- o ‘_‘,' i by »' > '__ R T O A AL IS 0 g . e -%3:'*&.‘1 - ::' ':%mn*‘v- -
W g g : e R . ¥ilh .I:’:';Qi:ﬂg‘rﬁimw-r‘v T N e e 2
- e TR # !
S R A = ‘ ¥ :
SR BT Lot L iy Fe
'l" . ,“ oo L g,‘ ‘f)‘ 3 { 1 ok
s : P4 o '
5 ; L:_.;_ : ] “ : 1 ik i A .,_. A T TR T o e : : - . ‘ . PRRITTrT, T o e ey ot 5 ] ) N L i , ) . ) e : e b e A e s oL . PR
N s L . I \ b ™ -{;" wentaj e ) é?/ ’dd 5fjfit/k3 ’-'3'-—’ ’ ’ J .’ ‘3 | -, s 3 * . :;.“ v ‘) “ﬂD - o i T .. »-a - [PTRA ) . : . ) i l__d o BEo : L Lag
SR A B . _ & @ S ial i - , P ] .gppur::;mcw FOR PZRVIED _ a— J 2 = g} 2 D E?l 2 2 QD ) L . o
Ay T ' Haco } VA 21 ﬂ i f T4 Lo Wy Bt INORZ COUNTY MARYIAND o a1 | APPLICANT-COMPLETE ALL APPLICABLE SPACES ON THIS FURM—TYPE OF PRINT CLEARLY i 4 o . - - -
L o ) ¥ N IF 2"/ I J é Cr' P q. g ’ Nt M ~ 5 T ALt ‘ e I OFFka OF THE SU!' D'NG ENF!NE R“:":e IX CONITAT #LDT JRCCORC] PLawS fLETTER onu. ave -‘unn--srou ) . e o - hd a ¥,
R e (//}/// D ('\\ o\ L e [ —eop—377 TOWSON, MAHYT_AND.'ilzB’.;J'g - X il et Sl iy et APPLICATION FOR PERMIT BH RN T Caze Ro. 88-16-52i
ERS I A \ f Ballding Leerase R e . X VL {J\"‘\ : - BALTIMORE COUNTY MARYLAND [*) - T
. b - < ? W Cx Hoo— L 11O SULPHIL  SPRING. K 5 A - '? 19 , : 5 OFFICE OF THE BUILDING ENGINEER L4305 X1 JX
R | PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING 5?, ’ (9’ 5 NS ~§ sg %.:__mnﬁrﬂ Ramo ! PATH_OC,C(,U B‘:ﬂé P TM DATE 1x3160 . T 20-00- 145.432 TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 KPS/BKﬁ% .
o L E, ; e v : AL = [T BUILDWMG ADDRESS . .
PSR TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY: - ce g ;%‘-ulm; L2drenn | | 900 SULPuIR S S— ' : 1901 SULPHUR SPRING RO. g - NG
- - ) . b . et 2T o N : BYILOING P AW T MO D&t rREC NLT X
ol ~ N 28 LT o L900 SUCPHIR _SPeine RD. PALTR.ME. 212z 7 ) . = : LAN :
: R q Tg:duit:‘d:hrsig(jned. legal mnr(s) of the property situate in Baltimore Ctrlmnty and whu;h is Q.,230 ¢ B e vr MA : : @ owneRs NAME | DATHOLOGY BUILDING PARTNERSHIP Q=556 _ BALTIMORE COUNTY QFFICB Q_F P‘ NING & ZONING _ o oy _
escri e description lat attached hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for a TAE Qo S - ] ki iii : e el : A ' . SRR R
S Special Hearing under Section 500.7 of the Ba'timore County Zoning Regulations, %o delermine whe- o R KYtAny  MEDICAL LApagyroey _snmssswonet 11909 SULPHUR SPRING RD. BALTO MD. 21227 022_82-8&“ 131 6] . Ccunty Office Building = SR R
i ! e ther or not the Zoming Commissioner and/or Deputy Zoning Commissioner should approve --—--- SZT8SR | Somiaacton N oT <y = - onelon manE Agonid: AL - = = HEE2 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue . A
. e ’ FOIT W e : bl TE . TENANT Towson, Maryland 21204 " o R
I; S  THE. PROPOSER. INCINERATIR EXPANSIQN. BY. MARYLAND, MEICAL LABATORY, INC. AT._____. LR L edin s , MARYLAND MEDICAL LABORATORY INC. 39873 e dhnld T SR
4, - Co -k ROMUN &€ A<s - BULOMNG . IRy R
: : N A B e ema e iace / F 250, INS: (7 A Your petition has been received and accepted for filiag this .
| o 1904 - SULPHER SPRING. ROAD -AS- BEING -A- PERMITTED. ACCESSORY.. LISE -T0-THE EXISTING. . uS £ 35 o= L A Ky ' ARREN ©by 28 BALm. gzﬁ7 Aap CONIRACTOR SIMONDS MANUFACTURING CORP, 304 PROGRESS RD. AUBURNDALE, FLORDIA son T day of . June 1987, Fprec o 18 TALY
. SN 5 e i ' - ENGINEER OR s R '
H ST : DN, THE ST T e e e e e et mmmmmmmmAemmmm e m——— e mmmmm e —————————m = LB ~a S SN I 5 ﬂ/s Sl p ,r‘_«:""_;; L /d’{«%“{,"‘"&- = 1 _tcmeer LEVIN BRY™ & ASSOC, 17 WARREN RD, SUITE 7-0 SALTS 1D, 24272 724472 - : i . o
¢ SO SN " . o 2 Sk ok ya o) CPHME  SPri J;.ga,—;.s-‘ = g TP AL TR ¥ UNDER CONTRACT ' e : ) S A
A - Property is to Le posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations. S o :H A, TYPE 0= |"¢'P';0(/E’ AENT Ne RD, . ke M’AY : = RawE Ap DRSS~ e f o ' , 2 -
e ; : , . : RN I R C. TYPE OF USE B T Z - -
T g 1, or we, agree to pay expenses of the above Speciat Hearing advertising, posting, etc., upon fil b0 & f " Kewwsuioms consrucrion RESIDENTIAL SQS,\T:“S bEN DesCAurTon S/S SULPHUR SPRINGS RD. 1500 S/E WASHINGTON BLVD, ‘ 2 (/‘\_ﬂm‘—————-—-—.
Lo ing of this Petition, and further agree to aad are to be bound by the zonhing regulations and restric- @m E S b 207 anomon ""-CI ONE FamiLY .07 anosen TIAL : ; :
S tions of Bz.Jimore County adopted pursuant 40 the Zoning Law for Baltimore County. LT B F 3 remation f02 2] rwo ramiLy “-ﬁ ck-ubcuu‘r. RECEATION, PLACE Of ASSEMpLY A. TYPE OF iMPROVEMENT C. TYPE OF USE ARNOLD LON
: , ‘ma 1Y boL.M ' 037 ruree anp FouR Fam L CHURCH. OTHER RELIGIOUS BuiLoNG RESIDENTIAL NTIN-RESIOENTIAL Zonin ssioner
I/We do solemnly declare and affirm, d - = ¥ : S Heram 00 [] Five on wone FAus:vl;:-u;.. o u 0. 03 FENCE WENGTH.___ mewcur . 1 XY NEW BULDNG CONSTRUCTION 1[0 one Famey ve [] s« jEWENT RECREATION. FLACE OF ASSEMBLY _ g ‘
1 under the penalties of perjury, that 1/we A_:é_ Iy .-g WRECKING IENTEN NO. UNITS DEOUETED ) |08, Swiraming *o0L UNITS ——1 1. K mousTata, $ToRAGE BUILDING 2 [J scomon 21w fanmcy 00 [ cHURCH. OTHER RELIGIOUS Bum leiG Petitioner Marylaad Medical Lad Received by: JM 2. Dyer
f:l?ic;lh? "}.gg y g?t;gfl;)(fszhingéﬁeﬂo%mperty =1 O o, J“.D GARAGE '2.LJ pamxinG canace 3 [ sreasnon [J peee a0 foUR Famy 10 L] FENCE WLENGTH HEGHT, ] Petitioner's : : ——
15 the subj - By - (.)M[.' - — 1r Y cruen ‘3-9 SERVICE STATION, RERAIR GrRaGT + [] nepan T FIVE OA MOAE FANLY (ENTER NO UnTS__ ) |1t [] miousTmaL s10RAGE BulDnG Attorney Jehm ¥, Murphy, Esquire Chairman, Zoning Plians
: - : Vi Y C:CR 2FaM.cone 2 1978 A8 et “-E HOSFITAL, 3STML 1 DAL, NURSING HOME s [ wrecknG EnTeR w0 unTs DEDUCTED — ) [ps [T swwmnG PooL 12 (3 pamns oanrce ~ Advisory Committee '
e U : L : S2CA Copz LAl 185. [ OFFICE, BARK, PROEESSIONA ¢ O mowms ) O canace 13 [0 semace sTaton. repam Garace fae N T
Erneeky, - ¢ Legal Gwarx : ‘ . - . . :
5 WireTKY, ” hERXX  OWNER <8 - k¢ PETITIONER: }. —FEL. R ErmpaL | Siance J o5 ] socx ::B ruez yTiLiTY 7 O onea - pr 3 oren s— O roserac msamumona, snses nove
---------------------------------------------- -l - & o i 2 - . L CUCATIONA L . .
'Mir_ylandpr.l{;d;cal) Labatory m(j’}m_g_guﬁﬂgig&um; (W IDO) ﬁ + He Zoutng heaincs, w concagYE “-:I :c::m_ COLLEGE, OTHER E . DESCRIBE PROPOSED WORK  [T] 1 AND 2 FAM CODE XBEPC*CODE ;i:s E s 8 OFFICE. BANK, PROFESSIONAL
Type or ame ' or Print Name : ,%m BASFMENT ) ' o 16 PUBRIC UTITY
N - 2 & e PR 4 "= f.u( o e J ‘ e " ) A r FULL \Q.Q STORE D MERCANTILE D REST C\. ISEEECE lNc I NERATOR ON REARBgF PROPERTY aock 17 D SCHOOL COWLEGE OTHEN EDUCATIONMA, i
_ v , win < SW 71 oo el "/f -~ ~ S i toate o SMECIEY TYrE: ESTAURANT EREITTO SHORT FORM 2349-86RA FOR RAZING™ comcrer o 13 s v L
e e ettt - -z S Erozan % | A ¢ ST ——p——emm o : PERM -1
Signature Signature - i 42 Lol &0 T fd el {lj NONE 20 [T swimming #00L (M0, MEALT, ° ‘ : BASEMEMT 19 [ store [ menAcanmie "] restasmant '
; : : el - = - - t . O5PT. APPR, : 6 , :
1901 Sulph{u' Spring Road L; . B %LW'QFPSH?ESS < - MR AROPRATE CATLCOMIEL FON ALBORRTIAL BVLY 2,77 Tame vomen r BETT- ATPR. REQ FuLL SPECHY TYPE P i ol —— :
----------- b ettt _-.----"--‘--.-------'-'—______"-'-'_"--_— 5 3 . TTE Rl - '}'_ - 3 P ﬂ":-‘-.‘r o | :‘;_': FE‘: '-I:‘::-"‘ ey 7 ‘f: TRANSIENT HOTL PARTIAL . o . o o -
Addre;s ' ’ {Type or Print Name} £D _L_; Eé v RruivareLy on:gg?baj {’:{c‘c;v oot i N PR A i ol o HOTEL, MOTEL INO. UNITS ) NONE :g :Nu:w::m M0 HEALTH DEPT APPH REQ ] From the desk of: | byt ; s
s Baltimnore, Maryland 21227 ' nATE 271074 ESTaaYED COST OF | Frerosen Gunis REFS e R APPSO S O » D) 'mm.socm MOTEL MOTEL MO UNTS ) L L am oy -
i e ——————————m o e ittt Y = hinhiibide it S MATEHIAL & LADLH 3 ’Z% COD m} J§ ;Z' . 79@_#NC‘MHM¢"K~ .E/‘t_-n._n_aq [ NPT ] "',"I B. OWNERSHIP - iio g a o | U NG | e e . ] NC IL“EBEIQB, - - ) i A"‘NOLD ’ABLON TR
City and State ' Signarure 27 -'r————rf "1; - Q\‘:_Ll:" : --:%.?.}'.E-L‘E{»E:i“g‘.m — L bL =2 L 'n'b‘* G e —_— ! [RKWATELV OWNED 2 D PUBLICLY CWNEQ . 5 2 2 > : - Z XX ener ﬁg%i*%!ia-— | | Co .‘ V' . = - . S . i;‘.’.":
Attorney for Petitioner: a A< : 0 _TYPE OF CONSTRUC, .ON e LI ST S0 2 KT 2e Prorosen vees INCINERATOR i } o _ N R e
y » 1000 ON
’ 1933 SULPHER SPRING ROAD iy - R OF NATeR s E. RESIDENTIAL ON s 2% 5_100,0004 o | enstma s YACANT LOT -l W
: g i MASORRY 5. ) sTaueruae STEEL . Y - « R3] 1AL ONLY i X ! .
—————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————— n - L PUBLIC SYSTEM : EXISTS 'Mn SiN TOTAETe duy hvs o A0 4 FORTRLA Wo LD LS DD ons AL R Ewh Oy Lt ) ) .
- Addr boone No-—— 1) wooo erawme 0.5 newe. concrere ™ orISED iNGLE FAMILY LNITS ; '
(Type or Print Name) ess 242-4398 (0., TV7E OF HEATING ,us,_" reTE zi?r:'ev;::;;f:,\EJ:,;""  rmososep | " TOTALNO.OF 47 %noug D. TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY E. RESIDENTIAL ONLY .- o 1 . M
. __BALTIMOBE. MARYLAND. 21227 e P 3.0 ececrmairy b ves CONDITIONING MULYI FAMILY UNITS , SINGLE FAMILY UNITS N /;;o(_ lvv_ ’ .
___________________________________________ | . » K . _ Dves 20 no HOW MAMY APARTMENTS HAVE 1 Oomasonmy 3 O srauctL £ sTeee 1 Xrveuc sistew X Rexsts [ paoroseo | TOTAL NO OF BEDRGOMS : SET R SR N
Slg,nature“ - : City and State TYrE OF “Ei\::(;te:! coat IS THEREQA) INCINERATOR 2 EFAICENCY (MO SEFARATE BECAOOMS) c . 2 O wooormame - u [J pens concinne 2 (3 pawvave svstew [ exsrs [J pacecseo MULTI FAMILY UN!TS : T Lo T R ’ =
P ) Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con- R e 08 8 /SPOSAL : |.S N0 2 [DES - witw aim poLcuTion conTaoL | * ONE BEORGOM I — - TYPE OF HEA['I_’__I]NG FUEL ETHERE[BENTRAL AIR CONDITIONING HOW MANY APARTMENTS HAVE B S
---;‘E ----------- SoTsmmToTEessToTeT T tract rchaser or ropresentative to be contacted ] [:‘va TE S¥4 , 2 YES - WITHOUT A1 POLLUTION CONTRG 4, Two ! GAS 3 ELECTRICITY ! ves 7 ~o [ NCY (M0 SEPAHATE BF DROOMS! ) - ta'.: s . R B
ddress ct pu P 4 ) PRIVATE S :':'C h:::n‘g PAOPOSED :o oF ne'w::o»:s To BE ‘“NSTALLED - 5. m__:::::::ﬁ on wone ———— 20 o s [Jcom 5 THERE AN INCINERATOR s :;c;m;ou wcum T : _ _
JOHN V. MURPHY  EXQUIRE — EX1STs _{ PRGROSED UMBER [t SCESTREET PARKING SPACES — TYPE OF SEWAU ' Mo 2 {0 ves - witn wn pouLLTION CONTROL : S :
_____ wt % e -——;{-----—---—--'"'-'-————-"“"“‘-"‘""‘""" rrivy Clepisrs [ raceoseo ENCLOSED ™. QuTDOORS €. TOTAL NO. DF YEOROOWS 1 )X puBuc sewer Wgﬁ.g?ﬁspmm”. SED 3 [ ves  wrHOUT MR POLLUTION CONTROL 4 THO BEDROOMS A = : ) SRR
City and State 32a:1;GHT STREET SECOND FLOOR F DIMENSIONS ’ Y. YOTAL NO. OF APAHTMENT;;:-__ 2 []prvate svstem [ Jenss [ PAoPosED NG OF ELEVATORS TO BE INSTALLED 5 THREE REF™NOMS OR MORE . ,& { /WI% e
Atto: » Tele‘ hone No.: 576—0006 ______________ f,atuaAGE L NG T POWDLH RDu s BATRAGD G. m""ﬁ"“;:::"#uuv READ THIS APPLICATION AND KMOW THE SAwe 15 C SEPTIC DEIISTS I'_] PROPOSED NUMBER OF OFF STREET FARKING SPACES & TOTAL %D OF BE " . ’zav . . _ L . i
rney s phone No.: . e G et addres o0 T e O thsrusAL l l s KITCHENS CGE Ana. Aremeranth ey O ALY PROVISIOn OF Tt bl bifantd parvy [Jewsrs [ proeoses ENCLOS DL OuTDOORS 7 TOTAL NO. OF APARTMENTS > IR Sl s SR
E:g&u:ﬂ;::a FLARCEST OVLAALL JIMLNSIONS IFCLUG A ““‘.-” WAEEIHIED OR NOT AND WiLL miOUST :L:L:M‘::;‘::::::m"“. F. DIMENSIONS - [ réb?‘iﬁ.&?ﬁ&‘r”hﬁ'o?ﬁg :::; mil?"m”o‘ﬂé&?éﬁfﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ? : : : C ) . : - ' i S -
‘ . aa)-' 1 ..:P"‘ N EPTH J ht!Gu'l' 7] Bueug:.g’mu ! EU’]’I’ /B é - — = — G. CODE AND APPROPRIATE STATE RELEM AY‘O;-JS wAlL BF CD:&I‘EDT WITH WHETHER . . ) o _ . : : . - S
. ] i . . : e__So-g 40 91 A I 2 € f5sac. J"‘?Q oarace —Ee [ N0 TPOWDER AGOMS | BATHHOGMS KITCHENS RERTN SPECHIED OR NOT AND WL RLQUEST ALL REQUAED INSPECTIONS) R B / _ s e
=N ORDERED By The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this ____._ Sthee e - day ; Lot ;.sv%%; — !M 3:“ _ l ComPANY {res ©: 37 epiereg o MAIL PERMIT TO: e o ﬂ S | & l/é’ B
j * : ju ' . = Z - %&; “':IlETI;T LT fhu.lr AT . . - DATE - : . - T / - :A ) ) . N
. P S (1.1 S , 19_87., that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, as § A oy T fjfiﬁ,flﬁ oo T O Ll"-‘—“ - Ap _&_’?C!Zﬂfg{ Y Ti2oB FLO0R ASEA m'“‘:cgf’go'“"éco?f"mr ".3.'?.‘;6“?1“5 B rome s I:&;!’EVOOIZOOE‘L BUILDING PARTNERSHIP 110“25-86 ﬂ NQ - o N ‘ : :
: . " L 0L TR A iy . ) . o ) . : CE S - -
i% R orel M required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in two newspap<rs of general circulation through- : b 5¢ aacxs E@GO l Ho , -----"Er "&é 3577 AGEWT ‘u;é_?o(:" ot 5.:15210 ;:g;a;;éz';m-___\ AN 1501 SULFHUR SPRING RD., BALTO MD, 24227 e e , &:'w /} NfL-D sTR7ED | S .
; 5 o o r “; -~ out Baltimore County, that property be posted, and that the public hearing be had before the Zoning EASTING wL0GS W—-I_‘L%Hfskﬁﬁ_rtov R TR AT *:}:: CUECKS PAYACLE 7O SALTIMORE :o::r: uanvu';:}“ / 10.07%i{»€i§5’= IOk SIOE STREET  JAEAA r‘ifl;;zsso LEVIN i xﬂxqm SEBEG..QOO%P o ’ / ﬂ j‘jjdi f/?M‘: | | ‘
o ) Commissioner of Baltimore County in Room 108, County Ofiice Bvi'ding in Towson, Baltimore i ;_. - Tiont Erm T s i “7}% CF T [REeTRD — b e ' . owneR Loy, e = s L -+
i. VO“:'AT-OJ - NInG VAP NO ofrmw w, DATE o e !‘:'fx\ "7 ,.S’:'\ﬂ g;y /’,ﬁ ,:? SETAACKS 50’380 335 SRATURE u‘:::;::us e co e PHONE P ) & G A . t
C th 16:_};_ da Of i o ) 19 7 at | O'Clotk 3 e | L ,H o ! AMAsvaL $1onATURg }_ 4 T ™ LNE waTH Y2 O CORNER i3 B i T MUMBLRS YEN T ™o Y Ee . d‘?/mh Ty '7,46 - . . id
ounty, on the .. 2DLf--ooooooo- e A r 287 5 20100 SRR LT D 4 EETRTY v Ly L — > €q570.G BLOGS x | X $76.600 +85. |“0-117419 14-26-86 N fondions S CIo X007 7 SO O | N
i . Ae--M ' S —TRET PRty L ) :o-:-o - Tie O A7 5\[}/&;7 orenes ToE DRTRLT | ZONWG WAP WO | PETITION NO BATE pov— T aPp—— - e ST e, = : -
4 g L f Lﬁt&“ T‘ /"f‘}*f;a i $.00x *t‘:"o“i L'bLA FOuIQ ﬂ:l:.::dof L e CRMATION M"1 3 ! 2A .'?‘-"f'm 1 _]FI ] ]tlm rl’m
si') [ 4 = AAN J/Ij& Al <N | maccseavices )y { i ASSESSMENT LAND s}:;wm NAME Z0MNG
e 10 il 1 PR O‘_'_A_-_;::NY g i - - -
’ ’ _ ' e e TS ,P t W / ‘ T‘L@/{;”{///} ) T‘:ﬂ'::zofﬁ-ﬂwﬂlﬂ?&%m ....:S,?...’;Z;B 9 Bock | SECTION] UBER ] M “:A::z" L - e
- N BA.— ST i g |
NOb NVESTICATION Sep o NS N0 PR T e M :
. N x‘» = —— i —a FENS ETFTET i P e TOTAL o 7 BUL DINGS " it b A - .
| . _1/2HR. (R, ok B {QCCUPANCY rrg 5 —— 103, 7380 (07) CARD#Q3587P rme revention P L A VI A g "
! eRSAC T 'MCARING ! (over) e ———P-p-k—aa oo oD N A M T '
.', Z. ESTL%TED L ;_:IAILBBLE FOR BE"LR‘I_QG - o * Qw 1 5 e«.ﬂ- Re o\ Cds' \\ Sm _- —_ - - RV . Al e B st .::'
I e 1OS. /THES./HEDs = WEKT TW0 MONTH3 § . B o VR 1S L - OFRCE | — 3
Lo ] e N EER i 2 e 0
' R REVIEWED BYi__ A Cen __DATE | R Baltimore County A - . _
é ; ‘ Fire Department : :
: PO : S Towson, Maryland 21264-2586 : b
g 4 5 ~ ::1 www R T, A T S A ST T S e T, M R _ i , 494‘4505 ? ,a;‘ BALTI MORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2
? 2 v - - : ’ ‘ TV ¢ I :
7 e, o e e e e e e | e o Cot H. Reincke , May 13, 1987 BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAN 1 1 June 19, %987
F *f}” R - 32 : Mr. Amold Jablon | INTER-OFFICE. CORRESPONDENCE
. L _ P ' ' . handy - : i © COUNTY OFFICE BLDG.
i o Sl _ il Zoning Camnissioner 4 L 111 W. Chesapeake Ave.
; g . Office of Planning and Zoning ‘ Arnold Jablon Tewaea. Maryland 21204 John V. Murphy, Esquire
i‘ BALTIMORE COUNTY PG :
: DEPARIMENT OF TRAFFIC FNGINEERING Baltimore County Office Building TO..Zoning_Commissioner ________ .. Date___June 12, 1987 _______ S § 0 32 Light Street, 2nd Floor
F-' TOWSON, AARYLAND 21204 Towson, MD 21204 . £ o AP, D obo Raltimore, Maryland 21202
' 494-3550 : orman E, Gerber, » Director 1
B B . ‘ ' s AR FROM__-Qf_f.i.C.F—'_.Qi-f’.l?DP_iDﬂ_QDP__?-:_QDEQS_ Chairman RE: Item No. 450 - Case No. B8-]6=S5FH ,& .
C - L :f ) k L irgr iixmxm B Re: Pmkﬁrty Ownier: mw1aﬂd Medical Laboratow Dennis F Rasmussen . . Petitioner: Marylaﬂd Medical Lab. i
R T MO X ) County Executive i Petitiun for Special Hearing
e ‘ C. Richard Moore 1 Location: S/S Sulphur Spring Road, NE of I-95 SUBJECT-__Zoning _Petition_No._ 88-16-SpH : MEMBERS >
s . 1 ureay & Dear Mr. Murphy:
Acting Director $ - Item No.: 450 Zoning Agenda: toeking of 5/12/€7 8 gngan:ezinq i
) ] Department of The .Zoning- Plans Advisory Committee hgs.reviewed ‘tne pla_ms
Gentlemen: 3 iratfiz Engineering submitted with che above-referenced petition. The following
E; Stase Roads Commission comments are not intended to indicate the arpropriateness of
_ Pursuant to your request, the referenced property has been surveyed ky this 3 Bureau of the zoning action requested, but to assure that all parties
¥ : e Lo : & . Bureau and the camments below marked with an "X" are applicable and required In view of the subject of this petition; this office offers Fire Frevention are made aware of plans or problems with regard to the
o ' - J : 3 to be corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the property. na opinion as to the matter before the Zoning Commissioner. It should H Health Devartment development plars that may hive a bearing on this case. Tre
v AR SR ' . pe noted, however, that the Ccunty Council has scheduled a public $ parten Directcr of Planning may file a written report with the
; £ L : : June 2, 1987 ( ) 1. Fire nydrants for the referenced property are regquired and shall be hearing this month on proposed legislation that entails consideration Freject Planning Zoning Commissioner with recommendations as to the suit-
y o located at intervals or feet along an approved rcad in accor=- of a mucatorium on this type of facillty. Building Department . ability of the requested zoning. :
§ - : . dance with Baltimore County Standards as published by the Department § Board of Education o . . 1‘
. of Public Works. : o Enclosed are all comments submitted from the. members of the ¢
i : :  Mr. Arnold Jablon ; ) Zoning Adwi.istration Committee at tnls time that offer or request information on
~ Zoning Ccmmissioner : $ { ) 2. A second means of vehicle acce=s is required for the site. + Indnstrial your petition. If similar comments from the remaining £
" : K 0ffi Buildi ' -‘L H Development members are received, I will forward them to you. Otherwise, B
A County ce Building c ] - \ :
| oo 23 Towson, Maryland 21204 ( ) 3. The vehicle dead end condition shown at - Norman €. Gertdr, [ RICP B any corment that is not informative will be placed in the :
o Sl B Di . ' i hearing file. This petiti~n was accepted for filing on the i
: R _ Dear Mr. Jablon: : — rector : date of the enclosed filing certificate and a hearing _ P
§ - _ : EXCEEDS the maximmin allowed by the Fire Departme..t. NEG: JGhislb scheduled accordingly.
[ spartment of Traffic Engineering has no comments for items :JGh: H ,::
numbel“%g P and 8 g 3 () 4. The site shall be made to comply with all applicable parts of the Very truly yours,
H 4 S ’ , cAd Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning of operation. . - ) . _
Y : oo ' g Yery truly yours, L 3 szw & /L?"vﬂf(“’/ L
o | ; . ( x) 5. The buildings and structures existing or proposed on the site shall / 1
Cj,f . 2 i comply with all applicable requirements of the National Fire Pro- 1 JAMES E. DYER ;
b , ﬂ o - tection Association Standard No. 101 "Life Safety Code," 1976 edition 1 Chairman Q
) ‘ € “ - Michael S. Flanigan . prior to occupancy. H Zoning Plans Advisory Committee :
£ ; Y § : Traffic Engineer Associate TI _ £ ;
. ) ( )} 6. Site plans are approved, as drawn. . JED:bjs |
o MSF:1t ' ’ . g pRITAA AT T T 7 % . i .
7 - : | 7 - { )Y 7. The Fire Pr=vention Bureau has no at ghis th-rz W, 3 Enclosures - :,_; .
; : _ _ J - é 7 z¢: File : I
§ . | . Noted and | . ) . :
| v REVIEWER: Approved: | In ' P
e\ s 1..¥ Fire Prevention .Bureau------ - . i 16
X 3 ek * 11 : Divisi £l H ¢
’% : £ a pection Jision g JUN ls 1987 i ;. y - A
' . F : .. £ 1 &
3 /3 g : 0 G ** ': : b %
) ,. | NING OFFICE ;, . _




b

Bemin i Wi

-

Ty

R |

i i ek R b i

St

SRR T s AR A . mmirntiin w3 e St 5 v

ST F R

i

R S

S W

IR TR

e A

PR S

i, i P8 A R A et

Mr. Carl Richards
April 14, 1987
Page 3

off-site removal is costly and inefficient, and potentially
poses health risks which are minimized by incineration.

