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DRAFT

MINUTES OF THE ENTERTAINMENT FACILITY USE ORDINANCE REVIEW COMMITTEE
OF THE
CITY OF GREENSBORO, NORTH CAROLINA

29 NOVEMBER 2012

The Entertainment Facility Use Ordinance Review Committee of the City of Greensboro met at 10:30 a.m.
on the above date in the City Council Chamber of the Melvin Municipal Office Building with the following
members present: Councilmember and Chairman Zack Matheny, Councilmembers Marikay Abuzuaiter and Jim
Kee; Deputy City Manager Jim Westmoreland, City Attorney Mujeeb Shah-Khan, Assistant Police Chief Dwight
Crotts, Police Attorney Jim Clark, and City Clerk Elizabeth H. Richardson.

Councilmember Matheny opened the meeting at 10:35 a.m.; thanked everyone in attendance; reviewed the
purpose of the committee; and asked for a motion to approve the minutes of the November 15, 2012 meeting.

Councilmember Abuzuaiter made a motion to adopt the minutes of the November 15, 2012 meeting. The
motion was seconded by Councilmember Kee; and adopted by voice vote of the committee.

Councilmember Matheny stated that the committee would allow speakers five minutes each; explained that
staff would review the comments and questions to understand the concerns presented today; that the committee
would receive and review the formal responses from staff; and set a meeting at the end of this meeting to reconvene
in the next several weeks.

Thurston Reeder, 119 North Chimney Rock Road, owner of Thirstys 2; explained that he had been in
business for over twenty years; spoke to the nature of trouble in the business; stated he had not had to call the police
except for burglar alarms and other non-criminal incidents; referenced persons on the list that had been in business
for ten years or more; that he would not be able to afford to stay in business if the proposed ordinance was adopted,;
and voiced concern for the number of businesses that would be affected by the proposed ordinance. Mr. Reeder
expressed concerns with the following venues being excluded from the list of service calls dated November 20™:
Club Fifth Seasons, Greensboro Country Club, Starmount Country Club, Revolution Banquet Hall, Elks Club, and
Odd Fellows Lodge; asked that this be addressed; and referenced the actual number of actual crimes that had taken
place compared to service calls received.

City Attorney Shah-Khan advised that staff would get the answer regarding the exclusion of certain
establishments named by Mr. Reeder.

Councilmember Matheny requested Mr. Reeder provide a copy of the list of the establishments excluded
from the list which he had referenced to Deputy City Manager Westmoreland.

Christopher Gregory, 3806 Arundel Court, co-owner of Lotus Lounge, stated his club had not had
problems; referenced addressing those persons who broke the law; stated that some clubs did need to improve their
security training; explained that club owners did not want a security staff that was insufficient; that security was
important to club owners; and that clubs with a good track record should not be forced to spend money on
something that was not needed.

Councilmember Kee inquired about the 121 calls made to Lotus Lounge.



Mr. Gregory verified that he or one of his staff had made some of the calls for assistance from police in
removing disorderly patrons from the premises and the areas within the Lounge’s vicinity; explained that he did not
stand for people not upholding the law; and had no problem calling the police for assistance as this helped with
keeping problems out of the Lounge.

Eric Robert, 816 South EIm Street, stated he was in the process of opening an art gallery and event space;
that he understood the need for safety but that he felt this was an attempt by the Police Chief and Police Attorney to
bypass the system and create laws rather than enforce them; stated he did not understand the selection process for
who was on the list; asked why specific venues were not on the list; reiterated that the selection process was flawed
and asked for an explanation of how venues were selected.

Attorney Ken Keller, 235 North Edgeworth Street, stated he represented Greene Street Nightclub,
expressed concern with the proposed ordinance requirement for clubs to use independent third party providers for
security; referenced Act 74C3A6 which provided the definition of a security guard; stated he had contacted several
private security providers in the area and that only one would agree to provide security personnel for the inside of a
bar; and emphasized that proprietors would need to go outside for security to a limited number of providers of the
service that the proposed amendment was mandating. Mr. Keller voiced concern that the proposed draft purported
to the requirement that proprietors assume responsibility for incidents in parking lots which the proprietors had no
legal authority over; with the lack enforcement standards; questioned what would trigger enforcement; the appeals
process; and spoke to the lack of a remedy in Superior Court. Mr. Keller spoke to the number of calls that were
itemized and list of calls that were actually attributed to premises at 113 Greene Street; stated that if service calls
were the triggering event for enforcement calls, that the ordinance created unintended consequences; and stated that
the incentive on keeping the peace was to call the police, which would not be the case with the proposed ordinance
change if service calls were to be the triggering event.

Rocco Scarfone, 3017 High Point Road, spoke on behalf of a number of club and restaurant owners;
provided a PowerPoint Presentation which outlined the number of calls since 2010; explained that calls for medical
assistance generated two and three distinct and separate calls for each incident in accordance with Guilford Metro
911; referenced the number of calls to locations that would not be subject to the proposed change; spoke to what the
calls included; and explained that the ordinance was not written strictly for nightclubs. Mr. Scarfone voiced concern
that establishments would be affected as a result of having live entertainment, karaoke, and live participation with an
occupancy over 150 such as Village Tavern, Printworks Bistro and possibly Kickback Jacks; provided a quote from
John W. Calicutt of Walton Investigations and Private Security; licensing issues for proprietors under Chapter 74C;
referenced Charlotte’s ordinance; spoke to the recent shooting at the GYC Carnival at the Coliseum; and the
shooting at the Theatre at Four Seasons in 2009. Mr. Scarfone made reference to Police Attorney Clark’s memo
dated November 15, 2012 to the Committee; and added that the ordinance would circumvent North Carolina General
Statute 19 which allowed any municipality to pursue legal remedies to close troubled establishments while giving
the owner of the establishment due process.

Deputy City Manager Westmoreland requested staff be provided with the speakers comments and
presentations.



Amiel Rossabi, 109 Kemp Road East, explained that he represented restaurants, clubs and other
entertainment facilities; that he had been involved in the process for several years; voiced concern that the process
necessitated everyone to figure out a common ground which would keep patrons safe; allow business owners to
operate, and do what was constitutionally protected in that regard. Mr. Rossabi spoke to the good things that were
happening by explaining that many businesses hired off-duty police officers; had security plans; and met with the
Police Department on a quarterly basis to discuss the issues and to avoid regulations that would create problems;
voiced concern for knee jerk reactions which were not limited; stated that the proposed way of handling things had
changed; and asked why the City had gotten away from the Mecklenburg ordinance where the ALE was already
involved. Mr. Rossabi voiced concern with selective enforcement of the proposed ordinance which would give
unfettered discretion; provided a video which showed fifteen officers going into a Downtown club to check if the
paperwork for the security personnel was on file on June 17, 2011; spoke to the affect on businesses as a result of
this process with the present legislation on the books; stated he had worked to successfully close down the massage
parlors in the area; and stated he would continue to work with staff in this process.

Katie Cranford, 2605 Dellwood Drive, voiced support of what had been said already; spoke to the number
of calls and incidents; voiced concern with ordinances that suppressed specific venues, groups, and mid-level and
lower end entertainment venues; referenced the difference between strip clubs and night clubs; shootings that had
taken place in shopping centers and malls; and voiced concern for Council support of spending $40 million on high
end entertainment. Ms. Cranford expressed concern with the public perception that Downtown was unsafe; stated
that patrons wanted to be in safe environments; bad things could happen anywhere; referenced the shootings that had
taken place in nightclubs during the past two years; stated she wanted to be proud of what Greensboro was doing
and building; and asked Council to take these concerns into consideration.

Doug Atkins, 4319 Ravenstone Drive, spoke to being a longtime resident and operator of various
businesses from restaurants to adult oriented businesses; stated that he had not had a shooting at one of his
businesses; asked if inside club security would have prevented any of the violent acts reported in the last five years
as the incidents took place outside; added that several of his businesses had security 24 hours a day; that no
ordinance would change human behavior; and that he did not feel the ordinance would be advantageous to or
enhance public safety. Mr. Atkins continued by stating that all business owners wanted safe venues for patrons; that
the ordinance as written was a business destroyer; that he and a group of business owners had been meeting on a
quarterly basis with the Police Department to discuss public safety; voiced concerns for the number of calls related
to apartment complexes; and requested that all parties sit down to develop a solution that would work for everyone.

Councilmember Kee requested that a report of service calls to apartment complexes be provided to the
committee members.

Lance Jones, Sr., 4925 West Market Street, spoke to his security experience; containment of an incident;
proper equipment and license requirements for security guards; the need for a balance to enforce and regulate that
bouncers were certified registered security; and importance to mitigate the chances of incidences by crowd control.
Mr. Jones added that a portion of bouncers had criminal records which prohibited them from obtaining employment
by security companies; that he understood the concerns of the business owners and the City; that there were local
security companies who could manage crowd control adequately for a reasonable cost to the local establishments;
and reiterated the importance in training both armed and unarmed guards as well as providing them with the
necessary equipment to perform the job.

Councilmember Matheny asked if anyone else wished to speak. There being no one, Councilmember
Matheny asked the committee members for questions and comments.



Councilmember Abuzuaiter thanked the owners for attending; stated the information had been very
informative and would assist the committee going forward; and stated she had several questions for staff, the first
being if a break down could be provided as to whether or not a club employee had initiated a service call or if the
call came from outside of the venue.

Susan Danielson with the Police Department confirmed that the department could determine whether a call
came from law enforcement and non-law enforcement but that it would be difficult to determine when a call had
come from a mobile phone as it could not confirm the caller was calling from the club address.

