
CEB-Approved                     1                                 June 26, 2006 
C:\Documents and Settings\webmaster\Desktop\06-26-06.doc 

CODE ENFORCEMENT BOARD 

 
 A meeting of the Indian River County (IRC) Code Enforcement Board (the 
Board) was held in the Commission Chambers at the County Administration 
Building, 1840 25th Street, Vero Beach, Florida on Monday, June 26, 2006 at 1:30 
p.m. 

 
Present were Chairman Karl Zimmermann, Realtor Appointee; Vice Chairman 

Joe Garone, General Contractor Appointee; Joe Petrulak, Subcontractor Appointee; 
Louis Schacht, Businessman Appointee; Dana Stetser, Architect Appointee; John 
Owens, Engineer Appointee and Cliff Suthard, Member-at-Large Appointee. 

 
Also in attendance were IRC staff:  Roland DeBlois, Environmental and Code 

Enforcement Chief; Betty Davis, Debbie Clifford, Vanessa Carter Solomon, Rose 
Teague and Kelly Zedek, Code Enforcement Officers; Reta Smith, Assistant to the 
Executive Aide, and Darcy Vasilas, Staff Assistant IV.  Others present:  Attorney 
Suzanne Vitunac, Attorney for the Board. 
 
Call to Order 

 
Chairman Zimmermann called the meeting to order and the secretary called 

the roll, establishing that a quorum was present. 
 
 Chairman Zimmerman announced this would be the last meeting secretary 
Reta Smith would be taking the minutes for as she was retiring on June 30, 2006. He 
thanked her for the years of service she provided and wished her well. 
 
Approval of Minutes of May 22, 2006   

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve the minutes of May 22, 2006 as presented. 

 
Attorney’s Overview of Board Purpose and Procedures 

 
Attorney Vitunac gave a brief overview of the procedures and purpose of the 

Code Enforcement Board. 
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Agenda Additions or Deletions, Consent Items 
 
Mr. DeBlois reported the following cases had either complied, been 

rescheduled, or were recommended by staff for an extension of time on the Consent 
Agenda: Cases #2006030072, #2005050317, #2005110093, #2006040052, 
#2004070061, #2006030194, #2005110096, #2005110071,  and #2006030233,  - 
30 day extension until July 21, 2006.  Cases #2006030052, #2005080101, 
#2005110061, and #2005110035 - 60 day extension until August 25, 2006.  Cases  
#2005050251 and #2005070021 - 90 day extension until September 22, 2006.  
Cases # 2006050099 and #2005080042 had been rescheduled.   

 
In compliance were Cases #2005040015, #2006030164, #2005090079, 

#2006010055, #2006010056,  #2006010063, #2006010070, #2006040011, 
#2006040064, #2005070013, #2006010118, #2006040023, #2006020114, 
#2006040010, #2006030238, #2006030229, #2006040025, #2006040024, 
#2006050029, #2006050030, #2006040100, #2006040115, #2006040116, 
#2006040117, #2006040122, #2006050098, #2006050054, #2006050023, 
#2006040076, #2006050013, #2006050092, #2006050064, #2006040111, and 
#2006040105. 

 
Chairman Zimmermann explained if anyone present was on the Consent 

Agenda and wanted to be heard, they should let the Board know, otherwise their 
case would be extended, based on staff’s recommendation. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to accept 
the Consent Agenda with the additions.  

 
Swearing in of Those Who Will Testify 
 
 The secretary proceeded to administer the testimonial oath to everyone who 
would be testifying at today’s hearings. 
 
Case #2006010053 – Richard T. Tallman (Unit Owner: Maria Del Carmen) 
 
 Mr. DeBlois indicated this Compliance hearing related to a non-conforming 
mobile home park owned by Respondent Tallman that had initially come before the 
Board in March, 2006.  At that time the Board entered an order giving the 
Respondent until June 23, 2006 to obtain permits to turn an addition to the west side 
of a trailer into a non-living area or remove the addition from the subject property. 
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 Inspector Zedek reported she had been at the site this morning and it was in 
the same state as it was when staff cited the Respondents.   She confirmed she had 
been working with Respondent Tallman relating he just informed her that the 
structure would be torn down because a seven day eviction notice had been served 
to the tenant Respondent Del Carmen. 
 
