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CALL TO ORDER - Chairman Anthony LaPointe called the heating to order at 4:35 PM.

ROLL CALL — The roll was called for Board Members

MEMBERS PRESENT — Anthony LaPointe, Ben Bruni, Jose Gonzalez, Jeff Holman, Susan Oliver Lewis

MEMBERS ABSENT — Kenan Mujkanovic

STAFFE PRESENT — Brad Schargorodski, Pam Boose, Rachel Danner, McKenna Tabor, Nick Lawhon,
Journee Nickson

CENB LEGAL — David Broderick

SWEAR IN STAFF — Staff were sworn in.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES — There was no discussion/revisions to the February 24, 2026, minutes.

Bruni made a motion to approve the February 24, 2026 minutes as written.
Holman seconded the motion.
The motion passed with a five to zero vote.

ROLL CALL: Yes —LaPointe, Bruni, Gonzalez, Holman, Oliver Lewis
No — None

February 24, 2026 minutes were approved as written,

HEARING AGENDA
> APPEALS

Agenda Item 2026-12 Public Works
Case #2025-11236, Citation #2025-17250.1
Location: 485 Olde Stone Way

' Owner: The Club at Olde Stone LL.C
Respondent: James D. Scott & Heather Tuliano
Citation Officer: Nick Lawhon
Citation Fine: $1,500.00



Citation Officer Nick Lawhon presented the case.
The case was referred to Lawhon from another Citation Officer, Dara Price. It was noticed that fill material

was built up where Olde Stone Way comes into Scottsville Road. Price communicated with Mr. Scott and
others in the atea about doing site wotk without a permit. Disturbed soil more than 350 square feet requires
a permit. If there are more than 750 square feet of disturbed soil, a plot plan is required. If drainage is
affected, it needs an engincet’s approval. The work being done on site was roughly one-half acre of fill
material twenty feet from the lower area of Drakes Creek. Lawhon conducted an inspection on 12/3/2025
and confirmed unpermitted site work, no erosion prevention and no BMP’s in place for sediment control.
On 12/5/2025 a Notice of Violation was issued. The following violations wete noted:

*  Requitement to adhere to the BMP manual.
*  TBrosion prevention.
+  Sediment control BMP’s,

+  Permits required.

The compliance date was 12/19/2025, for the Brosion Protection Sediment Control (ESPC) items, install a
silt fence, create a construction entrance, immediately cease adding fill material to the area and a permit
application needed to be submitted by 1/9/2026. The property was inspected on 12/31/2025, and there
were no improvements toward compliance other than a bulldozer that was removed from the site. Lawhon
sent an email to Mr. Scott, Ms. Tuliano, and several others with the homeowner’s association to notify them
a citation would be issued. Price and the Assistant City Engineer, Chad Doughty were working to set a
meeting with Olde Stone Board Members and Mr. Scott. Lawhon delayed issuing the citation until that
meeting took place. On Januaty 20, 2026, the deadline to secute a permit passed and the propetty was
inspected. There was no change at the work site and no permit application on file. A citation was issued,
sent via email to Mr. Scott and Ms. Tuliano and hand delivered to Ms. Tuliano. The property was inspected
on 3/20/2026 and 3/26/2026, and the property remained in violation. Photos were displayed of the original
inspection conducted on 12/3/2025 and 3/23/2026, showing no change at the site. If 2 work site is left idle
for more than fourteen days, temporary stabilization is required such as grass, mulch or similar material. It
would be difficult to do this at this site since it is vety steep. Photos were displayed to show the property is
over one acte and the work is extensive. As of 3/24/2020, thete has been no change at the site, and no
permit application has been filed. The case has been active for 109 days, and as of 3/24/2020, it remaios in
violation.

Mrt. Scott and Ms. Tuliano were sworn in at the podium.

Mr. Scott stated he has never been in front of the Board because of a violation. Mt. Scott stated he believes
in regulations, they have them in Olde Stone, but he believes things got “a little out of hand”. Mr. Scott
stated Olde Stone has revenue of over §3 million annually and over 100 employees. Olde Stone 1s annexed
to the city but maintains the streets. Mr. Scott described the stringent restrictions in place fot someone to
build a house in the area. Mr. Scott stated Olde Stone has been there for twenty years and didn’t have
problems undl two years ago when Price showed up. Mr. Scott was approached by Johnny Webb regardiag
a beautification project along 1-65, and the suggestion prompted Mr. Scott to clean up the entrance to the
subdivision on Scottsville Rd. Mr. Scott stated he believes Lawhon is incorrect about the dumping in the
floodplain, the material was added to the top of the slope. LaPointe asked Mr. Scott if he thought the
propetty was in violation and Mr. Scott disagreed, saying he did not believe it was. Mr. Scott stated he did
not get a permit because he did not think it would be required just to cover up a slope. LaPointe stated Mr.
Scott has some valid points, but the Board is trying to determine if the rules were followed, and the propesty

is out of compliance.



