Our store is nuisance !

What about the City ?

Punish the Criminals
Don’t Punish Us

Give us Help
Don’t Shut Us down

The Padlock Law
i1s Unconstitutional !!!

Linden is the Victim too!

We Are Closed for Nuisance
What about You Mayor?

Padlock shut down not only our business

But also our dreams too.



In August 2003, myself and my wife purchased Linden Bar & Liquors. We have been
operating the business since that time and are there everyday from 8:30 A.M. until 1:30 A.M.. Often
times our son, age 11 and our daughter, age 3 are in the store with us. We are part of the community
and provide a needed service to our law abiding neighbors.

The area around North and Linden Avenues has attracted drug dealers many years before we
ever purchased this business. The carry-out and the Laundromat next store to us have experienced
the same problem as has the elementary school across the street. In November 2007, we called for
a meeting with the Reservoir Hill Community Association to address the problem of drug dealers
in the area. We met in January 2008 and as a result of the meeting sent a letter to the Police
Department requesting more police presence in the area. As a result a second meeting was held in
February 2008 which was attended by Councilman, Bill William Cole, Major, John Bailey, BCPD
representatives of the Mayor’s Office and representatives from KAGRO. A third meeting was held
in March 2008, in the Office of Councilman, William Cole which was attended by myself, the
owners of the Laundromat and carry-out next door and various members of the Bolton Hill Reservoir
Hill and other neighboring community associations, members of the Baltimore City Police
Department, KAGRO and the Mayor's Office.

As a result of these meetings, we had acted upon certain suggestions: namely, cln.sed the
business one-half hour earlier, closed all lottery business at 8:00 P.M., installed upgraded security
cameras, and installed additional lighting outside of the premises. We were asked to provide a
security guard. We did not feel comfortable introducing deadly force to our establishment so we
required that we be allowed to hire an off-duty Baltimore City Police Officer. We were advised that
Baltimore City Police Officers were not allowed to work off-duty at liquor stores. Since the tragic
event on July 19, 2008 we went ahead and hired an armed security guard, although we are still not
sure whether having an armed security guard would have prevented the shooting or would have
added to the death count.

It was also suggested that we stop selling certain non-liquor items. We objected to this on
behalfof our law abiding customers who enjoy the convenience of being able to purchase items from
our store without having to walk several blocks. Finally, there were suggestions made about
remodeling the front lobby of the premises. We have always been open to this suggestion but with
the time spent in .Iaga] proceedings and the money spent on attorney’s, have not had sufficient
opportunity to hin—'} an engineer to redesign the front entrance and lobby to the store.

We agree with our other neighbors that the crime associated with drug dealers in the area is
a problem. {lﬁeq' times, our customers are harassed by drug dealers and users who accost our
customers in line, intimidate them, and butt in front of them. We are afraid to take action without

the police. We call 911 and the police uses this against us that there is too much crime in our store.
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We have been singled out since we own a liquor license when there are many other business in the
area and in the city for example, convenience stores and carry-outs that also have drug dealers
standing in front of their store and have the same problems that we do.

We do not understand why the Mayor’s office and the police department are putting us out
of business. We are members of the law abiding community and have in no way participated in or
allowed criminal activity in our store.

We were told by the Liquor Board that our license would not be renewed because too many
police resources were used in this area. Police resources were necessary because of the drug dealers
in the area and not as a result of us unlawfully operating our business. The shooting that happened
on July 19, 2008 could have happened anywhere. The event happened very quickly but was caught
on my security camera which I provided to the police. The shooter tried to sell drugs to the victim.
The victim refused, the two got into an argument and out of nowhere the shooter walked back into
the store and shot the victim. No drugs were ever found on the victim. After reviewing the security
camera tapes of this incident. Many times I memorized the face of the shooter and about ten (10)

days later saw him standing on the corner outside in front of the carry-out. I called the homicide

detective on his cell phone and the shooter was immediately caught. I fear forﬁsaﬁﬂy—a@y wife ,(i
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and children as much as anyone else does and want to see the criminal element eliminated from this
neighborhood. The police department has it all wrong. In order to get rid of the problem you first

must get rid of the criminals. This is accomplished by uniformed police presence in the

neighborhood.
Since we have been closed, nothing has changed. The drug dealers and buyers still infest the

school playground, both sides of Linden Avenue, and the corner of North and Linden Avenues. We
are absolutely baffled why anyone would think that closing our store down would solve anything.

The police commissioner has closed us down for one year. We have filed an appeal. We
have also filed a separate lawsuit to find that this padlock law is unconstitutional. First, the padlock
law blames us for conduct that is not our fault. Since all that has to occur for a business to be closed
down for a year is that two police reports be made within a twenty-four (24) month period, alleging
that someone other than the business owner sold or possessed drugs. The. paﬂluck law does not
require the business owner to have been involved with the drug dealing or even having had the
chance to prevent it, but did not do so. Another example of this is the part of the padlock law
includes that crimes of violence on or near the premises as a public nuisance. If a store is robbed it
is considered a public nuisance. If two (2) passers by that had nothing to do with the store get into
a fight on the sidewalk in front of the store, the store is considered a nuisance.

Second, the padlock law includes within the definition of nuisances, conduct that is purely
legal. For example, it is legal to sell Maryland State Lottery from our store. The law makes all
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