'rho Charter of the layor and City Council of ulti-
more is the basic lu of Baltimore City, subject only to the Con-
ltitution of.lnryland and Public Oonorll LIII of thin State; the
Constitution requires the Charter to provide for an olootiv. l.‘ll-
lative body in which is fixed the }a?f-nkln( power of the City and
!htoh body has full power to inpct loc;i iavl of'Balti!oro Ciiy uponi

all matters covered by the express powers granted to the municipal- |

-

afity. Tl cEo .- - . - =

5.. Art. XI-A, Secs. 1 and 3 .of
- H. con.t‘t“tion

The provlltonl of Article 66B ot th. larylnnd Codo

(1957 ldition) olponrl the Mayor and City Council to proudo for
* and enforce zoning: regulations in Baltimore City.

lroldly lponking. zoning ll'l are enacted for tho
purpose -of protecting tbo public - houlth safety, morals or conornl

wvelfare, and the Locullturo has vested the full measure of power
which the Btnto can exercise for any zoning purpose vtthin the prope

scope ot the poltco power in the Mayor and City Council of Baltimore
by the passage of the State Zoning Enabling Act.

See: Carney v. City of Baltimore,
. L ’ |

L .

In State v. Graves, 190 Md. 351, at p, 373, the Court
of Appn.ll of mylm stated: '

T

-

"The llyor nd City Counou are but trustees ot

the public; the tenure of their office ‘impressed
their ordinances with liability to change. They

could not, if they would, pass an irrevocable

ordinneo. The corporntion cannot abridge its
logulatin ponn. :

g -

The Court of Appeals in this case. concurred in the .
-o‘ptuorof ‘t'ho_-lm‘omt and -i.t ru .htod in -uh_optnon that:

- "lt u olnr that tho l.yor nd city counou In.-

| RO power by any contract or coveamant, or by any.
ordinance, by-law or resolution, to restrain or -
nhﬂdco tt- m luulntn upulttu. '

.

1'!. ouo of ﬁiﬁoll v, Inthort 65 ld... us dont
'fth a nh tdoptod by tho First ln-ch of tho ctty Oouol" vnoh




