people (their 
owners). Thus Rosa Bonheur is a unique cemetery in our county, and probably in 
the State of Maryland. 

While Title 10 of the Maryland Criminal Code protects human burials, there is 
no law in our state governing and protecting pet burials and cemeteries. 

I have included in this letter for your information a Letter to the Editor which I 
have submitted to the Howard County Times. Also included is a Fact Sheet on 
Rosa Bonheur published by Wikipedia. 

There are many, many people i11 Howard County, and beyond, who are 
extremely anguished by this action of the Howard County Planning and Zoning 
Department. Believe me, it will have deep, abiding ramifications. If there is any 
action you can take ,as County Executive, to preserve, rather than destroy, Rosa 
Bonheur --a cherished and unique historical site in Howard County, please take 
that action. 

Respectfully yours, 

/3~--- ~ 
Barbara Sieg 
Ellicott City, MD 21042 



An open letter to the Howard County Executive and the Howard County Council submitted to Patuxent 
Publishing as a Letter to the Editor on October 20, 2013 by Barbara Sieg, 3909 Hawthorn Road, Ellicott 
City, Maryland 21042; Telephone (410) 465-6721 ~~ 

A Place to Grieve 

In comparison to other cultures, the American culture is perhaps perceived as one which does not 
immerse itself in deep or prolonged grieving -- over the death of a person, a discarded idea, or a failed 
plan. We Americans are all about striving, succeeding, being active -- a "get on with it" bunch. But we, 
like all humankind, do grieve. 

A lot of people are grieving right now about the threatened desecration and destruction of a special 
place to grieve: Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park in Elkridge. Rosa Bonheur is a unique cemetery, which 
opened in 1935, enlightened by a beautiful concept: people and their pets are buried side by side. When 
descendants visit the cemetery to care for the graves, they remember the unconditional love, support, 
and loyalty from their loved ones. While this is no longer with them in reality, in memory, it is as close to 
them as it ever was in life. 

In recent years, the owners of the nearly 8-acre cemetery have desecrated and demeaned it in 
unbelievable ways. They lied to and cheated those who came to bury their dead. They promised 
cremations which were never carried out correctly or at aiL They never erected the monuments or 
memorials which were paid for in good faith. Perpetual care was offered, but was never a reality. And 
many of the records of who is buried where were lost, falsified, or destroyed. 

The last owner, who has now died, made it clear to one and all that he did not care about the 
cemetery, that he was not going to provide any maintenance, and that he would love to see the whole 
place developed. The Rosa Bonheur Society, a group of volunteers and lot-holders, have for the past 5 
years cut the grass and beaten back the weeds over the graves. 

And now, the final injustice is about to occur. Through the Howard County Comprehensive Re-Zoning 
process, the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park has been placed in the TOD (Transit Oriented Development) 
district 

What is going to happen to the graves of more than one hundred people buried at Rosa Bonheur and 
to many hundreds of dogs including the canine heros of our many wars, those who served in the Canine 
Corps of many police departments, dogs who performed amazing feats of rescue and relief after natural 
disasters, and service dogs who make daily life a little more bearable for the blind and other people who 
are disabled or physically challenged? These are the valiant pets that rest at Rosa Bonheur. 

A public rally was held at the cemetery on October 13 to raise public awareness of the present plight 
of Rosa Bonheur. It was a very moving event. I will never forget the man who led me over to his parents' 
graves, buried side by side next to their dogs -- a family spot 
where he and his wife hope to be buried one day. With tears running down his face, he grasped my 
shoulders, looked pleadingly and desparately into my eyes, and said, "Don't let them do this; please, don't 
let them do this." 

Are we, people of Howard County, going to let them do this? 

Do we have laws in the State of Maryland protecting human burial sites? Oh, Yes. Do we honor and 
enforce these laws? No. 
When are we going to honor and enforce them? We, who call ourselves Marylanders, say NOW! 



7/12/13 losa Bonheur Mernorial Paik- Wi~p__cdia, the free ency dla 

From Wildpedia, the free encyclopedia 

Ro§a Bonhem l\1lemo:rial Pa:rk is a pet cemetery located :in 
Elkridge, Map;Jand, USA. The cemetery was established in 1935, 
9nd was actively operated until2002. Approxiro..ately 8,000 a11L-1mls 

/,and hU111..ans are buried in the cemetery's ll'li acres, which is large 
enough to accorrnnodate a~ 

The cemetery is named for Rosa Bonheur (1822-1899), a French 
painter and sculptor noted for her paintings of animals. . 

The Rosa Bon_heur Memorial Park made national headlines in 1979 
when it became the :first pet cemetery :in the world to allow humans 
to be buried alongside the~ pets. There are at least 24 human_s, and 
perhaps as many as 100, buried at t.he cemetery.[l][21 

: Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 

By 2006, the cemetery was no longer accepting pet or huma.n burials. The grounds of the Rosa Bonheur Memorial 
Park are currently being maintained by l~cal volunteers. [3] . - ~ 

The Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park is located at 39°11 '5.3"N 76°45'36.9rrW. 

Noted anitnals bmied at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park :include:[3] ··t--

§ Gypsy Queen. In 1925, World War I veteran Frank Heath and his horse Gypsy Queen began a journey 
across the United States, with the goal of visiting a1148 states. They completed the .trip more than tWo years 
later, returning to their starting point in Washington, D.C. in 1927. In all, the pair covered 11,356 miles, 
making it the· longest trail ever covered by one horse rn1der saddle. 'Gypsy Queen died :in 1936, and a bro~ 
tablet was erected in her honor at the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park in 193 8. Gypsy Queen a1so has a burial 
plot at the cemetery. [ 4J[S] 

" ~ary Ann. Mary Ann ~as the first e~pbant at the Baltimore ~o .. She was bro~ to B+re from India 
m 1922, and was especmDy popular with children. Mary Ann dted m 1942 after fulling over'm her sleep and 

, injuring her spine. Her heart was booed at the cemetery after her death. [6] . 

&;! Corporal Rex Ahlbin. Rex AhJbin was a combat dog who served with the US Marine Corps during Woild 
War II. Rex setved with the US 3rd Marine Division during the B(,ltt~e ofEmpress Augusta Bay at 

P,(. 
0

q s Bougainville Island in 1943. Rex, a two=year=okl Doberman, vvamed oft_he presence of Japanese soldiers 
!)- J near a Marine position_, enabling .I\1arines to fen~ off a later attack. Rex a1so served with the Ma_rine Corps 

during the Guadalc~~l campaign and at the :S-~ttle of Timan. For his service, Rex was promoted to the rank 
of corporal by the Marine Corps in 1944. ReX. :is buried near the center of the cemetery, Vlith a marker 
noting his service to his countzy. [7] 

§ _~Nasbington Bullets mascots a Several mascots for the Washington Bullets basketball team are buried at 
the cemetery: 'Tm_y BB" (1966~87), Alex lThe Bullet!V (1957~ 75), and 'Buckshot" (1964~67). 



7/12113 .osa Bonheur Memorial Park- VVikip,...""C'ia, the free ency'l ila 

u liiiille Vaim_i~.tta (1947-55):, an undergronnd cou:K"jer dog born :in France, v1ho is said to have brought the 
nev;s ofD= Day to her ru..ative city with a rr1essage hiilden in her collar. 

8 F1retlty Boy Boyer (1954-56), a parakeet with a vocabulary ofl 000 vvords. P.ris headstone :is inscribed 
1Bye, Bye, Momn:I'J, see you later, 11 which is vvhat he al-ways said when his- o\iVTier left the room [S] 

~ Carlo (1939-66), a dog. At age 27, he was, according to his burialtnarker, none ofthe o1nest antheruicated 
dogs :in the country". 

g Gretchen (1939-50), a boxer who saved the lives ofher ovvner and the owner's father by waking them up 
dUring the night vvhen a :fire broke out in their horue. 

a Mo§es Gigrnndy (1929-42), a monkey. 