 Respondent Tallman testified this case was one of four remaining and 
confirmed an eviction notice was served.   He requested a 30 day extension on the 
case because the unit owner had asked for additional time to get the structure 
removed. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended the Board grant a 30 day extension, until July 21, 
2006, for compliance. 
  

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent Tallman was present for this hearing. 
   
 
Case #2006010060 – Richard Tallman (Unit Owner: Bernado Gonzalez) 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was a similar case to the previous one, noting the 
case had come to the Board in March, 2006, giving the Respondents until June 23, 
2006 to obtain permits for a shed and an addition on the east side of the mobile 
home, or to remove the structures from the property.  
 
 Inspector Zedek reported she visited the site this morning and Respondent 
Gonzalez had taken half of the structure to make a screened porch.  Respondent 
Tallman had related to her today an IRC Building Inspector was to make a final 
inspection of the structure later today.  She further stated no permits were posted 
on-site or were found in the County computer system. 
  
 Mr. DeBlois stated staff could support an extension of 30 days, until July 21, 
2006, for compliance. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
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 It is noted for the record the Respondent Tallman was present for this hearing.  
 
Case #2006010068 – Richard Tallman (Unit Owner:  Guadelope Robles) 
 
 Mr. DeBlois indicated this was a Compliance hearing relating to a Board order 
entered in March, 2006 having to do with obtaining after-the-fact permits for carports 
or removing the structures from the property. 
 
 Inspector Zedek testified she was on the property this morning and the 
carports were still on the property.  She related she had talked with Mr. Tallman this 
morning and he informed her he had also served Mr. Robles with an eviction notice 
and was told the structures would be torn down. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended an extension of 30 days, until July 21, 2006, for 
compliance. 
 
 The Respondent, Mr. Tallman, stated he was agreeable to the 
recommendation and could bring the property into compliance by the July 21, 2006 
date. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
Case #2005050269 – Tracey G. & Wyndee W. Harp 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this Compliance hearing initially came before the Board 
as an Evidentiary hearing in November, 2005.  At that time the Board granted an 
initial time frame of February 24, 2006 for compliance for the respondents to obtain 
an after-the-fact permit for an unpermitted barn/home structure, to modify it in 
accordance with the permit or removal of the structure.  The respondent was also to 
obtain a permit for a pond.  He continued the Board subsequently granted an 
extension of time leading up to June 23, 2006. 
 
 The Respondent explained once the plans were drawn up the engineer came 
to the site and showed him what needed to be done to bring it up to code.  He 
continued the work was completed and when he came into the Building Department 
to pull a permit, he was instructed to get energy calculations, and then take his plans 
to the Health Department to have the plans stamped for the septic tank.  The 
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Respondent stated he had sent the energy calculations to Orlando approximately 
five weeks ago but he had not yet received a response. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois expressed concern with the number of extensions granted, but 
noted since progress had been made and there were reasonable explanations for 
the delays, staff could support one more extension.  He asked the Respondent how 
much longer he felt it would take to fully obtain permits and inspections.  The 
Respondent replied approximately 30 days.   
 

Mr. DeBlois recommended an extension of 30 days, until July 21, 2006, for 
compliance. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Schacht, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Garone, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  

 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
Case #2005070042 – BW Treasure, Inc.   
 
  Mr. DeBlois confirmed this order dated back to August, 2005, giving the 
Respondent until November, 2005, for the issue of landscaping at the subject 
business plaza not being maintained in compliance with the County Landscape 
Ordinance and site plan.   He continued after over a year of going back and forth, the 
Respondent had applied for administrative approval to modify the landscape plan.  
Mr. DeBlois had concerns with the length of time it was taking for compliance. 
    

Ms. Renee Hamblin, property manager for the Respondent, related after she 
had applied for the modification of the landscape plan, Mr. Brian Freeman, IRC 
Senior Planner, had sent her a letter with a request to meet with a professional 
landscape architect.   She emphasized the Respondent was not the developer of the 
property, but had bought it, and the original developer passed inspections and 
approvals from the County when the property was designed and built.  Ms. Hamblin 
noted there were discrepancies in the number of actual trees on the site and  part of 
the parking lot was not on the plans, adding those inconsistencies were reviewed 
with IRC planning staff on June 23, 2006. 

 
Ms. Hamblin explained there were several problems with the property, and felt 

the issue with the trees were insignificant in comparison with the other major items, 
such as drainage and the lift station.  Chairman Zimmerman related the other 
problems were not an issue at this hearing and felt the problem areas should have 
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been addressed by the buyers when purchasing the property prior to closing. 
 
