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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, August 27, 2007, at 
1:30 p.m. 

 
Present were Vice Chairman Keith Hedin, Businessman Appointee; Joe 

Petrulak, Subcontractor Appointee; John Owens, Engineer Appointee; Cliff Suthard, 
Member-at-Large Appointee and Dana Stetser, Architect Appointee. 

 
Absent were Chairman Joe Garone, General Contractor Appointee and Karl 

Zimmermann, Realtor Appointee (both excused). 
 
Also in attendance was IRC staff:  Roland DeBlois, Environmental and Code 

Enforcement Chief; Don Wixon, Code Enforcement Coordinator; Betty Davis, Debbie 
Clifford, Vanessa Carter Solomon and Rose Teague, Code Enforcement Officers.  
Others present:  Attorney Suzanne Vitunac, Attorney for the Board; and Reta Smith, 
Recording Secretary. 
 
Call to Order 

 
Vice Chairman Hedin called the meeting to order and the secretary called the 

roll, establishing that a quorum was present. 
 

Approval of Minutes of July 23, 2007   
 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
approve the minutes of July 23, 2007 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. 
 
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 
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recommended by staff for an extension of time on the Consent Agenda:  Cases 
#2007050011, #2006090082, #2007030001, #2007030091, #2007050089, 
#2006060026, #2007040077, #2007050052 and #2006030250 - 30 day extension 
until September 21, 2007.  Cases #2006090057, #2007030069, #2007040107, 
#2007030006 and #2007040011 - 60 day extension until October 19, 2007.  Cases 
#2007060058, #2007060068, #2007060112, #2007060049 and #2007060047 were 
rescheduled. 

 
In compliance were Cases: #2007030126, #2007010081, #2007040194, 

#2007050048, #2006120071, #2007040143, #2007050050, #2007010021, 
#2007060025, #2007060031, #2007060099, #2007060105, #2007050143, 
#2007070041, #2007060139, #2007070032, #2007070012 and #2007080057. 

 
Mr. DeBlois noted there were two Administrative Hearings to be heard at  a 

time certain of 2:30 p.m., and a number of Lien Release Requests, one of which he 
wanted to reschedule on a Consent basis, Case #2007010078, Angel Estrella.   He 
related there was one Rehearing request from Mr. Lewis Barton, Case 
#2006120082.  Mr. DeBlois added there was also an addendum to the Agenda 
regarding a Lien Release Request for Case #2007020147, Rene Lizbeth Arencibia, 
and he requested this be placed at the beginning of the Agenda because IRC staff 
was present to testify if necessary.  

 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to accept 
the Consent Agenda with the revisions and 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. 
 
1:01:00 Case #2007020147 – Rene Lizbeth Arencibia 
 
 The Respondent’s representative, Attorney Andrew Douglas, recapped a fine 
was imposed at the meeting of July 23, 2007, for a violation of the dune stabilization 
setback.  He related the Respondent intended to remove the palm trees and plant 
approved sea grapes in their stead, but this could not be done until after October 31, 
2007, which was the end of the sea turtle nesting season.  Attorney Douglas added 
the Respondent had not received notice of last month’s hearing until the day of the 
July CEB meeting and did not have an opportunity to appear before the Board with 
an update.  
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 Mr. DeBlois confirmed the subject property was in an area of sea turtle nesting 
activity and recommended a rescindment of the fine with a 90 day extension, until 
November 23, 2007, to allow time for compliance.     
 

(1:05:00) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  

 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent’s attorney was present for this 
hearing.  
 
1:05:33 Case #2006110064 – Christopher N. Kirrie 
 
 Mr. DeBlois related this Compliance hearing had to do with a case that had 
come to the Board on April 23, 2007, regarding the requirement of a building permit 
for a second-floor mezzanine constructed on top of a storage warehouse in the 
Rose-4 zoning district.  He understood the Respondent had made an effort to apply 
for an after-the-fact permit, but the application had been rejected as incomplete 
because of impact fees that needed to paid, based on gross floor area.   
 
 Attorney Michael O’Haire, representing the Respondent, distributed a letter 
dated August 23, 2007, from him to Mr. DeBlois, and a copy is on file in the 
Commission Office.  In consideration of the Board’s concerns with health and safety 
issues, he had also attached a report from MBV Engineering, Inc. stating the building 
was constructed to take the loads for which it was designed.   
 
 Attorney O’Haire pointed out the structure had been in existence for more than 
18 years and the Respondent would be happy to pay impact fees based on the 
1988/89 fee schedule, which he estimated would be around $2,000.  He added the 
proposed additional impact fees under the current ordinances amounted to a little 
more than $8,000.   
 
