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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, 1801 27th Street, Building “A”, Vero Beach, Florida on Monday, February 
27, 2012 at 1:30 p.m. 

 
Present were Chairman Joe Petrulak, Subcontractor Appointee; Vice 

Chairman Karl Zimmermann, Realtor Appointee; Cliff Suthard, Member-at-Large 
Appointee; John Owens, Engineer Appointee; and Pete Clements, General 
Contractor Appointee.  

 
Absent was Keith Hedin, Businessman Appointee (excused). 
 
Let the record show there is a vacancy for an Architect Appointee. 
 

 Also in attendance was IRC staff:  Roland DeBlois, Environmental and Code 
Enforcement Chief; Betty Davis, Vanessa Carter Solomon, Rose Jefferson and Kelly 
Buck, Code Enforcement Officers; Attorney David Hancock, Attorney for the Board; 
and Darcy Vasilas, Commissioner Assistant District 3, Recording Secretary. 
 
12:30:00 Call to Order  

 
   Chairman Petrulak called the meeting to order and led all in the Pledge of 
Allegiance.  The secretary called the roll, establishing that a quorum was present. 
 
12:30:57 Approval of Minutes of January 23, 2012   
 

ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to approve 
the minutes of January 23, 2012 as presented. 

 
12:31:15  Attorney’s Overview of Board Purpose and Procedures  

 
Attorney David Hancock, Attorney for the Board, gave a brief overview of the 

procedures and purpose of the Code Enforcement Board. 
 

12:38:59 Agenda Additions or Deletions, Consent Items   
 
Mr. Roland DeBlois, IRC Environmental and Code Enforcement Chief, 
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reported the following cases had either complied, been rescheduled, or were 
recommended by staff for an extension of time on the Consent Agenda.  Cases 
#2011020100, #2011070128, #2011110021, #2011050026, #2011050226, 
#2011090130, #2011090210, #2011100125, #2011100103, #2011110003, 
#2011110072, #2011100154, and #2011110012 - 30 day extension until March 23, 
2012. Cases #2011120003, #2011110119, #2010020039, #2012010035, 
#2012010086, #2011110025, #2010090031 and #2011040203 were rescheduled. 
Cases  #2011120065,  #2011120097, and #2011120102 were withdrawn. 

 
In compliance were Cases #2011120118, #2011120119, #2011120104, 

#2011120077, #2011120059, #2011120092, #2011120084, #2011120017, 
#2011110097, #2011030001, #2011110013, #2012010098, #2012010032, 
#2012010047, #2012010014, #2012010020, #2012010041, #2012010031, 
#2012010075, #2011110030, #2011120010, #2011100075, #2011090260, 
#2011100095, #2011090183, #2011120011, #2012010080 and #2012020091. 

 
Mr. DeBlois announced there were Lien Release Requests which should be 

heard at a time certain of 2:30 p.m. and an addendum to the agenda of an additional 
compliance case. 
 

12:47:08 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
accept the Consent Agenda with the revisions.  

 
12:47:40 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.  
 

EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS 
 

12:47:55 Case #2011100030 – Donna Sharp Wood 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this case involved a driveway extension construction 
without proper permits with a main issue of a culvert pipe installed using a PVC pipe 
versus a metal culvert, which is not up to County requirements.  The Respondent 
was cited with unpermitted construction in right-of-way. 
 
 Ms. Rose Jefferson, IRC Code Enforcement Officer, reported the case was 
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brought to her attention by IRC Road & Bridge Department because the PVC pipe 
under the driveway was crushed and was causing a problem with drainage.  She 
showed photographs of the site.  To bring the property into compliance, the 
Respondent would need to install a metal culvert and obtain a permit for the 
extended driveway. 
 
 Ms. Donna Sharp Wood, stated the driveway extension and culvert installation 
occurred in 1979 and she purchased the home in 1980.  Since that time, she had not 
made any additions.  She claimed when the County cleaned the swales they 
attempted to blow out the PVC pipe and that was when it crumbled.  She described 
a series of events since 1980 from surrounding road pavings and gradings and the 
future alterations that would need to be done to her driveway if the portion of the 
road abutting her driveway were to be paved.  She questioned the need to spend 
money on the driveway extension at this time.  She was willing to buy and supply the 
culvert if the County would perform the work for the repairs. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois determined since staff could not confirm permits were issued in 
1979, and based on the Respondent’s sworn testimony that the driveway extension 
existed since that time, staff would like to withdraw the case as complied. 
 