Attorney Vitunac asked if the Respondent was attempting to get a new site 

plan approved.  Mr. DeBlois explained there were two options available to the 
Respondent, one was to comply with the existing landscape plan, and the other was 
to apply for a site plan.  Attorney Vitunac clarified the revised landscape plan had not 
yet been approved. 

 
Mr. DeBlois noted staff could support one more extension of 60 days, until 

August 25, 2006, for compliance with either the existing site plan or getting the new 
site plan approved and compliance with that. 

 
Mr. Suthard felt any extension should be subject to the date of the 

administrative approval of the modified site plan.  He suggested making the 
extension 30 days from the date of the modified site plan approval.  Discussion 
ensued. 

 
Attorney Vitunac related the Respondent always had the option of complying 

with the existing site plan. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  

 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent’s representative was present for this 
hearing.  
 
Case #2006030102 – Ellene Strickland (Tenant: Robert Zeh)   
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this case  related to an Order Finding Violation that the 
Board entered in April, 2006 giving the Respondent until  May 19, 2006, to remove 
an accumulation of junk, trash and debris.  He continued the case came before the 
Board May 22, 2006 for a Compliance hearing and the Board granted an extension. 
Mr. DeBlois related discussion had been held regarding if the notices should apply to 
both the owner and the tenant, and the resulting Order Granting Extension 
specifically was written to apply requirements to both Respondents. 
 
 Inspector Clifford reported she had checked the property on June 23, 2006, 
noting there had been no change.  She continued Inspector Davis had visited the 
property this morning and took a picture, which was submitted into evidence and is 
on file in the Commission Office.  Inspector Clifford related there was a lot of junk still 
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tarped on the property. 
 
 The Respondent, tenant Mr. Robert Zeh, explained he had taken a load of 
wood to the County landfill yesterday and his brother-in-law had removed three 
loads of tree limbs on June 24, 2006.   
 
 Inspector Clifford reported this was a repeat violation from November 22, 
2004.  Mr. DeBlois related when this case went to the Board in April, 2006, it was 
discussed that this was a repeat violation, but staff did not pursue a fine and just 
recommended there be a new order with a time frame to comply in an effort to get 
the debris cleaned up. 
 
 Mr. DeBois recognized there had been some effort to clean up the property 
but felt there were still issues needing to be resolved.  He recommended a 90 day 
extension, until September 22, 2006, to allow for the ongoing clean up efforts. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Schacht, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 

  
 It is noted for the record the Respondent tenant was present for this hearing.  
 
Case #2006050025 – Jerome & Cathy Albanese 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated this was an Evidentiary hearing having to do with property 
in Sebastian Grove Estates.  The subject property had a zoning of CH, Heavy 
Commercial, and the issues were junk vehicles, junk, trash and debris, and site plan 
non-conformance. 
 
 Attorney Vitunac asked if service was received on the other two respondents.  
Inspector Davis related service was received from Oak River Properties, Ken Reed 
on behalf of Oak River Properties, and Mr. Albanese.  She explained Oak River 
Properties was the real estate agent leasing the property, Mr. Albanese was the 
owner, and Mr. Reed was the tenant. 
 
 Inspector Davis related complaints were received by occupants from 
surrounding businesses because the Respondent tenant, Mr. Reed, was painting a 
large sailboat and the overspray from the painting was going on to the cars at the 
adjoining shops. She continued when she attempted to pull a site plan for the site, it 
was discovered the site plan had never been approved and developed.   There was 
currently outside storage, boats, and extensive roofing material on the property. 
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 Mr. DeBlois asked Inspector Davis if she had conferred with the IRC Site 
Planners to make sure the use could potentially be allowed if properly permitted. 
Inspector Davis replied in the affirmative. 
 
 Inspector Davis explained there had been junk automobiles and debris on the 
property, but there had been some cleaning of the site and the painting has ceased. 
 
 Respondent, Jerome Albanese, agreed there was a large amount of debris on 
the site but a six man crew had been working at cleaning it up and the sailboat had 
been removed.  He added they would like to come into compliance by installing a 
privacy fence and making the site more aesthetically pleasing.  The Respondent 
explained he was currently working with an engineer to obtain site plans to develop 
the property in the next year or two.  He noted this was a temporary use for the 
property. 
 