~ Mnst-y, a German Shepherd seeing= eye dog to a veteran blinded at the Battle of the Bulge in World War ll. 
-~~ 
~<!. 
~~~ f!l §ylve~nte:r, a rabbilt v;ho slept on ills young polio= stricken master's bed for three years and was trained to 

play certain games. Shortly after the boy died, Sylvester passed on and was buried at Bonheur. 

m Wiggle§, a 29~year-old champion horse. 

~ lizey, a monitor lizard born :in Africa. 

a Amanda, a guinea pig. 

• Buster Ward (1967-79), a pigeon. 

" Also reported to be buried at Bonheur: a lion, [9] squirrels, [SJ and white mice. [IO] _Lj ors vj .J/ at/·~ • 
- n-PN.~ . ~- :x:Jc:Jl-cuo· _ ~ 

Notes 

1. A "Dear Abby", Sunday Intelligencer/Montgomery County Record, November 27, 1983. 

2. A "Pet cemetery to bury people with pets", Chronicle-Telegram (Elyria, Ohio), May 20, 1979. 

3.- A a b Rosa Bonheur Society (http://www.rosabonheursociety.com) 

4.' A Heath, Frank. Forty Million Hoofbeats. The Long Riders' Guild Press, 2001. ISBN 1-59048-072-4 

5. A ''What became of Gypsy Queen, the famous horse?", The Helena Daily Independent, August 3, 1938. 

6. A "Sleepy Elephant Topples Over, Injures Spine", The Washington Post, Apri123, 1942. 

7. A "More Dogs Join Heroes' Ranks", The Washington Post, January 23~ 1944. 

8. A a b "Pet Cemetery Feature-s Trees and Brook", The News, October 11, i965. 

9. ""For $325, the Hamster Goes in .Style", Daily Int{!lligencer/Montgomely County Record, August 12, t'985. _ 

10. A "Together Forever: Cemetery to Bury Owners _Beside Pets", The Washington Post, D_ecen1ber 7, 1978. ~· 
!;J-

Retrieved from "http://en. wikipedia.orglw/:index.php?_title=Rosa _ Bonheur _ J\t1emor.uaLPark&oldid=545739940" 
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Regner, Robin 

From: Tolliver, Sheila 
Sent: 
To: 

Friday, October 04, 2013 10:05 AM 
Regner, Robin 

Subject: FW: Rosa Bonheur Pet Cemetary 
Attachments: Rosa Bonheur map onehundred -Sheet- A 103 -Site Plan.pdf; rosaBonheur Reuwer ltr.pdf 

For comp. zoning files. 

Sheila 

From: Ball, Calvin B 
Sent: Friday, October 04, 2013 9:35AM 
To: Watson, Courtney; Terrasa, Jen; Sigaty, Mary Kay; Fox, Greg 
Cc: Pruim, Kimberly; Mclaughlin, Marsha; Tolliver, Sheila; Whipkey, Melissa 
Subject: Fwd: Rosa Bonheur Pet Cemetary 

Good morning colleagues, 

I know you have been getting emails and letters and even reading about this issue. 

I wanted to keep you in the loop. 

I emailed this to all who had contacted me and I am attempting to meet with the leadership within the next 1 0 
days. 

Thank you for your patience and I will continue to keep you apprised. 

Calvin 

-------- Original message --------
From: "Ball, Calvin B" <cbball@,howardcountymd.gov> 
Date: 10/03/2013 1:41PM (GMT-05:00) 
To: "Ball, Calvin B" <cbball@howardcountymd.gov> 
Cc: "Pruim, Kimberly" <kpruim@howardcountymd.gov>,"McLaughlin, Marsha" 
<mtnclaughlin@howardcountymd. gov>, "Flowers, Kimberley" <kflowers@howardcountymd. gov> 
Subject: Rosa Bonheur Pet Cemetary 

Good afternoon, 

A number of people have expressed concerns about the future of Rosa Bonheur Cemetery. The County Council 
did rezone the site on which the cemetery is located during the recent comprehensive rezoning of the 
county. However, we share your concern about appropriate treatment of the portion of that property that houses 
remains of beloved pets, and we have received assurance that the cemetery will be preserved and the decedents' 
remains will be treated with the dignity they deserve. 

1 



I am attaching for your information a letter from Mr. Donald Reuwer, who represents the developer, clarifying 
the developer's intention to preserve the cemetery, to minimize disruption of gravesites, and to move into the 
preserved space any remains that may fall outside the boundaries of that cemetery. A second attachment depicts 
the layout of space in the proposed development and clearly indicates the preserved green space, which is the 
cemetery. 

Your advocacy for appropriate treatment of the cemetery and the remains interred there is appreciated. I hope 
that these written assurances on behalf of the developer will allay your concerns. 

All the best, 

Dr. Calvin Ball 

Councilmember 

Howard County Council, District 2 

Ph: 410-313-2001 

2 



Dr. Calvin Ball, Council Member 
Howard County Council 
George Howard Building 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 

re: Rosa Bonheur Pet Cemetery 

Dear Dr. Ball: 

September 25, 2013 

We represent the developer of the property on which the· Rosa Bonheur Pet Cemetery is located. 
The purpose of this letter is to clarify and to confhm the intention of the developer with respect 
to the memorial park. 

We are aware of the importance of the cemetery to many people in the community. We will 
honor the park's significance by preserving it and treating.it in a dignified manner. 

Because of its size, in spite of the best efforts of volunteers, the current condition of the park is 
deplorable. It is overgrown and many plaques are buried under weeds. We will make 
improvements to the park when we develop the property and it will be more aesthetically 
pleasing. Among other things, the overgrowth will be removed, most of those markers which 
have not sunk into the earth will be visible, and a homeowners association will be responsible for 
mowing and maintaining the lawns. 

We do not dispute that some of the pet graves may have to be moved into a different area of the 
park, chiefly in order to make road connections. We intend to keep the number of such 
relocations as low as possible. Apart from the obvious reason that we wish retain as much of the 
intended character of the original cemetery as possible, there is an additional, practical reason. 
Every such relocation is costly. 

Attached is a copy of a proposed plan for the property. To the extent that any grave lies outside 
of the designated greenare~ we will properlyexcavate,xebury in the park, and mark the remains 
(if there was an original plaque with the remains). We will continue to extend an offer to the 
Rosa Bo: · iety to work with us in this effort to make sure that every grave is treated with 
resp A:s it is H , that the Society has the most information on the grave sites, the Society's 
I ~ and input wo be appreciated. 
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Howard County Council 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, Md. 21043 

9412 Parsley Drive 
Ellicott City, Md. 2104 2 
July 3, 2013 

Subject: Legislation Protecting the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 
Amendment No. 37.003 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I have a pet that has been buried at the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park since 197 4. Need 
I say more? I am very much opposed to change(s) that are being contemplated about 
the re-zoning or any other development of this Park. I would very much like for you to 
consider giving some form of ''special consideration" to this area in order to prevent 
this from happening again. 

I believe that when one's family, whether it be a spouse, parent(s), or sibling(s) are 
buried in a particular cemetery location, their remains should always be able to stay 
at that location without the possibility of ever being disturbed at some future date. 
I believe that a ''PET" is a family member and strongly feel that their remains should 
be left undisturbed as well-- (i.e., Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park.) 

That is why I am so against any "re-zoning" to the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 

~t{~ Beverly~ · · 



r~~~ '3~~00 S 
s -r 

HOWARD COUN~Y DEP~RTM~NT OF PLANNING AND ZONING\1; J 
3430 Courthouse Dnve • Ell1cott C1ty, Maryland 21043 • 410-313-2350 /So 

1 
Marsha S. McLaughlin, Director 

May 31,2013 

Linda and Charles Rishell 
11537 Shell Flower Lane 
Columbia, MD 21044 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Rishell: 

www.howardcountymd.gov 
FAX 410-313-3467 
TDD 410-313-2323 

Thank you very much for your comments regarding the Comprehensive Zoning Plan. I have forwarded 
your comments to the Howard County Council for their review as they begin deliberation on the 
Comprehensive Zoning Plan. Information on the Council's schedule for their public hearings and 
worksessions will be posted on the County's webpage at WW\v.howardcountymd.gov/compzoning. 

Sincerely, 

~~,<_ J: ~._LA .~.:_ 
Marsha McLaughlin 
Director 

Cc: Sheila Toliver, Council Administrator v' 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Tolliver, Sheila 
Monday, June 17, 2013 12:30 PM 
Absolute Hollywood 
Regner, Robin 
RE: Proposal 37.003 to re-zone a Sacred Cemetery 

Thank you for your e-mail to Council members concerning comprehensive zoning proposals. The Council appreciates 
your interest and will consider your point of view. 

Sheila Tolliver 
Council Administrator 
Howard County Council 
410 313-2001 

P.S.-State law requires certain disclosures be submitted by people who submit testimony on amendments under 
consideration in comprehensive zoning. You may wish to check the Council's website for additional information. 

http://cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

From: Absolute Hollywood [mailto:events@absolutehollywood.coml 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 5:07 PM 
To: CounciiMail . 
Subject: Proposal 37.003 to re-zone a Sacred Cemetery 

Greetings Honorable Board Members, 

I would like to express my concern for the development proposal 37.003 that would affect the Rosa Bonheur 

Cemetery at 7239 Washington Boulevard, Elkridge. As a board member of both the Rosa Bonheur Society and 

the Coalition to Protect Maryland Burial Sites, I have grave concerns about the likely impact of zoning changes 

for this property and the surrounding area. Although the cemetery is supposed to be protected by law, the 

owners of the property continue to make efforts to circumvent the law to develop the property, and thereby 

destroying both human and pet gravesites and causing untold harm to the surviving relatives and pet owners. 

There are thousands of people affected by this potential change that would be deeply offended and harmed 

should their cemetery plots be allowed to be bulldozed under in order for a company to make a financial gain. 

Sadly, it was the goal from the beginning for the owners to destroy so many scared burial sites and the hopes 

of so many loved ones. Please do not allow them to profit by this greed. 

I strongly urge you to make the necessary provisions to protect this beautiful cemetery for the foreseeable 

future, to protect memories of so many loved ones, as well as the basic human rights of your constitutions to 
have the sacred sites of their loved ones kept safe and secure for their lifetimes. Would any of us expect any 

less when we bury our wives, husbands, fathers, mothers, brothers, sisters and children? 

Please act immediately and strongly to permanently protect all of our basic human and sacred rights. 

Sincerely, 
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James Lanier 
CEO 
Absolute Hollywood 

Price quotes and pricing references are good for 30 days unless otherwise specified. 
The information in this email and any attachments is confidential, may be legally privileged, and is intended solely for the addressee. If you are not the intended 
recipient, please delete the message and any attachments, and notify the sender of delivery error. Any use or disclosure of the message contents is unauthorized and 
may be unlawful. All materials are protected by copyrights. 
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Regner, Robin 

From: Tolliver, Sheila 
Sent: 
To: 

Monday, June 17, 2013 11:54 AM 
Wise, Barbara J 

Cc: Regner, Robin 
Subject: RE: Amendment No: 37.003 -Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

Thank you for your e-mail to Council members concerning comprehensive zoning proposals. The Council appreciates 
your interest and will consider your point of view. 

Sheila Tolliver 
Council Administrator 
Howard Co unty Council 
410 313-2001 

P.S.-State law requires certain disclosures be submitted by people who submit testimony on amendments under 
consideration in comprehensive zoning. You may wish to check the Council's website for additional information. 

http://cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

From: Wise,Barbara J [mailto:BJWISE@travelers.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 13, 2013 2:04 PM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Amendment No: 37.003- Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

I am sending you this email regarding the proposed rezoning of the land on which the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 
resides. I have two pets buried in this cemetery and for over thirteen years they were a big part of my family. The main 
reason I buried them there was because I thought that they would be safe. I don't care if it is as some people would say 
"just an animal cemetery" they were all a big part of someone's family. And from what I understood there were a few 
people buried there with their pets. The cemetery is being taken care and it's not bothering any one. So please leave them 
to rest. 

Thank you, 

Barbara J. Wise 
1029 Chestnut Cove Drive 
Chestnut Hill Cove, MD 21226 

Tr1is cornmunlcation , including attacr1ments, is confidential, may be subject to le~Ja! privileges, and is Intended for the soie use of the addressee. /\ny use, 
duplication , disclosure or dissemination of this communication, other than by the addressee, is prohibited. !f you have received this communication in error, please 
notify the sender immediately and c!eiete or destroy Ulls communication and a!l copies. 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Watson, Courtney 
Friday, June 14, 2013 10:27 AM 
Wise, Barbara J 
Regner, Robin 

Subject: RE: Amendment No: 37.003- Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

Dear Ms. Wise, 

Thank you for your letter regarding comprehensive zoning proposal 37.003 having to do with Rosa Bonheur 
Memorial Park. I appreciate hearing your perspective which I will keep it in mind as we review the 
comprehensive zoning proposals before us. 

For your information, here is the link to the Council's website with dates of hearings, work sessions and other 
details about comprehensive zoning: http://cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

If you have any additional comments or need further information, please let me know. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Courtney 

Courtney Watson 
Council Member 
Howard County Council 
410-313-3110 
cwatson@howardcountytnd. gov 

From: Wise,Barbara J [mailto:BJWISE@travelers.coml 
Sent: Thursday, June 13, 2013 2:04 PM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Amendment No: 37.003 - Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

I am sending you this email regarding the proposed rezoning of the land on which the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 
resides. I have two pets buried in this cemetery and for over thirteen years they were a big part of my family. The main 
reason I buried them there was because I thought that they would be safe. I don't care if it is as some people would say 
'just an animal cemetery" they were all a big part of someone's family. And from what I understood there were a few 
people buried there with their pets. The cemetery is being taken care and it's not bothering any one. So please leave them 
to rest. 

Thank you, 

Barbara J. Wise 
1 029 Chestnut Cove Drive 
Chestnut Hill Cove, MD 21226 

1 



Regner, Robin 

From: Watson, Courtney 
Sent: 
To: 

Thursday, June 13, 2013 2:00 PM 
Tina Simmons 

Cc: Regner, Robin 
Subject: RE: Rosa Bonheur Cemetery 

Dear Ms. Simmons, 

Thank you for your comments regarding comprehensive zoning proposal 37.003 having to do with Rosa 
Bonheur Memorial Park. I appreciate reading the details you provided and hearing your perspective which I will 
keep it in mind as we undertake the review of comprehensive zoning proposals before us. 

For your information, here is the link to the Council's website with dates of hearings, work sessions and other 
details about comprehensive zoning: http://cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

If you have any additional comments or need further information, please let us know. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Courtney 

Courtney Watson 
Council Member 
Howard County Council 
410-313-3110 
cwatson~howardcountytnd. gov 

From: Tina Simmons [mailto:tinasimmons622@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 4:19PM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Rosa Bonheur Cemetery 

To whom it may concern, 

I have known of the Friends of Rosa Bonheur for several years. This group has taken upon itself to clean up and improve 
a badly overgrown pet AND HUMAN cemetery on Route 1. This volunteer group has stepped in and developed a mapping 
system of the grounds, contacted owners of pets, and developed a community of individuals interested in preserving this 
site. 

The Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park was unique in allowing humans to be buried with their pets. The cemetery also has 
several other unique features. There are several military dogs buried here as well as a well-known and beloved Baltimore 
zoo elephant. 

From Wikipedia 
The cemetery was established in 1935, and was actively operated until 2002. Approximately 8,000 animals and humans 
are buried in the cemetery's 11% acres, which is large enough to accommodate about 24,000 pets. 
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The cemetery is named for Rosa Bonheur (1822-1899), a French painter and sculptor noted for her paintings of animals. 
The Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park made national headlines in 1979 when it became the first pet cemetery in the world to 
allow humans to be buried alongside their pets. There are at least 24 humans, and perhaps as many as 100, buried at the 
cemetery.l.11I.fl 
By 2006, the cemetery was no longer accepting pet or human burials .. 
Noted animals buried at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park include:Ql 

• Gypsy Queen. In 1925, World War I veteran Frank Heath and his horse Gypsy Queen began a journey across 
the United States, with the goal of visiting all 48 states. They completed the trip more than two years later, 
returning to their starting point in Washington. D.C. in 1927. In all, the pair covered 11,356 miles, making it the 
longest trail ever covered by one horse under saddle. Gypsy Queen died in 1936, and a bronze tablet was 
erected in her honor at the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park in 1938. Gypsy Queen also has a burial plot at the 
cemetery. r±ll§l 

• Mary Ann. Mary Ann was the first elephant at the Baltimore Zoo. She was brought to Baltimore from India in 
1922, and was especially popular with children. Mary Ann died in 1942 after falling over in her sleep and injuring 
her spine. Her heart was buried at the cemetery after her death.[§} 

• Corporal Rex Ahlbin. Rex Ahlbin was a combat dog who served with the US Marine Corps during World War II. 
Rex served with the US 3rd Marine Division during the Battle of Empress Augusta Bay at Bougainville Island in 
1943. Rex, a two-year-old Doberman, warned of the presence of Japanese soldiers near a Marine position, 
enabling Marines to fend off a later attack. Rex also served with the Marine Corps during the Guadalcanal 
campaign and at the Battle of Tin ian. For his service, Rex was promoted to the rank of corporal by the Marine 
Corps in 1944. Rex is buried near the center of the cemetery, with a marker noting his service to his country.I71 

• Washington Bullets mascots. Several mascots for the Washington Bullets basketball team are buried at the 
cemetery: "Tiny BB" (1966-87), Alex "The Bullet" (1957-75), and "Buckshot" (1964-67). 

• Little VanAtta (1947-55), an underground courier dog born in France, who is said to have brought the news of 
D-Day to her native city with a message hidden in her collar. 

• Pretty Boy Boyer (1954-56), a parakeet with a vocabulary of 1000 words. His headstone is inscribed "Bye, Bye, 
Mommy, see you later," which is what he always said when his owner left the room.[§] 

• Carlo (1939-66), a dog. At age 27, he was, according to his burial marker, "one of the oldest authenticated dogs 
in the country". 

• Gretchen (1939-50), a boxer who saved the lives of her owner and the owner's father by waking them up during 
the night when a fire broke out in their home. 

• Moses Gigrandy (1929-42), a monkey. 

• Misty, a German Shepherd seeing-eye dog to a veteran blinded at the Battle of the Bulge in World War II. 

• Sylvester, a rabbit who slept on his young polio-stricken master's bed for three years and was trained to play 
certain games. Shortly after the boy died, Sylvester passed on and was buried at Bonheur. 

• Wiggles, a 29-year-old champion horse. 

• Lizzy, a monitor lizard born in Africa. 

• Amanda, a guinea pig. 

• Buster Ward (1967-79), a pigeon. 

• Also reported to be buried at Bonheur: a lion,rm squirrels,[§] and white mice.ll.Ql 
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I have been told by several pet owners of the conditions at the cemetery while the former owner was "caring forll the 
cemetery. He wanted the cemetery to be re-located so that he could develop the property. This could not happen in Anne 
Arundel County where cemeteries are considered historic sites and granted the same status as historic properties. I hope 
you will do the same in Howard County. 

Sincerely, 
Tina Simmons 
Anne Arundel Genealogical Society 
Cemetery Inscription Chairman 
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5114 Meadow Creek Terrace 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 
July 15, 2013 

Howard County Council Members 

Re: Amendment No. 37.003 -- Opposition to Rezoning 

To Members of the Howard County Council, 

I urge your consideration of the past and future of Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park, 7239 Washington 

Blvd., in Elkridge. 

This 7 .8-acre parcel has served as a burying ground for almost 80 years, including human burials as well 

as animals. For half that period, the park was well managed, but in recent decades, it has been 

neglected and desecrated, the subject of criminal and civil litigation. Despite these obstacles, for the 

past six years a group of volunteers in the privately funded Rosa Bonheur Society has contributed 

considerable time and energy to reviving Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park. They have made considerable 

progress despite limited resources and lack of encouragement from recent owners. 

The proposed rezoning of the entire block would jeopardize the park•s future. Although on paper Rosa 

Bonheur Memorial Park is protected by the Cemetery Preservation Act of 1993 and State of Maryland 

laws because of its status as a human burial site, as a practical matter rezoning the large block that 

contains the park would endanger the propertis continuation as a burial ground. Without your 

recognition of this important historic property, it can be destroyed by inappropriate development. 

Many of us view Howard County as a model for the rest of our State. In 1993 the county shored up local 

laws to protect gravesites during the development process and created a Cemetery Preservation 

Advisory Board of local citizens. After a period of inactivity, the County recently reinstated the Advisory 

Board, and there is great hope for progress and initiatives to preserve gravesites in Howard County. 

Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park is a good example of why such oversight is so vital. 

Please enable the many friends of Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park to continue to improve its appearance, 

its usefulness, and its place in Howard County•s history by rejecting the proposed rezoning as presented. 

Sincerely, 

Kristin Kraske 



Regner, Robin 

From: Watson, Courtney 
Sent: 
To: 

Thursday, June 13, 2013 1 :57 PM 
Cherie Borotka 

Cc: Regner, Robin 
Subject: RE: Amendment No: 37.003 Opposed to Rezoning 

Dear Ms. Borotka-Smith and Mr. Smith, 

Thank you for your comments regarding comprehensive zoning proposal37.003 having to do with Rosa 
Bonheur Memorial Park . I appreciate hearing your perspective and will keep it in mind as we undertake the 
review of comprehensive zoning proposals before us. 

For your information, here is the link to the Council's website with dates of hearings, work sessions and other 
details about comprehensive zoning: http://cc.howardcountyn1d.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

If you have any additional comments or need further information, please let us know. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Courtney 

Courtney Watson 
Council Member 
Howard County Council 
410-313-3110 
cwatson@howardcountytnd.gov 

From: Cherie Borotka [mailto:cpup@verizon.netl 
Sent: Thursday, June 13, 2013 7:27 AM 
To: CounciiMail 
Cc: Cherie Smith 
Subject: Amendment No: 37.003 Opposed to Rezoning 

To Whom It May Concern, 

Amendment No: 37.003 

Opposed to Rezoning 

We are against the rezoning of the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park. Our pet has been there for many years and 
her final resting place should not be disturbed. 

We dealt with the Poteea€™s for her burial and at that time the cemetery was well kept. We even prepaid for 
our other dogs to be buried there. But unfortunately when William Green acquired the cemetery he ran it to 
the ground not taking care of anything and absconded with the funds. When charges were filed against him he 
was required to pay partial restitution and given 1 A~ years suspended sentence, community service hours 
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and probation. Because of this we were forced to make arrangements for our pets at other cemetery for 
additional cost. 

Then god sent some angels in the form of Candy Warden and the Rosa Bonheur Society inc. who are taking 
care of our love onea€™s final resting place. 

We feel that the animals and people buried at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park should have their final resting 
place left intact. SO please do not rezone this area. We were under the impression that the cemetery was 
protected by Maryland and Howard County Law and the threats of development has been very stressful over 
the years. 

Thank You, 

Cherie Borotka-Smith and Arthur Smith 

2495 Fairway 

Dundalk, MD 21222 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Tolliver, Sheila 
Monday, June 17, 2013 9:05AM 
Penny Blankenship 
Regner, Robin 

Subject: RE: Howard County Council Members in Regards to Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park Property 

Thank you for your e-mail to Council members concerning comprehensive zoning proposals. The Council appreciates 
your interest and will consider your point of view. 

Sheila Tolliver 
Council Administrator 
Howard County Council 
410 313-2001 

P.S.-State law requires certain disclosures be submitted by people who submit testimony on amendments under 
consideration in comprehensive zoning. You may wish to check the Council's website for additional information. 

http://cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

From: Penny Blankenship [mailto:pennyblank@mac.coml 
Sent: Saturday, June 15, 2013 11:02 AM 
To: CounciiMail 
Cc: Dave Simpson 
Subject: Howard County Council Members in Regards to Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park Property 

To the Honorable members of the Howard County Council; 

Below is the testimony I submitted to the 8 April2013 Hearing on Amendment No: 37.003 Opposed to Zoning 
that affects the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park property. 

Penny Blankenship 
1424 Georgia Avenue 
Severn, MD 21144 
410-921-0144 
Anne Arundel County Resident with Interest in the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park Property 

In reference to Amendment No: 37.003 
Opposed to Zoning 

Ladies and Gentlemen; 

In January 2006 I saw a news broadcast from WBAL channel about the deplorable conditions of the seemingly 
abandoned Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park located in Elkridge, Maryland, Howard County. 

After visiting the cemetery, my husband and I formed a voluntary grass roots movement to clean up and restore 
the pet cemetery. This effort was covered by both WBAL and The Baltimore Sun. We met many plot owners, 
too old or infirm to care for their own plots, who had spent all the money they had to provide their pets with an 
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etetnal testing place. Owners told us that they had been deceived by the former owner who sold them plots, 
provided them with official looking deeds, and told them their pets would receive perpetual care. None of this 
was provided to them, and they have spent nearly a decade fighting to save the land where their loved ones are 
buried as zoning or developers have threatened to bull doze the 
property. http://bonheurpetcemetery.blogspot.com/ 

The grass roots movement worked with State Lawmakers two years in a row to try to pass a Consumer 
Protection Bill (SB 797, SB983) that would put Pet Cemeteries under the same rules and regulations as human 
cemeteries, to no avail. People in the state continue to buy worthless deeds and plots to pet cemeteries with no 
recourse and are helpless when these sacred grounds are bulldozed for gas stations and quickie marts ... and this 
is happening to three other pet cemeteries as of this writing. 

The issue with Rosa Bonheur is that there are at least 20 humans buried there. In addition to human World War 
II veterans, there is also a decorated United States Marine Corps dog, a police dog, former Governor William 
Donald Schaefer's dog, the Washington Bullets mascots and more (see 
link: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rosa Bonheur Metnorial Park). 

For nearly two years our grass roots movement cared for and brought back the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park to 
make is safe for visitors (the local Job Corps landscaping group brought at risk teens to learn landscaping and 
other skills, and Comptroller Schaefer's office volunteered one day to help us reset gravestones), and give the 
owners a lovely place to visit their pets. 

In 2007 the group "Rosa Bonheur Society" was formed and took over the work at restoring, cataloging and 
bringing the Memorial Park back to its old grandeur and is still maintaining 
it. http:/ /www.rosabonheursociety.com/ 

The history behind this cemetery is historic, and tragic. Historic in the heroes, every day pets, icons, and war 
veterans (both canine and human) who are buried there. Tragic in that so many people entrusted the former 
owners to do what was right, to honor their deeds and plots, and maintain their loved ones in the manner they 
expected ... in the manner of human cemeteries. After all, that's what they paid their money for. 

Now we expect Howard County to do what is right and to give the owners of these plots, the holders of these 
deeds the peace of mind that their loved ones WILL rest eternally in this cemetery. 

Please do the right and honorable thing. 

regards 

Penny Blankenship 
http://bonheurpetcemetery.blogspot.conll 

Penny Blankenship 
http:/ /sguishybags.com 
http:/ /gimpydogs.com 
http:/ /www.everydaytalesofwoe.blogspot.com 
http:/ /www.meeshkaworld.com 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Dear Ms. Harmon, 

Watson, Courtney 
Friday, June 14, 2013 9:37AM 
Sharon 
Regner, Robin 
RE: Amendment No: 37.003 

Thank you for your comments regarding comprehensive zoning proposal37.003 having to do with Rosa 
Bonheur Memorial Park. I appreciate hearing your perspective which I will keep it in mind as we review the 
comprehensive zoning proposals before us. 

For your information, here is the link to the Council's website with dates of hearings, work sessions and other 
details about comprehensive zoning: http:/ /cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

If you have any additional comments or need further information, please let us know. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Courtney 

Courtney Watson 
Council Member 
Howard County Council 
410-313-3110 
cwatson@howardcountytnd. gov 

From: Sharon [mailto:taurimom1@aol.coml 
Sent: Thursday, June 13, 2013 9:28AM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Amendment No: 37.003 
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To: ... Th.e .•.. H•oward•·• Cou·nty ·•·Coun•ci•I .•.... Members 

Fro.m: Sharon> Harrrron, >2852·· Jessup 
Road, Jessup., MD 20794 

(410}.799-501.0 
Taurimomt@aol.com 

Subject: Written Testimon.y. Co.ncerntng 
the ·Protection of the< Rosa Bonheur 
Memorial Park Site 

Re: Amendment No: 37.003 

l •.•... a·m· ... stro.ng•ty.··•OP•P•()SE•D••••to.••.the•·.••rezonirlg••·•·of 
the•••Rosa••••.Bonheu•r··Me<moriai•••••Park.··.•s•ite•. 

I was >very troublecf .. by the> news thatthere 
is <a• •req uest .. for· comprehensiverezoning>of 
this land•. 

This cemetery is not only historical in 
nature,. b>ut·itis· protectedby.the c.emetery 
Preservation Act.·•ot··1··993 and··Annotated 
Code of M>aryland and the Maryland 
Rules. 

My parents and I have buried 3<pets. afthJs 
si.te .. ·i n ....• go·od•··taith•· .•• with.··••assu.rance•••that·•••th•is 
ce.m·etery••.would.···be.· ..• p·rotected····•i•n 
perpetuity .. · Pet<o.wners•.are a s>pecial 
group of people who love.theirpets as a 
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part of••their.·.famllies .• ··· <Emotionally, it is .•·very 
stressful•• to. contemplate thE9 desecration. of 
their burial siteswh ich< are··cohsidered 
sacred. 

It•· is not onlypet··Owners who. would grieve 
b.ut there•····•are •• •••ove•r•.twenty•• .• fo.ur•••ina•hzia.l..Jals 
interrfad on thi§ site. f\ll.al1y of these PE30PI~ 
chose to be buried neartheir pets wno 
gave•them so• much support 
and .<.unconditionallovetn·thelr lifetime. 

I, along .with many other members.ofthe 
Rosa Bonhe.ur<Society, believed that our 
sa.cre.d•.•···relig•i•ous·•·••beliefs .••. we•re••·••protected 
when.••·wrp•••·t.aid•·•·•·our••···loyal••••friend.s .•• t()••••rest•·•••in 
this cemetery. 

Pleas.e. see that our rights are protected 
NOVVI 

FREE Animations for your email 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Watson, Courtney 
Friday, June 14, 2013 10:03 AM 
oweezie@comcast. net 
Regner, Robin 
RE: Rezoning of Rosa Bonheur Pet Cemetery Property 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Cooper, 

Thank you for your letter regarding comprehensive zoning proposal 3 7.003 having to do with Rosa Bonheur 
Memorial Park. I appreciate hearing your perspective which I will keep it in mind as we review the 
comprehensive zoning proposals before us. 

For your information, here is the link to the Council's website with dates of hearings, work sessions and other 
details about comprehensive zoning: http:/ /cc.howardcountyn1d.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

If you have any additional comments or need further information, please let me know. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Courtney 

Courtney Watson 
Council Member 
Howard County Council 
410-313-3110 
cwatson@howardcountymd. gov 

From: oweezie@comcast.net [mailto:oweezie@comcast.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 4:40 PM 
To: CounciiMail 
Cc: rosabonheursociety@juno.com 
Subject: Rezoning of Rosa Bonheur Pet Cemetery Property 

To the Department of Planning and Zoning Howard County: 

We are greatly concerned over the attempts to rezone the property on which the Rosa Bonheur 
Cemetery is located. For many decades we owners who so loved our pets have gone to the trouble 
and expense to provide what we believed would be a resting place in perpetuity for our beloved 
pets. It is unconscionable that the county would approve redevelopment of this property. Many of us 
to this day continue to care for our pets' gravesides and we wish to continue to do so. We see no 
difference between a cemetery for people and one for pets. Both contain the remains of those whom 
we have loved. PLEASE do not succumb to some developers desire to turn the cemetery into 
something commercial. 

Respectfully, 



Thelma and Wayne Cooper 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Dear Ms. Lodge, 

Watson, Courtney 
Friday, June 14, 2013 9:59AM 
Linda Lodge 
Regner, Robin 
RE: Amendment No: 37.003 

Thank you for your letter regarding comprehensive zoning proposal 37.003 having to do with Rosa Bonheur 
Memorial Park. I appreciate hearing your perspective which I will keep it in mind as we review the 
comprehensive zoning proposals before us. 

For your information, here is the link to the Council's website with dates of hearings, work sessions and other 
details about comprehensive zoning: http://cc.howardcotmtymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

If you have any additional comments or need further information, please let us know. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Courtney 

Courtney Watson 
Council Member 
Howard County Council 
410-313-3110 
cwatson(a)howardcountytnd. gov 

From: Linda Lodge [mailto:lindalodqe@verizon.netl 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 7:47 PM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Amendment No: 37.003 
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To: The Howard County Council Members 

From: Linda L. Lodge, 13108 Holly<Court, 
Beltsville, MD 

(3·0·1•··)·····572-
5057 >llndalodge@verizon .net 

Subject: Writte.n Testimony Concerning 
the Protection of the Rosa Bonheur 
Memorial Park Site 

Re: Amendment.No: 37 .. 003 

I am strongly OPPOSED to the rezoning of 
the Rosa ···Bonheur Memorial .Park.site. 

l .• was .. •··ve.ry ... trou•bl.ect••.•••by•••tne··•••news••••th·qt·•··there 
i•s· a .• ···request•••·fo·r·.·.cornprehensiye ..... rezoning•••••of 
this land. 

Th·i•s .··•cemetery.····is······not.·•on•IY•••··h·istorical•·····in 
nature,.• but it ls protected •.. ••by the Cemetery 
Preservatio.n· Act of 1993>and Annotated 
Code•of Maryland .. and theMarylan.d 
Rules. 

As a pet owner, l buried my pet in good 
faith·· with assurancethat•thiscemetery 
would .be protected .in p.erpetuity. Pet 
owners. area special•. group ·.·of··•peo.ple who 
love their .. pets as• .. a parfoftheir 

2 



families. Emotionally, it i.s very stressful to 
contemplate· the· desecration<of.their. burial 
sites which···are considered. sacred. 

It is not only pet owners who would grie.ve 
but···there•• ··are··.•.over ·twenty ··.four·•·•i•nd.ivid•ual·s 
interred on this site. Many of these people 
chose to be buried nearthe.irpets who 
gaveth.em so much support 
and·•·•••u.n.cond•itio.n>al.•···l·ove.···•·i•n•••·•·thel•r· .. •lifetirne•. 

1., ·along.· ·•witn··.···ma:ny·•·•·oth·E}•r •. ·.•rn~rn·bers•••••af•the 
Rosa···>B>o·nheur···•·Society•,•···•bel•ieved.··that••··•o•u•r 
sacred•.· :re.l•i.g•i·ous••beliefs .... ·we•re ·.·protected 
whe.n we laid our loyal friends to rest ln 
this cemetery. 

Pl.ease•· .see.· ••that·.··o u.r.·•••ri·g•hts•·•· a•re·.•·••protected 
NOVVI 

Linda L. Lodge 

FREE Animations for your email 
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Howard County Council 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 

June 21., 2013 

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT NO. 37.003 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

We have a beloved pet buried at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park, 
and we strongly oppose any rezoning that involves the cemetery. 
People who have pets buried there, considered them as members 
of their families, and at the time wanted a proper burial for their 
pet. 

All these developers can see are "dollar signs"., and how much money 
they can make on this land. There is nothing sacred any more, not 
even a cemetery!! (Even though it is for animals.) Who knows what 
may come next, when they may consider taking a cemetary for humans, 
to rezone or develop. 

Sincerely, 

( , ~ ;/ -/Y fJA. (I ~L4), f;/ttTwkL J~zmy-~ 
1\tlT. & Mrs.' Donald Thompson 
19 Mansion Road 
Linthicum, MD 21090-1605 
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Howard County Council 
3430 Courthouse Drive 
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043 

Dear Howard County Council, 

Mrs. Amalia Lanuza 
15143 Players Way 
Glenwood, Maryland 2173 8 
July 1, 2013 
Opposed to Amendment 37.003 

~-e__s 
2:~ 

Little did I know when I was born in Puerto Rico 85 years ago that it was the beginning 
of a lifelong friendship. My parents were very close friends with Maria Calzada and 
Eduardo Carillo and their 20 year old daughter Maria. Over the years our families 
became even closer and in fact became as one. Their daughter Maria became my special 
friend and when she was happy we were happy and when she was sad we were sad. 

WheRMada was in her twenties she decided to move to the United States to further her 
educ.ation~ Lat~rsh~ beca~e a -Cherni~try teach~r an~.also _taught Sp~sh C~:t :~ladens,~_urg 
High SchopL The: children she' ta~ght:loved and respected Maria' and often. greeted her 
when ~e ,vereouttoget~er: : : Thi-().~gh:her wo~k she m~t DQuglasY:oung~ aWorld Warn 
veteran who w~rkeci as ;a Foreman forPubl~c. Sch~qls. Mari·a ~d Do:uglaslater married 
and Douglas became a special friend, too. By then Ihad mqved to the Urn ted States' with 
my family, so we were able see Maria and Dougla~ often. As long as I can remember · 
Maria had always been there for-everything including birthdays-and- holidays and now 
Douglas was, too. My children grew up with Douglas and Maria and also viewed them 
as members of our family. 

Maria -and ·Douglas had rnany pets including Pancho, Pl-atero, Pedrito, Michita, and 
Mickey. As their pets passed away they were buried at the Rosa Bonheur Memorial 
Park. I attended the burials of these pets and often accompanied them on visits to the 
cemetery. When my dear friends Maria and Douglas passed away they were also laid to 
rest at the cemetery with their pets. 

Maria and Douglas are always within our hearts and it would be a tragic end to such 
beautiful relationships for their resting places and those of their pets to be .disturbed or 
endangereq.by the proposed rezo~ng or developers that would plan to build structures on 
or alter the cemetery. .n is also_my :und~rstanding that the cemetery is protected l?i the . 
APn_otated Qode. ofMaryl~d; Maryland Rules, .an~ th,e C.~~et~ry ~res~rvat~onAct of 
l993._l am askingtlle Jiowa~d County Go:uncil to copsid~r these laws and. act to pro~ect 
the_ ~-~sting places of these lovely p~ople,_ my family,',wbjph cm)~ributed so JJ?.uch to' t];l_~ . 
community. . . . . 



Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Watson, Courtney 
Monday, July 01, 2013 7:00 PM 
dggustafson@comcast. net 
Regner, Robin 

Subject: RE: Amendment No. 37.003, Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 

Dear Ms. Marchinetti, 

Thank you for your letter regarding comprehensive zoning proposal 37.003 having to do with Rosa Bonheur 
Memorial Park. I appreciate hearing your perspective which I will keep it in mind as we review the 
comprehensive zoning proposals before us. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Courtney 

Courtney Watson 
Council Member 
Howard County Council 
410-313-3110 
cwatson@howardcountymd. gov 

From: dggustafson@comcast.net [mailto:dggustafson@comcast.netl 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 12:26 AM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Amendment No. 37.003, Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 

Dear Council Members: 

In November 1994 my aunt, Doris Linton, died of cancer and was cremated. She had made 
arrangements to have her ashes buried in Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park so that she could be buried 
with her two dogs, whose remains were already in the cemetery. My aunt had no husband or 
children, and her dogs meant the world to her. My aunt made my mother, her sister, promise to see 
that she was buried in that cemetery, and my mother did so. The grave was supposed to have 