Councilmember Abuzuaiter explained that staff could get back to the committee if the answer was not
available today; and requested the breakdown the calls for service between what was gauged as a serious and non-
serious crime at nightclubs; stated crime was down over the past three years; and spoke to what the committee
would need to look at as it related to the ordinance.

Police Attorney Jim Clark explained that staff would clarify the general crime and public safety related
service calls; and segregate out calls for service that were not crime related.

Assistant Police Chief Dwight Crotts explained the process for department when analyzing the service calls
that came in to determine what type of call it was.

Councilmember Kee echoed that the meeting had been very informative; voiced that the intent of everyone
was to increase public safety; stated that the committee was not targeting particular businesses; expressed the
importance in looking at and comparing service calls in other industries and businesses to nightclubs; stated he was
interested in knowing how the department derived a threshold for exclusion of specific businesses; spoke to the need
to get answers to determine if an ordinance amendment was needed; and thanked the owners for participation in the
meeting.

Councilmember Matheny explained that a follow up meeting would need to be scheduled to allow staff the
opportunity to provide answers to concerns and questions for discussion by the committee; asked the speakers to
forward their information and presentations to Deputy City Manager Westmoreland; referenced the length of time
the City and owners had been in discussions about public safety in private meetings; importance in having open
meetings to allow public the opportunity to provide their input and work together for a solution; and made a
comparison of this and the noise ordinance process. Councilmember Matheny made reference to prior instances of
knee jerk reactions to an incident to legislate issues which needed to be avoided in the future; reiterated that the
committee was not trying to stop human behavior but create public safety which would be inclusive of the diverse
population and growing area; the need to create a balance of police resources for the entire city rather than focus on
certain areas; and stated he appreciated those involved in the conversations today and over the past two to three
years.

Councilmember Kee requested that the statistics for service calls to other businesses be in the same format
as the service calls on the report for nightclubs.

It was the consensus of the committee to meet on Thursday, December 13, 2012 at 10:30 a.m. in the
Council Chamber to hear from staff and have an open discussion regarding the information provided; and confirmed
that a vote would not be taken on the proposed ordinance at that time.

Police Attorney Clark confirmed that answers could be provided by that date.
The meeting was adjourned at 11:44 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Elizabeth H. Richardson, City Clerk



Responses to Questions Posed Through the City Council
Entertainment Facility Use Ordinance Committee

Businesses affected by the ordinance

1. Why did some businesses that were shown in an October 9" list of businesses that
would be affected by the ordinance document, drop off the final list of businesses affected by
the ordinance? (Examples given were Elk’s Lodge, Starmount Country Club, Fifth Seasons,
Greensboro Country Club and others)

After the first draft of the EFUO, City Staff from Police, Fire, Legal and Planning departments
reviewed available information to determine what types of businesses would be affected by
the EFUO. As the review progressed, it was noticed that the definitions in both the LDO and
EFUO would leave out certain entertainment facilities that should be included, and it included
businesses that have different characteristics from live entertainment facilities and lacked the
crime problems or risks the EFUO is intended to curb.

The Elks Lodge and Country Clubs, as examples, have organizational structures and
membership or admission requirements that differentiate them from public club facilities.
The Fifth Seasons also differs from a typical nightclub in that it is an accessory use to the
hotel.

City Staff revised the ordinance to include or exclude these businesses during the review
process as the limitations in the draft ordinance became apparent.

2. What was the selection process used for the City to place a business on the list affected
by the ordinance?

The Land Development Ordinance (LDO) defines categories and specific types of land uses,
and the EFUO is drafted to affect businesses which fit into the categories. The list of 58
businesses is the City’s good faith effort to identify establishments that would be affected by
the draft ordinance, if it went into effect.

This list is based upon the most accurate data available at the time of publication. Due to the
changing nature of some of these establishments and limitations of existing databases, the
list may not be all inclusive and/or may contain inaccuracies.

3. Why are some businesses exempt from the ordinance and not others?

The definitions in the LDO, and additional conditions in the EFUO, are intended to limit the
effect of the ordinance on the fewest number of businesses possible and only on a narrow
group of uses where the crime problems and significant risks exist. Three categories of
nightclub-type businesses emerged:



e Entertainment facilities with an occupancy capacity of 150 or more operating after 9
pm, at which alcohol is sold, served or consumed, and which includes dancing or live
entertainment

e Sexually oriented entertainment businesses after 9 pm regardless of occupancy level

e Facilities at which dancing or live entertainment is conducted after 9 pm for persons
under 21 years of age, regardless of alcohol being sold, with an occupancy capacity of
150 persons or more

Entertainment Facilities shall not include taverns, bars, lounges, cocktail lounges and other
drinking establishments where electronically reproduced music emanating from a
loudspeaker system is provided for the listening pleasure of patrons, so long as no other
public entertainment is provided or allowed.

4, Why is the City considering an ordinance that affects all clubs when only a few cause
problems?

Constitutional law protects businesses by preventing local governments from regulating a
single or specific establishment. Additionally, the City has limited power under State law to
take action against individuals or specific businesses where significant crime problems occur.
The combination of these two factors, and the need to increase patron safety, resulted in the
existing draft ordinance. The City knows that some establishments with a better track record
of patron safety will also be affected by the EFUO. Both City and club representatives agree
that they want safe establishments. The purpose of this ordinance is to increase the likelihood
that clubs are sdfe. Its focus is on crime prevention, rather than law enforcement.

5. Why does the ordinance as written affect businesses with sporadic live music, such as
Print Works Bistro, Kickback Jack’s, Village Tavern, etc.?

Actually, the current draft of the EFUO would not affect these businesses. Restaurant-type
principal land uses are not included in the types of land uses subject to the ordinance.

6. Why did City Staff exclude certain types of facilities from the proposed ordinance?
See the answers to Questions 1-5, above.
7. How did City Staff decide to use a minimum occupancy level of 1507

In 2011, City staff was directed by Council to find a way to reduce crime at nightclub
establishments. The first draft ordinance contained an inclusionary provision of 100-person
occupancy. In our first ordinance review meeting with a sample of club owners/managers,
they strongly objected to the 100 occupancy threshold and the discussion yielded our raising
the occupancy level to 150. The inclusion of sexually-oriented businesses, regardless of
occupancy level, was added in summer 2012, when discussions among staff revealed that a



number of such clubs, where crime problems exist and risks are substantial, would not be
governed by the ordinance.

8. How was the minimum occupancy level of 150 in the ordinance chosen, and why is it fair
to regulate only clubs that exceed 150 capacity?

See the answer to Question 7, above.

Legal issues

9. How is the ordinance Constitutional or fair, when enforcement standards are unclear
and the City can enforce the ordinance before the club owner has appealed the City’s decision?

This proposed ordinance is intended to become a part of the LDO, which already contains
enforcement standards and appeal processes. This ordinance is further governed by North
Carolina law. General Statute section 160A-388 requires the City to hold action to enforce the
ordinance until the completion of appeal processes in all cases except situations where a
strong likelihood of irreparable harm exists.

10. Doesn’t the ordinance give the City unfettered discretion and permit selective
enforcement?

No. The City’s discretion is already limited under both the LDO and State law applicable to
zoning. The processes for enforcement of the proposed ordinance already exist under the LDO
and have been long established and upheld under State and United States Constitutional law.

This draft of the ordinance constitutes a significant shift in the City’s approach to address
crime problems and risks at entertainment facilities, and is a direct result of multiple
conversations with representative club owners and their attorney. In those conversations,
there was complete objection to the police chief having the power to enforce and revoke
entertainment licenses, and a concern that the appeal procedure to the City Manager would
result in rubber-stamping the police chief’s decision in an enforcement action. Additionally,
club owners and their attorney objected to the early draft’s creation of a new licensing
process, when the privilege license process already existed. As a result of this conversation
and to be sensitive to this concern, the City explored the use of the LDO and existing privilege
licensing system, as both are established processes and neither places any power of
adjudication in the position of the police chief or city manager.

11. Why shouldn’t the City just use authority under Chapter 19 of the General Statutes to
address problem clubs, rather than enacting a separate ordinance?

Nuisance abatement procedures (a/k/a Chapter 19 of the North Carolina General Statutes) do
provide a mechanism to curtail businesses or activities that create public nuisances such as
crime, drug dealing or other publicly harmful effects. Both the statutes and case law



concerning nuisance abatement recognize that such a powerful remedy should be limited only
to nuisances which are of such a frequent and repetitive nature that the harm can only be
stopped by closing the business. Such a remedy is rarely granted by the Courts.

The level and nature of crime at live entertainment facilities is significant and episodic, but
often is not continuous. Therefore, these unsafe venues may not meet the threshold for
nuisance abatement action.

Live entertainment facilities present additional enforcement challenges. The legal structure
and existence of these kinds of businesses permit owners and operators to quickly close their
businesses, reorganize as a different entity and re-open, without taking measures to address
unsafe conditions.

Because business closure is particularly difficult, lengthy, and costly in this industry, and
because the interests of the citizens and business owners are better served by avoiding
business closure if at all possible, City Staff considered the most prudent course of action to
promote public safety would be to require increased security provisions in order to reduce
crime.

12. Under General Statutes Chapter 74C, it is impossible for club guards to be licensed.

There are no provisions in Chapter 74C of the North Carolina General Statutes that prohibits
or prevents club security from being licensed, and there are no provisions which prohibit or
prevent live entertainment businesses from using licensed security personnel.