 The Respondent was present for this hearing. 
 
01:01:31 Case #2011120038 – Jill L. Price 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped staff had issued a Notice of Hearing to the Respondent 
for trailer storage of two trailers during an extended period in a residential area. 
 
 Ms. Vanessa Solomon, IRC Code Enforcement Officer, testified a neighbor 
complained about two trailers being stored on a residential property.  Initially there 
was one trailer in the driveway and one in the rear yard; now they were both being 
stored in the driveway.  She spoke with the Respondent and explained she could 
have one of the trailers either in her driveway or enclosed in her backyard but if she 
were to store the trailers unenclosed on the property she would be limited to one.  
The Respondent disagreed with the interpretation of the County Code and asked to 
come before the Board.  One photograph and Section 917.3 of the Code of 
Ordinances (Code) were submitted into evidence. 
 
 Ms. Jill Price related she disagreed with the interpretation of the referenced 
Section 917.3 stating one of the trailers was moved twice a day, six days a week and 
she did not feel that trailer met the description as being stored.  She also explained 



 

CEB-Approved                                                        4                                                     February 27, 2012 
F:/BCC/All Committees/CODE/2012 Minutes/CODE02.27.12.doc 

the reason she could not store another trailer enclosed in the backyard was because 
due to financial issues she had to sell part of her fence. 
 
 Discussion ensued regarding interpretation of the Code, the inability of storing 
a trailer in the garage or enclosed in the backyard, and the problem of parking both 
trailers in the driveway along with her van blocking a public sidewalk, thus causing 
another violation. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended finding the two trailers being parked in the 
Respondent’s driveway in violation and granting 60 days, until April 20, 2012 to 
remove one trailer, which could include permitted partial screening in the backyard. 
 

01:26:13 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, to grant 60 days, until April 20, 2012 to 
remove one trailer, which could include permitted 
partial screening in the backyard. 
 

 The Respondent was present for this hearing. 
 

LIEN RELEASE REQUESTS 
 

01:31:30 Case #2011010092 – Bryan Bradburn 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this related to a property with an overgrown weeds 
violation that originally came before the Board for an Evidentiary Hearing on 
February 28, 2011.  The property was being foreclosed upon by Countryside Home 
Loans and the case came back before the Board at a Compliance Hearing in May, 
2011.  There had been no change in the weeds so a fine of $100 per day was 
imposed with a start date of May 21, 2011.  Staff was recently contacted about the 
imposed fine and according to staff records there was a verified compliance date of 
September 8, 2011 resulting in 110 days of noncompliance with a flat fine of 
$11,000. 
 
 Ms. Betty Davis, IRC Code Enforcement Officer, verified the date she had a 
request for an inspection to verify compliance was September 8, 2011. 
 
 Mr. Bill Carroll, representing the bank, stated the date of compliance was 
accurate and there was a buyer who was waiting to close on the home as soon as 
the lien was taken care of.  He asked the Board to drop the fine to cover 
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administrative costs so they could get the property sold. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois related administrative costs would be $2,000. 

01:35:43 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to find the 
property in compliance and set the fine at $2,000. 
 

 The bank representative was present for this hearing. 
 
01:36:04 Case #2010030095 – William & Racheal Buchanan 
 
 Mr. DeBlois testified this case consisted of two consecutive cases on this 
same property and this was the first of the two.  This case resulted from an Order 
Imposing Fine of $100 per day beginning on June 26, 2010 for junk vehicles, 
including a junk recreational vehicle on the property.  Based on staff notes, the 
tenants moved out of the home shortly after the fine was imposed and took the 
vehicles with them, resulting in four days of non-compliance between when the fine 
was initiated and when the vehicles were removed.  Staff recommended the fine be 
set at $400. 
 
 Mr. Bill Carroll, representing the bank, verified the testimony given by Mr. 
DeBlois. 
 

01:39:04 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously, (5-0) to find this 
violation in compliance and set the fine at $400. 
 

 The bank representative was present for this hearing. 
 