perpetual care; but after the burial, my mother became very distressed over the appearance of the 
cemetery; weeds and high grass were allowed to grow over the graves. My widowed mother tried 
hard to maintain the appearance of her sister's grave. Seeing the graves treated so disrespectfully 
added to my mother's grief at losing her sister. 

Subsequently, my mother learned that the cemetery was going to be sold for development. Surely 
you can imagine how distressing this was for my family, especially my mother. My mother wrote to 
her then-Congressman opposing the sale. The cemetery then came under new ownership and my 
mother was assured by the new owner that the cemetery would be maintained and cared for. Now 
there is another attempt to rezone it for development. 
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My mother is now 93 years old and living in Charlotte Hall, the Maryland-run veterans' home. (She's 
a veteran of WWII.) I don't dare tell her about this latest attempt to desecrate her sister's 
grave. Please let my aunt and the others who are buried in Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park rest in 
peace and spare their families any more attempts to desecrate these graves; they are no less 
deserving of respect than those in other cemeteries. We should not have to keep fighting for respect 
for our loved one's graves. Mr. Tertel bought this land as a cemetery in which people had already 
been laid to rest. To allow anyone to change its use seems unconscionable. Please do not permit 
the rezoning of the cemetery. 

Thank you. 

Donna Marchinetti 
9924 N. Scarlet Ranges Ln. 
Tucson, AZ 85743 
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Regr;er, Robin 

From: Tolliver, Sheila 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, June 18, 2013 9:23AM 
OAKCHAPEL@aol.com 

Cc: Regner, Robin 
Subject: RE: Proposed rezoning, Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park- Amendment No: 37.003 

Thank you for your e-mail to Council members concerning comprehensive zoning proposals. The Council appreciates 
your interest and will consider your point of view. 

Sheila Tolliver 
Council Administrator 
Howard County Council 
410 313-2001 

P.S.-State law requires certain disclosures be submitted by people who submit testimony on amendments under 
consideration in comprehensive zoning. You may wish to check the Council's website for additional information. 

http://cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

From: Boone, Laura 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 4:16PM 
To: OAKCHAPEL@aol.com 
Cc: rosabonheursocietv@juno.com; Tolliver, Sheila 
Subject: RE: Proposed rezoning, Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park- Amendment No: 37.003 

Mr. and Mrs. Austin: 
Thank you for your correspondence to the Planning Board. The Planning Board has already made all of its 
recommendations on the Comprehensive Zoning plan, which is currently being heard by the County Council. By copy of 
this message I am asking the Council Administrator, Sheila Toliver, to pass this along to the Council members. 

LlMA1'"{.tl 13~ 

Howard County Government 
Department of Planning and Zoning 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 
410-313-4303 

From: OAKCHAPEL@aol.com [mailto:OAKCHAPEL@aol.coml 
Sent: Saturday, June 15, 2013 8:16 AM 
To: PlanningBoard 
Cc: rosabonheursociety@juno.com 
Subject: Fwd: Proposed rezoning, Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park- Amendment No: 37.003 

In a message dated 04/05/2013 9:32:50 AM Eastern Standard Time, OAKCHAPEL@aol.com writes: 

Over the past 30 years, our family has buried six pets at Rosa Bonheur. We have no children. They 
were our loved ones over the years. We visit their graves several times a year and remember the 
love and companionship they gave us during their lifetime. Since the cemetery is protected by law 
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from being destroyed and the land used for other purposes, we fail to see any reason for rezoning the 
land for some use not currently allowed. While it is a pet cemetery, it is our understanding that a 
number of persons are also buried on the site. 

We understand the property owner, Gunther Tertel, died in 2011 and attorneys are handling the 
estate for his family. If the property is rezoned for a different usage persumably the value and taxes 
would increase. Since under state law the cemetery must be preserved, we fail to see why rezoning 
is necessary. We hope the county is not being duped into something that can only reflect badly on its 
reputation. 

William C. Austin 
Susanne B. Austin 
3008 Winifred Drive 
Burtonsville, MD 20866 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Tolliver, Sheila 
Tuesday, June 18, 2013 9:23AM 
LINDA MORALES 
Regner, Robin 
RE: Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 

Thank you for your e-mail to Council members concerning comprehensive zoning proposals. The Council appreciates 
your interest and will consider your point of view. 

Sheila Tolliver 
Council Administrator 
Howard County Council 
410 313-2001 

P.S.-State law requires certain disclosures be submitted by people who submit testimony on amendments under 
consideration in comprehensive zoning. You may wish to check the Council's website for additional information. 

http://cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

From: LINDA MORALES [mailto:maestramd@verizon.netl 
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2013 4:50PM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 

Dear Council Members, 

I am writing on behalf of Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park. I have heard that you are considering rezoning the area 
and this would impact the memorial park and the volunteers who have worked so hard to preserve the land and 
keep it in good condition as it has been abandoned by any state or local organization. Personally, I believe that 
rezoning this area, or building anything on top of this park would be irreverent and highly disrespectful to the 
memories of the pets buried there, as well as the many volunteers who work so hard to take care of this sacred 
ground. 
I have a personal connection to this wonderful memorial park. Two of our dearest family pets , Gebome and 
Shultzie are buried at Rosa Bonheur and the grounds hold many departed pets that were loved by many and the 
ground is a final resting place for many other beloved pets. My parents invested a great deal of money and faith 
into burying our family dachshunds on the grounds, only later to have their money misused by the owner of the 
pet cemetery and the grounds abandoned. When our third dog died, the grounds were in such disarray and with 
no guardian or caretaker to take care of them, we had to bury our beloved Daphne in the pet cemetery across the 
highway at MeadowRidge, which, while it has a space for pets, does not hold the emotional connection Rosa 
Bonheur does for my family. We would have liked to have had all of our pets in one location, but because of the 
irreverent and disrespectful inattention given to the grounds, we had no choice, but to separate the family pets. 
Dear Councilmen and woman, so much harm has already been done to this land and the families who, in good 
faith put their money into a place for a final resting place for their pets. It was their, and my parents' personal 
decision to bury their friends here and it would add insult to injury, after so much work has been done to 
preserve the land, to build on top of it or consider it anything but what it is and should forever remain, a final 
resting place for the dead, whether they had 2legs or 4. 
This land should be honored for what it is, a cemetery, and should not be touched. 
Please reconsider the rezoning of this area. 
I welcome your questions or if you would like to personally speak with me regarding this issue. 
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Sincerely, 

Linda Morales 
3 86 Fleagle Rd, 
Glen Burnie, MD 21061 
443-985-1978 
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3 03 0 Iona Terrace 
Baltimore, Maryland 21214 
April 3, 2013 

Planning Board , Howard County 
c/ Dept of Planning 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043 

Re: Amendment #37.003 -Rezoning- Bonheur Memorial Park 

To whom it may concern: 

Because I will be unable to testify at any hearing regarding the above captioned hearing , I am 
submitting my written testimony in opposition to this amendment. 

AS of this very date, April3, 1967, I had my first contact with Bonheur Memorial Park which 
was at the time under the ownership of Howard and Grace Po tee. 

My house burned down and my 3 beloved dogs were killed in the fire 46 years ago, and were. 
buried at Bonheur Memorial Park in 1967 .. . 

My mother was severely emotionally traumatized by that event, and died several years later, and 
was buried also at Bonheur Memorial Park in the early 70's. 

Mv own large (very expensive) burial marker was pre-purchased a number of years ago 
and is in place. This is where I had paid to be buried with the two animals currently named with 
my name on this marker. 

Since /and during that period of time (from 1967), to the time all the trouble began with Mr. Bill 
Green, and subsequent ownership by Mr. Gus Tertel in 1997, I had buried approximately 35 
(thirty five) animals there. 

I am extremely frustrated and appalled to hear once agin, there is another attempt to seek a 
rezoning hearing 

I, too, had problems with Mr. Green and had to seek legal intervention by a Howard County 
attorney to protect my interest in the cemetery also remember when Mr. Tertel took over and 
the ensuing battles about zoning, and being forced (or at least attempted to be forced) to 
move/remove my pets from the cemetery. 



2 
Because I have such a large number of animals, and because my own MOTHER is buried there, 
I was totally incensed. I KNOW there are statutes, laws and regulations (as noted in. the 
Maryland Annotated Code, and others like the Cemetery Preservation Act) which prevent 
zoning changes and bodies to be removed from an established cemetery. 

As the President of the Animal Welfare League of Greater Baltimore, for over 35 years,(now 
retired) I referred many people to, and presided over many burials at this cemetery, and find it 
totally disgusting that we ( lot owners) should be required to go through this process again. 

My good friend, the late Hon.Wm. Donald Schaefer,( who served on the Board of the Animal 
Welfare League and on the Board of a subsidiary project for housing senior citizens,) also had his 
beloved pet buried there. 

As you can see, I clearly have a significant emotional and financial investment in Bonheur 
Memorial Park and implore you to reject any proposal/ changes which would in any way effect 
the integrity of this cemetery. 

I vehemently oppose amendment# 37.003 regarding any changes 
and/or re-zoning of this sacred ground. 

Sincerely yours, 

Rev. Elizabeth E. W .Kirk 
hard copy to follow. 

cc: Lynn Gregg 
File 

Candy Warden- RSBS 



Regner, Robin 

From: Tolliver, Sheila 
Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, June 26, 2013 5:06 PM 
Kerrie Ater 

Cc: Regner, Robin 
Subject: RE: Amendment No. 37.003 

Thank you for your e-mail to Council members concerning comprehensive zoning proposals. The Council appreciates 
your interest and will consider your point of view. 

Sheila Tolliver 
Council Administrator 
Howard County Council 
410 313-2001 

P.S.-State law requires certain disclosures be submitted by people who submit testimony on amendments under 
consideration in comprehensive zoning. You may wish to check the Council's website for additional information. 

http://cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

From: Kerrie Ater [mailto:keray@verizon.netl 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 7:13 AM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Amendment No. 37.003 

Dear Council Members, 

In reference to the above Amendment presently before the Howard County Council, I would like to add my support 
opposing the rezoning of the block of land upon which sits the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park. The Bonheur Memorial 
Park has been in existence since 1935 as a cemetery for pets (and a couple people, I believe). My husband and I 
purchased a plot back in the mid-1980's for our dog and, I might add, paid good money for this and were given a Deed to 
the plot. The people of the non-profit Rosa Bonheur Society have done quite an admirable job of taking over the care of 
this cemetery since the last couple owners let it go into disrepair. 

As I understand it, the Department of Planning and Zoning is considering to overturn the current zoning of this parcel of 
land in order to make it more attractive to developers. We the owners of plots in this cemetery find it reprehensible that 
these graves could ultimately be bulldozed if for no other reason than to add yet another gas station, fast food outlet or 
office park to this stretch of Route 1. My husband is buried across the street from Bonheur in Meadowridge Memorial 
Park; what's next, changing the zoning of that land too? 

It has now been communicated that a "special accommodation" is being considered to keep Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 
in place even if the remaining area around it is rezoned. That is really all we ask. We were promised that this land would 
remain a cemetery in perpetuity and surely accommodation could be made to see that this happens. 

Thank you for your time and consideration . 

Kerrie Ater 
Catonsville, MD 
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Regner, Robin 

From: Tolliver, Sheila 
Sent: 
To: 

Wednesday, June 26, 2013 9:34AM 
Thomas Umberger 

Cc: Regner, Robin 
Subject: RE: rezonning of Bonheur Memorial Pard 

Thank you for your e-mail to Council members concerning comprehensive zoning proposals. The Council appreciates 
your interest and will consider your point of view. 

Sheila Tolliver 
Council Administrator 
Howard County Council 
410 313-2001 

P.S.-State law requires certain disclosures be submitted by people who submit testimony on amendments under 
consideration in comprehensive zoning. You may wish to check the Council's website for additional information. 

http://cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

From: Thomas Umberger [mailto:docs60@verizon.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 4:16 PM 
To: CounciiMail 
Cc: docs60@verizon.net 
Subject: rezonning of Bonheur Memorial Pard 

DONNA M. UMBERGER AND THOMAS F. UMBERGER 

514 MUNROE CIRCLE 

GLEN BURNIE, MD 21061 

41 0-760-4148 

June 25, 2013 

AMENDMENT NO: 37.003 .............. 0PPOSED TO REZONING 

We have 3 of our pets buried at Bonheur Memorial Park located at 7239 Washington 
Blvd., Elkridge, MD 21075. Bonheur Memorial Park is protected by the Cemetery 
Preservation Act of 1993 and the Annotated Code of Maryland and the Maryland 
Rules. Our beloved pony, Wiggles, has been there since Jan. 3, 1987 in our deeded 
lot, Circle - Block D- Lots 67, 68, 69, 70 - Grave No. A, B, C, D. Our dog, Maxamillian, 
has been there since June 4, 1990 in our deeded lot, Circle - Block D - Lot 71 -Grave 
A. Our dog Dewey was buried on Sept. 15, 1999 in our deeded lot, Circle - Block D -
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Lot 71 - Grave D. All three of our pets buried at Bonheur were not just pets but part of 
our family and we, our two young daughters and many friends grieved over their 
loss. Our deceased neighbors John and Milly Richards had 2 of their dogs buried 
along side our pets so that they would not have to worry about them after they were 
gone. June Crandall also deceased had 6 of her dogs buried there and she also had 
spaces reserved for herself to be buried with her pets. The Huntzberry family has 4 of 
their dogs in the same area. As you can see "Munroe Circle" has 15 pets in one 
area. Our daughter, Melissa bought her condo on Greenfield Rd. in Elkridge (Howard 
County) so that she could still be near her pets. 

Our family is Catholic and we believe in the sanctity and permanence of burial. There 
are not only pets buried at Bonheur but I know of at least 6 people that decided their 
final resting place would be with their pets. 

We believe in the protection of the cemetery by Maryland Law and Howard County 
Law. The threats of development have been very stressful over the years. In 1997 
Gunther Tertel acquired the cemetery after William Green was charged in 1996 for 
criminal and civil laws for deceptive trade practices and misdemeanor 
theft. Tertel threatened people with development and tried to bully us into moving our 
pets remains. This would have been difficult for us because we have Wiggles a 740 lb. 
pony buried there (and 23 friends came to her funeral), our dog Dewey weighed 148 
lbs. and Max our first dog weighed 75 lbs.. There was heavy media coverage of these 
events and the community expressed anger and upset and the development thankfully 
did not happen. 

We ask you again to uphold the Laws of the State of Maryland and Howard County 
Law and oppose the Rezoning of Bonheur Memorial Park. 
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3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043 

To the Howard County Council, 

.....--, --..... 

; \ \v;:__.) 

4920 Griffith Road 3 ~l - e:~o ·-c; 
Gaithersburg, Maryland 20882-2011 "/~f 
July 8, 2013 · 
AmendmentNo: 37.003 
Opposed to Rezoning 

I am writing to you opposing the rezoning of a cemetery in Howard County. This quiet cemetery 
in the midst of overpowering development is the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park. 

The Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park was named after an artist who painted works of people and 

animals working together - fitting name for a cemetery that is unusual in that it has both human 
and animal burials. 

In Victorian times people would gather in cemeteries for picnics and remembrances of those 
bu;ried there. In the 1930's and 1940's a movement to continue this tradition was held every 
weekend.in the rolling hills of Howard County. Baltimoreans and Maryland citizens from rural 
surrounding counties brought food and flowers to the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park to remember 
their loved ones. Fellowship and happy tnemories filled the area. 

When I visit Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park I find a sense of peace and joy looking at the 
monuments, flowers and trinkets left by relatives and friends. I met a couple from Washington, 
D.C. taking care of their loved ones grave. Their small beloved dog companion was buried 
there. They told me that they take care of him first then go to the "human relatives" cemeteries -
how telling. 

I visit many cemeteries as I work in a cemetery occu:Qation. Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park is one 
of the best kept cemeteries in Howard County, Maryland. Do not "take the paradise" of those 
buried there and "put up a parking lot" or building. Those buried there - "all creatures great and 
small" deserve to be at rest. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

ClJmcurzritL ~ 
Amanda Becker 



July 30, 1992 

ST. MARY'S CEMETERY 

PROBLEM 

St. Mary's Cemetery (3 + acres), located on Cemetery Lane, Ellicott City, 
Howard County, is currently being developed as two home sites. 
lnterrment records of the Catholic Church record ·that 167 persons are 
interred in St. Mary's Cemetery, though only 51 headstones remain visible 
due to soil build up, vandalism, and the fact that many of those interred 
could not afford markers of any kind. 

Sewer easement backhoe excavations on july 20th and 22nd, just 8' 
inside the cemetery perimeter, unearthed the remains 1 and 1/2 bodies 
and uncovered evidence of additional grave shafts, thus confirming the 
church records. 

BACKGROUND 

History of the Cemetery: 

1884 

1889 

1986 

Plot one of the cemetery deeded to the Catholic Church 
by the Vernay family for use as a cemetery (no transfer 
taxes) 
Plot two of the cemetery was deeded to the Catholic 
church by Mary Lindt for use as a cemetery 

NOTE: These deeds carried the land restriction "subject to 
rights of public and private use ... and "also subject to rights of 
access to and from the subject property by the heirs, etc., of 
deceased persons interred therein" 

Catholic Church sells the 3 + acre cemetery (bounded on 
three sides by a thick tree/hedge rovv and on the vvest 
side by Cemetery Lane) to Ellicott City Ho~ding Company 
(D. Reuwer). The "Purchaser acknowledges being fully 
aware of the existence of a private cemetery on the 
premises." The deed is signed and witnessed by: for the 



1987 

1988 

1988 

1990 
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seller: Bishop Borders and G. Michael Schleupner, and for 
the purchaser: D. E. Reuwer and C. Heinmuller. 

Low sales price ($1 0,000) reflects that the entire 3 + acres is 
considered to be a cemetery (The Church has a fiduciary 
responsibility to sell Church assets for best value, and 
therefore if the property contained buildable acreage it should 
have sold at market value, $60,000 + 1- per acre) 

Howard County issues and then revokes the building 
permit application #1 201 8 of R. T. Lebling, a subsequent 
purchaser, under BOCA Section 11 2, as "you 
misrepresented the facts when you stated Existing Use 
·"undeveloped" in lieu of "Existing Cemetery"." 

Lebling "complies" with Howard County requirements 
and states that the cemetery will be maintained and 
access to the graves will be continued. The County 
releases the "hold" on the Lebling building permit on the 
cemetery property. Lebling subsequently abandons the 
project. 

A. Becker applies to subdivide the land into two lots. 
Application is approved because he complies with the 
new 1 988 Howard County law requiring identification of 
"burial grounds" which are redefined by A. Becker as a 
small area (150' x 150') rather than the entire 3 + acres. 
The County ratifies this smaller area by walking the area 
and noting that because there are grave markers 
"outside" the new smaller marked, the County added a 
statement to the subdivision plan requiring that all 
remains fQund outside the re=marked smaller cemetery be 
re-interred per state law. 

Citizens form a non~profit corporation and conduct 
extensive research to support the preservation of the 
gravesites for support of the heirs who are entitled to 
access (long denied), and preserve the historic value of 
the graves holding descendants of the Carroll Estate. 
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1991 
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1992 

1992 
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March 1991, all State, County and Church officials are 
given a copy of the Church records providing the names 
of 167 persons buried in St. Mary's Cemetery, and that 
only 51 grave markers were visible due to soil build up, 
vandalism and the fact that many persons could not 
afford markers. 

March 1991, County Public Works halts permit approvals 
until the developer "had identified all gravesites in the 
subdivision and had relocated those gravesites in 
accordance with State law ... " April 1991 I the County 
Executive overrides the stop order even though no effort 
was made by the builder to identify any gravesites. 

June 1991 I the Catholic Church sends a letter to Friends 
of St. Mary's Cemetery describing why the Church sold 
the property to D. Reuwer in 1986: 

* 

* 

* 

the Church did not have the funds to maintain or 
supervise the cemetery 
the Church had limited resources and needed funds 
for inner city church and school projects 
the Church offered to split the $3000 cost of a 
scientific survey to search for graves 
the Church noted, however, that there was no right 
of access to the property and that this could limit 
the effectiveness of the tests or prevent them 
altogether. 

Friends of St. Mary's petition the Church to conduct a 
geophysical survey to locate the gravesites. Monsignor 
Scheulpner informs the "Friends" after discussion with 
the developer that it is "too late" for the survey and that 
li'l there is no access to the property." 

June 1992, County issues building permit though no 
effort has been made to identify the 11 2 unmarked 
gravesites located outside the new smaller cemetery 
marked by the builder. 
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July 20th and 22nd, remains of 1 and 1 /2 persons were 
dug up by a backhoe just inside the perimeter and 
approximately five other gravesites were identified within 
another 30' of the "original 3 + acre" cemetery 
boundaries. The State and the County order stop work 
to resolve the situation. · 

AlTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS 

1 . Stop excavation and building on the property until ALL 11 2 (less the 
seven already found) gravesites are located and taken care of per 
State law and Church covenants. Redo the site plan after locating 
all 1 67 known gravesites (Note: as a result of the television publicity 
given this issue calls are coming in regularly identifying additional 
persons interred in St. Mary's) 

2. Recognize the original intent of the conveyers of the full 3 + acre 
property to the Catholic Church and its historical use as a cemetery, 
cease building and restore the natural state of the cemetery. 

3. The State and County purchase the property as open space and 
annex it the adjoining David Force County Park through the existing 
access easement across Pebble Beach Drive. 

RECOMMENDATION: Solution 3. 

Prepared by the Friends of St. Mary's Cemetery 
& Preservation Society, Inc. 
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·-, "·" :>l 7,!1 r'J •<I '·" .-•. •t.•, ~n ·r:. ,, "'T :--: ,.~···=- -::~: ~,;/.:';,)1."!. .:=t ,-y, -~::• r. :-;; '!-::-. l:! .. ~! ':'::,) .i~.'J:;~·-r.:: ~r. I. ~ • • .~ •, ' '\ ~. 
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··cEMETERY- urie~ijqn Ghilrch in ·Ellicott City~ · 
·· · -·-she.Sciid: .. ---- ·, __ - __ . _· · . : . -:c_ · -- ._ ·· ~-

- -: :. "I feellik.e -~ of us feel shatled,"-
ty.~-, . she-said~ ''J'here's~t1ecist i20peo-

Thus far, Carolyn German said · pie buried her~ }md there's nor~~ · 
she has -found· records· of. IIlore· . · sp~~t _!\fly_hi~tocy ofsacrec}n~~s 
thari .J 20'- people buried :at St. with thls has _beerisw~pt. aw~y~" 

· Mary's; Jhe Ja,test in 1933; .at St.: · - - And. Mr.--Hames who lives near __ 
c,!£>J!tf?~~h_qrc!J.J~J)l~~k$}rill~ .. 1\t $~~~ -:t\1~-:l~~!!!~t~ry _Qn .C~in~t~cy 1~~~. . 
-·Alphmise · Cl1ilrclJ. in Wom:lst()(::k, _ :s~d; "It'.sju~~ a.p·~wfl.il shock ~o' ~s 
-she_ also found_ r~<;:o~os q_f a -1" 941· .. _ :Jl:i1itwh~J;l~YQ4.~e ~4 ·get 1Jliried, " 
·burial at· st. M<iry's ~ the latest ·:fheie-'(nq ~such· thing ·a:s· _a. fi.1;ial 

.~!l!!k%~~~~~:2:~;~:~i~~h:~~~J~e~. 
said _that-the arcpdioce~e had-.no ,~"::the-church~to~boldJt·~s~a ceriie-'· 
records .. o(btiJ:ial~ at the c~Ii1etecy .. _. tery L~S-aj··IIlaJ r~stfng plaCe/'<. 
wl1en it was-sold, and that it would - .<FatJ:ler·Au saidth,e archdio(!ese 
have )een~ impractical to- cheek' . ··woUld ;have conta.cted rdaitves.of 
iach'partsh·~ •. deCJ.th.registers-·to- ··those-buried in<:the cei:netecy'·be:

fiiid out who Was bllried there. .. • ·>: · fore the ~eha{litknowP. qf them . 
. ::1'4~·};1erm8.?-said she's·s~g : ~":o~v.Iotist§;:we_·c~~t~ilfl.<Io.the_ 

-~ -~o!Ilmumty group to Jry c,tq pr~-- .sale,"-~he s~d;: tiut ,church ~official~. 
sejye-thecellletecyand is1:ryii:Igto- ····:wo:WdJike to ta1ktci);esi4erttsand. 
track do~ others who_ have rela ~ . relatives of people buried·at th~ 
tiv~s .bUried iii the cemetery -_or.: · -Geirietery._ .. . ... • : · . : .• 

. who-:WanttojJfe§erye it .. · ' .. "Just-for the human v~ue of 
She said she·:.placed notic~s·. p~ople's .feelings,' if somebody is 

about the. cemetery . srue iri •. the' ' upset, we would certainly Jike !o 
church cbtilletin ·at St .. Alprun~se. sitdqWri_and·talk with them and. 

_last Sunday. _Notices are-to appear · assure them· tilafno one has tried 
tod~y ii1-hu11etins at St._ LotJi_~. QJ~= ___ tq fl_q .thew. Jiny llaiJ):l." Father .Al.J, 
~?tr~w.:~in E~.iS~!i 91x· :a!!~R~~-:-~ -'C=~<J~.o~~.i~~='·'f'","":-·: • - -----'"·-'~;~"'~·= 



Carolyn German 
10039 German Road 
Ellicott City:1 Maryland 21043 

To the Office of the State's Attorney, Howard County: 

This letter-serves as notification that the St. Mary's Cemetery, 
Cemetery Lane, Ellicott City, Maryland, has been sold by Archibishop 
William D. Borders, Corporation· Sole, to Ellicott City Land Holding Company, 
and, since this original transaction, has been sold again to a party whose 
identity is still unknown. 

The fate of a cemetery that holds over 100 years of history has now 
become a great concern for many people. These concerned parties include re
latives of persons buried in the· cemetery, local land-holders, interested 
parishioners, and persons of governmnet and public offices. Our efforts, at 
present, lie in securing and defending the rights of those buried at St. Mary's, 
as well as the rights of their descendants. We fear, however, that this may be 
a quite difficult task-in that we lack much information regarding the sale of 
this property by the Church. Unfortunately, the Church seemed also uninformed, 
especially in the areas of current land va~ues, availability of burial records 
at local parishes, and the severe impact the public feels upon gaining_only after
the-fact knowledge.of the sale o~ a cemetery. Our ignorance lies mainly in the 
fact that we can not understand why the cemetery ~.vas sold at such a low price , 
($10,000.00 for thr-ee acres._ of land), why the Church neglected to check its own 
local parishes for records of the cemetery, (we have several), and why no one 
made any efforts to contact or inform parishioners, relatives of the deceased, 
or others in the community of the sale. 

In view of these unanswered question,· we feel it is our responsibility 
to consider the possibility that the State's Attorney's Office was similarly 
ignored by the Church. We therefore send this letter, alerting all concerned 
parties to the transaction. We are confident that, armed with this awareness, 
the State's Attorney's Office of Howard County will help us to guard against 
any improper actions being taken toward the cemetery. 

We thank you immensely for your time, cooperation and support. 

Sincerely, /'l~ _.( 
/ 1 lj '1 z;; .1'1./' li ; 

~J1~!ft)4~Ct$1'J 
Carolyn J. ~rman, 
for Friends of the St. Mary's Cemetery 

cg/CJG 
cc: Archbishop W. D. Borders 

Angela Beltram, County Council of Howard County 
State Health Department 

L-Barbara Sieg, Friends of the Whipps Cemetery 



62) E. Di~ision St. 
Bolivar, Mo~ 6561] 
20 JantJary 1992 

The Honorable Govsrnot William D~ Shaefer 
S-tate House 
AnriapolisP Md. 21401 

Dear Sir! 

As a lifs-long resident of Maryit:lnd. before coming to Missouri 
three years ago• I ~m writing to express my concerh and shock 
that dev~loperst builders and landscaping firms have beeh ~1-
lowed to encroach on cemeteries• destroying stones and mark~rs~ 
and obliterating grave sites. 

Burtonsville, Maryland was named for one of my ancestors~ and 
a Burton family cemetery on Bell Road wa::l almost completely 
destroyed by the owner of the ad-joining land. vve obtaihed a (. 
copy of the deed from the. courthouse ih Rockviile and proved 
to hitrt tha.t the land belonged to the Burton "hmirs and assigns 
forevermore''. We formed a Burton Family Socit~ty and have saved 
wh~t little was laft to save, Most of the stones were hauled 
to a creek behihd the property by the prElSent owner of the a.d-
• • • 1 d J OJJ11ng a.n • 

Is nothing sacred anymore! To Native Americans (the Indians) 
buclttU grounds were sacred grounds. There~ is 110 longer any re
spect for human life, and respect for the~ dead is fast disapp~ar
ing. Ths almighty tax dolla.r rears its ugly h~ead again 11 

1 have thousands of relatives buried in Marylatld; have t:t b~by 
buried there, snd my husband and I will be buried there. As 
Governor of the Stat~ of Maryland, I hope you will have your . 
legislAtive body enact legisl~tion strong enough to stop th~ 
practice of destroying grave ei tes once ;:1nd for a.lill 

RespectfUlly yours~ 

~~fopf?y~ 
LORRAINE P~ kiNCAID 

··----

Public concern and outrage is grmving 0 

:· 
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OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING 

EliZABETH BOBO 
~::OUNTV ElCECUTIVE 

UIRI IP. AVIN 
DIREClOR 

September 21, 1987 

GEORGE HOWARD BUILDING 

3430 COURT HOUSE DRIVE 

ElUCOTI (ITY, MARYLAND 21043 

(301) 992-2350 

MEM.ORANDUL-.1: 

TO: 

FROH: 

ANGEIA BELTRAI.\1, Councilmember 
Howard County Council 

URI P .. AVIN, AICP 
Director 

PROTECriON OF OLD CEMETERIES 

TTY (301 j 992-2323 

Thank you for your inquiry into existing protection for old cemeteries. F:.s 
you are aware, the Howard County Geneal03ical Society has been quite active in 
recording various cemetery sites and their contents. However 1• this effort is 
far from complete and-requires patience and a: lot of work on the part of the 
Society and any one wishing to contribute to the Survey. 

OUr office has reviewed your reference to rule J 70 of the Maryland Rules. \ 
That rule indicates that cemeteries can be sold for other p~ses only after 
preparation of the following: (a) a statement that it is no longer used as a 
burial ·ground, (b) description of the bl!Iial ground, and (c) a list of names 
and last addresses of all lot owners or their assignees. In concert with that 
Rule, the Annotated Cede of Maryland, Article 16, Section 119--Sale of Burial l 
·Grounds, indicates that 11 the Court" maY pass a decree for the sale of a burial 
ground. Any violation of the Code would be punishable under a separate 
section of the Code. 

Under the Sketch Plan procedures, the Subdivision Review Conrrnittee can request 
any additional information (cemeteries/burial grounds fit in this category) 
that may be required to evaluate the Sketch Plan. (see page 43 of the 
Subdivision Regulations, Section 16 .. 119.B.l.K.) o Also included . in these 
Regulations is the requirement that .Pertinent features, natural or man-made 
(such as cemeteries/burial grounds) be shown on any preliminary development 
plan (see page 47, Subdivision Regulations, Section 16 .. 120o2~B.l. [h]) .. 
However, should a developer willingly or unwillingly fail to show such a 
cemetery/burial site on his plat, our staff canr1ot p~ssibly determine whether 
a burial grom1.d is located on the subject property or not .. I 



Z:mgela Bel tram -2- Sept~Oer 21, 1987 

The Office of PlaDning and Zoning has forwarded a list of all known 
cemeteries, inventoried by the Genealogical Society to our consultant 
preparing the Howard County land Preservation and Recreation Plan. As there 
is no official map to verify the location of cemeteries in proposed 
subdivisions and because this office recognizes the historical value of these 
places, we have requested our consultant to look at -the preservation measures 
and include some of those in the plan • s historical element to provide the very 
protection that these burial grounds deserve. 

I hope that the above information will answer your concerns in this matter. 
Should you have any additional questions pertaining to the above, please call 
Gerald W. von Mayer, Division of Comprehensive & Transportation Planning, at 
992-2357 .. 

UPA/sl 

cc: Elizabeth Bobo 
Barbara Cook 
James Holway / 
Barbara Seig 
Carolyn Gennan 
David Haines 
Amar s. Bandel 
Gerald W. von Mayer 
File 
3841B 

Uri Po kvin, AICP 



COUNCIL..MEMBIERS 

C. Vernon Grc:ty, Chairperson 
District 3 

Shane Pendergrass, Vice Chairperson 
Oi:strict I 

Angela Beltram 
District 2 

Charles C. Featga 
District S 

Ruth Keeton 
District ll 

GEORGE HOWARD BUILDING 
3430 COURT HOUSE DR:IVE 

ELLICOIT CITY, MARYLAND 2100-4392 
992-2001 

M E M 0 R A N D U M 

July 29, 1987 

MEM.) 'ID: Uri Avin, Director 
Office of Planning and Zoning 

SUBJEcr: Cemetery Protection 

Robert E. Vogel 
E~tKulive Secretary 

Jeanne E. Stephens 
Administrative Assistant 

Ronald S. Weinstein 
County Auditor 

It has been br<;>Ught to my attentim that there may be prOblems with 
the protection of cemeteries in the development process. The newspapers have 
carrie:i stories about the cemetery on Cemetery Lane and that is just one of 
the threatened old burying grounds. 

\Vhat protection is provided in the subdivision. regulaticns? D::> 
county or state laws address these matters? I realize that this is not a new 
proolem but I would like to address this preservation through some positive 
action so that families do not have to be concernea. about the many small 
existing family cemeteries. 

I understand that the Howard County Historical Society has presented 
your department with a set of the cemetery inventories which the Genealogical 
Society has prepared. I am pleased to know that you bave this additional 
information and hope that it is a tool for the planners. 

Please inform me of your department's procedures \ffiich relate to the 
protection of cemeteries.. Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

AB: ng /pc-487m 

OC: David Haines 
~bara Sieg 

Carolyn Genran 

DEAF TDD NUMBER· S'92-23:~3 

/ 



To: 
O.t 

~·rA 1':.: 01· HA.\ Y LJ\H ll 
DEP/~\ 'fit!.ENT OI· H£.6.LTii ·X i-l.E~'rfAL HYGIEN i:, 

Division ol Vi.t.,'J1 .{ecvL'ci::: 
P.O. Pox J.Jl46 

&lltiroore~ t1a.rylc.nd 2120.3 

APPLICATION F01 DISINTE-l MEN'J', 'lH.Ar·l SIT .AND :1 ETI~TEd NE.Wl' PEH.HIT 
*(FHEPA-tE IN DUPLICATE--If submitt-ed to u)cal H~~~lth Dept...) 

. 

/ Date ..c¥.~ ~-- l~ 
Local Het:ilth Of1'icer of /--. ·~--'~/d County 

7 - -~ 

To : Division of V1 t.a ~ .i. ecor ds J Depa1') tmen t of Hea 1 th .. ~ Men ts 1 Hygiene 

I he.t"eby make applic~tion for a pe:·mit to di5inter and reinter" the huJn~n rem~ins of 

Pl~ce ot reinterrnent i;; 

The reasu!1 i'or di~interr.1ent i~~ CL"kcd z:(;,.7 .,Je'4.//<:...;(:?£'C-4v4,?!~1 ~ 

Sl:;;n.:;ture cl' applic~m .~~ . --"---~-~---·~ ... --~~ 
Adffi'ess o;.' 9pplic<mt_ .,.J';/.C£·-=rr/ ~ a.k,c~- h~~a: __ C£ /2.{ #~~.2..._ 

street) L!it.y ot ~?\st.ate 

te·l3tionship to decedf:Hlt, if any_ ,6? 

Single dit~nt~ment: Upon receip7.. oi the ab:>ve .SpplicGtion eornp.letely rnnde I.)Ut} th1.3 
~ocnl He.al·tfil5Ific~~\" ar the Divi:3ion oi' Vital ~t.ecords wil1 execute1 a Permit iort 
)isinterrnent and {ei:iturment (Fot'm V~'\ AJ$P) without charge. 

Multj.ole disirite.rm.ent: lhen it i$ proposed to disintED:' 4:! JYJ.n~be.r of bodies J.:corrJ a 
·~-.,J,---... .... •,.-.--..r~''*"'-

}8;J1e'(,e(•y 1ar .l'\eJ.:1terment in anoth0..r\ cernetery ~t cemP.terics, fill out one Application 
.'or Di3int.el:'m8nt, indicate t_,he total nUrlbe.r r)l bodies, and at.t.3Cd1 3 duplicate ite:ili:·.ed 
.:t;;Jt of th~ names (insofar as nBmos are known:: of tll0 r ernairw to be dis in t~c·c· ed. /1 

Lingle Dis-:lnter rnent Permit "'rill be issuod .and one of the i tcr'~i?.ed lists :Ifill be ~ t V:H;;hed 
:nd made a part ol' the pe.:"mit. 

PER!1IT ISSUED BY~l6 /t-.U 
lflsuing Office Per m.L t ~luiilber 

{);:'·igi:nol copy J.o:-- Local Heslth Departmt;:nt. Duplicate copy t~o be sent by Loonl f1eo1th 
xepartment to Dap~rtr'Jlent or Health & Ment.al f!ygione, Bnlti(rlo::"e, lliltimo.re ~12!":'-1. 
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OFFICE OF COUNTY EXECUTIVE~OF HO H A~(J ~OUNTY 
' 

--·----~ Charles I. Ecker, County Executive 
LAND DEVELOPMENT F--''69 ~ r; 0 

~-- ---R \ c \\ ~ L- o··\r) 0 (_. }Z_c·S 
April 1, 1991 

J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire 
Holzer, Maher & Demilio 
305 W. Chesapeake Avenue 
Suite 105 
Towson, Maryland 21204 

Dear Hr., Holzer: 

In your letter of March 18, 1991 you requested that I 
stop all processing for permits, licenses, etc. on the two lots 
surrounding t:Qe--St_"·- Mary's Cemetery. The Department of Public 
Works and the< Offic;_e::Of Planning and Zoning have investigated this 
piece of property-- over the past number of months. Our Historic 
Preservation Planner has visited the site on a number of different 
occasions. 

There are a few more graves located in the southwest 
corner of lot one. To protect these graves from the proposed sewer 
line Note 9 was added to the record plat. This note states that 
any additional graves found outside the cemetery boundaries will be 
re-entered within the designated cemetery in accordance with 
applicable Maryland state law(s). 

There are no county or state ordinances which prohibit 
development over a burial ground. Howard Coun·ty requires in 
Section 16.12l(Y) the subdivision regulations that: 

a certification by the owner or owners of the 
property that there are no burial grounds on 
the property being subdivided, or if there a.re 
burial grounds on the property being 
subdivided, its certification that the burial 
grounds have not and will not b13 dis·turbed 
except as permitted by state law. 

3430 Courthouse Drive G Ellicott City, Maryland 21043 ~ (301) 313-2013 Qi) TDD 313-2323 



J. Carroll Holzer, Esquire 
Holzer, Maher & Demilio 

April l, 1991 
page 2 

Based on review of this and based on state and county 
laws, rules and regulations I am not going to stop the processing 
requests for permits, licenses, or other types of approval for 
these two lots in question. 

CIE:acjJCH.328 

Sincerely, 

ck.~ tL---
Charles I~ Ecker 
County Executive 

cc: Darrell Drown, Council Member 
~oe Rutter, Planning & Zoning 

James Irvin, Director Public Works 
Al Becker 
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March 18, 1991 

The Honorable Charles Ecker 
County Executive for Howard County 
George Howard Building 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 

RE: St. Mary's Cemetery - "Rich Glow Acres" 

Dear County Executive Ecker: 

WASJ-IINCTON, D.C. OFFICE 

SUITE 700 

1725 DLSALES STREeT, N.W. 
WASHINCTON. D.C. 2.003b 

RECEIVEr: 
lVIAR 2 5 1991 

DEPT. 0? PLANNING 
AND ZONING 

O.F HOvVARD·coUNTy 

I represent the Friends of St. Mary's Cemetery and 
Preservation Society, a non-profit organization of homeowners 
and residents of Howard County who have organized and 
incorporated for the purpose of preserving the cemetery on a 3 
acre parcel located in Howard County and known as 11 Rich Glow 
Acres". More particularly, my clients are concerned about the 
development and building on Lots 1 and 2 of Rich Glow Acres, 
recorded on Plat No. 9627, in the Land Records of Howard County. 
(See Plat Exhibit A). These lots are currently listed with ERA
eaton Realty Company for sale by Central Maryland Multiple 
Listing Service, Inc. (See Exhibit B). 

The Friends of St. Mary's Cemetery have conducted an 
extensive investigation which is ongoing to determine the 
accuracy of the developer's plat defining the "existing cemetery" 
on Exhibit A. We have determined that the boundaries of the 
cemetery actually exceed that defined by the developer on his 
plat through a number of methods. First, we have located 
headston~s marking gravesites which are not contained within the 
alleged. boundaries of the cemetery (See Exhibit C). In fact, it 
is clear from these headstones that gravesites are located on 
approved building areas of Lots l and 2. The Friends of St. 
Mary's have located and measured on those lots, graves of such 
individuals as Hill, Dorsey, and Johnson. (See Exhibit D). 

In addition to physically locating stones and graves on Lots 
1 and 2 beyond the perimeter of the designated cemetery, an 
investigation has been performed by reviewing the burial records 



The Honorable Charles Ecker 
Page 2 
March 18, 1991 

of local Catholic churches, particularly, the internment records 
of St. Louis Parish in Clarksville, Maryland. We have been able 
to verify that as of January 31, 1991, the total number of 
documented burials at St. Mary's Cemetery constituted 144 
persons. Only 51 headstones have been found surviving on the 
site. The total number of burials accounted for as of January 
31, 1991 consists of 143 burials from St~ Louis' records, 1 from 
st. Alphonse, 19 undocumented burials and 3 verified by 
affidavit, for a total of 167. Of the total number of 167 graves 
verified, only 51 are marked, le~arR"ed/ -pot in 
another way, a raves knowl1te> exlst in ·st. Mary's 
Cemetery as of January Jl, 1991 are unma7i~ (See the rec~rd of 
