
BEFORE THE OFFICE OF ZONING AND ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS
FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

IN THE MATTER OF THE AI'PLICATION
OF HOLTON ARMS SCHOOL, INC. FOR A
MAJOR MODIFICATION OF SPECIAL
EXCEPTION FOR A PRIVATE
EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTION

Conditional Use Application
Case No. CBA-1174-E

SUR-REPLY TO REPLY TO
RESPONSE TO MOTION TO AMEND

Opposition parties Vivian Riefberg and Bradley Boulevard Citizens Association

file this sur-reply to "Petitioner's Reply in Further Support of Motion to Amend"

(hereafter "Reply") that the Applicant Holton Arms School, Inc. ("Holton Arms" or

"Holton"), has filed with the Office of Zoning and Administrative Hearings ("OZAH").

The Summer Camp Special Exception

As previously noted, Holton Arms holds a special exception for a summer camp.

This, free-standing, separate special exception is reflected in two (2) decisions of the

Board of Appeals in Case Nos. S-2503 and S-2503-A.

While under the banner of Case No. CBA-1174-E which is for a private school

special exception, Holton has also sought a major modification of its summer camp

special exception which has never been publicly noticed.

This defect was raised during the preliminary part of the OZAH hearing of
"

November 17,2025. Maybe counsel for Holton did not understand, but the hearing

record is plainly clear. For instance:

MR. CHEN: So, and your notice even - - I apologize for repeating
this, but we're no longer before you on I I74-E. We're before you on five,
five, board decisions, and there's been no amendment at all that has been
filed. And I'm sorry, 1 respectfully disagree. A statement ofjustification



ain't the application.

OZAI-I Transcript, p. 13, lines 22-26; p. 14, lines 1-25.

* * *

HEARING EXAMINER: .....And as Mr. Chen said, there is so - ­
you know, I'm confused about what cases we're modifying and what cases
we aren't modifying,

OZAI-I Transcript, p. 29, lines 12-15.

* * *

HEARING EXAMINER: .....1 would like to see a summary ofthe
old opinions and exactly which ones you're modifying,

MS. LEE-CHO: We are only modifying CBA 1174-E to the extent
that these old numbers were different numbers tracking use by the Board
of Appeals.

OZAH Transcript, p. 36, lines 11-17.

HEARING EXAMINER:

*

*

*

*

*

*

But I agree that we should postpone and let - - and I'm going to
take a break, and I'm not discounting the importance of this to the school
and I'm not saying that I'm denying it. I'm just saying we have to know
wh.at we're dealing with and right now I can't say that I really know.

. And as Mr. Chen said, there is so - - you know, I'm confused
about what cases we're modifying and what cases we aren't modifying.

OZAH Transcript, p. 29, lines 6-15 (emphasis added).

The above excerpts merely highlight the extended discussion on the problem

resulting from the failure of Holton to file a proper application to modify the special
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exceptions that it holds ..

Notwithstanding the passage of three (3) months (November 17, 2025 ~

February 26, 2026) since those hearing discussions, Holton Arms has filed its last minute

Motion to Amend, To repeat, a motion to amend shouldhave, and could have, been filed

shortly after the November 17, 2025, OZAH hearing,

And, as noted, Case No. S-2503-B did not exist at tile time that tile Motion to

Amend was filed in February, That erroneous representation may be remedied when the

Board of Appeals issues whatever it will issue as a result of its March 11, 2026, work

session.'

Based on the oral comments of the members of the Board of Appeals uttered

during its March 11 work session, the undersigned counsel understands that the Board of

Appeals will issue a resolution referring Holton's major modification application for its

summer camp special exception to OZAH, probably with the designation "Case No. S-

2503-B". The Board's referral to OZAH is the correct vehicle by which the modification

application for the summer camp may be considered in this proceeding, if consolidated

for hearing, report, and recommendation with CBA-1174-E. See, §59-A-4.l25(a),

Zoning Ordinance (2004),

! See, §59-A-4.l25(a), Zoning Ordinance (2004), OZAH does not have the legal.
authority to authorize or assume authority to conduct a public hearing, prepare a written
report, and issue a recommendation on a major modification application in special exception
Case No. S-2503 unless the Board of Appeals refers such an application to OZAH. Id. And,
the only authority that OZAH has is to conduct a public hearing, prepare a written report,
and issue recommendation to the Board of Appeals, Id. OZAH, itself, cannot issue an order
decision, or other declamation to consider an application to modify a special exception, Such
a matter must be referred to it by the Board of Appeals. Id.
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Holton apparently disagrees with the need for referral from the Board. It argues

that "inclusion of the summer camp increase in Petitioner's Statement in Support of

Special Exception Modification Application (Exhibit 10)" (Reply, p. 3 (italics not

added)) suffices for OZAH's consideration of a major ni.odification application for the

summer camp special exception. The Petitioner's Statement is not legally sufficient to

give OZAH the authority to consideration modification of special exception 8-2503.