 Inspector Davis suggested the Respondent meet with the IRC Planners to 
determine what needed to be done to get the site approved to keep the roofing 
materials there.   Mr. DeBlois recommended 60 days, until August 25, 2006, to 
resolve the matter by getting a site plan approved and complying with its’ provisions, 
or vacating the site. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schact, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 
 

It is noted for the record the Respondent owner was present for this hearing. 
 

Case #2006050027 – Willie & Bonita Richardson 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated this was an Evidentiary hearing concerning a property 
having multi-family residential zoning.  The issues cited by staff related to unlicensed 
junk vehicle storage and also general accumulation of junk, trash and debris. 
 
 Inspector Davis reported the IRC Road and Bridge Department had been 
doing extensive work in the area near this site and when the Respondent built a new 
home and began clearing the property, there were 30-40 large pine trees lying in 
back of the property along with a junk vehicle.  She added the vehicle had been 
removed and the Respondent had cut up several of the trees for removal.  She 
submitted a photograph into evidence, which is on file in the Commission Office. 
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 Respondent, Mr. Willie Richardson, related when he built his home he had 
some loggers who wanted the pine trees that would be cut down so he stacked them 
up in the back.  When the house was finished, the loggers never came to get the 
trees, so he had been cutting the trees into pieces and removing them from the 
property.  He noted IRC Road and Bridge Department had also left a lot of debris 
when they cleared the road. 
 
 Chairman Zimmerman suggested the Respondent speak with IRC Public 
Works to determine if that was something the County should be cleaning up.   
 
 Mr. DeBlois responded staff could support a 90 day extension, until 
September 22, 2006, as long as there continued to be steady progress. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 
 

It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing. 
 

Case #2006040126 – 510 Industrial Park, Inc. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this property had a Light Industrial zoning and the 
issues cited were unsafe building violation and junk, trash, and debris.  The unsafe 
buildings related to two dilapidated structures and there were some junk vehicles 
and other junk issues associated with the property.  
 
 Inspector Davis submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in the 
Commission Office. 
 
 Mr. Steven Schlitt, property manager for the Respondent, explained both 
buildings had been inhabited until the 2004 hurricanes, when both buildings lost their 
roofs.  He continued in the meantime, the County was planning to remove the 
buildings in 2005 as part of their road widening efforts.  The Respondent had the 
buildings boarded up but the County had delayed their project, and he was waiting to 
get a response on the status of demolition. 
 

The Respondent noted the debris had been removed from the property and 
there was a tenant interested in one of the properties for a landscaping business 
which would have to go through a site plan review process.   He was also waiting for 
the owner of the property to decide if the County did not take the buildings in the 
road widening process, whether or not they wished to tear down the buildings or put 
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money into site development. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois expressed concern about the unsafe conditions existing at both 
buildings and felt they should be removed.  He recommended an extension of 90 
days, until September 22, 2006, for repair or removal of the first structure shown. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent’s representative was present for this 

hearing.  
 

Case #2006040127 – 510 Industrial Park, Inc. 
 

 Inspector Davis related this was the second building contiguous to the 
property in the  previous case.  She submitted photographs into evidence, which are 
on file in the Commission Office.   
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended a 30 day extension, until July 21, 2006,  to make 
sure the structure was secured and 90 days, until September 22, 2006,  for removal 
or repair.  The Respondent’s representative, Mr. Steven Schlitt,  replied he could 
comply with the recommendation. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent’s representative was present for this 

hearing.  
 
Case #2006020115 -  Roland & Penny Merritt 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated this had to do with outdoor storage use, junk, trash and 
debris, commercial vehicle storage on residential property, and junk vehicles.   
  
 Inspector Clifford related she had received numerous complaints from the 
neighbors.  The Respondent was new to the house and was trying to put up a fence 
and cut down trees.   She submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in 
the Commission Office.  The Respondent also had pictures he submitted into 
evidence, which were taken more recently and showed the situation much improved. 
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Copies of those pictures are also on file in the Commission Office. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended a 30 day extension, until July 21, 2006, for the 
clean up process to continue.   
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 

 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  

 
Case # - Maggie Runyon 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was an Evidentiary hearing for a property that had a 
heavy commercial zoning.  He noted this was an issue of not obtaining building 
permits for the set up of a mobile home located in a mobile home park and problems 
with junk, trash and debris.   
 