 Mr. DeBlois advised the Board had no authority to waive or modify required 
impact fees and when gross floor area was added it triggered a need for impact fees. 
When the building permits were originally approved they did not include the second 
story feature, and even though the building might have been designed to eventually 
have a second story it was not approved by the County.  Attorney O’Haire agreed 
with Mr. DeBlois and said the Respondent was not asking for the impact fees to be 
waived, but wanted the Board to amend its Order to find him in compliance based on  
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the engineering data provided, and without the requirement of an after-the-fact 
building permit.   
 
 A lengthy discussion followed about why it was necessary for the Respondent 
to get a building permit. 
 

(1:30:19) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard for discussion, to confirm that the 
Respondent be required to obtain a building permit. 

 
 Mr. Suthard thought the motion ought to state the Board found non-
compliance and set an extension of 60 days for the compliance date. 
 
 The Respondent gave a lengthy discourse to the Board, and maintained he 
would never be able to get a permit from the IRC Building Department. 
 

(1:42:03) 
ON AMENDED MOTION BY Mr. Owens, AMENDED 
SECOND BY Mr. Suthard, the Board voted 
unanimously (5-0) to find non-compliance and grant 
an extension of 60 days, until October 19, 2007. 
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
1:43:15 Case #2007030030 – Wabasso Friendly Lodge 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped at the June 25, 2007, meeting the Board entered an 
Order for unsafe building, health and safety hazard, overgrown weeds and junk, 
trash and debris violations, and granted until August 24, 2007, for the Respondent to 
obtain permits to bring the structures into compliance with County codes or remove 
the structure. 
 
 Ms. Betty Davis, IRC Code Enforcement Officer,  testified the grass had been 
mowed and the site had been cleaned up quite a bit, and the Respondent was trying 
to get funds from corporate headquarters to remove one structure and bring the 
other building up to code.   
 
 The Respondent’s representative, Mr. Dan Elliott Jr., stated he had a 
demolition permit to tear one building down and had obtained three estimates to  
 



CEB- Approved                                                         5                                                        August 27, 2007 
F:\BCC\All Committees\CODE\2007 Minutes\08-27-07.doc 

redo the roof on the existing building.  He wanted an extension of time to get the 
financing approved so the work could be done.  
 

(1:51:21) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant an 
extension of 90 days, until November 23, 2007, for 
compliance. 
 

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

ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 
 
1:53:16 Case #2007070111 – Vatland Import Inc. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois advised if the Respondent did not show up, the citation would 
be upheld by default. 
 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  
 
1:53:37 Case #2007070037 – Linda C. Lewis 
 
 Mr. DeBlois related in certain types of violations the Respondent was issued a 
warning in writing advising of the violation and if it recurred staff could automatically 
issue a citation.  He advised this was an appeal of a citation issued for snipe signs 
placed in public right-of-way after the Respondent was advised it was illegal to do 
so. Mr. DeBlois noted staff had the authority to issue a fine of $100 per sign per day, 
and in this case there were actually more signs in existence than the $500 in fines 
that had been issued.   
 
 Ms. Debbie Clifford, IRC Code Enforcement Officer, testified on July 9, 2007, 
she mailed a citation warning notice to the Respondent, and the following week of 
July 14th and 15th, approximately five more signs were pulled with a different phone 
number, and the week after that, more signs were pulled.  On July 26, 2007, Mr. Don 
Wixon, IRC Code Enforcement Coordinator, witnessed the Respondent putting signs 
in the right-of-way, at which time he followed her and obtained the license plate 
number of her car.  Inspector Clifford had confirmed the vehicle belonged to the 
same person she had sent the warning to, and had then sent the Respondent a 
citation for $500.  She showed the Board 15 signs allegedly placed around the 
County by the Respondent. 
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 The Respondent stated upon receiving a letter stating she would be fined for 
placing signs, she had gone out and removed all her signs.  She said felt she was 
being singled out when a lot of other people had signs around the neighborhood, 
and had consequently started pulling up other people’s signs.  The Respondent 
continued she had then called the numbers on the signs to see if perhaps those 
people had obtained permits and also wanted to know how their signs were allowed 
to stay.  She said one woman seemed very nice, so she decided to place the lady’s 
sign back up, which was when Mr. Wixon had seen her.  The Respondent 
maintained she was traumatized by Mr. Wixon following her and was frightened 
because she did not know who he was. 
 
 A discussion followed about which of the signs Inspector Clifford brought in 
today belonged to the Respondent.     
 

(2:11:26) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to uphold 
Citation #0170.  

