
Disruptive Properties Appeal Board   Hearing Agenda April 13, 2011 
 

TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 AM 
 
DP CASE: 1 of 2011  
 
ADDRESS: 2116 Mazette Place, 15205 
 
WARD: 28th 
 
PROPERTY OWNER: Stanley and Norma Michaels 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
CITATION:   NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY  
  November 8, 2010 
  633.08 Dogs at Large 
   
   
Appellant Request: Reverse of Public Safety Director’s Decision due to the following reason(s): 
 
1. Property Owner had no knowledge of the Disruptive Activity and could not, with reasonable care 
and diligence, have known of the activity; but upon receipt of this notice took action to prevent the 
occurrence of future Disruptive Activity 
 
2. An eviction action has been commenced in a court of law and I am actively prosecuting said 
eviction against the offending tenant. 
 
Appearances: 
 
Appellant   Objectors   Observers: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Previous Citations: None 
 
 
 
 
 



Disruptive Properties Appeal Board   Hearing Agenda April 13, 2011  
 

TIME OF HEARING: 9:10 AM 
 
DP CASE: 3 OF 2011  
 
ADDRESS: 91 S. 15th Street 
 
WARD: 17th 
 
PROPERTY OWNER: Brendan and Kaetlin Breen 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
CITATION:   NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY  
  January 15, 2011 
  6310.1 Selling Liquor to Minors   
   
Appellant Request: Reverse of Public Safety Director’s Decision due to the following reason(s): 
  
Property Owner had no knowledge of the Disruptive Activity, and could not, with reasonable care 
and diligence, have known of the activity; but upon receipt of this notice took action to prevent the 
occurrence of future Disruptive Activity 
 
 
 
 
Appearances: 
 
Appellant    Objector (s)   Observers:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Previous Citations: None 
 
 



Disruptive Properties Appeal Board   Hearing Agenda April 13, 2011 
 

TIME OF HEARING: 9:20 AM 
 
DP CASE: 8 of 2011 
 
ADDRESS: 1000 Creedmore Avenue 
 
WARD:  19th 
 
PROPERTY OWNER: Angela Casciato and Roseanne Casciato 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
CITATION:   NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY  
  February 7, 2011 
  5503.A1 Disorderly Conduct-Engage in Fighting  
   
Appellant Request: Reverse of Public Safety Director’s Decision due to the following reason(s): 
 

1. I had no knowledge of the Disruptive Activity, and could not, with reasonable care and 
diligence, have known of the disruptive activity; but upon receipt of this notice took action to 
prevent the occurrence of future 

  
2. Other: Lease Expired in March and was not renewed. 

 
 
Appearances: 
 
Appellant    Objector (s)   Observers:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Previous Citations: None 



Disruptive Properties Appeal Board   Hearing Agenda April 13, 2011  
 

TIME OF HEARING: 9:30 AM 
 
DP CASE:  9 of 2011  
 
ADDRESS:  194 Nimick Place 
 
WARD:  13th 
 
PROPERTY OWNER:  Christine M. Hayman 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
CITATION:   NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY 
  November 12, 2010 
  6106 Firearms not to be Carried without a License 
  607.03 Discharging Firearm or Air Gun 
  6110.1 Possession of Firearm by Minor  
   
Appellant Request: Reverse of Public Safety Director’s Decision due to the following reason(s): 
 
Judge Katherine Hens-Greco dismissed all charges against offending party on March 21, 2011 on 
motion of the Commonwealth due to insufficient evidence. 
 
 
 
 
Appearances: 
 
Appellant    Objector (s)   Observers:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Previous Citations: None 



Disruptive Properties Appeal Board   Hearing Agenda April 13, 2011  
 

TIME OF HEARING: 9:40 AM 
 
DP CASE:  10 of 2011  
 
ADDRESS:  6230 ST. Marie Street, 15206 
 
WARD:  11th 
 
PROPERTY OWNER:  Christine M. Hayman 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
CITATION:   NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY 
  March 1, 2011 
  633.09 Harboring a Nuisance  
   
Appellant Request: Reverse of Public Safety Director’s Decision due to the following reason(s): 
 
I had “no” knowledge of the Disruptive Activity and could not, with reasonable care and diligence, 
have known of the activity; but upon receipt of this notice took action to prevent the occurrence of 
future Disruptive Activity. 
 
Appearances: 
 
Appellant    Objector (s)   Observers  
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Previous Citations: None 