Holton's counsel further asserts, "Applicant's counsel intentionally filed the letter to the

Board of Appeals requesting a technical correction of the January 15,2025, resolution

concurrently with the Motion to Amend such that OZAH's consideration of the Motion

to correct the record would be aided by direction from the Board." Reply, p. 3. Counsel's

intention is not enough, under the law, to effectuate OZAH consideration of a major

modification of the summer camp special exception without referral from the Board. As

explained, under §59-A-4.125(a) there must be a formal referral of the matter to OZAH

by the Board of Appeals.

Again, there is no "technical correction of the January 15,2025, resolution". The

January 15,2025, resolution is CBA-'1174-E and is for a private school, not a summer

camp. The summer camp is a completely separate, free-standing special exception

denominatedas 8-2503. At ths point OZAH cannot conduct a hearing, prepare a written

report, and issue a recommendation for a modification of the summer camp in special

exception in its proceeding on CBA-1174-E, and the Board cannot grant a major

modification of a special exception for a summer camp in CBA-1174-E without a
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referral to OZAH. As explained, under the law there must be a referral of the application

to modify the summer camp special exception from the Board to OZAH.

Furthermore, a major modification application for the summer camp special

exception - Case S-2503 - must comply with all of the normal and ususal

requirements of the Zoning Ordinance for applications to modify a special exception.

Failure to comply with the Zoning Ordinance vitiates any OZAH proceeding and Board

decision on an application to modify Holton's summer camp special exception.

Granger House

Counsel for Holton Arms states that the undersigned "took the position that the

Granger House was not properly before the Hearing Examiner because it was not part of

the initial application and was never the subject of a motion to amend. See, Transcript at

13:16-21." Reply, p. 3. That statement is a misrepresentation. The referenced statement

of the undersigned at page 13, lines 16-21, of the OZAH Transcript of the November 17,

2025, OZAH hearing is:

HEARING EXAMINER: Mr. Chen?

MR. CHEN: Respectfully, the resolution that Ms. Cho is referring
to was I think in 2023, which was for temporary use of the Granger House.

HEARING EXAMINER: That's right.

MR. CHEN: Now they want to make it a permanent non-residential
use. That's part of the last statement ofjustification that I've seen that
they've added it. So I don't think it's a housekeeping matter. I think it's an
actual statement.

Not only that, Madam Examiner, when you look at these other - ­
and I don't know - - you know better than me, I think. I don't know how
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this matter is now a modification proceeding

[OZAR Transcript, p. 13, lines 11-25]

involving four applications, and that is what it is all about. It is not now,
pursuant to this notice, 1174-E. And when you look at these other
applications, they are dovetailing to what is before you on the application
that was filed in December. They go to daycare. They go to pupils. They
go to those types of matters so that any decision that is made by the Board
of Appeals after you issued your report and recommendation, assuming
you were to grant a modification, it's going to modify those additional
applications. So I don't know how - -

HEARING EXAMINER: I understand what you're saying.

OZAR Transcript, p. 14, lines 1-14.

The point being: Holton Arms was seeking to amend multiple special exceptions

under the banner of one special exception for a private school and such a course of action

was legally impermissible because the only referral to OZAH by the Board of Appeals

was for CBA-1174-E, the private school special exception by its resolution ofJanuary

15,2025. There was no referral for the summer camp special exception, S-2503.

And, Holton wants to withdraw the special exception modification application

that requests permanent use of Granger House for administrative offices. An application

may be withdrawn, but the Hearing Examiner can only make a recommendation to the

Board of Appeals on such a request. See, §59-A-4.25, Zoning Ordinance (2004) (" ...the

Board may allow the application to be withdrawn without prejudice...").

The Reply reports that pursuant to a resolution adopted April 9, 2025, effective

April 25, 2025, in CBA-1174-D that the Board has authorized continued use of Granger

House as administrative offices. That information was not reported in the Motion to
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Amend, and reflects the Board's likewise concern held by the opposition parties as to

Holton's use of Granger House in its operations.