13. This ordinance is only a pretext to circumvent state laws and due process, and the City
should use or live with enforcement under laws that are already available.

The purpose of this ordinance is to improve safety and security at live entertainment facilities
such as nightclubs and sexually oriented businesses. State statutes (such as General Statute
section 160A-388) establish procedures with which the City must comply, and these
procedures ensure that businesses receive full due process under law.

14, The City should instead follow Charlotte’s ordinance that exempts enforcement for
facilities permitted by the NC ABC Commission.

The ordinance currently used by Charlotte does not have the emphasis on improving patron
safety that Greensboro desires. Charlotte’s ordinance is drafted with the intent to provide an
enforcement mechanism. The EFUO creates necessary additional safety measures at live
entertainment businesses. The EFUO has no independent enforcement mechanism; the only
enforcement provisions which exist for the EFUO already exist in the LDO and State law.

15. The ordinance is not Constitutional because it does not comport with due process or
equal protection.



Please refer to the answers in items #9, 10, 11 and 13.
16. Unsafe establishments should be closed using existing due process.

We agree. The EFUO uses existing and long-established enforcement processes in the LDO
and under State law. That EFUO does not establish any new enforcement processes or
mechanisms. It only creates an additional requirement of security at live entertainment
businesses for safety purposes, and its intention is to prevent crime and harm to people for a
safer night-time entertainment environment in Greensboro.

Ordinance enforcement

17. How can the ordinance hold club owners responsible for activity in parking lots where
they have no authority?

We agree that this provision in the Security manual needs to be revised. As written, it does
require the club security to secure areas out to 150 feet away from their premises. For some
clubs, that may simply cover their parking lot. For others, 150 feet away from the premises is
well past their property boundaries.

We will amend item ll. A. 7. of the security manual as follows:

“At closing time, the security personnel shall be responsible for clearing the patrons of
the entertainment facility from the premises including parking areas which are under
the control of the entertainment facility. Until such time as all patrons have departed
any sidewalk and street areas in front of the premises and from other areas accessible
to persons around the perimeter of the premises and within one hundred and fifty feet
of the premises, security personnel will monitor patrons for unlawful conduct and
promptly contact the police department in any circumstance where unlawful conduct
appears to be taking place.”

18. Does the ordinance as currently written require nightclubs to hire security from third-
party companies?

No.

19. Why does the ordinance lack standards for how the ordinance will be applied?

The EFUO is written to be part of the zoning code —the LDO, which already contains all
necessary enforcement provisions.

20. What triggers enforcement of the ordinance?



A violation of the ordinance results in enforcement activities allowed under the LDO.
Violations include, but are not limited to:

e Inadequate security staff for the number of patrons

e Failure to abide by the facility security plan

e Uncertified security staff

Calls for service

21. What are the actual numbers of crimes occurring at clubs versus the calls for service
numbers?

We have provided data about calls for service and crimes in two spreadsheet books. The book
entitled “Clubs Calls for Service and Offenses 24 hr” depicts the number of calls for police
service to each establishment for years 2010, 2011, and 2012 in column C. Not all calls for
service result in a criminal report. The actual number of crimes for each of the three years, by
year, is shown in columns D-J. Columns K-N reflects the number of calls for service for the
listed offenses.

The book entitled “Clubs Calls for Service and Offenses 9to6” depicts the actual number of
depicts the number of calls for police service to each establishment between the hours of 9
pm and 6 am for years 2010, 2011, and 2012 in column C. Not all calls for service result in a
criminal report. The actual number of crimes that occurred between the hours of 9 pm and 6
am for each of the three years, by year, in columns D-J. Columns K-N reflects the number of
calls for service for the listed offenses.

Most — but not all — crimes also generate a call for service to the location where the crime
occurred. Some crimes, however, are reported or discovered at a location other than where
they occurred. In these instances, there would not be a CFS to the location of the crime, but
rather to where the report was obtained. As an example: A person is shot a club, but no one
at or from the club calls police about the shooting. The victim goes to a hospital for
treatment. Hospital staff calls police. Police respond to the hospital, interview the victim, and
learn the shooting occurred at the club. The CFS is assigned to the hospital, even though the
crime occurred at the club.

22. Do the calls for service numbers include calls made off-premises? If so, how did City
Staff determine that these calls should be included?-

CFS are assigned “to” an address. They reflect the number of times police were dispatched to
a location or when police were simply present and needed to take action of some type. To
determine whether or not calls to an address where made from that address would require
each call to be individually reviewed. Even this degree of scrutiny could not conclude with
certainty where the call originated — the prevalence of cellular phones makes that impossible.



23. Doesn’t the statistical information on calls for service include multiple calls for a single
incident?

No. The number of CFS (in all the reports) reflects only police response. CFS for Fire and EMS
are not contained in these numbers. The numbers reflect single incidents: the data was
screened and multiple calls for service for the same incident were purged. Calls initiated by
police officers to these establishments were also removed from the count.

24, Can City Staff tell whether a call for service came from the nightclub staff in a proactive
response, as opposed to a patron call in reactive response? If so, please provide those
statistics.

We wish we were able to answer this question because we encourage people to call to
prevent crime. To attempt to determine who called and for what reason would require each
call to be individually reviewed. Even this degree of scrutiny could not conclude with certainty
whether the call was made from a patron or club staff. An important distinction to make with
respect to this ordinance draft is that there is no enforcement action that is predicated upon
the volume of calls for service. This approach was a direct result of our early discussions with
nightclub owners and their representing attorney, and their objections to any ordinance
where City action would be predicated upon calls for service.

25. Which calls for service in the list provided by City Staff are crime-related, and which calls
are routine?

See the answer to Questions #22 and 25.

26. Which calls for service are used as a gauge by City Staff to determine whether a public
safety issue exists at an entertainment facility?

The City considers the totality of crime, nuisance and disturbance calls for service, and the
impact on emergency resources when assessing whether or not an establishment poses a
threat to public safety.

27. Provide statistical information that shows the calls for service load of apartment
complexes and compares them with entertainment facilities that would be affected by the
ordinance. (Staff will produce a report of calls for service and crime for the 40 largest
multifamily complexes in the City. A report for calendar year 2011 will provide data for both
24-hour and 9pm-6am periods. This can be compared to the 2011 data that is included in the
3-year data report for the 58 affected entertainment facilities.)

We have provided the requested information in the spreadsheet book entitled “Multi-family
Calls for Service and Crimes”. It contains two spreadsheets with data for the year 2011. One
spreadsheet shows all the calls for service and crimes throughout the year: the other only the
calls for service and crimes from 9 pm to 6 am. However, we believe it is simply not relevant



to the discussion of whether we have a problem at entertainment facilities that needs to be
addressed. We recognize that crime and disorder can be present in many types of
establishments, and the City enjoys numerous proactive partnerships to reduce these unsafe
conditions. The proposed EFSU is our proactive approach to reduce crime and disorder in
clubs.

28. Consider comparison statistics of calls for service with other businesses such as
restaurants and/or the Coliseum.

To complete this analysis on restaurants would require a substantial and unnecessary
commitment of City resources, and any result would have no relevance as to whether we have
a problem or significant risks at entertainment facilities governed by the ordinance.

The Greensboro Coliseum complex received 108 calls for service in 2011. Of those calls, 42
were between the hours of 9 pm and 6 am. These calls resulted in one case report for an
assault that occurred between 9 pm and 6 am.

Policy issues

29. The ordinance creates an unintended consequence, because the number of calls-for-
service triggered this proposal. If calls for service trigger for this ordinance, then managers lose
the incentive to call police to maintain safety.

The volume of calls was one of the important points City Staff considered when drafting this
ordinance. However, it is not correct to say that CFS “triggers” the ordinance. The only
“trigger” for enforcement of the ordinance is a club’s failure to follow the code and its own
security plan. One of the reasons for writing this ordinance is due to the fact that some club
staffs have NOT called for service when a police response was clearly warranted. This
ordinance creates conditions which will give club staff the skills and confidence to call for help
when it is needed.

The need for increased safety at clubs triggered this ordinance. The volume of calls is one of
several factors that support the principle of requiring owners/managers to take proactive
steps to prevent crime and disorder. Owners always have been and always will be
encouraged to call police to help maintain a safe environment. In part, this ordinance is
necessary because some club staff have NOT called for service when a police response was
clearly warranted.

30. The problems this ordinance seeks to solve are really caused by sexually oriented
businesses, and it is unfair to nightclubs to be included in this ordinance because the two types
of business are very different.



This assertion is false. An analysis of crime data from these businesses indicates that both
types of entertainment facilities have similar problems and risks, and both types can benefit
from the security provisions outlined in the ordinance.

31. Would inside security have prevented any of the violence used as examples, when most
acts occurred outside clubs?

No one will know for certain if or how each of these incidents would have been affected by
the presence of club security — that would be speculation.

We do know that well-trained, well-equipped security personnel can effectively manage
crowds, and deter, detect, and react to unsafe acts before they get out of hand.

We also recognize that even the best security staff and the best security plan will not
eliminate all criminal behavior. They can, however, mitigate unsafe conditions and create
safer environments. To that end, this ordinance helps promote that environment and
provides a baseline of sound security requirements and practices without being over-
assertive. Nothing in this ordinance prevents a club owner/manager from exceeding security
requirements or from working collaboratively with police and others to identify ways to
improve patron and site safety and security. We welcome that level of commitment.

32. Doesn’t the ordinance hurt business by increasing costs?
We believe that safe establishments attract and retain patrons—that’s good for business.