The use of the incinerator is subordinate to and serves the
laboratory operation. The use of an incinerator as accessory
to the laboratory has been approved by your office in the past
and is permitted by the Zoning Regulations. See Sec. 101,
B.C.Z2.R., The use is subordinate to the principal use, is
svhordinate in area, extent and purpose to the laboratory, is
located on the same lot and contributes to the convenience and
necessity of the lab.

Furthermore, it is important to note that under the
guideline~ promulgated by the Maryland Department of Health and
Mental Hygiene, infectious waste should be disposed of by
incinerator and the incinerator must be on the site of
generation. (See attached "Amended Guidelines for the Disposal
cf Infectious Waste.") The use as proposed and as regulated by
Maryland law is consistent with an accessory use under
Baltimore County Zoning Regulations. It would be a hardship to
impose a requiremcnt for a hearing for a permitted accessory
use whare *at use is one mandated by State 'aw. Furthermore,
the permit process, initiated in January, should not become so
extended and costly as to discourage or impede compliance with
the health regulations as promptly as possible.

I have enclovsed pertinent documents for your review and
have availabla a copy of a report prepared by William
Harrington and Associates, Inc., "Infectious Waste Incinerator
Permit Application Report, March, 1987," in support of the air
quality constiuction permit application submitted to the Health
Department. 1In addition, I have requested that Mark Levin,
architect for Maryland Medical Laboratories, transmit to you
directly a copy of the site plan as you requested.

I also wish to advise you that pursuant to the Health
Department permit application, a public hearing has been
advertised and scheduled for April 29, 1987 at the Arbutus
Middle School.

Based on the f{actual background and the applicable
regulations, we submit that no public hearing is :required under
B.C,Z.R, for the proposed incinerator, but that the use is
permitted as an accessory use to the laboratory.
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Baltimore County
Zoning Commissionet
. Carl Richards ; -
?\?;rig 14, 1987 Office uf Planning & Zoning
Page 4 ‘ Towson, Marvland 2124
h . bef 494-3353
If you concur with our interpretation that a hearing before '
the Zoning Commissioner is not required, please indicate by 2ﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬁmr
signing the attached copy of this le*ter and re@urning i§ to me
as soon as possible, Thank you for your attention to this 17 April 1987
matter.
Sincerely, Deborah C. Dopkin, Esg.
i;z ] - Cook, Howard, Downes & Tracy
4 glooAlﬁihgg{-fAve. Dennis fc;mRm;nus'men
. D ty Executnve
eborah C. Dopkin Towson, Maryland 21204
DCD/pat Re: Maryland Medical Labs
pa

cc: Sylvan Passen, M.D. Dear Ms. Dopkin:
Mark Levin, A.I.A.
Paul Dorf, Esq.

Mr. David Filbert
Mr. Michael Kendall
Mr. Robert Hannon

Herbert R. O'Conor, III, Esq.

I am in receipt of a letter, dated 14 April 1987, to Carl Richard: o;h;hxs
office. I have carefully reviewed your letter and an unclea; aﬁ soitals
following statement: 'MML provides laboratory services to E e ': E tal R
but in no case does MML transport waste Taterlals from t@e"osp; alinin
incineration or disposal other than specimens for an§1y51s% [untﬁz pod §t31
supplied]. 1 am not sure what this means. Are specimens lrom the incgease
placed into the {ncinerator? Will the amount of waste 1nc1nerﬁ ed 1

from the amount now being burned? Are the bulk requirements changlng

and if so, from what to what?

ACKNOWLEDGED THIS DAY OF
. 19B7;

BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING OFFICE Please respond in writing.

By

Carl Richards Sincerely,

/o

Arnold Jablon
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e | ' ' 5 Zoning Item # _/,g 5'42 ZQning Advisory Committee Meeting of ﬁ/ 2’-? 7

- S | - : e BALTIMORE COT,™ DFPARTMENT OF HEALTH|D AN | Foge 2 - | . | |
I—‘urmant to the odvertisement, posting of PNPC'“Y- and public heanng on the Petition and it ' 2 Commiosl : o N R " RN - { ) Prior to razing of existing siructure/s, petitiorazer must contact th:. 'oiv}oion N :IL[{.FIESMMELTHARE{N?E?N. JR. P.E.
of the followm ﬁndm of facls T ' : ' A : oning Commissioner _ R : ' wry o of Water Quality and Waste Management at L94-3768, regarding removal and/or ‘ - ENVIRONMENTAL DIVISION :
3PP°31'“‘E that by reason g g LR IR T Office of Plarning and Zoning S disposal of potentislly hazardous materials and eoli.d wastes, ’ ' |
o : : ‘ . : County Office Building _ T : = o ‘ _
Toweon. Ma.ryla.nd 21201, o 5 N e : : _ Any u.ba.ndoned underground storage te.nke containing gasoline, waste c¢il, scl- EDUCATION
4 iy : ' ' vents, etc., must have the contents remcved by a licensed hauler and either BSME: University of Maryland 1950
Zoning Item # 50 ' S be removed from the property or properly backfilled, Prior to removal or - o ' '
_ . . A : abandonment, owner mmst contact the Division of Water Quality and Waste _ REGISTRATION
rroperty 0wner° | ’ ' -  Mansgement at L94-3768. , . : 4 Professional Enginecr, Civil and Mechanica)

Location. - ' ’[ Mj&' ‘ Di!tri{ LB ' ?011 P;ﬁgogmﬂt:::sviﬁ;eézig/Mt be) conducted, i 7 _ PROFESSIONAL HISTORY

Wa.ter Supply mé}.. 4 Smga m,poml mfm S () Soil percolation test results have sxpired, Petitioner should contact _ Mr. Harrington has over 35 years of experience in environmentsl engireering

" the Divieion of Environmental Suppor‘b Services to detemine whether - studies -and facility design with special emphasis on Mechanical Systems and
additional tests are required, ) | T Solid Waste Management Engineering. His solid waste engineering experience

| | | A ) | : : _ . Degan .in 1954, with assignment as Resident Engineer for construction of
= o . . _ ¥Vhere water wella are to be used as a source of water supply, a well meeting . . Incinerator Kko. 4, in Baltimore City, Maryland. This w15 followed by respen-
( ) Prior to approval of a Building Pormittfor conetruoti;ni r;novetion ;nd{gftf , N - the minimum Baltimore County Standards must be drilled. R sibility for studies and design of several landfill projects, municipal
irstallation of equipment for any exiasting or proposed food service fac ’y R ‘ 1 - : ' incinerator designs for up to 1400 tons/day capacity with and without energy
complete plans and specifications must be submitted o the Plsns Review o L " .521;°°§e1d ::':ith Sectlon 13'117 of the Baltimore County Code, the water : recovery; special waste incinerators; sludge inci.eration; reports on
' Seotion, Environmental Support Services, for final review and- npproval. ; yshall be valid until : : o g community solid waste disposal requirements; transfer stations, Baltimcre City

Pyrolysis Plant modifications, the design of facilities to recover ma terials
is not acceptable and must be retested. 'ﬂ.ie mst be accomplished “
contact the Divieion of Air Pollution Control, h9h-3775. to obtain requiro- prior to conveya.uce of property and approval of Bu.lld:mg 'Demit for recycling, hazardous waste engineering and all aspects of waste water

studge management.
ments for such inetallation/s befors work begina. ooy s o Applications. . | .
A"pernit to construct from the Divieion of Air Pollution Control is zaquired. - ‘ ) . Prior to ocoupancy approva.l, the potabﬂ_tty of the water supply must be ¥ FIELDS OF SPECIAL COMPETENCE ' L
for such items as spray paint processes, underground gasoline storage ta.nk/e _ verified by collection of bacteriologicel and chemical water samples, _ , Mr. Harrington's technical capabilities include all aspects of env.mnﬁenta]
(5,000 gallons or more .end any other equipmert or process which e:::havu;te SRS T If submission of plans to the County Review Group is required, a Hydro- : ‘ engineering, sanitary landfill, resource recovery systems, incineraisr- design,

. into ths atmosphere, . beneficial sludge use, process mechanical systems, hazardous waste
A permit to construct from the Divieion of AT Pollution Control iu requ.irod 3°°1°g°“1 Study and an Environmental Effects Report must be submittad. engmeerhg, and construction administration.

for any charbroiler operation which has a total oooking eurfaoe Area of ﬁvo . _ /A 1/ , : A . _ _ . '
- (5) square feet ormoere, | . - x o e S R ' A S . ; _ : - EXPERIENCE
R A : T C ,: ‘ SR = 4 L1 _ & _ ¢ - _ 3 Prior to founding the Enviranmental Division, Mr, Harrington's individual
Prior to aPPI'O"’&l of & Bulldin& Permlt Application for renovations %o 01191?- R B S = S v v N experience included institutional steam generating facility design complete
ing ox construction of new health care faclliiies, complete plans and . ... -} = . = = 7 ) with auxiliaries. His recent experience includes the responsibility for
.. specificationa of the building, food service area and typs” o.t ‘equipment to IR ' N . / : Z4 - : - planning studies and project management of large solid waste to energy
. be used for the food service operation must be submitted to <ie Plans Review . SRR Y 7Y f oAt Tt n il e - : ' facilities using waterwall furnaces, waste heat boilers, turbine generators,
~ and Approvel Section, Division of Engineering and Maintona.noo, Stnte Depnrtment o G - 2 : < : i ' : o : ‘ cf_,naensors and system controls. T _ _
- of. Hea.lth a.nd Montal Hygiene for reviow and approvel E R T N T SN e - MR U 5 R o L ' T _ .

CCMMENTS ABE A.S FOLI.OWS' '

Prior %o new 1netellation/e of fuel burning equipment, the owner ahould

| EEETNE L N S 7 , ST E— . 4 He has also served as a consultant to the Office of Solid Waste of the U. S.

5 Pr’or to any new oonetruotlen or aubatantiel nlteretion Of publio ewimming R _ } _ _ e ‘ - . : T Environmental Protection Agency and provides continuing services to the Pan
pool, wading pool, bathhouse, saunas, whirlpools, hot tubs, water and sewersge S e - . - R _ : American Health Bureau, World Health Organization, for Solid Waste Management
facilities or other appurtenances perteining to health and safety; two (2) . ‘ Engineering in Mexico, Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, W.I., Jamaica, the
coples of plans and specifinations must b« submitted to the Baltimore County = SRR - T o | | Bahamas and Carribean Commonwealth Community of Island Countries.

Department of Health for review and approval. For more complete.information, o _ L e, R . : -
contact tue Reoreational H}'Siono Section. Division of ‘Envirormentii Support U —— : - ' _ I : L PROFESSIONA! AFFILIATIONS
Servioes._:j- e | “.__ﬁ' . LI _3‘”_‘:; - e B R T re e o . - Diplomate: American Academy of Eavironmenta® Engineers

. e e . s . e o EACIE e e — _ _ . : HSPE, ASME, ASCE, APWA, NAEP, ESB, ACEC, Water Pollution Control Federation,

Prior to npproval for & nurserv Bchool, ‘owner or epplecant ust comply with S R . T L : : : o o - Institute for Solid Wastes of APHA International Solid Wastes and Public
* all Beltimore County regulations., For more complete information, contact - r? o o e T R : . _ . : Cleansing Association, Past Chairman - ASME Solid Was'e Processing Qivision,
the Divieion of Mnternal end Child Health ' SR : : o o . T ' VT 7 member of Anne Arundei County Executive's Solid Waste Commission,

1f lubrication work and oil ohangee are perfomed at this loeation. the e o . L e e T . C —fa " ' | AUTHOR
method providing for the elimination of waste cil must be L aoeord.a.r EE S B IR S : o ; P o ' Papers on var!ous aspects of Solid Haste Maragement
with Water Reeourcee Adminietration roqui“smenta._ R _ o B o e o T JForrest, Direotor S o _

. S : : : : ' EURFAU OF NMENTAL SERVICFS

WWQ l WSG

{ " : S _‘ ‘ | o _ o B ' ) ; BLANTON & McCLEARY
. - . ‘ . - - ‘ ATTCRNEYS AT LAW

Page 2 . o | o ; . o o e . ' o ' . _ SUITE 210 BOSLEY BUILDING

) - ST i S = . Papers Presenta_hons Y . S o £ . ] \ s - . ‘ T - : ‘ '. O | EOWARD L. BLANTON, JW, ' 210 ALLEGHEINY AVENUE

. . ) y L . - R .‘q'u-a" . . . . . - o . . ’_ 3 C —\‘. S . . ' - . j.‘ - Lo . . o . ' . . . . b . g B

- : SR = 13, “Solid Waste Plann‘ng' Des:gn ans Operalion" R S e : : : - L e : - o : B B - o

William M, Harringfon, Je. ' ' = S County Engineers’ As.ociation of Marylard - 18th Annua.! Fall Conference e ' LA : e, . i1t X . B ' o ' N ’)Q[’
' T ' ' in Ocean City. Maryland September 17 1971 : : S A o o : T L vo.

Ca e

T

BT

gl o S R BRPERRELES 4 : ' ; : ' _ .-Mumcxpal Incineration in Modem Solid Waste Management" L - _ ' SR hcin; I"lbOl‘ ol,eratjon, Incinerator Uesign Samtary Landl‘:ll Dasign and _ .
p .- "”*‘ “Some Cperatmo- Ewcpeuences ata Mumcmal Re.use Inunerato:__" : R a Phesapea:{e Chapter of the Institute of Environmental Sciences? Symposium Solid Waste Management Policy B Mr. Arnold Jablon
‘Colauthored with J. D. Paulus . _ - * on Systems Management of SoliJ Waste at Catonswlle Commumty College. _ T for USPHS pilot courses m 1958-G9 . | ‘ : P r . Zoning Commission
' ASME Wmter Aanual Meetmg in 1961 - S - June 15, 1972 | ‘:Kf L R . Ca ' ‘ ~ Baltimoce lounty Uffice of Planning & Zoning
‘ : o : . _ " Samtary Landﬁll Design - : A : s _ 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
_ - . Towson, Maryland 21204

. "Utllizatmn oE Incinerator Ash as Landfill Cover. ..oa*erial" ’ . ) ~"The Solu!ion to the Solid Waste Problem" ' ' I at Charies County Community College short course in March, 1969
" Co-authored with G. J. Requardt ' _ - Medical Society of the Distnct of Columbia, V_October, 1972 .- o . : ) _ ' S _ .o
1962 APWA Congress and Eqmpment Show - Published {n 1952 APWA Yearbook g & . - N A - % Incineration * N ) | Re: Maryland Medical Laboratories, Inc.
: e ' "Sludge "!‘ining. Land Applxcation Ter'huologyn B L : PO | at Engineering Society of Balhmore, Solid Waete D'-,posal ce‘.:r:se in o Ce ion for Speclal Hearinjg
& "RBfl.lSe COU.ld Bury YOU“ o i S : ) ARC, Beltaville, Maryland, ch.,ber 18, 1972 o ‘ st _ : . \ : April, 1970 : T ) E - ’ L ase No. 88-16-SPH J
' ‘ Maryland-Delaware Waier Pollution Control Associaiion 1964 Annual Meeting - o N : : ) : : ﬁ Dear Mr. Jablons _ AT v ALeFA G oD W y
Published in September 1964 issue of the National COU“tY Officer Lyt : “Layout and Engineering of Janitary Landfill Sites" : . Solid Waste Management Regulntions - opnmﬁcatlons or Performance ' . ' :
i s : : ' NSWMA Congress. Kansas City, November 14"15 1972 _ R T . o at The. O ‘erge Was}nn«ton University, Washingtun, D. C., November 10 1970 Yy = In accordance with our conversation please enter my
S "The ‘,avale sewel‘ and Water Program" - - S appearance in the above captioned case for an additional

Western Ma.ryland Group ASME Dinner Meeting in March, 1965 : a3 - ' "Sanitary Landfills - DBSigﬂ and Operauons" - - - Apphcahon of Environmental Research and Develspnert on the Land Disposal o petitioner, Mary E, Zentgrif, 2021 Sulphur Spring Road,

- LSB Solid Waste Seminar, Baltimore, Maryland,” Apnl 24 1975 ' ' of Solid Wastes - g‘:;:ifgoggrxﬁ;a}{i:zi écl)ggzr;.n Mri'hr:u;p;;x{i:;].iorgzaintinitge case cn
. no ed,

Engineering Foundation Conference, 1970 ‘ including Ms. Lowcy and Ms. Parker, remain the same.

—

"'Publie Relations Considerations inIncinerator PPlant Localion" £ "D ! F 0 to Sanit LandfiT1
i : tor Corference - Published in Conference Proceedings 3 isposal - From Lump to Sanitary Lan "
1966 National Incinerator Cor : - APw: Congress and Eqmpment Shos. - 1978

, , i L S Solid Waste Disposal and Water Quality - Present Practices and Future Trends o I would additionally llke to regquest that the matter be
"Modern Refuse Disposal" _ _ e ‘ ‘ o at the Tenth Symposium on Water Quality, spons.red by ihe Maryland Water _ ~Postponed, as we discussed. I woulld like time to prepare for the
Cumberland, Maryland Rotary Club Lnncheon in 1966 Cy . ‘ o ’ . Resources Commission and the Johns Hopkins University, June 14, 1971 _ case, and i additionally have vacation plans which conflict with
- e : _ = ' : ‘ the presently scheduled hearing date. I also feel that {t is an
" WNew vs. Old Type Incmerators" | 7 _ - The Place for Incineration - Now - In 1980 — In 1990 - [n 2000 inappropriate waste of Fesources, of whichi'the community has few,

- . S . to s
62nd Annual Convent:on o’ the Vlrgmla Municipal Ler’ ﬁie in 1967 Y : at the Engineering Foundation Research Conference, Deerfield Academy, beoEr):ngh: :gﬁm?§a1t:12§ égtiggreti:g tawithat may very weli change
Nes S ' : ! | . - Deerfield, Massachusetts August 23, 1971 P At six-month moratorium.

"Engmeerinc ASPGCtS otSamtary Landfilling™ : . . T ' ' . - . - - - If I can provide further information, vl

_ : _ _ _ o ease 1
.- Alban Tractor Col_npany Refuse 131890531 WOYkShOP for C”‘Y and CO““t-V Officials o _ o S = S : : : ' Long Haul Solid Waste Disposal Systems 7 IR know. I will anticipate hearing from your of%ize with ::ggid to.
mJuly. 1961 o - ‘ o o ' -- ' University of Illinois. January, 1972 S B L - any rescheduling- Thank you very mt-ch-

#The Solid Waste Problem" ' I B L _ 7‘ o EmE . R - A | Evaluation of Sanitary Design and Operating Praclices - Subsurface Implicahons i - B . Very truly yours,

(,har.es County Chamber of Commerce Dmner Meeting in March 1969 | D & p I o n L ' _ A _ N E ' N Engineering Founda.tion Conference. 19'2.” - : : ' M VW'LY%

nSanitary Landfill Deslgn Considerations fo Protect Water Suppl'es" 3 _ S - : - o R : : - 10, Solid Wastc Disposal Site Selection
. Chesapeake Section, AWWA Meeting in Ocean City, Maryland, September 10, i o : : - ' o George Washington University, March 23-29, 1974 | | Standish McCleavy. III
1970 - Pubhshed ln April 1971 issue of Willing Viater " ‘ o , LT - _ o o L SMcC/mat
: . o : : ' : S - o : 7 o - "~ ™ 11, . Solid Waste Facility Reg:irements and Configuration N e
“Review of Milled Refuse Evaluatlon Study" - T SRR R O . o | L S George Washington University, December 2, 1974 . . o oy ces Deborah C. Dopkin, Esquire
at Madxson. Wlsconsm for EPA U S., January, 1971 e e e e T R R U ' S . : _ : o : S - Johan V. Murphy,- Esquire
S co -bb/4/28/75 - - o et o ST b Sewage Sludge Disposal - The State of the Art S .. . koo - "7 Ms. Theresa Lowry |
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variable, - intercalated sand,
gravel, silt.and clay with
lipenite” cements,  Sands .and
. gravels are typically guarticze
and well-rounpded, a  ‘buff
+kaolinitic clay~guartz siit
-~ matrix 48 common throughout the
""Formation. » Sediments  are
- ;-organized -inve fining-~upward
v packages (3-5 meters thack} with
-.planar bedded gravels and clay

"the base to laminated or massive
“-gilt-¢lay at the top. ' Elsewhere

s4edinent glze changes . and
c-erosivy contacts. - The: heavy,

- tourmalioe. and . kysnite.- -~ Sparse’
Ptigiliéitied, and abundant
‘detunoxide .replacemrents. or
psevdoworphn of cycadioids and
e cOLifers Are present- throughout

gradient’ braided and meandeting:
cAtream complex, .o omt et
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‘v'he Election District: #13

2. ‘Councilman District: 1 ) ;
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) 4. Watershed: 2% ; f:-..tbt}(wersl—d: 13
'S, Zowning - ML-IM ;DR B.E, Lo
6. Site Acreager GioDog 11G.253 ACRES £ MET e 0T aAcweEL™ ,
P - R
7. Local Open Space requirement: N/A .

8. Parking Required: 81,000 square feet of office addition @r .
"~ . Stories =3id required; warenouse/office 220 required parking.
: L TOTAL REGHRES = 338 SPACES o
" PROYIPED = B0G AFACES, OF WHICH iZ2 ARE HAIDICAP SPACES,
(SEE cHarT ABoveE) - :
$. Employees in Warehouse = 1O o *

: R AR ALLOWED: 2 :
. 10 A H-opoe..edAL D= 136 200 = F + 709,722 2 .19 -
11, -Landscape Planting Required:(see attached Landscape plan} °
Total armount of trees proposed = 198 v
' 148 trees: One tree per 20 linear fret of road (50% majozr '
' deciducus) 2
50 trees: One major deciduous tree per 12 parking spaces. ;

will be provided. CE
13. There are no proposed septic areas, public scwerage vill

12. There are no vell areas proposed on this site, public water .

‘4. "i4. Location of propesed planting irndicated on LAlPscAFE PLAL. { :

- 15, There is an existing stream on the western side of
‘ the property.

pie W A mey

»
B et A

ADIOHAL \oTEA
i A W P b'-:i-c.ry “A4Ay
S P LUNE op-

RYFE™ ™
A ENTIRE

vy '
23 WAL 405 l%v%

o

GEMERAL MOTES CQUT'D

. _ Coe T ' z.gﬁ‘mu A GEOTECHUICAL &
| S S - GRADIUG PLAUS 1U THESE AREAS, PROVIDE

OUSTE IUSPECTIOU AS REQUIRED TO (USURE

COMPLIAUCE WITH THE A0

PESIGL ASSISTAUCE FOR A

THAT MAY ZEVELOFPE [PUFR

- OWNER ¢ DEVELOPER.
~ PATHOLOGY BUILDING PARTNERSHIP

1Mo1 SULPHUR  SFRING ROAD
BALTIMORE , MARYLAND 21227
247-2100
INCINERATOR, | INCANERATOR, PAD | INJINERATO N ENCCOSURE
INGIERATOR, RELOCATION Fork MU MEDICAL LAZ

MGILVEER TO REVIEW

YE AP TO PROVIDE
UY SFPECIAL COuoITIONS
MG GRADING OPERATINS.

el g i e e

- . 16. There is a 0.12 Acre? marsh area on the eastern
P " #ide of the site. 4
| gt * ~ T e . Bl .
S 17. A1l interior roadways to be Frivately owned and maintained. ",
..~ 18. Existing Topography & surface condtions shown h(e:eon is taken’'
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PERMIT OF MARYLAND MEDICAL oF

LAW OFFICES APR 23 1987 Arnold Jablon, Zoning Commissioner Cooxk, HowARD, DOWNES 8 TRACY
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April 21, 1987 210 ALLEGHENY AVENUE
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LABOFATORIES,

JAMES N COGR GLONGE & ALYNOLDS, I

relative to and as a result of that business growth. Such ] JOMN @ HOWARD 1 AWRENCE L MOOFTN, Jn, JAMES D. . DOWNES

JAMES ©. C. DOWNES i?‘ growth is anticipated to come from MML's satellites and OamiL OC TARCY.um  otmomN ¢ DOrEm HAND DELIVERY (9061970}

O n EinK, I CTHTHIA M. HAMN -

physician's offices other than hospitals, since no growth is = o e m G s cox TELEPHONE 7
expected within the hospitals unless admissions and bed : mare nEVING BT 1301) B23-an » s

WEIMFSEAT R O CO™'MY, I o MICEALL BATANAN

BALTIMORE COUNTY
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JOHN B. HOWARG LAWRENCE L. HOOPER, JN,
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DANIEL O C. TRACY, JR DEBORAM C. COPRIN —

JOHN H. ZiNF, TK CTHTHIA M. H-AHH TELEPHONE . .
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‘ . N . . - Bl
HERBEAT A J'CONOR, TIT o. MICHATL BRENNAN 5 LI TV (301 BZ-0147

Infectious Waste Incineratcr
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THOMAS L. MUCSON H. BARAITT FETERSON, JR. YELECOPIER
. CAREY DELLEY, JA, (301} B21-0i47

M. KING HILL, 1T

April 21, 1987
HAND DELIVERED

Arnold Juolon, Zoning Commissioner

Balrimore County Office of Planning
and Zoning

111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Maryland Medical Laboratories, Inc,

Dear Mf. Jablon:

Thank you for your letter of April 17. I have consulted
with Dr. Selvin Passen of Maryland Medical Laboratories. Inc.
("MML") who provided the following information in response to
your questiors.

