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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, January 22, 2007, at 
1:30 p.m. 

Present were Chairman Karl Zimmermann, Realtor Appointee; Vice Chairman 
Joe Garone, General Contractor Appointee; Joe Petrulak, Subcontractor Appointee; 
Keith Hedin, Businessman Appointee; Cliff Suthard, Member-at-Large Appointee; 
John Owens, Engineer Appointee and Dana Stetser, Architect 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.  Others present:  Attorney 
Suzanne Vitunac, Attorney for the Board and Reta Smith, Recording Secretary. 

Call to Order 

Chairman Zimmermann called the meeting to order and the secretary called 
the roll, establishing that a quorum was present. 

Election of Chairman and Vice Chairman 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to elect 
Mr. Joe Garone as Chairman for 2007. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to elect 
Mr. Keith Hedin as Vice Chairman for 2007. 

Approval of Minutes of November 27, 2006 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Hedin, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to approve 
the minutes of November 27, 2006 as presented. 
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Attorney’s Overview of Board Purpose and Procedures 

Attorney Vitunac gave a brief overview of the procedures and purpose of the 
Code Enforcement Board. 

Agenda Additions or Deletions, Consent Items 

Mr. Roland DeBlois, IRC Environmental and Code Enforcement Chief, 
reported the following cases had either complied, been rescheduled, or were 
recommended by staff for an extension of time on the Consent Agenda:  Cases 
#2006030250, #2006090082, #2006070054, #2006050125, #2006030073, 
#2006060041 and #2006100017 – 30 day extension, until February 23, 2007. 
Cases #2005010034, #2005030155, #2005020015, #2006010075 and 
#2006060050 – 60 day extension, until March 23, 2007.  Cases #2006030052, 
#200600111 and #2005110098 – 90 day extension, until April 20, 2007. 

In compliance were Cases: #2006020091, #2005120054, #2006050078, 
#2006080104, #2006080015, #2006080021, #2006090108, #2006080123, 
#2006100016, #2006100078, #2006110058, #2006110020, #2006110063, 
#2006060037, #.  Case #2006110084 was a duplicate case. 

Mr. DeBlois related there were three Lien Release Requests and one 
Rehearing Request for Case #9711562, Mr. Lewis Barton.  He requested the Board 
hear Mr. Barton’s case at the beginning of today’s meeting because County staff had 
been subpoenaed by the Respondent.  

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Hedin, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to accept 
the Consent Agenda and the revision to the Agenda.  

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. 

REHEARING REQUEST 

Case #9711562 – Lewis Barton 

Mr. DeBlois recapped this case had come to the Board on July 24, 2006, 
when the members had determined the date of compliance as July 13, 2006.  He 
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stressed the focus of today’s hearing was not to rehear the whole issue of whether 
the Respondent was in compliance or not, but when and if he came into compliance 
with the Order Imposing Penalties and Lien and what the fine amount should be.   

Mr. DeBlois referred the members to the backup starting on page 353, a copy 
of which is on file in the Commission office, and reviewed the information contained 
therein.  He clarified this related to Case CEB97-0530, where an Order Imposing 
Penalties and Lien was entered by the Board on August 24, 1998, regarding 
property in Surfside Estates Subdivision, for failure to take corrective action as 
ordered for alterations made to an existing residence, contrary to issued building 
permits.  He continued the effective date of the $100 per day fine was August 6, 
1998. 

Mr. DeBlois specified a second story and roof line alterations had occurred, 
and through a series of Evidentiary and other hearings, the Board had concluded the 
alterations were not in compliance with the issued building permits.  He advised the 
2004 hurricanes had caused damage to the structure to the point the County had 
condemned the building and the Respondent applied for and obtained demolition 
permits, which were issued on December 1, 2005.  Mr. DeBlois confirmed the 
residence had subsequently been demolished. 