irfEernment for st. Louls Parish, e:I:-ttr*sv±-J::-Te, Maryland as Exhibit 
E and the record of internments in st. Mary's Cemetery 
coordinated with headstone markings on printout dated January 31, 
1991 as Exhibit F) . 

The Friends of St. Mary's have also contacted a number of 
descendants of individuals buried in St. Mary's Cemetery and have 
obtained affidavits from 19 individuals as to their ancestors 
buried in st. Mary's Cemetery. Many of the graves are not 
located within the defined cemetery perimeter as set forth on 
developer's plat Exhibit A. The obvious conclusion is that~~~ 

. &fe a great mal}Y graves and burial si·tes located on the remalnder 
of Lots 1 and 2 which will be affectedlJy any Tlftu-re-a:evelo-pment""""' 

~~tho_se pr~sed· Lots. (See Affia:av~t G). 

~ It is our belief, as Friends of St. Mary's Cemetery 1 that 
the present owner has taken title to the 3.215 acres of land 
described on Exhibit A, subject to conditions and covenants which 
restrict the utilization of this property until certain 
conditions are met. It is our position that all of the acreage 
recorded for Lots 1 and 2 on Exhibit A consist of the ceme..,tery 
referred to in the Deed transferring said property to H. Allen 
Becker, present owner; and that the total acreage supports the 
described cemetery. (See Deeds - Exhibit H and Exhibit I) ~- ' 

Consistent with the position of Friends of St. Mary's 
Cemetery, the Rev. Msgr. G. Michael Schleupner, on behalf of the 
Archdiocese of Baltimore, confirms in his letter dated February 
12, 1991, the existence of the covenants placed on this property 
and the requirement that the covenants be adhered to. (See 
Exhibit J). Legal counsel for the Roman Catholic Archdiocese of 
Baltimore, Robert R. Kern, Jr., by letter dated February 19, 
1991 1 has contacted the Department of Public Works of Howard 



The Honorable Charles Ecker 
Page 3 
March 18, 1991 

County, to confirm the covenants of restriction on the 3 acres 

/
1previously referred to and the existing cemetery. Mr. Kern 

f 
further indicated in his request, the desire that the County 

J require the covenants be honored before any permits are issued 
for the 2 lots in question. (See Exhibit K). 

It is clear, that based upon substantial investigation/ a 
review of the Deeds and restrictive covenants, the Affidavits 
provided herein and the church records attached hereto, that the 
existing cemetery for Rich Glow Acres far exceeds that as 
designated on the Plat and marked as Exhibit A. We would 
therefore, request you, as the County Executive, direct Howard 
County Government to stop the processing of any and all requests 
for permits, licenses or any other type of approval for these two 
lots in question pending your further investigation of the 
information provided with this letter. Further, we would request 

/r(that if, af~er your :eviewr it.i~ clear that the statements and 
rrif' facts contalned hereln are verlfled by the County I that any 

fr
i f permits, licenses or approvals granted ·to the property owner to 

develop this site for residential lots be withdrawn pending 
compliance with all State, County and Local laws as well as the 
restrictive covenants attached to this property. 

I 

Thank you very much for your immediate attention to this 
request. 

Holzer 

JCH: dm!:J · 

Enc. 

cc: Mr. Darrel Drown, County Council of Howard County 
Mr. Joseph Rutter, Jr., Acting Directorf Howard County 

Office of Planning and Zoning 
Dr. Joyce Boyd, Health Officer, Howard County Health 

Department 
Mr. James Irvin, Director of Public Works of Howard County 
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Regner, Robin 

From: Tolliver, Sheila 
Sent: Thursday, June 06, 2013 2:38 PM 
To: Regner, Robin; Ball, Calvin B; Fox, Greg; Greg Fox (Greg.Fox@Constellation.com); Sigaty, 

Mary Kay; Terrasa, Jen; Watson, Courtney 
Subject: FW: Amendment No: 37.003 -Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

From: Glover, Trellis 
Sent: Tuesday, June 04, 2013 8:27 AM 
To: Tolliver, Sheila 
Subject: FW: Amendment No: 37.003 - Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

Forwarded from postini. 

Thanks, 

Trellis 

From: rosabonheursociety@juno.com [mailto: rosabonheursociety@juno.com] 
Sent: Monday, June 03, 2013 4:39 PM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Amendment No: 37.003- Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

Candy Warden, President 
c/o Rosa Bonheur Society, Inc. 
6400 Baltimore National Pike, #221 
Catonsville, MD 21228 
Monday, June 03, 2013 

Amendment No: 37.003 

Opposed to Rezoning 

Dear Howard County Council Members, 

As President of the Rosa Bonheur Society, Inc. (RBS). I have already submitted written testimony opposing the 
proposed rezoning (see Appendix: RBS Testimony Submitted to DPZ) of the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 
(RBMP) on behalf of our members, but would like to add the following important information that may be 
useful. 

Gunther Tertel/Bonheur Land Co. LLC acquired the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park (circa 1997). During the 
years of his ownership he repeatedly stated publicly after closing the cemetery his desire to develop the area 
(e.g., gas station, trailer park, convenience store). He also falsely and self servingly stated that there were only 
about 100 people still alive that were concerned about their loved ones buried there and the state of the 
cemetery. 

Although the RBMP opened in 1935 burials were initially few as Marylanders were still recovering from the 
Depression. From the late 1930's to early 1940's there were some burials, but WWII erupted and was quickly 
followed by the Korean War, which again resulted in people conserving their assets. Burials resumed after 
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these events, but slowed again with the occurrence of the Vietnam War. There was also a troubled period in 
which William Green owned RBMP (1978-1996) and was prosecuted for various illegal activities related to the 
cemetery that also negatively impacted the frequency of interments. Finally, Gunther Tertel assumed ownership 
(1997-2011) with burials eventually ceasing between 2003-2005. 

People were initially led to believe that the cemetery would be permanently reopened by Mr. Tertel and/or his 
representatives, such as, Marilyn Phillips. The purchase of cemetery goods, plots and burials resumed and 
people again contributed to a Perpetual fund (many for the third or fourth time) to protect their loved ones 
resting places and the cemetery. Again controversy arose as Mr. Tertel's desires to develop the grounds as 
commercial properties other than as a cemetery became public. Countless articles were published in The 
Baltimore Sun and other local and national newspapers and reports by television stations, such as, WBAL 
produced stories about the plight of the cemetery and the people with loved ones there. Eventually all burials 
ceased and RBMP closed without notice in November 2005 as reported by The Baltimore Sun (November 12, 
2005). 

The point of mentioning these downturns in business at the cemetery are that of the estimated 10,000 burials at 
RBMP that the majority (approx. 75-80 percent) of the burials there occurred from the late 1970's to the early 
2000's. Therefore, most of the families that have buried loved ones at the cemetery are still vital members of 
the community. They care deeply about their loved ones, both human and animal, that are buried at the 
cemetery. RBMP has never been an unloved or unwanted cemetery, but one that was purchased by a business 
man with deeper pockets than groups that wished to acquire, operate, and preserve the cemetery, such as, the 
Animal Welfare League. The only people in 6 years of RBS volunteer work that have expressed an interest in 
developing the cemetery are developers and/or those that own the property. The people with loved ones 
interred, their family and friends, and the community are desirous of preserving and protecting the cemetery. 

To that end the RBS has been performing thousands of hours of preservation, conservation, and grounds work 
without accepting any donations. Our group has incorporated and filed for tax exemption. These measures 
have been taken in order to be ready to form a Friends Group, if the opportunity is presented, which would be 
able to reestablish a perpetual fund and provide funding for further improvement of the grounds. Our main goal 
is to provide relief for concerned people and groups in the community and to enhance the beauty and ensure the 
future of a historical cemetery that is well loved. 

In revisiting Mr. Tertel's contention of only 100 people being concerned about the cemetery the following 
examples prove the falsity of such a statement. There are about 100 family members that are concerned about 
two graves of a single married couple. The five police dogs interred are considered by the police departments 
they served in as fellow officers and their numbers wish to protect their resting places. The thousands of people 
that read Jean Clark Keating's books about her dogs do not wish to see their graves disturbed. The armed 
forces and veterans are concerned about war dog Corporal Rex Ahlbin' s resting place. The Long Rider's Guild 
seeks to protect the memory of the horse Gypsy Queen and continue to publish a book written about her 
extraordinary journey through all 48 contiguous states. This list only mentions about 20 burials out of approx. 
10,000 at RBMP and already demonstrates that many thousands of people are concerned for the welfare of 
those interred at the cemetery and the cemetery itself. 

The RBMP is historical, but at the same time it is a contemporary cemetery. The majority of the burials have 
occurred in recent years and the cemetery only closed for burials 8 years ago. People from all walks of life in 
the community have chosen to entrust their loved ones' resting places to the integrity of Howard County. These 
diverse individuals include people, such as, loggers, developers, service providers, doctors, authors, NASA 
physicists, veterans, business owners, and politicians. It is in behalf of these individuals with loved ones 
interred at RBMP and concerned individuals and groups in the community that it is being requested that the 
land on which the cemetery is located not be rezoned. Also, that the integrity of the cemetery and the cemetery 
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grounds themselves be protected from development as per the Maryland Rules, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
and the Cemetery Preservation Act of 1993. 

Thank you for taking the time and effort to consider this important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Candy Warden, President 
Rosa Bonheur Society, Inc. 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
APPENDIX: RBS TESTIMONY SUBMITTED TO DPZ 

Candy Warden 
10232 Harvest Fields Drive 
Woodstock, MD 21163 
April 03, 2013 
Amendment No: 37.003 
Opposed to Rezoning 

AMENDMENT NO.: 37.003 

TESTIMONY OPPOSED TO PROPOSED REZONING OF THE ROSA BONHEUR 
MEMORIAL PARK 

The following testimony is submitted by Candy Warden, President of the Rosa Bonheur Society, Inc. (RBS), 
acting as representative of the members of the RBS and the people that have loved ones at the Rosa Bonheur 
Memorial Park (RBMP) located at 723 9 Washington Boulevard, Elkridge, Maryland 21 07 5. 

I. Chronology of Events Concerning the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 

The cemetery was founded in 1935 and until1978 operated productively. 

In 1978, William Green assumed ownership ofthe cemetery. 

In 1979, it became the only cemetery in the world where humans and their pets could be buried 
together. 

In 1986, The Howard County Office of Consumer Affairs filed an order against Mr. Green for 
violation of consumer laws for his second pet cemetery, Green Meadows. All charges were dismissed 
when he paid to move the pet remains to another pet cemetery. About 125 of these pets were moved to 
RBMP. 

In 1996, Consumer Affairs filed civil and criminal charges against Mr. Green for deceptive trade 
practices and misdemeanor theft. The outcome was that he partially reimbursed pet owners for 
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memorials and services not rendered and received an 18 month suspended sentence, 100 hours of 
community service, and 1 year probation. 

By 1997, the cemetery had gone into receivership and was bought at auction by Gunther Tertel 
DBA Bonheur Land Co. LLC. 

For the first five years of his ownership Marilyn Phillips worked as an unpaid manager with 
volunteers performing maintenance. She did perform burials at the cemetery, but people had to 
repurchase plots and services they had previously paid for as former owner Mr. Green had stolen the 
perpetual fund money and other cash assets. Also, Mr. Tertel was not contributing any funds for 
cemetery operations and services. 

In 2003, the Mr. Tertel finally announced that the cemetery was no longer providing burial 
services. 

From 1997 until his death Mr. Tertel repeatedly made statements to media, people in the 
community, and those with loved ones at the cemetery that he was going to develop the cemetery (e.g., 
gas station, trailer park, convenience store). People with humans and/or animals buried at the cemetery 
suffered ongoing threats and harassment by Mr. Tertel and/or his representatives that were aimed at 
making them agree to move their loved ones' remains from the cemetery regardless of their religious, 
cultural, and/or personal beliefs about the sanctity of burial. These threats, covered widely in the media, 
outraged Marylanders, upset people with loved ones at the cemetery, and very negatively impacted Mr. 
Tertel's reputation. 

In 2011, Mr. Tertel died and his estate appears to be being managed by attorneys. 

From 1935-2003 over 10,000 burials were performed at the cemetery including both humans 
and animals. 

II. Famous Animal Burials at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 

A. Mary Ann (d. 1941) 

In the 1920s The Baltimore Sun, as requested by local children, lead a drive to obtain an 
elephant for the Baltimore zoo. Over 100,000 children collected contributions and even more 
donated their pennies to pay for the elephant. 

"Mary Ann" arrived in 1925 and saved the zoo by generating significant revenue for 
improvements. 

In 1941 she passed away and was buried at the cemetery. 

Even after 72 years people still ask, "Did you know there's an elephant buried there?" 

B. Gypsy Queen (d. October 29, 1936) 

In 1925, Marylander Frank Heath and his horse, Gypsy Queen, began a two year journey 
to visit all 48 of the United States. Every aspect of their adventure was covered by national and 
local media. 
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After their return Mr. Heath wrote a book recounting their journey, Forty Million 
Hoofbeats, which continues to be in publication. 

Following Gypsy Queen's death a memorial plaque was dedicated by Mayor Jackson in 
her memory at the grand opening of the cemetery on July 9, 1938. 

C. Rex Ahlbin (1943- 1946) 

Rex Ahlbin was a WWII war dog donated for service by J. Ahlbin of Linthicum that 
served at Bougainville, Guadalcanal, and Tinian. 

In 1944, he was promoted to Corporal for having alerted Marines to a Japanese attack 
thereby saving lives. 

D. Tomb of the Unknown Pet (1990) 

A well attended public ceremony was held on May 22, 1990 to dedicate a Tomb of the 
Unknown Pets in honor of stray and abused animals that perish yearly. 

Many community minded groups and individuals applauded the memorial as a significant 
advance for providing recognition of the plight of abused and abandoned animals. 

E. Creatures Great and Small (1935- Present) 

There are other noted animals buried at the cemetery, such as, Gov. William Schafer's 
dog, three Washington and Baltimore Bullets mascots, Maryland's first Collie Champion, a 
Grand Champion Pony, five police dogs, two dogs that saved their owners' lives, the historic 
Dodge Hotel's cat, and many AKC championship dogs. There are also many types of animals 
buried there ranging from goldfish to horses. Regardless of the fame or type of animal they each 
are special to many people and are often visited at the cemetery in remembrance. 

III. Human Burials at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park (1979- 2003) 

Since 1979, human beings have been interred at the cemetery. Due to the "loss" of records after 
the cemetery entered receivership the exact number of human burials is unknown. Estimates quoted in 
newspapers have ranged from 20 to 260. 

Among these people are individuals that served our country in the armed forces and those that 
have served in the local community in jobs ranging from business owners to a bus driver for a school for 
challenged children. The family members of these people buried at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 
continue to visit the cemetery on a regular basis and do not want their loved ones' graves disturbed for 
religious and/or cultural reasons. For over 10 years Mr. Tertel tried to force them to remove their loved 
ones from the cemetery, but none of the families contacted would give their consent as they view 
removal as desecration of their resting places. 

There are also at least 100 people that have purchased burial plots, but are unable to use them 
with some being left without a final resting place. 
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IV. Volunteer Work: Past and Present 

For over 33 years there has been a sustained volunteer commitment to the cemetery and those 
with loved ones buried there. These volunteers have performed maintenance, legislative work, 
and community outreach in efforts to safeguard the future of the cemetery. 

Since 2007, the Rosa Bonheur Society, Inc. has maintained this volunteer tradition and does 
not accept any cash donations. In May 2010, RBS was awarded the Periwinkle Award by the 
Coalition to Protect Maryland Burial Sites for "outstanding work, dedication, and preservation of 
the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park". 

CONCLUSION 

The Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park has never been an abandoned, forgotten, or unloved 
cemetery. It has been a cemetery that was sold at auction to a businessman that was able to outbid 
competing bidders, such as, the Animal Welfare League, that wanted to protect and preserve it. 

The people with loved ones at this cemetery have been repeatedly victimized over the years by 
the theft of their perpetual fund, plots, and professional and maintenance services, and the threat of 
development of their loved ones resting places. 

Without taking action to secure the cemetery's future we risk the loss of an important part of our 
heritage and our humanity. 

Consequently, the Rosa Bonheur Society, Inc. members and the people with loved ones buried at 
the cemetery seek to preserve the integrity of the cemetery for the community at large and their own 
families. The Cemetery Preservation Act of 1993 and Applicable Laws in the Annotated Code of 
Maryland and the Maryland Rules protect the cemetery grounds and the human burials from 
development. Therefore, we believe that any development of the surrounding block should support the 
integrity of the cemetery and not encroach on the boundaries of the cemetery nor provide a detrimental 
environment. However, for the approximately 7.8 acres of the RBMP itself we are "Opposed" to the 
proposed rezoning that could potentially undermine the integrity of the cemetery and make it vulnerable 
to development. 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Tolliver, Sheila 
Monday, July 22, 2013 7:58AM 
Vern Conway 
Regner, Robin 

Subject: RE: Amendment No: 37.003 Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

Thank you for your e-mail to Council members concerning comprehensive zoning proposals. The Council appreciates 
your interest and will consider your point of view. 

Sheila Tolliver 
Council Administrator 
Howard County Council 
410 313-2001 

P.S.-State law requires certain disclosures be submitted by people who submit testimony on amendments under 
consideration in comprehensive zoning. You may wish to check the Council's website for additional information. 

http://cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

From: Vern Conway [mailto:verndconway@gmail.coml 
Sent: Saturday, July 20, 2013 12:01 PM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Amendment No: 37.003 Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

Dear Council Members, 

We are opposed to this rezoning. 

When we buried our pet at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park, we made a choice. At the time, most people buried 
their pets in their backyards. We knew that one day we would move and that grave could be disturbed. We 
knew that new owners might redevelop the land. We have moved and have no control over the property we 
lived on when our beloved dog passed away. And it seems in recent years we have no control over her resting 
place at Rosa Bonheur, in spite of the fact that we were issued a deed to her plot and paid for perpetual care. 

What's more, we chose Rosa Bonheur because it is such a special place. Humans are buried alongside animals. 
Like everyone else who buried their pets and family members there, we expected that to be a permanent resting 
place. Please reject this proposal. 

Thank you for taking the time to consider our heartfelt testimony. 

Sincerely, 

Vernon D. and Carol A. Conway 
43 Vespers Way 
Bluffton, South Carolina 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Tolliver, Sheila 
Friday, July 05, 2013 8:23AM 
Regner, Robin 

Subject: FW: Pet cemetary/Fwd: Barbara Seig from Whipps on Rosa Bonheur 

From: Watson, Courtney 
Sent: Thursday, July 04, 2013 1:19PM 
To: Mclaughlin, Marsha 
Cc: Tolliver, Sheila; Ball, Calvin B; Chaconas, Terry 
Subject: Re: Pet cemetary/Fwd: Barbara Seig from Whipps on Rosa Bonheur 

Terry, 
Please relay to barbara. 
cw 

Sent from my iPad 

On Jul 4, 2013, at 11:29 AM, 11 Mclaughlin, Marsha .. <mmclaughlin@howardcountymd.gov> wrote: 

Candy Warden testified, but no others to the Board. Letters started coming in afterwards, which Laura 
forwarded to the Council. 

Don Reuwer, Tertel estate reps, Candy Warden, other Rosa Bonheur friends, Beth Burgess and I met on 
site to look at scope of cemetery. Don is having a survey prepared so we can determine boundaries and 
whether some relocation could be acceptable to make more compact. Will check with Don on status of 
survey. 

Marsha Mclaughlin, Director 
Dept. of Planning & Zoning 
3430 Courthouse Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 

(w) 410 313 4301 
(c) 410 206 5478 

On Jul 3, 2013, at 9:14PM, .. Watson, Courtney .. <cwatson@howardcountymd.gov> wrote: 

Marsha, 
Were there a lot of letters on this issue sent to DPZ and planning boad? 

Sent from my iPad 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: 11 Chaconas, Terry .. <tchaconas@howardcountymd.gov> 
Date: July 3, 2013, 10:48:15 AM EDT 
To: .. Watson, Courtney .. <cwatson@howardcountymd.gov> 
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Cc: "Chaconas, Terry" <tchaconas@howardcountymd.gov> 
Subject: Barbara Seig from Whipps on Rosa Bonheur 

I spoke with Barbara Seig of the Whipps Cemetery this morning. She 
has heard about Rosa Bonheur proposal and is extremely 
concerned. She says she doesn't want to see history repeat itself, that 
cemeteries are protected by covenants attached to deeds and by state 
laws. She says that moving graves is a process that involves research on 
ownership, input from State's Attorney and Health Dept. and a 
destination into a perpetual care facility among other things. 

She said she heard that there were a lot of letters received during the 
Planning Board process that were not sent to the council 'due to budget 
constraints.' (I have no idea what this means but can check.) 

She is hoping that someone takes up the cause. She praised Ken Ulman 
for providing grant money to Whipps in the past, something she called 
'a spark of caring', and she says that HoCo was the first county in the 
state to have a cemetery advisory board. 

She was unaware of the issue and so didn't attend the public 
hearing. She is quite upset. She will be writing to the council to share 
her concerns. 
TC 

From: Chaconas, Terry 
Sent: Wednesday, July 03, 2013 10:39 AM 
To: johnsieg@aol.com 
Cc: Chaconas, Terry 
Subject: council email address 

Barbara, 

It was great to talk to you. Here is the email for all council 
members: Councilmail@howardcountymd.gov 

Happy 4th of July! 
Sincerely, 
Terry 

Teresa M. Chaconas 
Special Assistant to Councill\:1ember Courtney \Vatson 

Howard County Council 
34,30 Court House Drive 

Ellicott City, :Maryland 2104,3 
o: 4·10.313.3110 1 f: 4,10.31:3.3297 1 

tchaconas@howardcountymd.gov 
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SILBIGER f3 SILBIGER 
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3i.oo3 
ARNOLD R. SILBIGER* 

CLIFFORD B . SILBIGER 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

SILBIGER BUILDING 

1338 SULPHUR SPRING ROAD 

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21227 

TELEPHONE 410-242-1616 

FACSIMILE 410-536-7224 

*MEMBER OF THE MARYLAND 0. D . C . BAR 

Howard County Council 
3930 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, ~.1aryland 21 04 3 

RE: Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 

Gentlemen/Ladies: 

July 15, 2013 

This office represents the Wilson Family, who has a pet buried in Rosa Bonheur 
Memorial Park. 

My clients are strongly opposed to any rezoning of the property and any contiguous 
property which would encroach on the grounds of the cemetery. 

Very truly yours, 

~/Jp---
Amold R. Silbiger 

ARS: clb 



Regner, Robin 

From: Tolliver, Sheila 
Sent: 
To: 

Thursday, August 01, 2013 1:48 PM 
Regner, Robin 

Subject: FW: Amendment #37.003 Opposed to Re-zoning 

From: Sigaty, Mary Kay 
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 4:58 PM 
To: Tolliver, Sheila 
Subject: FW: Amendment #37.003 Opposed to Re-zoning 

From: Mary Kay Sigaty <mksigaty@howardcountymd.gov<mailto:mksigaty@howardcountymd.gov>> 
Date: Fri, 14 Jun 2013 16:09:32 -0400 
To: Dot Z <dot_zaruba@yahoo.com<mailto:dot_zaruba@yahoo.com>> 
Subject: Re: Amendment #37.003 Opposed to Re-zoning 

Dear Ms. Zaruba, 

Thank you for sharing your testimony with the Howard County Council regarding map amendment 37.003. I will 
consider your views very carefully as we work on this legislation. 

Mary Kay Sigaty 
Howard County Council 
District 4 
410-313-2001 

From: Dot Z <dot_zaruba@yahoo.com<mailto:dot_zaruba@yahoo.com>> 
Reply-To: Dot Z <dot_zaruba@yahoo.com<mailto:dot_zaruba@yahoo.com>> 
Date: Thu, 13 Jun 2013 21:37:16 -0400 
To: CounciiMail <CounciiMail@howardcountymd.gov<mailto:CounciiMail@howardcountymd.gov>> 
Subject: Amendment #37.003 Opposed to Re-zoning 

Howard County Council Members 
Planning and Zoning 

Please accept the written testimony ... previously sent ... now enclosed in the body of this email concerning the above 
amendment. 

Please scroll through the entire email to find the message. We have taken a great interest in this amendment and hope 
our feelings concerning this matter will be heard. 

Thank you 
Dorothy Dash Zaruba 
504 Joy Circle 
Glen Burnie MD 21061 
410.760.5317 

[http://docs.google.com/File?id=dc6b9f43_2jkgws4c9_b] 
----- Forwarded Message-----
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From: "rosabonheursociety@juno.com<mailto:rosabonheursociety@juno.com>" 
<rosabonheursociety@juno.com<mailto:rosabonheursociety@juno.com>> 
To: dot_zaruba@yahoo.com<mailto:dot_zaruba@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 13, 2013 2:45 PM 
Subject: Re: Fw: Amendment #37.003 Opposed to Re-zoning Dear Dot, This is the e-mail you sent me regarding your 
submission of written testimony. 
Hope this is helpful, 
Candy 

----------Original Message----------
From: Dot Z <dot_zaruba@yahoo.com<mailto:dot_zaruba@yahoo.com>> 
To: Candy Warden <rosabonheursociety@juno.com<mailto:rosabonheursociety@juno.com>> 
Subject: Fw: Amendment #37 .003 Opposed to Re-zoning 
Date: Thu, 4 Apr 2013 17:55:46 -0700 (PDT) 

Hey Candy 

I wrote the letter and I'm delighted that it went through ... hope this helps .... keep me posted. 

Take care ... Dot 

[http:/ /docs.google.com/File?id=dc6b9f43_2jkgws4c9_b] 
----- Forwarded Message-----
From: "Boone, Laura" <lboone@howardcountymd.gov<mailto:lboone@howardcountymd.gov>> 
To: "dot_zaruba@yahoo.com<mailto:dot_zaruba@yahoo.com>" 
<dot_zaruba@yahoo.com<mailto:dot_zaruba@yahoo.com>> 
Sent: Thursday, April 4, 2013 6:16 PM 
Subject: RE: Amendment #37.003 Opposed to Re-zoning Ms. Zaruba: 
Thank you for contacting the Planning Board. I will be sure they receive your testimony to take into consideration while 
making a recommendation on the Comprehensive Zoning Plan. 

Thanks, 

Laura Boone 
Howard County Government 
Department of Planning and Zoning 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 
410-313-4303 

From: dot_zaruba@yahoo.com<mailto:dot_zaruba@yahoo.com> [mailto:dot_zaruba@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 02, 2013 6:25 PM 
To: PlanningBoard 
Subject: Amendment #37.003 Opposed to Re-zoning 

Data from form "Contact Howard County Government" was received on 4/2/2013 6:24:43 PM. 
Contact Howard County Government 
Field 

Value 
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HCGEmaiiAddr 

planningboard@howardcountymd.gov<mailto:planningboard@howardcountymd.gov> 

YourEmaiiAddr 

dot_zaruba@yahoo.com<mailto:dot_zaruba@yahoo.com> 

Name 

. Dorothy Dash Zaruba 

Subject 

Amendment #37.003 Opposed to Re-zoning 

Message Body 

I am submitting this written testimony to oppose the re-zoning of land that includes the Rosa Bonheur Pet Cemetery. As 
a pet owner my family has many beloved pets buried there and it holds a very special place in my heart. My pets are 
members of the family unit and deserve an undisturbed final resting place. I can't express in words here the heartbreak 
if I was no longer able to go there to memorialize their lives. My family has been going there since 1945 when my Dad 
buried his beloved Toadies after returning from WWII. I have personally been going there for almost 60 years myself. As 
a child I visited with my Dad his dog's grave and was so impressed with the beautiful final resting place for pets. I was 
given a dog as a small child and when she passed away in 1968 I requested that we bury Lady next to Toadies. I once 
again became the owner of another wonderful dog, Queenie, who passed away after 16 years of faithful companionship 
in 1985. I wanted her to be forever remembered as well with a burial in Rosa Bonheur. The cemetery grounds are sacred 
to me and all the other pet owners who selected to bury their much loved pets on the property. Please do not take this 
honor away from our most cherished pets. Respectfully submitted by Dorothy Dash Zaruba 

Email "Amendment #37.003 Opposed to Re-zoning" originally sent to 
planningboard@howardcountymd.gov<mailto:planningboard@howardcountymd.gov> from 
dot_zaruba@yahoo.com<mailto:dot_zaruba@yahoo.com> on 4/2/2013 6:24:43 PM. 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~BlackBerry® 10 Find out more about the new 
BlackBerry 10 smartphone. 
<http:/ /thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3132/51ba138c9b02138b22c8st01vuc>BiackBerry.com<http:/ /thirdpartyoffers.ju 
no.com/TGL3132/51ba138c9b02138b22c8st01vuc> 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

From: Sigaty, Mary Kay 

Tolliver, Sheila 
Thursday, August 01, 2013 1:49 PM 
Regner, Robin 
FW: Amendment No: 37.003- Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 4:57 PM 
To: Tolliver, Sheila 
Subject: FW: Amendment No: 37.003- Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

From: Mary Kay Sigaty <mksigaty@howardcountymd.gov<mailto:mksigaty@howardcountymd.gov>> 
Date: Fri, 14 Jun 2013 16:25:56 -0400 
To: David Conway <dbconway15@gmail.com<mailto:dbconway15@gmail.com>> 
Subject: Re: Amendment No: 37.003- Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

Dear Mr. Conway, 

Thank you for sharing your testimony regarding the requested rezoning application. The Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park is 
very dear to many, and I have heard from a number of people who ask the Council to consider the purpose of the site 
and to preserve the land into perpetuity. I will consider your testimony carefully as the Council deliberates this 
legislation. 

Sincerely ..... MK 

Mary Kay Sigaty 
Howard County Council 
District 4 
410-313-2001 

From: David Conway <dbconway15@gmail.com<mailto:dbconway15@gmail.com>> 
Date: Thu, 13 Jun 2013 13:22:31 -0400 
To: Council Mail <CounciiMail@howardcountymd.gov<mailto:CounciiMail@howardcountymd.gov>> 
Subject: Amendment No: 37.003- Opposed to Proposed Rezoning 

Dear Council Members, 

The Department of Planning and Zoning has already received a great many written testimonies in opposition to the 
proposed rezoning which affects Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park (RBMP) but I wanted to write directly to you. I am a 
registered Howard County voter and I work here as well. And, I have a pet buried at RBMP. I am opposed to this 
rezoning. 

RBMP is special. In 1979, it became the first pet cemetery in the world to allow human burials. Many humans have 
been interred there since that date. I and others who buried pets and family members there had a reasonable 
expectation that burial was permanent. We received deeds to those plots. But in the last decade, we have been in 
constant fear that the property would be developed and our loved ones' resting places would be disturbed. 

Please reject this proposal. 
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Since. rely, 

David Conway 
Woodstock, MD 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Tolliver, Sheila 
Friday, October 04, 2013 10:06 AM 
Regner, Robin 

Subject: FW: Cemetery preservation acts? 
Attachments: image001.png; ATT00001.htm; Cemeteries- Maryland Historical Trust.pdf; ATT00002.htm 

Please copy for comp. zoning files. 

From: Ball, Calvin B 
Sent: Thursday, October 03, 2013 12:09 PM 
To: Tolliver, Sheila 
Subject: Fwd: Cemetery preservation acts? 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Whipkey, Melissa" <mwhipkey@howardcountytnd.gov> 
To: "Ball, Calvin B" <cbball@howardcountymd.gov> 
Cc: "Vannoy, James" <jvannoy@howardcountymd.gov>, "Nolan, Margaret Ann" 
<manolan@howardcountyn1d. gov>, "Johnson, Paul" <pjohnson@howardcountyn1d. gov> 
Subject: RE: Cemetery preservation acts? 

Ok- quite a few laws apply in that case. I've included relevant sections of the County's 
Cemetery Preservation Act below. State laws include prohibitions on relocating human remains 
without the consent of the State's Attorney and Secretary of the Dept. of Health and Mental 
Hygiene. Court approval is also necessary to sell cemetery property for another purpose (Section 
5-505 of the Business Regulation Article of the Maryland Code). I've attached a compilation of 
State laws regarding cemeteries prepared by the Maryland Historical Trust. Note that both State 
and County law define cemeteries in relation to human remains. 

Many zoning districts permit cemeteries as a conditional use, although TOD is not one of 
them. DPZ should have information on the zoning history of the cemetery, whether it was 
already a non-conforming use or whether it has become one because of the change in 
zoning. And because DPZ also make determinations regarding boundaries and accommodation 
plans, they may have additional useful information for you with respect to the property. 

Let me know if you need further info. 

Melissa 

Sec. 16.1303. Inventory of cemeteries.[cid:imageOOl.png@OlCEB61A.04D9Fl80] 
(a) 
Establishment of Inventory. The Department of Planning and Zoning, in cooperation with the 
Cemetery Preservation Advisory Board, shall propose, and the County Council shall establish, an 
inventory of all known cemeteries in the County, together with a description of the geographical 
location of each and a record of the owners of each burial ground. 

1 



(b) 
Maintenance of Cemetery Inventory Map. The Department of Planning and Zoning shall 
maintain a current map which depicts the location of all known cemeteries in the County based 
on the above inventory. 
(C.B. 13, 1993) 
Sec. 16.1304. Development or subdivision in a 
cemetery. [ cid:image001.png@O 1 CEB61A.04D9F 180] 
(a) 
Accommodation. When a property owner proposes to develop a property, through submission of 
a subdivision sketch plan, preliminary equivalent sketch plan, or a site development plan, on 
which is located a cemetery which is shown on the inventory map, the property owner shall: 
(1) 
Accommodate the cemetery with the development, by placing the cemetery in a nonbuildable lot 
with a cemetery designation, by dedicating the cemetery to a homeowner's association or a 
preservation, conservation or religious organization, by providing that the cemetery be used as a 
cemetery in perpetuity, and by providing public access to the cemetery. Any land placed in a 
nonbuildable cemetery lot designation pursuant to this section may be counted towards open 
space requirements. Alternatively, a property owner may leave the deed to the cemetery in the 
private ownership and care of a family. 
(2) 
Conduct a title search of the parcel extending back to the original patent to ascertain whether 
covenants relating to the cemetery had been executed. 
(3) 
Establish the boundaries of the cemetery as approved by the Department of Planning and Zoning 
whenever the cemetery boundaries are either not well defined or in dispute, using any or all of 
the following methods: 
(i) 
Historical documentation; 
(ii) 
Professional archaeology; 
(iii) 
Ground-penetrating radar; 
(iv) 
Oral history, claims of descendants, vital records; 
(v) 
Proton magnetometry; and/ or 
(vi) 
Other approved nondestructive techniques. 
(b) 
Accommodation at Preliminary or Final Plan. If a cemetery is discovered after the approval of 
sketch plan or preliminary equivalent sketch plan or if a sketch plan is not required to be 
submitted, then all the requirements of [this] section 
16.1304<http://library.municode.conl!HTML/14680/level3/HOW ARD CO CODE TIT16PLZ 
OSULADERE SUBTITLE 13CEPR.html#HOWARD CO CODE TIT16PLZOSULADERE 
SUBTITLE 13CEPR S 16.1304DESUCE> shall apply to the submission of a preliminary 
subdivision plan or a final subdivision plan for a property that contains a cemetery. 
(c) 
Submission of Cemetery Boundary Documentation and Accommodation Plan. Once the property 
owner determines the boundaries of the cemetery using one or more of the foregoing methods, 
the property owner shall submit to the Department of Planning and Zoning the documentation of 
the boundaries of the cemetery, and a plan showing how the cemetery will be accommodated 
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with the development and how public access to the cemetery will be provided, in accordance 
with subsection (a) above. 
(d) 
Meeting. The Department of Planning and Zoning shall forward the information provided in 
subsections (a) and (c) above to the Planning Board. The Board shall consider this information at 
a regular Planning Board meeting. 
(e) 
Recommendation-Decision. The Planning Board shall make a recommendation to the 
Department of Planning and Zoning on the property owner's plan. The Department of Planning 
and Zoning shall expeditiously make a final decision on the matter. In the event that the 
Department of Planning and Zoning determines that an accommodation of the cemetery with the 
development cannot reasonably be accomplished without denying the property owner reasonable 
use of its entire property, then the Department of Planning and Zoning shall require the property 
owner to develop, and it shall approve, a plan for appropriate treatment of the cemetery in 
accordance with State law. 
(C.B. 13, 1993) 
Sec. 16.1305. Discovery of cemetery.[cid:imageOOl.png@Ol CEB61A.04D9Fl80] 
(a) 
Discovery. If any person discovers the existence of previously unknown human remains, 
tombstones, funerary objects, or other evidence of a cemetery which reasonably indicates the 
presence of a cemetery in the course of grading, construction or work of any kind, that person 
shall stop work immediately in the discovered area and shall give notice of its discovery within 
24 hours to the State's attorney, the County Health Officer, the Department of Planning and 
Zoning, the Department of Public Works, and the Department of Inspections, Licenses and 
Permits. All permits issued by the Department of Inspections, Licenses and Permits relating to 
the discovered area shall be suspended and the property owner shall stop all work in the 
discovered area until a determination is made pursuant to subsection (b) of this section. 
(b) 
Determination. The Department Planning and Zoning, in consultation with the Cemetery 
Preservation Advisory Board, shall determine if the discovered area provided in subsection (a) 
above is a cemetery. In making this determination, the Department of Planning and Zoning, in 
consultation with the cemetery preservation advisory board, may require the property owner to 
comply with subsection 
16.1304<http://library.municode.com/HTML/14680/level3/HOWARD CO CODE TIT16PLZ 
OSULADERE SUBTITLE 13CEPR.httnl#HOWARD CO CODE TIT16PLZOSULADERE 
SUBTITLE 13CEPR S16.1304DESUCE>(a)(2) and (3). If it is determined that the area is not a 
cemetery, the stop-work order shall be lifted and the suspended permits released by the 
Department of Inspections, Licenses and Permits. 
(c) 
Cemetery protection. If it is determined that the discovered area is a cemetery, the property 
owner shall comply with the requirements of section 
16.1304<http://library.municode.com/HTML/14680/level3/HOWARD CO CODE TIT16PLZ 
OSULADERE SUBTITLE 13CEPR.html#HOWARD CO CODE TIT16PLZOSULADERE 
SUBTITLE 13CEPR Sl6.1304DESUCE> ofthis subtitle. However, the Department of 
Planning and Zoning, in consultation with the Cemetery Preservation Advisory Board, may 
waive these requirements in a discovery situation, on a case-by-case basis, based on the criteria 
for waivers of the subdivision regulations contained in section 
6.1 04<http://library.nlunicode.com/HTML/14680/level3/CO TIT6COEXEXBR SUBTITLE 1 
THCOEX.html#CO TIT6COEXEXBR SUBTITLE 1THCOEX S6.104EXAUDULOSTEM> 
of the Howard County Code. 
(C.B. 13, 1993) 
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Sec. 16.1306. Removal prior to development.[cid:imageOOl.png@OlCEB6lA.04D9Fl80] 
If a property owner removes human remains from a cemetery prior to entering the development 
or subdivision process, then any subsequent development of the area formerly occupied by the 
cemetery shall be prohibited. 
(C.B. 13, 1993) 
Sec. 16.1307. Appeal.[cid:image001.png@01CEB61A.04D9F180] 
Any person specially aggrieved by any decision of a County agency made under this subtitle 
may, within 30 days thereof, appeal the decision to the Board of Appeals of Howard County. 
(C.B. 13, 1993) 
Sec. 16.1308. Enforcement.[cid:image001.png@01CEB61A.04D9F180] 
Where there is any violation of this subtitle or any action taken thereunder Howard County shall 
institute appropriate action to compel compliance with the provisions of this subtitle. In addition 
to and concurrent with all other remedies, Howard County may enforce the provisions of this 
subtitle with civil penalties pursuant to the provisions of title 
24<http://library.municode.cotn/HTML/14680/level2/HOW ARD CO CODE TIT24CIPE.html 
#HOWARD CO CODE TIT24CIPE>, "Civil Penalties," ofthe Howard County Code. A 
violation shall be a Class A offense. 
(C.B. 13, 1993) 
Sec. 16.1309. Severability.[cid:image001.png@01CEB61A.04D9F180] 
If any portion of this subtitle is held invalid or unconstitutional, the invalidity or 
unconstitutionality of that portion shall not affect the remaining portions of the subtitle. 

From: Ball, Calvin B 
Sent: Friday, September 20, 2013 2:09PM 
To: Whipkey, Melissa 
Cc: Vannoy, James; Nolan, Margaret Ann; Johnson, Paul 
Subject: RE: Cemetery preservation acts? 

Thanks Melissa, 
The one caveat is that there are people buried there too. 