 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
2:12:13 Case #2006100066 – Bill & Laurel Hitchcox 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recalled this case had come to the Board for an Evidentiary 
hearing on May 21, 2007, for having more than one mobile home per platted lot.  
The Respondent was given until August 24, 2007, to remove two illegal mobile 
homes and split the property into two half-acre lots to allow for the two remaining 
mobile homes, or apply for and obtain preliminary plat approval for additional platted 
lots.  Mr. DeBlois added the Respondent had applied to see if there was some way 
to obtain approval without having to do improvements that went along with a new 
platted mobile home subdivision, and the application was denied as not qualifying for 
the variance criteria. 
 
 The Respondent testified Inspector Clifford had informed him this morning his 
variance had been denied and had not had time to address it 
 

(2:20:25) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to find 
noncompliance and grant a 90 day extension, until 
November 23, 2007.  
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 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
2:20:39 Case #2007040109 – William Pinheiro 
 
 Mr. DeBlois summarized this case had come to the Board in May, 2007, and 
at that time a Board’s Order required the Respondent to secure the above-ground 
pool, obtain an after-the-fact permit or remove the shed and clean up the junk, trash 
and debris.  Inspector Davis advised a permit had been pulled to build a fenced-in 
area on the deck.  She added initially there was a permit for the shed but no 
Certificate of Occupancy (CO) was issued because it was too big for the location and 
would have to be moved. 
 
 The Respondent testified the pool should be finished this week and asked the 
Board for another extension until he got a CO on the house and could move the 
shed.  Mr. DeBlois recommended an extension of one week, until September 3, 
2007, for completion of the pool deck, and 60 days, until October 19, 2007, to 
resolve the shed violation. 
 

(2:25:26) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
2:26:29 Case #2007030116 – Barry Kazukauskas 
 
 Mr. DeBlois confirmed the junk, trash and debris violation had been complied 
and all that remained was one junk pickup truck on the subject property.  The 
Respondent stated he would be putting a motor in the truck and getting it licensed 
and insured. Mr. DeBlois recommended 30 days, until September 21, 2007. 
 

(2:28:19) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
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2:28:39 Case #2006060111 – Damien & Bonnie Gilliams 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this case had initially come to the Board in August, 
2006, and the only issue remaining related to completion of dock repairs.  At the July 
23, 2007, meeting the Board had set August 24, 2007, as a compliance date.  
Inspector Davis testified she was at the property on Saturday, August 25, 2007, and 
there were three people on the site who had started work on the project that day. 
 
 The Respondent explained he had been waiting for his contractor to begin the 
work, but had finally decided to do the job himself.  He stated he was starting to 
straighten out the pilings and asked the Board to find him in compliance.  Mr. 
DeBlois recommended 60 days, until October 19, 2007, as a compliance date, 
adding staff would not support any more extensions after that. 
 
 A lengthy discussion ensued. 
 

(2:38:19) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens to approve staff’s 
recommendation. 

 
 The motion died for lack of a second. 

 
(2:38:40) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to find 
noncompliance and impose a fine of $100 per day. 
 

 The Respondent took issue with the Board’s motion.  Attorney Vitunac noted 
there were a lot of people waiting for their cases to be heard today and she would be 
glad to go over this with the Respondent at a later date.  The Respondent asked for 
a continuance.  Mr. DeBlois suggested the Respondent be as diligent as possible to 
come into compliance, noting once the project was completed he would have the 
opportunity to come back to the Board and address the matter further.   
 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
2:48:11 Case #2007050095 – John & Christine Tichy 
 
 Mr. DeBlois reported this Evidentiary hearing involved a building modification 
to a barn without a permit on residentially-zoned property.   Ms. Vanessa Carter 
Solomon, IRC Code Enforcement Officer, submitted photographs into evidence, 
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which are on file in the Commission Office.  She summarized in May, 2007, she told 
the Respondent he needed to obtain a permit for alterations to his barn, and in June, 
2007, received a letter from him disputing the fact he needed a building permit, citing 
the Florida building code.  Inspector Carter Solomon continued she had advised the 
Respondent the code only applied to agricultural property, adding to date no building 
permit had been applied for. 
 
 The Respondent insisted his property was zoned agricultural, and a lengthy 
discussion followed about the zoning.  The Respondent maintained he had only 
received the Notice of Hearing on Friday, August 24, 2007, but he was willing to go 
ahead with the hearing today.  He stated the footprint had not changed and all he 
had done was repair the original structure.  Inspector Carter Solomon observed the 
Respondent had put siding on the barn to match the house and the windows looked 
new, and alterations needed permits.  The Respondent reiterated he did not need a 
permit. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended the Board allow 90 days for the Respondent to 
obtain a permit and come into compliance.  
 