33, Clubs that lack a history of violence and/or do the right thing for public safety should not
be subject to City regulations that require them to spend money where it isn’t necessary.

The EFUO was drafted by City Staff in the belief that it offered the most responsive
compromises to previous concerns by nightclub owners while creating a reasonable set of
regulations to improve public safety.

The City certainly wants to avoid creating regulations that create additional costs to citizens
or businesses wherever possible. However, in some circumstances a regulation will carry
additional costs. When this appears likely, it is the responsibility of City Staff to consider the
purpose and effects of the proposed regulation and make a preliminary assessment of
whether the public benefit outweighs the potential costs.

In the case of the EFUO, the potential benefits of increased crime prevention and reduced
violence and nuisance calls at entertainment businesses are benefits that staff believes
outweighs the costs which may be associated with improved club security.



Other concerns

34, Why is the City willing to suppress small- and mid-size entertainment businesses while it
plans to spend millions to build a large entertainment business?

The ordinance itself, as developed and presented, is designed to help improve safety in and
around the affected businesses. It is clearly within the scope of the City’s authority to seek
pathways to prevent crime and promote public safety and order; and, there is clear evidence
that entertainment facilities present a unique environment for crime and nuisance activities
to occur without reasonable regulation. There is no connection, however, between the
motivation for or development of this ordinance and any efforts to build a performing arts
center.

35. Why did GPD use 15 officers to inspect club paperwork on its license and security
personnel?

We understand the effect that officer presence can have on businesses. When planning
enforcement actions and/or security operations, we estimate the number of officers needed
based on several factors, including:

e The mission

e Officer safety

e Patron safety

e Public perception and trust

This is part art, part science. Usually, we achieve the right balance. The enforcement action
that evening in June 2011, at Club Allure, posed some challenges:

e The club had more patrons and security staff than usual due to Superlamz

e The facility has multiple stories

e The operation required officials from multiple agencies

Officials wanted to be thorough, safe, and quick. The number of personnel dedicated to this
effort was based on both the planning factors, and the special circumstances. The security
check and review of the paperwork were performed thoroughly and quickly. Both officers and
patrons remained sdfe. In this regard, we were successful. However, upon reviewing the video
in 2011, we believe that while the actions were legal, the inspection of Allure did not require
the number of personnel assigned to enter the facility to accomplish the task. We have
reinforced the need for balance of presence and safety since this operation, and continue to
reinforce it.
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Alexander Devereaux 2800 High Point Rd. 3 1
Allure/N Club 117 S. Elm St. 94 3 5 1 2 2 19
Arizona Petes 2900 Patterson St. 91 1 2 4 4 2 8 4-8-10 Open to Public (3) STU
Artistika 523 S. Elm St. 10 1
Bentleys 709 E. Market St. 89 2 4 11 1 3 3
Blind Tiger 1819 Spring Garden St. 3 1 2-12-10 Fail to Supervise
Blu Retro/Mangos,lguana 405 Rocky Knoll 7 1 1 1
Buckhead/The Underground 1720 Battleground Av. 17 1 1 3
Carolina Mexican Restaurant* 110-B E. Seneca Rd. 84 2 4 1 1 6 2-11-10 STU
Centerfold/Chester's Cabaret 2104 Veasley St. 10 5
Christies Cabaret 4016 W. Wendover Ave. 18 2 3
Churchill's 213 S. Elm St. 22 3 1 1 5 1
Club Genesis* 508 Teague St. 1
Club Rain* 219 W. Lewis St. 7 1 1
College Hill Sundries 900 Spring Garden St. 3 1
Coopers Ale House 5340 W Market St. 50 1 6 2 5
Copa Roca Cantina 3010 Sands Dr. 37 1 7
Dynacon Event Center 2100 E. Wendover Ave. 8 2
Emerald Event Center 2000 E Wendover Ave 17 1 2 1
Empire Room 203 S Elm St 10 1 1
Epic/Touch 2803 Patterson St. 42 1 1 6 1 2 4
Epic Night Life* 1600 W. Lee St. 71 7 1 5
Fanta City Private Club 4925 W. Market St. 44 1 1 3
Flip Flops/Plum Crazy 106 College Rd. 11 1
Fuego Fuego 316 W. Meadowview Rd. 11 1 1 2
George K's & Iron Chef 2108 Cedar Fork Dr 7 1 1
Greene Street Night Club 113 N. Greene St. 161 2 6 25 | 28 6 20 2-6-10 Tax stamp missing
Greensboro Events Forum/Sugarbares 510 Farragut St. 22 1 1
Ham's New Garden 1635 New Garden Rd 6 2
Ham's Lakeside 699 E Cone Blvd 23 1 1 4
Ham's High Point Rd 3017 High Point Rd 40 3 2
Harpers Il/ Playhouse 626 Guilford College Rd. 16 1 1 3
Inferno - Kress 212 S. Elm St. 138 2 1 6 34 1 17
Kave 2438 Randleman Rd. 4 3
Khalif Grenedier Club 809 McCormick St. 11 1 3 1
Lotus Lounge 120 W. Lewis St. 91 1 5 3 17
Lucky 7's 3407 D High Point Rd 64 1 5 2 9
Magics 2216 MLK Jr. Blvd. 33 1 4 1 3
Music City 7700 Boeing Dr 18 1 3 2
NC Alive/Utopia 2206 Stamey St. 35 2 2 2 3 10




Clubs Calls for Service and Crimes 24 Hours

Violent Crimes Property Crimes Other Offense Types
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New Orleans/Armani's 4312 Big Tree Way 20 1
One 17 Sofa Bar/Renasounce 117 N Greene St 10 4 1 1
Pillow Talk 2519 High Point Rd. 4
Platinum Cabaret* 4922 Mary St. 6 2
Player's Club 2507 High Point Rd. 41 1 1 1 4
Plush* 3404 High Point Rd. 46 1 1 15
Pointe Noire/Palmetto 223 S Elm St. 12 1 3
Q 706 W. Market St 0
Revolution Banquet Hall 1160 Revolution Mill 0
Shooter's Sports Bar 3808 High Point Rd. 67 1 2 7
Somewhere Else Tavern 5713 W Friendly Av 0
Southside Johnny's 6400 W. Market St. 4 1
Stephanie Il 2316 Randleman Rd. 16 1 3
Studio B @ the Broach 520S. EIm St. 13 1 1
SYN/SKY 113S. Elm St. 50 1 1 3 1 3 11
Terraza Event Center 6446 Burnt Poplar Rd. 1
The Clubhouse 435 Dolley Madison Rd. 26 2 2 2
The Gold Club 6430 Burnt Poplar Rd. 19 3 3
The Mint 3006 E. Market St. 33 1 1 1 5
The Mix 640 Milner St. 22 1 3
The Pour House 360 Federal PI. 47 1 1 1 7
Thirsty's 2 119 N. Chimney Rock Rd. 7
Treasure Club Executive Suites 7806 Boeing Dr. 8
Tri-City Billiards 715 Tr-City Blvd 0
Unity Events Center 1350 Tolar Dr. 3 1
Vacant* 811 W. Florida St. 1 1
Underground* 2428 High Point Rd. 2
Venu/Venu Loft 115S. Elm St. 9 1 2 1 1
Visions/Rio 4927-B W. Market St. 52 1 1 2 9
Warehouse 29 1011 Arnold St. 22 1 3 1 1 6
Zion Bar 5601 Roanne Way 9 1
TOTAL 1,979 2 1 4 22 | 16 | 108| 8 35 | 97 | 44 | 253