-------- Original message --------
From: "Whipkey, Melissa" <mwhipkey@howardcountymd.gov> 
Date: 09/20/2013 1:45PM (GMT-05:00) 
To: "Ball, Calvin B" <cbball@howardcountymd.gov> 
Cc: "Vannoy, James" <jvannoy@howardcountymd.gov>,"Nolan, Margaret Ann" 
<manolan@howardcountymd.gov>,"Johnson, Paul" <pjohnson@howardcountymd.gov> 
Subject: FW: Cemetery preservation acts? 

Hi Calvin, 

Margaret Ann asked me to respond to your question. 

I did a westlaw search and couldn't find any state laws pertaining to pet cemeteries, which is 
consistent with statements I found in a few semi-recent Sun articles on the subject of pet 
cemeteries. 

I also did a search of the County Code and didn't find anything. 
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Obviously not applicable, but I thought you might be interested to know that Baltimore County 
recently passed legislation on pet cemeteries: 

http:/larticles.baltimoresun.cotn/2012-10-01/news/bs-md-co-pet-cetnetery-bill-20121001 1 pet
cemetery-baltimore-county -council-plot -owner 

Hope this helps. Please let me know if you have additional questions. 

Melissa 

Melissa S. Whipkey 
Assistant County Solicitor 
George Howard Building 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 
410.313.4316 

Confidentiality Notice: The information contained in this email communication is confidential, 
may be attorney-client privileged, and is intended only for the use of addressee. Unauthorized 
use, disclosure, copying or dissemination of this email is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. 
If you have received this email communication in error, please immediately notify the sender. 
Thank you. 

From: Nolan, Margaret Ann 
Sent: Friday, September 20, 2013 11:57 AM 
To: Johnson, Paul; Whipkey, Melissa; Vannoy, James 
Subject: FW: Cemetery preservation acts? 

From: Ball, Calvin B 
Sent: Friday, September 20, 2013 10:58 AM 
To: Tolliver, Sheila 
Cc: Nolan, Margaret Ann 
Subject: Cemetery preservation acts? 

Could someone look at the state and local acts and see how they restrict the pet cemetery that we 
rezoned to TOD in comp zoning? 
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Drjm(y Secretary 

Selected Maryland Statutes 
Related to Human Remains, 

Burials, and Cemeteries 

Compiled by the Maryland Historical Trust 

July 2011 

This includes selected titles fi·om the Annotated Code of Maryland related to the treatment of human remains, 
bul'ial sites, and cemeteries for educational purposes only. While the Maryland Historical Trust has made every 
effort to include all relevant sections of the applicable statutes, this document should not be construed as being 
exhaustive or comprehensive. Readers are advised to conduct their own research on burial law and regulations 
and/or consult legal counsel. 

This document is provided by the Maryland Department of Planning for reference purposes only. Statutes and 
Regulations may change as a result of legislative action~ so users are advised to consult the most current version 
of the Maryland Code available from the Maryland Department of Legislative Services at: 
http://www .mlis.state.md.us/. 
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CODE OF MARYLAND 

Criminal Law Article 

Richard Eberhart Hall 
Stcrtfary 

Mattht11' ]. Powtr 
DtfutD' StcrtltnJ' 

TITLE 10. CRIMES AGAINST PUBLIC HEALTH, CONDUCT; AND SENSIBILITIES 

Subtitle 4. Crimes Relating to Human Remains 

§ 10-401. Definitions. 

(a) In general.- In this subtitle the following words have the meanings indic.ated. 

(b) Associated fimermy object. 
(l) "Associated funerary object" means an item of human manufacture or use that is intentionally placed: 

(i) with human remains at the time of interment in a burial site; or 
(ii) after interment, as a part of a death ceremony of a culture, religion, or group. 

(2) "Associated funerary object11 includes a gravestone, monument, tomb, or other structure in or· directly 
associated with a burial site. 

(c) Burial site.-
(1) "Burial site11 means a natural or prepared physical location, whether originally located below, on, or 
above the surface of the earth, into which human remains or associated funerary objects at·e deposited as a 
patt of a death ceremony of a culture, religion~ or group. 
(2) "Burial site11 includes the human remains and associated funerary objects that result from a shipwreck Ol' 

accident and are left intentionally to remain at the site. 

(d) Permanent cemetery.- "Permanent cemetery11 means a cemetery that is owned by: 
(1) a cemetery company regulated under Title 5 of the Business Regulation Atticle; 
(2) a nonprofit organization; or 
(3) the State. 

§ 10-402. Removing human remains without authority. 

(a) Prohibited.- Except as provided in subsection (b) of this section, a person may not remove or attempt to remove 
human remains from a burial site. 

This document is provided by the Maryland Department of Planning for reference purposes only. Statutes and Regulations may change as a 
result of legislative action, so users are advised to consult the most current version of the Maryland Code available from the Maryland 
Department of Legislative Services at: htto://www.mlis.state. md.us/, 
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(b) Exception ... Subject to subsection (c) ofthis section, the State's Attorney for a county may authorize in writing 
the removal of human remains fi·om a burial site in the State's Attorney's jurisdiction: 

( 1) to ascet1a in the cause of death of the person whose rem a ins are to be removed; 
(2) to detennine whether the human remains were interred erroneously; 
(3) for the purpose of reburial; or 
(4) for medical or scientific examination or study allowed by law. 

(c) Same - Notice.-
( l) Except as provided in paragraph ( 4) of this subsection, the State's Attorney for a county shall require a 
person who requests authorization to relocate pennanently human remains fi·om a burial site to publish a 
notice of the proposed relocation in a newspaper of general circulation in the county where the burial site is 
located. 
(2) The notice shall be publishe'd in the newspaper one time. 
(3) The notice shaH contain: 

(i) a statement that autho'rization from the State's Attorney is being requested to remove human 
remains from a burial site; 
(ii) the purpose for which the authorization is being requested; 
(iii) the location of the burial site, including the tax map and parcel number or liber and folio number; 
and 
(iv) all known pertinent information concerning the burial site, including the names of the persons 
whose human remains are inten·ed in the burial site, if known. 

(4) (i) The State's Attorney may authorize the temporary relocation of human remains from a burial site 
for good cause, notwithstanding the notice requirements of this subsection. 
(ii) If the person requesting the authorization subsequently intends to relocate the remains 
permanently, the person promptly shall publish notice as required under this subsection. 

(5) The person requesting the authorization fi·om the State's Attorney shall pay the cost of publishing the 
notice, 
(6) The State's Attorney may authorize the removal of the human remains fi·om the burial site after: 

(i) receiving proof of the publication required under paragraph (1) of this subsection; and 
(ii) 15 days after the date of publication. 

(7) This subsection may not be construed to delay, prohibit, or otherwise limit the State's Attorney's 
authorization for the removal of human remains fi·om a burial site. 
(8) For a known, but not necessarily documented, unmarked burial site, the person requesting authorization 
for the removal of human remains from the burial site has the burden of proving by archaeological 
excavation or another acceptabl~ method the precise location and boundaries of the burial site. 

(d) Same- Reinterment. 
(I) Any human remains that are removed from a burial site under this section shal1 be reinterred in: 

(i) 1. a permanent cemetery that provides perpetual care; or 
2. a place other than a permanent cemetery with the agreement of a person in interest as 
defined under§ 14-12l(a)(4) ofthe Real Property Article; and 

This document is provided by the Maryland Department of Planning for reference purposes only. Statutes and Regl.llations may change ns a 
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1. a mortician~ professional cemeterian, or othe1· individual qualified in the interment of 
human remains; 
2. a minister, priest, or other religious leader; or 
3. a trained anthropologist or archaeologist. 

(2) The location ofthe final disposition and treatment of human remains·that at·e removed from a burial site 
under this section shall be entered into the local burial sites inventory or, if no local burial sites inventory 
exists, into a l'ecord or inventory deemed appropriate by the State's Attorney or the Maryland Historical 
Trust. 

(e) Construction of section.- This section may not be construed to: 
. (I) preempt the need for a permit required by the Department of Health and Mental Hygiene under§ 4-215 

of the Health-General Article to remove human remains fi·om a burial site; m· 
(2) interfere with the normal operation and maintenance of a cemetery, as long as the operation and 
maintenance of the cemetery are performed in accordance 'with State law. 

(f) Penalty." A person who violates this section is guilty of a misdemeanor and on conviction is subject to 
imprisonment not exceeding 5 years or a fine not exceeding $10,000 or both. 

(g) Statute of/imitations and in bane review.- A person who violates this section is subject to§ 5-l06(b) of the 
Courts At1icle. 

§ 10-403. Removal of human remains or funerary object. 

(a) Scope of section.- This section does not apply to: 
(1) a person acting in the course of medical, at·chaeological, educational, or scientific study; 
(2) a licensed mortician or other professional who transports human remains in the course of carrying out 
professional duties; or 
(3) a person acting under the authority of: 

(i) § 10-402 of this subtitle; or 
(ii) § 4-215 or § 5-408 of the Health-General Attic I e. 

(b) Prohibited.- A person may not knowingly sell, buy, or transpott for sale or profit, or offer to buy, sell, or 
transport for sale or profit: 

(1) unlawfully removed human remains; or 
(2) an associated funerary object obtai11ed in violation of§ 10-404 of this subtitle. 

(c) Penalty.~ A person who violates this section is guilty of a misdemeanor and on conviction is subject to 
imprisonment not exceeding 1 year or a fine not exceeding $5,000 or both. 

This docum~nt i~ prov~dcd by the Marylan~ Department of Planning for reference pmposcs only. Statutes and Regulations may change as a 
result of legtslahvc act1on, so users are adv1sed to consult the most current version of the Maryland Code avai I able from the Maryland 
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(d) Appropriation and disposition.- The Maryland Historical Trust may appropriate all human remains and 
associated funerary objects obtained in violation of this subtitle fo1· management, care, and administration until a 
determination of final disposition as provided by law. 

(e) Construction of section.- This section may not be construed to interfere with the normal operation and 
maintenance of a cemetery including: 

(1) correction of improper burial siting; and 
(2) moving the human remains within a cemetery with the consent of a person who qualifies as an heir as 
defined in§ l-101 ofthe Estates and Trusts Atticle. 

§ 10-404. Cemetery- Destroying funerary objects; indecent conduct. 

(a) Prohibited- Destruction of funerary object; exception for repair or replacement.-
( I) Subject to the provisions of paragraph (2) of this subsection, a person may not willfully destroy, damage, 
deface, or remove: 

(i) an associated funerary object or another structure placed in a cemetery; or 
(ii) a building, waH, fence, railing, or other work, for the use, protection, or ornamentation of a 
cemetery. 

(2) The provisions of paragraph (1) of this subsection do not prohibit the removal of a funerary object or a 
building, wall, fence, railing, or' other object installed for the use, protection, or ornamentation of a cemetery 
or burial site, for the purpose ofrepair or replacement, either at the request of or with the permission of heirs 
or descendants of the deceased or the owner or manager ofthe cemete1-y or burial site. 

(b) Same - Destruction of foliage; exception for routine care and maintenance.-
(\) Subject to the provisions of paragraph (2) of this subsection, a person may not willfully destroy, damage, 
or remove a tree, plant, or shrub in a cemetery. 
(2) The provisions ofparagrapli.(l) ofthis subsection do not prohibit normal maintenance of a cemetery or 
burial site, including trimming of trees and shrubs, removal of weeds or noxious growths, grass cutting, or 
other routine care and maintenance. 

(c) Same- Indecent or disorderly condu9t.- A person may not engage in indecent or disorderly condt1ct in a 
cemetery. 

. . 

(d) Penalty.- A person who violates this section is guilty of a misdemeanor and on conviction is subject to: 
(l) for a violation ofsubsectio·n (a) of this section, imprisonment not exceeding 5 years or a fine not 
exceeding $10,000 or both; and 
(2) for a violation of subsection (p) or (c) of this section, imprisonment not exceeding 2 years or a fine not 
exceeding $500 or both. · · 

(e) Construction of section.- This section does not prohibit the removal of human remains or a funerary object from 
an abandoned cemetery if: 

This document is provided by the Maryland Department of Planning for reference purposes only. Statutes and Regulations may change as a 
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( l) the removal is authorized in writing by the State's Attorney of the county in which the cemetery 

containing the human remains or funerary object is located; and 
(2) the human remains or funerary object are placed in an accessible place in a permanent cemetery. 

[An. Code 1957> art. 27, § 267(b)-(d); 2002, ch. 26, § 2; 2003, ch. 21, § I; 2005, ch. 208; 2006, ch. 38.] 
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§ 4-215. Bu•·ial permits, final dispos.ition, transpol'tation, and disinterment. 
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StrrrlaO' 

Matt/mil]. Powr:r 
DfjJH{y Semlmy 

(a) ''Cemetery" defined.- In this section, "cemete1y" includes a crematory or other place for final disposition. 

(b) Burial-transit permit required.-
( I) Within 72 hours after death or after delive1y in a fetal death and before final disposition or removal of the 
body or fetus fi·om this State, the mortician who first takes custody of the body or fetus shall obtain a burial
transit permit. 
(2) If the death or fetal death cettiftcate is on a muHicopy form, one copy of which is designated specifically 
as a "burial-transit pennit" and is signed by the attending physician or medical examiner, that copy shall 
provide for the later entry of final disposition information and serves as a burial-transit permit. 

(c) Duty qfperson in charge of cemetery.-
(I) A person in charge of a cemetety may not permit the final disposition of a body or fetus unless it is 
accompanied by a burial-transit permit. 
(2) The person in charge of a cemetery shall: 

(i) Write on the permit the date of final disposition; 
(ii) Sign the permit; and · 
(iii) Within 10 days after final disposition, return the pel'mit to the Secretary. 

(3) If there is no person in charge of the cemetety, the mortician shall fill out the burial-transit permit. 

(d) Permit is authority throughout State.~ A bmial-transit permit issued by any state or a foreign country is sufficient 
authority for transit through this State or final disposition in any cemetery in this State. 

(e) Permit for disinterment and reinterment,· inspection of permit record.-
(1) A permit for disinterment and reinterment is required before the disinterment ofhuman remains if 
reinterment is not to be made in the same cemetery. The Secretary or a health officer shall issue the pe1mit 
after receipt of an application on the form that the Secretary requires. 

This document is provided by the Maryland Department of Planning for reference purposes only. Statutes and Regulations may change as a 
result oflegislativc action, so users are advised to consult the most current version of the Maryland Code available from the Maryland 
Department of Legislative Sen• ices at: http:/(www.mlis.statc.md.usl. 
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(2) If all human remains in a cemetery m·e to be disinterred for purposes of relocation or abandonment of the 
cemetery, one application is sufficient for that purpose. . 
(3) The Department shall keep a record of each penn it issued for the disinterment and reinterment of human 
remains. 
(4) Except as provided in paragraph (5) of this subsection, the Depattment may not disclose or allow public 
inspection of information in a permit record about the location of the site of a disinterment or reinterment if a 
local burial sites advisory board or the Director of the Maryland Historical Trust determines that: 

(i) The site is historic propetty, as defined in Atticle 83B) § 5-60·1 of the Code; and 
(ii) Disclosure would create a substantial risk ofhann, theft, or destruction to the site. 

(5) The Department may not deny inspection of a permit record to: 
(i) The owner of the site of the disinterment or reinterment; 
(ii) A governmental entity that has the power of eminent domain; or 
(iii) The spouse, next of kin, or appointed personal representative of the deceased whose human 
remains have been disinterred or reintened 

This docum~nt i~ prov~ded by the Marylan~ Department of Planning for reference purposes only. Statutes and Regulations may change as a 
result oflegtslattve actton, so users are advised to consult the most current version of the Maryland Code available from the Mar>•land 
Department of Legislative Services at: http://www.mlis.statc.md.us/. 
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§ 14-121. Burial sites· Access. 

(a) Definitions." 

Maryland Departtnent of Planning 
Maryland Historical Trust 

CODE OF MARYLAND 

Real Propet·ty Article 

TITLE 14. MISCELLANEOUS RULES 

Subtitle 1. Miscellaneous Rules 

( 1) In this section the foiJo\ving words have the meanings indicated. 

Richard Eberhart Hall 
Sm"flao· 

Matthew]. P01nr 
Drjml)• Stmlmy 

(2) (i) "Burial site" means any natural or prepared physical location, whether originally located below, 
on, or above the surface of the earth into which human remains or associated funerary objects are 
deposited as a pa1t of a death rite or ceremony of any culture, religion, or group. 
(ii) "Burial site" inclt1des the human remains and associated funerary objects that result from a 
shipwreck Ol' accident and are intentionally left to remain at the site. 

(3) 11Cultural affiliation" means a relationship of shared group identity that can be reasonably traced 
historically between a present-day group, tribe, band, or clan and an identifiable earlier group. 
(4) "Person in interest" means a person who: 

(i) Is related by blood or marriage to the person interred in a burial site; 
(ii) Has a cultural affiliation with the person interred in a burial site; or 
(iii) Has an interest in a burial site that the Office of the State's Attorney for the county where the 
burial site is located recognizes is in the public interest after consultation with a local burial sites 
advisory board or, if st~ch a board does not exist, the Maryland Historical Trust. 

(b) Request for access- Restoration, 1naintenance or viewing." Any person in interest may request the owner of a 
burial site or of the land encompassing a burial site that has been documented or recognized as a burial site by the 
public or any person in interest to gran( reasonable access to the burial site for the purpose of restoring, maintaining) 
o1· viewing the burial site. 

(c) Same- Agreements.-
(1) A person requesting access to a burial site under subsection (b) or (d) of this section may execute an 
agreement with the owner of the burial site or of the land encompassing the burial site using a form similar to 
the form below: · 

"Permission to Enter 
1 hereby grant the person named below permission to enter my propct·ty, subject to the terms of the agreement, on the 
following dates: 
Signed------
(Landowner) 
Agreement · 

This document is provided by the Maryland Department of Planning for reference purposes only. Statutes and Regulations may change as a 
result of legislative action, so users arc advised to consult the most current version of the Maryland Code available from the Maryland 
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In return for the privilege of entering on the private property for the purpose of res.toring, maintaining, or viewing the burial 
site or transporting human remains to the burial sitet I agree to adhere to every Ia\,,, observe every safety precaution and 
practice, take ever>' precaution against fire, and assume all responsibility and liabi·lity for my pet·son and my property, while 
on the landowner's property. 
Signed" 

(2) The owner of the burial site or of the land encompassing the burial site may grant access to the burial site 
in accordance with the terms ofthe agreement signed under pamgraph (1) of this subsection. 

(d) Same- Interments.- In addition to the provisions of subsection (b) ofthis sec~ion, ifburials are still taking place 
at a burial site, any person who is related by blood or marriage, heir, appointed representative, or any other person in 
interest may request the owner of the land encompassing the burial site to grant reasonable access to the burial site 
for the purpose of transporting human remains to the burial site to inter the remains of a person for whose burial the 
site is dedicated, if access has not been pmvided in a covenant or deed of record describing the metes and bounds of 
the burial site. 

(e) Liability of owner.- Except for willful or malicious acts or omissions, the owner of a burial site or of the land 
encompassing a burial site who allows persons to enter or go on the land for the purposes provided in subsections (b) 
and (d) of this section is not liable for damages in a civil action to a person who enters on the land for injury to 
person or property. 

(f) Reporting location to Supervisor of Assessments; notation on tax maps.-
( 1) An owner of a burial site, a person who is related by blood ot· marriage to the person interred i11 a burial 
site, heir, appointed representative, or any other person in interest) ot· any othet· persqn may report the 
location of a burial site to the supervisor of assessments for a countY·, together· with supporting 
documentation concerning the location and nature of the burial site.· 
(2) The supervisor of assessments for a county may note the presence of a burial site on a pa1·cel on the 
county tax maps maintained ut1der § 2-213 of the Tax-Property Article.·.· 

(g) Scope of section.- Nothing in this section may be construed to interfere with the normal operation and 
maintenance of a public or private cemetery being operated in accordance with State law. 
[1994, ch. 203.] 

§ 14-122. Same - County or municipal maintenance; funding. 

(a) Definition.- In this section, "burial site11 means any natural or prepared physical location, whether originally 
below, on, or above the surface of the earth into which human remains are deposited as a part of a death rite or 
ceremony of any cultur·e, religion, or gl'oup. 

(b) County or municipal maintenance.- Any county or municipal corporation that has within its jurisdiction a burial 
site in need of repair or maintenance may, upon the request of the owner or with permission of the owner of the 
burial site in need of repair or maintenance, maintain and preserve the burial site for the owner. 

(c) Funding.- In order to maintain and preserve a burial site or to repair or resto·t:e fences, tombs, monuments, or 
other structures located in a burial site, a county or municipal corporation may: · 

( l) Appropriate money and solicit donations from individuals or public or private corporations; 
(2) Provide incentives fol' charitable organizations or community groups to donate their services; and 
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(3) Develop a community service program through which individuals required to perform community service 
hours under a sentence of a court or students may satisfy community service requirements or voJunteer their 
services. 
[1994, ch. 203.] 

This document is provided by the Maryland Department of Planning for reference purposes only. Statutes and Regulations may change as a 
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Nlaryland Historical Trust 

CODE OF .MARYLAND 

Rithm-d Bl~twhtM H(l!! 
Serreitt')' 

MtJit!Jtw J,•Powtr 
DrjHI()' S etnMry 

TITLE 5. SUBD.LYlSlO~NTROL 
~--··--- . _ _.;::::::::> 

~ 

§ 5.03. Regulati.ons 

&<:!oc1'f((& as 
5 .. ((j{. (d) of 

cf rk.t. (a~ntX. v~ 
Aff,eu t~nrf: 

rs apflrtv,64, (d) Easementsforbw·ialsites 
( 1) Regulations govert1ing the subdivision of land shall require that an appropriate 
casement be provided for any burial site located on the land. ~ 
(2) The easement shaH be subject to the subdivision plat for entry to and exit fi·o111 the burial site by persons 
related hybtood or tnattiage or persons in intetest> a.s .defitwd in § 14~ 121 of the Real Property Article. 
(3) The existing dghtco.of-way need not be extended for any improvements on the but'ial site. c/tlt('/tY' 
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Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Watson, Courtney 
Friday, June 14, 2013 9:58AM 
james mainhart 
Regner, Robin 

Subject: RE: Rosa Bonheur-Opposition to 37.003 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Mainhart, 

Thank you for your letter regarding comprehensive zoning proposal 37.003 having to do with Rosa Bonheur 
Memorial Park. I appreciate hearing your perspective which I will keep it in mind as we review the 
comprehensive zoning proposals before us. 

For your information, here is the link to the Council's website with dates of hearings, work sessions and other 
details about comprehensive zoning: http://cc.howardcountyn1d.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

If you have any additional comments or need further information, please let me know. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Courtney 

Courtney Watson 
Council Member 
Howard County Council 
410-313-3110 
c-vvatson@howardcountymd. gov 

From: james mainhart [mailto:mainhart614@yahoo.coml 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 9:23 PM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Rosa Bonheur-Opposition to 37.003 

1 



Regner, Robin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Watson, Courtney 
Friday, June 14, 2013 9:50AM 
Kristin Kraske 
Regner, Robin 

Subject: RE: Amendment No. 37.003 -- Rezoning - Rosa Bonheur site 

Dear Ms. Kraske, 

Thank you for your letter regarding comprehensive zoning proposal 37.003 having to do with Rosa Bonheur 
Memorial Park. I appreciate hearing your perspective which I will keep it in mind as we review the 
comprehensive zoning proposals before us. 

For your information, here is the link to the Council's website with dates of hearings, work sessions and other 
details about comprehensive zoning: http:/ /cc.howardcountymd.gov/displayprimary.aspx?id=6442462308 

If you have any additional comments or need further information, please let us know. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Courtney 

Courtney Watson 
Council Member 
Howard County Council 
410-313-3110 
cwatson@howardcountymd. gov 

From: Kristin Kraske [mailto:rebelkris@comcast.netl 
Sent: Thursday, June 13, 2013 2:57 PM 
To: CounciiMail 
Subject: Amendment No. 37.003 -- Rezoning - Rosa Bonheur site 

Please see the attached Word file. 

Sincerely, 

Kristin Kraske 

(410) 461-6313 

1 
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HOWARD COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING 
3430 Courthouse Drive • Ellicott City, Maryland 21043 • 410-313-2350 

Marsha S. McLaughlin, Director 

May 30,2013 

Ms. Suzanne M. Hackman 
710 Greentree Road 
Linticum Heights, MD 21090 

Dear Ms. Hackman: 

www .howardcountymd.gov 
FAX 410-313-3467 
TDD 410-313-2323 

Thank you very much for your comments regarding the Comprehensive Zoning Plan. I have forwarded 
your comments to the Howard County Council for their review as they begin deliberation on the 
Comprehensive Zoning Plan. Information on the Council's schedule for their public hearings and 
worksessions will be posted on the County's webpage at www.howardcountymd.gov/compzoning. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ u '/lf~LA~..:.., 
Marsha McLaughlin 
Director 

Cc: Sheila Toliver, Council Administrator 
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James Ford 
· 9 Big Mill Br 

Seaford, DE 19973 
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HOWARD COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING·-rc~ 
3430 Courthouse Drive II Ellicott City, Maryland 21043 410-313-2350 /:- 0 .::::., \ ~ 

Marsha S. McLaughlin, Director 

June 11, 2013 

Mr. James Ford 

9 Big Mill Br. 
Seaford, DE 19973 

Dear Mr. Ford: 

www .howardcountvmd. gov 
FAX 410-313-3467 
TDD 410-313-2323 

Thank you very much for your cmnn1ents regarding the Comprehensive Zoning Plan. I have forwarded 

your comments to the HoV{ard County Council for their review as they begin deliberation on the 
Comprehensive Zoning Plan. Infom1ation on the Council's schedule for their public hearings and 

worksessions will be posted on the County's webpage at www.howardcountymd.gov/compzoning. 

Sincerely, 

'\-;»!~-<- .J: /$f'-4t~~ 
Marsha McLaughlin 

Director 

Cc: Sheila Toliver, Council Administrato~· 



May 29,2013 RECEIVED 

Department of Planning & Zoning 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 

JUN - 1 2013 

DIRECTOR'S OFFICE 
DEPT. OF PLANNING & ZONING 

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT NO. 37.003 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

We have a beloved pet buried at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park, 
and we strongly oppose any rezoning that involves the cemetery. 
People who have pets buried there, considered them as members 
of their families, and at the time wanted a proper burial for their 
pet. 

All these developers can see are "dollar signs", and how much money 
they can make on this land. There is nothing sacred any more, not 
even a cemetery!! (Even though it is for animals.) Who knows what may 
come next, when they may consider taking a cemetary for humans, to rezone 
or develope. 

Sincerely, 
{ 

J%. of (W llrrdr/ Jlf?r.rA41J 
Mr. & Mrs. ona d Thompson 
19 Mansion Road 
Linthicum, MD. 21090-2605 
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Ms. Courtney Watson 
Member, Howard County Council 
3430 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 

Dear Courtney: 

July 19, 2013 

I am writing thls letter to you (with enclosures) and hand-delivering all to your 
office because I think a brief e-mail will not convey my concern and really my 
anguish over this issue. 

I understand that the County Council will vote on July 25 regarding the re
zoning of the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park, the unique historic cemetery, c. 1935, 
off of Route 1 in Elkridge. I trust this vote will not be taken before careful and 
accurate research by a competent and impartial party (NOT the developer) as to the 
history, ownership and actual boundaries (metes and bounds) of the cemetery can 
be authenticated. THEN, all applicable State and county laws and regulations must 
be applied to the future disposition of this unique human and pet cemetery. 

To do anything less than this will be immoral and illegal - and will negate every 
bit of progress thls State and County has made over the last 20 years to legally 
protect and preserve our burial grounds - a major public record of our heritage. 

Now IF the Council decides to proceed with a vote on July 25 to grant this re
zoning request, I urge that a restriction be put on the vote as follows: a survey will 
be made by a competent and impartial party such as the Maryland Historical Trust 
(using ground-penetrating radar if necessary) to determine the metes and bounds of 
the cemetery as well as the location of all human and pet burials. This survey 
should be contracted for by Howard County and said survey should be under the 
control of the County. The results of the survey should be reported to the County 
Executive, Department of Planning and Zoning and to the County Cemetery 
Preservation Board. It should also be made public. THEN following the mandates 
of both State and county laws and regulations regarding both the disturbance and 
removal of human remains and whatever laws pertain to pet burials for which pet 
owners have paid Rosa Bonheur, then and then only should the County Council 
proceed to consider thls re-zoning request. 

'\\.0 



Rosa Bonheur should be preserved and protected as the place of sepulchre and 
entombment for people and their pets that it was originally established to be. 

Please do all that you can do to see that history does not repeat itself in 
Howard County- i.e. another St. Mary's. Thank you so much. 

Your friend and constituent, 
<(""') . /) 

/ ci)<2Ju;£,.LO:.__ 

Barbara Sieg 
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What Will Happen to Rosa Bonheur? 
Lt to the Editor by Barbara Sieg, 3909 Hawthorn _Road, Ellicott City, July 19, 2013 

What IS Rosa Bonheur? It is a unique, historic cemete1y, established in 1935, 
off of Route 1, in Elkridge. Rosa Bonheur is named after the world-renown 19th 
century French painter, Rosalie Bonheur, a lover and painter of animals, whose 
works hang in many galleries including the Metropolitan Museum of Art in New 
York. 

Why should we care about Rosa Bonheur? It is said to be the first cemetery in 
the U.S. in which both people and their pets can be buried side by side. How big is 
the cemetery? Reports vary from 11 and a half acres to 8 acres. The number of 
people reported to be buried there varies also - from 24 to perhaps as many as 100. 
The number of pets interred is in the thousands. 

Again, why should we care? Because the Howard County Council is presently 
deciding whether to grant a developer's request to re-zone the property for 
commercial use. The Council votes this Thursday, July 25. 

For anyone living in Howard County in 1991, this sounds terribly familiar, 
doesn't it? Remember three-acre St. Mary's Cemetery, where the graves of several 
women and their babies, who had died and were buried in the 1800's, were plowed 
up by back-hoes and bulldozers putting in the County water and sewer line to 
access the two new houses being built atop the cemetery? Ask the Howard County 
NAACP. They held a memorial service as the house foundations were being filled 
in. Many of the desecrated graves were African-American .. 

At the time, Howard County Executive Charles Ecker stated on Aprill, 1991: 
"There are no county or state ordinances which prohibit development over a burial 
ground .... I am not going to stop the processing requests for permits, licenses or 
other types of approval for these two lots in question." 

Soon after the cemetery desecration, Council Member Dr. V emon Gray spear
headed an effort to write a new Howard County cemetery preservation law so that 
"this will never happen again." The State law, which had apparently been 
forgotten or ignored at the time, was also shored up. It is now Title 10 of the State 
Criminal Code. 

That was 22 years ago. Have we forgotten? Some of us haven't. But do we 
WANT to retnember? It looks like some of us don't. 





7112113 ~osa Bonheur Memorial Park- Wikip_...."'dia, the free ency: jia 

From Wik:ipedia, the free encyclopedia 

Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park is a pet cemetery located in 
Elkridge, Maryland, USA. The cemetery was established in 1935, 
and was actively operated until2002. Approximately 8,000 animals 
and humans are buried in the cemetery's 11 Y2 acres, which is large 
enough to accommodate about 24,000 pets. 

The cemetery is named for Rosa Bonheur (1822-1899), a French 
painter and sculptor noted for her paintings of animals. 

The Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park made national headlines in 1979 
when it became the first pet cemetery :in the world to allow humans 
to be buried alongside their pets. There are at least 24 humans, and 
perhaps as many as 100, buried at the cemeteryJ1][2] 

i Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 

By 2006, the cemetery was no longer accepting pet or human burials. The grounds of the Rosa Bonheur Memorial 
Park are currently being maintained by local volunteers. [3] 

The Rosa Bonhem Memorial Park is located at 39°11'5.3"N 76°45'36.9"W. 

Noted anitna1s buried at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park include:[3] 

11 Gypsy Queen. In 1925, World WarlveteranFrankHeathandhis horse GypsyQueenbeganajourney 
across the United States, with the goal of visiting a1148 states. They completed the trip more than two years 
later, returning to their starting point in Washington, D.C. in 1927. In all, the pair covered 11,356 nn1es, 
making it the longest trail ever covered by one horse under saddle. Gypsy Queen died in 193 6, and a bronze . 
tablet was erected in her honor at the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park in 1938. Gypsy Queen also has a burial 
plot at the cemetery.f4][S] 

• Mary Ann. Mary Ann was the first elephant at the Baltimore ZOo. She was brought to Baltimore from India 
in 1922, and was especially popular with childrea Mary Ann died in 1942 after falling over in her sleep and 

injuring her spine. Her heart was buried at the cemetery after her death. [ 6] 

11 Corporal Rex Ahlbin. Rex Ahlbin was a combat dog who served with the US Marine Corps during World 
War TI. Rex served with the US 3rd Marine Division during the Battle ofEmpress Augusta Bay at 
Bougainville Island in 1943. Rex, a two-year-old Dobennan, warned of the presence of Japanese soldiers 
near a Marine position, enabling Marines to fend off a 1ater attack. Rex a1so served with the Marine Corps 
during the Guadalcanal campaign and at the Battle ofTinian For his service, Rex was promoted to the rank 
of corporal by the Marine Corps in 1944. Rex is buried near the center of the cemetery, with a marker 
noting his service to his countzy. [7] 

• Washington Bullets mascots .. Several mascots for the Washington Bullets basketball team are buried at 
the cemetery. 'Tiny BB" (1966-87), Alex ~The Bulletu (1957-75), and "Buckshot" (1964-67). 
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I& Little VanAtta (1947-55), an ooderground courier dog born in France, who :is said to have brought the 
news ofD-Day to her native city with a message hidden in her collar. 

Pretty Boy Boyer (1954-56), a parakeet with a vocabulary ofl 000 ':vords. His headstone is inscnbed 
"Bye, Bye, Mom.ny, see you later," which :is what he always said when his ovvner left the room [S] 

~& Carlo (1939-66), a dog. At age 27, he was, according to his burial marker, "one ofthe oldest authenticated 
dogs :in the country". 

11 Gretchen (1939-50), a boxer who saved the lives ofher owner and the owner's futherbywakingthemup 
dUring the night when a fire broke out in their home. 

11 Moses Gig:randy (1929-42), a 1110nk:ey. 

11 Misty, a Gennan Shepherd seeing-eye dog to a veteran blinded at the Battle of the Bulge in World War II. 

• Sylvester, a rabbit who slept on his yowg polio-stricken master's bed for three years and was trained to 
play certain games. Shortly after the boy died, Sylvester passed on and was buried at Bonheur. 

• Wiggles, a 29-year-old champion horse. 

• Lixly, a monitor :lizard born in Africa. 

11 Amanda, a guinea pig. 

11 Buster Ward (1967-79), a pigeon. 

• Also reported to be buried at Bonheur: a lion, [9] squirrels, [S] and white mice. [lO] 

Notes 

1. A 'Dear Abby", Sunday lntelligencer/Montgomery County Record, November 27, 1983. 
2. A "Pet cemetery to bury people with pets", Chronicle-Telegram (Elyria, Ohio), May 20, 1979. 

3. A a b Rosa Bonheur Society (http://www.rosabonheursociety.com) 
4. A Heath, Frank. Forty Million Hoofbeats. The Long Riders' Guild Press, 2001. ISBN 1-59048-072-4 
5. A ''What became of Gypsy Queen, the famous horse?", The Helena Daily Independent, August 3, 1938. 
6. A "Sleepy Elephant Topples Over, Injures Spine", The Washington Post, April23, 1942. 
7. A "More Dogs Join Heroes' Ranks", The Washington Post, January 23, 1944. 

8. A a b "Pet Cemetery Features Trees and Brook", The News, October 11, 1965. 
9. A "For $325, the Hamster Goes in Style", Daily Intelligencer/Montgomery County Record, August 12, 1985. 

10. A "Together Forever: Cemetery to Bury Owners Beside Pets", The Washington Post, December 7, 1978. 
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Letter to the Editor 

Will New County Law Protect our Cemeteries? 

The story of the devast?tion wreaked on St. Mary's Cemetery 
in the summer of 1992 will live in infamy in the annals of 
Howard County history. In the aftermath of that blatant disregard 
for both law and morality, a citizen task force was appointed by 
Councilman c. Vernon Gray to study the entire problem of historic 
cemetery protection and preservation and to advise the County 
Government in the writing of a cemetery law which would hopefully 
prevent another_:. St. Mary's from ever happening again. 

The Task Force, composed of highly qualified, concerned 
citizens worked hard and provided many sound recommendations for 
what they hoped would be a no-nonsense law to keep the bulldozers 
out of our burial grounds. The distillation of opinions and 
suggestions provided by this-Task Force --whose members were of 
course not always in agreement on all the issues -- combined with 
material contributed by the Department of Planning and Zoning and 
the Office of Law, as well as amendments tacked on by the County 
Council form the basis for Howard County's new cemetery law. 

There are those who say I am too critical of this law. If 
so, I take no joy in being disappointed; and, in time,· if I am 
proven to be wrong, I will be the first one to rejoice. But 
read the law and decide for yourself. I would just call to your 
attention a few of the reservations that I have about it. 

For example, early on in the law we read, "Cemeteries shall 
be dealt with in accordance with Subtitle 13 of this Title. In 
any case,· -no grading or construction shall be permitted within 30 
feet of a cemetery boundary or within 10 feet of individual 
gravesi tes." Are we stil authorizing the building of houses 
within cemeteries? Otherwise, how could you physically stay only 
10 feet away from a gravesite and still be 30 feet from the 
cemetery boundary? Have I missed something? Later on in the 
law, we read as the title for Section 16.1304, "Development or 
Subdivision in a Cemetery." If this is a law intended to protect 
cemeteries, why do we have wording such as this? 

To continue, a section in the law deals with a situation 
involving the discovery of a previously unknown burial site. The 
law states that if it is determined that the discovery area is 
a cemetery, the property owner shall comply with the requirements 
of Section 16.1304, however the Department of Planning and Zoning 
in consultation with the Cemetery Preservation Advisory Board may 
waive these requirements in a discovery situation, on a case by 
case basis, based on the criteria for waivers of the subdivision 
regulations . " Watch out! Waivers are a mechanism for 
setting aside valid regulations so that they will not apply 
equally to everyone. Howard County Government today is relying 
too heavily on the use of waivers a very unwise and 
inequitable governmental policy in my opinion. I think that if 



we are going to have a reasonable and workable latv to protect 
cemeteries, we do not, on a case by case basis, set these laws 
aside with a waiver. 

So you tell me: is this a law that is truly going to 
protect and ·preserve Howard County's many old family graveyards 
