
HOWARD COUNTS BOARD OF APPEALS

HOWARD COUNTY, MARYLAND ' :

BA-829D/CE-26-17

DONNA GORJON

Appellant, Pro Se

APPELLANT'S MOTION TO ESTABLISH A DATE CERTAIN

FOR CONTINUATION OF HEARING, PROVIDE ADEQUATE
ADVANCE NOTICE, CLARIFY STATUS OF WITNESS

SUBPOENAS, AND PROVIDE ATTENDANCE RECORDS

Appellant Donna Gorjon, appearing pro se, respectfully requests

that the Howard County Board of Appeals promptly establish a

date certain for continuation of the hearing in BA-829D /

CE-26-17, provide sufficient advance notice to permit

meaningful preparation and witness arrangements, provide

direction concerning the subpoena procedure applicable to the

continuation hearing, and provide or identify the September 17

electronic attendance/sign-in record maintained by the Board, if

any.

This Motion does not seek delay. Appellant seeks the earliest

reasonable continuation date that allows her to present her

case, address witness and subpoena procedures as directed by

the Board, coordinate material witnesses, and prepare the

remainder of her presentation and rebuttal.
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I.PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

1. BA-829D / CE-26-17 is Appellant's appeal from the Hearing

Examiner's Decision and Order dated June 15, 2026.

2. On July 17, 2026, the Board issued a Scheduling Order

requiring the parties to appear on September 17, 2026 at 9:00

a.m. and identifying October 8, 2026 at 6:30 p.m. as a reserved

hearing continuation date, "if needed." The Scheduling Order is

attached as Exhibit A.

3. The Board convened on September 17, 2026. The proceeding

ended before the merits of Appellant's appeal were heard and

before Appellant presented her witnesses.

4. To Appellant's recollection, immediately before the

September 17 proceeding ended, the Board did not announce

October 8, 2026 or any other date as the date upon which

BA-829D / CE-26-17 would continue.

5. Following September 17, Appellant repeatedly requested

written clarification concerning the procedural status of the

case, whether the hearing would be rescheduled, when and how

notice would be provided, and the status of the continuation

date. Those requests are reflected in Exhibits D, E, and F.

6. As checked by Appellant on October 5, 2026, Howard

County's public Board of Appeals page for this appeal identified
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its status as "CONTINUATION DATE TBD." The County's

individual case page identified the matter as "Continued" and

listed September 17, 2026 as the hearing date.

7. As checked by Appellant on October 5, 2026, the County's

public Upcoming Hearings page did not list an October 8, 2026

continuation hearing for this appeal.

8. Accordingly, the County public records reviewed by Appellant

on October 5, 2026 did not identify October 8, 2026 as the

scheduled continuation date. The July 17 Scheduling Order

nevertheless remains accurately described as having reserved

October 8, 2026 as a continuation date "if needed." Appellant

therefore requests a definite written continuation date and

adequate advance notice.

II. NINE SUBPOENAS WERE ISSUED FOR THE SEPTEMBER

17 HEARING

9. Appellant caused nine witness subpoenas to be issued in

preparation for the September 17, 2026 hearing.

10. Exhibit B is the subpoena issued to Brian R. Dietz and is

submitted solely as a representative example of the form and

hearing-date requirements contained in the subpoenas issued

for that proceeding. Exhibit B is not intended to suggest that Mr.

Dietz was the only subpoenaed witness.
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11. The representative subpoena directs appearance specifically

on September 17, 2026. It does not identify a later continuation

date.

12. Exhibit C is Appellant's September 10, 2026 Updated

Witness and Subpoena Status filing concerning the nine

subpoenaed witnesses.

III. STATUS OF SUBPOENAED WITNESSES AND

ATTENDANCE RECORD

13. Because the September 17 proceeding ended before

Appellant presented her case, the subpoenaed witnesses were

not called and their attendance was not established through

testimony on the evidentiary record.