MML provides a contracted service within Kernan, Children's
and Howard Ccunty General Hospitals and at the Liberty Medical

" Center. (Lutheran Hospital, the fifth hospital where services

had been provided, has closed.) On site at each hospital, MML
maintains an immediate care ("stat") laboratory for analyzing
samples relating to the immediate care of patients being
admitted. Samples that are not of an immediate nature are
brought to MML's central facility for analysis, and the :
infectious waste generated from these samples are to be burned
in the incinerator. This handling is no different that that
for any samples from MML's satellite operations and physicians
offices which are transported to the laboratory for analysis.
Infectious waste generated from testing in the MML stat lab on
site at each hospital is disposed of by the hospital, not by
MML. '

The amount of waste being generated by the proposed
incinerator will not increase over the amoun® rreviously
burned, nor will there be any increase in the amount of bulk
being incinerated. Naturally, if over time the business of
the laboratory grows, there will be an increase in volume

Maryland Medical Laboratories proposes to build an

incinerator facility for disposing of infectious wastes on their

props ‘ty which will include a building housing the wastes curner

and 70 foot smoke svack. The property presently contains a

medical laboratory which tests samples for infectin .5 diseaszes

sueh as AIDS, hepatitis, ete. Consequently the materials and

samples handled are extremely hazardous to the health and safety

5f the employees at the laboratory and the adjacent and

asurrounding property owners unless these materials are

nrofessionally handled for disinfection and disposal.

Maryland Medical Laboratories has applied t¢ the State of

Maryland for a permit to discharge the products of combustion

through the smoke stack, and non-combustible materials in a solid

waste faeility off site. Their proposal involves transporting
apbroximately 500 pounds per week of infectious wastes from
satellite Laboratories thoughout Maryland to be burned at
the incinerator, in addition to dispecsing
of office wastes and infectious wastes generated on site.
Testimony isaicated 60% of the 2500 = 30d0 1bas . of daily waste to
ve incinerated would be regular cffice refuse.

The.Petitioners reside a few hundred feet froam the proposed

incinerator in adjacent D.R.5.5. zonea that surround the subject

- property on 3 sides. A previous aninerator, torn down over a
yeaf ago after a few months of dismal operation; spewed ash and
aily particles on the Protestants' property. Fall out is

projected and calculated at 600 feet, sufficient to easily reach

I am enclosing the "Infectious Waste Incinerator Permit
Application Report" prepared by William Harrington & Associates,
Inc., March 1987, and direct your attention to pages II-1
through 1I-6 for further information. (I would appreciate
your returning this report to me at your eacrliest convenievize.)

MML has been working closely with County health officials
to get the new incinerator built and operating. As you are
aware, the permit process has been an attenuated one (in
processing since last November), both time consuming and
expensive. It has been a frustrating experience for MML whose
use of an incinerator on site has been treated as a permitted
accessory use. We are anxious to bring this matter to a
resolution.

I look forward tov hearing from you. Thank you,.

Very truly yours,

DCD/nms -
Enclosure
cc: Selvin Passen, M.D.

Mark Levin, A.I.A.

Paul Dcrf, Esquire

Herbert R. O'Conor, III, Esquire

Protestants® property.

Testimony indicated there are no free-standing medical
iaboratori:n existing in Maryland {located outsaide of hospitals)
that utilize on-site incineration for disposal of infectious or
other wastes. The representative of the Company manufacturing
the proposed Simonds infectious waste incinerator, who has
disigned and 1ns£a11ed 500 infectious waste and other
incinerators all over the world, for hospitals, factories,
universities, and government agencles, has ye<t to have any
incinerator customer proposing to operate as an independent,
free-standing medical Labtoratory, Testimony from Dr. Passan
acknowledged the existance of alternatives to on-site infectious
waste Incineration, ineluding both autoclaving (stean
sterilization) aand =:ubsequent off-szite disposal by landfilling ~r
incineration, and off-site incineration at facilities licensed,
designed, and equipped to do it properly. Non-infectlous wasie
may be dispnsed of by off-site incineration or landfilling.

Testimony also indicated that infectious waste disposal
practices are a matter of serious concern, wlth some jurisdictions
requlring the same control technology as for inclnerating A
hazardous wastes. The County has passed a moratorium to allo:%
time to examine the issue more thoroughly from a land-use
planning prespective, and the State Tepartment of Health and
Mental Hygiene has convened a task force to atudy the subject
and promulgate regulations on infectious waste handling and

disposal prticularily.

Betty DuBois

Baltimore County Zoning Office
111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Petition for Special Hearing
Item 450

Dear Ms. DuBols:

I have been in contact with John V. Murphy, attorney for
the petitioner in connection with the above referenced petition,
and have received his approval to authorize ycu to reschedule
the hearing on the above. Plesse reschedule the hearing to the
afternoon of July 20th in lieu of July 16th at 10:00 a.m.

Thank you.

Very truly yours,
Alice A, Malinowski
Legal Assistant

AAM:bw
cc: John B. Howard, Esquire
Deborah C. Dopkin, Esquire

The Protestants gwisrallw indlcated that they viewed this
proposed incinerator as unhealthy, unsightly, inconsistant with
adjacent vestdential use, aunc very likely to diminish both the
value of their property and their enjoyment of their property,
based upon both past and anticipatel experieice. They alsc
expressed concern that several food industries and interstate

highways were located in the immediate vicinity.

ARGUMENT

The ~roposed use 1s not allewed as of right or by Special
Exception under the Baliimore County Zenlng Regulations, M.L.-1M
zone (See Sections 253 BCZR). As such the building permit
application to construct this faclility should Le rejected by the
County.

Maryland #Hedical Laboratories suggests that the incinerator
i3 an “acceasory use®™ under Section 253.1.C.6.F. of the M,L.~-1M
zone which is reprint¢d as follows:

F. Accessory uses or structures, including but not
limited to:

1. Inci.ental sales (wholesale or retail)

2. Living quarters for watchmen or c¢aretakzrs and
their famillies, and accessory uses of building
subsidlary thereto ‘

3. Trallers for temporary use, as permitted under
Section 415

4y, Industrial medical c¢linics

5. Employees' recreation facilities

6. Excavations, uncontrolled

7. Parking spaces (see Sectlon 409)

B. Signs (see Section 413).

Since the proposal does not remotely conform to any listed

accessory, use Maryland Medical Laboratories relies on the catch

PETITICHERS MEMORENDUM

low comes, Kathleen Goodwin, ™ary Zantgref and other
Protestants, by Standish McCleary, III, Esduire and John V.
Murphy, Esquire, thelr attorneys, who respectlfully request that
the Zoning Commissioner dery the Building Perm>% for the Maryland

4

Medical lLaboratories infectuous waste ineinerator .07 the

fellowing reasons;

QUESTIONS

1. Is an incinerator of infectious wastes an accessory use
the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations in an M.L.-1M zone?
2. I3 a smoke stack for disbursing waste products of

combustion an accessory use of a Laboratory in an M.L.=-1M zone?

FACTS

The Petitioners are adjacent land owners to the property
owned by Maryland Medical Laboratories located at 1901 Sulpaur
Spring Road. These landowners' properties are zoned DiRaBu5e

The Maryland Medical Labcratories property is zoned M,L.-1M.

all phrase "includingz but not limited to®. Under this proposal a
major waste disposal operation handling ianfectious materials and
generating air borne wastes is likened to the above lisced
accessory uses, The Petitioners respectfully suggest the

propesition is absurd.

The Baltimore County Zoning Regulations, section 101
defines Accessory Use or structure as follows:

Accessory use or structure: A use structurs vhich -
a) i3 customarily incident and subordinate to and
serves a principal use or structure; (b)) 1is
subordinate In ar€ea, extent, or purpose Lo the
principal use or atructure; {(c) is iocated on the same
lot as the principal use or structure; and (d)
contributes to the comforta, cornvenience, or necessity
of occupants, business, or industry 1in the principal
use or structure served. An accessory building, as
defined above, shall Le considered an accessory
structure. A trailer may be an acressorvy use Or
structure is hereinafter 30 specified, An ancillary
use shall he considered as an ac¢cessory ufe; however,
a use of such a nature or extent 1s to be permitted as
a "use in combination® (with a service station) shall
be considered a principal use. [Bill No. 100, 1970.]

a} Customarily Incident and Subordinate to tie

use,

The principal use allowed in the zoning regulations is a
laboratory. We are asked to balinve that laboratories
customarily have regional infectlous or othér waste disposal
systems attached to them., There 13 simply no credible evidenne
that this is true and in fact every witness for Mary.and Medical
Laboratories indicated this wculd be the first such disposal
system in the State, Laboratories vary widely 1in produet and

procedure. Electronic laboratories, metalluriglical laboratories,
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redical laboratories, etc., have few common features from which
one might glean what are customary incident and subordinate
léboratory uses, but there is no evidence incinerators are
included amoung them. Perhaps employee benefit uses could be
_customary which exceed Employee recreational facilitiés. Perhaps
security facilities beyond "having quarters for watchman, . . ."
could be customary. But surely, infecticus wasta disposal
systems are nelther customarily incident arns# subordinate to
laboratories in general and under the facis presented,
subordinate in scope. Facilities for washing or servicing a
business's cars or trucks cannot even be constructed without a
special exception in this zone. Even antennas higher than 50
faaﬁlgntuire a special exception. Waste disposal by on-site
inciernatiqn is not ; minor, accessory adjunct to this or any
laboratory, particularily for highly controversial iafectious
wastes. |

b) Subordinate in area, extent or purpose to the principal

use.
Tha smoke stack will be the highest structure in the area and
will dominate the countryside much less the principal use. 1Its
exhauat fumes will according, to Maryland Medical Laboratories,
reach the grqgnd some 60O feet away from the stack. -These fumes
will touch gﬁéﬁnd primarily in the residential area of Landsdowne
buE depending on the wind could extend the effects of this

proposal for great distances. This is hardly a subordinate use

is area or extent to the existing laboratory.

Tf a private waste disposal system 1is an acéessory.to a

{éborafory then 1t 1s accessory to the other ninety six uses
ailoued as of right and tyénty eight uses perq}tted under
gpecial exception in an M.L. Zone, Obviouslyze;ch use generated
waste, Consequently this would mean that under zoning law each
could have its own smoke stack and incinerator to buran its own
rtrash onr slite, as proposg? by Maryland Medical Laboratories.
Each could “t}uck in® tfaéh from satellite businesses in the
stafe to burn as well,

If the above holds for M.L. zone it holds for all
industrial zones. And why not office zones? Qffices genarate
waste and need to rid themselves of it., Surely each office
should be able to burn its own trash and have a smoke stack to
matcech the way'Muryland Medical Laboy+:ories uantsftb‘dispose of
its trash. Office trash constitutes most of what would be
burned by Haryland Medical Labora;ories. And why not residential
zbhe:? .qfsidences génerate wastves and surely each residénce
shaﬁld bgiéble to burn its own wastes.aﬁd have their own smoke

"stack;. Rési¢ences would no doubtrﬁenefit from such smoke stacks
“to-mount satellite dish antennae as well,

| 7To say that incineration or otker disposal of wastes of any
;kihd;.much1e$sinféctious wastes, could be hahdled as an aslide
1-;Qﬁdep=the:ééteh-all acceﬁsory use *but ﬁot liﬁited to" goes
";éaigst all the expefience of our society in the past half
centufy. Testimony at the Zoning Commissioners hearing indicated

-somé states treat infectious waste as hazardous wastes.

o

¢} It is located on the same lot as the principal Us2.

This requirement clearly forbids the regional pick up,
tranaportation and disposal of infectious wastes from sattelite
Laboratories as proposed by Maryl and Medical Laboratories.

d) Contributes to the convenience of the busliness in the

principal use or structure served:

Again, the regional transport and storage of infectious
wastes clearly violates the requirement that the accesscry use
contribute to the principal use or structure on the site. The
existing laboratory does not need nor in anyway benefit from
deposing of infectious wastes from the satellite operations.

The Courts of Maryland have conatrued the term accessory

use in two principal cases. In Arundel Supply Corporation, et al

vs. Cason, 265 Md. 371, 289 A.2d 585 (1979), the Court of Appeals
looked squarely at the idea of an accessory use accommodating a
regional business and flatly rejected the idea. arunuel_

T

conducted a washing and sereening operatibn on a)JG acre tract,
Originally they processed.only materials mined o;dthe property but
after a.year or two, ArundQE began to fetch to the property
materials mined in other locations, Tﬁé Court held at p. 378
"Whether the washing and screening of the sand and grav~l -
e.tracted from the 16 acre tract in 1946 was an acceszsory use we
shall not undertake to say. We do not think, however, that
washing, screening and batching of aaterials 'truckéé in' from
otner places was an accessory use and kg so hold". This case 1is

'

exactly on point and forbids the trucking in of infectious wastes

-7 =

Baitimore County Zoning Regulation allows waste dispesal
under onf& the most tighly controljed conditions, It is
interesting to note that sanitary i%ndfilla becoﬁe uses of rizh£
in the heaviest 1ndustr1a1'zone, M,H., but incinerators for
sludge for dispesing of human wastes remain tightly controlled
under special exception under all zoning cliauzifications. One
can have steel mills, chemical Qlants, and meat packing plants as
of right in M.H. zones’but incinerators still require a special
exceptien. Clearly the.County Council never intended that an
infectious waste disposal systems could somehow slide thru ,
between the lines of the zosning law 583 an accessory usc. By
Council Bill 81-87{ a speclal definition now exists In the zoning
regulations for iﬁfectious waste incinerators, the matter shodld
be propcrly deemed to require explicit rather than ifmpiicit land
use treatment.

For thé reasons stated the Petitioners respectfully request

that the nroposed infectious waste disposal system be held not to

be permitted under the Baltimore Counly Zoning Regulations and

B i,

the building permit be denied. ' :{ﬁﬁﬁf

Respectfully submitted,

Standish McCleary, III, Zsquire
Suite 210

210 Allegheny Avenue

Towson, Md. 2120%

to be processed on this site.

In Kolaski v, Lamar, 25 Mdi.App. 493, 334 A.2d 536 (1375)

the Court of Special Appeals looked at the broader question of
accessory uses as they relate to uses permitted as of right or by
specisl exceptions. 1In this case a vacant property zoned
residential was periodically used for commercial fishing. The
Baltimore County Board of Appeals had held that the uses complalned
of did not constitute a boatyard or commercial business. The
Court of Special Appeals overtuned the Board of Appeals and
reiterated the long held rule at page 498 that the zoring
regulations ", . . established that the only uses permitted in
the R.D.P. zone are those designated as uses permitted as of
right and uses permitted by special exception. Any other than
those permitted and being carried on as of right or by special
exception is prohibited.” The Court found at page 5L0 that
"there ia.not an iota of evidence to show that the uses
complajned of dolor can constitute any use permitted as of right
cther than as ‘an accessory use." The Court Lhen reviewed the
definition of accessory use and found that the uses complained of
vere npt accessosi’y-. The Court said that the Board of Appeals
anawered the-urong question. The 1issue was not whether the uses
conatitated commé}bial uses buit whether the uses were permitted

at all, JIn the case at Bar the question i3 not whether Maryland

_Hedical Laboratories has a good idea but whether the use proposed

1s specifically permitted.

The Baltimore County Zoning Regulations, Section 600 -

P V. bl

Jobd v. Murphy, Esqudire U
16 East Lombard Sivceet
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
857=-0215

-httorneys for Petitioners

Interpretation, makes this idea clear:

In thelr interpretation and application, these
Regulations shall be held to be the minimum
requirements for the p-omotion of the public health,
safely, convenienca, and general welfare. Wrere these
Regulations impose a greater restriction on the use of
buildings or land or on the height of buildings, cr
require larger yeards, courts, or other open spaces,
or impose other higher standards than are imposed by
the provisions of any law, ordinance, regulation or
private agreement, these Regulations shall control,
When greater restrictions are imposed by any law,
ordinance, regulation, or private z2greement than are
required by these Regulations such greater
resiricetions shall not be affected by theses
Regulations,

Zoning is unlike many fields of law which permit an
activity unless specifically prohibited. Thi Xoning
Regulations set "minimum requirements™ that :;s?_be met by
anyone propoalng to use land in Baltimore County.

The burden 13 on thcse who have a proposed use toc show that
that use meets the zoning regulations, and not on the County or
Petitioners to show that the use violates some specifiec portion
of the Zoning Regulations. Maryland Medical Laboratorics must
show positively that an infectious waste disposal systexz is a
permitted use,. It is insufficlent to merely call it an accessory
use, saving 1t i3 sot specifically fcrbidden, under the catch-all
accessory use clause "including but wot limited to [enumerated
accessory usesl]. The Petitioners respectfully contend there is
not an iota of evidence shown by Maryland Hedical Labeoratories to

meet this positive burden. Their proposal is without precedent,

regardless of any debate over whether it constitutes a very good

or very bad idea.

!
|
|

\

IN THE MATTER OF BEFUGAE THE

PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING ZONIHG COMMISSICONER OF

CONCERNING BUILDING PERMIT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

MARYLAND MECICAL LABORATORIES Case No.: 8B-16-S5PH

S/S Sulphur Spring Road NE of
I-695 (1901 Sulphur Spring Road)
13th Election District,

1st Councilmacic District

Petitioners: Rathaleen Goodwin
‘Mary Zentgraf *

* #* > [ ] k) &

REPLY MEMORANDUM OF PETI"IONERS

Maryland Medical Iaboratcries; Inc. {"MHL"), essentially
argues in their Memorandum that State law demands on-site incin-
eration, there exists precedent for lavs having on-site incinera-
tors, and it is a good idea anyway. These assertions are re-
spectfully suggested to be without foundation in law or factk,
‘There exists no legal requirement for such a treatment method,
even if the existing bepartment of Health and Mental dyglene
guidelines were to be mistaken for regulations. There exists no
precedent for an independent laboratory to have an on-site fincin-
erator, regardless of hospital precedent. It ls moreover an idea
of highly questionable and debatable merit as a matter of zoning

and land use planning, were the merits of the idea even relevant

E HERAY
1 1 . -:“‘t-.-""- ..
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as a matter of zoning law.
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I. The Facts laboratory waste, though less plastic, he stated his view that force of law unless they are duly promulgated under the proce- nowhere suggested to be necessary. This argued inference conea

Dr. Passen acknowledged the availability of other dis-~ it was a good idea to incinerate, dures established in the Administrative Procedure Act, including solely from Section III of the guidelines, which suggest that the

posal options, including landfilling autoclaved wastes, and gen- publication in the Maryland Register, holding a public hearing, waste be rendered non-infactious in some man~er {not necessarily

II. The Law

eral incineration at licensed facilities in Maryland and Virgin- seeking and obtaining approval by the Attorney General's office, incinerated) before transportation. Any treatment method uvused

State law; Department of Health and Mental Hygiene
guidelines,

ia. He acknowledged pollution problems with a previous incinera- etc., {State Government Article 10-110 et seq.). Consequently, must naturally be proposed and approved, including the method of

tor operated by MML. He stated infectious wastes are received the guidelines "impose" nothing, "mandate" nothing, "require* autoclaving, though it could scarcely be atrqgued that incineration

Contrary to repeated assertions of MML, state law is T
4]

from satellite facilities from Baltimor2 and Laurel. He stated nothing, and closely viewed, inferably "prefer" quite a bit less is not subject to by far the most rigorous scrutiny and caution.

his preference for incineration over the legally available alter- than contended. The guidelines suggest that laboratory wastes be Thus, while incineration is one of the suggested apprcaches rto

!
utterly devoid of any requirement that laboratory wastes be in- .\
|

cinerated, much less incinerated on-site. The only relevant fh‘

natives, and his preference for on-site incineration, if he could ¢ither autoclaved or incinnerated before removal for off-site infectious waste disposal under the suggested guidelines, it is

statute indicates that infectious wastes must not be landfilled i

do it. He acknowiedged that no other independent lab has even disposition. This approach is not suggested for hospital infec- hardly imposed or required in any way, either on or off-site.

unless first disinfected (Environmental Article §9-227; formerly ‘i

considered on-site incineration, however, reasoning that only MML tious wastes, was attacked vehemently in a September, 1986 hear~ Cour.ty Law

Health Environmental Article §9-210). There are no regulations

has enough waste volume. ing, and will in all likelihood not remain in the revised regula- Since an on-site incinerator is not a necessary part of

at this time. Guidelines issued by the Department of Health and

. -

Dr. Harrington had no knowledge of any independent labs tions, counsel has been advised., This procedure is moreover not the lab under any existing state or county requirements, it is

Mental Hygiene, utterly without force of law, and presently un-

using on-site incinz2rators. He was aware only that hospitals Feing followed by MML anyway, as Dr. Passen acknowledged, so it not as argued by MML integral to the operation by the force of

dergoing substantive revision by a department task force sched-

sometimes have them for incineration of wastes generated at the is interes*ing that the guidelines would be characterized as "re- law, The proposed incinerator also does not meet the standards

uled to propose requlations for promulgation by November «r De-

hospital. His testimony addressing incinerators as accessory to quirements®. The guidelines further suggest disposal by one of

for an accessory use under County zoning law. The repeated in-
cember, otherwise address infectious waste disposal.  The Depart-

medical labs was entirely directed to incinerators as accessory several alternustives, of which incineration is one, and autoclav- appiopriate use of the words "mandated® or "required® cannot ele-

ment of Health and Mental Hygisne proposed the subject guidelines

to hospitals, for waste generated in the hospitals. ing is one. A preference for incineraticon is argued to be infer- vate a unique, unprecedented proposal to the status ol a cvstom-

as administrative regulations (with minor revisions) on August

Mr. Booth, the president of the manufacturer of the pro- able from the fac* that inclneration is listed first, and auto-

arily incidental usage. the first listed standard. Until meeting

29, 1986 (13:18 Md. R. 2025-26). State authorities have one

posed incinerator, testified that it was his understanding that Claving is subsequently listed as another alternative. Any in- this test, one does not even reach other issues concerning the

year from the date of publication of the proposed regulations

incineration is the better technology for infectious waste dis- ferable suggestion 2f preference for any particular method would scope and purpose of the propose? accessory use. Hospital custom

within which to take final action. The regulations were with-

posal. Despite :xtensive, even international, experience, he had be generally absent from the new regulation proposals, counsel is notwithstanding, the proposal of this laboratory must meet the

drawn, and remain under study by the Department of Health and

no knowledge of any independent laboratory with an on-site incin- advised. independent, separate, distinct test of whether it is a

Mental Hygiene's task force on infectious waste handling. As MML

erator, however, although he has designed them for hospitals. Even were incineration to be inferably preferred for customary, incidental usage for independent medical labs to2 have

acknowledges, the guidelines have never been adopted under the

Pointing out that hospital wastes have simiias B.T.U. content to some or all types of infectious wastes, on-site incineration is on-site incinerators. Courts that have examined the word

State Documents Law, State Government Article Title 10, Subtitle

l. Guidelines may purport to act as policy, but they lack the

e e P L ¥ S e
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Naturally, were this priposal a lagoon of apple juice,

"customarily” have concluded that although the word is used in that the use -ust be scrutinized to determine whether it has com- Respectfully submitted,

there might be less opposition, too; different waste treatment

zoning and other ordinances as a modifier of "incidental”, it monly, habitually, and by long practice been established as rea-

methods have different land use impacts. While a required anti-

. o
John V. Murphy —J
l6 Easzt Lomhard Street

should be applied as a separate and distinct test. In Lawrence sonably associated with the primary use." Charlie Brown of

pollution device (like a stack scrubber) might be integral or ac-

v, Zoning Poard of Appeals of Town of North Brandford, 158 Conn.