(3:03:56) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 
an extension of 90 days, until November 23, 2007, for 
the Respondent to obtain an after-the-fact permit and 
comply with the permit.      

 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
3:04:38 Case #2007060024 – Citrus Springs Village F Homeowners 
 
 Attorney Clifford Reperger, 1800 West Hibiscus Boulevard., Melbourne, 
Florida, stated he represented Sun Tree Partners as the prior owner/developer of the 
subject property.   He clarified his client had conveyed the majority of the interest in 
the project to the homeowners association, but at least one of the tracts listed was 
still owned by Sun Tree Partners.  He thought the homeowners association would 
want to have a representative present for the hearing and suggested they might not 
have received the Notice of Hearing. 
 
 After some discussion Mr. DeBlois said he would continue the hearing and 
make sure the appropriate parties received notice. 
 



CEB- Approved                                                         10                                                        August 27, 2007 
F:\BCC\All Committees\CODE\2007 Minutes\08-27-07.doc 

3:11:51 Case #2007060110 – Dale Muchler 
 
 Mr. DeBlois advised this Evidentiary hearing was a zoning district use violation 
for unpermitted storage of a gibney unit and junk vehicles.  Ms. Rose Teague, IRC 
Code Enforcement Officer, submitted a photograph into evidence, which is on file in 
the Commission Office.  The Respondent promised to remove the gibney unit and 
resolve the junk vehicle violation.   
 

(3:15:31) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to find the 
violations and grant at an extension of 30 days, until 
September 21, 2007, for compliance. 
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
 Vice Chairman Hedin called a break at 4:00 p.m. and the meeting reconvened 
at 4:05 p.m. 
 
 
3:16:04 Case #2007060114 – Pasquale M. Guadagno    
 
 Mr. Don Wixon, IRC Code Enforcement Coordinator, related this Evidentiary 
hearing had to do with junk vehicles, illegal use of a recreation vehicle (RV) and 
junk, trash and debris.  He confirmed the junk, trash and debris violation had been 
complied with.  Inspector Teague observed there was an extension cord running 
from a residential home on the property to the RV and there was one vehicle without 
a current tag.   
 
 The Respondent testified he had removed all the junk vehicles and the RV 
had a current tag and was not being used as a residence.  He acknowledged his 
grandchildren used the RV from time to time after using the swimming pool and the 
extension cord was not plugged in all the time.   
 
 Mr. Wixon stated staff would withdraw the case at this time and would make 
an examination of the site and reschedule if necessary. 
 
3:22:48 Case #2007040118 – Kevork Ursulean & Alex & Andrew Wilsnack 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this Evidentiary hearing involved property zoned heavy 
commercial located on the outskirts of the City of Sebastian.  The issues were 



CEB- Approved                                                         11                                                        August 27, 2007 
F:\BCC\All Committees\CODE\2007 Minutes\08-27-07.doc 

establishment of commercial storage and vehicle repair use without required site 
plan approval, along with junk vehicles and junk, trash and debris.  He clarified there 
was a question of whether the use was contained to one particular parcel or if it was 
spilling over to other adjacent properties where junk vehicles were stored.  Inspector 
Davis submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in the Commission 
Office.  
 
 The Respondent testified he had a license from the City of Sebastian allowing 
him to store vehicles on the subject property.  He stated he was using the property to 
store his tow trucks and was not running a repair shop as it was strictly an auxiliary 
storage facility for his main business at another location.  The Respondent said he 
had been told by County officials if his main business was within the limits of the City 
of Sebastian, his license would cover the other storage.  He continued he was in the 
process of building a trade center at a third site across the street from the subject 
property and asked for an extension of time to go through the permitting process. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois clarified this was a matter of having a business inside the City of 
Sebastian with auxiliary storage outside the City limits, which was in the County’s 
jurisdiction irrespective of the City of Sebastian requirements.   
 
 Inspector Davis stressed the vehicles in the right-of-way, across the street and 
in the alleyway needed to be removed.  She recommended an electrician inspect the 
site since there was electricity hooked up.  Mr. DeBlois thought once the site plan 
approval process proceeded there would be more specifics as to how many vehicles 
were in disrepair and where they could be stored.  He recommended 30 days, until 
September 21, 2007, for the Respondent to remove the vehicles from outside the 
fenced area, which would be from the right-of-way and any accessory vacant 
property, and get a contractor to certify there were no safety issues; 90 days, until 
November 23, 2007, for submittal of a complete site plan application for the County 
portion of the subject property; and 180 days, until February 22, 2008, for 
compliance with the site plan.   
 

(3:35:53) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
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3:36:10 Case #2007070071 – Todd B. Moss 
 
 Inspector Davis advised she had closed this case and Mr. DeBlois withdrew it 
as complied. 
 