Gonzalez stated what the Board heard from staff is there is no plan in place of what will happen next. There
needs to be a plan for getting the property to compliance. Mr. Scott stated he would do whatever was
needed and asked what that would be. Lawhon listed the following:

* An engineered drawing showing existing and final proposed contour of how drainage will move

around the site.

* An erosion and sediment control plan.

* Use a contractor who is certified in erosion prevention.

* A plot plan from a licensed engineer.

*  Secure the required permit.

LaPointe made a motion to uphold the citation and waive the fine of $1,500.00.
Holman seconded the motion.
The motion passed with a five to zero vote.

ROLL CALL: Yes —LaPointe, Bruni, Gonzalez, Holman, Oliver Lewis
No — None

Citation #2025-17250.1 is upheld, the fine of $1,500.00 is waived,

Agenda Item 2026-13 Public Works

Case #2025-11390, Citation #2025-17732.1
Location: 520 West 12" Avenue

Owner: B & H Developement

Respondent: Attorney Hampton Moore

Officer: Journee Nickson
Citation Fine $1,500.00

Citation Officer Journee Nickson presented the case.
The case is the result of a compliance inspection on 9/12/2025. During the inspection the following
violations were observed:

*  Failute to install and maintain BMP’s,

*  Work site housekeeping.

*  Failure to construct a stormwater basin per the approved plans.

*  Failure to provide concrete wash out bins, resulting in concrete wash-out in the basin and on the
jobsite.

* 'Trash containment, the onsite trash bin was full, and trash was blowing into neighboring properties,
the basin and the jobsite.

*  The basin was not graded per the original plans and missing an emergency spillway and riprap
channel flumes.

* The existing channel flume was full of concrete washout.

*  The basin holds water and does not provide positive water drainage.

Nickson pulled the original plan set, providing them to the Assistant City Engineer and Geologist for
review. The plans were sent to the original engineer to provide comments since the basin was holding water.
On 9/12/2025, a compliance inspection notice was sent via email to the contractor Russell Hankins and
there was no response. On 10/2/2025 a phone call was made to Mr. Hankins and the items in violation
were explained and a contact card was sent to him for communication purposes.



Mr. Hankins said the trash dumpster would be changed out by 10/3/2025. It was confitmed by staff that
Trevor Hawkins is the EPSC contractor. On 10/8/2025, tesults from the inspection made on 9/12/2025,
wete sent via email to the ESPC contractor Mr. Hawkins, Mr. Hawkins is responsible for all BMPs such as
silt fence, sttaw wattles, and concrete washout. The property was inspected on 11 /10/2025 and remained in
violation. On 11/11/2025, a compliance email was sent to both Hankins and Hawkins which stated the
property was in violation for the following:

s Blowable trash in the basin.

+  Open dumpster.

*  The basin was not complete or constructed according to the original plans.
*  The emergency spilhway was still missing as well as 3 tiprap flumes.

*  Outlet pipe was not installed per the plans.

*  No permit posted.

On 12/5/2025, a follow up email was sent to Hankins and Hawkins and there was no response from either.
The property was inspected on 12/15/2025, and the property remained in violation. The silt fence was
installed but failed. It requires maintenance throughout the project. On 12/16/2025, contact via phone was
made with Hankins and the violations wete discussed. On 12/17/2025, an email was sent to Hankins and
Hawkins to advise them of the next inspection date of 12/29/2025, and if the property temained in
violation, a Notice of Violation (NOV) would be issued. On 12/29/2025, the property was inspected and
remained in violation. An NOV was issued and sent via email to Hankins and Hawkins. They were notified
the next inspection would be on 1/7/2026. The propetty was inspected on 1/7/2026, and there was a
company on site cleaning up. A conditional pass for the inspection was made for the trash clean up and
intent toward compliance. All other items were still in violation. The propetty was inspected on 2/11/2026,
and a citation was issued, sent via email to Hankins and Hawkins for the same previous violations. On
3/18/2026, the property was inspected and remained in violation for the same compliance items. Hankins
and Hawkins wete notified via email and text message the inspection failed. As of 3/24/2026, the property
temains in violation, the engineer comments have not been received and there has been no contact with
Hankins or Hawkins regarding their plans for compliance.

