. :

Petition for Zoning Re-Classification”
To The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimors County:— VA

M AR S e LIS Iegal owner. .. of the property sithato

rist of Baluimore cwnt‘
nd, buzlrmlnb *1780 fast sench of fong
nd binding on the nor thuost.stds ar
d 625 feot; thence ).o»th 7 dograss 21 minutas wast 470 feet;
thence North 67 degrees 15 ainutes ea 51.40 foot; thance North 27 \
degrm q tnutes wast 293.50 feet; thence North 66 dagrees 58 umu o
3108 South 59 degrons 29 mins.aeast 361 foot; then
2 ast 60 feet; thonca South 60 deg
to the place of bag: nning

ALL that parcel of ‘nnd in the Eleventh Dis
northwest side of Manor

that the sning status

A propers be wsified, pusuant to the

awd height of Wit frons . GO Jepth eight-oe L et
Fru w1 backs of buibling fron stoet Hines: frant-. DO fect; +ide 75 & 200tert
.
| e 4 i b o aivort ——
! i n p
44/ /r/nw.
ua 41/’ /’»77 2
/0/7 Green /0(’- ntod
ORDERED ity The Zoning Commissi 23tk

57, that the

onnty. " in & newespaper af general cirealation thiw

more Coanty, that property be posted, and that the gablie hearing bereon be bal it the sliee of e

£ Maltimore County. in the Reckon! 1kl i Towsor, Raltimore

a1l

ommissioner of Baltimore Connty

Mareh 18, 1958

50,00

SCET D of Haner Manafactaring Co,y Ince, Pobitiensr,

tho sus of PLCty ($50.00) Dollars being cost of appaal to the
theeision of the Tepuby Zoning

porta pa 98 nerthe

Courty Doard of Appoals from
Comdssiomr denying reclasaification of pro
st €ide of Manor Rosd 1700" souttwsst of Long Orsen Rosé,

11th District.

— ek Vadsstomr

e oy Jo

*py o

seon

50 ML

100LT 0-:’

art 4100 "0k

Pursaant 10 the sdvertisement, posting of property, and public heariog on the above petitica
and it appearing (hat gy resson of.

the above should be had.

Commissioner of Naltimore County this.. day of

that the above described property vr area should be and the same is

hereby reclasified, from and after the date of this Order, from a. -—-zome

"~ Zoning Commissioner of Haltimore Cour

Pursuant to the advertisentont, posting of property and public hearing on the abose pezition and
it appearing that 0. tha

subjoot property sllovs the ptitioner the_ necessary and proper. use of his

the & cperation.of

property, the reclassification to ™MeI (mnufscturing restrirted) should

"

Ny

ow e ard the same is hereby Luicd and that the

Deput;
1 1 Ordered by 1 oning Commisoner of
Marsh 1958.. that the above pei

nore. County, this.

el ax amd o remnin 5.0

abore deacribid properts or area b and the same is hereby /o
186" (resicance)

County Cammissioners of Raltimare County

$35.

RECEIVAD of Manor Mamf acturing Co., Ince, the sus of
Thirty=rive Dollars ($35.00), being cost of petition, advertising
et posting property situate nn the Nortiwest side of Manor Road,
bogirning 1700 feet Southwest of long Green Road,

An additional sign is recuired for posting this propertys
therefore a balance of Three DoXlars ($3.00) is dus, lay we
plesse ave your check payable to the Treasurer of Baltinore
County, Maryland, for the sene.

Zoning Commissicoer
of Baltinore Cownty

01659- fe ‘ ‘&l

1 hn‘mm R REIGARING IN THE
.CLASS!

ng Cre
Tith Diatrict - Haner Hig.Cor,
Fetitionsr

Tne County Board of Appeals has raceiwd and revieved

a potition of the Manor Manufacturing Cospary asking for a rs-hoaring

for the reclassification of its property to a Mmmufacturing festricted

Classification. The qustion raised is purely om of law and 1o
not covared in the Zoning Fagulations of Baltincre Cowny, It is
the unanimous decision of this Board that as layman they ave not
1in position to mam a legal ruling on any question other than that
covorod by the Baltizore County Zoning Agulations; rathar, it
soems that any such decision should be decided by Court of Lawe

