PINELLAS PLANNING COUNCIL/F~"37,
AGENDA MEMORANDUM '961,#

e,

SUBJECT:
Joint PPC/CPA Annexation Subcommittee — Follow-Up

RECOMMENDATION:
Council Receive and Discuss As Determined Appropriate.
(Information Only - No Action Required)

L BACKGROUND

The Joint PPC/CPA Annexation Subcommittee held their second meeting on February 25.
A copy of the agenda and back-up items for that meeting are attached, as well as the
approved minutes from the Subcommittee meeting of January 30.

The Subcommittee agreed that the items contained in the Charter Litigation General Term
Sheet (Attachment 1) were, in fact, the list of items that were agreed to by the County and
cities in follow-up to the litigation that followed the Charter Review Commission process
in 2006, which items were embodied in the Settlement Agreement (Attachment 2).

The Subcommittee directed that a letter be sent to all Mayors of Pinellas County, under
Chairman Hackworth’s signature, reminding them of the Settlement Agreement between
the County and each city/town that followed the 2006 Charter Amendment process,
addressing several requirements pertaining to annexation in addition to the general law
requirements of Chp. 171, Part I, F.S. Included with the letter was a copy of the
Settlement Agreement which enumerates the specific requirements related to the
limitation on incentives, written consent, time elapsed between failed referenda, and
information and notice to be provided. Each municipality was asked to follow these
requirements in any annexation process that involves one of these factors, and to forward
a copy of the Agreement to their City/Town Attorney and staff responsible for handling
annexation.
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F SUBJECT: Renewal of Interlocal Agreements for Planning Services I

The Subcommittee identified the interlocal agreement process provided for under Chp.
171, Part II, F.S., as having the greatest potential to yield positive results and asked PPC
staff and the County Attorney’s office to prepare an outline of the requirements of that
process for the next meeting, as well as looking at service areas in relationship to the
planning/annexation areas as they existed under Ordinance No. 00-63.

A number of citizens spoke with regard to their perspective and concerns with annexation.
The Subcommittee will hold its next meeting on Monday, March 31, at 10 a.m., in the
Clerk’s Conference Room at the Pinellas County Courthouse. Once complete, the agenda

for this meeting will be posted on the Pinellas Planning Council website:

www.pinellasplanningcouncil.org/annex/annexsubcom.htm

II. ATTACHMENTS

Agenda and Back-Up Materials from Subcommittee Meeting of February 25, 2008
. Approved Minutes of January 30, 2008 Subcommittee Meeting

Be Sample Letter to Municipalities (Copy of Settlement Agreement included in Back-
Up Materials — Item 1. above)
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AGENDA

JOINT PPC/CPA ANNEXATION SUBCOMMITTEE

Monday, February 25, 2008
10:00-11:30 AM.
St. Petersburg/Clearwater Airport
14700 Terminal Boulevard
2" Floor Conference Room — Room 234
Clearwater, Florida

L. Call to Order/Approval of Agenda/Minutes Mayor Bob Hackworth, Chairman

II. List of Issues Derived From Charter Review Staff/Subcommittee Members
Commission Follow-Up

III.  Outline of Options Available for Staff/ Subcommittee Members

Consideration:
A. Substantive Measures — What To Do
B. Procedural Mechanisms — How To Do It

IV. Next Meeting Subcommittee Members
A. Materials To Be Provided By Staff
B. Date/Time/Place

V. Adjourn* Chairman

*Meeting will be adjourned promptly at 11:30 a.m. due to other commitments of
Subcommittee Members.
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TO: Joint PPC/CPA Annexation Subcommittee Members Mayor Andy Steingold

- Mayor Bob Hackworth, Chairman David P. Healey, AICP
Executive Director

FROM: David P. Healey, Executive Director

SUBJECT: February 25 Agenda Items for Discussion
‘ DATE: February 13, 2008
I In order to assist in the discussion of the items proposed to be addressed at the February
‘ 25 meeting, Planning Council staff and County staff have collaborated on the following

discussion outline.