Mr. DeBlois advised subsequent to the Board setting the fine amount due and 
acknowledgement of compliance in the case, the Respondent protested the setting 
of the fine, contending he was not notified directly, the attorney notified was not 
representing him on this particular case and he did not have the opportunity to be 
heard on the issue.  Based on that testimony, the Board rescinded an Order 
Acknowledge Compliance and Setting of Fine and moved toward a Notice of 
Rehearing. 

Mr. DeBlois iterated the matter today did not involve anything leading up to the 
issuance of the Order Imposing Fine, because from staff’s position this was a matter 
of record and had gone through due process and essentially been established.  He 
summarized it was staff’s position the Respondent had never obtained the permits 
tied to modifications to the residence, but due to hurricane damage and subsequent 
demolition of the property, the issues of the building modifications were taken away 
and would be cause to find the Respondent was now in compliance.   

Mr. DeBlois showed on the ELMO a summary of dates based on hurricane 
damage, the accrued fines and ultimate demolition of the house, a copy of which is 
on file in the Commission office.  He concluded the verified date of demolition of the 
structure was December 31, 2005. 
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The Respondent distributed a white binder to each of the Board members and 
IRC staff, a copy of which is on file in the Commission office.  Mr. DeBlois confirmed 
the Respondent had made a full public records request and had received all material 
the County had relevant to his case.   

A discussion followed about whether or not the Respondent had received all 
the information he requested.  Attorney Vitunac asked when the Respondent alleged 
the Board’s orders were complied with.  The Respondent maintained he had always 
been in compliance.  Mr. DeBlois reiterated this was not the issue toward the Board 
at this time. 

A lengthy discussion ensued about whether or not this case should be 
postponed, due to fact it was being drawn out and there were other people present 
waiting for their cases to be heard.  Attorney Vitunac stated if the case was 
postponed she wanted the Respondent to provide to her with a clear and succinct 
statement about what his position was, where he wanted the Board to go, and why. 
It was decided to continue on with the case.    

The Respondent called Mr. David Cox, IRC Senior Civil Engineer, to the 
podium and referred him to a letter written by him to the Respondent dated June 30, 
1998, and a Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) letter dated on July 
26, 1998, contained under Sector #8 in the white binder.  The Respondent had Mr. 
Cox read from the FEMA letter as follows:  “we would not suggest the need for an 
after-the-fact engineering analysis”, and “From the site plan submitted it is not clear 
how the carriage and pool house will be connected to the existing structure.  We 
agree that, if the proposed carriage and pool house is structurally connected to the 
existing structure, it should be constructed to the AO Zone requirements”.  Mr. Cox 
continued reading from the FEMA letter:  “The elevations shown for the carriage and 
pool house equal or exceed the 14.05 elevation of the existing structure.  Therefore, 
it would appear that the proposed carriage and pool house may comply with the 
Zone AO requirements”.   

The Respondent had Mr. Cox read from the September 22, 1997, Order 
Finding Violation for the Respondent to:  “submit revised building plans showing the 
cantilever deck extension into the south side yard setback”.  The Respondent asked 
how IRC staff had gotten from a cantilevered dock extending into the side yard 
setback to a carriage pool house that had never been built.  Mr. Cox had no answer 
to the Respondent’s question. 

Mr. Zimmermann pointed out Attorney Vitunac had set out specific guidelines 
at the beginning of this hearing relative to what the Respondent could talk about, and 
it did not appear to him the avenue we were following was directed towards 
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establishing when the Orders of the CEB were complied with.  Attorney Vitunac 
agreed it was not clear to her where the Respondent was going with any of the 
testimony.  Mr. Zimmermann stated the Respondent was questioning some of the 
actions that took place that were not the purview of the CEB and the Board had no 
authority in that regard.   

The Respondent contended the Board had found him in violation based on 
information that was not consistent, the Orders were bogus, and he had never been 
in violation.   

A lengthy discussion followed.   

Chairman Garone noted it was the Respondent’s prerogative to go to court if 
he so desired.   