For the abovs reason 1 15 this /7 day of
Decorber, 1958, OADZi.D by the County Fosrd of Appeals that the
potition for re-hearing is harcby donleds

COUNTY BOARD (F AFPEALS
ALTDIORE COUNTY

Hire Spiro T. Agmw did not participate in thi

RICEIVED of Manor Manufacturing Co.p Ince, the s
$3.00) to cover cost of additional advertisirg
vty situate on the Northwest side of

of Eight Dollars (
and posting of the prope:
Manar, Road, begirning 17
11th District of Baltimore Countye

100 foet Soutiwest of Long Green Road,

Trank yotie

¢ Cormd ssloner
e oore Cowty

Posted for: [m Kl

-bwsuuézv/'
Lo, mv/@r

Daceaber 15, 1958

.00

BCEIVED OF Manor Yanufsctaring Compary the eun of
Thirtoen (£13.00) Tollars, being cosf of certified coples of A
petition and other papers filad inthe satter of reclaseifi= :

cab.)n of property on the nortiwest alde of Yanor Tosd 1700
southwest of Long Oreen Road, 11th District.

~Talng St eny i

PAID—
Wi 4338 2 @ sfiks 1388 g
|

ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towson, Maryland
) X FH253

(éja,‘, -4 It; Date of Posting /|
m%//ﬁ/@//}%

el oope A7 rhes L
/w%/‘yﬁ 1308/ L] ¢4
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OPINION |

The petitionar in tho above case seeks to reclassifiy its property,
consisting of afjcroximately 5.7 acves, located oo the nortiwest side of
Manor Road, 1700 feet southwest of Long Oreen Road in the Eleventh District
of Baltimore County. The reclassification requested is from an Re6 Zone
o an M.R. Zons in order to perxit the enlargement of a mamufactaring
operation now being carried on in a "non-conforing use® status.

A concrete block building has been in use for mamfacturing purposes
on the subject proparty since 1940, Until 1947 it was operated by the
Baugh Machine Company for the manufacture of machine parts md metal
staspings. From that time until approxinately three years ago, the Manor
Mazufacturing Company produced small machine parts in this building, The
latter company ceased oparations threa yoars ago and leased the land and
building to Baltimore Biological Lavoratories, which lease vill expire in
March, 1959, Some modifications and additions to the building have been
made since 19L0. Appraximately 38 persons are employed in the building at
the present time. All land surrounding the subject property is soned
Tosidential and it vas stated that the nearest mamufacturing plant to this
property is at least four ailes avay, in Glan Arm,

Tostinory was submitted to the effect that Manor Road 1s a narrow two
1ans County road with a high crown in the center, no sidewalks, and ditchas

along the side, making it impractical for heavy comercial traffic. Because

of the increasing nuaber of homes being erected in this area, it was

BEFGRE
COUNTY BOAFD OF AFPEALS

RE: PETITION F(R RECLASSIFI '
rox an "R.6* Zone wnn"l.R'

OF BALTIMOE COUNTY

. = Hanor Mfg. Co., 1
Inc. - Petitioner

QPINION

This is a petition of the Manor Mamfacturing Campany for a reclaso-
fication from an R.6 Zone to an M.R. Zons for a parcel of land located
on the northwest side of Manor Eoad, 1700 feet soutiost of the Long Green

Road..
The property at the present time is boing used industrially under a

non-conforudng use.

It is an uncontested fact thrt this property is located in an othervise

strictly residential area, mich of which still remains country faralands.
It would be hard to conceive, under any stretch of imagination, that the
industrial area should be allowed to expand beyond its present limits.

Under Section 250.1 of the Zaltimore County Zoning Regulations, it
states "that in order to provide greater froedom in the selection af
industrial areas, and at the saze tine, to secure and maintain effective
control over the location, typs, and arrangement of industrisl uses and to
protect the uses in neighboring residential zones, area for restricted
mamfacturing sones may bo designatsd on the soning map and/or may be
ereated by petition.”

This seems to indicate that where a industrisl operation is being
carried on such as hus been for a mmber of years in this location, that
the granting of an M.R. Toclassificction is not detrimental to the
surrounding residential neighborhood but, rather, is of beneficial value
1in that it places affective controls over the location.

Teclassification is different than the test placed on ary other reclass-
iffcation of a7y other 3ooe permitted in the Baltimore County Hegulatiovs.