*Indicates that the establishment closed during the reporting period




Clubs Calls for Service and Crimes 24 Hours

Violent Crimes Property Crimes Other Offense Types
2 " AR T
= g = © >
Clubs 2011 Address = E @ E § E g E g § 5 E F: bo' § .g é g
24 hour g 5 2“' % < 2| s E §§ 20 8 g?g% 3%
s 2 2| B|a| 3253 5|8 3588 < s
c o = >
8| =| 2 s
Alexander Devereaux 2800 High Point Rd. 1
Allure/N Club 117 S. Elm St. 46 1 7 3 9
Arizona Petes 2900 Patterson St. 126 2 12 5 11
Artistika 523 S. EIm St. 16 1 2 1 2
Bentleys 709 E. Market St. 88 1 3 4 6 16
Blind Tiger 1819 Spring Garden St. 37 1 3
Blu Retro/Mangos,lguana 405 Rocky Knoll 20 1 2 4
Buckhead/The Underground 1720 Battleground Av. 42 1 3
Carolina Mexican Restaurant* 110-B E. Seneca Rd. 93 1 2 4 1 21 7-11-11 Fail to Clear Tables
Centerfold/Chester's Cabaret 2104 Veasley St. 21 2 2
Christies Cabaret 4016 W. Wendover Ave. 15 1 1
Churchill's 213 S. Elm St. 24 1 5 2
Club Genesis* 508 Teague St. 23 1 1 4 1 2
Club Rain* 219 W. Lewis St. 2
College Hill Sundries 900 Spring Garden St. 6 1 1
Coopers Ale House 5340 W Market St. 48 4 1 1 3
Copa Roca Cantina 3010 Sands Dr. 34 1 6
Dynacon Event Center 2100 E. Wendover Ave. 8 1
Emerald Event Center 2000 E Wendover Ave 6 1
Empire Room 203 S Elm St 23 2
Epic/Touch 2803 Patterson St. 4
Epic Night Life* 1600 W. Lee St. 90 3 3 1 23 1 1
Fanta City Private Club 4925 W. Market St. 36 4
Flip Flops/Plum Crazy 106 College Rd. 12 1 1
Fuego Fuego 316 W. Meadowview Rd. 7 1 1
George K's & Iron Chef 2108 Cedar Fork Dr 11
Greene Street Night Club 113 N. Greene St. 345 13 1 98 [ 66 | 4 47
Greensboro Events Forum/Sugarbares 510 Farragut St. 40 3 2 1 1 14
Ham's New Garden 1635 New Garden Rd 2
Ham's Lakeside 699 E Cone Blvd 29 1 1 2
Ham's High Point Rd 3017 High Point Rd 20 1 1 2 1 1
Harpers Il/ Playhouse 626 Guilford College Rd. 2 1 4
Inferno - Kress 212 S. EIm St. 106 1 7 2 21 20
Kave 2438 Randleman Rd. 7 1
Khalif Grenedier Club 809 McCormick St. 3 2
Lotus Lounge 120 W. Lewis St. 121 8 12 | 14 | 14
Lucky 7's 3407 D High Point Rd 54 3 1 8
Magics 2216 MLK Jr. Blvd. 15 1 1
Music City 7700 Boeing Dr 70 1 2 6 1 2 16
NC Alive/Utopia 2206 Stamey St. 15 2
New Orleans/Armani's 4312 Big Tree Way 38 3 1 1 3
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One 17 Sofa Bar/Renasounce 117 N Greene St 17 1 1 1 3 4
Pillow Talk 2519 High Point Rd. 9 1 1
Platinum Cabaret* 4922 Mary St. 16 1 3
Player's Club 2507 High Point Rd. 33 1 2 2 2 5
Plush* 3404 High Point Rd. 5 1
Pointe Noire/Palmetto 223 SElm St. 13 1 3 1
Q 706 W. Market St 1
Revolution Banquet Hall 1160 Revolution Mill
Shooter's Sports Bar 3808 High Point Rd. 32 1 7
Somewhere Else Tavern 5713 W Friendly Av 1 1
Southside Johnny's 6400 W. Market St. 4
Stephanie Il 2316 Randleman Rd. 36 1 1 2 1 4
Studio B @ the Broach 520S. Elm St. 10
SYN/SKY 113 S. Elm St. 58 4 3 7
Terraza Event Center 6446 Burnt Poplar Rd. 4
The Clubhouse 435 Dolley Madison Rd. 18 6
The Gold Club 6430 Burnt Poplar Rd. 29 1 6 1 6
The Mint 3006 E. Market St. 40 1 1 2 2
The Mix 640 Milner St. 31 5 1 1
The Pour House 360 Federal PI. 42 2 1 3 2 3
Thirsty's 2 119 N. Chimney Rock Rd. 2
Treasure Club Executive Suites 7806 Boeing Dr. 11 1
Tri-City Billiards 715 Tr-City Blvd
Unity Events Center 1350 Tolar Dr. 13 2
Vacant* 811 W. Florida St. 3
Underground* 2428 High Point Rd.
Venu/Venu Loft 115 S. Elm St. 13 2 3 2
Visions/Rio 4927-B W. Market St. 47 1 2 9
Warehouse 29 1011 Arnold St. 26 2 8
Zion Bar 5601 Roanne Way 9 1 2 7-20-12 Fail to File Audit (5)
TOTAL 2,225 1 1 7 | 22 10 (104| 6 | 139|156 | 51 | 286

*Indicates that the establishment closed during the reporting period
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Alexander Devereaux 2800 High Point Rd. 18 1
Allure/N Club 117 S. Elm St. 53 1 6 3 4 14
Arizona Petes 2900 Patterson St. 221 1 7 1 5 44 | 24 | 20
Artistika 523 S. EIm St. 9 1
Bentleys 709 E. Market St. 53 1 2 4 9
Blind Tiger 1819 Spring Garden St. 31 2 9
Blu Retro/Mangos,lguana 405 Rocky Knoll 13 1 1 1 1 1
Buckhead/The Underground 1720 Battleground Av. 67 1 9 11| 4 1 14
Carolina Mexican Restaurant* 110-B E. Seneca Rd. 189 1 3 2 11 | 28
1-27-12 Perform Services After
Centerfold/Chester's Cabaret 2104 Veasley St. 26 1 3 1 4 Hours (3)
Christies Cabaret 4016 W. Wendover Ave. 12 3 3
Churchill's 213 S. Elm St. 24 1 3
Club Genesis* 508 Teague St. 1
Club Rain* 219 W. Lewis St. 15
College Hill Sundries 900 Spring Garden St. 5 2 1
Coopers Ale House 5340 W Market St. 33 2 1 1 1 7
Copa Roca Cantina 3010 Sands Dr. 21 1 3
Dynacon Event Center 2100 E. Wendover Ave. 8 2 2
Emerald Event Center 2000 E Wendover Ave 8
Empire Room 203 S Elm St 13
Epic/Touch 2803 Patterson St. 54 1 1 1 5 7 5
Epic Night Life* 1600 W. Lee St. 11 1 1 5
Fanta City Private Club 4925 W. Market St. 43 1 2 3
Flip Flops/Plum Crazy 106 College Rd. 10 2
Fuego Fuego 316 W. Meadowview Rd. 5 2 1
George K's & Iron Chef 2108 Cedar Fork Dr 7 2
Greene Street Night Club 113 N. Greene St. 195 1 1 10 11 | 35 7 34
Greensboro Events Forum/Sugarbares 510 Farragut St. 2
Ham's New Garden 1635 New Garden Rd 7 1 1
Ham's Lakeside 699 E Cone Blvd 27 3 1 2
Ham's High Point Rd 3017 High Point Rd a7 5 1 7
Harpers Il/ Playhouse 626 Guilford College Rd. 8 1
8-1-12 Audit Rep, Sexual
Conduct (2), Cont Sub., Open to
Inferno - Kress 212 S. Elm St. 60 2 5 7 15 Pub., Fail to Super., NOAV/OIC
Kave 2438 Randleman Rd. 15 1 1 1 1 1 2
Khalif Grenedier Club 809 McCormick St. 11 2 1
Lotus Lounge 120 W. Lewis St. 85 5 14 | 11 6
Lucky 7's 3407 D High Point Rd 70 1 5 5 6 10
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Magics 2216 MLK Jr. Blvd. 13 1
Music City 7700 Boeing Dr 15 1
NC Alive/Utopia 2206 Stamey St. 5
New Orleans/Armani's 4312 Big Tree Way 41 1 1 1 4 1
One 17 Sofa Bar/Renasounce 117 N Greene St 11 2
Pillow Talk 2519 High Point Rd. 30 1 5 2
7-9-12 No Longer Suitable
Platinum Cabaret* 4922 Mary St. 38 2 4 2 5 3 4 NOAV/0IC
Player's Club 2507 High Point Rd. 10 1 3 1
Plush* 3404 High Point Rd. 1
Pointe Noire/Palmetto 223 S Elm St. 16 1 1 1 7
Q 706 W. Market St
Revolution Banquet Hall 1160 Revolution Mill 1
Shooter's Sports Bar 3808 High Point Rd. 55 1 10
Somewhere Else Tavern 5713 W Friendly Av 2
Southside Johnny's 6400 W. Market St. 3 1 1
Stephanie Il 2316 Randleman Rd. 17 3
Studio B @ the Broach 520S. EIm St. 10
2/10/12 Fail to Determine Age
SYN/SKY 113 S. Elm St. 28 3 7 3 (2)
Terraza Event Center 6446 Burnt Poplar Rd. 15 1 2 1
The Clubhouse 435 Dolley Madison Rd. 28 2 2 3
The Gold Club 6430 Burnt Poplar Rd. 27 2 2 2 3
The Mint 3006 E. Market St. 30 2 1 11
The Mix 640 Milner St. 18 1 4 1 1
The Pour House 360 Federal PI. 29 1 1 2 4 5
Thirsty's 2 119 N. Chimney Rock Rd. 2
Treasure Club Executive Suites 7806 Boeing Dr. 15 2
Tri-City Billiards 715 Tr-City Blvd 1
Unity Events Center 1350 Tolar Dr. 4
Vacant* 811 W. Florida St. 8
Underground* 2428 High Point Rd.
Venu/Venu Loft 115 S. Elm St. 19 1 1 4
Visions/Rio 4927-B W. Market St. 63 1 1 1 2 1 2 3 9
Warehouse 29 1011 Arnold St. 32 2 5 2 6
Zion Bar 5601 Roanne Way 9 7-20-12 Fail to File Audit (5)
TOTAL 2,073| 0 0 8 |17 (11 ( 8 | 7 | 39 |180| 114|274 O

*Indicates that the establishment closed during the reporting period




Establishments Affected by the Proposed Entertainment Facility Use Ordinance

Alexander Devereuax 2800 High Point Rd. 299
Allure/N. Club 117 S. Elm St. | 800
Arizona Petes 2900 Patterson St. 620
Arthur's Blues ‘508 Teague St. ‘ 219
Artistika 523 S. Elm St. 400
Bentleys ‘709 E. Market St. ‘ 480
Blind Tiger 1819 Spring Garden St. 480
Blu Retro ‘405 Rocky Knoll ‘ 199
Chester's Cabaret 2104 Veasley St. Yes NA
Churchill's 213 S. Elm St. 150
Copa Roca 3010 Sanders Dr. 299
Christie's Cabaret ‘4016 W. Wendover Yes ‘ NA
Cooper's Ale House 5340 W. Markt St. 310
Dynacon Event Center ‘2100 E. Wendover Ave. ‘ 1000
Emerald Event Center 2000 E. Wendover Ave. 350
Empire Room 203 S. Elm St. 1000/450/900
Epic 2803 Patterson St. 485
Executive Suites ‘7806 Boeing Dr. Yes ‘ NA
Fanta City Private Club 4925 W. Market St. 967
Flip Flops 1106 College Rd. 199
Fuego Fuego 316 Meadowview Rd. 200
George K's and Iron Chef ‘2108 Cedar Fork Rd. ‘ 999
Green Street Night Club 113 N. Greene St. 770
Harper's Il ‘626 Guilford College Rd. Yes ‘ 225
Harry and Harietta/

Stephanie's Restaurant Il 2507 Randleman Rd.