Mr. George Perez, IRC Building Inspector, stated he had been to the 
Respondent’s residence in 1997 and 1998 and had reviewed most of the plans and 
building permits.  The Respondent noted he was accused of a building code violation 
with no permits and structures built contrary to building codes, and  asked Mr. Perez 
if he was in violation or not.  Mr. Perez testified the Respondent was short certain 
details on some of the plans the Building Department had asked for. The 
Respondent asked if Mr. Perez knew if any building occurred on the property after 
February, 1998.  Mr. Perez replied there was none he knew of. 

The Respondent inquired if he had substantially complied in February, 1998, 
and had not done any more work, how was he in violation.  Mr. Perez stated the 
building officials and the CEB at that time thought the Respondent was almost in 
compliance, but he was lacking certain details.   

Mr. DeBlois pointed out there was specific reference by previous IRC 
Assistant Building Director, Wayne Russ, in a letter dated May 7, 1998, contained in 
the backup, making reference to pending items of energy code calculations, 
information regarding plumbing fixtures added/deleted, additional electrical details, 
and pending computer checklist items from other County departments.  He asked 
Mr. Perez if he had any knowledge those deficiencies were ever fulfilled.  Mr. Perez 
said he did not know if those items were ever submitted and reviewed by the 
Building Department.  Mr. DeBlois inquired if Mr. Perez knew whether or not permits 
were ever issued and inspections done on the plans, specific to the subject of the 
Order.  Mr. Perez was not sure he was reviewing on those permits at that time as he 
believed Mr. Wayne Russ had issued the majority of the permits in question. 
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The Respondent referred the Board to Section #9 in the white binder and a 
letter dated August 25, 1997, from Mr. David Knight, P.E., the engineer and 
inspector on the project, listing eight or nine different building permits he had 
reported on.  He inquired what he would need any more building permits for.  Mr. 
Perez stated he did not know, but he believed the County had asked for more details 
from the Respondent’s engineer.  The Respondent asked Mr. Perez if the Building 
Department generally asked for energy calculations on buildings under repair.  Mr. 
Perez confirmed they asked for energy calculations when a non-living area was 
either added as new construction or changed from a non-living area, such as a 
screened porch to an enclosed living area. 

Chairman Garone asked the Respondent to get to the point.  Mr. DeBlois 
stated as it stood now, the fine amount would be $253,300 for 2,533 days of non-
compliance at $100 per day, using the July 13, 2005 date when the Respondent 
applied for a demolition permit as the compliance date.  He noted Chapter 162 of the 
Florida Statutes allowed the Board to take into consideration other mitigating 
circumstances and set a fine accordingly.   

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to 
reconvene this hearing at the next scheduled Code 
Enforcement Board meeting on February 26, 2007, at 
4:00 p.m. 

The Respondent confirmed Mr. Cox and Mr. Jones did not need to come to 
the next meeting, but he wanted to have the rest of those he had subpoenaed in 
attendance.       

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

Case #2006090053 – Jorge Posada 

Mr. DeBlois outlined this Compliance hearing related to a Board Order dated 
October 23, 2006, giving the Respondent until January 19, 2007, to obtain an after-
the-fact permit for a porch modification without permits, and until March 23, 2007, to 
complete the modifications in accordance with the permit.   

The Respondent testified he had received his plans last week and had come 
in to the Building Department to submit them, but had been told because they did not 
say it was a 2006 supplement he was not allowed to submit them.  He felt he had 
made the permit deadline and was working with his engineer to get things resolved. 
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Mr. DeBlois recommended an approximate 30 day extension, until February 
23, 2007, for the obtainment of the after-the-fact permit, with an ultimate compliance 
date of March 23, 2007. 