3:38:49 Case #2007070072 – Geoffrey Myers (1/2) & Farrell, John (1/2) 
 
   Mr. Wixon confirmed this Evidentiary hearing had to do with junk, trash and 
debris, swimming pool enclosure violation and no building permit for a dock and a 
two-story shed structure.   
 
 The Respondent testified the pool was now completely enclosed with a 
substantial fence and he was replacing the roof on the shed.  Inspector Davis told 
him he needed to get a permit for the shed and the dock, and the fence needed to 
be inspected.  Mr. Wixon recommended the Board find the junk, trash and debris 
violation had been resolved and allow 30 days, until September 21, 2007, for the 
Respondent to get the pool inspection completed and apply for permits for the shed 
addition and dock repairs; and 90 days, until November 23, 2007, to construct the 
dock and shed in accordance with those permits. 
 

(3:49:30) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Owens, 
the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve staff's 
recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
3:50:48 Case #2007060134 – Gary Dean Compton 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this Evidentiary hearing was for overgrown weeds and 
junk, trash and debris.   
 
 The Respondent testified his mother had passed away and he was forced to 
go out of town to settle her estate, and the person he had hired to take care of the 
premises had not taken care of the lawn.    Mr. DeBlois recommended 60 days for 
compliance.  Mr. Suthard asked if this was a repeat violation, and Mr. DeBlois 
advised there had been prior violations over five years ago.   
 
 A discussion followed. 
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(3:56:17) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 
an extension of 30 days, until September 21, 2007, for 
compliance.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
3:56:34 Case #2007060144 – Carla Rumsby 
 
 Mr. DeBlois advised this was for overgrown weeds and a junk vehicle on 
residential property in Vero Beach Highlands.  The Respondent’s son, Mr. Harold 
Rumsby, stated the lawn had been mowed and the junk vehicle was no longer there. 
Based on the testimony, it appeared the property was in compliance, and Mr. 
DeBlois said he would withdraw the case as complied. 
 
3:58:45 Case #2006120093 – SS & M Automotive Inc. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois related this had to do with parking of vehicles on display for sale 
in the right-of-way and sign violations at the Toyota dealership on U.S. Highway #1.  
Ms. Kelly Zedek, IRC Code Enforcement Officer, submitted photographs into 
evidence, which are on file in the Commission Office, and noted she had issued a 
citation previously for the same thing.  Mr. DeBlois recommended the Board find the 
violation had occurred and the property was currently in compliance, but to enter an 
Order so if there was a recurrence of either of the violations in the future the 
Respondent could be fined $250 per day for each violation.  
 

(4:03:50) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak to approve staff’s 
recommendation, but set the fine at $500 per day. 

 
 Attorney Vitunac advised the Board could not set the fine at $500 per day yet, 
but if they violated the Board’s Order one more time the fine could be increased. 
 

4:04:47 ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED 
BY Mr. Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
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Mr. Charles Wilson, representing the Automobile Dealers’ Association, stated 
the group was working on a plan with IRC staff and the Board of County 
Commissioners (BCC) to identify what was and was not allowed, and was hopeful 
this would eventually resolve all the issues 
 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent’s representative was present for this 
hearing.  
 
4:06:55 Case #2007010010 – Family Limited Partnership 
 
 Inspector Zedek advised she did not have service on this case. 
 
4:07:48 Case #2007060127 – Victor & Nilda Felipe 
 
 Mr. DeBlois related this was about a shed built without a permit, noting there 
were originally two sheds and one had been removed.  He recommended an 
extension of 60 days for the Respondents to obtain an after-the-fact permit.  The 
Respondent asked for more time because her husband was going to have surgery 
and he had to work with an engineer for modifications to bring the shed up to County 
code.  Mr. DeBlois recommended 60 days, until October 19, 2007, to get the permit 
and 120 days, until December 21, 2007, for compliance. 
 

(4:10:23) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
 

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

 
LIEN RELEASE REQUESTS 

 
4:11:45 Case #2005040008 – Kathleen Harvey 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recalled the Board had imposed a fine on July 25, 2005, for an 
unpermitted fence and unauthorized vehicle storage for an unauthorized vehicle 
transport business.  He reviewed the issues contained in the backup on file in the 
Commission Office.  Mr. DeBlois noted the fence was still on the property and a 
permit was required. 
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Attorney Jeff Batiste, representing the Respondent, stated the Respondent 
was unaware the fine had been entered and it was her belief she was in compliance. 
Attorney Batiste submitted a copy of Unity of Title for the property into evidence, 
which is on file in the Commission Office.  He advised the Respondent had done a 
Unity of Title in response to Code Enforcement staff’s request, and it was his 
contention this devalued both of the pieces of property in question.   
 