Agenda Item II — List of Issues Derived from Charter Review Commission Follow-Up

‘ Please refer to Attachment No. 1 which is the list of items described as the “Charter
Litigation General Term Sheet.” This list represented the items of agreement between the
County and the cities in the negotiation process that led to the settlement of lawsuits over
the County Charter amendment process in November 2006. In addition, staff is

‘ continuing to research whether this is “the list” referred to in the initial Subcommittee
meeting or whether there is an additional list.

The first sheet identifies 13 items — the first 12 of which were ultimately incorporated in
i the Settlement Agreement (See Attachment No. 2). Item 13 identifies the good faith
effort in which we are now engaged to work on resolving other outstanding issues.

The second and third sheets of Attachment No. 1 compared the specific provisions of the
Charter amendments to the proposed settlement terms. Items 1 — 25 were ultimately
addressed and incorporated, to the extent agreed upon, in the Settlement Agreement; and
Items 26-28 identified unresolved matters.

| In summary, the matters that could be and were agreed to from this list were in fact
embodied in the Settlement Agreement and represent binding resolution of those matters.
This then leads to the opportunity to discuss those unresolved matters which might
include the following:
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2. Provide for Compliance with Charter Review Settlement Agreement Provisions -
The Charter Review Settlement Agreement addressed a number of issues
identified in the course of the Charter Review process in a manner ultimately
agreed to by the County and cities. The Settlement Agreement is set forth in
Attachment No. 2 and in summary provides for the following key points with
respect to annexation:

. Agreement on limiting incentives to those with a public
purpose

. Consent to annexation shall be in writing at least 10 days in
advance of public hearing or referendum, as is applicable

. Property will not be subject to a referendum within 7 years of
previous referendum without property owners’ consent

. An informational notice is required to all affected property

owners at least 10 days in advance of any referendum

The agreement is binding and enforceable and dispositive of these issues. The
only thing that may need to be done with regard to these issues is to establish
some means of integrating them into the other requirements of law so that they
are available to and understood by all interested parties.

3. Establish Planning/Annexation Area Boundaries to Identify Where/How
Annexation May Occur — To establish/reestablish geographic boundaries
within which a given community may annex properties, to the exclusion of
other jurisdictions, much like Ord. No. 00-63 did for voluntary annexation.
Depending on the mechanism used to establish such boundaries, this could be
limited to voluntary or referendum annexation, or alternatively apply to both.
A part of the decision about whether and how to do this would include
consideration of the following:

° Procedural issues dealing with review, challenge, and future
amendment of such boundaries;
e To what extent the otherwise applicable rules for annexation,

such as contiguity, compactness, and enclaves would apply
within the prescribed annexation area.

If this option is of interest to the Subcommittee, the boundaries of Ord. No. 00-
63, as originally established and as proposed to be modified by the previous
Annexation Subcommittee, could be used as a starting point in the discussion.




00-63. To overcome the court decision invalidating this previous
process, the provisions of any such measure must be set forth in the
Charter itself.

3. Interlocal Agreement — The third principal means by which outstanding
annexation issues can be addressed is through the use of interlocal agreements
as set forth below:

a. Joint Planning Area Agreements to Address Where/How Annexation
May Occur Relative to Comprehensive Plans — To establish within
joint planning area agreements pursuant to Chp. 163.3171(3) F.S.
where and on what basis annexation may occur relative to the
comprehensive planning process. Currently there are seven (7) such
agreements with individual municipalities, each of which expires in
2010, that address what is required by way of plan map amendment
upon annexation.

b. Interlocal Service Boundary Agreements to Address Where/How
Annexation May Occur, as well as Provisions for Service Delivery
— To establish, pursuant to Chp. 171, Part II, F.S., where and on
what basis annexation may occur, as well as the provision for service
delivery if that is determined appropriate. This provision of the
General Law was enacted in 2006 and could be formulated as a
single agreement applicable throughout the county, or as a series of
individual agreements between the county and the several
municipalities that have the potential to annex unincorporated
property. (See Annexation Subcommittee Handbook)

