Disruptive Properties Appeal Board Hearing Agenda February 10, 2016

TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 AM ( CONTINUED To April)
DP CASE: 4 OF 2016
ADDRESS: 500 Stanwix Street a.k.a 500 Liberty Avenue

WARD: 1st

PROPERTY OWNER: Roger Citron, Stanley Citron, Citron Alex & Zionts

CITATION: NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY
CCR# 15167454
13(a)(16) Possession of Controlled substance-Lorazepam/Heroin
6/26/2015

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 activity; but upon
receipt of this notice took action to prevent the occurrence of future
Disruptive Activity.

2. This property is leased to McDonald’s Corporation under a long tern
lease. We have notified the operator in writing of this citation and
instructed them to exercise greater diligence.

Appearances:

Appellant: Obijector(s): Observers:




Disruptive Properties Appeal Board Hearing Agenda February 10, 2016

TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 AM

DP CASE: 1 and 2 of 2016

ADDRESS: 124 Carrick Avenue

WARD: 29th

PROPERTY OWNER: Anotinette Frazier

CITATION: NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY
#1-633.08 Dogs at Large Prohibited
#2-633.08 Dogs at Large Prohibited
10/15/2015

Appellant Request: Reverse of Public Safety Director’s Decision due to the following
reason(s):

1. I had knowledge of the Disruptive Activity, but took action to prevent the
occurrence of future Disruptive Activity.

Appearances:

Appellant: Objector(s): Observers:




Disruptive Properties Appeal Board Hearing Agenda February 10, 2016

TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 AM

DP CASE: 3 OF 2016

ADDRESS: 126 Rhine Place Apt. 1A
WARD: 26th

PROPERTY OWNER: Il Rivers Manor

CITATION: NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY
CCR# 15037782
13(a)(30) Possession w/Intent to Del. Controlled Substance-Marijuana
13(a)(16) Possession of Controlled Substance-Marijuana
10/1/2015

Appellant Request: Reverse of Public Safety Director’s Decision due to the following
reason(s):

1. An eviction has commenced in a court of law and | am actively prosecuting
said eviction against the offending tenant.

Appearances:

Appellant: Obijector(s): Observers:




Disruptive Properties Appeal Board Hearing Agenda February 10, 2016

TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 AM

DP CASE: 12, 13, 14 and 15 OF 2016
ADDRESS: 1400 Fifth Avenue
WARD: 1st

PROPERTY OWNER: 1400 FIFTH AVENUE

CITATION: NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY
CCR# 15167454
#12 5505 Public Drunkenness
#13 5503(a)(1) Disorderly Conduct-Engage in Fighting
#14 5503(a)(1) Disorderly Conduct-Engage in Fighting
9/23/2015
#15 Declaration as Disruptive
11/20/2015

Appellant Request: Reverse of Public Safety Director’s Decision due to the following
reason(s):

Other: Persons cited were never served any alcohol and furthermore were
rejected entry due to being usually intoxicated.

Appearances:
Appellant: Obijector(s): Observers:




Disruptive Properties Appeal Board Hearing Agenda February 10, 2016

TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 AM
DP CASE: 10 and 11 OF 2016
ADDRESS: 40 Boundary Street
WARD: 4th

PROPERTY OWNER: Panther Hollow Properties LLC

CITATION: NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY
CCR# 15204868
601.04 (c)(2) Loudspeakers
601.04 (c)(2) Loudspeakers
10/25/2015

Appellant Request: Reverse of Public Safety Director’s Decision due to the following
reason(s):
1. I had 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:




Disruptive Properties Appeal Board Hearing Agenda February 10, 2016

TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 AM

DP CASE: 5 OF 2016

ADDRESS: 5534 Phillips Avenue Apt.4
WARD: 14th

PROPERTY OWNER: Sparks Rose & E tal

CITATION: NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY
CCR# 15204868
601.04 (c)(2) Loudspeakers
601.04 (c)(2) Loudspeakers
10/25/2015

Appellant Request: Reverse of Public Safety Director’s Decision due to the following
reason(s):
1. I had 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:




Disruptive Properties Appeal Board Hearing Agenda February 10, 2016

TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 AM
DP CASE: 5 OF 2016

ADDRESS: 7534 Graymore Road
WARD: 14th

PROPERTY OWNER: James and Jean Bird

CITATION: NOTICE OF DISRUPTIVE ACTIVITY
633.08 Dogs at Large Prohibited
9/23/2015

Appellant Request: Reverse of Public Safety Director’s Decision due to the following
reason(s):

1. I had 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. Other: Dog was not roaming free and was in fenced area. Neighbor called
animal protection without our knowledge.

Appearances:
Appellant: Objector(s): Observers:




