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ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL HEARING BOARD 
 
 
The Indian River County (IRC) Environmental Control Hearing Board (the 

Board) held a meeting at the County Administration Building, Commission 
Chambers, 1801 27th Street, Vero Beach, Florida on Thursday, April 2, 2015 at 
12:30 p.m. 

 
Present were members: Chairperson Richard Cahoy, Member-at-Large; Dr. 

Philip Glade, Medical Doctor Appointee; Patrick Walther, Engineer Appointee; Dr. 
Richard Baker, Member-at-Large; and Kevin Rollin, Attorney Appointee. 

 
Also present was Jennifer Peshke, Attorney for the Board; IRC Assistant County 
Attorney Kate Pingolt Cotner; Florida Department of Health; IRC Environmental 
Health (the Department) staff:  Cheryl Dunn, Environmental Health Manager and Mr. 
Charles Vogt, Environmental Specialist III;  Mr. Arjuna Weragoda, Capital Projects 
Manager, IRC Utility Department; and Reta Smith, Recording Secretary.   
 
Call to Order  

 
Chairperson Cahoy called the meeting to order at 12:30 p.m. and welcomed 

new member, Mr. Kevin Rollin, as the Attorney Appointee on the ECHB. 
 

Roll Call by Secretary 
 

The secretary called the roll and advised the Board a quorum was present.   
 
Consideration of February 5, 2015 Minutes 
  

ON MOTION BY Dr. Glade, SECONDED BY Mr. Rollin, 
the members voted unanimously (5-0) to approve the 
minutes of February 5, 2015 as presented.  

 
Additions-Deletions to Agenda  
 

Ms. Cheryl Dunn, IRC Environmental Health Manager, announced she had 
provided Exhibit “B” as additional material to the agenda and backup for Case #528-
15, Sandrift Motel, to the members, and a copy is on file in the Commission Office. 
 
Board Election 
 
 Ms. Dunn explained Board elections for the following year were typically held 
in December; however the members had previously recommended the process 
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should be delayed until there was a full Board. 
 

ON MOTION BY Dr. Glade, SECONDED BY Dr. Baker, 
the members voted unanimously (5-0) to elect Mr. 
Richard Cahoy as Chairperson of the ECHB for 2015. 

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Walther, SECONDED BY Dr. 
Baker, the members voted unanimously (5-0) to elect 
Dr. Philip Glade as Vice-Chairperson of the ECHB for 
2015.      

 
Swearing In of Those Who Intend to Testify  
 
 The secretary administered the testimonial oath to those present who wished 
to testify at the meeting.   
 
HEARINGS 
 
Case #528-15 – Sandrift Motel 
 

Ms. Dunn reviewed information contained in the backup and related there 
were improperly maintained septic tanks and untreated sewage that constituted a 
sanitary nuisance injurious to health on the subject property.  She pointed out the  
complex was built in phases and after the original motel was built in 1958 many 
modifications and structures had been added to the establishment, and ancillary 
structures such as sheds, walkways and parking areas had been placed over 
existing septic systems.  Ms. Dunn added since the original installation of the onsite 
sewage disposal systems there had been unauthorized modifications to the original 
gravity systems and lift stations installed so the flow was going to other unknown 
areas on the site. 

 
Ms. Dunn testified on February 26, 2015, the Department had inspected the 

subject property and identified two septic tanks with ponding sewage containing 
toilet paper behind building “D”, and sewage was observed being discharged into a 
wooded area behind the structure.  She continued IRC staff identified non-
functioning lift stations and pumps, open septic and/or pump tanks, systems that had 
been re-pumped and diverted to other tanks and/or drainfields and numerous tanks 
with open lids with cement blocks and/or utility covers that were not watertight 
throughout the establishment. 

 
Ms. Dunn indicated on February 27, 2015 the Respondents had been advised 

there were multiple sanitary nuisances on the subject property that needed to be 
immediately corrected.  She reported to date the Respondents had sealed some of 
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the septic tanks and fixed the artesian well, and were actively working with the 
Department and an engineer to connect building “D” to County water and sewer; 
however they had failed to properly abandon illegally modified onsite sewage 
disposal systems throughout the establishment and had failed to connect all of the 
structures located on the site to County water and sewer.         

 
 Ms. Dunn showed on the overhead projector 24 photographs and a site plan 
contained in Exhibit “B”, and pointed out numerous violations on the subject 
property.  She acknowledged this was an old property that had changed hands over 
the years and some septic tanks had not been identified and it was difficult to locate 
drainfields.  Ms. Dunn advised at this time the septic tanks located behind the two-
storey North building “D” were being pumped out daily to prevent a sanitary 
nuisance. 
 
 Dr. Glade inquired if the business could stay in operation if the Respondents 
continued to pump on a daily basis.  Ms. Dunn noted it was costly to pump out every 
day and she did not know if it could be done indefinitely because of the expense 
involved.   
 
 Discussion followed. 
 
 Respondent Mrs. Rashmi Patel, 6300 North West 60th Way, Parkland, Florida, 
stated it cost $200 per day to pump the failing septic systems of structure “D” and 
she was hoping to connect that building to water and sewer using a monthly 
payment plan with the IRC Utility Department.  Mrs. Patel advised she and her 
husband had purchased the property in 2003 without any inspection being done and 
they were unaware of the violations until two or three weeks ago.   
 
 Respondent Mr. Ramesh Patel said they had hired an engineer who had 
drawn a plan to connect to County utilities and pay an impact fee of $32,000, plus 
the construction fee for building “D”.  He confirmed they had applied for a permit and 
once it was done they would need more time to address the remaining parcels.  
Respondent Mr. Patel thought it would cost approximately $200,000 or $300,000 to 
connect the entire property and asked for time to comply in stages.  He related the 
property was presently being leased and the 20 units in building “D”, which was built 
in 1972, generated the main revenue.  He advised the remaining units were 
constructed in 1958 and were very old and people did not like to stay in them.     
 

Dr. Glade stressed it was important for the Respondents to have some sort of 
plan because it was an intolerable situation for all concerned and there did not 
appear to be any clear path to remediation.      
 

Chairperson Cahoy thought the Respondents needed a general contractor to 



 

ECHB - Approved                                                                                                     April 2, 2015 
F:\BCC\All Committees\ECHB\MINUTES – 2015\ECHB-040215.doc 

4

look at the whole picture and give them some direction because the Board’s primary 
concern was with the health issue that existed throughout the subject property, not 
just building “D”.  He opined before the Board could consider any type of relief there 
would have to be some sort of a Master Plan, and even if the Respondents decided 
to sell the property a future buyer would want to know about the issues involved and 
what it would take to rectify the situation.   
 
 Dr. Glade suggested the Board grant a period of time for the Respondents to 
submit a Master Plan and warned the Respondents it was necessary to do so 
because otherwise the Department could close down the entire operation. 
 
 Attorney Rollin noted it would cost approximately $73,000 per year to pump 
out the drainfield at building “D”, and if it would cost around $50,000 to fix that 
building it would be better for the Respondents to do it promptly. 
 
 Mr. Arjuna Weragoda, Capital Projects Manager, IRC Utility Department, 
stated he had been working with the Respondents regarding the 20 efficiency units 
in building “D” and it would cost $31,819 to connect water and sewer.  He related the 
deposit and connection fees could not be financed and the impact fees were the only 
thing that could be financed, and it was proposed 50% of the impact fees could be 
paid up front and the remaining cost could possibly be financed for a two-year 
period.  Mr. Weragoda advised the Respondents to look at the big picture because 
he was concerned about construction costs for the entire project since it was 
unknown where the plumbing lines actually went on the subject property. 
 
 Discussion ensued. 
 
 Ms. Dunn noted the Respondents had already contracted an engineer for 
building “D” and wondered if forward progress could be shown towards getting that 
building connected to IRC utilities, and then the Respondents could submit a 
detailed Master Plan for the rest of the property.  She observed the lift stations on 
the site did not appear to be anything that a licensed septic tank contractor would do 
and she was concerned about what else might be uncovered on the property.  Ms. 
Dunn suggested granting four weeks for the sewer and water connection and a little 
longer for the Master Plan for the rest of the structures; however she was still 
concerned about the opened tanks and where the sewage was on the ground in 
building “E”, and those issues needed to be dealt with. 
 
 Mr. Walther felt the violations connection with building “E” required immediate 
attention and could be taken care of within two weeks, and suggested allowing 45 
days to connect building “D” up to IRC utilities.  He agreed the subject property 
needed to be surveyed to find out what was on the site in order to evaluate a plan for 
the remainder of the property, and suggested 90 days for this to be done.  He 
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thought is would cost $15,000 to $20,000 just to do the survey.   
 
 Attorney Peshke noted a survey would be necessary in any event if the 
Respondents decided to sell the property.                  
 
 Attorney Rollin felt the Respondents wanted to do what was right but felt it 
might be futile if they were simply unable to accomplish what had to be done to 
make the facility safe and compliant and it would be a tragedy for them to spend 
money for something they might not be able to finish.  He suggested allowing more 
time for the Respondents to evaluate whether or not they could do the initial task and 
have it be viable towards a complete solution.   
 