Attachment 1 - Charter Litigation General Term Sheet
Attachment 2 - Charter Review Settlement Agreement
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TO: Joint PPC/CPA Annexation Subcommittee Members Mayor Andy Steingold

- Mayor Bob Hackworth, Chairman Raudiithledicypcy
Executive Director

FROM: David P. Healey, Executive Director

SUBJECT: February 25 Agenda Items for Discussion

DATE: February 13, 2008

In order to assist in the discussion of the items proposed to be addressed at the February
25" meeting, Planning Council staff and County staff have collaborated on the following

discussion outline.

Agenda Item IT — List of Issues Derived from Charter Review Commission Follow-Up

Please refer to Attachment No. 1 which is the list of items described as the “Charter
Litigation General Term Sheet.” This list represented the items of agreement between the
County and the cities in the negotiation process that led to the settlement of lawsuits over
the County Charter amendment process in November 2006. In addition, staff is
continuing to research whether this is “the list” referred to in the initial Subcommittee
meeting or whether there is an additional list.

The first sheet identifies 13 items — the first 12 of which were ultimately incorporated in
the Settlement Agreement (See Attachment No. 2). Item 13 identifies the good faith
effort in which we are now engaged to work on resolving other outstanding issues.

The second and third sheets of Attachment No. 1 compared the specific provisions of the
Charter amendments to the proposed settlement terms. Items 1 — 25 were ultimately
addressed and incorporated, to the extent agreed upon, in the Settlement Agreement; and
Items 26-28 identified unresolved matters.

In summary, the matters that could be and were agreed to from this list were in fact

embodied in the Settlement Agreement and represent binding resolution of those matters.
This then leads to the opportunity to discuss those unresolved matters which might
include the following:
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e Definitional Issues - Compactness, contiguity, enclaves,
ability to serve, etc.

e Delineation of Areas - Predetermined boundaries and
Eligible and Ineligible procedures for adjustment,
for Annexation applicability to voluntary and/or

referendum annexation, etc.
e Service Delivery - Delineation of service districts by
function, agreements for service

provision, etc.

Agenda Item III — Outline of Options Available for Consideration

A. Substantive Measures — What To Do

1. Rely on Existing State Law — The provisions of Chp. 171, Part I of the Florida
Statutes govern the annexation process and apply to both voluntary and
referendum annexations. A copy of the Statute pertaining to annexation was
included in the Subcommittee Handbook provided at the initial meeting in
January. In brief, it governs the process and requirements for annexation
which are summarized as follows:

. Requirements -  Contiguous, compact, and not create an
enclave (each of which is defined).

® Process - For voluntary annexation, application by
property owner(s) and approval by local
ordinance.

- For referendum annexation, approval by
local ordinance and referendum.
Exceptions for “non-referendum
referendum” which provides for
annexation by local ordinance when
there are no registered electors, subject
to certain limitations.

This general law does not address geographic limitations (except for contiguity
and compactness), specific service provisions, or any review process other than a
legal challenge.




2. Provide for Compliance with Charter Review Settlement Agreement Provisions -
The Charter Review Settlement Agreement addressed a number of issues
identified in the course of the Charter Review process in a manner ultimately
agreed to by the County and cities. The Settlement Agreement is set forth in
Attachment No. 2 and in summary provides for the following key points with
respect to annexation:

. Agreement on limiting incentives to those with a public
purpose

° Consent to annexation shall be in writing at least 10 days in
advance of public hearing or referendum, as is applicable

° Property will not be subject to a referendum within 7 years of
previous referendum without property owners’ consent

° An informational notice is required to all affected property

owners at least 10 days in advance of any referendum

The agreement is binding and enforceable and dispositive of these issues. The
only thing that may need to be done with regard to these issues is to establish
some means of integrating them into the other requirements of law so that they
are available to and understood by all interested parties.