Chatham, Inc. v. Board of Adjustment for Chatham, Tp. 202 N.J.

cessory, more optional methods serving the perceived convenience

NI B O A O B MR e R

‘ Baltimore, Maryland 21202
164 A.24 552 (1969 the Court borrowed freely from . 301) 837-021
509, 16 ( ). u b 4 Super. 312, 495 A.2d 119 (1985). Were the applicant a hospital, of an industry at the expense and risk of a sur:rounding community ( ) >
1 3 1 -
hnderson's and Zathkoft's zoning treatises, opining: there would clearly be a far better argument, for customary should not be sc considered. Nor do the Baltimore County Zoning .
e « o Courts have often held that use of the : ; _,LZL-&JQ yﬁﬂciﬁu74ﬁgr
usage articularly if hocsnitals were permitted as of right in a . ,
word "customarily® places a duty on the Board - 9e, p 4 bt re permit 9 n an Regulations r=flect any inclination towards cllowing landfilling Standish McCleary, VIII
or Court to determine whether it is usual to % ML zone, which is., however ot the case, . Bosley Building, Suite 210
maintain the use in question in connection with ‘§ ' ’ ¢+ 0 € ca or industrial sludge disposal and handling as accessory waste 210 Alleghery Avenue

the primary use of the land . . . The use must
be further scrutinized to determine whether it
has commonly, habitually, and by long practice
be established as reasonably associated with
the primary use. . « « In applying the test of
custom, we feel that some of the factors which
should be taken into consideration are the size
of the lot in guestion, the nature of the primary
use, the use made of the adjacent lots by neighbors
and the econoric struct.ire of the area, As Lor the
actual iuncidence of similar uses on other properties,
geographical distances should be taken into account,
and the use should be more than unique or rare,

even though it is not necessarily found on a majority
of similarly situated projp2rties, See 1 Rathkopf,
[The Law of Zoning and Planning, 15-] 23-25, 23-26.

Towson, Maryland 21204

The Pennsylvania case cited by MML, Red Cheek, Inc. v.
Y Y ’ ’ (301; 296-8160

handling methodologies; they are both special exception uses in

Supervisor of R:scombmanor, 364 A.2d 542 (1976), requires a clus~-

ML zones (BCzR 253.2(4), {(S5A)).

Attorneys for Petitioners
er look. Principally, the case arose in a context where the ap-

The Petitioners agree that this issve is solely a zoning

pPle juice company and <ther food processing industries were spe- question, Whether the incvinerator is a ¢ood idea, or a horribly CERTIFICATE OF SEPVICE

cifically permitted by the town's zoning law provided “"public [or locatzd, ill-conceived, health risk, is not directly relevant, IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that on this 9" day of Cofetr,

private) sanitary sewage facilities are furnished.” A fruit The incinerator's abstract éesign capability, in the event it 1987, a copy of the foregaing Reply Memorandum of Petitlioners was

wastewater lagoon proposed by the apple juice company was consid-

might be properly run, such design obliged to be reviewed inde=- mailed, postage prepaid, to John B. Howatd, Esquire, Robert A,

ered a form of sewage facility, necessarily linked to the princi- pendently by the aporop:riate environmental authorities, is not

i ohit g 0 R B O i L TN P

Botfman, Esquire and Judith A. Arrold, Esquire, Cook, Howard,

pal industry as an accessory use, as opposed to being a principal

Si;ilarly, in New Hampshire: "an accessory use must, in directly relevant. The fact that the iqcinerator would have to

Downes & Tracy, 210 Allegheny Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

or primary use, The distinction was important in that case since .
(T

be twenty times larger in design capdC1ty {5 tons/hr., instead of

addition to its subordinate character, be customarily associated Attorneys for Maryland Medical Laboratcry, Inc.

y
> . .., 3 ! i . v . . ol o ., N N . it T, k ao " - g . R g ' . e
e 3 n gl . ool = » wow o = % . N . ‘ b 3

it had been claimed that the lagoon use had been illegally ex-

with the principal use; a rare association of ases cannot qualify 400 1lbs/hr.) to be state permitted for the burning of simple ref-

gt SRRSO, -2

cluded from the zoning law as a primary use. The court stated in use (Comar 10.18.05.03 C(1)} is not directly relevant., The Zon=-

%

P

as customary, although the uses need not be joined in a majority

rﬁJ:iuJLjffHQCGuﬂ pI

Standish McCleary,{[III

dicta that a factory's "pollution devices required by law" could ing Commissioner is free to apply the accessory use law directly F

. of instances of the principal use.” Town of Salem v. Durrett,

g g, o ,
-g%.-
>

be considered accessory uses. 1In the context of that case and in

'125 N.H. 29, 480 A.2d 9 (1984). This laboratory's proposed ac- to the facts, which compel a conclusion that this is a unique, t

the example given in dicta the treatment method was legally man-

cessory use of an on-site incinerator is, however, quite unique. unprecedented proposal that 1s hardly cus*omarily incidental to

dated as a part of the use in question - hence the repeated,

Also, in New Jersey: "the word 'customarily'as employed by the an independent laboratory, nor sufficiently limmited ir area, ex-

strained assertions of legal "necessity" by MML.

definition of 'accessory use' in the Land Use Ordinance means tent, and purpose to be considered a permittable accessory use.
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IN RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING * BEFORE THE
5/5 Sulphur Spring Roadi,NE
I-695(1901 sulphur Spring R4d) * ZONING COMMISSININER
13th Election District
1st Councilmanic District * OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Maryland Medical Laboratories
Kathleen Goodwin * Case No. 88-16SPH
Petitioner

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Petitioner herein has filed a Petition for Special Hearing to
determine whether or not approval of a proposed incinerator expansion by
Maryland Medical Laboratories,Inc. at 1901 Sulphur Spring Road is a permitted
accessory use to be allowed on the subject site. The subject site is more
clearly €. +ed on Respondent's Exhibit 1.

This matter arises as a result of Maryland Medical Laboratories, Inc.
intention to construct a new infectious waste incinerator. Mar;land Medical
Laboratories is not the Petitioner in this matter and is referred to herein as
either MML. or Respondent.

MML owns and operates a medical laboratory and maintains its corporate
headquarters on the subject site. Although a typical situation would have the
‘landovner, MML, filing for the Petition, this matter was forced to issue by an

affected landowner, The Petitioner was represented by John #. Murphy,

F:squire. They were joined at the hearing in this matter by Co-Petitioner,

ry E. Zentgraf, and she was represented by Standish McCl=ary III, Esquire of
3 lanton and McCleary. Maryland Medical Labs, Inc. was represented by John B.
| Howard, Robert A, Hoffman and Judy A. Armold of Cook, Howard, Downes and

Tracy.

The Petitioner and Co-Petitioner both appeared. Their testimony was

proffered by their attorney. Maryland Medical Labs, Inc. (MML) appeared and
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that it was not his intention to bring the materials from the Eastern Shore of

the State f Maryland to this facility, due to the prohibitive cost »f trans-

portation of the materials. Dr, Passen stated that it was not his intention
to allow MML to accept any infectious waste materials from any other medical
organization, laboratory or hospital for disposal in the incinerator.

The testimony of MML's supporting witnesses indicates that it is not
nermissible for medical laboratories to dispose of infectious waste in

landfills c¢r municipal incinerators. fThat MML has made efforts to obtain

permission to dispose of its infectious waste at other area hospital
incinerators, however, the large volume of infectious waste prevents the
arrangement of such contracts. At the present time, MML's infectious waste
are transported to a Virginia Crematorium and/or to the Med-let facility. In
the opinion of Dr. Passen, on-site infectious waste incineration is absolutely

necessary to MML's continued operations. Dr. Passen acknowledged that, under

Maryland Regulationg, autoclaving and charnic:l treatment of infectious waste
is also permitted, as is the transporting of such materials tc already
existing infectious waste incinerators.

Dr, Passen testified that there are no other free-standing medical
laboratories in the State' of Maryland with on-site infectious waste
incinerators. However, he said many hospitals have them connected to their
cperations, Dr, Passen stated that it is his opinion that these other

! hoépital infectious waste incinerators are comparable to his own operation due
the comparable size of their operations and the volume of materials
bduced by hospital operations and MML's operation.

Mr. Harrington described the operations of such hazardous waste

- Y

cinerators like the one proposed for MML. He also testified that, in his

rofessional expert opinion, incineiation is the preferable way of disposing
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testified through Dr. Selvin Passen, the President of MML. MML was supporis=d

by the testimony of Mr, William M. Harrirgton, Jr. and Mr, C. Michael Booth.

Mr. Harrington was qualified as a professional engineer in envirommental

engineering. Mr. Booth is the President of Simonds Manufacturing Corporation,

the producer of Hazardous Waste Incinerator Systems. The Petitioners were

supported by the proffered testimony of Paul Reincke and by Theresa Lowry of

Maryland Citizens for the Envirorment,Inc.

At the hearing on this matter, it was agreed by the parties tiut for

purpoces of expediency and clarity that the case of Maryland Medical Labora-

tories,Inc. would be presented first. MML raserved their right to respond.

The testimony tends to indicate that Maryland Medical Labs, Inc. owns

and operates a medical laboratory and has its main headquarters on the subiject

property which is commonly known as 1901 Sulphur Spring Road in the Lansdowne

section of Baltimore County. fLhe issue developed during the testimony dealt

with the proposed construction and operation of an on-site infectious waste

incinerator. There has been a long running disagreement between MML ind some

of its residential neighbors over the appropriateness of orzrating such a

facility at this location. The arguments of counsel for the Petitioner

conterds that an irfecticus waste incinerator is first, not permitted as a

natrer of right in an M.L.~I.M. zone and/or, second, that an infectious wacte

incinerator is not permitted as an accessory usz to the particular operation
in question in this Petition.
MML argues that an infectious waste inciperator is permitted as a matter

of right, at this site, pursuant to Section 253.1.A.27 of the Baltimwre County

oning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.). Xdditional, MML argues the incinerator is

permitted as a matter of right, pursuant to Section 253,1,.F of the B,C.Z.R.,

]
¢ ‘{dag an accessory use or structure,

of hazardous materials. Mr. Harrington stated that, in his view, an infec-

tious waste ircinerator is both customarily incident and subordinate to the

operation of a medical research laboratory.

Mr. Booth testified that his company has installed hazardous waste

incinerators at approximately 480 locaticons within the United States, the vast

majority of which are associated with hospitals. 1In his opinion, there are no

such operations connected to indeperdent free-standing laboratories like M{L.

Mr. Booth stated that, of the approximately 480 incinerator systems his

company has installed, none of them had been in a facility such as MML's, He

also testified that, to the best of his knowledge, no fr-=-standiry medical

laboratory in the United States has its own hazardous waste incinerator.

Likewise, Dr, Passen testified that he knew of no medical laboratory that is

similar in type and/or scope of operation to MMI, with a hazardous waste

incinerator.

Mr. Harrington stated that he had analyzed MML's waste stream and had

concluded that the incr.erator being proposed by MML would be most appropriate

to handle the waste stream of MML. Mr. Harrington admitted that he had no

specific experiznce in working on the waste disposal problems of any independ-

ent medical laboratory.

The Petitioners are adjacent iandowners to the property owned by ES*-:,“

located at 1901 Sulphur Spring Road. The temm "adjacent™ is nut meant to mean
4xaring actual common property bourdary lines, but is used to identify
dhdividuals in the affected neighborhoods around the MM property. The

|
QPetitioners properties are zoned D.R.5.5 and are located in residential

\fﬁ\.{eighborhoods.

MML has, previous to this hearing, applied to the State of Maryland for

pprmit to construct a hazardous waste incinerator to dispose of the waste
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The testimony and exhibits presented in this matter tend to establish
that the subject property consists of approximately 16 acres of ground with
nearly 250 feet of Frontage along Sulphur Spring Road. The subject property
has a common boundary with the Baltimore Beltway (Interstate 695). Part of
the subject property shares a common boundary with some residential neighbhor-
hoods. The majority of the subject property is zoned M.L.-I.M. and a remaining
small portion is zoned D.R.5.5., as shown on Respondent's Exhibit 1.

MMI, has, in the recent past, operated a hazardous waste incinerator. It
was closed after only a few months of operation, The evidence is conflicting
as to whether or not the operation was closed by the owner of MTL,or whether
or not the operation was forced closed by a State or local governnental
agency. The issue is not dispositive of the matter and, therefore, no finding
on that issue need be made by the Zoning Commissioner.

As stated above, the testimony of the witnesses for MML was placed into
the record, first, by agreement of the parties. This testimony tends to
establish that a free standing medical laboratory and corporate headquarters
is maintained on the subject site. MML does diagnostic testing at the site on
a seven (7) day 1 week, 24 hour basis. 52 weeks a year. MML employs approxi-
mately 50¢ individuals in various capacities.

mo heart of the vreration conducted by MML is the processing of biologi-

al materials tu determine whether or not they are diseased and/or infectious.

roduced on site. Also, there is waste from the ordinary office operations.

es attached to the hospital operations in the State of Maryland.

products from the operation of its medical laboratories and the daily waste
products froxa ordinary office and testing facilities. The information is that
something around 600 of the 2,500 pounds of daily waste to be incinerated at
the MML location is ordimary office refuse. Additionally, approximately 500

pourds per week of the infectious waste +> e incinerated is to be obtained

fron MML's other satellite operaiiuna.
The g=neral contention of the Petitioners is that the proposed ha.ardous

waste incinerator is unhealthy, unsightlv, and inconsistent with the adjacent

residential uses. The Petitioners indicate that they believe that the

proposed hazardous waste incinerator at MML would J*wirish both the value of
their property and the enjoyment of their residential property. They firmly
believe that the proposed incinerator will be a negative influence upon their
community and harmful to the general health and welfare of the area.

The evidence in the record and the proffered testimony taken from both
Petitioners, Mary Zentgraf and Kathleen Goodwin indicate that neither of the
petitioners live within 500 feet of the proposed hazardous waste incinerator

site. Respondent's Exhibit 1 has been marked by both Petitioners indicating

the location of their residence. The Petitioners' homes are well in excess of

500 feet from the proposed hazardous waste incinerator as customarily measured

upon a 200 scale site plan.

There has been a great deal of disagreement between the parties over the

bxact volume of hazardous waste to be disposed of in this particular proposed

>ﬁncinerator.

The evidence before the Zoning Conmissioner is unclear. However, the

Mvolume listed above is tak.n from the hearing. 'The precise answer to the

ki ssue of the volume of hazardous waste and the amount of non-hazardous waste

hurned in this particular facility is open to debate. However, the precise
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aste products, both in the biological form ard from the testing materials are

M[, is a large operation when compared to other free standing medical labora—

tories in the State of Maryland and is comparable in size to many laborator-
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Dr. Passen testified ar iength as to MML's continuing problems in
Qisposing of the hazardous waste materials and/or the inféctious waste
materials generated from this site and from other sites owned by MML.. The
result of that testimcny was to establish that MML has attempted to dispcse of
these materials in other ways and to employ other methodclogies. These other
methodologies are costly and, in the opinion of Dr. Passen, not as efficient
and effective as the development of an on-site inc’neration facility. There
was also testimony by Dr. Passen as to the nature, style and .operating
technology of the new proposed incinerator.

Dr. Passen testified that, in his opinion, on-site infectious waste
incineration is absolutely necessary to MML's continuire profitable opera-
tions. He testified at great length to the potential liability rroblems of
generating on-site infectious waste and transporting that waste to other
disposal sites. Dr. Passen testified that, in his opinion, incineration cf
infectious waste is the preferable and mandated methodology.

Dr. Passen testified that, ir his opinion, the other forms of hazardous
waste handling, such as autoclaving and/or chemical treatment are not reliable
and too costly to be considered for use with his operation. He testified that
he was unwilling to continually rely on other outside incineration facilities
such as the facility know: as Med-Net. It was his opinion that relying on
other organizations was not a sound business decision when dealing with

azardous waste disposal.

MM, has over 50 satellite facilities around the State of Maryland and

infectious waste materials are produced at all of those locations. Dr. Passen

“testified that 1% is his intention to construct this hazardous waste

l‘incinerator and bring all of the hazardous waste materials from the Baltimore

larea satellite facilities to this location for incineration, He testified
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volume numbers are in conflict, but the percentages seem to remain constant,

There is, therefore, no need to develon the precise usage factors since the
overall volume considerations from both on and off site and hazardous anmd
non-hazarCous materials is consistent and the amounts do not resclve this
case. The issue of a hazardous waste incinerator is not controlled by the
actual amount of waste, but is an incinerator allowed and whether all waste is
from on-site, or not.

The answers are clear. The waste comes from both on-site and off-site
arl all the waste belongs to MML. Doth the hazardous waste and non-hazardous
will be burned in the incinerator. I do not believe it is necessary to make
any further finding on this issue.

Another issue raised by Dr. Passen is the problem of transporting hazard-

ous waste which MML says is illecal. MML argues that transporting hazardous

waste is cost prohibitive and not an acceptable business decision. MML also

arques thit it is their intention to transp.rt hazardous waste from its

satellite operations to the main location on the subject property.

The argumnents of ML clearly demonstrate that hazardous waste can he
transported and that it is not illegal to not incinerate on site. Dr.
Passen's testimony is that on-site incineration is more convenient and will
save him money, but his own testimony disproves his argument that on-site
incineration is legally required. MML is not proposing to build a hazardous
aste incinerator at everyone of its locations in Maryland.

Therefore, the incimerator is not a requirement of the non-transporting

sbility of hazardous waste under state law, and not an accessory use as
Fequired by State law. The non-transportability argument is one based on a

preferred business decision and nct & legal requirement.
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There has also been a éreat deal of debate between the parties over the
jssue of whether or not Maryland State law requires MML to incinerate its
infectious waste on site. MML has maintained throughout tl.e hearing process
and during briefing that incineration of hazardous waste is required by either
State law or State regulation. The Petitioners have maintained that Maryland
State law is utterly devoid of any such requirement and, furthermore, that
incineration is not required by any State regulation. The Petitioners
maintain that the only statutory provision dealing with infectious waste
recquires that the infectious waste not be landfilled,unlezs it has first been
disinfected. The Petitioners also argue that the Department of Health and
Mencal Hygiene's guidelines are presently only recomendations and have not
been promulgated as actual administrative regulations.

It is my opinion that the State of Maryland does not, absolutely, as a
matter of iaw ..quire the on-site incineration of hazai?sus waste at a medical
laboratory. Likewise, I find that there are numerous methodologies for the
hardling of hazardous waste, such as incineration, autoclaving and chemical
treatment which have been equally accepted as effective and efficient means of
handling infectious waste. These proposed guidelines are simply the present
policies of the State of Maryland, Department of Health and Mental Hygiene and
are not regulatory law in the State of Maryland. However, these guidelines

equally indicate that all three forms of treatment of hazardous waste are

cceptable, then no one form can be the absolute mandated form of hazardous

';cceptable. By definition, if more than one form of treatment methodology is

aste treatment.
Likessise, the issue of on-site incineration is simply not addressed in
bny of the regulations or guidelines quoted by either varty. If incineration

is equal in acceptance to the autoclaving ard the chamnical treatment processes
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and none is the required form of treatment of hazardous waste, then it is
likewise true that incineration is not necessarily required to take place on
the site of the hazardous waste production.

Furthermore, MML conterds that an infectious waste incinerator is an
integral part of the principal use of its property and its medical laborato-
ries. MM[, states that any medical laboratory produces infectious waste as a
normal and unavoidable incident of its operation. State law requires that all
hazardous waste Le disposed of in a manner that prevents them from harming the
public health and welfare. MML arques that since a medical labor: .oty
produces hazardous waste and the State requires that hazardous waste be
disposed of; therefore, a hazardous waste incinerator is automatically
required on MML's property.

This argument simply is not dispositive of the issue. As stated above,
hazardous waste incineration is not the only required form of disinfection of
hazardous waste.

Therefore, there is no basis to determine that a hazardous waste incin-
erator is permitted as a matter of right pursuant to Section 253.1.A.27 i:f the
Baltimore County Zoning Regulations. A Hazardous Waste Incinerator is simply
not a laboratery in and of itself and, therefore, is not permitted as a matter
of right. The definition of a laboratory in the requlations does not envision
the cperation of hazardous waste incinerator in and»of itself., fML's arqument

t a hazardous waste incinerator is a laboratory and permiteq as a matterrbf
'fht is not meritorious and, therefore, rejected.

MML arques, in the alternative, that a hazardous woste incinerator is an

essory use to a laboratory. Therefore, it is permitted as a matter of

an accessory use and/or structure, pursuant to the relevant sections
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of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations. Clearly, this argument on its
face is without merit.

A list of accessory structure within the ML zone is found in Section
253.1.F of the B.C.Z.R. None of the specifically listed eight accessory uses
or structures can remotely be argued to be a hazardous waste incinerator. MML
argues that a hazardous waste incinerator is an acceptable accessory use
and/or structure under the catch-all phrase ", . . including, but not limited

« ". This arqument carries with it the possibility of successful con-
clusion, if one accepts that a hazardous waste incinerator operating as part
cf a free standing medical laboratory complies with the requirements of an
accessory use or structure as set forth in Section 101 of the B.C.Z.K.

The incinerator proposed by MML is arqued to be clearly subordinate to
and serves the principal use of their operation. At first glance, this
argument =ppears correct, however, that review is too simplist.

The regulations require that an accessory use or structure must be
customary incidental to or subordinate to and serve a principal use or
structure, (Section 101, B.C.Z.R). The evidence does not establish that a
hazardous wasie incinerator :s —ustomary incidental to a free starsding medical
laboratory. |

The testi—ony is that MML operates more than 50 medical laboratories and
none of th-se have incineraiors. The evidence, clearly, shows that there is
no known free-standing medical laboraiory in the United States of America with
a hazardous waste incinerator. The evidence does not indicate that hazardous
waste incinerators are over attached to free-standing medical laboratories.
The truth of the matter is that there is nothing customary about hazardous
waste incinerators being attached to free standing medical laboratories not

incorporated into a hospital operation.
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The testimony is that no witness has ever heard of a free-standing

medical laboratory operating n hazardous waste incinerator. The argument cf

MM that the incinerator meets Section 101 for an accessory structure is not
correct, The incinerator is not custcmarily incident to and/or sucordinate tc

a free standing medical laboratory and, therefore, the incinerator fails

T, 6 Y M s 4 T e i e RV LA s s )

comply with the first requirement of the definition for an accessory use
structure.

There is no need to review the remaining four reguirements of ‘he access-
ory definition, because the incinerator fails to meet the first element of the
test of an accessory use or structure and, therefore, the inquiry need he
pursued no further.

pursuant to the advertisement, posting of property, and public hearing
held and, for the reasons given above, the relief requestea should not be
granted,

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County,
this éﬁ day of January 1988 that the approval of the proposed incinerator
by Maryland Medical Laboratory, Inc., at 1901 Sulphur Spring Road, pursuant o
the petition for Special Hearing, be and is hereby DENIiD, from and after the

date of this Order.,

J.PORERT HAINEZ '
ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

;RH:L'rmn

: John B, Murphy, Esquire
Standish McCleary 1II, Esquire
John 3. Howard, Esquire

Robert A. Hoffman,Esquire

Judy A. Armold, Attorney
Peoples Counsel
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LOCATION

DATE AND TIME:

PUBLIC HEARING:

PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING

13th Election District - 1st Councilmanic District

Case No. 88-16-SPH

Thursday, July 16, 1987, at 10:00 a.m.

Towson, Maryland

Q-‘

| L
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3 ZONING DESCRIPTION

¥ :
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%'- 1 Located on the §£/8 of Sulphur Spring Road N.E. of

| 7 I-695, Also Known as Maryland Medical Labatory, 1901

g" - Sulphur Spring Road in the 13th. Election District and

3 . the 1 st. CTouncilmanic District. Containing 16.293 Ac.
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of Kathaleen Goodwin

South Side of Sulphur Spring Road, Northeast of I-695
{1901 Sulphur Spring Road)

Room 106, County Office Building, 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue,

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Act angd
Regulations of Baltimore County, will hold a public hearing:

Petition for Special Hearing/to determine whether or not the proposed
incincerator expansion by Maryland Medical lLaboratory, Inc. at 1901 Sulphur
Spring Road is a permitted accessory use to the existing use on the site

Being the property of

Maryland Medical Laboratory

, as shown on plat

plan filed with the Zoning Office.

In the event that this Petitidn(s) is granted, a building permit may be issued

within the thirty (30) day appeal pariod.

The Zoning Commissioner will, however,

entertain any request for a stay of the issuance of said permit during this period
for good cause shown,
hearing set above or made at the hearing,

BY ORDER OF
ARNOLD JABLON

ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

e P N WA Y T A G ST S TR AR R 0 ¥ pat h

L RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING PEFORE TRE ZONING COMMISSIONER
i ) $/S sulphur Spring Rd., NE of
‘ 1-6%5 (190] Sulphur Spring :

Rd.), 13th District

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

MARYLAND MEDICAL LABORATOURY, Case No. 88-16-"PH

Petitioner

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE

Pleas. enter the appearance of the People's Counsel in the above-

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

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

final Order.

Phyllis Cole Friedman
People's Counsel for Balfimore County

Pet 'r Max Zimmerman
Deputy People's Counsel
Rocm 223, Court House
Towson, Maryland 21204
494-2188

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 12th day of June, 1987, a copy
of the foregoing Entry of Appearance was mailed to John V. Murphy, Esquire,

.32 Light St., Second Floor, Baltimore, MD 21202, Attorney for Petitioner.

’

?Mv&v—uf———\—-"—-ﬁ-—__‘
h/

I,g&;r/ /{ (a.;d

Peter Max Zimmerman

R PETITION POR

" SPECIAL HFARING 3
o8 19tk Electics Distrhet -

e —— .

|LOCATION: South Side of Sul-
 phic Spring Rowd, ovthesst of
- LS (1901 Suipbur Spring Road

DATE AND TIME: Monday,

1987, at 2200 p.m. - - .-
PUBLIC HEARING: Roo
¢ County Office Building,

Maryland: - . v

hearing: -

1st Councilmanic Distrizt
SR Case No. 88-16-5PH

Chesaperke Avenue, Towsol ,;

Being the property of Maryland [
Medical ¥ Jboratory, as shown on.ﬁ

i the event that this Petitionts) s

July 20,

m 106, !
11 W}

£

' 51

- The Zoning Cormmissioner w Gul-
jtimore County, by authority of the;

Zoning Act and Re,frhm of Jalt-
- ore County, will L.id a pub!it%

" Petition for Special Hearing &?:E

may b

TOWSON, MD., ...2=2 7. NE el

Such request must be received in writing by the date of the
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THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed hdvex:tise{ment was

published in THE JEFFERSGNIAN, a weekly newsi:aper printed

and pubiished in Tuwson, Baltimore County, Md,, appearing on

o ————— o ———

Juwne a3 1087 :

o

THE JEFFER3CNIAN,

- o — —_—— -

Publisher

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY, IN EQUITY
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OFFICE
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DATEL

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

MVISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT

. 35976 .

OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION

7/20/R7 B3] -0H15-000

ACCOUNT

*

weceventl LTTONER

SiGH & POST

HOT RETUINED - T0
HE BFTURNED BY
4. Citizena for the Fnvironment, P.O.

AR T SO livinlr Sl S0k BTV T

AMOUNT 3 73, %Q

aEh R sl

 PROMI,

v

Pérker)
ADVERTICING & POSTING COGIS RE CASE #37=-16-5F1

5

FOR:. =
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A BT eewsesTINGI

VALIGATION OR SIGNATURE OF CASHHIR

0]
i
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Qtfice of

PATUXENT

Publishing Corp.

10750 Littka Patuxent Plowy.
Columbia. MD 21usd

June 29 19 87

THiS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement of

PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING

was inserted in the following:

[Catonsville Times

{xArbutus Times
weekly newspapers published in Baltimore County, Maryland
once aweek for____one _ successive weeks betore
the _._26_.___dayof __June _19.g7,thatisto say,
= same was inserted in the issues of

June 24, 1987

G CCr.p.

Plaintiff

.

ENT, PO
T T
T

Defendant

2’2.3.7/

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION OF

v
E -
7.
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CALTIMORE COUNTY

QFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING
TOWSON MARYLAND 21204
494-3353

ARNCLD ABLON :
ZONING COMMISSIONER

.

- JEAN M. M JUNG
CEPUTY ZONING CCMMISSIONER,

July 15, 1987

Mra. Kathaleen Goodwin
1933 Sulphur Spring Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21227

RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING
S/S Sulphur Spring Rd., NE of I-695
(1901 Sulphur Spring Rd.)
13th Flection District - lst Councilianic District
Owner: Maryland Medical Laboratory
Petitioner: Kathaleen Goodwin
Case No. 88-16-SPH

Dear Mrs. Goodwin:
This is to advise you that €77.59 is due for advertising

and pasting of the above property. This fee must be paid before an
Order is issued.-

THIS FEE MUST BE PAID AND THE ZONING SIGN AND POST RETURNED OX
- THE DAY OF THE HEARING OR THE ORDER SHALL NOT BE ISSUED.

Do not remove sign from property from the time it is placed by
this office until the day of the hearing itself,

Please mgke the check payable to Baltimore Ccunty, Maryland, and remit
to Zoning Gffice, Room 113, County Office Building, Towson, Maryland
21204, before the hearing.

Sincerely,
y—— ‘
n

Zaning Commissioner
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CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Towson, Marylend

Posted for: .-----.df—.{rxié.d‘ %‘{dﬂ;

59‘52.{&‘;’;{--44_—;

_.{&‘WJ_&{%&&& Ec/.-.z

CeEm rEAmSLT Y e RS — R wT—--

o - - T e
Remarks:/ £%
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Hiala-

Posted by __ ) - f o2
CULldd e aene .. Data of retun:... -9{-.?:.-.5}-{1{&’.2
Xumber of Signas: z /

§5-/4- SrPH

: Date of Ponm;.i-,_?(zz Jg::..i./.?.f_’f

T R A -

- —————
N RS Lt S EE-————— .

Location of pmperty:-_\{/\f.-ﬁa%é/m.d/:ﬁcaf--&?x{.},-é{fi%.!‘.f-‘flﬂf.[./.{_?.{l/
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SEP 25 1987

BEFORE THEZON\NG OFHCE

ZONING COMMISSIONER OF

IN THE MATTER OF x
PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING x
575 Sulphur Spring Rd. NE of *

I-695 (1901 Sulphur Spring Rd. )
13th Election District,

BALTIMORE COUNTY

1st Councilmanic District Case No.: 88-16-5SPH
;]
Petitioner: Kathaleen Goodwin
o
x x * * x * ®x

MEMORANDUM OF MARYLAND MEDICAL LABORATORY, INKC.
IN SUPPORT OF PROPQSED INCINERATOR USE

Maryland Medical Laboratory, Inc. {"MML"), which

operates a laboratory and maintains its headquarters on the

"~

Pru, rty involved in this case, by Joh. B. Howard, Robert A.

Hoffman, Judith A. Armold, and Cook, Howard, Downes & Tracy,

its attorneys, files this Memorandum in support of its
proposal to construct and operate an on-site infectious

waste incinerator on the property. MML submits that such

action would be entirely consistent with the Baltimore
County Zoning Regulations (*BCZR") in that an infectious
waste incinerator is either an integral part of a medical
laboratory, permitted as of right in an ML zone, or a
permitted accessory use to such a medical laboratory.

While County Council Bill Number 87-87, enacted on

July 6, 1987, temporarily prohibits the Zoning Commissioner

from approving any application for a building permit to

construct an infectious waste incinerator, the bill has no

& g . .
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effect on the status of MML's proposed incinerator as a

permitted use, and it should therefore have no effect on the

determination of this case. When and if State or County

authorities in the future adopt additional zoning or other
restrictions on infectious waste incinerators, the parties

can ard will deal with those restrictions. However, this

case must be decided under the zoning requlations cur:ently

in effect.

1. Introduction

The land invelved in this case consists of

slightly more than 16 acres, located on the south side of
Sulphur Spring Road, just east of the Washington Avenue
exit from the Baltimore Beltway, and west of the community

of Lansdowne. The tract has approximately 255 feet of i

frontage on Sulphur Spring Road and is bounded on the
southwest by the right-of-way of the Beltway. The property
is zcned ML~IM, except tor a small portion approximately
150 feet deep along its frontage on Gulphur Spring Road,

which is zoned DR-5.5. The proposed location of MML's

incinerator is well within the ML-IM portion of the tract,

—_—

and more than 500 feet from the nearest existing

dwelling.1

Although there was some testimony by neighboring
property owners at the September 4, 1987 hearing in

Footnote 1 continued on page 3,

2

the snly commercial facility in Maryland asuthorized *o
accept and dispose of infectious wastes.)

Or. Passen explained that MML had installed an
incinerator at its Sulphur Spring Road site in 1985. That
incinerator was operated on an intermittent basis for
several months, but because of problems with its operation
that the manufacturer and installer were never able to
correct, M¥L closed it down and had it removed, Dr. Passen
made it clear in uncontradicted testimony that this
previcus on-site incinerator had been removed at MML's
initiative, rather than as a result of State directives.

Dr, Passen described the dual-chamber incinerator
that MML now proposes to install. It will be an advanced
technology piece ¢f equipmeuat th:. will not only involve
primary burning of infectious wastes themselves, but also
secondary burrning of the gases emitted by the primary
process. Dr. Passen explained that MML had carefully
chosen a Simonds incinerator after checking with many
Simonds customers around the country who were uniformly
satisfied with their experience with similar mocdel
incinerators.

Dr. Passen stated that an on-site infectious waste
incinerator is absolutely necessary to MML's continuing
operations. He noted the tremendous liability to which MML

is exposed as a generator of infectious wastes. Because of

B
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that p~tential liability, it is important that MML uce a
reliable, proven disposal metho¢ and that it xeep the
disposal of infectious wastes within its own control,
insofar as possible. Although Dr. Passen acknowledjzed
that, under Maryland law and re¢ulations, there are three
possible ways (incineration, autoclaving, and chemical
treatment) to dispose of infectiocus wastes, he testified
that incineration is the preferred method, both from the
State's and from an industry viewpoint. Aclcrding to Dr.
Passen, MML could not and would not rely on autoclaving to
render its infectiocus wastes non-infectious, both because
of the large volume of MML's wastes and because of the
relative unreliability of autoclaving when its
effectiveness is compared with that of incineration. MML
is also unwiiling to rely on the Med Net facility as a
long-range solution to MML's infectious waste disposal
problems; MML does not want to be ®"at the mercy” of a third
party that is itself susceptible to labor unrest,
governmental requlation, and other possibly disruptive
factors,

Dr. Passen explained that MML has over 50
satellite facilities around the State and that infectious
wastes from some cf those facilities would be sent to the
company's Sulphur Spring Road headquarters for disposal.

At the same time, Dr. Passen made it clear that infectious
wastes from satellite facilities located far from Baltimore

6
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Under §253.1.A.27, BCZR, laboratories are uses =@

permitted as of right in an ML zone. Accessory uses or
structures are also permitted as of right in such a zone.

See §235.1.F, BCZR.

It is MML's position that these provisions of the
County Zoning Regulations clearly permit the construction
and operation of the incinerator proposed by MML.

I1. The Testimony

At the September 4, 1987 hearing in this case, MML
produced three witnesses to substantiate its position that
an on-site infectious waste incinerator is an integral part
of, or at the very least an accessory use to, a medical
laboratory in Maryland.

The first witness for MML was Dr. Selvin Passen, a
physician who specializes in pathology and serves as the
president and medizal director c¢f MML. Dr. Pascen
testified as to the backgro:nd of MML, noting that it
commenced operating at the Sulphur Spriag Road site in
March, 1976. k:zcording to Dr. Passen, MML does diagnostic
testing &t the site on . seven-day-a-week, round-the-clock

basis; it also employs 500 to 600 employees at the site.

this case to the effect that the proposed incinerator
locatioun is only several hundred feet from nea.by
residences, this is belied by Respondent's Exhibit 1,
a plat drawn to scale and showing the proposed
incinerator location, as well as existing on-site and
ofi-site dwellings.
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County (e.g,, on the Eastern Shore) would pnot be shipped to
the proposed Sulphur Spring Road incinerator. It is also
clear that MML would not be accenting infectious wastes
from other generators for disposal at the proposed
incinerator.

Because of questionr raised by <ounsel for the
Petitioner when other witnesses drew an analogy between MML
and a medical laboratory operatiny in connection with a
hospital, Dr. Passen testified in rebuttal that other
“free-standing” medical laboratories in Maryland are much
gemaller than MML. According to Dr. Passen, the total
volume of infectious waste generated by all other
independent medica) laboratories in Maryland is probably
not equal to the volume generated by MML.

Also testifying on behalf of MML at the September
4 hearing were two technical experts, Mr. William M.
Harrington, Jr. and Mr. C. Michael Booth. Mr. Harringtcn
is a professional engineer with over 3% years' experience
in environmental engineering &i.dies and facility design,
with special emphasis on mechanical systems 2nd solid waste
management engineering. The parties stipulated as to Mr.
Harrington's expertise in the field of solid waste
disposal. Mr. Booth is the president of Simonds
Manufacturing Corporation, which has placed in operation
sone 500 incinerator systems, most of them intended for the
disposal of infecticus wastes.

7
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Dr. Passen next reviewed the history of MML's

waste disposal practices. Before 1984, wastes ware

separated, and infectious wastes were shipped to the

Pulaski Highway municipal incinerator. Atter changes in

the law in 1984, MML could no longer dispose of infectious
2

wastes in landfills or municipal incinerators. At that

point, MML made efforts to obtain permission ta dispcse of
its infectious wastes at area hospitals; these efforts were
unsuccessful, primarily because of the large volﬁme of

MML's infectious wastes. Eventually, MML made arrangements

to ship the vast majority of its infectious wastes to a
Virginia crematorium; and about six to eight months ago,
MML began to dispose of those infectious wastes at the Med

3

Net facility at Hawkins Point. (The Med Net facility is

)

At the hearing, the Zoning Commissioner asked for a
copy of the 1584 statute. Chapter 307 of the Laws of
Maryland 1984, originally codified at §9-210(g) of the
Health-Environmental Article, was revised and
recodified by Chapter 612 of the Laws of Maryland
1387. The amended law now appears as §9 227 of the
Health-Environmental Article. A copy is attached to
this Memorandum as Exhibit A. Although the law did
not itself prohibit the disposal of infectious wastes
in municipal incinerators, that practice was
prohibited by Part II C of the 1984 "Amended
Guidelines™ attached to this Memorandum as Exhibit B.

3 Dr. Passen explained that a small proportion of MML's
infectious wastes, including all wastes generated in
connection with AIDS testing, is autoclaved :cn-site
before being transported from MML's Sulphur Spring
Road headquarters for final disposal.
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Mr. Harrington named some of *“he projects on which

he has worked, including the Med Net facility and

ircinerators at the sites of Maryland hospitals and thei:

associated medical laboratories.4 He then explained that

he had analyzed MML's waste stream and had concluded that
the incinerator being proposed by MML would be sppropriate
to handle that waste stream. Mr. Harrington testifed that,
in his experience, an on-site infectious waste incinerator
is a common incident of a hospital and its associated
medical laboratory. Indeed, according to Mr. Harrir.gton,
hospitals have long been required to build on-site
infectious waste incinerators in order to obtain federal
funds under the Hill-Burton Act. Mr. Harrington stated
that, in his view, an infectious v.ste incinerator "is
customarily incident and subordinate to and serves” a
medical laboratory, "is subordinate in area, extent, or
purpose to" a medical laboratory, and "centributes to the
comfort, convenience, or necessity® of the activity
conducted in a medical laboratory.

Mr. Booth testified that, of approximately 480
incinerator systems his company has installed in the United

States, about 90% are associated with hospitals. The

4 In response to questioning by the Zoning Commissioner,
Mr. Harrington admitted that he had no specific
experience in working on the waste disposal problerms
of any independent medical ldaboratory other than MML,

j m h-vh-a——-—.q-a—«u ’

L g en Ly e

‘-MMM*MJ’L“M ‘hﬂu.m'ahv.jﬂu L= w?“."m&u&&‘}.fm ;
m’*{r‘w *L‘l;.h-, MW w«kﬂm?!‘mrt‘ 'tl“¢ "ﬁ ERS

.-'__: 2 Y [

” -
WA A AR T  enarma T M S eyt LA . & {N i LB -t E M —




T T

Rl R s e Y T v T

i 4

7.

T A BT R L

Pty

X

ke

¥

- . - _... - i m__d... T a T T LT P e
- e - * paf O " Sl i % e R i R e T b Ml i A r e® Aoy U Rl S A TR SN - RSN W R A el R TR T N e VA L S PR r Pauo  TL J it |
i Aol e RPN WERERN TR WV R T W TR, e, e 7 el Rl by EROFTN RN ST A0l AN MO e Ll TR 1 el i T A W el T PN B e i R IO DLW e Gy g o HATISUTAT RS T - Dadele iRl U A T Frbely il S R - Gl g v L el R e A G SR e, el O AR e il L el et PG T L 1L SOLA T, AL - R R i e T Y a ‘ .
il A TUPRER  RalRRAN R el nn s " B T uEW. ’ TSk T Al A, B M . v .
o FEE

=R SRR AN O VTR 8D ST O TR AP 1 IO IR Nl - A BTN T N N TR ML 6
g A N Nt e Suitv. Ve sudie foah £ O 50 T i

R ANERE

P
S A

D& T

F i ) m z

BT e

v
R

ot

DA

st ST -y -f"-m«wra-?ﬂ?'ﬂm&?%x;*ﬂ: L B S A AT {7 R I TN W L P e Adfmmk,_rfwmm,‘%@mm sobmihg G S

&
v

FALS T SRl

-

o

e o) A oM e TR “"»Wﬁﬂ!‘}}‘:&ﬁ 4

e .

/ .

wa, i

- ~-~r*-w“*~a wn.,

i e

MERET SRR IR

CPFOF R

sy . N
B S s

SRS TR T T

el U

T

s

R TR VOIS PR

[ ST WS

Al A e e il it g o e Ln o

i e b B G

o Q

John V, Murphy, Esquire June 5, 1987
32 Light Street

Second Floor

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

NOTICE OF HEARING

RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING
S/S Sulphur Spring Rd., NE of I-695
(1901 Sulphur Spring Rd.)
13th Election District
Maryland Medical Laboratory — Petitioner
Case No. 88-16-SPH

TIME: 10-00 2w

DATE: Thursday, July 16, 1987 .

PLACE: Room 106, County Office Building, 111 West Chesapeake

Avenue, Towson, Maryland

oning Comuyssioner
of Baltimbfe

AJ:med

ccs: Maryland Medical Laboratory
1901 Sulphur Spring Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21227

Mrs. Kathaleen Goodwin
1933 Sulphur Spring Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21227
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ccee Mr, Mike Kendall
Air Quality
M.S. 3404
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Mrs. Kathaleen Goodwin June 9, 1987
1933 Sulphur Spring Road .
. Mrs, Kathaleen Goodwin June 25, 1987
Baltimore, Maryland 21227 1933 Sulphur Spring Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21227
REVISED SECOND REVISED
NOTICE OI" HEARING NOTICE OF HEARING
RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING
§/S Sulphur Spring Rd., NE nf I-695 S/8 Sulphur Spring Rd., NE of I-695
{1901 Sulphur Spring Rd.} (1901 Sulphur Spring Rd.)
13th Election District - 1st Councilmanic District 13th Election District - lst Councilmanic District
; Owner: Maryland Medical Laboratory Owner: Maryland Medical Laboratory
Petitioner: Kathaleen Goodwin Petitioner: Kathaleen Goodwin
Case No. 88-16-SPH Case No. 88-16-SPH
TIME: 10:00 a.m. - - . TIME: 2:00 p.m,
A e : -
DATE: Thursday, July 16 1487 DATE: Monday, July 20, 1987
PLACE: Room 106, County Office Puilding, 111 West Chesapeake PLACE: Room 106, County Office Building, 111 West Chesapeale
Avenue, Towson, Maryland Avenue, Towson, Maryland
omng (‘om ssioner o Zonmg Com ssioner
of Baltim&f¥e County of Baltimo¥e County
AJdimed
AJ:med
| ces: Deborah C. Dopkir, Fsquire Maryland Medical Laboratory
ccs:  Deborah C. Dopkin, Esquire Maryland Medical Laboratory Cook, Howard, Downes & Tracy 1901 Sulphur Spring Road
Cook, Howard, Downes & Tracy 1901 Sulphur Spring Road 210 Allegheny Avenue, P.0O. Box Baltimore, Maryland 21227
210 Allegheny Avenue, P.0, Box Baltimore, Maryland 21227 5517, Towson, Md. 21204
5517, Towson, Md. 21204
) Mrs. Tieresa Lowry Mr. David Filbert, Environmental
. /J e L3 Mrs., Theresa Lowry Mr. David #ilbert, Envircnmental 2517 Hammonds Ferry Road Services, Ai1 Pollution,
- .e DR S 2517 Hammonds Ferry Road Services, Air Pollution, Baltimore, Marylanc 21227 Health Depa:tment
R L Baltimore, Maryland 21227 Health Department M.S. 3404
/-”_.-/.. . ‘- Aorp ke -, - MoSn 3404
a0y cvae? Ms, Gladys Parker Ms. Gladys Parker John V. Murphy, Esquire
: 2608 Myrtel Avenue John V. Murphy, Esquire 2608 Myrtel Avenue 32 Light Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21227 32 Light Street Baltimore, Maryland 21227 Second Floor
‘ Second Floor Baltimore, Maryland 21202
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
| : o S 7. é: =
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Mrs. Kathaleen Goouwin August 10, 1987
1933 Sulphur Spring Reoad
Baltimore, Maryland 21227

NOTICE OF HEARING

RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL EEARING
S/S Sulphur Spring Rd., NE of 1-695
(1901 Sulphur Spring Rd.)
12th Election District - lst Councilmanic District
Owner: Maryland Medical Labotatory
Petitioner: Katha!-en Goodwin
Case No. 88-16-SPH

TIME: 10:30 a.m.

DATE: Thursday, August 27, 1987

PLACE: Room 106, County Office Building, 11! West Chesapeake

Avenue, Towson, Maryland

J. ROBEKT HAIN
Zoning Commissioner
cf Baltimore County

JRH:med
ccs: Robert Hoffman, Esquire Maryland Medical Laboratory
Cook, Howard, Downes & Tracy 1901 Sulphur Spring Road .
210 Allegheny Avenue, P.0. Box 5517 Baltimore, Maryland 21227 ;
Towson, Maryland 21204 .
Mrs, Theresa Lowry Mr. David Filbert, Envircnmental
2517 Hammonds Ferry Recad Seivices, Air Pollution
Baltimore, Maryland 21227 Health Dept., M.S. 3404
Ms. Gladys Parker : Mr. Steve Wallis
2608 Myrtie Avenue Public Services, M.S. 1301

Baltimore, Maryland 21227

Standish McCleary, III, Esquire John V. Murphy, Esquire
Suite 210 Bosley Builling 32 Light Street, Second Floor

210 Allegheny Aveiue Baltimore, Maryland 21202
Towson, Maryland 21204

See page 2

-

Mrs. Kathaleen Goodwin August 20, 1987

1933 Sulphur Spring Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21227

REVISED
NOTICE OF HEARING

RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING
S/S Sulphur Spring Rd., NE of I-695
{1901 Sulpiux Zipeing Rd.)
13th Election District - lst Councilmapic District
Owner: Maryland Medical Laboratory
Petitioner: Ka:haleen Coodw!a
Case No. 88-16-SPH
TIME: 9:20 a,.m.

DATE: Friday, Septexber 4, 1987

PLACE: Room 106, County Office Building, 111 West Chesapeake

Avenue, Towson, Maryland

J. ROBERT HAIN
Zoning Commissioner
¢f © ltimore County

JRH:med

:  Robert Hoffman, Esquire Maryland Medical Lgboratory
s Cook, Howard, Downes & Tracy 1901 Sulphur Spring Road
210 Allegheny Avenue, P.0. Baltimore, Maryland 21227

Box 5517, Towson, Md. 21204

i Environmental
Mrs. Theresa Lowry Mr. David Filbert, '
r;517 Eammonds Ferry Road Services, Air Pollution
Baltimore, Maryland 21227 Health Dept., M.S5. 3404

- . Gladys Parker Mr. Steve Wallis
) MSZGOBaM;rtle Avenue Fublic Services, M.S5. 1301

Baltimore, Maryland 21227 :

ish McCleary, I1II, Esquire John V. Murpby, Esquire
Stgﬁgtz 218 Bosliy Building 32 Light Street, Second Floor
210 Allegheny Avenue Baltii ore, Maryland 21202

Towson, Maryland 21204
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ccs: Mr. Mike Kendall 3

