
                       
 
This AGENDA contains a brief general description of each item to be considered.  The posting of 
the recommended actions does not indicate what action may be taken.  If comments come to the 
Code Enforcement Appeals Board (Board) without prior notice and are not listed on the AGENDA, 
no specific answers or response should be expected at this meeting per State law. 
 
Pursuant to the Government Code Section 54954.3 (The Brown Act), members of the public shall be 
afforded the opportunity to speak on any agenda item of interest to them provided they are first 
recognized by the presiding officer.  Members of the public wishing to be so recognized are 
requested to submit a completed speaker card to the Staff of the Board prior to the consideration of 
the item. 
 
Those wishing to address the Board on any matter for which another opportunity to speak is not 
provided on the AGENDA but which is within the jurisdiction of the City Council to resolve may come 
forward to the podium during the "COMMUNITY FORUM" portion of the AGENDA.   
 
Notice of Availability of Public Records:  All public records relating to an open session item, which 
are not exempt from disclosure pursuant to the Public Records Act, that are distributed to a majority 
of the Board will be available for public inspection at the Code Enforcement Division or City Clerk’s 
Office, 555 Santa Clara Street, Vallejo, CA at the same time that the public records are distributed or 
made available to the Board.  Such documents may also be available on the City of Vallejo website 
at http://www.ci.vallejo,ca.us subject to staff’s ability to post the documents prior to the meeting.  
Information may be obtained by calling (707) 648-4469, TDD (707) 649-3562. 
 
 
 
 

 

Vallejo City Council Chambers is ADA compliant.  Devices for the hearing impaired 
are available from the City Clerk.  Requests for disability related modifications or 
accommodations, aids or services may be made by a person with a disability to the 
City Clerk's office no less than 72 hours prior to the meeting as required by Section 
202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and the federal rules and 
regulations adopted in implementation thereof. 
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555 Santa Clara Street 
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AGENDA 
 

CODE ENFORCEMENT APPEALS BOARD 
MEETING 
6:00 P.M. 
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October 23, 2014 
 

George Roth, Chair 
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Board Members 

 Patricia Bernard 
Richard Charmack 

Lee Lancaster 
Wanda Madeiros 
Angela McClure 

 
 

Robert McConnell – City Council 
                                 Liaison 
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1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG  
 

3. ROLL CALL 
 

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 

5. READING & APPROVAL OF MINUTES  
A. August 28, 2014 
B. September 25, 2014 

 
6. CORRESPONDENCE: None 

 
7. FIRST COMMUNITY FORUM 

Anyone wishing to address the Board on any matter for which another opportunity to speak is not 
provided on the agenda, and which is within the jurisdiction of the Board to resolve, is requested to 
submit a completed speaker card to the Board Staff Person. When called upon, each speaker should 
step to the podium, state his/her name, and address for the record. The conduct of the community 
forum shall be limited to a maximum of fifteen (15) minutes, with each speaker limited to three (3) 
minutes, with each speaker limited to three minutes pursuant to Vallejo Municipal Code Section 
2.20.300.  The remainder of the speakers wishing to address the Board on non-agenda items will be 
heard at the Second Community Forum listed later on the agenda. 
 

8. GUEST SPEAKER: None 
 

9. PRESENTATIONS: Code Enforcement Appeal Hearings 
A. 3028 Burnette Street – CEO Sidie 
B. 125 Camino Del Sol – CEO Sidie 

 
10. NEW BUSINESS:  

A. Discussion of CEAB judgments for payment plans – Staff 
B. Discussion of proposed towing authorization from Police Department for 

Inoperative Vehicle being cited by Code Enforcement – Madeiros / Staff 
 

11. OLD BUSINESS 
A. Beautification and Design Review Board Rules of Order and Procedure; 

information from the City Clerk – Vice Chairperson Bennett 
B. Voluntary Compliance Coalition Update - Vice Chairperson Bennett 

 

12. SECOND COMMUNITY FORUM   
 

13. STAFF COMMENTS: None 
 

14. ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 

15. ADJOURNMENT 
 

I, Dong Yoo, Staff, do hereby certify that I have caused a true copy of the above notice and agenda to be 
delivered to each of the members of the Code Enforcement Appeals Board, at the time and in the manner 
prescribed by law and that this agenda was posted at City Hall, 555 Santa Clara Street, CA at 5:00 p.m., 
Friday, October 17, 2014. 
 