14. Persons attending the proceeding were directed to sign in

electronically, either remotely or using the computer located

outside the hearing gallery.

15. Appellant personally observed Rosa Gil and Geoffrey Gains

complete the electronic sign-in process and observed Inspector

Blanding in the hearing gallery.

16. Geoffrey Coins was personally served with the Board-issued

subpoena on September 9, 2026 at 9:30 a.m., as documented

by the Affidavit / Certification of Personal Service attached as

Exhibit G. The certification was transmitted afterward; the later
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transmission of the certification should not be confused with the

September 9 date of personal service.

17. Appellant does not represent that these were the only

subpoenaed witnesses who appeared. Other subpoenaed

witnesses may have signed in electronically or otherwise

participated without Appellant's personal observation.

18. Appellant requested attendance and Board-participation

records concerning the September 17 proceeding. Appellant has

not received or located a posted official roster identifying all

persons who signed in or participated.

19. Without that record, Appellant cannot reliably determine

which of the nine subpoenaed witnesses appeared on

September 17 or what additional arrangements may be

necessary for the continued hearing.

20. Appellant therefore requests that the Board provide or

identify the September 17 electronic attendance/sign-in record,

or other record identifying persons who registered for or

participated in the proceeding, to the extent such a record is

maintained.
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IV. LAWRENCE SCHOEN - USPS DELIVERY AND SUBPOENA

PROCEDURE

21. One of the subpoenaed witnesses was Lawrence Schoen.

Appellant attempted delivery of the September 17 subpoena

through the United States Postal Service.

22. USPS did not complete delivery of the subpoena to Mr.

Schoen before the September 17, 2026 hearing.

23. Appellant requests that the Board provide direction

regarding the procedure for the subpoena issued to Mr. Schoen

in connection with the continuation hearing, including whether a

new or reissued subpoena is required once a continuation date

is established.

24. Appellant's September 10, 2026 filing, reproduced as Exhibit

C, reported Mr. Schoen as "subpoenaed and served" based on

the information available to Appellant at that time. Subsequent

USPS information indicated that delivery of the subpoena was

not completed. Exhibit C is submitted as a historical record of

the September 10 filing and is not offered as proof that service

of Mr. Schoen's subpoena was completed.

25. The absence of a presently established continuation date

prevents Appellant from obtaining the Board's direction and

making the resulting witness arrangements for a specific

Page 6

Package Page 6



continuation date.

V. NEED FOR MEANINGFUL ADVANCE NOTICE

26. Appellant recognizes that the July 17 Scheduling Order

reserved October 8, 2026 at 6:30 p.m. as a continuation date, if

needed.

27. However, the September 17 proceeding ended before the

merits were heard; no continuation date was announced to

Appellant immediately before the proceeding ended;the County

public records reviewed by Appellant on October 5 identified the

continuation date as TBD or the matter as Continued without

listing October 8 as a hearing date; and Appellant repeatedly

sought clarification.

28. Appellant has awaited a definite continuation date while

attempting to preserve the record, determine witness status,

and obtain procedural guidance.

29. A response shortly before October 8 stating that October 8 is

the continuation date would not resolve the practical difficulty

created by the intervening uncertainty. Appellant would still

need to determine witness status, obtain the Board's direction

concerning subpoena procedure, and coordinate attendance.

30. Appellant therefore respectfully requests that, if the Board

considers October 8 to remain operative, the Board first address
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whether sufficient time remains for Appellant to complete the

witness and subpoena procedures directed by the Board and

secure her material witnesses.

31. If sufficient time does not remain. Appellant requests that

the Board establish the earliest reasonable replacement date

that permits those steps to be completed.

VI. SUBPOENA PROCEDURE FOR THE CONTINUATION

32. Howard County Board of Appeals Rules of Procedure §

2.208(h) addresses subpoenas. Appellant requests that the

Board provide direction concerning the appropriate subpoena

procedure applicable to the continuation hearing once a date is

established.