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 #2006060026 – Robin Glen Davis 

Mr. DeBlois related this case involved health and safety issues regarding an 
unsafe building and junk, trash and debris.  He recapped the Respondent had been 
given until January 19, 2007 to obtain permits and repair a dilapidated structure and 
remove the junk, trash and debris.  Inspector Betty Davis, IRC Code Enforcement 
Officer, confirmed she was on the site today and the mobile home was still there, but 
the junk, trash and debris had been removed. 

The Respondent submitted material into evidence, copies of which are on file 
in the Commission office.  Mr. DeBlois noted a letter from Clayton Homes dated 
January 21, 2007, indicated the Respondent was in the process of purchasing a 
replacement manufactured home.  He asked the Respondent how long he expected 
it would take him to get the replacement home in place.  The Respondent stated he 
was applying for financing to replace his hurricane damaged mobile home and 
should have something to report in 30 days.  Mr. DeBlois recommended a 60 day 
extension, until March 23, 2007, to allow for compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, 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 #2006090080 – Florida Power and Light 

Mr. DeBlois confirmed this Evidentiary hearing had to do with a landscape 
maintenance violation at a power station at 5750 12th Street.   

The Respondent’s representative, Mr. George Medias, wanted to know if they 



8 January 22, 2007 CEB- Approved 
F:\BCC\All Committees\CODE\012207.doc 

could comply with the original code requirements rather than code requirements 
after 18 months, which would require slightly larger plantings.  He explained 
otherwise it would entail replacement of approximately 150 oak trees and 500 
shrubs, noting it would be difficult to obtain the larger sizes.  Mr. DeBlois supported a 
90 day extension, until April 20, 2006, and recommended the Respondent apply for 
administrative approval to see if there was an opportunity for something less than 
the replacement size.    

ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Hedin, 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 #2006110038 – Joesceffis Storey & Shaunna Whitfield 

Inspector Davis reported this case was in compliance. 

Case #2006110067 – Michael Kuschel 

Mr. DeBlois outlined this involved unauthorized vehicle storage and overgrown 
weeds.  Inspector Rose Teague, IRC Code Enforcement Officer, testified she had 
received several complaints about a vacant lot with overgrown grass being used for 
outside storage.  She submitted an Affidavit of Service and photographs into 
evidence, which are on file in the Commission office.   

The Respondent confirmed he had now hired someone to cut the grass on a 
regular basis and wondered if the automobiles could be covered with tarpaulin and 
kept on the property.  Mr. DeBlois stated if the lot was contiguous to where the 
Respondent lived; he could store the vehicles if they had current registration and 
were roadworthy.  He recommended an extension of 30 days, until February 23, 
2007, for compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Hedin, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board 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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Case #2006110007 – James & Laurie Dicks 

Mr. DeBlois related this case concerned junk vehicle storage and a zoning 
district use violation for what appeared to be an auto repair business operating at a 
residence. 

Inspector Vanessa Carter Solomon, IRC Code Enforcement Officer, 
submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in the Commission office. 
She stated she had initially seen cars without tags and vehicles stored across the 
street from the subject property in an adjacent right-of-way.  Inspector Carter 
Solomon summarized the Respondent told her his son bought vehicles for parts, but 
did not work on them for profit. 

The Respondent stressed there was no business being operated from the 
home, but promised the vehicles would be removed.  Mr. DeBlois recommended an 
extension of 30 days, until February 23, 2007, for compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Hedin, 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 #2006120050 – Vero Beach Chevrolet  

Mr. DeBlois related staff had cited the business for illegal banners and 
portable signs without permits.  Inspector Kelly Zedek, IRC Code Enforcement 
Officer,  reported on December 7, 2006, she had noticed a large amount of balloons 
being displayed on the subject property and had spoken to a gentleman called Jim, 
who she believed was the General Manager, and informed him the balloons were 
not allowed under County code and needed to come down by 5:00 p.m. that day or 
she would come back with a citation.  

Inspector Zedek submitted photographs taken on December 30, 2006, and 
January 18, 2007, into evidence, which are on file in the Commission office.  She 
mentioned she did not have any knowledge if the banners were still on the property 
at this time.  