01:39:09 Case #2010060247 – William & Racheal Buchanan 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was the same property and Respondent’s as the 
previous case with violations of junk, trash, and debris; an unsecured vacant 
structure; and overgrown weeds.  When the tenants moved out of the property, they 
vandalized the garage door by pushing it in and allowing access to the home.  There 
were garbage bags with household garbage left on the property and the weeds 
exceeded the requirements of the Code.  The fine was imposed effective August 21, 
2010 of $100 per day and the garbage warranted County abatement.  Subsequently 



 

CEB-Approved                                                        6                                                     February 27, 2012 
F:/BCC/All Committees/CODE/2012 Minutes/CODE02.27.12.doc 

the County did proceed and cleaned up the household garbage on October 13, 2010 
and the cost of that cleanup was minimal, $50.85.  The grass and the garage door 
violations remained until March 3, 2011.  Verified full compliance occurred on March 
3, 2011, resulting in 294 days in noncompliance at a cost of $100 per day totaling 
$19,400 plus the additional $50.85 for the County cleanup of the garbage. 
 
 Mr. Bill Carroll, representing the bank asked for reduction of the fine to 
administrative charges. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended setting the fine at $3,000. 
 

01:43:48 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
find the property in compliance and set the fine at 
$3,000. 
 

 The bank representative was present for this hearing. 
 
01:44:24 Case #2010100066 – Thanh & Thuyen Mai 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this case had to do with an overgrown weed violation 
due to a lot with a structure that had been started and never finished by a contractor 
and the Respondent felt the structure was unsafe so he would not mow the property. 
A fine of $100 per day was imposed beginning on March 26, 2011.  Compliance was 
verified on December 12, 2011. 
 
 Inspector Solomon verified she went to the site on December 12, 2011 and 
the property was in compliance after the respondent had come to the office to tell her 
the property had been mowed. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated there were 261 days of noncompliance at $100 per day so 
the flat fine amount would be $26,100. 
 
 Mr. Thanh Mai testified he had received a letter from the IRC Building 
Department stating the structure on the property needed to be demolished as it was 
unsafe.  The building was demolished at a cost of $3,288 and the property was 
cleared after the demolition was complete.   
 
 Mr. DeBlois opined based on the mitigating factor as perceived by Mr. Mai as 
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a safety factor of the structure had been eliminated with the demolition, and since 
the Respondent had to pay for the demolition, he would recommend the fine being 
set at $500. 
 
 

01:51:25 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to find the 
property in compliance and set the fine at $500.  
 

 The Respondent was present for this hearing. 
 
01:52:16 Case #2007120036 – Felix Sanchez 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was a property with cited violations of junk, trash 
and debris.  There was a large pile of vegetative debris piled up on the side of the 
road on this undeveloped lot within a subdivision.  The Respondent, due to 
noncompliance, was fined $100 per day beginning April 28, 2008.  Because the 
debris was on the side of the road and there were numerous neighborhood 
complaints, the IRC Road & Bridge Department was asked to clean-up the property. 
The debris was removed on June 2, 2008 resulting in 37 days at $100 per day 
resulting in a flat fine of $3,700.  With an estimated cost for IRC staff and costs for 
disposal of the debris of $500, staff would recommend setting the fine at $2,500. 
 
 Ms. Sherry Brown, representing the bank, asked if the Board could bring the 
fine down to $2,000 as the value of the lot was only $5,000. 
 

01:58:01 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously to find the 
property in compliance and set the fine at $2,500. 
 

 The bank representative was present for this hearing. 
 
01:58:12 Case #2008040054 – Milton Moreno 
 
 Mr. DeBlois related this property was initially brought before the Board for an 
Evidentiary hearing on July 28, 2008 for a public health and safety hazard/public 
nuisance violation with respect to standing dead pines tree on the property.  After the 
Respondent failed to comply with the order to remove the pine trees, a fine of $100 
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per day was imposed beginning September 20, 2008.  Verification of compliance 
was on November 7, 2011 with 1,143 days in noncompliance with a flat fine of 
$114,300. 
 
 Ms. Veronica Price, representing the bank, asked if the fine could be reduced 
as the bank did not take possession of the property until October, 2011.  The 
property prior to that time was tenant occupied and was foreclosed upon.  The dead 
trees have all been removed and the house was scheduled to close on March 1, 
2012. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended setting the fine at $3,000. 
 

02:03:09 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
find the property in compliance and set the fine at 
$3,000. 
 

 The bank representative was present for this hearing. 
 