 Respondent Billie Runyon, son and Power of Attorney for Respondent Maggie 
Runyon, and Respondent tenant Aviar Espinosa were identified.   
 
 Inspector Carter Solomon related complaints were received from adjacent 
property owners about the mobile home being brought in on a weekend without valid 
permits.  She checked the County computer system and found no permits had been 
applied for.  Inspector Carter Solomon submitted photographs into evidence, which 
are on file in the Commission Office.   
 
 Respondent Runyon stated Mr. Espinosa had lived on the mobile home lot for 
approximately six years and his home had been destroyed in Hurricane Frances, 
then removed from the lot six months later.  He explained tenant Espinosa found a 
replacement mobile home but could not find a company to move the home onto the 
lot at the time, so he moved the home onto the lot and secured it.  A building permit 
had been applied for recently and had not yet been released. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended a 60 day extension, until August 25, 2006, be 
granted for compliance.  He added staff also recommended the violations be held 
against both the park owner and the unit owner. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 
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It is noted for the record the Respondent and the Respondent tenant were 
present for this hearing.  

 
Case #2006040110 – Gil Martin Dees 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped the issues cited by staff were junk vehicles and junk, 
trash and debris. 
 
 Inspector Carter Solomon submitted photographs taken on June 23, 2006 into 
evidence, which are on file in the Commission Office.  The pictures showed three 
vehicles with a fourth vehicle on the side of the house, and some vehicle body parts 
in the yard. 
 
 Inspector Carter Solomon stated the Respondent had informed her since June 
23, 2006 he had moved a truck and the remaining debris and vehicles were 
scheduled to be removed today.  Respondent confirmed he would have the vehicles 
and all debris removed from the property within 30 days. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated based on the testimony, staff would recommend a 30 day 
extension, until July 21, 2006,  to allow the Respondent to complete the clean up of 
the property. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 
 

It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 

Case #2006040113 – David & Jackie Jenkins 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was a property with the issues cited by staff as junk, 
trash and debris, with no building permits for improvements to the property. 
 
 Inspector Carter Solomon related complaints were received regarding work 
being performed on the property without adequate building permits.  She noted the 
junk, trash and debris had been removed and complied with. 
 
 Inspector Carter Solomon submitted photographs into evidence, which are on 
file in the Commission Office.   
 
 Respondent explained he was working with a design professional in order to 
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apply for permits for the front deck and the additions to the rear of his property. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois  recommended a 90 day extension, until September 22, 2006, to 
obtain all the necessary building permits, and to comply with those permits for the 
building modifications.  He also acknowledged the junk, trash and debris violation 
had been complied with. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Schacht, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 
 

It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
Case #2006020107 – Eva Guiney 
 
 Mr. DeBlois indicated this was in reference to a notice staff had sent regarding 
property with an issue of junk, trash and debris.   
 
 Inspector Teague explained she had received several complaints regarding 
auto parts, a motor hanging from a tree, and the body frame of an automobile.  She 
submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in the Commission Office.   
 
 Inspector Teague reported the motor had been removed from the tree. 
 
 Respondent related the tenant was her grandson who was building a truck.  
She admitted her grandson did have junk in the yard and she had asked him to 
clean it up, but the truck frame would remain because her grandson was working on 
it. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated since there was no carport, garage, or closed structure to 
keep the truck body in, it was considered a junk vehicle.  He  recommended a 90 
day extension, until September 22, 2006, to allow for repair work to be completed or 
to find a place to store the vehicle while it was repaired. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 
 

It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
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LIEN RELEASE REQUEST 
 