The Respondent’s representative, Mr. Bob Skidari, testified he had no 
knowledge of this situation until about 20 minutes ago and did not feel the proper 
people were aware of the infraction.  He assured the Board now that he knew about 
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all the issues, the violations would be taken care of.   

Mr. DeBlois requested the Board enter an Order Finding Violation and require 
immediate (within 24 hours) compliance by removal of the signs, with a stipulation if 
the violation recurred in the future it be a $250.00 per day fine.   

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

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

Cases #2006100038 & #2006100039 – HF Properties II, LLC 

Mr. DeBlois noted these cases involved adjacent properties that had been 
cited as separate cases because they were two distinct parcels.  He described there 
was an abandoned dilapidated gas station and auto parts store on the subject 
property, involving health and safety hazard/public nuisance, landscape 
maintenance, overgrown weeds, junk, trash and debris and site plan non-
conformance violations on the subject property.   

Inspector Davis stated she had received complaints from the residential 
neighborhood behind the property for several years, during which time the subject 
property had been owned by different owners.  She testified the current owners were 
in the process of getting site plan approval to demolish buildings on the property, 
and submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in the Commission office. 
Inspector Davis added the buildings were not sound and the fence had been 
accessible on a couple of occasions.    

The Respondent, Mr. Neil Kockenhull, reported he was waiting for permits. 
He clarified any dangerous material had been taken out of the buildings.  The 
Respondent described the property was contaminated and he had been working with 
the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) for remediation to get the site 
cleaned up.  He expected approval from the DEP shortly and needed a couple of 
County permits for site plan approval. 

A discussion followed about the condition of the buildings.  Mr. Kockenhull 
explained he could demolish the structures at any time but he wanted to make sure 
he did not lose the footprint of what was already there, because if that was the case 
he would renovate the existing buildings. 
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Mr. DeBlois asked the Respondent to further secure the property on a short-
term basis.  He recommended an extension of 60 days, until March 23, 2007, for the 
Respondent to get all the required permits and a later time frame of an additional 60 
days, until May 19, 2007, for the repair or demolition of the buildings to be 
substantially in progress.  Mr. DeBlois pointed out if it was an active construction site 
it would be a different situation, instead of the property sitting idle for so long.   

The Respondent advised the property was all one site on the tax rolls and the 
parking lot and buildings would be demolished or refurbished at the same time.  Mr. 
DeBlois suggested having two distinct Orders, but the recommended time frames 
would be the same.    

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

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

Case #2007010041 – Deirdre Williams 

Mr. DeBlois advised this was a repeat violation of a September, 2005, Board 
Order for junk vehicles, junk, trash and debris, and staff had issued a Notice to 
Appear with respect to a recurrence of junk, trash and debris on the property. 
Inspector Carter Solomon testified she had received numerous complaints from 
neighbors about the recurring nature of junk, trash and debris, even though the 
Respondent had cleaned it up after receiving previous notices.  She submitted 
photographs into evidence, which are on file in the Commission office.  

The Respondent stated she planned to get trash pick up and the property 
would be cleaned up.   

Mr. DeBlois advised because it was a repeat violation, the Board had the 
option of imposing the fine or granting a period of time to comply with the current 
Order and keep it in mind for any future recurrence.  He had no objection to granting 
an extension of 30 days, until February 23, 2007, for the Respondent to comply. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, 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.  
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Case #2007010063 – Home Depot, USA, Inc. 

Mr. DeBlois clarified this Evidentiary hearing involved the Home Depot located 
in Sebastian for landscape maintenance and site plan nonconformance.  Inspector 
Davis submitted a photograph into evidence, which is on file in the Commission 
office.  She described about a third of the landscape had been lost due to irrigation 
problems on the site.   

The Respondent’s representative, Mr. Todd Larson, confirmed the booster 
pump to the well was broken and they had hired a company to replace it.   