02:03:34 Case #2010110016 – Patricia Anthony 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this case involved an unmaintained swimming pool on a 
home that was in foreclosure.  The fine of $100 per day was imposed due to 
noncompliance beginning on May 21, 2011.  Verification of compliance was 
confirmed on November 22, 2011 after the pool was drained.  The fine was in effect 
185 days at $100 per day resulting in a flat accrued fine of $18,500. 
 
 Ms. Veronica Price, representing the bank, testified the pool had been covered 
with wire mesh and when the property came into their inventory in July, 2011, she 
worked with the bank to have the wire mesh cover removed so that the pool could be 
brought into working condition, cleaned-up and maintained properly.  The process 
took awhile due to working with the bank, but the wire mesh was finally removed and 
bids were received to have the pool cleaned and pool equipment replaced as it had 
been vandalized and stolen.  It was determined the pool could not be salvaged and it 
would be better to drain the pool with a standing work order to have the pool drained 
at least every month of any rainwater that accumulates in the pool. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated based on the testimony from Ms. Price, he recommended 
setting the fine at $2,000 to cover administrative costs. 
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02:09:14 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to find the 
pool in compliance and setting the fine at $2,000. 
 

 The bank representative was present for this meeting. 
02:09:26 Case #2010090097 – James G. Rifenberg 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this case involved an overgrown weed violation.  After 
compliance was not achieved, the fine of $100 per day was imposed beginning 
January 22, 2011.  Verification of compliance was on April 7, 2011, resulting in 75 
days of fine accrual totaling $7,500. 
 
 Inspector Davis testified she received a call to inspect the property and 
confirmed the compliance date of January 22, 2011. 
 
 Mr. James Rifenberg, related he was unaware of the violation as he owned 
the property but did not reside there.  He rented the property and was never told 
there was a problem.   
 
 Discussion was held regarding the number of properties Mr. Rifenberg owned 
and Inspector Davis stated he had always kept those properties maintained.  Mr. 
Rifenberg pointed out he was trying to short sale the house and the lien came up 
during the title search, otherwise he would not know there was an existing lien on the 
property. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended the fine be set at $500. 
 

02:16:57 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to find the 
property in compliance, and set the fine at $500. 
 

 The Respondent was present for this hearing. 
 

EVIDENTIARY HEARING 
 

02:17:50 Case #2011060018 - M & R United, Inc. 
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 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was an issue of site plan non-conformance and 
landscape maintenance both related to landscaping maintenance issues.   
 
 Inspector Solomon testified she noticed the landscape on the berm of this 
property had been removed so she sent a Notice of Violation to the owner.  This was 
a Mobil gas station with an approved landscape plan that governs the property and 
the owner had been given a copy of the landscape plan and a list of landscape 
contractors for him to select and the Respondent called her last week to notify her he 
had selected one.  The landscaper called this morning and said he would be starting 
work on the project tomorrow and should be completed next week.  She continued 
the Respondent had been very cooperative thus far but because it had been awhile 
since the initial notice, it was put on today’s agenda to set a timeframe for 
completion.  Two photographs and a copy of the site plan were submitted into 
evidence. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois stated based on the testimony, staff recommended finding the 
Respondent in violation of a site plan nonconformance and a landscape violation 
and grant 30 days, until March 23, 2012, to bring the property into compliance. 
 
 Ms. Lori Lemay, representing the property owner, stated she agreed with the 
timeframe of 30 days to complete the landscaping to bring the property into 
compliance. 
 

02:22:01 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
grant 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to bring the 
property into compliance. 
 

 A representative for the Respondent was present for this hearing. 
 
02:22:33 Case #2012010045 – Etayem, LLC 
 
 Mr. DeBlois related this case related to the County Line Food Store with a site 
plan nonconformance landscape violations due to dead and missing landscaping.  
There was also an issue of fuel tanks removed and replaced and fuel island canopy 
permits that expired and were never renewed or received final inspections. 
 
 Inspector Jefferson testified she spoke with the Respondent a few months 
prior and he had tried to replace some of the landscape but it was too short and had 
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shocked out and now there was a problem with completing the landscape.  She 
submitted four photographs into evidence. 
 
 Discussion was held regarding the series of events regarding the landscaping 
issues and expired building permits. 
 