Conclusion

The Conclusion of the Reply criticizes counsel for a "clear pattern" of "insisting

on painting the School as a bad actor." Reply, p. 4. That assertion is justified.

The failure of Holton's counsel to be candid with OZAH about its decades long

violation of the student cap imposed by its 1987 Preliminary Plan approval and Adequate

Public Facilities Agreement is a recent example. Even though the Board of Appeals had

authorized a student camp increase in 2004 to 665 (CBA- II 74-D), the December 15,

1987, Preliminary Plan approval explicitly set the cap at 630 (attached hereto as Exhibit

C) as did the April 13, 1988, Adequate Public Facilities Agreement (Exhibit D). In her

email to the Examiner of February 20, 2026, I 1:36 a.m., attorney Lee-Cho stated:

Ms. Robeson Hannan:
The Preliminary Plan Amendment is not directly related to
the current Special Exception case. IT is a correction to one
of the conditions'of approval to properly reflect/
acknowledge the Board of Appeals' modification
procedures for special exceptions that planning staff noticed
during their research/review of the Special Exception case
and suggested could be filed/processed at the same time as
the FCP. It does not entail preparation of a new/revised
plan.

How can counsel candidly state that "[t]he Preliminary Plan Amendment is not

directly related to the current Special Exception case"? The Holton student cap is a major

part of this proceeding. But, attorney Lee-Cho did not disclose to the Examiner that the

Planning Board staff has required an amendment to the Preliminary Plan because the
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student enrollment has been exceeded since the school's preliminary plan was approved

in 1987. Holton Arms has been in violation of its subdivision approval and APFO

agreement for decades.

And, its annual reports reveal that Holton Arms has been operating in violation of

the 2004 authorized 665 student cap for years. Its December 13, 2024, Petitioner's

Statement in Support ofSpecial Exception Modification Application at p. 2 reports "To tal

Enro llment" of 677. OZAH Exhibit 10.

In fact, the School has had a long history of its failures to comply with Board

opinions and law in its special exception operations. For one example, please read the

resolution of the Board of Appeals in CBA-11 74, effective September 7, 200 I, which

was the result of a 6 day Show Cause hearing. That resolution has been submitted in this

case as OZAH Exhib it 41.a.

illiam J. Che 1".

200A Monroe Stre , Suite
Rockville, Maryland 20850
(301) 279-9500
wjc@cwtm, net
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this(?~ofMarch , 2026, a copy of the
foregoing "Sur-Reply to Reply to Response to Motion to Amend" was transmitted by
email and mailed first class, postage prepaid, to:

Office of Zoning and Administrative Hearings
ozah@montgomerycountymd.gov
Stella B. Warner Council Office Building
100 Maryland Avenue, Room 200
Rockville, Maryland 20850

and transmitted by email, to:

Lynn Robeson Hannan (lynn.robesonhannan@montgomervcountymd.gov)
Soo-Lee Cho, Esq. (sleecho@bregmanlaw.com)
Vivian Riefberg (vivianriefberg@gmail.com)
Meg VanDeWeghe (meg.vandeweghe@gmail.com)
Kim Brinkman (ksbrinkman@gmail.com)
Wendy Kaufman (wwkauf@aol.com)
Steven M. Kaufman (swkauf@aol.com)
Eleanor Yano (john-harris I@verizon.net)
John Harris (john-harris l@verizon.net)
Richard W. Bowe (rwbowe2 1@gmail.com)
Penny Evins (penny.evins@holton-arms.edu)
Dariush Khadj (dariushkh@gmail.com)
Steven Kolias (stevenkolias@yahoo.com)
Jennifer Solomon (bailabailajazz@gmail.com)
Tracy Washington (tracykwashington@gmail.com)
Rima Tannous (rimatannous@yahoo.com)
Murat Tarimcilar (muratt@gwu.edu)
Julie Garcia (juliearthurgarcia@gmail.com)
Nana Johnson (nana.johnson@montgomerycountymd.gov)
Jony Guisao-Ospina (jony.guisao@montgomerycountymd.gov)

N:\Bil C!ll:n\RIEFBERG\sURREPLY TO REPLY TO RESPONSE TO M OTION TO AMEND 3· 18.26.wpd
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Date of Mailing: December 15, l~a7 EXhibit C

HiE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
- 6767 Geo'gia Avenue· Silver Spring. Maryland 20910·3760

Action: Approved Staff Recommendation with modifications
(Motion of Comm. Floreen, seconded by comm, Hew i t t , with
a vote of 5-0; Commissioners Floreen, Hewitt, Keeney,
Henry and Chris teller votino in favor).

110NTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNIl-.. BOARD

OPINION

Preliminary Plan 1-87171
NAME OF PLAN: BURNING TREE VALLEY-HOLTON lUU1 I

On 06-30-07, HOLTON ARMS SCHOOL, INC. , subll1ittgd an application for the I
approval of a preliminaly plan of SUbdivision of property in the R 200 zone.
The application proposed to create 1 lots on 4847B.00 SQ FEET of land. The
application was designated preliminary Plan 1-87171. On 12-03-87, Preliminary I
Plan 1-87171 was brought before the Montgomery county Planning Board for a
public hearing. At the public hearing , the Montgomery county Planning Board I
heard testimony and rec,lived evidence submitted in the record on : the
application. Based upon the testimony and evidence presented by staff and on I

the information on the preliminary SUbdivision Plan Applice . n Form attached I
hereto and made a part hereof, the Montgomery county Planning Board finds
preliminary Plan 1-87171 to bU in accordance with the purposes and
requirements of the Subdivision Regulations (Chapter 50, Montgomery county
Code, as amended) and approves Preliminary Plan 1-87171, SUbject to the
following conditions:

1. Agreement with Planning Board limiting development
to private educational im,i; itut i on ~lith 630 pupils
and providing for reforestation plan and cleanup policy
to be reviewed by staff prior to release of building permit

2, Dedication along River Road (200' right-of-way)

3, SUA requirements for deceleration and acceleration
lanes

4. Conditions of DEP 5tol~water management waiver

5. Provision of 50' conservation easement along both
sides of Booze Creek except for storm drain outfalls
and existing facilities

6. other necessary easements

7. Provide emergency access tQ Burdette Road (strictly
limited to emergency vehicles)

B. Lot to include all of Booze Creek within applicable
property



•,
1-87171 -2-,
9. Landscaping plan to be approved by Planning Board

prior to construction

10. Board of Appeals clarification that special exception
approval is for 48.47 acres
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Exhibit 0

All f:9.1!.'\]'li piJIILI C F ACI1.ITlilS OH DINAtlP i AGlt HEMIW T

TIII~A11EQUAn liuB I,le FA(,ILI1'1E~.SRLlINANC R AC1R lm~1H N'I' ("AI'FO
AgI'.",""n l") ls nlorl. t his m~ dAy of _ ~J.k . 1088, hy and
" e lwe," 1I01/rON AIlMS SeIlOOI" INCOllPOR A ED.o Mnrylnlld ccrp orntton (" IJolton
Arms"), and lhe MONTGOMEIlY COUNTY PLAN,NiNG 1.l0AHll OF THE MARYI,ANll­
NATIONAL (' APITAI, PAllii AND PI,ANJ'l ING (,OMMls~ION (the "Plnnulng JlII. rtl"j,

A. Holton Anus is \he nwnnr or 1\ t rne t of la nd conlnlnlug 48.47 acres or lnnd
nud loe n t ';d . ' 7~ (l" lli ver Road, Bell,e.dn , Marylnnd (t h" "Holt ou Artns Propert'y");

B. IInlton Ar ms Oled nil nppllea tiou Io r subd lvlslou npprovnl (if t h ~ Holton Arms
J'ru['r. r ly Wit!l 1IlP. PlAnn ing Boarrl, which nppllent lo rt was rlesiglHt l .... d AS Prcti m ihn r~' Pion
Ni'. ,1 - 87111.

C. 1'1Il" l'\'1 nrylnnd- Nall unRl Cnpitn l PArk nud Plnnning Cumml ssitm Is n body
clIrpol'Ale «rented b~' the "Genernl As~em b l y of MaryJ::lI1d, nnd which, pursuant to
Mtlolo 28. Seo ti on 1- 11 1, Allllolaled Code of Maryland, ndm lnlst er s ' he Mnnlgomety
County Suhdi vhdon' H r.gul atl o n~. Chapte r' fiO, . Montgomery Counlv Code, 1984, (\S

Amended, througll t he Jl I ~nnlllg Bonrd. . "

D. I'uesunu t III Se ctlrm 50- :I5(k) of t ho MII lIlgom e ry (;:ol",ly SUhd ivis lon
Reg'lIlntiOl" ("Se clinll ~1l -a 5 ( k)"). as of Ih e, dnte of t his i\PFO Agr eem ont, Prelim inary
Plnit No. 1-3 71 71. requires rt?'vle'w by the Planning BOArd of Ihe m)C'qllRcy of public
fRom t ies nvallnbl a to ~ervp 1I.Jl~ Holtou Arms Proper ly . .