 Dr. Glade stressed building “E” needed immediate remediation and noted 
building “D” was still in compliance as long as it was being pumped.   
 
 The Respondents asked if it would be possible to connect building “D” and 
keep building “E” and building “C” containing the restaurant, and close down the rest 
of the property. 
 
 Mr. Walther advised all the septic tanks would have to be abandoned, which 
would required permits and hiring a registered septic tank contractor to do what was 
necessary.  He noted a survey would not be necessary if the Respondents decided 
to abandon a part of the property, and thought perhaps they could consult with a 
professional and come back with a proposal of some kind.  He cautioned if the 
Respondents kept buildings “C”, “D” and “E” a survey would be needed; and the 
survey might show the buildings were not in compliance and would have to be 
hooked up to County utilities much faster and entail further repair work.            
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Walther, SECONDED BY Dr. 
Glade, that the septic tank violations association with 
building “E” be resolved within two weeks, by April 
16, 2015, with documentation showing it had been 
done; building “D” be connected to County water and 
sewer within 45 days, by May 17, 2015; and a report or 
plan be submitted explaining what the Respondents 
intended to do with the rest of the property and how it 
was meant be accomplished.    

 
 Chairperson Cahoy agreed it was important to have a Master Plan back to the 
Board by the next ECHB meeting, but did not know whether it was in the County’s 
best interest to authorize a piece-meal approach.   
 

Mr. Rollin did not favor requiring the Respondents to make a significant 
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financial investment in building “D” until they had an opportunity to look at a Master 
Plan, in order to make a decision as to whether or not they wanted to make a 
significant investment in the first stage of what would be a very long, expensive 
process; and suggested until that time they be permitted to continue to pump out the 
property to mitigate any immediate harm.   
  
 Dr. Glade pointed out the Board’s concern was to enforce the sanitary codes 
of the County and he felt the violations should be promptly corrected.  He stressed if 
the Respondents continued to do business they should be required to hook up to 
water and sewer and if they wished to abandon properties they should follow the 
code for abandonment if they wanted to continue their operation. 
 

ON AMENDED MOTION BY Mr. Walther, SECONDED 
BY Mr. Rollin, to allow the Respondents to continue 
pumping out building “D” if they decided to abandon 
the remainder of the site. 

 
 Attorney Pingolt Cotner clarified the final motion as follows: 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Walther, SECONDED BY Dr. 
Glade, the members voted unanimously (5-0) that the 
septic tank violations association with building “E” be 
resolved within two weeks, by April 16, 2015, with 
documentation showing the lids had been covered 
and lime stabilization had been done; building “D” be 
connected to County water and sewer within 45 days, 
by May 17, 2015, or pumping be permitted if the rest of 
the property was abandoned; and grant 56 days, by 
May 28, 2015, to submit a Master Plan explaining what 
the Respondents intended to do with the rest of the 
property and how it was meant be accomplished.    

       
 It was the consensus of the Board to move Item C before Item B on the 
agenda. 
 
Information Update by Charles Vogt Test Results for Gaddis Capital, 4410 45th 
Street, Vero Beach 32967 
 
 Mr. Joseph Paladin recapped when he previously spoke to the Board at the 
ECHB meeting on February 5, 2015 there were still a couple of loose ends to be tied 
up.  He confirmed the radar penetration report, the Phase One report and a 
complete engineering report had since been completed and he had now complied 
with everything that was asked of him.     
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 Mr. Charles Vogt, Environmental Specialist III, summarized it had been a long, 
arduous journey with a lot of bumps in the road and thanked everyone concerned for 
all their efforts.    
 
STIPULATION 
 
Case #523-14 – Crab Cove 
 
 Ms. Dunn recalled this case had to do with a sewage discharge on the subject 
property and the Respondent had been fined and told they had to connect with 
County water and sanitary sewer systems.  She reported the Respondent’s engineer 
had been working with IRC Utilities Department and applied for a permit and the 
Stipulation would put a time line on completion of the project.   
 
 Chairman Cahoy noted Dr. Glade had recused himself from this case and a 
Memorandum of Voting Conflict is on file in the Commission Office. 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Walther, SECONDED BY Dr. 
Baker, the members voted unanimously (4-0) to 
accept the Stipulation.  Dr. Glade abstained. 

 
 Dr. Glade pointed out there was a minor correction to the date in the draft 
Order Adopting Stipulation on page 39 of the backup. 
 
Signing of Board Documents 
 
 Ms. Dunn said would contact Chairperson Cahoy when the final Order for the 
Stipulation was ready to be signed.   
 
Adjournment 
 
 There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 2:25 p.m.   
  
 
  

 
 
  

 