Air Quality
M.S. 3404
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Eé ' iy he L within Maryland must develop and maintain a laboratory é{f In pursuance of these responsibilities, the State
L T remaining 10% are installed at industrial operations, Drug ITI. The Law L . . . . ,
E ; o ) safety manual, including a description of its policies on o Health Department has issued "Amended Guidelines for the
i : Enforcement Administration laboratories, and other miscella- ] All of the testimony produced at the September 4 £ ) . .6 oy {deli "
3 i L ) . . . infectious waste disposal. Code of Maryland Regulations i Disposal of Infectious Waste"." These guidelines apply -
3 ; neous facilities. According to Mr. Booth, the U.S. L hearing and susiiarized above must, of course, be viewed in [ o . . . i
ii i . . ("COMAR") 10.10.01.06A. %. to any "facility which generates infectious waste"”,
55 ; Environmental Protection Agency has expressed its preference the context of applicable State and local laws and £ . . s , - .
AN ] L A . . h Incinerators and other refuse disposal systems o including specifically a laboratuiy. The guidelines
1 3 for incineration as the best method for disposing of regulations. The Zoning Commissioner acknowledged as muc pﬁ 4 defi . . £ infecti .
; R . enerall and infectious waste disposal in particular, as 8 specify and define three types of infectious waste, one
K ,‘ 'fﬁ infectious wastes. This makes an incinerator an integral when he requested that each party separately brief the g Y. P P ’ i
h - ot well as medical laboratories, are regulated by the State of * type being "laboratory waste".
; part of any operation that generates infectious wastes, pertinent legal provisions. Although the Commissioner and ’ g Y =
. ; . . . Maryland. E.g,, COMAR 10.10.01, 10.17.11, 10.18.02, and i The Health Department guidelines go on to impose a
'y : wnether that operation is a hospital laboratory or a free- both parties ultimately agreed that each party should brief aryland 2@
‘ ; . s R .18.08; * i i he Di f i 2 eneral requirement that generators of iafectious waste
§j i standing laboratory. Mr. Booth testified that the appropri- the lsw as a distinct part of a single Memorandum 10.18.08; "Amended Guidelines for the Disposal of Infectious : g q
E 3 + s . s Waste® (Maryland Department of Health and Mental Hygiene, disrpose of the infectious waste "by incinerati.n", either
¢ ) ateness of incineration as a waste disposal method depends containing that party's final argument, MML suggests that ( ! Y9
Y : . . . . . July 1, 1984) (copy attached to this Memorandum as Exhibit on-site or off-site, but not in a municipal waste
EE ] on the composition of the waste stream, rather than on the the law is indeed dispositive and that it dictates a Y i
337 : ] . . . B). The Maryland Department of Health and Mental Hygiene incinerator. This general requirement is varied by
 § label applied to the waste generator; and independent labora- decision in favor of MML.
ig . (“State Health Department®) and the State's new Department exceptions in Part III cof the guidelines. The exceptions
A ; tories produce waste streams that are in no material respect A. As a Matter of State Law, ag szegtloﬁsdvasie
b ' Inc1nerat0f Is an Igtegr;; ?; Io T; EEIS: of the Environment are charged, among other things, with allow a generator of infectious waste tc by-pass the
o different from those produced by hospital laboratories. Laboratory; Under the BCZR, I zs eretorc . ‘ |
Eé‘ Permitted as of Right in an one. safeguarding the public Lealth, preventing the spread of general incineration requirement if the generator
L While testimony of three Lansdowne residents-- . : shs
E% Y As its primary position, MML conten?s that the communicable diseases, and preventing water and air satisfactorily renders his wastes non-infectious through
 { Mrs. Zentgraf, Mr. Reinke, and Mrs. Lowery-- . . .. Ce . .
;g_ i 9 ! ! owery--was proffered on infectious waste incinerator it is proposing will be an pollution. E , Health-General Article, §§17-202 and the use of an autoclave or other approved method. However,
¥ behalf of the Petitioner i i j i . s : : :
) g t ne o this case, none of this testimony integral part of the principal use of its property as a 18-102; Health-Environmental Article, §§2-301, 2-302, the guidelines include cautionary language with respect to
ﬁ h beari a i . : _ _
: ad any bearing whatsoever on the issue now before the medical laboratory. As stated in Part II of this 2-401, 9-204, and 9-227,5 these less-preferred alternatives to inczneratwn.7
f i Zonin issi . 1 i : Fed i
:;f é oning Commissioner According to the proffer, the residents Memorandum, this position was supported by the testimony of _
5 . would have testified about 1 “ i ith MML* . . . . ) . .
?? ; d abou problems associated with S witnesses for MML at the hearing before the Zoning 5 Health-Environmental Article, Title 9, Subtitle 2 was 6 The gUIgeélneg' lnla glig?tly modlf]_;gdtgorm, ?eiﬁ
£ § reviou i.ow-dism inci i ] . . revised by Chapter 612 of the Laws of Maryland 1987. propose or Iformal adoptinsn as regulations o e
:g f p s, w-dismantled incinerator and about their Commissioner. Any medical laboratory produces infectious Revised §9-204 authorizes the Secretary of Health and State Health Department in ?ugust, ;gaﬁig 2?;13H
> ; : : ; : i 8 owever
3 concerns as to the possible eff f MML® . . . Mental Hygienc to regulate the installation, alteration, Maryland Register, p. 2025 (August ’ . ’
o : possible eftect o : S proposed new wastes as a normal and unavoidable incident of its and exteﬁgion of watgr supply systems, sewerage they have not been adopted under the State Documents
" L incinerator on public health, air quality, and neighborhood . . systems, and refuse disposal systems for public use, Law, State Governasent Article, Title 10, Subtitie 1.
L, : operations. Under State law and rcjulations, these wastes d revised §9-227 defines "infectious waste" and
> P 3 3 i i ? If th t tor chooses to use the autoctliave
3 land values., Mrs. Lowery would have exp:essed her opinion . . . forbids disposal of infaoctious waste in a landfill e waste generato : ) ol
K must be disposed of in such a way that they do not harm system. The portion of Chapter 612 that amended 59-227 method, he must make available and use written
F that MML ought to either autoclave its infectious wastes or X X is attached to this Memorandum as Exhibit A. .
*, ¢ l public health. Indeed, any medical laboratory operating Footnote 7 continued on page 13.
%f ; ship them off-site for incineration. 1 1o
35 3 5 9 10 '
3 B
r
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‘g : why the law makes an on-site infectious waste incinerator a requirements described in Part III 2 of this Memorandum.
_ .
kL 3 . . . . : . . . ] . ) . . . ]
;{f' ; Part III of the guidelines contains a special infectious waste incinerator i: an integral part of any customary--indeed, a State-mendated--incident to a medical In sum, MML's proposed incinerator, if it is not an
1 ¢ restriciion on laboratory waste that is rat imposed on : medical laboratory in Maryland. laboratory in Maryland. The incinerator proposed by MML integral part of MML's main facility, falls, without doubt,
f&,t : : : : R ] B. If an Infectious Waste Incinerator Is Not an . NP : . into the BCZR's definition of an accessory use.
A : other f H R . r
¢ § t infectious waste; laboratory waste must be either \\ £ Integral Part of a Medical Laboratory, Under the wi}lﬂgiso Clearly be s%?ordlniifﬂzg_ang_fsfﬁ? the prircipal '
;i‘ 3 incinerated or rendered non-infectious on-site (i.e,, it \ : BCZR It 1Is an Accessory 'Ise to Such a Laboratory. use, Testimony indicates that the p:ioposed incinerator The previous Zoning Commissioner formally |
‘L ‘-”i. : L4 1 Bl 3 .y 4 3 S T . 1] - P 2 - s f
iﬁ‘ : may not be shipped off-site in an infectious state for If the Zoning Commi:sioner is not prepared to hold fj will veceive infectisus waste only from MML's main facility recognized the fact that an incinerator is ordinarily an / 1
¥ : : - : . e e - o a1 s : Cctonars ,; .
M ) incineration at another location).® Thus, the state v that an infectious waste incinerator is so integral to )K;G ' ar”. catellites; MML does not propcse to accept wastes from accessory use. Palicy A-14 in the Zonirg Commissioner's ‘ o
R % g Y . :
i i i : : ' i inci { T . . . i ith respect to an industrial zone,
ng guidelines on their face manifest a clear preference for MML's medical laboratory as to be part of the principal *k# i)v/ other generators or to receive income from the operation of Policy Manual states. with resp
g i i ned : i issi westi 1 - that an incinerator will be considered as an accessor
;% . : on-site incineration of laboratory wastes. Indeed, they 4 permitted use, the Commissioner should unquestionably hold Fs E Q the proposed incinerator. 2 * Y
B E inci i i A ] structure, provided that it is incidental to the gzrincipal
I : = offer clear support for MML's argument that an on-site that the proposed incirerator is a permitted accessory use. AT The proposed incinerator will unguestionably be 3 F . ~
X ; ! i 101 he BCZR i - TR , ) IR use and satisfies principal building requirements. |
;3 LR { Section Of the BCIR defines "sccessory use or ﬁ;ﬁ -] subordinate in area, extent, and purpose to the main MML i f
¥. noF ] . 2 3 . . . . :
- : . c e* in releva a 1 : U e . . There is also case law to suppcrt MML's position., |
;f _ ; 7 procedures and a quality control program that specify structure® in relevant part as follows . facility on Suiphur Spring Road; Respondent's Exhibit 1 %‘ '
1 : the go?dlgl?ns gr operating parameters to be A use or structure which--(a) is customarily SRET o ] . - That law indicates that, wherc + permitted use as of right
54 : maintained in the autoclaving process. 1If the S ] incident and subordinate to and serves a SRR shows that the incinerator will cover less than 5,000 - ]
1 ; generator wants to us> another method of .- eatment to e principal use or structure; (b) is o .. e customarily generates waste products, the disposal of those
H § render nis wastes non-infeci.ous, he must obtain - subordinate in area, extent, or purpose to i square feet, whereas MML's existing laboratory building . ' o
> ' Specific approval from the State Health Department the principal use or structure; (c) is : waste products is an integral part of, or an accessory to, e
o - ] after demonstrating the effectiveness of the proposed located on the same lot as the principal use covers approximately 54,000 square feet. The waste o ) i _ '
o, ; treatment method. or structure served; and (d) contributes to . . . the principal use. An illustrative case is Red Cheek, Inc.
25 ] 8 . . the comfort, convenience, or necessity of disposal pur:iose of the incinerator will also be .
. : The regulations formally proposed in August of 1986 occuvpants, business, or industry in the X _ v, Supervisor of Ruscombmanor, 364 A.2d 542 (Pa. Cmwlth,
¥ ] were even more insistent than-the 1984 "Amended principal use or structure served. subordinate to the main purpose of the laboratory, which is . )
jE“ Guideiines” in keeping infectious laboratcry waste . 1976). There, Red Cheek, a fruit-processing plant, proposed
IE, on-site, _Proposgd Regulat19n 10.91.12.04A(2? would MML's proposed incinerator satisfies each of the criteris to service laboratory clients. -
b L have_perm1tted d}spogal_of infectious waste in an . . ) to dispose of fruit wastes by pumping them to off-site 1
!§ nE on-site or off-site incinerator, except as provided in stated in this definition. As to the final two requirements, there can be no :; v
1 Regulations 10.01.12.04B(3) and 10.01.12.06C [sic L. . o lagoons in residential districts of neighboring townships. {
E; ;gggé.haSgt?oggigggzealgtﬁgr zegulzt?rz przvisionst First, Part III A of this Memorandum, which is dispute that the proposed incinerator will be located on
D eénerator of laburatory waste .. . Zoning authorities in the neighboring townships refused to
!E tg transpogt the wgste OffTSItE for tregtment or reinforced by the testimony described in Part 1I, explains the same lot as the jJrincipal use (see Respondent's Exhibit 9
|g§ disposal without first having rendered it
& non-infectious. Furthermore, proposed Regqulation

l). Also, the incinerator will obvicusly contribute to the

rermit this means of disposal, and Red Cheek appealed. The ': '
10.01.12.05B would have permitted generators of other

types of infectious waste, but not generators of
lgboragory waste, to escape State requirements by
disposing of their waste out-of-State.

trial court dismissed the appeals, and the Commonwealth
The Court of Appeals of Maryland has held that, when a

proposed use or structure is an integral part of the
principal use or structure on a property, it is not
properly characterized as an "accessory”" use or
structure. Carney v, City of Baltimore, 201 M3. 130,
135-6 {1952) (bedroom and bath addition to a residence

was not permissible as an accessory building).

convenience and necessity of the main medical laboratory

facility; it will enable MML to satisfy the State Court affirmed.
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The trial judge concluded that Red Cheek's
proposed method of waste disposal was accessory to the
principal use of fruit-processing. Because that principal
use could not be carried on in the residential zones where
Red Cheek proposed to locate its lagoons, neither could the
accessory use. In explaining its agreement with the trial
court, the appellate court observed that the zoning
ordinance of one of the neighboring townships defined an
accessory use as one "customarily incidental and
subordinate to and located on the same lot occupied by the
prircipal ure to which it relates®; this definition, the
appellate court concluded, “certainly . . . includes an
on-site sewage disposal plant®™ comparable to the lagoons

proposed by Red Cheek.

Commenting further, the appellate court noted that

Red Cheek proposed to pump its fruit wastes by pipes from

its main plant to the proposed lagoons. Thus, the proposed

waste disposal system was z part of Red Cheek's primary
enterprise. The appellate court reasoned:

Indeed a strong argument could be made that the
waste disposal plant was in fact an integral part
nf Red Cheek's industrial enterprise. . . . A
factory's sophisticated and expensive anti-
pollution devices now required by law could as
readily be considered integral parts of the
enterprise's principal operations as merely
assessory [gic] uses of its land.

364 A.2d4 at 544.

. incinerator as an integral part of MML's medical laboratory

or as an accessory use, there can be no doubt that it i= a
permitted use under current Baltimore County wsning
Regulations. Therefore, the law requires the Zoning
Commissioner to decide this case in favor of MML,

Respectfully submitted,
Ut 8. lbyd o0

Jéhn B, H;Z:i;/ N
7?%43{ /, /”’,n

Robert A.’?ﬁ fman

_ Th) U Doerold

Judith A, Armold

200K, “CWARD, DOWNES .. TRACY
210 Aliegheny Avenue

P,0. Box 5517

Towson, Maryland 21204
301-823-4111

Attorneys for Maryland Medical
Laboratory, Inc.

IVv. The Issue Before the Zoning Commissioner Is Solely a
Land Use Issue.

Part 1II1 A of this Me.orandum set forth citations
to statutes anGd iwgulations evidencing the State's
comprehensive authority and responsibility with respect to
refuse disposal systems, incinerators, infectious waste
disposal, air pollution, and medical laboratories. ¥: this
case, State authorities have examined the plans for MML's
proposed incinerator and have indicated that they find no
public health or air quality problems that would prevent
the issuance of permits for the construction and operation
of the facility. Likewise, the Bureau of Environmental
Services within Baltimore County's Health Department has
reviewed the plans and given its approval. See Baltimore
County Code, §13-49 (requiring County permit for estzblish-
ment or operation of an incinerator or other yaste disposal
site). The only open guestion to be determined here is not
a public health, but a land use one; it is whether the
proposed incinerator is an integral part of, or an
accessory use to, a medical laboratory.

In Hardy v, Zoning Becard of Review, 382 A.2d 520
{(R.I. 1977), a building inspector had to decide whether to
issue permits for the erection of two restroom buildings
and one restroom-office building at a campsite lncated in a
rural residential zone. A seasonal camping area was a

permitted use in such a zone, and the building inspector

18

CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that, on this 25th day of
Setpember, 1987, I caused the foregoing Memorandunm of
Maryland Medical Laborafory,\lnc. in Support of Proposed
Incineration Use to be hand-delivered or served by mail,
first-class postage prepaid, on standish McCleary, 1II,
Esquire, Suite 210, 210 Allegheny Avenue, Towson, MD
21204, and John V. Murphy, Esquire, 16 East Lombard

Street, Baltimore, MD 21202, Attorneys for Petcitioners.

Oheatth) A Asonstd

Jydith A. Armold

concluded that the proposed buildings were accessory uses.
Before the building inspector issued building permits, the
State Health Department had approved blueprints for the
proposed buildings.
In upholding the action of the building inspector,
the Supreme Court of Rhode Island wrote:
Thus, since the record shows (1) that use of
the premises as a seasonal camping area was a
permitted use under the Coventry Zoning
Ord§n§nce, (2) that toilet and washing
facilities are “accessory” to such a camping
area, (3) that under health departrent
regulat1ogs no camp can be licensed to
operate without approved sanitary facilities,
and (4) that the health department had
ins?egtgd the plans for the sanitary
fac11}t1es and approved them before the
pui1d1ng permits were issued, the building
inspector had no choice but to issue the
permits,
Likewise, the circumstances of this case leave the Zoning
Commissiorer no choice but to decide the issue here in

favor of MML,

Conclusion
Both the testimony produced at the September 4
hearing zad the applicable legal authorities support a
decision by-the Zoning Commissioner that the incinerator
proposed by MML is permitted by the BCZR. Any medical
laboratory in Maryland, whether or not it is assoriated
with 2 kospital, must. as a condition of its right to

operate, satisfy the Stacve Hezlth Department that it is

0CT 9 1981

IN ':HE MATTER OFV o BEFORE ZCI.IQI'VG Om

PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING ZON1ING COMMISSIONER

S/8 Sulphur Spring R4. OF

NE of I-695

(1901 Sulphur Spring Road) BALTIMORE COUNTY
13th Election District,
1st Councilmanic District bod Case No.: 88-16-EPH

Petitioner: Kathaleen Goodwin*

REPLY MEMORANDUM OF
MARYLARD MEDICAL LABORATORY, INC,

Maryland Medical Laboratory, Inc. ("MML"), by its
attorneys, John B. Howard, Robert A. Hoffman, Judith A.
Armold, and Cook, Howard, Downes & Tracy, submits this
Reply Memorandum in response to the Petitioners®

Memorandum filed on or about September 24, 1987.

The Nature of the Proceedings
MML would first 1like to clarify the nature of
these proceedings. This case arises as a result of a
Petition for Special Hearing fiied by Petitioner Kathaleen
Goodwin. The Petition asked that the Zoning Commissioner
determine whether the incinerator proposed by MF% is a
permitted accessof} use in the ML-IM zone where it would

1l

be located. After the Petition was filed, Standish

1 The Petition d4id not ask separately whether the smoke
stack that is part of the proposed incinerator would

disposing of infectious wastes in a manner that will not
threaten public health. The States Health Departuient has
exaressed a clear preference for cn-site incineration of
infectious laboratory wastes.. Indeed, hospital medical
laboratories, the only medical laboratory facilities in
Maryland that generate volumes of infectious waste
comparable to the volumes produced by MML, commonly include
on-site infectious waste incinerators.10 Many of thesa
incinerators have been operating, without significant
problems and without public objection, for Tears.

Technical experts working for MML hav. analyzed
the wastes currently being produced by MML and have agreed
that the Simonds incinerator being proposed for the Sulphur
Spring Road site will be the best method of safely and
effectively disposing of those wastes. They are unanimous
in their view that an on-site infecticus waste incinerator
is an integral part of MML's operation as a medical
laboratory. Their views are entirely consistent with
policies reflected in Maryland law, in State Health
Department regulations and guidelines, in case law, and in
the former Zoning Commissioner‘'s Policy Manual.

For all of the reasons slated above, whether the

Zoning Commissioner chooses to regard MML's proposed

10 Witnesses at the September 4 hearing noted
particularly the incinerators at St. Agnes and
Provident Hospitals.
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McCleary, III, Esquire entered his appearance in the case
on behalf of Mary Zentgraf, an additios.al Petitioner.
Coatrary to various references in Petitioners' Memorandum,

this case does pot arise cut of an application for a

building permit.

MML'S Proposed Incinerator

The Petitioners' Memorandum misstates facts
relating to the distance between MML's proposed
incinerator site and the Petitioners®' residences and cther
residences nearby, as well as tc the zoning that surrounds
the MML property. MML refers the Zoning Commizsioner to
the plan that was filed as Respondent's Exhibit 1 at the
September 4, 1987 hearing. That plan was marked by
Petitioner Mary Zentgyraf to show the location of her home
at 2021 Sulphur Spring Road. Ms. Goodwin's home addres=*
was stated on the Petition to be 1933 Sulphur Spring
Road. The plan shows that aneither Petitioners*
residences, nor any other residences, lie within 500 feet
of the proposed site of the MML incinarator.

The plan also shows that the MML property is not,

as the Petitioners assert, surrounded on three sides by DR

(continued) be an accessory use in and of itself.
Furthermore, there was no evidence or arqument
presented on that point at the September 4, 1387
hearing. Accordingly, MML does not feel it necessary
to address the riatter here. ’
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5.5 zones. The only DR 5.5 zone immediately adjoining

250-500 pounds and that the total volume of waste to be spread over other industrially-zoned Properties to the

in size to MML, it is impossible for the Zoning

-MML's property lies to the north, along Sulphur Spring incinerated daily would be 2,349-2,723 pounds. MML does

i B s

east or over the Beltway. Even more important, by

Commissioner to determine whether an infectious waste

Road. Although there is some DR 5.5 zoning to the south,

not dispute that the majori.y of the material to be burned granting a permit for the MML incinerator, the State Air

incinerator is “customarily incident and subordinate to*

it is separated from the MML property by the Beltway. The in its incinc-itor would be reqular, non-infectious office

Management Administration has determined that emissions

such a medical laboratory. MML strongly disagrees.

. T
majority of the property surrounding the MML location is refuse. e

will not be detrimental to public health, safety, or

Both expert witnesses who testifed for MML at the

zoned for manufacturing or business uses.

At the bottom of page 2 and the top of page 3 of welfare,

hearing in this case made it clear that infectious waste

On page 2 of their Memorandum, Petitioners state

their Memorandum, Petitioners assert that fall-out from

At several points in their Memorandum,

incinerators are frequently located on the sites of large

that MML "has applied to the State of Maryland for a

MML's proposed incinerator "is projected and calculated at

——r —

Petitioners have inappropriately characterized as

medical laboratories attached to hocpitals,
m——

explained that they had had extensive experience with such

The experts ,\

permit to discharge the products of combustion through the 600 feet, sufficient to easily reach the Protestants®

"testimony” certain statements or assertions made by Mr.

smoke stack, and non-combustible materials in a solid property.® Again, on page 6, Petitioners indicate that,

McCleary at the September 4, 1587 hearing. It is untrue

incinerators, Mr. Harrington testified :rat, in his view,

waste facility off site." This sentence is materially "according to Maryland Medical Laboratories, [exhaust

that "[tlestimony . . . indicated that . . . some an infectious waste incinerator "is customa.’ly incident i
N B incorrect. In fact, MML has applied for and received an J’ fumes will] reach the ground some 600 feet away from the

jurisdictions requir(e] the same control technology [for and subordinate to® a medical laboratory. Mr. Booth

::_7 incinerator permit from the State Air Management i stack,” and that *"{t]hese fume.: will touch ground

infectious waste disposal)] as for incinerating hazardous testified that the waste stream produced by a medical

Administration. MML is not required to apply, and has not primarily in the residential area of Landsdowne [sic]l."”

wastes” (Petitioners® Memorsndum, p. 3). Likewise, the laboratory attached to a hospital is in no material

applied, for permission to dispose of non-combustible There was absolutely no evidence at the September 4, 1987

last sentence on page 10 of the Petitioners' Memorandum is respect different from the waste stream produced by a

materials in a solid waste facility off site. hearing to support these statements. Although the State

untrue.z The orly testimony on these points came from large, independent medical laboratory like MML. 1In both

Also on page 2 of their Memorandum, Petitioners did do a ground dispersion study, any figures resulting

Respondsnt's expert witness, C. Michael Bosgth, who cases, on-site incineration is, according to Mr. Booth,

give fiqgures for the volume of waste transported weekly from that study were the State's and not MML's

strongly disputed Mr. McCleary's assertions. the preferred method of disposing of the waste stream.

from satellite laboratories to MML's Sulphur Spring Road

Furthermore, assuming, solely for the sake of argument, ioners"* A In adcition to this testimony, MML pointed out at

A, MML Produced Evidence at the Hearing to Show
[hat an On-Site Infectious Waste Incinerator
iIs an Integral Part of or a Customary
Incident to a Large Medical Laboratory.

headquarters and for the volume of waste to be incinerated that any emissions from MML's proposed incinerato. would

oy

length in its original Mcmorandum that applicable State

daily. MML does not believe that there was any testimony reach to a distance of 600 feet, Respondert's Exhibit 1

T AT SR i Sy e

law, regulations, and gquidelines make on-site incineration

on these volumes at the September 4, 19687 hearing. 1In a demonstrates that they would not reach to more than a

a preferred, if not a mandatory, method for disposing of
Sty

e i i i

Petiticners argue that, since there are no other

March, 1987 report that MML filed with the State Air

{

handful of residences. Rather than falling "primarily in

the wastes from any medical laboratory in Maryland. Th
free-staniing medical lzboratories in Maryland cc.uparable Y Y ese

Management Administration to support its application for the residential area of Landsdowne,” the emissions would

authorities do not permit the conclusion that an on-site

an incinerator permit, MML estimated tlat the volume of

e
gt

be contained largely within the limits of MML's own

-T

b et il LB B e

infectious waste incinerator is not "customarily inci -
The sentence reads, "Testimony at the Zoning Yy cident

Commissioners hearing indicated some states treat
infectious waste as hazargous wastes."”

waste transported weckly from satellites wculd be from property; those few emissions reaching off-site would
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from one another. Accordingly, it is only necessary to likely be found “customarily incident® to offices,

to a medical laboratory in this State, whether the

Supply Corporation. v, Tzson, 265 Md. 371 (1972). There,

Arundel had exhausted on-site supplies of sand and gravel

. . . restaurants, or apartment buildings. As MML pointed out
shoe: that an asserted accessory use is subordinate in gne

laboratory is free-standing or attached to a hospital.

in its origina}l Memorandum, the previocus Zoning '

respect. The purpose of disposing of infectious wastes

B The Incinerator Proposed by MML Will Be and was using its washing and screening facility entirely
. &

“Subordinate in Area, Extent, or Purpose to
the Principal Use” at the Sulphu:. Spring
Road Site, Even Under Petitioners' Expanded

View of Area or Extent.

produced as a result of medical testing and diagnosis is

S T A T T Skt S T S MR S L e T

Commissioner's Policy Manual formally recognized that an |

to process materialg trucked in from other locations.

) incinerator is ordinarily an accecscry use. /
unquestionably subordinate to the purgose of conducting

: D, It Does Not Follow that, if an Infectious
» Waste Incinerator Is an Accessory to a
2 Medical Laboratory, Any Priveie Waslia
Disposal System Must Be Accessory to Any
Light Manufacturing, Other Industrial,

Office, or Residential Use.

Petitioners advance the reductio ad absyrdum

argument that, if the Zoning Commissicner finds that an

e
¢

E. The BCZR Do Not Treat Incinerators Generally
in the Same Manner as They Treat Sanltary
Landfills and Sludge Disposal Facilities.

. . i themselves,
Petitioners suggest that, in order to determine the tests and diagnoses

Thobae A bgcnr
3,

e

cC. The Fact that MML Proposes to Include a Very
Small Percentage of Wastes Brought in from
Satellite Laboratories as a Part of the
Material to Be Burned at Its Proposed
Incinerator Does Not Alter the Accessory
Nature of the Incinerator Use.

whether any use that involves emisslons (presumably of

The Petitioners contend that the Zoning

fi@».
harmful or non-hari:iul cases, of noise, of odors, etc.) is

et
o
H

Commissioner must look to the restrictions placed by the

[ O —

subordinate in area or extent %o another, principal use,

BCZR on sanitary landfills and on sludge disposal

one must measure the area over which the emissions may

The Petitioners contend that MML's plans to burn infectious waste incinerator is an accessory to a medical

facilities for guidance on the issue now before hirm. MML

extend, They have cited no authority for this novel

some infectious wastz from satcllites at its progused laboratory, he must also perwmit every occupant of an ML,

believes that it would be error for the Commissioner to do

proposition, and MML does not believe that it is a valid

Sulphur Spring Road incinerator mean that the incinerator other industrial, office, or residential zone to operate

s0. Restrictions applicable to landfills and to sludgé
or logical one. _

will not be an accessory to the main laboratory facility an incinerator with a smoke stack. While creative, this

disposal facilities were narrowly crafted to address the

Whether it is nor not, however, the 7oning

or site. Again, MML strongly disagrees. argument is hardly compelling.

particular problems created by these activities. The l
Commissioner need not determine, because even if MML's

s.rcording to the Petitioners' own figures, the

The question before the Zoning Commissioner in

Zoning Commissicner has no basis whatsoever for
proposed incinerator is not subordinate in area or extent

volume of waste coming to the Sulphur Spring Road site any accessory use case is whether the proposed use fits

3 unilaterally concluding that similar problems are -
to the principal laboratory use,” it is sgubordinate in

from MML satellites would amount to 500 pounds per week, the definitioh of an "accessory use or structure”

associated with infectious waste incinerators or that
purpsose. The Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (*BCZR*)

g

whereas the total volume of waste burned would be

contained in Section 101 ¢f the BCZR. In some cases, an

similar restrictions ought to be imposed.
definition of “"accessocy use or structure® uses the

2,500-3,000 pounds per day. Thus, the percentgage o: -,

m—s Rm s

incinerator will qualify as an accessory use; in others,

At this point, the BCZR contain pno restrictions - R
disjunctive "or" to separate area, extent, and purpose

total waste burned that would come from satellites would .t will not. Certainly, it would bs difficult for the

cn any incinerators other than those used for the disposal 3 Oy
B )
be less than 3%.4 This situation is far different from

Zoning Commissioner to conclude that an incinerator and

of sludge. Indeed, tha Zoning Commissioner's long-time gha
3 As MML stated in its or1g1na1 Memorandum, the proposed

incinerator is subordinate in area or extent to the
principal laboratory use, in that it would occupy no
more than 5,000 square feet, whereas the existing
laboratory building contains approximately 54,000
square feet.

the one before the Maryland Court of Appeals in Arundel

smoke stack are “"customarily incident® to a single-family policy has been to hold thac incirerators are ordinarily f;”*k

residence. By the same token, other kinds of waste

pernissible accessory uses. «

4 Under the more accurate volume estimates included in
MMI.'s report to the State Air Management
Administration, the percentage would be even less.

disposal facilities, such as trash Qumpsters, would very
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1| Conclusion : Ch. €12 ~ LAWS OF MARYLAND =

: g. . 3"#4 . ! ; 3 - B S T

; : aised b . . h. €12 . {3) (I} "“INFECTIOUS WAS™E™ MEANS ANY WASTE THAT COMES

E _ Although there are many other points r Y I HEREBY CERTIFY that, on this i-u-.)nay of WILLIAM DONALD SCHAEFER, Governor C l! ggou A Hospgm_ CLINIC, OR LABORATORY AND THAT 15 ~KNOWN  OR —Es,a.

o . : - I SPECTED BE CONTAMINATED WITH ORGANISMS CAPABLE OF PRODUCING

; k s 402 : : MML we do . In subsection (a) of thils section, "[o]n request o ! . ! W

: % : the Petitioners with which would take exception, we October, 1987, I caused a cops of the foregoing Reply the Secretary” is substituted for the formgr refere '. DISEASE OR INFECTION IN HUMAKS, :

1z g "on demand”, for clarity in accordance ‘H .

qF _ 5 : T essary to prolong this Reply . ‘ (II) T"INFECTIOUS WASTE" INCLUDES:

Ti not believe that it is nec Y P 9 Memorandum of iisiyland Medical Laboratory, Inc. to be A L

31 g . . 14 - - DISPCSABLE EQUIPMENT, INSTRUMEMTS, AND

% . ummarized, the . . ; _— '

i Memorandum. We submit that the facts s ' hand-delivered to or served by mail, first-class postage oL e M el i s | L UTENSILS;

e -] - . ‘ as unnecessary in light of the re FE 7

N ‘ i he authorities cited in MML's . it 2. CONTAMINATED NEELLES, SCALPELS, AND

| ; arguments raised, and t prepaid, on Standish McCleary, III, Esquire, Suitel210, ,_ fﬁ RAZOR BLADES; ’ '

:' ?‘{ - - : " » i . i . '_ _
¥ < nclusion that, under the n waste s ifi X -228. 1. _
f original Memorandum compel the conclu ‘ 210 Allegheny Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204, and Je¢hn V. s wastes®, fot glg FROM SURGSRY, OBSTETRICS oJUMAN TISSUES AND ORGANS THAT RESULT 9-228. 1.