Case #2004040015 – Russell M. Gleason 
 
 Mr. David Gleason, Power of Attorney and brother to the Respondent, was 
identified. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was an Order Imposing Fine the Board entered in 
August, 2004, related to a vehicle repair business in a residential neighborhood, and 
the lien was recorded with a start date of August 21, 2004. He continued the 
Respondent, Mr. David Gleason, wrote a letter to staff and the County Attorney was 
working with Professional Title of Indian River to resolve the issue of the lien 
clouding title of the subject property. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois pointed out in the Board agenda packet the letter from the 
Respondent and excerpts from the Board meeting minutes provided a background 
on this case.  Copies of these documents are on file in the Commission Office.  He 
noted on May 24, 2004, Respondent Russell Gleason attended the Evidentiary 
hearing where he testified the cars were being repaired as a hobby and not as a 
business at that time.  Staff maintained there appeared to be an auto repair business 
and there was discussion of the number of cars on the site. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois reported after the fine was imposed, staff continued to receive 
complaints.  He submitted pictures of the property taken July 21, 2005, showing non-
compliance.  Copies of the pictures are on file in the Commission Office.    
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated ultimately in November, 1, 2005, the property was 
considered to be in compliance, but no fine had been paid and it now totaled 
$43,700.  After the Property Appraiser files were researched, two Quit Claim Deeds 
were found that had not been recorded.  The most recent Quit Claim Deed, dated 
February 6, 2004, was done as a corrective instrument to correct a scrivener’s error 
in the failure to recite the life estate of Russell M. Gleason. 
  

The Respondent, David Gleason, related the series of events leading up to the 
title company informing him of the lien against the property.  He explained how Mr. 
Russell Gleason had taken in three people who robbed his checking account, and 
parked several cars in the yard.  The Respondent provided copies of medical 
diagnoses for his brother, Russell, Power of Attorney, and the Quit Claim Deeds for 
the property.  Copies of these documents are on file in the Commission Office. 
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Discussion was held regarding the Property Appraiser’s listings of the property 
owner of subject property. 
 
 Inspector Clifford noted Respondent Russell Gleason had been cited five 
times previously since 1991 for the same violations. 
 
 Attorney Vitunac expressed the lien may not be legitimate because the owners 
of the property had not been noticed. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated staff recommended resolving the lien in its’ entirety by 
either concluding there were notification issues and lifting the cloud on the current 
real estate transaction, or to fully resolve the lien amount against Respondent 
Russell Gleason. 
 
 Chairman Zimmerman questioned whether or not a full investigation needed to 
be conducted by the County Attorney to make sure the property was in compliance.  
Mr. DeBlois added there was a November 1, 2005 compliance date.  Attorney 
Vitunac recommended releasing the lien based on the information presented at this 
hearing. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
rescind the fine to clear the lien. 
 

It is noted for the record the Respondent’s brother was present for this 
hearing.  
 

At 4:00 p.m. Chairman Zimmermann called a recess in the proceedings.  The 
meeting was resumed at 4:09 p.m. 
 
Case #2006030071 – Robert C. & Jane A. Ford   
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated this was a Compliance hearing having to do with an auto 
repair business and an issue of the Respondent moving the vehicles for storage to 
an adjacent property.  According to Inspector Davis, the storage had been removed 
from the out-parcel, but the property was not currently in complete compliance.  Mr. 
DeBlois recommended an extension of 60 days, until August 25, 2006, to fully come 
into compliance. 
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ON MOTION BY Mr. Schact, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.    

 
Case #2005030155 – George W. Moody 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this had to do with a tire company destroyed during the 
2004 hurricanes.   The Respondent passed away during this process, and his son 
had finally gotten the needed permits.  Mr. DeBlois noted although there had been 
several extensions on this case, there had been steady progress with many delays, 
not at the fault of the Respondent.  He recommended a 90 day extension, until 
September 22, 2006, to bring the property into compliance. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 

 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  
 
Case #2005120035 – Robert S. & Cynthia A. Wingo 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated this was related to an Order entered in February, 2006, 
having to do with junk, trash and debris, junk vehicles and storage of more than one 
boat on one property.  There was an Order granting extension in April, 2006.   
 
 Inspector Davis related there were still approximately 12 vehicles on the site, 
with a car carrier, a boat, boat trailer, and some vehicle parts.  She testified the 
Respondent had cleared a few of the trees, some of which he buried in the dirt along 
the canal.   Inspector Davis submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in 
the Commission Office.   
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated based on the testimony presented, staff found the 
Respondent not to be in compliance and recommend the fine be imposed. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Schacht, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  
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Case #2005100131 – Whispering Palms Mobile Home Park, LLC 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped the Board entered an Order Finding Violation in 
November, 2005, with an issue of landscape maintenance not being in compliance 
with the site plan.   
 
 Inspector Davis reported she was on the site June 24, 2006 and noted the 
Respondent was planting little “stems”.  She informed the Respondent those were 
not the right type of plants.   
  