dating into the earlier centuries, keeping in mind that the DPZ 
is going to be the primary source of implementation and 
enforcement, along with the Planning Board? The DPZ you will 
recall consistently defended the County's actions in approving 
building lots in the midst of St. Mary's Cemetery. Although the 
new law does create a Cemetery Preservation Advisory Board, the 
amendments which the council added to the law have weakened the 
role and the responsibilities of this Board. 

In summary, I do have concerns about the fate of our many 
historic cemeteries under this new law. I ~ have concerns about 
whether descendant's rights in the burying grounds of their 
ancestors, which are clearly affirmed in the common law, will be 
upheld. I fear that unscrupulous people may take advantage of 
the loopholes in the law. I can only hope that I am wrong. 
Much will depend on the commitment and integrity of those charged 
with enforcing the new statute. And, as always, actions will 
speak louder than words. 

Barbara Sieg 
3909 Hawthorn Road 
Ellicott City, MD 21042 
( 410) 465-6721 
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Finding a Covenant on you·r Cemetery 

1-What is a Covenant? 

A Covenant is an agreement duly made to do or not to do a particular act. Covenants 
restricting the use to which land ,may be put have been held to be in the nature of equitable 
[reasonable] easements or servitudes [a right that one man may have to use the land of another for 
a special purpose]. :·No special words are necessary to create a covenant. 

· Maryland Law Encycloped~ Crlnllnallaw #360. 

2-How to Begin: 

a) Begin with becoming familiar with the actual location of the graveyard or burial ground, 
so that it can be pin-pointed on a county tax map located at the county tax assessors office. On the 
tax map locate the parcel of land which holds the graveyard. and detennine the liber [book] and folio 
[page number] where the deed is recorded. One should not assume that all family graveyards are 
protected by covenants. Only careful research will detel'llilile this. 

. b) Go to the "Recorder ofDeeds" office at the Court House to obtain the deed which you will 
have to read in detail. Look for a reference to a graveyard or burial ground. Contained in that deed 
·should be a reference to the book [beer] and page nwnber [folio] where an earlier deed was recorded. 
Continue your search through earlier deeds, looldng for book and page number of the earlier deed, 
make a note ofthe names of the people who are the buyer [grantee] and seller [grantor]. 

c) Armed with the gTantor's name, you can look for an earlier reference where the grantor 
was the grantee [buyer]. This can Usually be found in indexes at the court house. Be aware that land 
may have been transferred through wills ~d gifts, thus you may not find all transfers in Grantor
Grantee indexes. 

3-What to loo~ for: 
You are looking for a description, a survey .or plat identifying the graveyarq. Descriptions 

· may have been dropped from recent deeds and you may have to search further back to locate the 
information you seek. Only a thorough search can determine if a covenant was ever placed upon the 
burial groUnd. · 

Coalition To Protect Maryland Buria/.Sites, P.O .. Box 1533, Ellicott City, Maryland 21041-1533 
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Guidelines for Setting up a Trust 

1-What is a trust? 

A trust is a legal entity, something like a corporation, but simpler. There are different kinds 
of trust, including irrevocable truSts. A trust must have one or more trustees, similar to directors of 
a corporation. State laws such as those in Maryland define what a trust is and set forth in general 
terms what a trustee can and cannot do. 

2-"What is a trust agreement? 

A trust agreemez;rt is a \Vrltten document, usually prepared by a lawyer, that sets fonh what 
ldnd of a trust it is (revocable or irrevocable), how many trustees there are to be, the names of the 
original trustees, how trustees are to be selected in the future, what their responsibilities are, and so 
furth. . A trust agreement is like a set of operating instructions for the trustees to follow. There are 
standard formS of trusts that a lawyer can refer to without spending a lot of time preparing one from 
scratch. A trust need not be complicated or d~cult to understand. 

.3-Why have. a trust? 
., 

Cemeteries last a long time, and one of the big concerns of anyone interested in preserving 
a cemetery fur into the future is, what happens when I am no longer able to look after the cemetery 
myself? A cemetery preservation trust is an instnm:lent or a tool that makes it possible to provide for 
long-term maintenance and preservation, indefinitely. Money or other investment assets must be 
placed in a cemetery trust, either now or anytime in the future, so that income earned by those assets · 
is available to pay for the cost of maintenance, replacement, repairs, etc. If the trust agreement 
permits, principal can also be used to pay expenses, such as in an emergency for major, unexpected 
costs. Additional money or other assets can be. added to the trust at any time. 

There is another very important reason for a cemetery preservation trust: that is,. to have an 
ownerofthe cemetery who will continue to exist when the individuals. who formed the trust are no 
longer living. Such a trust can ovm, or hold title to the cemetery, indefinitely. Placing the ownership 
of a cemetery in an irrevocable trusts solves for all time the question of who owns the land on which 
the cemetery is located. A trust does I1Qt have to own the cemetery, however; it can instead be just 
a means for looking after a cemetery for many, many years. 

4-ls a cemetery trust tax-deductible? 

At the present time, the answer appears to be "No". Contnbutions to a cemetery trust are 1lQ1 
deducttble fi:om an individual's tax return fbr Federal or state income taxes. In addition, a cemetery 
trust is subject to paying income taxes in accordance with Internal Revenue rules for such trusts on 
invesuuent income it receives, such as interest and dividends. This means that a Federal income tax 
return will need to .be prepared each year fbr a cemetery trust. An accountant, a lawyer, a bank trust 

(over) 



department, as wen as individuals lilce you and me can prepare and file such tax returns, which need 
to be signed by a trustee for the trust. 

Byron C. Shutt· Kansas City, Missouri .. Grantor of the Baile Family Cemetery 
Preservation Trust established in January 1993 to hold title to and provide for the 
maintenance and preservation of the Baile Family Cemetery in Carroll County, 
New Windsor, M2ryland. 

Coalition To Protect Maryland Burial Sites, P.O. Box 1533, Ellicott City, Maryland 21041-1533 



Summary of Att.orney General Opinions Regardinb ,.;emeteries - 1992 

From a letter dated 3 Nov 92 from Mary O'Malley Lunden, Assistant Attorney 
General in response to an inquiry from Delegate Virginia Thomas dated 26 Sept 92 
regarding an "abandoned cemetery" -- a term not defined in the la:w (Article 27, 
Sections 265 or 267): '' • . . cemeteries are considered abandoned under one of 
t-.o circumstances. First, ·pursuant to. &5-501· of tbe Business Regulation Article 

' subject to certain requirements, a cemetery rtJaY be sold for other purposes. Such 
judicially approved sale relieves the purchaser of any claims from ovners of the 
burial ground and holders of burial lots. Alternatively, a determination that a 
cemeter.1 is abandoned may be made based on tb.e facts and circumstances of' each 
case. As a general rule, mere disuse is not the equivalent of abandonment. Nor 
is the fact ~bat there have been no recent interments dispositive. Rather, as 
long as a cemetery i.s kept and preserved as the resting· place for the dead, vi tb 
anything to indicate the existence of graves, or so long as it is known or 
recognized by the public as a cemetery, it is not abandoned. Hove~rer, a cemetery 
may be said to be abandoned where all the bodies have been removed or based on the 
cemetery's state of disrepair coupled with other circumstances." (Cases cited.) 

1' "As a. general rule, once land has been dedicated to uae as a. public 
cemetery, the po~er to alienate that land for any other use is restricted. 
See 14 C.J.S. Cemeteries & 19 (1991). The same is true of a private or family 
cemetery. That is, the right of family members.to ingress or egress, considered 
a license or easement, cannot be extinguished by mere transfer of land but, 
rather, the purchaser takes the land subject to the rights of family members. 
(Of course, a judicial sale pursuant to & 5-501 of the Business Regulation Article 
extinguish~s these rights.) •.• Accordingly, a. cemetery is an encumbrance on 
title and the title company's failure to disclose the encumbr.ance may ultimately 
result in their liability. A particular customers recourse against the title com
pany or abstracter vould depend on the terms of their contract." --From a letter 
dated 3 Nov 92 f'rom l-A.ary O'Malley Lunden, Assistant Attorney General in resoonse 
to an· inquiry from Delegate Virginia Thomas dated 26 Sept. 92 regarding cem~teries 
and the law. 

"Unfortunately, there are oo written laws in the Annotated Code of 
Maryland referring to descendant's rights. However under the common lav 
(case lav) in Maryland if a private cemetery is maintained as such, then the 
descendants are guaranteed access to the cemetery.'' -- From a letter to Ms. 
Joann Dodge of Finksburg,dated 5 Nov 92 concerning the White Cemetery in Garrett 
County from Sen. Larry E. Haines, expressing the opinions expressed by the Attor
ney General's Office. 

From a. letter dated 3 Nov 92 from Mary 0 'Malley Lunden, Assistant Attorney 
General· in response to a.n inquiry from· Delegate Virginia Thomas dated 26 Sept 92 
regarding .land developnent, cemeteries and Article 27 . Sec. 267 ( c:): "Speci:f'ical] 
&267 (c) permits removal of remains and structures from an abandoned cemetery. Ah 
example of when this may be ·permitted 'Was referred to in your letter development 
of land. In that case, the developer is required to obtain written consent from 
the State's Attorney prior to beginning development. You should be aware, _hoveveJ 
that violation of &267 requires a specific intent to do so. In other 'Words, a 
developer can only be held liable under &267 to the extent .the developer 'Was 
aware that the property undergoing. development contained a cemetery or burial 
ground. Conceivably, a situation could arise in Yhich the developer ~as una~are 
of the existence of such cemetery until actual development began. In my vie~, 
under these circumstances, once the cemetery is discovered the developer should 
cease further action until the necessary permits have been obtained. Ho~ever, to 
the extent the existence of an abandoned cemetery is kno~n to the developer, a 
permit is required prior to be~?;innin~ development." 



CRIMINAL LAW § 10-401 

§ 10-306. Additional prosecution not precluded. 

Prosecution of a person under this subtitle does not preclude prosecution and 
imposition of penalties for another crime in addition to the penalties imposed 
under this subtitle. (An. Code 1957. art. 27. § 470A(d): 2002, ch. 26, § 2.) 

REVISOR'S NOTE 

This section is new Jan mage derived without Defined term: 
substantive change from former Art. 27, "Person" § 1-101 
§ 470A(d). 

TITLe /()) Subtitle 4. Crimes Relating to Human Remains. 

§ 10-401. Definitions. 

(a) In general. -In this subtitle the following words have the meanings 
indicated. 

REVISOR'S NOTE 

This subsection is new language derived 
without substantive change from former Art. 
27. § 265(a)(lj and the introductory language 
of former§§ 267(a)(l) and 267A(a)(l). 

In this subsection, the reference to this "sub
title" is substituted for the former references to 
"subheading" and this "section" to reflect the 
reorganization of material derived from the 
former subheadings on the removal of human 
remains from burial sites, graveyard desecra-

tion, and trading in human remains and asso
ciated· funerary objects. Although this substitu
tion applies the defined term "permanent 
cemetery" in § 10-404(e), which is derived from 
former Art. 27, § 267(d), a pr~vision to which it 
did not originally apply, the term is used in a 
manner consistent with the term "permanent 
cemetery,. used in the former law. No substan
tive change is intended. 

(b) Burial site. - (1) "Rnrial site" mcD..L'ls a natural or pr~pared physicai 
location, whether originally located below, on, or above the surface of the earth, 
into which human remains or funerary objects are deposited as a part of a 
death ceremony of a culture, religion, or group. 

(2) "Burial site" i~cludes the human remains and funerary objects that 
result from a shipwreck or accident and are left ~tentionally to remain at the 
site. 

REVISOR'S NOTE 

This subsection is new language substituted 
for former Art. 27, § 265(a)(3). 

In this subsection and throughout this subti
tle, the former references to a death •nte" are 

deleted as included in the references to a death 
"ceremony". 

(c) Funerary ogfect - (1) "Funerary object" means an item of human 
manufacture or use that is intentionally placed: 

(i) with human remains at the time of interment in a burial site; or 
(ii) after interment, as a part of a death ceremony of a culture, religion, 

or group. 
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(2) "Funerary object" includes a gravestone, monument, tomb, or other 
structure in or directly associated with a burial site. 

REVISOR'S NOTE 

This subsection is new langua!!e substituted 
for former Art. 27. §§ 265(a)(2). 267(a). and 
267 A( a) as they defined "associated funerary 
object". 

In this subsection and throughout this subti
tle, the defined term "funerary object" is substi-

tuted for the former defined term "associated 
funerary object" for brevity. 

In this subsection, the reference to piacement 
"after interment" is substituted for the former 
reference to "later" placement for clarity. 

(d) Permanent cemetery. -"Permanent cemetery" means a cemetery that is 
owned by: -

(1) a cemetery company regulated under Title 5 of the Business Regula
tion Article; 

(2) a nonprofit organization; or 
(3) the State. · 

REVlSOR'S NOTE 

This subsection formerly was Art. 27. 
§ 265(a)(4). 

No changes are made. 

(An. Code 1957, art. 27. §§ 265(a), 267(a), 267A(a); 2002, ch. 26, § 2.) 

§ 10-402. Removing human remains without authority. 

(a) Prohibited. - Except as provided in subsection (b) of this section, a 
person 1nay not remove or attempt to remove· human remains from a burial 
site. _ 

(b) .,E>cception. ~Subject to subsection (c) of this section, the State's Attorney 
for a county may authorize in writing the removal of human remains from a 
burial site in the State's Attorney's jurisdiction: 

(1) to -ascertain the cause of death of the person whose remains are.to be 
removed; 

(2) to determine whether the human remains were interred erroneously; 
(3) for the purpose of reburial; or 
( 4) for medical or scientific examination or· study allowed by law. 

(c) Sa.me - Notice:, - (1) Except as provided in paragraph (4) of this 
subsection, the State~s Attorney for a. county shall require a person who 
requests authorization to relocate permanently human remains from a burial 
site to publish a notice of .the proposed reloc.ation in a newspaper of general 
circulation in the ·county where the burial site is located. 

(2) The notice shall be published in the newspaper one time. 
(3) The notice shall contain: 

(i) a statement that authorization from the State's Attorney is being 
requested to remove human remains from a burial site; 

(i l) the purpose for which the authori:zation is being requested; 
(iii) the location of the· burial site, including the tax map and parcel 

number or liber and folio number; and 
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(iv) all known pertinent information concerning the burial site, includ
ingthe names of the persons whose human remains are interred in the burial 
site, if known. 

(4) (i) .The State's Attorney may authorize the temporary relocation of 
human remains from a burial site for good cause, notwithstanding the notice 
requirements of this subsection. 

(ii) If the person requesting the authorization subsequently intends to 
relocate .the remains permanently, the person promptly shall publish notice as 
required under this subsection. 

(5) The person requesting the authorization from the State's Attorney 
shall pay the cost of publishing the notice .. 

(6) The State's Attorney may authorize the removal of the human remains 
from the burial site after: 

(i) receiving proof of the publication required under paragraph (1) of 
this subsection; and 

(ii) 15 days after the date of publication. 
(7) This subsection may not be construed to delay, prohibit, or othervvise 

limit the State's Attorney's authorization for the removal of human remains. 
from a .. burial site. 

(8) For a known! but not necessarily documented, unmarked burial site. 
·the person requesting authorization for the removal of human remains from 
the burial site has the burden of proving by archaeological excavation or 
another acceptable method the precise location and boundaries of the burial 
site. 

(d) Same- Reinterment. - (1) Any human remains that are removed from 
a burial site under this section shall be reinterred in: 

(i) 1. a permanent cemetery that provides perpetual care; or 
2. a place other than a permanent cemetery with the agreement of a 

person in interest as defined-under§ 14-121(a)(4) of the Real Property Article; 
2nd 

(ii) in the presence of: · ·· 
, 1. a mortician, professional cemeterian, or other individual qualified 

in the interment ofhum~n remains; 
2. a minister, priest, or other religious leader; or 
3. a trained anthropologist or archaeologist. 

(2) The location of the final disposition and treatment ofhuman remains 
that are removed from a burial site under this section shall be entered into the 
local burial sites inventory or, if no local burial sites inventory exists, into a 
record or inventory deemed appropriate by the State's Attorney or the 
Maryland Historical Trust. 

(e) Construction a( section. -This section may not be construed to: 
(1) preempt the need for a permit rJQujred by the Department of Health 

and Mental Hyiiene under § 4-215" of the Health-General Article to remove 
human remains from a burial site; or 

(2) interfere with the normal operation and maintenance of a cemetery, as 
long as the operation and maintenance of the cemetery are performed in 
accordance with State law. · 
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:J()-lf02. coiJT 'o. (f) Penal tv. -A person who violates this section is guilty of a misdemeanor 
and on conviction is subject to imprisonment not exceeding 5 years or a fine not 
exceeding $10,000 or both. 

(g) Statute of limitations and in bane review. -A person who violates this 
section is subject to § 5-106(b) of the Courts Article. (An. Code 1957. art. 27 1 

§ 265(b)-(g); 2002, ch. 26, § 2.) 

REVISOR'S NOTE 

This section is new language derived w~ 
substantive change from former Art. 27, 
§ 265(b) through fg). 

In subsection (a) of this section, the former 
reference to "the State" is deleted as unneces
sary. 

In the introductory language of subsection (b) 
of this section and throughout this section, the 
former references to "the provisions of" speci
fied law are deleted as surplusage. 

Also in the introductory language of subsec
tion (b) of this section and throughout this 
section, the former references to "Baltimore 

'·City" are deleted in light of the defined term 
"countv". 

In subsection (b)(l) and (2) of this section, the 
references to authorization "to ascertain for 

·determine]" certain facts are substituted for the 
former references to authorization "for tlie pur
pose of ascertaining [or determining]" certain 
facts for clarity and brevity. 

In subsection (b)( 4) of this section, the refer
ence to examination or study "allowed" by Iaw 
is substituted for the former reference to exam
ination or study "as permitted" by law for 
clarity. 

In subsection (c)( 4)(ii) of this section, the 
reference to a person "subsequently" intending 
certain action is substituted for the former 
reference to a person "thereafter" intending 
certain action for clarity. 

In subsection (c)( 6)(ii) of this section, the 
reference to 15 days "after" publication is sub-

Application. - Prior version of t.his s~dion 
does not apply to the Historic St. Mary's City 
Commission because the Commission is an 

stituted for the fonner reference to 15 days 
"having expired after" publication for clarity 
and brevity. 

Also in subsection (c)(6Xii) ofthis section, the 
former redundant reference to publication "of 
the required notice" is deleted as unnecessary 

In the introductory languag~ of subsection 
(d)(l) of this section and throughout this sec
tion, the reference to removal "under" certain 
law is substituted for the former reference to 
removal "in accordance with" certain law for 
brevi tv. 

In subsection (dX1)(i)2 of this section, the 
former reference to reinterment in a certain 
place "at the request of" a person in interest is 
deleted as included in the reference to 

. ~ent in a certain place "with the agree
ment of" a person in interest. 

In subsection (d)(2) of this section, the refer
ence to "a" record is substituted for the former 
reference to "whatever" record for clarity and 
consistency. 

In subsection (e)(2) of this section, the former 
reference to a "public or private" cemetery is · 
deleted as surplusage. • 
Defined terms: 

"Burial siten 
"County" 

. "Permanent cemetery" 
"Person" 

§ 10-401 
§ 1-101 

§ 10-401 
§ 1-101 

agency of t.."lc Stata and the word .. ~rson • in a 
. statute does not include the State or its agen
cies. 82 Op. Att'y Gen. - (June 30, 1997). 

§ 10-403. Removal of human remains or funerary object. 

(a) Scope of section.- This section does not apply to: 
(1) a person acting in the course of medical, archaeological, educational, 

or scientific study; 
(2) a licensed mortician or other professional who transports human 

remains in the course of carrying out professional duties; or 
(3) a person acting, under the authority of: 
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(i) § 10-402 of thls subtitle; or 
(ii) § 4-215 or § 5-408 of the Health-General.A.rticle. 

(b) Prohibited. -A person may not knowingly sell, buy, or transport for sale 
or profit, or offer to buy, sell, or transport for sale or profit: 

(1) unlawfully removed human remains; or 
(2) a funerary object obtained in violation of§ 10-404 of this subtitle. 

(c) Penal tv. -A person who violates this section is guilty of a misdemeanor 
. and on conviction is subject to imprisonment not exceeding 1 year or a fine not 
exceeding $5,000 or both. · · 

(d) Appropriation and disposition.·- The Maryland Historical Trust may 
appropriate all human remains and funerary objects obtained in violation of 
this subtitle for management, care, and administrat~on until a determination 
of final disposition as provided by law. 

(e.) Construction of section. -This section may not be construed to interfere 
with the normal operation and maintenance of a cemetery including: 

( 1) correction of improper burial siting; and 
(2) moving the human remains within a cemetery with the consent of a 

person who qualifies as an heir as defined in§ 1-101 of the Estates and Trust~ 
Article. (An. C~de 1957. art. 27, § 267A(b)-(d); 2002, ch. 26, § 2.) 

REVISOR'S NOTE 

This section is new language derived without 
substantive change from former Art. 27. 
§ ~7A(b) through (d). 

In subsection (a)(2) of this section, the former 
reference to "responsibilities" is deleted as sur
plusage. 

In subsections (b) and (d) of this section, the 
former references to the "State" are deleted as 
unnecessary. 

In subsection (d) of this section, the refererice 
to this "subtitle" is substituted for the former 
reference to "this subheading. or of Article 27, . 
§§ Z65 and 267 of the Code" to reflect the 

reorganization of material derived from the 
former subheading on graveyard desecration. 

In subsection (e) of this section, the reference 
to an heir as defined in"§ 1-101 of" the Estates 
and Trusts Article is added for clarity. 

Also in subsection (e) of this section, the 
former references to a "oublic or private" cern· 
·etery are deleted as surnlusage. 

Defined tenna: 
"Funerary object" 
"Person" 

§ 10-401 
§ 1-101 

§ 10-404. Cemetery- Destroying funerary objects; inde
cent conduct. 

(a) Pr~hibited - Destruction of funerary object; exception for repair or 
replacement. - (1) Subject to the provisions of paragraph (2) of this subsec
tion, a person may not willfully destroy, damage, deface, or remove: 

(i) an associated funerary object or another structure placed in a 
cemetery; or 

(ii) a building, wall, fence, railing, or other work, for the use, protection, 
or ornamentation of a cemetery. 

(2) The provisions of paragraph (1) of this subsection do not prohibit the 
removal of a funerary object or a building, wall, fence, railing, or other object 
installed for the use, protection, or ornamentation of a cemetery or burial site, 
for the purpose of repair or replacement, either at the request of or with the 
permission ofheirs or descendants ofthe deceased or the-owner or manager of 
the cen1etery or burial site. 
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tf c;wf0."" (b) Same - Destruction of foliage; exception for routine ca.re and mainte-
/O-'ID "' nance. - (1) Subject to the provisions of paragraph (2) of this subsection, a 

person may not willfully destroy, damage, or remove a -tree, plant, or shrub in 
a cemetery. 

(2) The provisions of paragraph (1) of this subsection do not prohibit 
normal maintenance of a cemetery or burial site, including trimming of trees 
and shrubs, removal. of weeds or noxious growths, grass cutting, or other 
routine care and maintenance. 

(c) Same - Indecent or disorderly conduct. -A person may not engage in 
indecent or disorderly conduct in a cemetery. · 

(d) Penalty. -A person who violates this section is guilty of a misdemeanor 
and on conviction is subject to: 

(1) for a violation of subsection (a) of this section, imprisonment not 
exceeding 5 years or a fine not exceeding $10,000 or both; and 

(2) for a violation of subsection (b) or (c) of this· section, imprisonment not 
exceeding 2 years or a fine not exceeding $500 or both. 

(e) Construction of section. -This s·ection does not prohibit the removal of 
human remains or a funerary object from an abandoned cemetery if: 

(1) the removal is authorized in writing by the State's Attorney of the 
county in whic;h the cemetery containing the human remains or funerary 
object is located; and 

(2) the human remains or funerary object are placed in an accessible place 
in a permanent cemetery. (An. Code 1957; art. 27, § 267(b)-(d); 2002, ch. 26, 
§ 2; 2003, ch. 21, § 1; 2005, ch. 208.) · 

Effect of amendments.- Chapter 21, Acts Chapter 208, Acts 2005, effective October 1,-
2003, approved AprilS, 2003, and effective from 2005, rewrote (a) and (b) 
date of enactment, substituted "an associated 
funerary" for "a funerary" in (a)(l). 
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perm.ita, final_ disposition, transportation, 
disinterment. 

(&) -cemet.ar.r' defb:Jfld. - m thia MdiOllt •oem~ includ.ei I. ~ 
or other place for fhW dilpoaition. 

(b) Buri&!-t.:rtu16it pem.it requind.......;. (1) Witbiu 72 hom aAer death or 
after delivery in a fetal dutb l.1ld before fbW d.ilpocition or nmcrn.l of the 
body or fm.u from tb.ia State, the mortician who fi.nt t&ket eultody of the body 
or fetw lhall obtain a bUrial-tranait permit. 

(2) If the death or f'fltll d.uth c:rrrtificate il on a multicopy !ann, cme copy 
·· o!which i.a ~ted specifically u a "'burW-tn:W.t permit" and ia timed 

by the attmdina phyaic:im or medical n•minar; that eopy ahall pnrride far 
the later ctry of 1in&l dilpolition hUorm.ation and ~ u a buri&l·t:anait 
permit. 

(c). Duty of pmiiC1D iD. c:b:p of Cllmetar,'. - (1) A penon in charp of a 
·cemetery may not permit the 5.Dal d.ilpocition of a body or i8'tUI unleu it ia 
accompanied by a bUrial-tnnlit pmnit. 

(2) The penon in charp of a oem.urr, ahall: 
U) Write OD the permit the elate or final d.i.polition.; 
(ii) Sign the permit; cd 
Ciii) Wit.bin l.O cla111 after fiDa1 di.pomticm., nrtum the permit to the 

Secretary~ 
(3) If there ia no penon in charp of the cemetery, the mortician ahall fill 

out the burial·tranait permit. 
(ci) Penmt u •utbOrit;r tbroug.&oat State. -A burial-tramit permit ilaued 

by any state or a 10rei~D country • aufJicient authority for tra.Dait thro~h 
thi.l Sta~ or final dilpolition iD an,. cemetcy m thia State. 

{e) Permit for t&b:JtemezJt UJd nmtetment; m.p.ctitlll of permit reccrrl. -
(1) A pet"mit £or ciiainterment and reinterment ia required 'bef'ore the dmnter
ment of hm:rw1 rem•in• itreinterm.ent ia not to be made iD the ume ceme
tery. The Secretary or a health officer ahall iuue the permit dar receipt or an 
application on the form that the Secretary require~. 

(2) If all hum.a.n remama in a cemetery are to be ctiail::atm'ed for purpoeea 
or :relocation or abando11ment ot the cemeter,y, one application il aufllc:ient for 
that purpc;ae:·-- --- ....... ···--···-·--··· ---· ........ --·-·· -·- .. _ .. -.·---·· ·-. -·- ··-- -· -- ......... . 

(3) The Department abal1 keep a i-ecord of each permit iMued !or the 
diainterment and remterment or huma.n remaina. 

(4) Except u proYided in paragraph (5) of thia .w.ection, the Depart-. 
ment may DDt diacloae or allow public inlpec:tion of information iD a permit. 
record about the location of the lite of a d.iainterment or reinterment if' a local 
burial lit. ad-n.ory board or the Di:ector of the Ma:ylmd m.t.orical Tnut 
determinee that: 

(i) The lite il hiltoric prvpet t). u deS.ned in Article 83B, I 6-601 of the 
Cocle; &Dd 

Cii) DilclOIW'e would c:ru.te a aubJtmtial risk or harm, theft, or de
atruetion to the lite. 

(5) n. D.partmmt '1l2141 DOt deny Wpec:tion of a permit ncord to: 
a> '!'h. OWDa!' ot the aite of the. d.iainterm.ent or niDterment; 
(ii) A JOVmntlental entity t.bat hu the power or eminent domain; or 
(iii) The lpOUM, Dezt of kin, Or appointed penw:nuJ !'epnMD.t&ti'ft o{ the 

dace!Ued whoM hum.a.n rem•jn• han been diaintefted or Ninternd. (An.. 
Code 1957, ut.. 43, I 22; 1.982. ch. 21,_ I 2;_1995p ch. .Wl.) 

u.et of - Tll8 1116 ~mtld ~~k~bcd-
amencb:nct.., Oct. 1, H96, ~taad 
~ ~ b 11111 bccb' f1f ~ ia (II) 

m (II) (2)~ !md, ~ (e) (3) (6) o 



640-640C~ Restitution for delinquent re!ltltutlon: 
lottery interception for restitution lllliii,..,.,."GGcn!Ba 

earnings without order1. 

~ 

f 807. Restitution for crime1 . 
. .,;'-

(a) De&.ititmJJ.- (1) lD thil section. the followi.'Dr word~ have the mun
m,. indicated, w:Ueu the con tat or their UM.. indicatel otherwi.M. 

(2) .,Abandoned vehicle" hu the aa.me mMninr u ltated in I 25-201 of the 
1'ranlportation Article. 

(3) "Child" mean~ a penon under the &p or 18 1U1"L 
(4) "Court" mMl11 the Co~ or Appe&la, Court of 8pec:i&l Appuh, circuit 

court, and District Court of Maeylcd, or UJ:1 ot them, anleu the contaxt 
clurly require~ a cont:nry muninr. 

(5) UCrime" mean.a an a.c:t committed by any penon iD the State which 
would co'D.Itituta a crime u defined in thia article or at common law, or a 
nolation under I 25-202 or the Tranlportation Artide. Hawenr, an act in· 
wlvinl thi operation or a motor nhicle which remlta in mjUl'y dou not 

·' CI:JlWtituta a crime £or the purpoM or thia Mdicm =1- tha i:ajmiel were 
intentionally in11icted throUih the UM of & fthicle. 

(6) .,.fendant" mum any per1011 who hu &..n found railtJ or a crime Ol" 

aDJ periOD whoM plea o£ nolo CDDtendere to & crime W been accepted b)' the 
court. 

(7) ~viaicm• mu.raa Di:rilion ot Parole ucl Probetion. 
(8) •Juqe" IDNDI & judp of & court. 
(9) -orGer otl'Mtituticm" meaD~ either a c1ireet Order fino paJlDeDt of'reltitu· 

tic= or an 02"d8r for payment o£ ramtliticm that. ia a conditio~ or probation m 
Ul order or probation. • 

(10) ~rty" Dle&DI both rut ad personal piopett,. 

~r (1~!1!) -'~~~ ~- ~ --~-4 who_~~~ ~· duth. ~ 

I 
ptvptm;. ~ gr - ... ~ niiB\IIIt 01 Q'l.~De. 

(ll) -victim" iDcludel: 

1. ID the -"nt. of the daath ot a 't'ict:im. the Yictim'a .tate; or 
2. Upon CDDvic:tion. a.ccept&Dc8 r4. plea or DOlo canted ere, or im~t:ion or 

probation bef'on judament tor an offeDM aDder I 287 ot t.bia article: 
A. 'fbe nzaer or the burial lite; cd 
II. AD mdividual related b)' blood or 1ZIIU'riap tD tha mdi'ridul bmiecl m 

tba bari&1 lite. 
(b) s..t:itut:itm ~ CD~JYictitm, -=ceptaaee of pia of AOlo a:mtadeN, fltc.; 

Fioritr ofpqmct; NUCU26 for JJDt ord~ zwatuticm.-- (1) 011 am"fiction 
of a crime, accepta.nce o£ a p]u of DOlo amtendere, fit impolition of probation 
Wore judrment tmder I &41 or thia article, the court may iuue m 02"d8r o! 
r.tituticm dinct:iDc the cleferuimt to make IWdtution iD addition to 1m1. 
othar ,.Wtr fOr the cmnm;uion of the crime, if: 

(i) P!vpcty or the nctim wu ltolen., d&mapd, dMt:ottd, ccm:nrtad, Wl· 

lawfully obt.a.iDed, cr ita n.lueiU.blt&ntially dlcnlued u a clinet remit clthe 
erime; 



Tictim I'Uffem aetwal upe:D.161. cut-of'-pocltet 
or or Mminp u a direct rNUlt of the crime; 

am The nt:tim ~ medical . that. were paid by 
ot Hulth and Mental Hygiene or ey ether per.o.mat&l cti.ty; 

(iv) A pernmental entity Wmnd ~ m t:he Nm.O'ftl, ~. 
~. ~. artorqe. u.le, or ~on ot am abe.D~ fthi • 

. de; 
(T) The CrimiJ:W l:aJuri• Compmuticm Board paid baWitl to a 'ridim of' 

the crime; or 
tri) The Depa:rtment of Health md Mcn:lt&l H;ypene or ether ~til 

ctity paid ~ i=ul'nd UDder I 855 _ot thia IUbtitl .. 
(I) A victim il prMUm.d to han a Jirht to r.tiiution =dAr pu-qraph (1) 

of this aubeec:tioD if 
ru The rictim 01" the State nquelta r.titution;. 
W> 'rAe cou:rt ll preeented with oompetct. mdence ot 1n1 ot itaml Ci> 

tluoo~h (vi) of parqraph (1) ol thil ~Uheection; and 
(iii) The deieDclant hu the ability to pay the ~tution Order. 
(8) A court Deed DOt iuue m onler o( nmtutioD UDder w. MCtiOD if the 

COl1l1 finds FOCi cau.ae to e.tablilh atenuatm, ~eel u to why an 
anler or re.titation il iDappropriate iD • cue. . 

(.C) The court may order that J'MtiiutioD be made to: 
(i) The TietJm; 
(ii) The Department of Health and Mental HypeDe, the CrimiDa1 Injuriea 

Com.peDMtioD Board, or cy other 10•• rameDt&l entity; or ... · 
(W) A t.hird·party payor, mcludmc m iamrer, which 1w made pa,.ment to 

the Yic:tim to compeuate the Tictim mr • pi0p61 t) 1011 or pectmiarJ leu =dar 
thia aubeection. 

(5) It the Tic:tim hu been full)' OOmpeDI&ted Cor the 'ridim'alou by a tbh"d· 
put)' payor, t.he court may illue &D order or·nmtuticm c1inctiDa the WeD· 
dant to paytwtitution to the third-party payor.··OtherwiM, pa,Dlent olrem
tatie to the victim bu priority ovv pa,ment ofr.titu.ticm to tM tblrd-party 
payor. 



§ 5.03. Regulations.~ ( ) 
(a) Preparation; contents generally. - &fore exercising the_ powen re

ferred to in § 5.02, the planning co!Wllission shall prepare regulatio~ govern· 
~Jig the •ubdivisiorr of land . within ita ~d.ion. Those regula~ons ~J 
provide for the adequate control of shore el"'OI!lon; the control of ~e~t and · 
the protection from flooding; the proper arrangement of streets m relation tn 
other existing plann~ ~ts and to the muter plan; the adequate am.d. ~ 
ve.nient plaa:ment of public: achoollites and of open Bpaces for t.n.ffic, utilities, 
access of fire-fighting apparatus, rec::reation, light and air and the avoidance of 

mngestion of population, including minimum width and area of lots. 
(b) Street and utility improvemellts prereqtiisitl! to plat &pproval; tetltative 

II.DDroval of plat: boZld to lleCllre t::Olllpleticm of improveifle!lt.s UJd utilities.-
Such regulations may include provision u to the extent to whic:h l'f::reets and 
other ways ahall be graded and improved, to which 10il erosion or sediment 
control ahall be proVided, and to which water and Je"\Wir and other utility 
ma"ins, piping. or other facilities ah.a.ll be inst.a.lled u a condition precedent to 
the approval of the plat. The regulations or practice of the commission may 
provide for a tentative approval of the plat previous to IUch installation;_ but 
any such tentative approval shall be revoeable and ahall not be entered on the 
plat. In lieu of the completion of such improvements and utilities prior to the 
final approval of the plat, the commission may accept a bond with surety to 
~ure to the county· or municipal corporation the actual construction and 
insullation of such improvements or utilitieF. at a time and according to speci
fications fu:ed by or in accordance with the regulations of the commission. The 
c:ou~ty or mun]cipal eorporation is hereby granted the power to enforce such 
bond by all appropriate legal and equitable remedies. 

CcJ Hearing prerequisite to submi&Sion for adoptioll; llotice thereof; certified 
CJJp.\· of adopted regulations to clerk of circuit eourt. -Before any regulations 
ahall be submitted to the local legislative body for adoption a public hearing 
&hall be held ther~n and all such regulations, or if in the opinion of the 
commission it is best. a brief synopsis of such regulations, sufficient to inform 
a person of ordinary intelligence of the nature and contents of auch regula· 
tions, together with the time and place of such public hearing, shall be pub· 
lished once or more, if the commission deems best, m a weekly or daily news
paper of genera] circulation in such county or municipal corporation. When 
1uch regulations are adopted by the lOca.llegislative body, a eopy thereof shall. 
be certified by·the commission. to the clerk or the circuit court in which the 
jurisdiction is located for record. 

(d 1 Specisl provisions as to Carroll County. - (1) In Carroll County, prior 
to any approval o{ a preliminary or fmal subcfivision plat, the commission 
aha II require certification of the adequacy of public facilities by the agencies 
having jurisdiction over public: facilities in Carroll County including, but not 
limited to, the following: achools. public water &.nd eewerage facilities, police 
prot.edion, roads and traffic control devices, storm drain facilities, emergency 
~trvic:e facilities, health care facilities and solid waste disposal facilities. 

C2l The commission may consider and may use the failure of any agency or 
ag~ndes to certify the adequacy of any public facility or facilities to aerve a 
proposed subdivision as a basis for disapproval of a preliminary or fmal subdi
vision plat. 

fel Easements for burial•it,es.- Regulations governing the subdivision of 
~d ahaU require that an appropriate easement be provided for any burial 
lUte located on the land subject to the subdiviaion plat for ingres.s and egress to 
the burial site by peraol'l! related by blood or marriage or persons in interest, 
u d:fined in I 14--121 of the Real Property Article. Improvemento are not 
1'8:iu.ired to aceed any e.:risting right-of-way. (An. Code, 1951, § 26; 1939, 
I 26; l933,ch. 599,§ 17; 1958,Ch. 83;1959,ch. 719; 196l,ch. 272; 1963,ch. 
502:1969,ch.220;1970,~672,§ 1;197l,cbs.237,793;1972,Ch. 131;1978. 
cb.. 682; 1994, ch. 203.) 



BusiNEss REGULATION § 5-505 

§ 5-505. Action for sale of burial ground for another pur
pose. 

(a) Authorized. - An action may be brought in accordance with the 
Maryland Rules and a court may pass a judgment for sale of a burial ground 
for another purpose if: 

(1) the ground has been dedicated and used for burial; 
(2) burial lots have been sold in the burial ground and deeds executed or 

certificates issued to buyers of the lots; 
(3) the ground has ceased to be used for burial; and 
( 4) it is desirable to dispose of the burial ground for another purpose. 

(b) Action by court. -If the court is satisfied that it is expedient or would be 
in the interest of the parties to sell the burial ground, the court: 

(1) may pass a judgment for the sale of the burial ground on the terms and 
notice the court sets; 

(2) shall order that as much of the proceeds of the sale as necessary be 
used to pay the expenses of removing any human remains in the burial ground, 
buying burial lots in another burial ground, and reburying the remains; and 

(3) shall distribute the remaining proceeds of the sale among the parties 
according to their interests. 

(c) Effect of judgment. - Ajudg'1:llent for the sale of a burial ground passes 
to the buyer of the burial ground the title to the burial ground free of the claims 
of: 

(1) the owners of the burial ground; and 
(2) the holders of burial lots. (An. Code 1957, art. 16, § 119; 1992, ch. 4, 

§ 2; 1997,ch. 675,§ 1.) 

Cross references. - As to procedure for 
sale of burial ground, see Maryland Rule 14-
401. 

Maryland Law Review.- For article, "The 
Law/Equity Dichotomy in Maryland," see 39 
Md. L. Rev. 427 (1980). 

Effect of section. - Former section en
larged the corporate powers of the archbishop 
of Baltimore under Acts 1832, ch. 308, and 
removed the restrictions of that act to effect 
that land should be used only as a burial 
ground so that a purchaser under this section 
got a clear title. Gump v. Sibley, 79 Md. 165, 28 
A. 977 (1894). 

Sale of leasehold interest; interest of 
nonresidents or infants. -Where the lease
hold interest in a lot is sold under this section, 
the purchasers acquire said interest, and also 
the interest of the lot holders though they may 
be nonresidents or infants. Brendel v. Zion 

Church, 71 Md. 83, 17 A. 936 (-1889). 
Improvements. - Where ·ll cemetery was 

sold under Acts 1868, ch. 211, the lot holder was 
not entitled to compensation out of the proceeds 
of the sale for improvements or erections upon 
his lot; the most that he could claim would be to 
recover back the price he paid for the license. 
Partridge v. First Indep. Church, 39 Md. 631 
(1874). 

Lot owners' right of removal. - See Par
tridge v. First Indep. Church, 39 Md. 631 
(1874). 

Sale of certificates for lots. - Where cer
tificates for lots in a cemetery are merely signed 
by the secretary and not sealed, acknowledged 
or recorded, and the owners of the cemetery sell 
it, the certificate holders, although they are not 
reimbursed for the money paid for their certif
icates, have no claim against the purchaser. 
Such sale need not be conducted under this 
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section. Partridge v. First Indep. Church, 39 
Md. 631 (1874); Rayner v. Nugent, 60 Md. 515 
(1883). 

Proof held not sufficient to justify de
cree of sale under this section. Reed v. 
Stouffer, 56 Md. 236 (1881). 

§ 5-506. Action for sale of burial ground in Baltimore City 
for another purpose. · 

(a) Authorized. - An action may be brought in accordance with the 
Maryland Rules and a court may pass a judgment for sale of a burial ground 
in Baltimore City for another purpose if: 

(1) the ground has been dedicated and used for burial; 
(2) burial lots have been sold in the burial ground and deeds executed or 

other written instruments issued to buyers of the lots without provision being 
made for perpetual care of the lots;. and 

(3) more than 75% of the area of the burial ground: 
(i) has been abandoned; or 
(ii) is harmful to the public health, safety, or welfare. 

(b) Who may bring action.- The action may be brought by: 
(1) a person with a property right in the burial ground; or 
(2) a governmental unit with an interest in ending the conditions that are 

harmful to the p\iblic health, safety, or welfare. 
(c) Action by court.- If the court is satisfied that more than 75% of the area 

of a burial ground has been abandoned or is harmful to the public health, 
safety, or welfare, the court: 

(1) · may pass a judgment for the sale of the entire burial ground on the 
terms and notice the court. sets; and 

(2) may appoint a trustee to sell the burial ground. 
(d) Proceeds from sale. -The trustee shall distribute the sale proceeds: 

(1) first, to pay the expenses of removing any human ~emains, that, with 
reasonable care, can be definitely located in the burial ground, buying burial 
lots in another burial ground, and reburying the remains; 

(2) second, to pay expenses of removing any markers that are in good 