; [ ’ 3 A . :

' 7 i i i inci " 9-229. W .
% 3 : Baltimore County Zoning Regulations, the incinerator . . s
- § Murphy, i+*juire, 16 East Lombard Street, Baltimore, SUCTIONINGS 4 FECES, URINE, VOMITUS, AFD %
N5 . E A . . . [ : ‘ L. .
§§ . = ' p-oposed by MUL is either an integral part of MML's Maryland 21202, Attorneys for Petitioners. .. Live ;‘ 9-235. RI .
<3 . . VACCINES FOR HUMAN USE; 3 . : "“

‘ inci i 1981, THE SECRETARY MAY HOT PERMIT FOR A PROPOSED SE; :
principal laboratory use or a permissible accessory use. . op-WiPH-PHE : k MILE OF ANY HOSPITAL. 1

% % Quadath) a . Ormsdd =® VANDFILL THAT WOULD BE WITHIN © 6. ELOOD AND BLOOD PRODUCTS; An:' ¥ Ay

ir For these reasons, MML requests that the Zoning : REVISOR'S NOTE: This sectXpn is new language derived g £ ;

ig | 3 ' Jyfith A. Ammold from former HE § 9-210(d). ! BLOOD ELEMENTS EXCRETA7'ANSAggggg'??;ngECIHENS' SUCH AS T2osuts, ¥ ADC?T REGL -

o . . - . - 3 . . . ,\ . e ’ r = . . :' ‘

“E‘ e Commissioner issue a determination in its favor. ‘DHUR%;% ituted for the former term £B}-~SEOPE-OP-SEEPIONT :

ét : o t.oilly submitted THE OWNER ® "landfill system’ to conform (o the practiged of the 7 3 NOT ADOPT -

E X E 3 1 ) . . . A _ .
1 ; faspect. Y ’ Department. Nos/substantive chapge is intende iNFEe*g*S“SEETfGN“BGES"NG?--FREVENT-A-PERSGN-PRBH-BiSPGSiHG-eP 5 gggA;;ggN: S i
14 2 9-226. CERTIFICATE PUBLIC NECESSITY REQUIRED FOR HAZARDOUS iN_m‘f!Sg?;:;i:g;:ea-eaasfNs-iupesﬂsus-msw-m-as—a;spesea---ep, 3 L R
i C oV g 9! 4 . WASTE LANDFILI- SYSTEM ; . {8y
y .k B s : . Y N

: fOR A CERTIFICATZ OF PUBLIC NECESSITY UNDER § 3-205(D)(2) OF THE i 9-270 OF 1 -

L gl A NATURAT GE A RMIT A HOSPITAL, CLINIC, OR LABORATORY MAY NOT DISPOSE OF 5 EoSE s

9 v Al Tf;; gfgggac ARTICLE, THE SECRETARY MAY NOT I PERMI INFECTIOUS WASTE, OR CAUSE INFECTIOUS WASTE TO BE DISFOSED OF, IN D HYGIENE SH .
ik . ) y; 77 e d A LAND: ILL SYSTEM IN THIS STATE. o
i o Robert i-f‘éﬂOEfman REVISQI'S  NOTE: This section is new langua B o ;P
] %L" o oy ? without substantive clinge from former HE § 9%210(f). OF SEE*IONLEl SECRETARY TO ASSIST IN MONITORING AND ENFORCEMENT 'ﬁ- £
o M- ' " r T . i ;

. - AE. :

-t - C:): L Th ) /1. £2ALOtJr6£_// The word "proposed", which formerly modified the\ term THE SE . & :

By a “landfill system”, is deleted because the referenked IN THie g,l:g‘;g'r;‘g; ;g"ﬁgggnsxauz WITH LAW ENFORCEMENT PERSONNEL : PUBLIC INF i

+ 7 Jﬁ’dith A. Armold 3-705(d)(2) of the NKatural Resources Article appljes THIS SECTION NG RHD ENFORCING SUBSECTION tey {B) oF . .

g' only ¢l havardous waste landfill systems operating QQ\ * b f -

& COOK, HOWARD, DOWNES & TRACY | July 1, 1980, REVISOR'S NOTE: This section is new language derived i SECHRIRE-M .,

o Alleg?g;}g Avenue *"217. INFUCTIOUS WASTE IN LANDFILL SYSTEM PROKIBITED. without substantive change from former hi § 9-210(q). ] '
F.0. Box : The G i g GOVERNMENT &
n *3) DEFIN NG, i € teneral Assembly may wish to consider amending th '
Tg‘fsggi fi;{land 21274 TTIoN: ggf;ggtxon of "infectious waste™ in subsect ion |g”37 L TN
- -— H |3
3 AT TRT (1) IN THIS SECTION ThE FOLLOWING WORDS HAVE THE famii.Se?ﬁic’ﬂxﬁﬁpﬁi“t;:tg _acgount other relevant SLUDGE, IN¢! - ‘
. S INDICATED. - . nited States Envircnmental SLUDGE DUR &
Attorneys for Maryland Medical Frotection Agency has a lengthy definition of -
oo 2 " - k s i
Laboratery, Inc. W vy mhé;imrﬁ:umc HAS THE MEANING GIVEN BY THE RECULATIONS - 28427 - if
- 2841 - % ¥

" e TR TR, (R
. et L . :

es o ‘ - . EXHIBIT B 840131
.-—"lv' LS ;”-'-‘ _‘_':_ . =, ‘; t - .- |
;{(?7 /lf" / / o R ":_ ° ;"{ / /"’/,- y 2y /{5 'y, r"/ the waste non-inf.ctious if an exception has bean granted by the
4444 ,/- SR R S A A L  Definitions Department. Such waste must be labeled and identified as non-infectious, B
e J”)‘ - - — prior to disposable as general refuse, 23
e i bt

"Infectious waste™ means ~cuipment, instruments, utensils, and fomites of a disposable
nature known or suspected to be contaminated with organisms capable of producing
disecse iIn: humans, Also, included in the category of Infectious waste is pathological,
biological and laboratory waste as defined below, and dispasable fomites (any substance
that may harbor or transmit pathcgenie organisms) attendant to that; and animal contact
items such as bedding contaminated with organisms that may be pathogenic to humans.
This term shall include sharps, such as contaminated needles, scalpels and razoe blades.

D.  When the practice is consistent with all other lncal, state, or federal
WILLIAM DONALD SCHAEFER, Governor

requirements, biological waste may be flushet into the sanitary sewer, ,

IV. Packaging, Handling and Transportation of Infeetious Waste

A. Prior to disposal, the waste must be secured in waterproof, rodent and insect L
proof containers with limited access, and agpropriately labeled.

Ch. 617

"infectious waste" that js based in

presence of. certain factors 'nacessgi;t'tooncaﬁgz
disease. The Environmental Protection Agency notes
that Ffor 4 waste to be infectious, it must contain
pathogens with sufficient virulence and in sufficient
quantity so that exposing a susceptible hLort to the
waste cgu}d-result in an infectious disease. However
the def}nltlon of "infectious waste* that is stated i;
subsection (a)(3) of this section does not take into

account virulence or quantities of "
cause it to be infectious. materials that

~228. RESERVED.
9-2 . RESERVED.
9-230. REGULATIONS OF DEPARTMENT,
(R)

D MENTAL HVYGIENE

" — - . l‘
s EALTIMORES MASC_SNT o0
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DEPARTMENT
2N WEST
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U
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"Pathological waste™ means hum..: tissues (excluding blood and blood
products) and organs which emanate from surgery, obstetrics and autopsy, ard
animal earcasses and parts, which have been axposed to pathogens capable of
producing disease in humans. Althougi pathological w:aste msy not always contain
paihcgens, for the purposes of this Guideline it will be treated as infectious waste.

B. The transzortation of infectious waste to an off-site incineratos s
permissible, provided that:

1. The waste is packaged in a single plastic bag of at feast 3 mil thickness AN TR
or in two (2) plastic bags each at least 1.5 il thick and appropriately S S
sealed to prevent spilling while awaiting transport. Ly Ao iie

2. The waste i3 transported in a manner so as to maximize containment L
{e.g., closed vehicle or rigid containers) and the container is P
appropriately labeled so as to identify tiie material being transported.

July 1, 1984

TO: Generators of Infectious Waste  ,— J LA[E/
FROM:  Adele Wilzack, R.N., M.S. \J.&,CL v %

Secretary of Health and Mental Hyziene

"Biological waste™ means feces, urine, vomitus, suctionings, live vaccines for
humen < snimal use, and blood and blood products other than laboratory
specimens.

PART IIf, SEWAGE SLUDGE

"Laboratary waste” includes specimens such as tissues and blyod elements,

retions, and d able fomites attendant to these specimens.
SUBJECT: Amendea Guidelines Zor the Disposal of Infectious Waste excreta, sec » and dispos sp

C.  Personnel handling infectious waste must be instructed in proper hyziene and
waste management techniques,

i W
L ESAET L ET IR AR S B LRI A SIS PP AP L RSB SO BB I AN I.  Disposal of Infectious Waste

V. Non Campliance :
When non-compliance is anticipated due to an emergency, or for some resson
beyond the control of the facility, the facility should notify the Department of the
existing conditions, and the proposed alternate rieans of disposing of infectious T .
waste during the interim period. :

L. Facilities generating infectious waste shall maintain written procedures for
the purpose of imolementing these guidelines

The purpose of this Guideline is to set forth certain basic concepts and procedures
for the handling and dispose: of infectious waste from any facility which generates -
infectious waste such as acute and chronic health care and related facilities,
laboratories, and research facilities,

B. All infectious waste shall be disposed of by incineration except as otherwise
provided in part IIl. On-site or off-site incineration is acceptable provided
that the incinerator has been designed and approved for that purpose. State
regulations prohibil tive landfilling of infectious waste.

IN ADOPTING RIGULATIONS UND
9-270 OF THIS SUBTIULE, THE

THIS PARL .II AND §§ 9-269 AND
ﬁ'.'cmﬁﬂ'l?c_o—"—m=

AR, It is the intent of these Guidelines to establish certain minimum requirements

HEALTH AND MENTAL including & definition of infectious waste while allowing professional judgment and some
flexibility on the part of the persons within the facility having the responsibility for the
handling of infectious waste .

C. A municipal waste incinerator is not acceptable equipment for the AWame

incineration of infectious waste.

(2) PATHOG CONTROL;

This Guideline shou'd be used in conjunction with existing regulations, program
guides, or any other Department requirements affecting the handling of infectious waste
from these facilitics. Complisnce with this Guideline does not excuse any facility from
complying with all other local, state, and federal requirements ineluding environrr.f!::;?',
regulations affecting disposal equipment, licensing, or permitting requirements, “- .

- ' {3)  ADVRRTISING
FLALIC INFORMATIONMEETINGS; | o oNlS FORNQUBLIC HEARINGS AND

OL  Exceptions

0
e A B RS s

A. Allinfectious waste, except paticl:cgical waste, may be rendered non-
infectious by use of an autoclave. Waste rendered non-infectious with an
: autoclave is not subject to the incinerator requirements of part I provided
- that written procedures and a quality control program are available and
utilized to specify the conditions or operating parameters toc be maintained o

{ PERFORMANCE BON
srey BS, LI
'eb-"!‘-"f-—MeA RES S oF SECURI'{'Y ABILITY INSU

CE, OR OTEER

{(5) PROCEDURES FOR NOTIX
X FYING NLT
T AND OTHER INTERESTED FARTIES; AND onirs

{6) ADEQuATE STANDARRDS FOR

B ke aar TRt o U A g

adequately rende: the waste non-infectious. Waste that is treated by this - ' L
LUDING REQUI TRANSPORTING method must be packaged and labeled as non-infectious waste, e
NG TRANSPgRT:ﬂgNTS FOR ENCLOSING OR COVERING . - ‘ |
- B. Laboratory waste must be incinerated or autoclaved on the site of generation, o , 1_:-‘%
T 2843 - C. Other methods of rendering waste non-infectious such as chemical or Lol

mechanical treat.nent may be approved by the Department on a case by case
basis. The treated waste will not be subject to the incinerator requirements
of part II upon proper demonstratior. that the alternative method has rendered

T

e

£y
.

Ty e e TGy,
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S L ) . Cina 1987 BALLIHORE COUNTY. MARYLAND : S SUBJECT: CCUNTY REVIEW GROUP COMMENTS
nnual meeting L ' ' S FROM: OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING DATE:
ENVIRONMENTm binding thru April COUNTY REVIEW COMMENTS February 27, 1986 .

ot - 588 _ : PATHOLOGY BUILDING
F‘ET .j 1 : e
NC. oo Y SUBJECT: COUNTY REVIEW GROUP COMMENTS DATE: February 27, 1986 R (continued)

- PO.BOX 9875+ 247-2325 = BALTIMORE, MD 21227 ONING OFFICE - ‘, : PROJECT NAME : PATHZLOGY DY LDING PLAN
7365 FROM: yA ) - R

COUNCIL & ELECTION DISTRICT XIlr-1¢8 PLAN EXTENSION

- - 7 8. This office would only recommend Plan approval conditioned on tha resolution- _
Ta whom it may concern: °~ : L PROJECT NAME: PATHOLOGY BUILDING PLAN: _ 9/18/85 g ' : ggnethe setback deficiencies and the existing building in the residential T REVISED FLAN
LOCATION: S/S Sulphur Spring Road DEVELOPMENT PLAN: . : ST PLAT
S W of Myrtle Avenue . . 7
dvised that at . the Annual meeting of the Citizens it ) . TR ]
far tﬁiegiﬁigzn:gnt Incorporated, according to Baltimore County e | DISTRICT: 13th Election District PLAT: _ S )
Code section 2-40 Article V - Rules of Practice anq Procedures; v e | The Office of Planning has reviewed the subject pian dated
this Council group took the action to elect a pre§1dent, who then o : . | W. CARL RICHARDS, OF. . September 18, 1985 and submits the following comrents:
became a member of the Board of Directors and Chairperson of the 1. ~ The office building "Beltway West" on the W/S of the property #1900, should g Zoning Coordinator
Board of Directors, by this action of total consent. et be shown on the plan. The property that this building is situated on was A 1. The proposed building addition iz situated in an Ares of unstable
once part of the pathology building property. Show the interviening : S~ solls. This soil reprasents severe limitations for developrent.
The Chairperson of the Board represents this Council group by property line and list the 3 zoning hearings that apply to this property Special engineering and constructicon teckniques will be required
the action taken at the annual meeting and thereby represents this SRt outline on the plan: o=y g o Lo ensure that these conditicns are mitigased. GZinca the steep
Council in any and all matters relative to zoning hearlng5§ appeal, . : [y SRTPIS Slope area is an artificial slope, additional mitigation measures,
zoning proceedings and all legal matiers relating to 64-165-R.A. - Reclass R6 to M.L. - Denied A other than for the poor soils, should not be necessary.
R ; 6/19/64 Special off-street parking permit granted variances from T
e J.G.R. . Sections 243.4, 243.3, 243.6 and 243.5 granted. R The 20' future access can not be used as access to the site until
This action of this Councll is attested to by the Secretgry G 5 . it 13 nade acceptable to Baltimen Counte
and approved by the body of this Council by voice vote at this . 68=306=4 - 255.2 (243.1} Front yard variance granted, : o -
annual meeting. 4 6/27/68 T it The rlan should clarify the status of the easevent area. Is this
J.G.R. : area leased or has it been sold to Proctor-52lex?

or appeals;
same.

is Council group represents the section of Southwest Balti- _ _ _ )
;qoreTﬂéiwn as Langdowﬁe; galtimore Highlands; English Councel; g 72-119-A - 255.1 (238.2) Side yard variance granted. . S Ar 8' minimum width planting area is required along all property

Arbutus; Relry; St. DNennis; Halethorpe; Catonsville; Anne Arundel i 11/4/71 ' lines abutting residential zones or premises.
County gectic s known as Glen Burnie; Ferndale; ‘.inthicum, and foa J.E.D. - )

- -

Baitimore City. A final landscape plan prepared by a registered landscape architect

o 2.~/Eor:-ect the M.L.~I.M./D.R.5.5 zoning line to 155 feet S of the centerline v ' K must be approved by this office prior to issuance of building permits.
The person who duly represents this Council group is Theresa T of Sulphur Spring Road. The existing medical laboratory building is - IR

| B - . i _-‘_'__—-'____-_-—’
Mary Lowry, in its Zoning Proceedings and all legal matters both ek ().bartially in the residential Zone as shown:
at the county and state levels. o

3. Within 100 feet of the D.R.5.5 zoning 1lin~ the M.R. use and area
’ regulations apply: - K
S ' , | : ) )
e Section 243.1 - Required 75 feet front setback; 50 feet setback scaled to : _ — T £ g-_j (
Respectfully, the existing building lot line ‘n front of the existing laboratory building. - / INC LY Y—
: GARY KERNS
4+"The distarce between buildings S.255.1 {232.0, 102.2) maximum required 69 _ : ‘ ) Current Planning and Development

- / 7 _ > feet,shown 45 feet. (not dimensioned)
% EC/M./ Z(/mm o ’ )
virg ‘:'lia Wunder ~DPimension the required side yard setback of 50 feet adjoining the Emil (.
SR ' Bley property.

Breakdown parking data by building, use and floor.

7. Is Sulphur Spring Road shown correctly on the plan? Shouica't there be a
P.C. in front of #1900 adjoining on tne W/S?

Board Members
Theresa Mary Lowry
Zaning File

Zoning committee
Legal committee

STATE OF MARAHD— DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH ANﬂIENTAL HYGICNE

O - . . ' - Otfice of Environmental Programs

_ - o ‘ S : ‘ A r Management Administration

D. 5. THALER & ASSOCIATES, iNC. e, o 201 W, Preston Street
’ ; LAW OFTiCES _ . Baltimare, Maryland 21201
11 WARREN ROAD » BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21208 * (301) 484-4100 ok Cook, Howarb, DOWNES & TRACY ; e ’ Cote

i 240 ALLEGHENY A¥NUE ' Ian J. Forrest, R.S. . .* APPLICATION FOR iNCINERATORS: Permit to Construct X Pegistration [J

" e Box ssi?  January 13, 1987 - pi Do Not Wr te In Thes Soace
- g Pa ge 2 Sl 1. Uwnel o Inslaitation or Company Hame Date ol Appiication Tals Rec. Local i+ Rac. Siats

o TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 . MARYLAND MEDICAL LABORATORY, INC! 9/25/86
S _ - R _ revised1/]12/87
May 2, 1986 L VAMCE M €ODn GCEORCE N AEYROLOS, I ’ R ' ‘ S Mail Aadress Teteincne Acknowiedgement Semt
e SOHN B DA RO twuct;.mun:.ac, ! JAMES 0. C. DOWNES . " ’ 1901 SU.LPHUR SPRING ROAD - 30 1"247"9100 Date By
K OAVIO O ODwaES AORERT & WOKFMAN (tecs.n70) . = we are now worki‘ng on a res ponse t/j Your letter Of Pt ; Cilf Stat 2:p Code [Rev wad
EE Y . ; L 5 & J e
Baltimore Cotity, Maryland e some 4 an B crman e , — o January 8, 1987 to Dr. Selvin Passen, Director of tke laboratory. !

. . - LI~ MEVIN W_ g ) T ; a i e ‘ ,"‘ BALTIMDRE MD 21227 Name Date

Baltimo ¢ County Office Building Ty | msie Bonenan S daya: Tn the mesnusmal}have have any questions. pleass oo’ N =
Towson, Maryland < cimer otion T ReTEMon. ua (301 821 ora? o not hesitate to call me, Dt s
. . A L, i SIS 2B. Incineratar Location if Dillerent from Above ‘%nmmwmaumamm
Very truly yours, ' Date By

A - ‘ = T Siree! Address Crly, Town /\C«nfﬁ Zip Code Applicaton Hat'd. Lo Applwant

RE: Pathology Building S ' . ‘ : . / { @ / el e, Agend o Aulhaorized Company Offcsa Date ay
: -1 Bl PEILIP HOWARD

Partnership January 13, 987 s : ; Deborah C. DOP in ;Mafmum Soakt ‘\A Sremizes Number

Gentlemen: HAND DELIVERED o PGS 1901 SULPHUR SPRING ROAD, BALTIMORE, MD 21227 !

PAMIEL D'C. TRACY & OCBORAY -2 O Kim —

ATTN: Mr. Carl W. Richards, Jr.
Department of Planning and Zoning

S— i
L — -y Maring Aodress City, Town State Zwp Coce m &
You may iecall that during the CRG process for the Pathology N Ian J. Forrest, R.S. gﬁg{g?ﬁré W 4. New Conairuction Gty ' 18. Ensung instaliation e
Building Partnership located along Sulphur Spring Road a question Director o ' c¢c: Dr. Selvin Pas :' Boowe s G B -
arose as to whether there was a encroachment of the existing office e Balcimore County Department of Health i " Mark Levin oo bk Date Conatruction I_
duilding uporn the DR 5.5 line. We have researched this situation E Bureau of Environmental Services ' Bennett Gaines, Esquire L Compated g 7 I
and we find that an enCE_QQ_C_bEg_T_lL does not exist, ; : gglirgs ?gllﬁlug Dave Filbert ' : 5. instai.er or Conliactor (New Of Replacament Only)

N . . . : : o Marviend: 21204 2 - SIMONDS MANUFACTURING CORPORATION
. You will find enclosed herewith a plat entitled "Plat Showing - Towson, Marylca 0 Name o Compa ¥ Tiile
the Property of Patholocgy Buildina Partnership” prepared by wW. T. . ' ' : : -
Sadler, Surveyors and revision dated April 22, 1986. You will note Re: Maryland Medical Laboratory, Inc. S : P.O.ufﬁgxmiifd AUBUET:E‘:;E' L Tiate 338:.2::o¢. 813,7267 5206
that this plat is a field survey of the property in question which Construction Permit Regarding Incinerator . el - A 5. Equipment Manulaciurer Vianutacturer's Senal of ooy No. T Touuumiaoimmumasotmms-gn&

indicates that there is mo epcroachment. (e Dear Mr. Forrest: SIMONDS MFG. CORP. AF28 N * e Locaten

Accordingly, we will not be filing for a wvariancr- Please . : & - " :
correct your records accord: ngly. b Thauk You very much for meeting with my clients and me . - LY MaOr ACtinity at This LOCAUON—Aulo DeaierHuspital, Apartrant House, elc. 3. Rated Capacity of inCinerator in L.

yesterday regarding the above-captioned matter. I think it : : DIAGNOSTIC MEDICAL LABORATORY Z:QS'GM

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. FER was very helpful Lo get together and address these issues | . R
S face-to-face. : A U 10, Incinecalor Type (Mark onty one with X

Very truly yours,

e o Enclosed is a new application for an incinerator permig ' , - ' “"‘“""c"‘"‘“"@

D.S. THALER & ASSOCIATE . e for the Maryland iedical Laboratory, Inc. incinerator facilicy XN _ LU ' 22
CIATES, INC L at 1901 Sulphur Spring Road, Baltimore County, Maryland. As s L Orer

we explained, this incinerator is strictly for the purpose of _ et o N 7]

I?uming t:hc:: waste generated by Maryland Medical Laboratory e T . : ‘ - 12, Amount of Waste Burmed Per Operatey Day V3 s-:nm:ucwwgmm i,
David S. Th .E. .S. e its satellite offices. This is strictly an accessory use for - ey i ) nio
President aler, P.E., L.s e the private purposes of Maryland Medical Laboratory. Imfortu- SR Sy Ao 1200-1500 oniTs, fons
nately, Simonds Manufacturing Corporation, the supplier in 2 L m
g @ : Florida, incorrectly completed the original application to e e B 3'6 i,l;

* non-continuous burring

DST/gf
d ( _ ’ \{\-; 'DS / ! indicate commerciai incineration. The 2nclosed application : _ : — 3

cc: Susan Carrell ,Q & will correct that unfortunate mistake, We have also corrected : ' . _ o Type ol Naslaaluse incinerated (Mars sl Type wilh X = ok Gifers with Check ]
Bob Covahey, P.E. 71'(/’ A . items 11, 12, 14 and 15 on the appligatiqn. e 7 i j ' Ay Viash X Reluse f/_ Reture :] Gat

. L . . k] F)

gal

Selvin Passen, MD \J-U S"-{?ﬂ'!!f L _ o - : o _ o . | 0% oy _ 20% Gavage™ | 50% Gardage]
Bennett G. Gaines, Esquire \ ' cg19 ;9 a e D o Yy . | e ' | No

| Years
1 o 7
Bill Sadler Qovnd aal ) _ : | o oo e ] [ X
- F-F’W_ .