-2-

testified that the traffic situation wis becoming seriovs.
to an R, sone s

The pe contends that &
necessary on order to cbtain fimancing of the proposed expansion plans for
the property. The petiticner also testified that the proposed expansion
slans would not be detrimental to the health, safety, or genersl welfars
of the locality and that it would not adversely affect vicinal properties.

¥r. Malcols H. Dill, Director of Planning for Saltimore County,
stated at the hearing that ho would prefer that any reclassification of
the yubject property be deferred peming the adoption of the master soning
=ap far the Eleventh District.

In the case of Huff ve. Board of Zonirg Appeals, Ul Maryland L6, the
Court stated "wo read the provisions of ths regulations as to the purpose
and intent in establiching MiR. sones and as to the mechanice employed to
n

be sure that the plan approved will contime to 'protect the u
nelghboring residential zones' and not adversely affect 'vicinal properties',
%o mean that an area camnot be properly zoned or rezoned Mamfacturiig
Restricted unless in actual operation and effect it will ba - harmonious
part of the comprehensive plan and serve the purposes of the enabling act;
that s, the soning will b not only in the public good but in the interests
of nearby property oxers.®

It appears from testimony in this case that the reclassification of
the subject property to Mamufacturing Restricted will imre to the sole
benefit of the private interests of the owmor, will adversely affect nearby
property cwners, and will not be in harmory with the comprehensive zoning
plan for the districts

It was testified that the Office of Plannirg for Haltimore County hoped
for the ultimate disappearance of non-conforsing usec in the County. A
reclassification of the subject property a3 sought by the petitioner would
give the stamp of pe

.y to the present uze on the sitos

.

It s the cpinion of this member of ‘he Board that the petition be

denied for the following reasens:

1. Reclassification to Hamufacturing Restricted would adversely
affoct the gencral neighborhoods

Reclassification would imure to the sole benefit of the
owmer of the subject property.

Reclassification would noi be is hrmony with the cosprehensive
soning plan for the districts

The roads in are impractical for additienal
comercial v.n.tnu which vould be generated,

apent nonmconforming use allows the owner to make
-pz- use of the property.

9RDER

For the reasons set forth in the aforegoing opinion, it is this g7/

day of November, 1958, by the County Board of Appeals, OFDESED that the

reclassification petition for, be and the same is horely denieds

COUNTY BOARD CF APPEALS

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

L L i

/

NCTE: Mr. Steinbock's opinion upholds the Order of the Deputy Zoniig
Cosmissioner dated March 13, 1956,

NOTE:z

Hre Agnew did not wmt in the above c

The regulations are clear in that the test for the granting of an M.R.

Wnilo it is necoswary to prove an error in origiral soning or change
in the netghborkood for all other xope reclassifications, this i not true
4n tho MR, zono ard as the Court of Appeals has seid in tho Huff ve. Board
of Zoning Appeals, 214 Meryland LB, the M.R. Zone is “anclogo:s to a
special excoption.” That statemnt cortainly indicates that, like a
special exception, it is only necessary to mrove the six points outlined

n Section 502..

Most all of thy objections raised in the granting of this petition are

» on the feeliny that the granting of such a reclassification would
make the neighborhocd vulnerable to other industrial reclassifications and
an expansion of the industrial gone. Cortainly, this should rever happen.
It does not seen that the granting of an M.R. reclassification for a

present existing industrial use is creatirg any change in the neighborhoods

Pather, it is just putting under controls & new uncontrolled use. Therefore,

1t does not seem logical that the granting of this M.P. reclassification
could be used by any other property cwners as substantial reason for the
granting of a further reclassification.

This opinion i3 boing vritten on the basis that this latter statement
with regand to further reclassification is corrects

In conclusion, it is the opinion of this member of the County Board of
Appeals that, taking into consideration thu statements that have just been
made, that the granting of the reclassificaticn from an R.6 zone to an M.R.
zone should be granted with tho following restrictions:

1. The property shall be landscaped and planted with shrubs
Rt um-ug.;m .;.np m‘:- and paridrg lotc
Tt the property shall b ured osly Sor the mamfacture,

sembling, -wumz,  or other o nu-p-nhh

Sretaont o articles of merchandi,
ferrous, and nomeferrous metals

That the operation shall bo iimited to two chifts, none
of which may extend bayond mid-night or comence bafore
7100 awme

Ls That new entrancos and exits shall be provided to the
property, mubject to the approval of tha Department of
Planning.