condition from the old lots and relocating the markers on new lots; 

(3) third, to pay the expenses of ending conditions that are harmful to the 
public health, safety, or welfare, unless the contract of sale of the burial ground 
provides· for abatement of those conditions within a reasonable period of time 
after the sale is completed; 

( 4) fourth, to pay the costs of necessary legal proceedings, including court 
costs, trustee's commissions, and legal fees; 

(5) fifth, to pay in full any taxes; and 
( 6) finally, to pay the balance of the proceeds to the person who, immedi

ately before the sale, had record title to the burial ground in its entirety 
according to the land records of Baltimore City. 

(e) Effect of judgment. -Ajudgment for the sale of a burial ground or a deed 
or other conveyancing instrument executed by a trustee under this section 
passes to the buyer of the burial ground the title to the burial ground free of: 

(1) the claims of the owners of the burial ground; 
(2) the clairn~ ()f the holders of burial lots; and 
(3) the intended or actual use or dedication of the land in the burial 

ground for burial. (An. Code 1957, art. 16, § 120; 1992, ch. 4, § 2; 1997, ch. 
675, §§ 1, 2.) 

Cross references. - See Editor's notes to Law/Equity Dichotomy in Maryland," see 39 
§ 5-501 of this article. Md. L. Rev. 427 (1980). 

Maryland Law Review.- For article, ~The 



Rule 14-401 MARYLAND RULES 

CHAPTER 400. BURIAL GROUND. 

Rule 14-401. Sale for other use. 
(a) Venue. An action for sale of a burial ground for a use other than burial 

purposes shall be brought in the county .in which the burial ground is located. 
When the burial ground is located in more than one county, the action may be 
brought in any county in which all or any part of the burial ground is located. 

(b) Complaint. The action for sale of a burial ground shall be commenced 
. by filing a ·complaint that, in addition to complying with Rules 2-303 through 
2-305, shall contain: 

(1) a description.of the burial ground sufficient to enable it to be located, 
(2) a statement that the ground has been dedicated and used for burial 

purposes, 
(3) a statement that the burial ground has ceased to be used for burial 

purposes, 
, ( 4) a list of names and last known addresses. of all known lot owners, or their 
assignees, if any, and, 

(5) a statement of the reasons why it is desirable to sell the burial ground for 
other uses. 

Cross references. - See Code, Business 
Regulation Article, § 5-505, which authorizes 
a proceeding for the sale of a burial ground 
that has ceased to be used for such purposes. 

For sale of cemeteries in Baltimore City 
where more than 75% of acreage has been 
abandoned or becomes a menace, see Code, 
Business Regulation Article, § 5-506. 

As to certain cemeteries in Carroll County, 
see Code, Real Property Article,§ 14-119. 

As to exemption of lots held only for burial 
from attachment or. execution and insolvency 
laws, see Code, Business Regulation Article, 
§ 5-503. 

As to condemnation of cemeteries, see Rule 
12-204. 

(c) Notice- Publication and posting. Upon the filing of the complaint, 
the clerk shall issue a notice instead of a summons. The notice shall be signed 
by the clerk and shall (1) include the caption of the action, (2) describe the 
substance of the complaint and the relief sought, and (3) inform all lot owners 
or other persons in interest of the latest date by which a response may be filed. 
The notice shall be published as provided in Rule 2-122, and a copy of the 
notice shall be posted in a conspicuous place on the property and at all 
principal gates or entrances to the burial ground. Additionally, a copy of the 
notice shall be sent by ordinary mail to each person whose name and last 
known address are listed in the complaint. pursuant to subsection (b) (4) ofthis 
Rule. 

(d) Proceedings when no response filed. If no party in interest appears 
in response to the notice, the action shall proceed ex parte. The court may order 
testimony to be taken and enter judgment as it deems proper. (Amended Jan. 
20, 1999, effectiv~ July 1, 1999.) 

Cross references. - For distribution of 
proceeds of sale among parties interested, see 

Code, Business Regulation Article, §§ 5-505 
and 5-506. 



SALES OF PROPERTY Rule 14-502 

For power of court before making distribu
tion to order that part of proceeds may be set 
aside and applied to the removal and burial of 
any dead and the purchase of a lot in another 
cemetery, see Code, Business Regulation Arti
cle §§ 5-505 and 5-506. 

As to legal effect of judgment on title, see 

Effect of amendments. - The 1999 
amendment in the cross reference note follow
ing (b), substituted "Business Regulation Arti
cle § 5-505" for "Business Regulations Article, 
§ 5-501" in the first paragraph, substituted 
"Business Regulation Article, § 5-506" for 
"'Business Regulations Article, § 5-502" in the 

Code, Business Regulation Article, §§ 5-505 
and 5-506. · 

Source. - This Rule is denved as follows: 
Section (a) is derived from former Rule J71. 
Section (b) is derived from former Rule J70. 
Section (c) is derived from former Rule J72. 
Section (d) is derived from former Rule J73. 

second paragraph, and substituted "Business 
Regulation Article, § 5-503" for "Article 23, 

· § 164" in the fourth paragraph; and in the 
cross reference note following (d), substituted 
"Business Regulation Article, §§ 5-505 and 
5-506" for "Business Regulations Article, § 5-
501" in all three paragraphs. 

CHAPTER 500. TAX SALES. 

Rule 14-501. Applicability. 
The rules in this Chapter govern actions to foreclose the right of redemption 

in property sold at a tax sale. 

Source. - This Rule is new. 

Rule 14-502. Foreclosure of right of redemption- Complaint. 
(a) Contents. In an action to foreclose the right of redemption in property 

sold at a tax sale, the complaint, in addition to complying with Rules 2-303 
through 2-305, shall set forth: 

(1) the fact of the issuance of the certificate of sale; 
(2) a description of the property in substantially the same form as the 

description appearing on the certificate of tax sale; 
(3) the fact that the property has not been redeemed by any party in 

interest; and 
( 4) a statement of the amount necessary for redemption. · 
(b) Documents. The complaint shall be accompanied by: 
{1) the original certificate of sale, or a photocopy of the certificate; 
(2) a copy of a title report supported by an affidavit by the person making 

the search that a complete search of the records has been performed . in 
accordance with generally accepted standards of title examination for the 
period of ~t least 40 years immediately before the filing of the complaint; and 

(3) a notice setting forth (A) the substance of the complaint and ...the relief 
sought, (B) a description of the property in substantially the same form as the 
description appearing on the collector's tax records, (C) the time within which 
a defendant must file an answer to the complaint or redeem the property, and 
(D)a statement that failure to answer or red~em the property within the time 
allowed may result in a judgment foreclosing the right of redemption. 

Cross references.- See Code, Tax-Prop
~ ~icle, § 14-833 for provisions governing 

1tat10ns on the time for bringing an action 

to foreclose the right of redemption and Code, 
Tax-Property Article, § 14-841 for the limita-·· 
tion on the number of certificates that may be 
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.Friday, June 07, 2013 

C. A. Dutch Ruprersberger III, Representative 
2453 Rayburn He use Office Building 
Washington, MD 20515-2002 

Dear Representat:ve Ruppersberger, 

Candy Warden; President 
Rosa Bonheur Society~ Inc. 
6400 Baltimore National Pike, #221 
Catonsville, MD 21228 

As President oftle Rosa Bonheur Society, Inc. (RBS), I am writing to you as a 
representative of 1BS members and the people that have loved ones at the Rosa Bonheur 
Memorial Park (LBMP) located at 7239 Washington Boulevard, Elkridge, Macyland 
2107 5. We ar.e Sl. eking your assistance in protecting and preserving this historic 
cemetery::. which ~1as over 10!1000 burials including those of humans, famous animals 
(e.g., Gov. Schae :er's Willie II), war and K-9 police dogs:< and family pets. 

The Howard Co1; Jty Department of Planning and Zoning (DPZ) is considering rezoning 
of the 7200 bloc1 of Washington Blvd, including the RBMP. The proposed rezoning 
(Amendment No 37.003) would alter the zoning from CE.-CLI (Corridor Employment
Continuing Li.ghi Industrial) to CE-CLI/CR (Cominercial Redevelopm.ent). The concern 
js that if the who e block were rezoned under one zoning classification it would make the 
area attractive to ::levelopers that may be willing to pursue overturning existing 
legislation. Pr.esr:ntly the cemetery is protected by the Cemetery Preservation Act of 
1993 and the Aru totated Code of Maryland and the Maryland Rules. 

After being. alert1:d to the threat of the proposed rezoning I exchanged numerous e~maUs. 
during ttlarch 20 ~ 3 -with Marsha McLaughlin, Director and Beth Burgess, Division Chief 
of Resource Con';ervation of the Howard County Department of Planning and Zoning 
(DPZ). 

On March 26~ 2( 13 Ms. MG.Laughlin and Ms. Burgess and I had a conference call. I'As. 
McLaughlin exp!ained that the DPZ had hired a consultant that identified areas where 

PAGE 02/11 
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east~west higl ways intersect who then suggested that those areas would be good 
candidates for rezoning and development. 

PAGE 03/11 

I then provided a brief history of the cemetery. Recounted that the people with loved. 
ones had beer repeatedly victimized over the years and that the cemetery is not 
abandoned, b1·t is loved by the community. That the state of the grounds are a result of 
the cemetery : 'ailing into the hands of people that ·wanted to develop it. That people are 
being thwarteJ from being able to do the things for the cemetery that they'd like to do, 
such as, dona1 ~ and. invest money for a perpetual fund and improvements in grounds 
maintenance. Also, mentioned were the Cemetery Preservation Act of 1993 an.d 
Maryland la\¥:; that protect the cemetery and human remains. They wer.e not aware that 
atleast24 pe(:ple were buried at the_cemctery~ the burials are widely dispersed across and 
around the ce:·n.etery, and that the fa:milies do not wish for their loved ones to be moved 
and/or disturt::.~d. However~ that RBS members and those 'With loved ones buried at 
RBMP were Jiot averse to the planned rezoning and development of the surrounding 
block as long iS it did not encroach on the boundaries of the cemetery and/or negatively 
impact the int:~grity of the cemetery or provide a detrimental environment. 

Ms. McLaughlin then mentioned i.deas for sustaining the integrity of the cemetery while 
allowing devdopment around it. Overall the impression given of the discussion was that 
DPZ was mo1'.vated to actin the interests of the cemetery and the law. 

On March 2T 2013, James Lanier and I (RBS Board members) attended a DPZ Hearing 
in Ellicott Cit:r, MD, but were unable to testify as only about half of the cases could. be 
heard. Due t<\ not being able to testify in person written testimony was submitted by RBS 
online. · 

Approximate~ y two weeks later (Aprill 0, 2013) Beth Burgess!DPZ and I met at 1 OAM at 
Rosa Bonheu· Memorial Park an.d I gave her a tour and we discussed various issues 
regarding the ;;:eroetery. 

A later meetir.g was subsequently planned with Ms. McLaughlin and Ms. Burgess (April 
16, 2013). TJ:is meeting was to include a potentja.l purchaser/developer. for the block, 
which was th: :first time their existence had been mentioned. 

On the day of the meeting (May 16, 2013) Paul Miller and I (both Coalition to Protect 
Maryland Bu:·ial Sites/CPMBS & RBS Board members), Ms. McLaughlin & Ms. 
Burgess (DP.i.), and Don Reuwet/potential purchaser/developer ofblock~ Robert 
Fila/Tertel E5·:ate's Attorney & Mark Feinberg!Manager of Block met at the RBMP at 
9AM. 

Plans were sr )Wll by rvfr. Reuwer of proposed development for the 7200 block of 
Washington Blvd. that appeared to allow 1 1/2 acres for a cem.etery ~the cemetery 
grotmds are p·:esently approx. 7.8 acres. This plan is reminiscent of thee-mails received 
(Jan. 2008) b>· the RBS and Senator Norman Stone fron1 Mike Gisrael~ attorney for 
Gunther Tertr1 (deceased owner RBMP), These e~n1ails offered l 1/2 acres to be deeded 
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to either the RBS . or myself) and/or to Senator Stone for the purpose of dumping all of 
the people and animals interred at RBMP into amass grave. Consequently!> on January 
15, 2008~ Senator Stone~ his wife!' and Ken Borst (Sen, Stoners Legal Dept.) met \vi.th 
Mike Gisrael and :nformed him that the rest of the block could be developed, but that the 
cemetery was pro· ected and could not be developed. He \Vas directed to relate this 
information to G1,: :1.ther Tertel. On Thursday, January 31~ 2008, an e,..,mail restating the 1 
1/2 ac:re offer wa~: sent again to myself after the Stone/Gisrael meeting~ which elicited a 
surprised responsr: from Ken Borst since it ignored the law set forth in the Cemetery 
Preservation Act rtf 1993. Mike Gisrael was again contacted by Sen. Stoners office and 
reminded of the lr'\i\rS protecting RBMP and to :make sure that Mr. Tertel was aware of 
them. 

Follo\ving the pre ~entation of the development plans .Mr. Miller and I mentioned to the 
group the Maryla ·Ld Laws, Annotated Codes of Maryland, and the Cemetery Preservation 
Act of 1993 that pre supposed to protect the cemetery. We also expressed the desire of 
the RBS to form ; . Friends Group and re""establish a Perpetual Fund to take care of the 
cemetery. Mr. M .Her also cited :Mr. Reuwer1s previous involvement i.n. the destruction of 
St, Maryts Cemet·,ry by development in Ellicott City that provided the impetus for the 
formation of CP"tdBS and the Howard County Cemetery Preservation Board. lvfr. 
Reu'\:ver denied h s involvement. 

Ms. McLaughlin :hen mentioned m.oving "stray'' markers closer in, which due to the laws 
protecting the cer1etery should be a moot point M there are no stray markers as they are all 
located on the ce: netery grounds. Ms. McLaughlin asked if there vvere any cemetery 
records. I repliec' nno" that the original records disappeared when Mr. Green relinquished 
the cemetery and that the subsequent records generated by Marilyn Phillips disappeared 
after Mr. Tertel's death. However, it was pr~vi.ously stated by myself to Ms. McLaughlin 
and Ms. Burgess there ar.e records and deeds in the community possessed by the people 
that have plots tb·~re. Ground penetrating radar was discussed by Ms. McLaughlin & Mr. 
Reuwer and deci ·led ,as the instrut.n.ent for determining where the graves are in the 
cemetery. Also, Vis. McLaughlin wanted me to show Mr. Feinberg (who had previously 
threatened myseJ ~and others with removal of markers) where the humans were buried at 
a later date. Afh-r speaking with Ms. Burgess it was decided to delay the locating of 
human remains t ntil she perfonns research on the best methods for locating markers at 
the cemetery. 

This meeting rai::ed many concerns regarding the protection and preservation of the 
RBMP. The pla:·t being presented by Mr. Reuwer and Ms. McLaughlin~s discussion of 
moving 1narkers ;tppears to threaten the integrity of the cemetery grounds and the sanctity 
of the graves the:•ein in violation of the State and County laws. Mr. Reuwer's contention 
of m.aking the ar ~a where the graves would be into a dog park \vas not only not 
reassuring~ but a;so an insult to the people with loved ones at the cen1etery. 

Many people 1-w: ·c submitted written testi1nony and letters to DPZ opposing the proposed 
rezoning and sta:ing that they wish the ce1netery to be protected and preserved. The 
majority of the c ver 10,000 burials (75~80%) have occurred from the late 1970's to the 

PAGE 04/11 
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early 2000's a:1d the cemetery only ceased providing burial services 8 years ago, 
Therefore, mo:rt of the families that have loved ones at the cemetery are still vital 
n1embers of tr :; community. They care deeply about their loved ones, both hun1an and 
animal~ that ru·~ buried there. It has never been an unloved or unwanted cemetery, but 
one that was F .rrchased most recently by a business man with deeper pockets than groups 
that wished to acquire, operate, and preserve the cemetery; such as, the Animal Welfare 
League. The r'nly people in 6 years ofRBS volunteer work that have expressed an 
interest in dev:~loping the cemetery are developers seeking to reap personal profits. The 
people with k ved ones interred, their family and friends, and the community are desirous 
of preserving .md protecting the cemetery. It is on behalf of these individuals and groups 
in the commu: Lity that your assistance is being requested in preventing the cemetery 
property from being rezoned. Also~ that the integrity ofthe cemetery and. the cemetery 
gr.ounds them::elves be protected from development as per the Maryland Rules, 
Annotated Co'le of Maryland~ and the Cero.etery Preservation Act of 1993. 

Thank you. fm your tiro.e and effort invested in consideration of this important matter. 

Attachments; 

Appendix I: 1 ristory of Rosa Bonheur Memori.al Park 

Sincerely, 

Candy Warden, President 
Rosa Bonheur Society, Inc. 
(443) 341-6433 

Appendix II: (J.overn.ment Resources & Documentation Links 
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Apnendix I: Hist;>rv of R()sa Bonheur Memorial Park 

I. Chronolo,e.y of Events Concerning the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park (RBMP) 

R.E;IvfP folinded in 193 5 by Edward Gross, Baltimore politician and 
Criminal l .aw Clerk 

H2 vward & Grace Pote·e managed the cemetery very well for 30 years 
(1948-19? g) 

In l978, William Green assruned O'IMl~rship of the cemetery. 

In L 979, RBMP became the only cemetery in the world where humans and 
their pets ::ould be buried together. 

1n 1986, The Howard County Office of Consumer Affairs filed an order 
against M:·. Green for violation of consumer la\VS for his second pet cemetery, 
Green Mt: ~dows. All charges v'~lere dismissed when he paid to move the pet 
remains tc another pet cemetery. About 125 of these pets were moved to RBMP. 

In 1996~ Consumer Affairs filed civil and criminal charges against Mr. 
Green for deceptive trade practices and m.isdemeanor theft. The outcome was that 
he partial ~r reitn bursed pet owners for memorials and services not rendered and 
received ~·n 1.8 month suspended sentence; 100 hours of community service, and 1 
year prob ~tion. 

B;: 1997; the cemetery had gone into receivership and was acquired by 
Gunther~ 'ertel DBA Bonb.eur Land Co. LLC. People were initially led to believe 
that the cemetery would be permanently reopened by :Mr. Tertel and/or his 
represent; .tivcs. TI1e purchase of cemetery goods, plots and burials resumed and 
people again contributed to a Perpetual fllild (many for the third or fourth time) to 
protect th·~ir loved ones resting places and the cemetery. 

Fer, approx. the first six years of his o\V:O.ersbip Marilyn Phillips worked as 
an unpaic manager with volunteers perfo.rroi.ng maintenance. She performed 
burials at the cemetery, but people had to repurchase plots and services they had 
previousl:' paid for as former own.er Mr. Green had stolen the perpetual fund 
money ar:d other cash assets. Also~ .Ivrr.. Tertel did not contribute an.y funds for 
cemetery operations and services. 

It Novetnber 2005 7 all burials ceased and RBMP closed -without notice as 
reported ··~y The Baltimore Sun (November 12~ 2005). 

PAGE 05/11 
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On January 15~ 2008, a meeting \Vas conducted at Sen. Norman Stone's 
office ;n \Vhich Mike Gisrael, Mr. Tertel's attorney, was directed by Sen. Stone to 
infonr Mr. Tertel that he could develop the grolmds constituting the block 
surrou ~1ding RBMP, but not the cem.etery itself as it -t.vas legally protected fron1 
devek ?ment 

From 1997 until his death Mr. Tertel repeatedly m.ade statements to media, 
people in the co:r.nmunity, and those with loved ones at the cemetery that he was 
going :o develop the cemetery (e.g., gas station, trailer park, convenience store). 
Heals:) falsely and self servingly claimed only 100 people \Vere alive that had 
loved :mes buried or were concerned about the cemetery. People with humans 
and/or animals buried at the ce:tnetery suffered ongoing threats and harassment by 
Mr. T<'rtel and/or his representatives that were aimed at making them agree to 
move ·heir loved ones' remains from the cemetery regardless of their religious, 
culturd, and! or personal beliefs about the sanctity of buriaL These false 
statern·~nts and threats:; covered widely in the media~ outraged Marylanders, upset 
peoph with loved ones at the cemetery, and very negatively impacted Mr. Tertel' s 
reputa'ion. 

In. 2011, Mr. Tertel died and his estate appears to be being managed by 
attoml·ys, 

In 2013, proposed r.ezoning of cemetery (Amendment No: 37.003) 

From 1935-2003 over 1 O~OOO burials were performed at the cemetery 
including both humans and animals. 

II. Famor s Animal Burials at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park 

A, Mary Ann (d. 1941) 

In the 1920s The Baltimore Sun~ as requested by local children~ 
lead a drive to obtain an elepha11t for the Baltimore zoo. Over 100,000 
children collected contributions and even more donated their pennies to 
pay for the elephant. 

"Mary Ann~' arrived in 1925 and saved the zoo by generating 
significant revenue for improvements. 

In 1941 she passed avvay and was buried at the cemetery. 

Even after 72 years people stili ask, "'Did you know there's an 
elephant buried thcreT~ 



05/10/2013 11:37 41052827Vl8 RUPPERSBERGER 

B. Gy·,sy Queen (d. October 29, 1936) 

In 1925, Marylander Frank Heath and his horse, Gypsy Queen, 
bef an a two year joum.ey to visit all 48 of the United States. Every aspect 
of 1 :1eir adventure was coveted by national and local media. 

After their return Mr. Heath Vr-T.ote a book recounting their journey, 
,E.QrtY Million Hoofbeats, which continues to be in publication. 

Follo-wing Gypsy Queen's death a memorial plaque was dedicated 
duf lng a public ceremony widely covered by national press by Mayor 
Jac ~son. in her memory at the grand opening of the cemetery on July 9~ 
19:;8. 

C. Re ~ Ahlbin (1943 ~ 1946) 

Rex Ahlbin was a WWII war dog donated for service by J. Ahlbin 
of i _linthicum that served at Bougainville~ Guadalcanal, and Tinian. 

In 1944, he was promoted to Corporal for. having alerted Marines 
to t Japanese attack thereby saving lives. 

D. W: llie II (1987 ~ 1995) 

Gov. William Schaeffer adopted Willie II after the puppy was 
fe,.tured \Vith his 12 siblings in a television profile of a local actor. Willie 
II ;·eceived widespread m.edia coverage and became a well loved Maryland 
iccn. Willie II is also the first canin.e to be included in an official state 
po··trait, which is currently displayed at the State House. 

E. Je;·n Clarke Keating's Papillon Dogs 

Jean Clarke .Keating "vas not only a NASA physicist~ but also a 
brt.:eder ofPapillon dogs that garnered many Westminster Kennel Club 
av ards. Ms. Keating also was the popular, award winning aut4ot of five 
bc·::>ks among which are included accounts of her dogs. 

F. T<·mb of the Unknown Pet (1990) 

A well attended public ceremony '-Vas held on May 22, 1990 to 
dedicate a Tomb of the Unknown Pets in honor of stray and abused 
an ~mals that perish yearly. 
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Many community minded groups and individuals applauded the 
memorial as a significant advance for providing recognition of the plight 
of abused and abandoned animals. 

G. Creatures Great and Small (1935- Present) 

There are other noted animals buried at the cemetery, such as~ 
three Washington and Baltimore Bullets mascots, Maryland~s first Collie 
Champion, a Grand Champion Pony~ five police dogs, two dogs that saved 
their o\Vllers~ lives, the historic Dodge Hotel's cat, and many AKC 

_ _ cbampiQnship c1pgs._ Ih~re __ a,re a.lsp IDa.tlY type$ 9f@i1)1als_ buried there 
ranging from goldfish to horses. Regardless of the fame or type of animal 
they each are special to many people and are often visited at the cemetery 
in remembrance. 

III. HumarL Burials at Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park (1979 ~ 2003) 

Since 1979, human beings have been interred at the cemetery. Due to the 
~·toss'; :;f records after the cemetery entered receivership the exact number of 
humar burials is unknow'U. Estintates quoted in newspapers have .rang~d from 20 
to 260. 

Among these people are individuals that served our country in the armed 
forces md those that have served in the local community in jobs ranging from 
bnsine!;s owners to a bus driver for a school fot challenged children. The family 
memb ::rs of these people buried at RBMP continue to visit the cemetery on a 
regula· basis and do not want their loved ones' graves disturbed for religious 
and/or cultural reasons. For over 10 years Mr, Tertel tried to force them to 
remov ~their loved ones from the cen;1etery, but none of the families contacted 
would give their consent as they view rempval as desecration of their resting 
places 

There are also at least 100 people that have purchased burial plots, but are 
unable to use them with some being left without a final resting place. 

IV. Volun eer Work: Past and Present 

For over 33 years there has been a sustained volunteer commitm.ent to 
the cen1etery and those with loved ones buri.ed there. These volunteers 
have performed n1ainten.ance, 1 egis1ative work, and co:mmunity outreach in 
efforts to safeguard the future of the cetneter:y, 

Since 2007, the Rosa Bonhcur Society, Jnc. has maintained this 
volunteer tradition and does not accept any cash donations. In May 2010, 
RBS was a-w~arded the Peri.\~inkle Award by the Coalition to Protect 
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M:ttyland Burial Sites for ""outstanding work~ dedication, and preservation 
of the Rosa Bonheur Men10.rial Park';. 
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Appendix ll: (iovernment Resources & Documentation Links 

Howard Couu::v Council~ Comprehensive Rezoning 2013 

http:/ I cc.howar .lcountymd.gov/ displayprimary_. aspx?id=6442462308#Schedule 

Howard Coun::v Goventroe:ot ~Preliminary Comprehensive Zoning: Map Amendment 
Recomr.n.endati,)nS- the second link on the page lists RBMP: 

b-ttR:f/www.ho1·rardcountymd.gov/compzoning.as:Qx?id=6442466051 

Cemetery Pre:iervation Act of 1993 

http:/ /www.ho1 rardcountymd.gov/uploadedFiles/Home/Department I-Jidden Content (P 
DF and. HTM .~)! Pla11n.ing and Zoning/Sl!btitlel3CemeteryPres.pdf 

Baltimore Sm= Articles - There are 4 page.s of titles of articles on cemeteries - approx. 
20 deal with th:: abuses that ba.ve occurred at the Rosa Bonheur Memorial Park over the 
years~ 

http://articiles.b·dtimoresun.cmn/keyword/pet~cemetro 
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ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS FOR 7269 WASHINGTON BOULEVARD 

Elkridge Enterprises, LlC 
7871 Belle Point Drive 
Greenbelt, MD 20770-3350 
(37.003)(37.006) 

Malik & Sons Washington Blvd., LLC 
7263 Washington Boulevard 
Elkridge, MD 21075-6118 
(37.002)(37.006) 

Bonheur Land Company 
7239 Washington Blvd. 
Elkridge, MD 21075-6118 
{37.007)(37 .006} 

Spectrum 1 Dorsey, LLC 
4733 Bethesda Avenue, Suite 650 
Bethesda, Maryland 20814-5252 

(37.006) 

Symcha & Joan Shpak 
P.O. box461 
Neavitt, MD 21652-0461 

(37.006) 

Gunter Tertel 
7269 Washington Boulevard 
Elkridge, MD 21075 
(37.003)(37 .002} 
{37.006) 



I-Ioward County Rezoning 

II 

II 

Search Street~ 

WASHINGTON BLVD 

Property Information: 

Requested Zoning 

Amendment No.: 37.006 

Current Zoning: CE~CLI 

Requested Zoning: CAC-CLI 
Tax Account ID.: 1401180665 

Map: 37 

Grid: 23 

Parcel: 272 

Lot: 
Acres: 4.32 

Address: 7269 WASHINGTON BLVD 

City/State/Zip: ELKRIDGE, MD 21075 

Owner: 

Name: TERTEL GUNTER W 

Email: 

Phone: 

Mailing Address: 7269 WASHINGTON BLVD 

City/State/Zip: ELKRIDGE, MD 21075 

Rep 1·ese11tative: 

Name: Joseph Rutter 
Email: jrutter@ldandd.com 

Phone: 443-367-0422 

Mailing Address: 5300 Dorsey Hall Dr. Suite 102 

City/State/Zip: Ellicott Cityt MD 21042 

Decision: 

Planning Board Decision: 

Planning Board Vote: 

Council Decision: 

Council Vote: 

http://data.ho\vardcountytnd.gov/GRezoning/GRezoning.asp 

Page 1 of 1 

12/17/2012 



Howard County 
Comprehensive Zoning Plan 
Department of Planning and Zoning 

A. Property Information 

B. Owner Information 

Gunther Tertel 

21075 
-----------··---·· ·-·······-····-··-··-····· .... 

: 10 .. · ... ···:: .. ;· · .. :,:_'·:.: :,: .. 

c. :~presentative Information C ---
···-·-·········· .................. _ ..................................................................... ,,, ··.· ·~'::.j ····-·······--·-·-··········- . ··--·····-·····-·· .......... -···· .......... . 

Zoning Map Amendment 
Request For111 

[Word 2007 Version] 
Before filling out this form, please read the 
Instructions section at the end of the form. 

·--- ---------·-----------·· 

~-··-····-··-·······--······-····-···-········-------···-····--···-··--······------····--········ .. ·--········-! 
...................................... -···-··----·--------·----·--------------·"-"'······-· ·-·-···-··-·-···-·-·-·····- _ ....... ; 

··:~ .. -:·-~~:-~·-::.~:.:.--. -~-~---a·3-/\13·o-~-~-~-~:-.~~--~-- --·~:J 
... . .. ..... ct:~·-··-··-1tt.ft!l .. ¥.S.:3. ....... . .. 

: 11 .. "..~~~,-~-~-~ .. ?~;::_:~-::_;_·;<Jf/. :=,::::"(·;;,:,C'}}::.·~_L~- ;:·~:J Joseph Rutter 

-~~~1i~[~iji$(j :~::t~::~ ;:::l:::e su_lte __ l0_2_ ___ _ _______ _ 

ZIP''.:·-:::,·,_.··.:·_··' j_::·:::_·::;:_',<',:-;:_: >.:) 21042 .. 
~" .. ···-·····•:"'·':.. •• .:.."•'"•"':.~ ...... ~--~--; ... : .. : .......... ,,.,_t"'"'"'"''''•:_,,_,,,,_ ........ y ............ ·-··- ···-·· ·- . 

_;.t~l~p.ho.r\~: (Maio)> -~ <·:: :-t 443-367-0422 ext 287 
. :. . : .. ·. ··-· .... . .......... : ···-·- .. ··~···- .......... ·-· - ... -·- -. -· .. 



c. Reptesentative Information 

D. Alternate Contact [If Any] 

; 11111111-~ 
E. Explanation of the Basis f Justification for the Requested Rezoning 

: The subject Property consists of 6 parcels containing approximately 14.2 acres of land located near the 
: interchange of Routes 1 and 100. Redevelopment of these properties in a consolidated project will be 

facilitated by the proposed zoning. The current zoning provides no incentive for redevelopment. 

See attached Continuation Sheet. 

F. List of Attachments/Exhibits 
.. ~ . . .. . .. . .. .. . . ..... ,.,_, ___ , __________ ~-·-·"' .... . .... '""' ···--·--·--~-------~·----~---·-·-·· .. ···. .. ................. ------·---------····-·-··"'""'"" 

14 1. Continuation Sheet. 2. SDAT sheets 3. Tax Map identifying the 6 parcels 

.... i ..... 

:--··-"'""' ·--';' ·:.-:··.-!-: .................. -: ... ;.:.··.::-:··:·:·.:~ .. ,,,_,_, __________ ,,, ''"'"'·----·· ............ - ..•.. ···~···-·· ......... - .. ~~-··--·· .. ···-·---~ .. - .. -··~·--·-............ ~ ... . 

-~~ ~~~=~~ 

. ,,_ ·-·-------i 
!. 

,_., __ ,. __ j 



·SDAT: Real Property Search 

Mnrylnnd De(lnl'tment of Assessments nnd Taxation 
Real Propct·ty Dntn Senrch (nrl.IA) 
HOWARD COUNTY 

At'count Identifier: District- 01 Account Number -180665 

Omu~r Information 

0\YilCJ' Name: TERTEL GUNTER W Use: 

~tailing Address: 

I)n~miscs Address 

7269 WASHINGTON BLVD 
ELKRI DOE 21075-0000 

7269 WASHINGTON l3L VD 
ELKRIDGE MD 21075-6118 

Principal Residence: 
Deed Reference: 

Location & Structure Information 

I.egal DescJ•intion 
4.324 A 
7269 WASHINGTON BLVD 
ELKRIDGE 

lll!!n 
0037 

Grid 
0023 

Pal'ccl 
0272 

Sub District Subdivision 
0000 

Special Tax Areas 

P1·iman• Sh·ucturc Built 
1950 

Basement 

Land 

Imntovcmenls: 
Total: 
Pn~fca·ential Land: 

TO\Yil 

Ad VRiorem 
Tax Class 

Enclosed Aa·ea 
24656 

Type Exterioa· 
STORAGE WAREHOUSE 

llasc Value Value 
As Of 
01/01/2012 

916,800 916,800 

606,100 444,000 

1,522,900 1,360,800 

0 

NONE 

104 

Pt•opert)' Land A•·ca 
4.3200AC 

Value JnfonnAflon 

Plmse~in Asscssmenfs 
AsOf AsOf 
07/01/2012 07101/2013 

l,360,800 l,360,800 

0 

Transfer Information 

ScJicl': THALER HERBERT A JR Date; 10/1411988 

~ DeetH: /01898/ 00626 

Selle•·: NELSON OLGA J nate: 10/14/1988 
Type: Deedl: /00000/ 00000 

Selle•·: NELSON OLGA J llatc; 11/05/1986 

Ill!t: NON-ARMS LENGTII OTHER Deedl: /01548/00125 

Elemtltion InftH"ntatlou 

Page 1 of 1 

Go Back 
View Mop 

NewSea1·ch 
GroundRent 
Redemption 
Ground Rent 
Registration 

INDUSTRIAL 

NO 

1) 10 1898! 00626 
2) 

Assessment A•·cR 
3 

Plat No: 
l'lat Ref: 

County Usc 

Price: so 
Dccd2: 

Price: so 
Dced2: 

Price; so 
Dccd2: 

Pal'fial Excmnt Assessments 
Councy 

Class 07/0l/2012 07/01/2013 
000 0.00 

State 000 0.00 

Municipal 000 0.00 0.00 

Tax ExemtJt: Special Tax Recapture: 
Exempt Class: NONE 

IlomcstCRd Aptlllcallon Infol'mation 

Homestead AJlplicntion Status: No Appllcntion 

http://sdatcert3.resiusa.org/rp_rewrite/details.aspx?County=14&SearchType=MAP&Acc... 12/13/2012 



Continuation Sheet 

E. Explanation of the Basis I Justification for the Requested Rezoning 

:13-Tl-h~-·subject Prop~rty consists of-·G-parcels containi·n··g·-~pproxlmat~iv-·i4-.2-a-cr-es-of-land located 
· · near the interchange of Routes 1 and 100. Given the issues inherent with the Property's CE-CLI 

zoning· as explained in more detail below, no potential currently exists for the Petitioner to 
develop the Property. Instead, a zoning district that would permit a ·mix of high density 
residential dwellings and retail commercial establishments would lncentivize an attractive and 
high quality development of a Property that is located at one of the County's major Interchanges. 

The County ·recently commissioned a Market Analysis and Strategic Implementation Analysis of 
the Route 1 and Snowden River Corridors by Robert Charles Lesser & Co. (the "RCLCO Study"). 
The RCLCO Study compiled a list of suggestions regarding future development of the Route 1 
Corridor. One of the principal recommendations of the RCLCO Study was to redevelop high 
visibility employment areas along Route 11 especially near important County interchanges. 
RCLCO Study, p. 14. 

The RCLCO Study afso found that \\[s]egmentation of the Route 1 Corridor is necessary, both to 
understand existing conditions and to plan for future land use opportunities." RCLCO Study, p. 
4. "Moving forward, planning for the Route 1 corridor should therefore address its very different 
segments, both east and west of Route 1 and north and south along its length. Future planning 
and policy recommendations should be tuned to logical planning areas rather than be applied 
throughout." RCLCO Study, p. 13. 

Figures 4 and 5 of the RCLCO Study identified the· subject Property as an area on the border of 
residential and commercial segments proposed by the RCLCO Study. The Property is also located 
near areas G and G1 on Figure 6, identified as providing high visibility employment opportunities. 
The Property has frontage on Route 1 and enjoys high visibility close to the Interchange of 
Routes 1 and 100. S(!e RCLCO Study, p. 13. 

PlanHoward 2030 accepted the RCLCO Study's recommendations regarding high quality 
development at major interchanges and the segmentation of the Route 1 Corridor. Policy 5.4 of 
PfanHoward 2030 is to \\[e]nhance the Route 1 Corridor revitalization strategy to recognize the 

: distinct character and market potential of diverse corridor segments, and the potential at various 
~ intersections, crossings, and nodes for additional retail, restaurant, and employment 
' development as identified In the [RCLCO Study]." PlanHoward 2030, p. 58. 

r 

: The subject Property is an ideal location to realize the recommendations of the RCLCO Study and 
! PlanHoward 2030. The Property Is an area between segments identified for residential and 
I commercial development, with high visibility and easy access to the Interchange of Routes 1 and 
i 100. 

: At the present, however, the Property is not suitable for development under its current CE-CLI 
, zoning. The RCLCO Study ultimately recommends removing the CE and CE-CLI districts. RCLCO 
: Study, p. 16. Plan Howard 2030 also recognized the need to reevaluate the efficacy. of the CE 
; district and to consider more flexibility in the Route 1 Corridor. PlanHoward 2030, p._58. 

__ : P_ursu~-~t~Qjhe Z_Q_Qfng Regulati.Q.f'-~.t. .. ~!_~y~lopm~nt iQ._t~~t~E distri<;:t~h9~.1.9.J~rovid~_ for f!~.~ . .Qffice, : 

1 



-----··Tffex, and light in.d"u~irial uses. HOWARD COUNTY ZONING REGULATIONS § 127 .2.A. PtanHoward--2030~-··· 
: however, provides that the demand for office space is significantly lower than supply. '\Through 
: 2030r the demand for commercial development and office space Is expected to peak at just over 
: three million sq~are feet. This demand is low when compared to the 14.1 million square feet of 
: approved office space in the pipeline Jn Howard and Anne Arundel Counties/' PlanHoward 2030, 
; p. 58. Given the limited future demand for the types of development envisioned by the CE 
: district, it is not economically feasible to develop the Property under its current zoning. 

The proposed rezoning is al?o consistent with· Plan Howard 2030's goal for the County to provide a 
diverse mix of housing opportunities. PlanHoward 2030 provides that housing experts believe that 
over the next 20 years, more than 60 percent of new housing demand will be for multifamily dwelling 
units. This projected trend is due both to an increasing ratio of smaller households and to the 
financial inability of many residents to afford slngle"family housing. PlanHoward 2030, p. 140. 

· Between 1990 and 20101 the number of residents living alone Increased by 75 percent. "[T]he 
single-family detached house is no longer preferred by many households. Smaller-sized housing will 
be in greater demand in the future. The data shows a demographic shfft that aligns well with the 
decreasing availability of land for the traditional single-family detached home and the Increased 
emphasis on planning for more compact higher-density residential development. From this 
perspective, condominium and rental apartments and townhome developments wi!J be a greater 
portion of new homes built in the County in the future. 11 PlanHoward 2030, pp. 140-42. 

PtanHoward 2030 also calls for the provision of affordable housing opportunities for low and 
moderate income residents. PlanHoward 2030, pp. 142-44. The Zoning Regulations require that 
a residential development in tDe CAC district provide at least 15 percent of its dwelling units as 
moderate income housing units. HOWARD COUNTY ZONING REGULATIONS§ 127.5.E.3.e.(l). 

Instead of causing a relatively large parcel, located in a high visibility area near a major County 
interchange, to remain underdeveloped for the foreseeable future, the Property should be 
rezoned to a district that can utilize Its full potential. A zone aliowing a mix of high density 
residential development and retail commercial development would be the most appropriate 
zoning district for the Property. The allowance of residential units would incentivize an attractive 
development of the Property befitting the County's vision for the Route 1 Corridor. The 

! ; residential component would also permit the establishment of high-quality commercial uses that i 

; ______ _l_ would -~-~.-~~pported by th'::_~~~---~:_~!dential units located __ ~~--~--~!~~-9-~~us_e_c_o_m_m_u_n __ it_y. ____ _ 

2 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 
LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION 

ESTATE N0.=22::..:....72=..:,7 ___ _ 

I certify that administration of the Estate of 

GUNTER WOLFGANG TERTEL 

was granted on the 21st day of SEPTEMBER, 2011 

to _____________________ ~R~O~B~E~R~T~L~F~I=LA~---------------------

as personal representative(s) and the appointment is in effect 

this 21st day of SEPTEMBER 2011 , 

li1 Will probated September 21, 2011 
(date) 

D Intestate estate 

... 

BYRON E MACFARL:ANE 

Register of Wills for 

Howard County 

VALID ONLY IF SEALED WITH THE SEAL OF THE COURT OR THE REGISTER 
RW1120 ROWNET 

11/2009 



COUNCILMEMBERS 

Howard County Council 
George Howard Building 

3475 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043-4392 

Jennifer Terrasa, Chairperson 
District 3 

Mary Kay Sigaty, Vice Chairperson 
District 4 

Courtney Watson 
District 1 

March 11, 2013 

Mr. Gunter Tertel 
7275 Washington Blvd. 
Elkridge, MD 21 07 5 

Dear Mr. Tertel: 

You are receiving this letter because you filed a Zoning Map Amendment Request Form/Howard 
County Comprehensive Zoning Plan or a Zoning Regulation Amendment Request Form/Howard 
County Comprehensive Plan. 

Please be advised that on March 7, 2013, the Howard County Ethics Commission determined 
that the Zoning Map Request Form needs to be accompanied by certain affidavits and 
disclosures. The Commission also determined that the Zoning Regulation Amendment Form 
needs to be accompanied by certain affidavits and disclosures when the Form proposes to 
"increase the density of the land of the applicant." 

The Commission directed me to notify applicants of their obligation to file the affidavit and 
disclosure. The obligation is set forth in Md. Code Ann., St. Gov't, Sec. 15-849(b ), which 
provides in part, "the affidavit or disclosure shall be filed at least 30 calendar days prior to 
any consideration of the application by an elected official." 

Accordingly, I am enclosing for your use the approved affidavit packet. Completed forms may 
be mailed to the Administrative Assistant to the Zoning Board at 3430 Court House Drive, 
Ellicott City, MD 21043. 

Very truly yours, 

Stephen M. LeGendre 
Administrator 

(410) 313-2001 fax: (410) 313-3297 tty: (410) 313-6401 
http://cc.howardcountymd.gov 

Calvin Ball 
District 2 
Greg Fox 
District 5 
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Zoning Map General Plan Amendment: 37.006 
Current Zoning: CE-CLI 
Tax Map: 37 Grid: 23 Parcel: 
Address: 7269 WASHINGTON BLVD 

\ ~ 

TOO 

Tax ID: 1401180665 
Council District: 2 

272 Lot: N/A 

"· 



ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS FOR 7223 WASHINGTON BOUlEVARD 

Bonheur land Company 
7239 Washington Blvd. 
E.lkridge, MD 21075-6118 
(37.007) 

Barbara Simkin 
47 Farmhouse 
Pikesville, MD 21208-1324 
{37.007), 



Huward County Rezoning 

II 

II 

Requested Zoning 
Search Street: 

WASHINGTON BLVD 

Property Infot·mation: 

Amendment No.: 37.007 

Current Zoning: CE-CLI 
Requested Zoning: CAC~CLI 

Tax Account ID.: 1401163833 

Map: 37 

Grid: 23 

Parcel: 452 

Lot: 3 4 5 

Acres: 1.27 
Address: 7223 WASHINGTON BLVD 

City/State/Zip: ELI<RIDGE, MD 21075 

Owner: 

Name: TERTEL GUNTER W 

Email: 
Phone; 

Mailing Address: 7269 WASHINGTON BLVD 

City/State/Zip: ELKRIDGE, MD 21075 

Representative: 

Name: Joseph Rutter 

Email: jrutter @ldandd.com 

Phone: 443-367~0422 
Mailing Address: 5300 Dorsey Hall Drive, Suite 102 

City/State/Zip: Ellicott City, MD 21042 

Decision: 

Planning Board Decision: 

Planning Board Vote: 

Council Decision: 

Councll Vote: 

http://data.ho\vardcountynld.gov/GRezoning/GRezoning.asp 

Page 1 of 1 

12/17/2012 



!.... 

Howard County 
Comprehensive Zoning Plan 
Department of Planning and Zoning 

B. Owner Information 

Gunther Tertel 

Elkridge, Maryland 
. . ··-----------·· . ,, ______ ,., ___ ,_, ... 

21075 

C. Representative Information 

Zoning Map Atnendment 
Request For111 

[Word 2007 Version] 
Before filling out this form, please read the 
Instructions section at the end of the form. 

,,., _______ , ... "·-----·-... , _________ .. _,. ·- -·-----·--""'""' . "'"j 

"·-----·1 
I 

.. __ ---·--·RECE-IVED·-.. -· ..... 

DEC 1 4 2012 

• li~~~~l~i~"~~[~l~~::o~:~rHall Drive suite 102 
·-··-···-·--····· ····················. ········ ....... ---·-· :;>:.:L . 

DIV. OF PUBLIC SERVICE & ZONJNG 
....... 1.-:ec ./.W-¥S3·-·-.. -· ...... 

::~~~~l~~~fi~r'~'iLLi: ~'!- ~~~:: City, Maryland 

'i):~t~l\§ij~'-(M~ffitj -~443-367-0422 ext 287 



C. Representative Information 

