Good morning I would like  to call to order the July 17, 2019 Volusia County  Code Enforcement Board  meeting.  Let's start with roll call.   

[ Roll call ]  

Next I will go over the agenda  changes and while I'm looking for  those I will remind everyone to  silence your devices. The first changes  on page 14 the first  new case that's been withdrawn 2018528, Noronha   the case has been continued request  of staff.  The same thing for  the next to.  2019204 Barrera  and --  

Is a continued? 

Continued.  Near to the bottom  of 17 2019210 , would also continued.   And that  is all the scratches on the agenda.  Next item is disclosure of any expert take  medications by members of the board .   

I don't think so but I will let  you know when we get there.   

I don't recognize any names.  

Possibly with Stowe  on page 6.   Okay. And none as well for me. I would  entertain a motion for approval  of the minutes.   

Seconded and moved. I will abstain from the June  19 minutes because I was not present. Moved and seconded and all those  in favor signify by saying aye.  The motion carries. 

     We will go through orders of compliance  and we will go through the new cases.  Beginning with 2014190, Antonio Figueredo.  Dated July 1, 2019. 

     2017168, Evelyn  Venturoni.   Complaints dated  May 16, 2019.   2017169, Evelyn Venturoni.  

     217394  2173948  holdings LLC.  Compliance  date of June 10, 2019. 2018138 Carolyn Stiltner July 1, 2019. 2018495 Clifford and  Barbara James a compliance date  of June 10, 2019.   2018507, U.S. alternative  lab resources.  A compliance  date of July 1, 2019. 

     2018508, U.S. alternative lab resources  

A compliance date of  July 1, 2019.  2019010 Anita K Rockwell  a compliance date of June 20, 2019. 2019132, Lewis tossed a compliance date . 2018446 Krista Glauber a compliance date  of July 2, 2019.  And also 

     2019011 a compliance date of July  2, 2019.  The chair would entertain a motion.  

I move that we issue the appropriate  orders of compliance.   

Second.   

Moved by  Harry and seconded by Don. The motion carries. I'm going to go through 

     the cases that we have and if your  present for a case, raise your hand  so we know that you're here and  we will go back through the list  of cases  for people that are present and  leave the cases where somebody is  not present we leave those until  the end. The first case is on the bottom of page 6 is on the bottom of page 62017  is on the bottom of page 62017144 --  201701 20170144. 

     2018170,  Maihle.  2018330, Robin Harr .  2018  2018264, confidential data.   >> 2018360. 20 2018441 Decker.  Thank you. 

     2018442, Decker.  And  on the top of page 10  2019105,  Mauton management.    2019120, David  DR LLC.  Top of  page 11,  2019136 Richard Bruning. 2019158,  Santiago Amarillo -- Murrillo.  

2010163, Siddall.    

2019164 -- 

     2019165. 2010168, Mattzky. 2019188, Ronald Hendricks . 

     2019191, Pollock . 2019167, Catherine Michels  . 

 CB 2019123, Dorothy Bowe. 2019 -- 2018457 Roger listener . 219137, tropical Hammock Inc. 2019198,  Roger Richards. 

     2019199, Jacqueline Daniel.  2019200, Jeremy cyber  -- Siebert. 2019206, Braden Baldino. 2019208,  ABC demolition. 2019211, Rosa Sanchez. 2014190,  Antonio Figueredo.  2018366, freehold  properties Inc. 2019079, Harold Ryan. Is there  anybody here that is here for  a case that I did not read off?  Yes, sir. That case was withdrawn. You would have to  speak to the code enforcement staff . I read through the agenda and  that was in agenda change and was  withdrawn. 

     Yes? The name ? That case was continued. You have more time to work on  it with staff.  Thank you, gentlemen. We've got everybody. 

     Please if you're going to provide  testimony, Please stand, raise your  hand and turn to your right and  you will be sworn in.[ Swearing  in ]   >> Thank you.   The first case where I have  someone present is on the bottom  of page 7.  CEB 2018264 regarding the property at 160 Roberto Road in Ormonde Beach. This  case --  

This case was found in noncompliance  there is a group per net canceled and was reopened in his  now valid but there is a final inspection  scheduled for today.  Recommending  an amended order until the  August hearing on August 21. Hopefully that will be in  order of compliance.   >> Send moved from dawn.   >> Moved by Don and seconded  by Pete.  All those in favor signify  by saying aye.    >> If it is in compliance to have  to come back for the final hearing? I will not.   

Thank you. 

Middle of page 8 

Middle of page 82018441, Lawrence  Decker.  Junkyard were not permitted , 5906 John  Anderson highway. Margaret will  give us a little background.   >> The second amended  order of noncompliance issued at  the hearing.  We have received bids  for demolition the original permit expired so the county is going  to go in and do it.  We've got a  meeting on site as we speak with  the asbestos removal guy.   We were recommending an amended  order until the November hearing because we still have to deal with  the removal.  The demo permit will take care of the  junk and trash and some of the bus  and trailers included in the bid  and we are trying to figure out  what to do with the boat and there  is a tractor on there as well.   

Because  of title issues?   

I don't know.   >> The boat has  a tag on it but the trailer itself  does not and it is just sitting  there.  We have to figure out what  to do with that.  There  is a tractor that is a usable tractor. 

All right. Name and address for the record  and it anything you would like to  provide.   

Enter white, my addresses and  port orange  >> The owner of the property is 88  years old.  I inherited this mess about six or eight months ago. I have done a fair amount of  demolition there and I have spent somewhere  around $100,000 to try to pay his  bills and get him caught up.  To  be honest I'm running out of money. I did put  this property up for sale in February and right now we are negotiating  a deal. A  builder slash investor wants to  come in and finish the demolition and hopefully I would've hoped  to have a contract by today but  they're still negotiating.  And  he has been talking to various agencies about what he can and  cannot do.  There is nobody  that wants to put this behind them  more than me. I've done everything I can to  try to rectify this and I hope you do recognize  that I have made some effort  

The property remains vacant?  

Yes, it is. And I found this out yesterday  that there was a squatter basically  in their yesterday.  Since then  I have had that removed. 

I see that there are two more  cases that I did not read and I  have somebody who wants to comment  on this, you have to come up here  and provide your name and address  to the microphone.   

I think  that has to do with the boat, trailer  and junk.   >> Along with the demo  permit it will be removal of most  of that stuff.  The boat and the  trailer are still city in their  and the tractor is still sitting  there.  That will pose another issue. 

     >> Address and name for the record  and your comments  

 >> 5795  John Anderson highway. We have not  seen movement on that property and  as long as it is there there will  be squatters  

There has always been squatters  there and it is terrible and it  needs to be ball and chained.  

When you say no movement --  

We have not seen any tear downs -- the only movement we see  is every now and then people will  come and go such as the squatter  and as long as it is there, that's  what will happen.   

Sounds like it may be changing  hands for someone that wants to  use it to build.   

We have a demo bid  on it  from a demolition contractor.  It  is expensive so we had to  arrange funds to be able to do so. It's  not in our normal budget and a normal  thing that we do.  This morning the asbestos contractor  is there at the site right now working. We are  doing the best we can and there  is work being done.   The gentleman tried, they just ran  out of money. We were giving them  an opportunity.  The purchaser if  he can -- if he can get there before  we do, that's fine. 

     >> Did you say there's a contract  to buy that land?   

As far as we know there is not. 

Regardless we are moving forward.  Either we will demo it or it will  be demoed before the contractor  can get there.  

He says there's a contract to  buy the land but you will still  demo.   

We will demo regardless unless  they beat us to the demolition.  

Perfect, thank you.   

Sorry to cut you off.  We are trying into in our best.  

The buildings in  the back that were taken from 

     down and you cannot see them from  the road.   

Just for the record, 2018442  and also 2018444 are being acted on simultaneously  or concurrently.  Is  there a motion ?  Staff recommendation is there an amended order with the  hearing composed find scheduled  for November 20 there an amended  order with the hearing composed  find scheduled for November 20,  2019 and as staff has reported to  us the demolition is underway.   >> Moved by Don and seconded  by Harry. All those in favor signify  by saying,  aye. The motion carries  

Thank yous  you for the work.  >> You will move forward on the demolition?  

Yes.   

I  don't have an exact timeframe .  As soon as I can get there. 

     >> Whenever they get there, that's  when they get there.   

It may  not be -- what  is your question?   >> We  have been in contact with the sheriffs  department and they have been aware  of it .   They have been out there. 

Sir, we have  acted on the case and those questions  be maybe more  pointed toward the staff on ongoing  issues but we were hearing the facts  on how to proceed.  Next case 2019191  Jackson Pollock. Robert, you have the case. 

     Hearing to impose a fine regarding  a property near 49 bricks drive  Ormond Beach . 

Good morning.   

Name and address.   

Stanley Pollock 49 bricks drive .   >> We have an update in the case. 

     Basically what happened is we did  research and found that when the computer switched  over to send out our notices, not  everybody that was supposed to be  notified and the case was notified. 

     The notice did not go out to everybody  that it needed to.  We discussed  the case and talked with Mr. Pollock and he brought the property  into compliance.  The property is  now in compliance and the notice  was not a good notice. What we  are asking is for the board to basically reopen the case and resend the order of noncompliance.   

What was the compliance date? June 28?   >> That's when they came out  to inspect the property.   

It was her this month.  It should  have never been noticed or even violation issued. We don't want to record where this can be  brought out for repeated violations  in the next five years and we're asking you to take the  appropriate action today to resend  your previous finding of noncompliance  and act like the case never happened.  

     >> So it would be a  dismissal?   >> Is that the proper  process?  What we are doing is  going to reopen the case -- 

Dismiss the prior finding of  an order of noncompliance and dismiss  the case I think would be the proper  motion.   >> Does this need to be made by the  two that moved to -- moved and seconded ?   

Probably does because it  was their motion.   

I do not have the  minutes in front of me.   

Issue an order of  noncompliance and we don't have  the second or -- 

Moved by Pete and  seconded by Ms. Vikki Leonard .  First we have to reopen .  I moved  to reopen the case. Although it is open in front of  us right now. 

What's open in front of you is  the hearing to impose find technically  so we ask you to reopen the actual  original finding.   

I move that we open the initial  case and finding of noncompliance. Moved by Pete and seconded  by Don all those in favor signify  by saying aye.  The motion carries. We  need a motion to resend our action  finding in violation of the stated .   Moved by Pete and seconded by Harry.  All those in favor signify by saying aye.   And for  the record, as the motion maker I bring it back up, does it require the second her  to agree to that as well? If so, just for the record --  

I agree. 

She agrees  

Now we have a motion before us  to dismiss the case as previously bought before the board and agreed . Moved by Pete and seconded  by Vicki.All those in favor signify  by saying, aye.  this case has been  dismissed.   

Thank you. 

Ask a question you take an oath at the beginning  of the meeting and what the penalty  for perjury?   

That's illegal finding .  

Mr. Brown is the representative  for the County.   

This is not the proper venue  for asking legal questions we had have code  cases before us.   

Case is dismissed, have  a good day.   

 2019213, Dorothy Jean Bowe  .  Property at 691 South Young Street .  Regarding possible  violation of business were  not permitted possibly as a  repeat violation. Name and address for the record.  

Kimberly beavers  the owner of the business. 

You have authorization to represent  the owner?  All right.  This is  the first time we are hearing it  so we will hear from the County  then we will give you the opportunity  to contest or provide  information you're welcome to stand  or have a seat.   >> This is a repeat violation  fine without permit  rending a body shop in a district. There was an order  of noncompliance and a dismissal on April 14, 2018 and there was noncompliance  on 

     in 2018. The  repeat notice and a hearing  was posted the most recent inspection. 

     If you take a look at at the first picture this is March  4 at the first picture this is March  4, 2019 as you can see it is a card  that appears to be in primer and a gentleman working  on the vehicle  >> The next  picture is from April 3 April 3,  2019.  The garage attached to the building on the north side you see the gray  primer colored Mustang in the doorway .  The next  photo on April 3 April 3, 2019 the gray Mustang,  that was during  it appeared to be wet sanding that  was going on. And here is April 5, 2019 and there is a Mustang that is  now read in the same garage.   The next one shows on April 16, 2019 another car .  The next picture  will show the cougar at a different time.  

A Buick GS on the left. 

A 69.   

Now I can  tell.   

A convertible. 

This picture is for a little  grade Volkswagen out there you can see just the top  of it behind the CTL. The picture on five -  The picture on 5-21 -19. On May 31, 2019 a  Ford pickup.   >> There  is a picture with the sign on the  front of the building .   We had some other things as well  that we wanted to bring up. 

On slide 12 where the signs brought into compliance  or the middle sign was added ?   

We have the@first. Then had to take it down because  it was too big.  And then we hired a sign guy to do us  a fine and he got a permit and told  us we could put the sign back up  until we got our sign so we did.  And I guess it's in violation.  

Is that the county's understanding?  

There is a permit issued  for signage.   >> Those were  the signs in violation originally . He sang several tames he's hung several signs 

     and every time he gets notice he  pulls him back down.   

There is a sign permit but it's  not necessarily the signs we see  in this photo.   

Correct.   

We signed with the company on 6-18 who then came to us and  said we could put that fine backup  until he gets our sign ready.  So  we did.  And  I have not been there since then.  

I don't believe the  county issues temporary sign permits.  >> 

     Two for  

Is that due to -- they have  a BTR that it's not a permitted  use.   >> Anything requiring bodywork is  not allowed.   

Is there specific requirements and it  may be a building code issue for  painting because in years back I  did some building plans and they are really specific when  you're painting because of the flammability.  

Nonexplosive pictures fixtures so some of  these painting and garages are violation on their own because  it's highly flammable and can explode.  

But it typically --  its fully enclosed?   

It is fully enclosed and it's not just a building code  issue.   

I neglected  to mention the other case and I  need to read that in and Bob,  if you're done with your presentation  you said you had people that wanted  to --  

For the record  2019241 Dorothy Jean Bowe  violation of court  code ordinances chapter 72 article 2 division eight  section 72298 article 2 division  eight section 72298.02.  A prohibited  signed.  You have any information  for us?   

I have  zoning information but I think it's  been covered.   

Staff recommendation?   >> July 13 , maybe?   >> I  would like illumination on the business  were not permitted, what business  is not permitted and what is?   

What is allowed  in B 4 is automobile service  station type A and type B  is not.  Type B is only permitted  in zoning B 5.  The difference between  them is type B is  basically bodywork.  Type A  is mechanical. 

So you can take engines in and  out.   >> So you could  pump gas and B is bodywork .  And that will  be painting and all that. So when we found this  property to be in compliance previously, did the bodyshop go away?   

No. 

Ceased operation and took the  signs down.   

We now have a lease  on another building that is zoned  for paint and autobody so the cars that everyone said was done there  were brought back to that facility. 

I making sure that we 

     do not have a repeat violation it  was a separate move.  Any  other questions?  Then we hear  from the complainant and we can  have anybody who wants to provide  this information.  

She's the respondent not the  complainant  

Thank you for complaining  -- correcting me.   

And lightness and lighten  us.   

We signed a lease with the bodyshop. Where we can do the  bodywork on these cars  the sign we took it down as we were told  and sign the contract and we were allowed to put it back  up and it went back up and it was  June that we put it up and you can  see nobody came around to say anything  until March  nobody came around to say anything  until March 2019 that we were in  violation again and nobody even  said that then because it was July  that somebody came around .   

My feeling on that is that clearly  is a repeat violation and you're  clearly trying to follow the rules  but you had someone else but just the same it is a  violation.  In my way of thinking if we find you in violation I  think the fine should be minimal  because of the circumstances associated.  

     >> There was a case filed on November 1720 November  17, 2018 and there was a notice  of violation  on 1128 2018 she received it in December  and we received a call from her saying she was going to take the sign down  and start with the new sign. And then an on-site inspection  showed the sign had been reviewed  remove.  And it's a very same  banner that is up there now.   

 The repeat aspect of this is that in your behalf you're trying to  comply and taken the sign down and  the county still sees this happening and sees the find go down and  come back up and we see a lot of  that with repeat violations.  They  are easily resolved at the time  and the county goes away and it 

     occurs again and perhaps it occurred  again because your sign company  told you to do it but without a  permit you can't do it.   

You can go back to him  for that.  I'm thinking there is  a 300 a $300 and I will put it up for  discussion to see what you guys  think they want 250 a day -- that's the bodyshop.  The sign  100 a day with no cap.  What do you think of the severity  of the violation?   >> I have called code enforcement  several times over the last couple  of weeks and left numerous messages and they say we cannot  to airbrushing at the facility but  we can and I've asked are we  allowed to airbrush on our building  our names so we have some type of 

     signage on our building and nobody  has returned my call.   

A couple things  --  >> I'm just trying  to rectify not having the sign on  the building but nobody has told  me anything else that we can do  to rectify that other than pull  the sign down and get a fine.   

That would be a question for  zoning.   

That's  who we have left a message with  and nobody has called me back.   

The permit are the folks that help you  my do I need a sign permit for this or I want to put this up, do I  need a permit and if so what do  I have to do? In other words can I put a mural  on the side of my building that  has my business name and they help  you navigate through the language.  

I think it's a good idea to handle the sign issue and we  move on to the business. And I know the  business involves our environmental  folks. Is there anybody from  the audience that wants to speak  to the signs only?  Hearing  that none. What is the desire of the board  regarding the repeat violation.  

Move case 2019214 ,  a one-time find of $300. 

Show that as a repeat violator.  

     >> And a one-time find a $400.   

And has been moved  by Pete and seconded by Don.All  those in favor signify by saying,  aye.  the motion carries. 

I know that sounds like a lot  to you but when we have repeat violations  it's usually quite a bit that I  think you're at least trying to  comply.   

I am.   >> Is there sign permit issued?   

Yes, sir.   

That's a big deal.   >> But the sign that is permitted  is not on -- 

     that would be great and that would  help those that are concerned with  what has been up posed and approved. 

     Basically a marquee.   

That's a marquee but  there's actually a big sign that  is in play as well.   

 But you are going to request a permit  for this?   

I thought he did.   >> 

     I guess we will handle that in the  next -- the subsequent case. 

That's just  for us to see you got a permit.  

The next visual --  

That is supposed to be the  permanent sign. He had to get a temporary sign  and until he got that he was going  to get a permit for that one.  

That when is currently  under review.   >> Let's  talk about -- would you  like to give us information regarding the environmental aspect of the  business. Name and position with  the County.   

I'm with environmental management. 

     The business is under enforcement -- the business is  under enforcement with environmental  because of the noise.   They exceeded the noise ordinance  or limit and have until the 22nd of this  month to come into compliance.   >> Air compressors.   

How does that apply for  business were not permitted.  What  we are zeroing in on is a use for  not permitted for bodywork. 

     So that is the issue here. The painting and bodywork going  on on site because that would be  a violation.   

Because they are compressors  are used for the paint and the noise from the air compressor  makes him in violation.   >> Always sans pictures was one color  one time another color another time  and sanding going on.  It appears to us that that looks  like bodywork.   

Has it  been observed a painting occurring  on the property?   

Yes and documented.   >> Without the proper paint booth?  

Yes.   

Did you observe the painting?  

The complainant videoed it with  his found entered it over .  

     >> The  gentleman that wants to testify  is the one that has taken the video  and has a video with him.   >> Are you saying there's no  painting?   

We do spray bond painting  at the neighbors behind us since  we've open the business have never  been happy that we've been there. Whether it be from air compressors which the judge said you're allowed  to have them but it needs to be  in the code.  The lady when she took me to court  she had no proof just wanted me  to make them quiet.  It wasn't until one month ago that  the code enforcement came out and  did the noise ordinance  to find them to be loud which I  said if someone comes out a dozen  noise study test I will muffle them  if that's what we have to do but  I won't do it just because the neighbors  don't like us being there. They  continue to call.  They  call the business before us and  the business before them and continue  to call on that facility.   

Could you tell us what  spray bond?   

A N.   

What is  the purpose of the compressor?   

It runs all the air tools. Any engine work, taking  of tires, everything in the facility  runs by error.   

You can still have a compressor  and do things in AMC. The compressors are not the violation.   >> It may be a noise violation  but it's not a business use violation. You can have a nail salon that  has her compressors.  

I have one question to clarify.  In the future when you are doing  this you go to a different building.  Someone brings to your car to you  and you put it on a trailer drive  it over to some other place and  you sanded down and painted and  do whatever and it's done and then  you bring it back and when you bring  it back you are not going to do  any other work ?   

Sanding and buffing.  We do the  mechanical first then it's transported  to off-site body and paint location and that is  done and then it's brought back  and panted and puffed.   

What sanding is part of the problem.  Wet sand is not allowed.   

If you look at the screen I  just pulled the current code so  you can re-what type A, type B  and type C is allowed. Type  A any press mess is used for the  servicing of vehicles including  engines, will balancing, etc. The  installation of such products and  the sales of refreshments excluding  rebuilding a reconditioning of engines  in body repair. Type B is the body  repair and the rebuilding a  reconditioning of any motor vehicles. That is what is not permitted and type C is permitted . So it is basically her normal  gas station.  You are permitted  type A and type C but not type B  and it looks to me like there's  an awful lot of type B Macwan on  their the premises and the wave  repairing, rebuilding and reconditioning the vehicles whether it  is painting or  any other type of reconditioning. Bodywork .   

Ready formation.   >> I have one question for the respondent,  heavy seas type B?   

No.   >> When did you seas type B Mack?  

Prior to him coming out there.  We just signed the lease for the different location. I think the county  wants to present to witness .   

Provide us with what you have personally observed.  

I gave her the  thumb drive. 

And I look to legal staff regarding  any questions they may have a view  regarding you taking the video.  

It was taken from the public  sidewalk.   >> Does not accurately represent we  saw that day?   

Yes.   

You are here and sworn in?   

Yes, I was.   And everything on the thumb drive is date stamped. I see the dates of figure  12 2019.   -- February 12, 2019.   

That's what she says is  the spray bomb -- spray bond but I've never seen a spray can  with the hose attached to it.   >> 

     And this is done at night under  no detection and this  is the big exhaust fan. And he sprang what looks like  black lacquer. That is a  spray bond and that is ready  to ignite blowing  in the direction of the animal hospital  located across the street.   And these are all the paint fumes. But this is  going on at the location.   

And the neighbors have nothing  better to do.   

When the County does their inspection  they come in and cannot find residue  because they are wedding everything  down --  wet teen everything down.   >> Are those the videos? 

To think that is sufficient for  us to make a motion I mean we are  seeing the same.   

This is the one where he is actually filling up the spray gun from a  gallon.  Have two ice  in there.   -- Two guys  in there.   

The dates are February  12, 2019.   

They are all  the same day and the same time and  minute so  if you would on the menu date created not date modified  because that's the date you modified  them.  If you right-click at the  top  --  

On the first two video I saw  August 2018 and on the last one  I saw December 2018. 

I believe if you look in the  first column with the JPEG name  the eight numbers, 20 1808 10 would be August 10, 2018  and that would be the date the filming  is done.   And the last one it looks like it  was December 6  And the last one  it looks like it was December 6,  2018.   

Okay. I was wrong on the  date created.   

What was the last date?   >> 

     It looks like the last one we viewed  video was December 6, 2018.   >> Could we view the one on the bottom  that says 2-11-2019 .   

That's a  paint bodywork supply delivery.  

     >> Mr. Chair, for the record what  was the date of compliance for the  original violation for business  not permitted?   

 April 2018?  

Dismissed by the  board on April 4, 2018 . 

This has occurred since  that date.   

As of May 2019 the lease was  signed for the auto body and paint , additional facility.   The paint companies come and bring  us pain and we transfer --  transported to the business  

What I'm wondering is the evidence  before us is that prior to  December 6, 2018 this was still occurring. You provided  testimony that you have stopped  being a type B four error code how long ago?   

We re-signed the lease  in May of this year.   

A property owner the signed release  that you could have a paint and  body shop there.   >> What was the date in May?  

May 1.   >> It might have been April 1.  I did not bring it with me.   

Are all the people doing the  paint work, are they your employees  or are you renting out those spaces ?   

They are independent contractors.  

There all 1099?   

Yes  

If I had a car I wanted  to do the work on it myself can  I come and use your shop?   

My insurance would not cover  that.   

So someone comes in and wants  work done and you know John is available  to do the work and you provide the  space to do the work if that is a specialty  that he does and they want?   

Correct. Harry is doing some calculating.  

We've got December -- the beginning of December 2018  through May 

     so there is 5.5 months or 4.5 months . 

She was recalling that possibly  April 1.   >> Is approximately 135 days.   

What is the desire of the board?  

It's pretty clear that if you  knew on this particular aspect that  you were not supposed to be doing  it because you had already been  told not to do it --  

Excuse me for just a second.  The one video was stated from August  9, 2018 at  9:47 PM.  That's the one with the  fumes blowing out towards animal  hospital.   

They go as far back as August  and most recent as December 8. 

To have a comment?  

I'm Joan environmental  management.  I was up there last month and I was the inspector  for the site for the complaint.  When I went out there I did see  vehicles that were taped up with  plastic which indicates that they  have been doing painting.  When  I looked in the trash cans I did  find the same type paper that you  would use to tape  off an area if they are painting. There was evidence that they were  doing painting in this shop.   

Was there paint on the paper?  

There was some at the time.   >> The paper by  itself does not necessarily mean  anything.   

When they sand they still put  paper on it.   

Did you observe spray guns and  hoses and that sort?   

 No. When I went out there saw no  evidence and looked in the cabinets  and I did not find anything.  When  I have looked  at the photos Joe had showed me it showed one  guy holding up a 5 gallon can and  they were pouring it into the spray  gun container.  There was  evidence of that.  The time  that I've gone out there,  I did not see anything other than  vehicles that were taped up. When I looked on the  trash the had evidence of the trash  that they had covered something  to paint.   >> Is it your testimony that there  is no painting going on in the  building?   >> If somebody is painting at night  I'm not there 9:00 or 10:00.  So  I'm not going to say I witnessed  it.   

Your testimony is you  are not sure but you think maybe  there isn't.  Okay.  

I think there is enough testimony. 

     That demonstrates the painting was  going on.  The question would be  is it occurring every night since that time and never again.   Because it's too expensive  at $250 a day.   

If you went from December of December 2018 through April April 30 , 145 days and if you go back to August it is 264. The thing for the  repeat violator says we can go back  to the date that it was first seen .  It doesn't say every day. 

It's not for each repeat violation  just the beginning day.   

We are allowed  to take it back to that point.   >> $250 a  day from March.   >> It says repeat violation found  on 3-4.  

But it goes back to the original. 

The repeat violation ordinance  authorizes the fine to begin  immediately of the  evidence of the code violation.  

     >> That's what they use is March  4.   

So what is the  end date? 

     >> That calculates  to $37,500 which seems a little  -- 

 How about a $5000 repeat violation ?   

Make a motion.   

Case  CEB 2019214  -- CEB 2019213 a  repeat violation and post one time  find a $5000 and that they cease and  desist from any further painting  from this date forward. Based on  testimony and evidence received.  

     >> 

     Don't limit it to painting.   

Bodywork in general.   

Call for discussion on  the fine of $5000 .   

It has been moved by Don and seconded by  Pete for discussion. 

     What to think about that?   >> I think it should be at least $10,000  because she was not really taking  care of her business and knowing  he was there after hours doing work. And  I think being a repeat violation that we should increase the fine so that she can  understand that she has to be in  compliance.   

I guess we have to vote on the  amendment.   >> Except that the proposal will be chances $7500,  is it appropriate?   >> Keep in mind I think the property  owner will get the lien . Dorothy Jean Bowe will get leaned  whatever is determined here .  That  means that there will  be a recorded  lien on the property for whatever  amount is decided here but  it is to the property not the business  operating on the property.   

Can I amend the motion to include the fine to be paid within 30 days?  

     >> 

     If I can make a quick comment in  the minutes from the last meeting  on April in the minutes from the  last meeting on April 18 in the  minutes from the last meeting on  April 18, 2018 at the very end it  states members  on said it appears to them the painting  was going on in December but since  then you have stopped  and now in compliance. He said if we find you in violation  and we dismiss and there are inspections  in the future and they see that  those violations have occurred then  there is a repeat and consequences  are much greater than the first  time.  Than the gentleman that was  here said, yes sir. 

     >> My motion previously stated  was $7500 a find to  be paid within 30 days  

Moved by Don and seconded by  Pete.   

Man make a comment?  The  payment within 30 days, there is no provision for enforcement  of that if his -- I don't understand  the 30 day.   

Typically that's when we  reduce the fine.  

 If that's not enforceable then we  remove that. A fine of $7500  

To understand what he meant by  the real property owner. The real property owner since  you are in a contractual relationship  with the real property owner, that individual or entity will  actually get the lien against property. 

     You technically not be in the property  owner are responsible but have a  contractual relationship so I'm sure there will be  consequences based on your actions.  What they are saying is you actually  will not get the lien against your  company.   >> That's part of their contractual  agreement.   >> Moved by Don and seconded  by Pete my $7500  

Noronha  -- All those in favor signify by saying,  aye.   >>> Tropical Hammock Inc. CEB  2019137 and CEB 2019215 a possible violation of  Volusia County ordinances construction without  permanent at 1485  Lakeview Drive. And the next one is possible violation business were not permitted , RV campground at 1485  Lakeview Drive.   >> Oh no, lawyer.   

What's your  relationship to tropical Hammock  Inc.   

Michael would on behalf of  the owner. 

We will continue until October. 

We have not seen this and you  are all familiar with it so inform  us.   >> 

     Are we asking for a continuance?  

     >> Noncompliance until October.   >> We have construction without permits. The first slide  there's a picture of it. There is a  picture of it above ground. The owners contracted . 

     On April 24, 2019 notice  of violation and I spoke to  the owners.  On  June 13, 2019 on-site meeting with the owners  with no electrical contractors.  July 3, 2019  electrical permit past. Just the electrical permit. 

     July 16, 2019 the owners and Volusia staff, an electrical affidavit for the  RV campsite. And they're  working on permits for the dock. There were found to be noncompliant October 7, 2018 .   

I think you said 18.   

19, sorry.  

Is us all brand-new construction?  

It's pretty old.   

The pilings are probably old. 

What  is the significance for the areas  with the blue line.   

The blue line was supposed to  be removed.  If we could ignore  the blue line.   >> Maybe some new roofing ?   But the pilings are old?   

The  new roofing and that is what is  on slide three.   

That is  new decking.   

So on slide three -- I don't see anything wrong  with that.  I'm kidding, I  do see something terribly wrong.  

I was  on the property as well a few months  ago  and he actually admitted that he  had to replace the roof, some of  the decking .  Some of it is old and some of it  is new.   

And this is beyond any repair. It's something that would require  a permit.  

Absolutely.   

Any other questions?   

Are we taking these  cases separately?  One is a business where it's not permitted  about the RV.  But we are talking about the dock.  

Is RV campground  -- 

We are just handling 137.  

     >> We would not have objection to  handling them together.   

I have not seen anything on the  campground yet.  But please tell  us about the docs.   

Long-term operation  with the Marina and  there's also a hotel facility. And RV  issues as well.  There has been  long-term issues on the property with reconstruction of the dock. That is not exactly  what we are here to discuss but  it's an older use with existing  zoning  would not be able to build what  is out there today under the existing  zoning.  What has been cited here and we are underway to secure the  permit in the last meeting in May we immediately took care of the  electrical and for the most pressing  issue is cited was compliance with  the roof.  Globally speaking we have RV  issues adjacent and the issue that has taken time  to resolve is the discrepancy in  the boundary between where our property was  shown versus the neighbors property. Some of the conversation we have  been having is do we clarify and acquire additional property it would require maybe a lot line adjustment for  the neighbor and that is a big lift and a lot of heavy lifting.   But the county will be getting is a  revision to take that away.  Making  sure we are in our footprint and  I know that  there is two violations floating  out there right now  to the adjacent property because  of the boundary issue so the  plan we will be submitting will  address that as well  and remove the structure and get  everything back into compliance.  I think --  I don't know that it can all be  finalized by October but we are  underway to get the plane into the  county ASAP. The contractor or engineers are  underway right now.   >> Obviously the dock has been done  and you said that  you're attempting to get a permit  on the dock. Is that going to be held up by  any of the other stuff?   

That we will move forward with to get that inspection.  

It's your intention to move forward.  

That one will be  done by October for sure.   

I heard you say that you're okay  with  October 16 .   

I think so. If there is any delay  we will keep them informed, the  application process will get started  and the big picture for you to be  aware is we will get everything -- all the structures will get  permitted or otherwise moved  and there will still be structures  and improvements that predate the  ordinance that would be otherwise  grandfathered in .   

Let's just focus on these. 

I want to be clear that we are  taking a global approach.   

 The county is looking for noncompliance  down the road. The states are okay so I'm ready  for mention.   

Case 137.   

Both of them.   >> You want to do the RV separate.  I'm moving case to a 9137 tropical Hammock Inc. we find the violation of  stated ordinance imposing on a fine October 16, 2019.  

It has been  moved by Pete and seconded by Don.All  those in favor signify by saying,  aye.  and the motion carries. 

Now let's go to the RV.   

Where are we on the  RV?   

Business would not permit RV  campground and there are RVs on  the property.   

It's not  zoned for it.  There is a hookup that  leads power and electric to the  meters. 

     The contractor would get the permits  and surveys June 13, 2019 with  the meeting with the owners. The violation  that needs to be in compliance  

July 3, 2019 noticed to the property of violation. The property was  found in noncompliance and a hearing to impose the fine October 16, 2019. 

 Is this a special exception for  the zoning or has to be a resounding to get this type of use?   

I believe it's a  special exception.  Is up to  the owner. It's not  zoned for it.   

We have been talking with the  owner for some time , what has full dialogue been? 

     They were intending to do something  back about one year ago.   

The issue with the RV, there was RV usage on-site prior to my client coming in. A situation of assumption -- assumption  

Where the challenge was  was there means that we can entitle  it and that led to the encroachment  issue.  Where we are at now is,  yes, there is a way for rezoning  but that is not likely  -- it's a  whole lot of money with no certainty. 

The step now  is to cease use to be able to give  the parties that are in there notice  to vacate. 

     I think we probably could do October  but I would be more comfortable  if November and that would cease  use and operation and we would continue with the removal and remediation. 

Would you intend then to remove  the electrical and so forth and  the improvements that have been  made?   

At the end of the day what  can be taken off is the presence of  the RV.   

The property would be returned  to its original unmolested state. 

Some have rental agreements.  

We can get them out  -- we should by October.   

Have a problem with November?  

No problem.   >> Was there any concerns about electrical  facilities as it has been placed?  

He's already got permits  on that. 

We had the electrical inspector  out there.  The concerns we had  our fine.   

A we've got is a business. 

I see  Mr. environmental.   >> With all due respect, of course  

As request of  the department, we had  a complaint of them trading 

     --  draining graywater which drains  into the outstanding  water body and that's what I found.  They were draining the graywater right out.   

What about the Blackwater?   

They were pumping it out and  pumping it through a wastewater  plant.  But the graywater  was going directly.   

Does everybody understand the  difference?   

What would you intend to do with  that in the meantime?   >> I think that will be absolutely  resolved by the compliance in November  because no one will be there anymore.  

Graywater, is it excessive  in the timeframe where looking at?  

I've been told by the  client that there is no more discharge of graywater.  

     >> Are they taking the graywater then  and putting it into the sewer lines  that are being pumped out?   

Yes  

 >> That is a completely separate violation  addressed completely independent  of this case.  It doesn't  have anything to do with it.   

Thank you for making that point. Of the  not want to necessarily make the  point.   

It's nice that you resolved it.  

What we have asked with our meeting , environmental hazards issues, building  has its issues  and zoning.   

 Would you be opposed to Mr. Abrams  revisiting the site?   

We will be coordinating with  environmental on that.   

For  the RVs we can have a November date for that.   >> I moving case 201 9215  tropical Hammock he based on testimony that they have a compliance date of  October 2019. 

It's been moved by Pete and seconded  by Sherry and Don. All those in favor signify by saying,  aye.  and the motion carries.   >> Top of  page 16. CEB 2019198 , Roger and Renée Richards. A possible violation  chapter 118 , traffic and vehicles,  abandoned vehicles, vehicles that is an operable or without a current state  license tag at 149  South Westwood Avenue near Deland. 

Renée Richards, 1969 West Avenue. 

 Are you here to contest or provide  information?   

I don't know.   >> Could you put your microphone closer.  

     >> From this picture you're probably  going to provide us information. We will hear from the county first  then give you an opportunity to  speak.   

There was a car without a tag . A violation letter posted notice  of the violation. 

     Recommendation they  be found in noncompliance.   >> Picture slide  number 2, what date?  

     >> That was on  June 26, 2019.   

And you  posted it because there was no response  in the male?   

No.   

When was last time you saw the  property?   

That was the last time.   >> I am the homeowner that we were  renting it and about  2.5 years ago I came down and took the homestead exemption  off and I thought at that time the  address was changed my address so  I did not receive notice and these  tenants have moved out and all the  stuff is gone we were there fixing  the place up because we want to  sell it. And we got this notice.   

 That car is gone.  And  although we just need --  >> Nobody's property is  there anymore.   

Downstairs  in the property appraisers office you can change  your address  

 >> I looked on the website and realized  that that is the mailing address  

You can fix that downstairs and  any future correspondence will be  mailed to you. 

When did the tenants move out?  

They moved out like June 30.   

Mike just needs to see that the car  is gone.   

The evidence before  us the car is still there .  Although it may be gone.   

What I  would like to do is based on the  testimony to continue this and like and let mike verify so we miss all the  middle stuff.   

The staff is recommending that  I should back off. 

In the most respectful manner the staff is recommending that.  

 There willing to give you more time  so mike can visit the site and confirm  what you're saying is accurate and  we may not even see this or have  to go any further with any action.  

Since we have heard the  case I will make a motion to continue so moved to the next meeting.   

Moved by  Pete and seconded by Don. To continue this to the next  meeting in August. All those in favor signify by saying,  aye.  the motion  carries  >> Change the address he can stay  in touch with your property and  have a good day. 

Michael do a drive-by.   >> We do not  do drive-bys, we do site visits  and inspections.   >> 

     Next case,  2019206,  Brenton Baldino possible violation of an permitted use of the vacant  lot.  Property at 2550 old New York Avenue  near Deland.   >> I am Mr. Baldino's engineer.   

And  there is another case, 2019207  the same subject at 2570 old New York Avenue. 

     Are you okay if we handle these  together?   

Yes, sir.   >> I'm at 311 South Woodland Boulevard Deland.   

This is the same violation but an adjacent property.   Go ahead, mike. 

He has given me authorization  to represent him.   

And you  are under contract to do a site  plan?   

Yes, sir.  

We have a car on the property 

     and there are more pictures. May  14, 2019 needs more time to move the cars  and apply for special exemption.  June 6, 2019, violation returned unclaimed. The property found noncompliance and  hearing to impose fine October 16,  2019. 

     Mr. Baldino told me all the cars  are gone except for two dumpsters. I have to do an inspection.   >> August for compliance and two months  later hearing.  Usually there within  two weeks  

He needed more time in August. 

     >> 

     On slide 2 , is that a shipping container? 

Shipping container and cars on  the property.  And he sat there all of the property  right now so I have to do an inspection.  

I have to see it because he just  told me today.   >> The  trash containers -- these are the garbage  containers  

What's the plan on that?   >> What is the plan on removal of  the containers?   

We have ordered a survey and  we are going to progress with the  site plan but as this board should know if  I plan will take -- the property  is completely vacant everything  you see in the photos has been removed. 

The containers have been removed.  

Mr. Baldino  is out there right now ensuring  everything is gone.  >> We set a precedence in the previous  case if you're given more time so mike  can visit the property and see if  that's the case.   >> When it we just continue it?   >> I'm  sorry we did not do this before  he came in Michael but I appreciate  you coming in.   

But a site plan is not something  we wrap up --  

The violation was  getting the stuff off the lot.   >> If we can come out and make an inspection.   >> I will do  an inspection and if nothing is  there --  

But  you will need a site plan if you're  planning on bringing these things  back you may want to pursue what  it is you desire to do with the  property.  So if these items ever  return they return in the correct  way.   

Just for the record, the adjacent  property your testimony is that  is cleared up as well ?   

The properties that he is in  ownership and control of our clear.  Both properties.   >> 2019206 into a seven to be continued. 

Moved by Pete and seconded  by Harry.All those in favor signify  by saying, aye.  the motion carries. CEB 2019208 ABC demolition Inc. with the  possible violation of an permitted use of the vacant  lot at Lakeview Drive near Deland. The parcel number 

     791304000165.   >> I am Edward Grimes the owner  of ABC demolition and my address  is a 55 Laura leaf. 

Are you here to  provide information or contest the  violation?   >> I was  not aware I cannot park there without  a site plan. I have no intentions of  doing anything impervious on the  ground whatsoever.   

 Can we hear from the town first. 

I know I open the door.   We will hear from the County .   

Michael  Mazzola, code enforcement.    He has all kinds of storage and  cars and equipment on the vacant  lot. Certified male poster to  property for notice of violation. Staff recommends they be found  noncompliance.   >> 

     How did you come about noticing the violation. 

A complaint.   >> I own a property across the street  which is where my building is which  has a full site plan for  an operational facility. As far as handicap parking and  all that I have that over there. I did not fit on the property so I bought the property which  is the same zoning to basically  park my overflow . Trucks or  equipment not being used. Because I cannot just park them  at my house. 

     That's basically what it is for  for equipment that is not being  used and when we are done we use  it on job sites. I just need somewhere  to put it when it's not in operation. To ask  me to remove everything off of their I have nowhere to put it. And if you start finding me it  will be impossible.  I am in contact  with the PI and I  started off with a bunch of violations for abandoned cars that are not  on my property.  What's on my property, everything is tagged and actively used, nothing abandoned or impervious or nothing that cannot  be moved.  The  existing fences there were there  when I bought it.  The only thing  we do is store stuff  until I needed on the job site. For full site plan I'm looking at 20,000  or $25,000 for a storage lot. And  if you're going to say have to vacate  everything off by August 2, I've  already looked at how much space  I have on the existing property  and it doesn't fit. On your basically putting me out  of business.   >> Could we see number 3 slide. 

I also have pictures of it today  as well.  You  could see my dumpsters, all  three of the trucks or fleet trucks.  Transporting crew to and from. The shipping container which we  use on the job sites are for storing  materials.  And I need somewhere  to put it.   >> Unfortunately we see these cases  frequently.  And the code is what  the code is.  So what  the board is looking for obviously  not representing the county or you but hopefully an independent body and we are looking for  a way of meeting the needs of the  code, compliance and being reasonable  with you.   What alternatives are available  to you, if any ?   >> I was  supposed to have my new survey today  and they said maybe next week. 

They are all busy.   

I have my  conception site plan and I know  Brad 

     --  

What are you intending to do?  

Try to put it in a slight site plan for construction yard. 

Is it a zoning change or exception?  

     >> Excuse me. Where we are at  right now is we need in order of noncompliance  and we want to give the gentleman  some time to work with the site  plan plus S process.  As long as  you are moving forward we will handle  this with amended orders.   

Do we like the  dates the way they are?   

 Under the zoning, explain why it doesn't meet the automobile storage?   

No site plan.   

You  cannot go out on the vacant lot  and start doing stuff.  Have to  get approval.  The zoning is okay. The biggest hurdle but you have to have something  turned in and you will  find out what kind of requirements  the county is going to impose and  what kind of waivers you may be looking at. 

     Without some kind of site plan you  cannot just  willy-nilly start using a vacant  piece of property.   >> 

     As far as the dates go, October  16 and October 10 for compliance  rather than August.   

Absolutely. 

If your desire was to just remove  all the equipment and I hear it  isn't then we would give you 30  days to do that if your desire is  to pursue a site plan to do a basic  -- automobile, boat and maybe if the existing fence or whatever the site  plan requirements are then we will  give you time to do that.   >> I've got my trailers and dumpsters  --  

We  are giving you until October 16 .  On October 10 you will have a  submittal going in and before that  Michael will have been in contact  with the county and you will know  more about what's ahead.  In the  meantime you will have until October  10 before you have to come  into compliance. You come here  October 16 and say here's where  I am and what I'm doing and I will  need another 30 or 45 or whenever  you need.  That way this gives you  time to find out what your options  are and pursue them.   

Fair enough.   >> Looking at October dates.  

October 16 and  October 10.   

 I move in case 

     CEB 2019208 that  we find the violation  with the compliance date of October  10 and a hearing of October 16.  

Second.   

Moved by Pete .  Seconded by Vikki. All  those in favor signify by saying,  aye.  the motion carries.  Have a good day.   >> Top of page 18. Request to reduce accumulated  fines.   CEB 2014190, Antonio  Figueredo  regarding property found in noncompliance and construction without  the proper permits  at 1655 market Street. 

I'm David Reyes. 

New owner?   

I'm here on behalf  of the property management company  that represents Mr.  Figueredo.    

Margaret Godfrey  with Volusia County code compliance. He was before  the board and the order of noncompliance  was issued December 17, 2014 a lien issued in $100  per day.  After all that, Mr. Figueredo  -- he was not the one to  cause the violations but after purchasing  the property he obtained the proper permits and even though  there was an order of compliance  issued July 17 the property itself  was in compliance by January this  year with all the required inspections  and approvals.  He came in and bought the property and knew what  was going on and got it fixed.   Staff is recommending the fine be  reduced to zero.   

I cannot agree with that recommendation. 

We cannot give money back. 

That's the best we  can do.   

What's the desire of the board?  

Reduce the find a zero and  file the required paperwork.   

Second.   >> Moved by Pete, seconded by Don  to reduce the find a zero payable  within 30 days. All those in favor signify by saying,  aye.  the motion carries.  Thank you for your time. 

CEB 2018366, freehold properties Inc. with the property at 2116 Poinciana Drive near  Port Orange construction without  required permit with several new  structures.   

I'm  here on behalf of the owner. 140 South  Beech Street.   

Margaret Godfrey Volusia  County  code compliant  

This case has been going  on since May 2015. There were several buildings that were built and brought in  without permits or approvals  

Notice of violation issued  and hand-delivered and he still  brought in more stuff in  which added to the violation list. There was  electrical and all kinds of things  done out there. The board found  the property noncompliant on November  21, 2018. A fine of $100 per day with the  cap of 5000.  The order  of compliance was issued May 15. Due to the length to bring 

     the property into compliance and  due to the fact that he still brought  in structures .  Keep the fine at $2100  

 >> When she came in and started getting  taking care of.   >> What happened back in 2015 was he did come in and meet with  city officials relative to getting  an accurate exception.  

You have to speak into the microphone.  

     >> He had attempted  to get an ag exemption and it was  applied in 2016 and was told at  that time that if you have an ag exemption you  don't need a permit to build.  You  don't need a permit to build what  is ag -related.  If you go to  previous pictures, that did not  need a permit and those -- that  roof was put on the building that  is ag exempt so after meeting with  the building official and code enforcement  he needed to get permit for that 

     construction.   >> 

     He did apply for permits for the  shed buildings however he was  also told he could have guest houses  so he could -- he converted or applied for  the buildings to be guest houses  after he was cited for building  guest houses.  We submitted  permits for the buildings which  are in fact storage buildings and  engineered and architectural drawings  for the electrical and everything  was cleared up that he continued and in 2015 he was put into compliance and recited in 2018  so I'm asking for some alleviation . 

     >> To the County hear anything that  they did not know about before?  

The chief building official night 

     met with them and had get four different  permits for four different structures  and she got it been in the meantime  they kept going on and staff  had been out there , it used to be Beverly  he's case .  It has been  --  

Has there been extra County time  pursuing this? 

It was explained that this is  what needed to be done.  Even after she handed him the notice  he still brought in those little  shed things.   

The recommendation  is whatever it is, recommendation. 

I understand.  It's a case of weather took extra  effort.   

She has a good argument.   >> I appreciate your consideration. 

I think a reduction would be  in order based on fact that he did  get on it and it was timely after  the fact and a lot of times they  don't know what they are doing. I've got one year  same 500 same 501 ear sane 15 and I had written down 15. I will make a motion.  I move  that we reduce the fine to $1500 based on  the testimony and circumstances  discussed.   

Moved by Pete.  Is there a second?  Second by Harry.   Any discussion?   >> When we reduce these --  >> It needs to  be paid within 30 days if we reduce  it.   >> I was going for  500.   

Can you convince the  motion makers?   >> If you think something less is  warranted?   

I still feel 500  is sufficient.   

Within  a few months it was done.   >> You have 1500 is the motion and  seconded.  And if it  fails --  

We will vote on it. The motion before the  board is $1500 fine paid within  30 days All those in favor signify  by saying, aye.  all oppose like  sign .   

3-1.   

Motion passes for $1500  

 >> Were you here for  a case?   

What case are you interested  in? 

     >> We can  do that case next.  Are you the  property owner? Are you going to provide testimony? 

     >> [ Captioners transitioning. ] 

>> Margaret,  go ahead with the  hearing to impose a fine.  >> This is valid  until August 15 to post fines until September 18 . 

But we are , recommend the third ?  

Yes but it  was issued. 

Any questions? >> My name is James 

     Biggins, I live at 1717 Evergreen  St. Biggins, I live at 1717 Evergreen  St. 

Donald and Teresa? >> 

     Anna last name?  

Malie .  

Is this what it looks like?  

From my house, it is  directly across the street.  He is not bringing in garbage but he is bringing in junk  and a trailer. I did a little research, my wife  did anyway. 

     On the other property, I do not  know if he is bringing the same  from another property.  

Let me stop. The other property is in foreclosure  and yes he did bring in staff -- stuff and that is  1718 Evergreen. >> So there is a separate code case?  

Yes.  

So that junk  on the property, --  

It was a structure. And absolutely nothing can  be there.  >> The accessory was taken care of.  >> The other one was already addressed. 

You may  go out there, and lead the staff  and you can look at the fence.  

It was  already addressed. 

 I thought that was for the accessory  structure not for the  [Indiscernible] structure. So there  is a fine. 

Let me ask a question. >> It sounds like we need  to have a new case.  >> The fact is  there is a fine running on a violation on this  property. And but for us at this  moment is a case building without  a permit. 

They do have a permit.  >> So they do not need a permit to  build a lean to in the back?  

Yes you do need a permit. That  was covered  on a case regarding the property  but this is just for the  fence and you can have multiple  violations on the property.  

 This is our third time .  

That case before  us today, is only regarding  the fence. 

Who told you to be here? 

Her office. And then they said no  you were here on the third. And  it was a closed door meeting. 

I do not think he understood  that you were not doing the fence.  

We did explain.  >> Here they are. 

There might be  a mistake, telling you to  be here  today regarding the junk on the  property. But what is before us  today is a continuing issue with  the property. And they did fix that. >> What do we need to make sure  to do to make sure that we are at  the right meeting?  >> The property is already done.  

How can it be done?  >> [Indiscernible  low volume]  >> There is one violation for the  property. >> We cannot make him stop.  >> The way he is living over there  is just the way it is going to be?  

Unfortunately. Right now code enforcement, all  they can do the property the way it stands,  we cannot do anything further. If  a neighbor has a problem, it would probably have to  be a civil issue. Everything on the property that  should not be there has been addressed. 

We will take a look at the lien when it started to accrual . If it has met the minimum, it does have to be recorded for  90 days. I am assuming it is  a non-homestead property. So we  will take a look to  see if we can foreclose and if it  is not homesteaded, and if it is easier we can move  forward. We can also look, the county lien on the property  if it has a mortgage is not the  primary. There are priority liens. 

     And it does not make sense depending  on the property. I am not saying this  is the case but I just want to explain  the process to you to give you hope.  That there can be action. And I  will work with the staff. And we  will move this to the top of our  list and take a look.  >> I did the previous  owner and he did take cash for the  property.  >> Actually it is 1716  and 1718.  

Okay. >> How is it  possible for him, to put in  a power poll in, when  no one is supposed to be living  there?  

What  we are hearing is a couple of more  complaints. I  think Ms. Godfrey will take a look  at those and the other avenues.  To see if it approves for unapproved electrical. 

The only thing, someone did come out and inspected  and said it was okay to plug-in. 

I can only  tell you what we can look at currently. 

Sometimes they will put in a  temporary power poll. That is why those things  go when temporarily when you are  building on the site. Then you can  move the power. But that  is obviously not happening here.  >> You cannot build because the property  is too small. 

The item before us is only for  the fence. And we know  there are other issues going on  there.  >> We are afraid what was at the other one is now  over here. >> And he does not have to pay all  of the taxes like we do .  

Yes he is playing a game.  I am sorry but we will work on it.  You do have the staff's attention . Have a good day. >> Are we going to vote? 

I will go for  the motion. 

I move. 

It was moved by Pete and second  by Dawn.  

Motion carries. >> Next we have CEB  2019 -- 200 .  

They  do have a permit.  >> 

     So staff is recommending a fixed  order. It was moved by Harry and second  by Vicki. All in favor? Motion carries. >> I  am going to jump all around. Top  of page 13. CEB  , Ronald Hendrix. 

 He would be here but he is [Indiscernible]. >> One was  the last time you saw the property?  

 And my question is directed to Bob.  >> The property owner  has told you that he is  making progress?  

 Like I said, he  said he had a conflict. 

Do we have any other questions  for Bob?  >> Did he say why he did not come  to the June meeting?  

No. 

He did not come to that meeting.  

 The court meeting this morning, --  

We did  have that scheduled to the 23rd. >> Mr. Hendrix is not here today. >> The facts before us, --  

Here are the pictures  that I took this morning. 

In your personal observation have you seen any  progress?  

No. In fact there is even more.  >> What kind of work is he doing in  the yard? 

He does a lot of construction  work. He put stuff in the yard, from the junkyard. He goes  to the junkyard and gets things  like batteries. He brings it in  from a job or from the junkyard. I used to keep some wood around. But since he bought the property he  feels like he has the right to do  anything he wants. 

     And in 2016 I was cited for having  a loose board in my fence.  So I started to raiseabout it  . It took three years. >> That is not accurate because we  do not have that complaint, sir.  >> The email I got, it said there was no further action  taken. I did not  know about the junkyard until I  attended a hearing. >> Are you satisfied? With these violations on the property ? As far as the  county pursuing them? Because we  have a junkyard violation.  

 It is discouraging because I just  saw you guys bring it down to zero because the  guys bought the property.  

The person who  is being subjected to that fine, but they fixed  the situation. >> I am just saying that this is been  going on for a while.  

If  you want to put your pictures into  evidence, they will be considered  at the next meeting. But what  is going to hop in -- happen in August 21? Over a long  period of time we have a tendency  to be firmer with the filings.  >> I have seen the  multiply by five.  

So have I. We  do have a recommend August and if you have pictures go ahead  and put them in .  

I can  email them. 

That will work. >> Did you take these pictures yourself  --  

Yes.  >> Please email them. 

I will but they do not have a  time stamp.  

Please email those  to the staff and on August 21  you can  present them. >> We will issue First Amendment order , August 21 . 

With  the construction, it is halfway. >> And we have 188 an 189 . >> He  is not going to be fine for these  cases until we met that fine in  August. And in August, it  could be timed out. 

 Thank you for your testimony.  >> This case was before  the board last month. We hand-delivered the order of  noncompliance. She was home , and I explained to her what was  going on. There are two cancel permit application  and she thought she had until September . And I said it is still there and  it has not changed. So why was requesting  a fine, 100  per day with 8000 maximum. >> I do not remember this case.  

You were not here.  >> There have been two permanent applications  that were put in. Both of them  have been canceled  because there was not [Indiscernible]. They  never responded. Like I said I spoke to  her personally, and my recommendation is 100 per  day and 8000 maximum.  >> Do you feel that she  understands?  

Yes. And this is been going on for three  years.  

Two permanent applications and  both have expired? 

 Yes, she knew what had to be done  and she never responded. And her  husband was going to get together with the  site plan or something but I have  not heard.  

Did she come to the June meeting?  

No. 

This is moved by Vicki? All  in favor? Let's go to the top of  page 8 . 

     2018360 , [Indiscernible]. They do have a electrical permit, plumbing and mechanical. She let us in the house to show  was what was done. I was recommending  a third hearing  October 16. 

Why are they not in compliance?  

Because the  pool needed to be permitted in the  renovation downstairs. The previous owners did. It  was actually not  closed off. Not  the Baileys but the Bubbles put  up a wall. They put up another  wall that divided  --  

Do those things have to be  done before?  

Yes. >> We kind of got off on the two kitchens. When the attorney was here  last time. They did briefly  talk about and that is why you are not  remembering them. Because we have  a swimming pullout there. 

That is  why the contractor was out there.  >> I will go with  your recommendation. 

I second. 

Moved by  Pete and second by Harry. The  motion carries. 

Page number nine . I  am sorry. CEB2218496  for Valerie Burton, this is for a fence erected or  moved or altered without a permit  and vehicle's. 

Order of compliance, the most recent inspection, was  2018 and I have not had any contact. Go down to the last picture.  You can see this is what  is happening. Everything was moved into  a tent. It  just continues.  It is getting worse out there. What I am recommending at this  point, because we did not have any contact  with them and they did not make  any progress to the property, not  to exceed $6500. 

What about the vehicle? 

It is a Land Rover. >> Does it have a tag?  

No. >> Where was the fence? 

The  fence is probably the first picture. It  has the trespassing sign on it  

Is  it a new fence or was it moved?  >> She had a junkyard case behind the fence. >> Is it a new fence?  

Yes it is a new fence. But back  in November. >> We will  issue a fine of $50 per day,  $6500 for each. >> It was moved by Harry and second  by Vicki.  Motion carries. >> This is an overgrown lot, that was heard by  the board in 2019. At the request  of the neighbors, go to the slides that have been  updated. Here is what was left. After we were told  that they brought the  property into compliance. You can  see the backyard. This is still  the overgrown part. This is the  shed in the rear yard. You can see  the overgrowth on top of it. And this is  that side of the shed and this is  the rear of the shed. And this is  the power service. And the neighbor  called us up, it is  not quite where it needs to be.  So we talked with her , she said she did not  realize that it was left there but  I am not sure about that. She did  say she was going to work on getting  it taken care of we also had a discussion if it  was not taken care by her we would charge her to get it  cleaned up. They did do a lot of work. It was  so overgrown that you could not  walk in the back. I  wanted to give her the benefit of  the doubt.  I want to have another hearing August  21 .  >> 2019120 , David LL RC. 1235 1235 David Dr. hearing to impose fines, for  the front yard and in operable tag.  He met  --  

The most recent  inspection was 2019 and he has not changed. The vehicles are still in the  front yard. 

     All of the vehicles are exactly  where they were and I did not have  any contact with the person. Right  now I recommend we pose a fine $50  a day. 

 What is the compliance date?  

 I am so sorry. >> This looks like 7300 per case ?  

73 total. >> Let's do 74 so you can divided  by two.  >> It was moved by Pete and second  by Vicki. The motion carries. >> 2019163 1044 Greenwood Ave. 1044 Greenwood  Ave.  

 This is the garage door with the  window doors. On June 18, they were found  in noncompliance.  And the recommendation, with a fine of $50 per day. >> Did you have any contact with them?  

Not at all. 

It is  a very small car.  >> We will move with your recommendation,  $50 a day.  And tap at $10,000.  >> The  motion carries. Next we have  CEB  2019158 ,  San Diego. 

This is  a noncompliance last month, 2019. Also, we check to see if there has  been any  --permits Paul pulles there  are no permits whatsoever.  We recommend that we should impose  fines, not  to exceed $4000.  >> We issue a fine of $50  per day. >> CEB  201963 , violation of 

     location 110 Cucumber Lane .  >> Mr. Siddall  and the neighbor who is taking care  of the lawn, two of the signs  are gone. 

     I have not been out there, 

     I pose August 3. Once they are  all gone we will be good.  >> There is also one on the backside. >> So we  will schedule August 21 hearing.  >> Once the signs are  gone it is going to clear up both. And the sign is advertised , once they are  all gone they will be in compliance  they only have one left to take  down.  >> He has a home occupation but you  cannot advertise your business on  the property. Once it is all gone,  like the one on the side is still  there, once they are gone they will  be in compliance. 

So it was a sign advertising  a business?  

Yes. >> It was for a completely different  business but I am not sure where .  

He is allowed to have a home  occupation was met and is he in compliance? >> Once the site is gone both  of these are going to go one way  >> There was the off the premise sign  and there was one advertising the  business.  

This was moved  by Pete. And second by Vicki? Motion carries. And that is for both cases.  >> CEB 2019165  , carbon foundation, violation for construction without  a permit. 

There were no permanent applications  to date. I did receive a  call from the property owner and  she thought the 

     management company was going to  take care of all of that but this  is been going on for three years  and I recommend 100 per day. 

     There has only been one contact  with the property owner.  >> I apologize that I was not here  last month. Have  they been under construction for  three years? 

No, the construction is done  but the violation.  

Is there a violation? >> I am going  to say 66. For this particular type  of violation. $100 per day beginning [Indiscernible]. >> 

     The motion carries. 

What was that Again? >> 

     CEB  2019168 Matzky , the first case is for vehicles  in the front yard, and the second  is no tag again in operable.  

It is the same vehicle.  

This  case was before the board June 19 , I  have had several conversations. She keeps calling, and she  is a older woman and she is  trying to find someone to get that  vehicle out of there and I recommend to oppose signs  September 18 2019. 

She wants to have it towed but  she does have her health issues. 

     It is like she called me almost  every day to let her -- let me know  who she called. And we are not getting any more  complaints.  >> 

     Is there a driveway on the property?  

Yes .  >> What is the desire of  the board? More time?  >> It was moved by Pete and second  by Harry. The  motion carries. >> Next we  have CEB   2019167 Catherine Michaels at  1 General Doolittle Rd. 1 General  Doolittle Rd., Dayton Beach. This is for RV  boat and trailer improperly parked on  the property.  >> I went out to the property and  I actually spoke to the woman that  was there, it is still  sitting there. And as of yesterday it is still  sitting there, I spoke to her and she said she  does not have a license but anyway, 

     I will do in  order of opposing 50 per day with  a Of [Indiscernible] . >> Did  you speak to Catherine?  

Know I spoke to the tenant. And  she said I know who it belongs to 

     and I said well they come up and  get it and she said she did not  know. Maybe this  will push the pendulum. 

What is the desire of  the board? >> 

     For 

     167 and 166 we are going to pose a fine of  $50 per day.  

The motion K -- the  motion carries.  

Next  we have CEB  218457 Roger Luznar , >> It has  a fire hydrant right there, so  the fire department,  went up to inspect it. And the last time I  talked to Mr. Luznar  and nothing has changed. No application. 

     And based on the testimony presented 

     and moved by Vicki and second by  Pete, and the  motion carries . 

Next we have CEB  

     2019199, Jacqueline Daniel, 

     a violation of construction without  a required permit. Location 1421  W. New York Ave. Location 1421 W. New York Ave.  

It is the one with the window  in it. And this is a violation letter  and this is  a telephone conversation that we  had with Daniel. And we did leave  another message with Ms. Daniel.  I also talked to Jaclyn and invited her to come to court. But there is no permit yet.  >> And now the  property was found in noncompliance. And to oppose a -- let's go back to slide  number two. 

Is  that a block? >> It could be  a frameless stucco.  >> Has that been there for a while? 

In the front yard. 

It is probably not permitted  because of the front yard. 

So the  permit will fail. 

You have to have  a survey.  >> What is the  desire of the board? 

 The dates are odd. 

September 18  and it does give them an extra month  to come into compliance.  

I move it. >> Did you say they were going  to see a permit?  

Yes Jaclyn said  they would going to move it to the back.  >> 

     And to oppose a fine September 18. >> The  motion carries. >> Next we have CEB  2019200 Jeremy sherbet, violation code  of ordinance County Chapter 72 article 2 division seven, converting a shipping  container into an accessory structure.  

I did speak to Jeremy, he said  all items are personal items. And 

     he was in noncompliance as of August  18. 

What is he planning  to do?  

Removing it. 

Before September? 

There are two  big ones.  

It looks like  they are four of them.  >> We move CEB 20 9200  , two pose fine September 18 . >> The motion carries.  >> We now have CEB2019211, Rosa Sanchez,  violation code ordinance 

     110.1 construction without a required  permit. Property  location 122 W. Baxter W. 

There was electricity going from  one house to the other and we are  going to recommend an ordinance  of noncompliance. I go out there and there will be a top over it at  the front door is locked. I was  seriously like, what weight  she actually came in and she said she was going to get the  engineered drawings. But there is  no way it is  a hazard. Anyone can get in  there and do anything. 

Is this in addition? 

No, it was a little bitty house  and they tore the front off. It  is gone.  >> Can we see number two and can we  zoom in? So we can see what it says?  >> This property is not for rent.  That is good. 

So what  is your recommendation? 

Motion for non- compliance. >> Based on testimony and evidence  presented, dismiss the case for the referral .  

Moved by Pete second  by Vicki. All in favor? Motion carries. >> Is there a need to have the power  shut off? 

The power was disconnected. Like I said it was connected between  the two properties.  It is  122 and  126. 

For [Indiscernible], is Mr. Ryan going to  be here? He wants to reduce the fine so he has to come here  and talk about it.  >> This is  to discuss a fine due to start tomorrow? >> Do  we forget -- 

As a result for not  being here, what  is he asking? 

He is not here. >> For  the record  10979 and 1980 

     there was nobody here to represent  them. So there will be a fine.  

Thank you so much. 

     We are out before noon. 

How nice. >> Anything from  the board attorney? 

No thank you. 

 You have nothing? >> Can you send  us their name and background? 

Okay. Anything from the staff? 

 Thank you very much. This meeting is adjourned at 11:51 . >> [ 

     Event concluded ] 