5. That no more than 150 omplayees shall be employed in
said operation 4nd no more than 100 employses may be
used on any one shift, 5o long as the existing road
facilitios remain in their present coniition or
oay .

6. That the existing buildings shall not be expanded, nor
shall any other new buildings be
that covered by mmu p-mc No. 50133 of Baltimore
County, issued rebruary 13, 1958,

7o AL work carried on in this operation mvst be confined
1o the buildings other than for the normal loading and
unloading ani starage of materisls.

8 parking areas be paved and madntained to
pmu. ToE thabort santiacy contttionss

9. Ary Lt projeting fron the bullding, or used to
11luninate the parxing lots, shall be reflected svay
froa the residontial scness

oRDER

Por the reasons set forth in the aforegoing opinion, it is this
day of Noveaber, 1958, v the County Board of Appoals, ORDERED that the
Teolassification petitionsd for, be and the same is herety granted.

COUNTY BOARD GF APPEALS

SR e

NOTE: Mr. Kaufman's Opinion reverses the Order of the Deputy Zoning
Comeisxioner of Ealtimare County dated March 13, 195,

WOT': Mr. Agnew did not sit in the above case.

This cause -memmmzm-w—x
of mr Manufacturing Co. from (a) the refusal of the County
Ndlmwnnmﬂ-morﬂ'ﬂukm&-u-
oloner denying the reclassification roquested; and (b) the
refusal of the eaid County Board cf Appeala o grant tho res
11ef prayed by the Petition for Rehearing, filed herein by the
said Appellant, the proceedings were read and considered and
the argument of counel heard by the Gourt.

VHEREUPON, fur the reasons stated in the orel Opinion
of the Court, rvrdered herein on Hovember 30, 1960, 1t 1s this

¢ay of Decenmber, 1960, by the Circuit Court of Baltimore
County, ADJUDGED, ORDERED AMD DECREED:

(a) That tho divided Opintons and Orders of Noveme
Ber 6, 1958 of two members of the County Board of Appeals cone
stituted an affirmance of the Order of March 13, 1958 of the
Zoning Commissioner, denying the requented reclassification;

and

(b) That, upon the ovidence adduced, the Court finds

4% fuots that the granting of the reclassification requeatea
Would create greater traffic Yazards and would be detrimertal
to the health of the locality involved and, therefore, the
Order of the County Board of Appeala of Novembor €, 1958,
ing the requested reclassification be and it is hereby
affimed,

deny=

And, 1t in hereby further, ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND
DECREED that the Appellant, Manor Manufacturing Co., pay the
costs of these proceedings.

Gebisp Tt lcf
3 1|20 /6o

e G




MANOR MANUFAGTURING
COMPANY, IXC., = body
corporate of the State of
Maryland, Mancr Road,
Baltimose County, Maryland

SPIRO T. AGN"W, NATHAN
H. KAUPMAHN, JR., snd

baing and con s the
County Board of Appeals of
Baltimos
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BALTIMORE COUNTY

AT LAW

PETITION YOR WAIT OF CERTIORARL AND/OR APPEAL

TO THE HONORABLE, THF JUDCE OF SAID COURT:-

The petition of Manor Manulacturing Company, Inc., by W.

attorney, respoctfully represents uato your Honor:

1. That your Petitionar (s a property owner and a taxpayes

of Baltimere County, S

o of Maryland,

2. That your Petitioner herstolore filed a Petition with the

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimere County for reclassification from an

K6 sone to an "M~k sone for property on the northwest side of Manor

“oad and southwest of the Lang Green Joad ia the 11th Election District of

Baltimore County, the property meationed being move specifically described

{n the patition above referred to. Subsequent to the filing of sald petition

nd after & public hearing, the Deputy Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore

County passed an Order denylug the sonlag reclas

ficat'on 33 nentioned

aforesald, under date of March 13, 1958,

). That the Petitiener fecling aggrieved at the passage of

said Grder of the Deputy Zoning Comumissioner of Daltimare County, eatered

an sppeal therelrom, h

ring on the same having been had befors the

County Board of Appeals of Daltimore County; that Spira T. Agaew, Chair-

rman and one of the members of the County Bourd of Appeals, did not

Ceunty Board of Appeals of Baltimore County, to review the purportad

>pinion sad Order of November 6, 1958 sigaed by Charles ¥. Steinboch, one

of the Defendants aad one of the members of sald Cownty Noard of Appeals,

and prescribing the time within which a zstu/n thereto shall be mads and

s2rvud upon the attorney for the defzadants.