33. Appellant specifically requests direction as to whether

subpoenas issued for September 17 remain effective for the

continued proceeding and, if not, whether new, amended, or

reissued subpoenas should be requested.

34. A known continuation date and clear procedural direction

will permit Appellant to coordinate witness attendance and take

the subpoena-related steps directed by the Board.
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VII. NEED FOR A DEFINITE CONTINUATION DATE

35. Appellant does not contend in this Motion that the July 17

Scheduling Order was ineffective when issued. Rather, Appellant

seeks relief because subsequent events and the County public

records reviewed on October 5 leave the operative continuation

date uncertain.

36. The present uncertainty materially affects Appellant's ability

to coordinate material witnesses and prepare to present her

appeal.

37. A definite hearing date and sufficient advance notice will

permit an orderly continuation and allow Appellant to follow

whatever subpoena procedure the Board directs.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

A. Promptly establish a date certain for continuation of BA-829D

/CE-26-17;

B. Provide Appellant with clear written notice of that

continuation date;

C. Establish the continuation date with sufficient advance notice

to permit Appellant to determine witness status, obtain the

Board's direction concerning subpoena procedure, take the

steps directed by the Board, and coordinate witness
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attendance;

D, If the Board considers October 8, 2026 at 6:30 p.m. to remain

operative, determine whether sufficient time remains for

Appellant to complete those witness and subpoena-related

steps before requiring Appellant to proceed on that date;

E. If sufficient time does not remain, establish the earliest

reasonable replacement continuation date;

F. Provide direction as to whether subpoenas issued for

September 17 remain effective for the continued hearing and,

if not, the procedure for requesting new, amended, or

reissued subpoenas;

G. Provide or identify the September 17, 2026 electronic

attendance/sign-in record, or other record identifying persons

who registered for or participated in the proceeding, to the

extent maintained by the Board;

H. Provide direction regarding the subpoena procedure

applicable to Lawrence Schoen in light of USPS's non-delivery

of the September 17 subpoena;

I. Direct that the continuation date be reflected on the public

docket and applicable Board hearing calendar; and

J. Grant such other and further relief as the Board determines

appropriate to provide an orderly continuation.
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Respectfully submitted,

Donna Gorjon

Appellant, Pro Se

Date: October 5, 2026
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on October 5, 2026,I served a copy of the foregoing Motion

and attached exhibits by electronic mail upon:

David R. Moore —

Counsel for Howard County Department of Planning and Zoning

Kristen Bowen Perry —j

Deputy County Solicitor

Filed with:

Kel Berg, Board Administrator—;

Howard County Board of Appeals — councilboard@howardcountymd.gov

Courtesy copies — not represented as formal service:

Aron Weiss —i

Gary W. Kuc —

Method of Service: Electronic mail

Donna Gorjon

Appellant, Pro Se
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EXHIBIT A

EXHIBIT A

July 17, 2026 Scheduling Order

Official Howard County Board of Appeals docket document

HOWARD COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

DONNA GORJON
Appellant,

vs.

HOWARD COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING
AND ZONING (DPZ)
Respondent.

BEFORE THE
HOWARD COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS

BA Case No: BA-829D

SCHEDULING ORDER

UPON CONSIDERATION of the Petition of Appeal of Hearing Examiner Decision filed by

the Appellant on July 15, 2026, and pursuant to Howard County Charter §501, it is this 17th
day of July 2026; ' • ::..^?1«-^

ORDERED, that parties shall appear for the initial heSring date scheduled for September 17,
2026, at 9:00 a.m. and with reserved hearing continuation dates, if needed, scheduled for

October 8, 2026, at 6:30 p.m.

It is so ORDERED.

HOWARD COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
CHAIRPERSON

Gene T. Ryan

Reproduced from the official Howard County Board of Appeals PDFfor inclusion in this assembled package. For

filing, the original County PDF is preferable if available.
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EXHIBIT B

TO: (Name and Address) Brian R. Dietz, Professional'

Dictz Surveying Inc.