Mr. DeBlois noted even though this was technically a repeat violation, he 
recommended an extension of 60 days, until March 23, 2007, for the Respondent to 
coordinate with staff and resolve the issues. 

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

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

LIEN RELEASE REQUESTS 

Case #206030241 – James & Patricia Wawrzyniak 

Mr. DeBlois explained this involved a Board Order Imposing Penalties and 
Lien for a concrete patio slab that had been poured without a building permit.   
Inspector Carter Solomon confirmed an after-the-fact permit had been issued on 
January 11, 2007.  Mr. DeBlois calculated the days of the fine from October 21, 2006 
to January 11, 2007, would be 82 days, for a total of $8,200. 

The Respondent testified on September 23, 2006, he had mailed the survey to 
the IRC Building Department, and had not heard anything until he received a 
registered letter on November 25, 2006, saying he was not in compliance.  He said 
he was waiting to hear from Inspector Carter Solomon, and presumed everything 
was in order since he had not heard anything since he had mailed in the application. 
The Respondent felt he had done what was required of him and did not think he 
should be penalized in this case. 

Inspector Carter Solomon stated the Respondent had submitted a survey and 
she had told him there was a set-back violation.  She confirmed she had personally 
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coordinated the matter with IRC Building and Engineering Departments.  She 
acknowledged there had been some circumstances beyond the Respondent’s 
control since he lived in New York, but IRC staff had worked with him on getting the 
matter resolved. 

Mr. DeBlois asked the Respondent why he did not get a permit before he 
poured the concrete.  The Respondent replied he did not know he had to get a 
permit.  Mr. DeBlois observed the Respondent had originally been notified in April, 
2006, and it had taken until January, 2007, to obtain the permit. 

A discussion ensued. 

Mr. DeBlois recapped in the past, the Board had referred to basic calculations 
for staff time typically associated with properties where the fine had been imposed, 
and recommended the fine be reduced to $2,000.   

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 was present for this hearing.  

Case #2002120071 – Walter & Bertha Stefanski 

Mr. DeBlois related the Board’s Order Imposing Penalties and Lien dated back 
to March, 2003, and had to do with junk, trash and debris on the property.  He noted 
staff had inspected the property and deemed it to be in compliance on December 31, 
2006.  Inspector Debbie Clifford, IRC Code Enforcement Officer, said she had 
received many complaints from the neighbors about the condition of the subject 
property and submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in the 
Commission office.  Mr. DeBlois estimated the fine amount to be $138,000, which he 
added probably exceeded the value of the property. 

The Respondent’s representative, Mr. Miroslav Povasic, explained the 
Respondents had passed away and he expected to be the new owner of the 
property once he received quiet title from the heirs, which he thought would be within 
60 days. He claimed he was in a unique position because he was not the owner of 
record and could not pull any permits on the property.  Mr. Pasik confirmed since he 
bought the property he had thrown homeless people out of the residence, cleaned 
the place out and put a dumpster in the back yard, hired a lawn service and boarded 
the house up.   
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ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to reduce 
the fine to $8,000. 

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

Chairman Garone called a recess at 4:37 p.m. and reconvened the meeting at 
4:45 p.m. 

Case #2004080046 – Leah M. Uliano 

Mr. DeBlois described this Compliance hearing involved the conversion of a 
barn structure to a residence without permits.  The Respondent had submitted an 
application a long time ago, but by the time she got around to submitting additional 
required information, the original permit had expired.  He confirmed at this time the 
permit still had not been issued due to some unresolved problems.  Mr. DeBlois 
noted the Respondent’s attorney had been present earlier at today’s meeting but 
had to leave.  He recommended an extension of 30 days, until February 23, 2007, to 
try and resolve the issue. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, 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 #2006080089 – John E. & Frances M. Brink 

Mr. DeBlois outlined this Compliance case had to do with junk, trash and 
debris, junk vehicles and zoning district use violations for a storage pod.  In October, 
2006, the Board had given the Respondents a two-tiered compliance date to clean 
up the property and an extended compliance date until January 19, 2007, to remove 
the storage pod.  Inspector Clifford submitted photographs into evidence, which are 
on file in the Commission office.  She confirmed the pod was still on the property and 
there were several vehicles on the site. 