 The Respondent testified she was told by the IRC Building Department that 
her 1991 fence permit covered the replacement fence she had put up after the 
hurricanes, and thought the Unity of Title she had obtained allowed her to store her 
licensed boat, trailer and truck on the property.  She added she knew nothing of the 
lien until she had gone to the bank to get a loan. 
 
 A discussion followed about why the Respondent had not received notification 
of the Board’s Order Imposing Fine. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois clarified the Unity of Title resolved the fence that encompassed 
the two properties combined, but not the vehicle storage violation.  He asked the 
Respondent if there had ever been transport vehicles stored on the property.  The 
Respondent stressed they were vehicles titled in her name but not registered, and 
she had removed them as soon Inspector Teague contacted her.  Inspector Teague 
observed the old fence was a wooden privacy fence and the new one was chain link. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois estimated the fine would be approximately $73,000.  He 
supported the fine being set at $1,600 to cover the administrative costs, conditional 
upon the Respondent obtaining a permit for the fence within 60 days, by October 19, 
2007.   
 

(4:32:37) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.   
 
4:33:39 Case #2007040170 – Jim Mcalhany 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped the Board had imposed a fine at its July 23, 2007, 
meeting for a shed on the property without a required building permit.  Inspector 
Davis testified the shed had been removed by either Wednesday or Thursday of the  
 
following week.  Mr. DeBlois estimated the fine would be approximately $700, unless 
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the Respondent could give a more exact time.  A brief discussion followed. 
 

(4:36:05) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to set the 
fine at $500. 
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
4:36:24 Case #2007020008 – Lone Cabbage Trading Co. Inc. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois advised the Board had entered an Order Imposing Fine at its July 
23, 2007, meeting for landscape maintained contrary to the approved site plan.  He 
noted extensions had previously been granted because of road work being done on 
U.S. Highway 1 (US 1) in front of the subject property, and there was a question of 
whether or not the work was impeding correction of the landscape issues.  
Ultimately, staff had reported to the Board last month that the interference of the 
U.S. 1 work had abated and there was sufficient time to comply, but this had not 
been done.  Mr. DeBlois reported after the imposition of the fine, the violation had 
been corrected within 18 days, and the Respondent had paid the $1,800 in advance, 
but was here today to see if the fine amount could be changed based on 
circumstances. 
 
 The Respondent submitted into evidence a letter dated August 20, 2007, from 
the company working with the Department of Transportation (DOT) on the road, and 
a copy is on file in the Commission Office.  She said she was waiting for DOT to be 
completely done until she could take care of the violations, and even though they 
were still working on the road she had planted the material because she was in the 
process of selling the building.  Inspector Davis agreed the Respondent had done 
what she thought was necessary and had worked with her office to come into 
compliance.  Mr. DeBlois said, based on the testimony, staff would support a 
rescindment of the fine. 
 

(4:43:09) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Hedin, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  

 
 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.   
 
4:43:52 Case #2006020088 – Pacific Financial 
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 Mr. DeBlois related a fine was entered by the Board in July, 2006, for 
overgrown weeds and junk, trash and debris on residential property.  Inspector 
Carter Solomon confirmed the property was now in compliance, but it was not known 
when that had occurred. 
 
 The Respondent’s representative, Attorney Michael Stiles, stated Nancy 
Perkins was the prior owner of the property, which had gone through foreclosure.  
He specified the Board’s hearing was on July 24, 2006, and on July 20, 2006, the 
judicial sale and foreclosure action took place.  Immediately after the current 
Respondent took possession of the property they sent a crew out to clean up the site 
and everything had been taken care of by July 25, 2006.  Attorney Stiles asserted 
the Respondent was not aware there was a lien on the property because the sale 
had taken place before the fine was imposed. 
 
 Inspector Carter Solomon clarified the Respondent’s representative had 
contacted her last week, not in July, 2006, when the property was cleaned up, so the 
County was not aware of the new owner or that it was in compliance.  Mr. DeBlois 
confirmed the starting date of the fine was July 22, 2006, and based on the 
testimony given today he recommended the Board acknowledge compliance after 
three days, on July 25, 2006, and impose a $300 fine.    
 

(4:50:15) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent’s representative was present for this 
hearing.   
 