8119 Oakleigh Road Baltimore. MD 21234

In acconlance wiA the Howard CoiqUi-poaid of Appeals Rules of Procedure §2,2flS(h), you are hereby
compelled to] |PereoaaUy appear, | [Produce documents and/or objects only;| ^ |Pereonalty appear and
produce docub5(ts or objects; a t ttiFGeorgc Howard BuiIding-Banneker Hcaniig Room located at 3430
Court Home Drive, EUicott City, 21043 on (daa) 9/17/26 at (time) 09:00 a.m.

You must produce the following documents pursuant to this lubpoena:

a. Complete, unredacted copies of all boundaiy surveys of 10450 Watcribwl Terrace prepared by Mr. Dietz or
Dietz Surveying Inc., including all versions dated April 28,2023 and September 28,2023.

b. Any record* reflecting Mr. Dietz's Professional Land Surveyor license numbers) held during 2023, including
any renewal, reissuance, or correclion of that license number.

c. Any correspondence with die property owner, DPZ, or die Wilde Lake Community Association regarding the
preparation or transmiBal of these surveys.

SUBPOENA REQUESTED BY:

Requester's Name Donna Gorjon

Requestor's Address

Requestoi's Email & Phone

InstTuctioBi to Party Requating Subpoena:
Tie Rules of Procedure of die Bond of Appeals § 2.208(h)(2) require* dat flu peraon requesting die
subpoena "•hall be re*pon»ible for Tranglng lerrice of the lubpoena at leart «cren day* prior to
the date of the hearins. The penon itrring the tubpoena ahaU certify to writing that the
•ubpoena was perwnally »en-ed or by certified mail."

ISSUED by the Chaiipereon of (he Howaid County Board ofAppeab on 8/24/26

Howard County Board of Appedi
Chaiiperson

cw/OMltyam
GeneflyanSKaauma ; '-

rxnaKww "•^.-'.

-1%A
.'»" -• ->..
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EXHIBIT C

EXHIBIT C

Appellant's Updated Witness and Subpoena Status Filing

Status date: September 10, 2026

BEFORE THE BOARD OF APPEALS OF HOWARD COUNTY, MARYLAND

IN THE MATTER OF DONNA GORJON, Appellant
BA-829D / CE-26-17

Docket Identifier: B-26-11

APPELLANT'S UPDATED WITNESS AND SUBPOENA STATUS
FILING

Appellant respectfully submits this updated list of all subpoenaed witnesses and their current
response status for the September 17, 2026, de novo hearing. Appellant continued service and

compliance efforts through September 10, 2026.

I. SUBPOENAED WITNESSES

1. Inspector Blanding

His inspection in CE-26-17; locations and methods of measurements; field notes, photographs, observed
conditions; and role of his measurements in DPZ's March 10, 2026 closure determination.

Status: Subpoenaed; response received.

2. Everett James

The March 10, 2026 closure letter; DPZ's statement that an appeal from "this notice" could be filed within 30

days; and the letter's status as DPZ's closing determination.

Status: Subpoenaed; response received.

3. Justin Tyler
His 2023 email, its purpose and context, related communications, and its relationship to Larry Schoen's November

28, 2023 interpretation.

Status: Subpoenaed; response received.

4. Brian Dietz

Identification and authentication of the survey; its reference points and depicted conditions; and factual

discrepancies between the survey and DPZ's measurements.

Status: Subpoenaed; response received.

5. Rosa Gil

Personal observations concerning the property's physical layout, structures, access areas, surrounding features,

and differences between former and completed conditions.

Status: Subpoenaed; response received.

6. Rodolpho Angel
Permit E25006682; electrical work covered by that permit; relocation of the electrical panel; BGE's involvement

through its subcontractor; and related records.