Attorney Hampton Moote spoke at the podium on behalf of B & H Development.

Mz. Moote stated Stewart-Richey is the contractos responsible for the basin. Landmark Fingineering is the
engineer responsible for the plans. Plans were submitted to the city in 2026. The property owner is waiting
for approval of the plans before implementing any corrective work. Mr. Moore called Ron Cummings,
Property Manager for B & H Development to the podium for his testimony. Mr. Cummings was sworn in.
It was confirmed that Mr. Ron Cummings was the property manager for B & H Development and other
propetties owned by Russell Hankins. Mr. Moore began posing several questions to My. Cummings. The
first was if Me. Cummings knew if the plans for the property were submitted to the City for approval, and
that B & I was prepated to perform the requested work according to the approved plans and Mr.
Cummings response was “absolutely.” The next question was if Mr. Cummings was aware of a cleaning
crew to be on site working to clean up the property and Mr. Cammings response was “that’s correct.” Mr.
Cummings stated his understanding was that the plans were submitted, changes wete made to the original
plans, and Mr. Hankins was cutrently waiting for approval for the changed plans. Nickson stated the city
sent back the plans with recommendations to Hankins and Hawkins. Mr. Moore asked for an additional
sixty days to get the propetty to compliance. Holman asked Officer Nickson what she thought regarding the
srequest for the additional sixty days. Officer Nickson stated a sixty-day extension would be fine with the
following conditions.

¢+ Keep the city informed of any changes.

*  Basin must be finished befote the final inspection, and a certificate of occupancy may be issued.
*  Basin must be trash free and there must be proper trash containment.

* Install a rip rap flume.

*  No conctete in the flume that reduces volume.

*  Ensure all BMPs are propetly installed.



Holman asked Officer Nickson to clarify that engineering is one thing, but trash is different all together.
Officer Nickson agreed, stating that even without the revised comments which addressed the lack of
positive drainage, according to the original plans’ things missing were emetgency spillway, two of three rip
rap flumes are missing, and the basin would not be able to drain since the pipe was elevated. Holman stated
engineering is one thing but what prevented the trash from being cleaned up, and the trash is cleatly a
violation.

Holman made a motion to uphold the citation and fine of $1,500.00.
Bruni seconded the motion.

ROLL CALL: Yes —Bruni, Holman
No - LaPointe, Gonzalez, Oliver Lewis

The motion did not pass.

LaPointe made a motion to table the case to be heard in sixty days.
Gonzalez seconded the motion.

ROLL CALL: Yes —LaPointe, Bruni, Gonzalez, Holman, Oliver Lewis
No — None.

The case has been tabled and will be heard in sixty days at the May 26, 2026, hearing.

Agenda Item 2026-14 Code Compliance
Case #2025-95006, Citation #2025-14121.12
Location: 1641 Media Drive

Owner: Glenda Faye McFall

Respondent: Melvin Coulter

Officer: McKenna Tabor

Citation Fine $256.04

This is a complaint-based case and the initial inspection of the propetty was on 9/18/2025. The following
violations were observed:

¢ Accumulation of construction, demolition and landscaping debris.

There have been additional complaints received on 9/26/2025, 11/6/2025 and 2/9/2026. Since 2023 there
have been seven code compliance cases at the property for similar violations. A Notice of Violation (NOV)
was sent to the PVA listed owner and address on 9/18/2025. The propetty was inspected on 10/3/2025
and remained in violation. Contact was made with the respondent and Mr. Coulter advised he has been
working to get the propetty into compliance but needed more time. Mr. Coulter stated he was in the process
of building a chicken coop. Staff advised him to obtain any necessary permits. The property was inspected
on 11/7/2025 and tremained in violation. It was noted that some progtess was made. Contact with the
respondent was attempted without success. On 11/14/2025, Mr. Coulter reached out to staff, requesting
more time. On 12/29/2025, contact was made with Mr. Coulter to request an update as the property was
still in violation and complaints against the property continued coming to the Compliance Office.