E. ill o rder (0 fi nd lha t I'relimi""ry Plan No. 1- 81171 o",,,plles with
Sel' tl o ll 50-"~(k ) . th e PIRllnillg Ilonr d hA'; det.er mi l,··d Ihnt ,Ihe use nf t he lIoltoll Ar ms
Propp.rt)' ~Y I1pllnl\ Arms fo r n pr,ivnte ec1uC' Rtlci.nfl : ( ·.{IHulinn 1J1 I1~ t be res trie teo.

F. Pursu ant In Secliun fiO -:I5 {k), Hulton Ar ms and lhe I'IRlllli llg Boord have
ngTl;!'CU lhnl tho (J illi on Arms Properly is 'to 1m subdivided, provided tht' necessary
restrlet ions 1l1'P' eunlnlned in an agre emen t which shnll bind Ilo l ton Arms" its successors
nnd nssi gns, nnd whic'h shn] ] be nol ed ('111 the Record Pla t rur the Holt on Arms Property.

G. By exeeut ion or (his APfO Agreement , Holton AI'm~ lnt ends to create a
restrtet ion on l he Holton Armfl Pr operty necessary If) 1llP.£"t B condltlon of subdivision
apprnval 8 5 lhat ouudit iuu pertains to the - adeq ll B (\ ~' nf public Iaclllt les pursuant. to
Spc !i old ' O- 35(k). The pu r pose of th is reatrfctiou is to Ihni! development of the 1I0110n
Arms Property to n prlvnt e educ a t ioua l instltution with 630 puplls, so ('hal persons and
proper-ties will 1101 be har-med by overburd ened public fnc lli li e, . 1I01l011 Arms inlends
thn l Ihe res trlc tion crea ted by thi s APFO Agreemen t shall be -bindlng upon Holion Arm s,
it:; suc cessors :l1lfJ nss lgns , 1I11li1 rel ensed with ( hp. ·C'onl'en ~ nf lhp, Ph\llhing Board.

NO\Y , 'I' Jl r. H n FO H I~ . ill l'ulI::-idrtnlioll of tile mutual prtuuls os and slipulntltJllll set
Forth , RIUi in aceorduuce with the approva l 'of t he subdlvls lon or t"lle Hulton Arms "
Property. the pnr l ies ngrC' p. ns rl111oWI':

I . 'l'he Recl tals se l f(lrlll nhuve nrc ineorpora t ed hy re rorcnecd and rn~de n par-I
uf this AI'FO Ap,:I'pprnPIIL

'2 . I.h~\,p.lnplll (,l1t of tile Hul ton Ar ms Properl y shal l lH' limi!N} to n privat e
f" l ll(':l l i' lrl nl ill:-::l it uli c'l1 \'!jlh fi:JO P\ll,il ",

. I -



u. 'l'he l'I anni ug Board shnl! have the right to bring an net ion ror uuy Ingtt( or
equitable I'('lier t1 P'~(, l'l; ~ R ry to enfueee the res tr -ic t lons conta ined III this APFO
Agrep.ll1.enI. llpoll the roquest of ~l"oJtO I1 Aruis. the Plnnni ng' Hoard shl\1i releAse t he
Holton 1\1'/11 ::> fl rnpr rt y from Ihe res trfc t lous eont n iIir d i.1I t his APFO Agreement ir it

' (j l\ds th e lill_blle Inclfl ti es nl'(' nde'quA. l~ pursunn l t t) soc t lon ~O -:H.l(k) fot nddil lollnl
cJe\'C'l o[1 IH f'1I 1 uf l ll ~ Hollon Arms Properly.