Status: Subpoenaed; response received.
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7. Larry Schoen

The property's former and completed conditions; communications concerning the November 28,2023

interpretation; communications with DPZ; and facts relevant to the March 2026 complaint, inspection, and

closure.

Status: Subpoenaed and served; no response received as of September 10, 2026.

S.GeoffGoins

His personal knowledge concerning the November 28, 2023 interpretation, related communications, and factual

information or records concerning that interpretation.

Status: Subpoenaed and served; no response received as of September 10, 2026.

9. Antonio Forte

Facts within his personal knowledge concerning the property, relevant communications, documents, or other

matters identified in his subpoena.

Status: Subpoena delivered September 9, 2026, at 12:03 PM to Front Desk/Reception/Mail Room, Sterling,
Virginia 20166; no response received as of September 10, 2026.

II. RELATED DOCUMENTS AND EXHIBITS

1. The March 10, 2026 DPZ closure letter and appeal-rights language;

2. DPZ inspection records, photographs, field notes, and measurements in CE-26-17;

3. The survey identified through Brian Dietz;

4. Permit E25006682 and related electrical and BGE records;

5. Justin Tyler's 2023 email and related communications;

6. Larry Schoen's November 28, 2023 interpretation and related communications;

7. Relevant building-permit, inspection, and as-built materials; and

8. Photographs or diagrams authenticated by a witness with personal knowledge.

The anticipated testimony is limited to personal knowledge, factual observations, agency actions, measurements,

authentication, records, and communications. Appellant does not offer any witness as an expert or seek legal

conclusions through witness testimony.

III. NONRESPONDING WITNESSES

Larry Schoen and Geoff Coins were subpoenaed and served but had not responded as of September 10, 2026.

Antonio Forte was also subpoenaed; the filing reported deliveiy on September 9, 2026 at 12:03 PM to the Front
Desk/Reception/Mail Room at his place of employment in Sterling, Virginia 20166, with no response received as
of September 10.

The filing requested that the Board accept the filing and attached subpoena/service materials; permit subpoenaed

witnesses who appear to testify subject to Board rulings; accept supplemental proof of service or witness

responses; provide direction concerning any additional service required for Forte; and reserve enforcement

determinations until review of the applicable subpoena, proof of service, objections, and circumstances of

noncompliance.

Respectfully submitted,

Donna Gorjon, Appellant, Pro Se

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE (from September 10 filing)

The September 10 filing certified electronic-mail service upon David R. Moore, Esq.; G. Kuc; K. Berg; Larry

Schoen; and Marcie Weil.
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•^
I (un sending ihy bdbre rcvicwinglhc and the
r'igltl to supplunienl it. {(("tyr t't^Jcwlng tlw vidco.I pro.sc.rvu all objections
(Xmwning quonim, nolicu, Hoartl-tncmbcr participation, li'iu cornplclcncss of (he

rcc.ord, mid my opportunity to be heard. I do not consent, to any particular future
procedure or disposition by sumling this ruqucst.

Plyasc conlirm receipt tiiitl aclvisc when (he hearing recording will be available.

Ryspoct I'ul ty snbm it lcd,

DonnadorjOn
Appellant., Pro Sc
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EXHIBIT E

I'^nr Marfo Garjorij
'j'.-.i. BA-829D

';.''•• Sep 25, 2026 at 9;46;58AM
it r. K®1

(,',. Aaron Weisi

BA-BZfl-
D_FjnalJProcedural_t<t.,

A Certificate of Service is included confirming electronic service upon counsel and the other
partiea/recipients identified therein.

I certify that a copy of this communication and the attached filing was sent simultaneously to
all parties of record, including David R. Moore, Esq.|BB^|a—^NW and
Gary W. Kuc, Esq. jfff^f^f^^^^^^^ counselTofDPZ, and property ov/ners
Lawrence Rr;hoon^^^^^am—U—Arid Marcie Karen Weil
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Via Electronic

Ms. K el L. Bem

Board Administrator ». - ...,-..