Inferno - Kress 212 S. Elm St. | 760
Kave 2438 Randleman Rd. Yes NA
Khalif Grenedier Club 809 McCormick St. | 281
Lotus Lounge 120 W. Lee St. 950
Lucky 7's 3407D High Point Rd. |

Magics 12216 MLK Jr. Blvd. Yes | NA
Music City 7700 Boeing Dr. 1500
NC Alive 2206 Stamey St. 299
New Orleans 4312 Big Tree Way 890
One 17 Sofa Bar & Lounge ‘117 N. Greene St. ‘ 300
Pillow Talk 2519 High Point Rd. 225
Player's Club 12507 High Point Rd. Yes | NA
Pointe Noire/Palmetto 223 S. Elm St.

Q 706 W. Market St. 275
Shooter's Sports Bar 3808 High Point Rd. 222
Somewhere Else Tavern ‘5713 W. Friendly Ave. ‘ 222
Southside Johnny's 6400 W. Market St. Yes NA
Studio B at the Broach  |520. Elm St. | 262/134
SYN/SKY 113 S. Elm St. 650
Terraza Event Center ‘6446 Burnt Poplar Rd. ‘ 308
The Clubhouse 435 Dolley Madison Rd. 299
The Gold Club 6430 Burnt Poplar Rd. 289
The Mint 3006 E. Market St. Yes NA




Establishments Affected by the Proposed Entertainment Facility Use Ordinance

The Mix 640 Milner St. 232
The Pour House 360 Federal PI. 150
Thirsty's 2 119 N. Chimney Rock Rd. | | 588
Tri-City Billiards 715 Tri-City Blvd

Unity Events 1350 Tolar Dr. | 273
Venu 117 S. Elm St. 210
Venu Loft 115 S. Elm St. | | 160
Visions 4927-B W. Market St. 890
Warehouse 29 1011 Arnold St. | | 489
Zion Bar 5601 Roanne Way 299
Note: This list is based upon the most accurate data available at the the time of
publication. Due to the changing nature of some of these establishments and
limitations of existing databases, the list may not be all inclusive and/or may contain
inaccuracies.




Clubs Calls for Service and Offenses 9 pm - 6 am

Violent Crimes Property Crimes Other Offense Types
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Alexander Devereaux 2800 High Point Rd. 1
Allure/N Club 117 S. Elm St. 76 2 1 5 22 8 55 5 1 1 2 18
Arizona Petes 2900 Patterson St. 73 1 2 4 4 2 8 4-8-10 Open to Public (3) STU
Artistika 523 S. Elm St. 6 1
Bentleys 709 E. Market St. 42 2 8 1 3 3
Blind Tiger 1819 Spring Garden St. 1 2-12-10 Fail to Supervise
Blu Retro/Mangos,Iguana 405 Rocky Knoll 5 1 1
Buckhead/The Underground 1720 Battleground Av. 12 1 4
Carolina Mexican Restaurant* 110-B E. Seneca Rd. 37 2 1 3 2-11-10 STU
Centerfold/Chester's Cabaret 2104 Veasley St. 7 4
Christies Cabaret 4016 W. Wendover Ave. 11 3
Churchill's 213 S. Elm St. 10 1 1 4 1
Club Genesis* 508 Teague St. 1
Club Rain* 219 W. Lewis St. 3 1
College Hill Sundries 900 Spring Garden St. 3
Coopers Ale House 5340 W Market St. 40 1
Copa Roca Cantina 3010 Sands Dr. 27
Dynacon Event Center 2100 E. Wendover Ave. 2 1
Emerald Event Center 2000 E Wendover Ave 8 1 1
Empire Room 203 S Elm St 5 1
Epic/Touch 2803 Patterson St. 24 1 1 4 2 1
Epic Night Life* 1600 W. Lee St. 31 6 1 2
Fanta City Private Club 4925 W. Market St. 11 1
Flip Flops/Plum Crazy 106 College Rd. 6
Fuego Fuego 316 W. Meadowview Rd. 8 1 1
George K's & Iron Chef 2108 Cedar Fork Dr 5 1
Greene Street Night Club 113 N. Greene St. 151 2 4 25 | 28 6 21 2-6-10 Tax stamp missing
Greensboro Events Forum/Sugarbares 510 Farragut St. 9
Ham's New Garden 1635 New Garden Rd 3 1
Ham's Lakeside 699 E Cone Blvd 8 1 1
Ham's High Point Rd 3017 High Point Rd 18 2
Harpers 11/ Playhouse 626 Guilford College Rd. 10 1 1
Inferno - Kress 212 S. Elm St. 103 2 29 17
Kave 2438 Randleman Rd. 1 1
Khalif Grenedier Club 809 McCormick St. 7 1 2 1
Lotus Lounge 120 W. Lewis St. 82 1 5 3 17
Lucky 7's 3407 D High Point Rd 25 1 1 2 5
Magics 2216 MLK Jr. Blvd. 23 1 1 3
Music City 7700 Boeing Dr 14 2
NC Alive/Utopia 2206 Stamey St. 37 2 2 3 12
New Orleans/Armani's 4312 Big Tree Way 17 1 Armani's Fail to Purchase WS




Clubs Calls for Service and Offenses 9 pm - 6 am

Violent Crimes Property Crimes Other Offense Types
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One 17 Sofa Bar/Renasounce 117 N Greene St 9 4 1 1
Pillow Talk 2519 High Point Rd.
Platinum Cabaret* 4922 Mary St. 2 1
Player's Club 2507 High Point Rd. 33 1 1 4
Plush* 3404 High Point Rd. 23 1 1 8 No longer suitable
Pointe Noire/Palmetto 223 SElm St. 7 2
Q 706 W. Market St
Revolution Banquet Hall 1160 Revolution Mill
Shooter's Sports Bar 3808 High Point Rd. 35 1 5
Somewhere Else Tavern 5713 W Friendly Av
Southside Johnny's 6400 W. Market St. 3 1
Stephanie Il 2316 Randleman Rd. 9 1 2
Studio B @ the Broach 520 S. EIm St. 5
SYN/SKY 113 S. Elm St. 40 1 1 3 11
Terraza Event Center 6446 Burnt Poplar Rd. 1
The Clubhouse 435 Dolley Madison Rd. 18 2 2 1
The Gold Club 6430 Burnt Poplar Rd. 14 3
The Mint 3006 E. Market St. 21 1 1 1 2
The Mix 640 Milner St. 22 3
The Pour House 360 Federal PI. 38 1 1 6
Thirsty's 2 119 N. Chimney Rock Rd. 2
Treasure Club Executive Suites 7806 Boeing Dr. 4
Tri-City Billiards 715 Tr-City Blvd
Unity Events Center 1350 Tolar Dr. 2
Vacant* 811 W. Florida St.
Underground* 2428 High Point Rd.
Venu/Venu Loft 115S. Elm St. 5 1 1 1
Visions/Rio 4927-B W. Market St. 18 1 4
Warehouse 29 1011 Arnold St. 20 1 1 1 1 6
Zion Bar 5601 Roanne Way 7 1
TOTAL 1301 4 2 7 41 15 (103 | 11 | 33 | 86 | 36 | 201

*Indicates that the establishment closed during the reporting period




Clubs Calls for Service and Offenses 9 pm - 6 am
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Alexander Devereaux 2800 High Point Rd.
Allure/N Club 117 S. Elm St. 41 1 7 3 9
Arizona Petes 2900 Patterson St. 113 1 2 12 5 11
Artistika 523 S. Elm St. 8 1
Bentleys 709 E. Market St. 56 3 4 10
Blind Tiger 1819 Spring Garden St. 21 1 3
Blu Retro/Mangos,Iguana 405 Rocky Knoll 20 1 2 4
Buckhead/The Underground 1720 Battleground Av. 40 1 7 3 2 5
7-11-11 Fail to Clear
Carolina Mexican Restaurant* 110-B E. Seneca Rd. 33 1 1 1 1 5 Tables/Dispose
Centerfold/Chester's Cabaret 2104 Veasley St. 13 1 2
Christies Cabaret 4016 W. Wendover Ave. 9 1
Churchill's 213 S. Elm St. 8 3 1
Club Genesis* 508 Teague St. 18 1 4 1 2
Club Rain* 219 W. Lewis St.
College Hill Sundries 900 Spring Garden St. 3 1
Coopers Ale House 5340 W Market St. 35 1 1 3
Copa Roca Cantina 3010 Sands Dr. 25 4
Dynacon Event Center 2100 E. Wendover Ave. 5 1
Emerald Event Center 2000 E Wendover Ave 2
Empire Room 203 S Elm St 11 2
Epic/Touch 2803 Patterson St.
Epic Night Life* 1600 W. Lee St. 70 3 1 1 1 23
Fanta City Private Club 4925 W. Market St. 10 1
Flip Flops/Plum Crazy 106 College Rd. 5
Fuego Fuego 316 W. Meadowview Rd. 5 1
George K's & Iron Chef 2108 Cedar Fork Dr 5
Greene Street Night Club 113 N. Greene St. 326 5 1 98 | 66 4 44
Greensboro Events Forum/Sugarbares 510 Farragut St. 24 3 1 11
Ham's New Garden 1635 New Garden Rd 7 2
Ham's Lakeside 699 E Cone Blvd 11 1 1
Ham's High Point Rd 3017 High Point Rd 3 1 1
Harpers 11/ Playhouse 626 Guilford College Rd.
Inferno - Kress 212 S. Elm St. 92 2 21 20
Kave 2438 Randleman Rd. 5 1
Khalif Grenedier Club 809 McCormick St. 1 2
Lotus Lounge 120 W. Lewis St. 113 8 12 | 14 | 14
Lucky 7's 3407 D High Point Rd 22 1 1 3
Magics 2216 MLK Jr. Blvd. 8 1 1
Music City 7700 Boeing Dr 61 1 2 1 2 16
NC Alive/Utopia 2206 Stamey St. 6