Dated:  October 16, 2014                    ___________________________________________ 
       Dong Yoo, Staff  
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Notice of Availability of Public Records:  All public records relating to an open session item, which are not exempt 
from disclosure pursuant to the Public Records Act, that are distributed to a majority of the Code Enforcement 
Appeals Board (Board) will be available for public inspection at the City Clerk’s Office, 555 Santa Clara Street, 
Vallejo, CA at the same time that the public records are distributed or made available to the Board.  Such documents 
may also be available on the City of Vallejo website at http://www.ci.vallejo,ca.us subject to staff’s ability to post the 
documents prior to the meeting.  Information may be obtained by calling (707) 648-3414, TDD (707) 649-3562. 

 
Requests for disability related modifications or accommodations, aids or services may be made by a 
person with a disability to the City Clerk’s Office no less than 72 hours prior to the meeting as required by 
Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and the federal rules and regulations adopted.

 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER: Chairperson George Roth (Chairperson Roth) 6:06 pm. 
 
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG : Chairperson Roth 

 
3. ROLL CALL: 

 
Present: Chairperson George Roth, 

Board Members: Lee Lancaster, Richard Charmack, Angela McClure 
Council Liaison Robert McConnell 

Absent: Vice Chairperson Gary Bennett -- Excused 
Board Member Patricia Bernard, Wanda Madeiros – Excused  

Staff: Nimat Shakoor-Grantham 
 

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA: Board Member Lancaster motioned to approve the agenda, 
seconded by Board Member Charmack.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 

5. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Board Member Lancaster motioned to approve the agenda, 
seconded by Board Member Charmack.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 

6. CORRESPONDENCE: None 
  

7. FIRST COMMUNITY FORUM:  
Anyone wishing to address the Board on any matter for which another opportunity to speak is not provided 
on the agenda, and which is within the jurisdiction of the Board to resolve, is requested to submit a 
completed speaker card to the Board Staff person. When called upon, each speaker should step to the 
podium, state his /her name, and address for the record. The conduct of the community forum shall be 
limited to a maximum of fifteen (15) minutes, with each speaker limited to three minutes. The remainder of 
the speakers wishing to address the Board on non-agenda items will be heard at the second Community 
Forum listed later on the agenda. 
 
 A. Mr. John Swayze complained about 125 Camino Del Sol. The original hearing 
was scheduled for July 24, 2014. Since Code Enforcement Officer (CEO) John Silva left 
the city’s employment, which the subject property owner’s hearing is now scheduled for 
October 23, 2014. Mr. Swayze said he would not be able to attend the hearing in 
October and he didn’t want his absence to indicate he was not interested. Mr. Swayze 
submitted a written statement to CEO Silva responding to the property owner’s appeal 
statement and wanted to be sure that the board would receive it. Mr. Swayze said that 
the Planning and Code Enforcement Staff have been quick to respond to his concerns 
and have been very helpful. A copy of Mr. Swayze’s submitted statement was left with 
the board for review and consideration.  
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8. NEW BUSINESS:  

A. Discussion of proposed consideration of changes to the Property Maintenance 
Ordinance – Craig Whittom, Assistant City Manager  
 
Assistant City Manager Craig Whittom made a brief presentation to the Board 
concerning the property maintenance ordinance. He spoke about past citation 
revenue generation and the shift of focus to voluntary compliance. Mr. Whittom 
informed the Board that it was timely to look at the ordinance in terms of the fine 
structure and how the ordinance was administered. Mr. Whittom then presented 
a short staff report which listed the items that the Board previously discussed and 
as issues of concern.  
 
Mr. Whittom also spoke about the following items: 1) Authority to modify citations 
based on certain criteria, 2) Maximum dollar limit per assessment, and 3) How 
specifically Staff could serve notice to the property owner. Mr. Whittom 
suggested that Staff take the concerns identified by the Board and prepare a red 
lined version of the ordinance that would allow specific alternate language for the 
ordinance in terms of how changes might be articulated in the ordinance.  
 
Mr. Whittom proposed that Staff would bring the redlined draft ordinance to the 
September 25, 2014 CEAB meeting to discuss the changes and then submit the 
Board’s recommendations to the City Council. The City Council would likely 
consider the changes in October. Mr. Whittom suggested having a Board 
Representative, to articulate and speak on behalf of the Board, at the City 
Council meeting. Mr. Whittom expressed Staff’s interest in the Board’s agreed 
approach and wanted to ensure the Board that Staff had captured the issues that 
they were concerned about.  
 
Staff Person Ms. Shakoor-Grantham provided the Board with the Code 
Enforcement Fee Schedule and a copy of the resolution administrative citations 
fees/fines approved by the City Council. 
 
Board Member Lancaster wanted to know how successful the City of Vallejo had 
been in accruing fee/fines placed against subject properties.  
 
Mr. Whittom responded by explaining the city’s successful process of liening 
citations fees/finesagainst properties and then submitting that information to the 
County when they were unpaid.  Mr. Whittom explained that once the fees/fines 
go onto the County Tax Bill, the City had limited success during the recent 
recession on getting the fines paid. Mr. Whittom explainedthat if the fines were 
unpaid through the County over a 5 year period, then the County would take the 
money back from the City. Mr. Whittom said that the City had experienced this 
situation in high volume over the recent years and that was one of the reasons 
driving Staff to look at different elements of the ordinance.  
 
Mr. Whittom spoke about the Board’s cap idea to achieve better compliance at 
the payment stage so that staff wouldn’t have to put fees/fines on the property 
tax roll. The second idea was to provide some level of flexibility in terms of 
negotiating a lower amount. The thought being that if there were a lower amount 
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to begin with, the city would more likely collect the money. Mr. Whittom said that 
if there were circumstances where the property owner had a legitimate reason for 
a $10,000 fine being reduced to $8,000, then Staff would have the flexibility to do 
that, but currently Staff didn’t have that flexibility. Mr. Whittom explained that the 
only recourse that he and Staff had with the current ordinance was if a mistake 
were made in the enforcement process, then the fee/fines could be reduced.  
 
Board Member Lancaster spoke about the idea of a settlement and said that the 
idea of a “cap” on fee/fines was a good idea.  
 
Chairperson Roth suggested that there be a mechanism in place for installments 
as many times the Board would levy the full amount of the fine if an installment 
plan could be implemented. Chairperson Roth also expressed support for the 
idea of a cap. He inquired about the possibility of posting the warning letter and 
then sending the property owner a certified letter. Regarding the late fee, 
Chairperson Roth wanted to know if there was a way to just double the 
administrative fine as a late fee.  
 
Staff Person Ms. Shakoor-Grantham explained that the way the fees/fines were 
administered was approved by the City Council.  
 
Board Member McClure asked if it were possible to crunch the information for the 
types and number of citations so that the Board could balance the compliance 
and revenue portions.  
 
Mr. Whittom replied that it could be done using the new metric that the division 
had used since the spring in which there was a chart showing the amount of 
compliance after the warning notice, the first citation, and the second citation.  
 
Chairperson Roth asked if there was any relationship between homeowners and 
renters as far as compliance. 
 
Staff Person Ms. Shakoor-Grantham answered that Staff was working on 
gathering that information.  
 
Board Member Lancaster wanted to know how soon could Staff get the 
information.  
 
Mr. Whittom proposed to spend the next couple of weeks putting together a red 
lined draft of the ordinance, getting some of the information that was being 
requested, and then putting that together in a staff report for the next meeting of 
September 25, 2014. Mr. Whittom said that if the board acted on September 25, 
2014 and sent a recommendation to the City Council, it would likely go before the 
City Council on October 28, 2014; then if the City Council approved it, the 
changes would come back for a second reading before the City Council in 
November. If the second reading was approved, the changes would become 
effective in early December.  
 
Chairperson Roth wanted to know if there was a problem with the absentee 
owners not putting down the correct mailing address for noticing.  
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Staff Person Ms. Shakoor-Grantham replied that Staff still had challenges with 
property owners who move/relocate and were not aware that they should change 
their address with the County Tax Assessor’s Office. Per the ordinance, Staff 
received property owner mailing address information from the County Tax 
Assessor’s Roll.  
 

9. OLD BUSINESS 
A. Beautification and Design Review Board Rules of Order and Procedure; 

information from the City Clerk – Vice Chairman, Bennett 
 

Staff Person Ms. Shakoor-Grantham asked the Board’s pleasure in either 
discussing the item or waiting until the absent Board members were present to 
have their input.  
 
Chairperson Roth suggested that section 2.5 read as “Code Enforcement Staff 
Person” instead of “Secretary”.  
 
Staff Person Ms. Shakoor-Grantham suggested the idea of bringing a clerical 
staff person to the CEAB meetings to take minutes/notes which would allow her 
to concentrate more on the board. 
 
Chairperson Roth suggested that the Board wait until the absent members were 
present to fully discuss the item in case there were some suggestions that had 
not been brought to the Board’s attention yet. 
 
Board Member Charmack motioned to table the discussion until the September 
25th meeting. The motion was seconded by Board Member Lancaster; and was 
carried unanimously. 
 

B. Voluntary Compliance Coalition (VCC) Update –Nimat Shakoor-Grantham 
 
Staff Person Ms. Shakoor-Grantham gave the Board an update on the VCC 
activities and the Board had a brief discussion. 
 

 

10. SECOND COMMUNITY FORUM   
 

11. STAFF COMMENTS: Board Member Lancaster requested that the VCC emails go out 
earlier so that he could schedule to attend. Staff Person Shakoor-Grantham stated that 
staff was trying to set up meetings every other Tuesday, opposite of the City Council 
Meetings. 

 

12. ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 

13. ADJOURNMENT:  Board Member Lancaster motioned toadjorn the meeting. The motion 
was seconded by Board Member Charmack; and was carried unanimously. Chairperson 
Roth adjourned the meeting at 8:05 p.m. 
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Notice of Availability of Public Records:  All public records relating to an open session item, which are not exempt 
from disclosure pursuant to the Public Records Act, that are distributed to a majority of the Code Enforcement 
Appeals Board (Board) will be available for public inspection at the City Clerk’s Office, 555 Santa Clara Street, 
Vallejo, CA at the same time that the public records are distributed or made available to the Board.  Such documents 
may also be available on the City of Vallejo website at http://www.ci.vallejo,ca.us subject to staff’s ability to post the 
documents prior to the meeting.  Information may be obtained by calling (707) 648-3414, TDD (707) 649-3562. 

 
Requests for disability related modifications or accommodations, aids or services may be made by a 
person with a disability to the City Clerk’s Office no less than 72 hours prior to the meeting as required by 
Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and the federal rules and regulations adopted.

 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER: Chairperson George Roth (Chairperson Roth) 6:03 pm. 
 
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG : Chairperson Roth 

 
3. ROLL CALL: 

 
Present: Chairperson George Roth, Vice Chairperson Gary Bennett  

Board Members: Lee Lancaster, Wanda Madeiros,  
Council Liaison Robert McConnell 

Absent: Board Member Patricia Bernard, Richard Charmack, Angela 
McClure – Excused  

Staff: Dong Yoo, David Sidie, Lorena Burciaga 
 

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA: Vice Chairperson Bennett motioned to approve the agenda, 
seconded by Board Member Lancaster.  The motion carried unanimously. 

 
5. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: The reading and approval of the minutes was postponed for 

the next meeting because the Board Members who were present at the last meeting 
were not all present at this meeting. The present Board Members felt that it would be 
appropriate they would be appropriate for them to vote on the minutes  

 
6. CORRESPONDENCE: City Attorney’s Office Memo: Cancellation, Reduction, or 

Modification of Code Enforcement penalties and fines. 
 

The Board decided that Staff would present this item later in the meeting with item # 9 
because the memo has answers to the questions the Board had from the July meeting. 
  

7. FIRST COMMUNITY FORUM: None 
Anyone wishing to address the Board on any matter for which another opportunity to speak is not provided 
on the agenda, and which is within the jurisdiction of the Board to resolve, is requested to submit a 
completed speaker card to the Board Staff person. When called upon, each speaker should step to the 
podium, state his /her name, and address for the record. The conduct of the community forum shall be 
limited to a maximum of fifteen (15) minutes, with each speaker limited to three minutes. The remainder of 
the speakers wishing to address the Board on non-agenda items will be heard at the second Community 
Forum listed later on the agenda. 
 

8. GUEST SPEAKER: None  
 

9. PRESENTATIONS: Code Enforcement Appeals Hearings 
 

A. 224 Valley Oak Lane 
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Code Enforcement Officer (CEO) David Sidie testified that this case was already heard 
by the board and he then went over the memo from the City Attorney’s office.  CEO 
Sidie informed the Board, per the memo, that they had the authority to cancel, reduce, or 
uphold the fines being appealed. The CEAB Board also had the authority to judge for 
installment payments, payment deadlines, and amount totals given to the property 
owner. The notice stated that the Board couldn’t address Notices of Violation or 
Administrative Citations (citation) that were not appealed within the 15 day deadline per 
the Vallejo Municipal Code (VMC) Chapters 1.15 & 7.54. unless there were mitigating 
circumstances.  
 
CEO Sidie recommended that Citation CE14-0224 (B) be upheld.  Board Member 
Lancaster inquired about the property owner’s communication concerning appealing 
both citations. The property owner stated that he called in and was told he had a certain 
date to turn in his paperwork. Chairperson Roth stated that if the property owner filed his 
appeal after the first citation deadline, then he would be appealing the second citation. 
Chairperson Roth then asked if any citation had been paid yet? CEO Sidie testified that 
no citation had been paid. Board Member Madeiros requested clarification as to why the 
property owner did not have the vehicles towed after the first citation. Mr. Anderson 
stated that the vehicles were not removed because they were not his vehicles. One 
vehicle was his uncle’s and was immediately removed. The second vehicle was his 
brother’s and required more time to remove because the vehicle was not registered.  
Board Member Madeiros questioned if the property owner provided any documentation 
to Code Enforcement stating the situation. Mr. Anderson stated that he verbally gave 
CEO Silva the information. 
 
Chairperson Roth suggested that the First and Second Citation be upheld but the late 
fee be removed. Board Member Lancaster motioned to accept both fines and remove 
the late charge. Board Member Madeiros seconded the motion; the motion was carried 
unanimously  
 

B. 301 Honeydew Drive 

CEO David Sidie presented evidence related to the case and recommended that Citation 
CE14-1161 (A) be upheld. Property owner Reis testified that the vehicle was registered 
but he had not gotten the plates to show registration. Chairperson Roth clarified that the 
date of registration was 4/9/14. Mr. Reis testified that he did pay the citations and started 
the appeal. He testified that the vehicle was registered at the time. Board Member 
Bennett motioned to waive the $200 fee since CEO Silva did not have the privilege of 
knowing that the vehicle was registered at the time the citation was written which was 
clear with the date of the citation and the date the vehicle was registered. Board Member 
Madeiros seconded the motion; the motion carried unanimously.  
 

C. 344 Florida Street – Postponed until the next Board meeting  
 

D. 1028 Burnette Street 
 
The property owner did not show up for the hearing.  CEO Lorena Burciaga presented 
evidence related to the case and recommended that Citation CE14-1161 (B) be upheld.  
Board Member Madeiros questioned if there were two first citations in this case and 
why? Senior Code Enforcement Officer (SCEO) Dong Yoo stated that there were two 
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first citations. SCEO Yoo explained that one citation was for the PMO violation of junk, 
trash, and debris; and the other first citation was for the unregistered vehicle. Board 
Member Madeiros questioned why the report was only for one of the first citations and 
wanted to know if the Board might see this case again for the other first citation. CEO 
Burciaga clarified that the hearing was only for the 6/12/14 first citation. The other first 
citation was paid. Board Member Madeiros asked if the property owner called to state 
why he could not be at the hearing. SCEO Yoo and CEO Burciaga both stated that they 
had not received a call from the property owner. Chairperson Roth stated that without 
any communication with the property owner, the Board had to figure that the property 
owner agreed with the fines.  Board Member Lancaster motioned to uphold the current 
fees. Board Member Madeiros seconded the motion; the motion carried unanimously. 

 
10. NEW BUSINESS:  None 

 
Chairperson Roth wanted to discuss that it appeared the Board was doing special 
enforcement where the Board seems to only penalize the property owners that could pay 
the fees and let the property owners who couldn’t pay the fees keep their violations 
forever.  Therefore there was a citywide problem of trash cans being allowed to sit in 
front of properties and abandoned vehicles were being left in driveways and lawns. Also 
there was no Code Enforcement Staff available because the City was short staffed and 
the City hadn’t provided a method for the Code Enforcement Staff to go onto the 
properties to deal with things like the abandoned vehicles. Chairperson Roth stated that 
the Code Enforcement Division was limited in their ability to do anything. He asked if 
there were any way for the Code Enforcement Division to inquire with the City Attorney’s 
Office and the City Council about a process for gaining access to these properties to get 
the problems abated.  Chairperson Roth stated that when somebody says they can’t 
afford the fine/fee, then everyone walks away from the problem and it stays that way 
forever; and there was no way to revisit the situation because nothing could be done  
due to the fact the Board doesn’t fine them. Chairperson Roth stated that these people 
were being rewarded at the same time that other people were being penalized.  