Howard County Board of Appeals *' ' ' ' ^

3430 €:ourt House. Drive
City, Maryland 21043 •. , -7 •^

Re; — ^ " '"^,.^

Vnammnd nd R^^
Conttnuatit

Ms. and Members of the Board:

I write regarding tde continuing procedural status ofBA.829-D following the }7,

proceeding, I respectfully request that this correspondence be maintained record
ot'BA-829-D.

September 17 Proceeding

I appeared for the September 17 hearing fully prepared to proceed with my

I had prepared six complete exhibit packets in advance and brought, three
packets for use at the hearing. The proceeding ended before I had the opportunity to

my case and offer my evidence. Accordingly, I do not represent that the contents
pflysica] exhibit packets wi|cfe'admitted into evidence. I retrieved the physical
following the proceeding and havltteaintained them for presenAtion when the
resumes. 1 .... "1

The County's BA-829-D case page currently identifies tfae matter as the
Board of Appeals' actfve-case listing identifies BA-829-D as "CONTINUATION
TBD."

The County's case page also reflects materials I filed before September 17. «y

.Memorandum of Points and Authorities, Certificate of Appellant Exlubits,
Submit Exhibit 21 Video File, "Witoess Subpoena Status, and
Motion to Dismiss and Reply Memorandum.

I request confirmation that these previously filed
record and will remain before the Board when the hearing

Procedural Requests

the 17 hearing, I repeatedly sought tysasptw*sm^
^^fo^e'to prepare for and participate in this appeal as a

With the of a response from Director Lynda ttatft^,
.^^^T^awZSi^^^^^^^^

procedural questions.
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1 h^e revi.eTd the Publicly available information. While that information provides general
8w?ance:>it d<T!.t!°lT^e! !ewral (i.»estions a"si"8 specifically from theintempti^n'and
continuation ofBA-829-D.Most significantly, the County's website itself presentiVstates'that
the continuation date is "TBD.W

I therefore respectfully request written clarificaUon of the following:

1 ContltiuatKna date and procedural status. What is the present procedural status of
BA-829-D, and what process and anticipated timeframe will be used to establish its
continuation date?

2 Previously filed materials. Will all pleadings, motions, responses, certificates and other
materials previously filed in BA-829-D remain part of the record without requiring
resubmission?

3 Exhibits. When the hearing resumes, will I have the opportunity to present and offer the
exhibits that I was prepared to present on September 1 7 but did not have the opportunity to
offer before the proceeding ended?

4 Physical exhibit packets. How many physical exhibit packets should I bring to the
continued hearing, and when are those packets required to be provided?

5 Previously issued subpoenas. What is the status of subpoenas issued for the September 1 7

hearing? Must witnesses who were properly served for September 17 be served again for

the continuation, and will new subpoenas need to be requested and issued?

6 Witnesses who did not appear. What procedure, if any, applies to witoesses who were

property served for September 17 but did not appear?

7 Additional evidence. What procedure will govern relevant evidence that became available
ate preparation for Ae September 17 hearingbut before the cQatinuation, inrfudmg
i^spoosive public records received after the original exhibit preparation period?

t Board participation. Whajt existing law or mle will govern parricipatioa byBoari
mSb«sintheicoatmued heanng, including participation by any member who was not
resent far all orpartofthie September 17 proceeding?

Sotte. How and when will the parties ceceive formal notice of the eoatinuatWB Ate?

ttese Questions are notrequests for legal advice, nor am I astog the BwdA^^
ad^^fewy'pai^.'They concern Ae procedures that will govern mypwtog ^^
&£^^^^^^m'^^^^^ meamng&iy in
bearing.

•« Rwoaable and Prompt Continuation ....,,.

> 4-306(e)(l) provides that a board of appeals SWiestawsM.iSS^X^t8rS^.aPe^^^^^^^^^
within » wonable time. . . . •_ ^ ^ _^

cxpwd.