 Mr. Yaser Etayem related he bought the property in 2005 and he found out he 
had to change the fuel tanks according to law so he hired a contractor and engineer 
at the cost of $25,000.  The contractor went into bankruptcy and never finished the 
job so he had to take out a loan to hire a second contractor and engineer at an 
additional $25,000 to finish the job.  He could not finish the job because he ran out of 
money so the remaining work to be done was to add one more canopy and the 
landscaping.  Mr. Etayem questioned why he had to change out one of the trees 
because it was a healthy tree even though it did not meet the landscape 
requirements. 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recommended the Board find a violation of the landscape 
maintenance; require the Respondent to renew his building permit and get final 
inspections; and grant 60 days, until April 20, 2012 to bring the property into 
compliance. 
 

02:34:21 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
approve staff’s recommendation, granting 60 days, 
until April 20, 2012 to bring the property into 
compliance. 
 

 The Respondent was present for this hearing. 
 
 Chairman Petrulak called for a break at 3:48 p.m. and reconvened the meeting 
at 3:59 p.m. 
 
02:47:03 Case #2011120058 – Guy Gerby 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was an overgrown weeds violation at a residential 
property. 
 
 Inspector Davis testified she received service on Bank of America on February 
13, 2012 and she posted the property on February 17, 2012.  Neighbors called to 
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complain about the property.  Someone had mowed part of the property in the front 
but over on the side the grass was extremely tall.  She recommended granting 30 
days, until March 23, 2012 to bring the property into compliance and submitted one 
photograph and an Affidavit of Posting into evidence. 
 

02:48:33 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 
30 days, until March 23, 2012 to bring the property into 
compliance. 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
02:48:51 Case #2011120064 – CIB Marine Captial LLC 
 
 Inspector Davis testified this case involved a health and safety hazard/public 
nuisance; overgrown weeds violation; and a swimming pool maintenance violation.  
She received service on February 13, 2012.  There was a pool that was abandoned 
on property where a duplex had burned years ago.  There was also a garage and 
well pump house that were full of debris.  A property manager hired a maintenance 
person to come clean out the buildings and the person removed all the items and 
was in the process of burying them in the pool.  Inspector Davis notified the 
maintenance person that he could not abandon the pool without a permit and the 
bottom of the pool needed to be busted out prior to its filling.  The maintenance 
person came into the IRC Building Department to speak with staff and had not yet 
obtained a permit but completely filled the pool. 
 
 Inspector Davis submitted eight photographs into evidence and recommended 
granting 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to allow the Respondent to obtain any 
necessary inspections to make sure all materials were properly disposed of, and   
the pool was properly abandoned. 
 

02:52:09 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 
30 days, until March 23, 2012 to bring the property into 
compliance. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
02:52:20 Case #2011120052 – Bank of America/Barnett Bank 
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 Inspector Davis recapped this case involved a landscape violation at the Bank 
of America branch in Roseland.  She received service on February 12, 2012 at the 
Charlotte, NC Bank of America main branch and on February 13, 2012 on the 
Roseland branch.  She submitted three photographs into evidence showing several 
perimeter hedges missing.  There was also one tree that had partially died and 
needed to be replaced.  She recommended granting 30 days, until March 23, 2012 
to allow the Respondent to replace the missing and dead landscape. 
 
 
 

02:55:54 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 30 
days, until March 23, 2012 for the Respondent to 
replace all missing and dead landscape to bring the 
property into compliance. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
02:56:01 Case #2011120024 – George C. & Ruth B. Dix 
 
 Inspector Jefferson related this property involved cited violations of an expired 
fence permit without a final inspection and a junk vehicle.  Service was received on 
the Respondent on February 17, 2012.  The junk vehicle violation had been resolved 
and she spoke with the Respondent today and explained he needed to request a 
final inspection of the fence.  She submitted two photographs into evidence and 
recommended granting 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to obtain the necessary final 
inspection. 
 

02:58:00 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 30 
days, until March 23, 2012 to obtain the necessary 
final inspection of the fence. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
02:58:23 Case #2011100150 – Keith A. Moskowitz 
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 Ms. Kelly Buck, IRC Code Enforcement Officer, testified she received service 
on the Respondent dated February 11, 2012 for a property with an unsafe building 
violation.  On October 14, 2011, the IRC Building Department sent over a Notice of 
Violation for a substandard housing inspection they made on October 13, 2011.  
Basically there were a number of electrical problems; there was remodeling being 
done without permits; the air conditioning system had been replaced without permits; 
a kitchen sink, laundry room, and vanity installed without permits.  The Respondent 
did apply for after-the-fact permits in November, 2011 but did not follow up on final 
inspections.  Final inspections were scheduled on February 23, 2012 and the 
Building Inspector found some issues that were still not up to code so he yellow-
tagged the permit and granted the Respondent a period of time to correct the 
deficiencies and schedule another inspection.  Staff recommended granting 30 days, 
until March 23, 2012 to receive all final inspections.  A copy of the October 14, 2011 
Notice of Violation from the IRC Building Department was submitted into evidence. 
 