3. Establish Planning/Annexation Area Boundaries to Identify Where/How
Annexation May Occur — To establish/reestablish geographic boundaries
within which a given community may annex properties, to the exclusion of
other jurisdictions, much like Ord. No. 00-63 did for voluntary annexation.
Depending on the mechanism used to establish such boundaries, this could be
limited to voluntary or referendum annexation, or alternatively apply to both.
A part of the decision about whether and how to do this would include
consideration of the following:

° Procedural issues dealing with review, challenge, and future
amendment of such boundaries;
. To what extent the otherwise applicable rules for annexation,

such as contiguity, compactness, and enclaves would apply
within the prescribed annexation area.

If this option is of interest to the Subcommittee, the boundaries of Ord. No. 00-
63, as originally established and as proposed to be modified by the previous
Annexation Subcommittee, could be used as a starting point in the discussion.




4. Establish Community Protection Areas to Identify Where Annexation is

Prohibited - A community protection area concept would delineate those
unincorporated areas of the County where annexation could not take place —
either at all or absent approval through some stipulated process. In some
respects, they would be the converse of areas eligible for annexation by a
municipality, essentially precluding annexation by either or both voluntary and
referendum means, within the designated boundaries.

As with the annexation areas identified previously, the procedures for
administering such a provision, including any mechanism for future adjustment
of the boundaries, would need to be established.

Similar to the other options outlined here, the means by which to establish such
non-annexation areas are discussed in the second part of this agenda item.

B. Procedural Mechanisms — How To Do It

Amend/Create State Law — One of the potential means available to address
annexation issues is to either amend or create new State legislation in one of
several ways as outlined below:

a. Revise the General Law, e.g., Chp. 171, Part I, and 125.01 F.S. — To
address those remaining issues with annexation that are determined
problematical.

b. Create Special Act Applicable to Pinellas County — To create a
Special Act applicable exclusively to Pinellas County to address
those substantive measures determined to be unique to the county.
Depending on the nature of the provisions in the Special Act, it
might also require amendment of the County Charter (?).

¢. Revise Fire/Special District Legislation - To amend the independent
fire and/or other special district legislation to identify annexation
requirements or prohibitions related to the purpose of the special
district.

2. Amend County Charter — A second means of putting new annexation

requirements in place is through the amendment of the County Charter as
outlined below.

a. Address Voluntary Annexation Procedures and Boundaries Akin to

Ord. No. 00-63 - To amend the County Charter to include

procedures and boundaries for voluntary annexation as was the

objective with the November 2000 Charter amendment and Ord. No.



00-63. To overcome the court decision invalidating this previous
process, the provisions of any such measure must be set forth in the
Charter itself.

3. Interlocal Agreement — The third principal means by which outstanding
annexation issues can be addressed is through the use of interlocal agreements
as set forth below:

a. Joint Planning Area Agreements to Address Where/How Annexation
May Occur Relative to Comprehensive Plans — To establish within
joint planning area agreements pursuant to Chp. 163.3171(3) F.S.
where and on what basis annexation may occur relative to the
comprehensive planning process. Currently there are seven (7) such
agreements with individual municipalities, each of which expires in
2010, that address what is required by way of plan map amendment
upon annexation.

b. Interlocal Service Boundary Agreements to Address Where/How
Annexation May Occur, as well as Provisions for Service Delivery
— To establish, pursuant to Chp. 171, Part II, F.S., where and on
what basis annexation may occur, as well as the provision for service
delivery if that is determined appropriate. This provision of the
General Law was enacted in 2006 and could be formulated as a
single agreement applicable throughout the county, or as a series of
individual agreements between the county and the several
municipalities that have the potential to annex unincorporated
property. (See Annexation Subcommittee Handbook)

Attachment 1 - Charter Litigation General Term Sheet
Attachment 2 - Charter Review Settlement Agreement




Attachment 1

Charter Litigation General Term Sheet

1.