Clubs Calls for Service and Offenses 9 pm - 6 am

Violent Crimes Property Crimes Other Offense Types
f=: = g § g > -g > n §
Clubs 2011 Address : E ) E E E g E E § g 2 E 3 E § %
9pm-6am TS| 88| 2| e|5 |82 |2|E%lEE >
°c 2| ® || m|3|=S|5(28 2| |28|88 E
= < 3 ] 3 |E 'E § § 53|85 S
§l=<|&|° E:
New Orleans/Armani's 4312 Big Tree Way 30 1 1 3 Armani's Fail to Purchase WS
One 17 Sofa Bar/Renasounce 117 N Greene St 13 1 1 3 4
Pillow Talk 2519 High Point Rd. 5 1
Platinum Cabaret* 4922 Mary St. 14 1 4
Player's Club 2507 High Point Rd. 24 1 2 2 5
Plush* 3404 High Point Rd. 2 1 No longer suitable
Pointe Noire/Palmetto 223 SElm St. 8 3 1
Q 706 W. Market St
Revolution Banquet Hall 1160 Revolution Mill
Shooter's Sports Bar 3808 High Point Rd. 10 1 4
Somewhere Else Tavern 5713 W Friendly Av
Southside Johnny's 6400 W. Market St. 2
Stephanie Il 2316 Randleman Rd. 25 1 1 2
Studio B @ the Broach 520 S. EIm St. 4
SYN/SKY 113 S. Elm St. 34 3 7
Terraza Event Center 6446 Burnt Poplar Rd. 4
The Clubhouse 435 Dolley Madison Rd. 7 3
The Gold Club 6430 Burnt Poplar Rd. 21 1 2 1 4
The Mint 3006 E. Market St. 28 1 2 2
The Mix 640 Milner St. 28 1
The Pour House 360 Federal PI. 32 1 3 2 2
Thirsty's 2 119 N. Chimney Rock Rd.
Treasure Club Executive Suites 7806 Boeing Dr.
Tri-City Billiards 715 Tr-City Blvd
Unity Events Center 1350 Tolar Dr. 10 1
Vacant* 811 W. Florida St.
Underground* 2428 High Point Rd.
Venu/Venu Loft 115S. Elm St. 12 3 2
Visions/Rio 4927-B W. Market St. 21 1 8
Warehouse 29 1011 Arnold St. 27 2 8
Zion Bar 5601 Roanne Way 9 1 2
TOTAL 1,605 1 1 5 20 | 5 29 3 [ 120 | 153 | 50 | 256

*Indicates that the establishment closed during the reporting period




Clubs Calls for Service and Offenses 9 pm - 6 am

Violent Crimes Property Crimes Other Offense Types
2 s8] = 5
= al = ® E=]
Clubs 2012 Address E Q o 5 E 5| 2 E E § g 'Lé ::; E g .g g
9 pm-6am T lElE|2|< 2|8 5|82 2|55 5t A
o S| |28 | | 2| =S| 528 2| = |22e88 S
< <|"E s g|°g|°” z
Sl=|2| ° 2
Alexander Devereaux 2800 High Point Rd. 4
Allure/N Club 117 S. Elm St. 45 1 1 3 4 14
Arizona Petes 2900 Patterson St. 194 3 1 5 43 | 24 | 20
Artistika 523 S. Elm St. 4
Bentleys 709 E. Market St. 29 1 2 4 5
Blind Tiger 1819 Spring Garden St. 18 2 9
Blu Retro/Mangos,Iguana 405 Rocky Knoll 12 1 1
Buckhead/The Underground 1720 Battleground Av. 51 1 5 11 4 1 12
Carolina Mexican Restaurant* 110-B E. Seneca Rd. 53 1 3 3 9
1-27-12 Perform Services After
Centerfold/Chester's Cabaret 2104 Veasley St. 17 1 2 1 3 Hours (3)
Christies Cabaret 4016 W. Wendover Ave. 9 3 3
Churchill's 213 S. Elm St. 11 2
Club Genesis* 508 Teague St.
Club Rain* 219 W. Lewis St. 3
College Hill Sundries 900 Spring Garden St. 3 2 1
Coopers Ale House 5340 W Market St. 23 1 1 1 1 4
Copa Roca Cantina 3010 Sands Dr. 14 1 3
Dynacon Event Center 2100 E. Wendover Ave. 3 1 1
Emerald Event Center 2000 E Wendover Ave 2
Empire Room 203 S Elm St 6
Epic/Touch 2803 Patterson St. 41 1 1 5 7 5
Epic Night Life* 1600 W. Lee St. 8 1 1 5
Fanta City Private Club 4925 W. Market St. 14 1 2
George K's & Iron Chef 2108 Cedar Fork Dr 5 2
Greene Street Night Club 113 N. Greene St. 174 1 1 1 11 | 35 7 33
Greensboro Events Forum/Sugarbares 510 Farragut St.
Ham's New Garden 1635 New Garden Rd 5 1 1
Ham's Lakeside 699 E Cone Blvd 9
Ham's High Point Rd 3017 High Point Rd 22 1 5
Harpers 11/ Playhouse 626 Guilford College Rd. 1
8-1-12 Audit Rep, Sexual
Conduct (2), Cont Sub., Open to
Inferno - Kress 212 S. Elm St. a7 2 1 7 15 Pub., Fail to Super., NOAV/OIC
Kave 2438 Randleman Rd. 10 1 1 1 1 1 2
Khalif Grenedier Club 809 McCormick St. 4 2
Lotus Lounge 120 W. Lewis St. 77 5 14 | 11 6
Lucky 7's 3407 D High Point Rd 36 1 5 6 8
Magics 2216 MLK Jr. Blvd. 9 1




Clubs Calls for Service and Offenses 9 pm - 6 am

Violent Crimes Property Crimes Other Offense Types
2 » Sl s8] = 5
Clubs 2012 Address E @ o E ‘_3 E z E E g % -LQB ::a. E g .g %
opm-eam 315|882 e 5|58 3|2 |55t 2
= |2 13|27 2|%5| 5|35 |52(8°8 2
Music City 7700 Boeing Dr 11
NC Alive/Utopia 2206 Stamey St.
New Orleans/Armani's 4312 Big Tree Way 32 1 1 4 1 Armani's Fail to Purchase WS
One 17 Sofa Bar/Renasounce 117 N Greene St 9 2
Pillow Talk 2519 High Point Rd. 27 5 2
7-9-12 No Longer Suitable
Platinum Cabaret* 4922 Mary St. 33 2 4 2 5 3 4 NOAV/0IC
Player's Club 2507 High Point Rd. 6 3 1
Plush* 3404 High Point Rd. No longer suitable
Pointe Noire/Palmetto 223 S Elm St. 13 1 1 1 7
Q 706 W. Market St
Revolution Banquet Hall 1160 Revolution Mill 1
Shooter's Sports Bar 3808 High Point Rd. 24 1 4
Somewhere Else Tavern 5713 W Friendly Av 1
Southside Johnny's 6400 W. Market St. 2 1
Stephanie Il 2316 Randleman Rd. 2
Studio B @ the Broach 520 S. EIm St. 2
2/10/12 Fail to Determine Age

SYN/SKY 113 S. EIm St. 24 7 2 (2)
Terraza Event Center 6446 Burnt Poplar Rd. 13 2 1
The Clubhouse 435 Dolley Madison Rd. 23 2 2
The Gold Club 6430 Burnt Poplar Rd. 18 1 2 2 3
The Mint 3006 E. Market St. 25 2 1 9
The Mix 640 Milner St. 14 4 1 1
The Pour House 360 Federal PI. 25 2 3 4
Thirsty's 2 119 N. Chimney Rock Rd. 1
Treasure Club Executive Suites 7806 Boeing Dr.
Tri-City Billiards 715 Tr-City Blvd 1
Unity Events Center 1350 Tolar Dr. 2
Vacant* 811 W. Florida St.
Underground* 2428 High Point Rd.
Venu/Venu Loft 115S. Elm St. 13 1 1 4
Visions/Rio 4927-B W. Market St. 24 1 1 1 2 3 4
Warehouse 29 1011 Arnold St. 29 5 2 6
Zion Bar 5601 Roanne Way 4 7-20-12 Fail to File Audit (5)
TOTAL 1,341 0 0 7 15 8 21 7 38 (177|104 (211 O