9
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I am. however, respectfully requesting that BA.829-D be assigned a continuation date within a
and prompt period and that the parties be informed of that date as as

practicable.

The 17 did not end because I requested a continuance, failed to appear.
or was to I appeared prepared to present my The ended

I had the opportunity to begin presenting the merits of my appeal.

The of a hearing date has practical consequences for my preparation,
availability, subpoenas and service, organization and preservation of

of exhibit packets, and the additional time and
for another hearing date.

I respectfully request that these circumstances be considered in establishing the continuation
date.

ttfthc September 17 Record

On September 17,1 submitted a written request for preservation of the complete record
concerning that proceeding.

I respectfully renew that request and ask that the complete September 17 record relating to
BA-S29-D continue to be preserved, including, to the extent such records exist:

the original video and audio recording and associated electronic records;

and Board-member participation records;

the agenda, hearing log, minutes and notes;

submitted or identified in connection with the proceeding;

docket entries, notices, orders or other records reflecting the status or contiauation of

B.A-829-D; and

oomanuBicadoas specifically concerning the scheduling, intenuption, confinuatioo or
ofBA-829-D.

Ttes request is intended to protect the completeness of the admuustratiw
not be constmed as an allegation that any record has been destroyed,

or improperly handled.

ofRighte
I have efforts to prepare and present this appeal and have

to obtain the procedural information necessaiy to proceed

asasetf-represented appellant,

; in this letter is not to speculate regarding ttusapjTll;.
any individual, or ask the Board to detemune that arc not btfon n.

< is that circumstances surrounding the wtorroption ofdw_
:'l7lM-ocee4ing and tfaecontinuing of a continuation date do mY

op^multy'torewvea^omplete.fair. and orderly on the merits of my
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EXHIBIT G

v t
WTHKM/mWUWi

Donaa Owl<m v. Howard twr(y l^p»rtmni( •f »rt«w^ •»wl Xw^

HOWABB cmimv w&no w A»WA»,» ^
\ CM?WV.HMn9tt ^

AWIDAVIT /('KR'nWt'A'nON OK mKWmAI, ?(KMVM K

^^.O^^P^ A'A/*<!- . < «r<»/y fhu I pWMNHy wve/1
Owttfvy Oatna wttfi (he •uhpoen» IMUUI by the (.Wrpcrxm <^ the Ihwud (^wrty \MMA lA Appult
(nCawNo.HA-OTW).

Dateofpcnoiu) nervkx'. t/^/^o^.6.

'nmcofpcnonalnCTvicc; V, ^ ^ ^

Place of penontl •erv)«x: /fftt/^< ^( ^^^ct /?^^-<^^«^/^^,/,^/-^ f &^ if.

'7^, /1€A/"^^ ^''<^u<'tt4't.- ^UA'- t^'! ^'^t-<, ^rf 2/»7g

The aubpocna xrvcd require* (lcoffrcy ()o(m (o pcnonalty appctf before the Kwwd C'»un(y (kArd of
Appeal* un (tep(N»bcr 17, 202* at 9-^0 •.m, at the (teorgc I Iwrd Huildmg. Banncka»karing

Kuom. 3430 Court Umue Mve, Hlllcott City. Maryland 21043. md (o produce Ihc document*

IdcnUflcd (n the nubpocM.

I certify thrt (he foregoing Nlrtenicnt (* tnic and correct to the bcrt <rf my krtmlcd^ and that Ihc

•ubpocna w— penonajly <IC)>VCTC<I — »tetcd above.

Signature ufpepum nerving iMjbpocni:

Printed nrnic; ^qoi ^<^, /^.^ .Sc«*^

AddroN: y^ ^r j^-*^ ^*^^«-<.

^-r. . ^^^^ft1< ^ '^6a/
W9»J^.t,'9'*-^SS9 -_vA

V^^. <f/9/^^tfi ' ^ . —:,-- ... -A

AttNkmrtiCopyof»ubpow»vulonOeoffi<yOoim.
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