On 12/31/2025 a vehicle was observed backed up to the property and it appeated work toward compliance
was being done. On 1/14 and 1/22/2026, the propetty was inspected and remained in violation. On
2/14/2026 a follow up inspection was postponed due to inclement weathet.

The property was inspected on 2/12/2026 and remained in violation. There was no recent contact from the
owner or tenant. The Building Division verified a permit would be necessaty to build a chicken coop. A
citation was issued, posted on the property and mailed to the PVA-listed property ownet. The following
violations were listed on the citation:

*  Permit required for structure.

*  Duty of maintenance of private property.

*  Accumulation of junk and scrap metal.

*  Accumulation of construction, demolition and landscaping debuis.

As of March 24, 2026, the property remains in violation, no permit is on file, and there is now an improperly
parked trailer on the property. The case has been active for 187 days.

The respondent and owner were sworn in at the podium.

Mr. Coulter stated they moved into the property in 2016 and attempted to maintain good relationships with
neighbors but in 2020 those relationships soured. The building was successfully demolished in June 2024,
Mz, Coulter admitted he did not obtain a permit. LaPointe asked if the building was halfway demolished and
Mr. Coulter stated only the posts remain as plans were to reuse the posts to rebuild the storage. That plan
did not work so the posts were used for fencing instead. Mi. Coulter stated he has become employed and is
wotking 40 to 60 hours, trying to play catch up.

A neighbor, Ross Allen Goodison was sworn in.

Mz, Goodison provided testimony as a witness for the respondent and owner. Mr. Goodison has been
assisting with the cleanup efforts. Mr. Goodison stated they have filled up a trailer and many trash cans. He
said he cannot pick up all that stuff in the winter, but he had been working on it.

Tom Lawience, Magistrate for the Second District, was sworn in at the podium,

Mr. Lawrence stated he has been involved with this case for multiple years. Mr. Lawrence stated he has
photographic evidence the property has been in violation for multiple years. Mr. Lawrence made a request
to the Board to make sure there is no delay. Mr. Lawrence claimed he observed dead animals on the
propetty and piles of rubbish. The piles of rubbish are moved around but never removed. Mr. Lawrence
stated he would like to see the property within the boundaries of Code.

The respondent, Mr. Coulter, returned to the podium stating there have been multiple attempts made to
bring the property into compliance. Compliance takes time to accomplish, and Mr. Coulter’s grandmother is
unable to help. Gonzalez asked Mr. Coulter if he thought the yard is in compliance, and M. Coulter replied
he did not, but they ate trying to fix that. Gonzalez asked Mr. Coulter how long the property has been in the
cutrent condition befote complaints were received, and Mr. Coulter stated since June 2025. As for the
structure, Mr. Coulter disagrees it is a structure, claiming it is a fence since there are no walls or floor. The
ownet, Ms. Mclall came to the podium saying there were two buildings. One is a storage shed and is a 6 x 6,
which means it is 36 squate feet. Anything over 120 square feet requires a permit. This one does not need a
permit. Oliver Lewis asked Ms. McFall if she believes the property is in violation and the owner stated it is
but not for the permits. Holman stated since 9/18/2025, they have lived at the property roughly 10 years
and asked if there have been other cases during that time frame. Tabor responded she was unsure of the
exact numbet of cases but confirmed there were multiple cases at the property. Gonzalez asked the
respondent what kind of tumeline would be needed to bring the propetrty to compliance, and the respondent
said 30 days due to the fact of his work schedule. Oliver Lewis asked if the 30 days would mchide removing
the scrap metal and Mr. Coulter stated the piece of metal inn the photo on display is covering a dead dog that
is buried in the yard. Gonzalez asked Mt. Coulter to clarify if there is a dead animal in the yard and Mr.
Coulter stated yes, buried five feet down. The dog was owned by Mr. Coulter and was euthanized by his
mother.

A neighbor, Pam Elmore was sworn i at the podium,

Ms. Elmore lives next door to the property.



LaPointe explained the Board makes decisions based on what is presented. In the end the respondent may
get a fine, but that does not mean the property will necessarily be cleaned up. The respondent said it will be
cleaned up in thirty days. LaPointe stated he is willing to trust Mr. Coulter words. LaPointe asked legal
counsel about pushing the case off thirty days. Broderick stated a motion to table the case to the next
hearing would be appropriate. The respondent asked which permit he would need to file for, a fence or
building permit and staff recommended he speak with someone in the Building Division to help him answer
that question.