3. lIull II Il Art us s hnl l 11(11 mc reas o Ihe :;:. t 111\('1 1\ e nrol lm ('11 1 I lf i ~ s privn tc
,.. .-J \I('n lionnl iW;li tllt iflll \11\ tho Ho l tou Arm s l' rope rtv nlll l \' (~ r. ~O pupf ls n ~ d<.>lt l· r i bt·d in
l'arn graph '1 . wit hnul l h no s uceessf ul r'o mpl(' l ioll o f (til :1 flNlllftt (l Ji'lil ih' (:".·ili\i,"_ rfl ·.,jl'lW

I ' ~' the 1'1nullirlil P..nl',j p tlr~1H\1I 1 1(1 ~~I'linn SO· :triO:)·

4. HIII I"'1 "rtll ~ ~~ hn ll nil l ir y tile Plnllllillg Bonnl ll l a ll npl'li(' ;l t inn 1111" Sf IltJihlill({
Ill' USC :H uJ nt' I~IIJlnll (,\< p p r lflil ( ( If ' t h e '11 011 11 11 ..\ rllls Propt.r ly. 11,,11 011 Al'Ih': 'll'fl :' IIn \ !'O~~(' k

n huilding pertnl t r,i l' n s t ruct ure (,1(' n use nnd IIccu pnlll' y I'Hlni t r i ll ' 0 tit.., 1111 O,n Hult on
Arm!' Pr oper l y thn t vio ln t£'s l h~ r l>st rid iCln5 (1llllt n i ll P d i ll Ihis ,\ lIfO Agr E" I' lllenl. 1.-1 tho

I; event that n bllililillg permi t or a 1I 5~ and r,1I~ (' UrR IK'~ ppr llrit is suught v'hl cb viu)n (p.l\ the
t e l' t l' i (' ti otl~ enntnined in this " pro Agl'(lptnellt , " thr- Plnnning Hcnrd neerl lI (\t

t p.cnm lfl~l1d ISSWUl(!P o r n n~' [;11<, 11 pe r- mi t , nud such perm it Ile ,... ,) ci,.1 h f' iss ued,

fl . n r.p r(>5 r ll l llt h· (~s IIr ( 1 p. ~ ig'll'~ f!~ or II IP P ~ Allnill~ Bnnrrl ITIn y ('fi ler upon t he
llolton Ar m!' Pr()pp"r' Y Irorn li llie to tilTH' (or the purpose of inspee t ion and enfnreem nnt
or tho Ior -ins, '.." ndit ion!' fl lld res t r tct fous cc ntniued in th is APr O AI.!rc e lllenl. Whenever
pnsslble , n repres entnf. ive of Holt on Ar rns ~hR l l be pr-esent At inspc c tl on. III the event
IhAI the r- epresontntive or designee' et ~ t e r mille:- on th e basis, ...r tim inspsctlau that the

I, restrlctiou s Nlntnlned ill this APrO Agreem ent aro b€"lng vlot nted, 1tll' "r('pre:aml oti ve 0"1'
I dt'sigller. shAll promptly Advise l lulteu Arms '~ llIlCp. r l1 i l1g thp pi'nhl ~ill . Holum Ar ms sl!nll

" bnvo n rr-nsounble lim e 10 arldress 1I!<, problem.
\ .

7. This APFO Agreement shall bind fi nd lnure to Holton Arms; its successors nod
nsslgns. Whenever this APFO Agr ee ment r ef e l'~ t o the Planning Board, it shall also
refer 10 nllY!'1I C'ce:;S(JI' ngp. t1"C'y~ if an y, whleh w:11 artrnlniste r Soetlu u 50- ;t!l(k).

8. A nn t~\i()i l conceruing -t hls i\PfO Agrcf!t:n(>llt shnJi bl"' marle on the Record
1'101 f"r_lhe 11,,11 011 Arms Proper l y.

9. This APPO Agr eement 1Iiny nnly he modl fled ill a wrilill g siglled by the
par t ies . : thE'! r successors or assigns.

IN WI'l'Nr.~S wneueor, Ibis APPO Ag,.eme lll hRS bee II exer uled-by H"lIn" Arms
nnd tht' Ph1l1hi lll! Bonrd 011 thC' dRy and your iildicot ed above",

[r ORPO RA'f E s f.AI.]

WI'I'N I':SS,

n or.rn» AIlMS SCJlOOi.. INC'OIlI'OIlA'I'rW ,
n MAt yloncJ norporatiou

{I' I

Ily, ~lLL~! _ :~ . _ _ . _
__ _ _________ _ ._ _ _ ' (VI"e) preside nt

TIm ~I ONl'GOMEn Y ('OUN T Y n ANNI NG
BoAH O OF T Ilf. MAHYLAND- NA'I'IONAL
CAPITAl, PARI{ AND n ANNING
COMM ISSIO N

.1

"
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