02:59:58 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 30 
days, until March 23, 2012 for the Respondent to 
correct all listed deficiencies and receive final 
inspections. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:00:11 Case #2011090081 – William & Brenda Johnson 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was a residential property that was in foreclosure 
with swimming pool maintenance and enclosure violations and overgrown weeds.   
 
 Inspector Jefferson testified she posted the property on January 13, 2012 after 
attempts at regular and first class mail were unsuccessful.  Service was received on 
the bank January 10, 2012.  The overgrown weeds violation had been resolved.  
Five photographs and an Affidavit of Posting were submitted into evidence.  Staff 
recommended granting 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to correct the cited violation. 
 

03:02:46 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
grant 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to bring the 
property into compliance. 
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 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:03:20 Case #2012010039 – Andrew K. & Holly Toolson 
 
 Mr. DeBlois reported service was received on the Respondent for this case on 
February 13, 2012 and on the bank February 17, 2012 regarding junk, trash and 
debris violations at a residential property.   
 
 Inspector Davis submitted two photographs into evidence and recommended 
granting 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to clear the property of the junk and trash to 
bring the property into compliance. 
 

03:04:35 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 
30 days, until March 23, 2012 to bring the property into 
compliance. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:04:45 Case #2012010076 – Donald & Melissa Tabor 
 
 Inspector Davis testified this case came to her attention by complaints from 
adjoining neighbors regarding overgrown weeds and junk, trash and debris.  The 
property was posted on February 17, 2012 after attempts at certified and first class 
mail were unsuccessful, and service was received on the bank on February 13, 
2012.  An Affidavit of Posting and three photographs were submitted into evidence.  
She recommended granting 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to bring the property into 
compliance. 
 

03:05:59 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 30 
days, until March 23, 2012 to bring the property into 
compliance. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:06:09 Case #2012010030 – Brenda J. Curtis 
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 Inspector Buck related she received service on the Respondent on February 
11, 2012 for junk vehicle violations.  There was a vehicle in the garage that had flat 
tires that were fixed and she submitted a photograph into evidence showing a junk 
vehicle parked by the road that was without current tags.  The Respondent’s 
boyfriend told her he would have the vehicle tagged and insured within the next 30 
days.  Staff recommended granting 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to bring the 
remaining vehicle into compliance. 
 

03:07:09 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
grant 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to clear all 
violations. 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:07:29 Case #2012010065 – BZ Auto Corp 
 
 Inspector Solomon related she received service on the Respondent on 
February 16, 2012 but did not receive service on the authorized agent, Robert Zankl. 
The property was posted on February 17, 2012.  This was previously a used auto 
dealership that was now vacant with cited violations of site plan nonconformance; 
landscape maintenance violation; unsecured vacant structure; and structure exterior 
maintenance violation.  There was a fire in this building and after a period of time a 
modular building was used for selling cars under a Temporary Use Permit.  They 
eventually moved off site and had the structure boarded.  However, the structure is 
no longer boarded, the doors and windows are open and the businesses around the 
property were complaining.  The perimeter area was not being maintained and the 
corporation for the company has been dissolved. 
 
 Inspector Solomon referred this building to the IRC Building Department for 
condemnation if the Respondent did not comply with this Board’s order.  Staff 
recommended granting 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to secure the structure, and 60 
days, until April 20, 2012 for the remaining violations to be resolved.  An Affidavit of 
Posting, a copy of the site plan and four photographs were submitted into evidence. 
 

