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MEMORANDUM 

Council Members 

Assistant City Attorney  

incy Street House 

treet is in serious disrepair.  There is trash littered 
 judgment exists which prevents current occupancy of the 
he unsightly condition, potential safety hazards, and that the 
or unwanted animals.  During the March 31, 2004 Legal & 
rected staff to come back with some options for potential City 

atement.  The City can initiate an abatement of the premises 
Private contractor(s) can be hired to remove all items 
e of them in the City landfill or other appropriate disposal 

wners have refused previous offers to clean up their home.  
ners are either unwilling and/or unable to pay the abatement 
run with the land as a tax assessment, payback to the City is 

me.  The City has been involved in other demolitions in the 
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demolition.  In order to achieve demolition, a substandard inspection would have to be 
completed  
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by the City Building Inspection Department.  Without the owner’s consent to enter the home, an 
inspection warrant would need to be issued.  In addition, this home is within the Historic 
District, and thus the Historic Preservation Board would need to approve demolition of the 
premises. 
 
*Note that options (1) and (2) are not mutually exclusive.  The City could pursue a clean up 
abatement and initiate the substandard inspection at that time. 
 
3) Maintain the status quo.  As mentioned above, a current court order prevents occupancy 
of the home.  The current owners, presumably, do not want to sell the property.  There is also 
reason to believe that such owners will not pay for any assessed abatement costs, leaving the 
City with the bill.   
 
The policy question for the Council is whether the City wants to pursue abatement and/or 
demolition under the above-mentioned conditions. 
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