 Mr. DeBlois felt the Respondent was trying to comply and recommended a 30 
day extension, until July 21, 2006, to comply with the landscaping site plan. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Schacht, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, to approve staff’s recommendation. 
 

 UNDER DISCUSSION, Mr. Petrulak asked how many extensions had been 
given, since the Respondent did not appear to be listening to what he was being told 
to do.  Mr. DeBlois responded there had been three extensions granted. 
 

THE MOTION WAS CALLED, and failed with a vote of 
(2-6).   Mr. Schacht and Mr. Owens voted in favor of 
the motion.  Chairman Zimmerman, Mr. Petrulak, Mr. 
Garone, Mr. Suthard,  and Mr. Stetser opposed. 
 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the members voted (6-1) in favor of imposing 
a fine.  Chairman Zimmerman, Mr. Petrulak, Mr. 
Garone, Mr. Suthard,  Mr. Owens, and Mr. Stetser 
voted in favor of the motion.  Mr. Schacht opposed the 
motion. 

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  

 
Case #2006030075 – Ernest Gay  
 
 Inspector Davis advised this case was in compliance. 
 
Case #2005120014 – Jessie Lewis 
 
 Mr. DeBlois related this case involved junk vehicles and junk, trash and debris.  
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 Inspector Davis reported the Respondent was an elderly man who had 
removed an old bus on the property which he used for storage.  He had also 
removed a large amount of the junk, trash and debris, with only a minimal amount 
remaining.  
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended an extension of 30 days, until July 21, 2006, to 
allow the Respondent to bring the property into complete compliance.  
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  

 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  
 
Case #2005120008 – Willie Lewis, III 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this case was related to junk, trash and debris, and  
junk vehicles. 
 
 Inspector Davis reported this Respondent had made a big improvement in 
clearing the junk, trash and debris from the property. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended granting a 30 day extension, until July 21, 2006, to 
allow for complete compliance. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 

 
Case #2005120010 – Gunder Clayton Isola 
 
 Mr. DeBlois related this violation involved junk vehicles and junk, trash and 
debris on property in Fellsmere.  Inspector Davis noted the Respondent had cleared 
the property except for a trailer frame which they were trying to get removed. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended a 30 day extension, until July 21, 2006, to remove 
the trailer frame.   
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ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.      
 
Case #2006030195 – Clifton & Susanne Garrison 
 
 Mr. DeBlois explained this was an overgrown weed violation.  Inspector Carter 
Solomon reported the Respondent was not in compliance.  She had been told in 
May, 2006, a lawn care company had been hired, but nothing had been done on the 
property. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended the fine be imposed. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  
     

Case #2006040026 – Fellsmere Freedom Trust 
 
 Mr. DeBlois indicated this was an Evidentiary hearing about a fence built in a 
right-of-way (ROW).  Inspector Davis noted neighbors complained when the 
Respondent had constructed a fence for his cattle in the ROW.  The Respondent 
had provided a survey and he misunderstood the tract line to be the property line, 
resulting in the fence being 10 feet into the ROW. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated based on the testimony, staff found the Respondent in 
violation and recommended giving him 30 days, until July 21, 2006, to allow for 
relocation of the fence. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 
 

It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  
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Case #2006040068 – Ronald McMath 
 
 Mr. DeBlois noted this was an Evidentiary hearing concerning commercial 
vehicles parked at a residence.  He recommended the Board find the Respondent 
currently in compliance, but suggested a Continuing Order so if a finding of violation 
occurred in the future, there was the potential to immediately impose a fine. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the members voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation. 
 

It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  
 
Case #2006030092 – John Lee & Lois Johnson 
 
 Inspector Carter Solomon reported she had no service in this case. 
 
Case #2004120104 – Linda Jackson 
 
 Inspector Davis reported this had come before the Board in the past regarding 
a junk vehicle parked on the property.   Mr. DeBlois recommended a 30 day 
extension, until July 21, 2006, for removal of the junk vehicle. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  

 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.   
 
Case #2006040107 – Sara E. Fender 
 
 Inspector Davis described a commercial abandoned gas station being cited for 
overgrown weeds and trash on the property.  She continued there had been some 
mowing and clean up, but a lot of debris remained.   
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended granting a 30 day extension, until July 21, 2006,  
allowing for mowing and debris removal to bring the property into compliance. 
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ON MOTION BY Mr. Schacht, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  

 
Case #2006050021 – Raymond & Luttrell Portalatin 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was an issue of outside storage of three boats 
stored on the subject property.  He recommended the Board find the Respondent in 
violation, requiring the limitation of outdoor boat storage to one boat and suggested 
30 days granted, until July 21, 2006, for compliance. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Schacht, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  

 
Case #2006050037 – David and Maria Dubois 
 
 Inspector Teague reported she had no service in this case. 
 