2.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Parties agree that the will of the voters shall be respected.
Parties agree that this agreement to enter into this Settlement
Agreement respects the will of the voters and will replace at the
local level enabling legislation for Amendments 5 and 6.
Consent for annexation will be express and written.

Governs timeframes for consent and notice to property owners.
Seven years between elections on annexation.

Mail notice to interested parties.

Incentives must meet paramount public purpose.

Sets forth examples of paramount public purpose.

Both parties will not support litigation or referenda seeking to
remove the dual vote provision from the charter, and agree that

it is lawful.

Charter Review Commission, Supervisor of Elections to be
dismissed from the lawsuit.

Public records lawsuit to be dismissed.

Parties will bear own costs and fees.

Parties agree to continue to work on resolution of other
outstanding issues.




CHARTER COMMISSION LANGUAGE

PROPOSAL

Amendment #5
1. Consent express and written Yes
2. Consent revocable until closing of public hearing Not revocable
3. Subsection (5) — Consent 150-120 days prior to referendum | 10 days
4. | Subsection (6) — Consent 180-60 days prior to first public | 10 days
hearing
5. Governmental lands don’t count No
6. Seven years between elections Yes
7. Individual notice to registered electors Notice to all affected
8. Certified mail Mail
9. Subsection (5) (no electors) — 60 days before first public 10 days
hearing
10. | Subsection (6) (non-referendum referendum) - 30 days 10 days
before first public hearing
11. | Notice — phone number or website/comprehensive Informational notice
information concerning financial impact
12. | Additional newspaper notice of exact area No
Amendment #6
13. | Only offer those with paramount public purpose 1) Improve public
properties or rights-of-way
2) Involve the acquisition
of public property for
public use or benefit
3) Paramount public
purpose
14. | Incentives “to property owners” Deletes quoted languages
15. [ Paramount public purpose Yes
16. | Closure of enclaves is a public purpose Yes







of any lawsuit or the filing of any claim challenging this provision. The Parties shall request the Court to
enter a judgment finding this provision to be constitutional.

f. The Parties shall not drafi, support, request, or propose any enabling legislation for
Amendments 5 and 6. The Parties hereby jomtly request present and future legislatures and legislative
delegations to not pass any enabling legislation with respect to Amendments 5 and 6.

g The Charter Review Commission and the Supervisor of Elections shall be dismissed from
the Lawsuit. The remaining claims in the above referenced Lawsuit and counterclaim, and the lawsuit
filed by Tom Trask, styled Trask vs Pinellas County, Circuit Civil No. 06-7171-CI-11 shall be dismissed.

a

h. All Parties shall bear their own fees and costs (this shall not apply to any cost sharing
agreement between the Cities for the Cities’ fees or costs). '

L This Agreement shall, to the extent necessary to be enforceable, constitute an
interlocal agreement between the parties.

] This Agreement shall, to the extent necessary to be enforceable, constitute an
Interlocal agreement between the parties entered into pursuant to Part I, Chapter 171 Florida

Statutes.

k. As a result of entering ito this Agreement, neither the Cities, individually or
collectively, nor the County waive any defense in any current or future action relating to annexation nor
shall they be estopped from rzising any defense in any current or future action relating to arinexation nor
shall they be prevented in any way from raising any claim in any current or future lawsuit relating to
ammexation. The foregoing shall not apply to any action necessary 1o enforce the terms of this Agreement.

L This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts, each of which shall be deemed
an origmal, and all such counterparts taken together shall constitute one agreement.

3. The Court shall retain jurisdiction to enforce the terms of this Agreement.

IN YWITNESS WHEREOF the Parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed by
their duly authorized representatives on the day and date first above written.