{5) Thata Writ of Cartiorari sad/cr Appeal be granted by

thia Honorable Court directed against said defendant

constituting the

County Board of Appeals, to revisw the Order of December 4, 1958 denying

the Petition for

hearing in the within procesding and pr

cribing the time

within which a retura therets shall be made and served upon the attorney for

ths delendants.

(c) That the szid County Board of Aypeals of Baltimors

County may be required 1o retura to this Honorable Court the original

pazars acted upon by it, or certified copies thereaf, together with a copy of

all records in

1d Doard in connection with sald proceadia

d proceeding and a transcript of all testimony taken before

, as well as & copy of the

purported Order sigred on November 6, 1958 by Charles ¥. Steinboch and

a copy of the Order siymed on Decamber 4, 1958 by the sald Charles F.

Steinboch axdl Nathan H. Kaufman, Jr., av well as a copy of asy and all

rules and regulations pursuant to which the sald purported Order of

November &, 1958 aad the Order of December ¢, 1958 were ontered and

under which the said Board purported to oct.

(d) That this Hemovable Court may permit your Petitioser to

take such other and further tostimony as may be necessary for the sroper

dispoaition of the matter.

(@) That this Homorable Court may reverse, set aside, asnul
and declare void and of mo effect the purported Opinics. and Order dated

November 6, 1958 and signed by Chavles ¥'. Steinboch, which purports to
deny the Petition for Leclassification of the property descrided tn seld

original Petition.

) That this Henorable Court may reverse, set asido, anmal

particisate in th¢ hearing or consideration of sald appoal; upua said appeal,
two opinions and two orders were filed on the 6th day of November, 1958

Qio of the sald epnions snd orders was signed solely by Charles F. Stelaboch,
cus of the ~embezy of the Caurty Board of Appeals, and purported to deny

the raclassification petitioned fori the other of the sald cyinions and orders

+ & membar of the Couaty Dzard

was sigaed solely by Nathan H. Kaufwmas, J
of Appezis, and grasted the reclassification petitioned fav.

4. That the petitioner thereafter filed a Petitica for Rehearing,
& copy of which is attached koreto and marked “Petitioner's Exhibit A and
prayed to be taken as & part hereof the same as if fully set forth heretn.

That the sald Petitioner's Exhibit A avered that Section 501.2 of the Zoning

Regulations of Baltimore Cousty provides in part that: “all decisions of the
Board shall be concurred in by at least two mombers thereof;* it was further
avered that the Chairman of the County Board of Appeals did not participate,

that the separate opinions and separate orders mentioned above were handed

down on Novembev 6, 1958 that your Fetitioner believed and therefore
avered tiat the purported decisions of the two members of the County Board

of Appeals did not ceasutute a decision of the Doard and (1at the Petiticosr

was thevefor heing deprieved of his rights to an appeal; that your Petitioner

believad and avered that the decision of at Ioast two members must concur

in order to constitute a deciaion of the Boards thas e Board had the ripht
and full power to reopen the sald case and try the same again; and the other

watters fully set out In sald Petitioner's Exhihit A, wherefore the Petitioner

prayed the County Doard of Appeals to grant a rehearing on ite petition.

5. That the attorasy for ce:

in protestants filed & memoran:
dum on the 26th day of November, 1958 in cpposition to the aforesald

Petition for #ehe: ring, a copy of sald memorandum belng attached and

marked “Petitioner's Exhibit B and prayed to be taken as a part hereof a.
if fully set fouth hereini that sald memorandum conceded to tho right of

appeal of the Petitioner and alleged that the ~qual d'vision of the County

-2

and declare vold and of no effect tie Order of December 4, 1958 deaylng

the Petition for Kehearing filed in thls cay

(g) That this Hoaorable Court may direct the Zoaing

Commissioner for Baltimore County to

ue the permit and grant the yoning

reclassification as aviginally prayed by your Petitioner.
(h) ¥or such other and further relief as the nature 7 its
cace mav require.