~~~~~l~~l~~~ ~~~i~~~~~~;~~::nta:v~-~~~~~~~l~~~-· 
D. Alternate Contact [If Any] 

E. Explanation of the Basis I Justification for the Requested Rezoning 

i 13 j .. Th~--;~bject P-~~perty ~~~~i-~t-~ .. -~'f"--6- .. j;~~~~-ls containing app·;·~~~m-~·tely .... i4.:2~cr~s of·l;~d~~~~t~·d·--~-ear the 
; i interchange of Routes 1 and 100. Redevelopment of these properties in a consolidated project will be 
I i facilitated by the proposed zoning. The current zoning provides no incentive for redevelopment. 

., 
1 

• See attached Continuation Sheet. 

\ • i 
I 
I 
I 
I ; 

........... -__ .. -··~ ~·, 

I 

I I :. 
L_ __ , ______ ... , ... , ............................................ _, _____________________________________________________ ........................... . . ............ , ... ____ , _________________________ , ___ j 

F. List of Attachments/Exhibits 
r-·--··-;--··· .......... ·········----------·-------··---·-···-·-·····-·--·-···-·· ......... .-....................................................... .. 
! 14 ! 1. Continuation Sheet. 2. SDAT sheets 3. Tax Map Identifying the 6 parcels 
I . 

G. Signatures 
... . - ...... .. .... ........ . , .. - .. -- "j- ·--------

· .. ,.: -:::: Gun(~her Tertel Bi /2,6.(/f }t, ~'K(_~ j_·=~~p;~(_2)' 
--- ________ , ..................... . 

~--~~-~~~~ ~~~~ 

:·· i6 ·;·;·;R~p~~~~'~!~tiV.e'~ .. -~~-~--~i~-~~ .... R-~_-/ _ ~ 

. --:~?r:~~s~,t~t~'"' : ;.i\1! ~~--" / / .. /·--- --~~...... U.'. -/ ...... ~.·-·.: ~t ....... -·.-... --... ·.---.-_ .. _______ ·--·.-__ ·_-_-_-_--__ ·_·-_-____ -_ .. _--___ .. _·-_-___ ·.-_ .. _·_·_--.-_--_--__ ... __ ... _-·_·_--_-_-_·_-__ .. __ ·-._-__ .. _-__ ·_-_ ... _ .... _._._ .... _._-_· ____ ·_.· 
.. t:·:.~·.:.~:·:.~:~:..:-~:·::.::~·:.::~ .. :.~_:::":._·.~: .. ::.:· . ..:.:: .. : .: .. :.::.:~:.:. · ·. ~ r ·/·· / .. ~ 



SD AT: Real Property Search 

Maryhmd Department of Assessments nnd TaxAtion 
Real Property DHta Search (l·wl.lA) 

HOWARD COUNTY 

Account ldcntifie.-: District- Ot Account Number- 163833 

Owner Information 

Ownea· Name: TERTEL GUNTER W Use: 

I\lai1ing Add•·css: 

Pt·emlscs Adda·css 
6724 DORSEY RD 
ELKRIDGE 21075·0000 

7269 WASHINGTON BLVD 
ELKRlDGE MD 21075·6118 

Principal Residence: 
Deed Reference: 

Location & Structure Information 

Legal Description 
LOTS 3 - S 1.272 A 
6724 DORSEY RD 
WESLEY GROVE 

Map 
0037 

Grid 
0023 

Parcel 
0452 

Sub District Subdivision 
0000 

Lol 
345 

Snccial Tax Areas 

Primm)' Stn1cture Built 

Basement 

Base Value 

Land 282,100 

lm11rovements: 0 

Total: 232,100 

Prefc•·cntia1 Land: 0 

Seller: 
Type: 

Sellet·: 
Type: 

SeHe!': 
Type: 

STATEHIGHWAY ADM 
ARMS LENGTH VACANT 

DORSEY MARY JOANNE LIE 
NON~ARMS LENGTH OTHER 

DORSEY HARRY DALLAS 

NON-ARMS LENGTH OTHER 

Town 
Ad Valorem 
Tax Class 

NONE 

l04 

~ncloscd Area P1·operfy Land A rca 
1.2700AC 

Ya!!!£ 
As Of 
01/01/2012 
2&2,100 
0 
282,100 

Value Information 

Phase-in Assessments 
AsOf AsOf 
07/0l/2012 07/0112013 

282,100 282.100 

0 

Transfer Information 

Date: 
Deed.l: 

Dntc: 
Deedl: 

Date: 
IJcedl; 

J:~emJltlon Information 

0512412007 
/10702/00416 

04/30/1992 

/02559/ 00640 

03/2311983 

101236/00721 

Page 1 of 1 

Go Back 
ViewMAJ) 

New Search 
Gt•otmdRent 
Redemntion 
G.-oundRent 
Registl·ation 

COMMERCIAL 

NO 

1)110702/00416 
2) 

Assessment Arta 
3 

Plat No~ 
Plat Ref: 

County llsc 

Pt·ke: S3IO,OOO 

Dced2: 

Jll'ice: so 
Deed2: 

~ so 
Deed2: 

Partin! Exemut Assessments 
County 

Clnss 07/01/2012 07/01/2013 

000 0.00 

State 000 0.00 
Municipal 000 0.00 0.00 

Tax Exenl!ll: Svecial Tax Rccaptul'c: 
Exemnt Ch1ss: NONE 

Homestead Application Information 

Homestead Aepllcation Status: No Application 

httn~//scifttcel't1.resiusa.onz/ro rewrite/details.aspx?County=14&SearchType=MAP&Acc... 12/13/2012 



Continuation Sheet 

E. Explanation of the Basis I Justification for the Requested Rezoning 
,---••·•·~---••--"-''--•·--·--·-·-·•-- .. ---.. ·•--v·•---•·-----------·---••-----"•"-·• .. ., .. ,_, 
' 13 i The subject Property consists of 6 parcels containing approximately 14.2 acres of land located 
' : near the interchange of Routes 1 and 100. Given the Issues inhe·rent with the Property's CE~CLI 

zoning as explained in more detail below, no potential currently exjsts for the Petitioner to 
develop the Property. Instead, a zoning district that would permit a mix of high density 
residential dwellings and retail commercial establishments would incentivize an attractive and 
high quality development of a Property that is located at one of the County's major Interchanges. . 

The County recently commissioned a Market Analysis and Strategic Implementation Analysis of 
the Route 1 and Snowden River Corridors by Robert Charles Lesser & Co. (the '\RCLCO Study"). 
The RCLCO Study compiled a list of suggestions regarding future development of the Route 1 
Corridor. One of the principal recommendations of the RCLCO Study was to redevelop high 
visibility employment areas along Route 11 especially near important County interchanges. 
RCLCO Study1 p. 14. 

The RCLCO Study also found that ''[s]egmentation of the Route 1 Corridor is necessary1 both to 
understand existing con9itions and to plan for future land use opportunities." RCLCO Study, p. 
4. "Moving forward/ planning for the Route 1 corridor should therefore address its very different 
segments, both east and west of Route 1 and north and south along its length. Future planning 
and policy recommendations should be tuned to logical planning areas rather than be applied 
throughout." RCLCO Study1 p. 13. 

Figures 4 and 5 of the RCLCO Study identified the subject Property as an area on the border of 
residential and commercial segments proposed by the RCLCO Study. The Property is also located 
near areas G and G1 on Figure 6, identified as providing high visibility employment opportunities. 
The Property has frontage on Route 1 and enjoys high visibility dose to the interchange of 
Routes 1 and 100. See RCLCO Study, p. 13. · 

Plan Howard 2030 accepted the. RCLCO Study's recommendations regarding high quality 
, development at major interchanges and the segmentation of the Route 1 Corridor. Policy 5.4 of 
l PlanHoward 2030 is to \\[e]nhance the Route 1 Corridor revitalization strategy to recognize the 
;, distinct character and market potential of diverse corridor segments1 and the potential at various 
: intersections, crossings, and nodes for additional retail, restaurant, and employment 
~ development as identified iry the [RCLCO Study] .11 Plan Howard 2030, p. 58. 

i i 

: The subject Property is an ideal location to realize the recommendations of the RCLCO Study and : 
i PtanHoward 2030. The Property is an area between segments identified for residential and 
; commercial development1 with high visibility and easy access to the interchange of Routes !.and 
! 100. 

At the present, however, the Property Is not suitable for development under its current CE-CLI 
zoning. The RCLCO Study ultimately recommends removing the·CE and CE-CLI districts. RCLCO 

. Study, p. 16. PlanHoward 2030 also recognized the need to reevaluate the efficacy of the CE 
' district and to consider more flexibility In the Route 1 Corridor. PlanHoward 2030, p. 58. 

1 



-----~ ··--·----······ ............ _. ____ _ 
: flex, and light industrial uses. HOWARD COUN1Y ZONING REGULATIONS § 127 .2.-A:··-PfanHoward 203~ 

.1 however, provides that the demand for office space is significantly lower than supply. "Through 
: 2030, the demand for commercial development and office space is expected to peak at just over 
: three miJiion square feet. This demand is low when compared to the 14.1 million square feet of 
: approved office space in the pipeline in Howard and Anne Arundel Counties." PlanHoward 2030, 
i p. 58. Given the limited future demand for the types of development envisioned by the CE 
; district, it is not economically feasible to develop the Property under its current zoning. 
i 
l The proposed rezoning is also consistent with PlanHoward 2030's goal for the County to provide a 

diverse mix of housing opportunities. PlanHoward 2030 provides that housing experts believe that 
over the next 20 years, more than 60 percent of new housing demand will be for multifamily dwelling 
units. This projected trend is due both to an Increasing ratio of smaller households and to the 
financial inability of many residents to afford singfe-family_housing. PlanHoward 2030, p. 140. 

· Between 1990 and 2010, the number of residents living alone increased by 75 percent. ''[nhe 
single~family detached house is no longer preferred by many households. Smaller-sized housing will 
be In greater demand in the future. The data shows a demographic shift that aligns well with the 
decreasing availability of land for the traditional single-family detached home and the increased 
emphasis on planning for more compact higher-density residential development. From this 

! perspective, condominium and rental apartments and townhome developments will be a greater 
' portion of new homes built in the County in the future." PlanHoward 2030, pp. 140-42. 

PlanHoward 2030 also calls for the provision of affordable housing opportunities for low and 
moderate income residents. PlanHoward 2030, pp. 142-44. The Zoning Regulations require that 
a residential development in the CAC district provide at least 15 percent of its dwelling units as 
moderate income housing units. HOWARD COUNTY ZONING REGULATIONS § 127 .S.E.3.e.(l). 

Instead of causing a relatively large parcel, located in a high visibility area near a major County 
: interchange, to remain underdeveloped for the foreseeable future, the Property should be 
~ rezoned to a district that can utilize its full potential. A zone arrowing a mix of high density 

residential development and retail commercia·! development would be the most appropriate 
zoning district for the Property. The allowance of residential units would incentivize an attractive 
development of the Property befitting the County's vision for the Route 1 Corridor. The 
residential component would also permit the establishment of high-quality commercial uses that 

. would be supported by the new residential units located in a mixed~use community. 
I ·---··--·----""' • ·-·---·~ --·-····----·--- --'--------

2 
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.STATE O.F -MARYLAND 
LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION 

ESTATE N0.=22;.;....;:72~7 __ _ 

I certify that administration of the Estate of 

GUNTER WOLFGANG !ERTEL 

was granted on the 21st day of SEPTEMBER, 2011 

to ______________________ ~R~O~B~E~R~T~L~F~IL~A~---------------------

as personal representative(s) and the appointment is in effect 

this 21st day of SEPTEMBER 2011 , 

~ Will probated September 21, 2011 
(date) 

~· D Intestate estate 

BYRON E MACFARLANE 

Register of Wills for 

Howard County 

VALID ONLY IF SEALED WITH THE SEAL OF THE COURT OR THE REGISTER 
RW1120 ROW NET 

11/2009 
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COUNCILMEMBERS 

Howard County Council 
George Howard Building 

3475 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043-4392 

Jennifer Terrasa, Chairperson 
District 3 

Mary Kay Sigaty, Vice Chairperson 
District 4 

Courtney Watson 
District 1 

March 11, 2013 

Mr. Gunter Tertel 
7275 Washington Blvd. 
Elkridge, MD 2107 5 

Dear Mr. Tertel: 

You are receiving this letter because you filed a Zoning Map Amendment Request Form/Howard 
County Comprehensive Zoning Plan or a Zoning Regulation Amendment Request Form/Howard 
County Comprehensive Plan. 

Please be advised that on March 7, 2013, the Howard County Ethics Commission determined 
that the Zoning Map Request Form needs to be accompanied by certain affidavits and 
disclosures. The Commission also determined that the Zoning Regulation Amendment Form 
needs to be accompanied by certain affidavits and disclosures when the Form proposes to 
"increase the density of the land of the applicant." 

The Commission directed me to notify applicants of their obligation to file the affidavit and 
disclosure. The obligation is set forth in Md. Code Ann., St. Gov't, Sec. 15-849(b ), which 
provides in part, "the affidavit or disclosure shall be filed at least 30 calendar days prior to 
any consideration of the application by an elected official." 

Accordingly, I am enclosing for your use the approved affidavit packet. Completed forms may 
be mailed to the Administrative Assistant to the Zoning Board at 3430 Court House Drive, 
Ellicott City, MD 21043. 

Very truly yours, 

Stephen M. LeGendre 
Administrator 

(410) 313-2001 fax: (410) 313-3297 tty: ( 41 0) 313-6401 
http://cc.howardcountymd.gov 

Calvin Ball 
District 2 
Greg Fox 
District 5 
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Zoning Map General Plan Amendment: 37.007 Tax ID: 1401163833 
Current Zoning: CE-CLI Council District: 2 

Tax Map: 37 Grid: 23 Parcel: 452 Lot: 3 4 5 

Address: 7223 WASHINGTON BLVD 



Howard Colmty Rezoning 

II 

" 

Requested :Zoning 
Sa~wch Street: 

CHARLES CROSSING ; { Next I 
Pt·operty lnfornultion: 

Amendment No.: 37 .oo 1 

current zoning: POR 
Requested Zoning: R-A~15 

Tax Account ID.: 
Map: 

Grid: 
Parcel: 

Lot: 

Acres: 0 5tft;$ 
Address: S9e9 CHARLES CROSSING 

City/State/Zip~ , MD 

Own<:w: 

Name! BA WATERLOO TOWNHOMES, LLC 

EmaU: 
Phone: 

Mailtng Address: 7850 WALKER DR. SUITE 400 
City/State/Zip! GREENBELT, MD 20770 

Rer.wesentative: 

Name: Talkin & Oh, LLP 

EmaH: soh@talklo-oh.com 
Phone! 410-964"0300 

MaJllng Address: 5100 Dorsey Hall Drive 
City/State/Zip: Ellicott City, MD 21042 

Decision: 

Planning Board Decision: 

Planning Board Vote: 
Council Decision~ 

council Vote: 

http://data.howardco\llltymd.gov/GRezoning/GRezoning.asp 

· Page 1 ofl 

12/2112012 



Zoning Map Amendment 
Request Form 

Howard County 
Comprehensive Zoning Plan 
Department of Planning and Zoning 

A. Property Information 6 q q b 
·i :·A~~r~.~~..z-~!r~~~:c9n~~r>:.;··.·l ~t.o~e-··· 
. 2 Tax M~P:NUI)'lber. ·.:·. ~· :: .. :; 37 

: 3 : ~·~.a.!ce.l(s) >~-~--~:;:_:; . .-:.: .. ::::: .. : :·~.· 4 . 

· 4 .L.ot(s) ·, .... : .·.:: .. \ · ... · .... : · 02 

: Charles Crossing 

... Grid 

[Word 2007 Version] 
Before fiiUng out this form, please read the 
Instructions section at the end of the form. 

. ·· .. 
1 

........ ~ .. ":.'"' -· ... 
is· -r~x.Ac~~~~~ip~i~::: ... : o·lst'r.lct .. : .. ·:·;· · oi Account# .· ·· : 321498 

6.5901 • Sq~are- fee.t::.j 

1 rha PrqP.e.rty-is-~urre~tlv zQn~(f:.--;·r·.: .... :.:··;.·'i·-~·:::;~~·\~~;:·:.:.;::::.:;,;··.:~ ·:: f PoR· 
.. I request·t-ha~(~h.~ P.rop~rty 't;~~:;e~o.ned t9~ .. ~~-~-~··.:_:;·:·~.;>~ :·· :: ·:; ·R-A--15.. · · 

B. Owner Information 

. 8 Owner, Name· ... :::,.:.: :. ':: j BA Waterloo Townhomes, LLC 

9 · ·M~IIfn~ ~t~e~t·~·ddr~.~~:: .; 7850 .. ~~~~er Drive s~~~~ .. ~~o 
. or Post Offlce Box ·.. . · ; 1 
. ~ : ~ • .. ... ·: . . . . . . . . . . . i 

: C.tty~ State . ; .=., '··· ; · : .. l Greenbelt1 Maryland 
; ~JP .. :~9.~~-.·~.;~:.~~:: ··~~·~·,··.;:< :.:-··.:·.j ?~·?·7o · · ·- -.. 
: Tet~p~o..n~ .. <M~fn): .: . ·: · 

-· · ·:rereP.h~~·e .(~~~@~a.·f'y> 
= · ra~. ·~~-c.~-:(~} ... ;·.··~:·<~ ~:·:r:,::·.::·:·~-
. 10 E .. Mail . ·: · ... · . ·.· . 

c. Representative Information 

: 1~. ~ame .. ·~=:·· :.:·;. · ·· · .. :.·i_!.alkln & Oh,LLP 

. Mailing street address_ . , ~ 5100 Dorsey Hall Drive 

. or Post Office Box · . : . .. ....... ________ , _____ , 
City 1 State. ; .: ·. ·. -~ ': ' :. ··l Ellicott City, Maryland 
~I~ . :._ · .. _'"> -:· :. ~: :.... .. :'['21·0-42 ... - ...... _-. 

Telephone (Main) 

OEC 1 2 2012 ... 

- · OlV. OF PUBUC SERVICE & ZONING 

-. . .... -- ... ···-·-·· ·---..... ··-·-- .. . . . . 
410"964~0300 (Sang Oh) , 



.c. Representative Information 

Telephone (Se~on.dary) : 
: Fax .:·>_: < .. ·.·._: · · .. · .. :: .. :_ .. : · .. ·.·; ·41o:f)64-2ooa 

E·Mati. _:'·:~:~~" .. ~:~·~· . ...... · .. · ... .. soh@taJklnftoh.com 

. 12 Ass~clatlon ~rt~. O~ner : Attorneys 

· D. Alternate Contact [If Any] 
. . . ·_ ;,. :·.; ... :· .......... -··. . ! 

·Name · . . ·. :· .... · .: . . . . .· ; 

· Telephone :. ·. ··. ·. : · · 
.... -.... - --

E~Mall 

E, Explanation of the Basis 1 Justifieatlon for the Requested RezonJng 

· 13 The subject Property Is currently vacant ancrundeveloped. With Its zoning dasslffcatlon of POR, there Is presently 
no vrable potential to develop the Property. It would be In the best Interests of the Petitioner as well as the 
surrounding residential community for the Property to be developed in the same manner as the adjacent Shipley's 

; residences. 

: see attached continuation Sheet. 

F. List of Attachments] Exhibits 

: 14 1. Contlnuatfon Sheet. 2. Map of the Property from County's website. 

G, Signatures 

15 owner -i 
:. ~ :. ·:· -~ ~: 

. . . :: . .-; .. (. .! : .·.::···. -~ 
. Date .. ! 

D Addi;i~~~l ·~wner slgn.a_tures? 

; 16 .Repres.ent~t_tve: :.- .. ···_1 
SJgl)attJr~. ·. __ :: :. · :: ·., _· · · ... ! 
D~t~ .. . : ': .. : .; .. ··:· .. _. .. : : .. ·; 

... 

~ vv- -'---
, 2 - r I - I -~-- ·----



Continuation Sheet 

e. explanatfon of the Basis 1 Justification for the Requested Rezoning 

13 · The subject Property Is currently vacant and undeveloped. With its zoning classlffcatlon of POR, 
there fs presently no viable potential to develop the Property. It would be In the best Interests of the 
Petitioner as well as the surrounding residential community for the Property to be developed In the 
same manner as the adjacent Shipley's residences. 

The POR district permits as a matter of rlght1 Inter alla1 oftrce1 professional and business. With the 
Property situated along Route 100, the POR zoning of the Property was most likely to encourage this 
type of commercial use with high visibility along a major, arterial highway. 

The Property, however1 does riot enjoy direct access to or from Route 100 or any other major artertal 
or collector road. Aside from Route 100, the Property Js surrounded completely by residentially 
zoned and developed properties. Requiring the Property to maintain Its POR zoning dasslflcatfon 
would force a commercial use to be tucked Jnto the rear of a residentlal subdivision. Mixed-use 
developments are optimally designed when the commercial use rs on the outskirts of the residential 
development and is easily accessible off of major roads. 

The Property, on the other hand, is accessible only by driving through existJng residential 
communities on small, local roads, which would undoubtedly cause adverse Impacts on, and be 
objectionable to, the already-established residential communrtres. These drcumstances are atypical 
conditions for most commercially-zoned properties and cause the Property to be unsuitable for the 
vast majority of uses permitted under the current POR zoning. These conditions render it more 
logical for the Property to be developed In a residential manner. 

The only residential use permitted iq the POR District, however, is age .. restrlcted adult housing. At 
the time of the fast Comprehensive Zoning, the senior housing market was prosperous due to the 
strength of the economy, the strong resale market for exlsttng homes, apparently safe returns on 
retirement Investments, and an overall belief that these trends would continue Into the foreseeable 
future. 

The market for age~restricted adult housrng has not remained strong, as antlclpated1 but has Instead 
plummeted. Many reasons exist for this trend, but most revolve around the reversal of the factors· 
that led to the senior housing boom. The strength of the economy Is much weaker now than at the 
trme of the last Comprehensive Zoning, Retirement Investments that once seemed safe have 
generally lost large percentages of their value. The recession has removed any confidence fn the 
continuation of the positive economic trends that marked the beginning of the 2000's. 

Adding to this Jack of demand Is the fact that age-restricted housfng development has continued In 
the county. There wer~ 234 age-restricted housing units built Jn 2011. As of December 31, 2011, 
689 age-restricted units were In the planning process but not yet constructed. DEVElOPMENT 
MONrTORlNG SYSTEM REPORT HOWARD COUNlY1 MARYLAND, May 2012, p, 4. Given the high number of 
units currently available and projected1 and the effects of the economy on sales, the construction of 
addltlonal age-restricted adult housing units on the Property would not be viable. Given these facts~ 
the financing required for the construction of a new age .. restrlcted housfng development would be 
unobtainable. 

Instead of the POR District, whfch subjects the Property to commerCial or ageMrestrlcted uses that ~re 
not viable, the R-A .. 15 district Is a more appropriate zoning dlstrfct and will ensure a development of 
the Property consistent with the devel9pment that has already occurred wlthfn Shipley's Grant. 

1 

I 

l 



Additionally, the proposed rezoning of the Property from PORto R~A-15 wfll be In harmony with 
PlanHoward 2030 and wllf not adversely affect the surrounding and vicinal properties. First, the 
Property Is within the "Residential Areas'1 designation of the Howard County General Plan 2000 

i Amended Policies Map. The proposed reclassification of the· Property to the R·A-15 District wilf 
~ guarantee an appropriate residential use of the Property. 

Two important policy goals of PlanHoward 2030 are to continue providing affordable housJng 
opportunltles for low and moderate Income residents and to preserve existing affordable housing 
opportunities. PlanHoward 2030, pp. 142-44. The proposed rezonrng of the Property to the RMA-15 
District Is consistent with these goals. Age-restricted adult housing In th~ POR orstrfct requires that 
at least 10 percent of the dwelling units be moderate-Income housing units. The proposed rezoning 
to the R~Aw15 District1 which aJso requires that at least 10 percent of the dweJJings In a development 
be moderate-Income housing units1 ensures that the moderate Income houstng opportunities for the 
Property are being preserved. Moreover, as age·restrfcted adult housing on the Property is not 
vlable1 as explained above/ a rezoning to the R~A-15 district consistent with the surrounding Shipley's 
Grant residences will allow for the development of these moderate Income housing units that woutd 
most likely not be built under the existing zoning. 

The proposed rezoning is also consistent with the County's need to provide a diverse mix of housing 
opportunities. PfanHoward 2030 provides that housing experts believe that over the next 20 years, 
more than 60 percent of new housing demand will be for multifamily dwelling units. This projected 
trend Is due both to an increasing ratio of smaller households and to the ffnancrallnablllty of many 
residents to afford single-family housing. PlanHoward 2030, p. 140. 

Between 1990 and 2010, the number of residents Jlvfng alone Increased by 75 percent. '\[T)he 
slngle .. family detached house Is no longer preferred by many households. Smaller-sized housing will 
be In greater demand In the future. The data shows a demographic shift that aligns well with the 
decreasfng avallablffty of land for the traditional srngle-famUy detached home and the Increased 
emphasis on planning for more compact hfgher-denslty residential development. From this 
perspective ••• townhome developments will be a greater portion of new homes built In the County 
in the future.1

' PlanHoward 2030, pp. 140M42. 

The County's demographic shift was also noted in a recent Market Analysis and Strategic 
Implementation Analysis of the Route 1 and Snowden River Corridors by Robert Charles Lesser & Co. 
commissioned by the County (the "RCLCO Study"). The RCLCO Study found that ''the true demand 
for multifamily units Is Indeed much higher than historical permitting trends and that there Is llkely 2X _ 
or more demand for multifamily units In the county overall based on the Increase rn ·1 .. and 2-person 
households as the primary drivers of housing demand in addition to increased acceptance of and 
desire for high density housing product types." RCLCO Study, p. 7. The RCLCO Study also 
recommended that, to reduce residential development pressure on the Route 1 Corridor and to 
satisfy County demand, "Where feasible, In areas west of 1-951 and to further setve the market now 
being served In the Route 1 corrldor1 the County shoutd seek opportunities for more housing, 
especially muttlMfamfly housing." RCLCO Study, p. 18. 

In addition to the pollcy reasons supporting the requested rezoning of the Property, the R-A-15 
District wlll be more suitable for the surrounding and vicinal properties than any POR development 
would be. The Property Is bounded to the immediate south and west by properties In the R~A .. 15 
District. Resldentfal development of the Property In the form of additional town homes, such as those 
surrounding the Property, would be preferable to the community and would present less adverse 
effects ttwn a ~OR development. 

2 





COUNCILMEMBERS 

Howard County Council 
George Howard Building 

3475 Court House Drive 
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043-4392 

Jennifer Terrasa, Chairperson 
District 3 

Mary Kay Sigaty, Vice Chairperson 
District 4 

Courtney Watson 
District 1 

March 11, 2013 

Mr. Gunter Tertel 

7275 Washington Blvd. 

Elkridge, MD 2107 5 

Dear Mr. Tertel: 

You are receiving this letter because you filed a Zoning Map Amendment Request Form/Howard 
County Comprehensive Zoning Plan or a Zoning Regulation Amendment Request Form/Howard 
County Comprehensive Plan. 

Please be advised that on March 7, 2013, the Howard County Ethics Commission determined 
that the Zoning Map Request Form needs to be accompanied by certain affidavits and 
disclosures. The Commission also determined that the Zoning Regulation Amendment Form 
needs to be accompanied by certain affidavits and disclosures when the Form proposes to 
"increase the density of the land of the applicant." 

The Commission directed me to notify applicants of their obligation to file the affidavit and 
disclosure. The obligation is set forth in Md. Code Ann., St. Gov't, Sec. 15-849(b ), which 
provides in part, "the affidavit or disclosure shall be filed at least 30 calendar days prior to 
any consideration of the application by an elected official." 

Accordingly, I am enclosing for your use the approved affidavit packet. Completed forms may 
be mailed to the Administrative Assistant to the Zoning Board at 3430 Court House Drive, 
Ellicott City, MD 21043. 

Very truly yours, 

Stephen M. LeGendre 
Administrator 

(410) 313-2001 fax: (410) 313-3297 tty: (410) 313-6401 
http:/ /cc.howardcountymd.gov 

Calvin Ball 
District 2 
Greg Fox 
District 5 
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Zoning Map General Plan Amendment: 43.017 Tax ID: 1401172727 
Current Zoning: CE-CLI Council District: 2 

Tax Map: 43 Grid: 5 Parcel: 73 Lot: N/A 

Address: 7283 WASHINGTON BLVD 