Mr. DeBlois recommended the fine be imposed. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Hedin, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  
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It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  

Case #2006090063 – Jimmy & Kyle Thatcher 

Mr. DeBlois stated this involved overgrown weeds and junk vehicles, noting a 
junk, trash and debris issue had been resolved.  Inspector Teague submitted a 
photograph into evidence, which is on file in the Commission office.  She confirmed 
she had inspected the property this morning and the overgrown weed violation had 
been taken care of, but there were was still a junk vehicle on the property. 

Mr. DeBlois recommended the fine be imposed. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Hedin, 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 #2005110064 – Richard T. Vaeth 

Mr. DeBlois advised this Compliance case had to do with a housing code 
violation, overgrown weeds, junk, trash and debris.  Inspector Davis stated she had 
been working on this case for over a year and the Respondent had been storing 
construction debris in the house.  She confirmed he had pulled a demolition permit, 
but it had expired, and the property was in the same general condition. 

Mr. DeBlois recommended the fine be imposed. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Hedin, 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 #2006090002 – Larry Wells & Janice Ercoline 

Mr. DeBlois recapped this Compliance hearing was for junk, trash and debris 
and overgrown weeds.  Inspector Carter Solomon advised the property was not in 
compliance and the house was under foreclosure and scheduled to be sold on the 
courthouse steps on February 8, 2007.  Mr. DeBlois noted if the Board put a lien on 
the property it would do no good because there would be no incentive to clean it up, 
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but Attorney Vitunac pointed out the Respondents would still be subject to the 
Board’s Order.  After a short discussion, Mr. DeBlois recommended the fine be 
imposed. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, 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 #2006080109 – I. J. & Rachel Pinkney 

Mr. DeBlois advised this case involved junk vehicles.  Inspector Zedek said 
the Respondent had been present earlier but had to leave.  The Respondent had 
told her he would have his tenant remove the automobile by the end of the week. 

Mr. DeBlois recommended an extension of 30 days, until February 23, 2007, 
for compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Hedin, 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 #2006080044 – George M. Dix 

After some discussion with staff, Mr. DeBlois concluded the Respondent had 
met the requirement of the first tier of the Board’s Order and ultimately had until 
March 23, 2007, to resolve the remaining violations.  He withdrew the case from 
today’s hearing. 

Case #2006090007 – Patrick H. Hollingsworth 

Mr. DeBlois related this had to do with junk, trash and debris, junk vehicles, 
zoning district use violation and overgrown weeds.  Inspector Davis confirmed the 
Respondent was not in compliance, adding there had subsequently been a fire at the 
house.  Mr. DeBlois noted this case had gone to the Board on November 27, 2006, 
and the Board’s Order gave the Respondent until January 19, 2007, to remove the 
accumulation of junk, trash and debris, mow the overgrown weeds and cease 
outdoor storage of construction material.  The Order had given the Respondent until 
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February 23, 2007, to resolve the unlicensed vehicle issues.   

Mr. DeBlois recommended the Board grant a 30 day extension, until February 
23, 2007, for total compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Hedin, the Board voted (6-1) to approve staff's 
recommendation.  Mr. Suthard in opposition.  

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

Case #2006070057 – Tracy & David Phillips 

Mr. DeBlois stated this was an issue of closing in a back porch without 
building permits, adding the fence or wall violation had been resolved.  Inspector 
Carter Solomon confirmed the Respondent was present earlier and told her the 
Building Department would not give him a permit unless he provided an engineer’s 
certification.  He was not sure if he could afford to keep the porch and said he 
needed 30 days to decide if it was feasible to proceed with permitting or remove the 
porch. 