Board Member Lancaster stated that the concern went back to making a payment plan 
for fines. Chairperson Roth mentioned that with the memo from the City Attorney’s 
Office, it was ok for the Board to do an installment plan and the Board could move 
forward with that at the future meeting. Board Member Lancaster talked about 
individuals that are skirting, due to the fact that they allowed fees to grow and they just 
didn’t care. Board Member Lancaster stated that there had to be some kind of procedure 
where the city could place a lien on a vehicle that had been sitting and then remove it 
and sell it for scrap metal.  

SCEO Yoo stated that per the VMC Chapter 7.64, Code Enforcement staff already had 
the procedure to remove vehicles. There was a 10 day notice to send per the vehicle, 
then you notify the property owner, and the registered owner .After 10 days or more 
have passed, if the violation continued to exist, then Code Enforcement could tow the 
vehicle, and have a tow company put it in storage.  Depending on the value, the storage 
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company could junk or resell the vehicle. The problem was that, if the vehicle was on 
private property, Code Enforcement couldn’t touch it. That was why vehicles were only 
dealt with in reference to the procedure when they were on public streets. The City of 
Vallejo Code Enforcement Division was trying to step in and help the City with this 
situation. Code Enforcement didn’t have the authority to run a license plate or tow a 
vehicle yet, but was trying to work with the police department to be able to do that. The 
situation had to do with law enforcement authority and who had access to people’s 
registration information. Code Enforcement still had to work on that with them.  

Chairperson Roth handed out the first page of a printed opinion from Daniel Longren 
(1992) with a city’s ability to tow and store vehicles. SCEO Yoo mentioned that while 
working in the police department in the past, he did execute vehicle abatement on public 
and private properties, depending on the vehicle’s location. Back then the vehicles were 
towed but not now due to shortage of personnel.  

Chairperson Roth also brought up the situation where a vehicle was tagged in the 
driveway, and then they move the vehicle out in the street; so the police would come out 
and tag it, then they would put the vehicle back in the driveway. At that point, Code 
Enforcement Division and Police Department staff would go back and forth with the 
same vehicle. Board Member Lancaster stated that the CEO would have to be in contact 
with the Police Department with what they were about to do because as long as they 
skirt the law, the  violations would continue. Board Member Lancaster requested that 
Code Enforcement staff get in touch with the Police Department to collaborate and 
improve the vehicle abatement process.  

SCEO Yoo agreed with the discussion and stated that he will discuss this matter with the 
Code Enforcement Manager. Board Member Madeiros requested a written formal 
presentation with a proposal to bring to the City Council. Board Member Bennett added 
that this would be separate from those situations that they deal with now, where some 
property owners were truly in need. 

11. OLD BUSINESS:   
 

A. Discussion of proposed consideration of changes to the Property Maintenance 
Ordinance: 
 

SCEO Yoo informed the Board that staff was still working on the proposed changes and 
should have them prepared for review for the next meeting. Chairperson Roth asked if 
there were plans to get a replacement officer for CEO Silva. SCEO Yoo informed the 
Board that staff was working with Human Resources on getting a temporary CEO since 
there wasn’t an active hiring list available.   
 

 
B. Beautification and Design Review Board Rules of Order and Procedure; 

information from the City Clerk – Vice Chairman, Bennett 
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SCEO Yoo stated that the item came up last month and the Board stated they wanted to 
have a full board present before discussing it. Chairperson Roth postponed the 
discussion. 