And as in duty boand, etc.

W. LEE HARRBON
Attorney for Petitioner
212 Washington Avvaue
Towsen 4, Maryland
VAlley 3-6200

STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTY OF BALTIMORY, to wit

IHEREBY CERTIFY that on this ____ day of December, 195§,

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, ia

and for the County aforesald, persomally appeared W, Lee Harrisom,

Attorney for Potitioner, sud he mads cath In due form of Jaw that tho

matters and facts ceatalned a the aforegols g Petition are i t9 the best

of his knowledge, information and bellef.

T Hotary Public

Boazd of Appeals on decision constituisd an affivmance of the decision of
the Dopety Zoning Commissioner.

6. Onthe 4th day of I

wmbsr 1736, the County Board of

and Charles ¥. Steinboch, two

Appoals, acting by Nathen H. Kaufman, J
of the members thereol, passed an Order denying your Petitioner's Petiticn
lor Redearing.

7. That this Petition for Writ of Certiararl and/or Aszeat
18 taken from the pirported splaion and order of Charles ¥. Steluboch

dated the 6th day of November, 1753 which purported to deay the Petitiza for

Reclassification and uphold the Order of the Deputy Zoning Comminsioner,

ard this Petition for Writ of Certiorari and/or Appeal s also take~, rrom the

Order of December 4, 1958 demying your Petitioner's Petition for Rehearing.

That the aforementioned purported Opinion and Order

dated the th day of Ni=mber, 1758 by Charles ¥. Stelaboch, whereby your

Petiticaer is aggrieved and lnjured and that the

me purports to be &

denial of its Petition for Ruclassificstion, is void, without legal force and

effect, and should be reversed, set aside and/or snmalled by this Honorable

Court and/or declazed to be void and without legal force and effect for the

follewing reasons:

{a) That the aforesald perported Opinion and Order comsti-

tutes an arbltrary and capricious act and a gross abuse of administrative

discretion;

(b) That thers was no substantial evidence Lefore the afure-

sald County Board of Appeals in these proceedings conducted before it to

Juetify and support the purported Opinion and Ordir of November 6, 1950

sigaed by Charles ¥. Stelabochi

{€) That the aforesald purported Optaion and Order by

Charles ¥. &

inboch constitutes an attempted unlewful and uaconstitutional

exercise of authrity;

(d) That your Petitloaer is entitled o .ne soning reclazsifica-

Upon the afovegoing Petition for Writ of Cevtiorar! and/or
Appesl, and the affidavit thereto, it is this \T]f' day of December, 1958 by
the Cireuit Court for Baltimore County,
ORDERED that a Writ of Certiorari be iseved to Spiro T,

Agnew, Nathan H. Kaufmua, Jr., and Cha

. Stelntoch, comstituting

the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore Cousty, to review the purported

Opinlon and Order dated Novernber 4, 1953 and signed by the defendant
Charles ¥. Stelaboch and to review the Order of December 4, 1958 denying

the Petition for Rehearing In this proceeding ana requiring the sald Hoard

to retura to this Court all papers, records and proceedings, in sald matter
and a transcript of all tustimany presented befors the Board in connection
with sald proceedings and a copy of say and all rules and regulations pursu-

ant 0 which sald Order was entered and the sald Board purported to act or

acted, to enable this Goert to r=view the purported Order of November 6,

1958 and the Order o/, Deces=ber 4, 1958 and that a return to thie Petition

shaii bo made and served upon the Defendants’ attoraey within ten days
from the date of this Order; and

1t i further ORDERED that the sald County Board of Appeals

of Baltimore County shall retura to this Court all thn original papers, or

cortified or swern coples thereof and the return ahall concisely set forth

such other (acis as may bo pertiuent to show the grounds of the purported

Opinioa and purported Order of November 6, 1958 appoaled from and (he
grounds of the Order of December 4, 1958 appealed frumi, together with a
trenseript of all testimony t-Ven at any hearings and copies of all axhibits
flled therewith; and

& is farther ORDERED thet an appeal be and the same ls
hereby permitted {rom the aforesald yurported Order of November 6, 1953
by Charles ¥, Stelnboch and the Order of Decembes 4, 1959,

T'rue Copy. Test (\ ¥

waLter 1. pa:

/1) aw

tion applied for;