4:50:35 Case #2006120082 – Lewis P. Barton 
 
Mr. DeBlois recapped the events of the case culminating in the Board ordering the 
Respondent to remove all junk material from his property within 10 days of the June 
25, 2007, hearing.  At the Compliance hearing on July 23, 2007, which the 
Respondent did not attend, staff had reported there was no substantial change on 
the site and the Board had entered an Order Imposing Fine with an effective date of 
July  6,  2007.    Mr. DeBlois  advised  since  that  time,  on  August  8,  2007,  the 
 
 
Respondent had been issued a building permit for a foundation for reconstruction of 
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his house, but there was still an issue as to whether or not the materials would be 
allowed to be stored on the premises.   
 
 Inspector Carter Solomon submitted photographs into evidence, which are on 
file in the Commission Office.  She said she had visited the site this morning and it 
did not appear anything had changed. 
 
 The Respondent contended the only material on the site would be used for 
reconstruction of his home.  He confirmed he had current active building permits for 
a sea wall, fence, electrical and foundation, and asked the Board to stop the fine as 
of August 8, 2007, which was when he received his last permit.   
 
 A discussion followed.    
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended the fine be set at $3,300, conditional upon the 
Respondent getting with County staff within 30 days, by September 21, 2007, to 
resolve removal of junk, trash and debris not associated with any of the current 
active building permits.  Mr. Suthard clarified in order for the $3,300 fine amount to 
be applicable the Respondent had to agree to throw away specific material when 
someone of responsibility told him to do so.   
 
 The Respondent asked if he could hire an independent engineer to ascertain 
what was and was not usable material.  Mr. DeBlois said staff would take it into 
consideration, provided the engineer itemized and explained his rationale as to how 
the material would tie into the construction.   
 

(5:07:24) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to set the 
fine at $3,300, contingent upon the Respondent, within 
30 days by September 21, 2007, making a list of all 
materials on the site and explaining how their use 
related to issued permits, and removing any items not 
associated with an issued permit. If a neutral party 
was needed, the Respondent would get an opinion 
from a registered engineer that the use was 
associated with an issued permit.    
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was present for this hearing.  
 
5:09:25 Case #2006120061 – Gary and Catherin Pollard 
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 Mr. DeBlois recapped this involved a vehicle storage/auto repair/auto sales 
business.  He observed the Board’s Order required the Respondent to cease parking 
and storage of vehicles in the public road right-of-way, cease sales of more than six 
vehicles at a time and remove the junk, trash and debris and junk vehicles on the 
subject property, except for unserviceable vehicles temporarily stored for repair.  
Inspector Davis submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in the 
Commission Office, and noted there were 70 vehicles on the property and some in 
the right-of-way.   Mr. DeBlois recommended the fine be imposed. 
 

(5:13:09) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.   
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  
 
5:14:02 Case #2007040172 – Libni & Loida & Cruz Valdivia 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated this was a Compliance hearing for a Board Order dating 
back to June, 2007, for junk, trash and debris and junk vehicles.  Inspector Carter 
Solomon submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in the Commission 
Office.  Mr. DeBlois recommended the fine be imposed. 
 

(5:15:40) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve 
staff's recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
5:15:51  Case #2006080044 – George M. Dix 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recalled this Compliance hearing involved a zoning district use 
violation for two parts of a modular structure on the property and overgrown weeds.  
Since there had been no progress, he recommended the fine be imposed. 
 

 
 
 
(5:16:18) 
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ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.    
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
5:16:25 Case #2007030054 – Leonardo Romero 
 
 Mr. DeBlois explained this was initially for a junk vehicle and junk, trash and 
debris violations but it was now down to one junk vehicle.  Inspector Teague advised 
the Respondent was trying to apply for a title to the vehicle.  Mr. DeBlois 
recommended a 30 day extension, until September 21, 2007, for compliance. 
 

(5:16:48) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
5:17:08 Case #20061200050 – Vero Beach Chevrolet, Inc. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated this was a repeat violation of an Order dating back to 
January, 2007, for sign violations.  He continued the issue had already come back to 
the Board in June, 2007, when the Respondent had violated the previous Order and 
the Board had entered a $750 fine, and it was back today for the same repeat 
violation.  He recommended the Respondent be fined $500 for one day of violation. 
 
 Inspector Zedek submitted a photograph into evidence, which is on file in the 
Commission Office, and testified there were approximately 26 signs and four 
banners when she took the picture.  She mentioned the previous fine of $750 had 
not been paid.  A discussion followed about whether the fine could be issued for 
each sign, or if it was limited to one violation. 
 
 Attorney Vitunac advised for the Board to be consistent in how they handled 
sign violations and felt it would be better to put in the Order that for any future 
violations each sign would be treated as a separate violation.  She strongly 
suggested if this type of violation continued the Board should ask the Board of 
County Commissioners to amend the County’s ordinance in this regard.   
 