\ )\ - (\/\d\ . - . . . . o ) ) :- N _ AMA-10 Rovisend LAy ¥963
: - ) . . « T
. L - - ) . . - . .

CIVIL ENGINEERS ¢ SITE PLANNEHS ¢ SURVEYORS » LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS
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% {J :fi . * ke . . e 1 e 4 Aol sinsie oot sitbE O bt sl ‘i‘n”m“‘-~~‘~_--lm~a- R I LA ST
E = O |
': . } 15, Total Annusl Auxiliary Fueis Used
; DIESEL 30 ' |
| oil ___(Gationsy__30,000 u 2912 M(FUTURE FUEL)
. 4247 - atural Gas x N sa tE] I i te i nf i i i
‘i B oo & e i ] SECTION I1 b ectious waste consists primarily of needles, sharps and some once sealad in the rigid containers, the waste rematns at the point of
B 3 as (Gallons) Otner Waste Quantity, Characteristics and Uni i ' small quantity of
-HS e e % Soecity tuel & units required L eristics and Unit Capacity Evaluation g y of gauze. Consequently, satellite wastes are considered to generation for scheduled removal to either the incinerator facility or tc
{ = K Haight Abova «da Di ) Gas Exit be in the "glass® cat
* ' . Ground () 3 ot 24 e 1y 1825 Velocity 9084 ] category. {ntermediate storage, in the event the incinerator is inoperative,
[ - 3 T Emies bl or — st AT tttmind TTT ¥ Source of Waste 2 Fifty of the fifty-th .
: § ‘ 3 A Emu;on C;:xgo;::;:(ias(‘:lamingFormAMA-GMuslbeCmDIatadlnf Each Device Used & Atiached 10 this Apphication. % — e fifty-three total satellite faciiities operated by MR At the sateliite facilities the same basic procedures 4ve followed in :
a4 & ng U d Simple Multiple : . . . . 3 : . . |
;? ~§ Nane [ | or Balles 1 crcone|_] cyeane| | scruover Ventud Eractioautic Bag. ater. The waste to be burred at this facility includes infectious waste from will be serviced by this planned facility. This indicates an estimated that infectious waste is separated into glass and non-glass categories and | N
- P C ! 1 2 EE) 1 5 76 i . i ‘ ‘ i e
L %- 'j Other the main laboratory complex and from several satellite laboratory locations quantity of from 250 to 500 pounds of infectious waste per week. On a seven placed into double biohazard-bag-lined rigid corrugated paperboard L
s 2 Specily T T owned and operated by Mar i iti da r i : L
&Té 3 Dc)NcrerHHTEBv Yoo 117918 P Yy yland Medical Laboratory, Inc. In addition, y per week basis the satellite waste quantity becomes approximately 36 to containers. When the containers are from 1/2 to 3/4 full, or r-ior to the
T ; ELOW THIS LINE general office, non-infecti
by __ - - ous waste rated 70 pounds .
i ) RS Stk Cresons T Pungs Be Opsiating Da s generated at the main laboratory p per day scheduled collection, the bags are closed and sealed; then the rigid
fr o . 3 complex on Sulphur Spring Road wi i ' i ; o he f ; Cos
£ j: atter rides o Oxides of ) P prang will be mixed with the infectious wasi: in a The following total waste quantities were developed from the short term containers are closed and sealed.
LhS ; 19 3 y Nitrogen . . . . . . . - . . . .
%@g‘ ) Carbon - voutia o b o = controlled procedure to provide uniformity of waste burning and to satisfy weighing program and include the satellite infectious wastes. At all-locations, the source of the waste, the date and the designation
g b Monoxide Organic r . ’ '
; Compound Pollutants the waste dispasal needs of the medical facility. i j i ; . .
!& 19. Inventory Date = 12 - 143 143 Specify Type/Amouni - ! Y This concept prOV"jES an Waste Description 0311{\2u325;;§)(‘qvg) Da‘]y ?:a;;ltg (peak) as infectious waste are shawn of the extertor of the rigid containers-
; additional degree of safety i =
g y in that all W§St95 from the main laboratory infectious glass 382 454 Infectious waste handlers at satellite facilities follow the same
facility are disposed of on-site and elimi ]
P e nates the need for off-site general infectious 767 869 protocol, dress and precautions used at the main facility.
| ;y( Any Alds related infectious waste is autoclaved for steritization prior -

. d 80 183
20. Method Used to Determine Emissions

transport.
office general waste 1200 1400

to being packaged for transhort to final disposal.

) Emission Stack issi
Estimate Factor Test Other | Estimate IE::lts:r‘m ls"mik Oth,
es ther

Particulate o
Matter | xides of
184-1 . - Sulfur

Total 2349 2723

-

The infectious waste quantities inciude the storage containers con-

Waste Quantity

L]

%Non-infectinus Waste

3 _
Oxides of
. Nitrogen ) Carbon iti
.5 | ‘ - o The total waste quantities generated by the main facility and tne in- sisting of double pl
- - - of double plastic bags and rigid corrugated paperboard b
Organics fectious waste quantities from t i iti i g i 9 R |
q he satellite facilities havge been estimated Non-infectious waste consists of general office waste and some small :
quantity of food wastes from the employee food service canteen operation. 5

1881 ] 3 =

21. Premises information
Waste Characteristics

based on a short term weighing cf the total waste load, within the last few

al is segregated from infectious waste by maintaining plastic

This materi
trash bag-linéd waste baskets throughout the facility

In non-infectious activity areas, there is i

weeks. Because of the nature of the satellite ooperati i
e ons, it is a practical '
‘ * The waste quantities represent the total wastes generated at the main
and larger “"eq_ffilﬁ

Premisas
Name

impossibility to determine the specific breakdown of actual weights from laborat : ¢ sal
' aborat.ry complex at Sulphur Spring Road4 and the infectious wastes
_ < gener-

receptacles in the canteen area.

s,

each satellite until the incinerator facility becomes operative and the

ated at satellite laboratory facilities, listed as Appendix 6 in this
m to infectious wastes, In the

243
248 249 2527 53 T 7 5

Privale Local State Federal
no exposure of the general waste strea

e special infectious waste containers

internal manifest system is implemented.
report. The general office waste is non-infectious and will be mixed with

laboratory areas, the placement of th

2600 260-t 2602 2503

: For purposes of evaluating the incinerator capacit
y, the total waste
%!k ’ the infectious waste as charges are weighed and placed in the charging carts

at the points of generation, employee training and primary operating

eloped to minimize the potential for contamirating

Date Comnleted Completed By

load is adequate. However, in an attempt to further refine the source of
or will be burned without mixing, if required, to accomplish the ~3ily

i i

protocol have all been dev

Fokiam

el

the wastes, the MML staff has astimated that each of the satellite facili-
disposal task,
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ties generates from 5 to 10 pounds of infectious waste per week. The
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b) peak non-infecticus waste guan. = 1400 pounds per day :
*Because this is a seven day per week operatign, no adjustment has been

shorter periods

As set forth under a previous section of this report, the incinerator

and either existing or pianned future building development. A stack height
A stack height

has been modified for infectious waste burring to allow a minimum of 2 .
estimated heat content = R500 BTU per pound

made in the daily waste generation guantities to accommodate

of 62 feet is considered adequate to meet this requirement.

se;onds dceention time in the high temperature secondary combustion rhamber,

adjusted unit rated c&pacity = 510 pounds per hour

feet offers at
of incinerator operation.

of 62 feet abg-« a foundation elevation of approximately 49

Gii-fop of stack elevation of 111 feet, or approsimaiely equal to the top of the

er—

required operating hours = 1400 < 510 = 2.75 hours
Using the average higher heating values of the two types of wastes in

the heating values of the mixed waste stream have been

to meet current criteria for organism destruction.

nearest planned future building. A stack height of 62 feet above grade Total daily operating hours = 3,04 + 2.75 = 5.89 hours
the fuel mixture,

jmately 73 feet or an elevation of
calculated to be 9234 BTU per pound, for average gereration rates and B862

Preventicn of Water Pollution
offers an effective stack height of approx

5.14 hours to 5.72 hours under the normally anticipated operaling mode for
Copies of the heating value computations are included in appendix 7 of

generation and the incirerator will be enclosed to prevent spilling and will —
approximately 470 feet from the planned stack location and the closest

:?';5:";;t»*‘ = j be unloadeu ot the point of weighing at the inciner .
T e B . ator. If any spill
e LT TS . yoP planned future building, if actually constructed, will be approximately 70 . . )
§g;- NN R should occur at this location, it will be cleaned, disinfected with chemi . average to peak daily generation cates. For the separate burning operating :
1 ' ’ ' ) ed with chemical feet away from the planned stack location, The top of the stack at 111 feet o . . this report. :
1 3 cleaners, picked up and incinerated. mode, the equivaient range of operating hours for average to peak generation . £
.%_ij_ e ?ﬁﬁf , U . elevation exceeds the maximum height of any obstruction t& air currents tes is from 5.07 to 5.89 hours %-
E/“: L ?%L pon completion of the second phase construction of the building to (thi 11 hundred feet of its pl d locati rate ’ ) ) Adjusted Unit Capacity {
: o n . : - . illhad” Sunh i
: ¥ house the incinerator, sanitary waste will be discharged into th within several hundred feet of 1ts planned Tocstior The selected unit provides adequate capacity, regardless of the ;
13 a - ] o the soon-to- E N While the only expected emissions from the stack, under planned - . Because the incinerator unit has been pre-selested to meet the present i
g ; ;g&rye-constructed sanitary sewer p o ? operating mode selected, to burn the present estimated MML infectious and :
ke 3 . _ E - =T » . . . . . . . . . ) ) e
] SIEE | X operating conditions corsist primarily of carbon dioxide and water vapor, - s . s . . and planned future expansion disposal needs of Maryland Medical Lzzaratory, i
SRR : All storm water from the site will be isolated from th t ; ~ — —_ — non-infectious waste stream within a single 8 hour shift, including the _ :
£ ‘ ¢ waste operation the stack height has been selected to provide for high level mixing and the unit rated capacities must be adiusted to determine the operating hours ’
$ by the building and ~i11 be managed as part oi the total site st necessary start-up and shut-down time. Consequently, the second operating :
e storm water dispersion to provide a further degree of safety to the surrounding area. : - required to accommodate the waste disposal requirement. N R
) shift is available to accommodate future waste quantities associated with g - , f éff
- 5*;. The Simondz published rated capacity of (he unit is 450 pounds per hour ' : o
(g

The stack height evaluation is contained in Section Vi1l of this
at a waste heat content of 9380 BTU per pound and 510 pounds per hour at a

e
2 -

report.

management plan. While little or no spillage of waste is anticipated, the

Qiﬂffb—gf the MML facility, without encroaching on the third daily shift,

s o g,

reserved for continued unit maintenance.
: waste heat content of 8500 BTU per pound. Adjusting the capacity for the

s

grounds around the unit will be regularly policed of any waste materials

which may ociur.
maximum anticipated infectious waste paat content of 10,000 81U per pound

derates the unit to 422 pounds per hour. At an estimated mixed waste heat

Process water associated with the incinerator consists primarily of ash Contaf t and Destructi o -
ontainment and Destruction of Organisms

Ly -
. [
[ "t 4.

A1l infectious waste delivered to the incinerator will be containéu i

content of 8862 B8TU per pound at maximum geceration rates provides a unit

residue quenching and wash down water from house keeping. Wash down water
capacity of 476 pounds per hour. For average generation rates, the

will be diverted to the sanitary sewer. Because the ash quenching operation -
approved, sealed containers as discussed hereinafter under Jaste stream

estimated heat content of 9234 8TU per pound provides a unit capacity of 457

e QEt water using process, the only anticipated concaminated process control. The units will be sealed at the point of generation within the
_ . to

pounds per hour. For periods when orly general office waste wculd be burned

laboratory facilities and carefully handled during loading and tfanspor-
with an average heat content of 8500 BTU per pound, the unit capacity is 510

water occurs during the infrequent periods of ash guench trough repair, when

the quench water must be pumped to waste, If this o s pri
. ccurs prior to the X -
tation, to maintain the integrity of the container until it is charged intc

pounds per hour, as published in the Simonds Jiterature.

installation of the on-site sewer connection, it will b i
e pumped into
’ 3 the incinerator. The incinerator charging operation has been designed to

allow the containers to be charged into the furnace without being opened.

111-2

contractor-providea tank truck and hauled off-site to approved disposal

-2

I11-3




iy

et

8 S N B B 20 I e Mooy o DY (R L Ly, s o Ry T, O el b A i f S AR

B g S gy WP Dol e IR S ey 3, Wy

P

PR By AT ey

i %

-
p

Vaad
e

g Gtinie Wi S

Pt i,

s

L A

Ty ot
PETINL ey ok,

\Beresn Mo
3517 ;’%mmmfzﬁ fe @Wf;rzc(
(Bﬁ,&%méﬁe 52/997,%(‘/
,(c?s;aéw?'

a/? s il
260% Myek/fee

@%{%M;ﬁ.& A, /%/
Vie e @eszééuf“

A/’-?/’? S O/(l)wwé %ﬁfwx’ﬂ@wﬁl WSSGC,J}([

fféﬁf /@Qﬂ/ %&3 /‘?édUC “Kes (\c/@;uﬂ“

of Yhe auen op Yhe sheos of

Mf\‘s chse,

%ﬁsz/( Yoo,

= B,

L Definitions

, "Pathological waste™ means h
products) and organs which eranat
animal carcasses and parts, wh
producing disease in humans,

pcthogens, for the purposes of

"Bioiogical waste"
human or animal use,

specimens.

"Laborctory waste" includes s
- exerela, secretions, and disposable

1. DM‘ of [hfectious Waste

A. Facilities generating infectio
the purpose of implementing

B. Al infotious waste shall be dis
* provided in part [I. On-site or
that the Incinerator has been designed and
_regulations prohibit the landfilling of infec

Cf _ f\ rpunici?al waste incinerator is not acce.
-«eineration of infectious waste.

OL  Exceptions

A. All infectious waste,
infectious by use of
autoclave is not subject to the ine
that written procedures and a qua
utilized to specify the conditions
adequately render the waste non
method must be packaged and labeled as non

C. Other methods of renderin
met_:har.ical treatment ma
basis. The treated waste

of part U upon proper de

"Infec tious waste™ means equipment,
nature known or suspected to be cont
disease in humans. Also, Included in
biological and laboratory waste as de
that may harbor or transmit pathogen
Items such a3 bedding contaminated
This term shall include sharps,

aminated witk o
the categor
fined below
je organism

means feces, urine, vomitus,
and blood and blood products other than laberatory

off-site inci

an autoclave.

~infectious,

instruments, utensils, and fomites of a disposable

rganisms capable of producing

y of infectious waste is pathological,
and disposable fomites (any substance

i s) attengun* to that; and animal contact

with organisms that may be pathogenic to humans,

such as contaminated needles, scalpels and razor blades,

uman tissues (excluding blood and blood

anate from surgery, obstetrics and autopsy, and

ich have been exposed to pathogens capable of
Although Pathological waste may not always contain
this Guideline it will be treated as infectious waste,

peci'mens such as tissues and blood elements,
fomites attendant to these specimens.

ptable equipment for the

€xcept pathological waste, may be rendered non-

_Waste rendered non-infectious with an

Inerator requirements of part II provided

lity control program are available and

or operating parameters to be maintained to
Waste that is treated by this '

~infectious waste,

g we.ste non-infectious such as ehemical or
¥y be approved by the Department on a case by case
will not be subject to the incinerator requirements
monstration that the alternative method has rendered

suctionings, live vaccines for

us waste shall maintain written procedures for
these guidelines

posed of by incineration except as otherwise
neration is acceptable provided

approved for that purpose. State
tious waste.

Laboratory waste must be incinerated or autoclaved on the site of generation.
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May 8, 1987

MARYLANG MEDICAL LAPORATORY 15 PLANNING TO INSTALL AN INCINERATOR = A HUGE BURNING

- N
SMOKESTACK POR THE AREAS OF SULPHUR SPRING ROAD AND VICTORY DRIVE ADJACENT TO WASHINGTO .
BLVD. AND THE BALTINORE BELTWAY EXIT 9..e000. INFECTIOUS DISEASES AND THE TRASH THEIR | ¥

RESCARCH WILL® INVOLVE WILL BE BURNED IN THI5 INCINERATOR.

Deborah G. Dopkin, Esquire
ook, Howard, Downes & Tracy
210 Allegheny Avenue

Towson, Marvland 21204

TIIERE ARE THOUSANDS OF RESIDENTS WNO WILL BE AFFECTED AND/OR INFECTED W1THIN THIS

AREA OF LANSDOWNE, ARBUTUS, RELAY, BALTINORZ HIGHLANDS, RIVERVIEW, LINTHICUM,
LFEN BURNIE AREAS WILL ALSO BE AFFECTED. THE AIR QUALITY WITHIN

RE: Maryland Medical Laboratories, Inc.

Pear Ms. Dopking

BALTIMBIE CITY AND THE G e
THIS AREA IS AT THIS POINT A CRITICAL AREA OF CONCERN,....IF YOU ARE A WORXeR IN T

AFLA, AND/OR. TRAVEL THE PUBLIC ROADWAYS WITHIN THIS AREA, YQU COULL BE CARRYING A
MAJOR ILLNESS HOME TO YOUR FAMILY FROH PARTICLES THAT WILL LAND UPON YOUR CAR...
IF YOU ARE CONCERNED, PLEASE ATTEND THE 110 PUBLIC HEARINGS ON THIS CRITICAL ISSUE.

In responss to your letter dated Apcil 21, 1987, I have reviewed care~
fully and with deliberation your comments on the subjezt and ihe accompan;ing
document.,

I have sufficient concern about the extent of tre proposed operatio. to
require a public hearing to determine whether the incinerator is 1indeed an
accessory use to the principal laboratory.

APRIL 21, 1907

TUESDAY TIME 7100 P.M,

ARBUTLS MIDOLE ECHOOL 5525 SHELBOURNE ROAD
ARBUTUS, MARYLAMND
" INFORMATION MEETING

I want to emphasize tiat I take no position as to whether 1t is a legi-
timats use, but I fesl it 1s only appropriate to require exploration at a publlic
hearing, as prescribed by Section 500.7 of the BCZR. Therefore, I will not
spprove the permit now filed. '

If you have any {urther questions ou the suvject, please do not hesitate
to call this office. e

-

- -

APRIL 29, 1987 = “TATE PERSONNEL WILL BR PRESENT

WEDNESDAY . TINE 7:00 P.AH.
ARBUTUS MIDOLE SCt0OL 5523 SHELBOURNR ROAD

Yery truly yours,

- :
L e /
Prs R

~“" ARNOLD JABLOX
. 2oning Comalssioner -

AJit js

cc: Fdle

bcct The Honorable Dennis F. Rasmussen

The Honorable Ronald B, Hickernell

@-,. - 3 @"

the waste non~infectious if an exception has been granted by the
P Department. Such waste must be labeled and identified as non—-infectious,
prior to disposable as general refuse,

LAW QOFFICES
Cook, How:RD, DOWNES 8 TRACY

210 ALLEGHENY AVENUE
P.O. BOX 3587

TOWSQON, MARYLAND 21204

D. When the practice is consistent v:‘th all other local, state, or federal
requirements, biological waste ms, be flushed into the sanitary sewer.

Iv, Packggjng, Handling and Transportation of Infectious Waste

A. Priorto disgosa.l, the wasts must be secured in waterproof, rodent and insect
proof cchitainers with limited aceess, and appropriately latsled,

SLORSE 4. REYNOLDE. IX
LAMWRENCE L. HOOSLA, gt
BOBIRT A HOFFRAN
OCBOAAN €. COPILIM

AN S . COOL

JOUN B, BOWARD

BVID . DOWHLE
AL O'C. TRALY, J#
SO M. Jama, P
JOSIPW & WEL, R
WEN Y . RCER. G0,
agagear & 0'conon. B
VoAl o HUIDSON

€ CARLY DEELEY, JA

JAMES D. C. DOWNES
- {908 1079}
April i, 1987 -
TELEPHONE
LL00) B3 -Awm

TELECOPIEM
{(3G1) 8 21-Ora?

B. The t_rans;mrtation of irfectious waste to an oti-site incinerator is
permissible, provided that:

1. The waste iz packaged in a single plastie bag of at least 3 mil thickness
or in two (2) plastic bags each at least 1.5 mil thick and appropriately
sealed to prevent spilling while awaiting transport,

Mr. Carl Richards

Office of Zoning

111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

2. The waste |s transported in a manner so as to maximize containment
{e.g., closed vehicle or rigid containers) and the container Is

rppropriately labeled so as to identify the material being transported.

Re: Maryland Medical Laboratories

C.  Personnel handling infectious waste must be instructed in proper hygiene and
waste management techniques.

V. Non Compliance

Wh:n non-compliance is anticipated due to an emergency, or for some resson
beyond the control of the facility, the facility should notify the Department of the

existing condicions, and the proposed alternate means of disposin of infectious
waste during the interim period. ¢ Posine

Dear Mr. Richards:

This firm is acting as co-counsel with Adelberg, Rudow,
Dorf, Hendler and Sameth on behalf of Maryland Medical
Laboratories, Inc. ("MML®) in connection with its application
for permits to construct an incinerator in Baltimore County.

AS you know, MML has operated an incinerator on its site at
13C1 Sulphur Spring Road in connection with its laboratory
operation. As in the past, the proposed incinerator is =
accessory to the laboratory, and will be used only to dispose
of infectious waste and refuse from that operation.

AWame . ‘ ‘

i The prior incinerator on tne site did not function in a
manner satisfactory to the Baltimore County and the State of
Maryland Health Departments. Working with the County Health
Depa.tment, MML has agreed to replace ths old incinerator with
a new, more efficient system. 1In November of 198(, MML,
through its incinerstor contractor and its architect, submittead
applications to the Baltirore County Health Department and to
the Baltimore County Department of Licenses and Permits to
construct the new incinsrator.

M e

. ’-'

Unfortunately, the application to the Health Department was
submitted by the incinerator contractor (Simonds Manufacturing

640131
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CF3C2 CF TAE SECRETARY
CEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND MENTAL HYGIENE
1

ZIVWEST PRISTOH STRIET o SALTMURE MARY_LNT o0

e . - " B N
LI . AN S | I A TR RS VPR

July 1, 1984

TO: Generators of Infectious Waste

- 3\
PROM:  Adele Wilzack, R.N., M.S. \ M}

Secretary of Health and Mental Hyﬁene
SUBJECT: Amended Guidelines for the Disposal of Infectious Wasta

O....‘.CO‘.“...‘.&""O..‘O.t".t#‘é’.tttl"..i"

The purposs of this Guideline Is to set forth certain basic conce
! 1 pts and procedures
B for thg handling and disposal of infectious waste from any facility which generates
im‘ectlous' waste such as acute and chronie health care and related facilities,
laboratories, and research facilities.

It is the intent of these Guidelines to establish certain minimum requirements
including a definition of infectious waste while allowing professional jud;ment and some

flexibility on the part of the persons within the facility having the sponsibi
handling of infectious waste . d 8 h IDHity for the

This Guideiine should be used in conjunction with existing re ulations
guides, or any other Department requirements affecting the hgndligng of infzgm’:aste
from these t_acllities. Compliance with this Guideline does not excuse any facility from
complyy:g' with all otlier iocal, state, and federal requirements including enviroamental
regulations affecting disposal equipment, llcensing, or permitting requirements.

383-2600

Mr. Carl Richards
April 14, 1987
Page 2

Corporation) and contained inaccurate inform§tign. In
partirular, the application stated that the incinerator was for
commercial use. Clearly, this was not and is not the intent
nor actual use by MML, However, MML was not aware of the
inaccuracy until it was called to our agtention in early
January by Ian Forrest, Director of Env.roanmental Serviges.

MML immediately withdrew the inaccurate permit application and
resubmitted a corrected one. However, before MML learned of.
the error, the Health Department had notified the Zoning Office
of the commerical use (though stated incorrectly) on the first
application, and the zoning file thereafter contained a
notation regarding the possible need for 2 hearing. Though the
application was corrected w.th the Health Department, no
message was conveyed to zoning reversing the earlier
communication. (See attached letter anil permit application.)

You have asked that I describe the operation at MML 2nd the
use of the incinerator so you may make a recommendation whether
a public hearing is required under the Baltimore County Zoning
Regulstions (*B.C.Z2.R.").

MML is a laboratory which analyzes medical and bioclogical
samples, whose laboratory and main cffice are located at 1501
Sulphur Spring Road. The site is clerisified
Manufacturing-Light (M-L). The company maintains 50 satellite
facilities where blood, urine and other samples are collected
and transported for canlysis at the laboratory on Sulphur
Spring Road. Of the satellite offices, 5 are located within
hospitals, and in these cases, MML rents spacs vithin the
hospital, but maintains and operates its services independent
of the hospital‘’s own operatiorn. MML provides laboratory
services to the hospitals, hut in no case does I'ML transport
waste materials from the hospital for incineration or disposal
other than specimens for analysis.

As proposed, MML will be burning infectious and binlogical
waste materials analyzed on site. 1In order to operate the
incinerator efficiently and at a sufficiently high temperature
to meet health standards, a quantity of refuse (trach, rubbish
and the like) must be burned at the same time to add bulk.

Unless MML can incinerate the waste materials on site, it
must contract for removal of its infectious waste matezials
even though the Health Department does not consider
transporting these materials the most desirable method of
disposal, but favors incineration as proposed. 1In addition,
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