Case #2006050015 – James Crate 
 
 Inspector Teague related the violation was for junk vehicles.  Mr. DeBlois 
recommended the Board find the Respondent in violation and grant 30 days for 
compliance, until July 21, 2006. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  

 
Case #2006040096 – Kirk A. Hatley 
 

Inspector Teague reported she had no service in this case. 
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Case #2006050076 – Mark P. & Kathy J. Lehr  
 
 Inspector Teague reported she had no service in this case. 
 
Case #200605007 – Mobile Home Community Holiday Village, LLC 
 
 Mr. DeBlois related this violation was based on site plan non-conformance, 
overgrown weeds, junk, trash and debris, and a swimming pool enclosure.   
 
 Inspector Teague reported the only violations remaining were the site plan 
non-conformance and overgrown weeds.   
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended 60 days, until August 25, 2006, for compliance. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Schacht, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.      

 
Case #2006050079 -  Llonald E. Sr. & Vikki L. Mixell 
 
 Inspector Clifford confirmed there was no service on this case. 
 
Case #2006030209 – Pablo E. Gonzalez 
 

Inspector Clifford related there were three boats and junk, trash and debris, 
and overgrown weeds when the Respondent was cited, but he contacted her today 
to report all had been removed except one boat.  She added she had not been able 
to confirm the compliance.  Mr. DeBlois recommended granting 30 days, until July 
21, 2006, to confirm compliance. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Garone, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  

 
It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.      

 
Case #2006050053 – Willie James Cobb 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was an issue where the Respondent turned in the 
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tenant for junk, trash and debris, along with junk vehicles and boat storage issues.  
Inspector Clifford submitted an Affidavit of Service, which is on file in the 
Commission Office, and confirmed she had received service on June 20, 2006.  She 
reported she had sent the tenant a notice, but he did not accept it.   
 
 Inspector Clifford stated the junk, trash and debris had been cleaned up, but 
the three boats remained on the property.   Mr. DeBlois recommended granting 30 
days, until July 21, 2006 to remove two of the boats to bring the property into 
compliance. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
 

It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.      
 

Case #2006020088 – Nancy Perkins 
 
 Inspector Carter Solomon submitted an Affidavit of Service, which is on file in 
the Commission Office, and confirmed she had posted service on June 14, 2006.  
Mr. DeBlois related this had to do with issues of overgrown weeds, junk, trash and 
debris. 
 
 Inspector Carter Solomon related this was an ongoing problem where the 
Respondent would mow the grass then let it grow.   Mr. DeBlois recommended 30 
days, until July 21, 2006, for compliance. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
Case #2006060014 – Cun Yong Zheng 
 

Inspector Carter Solomon submitted an Affidavit of Service, which is on file in 
the Commission Office, and confirmed she had posted service on June 8, 2006.  Mr. 
DeBlois related this was a repeat violation but was currently in compliance for junk, 
trash and debris. 

 
Mr. DeBlois recommended finding the property in compliance, but entering a 
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Continuing Order in case the violations occurred in the future allowing the 
Respondent to be fined automatically. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Schacht, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
 

It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 

Case #2006030079 – Howard N. & Regina P. Bartee 
 

Inspector Teague submitted an Affidavit of Service, which is on file in the 
Commission Office, and confirmed she had posted service on June 15, 2006.    Mr. 
DeBlois related the case involved two junk vehicles on the property. 

 
Inspector Teague submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in 

the Commission Office.  She added the Respondent had contacted her today 
requesting an extension because the vehicles belonged to his son who is currently 
incarcerated. 

 
Mr. DeBlois recommended the Board grant 60 days, until August 25, 2006, 

allowing for compliance. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  
 

It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
Authorization for Notices to Appear  
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to grant 
Authorization for Notices to Appear for July, 2006. 
 

Other Matters 
 
 Mr. DeBlois announced on behalf of staff, they wished Reta well on her 
retirement and presented her with a gift.   

 
 There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 4:42 p.m.   