 
12. SECOND COMMUNITY FORUMS:  None 
 
13. STAFF COMMENTS:  None 

14. ANNOUNCEMENTS:  None 

15. ADJOURNMENT:  Board Member Lancaster motioned to adjourn the CEAB meeting; 
the motion was seconded; and the motion carried unanimously.  Chairperson Roth 
adjourned the meeting at 7:01 p.m.     
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CODE ENFORCEMENT DIVISION 

HEARING DATE: October 23, 2014 

TO:   Code Enforcement Appeals Board 

FROM:   David Sidie, Code Enforcement Officer 

SUBJECT:   HEARING ON PMO CITATION #1  

 

Subject Property Address: 3028 BURNETTE ST 
Parcel Number:   0071151280 
Owner of Record:  BERGER, JEFFREY A 
Case Number:   CE14-1457 
Violation(s): Vallejo Municipal Code Section 7.54.030 (under Chapter 7.54 known as the Property 

Maintenance Ordinance of the City of Vallejo) Section 7.64 (Storage of Inoperative and/or 
unregistered vehicles) 

 
Section 7.54.030 F. Prohibits damaged lumber, junk, trash, salvage materials, household materials, etc.  

 
Section 7.54.030 J. Prohibits vehicles, RVs, trailers and boats parked in front yard, on unpaved surface, in 

residential zoning districts.  
 
Section 7.54.030 K. Prohibits dead, decayed, leaving any garbage can refuse can, or recycling container in front or 

side yard.  
 
Section 7.54.030 S. Prohibits maintenance of property in such a manner as to constitute a public nuisance.  
 
Section 7.64.010  Prohibits storage of inoperative, unregistered, wrecked, or dismantled vehicles on the property. 
 
 

BACKGROUND 

 
1) 05/21/2014 This case was picked up while performing inspections in the area. By CEO John Silva. 

 
2) 05/21/2014 CEO John Silva checked the Realquest and SCIPS reports for owner information. The owner listed 

on the reports was Jeffrey A Berger with a mailing address of 277 Montecito Blvd, Napa CA 94559.  
 

3) 05/21/2014  CEO John Silva performed an inspection on property and confirmed there to be debris, an 
unregistered vehicle, trash and trash bins that were out of compliance. CEO, John Silva documented 
the violations and See photos attached.  
 
On the same day CEO John Silva issued a Warning Notice and Administrative Notice by regular and 
certified mail to the property owner.  
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4) 06/12/2014 CEO John Silva checked Realquest and SCIPS reports for owner current information. The 
ownership status remained the same. (Jeffrey A Berger with a mailing address of 277 Montecito Blvd, 
Napa CA 94559). 

 
5) 06/12/2014 CEO John Silva performed a re-inspection and confirmed that the violations had not been abated. 

See photos attached. 
 

6) 06/12/2014 A 1st Administrative Citation for the inoperative vehicles was sent via regular and certified mail to the 
owner and a copy and cc occupants. 
 

7) 06/12/2014 A Notice of Violation was sent via regular and certified mail to the owner and a copy and cc 
occupants.   
   

8) 06/17/2014 CEO John Silva posted a copy of the First Citation and Notice of Violation on the property. See 
photo attached. 
 

 
9) 07/16/2014 Owner status remained the same. CEO John Silva attempted to knock on the door but received no 

response.  
 

      10) 07/16/2014      CEO John Silva performed a re-inspection and confirmed that all vehicles had been removed. The    
              only violation remaining were the tires that have not been abated. See photos attached. 
 

 11)  07/16/2014        First Administrative Citation, for PMO violations was sent via regular and certified mailed to the     
                                       owner and a copy cc to occupants. 

 
12) 07/21/2014 CEO John Silva posted a copy of the First Citation on the mailbox. See photo attached. 

 
13) 07/23/2014 CEO John Silva received a phone call from the property owner about the appeal process and CEO 

John Silva explained to property owner the appeal process. 
 

14) 07/24/2014 The property owner came into the office and reviewed case, fees due, policy, and photos with CEO 
John Silva. The owner was not happy with the late fee amount and requested a meeting with the 
division manager to have fees reviewed per the option given to him by CEO John Silva.  

 
15) 07/25/2014 The Code Enforcement Manager, Nimat Shakoor-Grantham and CEO John Silva met with the   

property owner who wanted the late fees removed from the first citation. The Code Enforcement   
Manager Nimat informed the property owner that she could not make changes to the fees only if an 
error was made by the staff. The Code Enforcement Manager Nimat reviewed the file the only error 
on Citation 1 was the wrong fees of $200 on Citation 1, but should have been $400. The Code 
Enforcement Manager Nimat recommended the Property owner to file an appeal for the most recent 
Citation 1, and gave an appeal application to the property owner. 
  