*Indicates that the establishment closed during the reporting period




Multi-Family Calls for Service and Crimes 2011 - 24 Hours

P Violent Crimes [Property Crimes| Other Offense Types
] :E | 3 E HEEIR:
Multi-Family Housing s 3 % 5 > é| = | % e 8|5 | & |2 3
24hr Address & 5 = | Bl g 2|3l E|EgsS|52S
L F | 3|2 f B 5|5 Ey e |eiE
T8 | A B ARG
ol & ] L]
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Abbington Place Apts 5210 Hilltop Rd. 990 396 209 1 6 6 2 3 8
Addison Point Apts 6201 Nile PI. 1,035 414 134 1 1|10 3 3 3 5
Ashton Woods 3900 Hahns Ln. 785 314 440 2| 5 36 6 1 9 39
Autumn Ridge Apts 201 Wind Rd. 782 313 201 3 4 1 13| 3 6 9
Beacon Glen Apts 5515 Market St. 765 306 129 1 5 1 1 9
Brannon Park Apts 37040 Mizell Rd. 847 339 130 1( 1 1 1 2 |11
Brassfield Park Apts 1921 New Garden Rd. 812 325 69 1 1
Bridford Lake Apts 1520 Bridford Pkwy. 800 320 115 1] 1 3 7 1 3
Campus Crossing 600 Chapman St. 805 322 266 1| 2 6 16 3 1 3 20
Charlestowne Crossing 802 Sprull Ct. 1,900 760 283 1 1 8 |14 2 1 3| 10
Claremont Courts/Housing 2712 Patio PI. 1,407 563 563 1110 15| 7 1 1 16 | 57
Coble Farm 6614 Portrait Dr. 1,070 428 63 1 1 1 1 3 2
Colonial Apts 400 Burlingate Dr. 907 363 173 7 9 2 2 | 12
Colonial Grand at Autumn Park Apts 7027 Friendly Ave. 1,575 630 137 2 3 7 3
Country Club Condos 1700 Elm St. 900 360 25 1
Crowne Gardens 1509 New Garden Rd. 930 372 48 1 2
Deerwood Meadows Apts 5855 Old Oak Ridge 870 348 98 5 1 1 3
Friendly Homes 6100 Friendly Ave. 985 394 23
Hamilton Village 4841 Tower Rd. 995 398 74 1 3 1 1
Hampton Homes/Housing 1303 Ashe St. 765 306 507 1 1 2 6 | 21] 15 2 2 12 | 54
Hidden Lakes Apts 5509 Weslo-Willow 2,137 855 273 15| 11| 5 3|18
Horse Pen Creek Village 3006 Horse Pen Creek Rd. 945 378 13 1
Innisbrook Village 3636 McConnell Rd. 827 331 5
Legacy at Friendly Manor 5401 Muirs Chapel Rd. 1,375 550 93 1 1 4 1 1 1 4
Lincoln Green Apts 2205 New Garden Rd. 1,687 675 121 2 1 1 1 5
Mallard Lake Apts 2905 Cottage PI. 955 382 200 1 7 4 2 1] 11
Northwinds Apts 1371 Lees Chaple Rd. 790 316 260 2| 4 16 3 2 2 24
Rachels Keep 5010 Bartholomews Ln. 817 327 100 1 1 1 2
Smith Homes/Housing 1703 Hudgins Dr. 1,327 531 836 1 8| 18| 44| 15 9 1 36 | 78
Steeplechase at Adams Farm Apts 1348 Adams Farm Pkwy. 1,117 447 169 3 1 1 17
Stonesthrow Apts 2432 Holden Ave. 1,695 678 314 21 2 9 11 1 1 1 19
The Amesbury 5328 Market St. 992 397 58 3
The Gardens at Athony House 3223 Pleasant Garden Ave. 1,037 415 150 1] 1 1 1 5
The Madison at Adams Farm 5205 Mackay Rd. 1,357 543 204 1 1 7 7 5 2 13
Treybrook Village 204 Kenwick Cir. 842 337 175 1 2 9 5 3 2 | 14
Trinity Garden Apts 801 Carrieland Dr. 875 350 108 1] 1 1 1 3 3 |10
Westborough Apts 5939 Friendly Ave. 2,177 871 113 1 2 2 3 5
Willow Oaks/Housing 706 Willow Hope St. 825 330 293 111 [13] 4 1 2 3|16
Woodstream Apts 1 Woodstream Ln. 1,130 452 136 4 3 2 6 4
YorkTowne Apts 3600 Lynhaven Dr. 895 358 172 10| 6 1 18
TOTAL 43,727 17,494 | 7,480 3 6| 31| 61 |275|185( 54 | 15| 1 | 136|516

Methodology:

Utilized parcels in city categorized as multifamily (apts, condos, townhouse, institutional/retirement, public housing, etc). Count of units is based on the number of addresses associated within each parcel.

The largest 40 parcels by count of associated addresses were used for this analysis. Population estimate is based on 2.5 individuals per address.



Multi-Family Calls for Service and Crimes 2011 - 9 pm - 6 am

P Violent Crimes  |Property Crimes| Other Offense Types
[-% a ] = @ c
Multi-Famil i : £ g ; 5. 2 ‘g 5|3
ulti-Family Housing Address % g s g ° E :;' E- g s (g8 2 _g < 8
9pmto6am £ 5 5 5| 2| 8|2 2|8l leg5l2|el5%
2 E K] s el S| 3|3 | 5232|528
w o i < gl 8 2 3
o % S| 2 = @
£ ofl < | 2
Abbington Place Apts 5210 Hilltop Rd. 990 396 87 1 3 5 1 3
Addison Point Apts 6201 Nile PI. 1,035 414 59 1 8 1 1 3
Ashton Woods 3900 Hahns Ln. 785 314 142 4 110] 1 3|17
Autumn Ridge Apts 201 Wind Rd. 782 313 80 1 2 2 1 5
Beacon Glen Apts 5515 Market St. 765 306 50 2 3
Brannon Park Apts 37040 Mizell Rd. 847 339 a7 1 1 3
Brassfield Park Apts 1921 New Garden Rd. 812 325 34 1 1
Bridford Lake Apts 1520 Bridford Pkwy. 800 320 52 2 2 1 3
Campus Crossing 600 Chapman St. 805 322 142 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 14
Charlestowne Crossing 802 Sprull Ct. 1,900 760 103 1 1 4 1 2
Claremont Courts/Housing 2712 Patio PI. 1,407 563 215 1 4 3 23
Coble Farm 6614 Portrait Dr. 1,070 428 17 1 1 1
Colonial Apts 400 Burlingate Dr. 907 363 72 4 1 1 2 5
Colonial Grand at Autumn Park Apts 7027 Friendly Ave. 1,575 630 64 1 4 3
Country Club Condos 1700 EIm St. 900 360 8 1
Crowne Gardens 1509 New Garden Rd. 930 372 19 1
Deerwood Meadows Apts 5855 Old Oak Ridge 870 348 42 1
Friendly Homes 6100 Friendly Ave. 985 394 2
Hamilton Village 4841 Tower Rd. 995 398 14 1
Hampton Homes/Housing 1303 Ashe St. 765 306 167 | 1 1 4 5 1 1 2 | 22
Hidden Lakes Apts 5509 Weslo-Willow 2,137 855 105 3 5
Horse Pen Creek Village 3006 Horse Pen Creek Rd. 945 378
Innisbrook Village 3636 McConnell Rd. 827 331 1
Legacy at Friendly Manor 5401 Muirs Chapel Rd. 1,375 550 44 1 1 1 3
Lincoln Green Apts 2205 New Garden Rd. 1,687 675 45 1 1 5
Mallard Lake Apts 2905 Cottage PI. 955 382 75 1 2 1 3
Northwinds Apts 1371 Lees Chapel Rd. 790 316 104 2 6 1 1] 13
Rachels Keep 5010 Bartholomews Ln. 817 327 42 1 1 2
Smith Homes/Housing 1703 Hudgins Dr. 1,327 531 316 3 10 | 12 2 4 9 38
Steeplechase at Adams Farm Apts 1348 Adams Farm Pkwy. 1,117 447 63 1 1 4
Stonesthrow Apts 2432 Holden Ave. 1,695 678 112 1 2 3 2 1 13
The Amesbury 5328 Market St. 992 397 28 2
The Gardens at Athony House 3223 Pleasant Garden Ave. 1,037 415 83 1 1 3
The Madison at Adams Farm 5205 Mackay Rd. 1,357 543 81 1 1 3 2 2 7
Treybrook Village 204 Kenwick Cir. 842 337 58 1 1 1 1 2 1 7
Trinity Garden Apts 801 Carrieland Dr. 875 350 36 1 1 1 4
Westborough Apts 5939 Friendly Ave. 2,177 871 45 1 1 3 1
Willow Oaks/Housing 706 Willow Hope St. 825 330 100 1 7 2 1 4
Woodstream Apts 1 Woodstream Ln. 1,130 452 70 1 1 6 3
YorkTowne Apts 3600 Lynhaven Dr. 895 358 67 1 1 1 6
TOTAL 43,727 | 17,494 ( 2,891 | 3 3 14 | 36 | 88 | 31 | 17 5 1 46 | 233




Coliseum Complex Calls for Service and Crimes 2011 24 Hours

Other Offense Types
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Coliseum Complex Calls for Service and Crimes 2011 9 pm - 6 am

Other Offense Types
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