03:10:06 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 
30 days, until March 23, 2012 for the structure to be 



 

CEB-Approved                                                        17                                                     February 27, 2012 
F:/BCC/All Committees/CODE/2012 Minutes/CODE02.27.12.doc 

secured and 60 days, until April 20, 2012 for the 
remaining violations to be resolved. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:10:15 Case #2012010070 – Michael & Christine McPhee 
 
 Inspector Solomon testified this property was posted on February 17, 2012 
after attempts at certified and first class mail were unsuccessful for swimming pool 
enclosure and maintenance violations.  The pool was doubly enclosed; it had a six-
foot fence and a fence around the immediate pool so the enclosure violation would 
be withdrawn.  However, the pool was not being maintained and the adjacent 
neighbors were complaining about the smell.  Staff requested granting 30 days, until 
March 23, 2012 for the remaining violation to be resolved.  An Affidavit of Posting 
and one photograph were submitted into evidence. 

03:11:21 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
grant 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to resolve the pool 
maintenance violation. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:11:32 Case #2012010012 – Bertha E. Valle 
 
 Inspector Solomon stated this property was posted on February 17, 2012 after 
attempts at certified and first class mail were unsuccessful.  Service was received on 
the bank on February 17, 2012.  The Respondent was cited with property 
maintenance violations and junk, trash and debris.  She submitted an Affidavit of 
Posting and four photographs into evidence and staff recommended granting 30 
days, until March 23, 2012 for the violations to be brought into compliance. 
 

03:12:43 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
grant 30 days, until March 23, 2012 to bring the 
property into compliance. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
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03:12:50 Case #2012010015 – Nathan Scott & Jennifer M. Sjoblom 
 
 Inspector Solomon testified she posted this property on February 17, 2012 
after attempts at certified and first class main were unsuccessful.  The cited 
violations were overgrown weeds, swimming pool enclosure and maintenance 
violations.  The house had been vacant for quite some time and there was an 
enclosure but it was ripped and the fence did not go all the way around the property. 
An Affidavit of Posting and two photographs were submitted into evidence.  Staff 
recommended granting seven days, until March 5, 2012, for the swimming pool 
enclosure violation to be cleared, and 30 days, until March 23, 2012 for the 
remaining violations to be brought into compliance. 
 
 
 
 
 

03:14:08 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously, (5-0) to grant 
seven days, until March 5, 2012 to resolve the 
swimming pool enclosure violation, and 30 days, until 
March 23, 2012 to clear the remaining violations. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:14:20 Case #2011110031 – Charlie L. & Mary Ann Jones 
 
 Inspector Buck testified she posted the property on February 13, 2012 after 
attempts at certified and first class mail were unsuccessful for junk, trash, and debris 
and zoning district use violations.  The Respondent was using a vacant lot to store 
his construction material and several of the neighbors had complained.  The 
Respondent informed her he was looking into putting a fence on the property and he 
was informed as long as the fence was permitted and the property was not being 
used as a storage yard for his commercial equipment and construction material that 
solution would be satisfactory.   
 
 Inspector Buck related the Respondent asked for 60 days, until April 20, 2012 
to bring the property into compliance and submitted an Affidavit of Posting, the 
Notice of Hearing, and one photograph into evidence.   
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03:15:41 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 60 
days, until April 20, 2012 to bring the property into 
compliance. 

 
 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 

COMPLIANCE HEARINGS 
 

03:16:59 Case #2011090237 – Anthony W. & Trenna G. Pickup 
 
 Inspector Jefferson related this case involved a property with an overgrown 
weeds violation that initially came to the Board for an Evidentiary Hearing on 
January 23, 2012. The property was in foreclosure and she submitted two 
photographs into evidence showing the lawn had not been mowed.  Staff 
recommended imposing the fine of $100 per day with a start date of February 25, 
2012. 

03:18:17 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to impose 
the fine of $100 per day with a start date of February 
25, 2012. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:18:25 Case #2011090216 – Shannon Cook & Robert Kahn 
 
 Inspector Jefferson recapped this was a vacant lot with an overgrown weeds 
violation that initially came before the Board for an Evidentiary Hearing on November 
28, 2011.  The weeds remained extremely high and she submitted two photographs 
into evidence.  Staff recommended the $100 per day fine with a start date of 
February 25, 2012 be imposed. 
 

03:19:19 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to impose 
the fine of $100 per day with a start date of February 
25, 2012. 
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 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:19:27 Case #2011090225 – Tito Antonia Pena 
 
 Inspector Jefferson testified this case initially came before the Board for an 
Evidentiary Hearing on November 28, 2011 for an overgrown weeds violation.  She 
submitted two photographs into evidence showing the property had not been 
mowed.  Staff recommended the fine of $100 per day be imposed with a start date of 
February 25, 2012. 
 