 A lengthy discussion ensued. 
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(5:26:57) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to impose 
a fine of $500 for this violation, with notice the Board 
would look into its authority to levy a $500 per sign for 
future violations, and would levy such fines if it had 
the authority to do so.    
   

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
5:27:49 Case #2007060120 – Francois Pelletier 
 
 Inspector Davis reported this Compliance hearing involved a builder who was storing 
his material and equipment on the subject property and various lots he owned.  She 
submitted photographs into evidence, which are on file in the Commission Office, adding 
the Respondent was not in compliance.   
 

(5:29:31) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. Owens, 
the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to impose the fine. 
   

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
5:30:04 Case #2007040068 – Root Bros. Inc. 
 
 Inspector Teague testified the Respondent was not in compliance and Mr. 
DeBlois recommended the fine be imposed. 
 

(5:30:15) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Petrulak, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
approve staff's recommendation.   
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
    
5:30:31 Case #2007060038 – Lynn A. Foster 
 
 Inspector Teague related there was no service on this case.   
 
 
 
5:30:52 Case #2007060097 – Michael & Joan Purdy 
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 Inspector Teague advised she had not received service and would post the property. 
 
 5:31:05 Case #2007070047 – Maronda Homes Inc. 
 
 Inspector Davis related this was a repeat sign violation, and they were in violation for 
10 days.  Mr. DeBlois recommended a fine of $1,000 for 10 days at $100 per day, with the 
opportunity to raise the fine to $500 per day if there was a future recurrence. 
 

(5:33:00) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. Petrulak, 
the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve staff's 
recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
5:33:11 Case #2007070081 – Mercedes Homes Inc. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois confirmed this also involved a repeat sign violation and they were in 
violation for 28 days.  He recommended a $2,800 fine with notice that future violations 
would mean a $500 per day fine.  Chairman Hedin thought the fine should be increased to 
$250 per day, but Attorney Vitunac did not think that could be done at this point. 
 

(5:36:46) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. Petrulak, 
the Board voted (4-1) to approve staff's recommendation.  
Vice Chairman Hedin in opposition. 
  

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
5:37:09 Case #2007070077 –  Linda Sposato Rev. Trust 
 
 Inspector Davis advised this was the old Miami Subs property on U.S. Highway 1, 
and the violations were for a dilapidated hazardous structure, site plan nonconformance, 
illegal signs, overgrown weeds, landscape maintenance and junk, trash and debris.  She 
mentioned there had been car sales taking place at the site, but this had ceased.  Inspector 
Davis noted the Respondent planned to tear the building down within the next  30 days.  
Mr. DeBlois recommended the Board grant 60 days, until October 19, 2007, for 
compliance.   
 

 
 
 
(5:39:14) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. Owens, 
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the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve staff's 
recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
5:39:24 Case #2007070038 – Ameritrend Homes 
 
 Inspector Zedek advised she had not received service on this case. 
 
5:39:36 Case #2007060158 – Hubbell Properties 
 
 Inspector Zedek confirmed there was no service on this case. 
 
5:39:44 Case #2007070106 – St. Lucie Development Corp. 
 
 Inspector Teague said there was no service and the case would be rescheduled. 
 
5:39:49 Case #2007070013 – Patricia Audie (Lotz) Presnell 
 
 Inspector Teague said there was no service and the case would be rescheduled. 
 
5:40:07 Case #2007070107 – Thomas E. & Thomas H. Shepherd 
 
 Inspector Davis stated this case would be rescheduled. 
 
5:40:19 Case #2007060141 – Doyal & Dianna Cox 
 
 Inspector Carter Solomon confirmed the Respondent was at the meeting earlier 
today and told her he had a completed permit package ready to submit for the illegal 
gazebo he had erected on his property.  Mr. DeBlois recommended an extension of 60 
days, until October 19, 2007, for compliance. 
 

(5:40:48) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. Petrulak, 
the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve staff's 
recommendation. 
  

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.  
 
 
 
 
 
5:40:51 Case #2007040059 – The Windsor Club 
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 Inspector Davis stated this involved problems with the Respondent getting a CO for 
an underground tunnel, and the matter had been dragging on for some time now.  Mr. 
DeBlois recommended a 30 day extension, until September 21, 2007. 
 

(5:41:33) 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Petrulak, SECONDED BY Mr. Suthard, 
the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve staff's 
recommendation.  
 

 It is noted for the record the Respondent was not present for this hearing.   
 
5:41: Authorization for Notices to Appear 
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. Petrulak, 
the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve 
Authorization for Notices to Appear for September, 2007. 

 
 There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 6:33 p.m.  
 
 
 
 
   
   