Mr. DeBlois recommended an extension of 30 days, until February 23, 2007, 
for compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Hedin, 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 #2006100030 – D & N Realty, Inc., c/o Galasso 

Inspector Davis related the Respondent had been present earlier and 
Inspector Davis told him she would give him a 30 day extension, until February 23, 
2007, on the junk, trash and debris violation.  Mr. DeBlois made this 
recommendation to the Board.     

ON MOTION BY Mr. Hedin, 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 was not present for this hearing. 

Case #2006110082 – Charles Parker, Jr. 

Inspector Davis reported she had no service on this case. 

Case #2006110084 – Unity Center of Vero Beach 

Mr. DeBlois advised this case had to do with landscape maintenance violation 
and site plan nonconformance.  Inspector Carter Solomon clarified she had spoken 
to the Respondent’s representative this morning and they were going to come in 
tomorrow to review the site plan to determine what actions would be necessary to 
conform with the site plan.  Mr. DeBlois recommended an extension of 60 days, until 
March 23, 2006, for compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Hedin, 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 #2006100035 – Root Brothers, Inc. 

Mr. DeBlois stated this was an issue of junk, trash and debris on the subject 
property.  Inspector Teague submitted an Affidavit of Service, a copy of which is on 
file in the Commission office.  She mentioned the Respondent’s representative, Mr. 
Flagg, had been present earlier today and was requesting a 30 day extension to 
remove an accumulation of concrete that was illegally dumped on the site.  Mr. 
DeBlois recommended an extension of 30 days, until February 23, 2007, for 
compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Hedin, 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 #2006110033 – St. Lucie Development 

Inspector Teague reported she had no service on this case. 
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Case #2006110014 – Willie & Elizabeth Williams 

Mr. DeBlois confirmed this Evidentiary hearing involved a junk vehicle, adding 
the overgrown weeds violation had been resolved.  He recommended an extension 
of 30 days, until February 23, 2007, for compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Hedin, 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 #2006110018 – Charles & Telecia Sartain 

Inspector Carter Solomon reported she had no service on this case. 

Case #2006110025 – Sybil Hogue 

Mr. DeBlois advised this was a junk vehicle violation.  Inspector Carter 
Solomon testified the Respondent had come in to her office today and told her the 
vehicle was wrecked and she was in the process of getting a duplicate title so she 
could put the car in a salvage yard.  Mr. DeBlois recommended an extension of 60 
days, until March 23, 2007, for compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Owen, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, 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 #2006110052 – Dominick Malgeri 

Mr. DeBlois reported the remaining issues in this Evidentiary hearing involved 
commercial equipment storage constituting a zoning use violation and commercial 
vehicles at a residence.  Mr. DeBlois recommended an extension of 30 days, until 
February 23, 2007, for compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, 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 was not present for this hearing. 

Case #2006110034 – Serafina Bedolla 

Inspector Carter Solomon reported she had not received service on this case. 

Case #2006030107 – Nancy M. & Margaret Jean Waters 

Inspector Davis reported she had not received service on this case. 

Case #2006040063 – Gary Kelly 

Inspector Davis related the Respondent had lost his house during the 
hurricanes and had cleaned up the property somewhat, but he still had two boats 
and some junk, trash and debris on the site.  She added the junk vehicle violation 
had been resolved.  Mr. DeBlois recommended an extension of 30 days, until 
February 23, 2007, for compliance. 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, 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 #2007010062 – Ernest Gay 

Inspector Davis confirmed she had not received service on this case. 

Case #2006080023 – Waterford Lakes Community Association 

Inspector Carter Solomon reported there was no service on this case. 

Authorization for Notices to Appear 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (7-0) to grant 
Authorization for Notices to Appear for February, 
2007. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5:15 p.m.   