03:20:13 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Owens, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to impose 
the fine of $100 per day with a start date of February 
25, 2012. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
 
03:20:24 Case #2011100155 – Bradford W. & Nina S. Blaicher 
 
 Inspector Solomon recapped this was a vacant residence that initially came 
before the Board for an Evidentiary Hearing on January 23, 2012 with a violation of a 
dead tree creating a health and safety hazard and junk, trash, and debris.  The 
Board granted 30 days for compliance and calls to the bank have not been returned. 
Staff requested the $100 per day fine be imposed with a start date of February 25, 
2012. 
 

03:21:29 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
impose the $100 per day fine with a start date of 
February 25, 2012. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:21:42 Case #2011110042 – James Mayes & Ronald Uhland 
 
 Inspector Solomon related this was a vacant residence that came to the Board 
for an Evidentiary Hearing on January 23, 2012 concerning swimming pool 
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maintenance and enclosure violations.  The enclosure violation had been brought 
into compliance but the pool was still dirty.  She submitted one photograph into 
evidence and recommended the $100 per day fine be imposed with a start date of 
February 25, 2012. 
 

03:22:27 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to impose 
the $100 per day fine with a start date of February 25, 
2012. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:22:35 Case # 2011110081 – Beneficial Florida, Inc. 
 
 Inspector Solomon testified this was a vacant residence that came to the 
Board on January 23, 2012 for an Evidentiary Hearing regarding overgrown weeds 
and a trailer that was left on the property filled with household garbage.  She 
submitted three photographs into evidence showing the property had not been 
brought into compliance. The bank owns the property, has received service on all 
the notices sent, but has been unresponsive.  Staff requested the $100 per day fine 
be imposed with a start date of February 25, 2012. 
 

03:23:20 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
impose the fine of $100 per day with a start date of 
February 25, 2012. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:23:24 Case #2012020011 – Cynthia Ausby 
 
 Inspector Buck explained this case previously came before the Board on April 
27, 2009 for violations of commercial vehicles at a residence; junk, trash, and debris; 
and a zoning use violation.  The Board subsequently imposed the fine of $100 per 
day starting on July 25, 2009 and it ended on July 28, 2009 for a total of $300.  In 
January, 2012 she again noticed there were commercial vehicles on the property 
along with a pile of concrete and fill.  She submitted a photograph into evidence.  
Staff recommended the Board find a repeat violation and grant 30 days, until March 
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23, 2012 for the property to be brought into compliance. 
 

03:24:49 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Owens, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to grant 
30 days, until March 23, 2012 to bring the property into 
compliance. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:25:23 Case #20112020110 – Rodney William Atwood 
 
 Inspector Solomon related this property was posted on February 17, 2012 
after attempts at certified and first class mail were unsuccessful.  This was a repeat 
violation of a February 28, 2011 Board order for overgrown weeds.  She had cited 
the Respondent several times so she requested the Board impose the $100 per day 
fine with a start date of February 17, 2012.  An Affidavit of Posting and two 
photographs were submitted into evidence. 
 
 
 

03:26:35 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Suthard, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to impose 
the $100 per day fine with a start date of February 17, 
2012 for this repeat violation. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
03:26:47 Case #2011120012 – Anthony B. & Patricia E. Lewis 
 
 Mr. DeBlois recapped this was a compliance hearing which came to the Board 
for an Evidentiary Hearing on January 23, 2012 regarding a swimming pool 
maintenance violation.  A photograph was submitted into evidence showing the pool 
was still not in compliance.   
 
 Inspector Buck stated when she visited the site there was a note on the front 
door from the bank stating the property was vacant so she was not able to determine 
if the property was in foreclosure.  Staff recommended the fine of $100 per day be 
imposed with a start date of February 25, 2012. 
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03:28:38 
ON MOTION BY Mr. Suthard, SECONDED BY Mr. 
Zimmermann, the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
impose the fine of $100 per day with a start date of 
February 25, 2012. 
 

 The Respondent was not present for this hearing. 
 
02:56:07 Authorization for Notices to Appear 
 

ON  MOTION  BY Mr. Zimmermann, SECONDED BY 
Mr. Owens the Board voted unanimously (5-0) to 
authorize the Notices to Appear for cases leading up 
to the March 26, 2012 meeting. 

  
Other Matters 

 
 There were none. 
 
 
 
Adjournment  
 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 4:01 p.m. 
 