(e) That the afor

4 purported Opinion and Order of
November &, 1958 signed by Charles ¥ Steloboch is veld, without legal
force and effect and is

sullity for that the sald purported Opintea and Order
Was 49t ceacurred in by at Jeast two members of the Couaty Board f Appeald

Toquired by Sectlon 301.2 of the Zoning Regalations of Raltimoss Countys
() Aud for such ciber and further reasons as may be shown
 the heaving havet,
9+ That the aforementioned Oréer of Docembar 4, 1958
deaying your Petitioner's Petition for S ehearing, wherehy your Petitioner

is sggrieved und injured, 1s vold, without legal force and effuct, and sbzuld

be reve:

d, set aside and anuulicd by this Honorable “owsi

following reasons:

(a) That the sald Order constitutes an arbitrary and capri~

elous act and & grod

buse of administrative discretion;
(5) That the said Order constitutes an attempted ualawful
and uncoastitutional exercise of authority;

(€) That your Petitione:

estitled to the rehearing petitioned,

for;

(d) That as & matter of law, your Petitioner is entitled to

and further consideration of its Petition until an Crder or

decision s reached by the Couaty Board of Appeals which has the concurrench

of at )

ot two mezmbers thereof, by virtue of Section 501.2 of the Zeaing

Regulations of Baltimore County rad auy and 21} other laws, rules and regu-
latiens {u sueh ¢

s made and yrovided lori

{e) And for such other and further reasons as may be shows
at the hearing hereol.

TO THE END, WHEREFORE, your Petitioner praye

(a) That a Writ of Certie:

| and/or Appeal be granted by

this Honorable Court directed syainst the said Defendants, coustituting the
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RANOR MANUPACTURING il IN THE
conPARY, i ;
7lend, Manor Road,
Baltinors County, Makylund 1 yor 4
va. ' BALTINORE' COUNTY
SPIRO T, AGNEW, NATHAN < AT LAY
it AN, JR. and ; e
being and constituting the Misa. 6, p, 350
m.;'ﬁ, of Ay;::!: of ' < 2
Baltimore County Z2ee
Tefendants )

PETITION TO INTERVENE

TO THE HONORABLS, THE JUDGE OF THIS COURT:

The Petition of Claylund A. Williams, L. Margaretta
Williams, Willlam J. Mester, Bernard H. Sherry, Murray J. Bin-
ford, Mildred E, Binford, Beatrice M. Watson, Parker Watson,
Eliza’eth 3. Slegman, Willicm S. Tagg, Dorothy G. Haugen and
Malcoln Muzzy, individually and jointly on their own behalf
and on rehalf of various other members of the community, in-
oluding the Long Green Comaunity Council, by George . White,
Jr, and Buckmaster, White, Mindel & Clarke, their actorneys,
respectfully shows that:

1. This case was instituted December 5, 1358 by
Manor Menufacturing Company, Inc. as an appeal from the denial
by the County Board of Appeals of its petition to reclassify
property on the northwest slde of Manor Foad, southwest of the
long Green Road, 1lth Election District of Baltimore County,
as more specifically described in the petition above reforred
to, from .5 to M-R zor ..

2. These Petitioners are taxpayers, residents and/or
property owners in the immediate vicinity of the property in
question in this case living on Manor or Long Oreen Roads, Long

Oreen, Maryland, who individually or through their agents, pro-

tested this reclassification both before the Deputy Zoning Com-

WHEREFORE, these Fetitioners pray an Order sutho-
rising their tntervention (n this cssp and their filing an

answer o the Petition for Appeal,
AND, as in duby bound, ete.

Attorneys for Petlitoners

STATE OF MARYLAND:
CITY OF BALTIMORE:

Or. this 3lst day of Decembor, 1958, personally ap-
peared before me George W, White, (r,, attorney for the =bove
Petitioners ca their behalf and made oath in due fomm of law

to wits

that the matters and facts set forth in the abuve Petition are
true and correct to the best of his knowledge, information and
belief.