LaPointe made a motion to table the case to be heard in thirty days.
Gonzalez seconded the motion.

ROLL CALL: Yes —LaPointe, Bruni, Gonzalez, Holman, Oliver Lewis
No — None.

The case has been tabled and will be heard in thirty days at the April 28, 2026, heating.

OLD BUSINESS

Agenda Item 2026-15 Public Works
Case #2025-11008, Citation #2025-16705
Location: 1960 Stonehenge Avenue
Ownet: Taibo’s Home LIL.C

Respondent: Ailoan Tran

Officer: Nick Lawhon

Citation Fine $2,000.00

Officer Lawhon presented the case. This case was presented during the February 24, 2026, hearing. The
drainage work was started, and the sewage issue was abated. John Upton, the contractor, was working on
the swale and earthwork to get drainage issues abated and the work was completed. Mt. Upton established
erosion prevention and sediment control. Currently the site is compliant.

Tai Nguyen and John Upton were sworn in at the podium.

Mr. Upton stated that rock checks were in place, the berm for erosion prevention is being built up, grass
seed and straw are down. Gonzalez asked Officer Lawhon if the property was actively in compliance and he
replied yes. Lawhon stated the only reason for the fine on the citation was due to the sewage discharge and
it was the second time in six months that occutred on that site. Bruni made a motion to dismiss the citation
and fine. Manager Schargorodski reminded the board if they choose to dismiss the citation, it means staff
did not properly execute the citation, meaning the property was not in violation when the citation was
issued. Bruni amended his motion.

Bruni made a motion to uphold the citation and waive the fine of $2,000.00.
LaPointe seconded the motion.

ROLL CALL: Yes —Bruni, Gonzalez, Holman, LaPointe, Oliver Lewis
No — None.

NEW BUSINESS

Agenda Item 2026-16 Code Compliance
Case #2025-1535
Location: 302 Clearview Avenue



Owner: Danny Brown

Officer: McKenna Tabor

Request for Approval to Issue a Per-Day Fine Citation

This case was the result of a proactive inspection conducted on 02/27/25. During the inspection, the

following violations were observed:

e Accumulation of Construction, Demolition, or Landscaping Debris
e Accumulation of rubbish — truck being used to store construction materials/rubbish

There is a truck on site being used for storage. A Notice of Violation (NOV) was sent to the PVA-listed
owner and address. Citations were issued on 9/26/2025, 10/08/2025, and 10/23/2025. The following
violations were listed on the citation issued on 10/23/25:

. Accumulated construction, demolition or landscape debris
. Accumulation of rubbish or debris

. Parking in yards

. Improperly parked/stored trailer

At the November 2025 Code Enforcement & Nuisance Board Hearing, a request was approved for per-
day fines for this property. The property owner contacted staff and requested more time to bring the
property into compliance and was afforded another month. On 12/30/25, the property was inspected and
remained in violation. A Per-Day Fine Citation was issued, posted on the property, and mailed to the
PV A-listed owner and address. A photo was displayed showing the violations. On 01/06/26, Mr. Brown
contacted staff and requested an on-site meeting. Division Manager Brad Schargorodski and Citation
Officer McKenna Tabor met with Mr. Brown on site. An inspection of the entire property was
conducted, and all violations were discussed. It should be noted Mr. Brown did move the truck and
trailer out of the grass. Mr. Brown promised continued contact and cooperation with staff, and effort to
bring the property into compliance. The 60-day period elapsed on 03/02/2026, and the property remains
in violation. There has been no contact from the property owner, or noticeable effort made to bring the
property into compliance. As of 3/24/2026, this case has been open for 390 days and remains in
violation. This is a request for authorization to issue a second per-day fine citation.

LaPointe made a motion to approve a Per-Day Fine Citation in the amount of $100.00 per day to
run for 60 days or until the property is compliant.
Gonzalez seconded the motion,

ROLL CALL: Yes —LaPointe, Bruni, Gonzalez, Holman, Oliver Lewis
No — None.

» COMMENTS / ANNOUNCEMENTS
The next hearing will be Tuesday, April 28, 2026.
» ADJOURNMENT — A motion was made to adjourn the hearing at 5:56 PM.

LaPointe made a motion to adjourn.



Gonzalez seconded the motion.
The motion passed with a five to zero vote.

ROLL CALL: Yes —LaPointe, Bruni, Gonzalez, Holman, Oliver Lewis
No — None

ADOPTED: April 28, 2026
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