16) 07/25/2014 CEO John Silva called the property owner and explained that the fees would remain the same and 
the appeal date is schedule for July 31, 2014 and the payment for the property maintenance violations 
is due on August 16, 2014. Property owner said he will be in the office to pay Citation 1 for the 
appeal hearing prior to July 31, 2014.  
 

       17) 07/25/2014 CEO John Silva performed a final inspection and confirmed that all violations have been abated.  
   See attached photos   
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1. Photos taken 05-21-14 
2. Warning of Violation issued 05-21-14 
3. Administrative Notice issued 05-21-14 
4. Photos taken 06-12-14, 07-16-14, 7-21-14 
5. Notice of Violation issued 06-12-14 
6. 1st Citation issued 06-12-14 
7.       Appeal application received on 07-30-2014 
8.       Final photos taken 7-25-2014 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

BASED UPON THE EVIDENCE PRESENTED, STAFF RECOMMMENDS THAT THE BOARD: 

 1. UPHOLD THE FIRST CITATION ISSUED 07-16-14. 

 

CONTACT 

David Sidie, Code Enforcement Officer 
(707) 648-4009 
DSidie@ci.vallejo.ca.us 
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CODE ENFORCEMENT DIVISION 

HEARING DATE: October 23, 2014 

TO:   Code Enforcement Appeals Board 

FROM:   John Silva, Code Enforcement Officer  

SUBJECT:   HEARING ON CITATION #1 

 

Subject Property Address: 125 CAMINO DEL SOL 
Parcel Number:   0079601110 
Owner of Record:  MACDONALD, TIMOTHY S&S C TR 
Case Number:   ZV13-0053 
Violation(s): Section 16.14.060(E)2 – Site Development Standards  

E. Minimum Required Yards of Interior Lots and Through Lots 
2. Other Yards. One side yard shall have a minimum depth of ten feet, and all other yards 
five feet. 

BACKGROUND 

 
1)   09/17/2013 City of Vallejo Planning Division received a complaint from neighbor John Swayze, regarding blocked 

side yard access due to the construction of a garden wall at 125 Camino Del Sol.  
 

2) 09/18/2013 James Cisney (Vallejo Planning Division Technician), received a follow-up complaint and email from 
John Swayze 

 
3) 10/12/2013 James Cisney performed the initial site inspection and confirmed the violation.  

 
4) 10/15/2013 James Cisney made a suggestion to complainant John Swayze, that he contact the HOA for their 

cooperation regarding CC&R (Covenant, Conditions & Restrictions) enforcement  
 

5) 11/01/2013 James Cisney performed a second site inspection and took pictures 
 

6) 02/26/2014 James Cisney sent a warning letter to the property owner, by regular and certified mail, with a deadline 
date of April 01, 2014 

 
7) 04/11/2014 James Cisney sent a follow-up letter to the property owner, by regular and certified mail, granting a 

deadline extension to May 15, 2014.    
 

8) 06/06/2014 James Cisney forwarded the case to Code Enforcement and made a request for the issuance of a 
citation, for non-compliance  

 
9) 06/10/2014   I performed a reinspection of the property and confirmed that the garden wall was not removed 

 
On the same day, I issued the first citation to the property owner by regular and certified mail.   

 
10) 06/13/2014 I posted a copy of the first citation on the front door of the property 
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11) 06/17/2014 The property owner came into the office and picked up an appeal application. I reviewed both the 

case and the appeal process, with the property owner. 
 

12) 06/24/2014 The property owner paid the first citation fee of $200 and submitted the appeal application 
 

ADDITIONAL STAFF COMMENTS:  James Cisney, City of Vallejo Planning Division 

 

ATTACHMENTS: 

1. Photos taken 11-01-2013 
2. Warning of Violation issued 02-26-2014 
3. Follow-up letter issues 04-11-2014 
4. Photos taken 06-10-2014 
5. 1st Citation issued 06-10-2014 
6. Appeal application received on 06-24-2014 

 
RECOMMENDATION 

 

Based upon the evidence presented, Staff recommends that the Board: 
 

1. Uphold the Frist Citation issued 06-10-2014 
 

CONTACT 

John Silva, Code Enforcement Officer 
(707) 648-4327 
jsilva@ci.vallejo.ca.us 
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125  CAMINO DEL SOL  

Statement 

of the 

Complainant 
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