T Wewary WabIle

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that & copy of the foregoing was

malled this day or » 19 to W. Lee

Harrison, Esq., 212 Washington Avenue, Towson 4, Maryland,

Tor Kttorneys Tor faTiticners
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TLIS 10 & petitian of the Nanep
108 Lrem an 46 Zome 1o
A MoRe Zone for o
PaTeel of land 1ocas
0 the sorthwsey Mot
"0 o Mo fond, 1100 434 guu
Desd, o the Long Green

Belactering Cempay fur o Teclass

\®1e 1t 10 recenery to prove an errer tn original ser

iR the setrbborhost for a11 sthar som Teelarnifiontions,

or change
42 16 not tree
" 48 a8 the Court of Appeals hus sate 1n te urg
of Zoatnc dppeals, 214 Veryland 18, tie Hede Zome
#pecial wreaption,

1n the ¥,

Soard

“analogoes to @

temmt cartatnly (ndlestes that, Iike o
TPectal emertion, 11 10 only recsssary 1o prevs the

81X poluts cutlined
4n Jesvton 02,1,

ort Al of the by

Hone reteed 1 the grasting of wie patitica are

1997 on the foeling tat the granting ar

Such & recdaseification weuld
FAKS Uhe uetghhorheos velnerable to other intsstrial recles,

#ificatione and
A oXpanaien of the rdustrisl weve,

Cortataly,

21n ehould never happen.
Tt does not seem that the gresting of o8 Nabe ree

Laseification for &
Freeent existing tncustriel uee 1s SAting sy chasge 15 the netghborhood,
TS 48 10 Juet putting veder comtrols & e

® ®i10n 13 being written on the baets that this latter statesens
VAR regand to further raclasetfiontion 19 eorrect.

landscaped &-d planted wity euste
e to deguately sereen he parking
from *rreunding Tealdential ar:-‘rﬁn. s hote
That the pregerty onall be sped oaly

for tte mamufacture,

o % aoserd; Pachning, or other courarable
b Laeny articles of Merehandise from sheet metal,
ATTOM, 5 senefartms natals.

Toon the foregstng Netstion, 4t 1n this 2 any
=7 s 1957, onommED by the Ciroutt Coust
of Baliudre County that Clayland A. Willims, L. Margarebta
Villiem, Willten J. Nester, Bornard M. Shersy, Murray C.
Binford, Mi1dred . Binford, Beatrice N, Vataon, Parker
Vatson, Elizabeth 3. Stegean, Willisn'S. Tags, borothy 0.
Hougen and Malools Muzzy, individually and fointly, on their
own behalf and on behelr of various other membore uf the Gome
munity, inéluding the Long Green Commnity Counoll, be and
$hey are authorized to intervem and file andwers to the
Petition for Appeal i this case.
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e Tiat the operation shall be liaited to two shifte, nens
;lmmhh B4y extend beyaod sdd-nimit or coence berore
100 wome

and exits shall be provided to the

ks That mew entranc
TopeTty, mbject 13 the ajproval of the leper tment of

p
Flanntng,
Se That 5o mers than 150 euployees shall be
#81d opersiion and no more than 100
used o &ny one Ghift, so len; an the existing read

feeilitien reurtn i their prosest sondition or
exjaeitys

That the existing buildings shall not be expanied, nor

$hall any other mew tuildings be cosatrueted sthar toam

ihat covered by building peredt Ko. 50133 of altisare
‘sbrusry 15, 1958,

Gounty, lssued 7

To ALl verk ourrted om 4n txis oparation £ust be confined
\o\n-mmmnt-n-nz:'wn-xlm-_-w
salosding and storage of materials,

Go ALl parking areas sbell be peved and matutatned to
srovide for the best sanitary conditicns.

¢ 4y Ughts projecting fros the butlétng, or used to
{lleninate the lots, shell be reflected
fros the n:uu”';:..m-' s

o8P

Tor the resscas set forth in the afereguing optnten, 1t 1s tide
day of Savenber, 1958, Yy the County Poard of Appsals, SHOZIRD that the
Fealacsifiontion potstiened for, be ant the sane 1s berely Erented,

COUNTY B0AXS OF APPRALS
OF BALTINCHE CourtY

RN
RRERISIEY
SUTEY Rr. Kaufuan's . e
L R L % e e

BOTEY Hre Aguew d14 not it Sn the above case.
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'.-MULLER RAPHEL & ASSOCIATES
'IOFBHONM. ENGINEERS & LAND SURVEYORS
: 201 COURTLAND AVE.

3 4, MARYLAND

A‘\) O'

Progarty Contains 5.7 Acres
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