END OF SUBSTANTIVE PROVISIONS. SIGNATURE PAGES TO FOLLOW.
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ATTEST: PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA, by and
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Office of the County Attorney



Clearwater, Florida, January 30, 2008

The Joint Pinellas Planning Council/Countywide Planning Authority Annexation Subcommittee
met in the Clerk’s Large Conference Room, 315 Court Street, Clearwater, Florida, at 8:36 A.M.
on this date with the following members present:

Pinellas Planning Council (PPC)

City of Dunedin Mayor Bob Hackworth, Chairman, PPC

City of Tarpon Springs Mayor Beverley Billiris, Vice-Chairman, PPC
City of Pinellas Park Vice-Mayor Sandra L. Bradbury

Countywide Planning Authority (CPA)

Commissioner Ronnie E. Duncan, Board of County Commissioners (BCC)
Commissioner Susan Latvala, BCC

Commissioner John Morroni, BCC

Also Present:

David P. Healey, Executive Director, PPC

David S. Sadowsky, Senior Assistant County Attorney
Jewel White Cole, Senior Assistant County Attorney
Brian K. Smith, Planning Director

Other interested individuals

Arlene Smitke, Deputy Clerk

AGENDA
I.  Call to Order/Approval of Agenda
II.  Selection of Subcommittee Chair(s)

1. Discussion of Subcommittee Charge and Approach:
1. Issues to be Addressed
2. Information to be Developed by Staff
3. Anticipated Timetable/Meeting Frequency

IV.  Next Meeting Date/Time/Place

V. Adjoun

CALL TO ORDER/APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Mayor Hackworth called the meeting to order at 8:36 A.M., and at his request, staff members
and others present introduced themselves.




January 30, 2008

SELECTION OF SUBCOMMITTEE CHAIR

Upon motion by Commissioner Latvala, seconded by Mayor Billiris and carried, Mayor
Hackworth was elected to serve as Chairman of the Subcommittee.

Chairman Hackworth and Commissioner Morroni commented on the challenges facing local
governments as a result of the Amendment 1 tax legislation and the opportunities available to
resolve annexation issues within Pinellas County while increasing efficiency and effectiveness of
service; and Commissioner Morroni reviewed accomplishments of the previous Subcommittee
during the 2005-2006 timeframe.

DISCUSSION OF SUBCOMMITTEE CHARGE AND APPROACH

Issues to be Addressed

Chairman Hackworth requested an update regarding the current provisions governing
annexation; and in response, Mr. Healey referred to documents contained in a notebook titled
Joint PPC/CPA Annexation Subcommittee, January 30, 2008, a copy of which has been filed and
made a part of the record, and provided the following information:

* The Subcommittee concluded its previous work with the issuance of a report
titled Draft Voluntary Annexation Planning Area Boundary Five-Year Review,
which was to be held in abeyance until the resolution of ongoing litigation, the
outcome of which resulted in the voiding of Ordinance No. 00-63.

* Annexation today is primarily governed by the provisions of Chapter 171,
Florida Statutes, along with a number of other provisions including Chapter
163 (the Growth Management Act), the PPC/CPA Special Act, and
resolutions pertaining to the ability to serve and referendum annexation, some
of which appear to be inconsistent.

Commissioner Duncan referred to litigation resulting from the Charter Review Commission
recommendations, and recalled that during negotiation of the settlement agreement, a list was
compiled consisting of issues to be addressed by the Subcommittee in addition to the service area
boundaries.

During discussion, the members expressed a desire to work towards a solution in Pinellas County
that addresses the competing needs and issues identified by the county and cities, rather than
seeking a legislative solution.

8]



January 30, 2008

Following discussion wherein the members shared their particular concerns, it was the consensus
of the members that the aforementioned list be reviewed and adopted as an initial work plan,
with additional issues to be identified at a later date.

Responding to comments by Commissioner Morroni and Mayor Billiris, Mr. Healey indicated
that the city managers and clerks were notified of today’s meeting; that minutes of the
Subcommittee meetings will be posted to the PPC website; and that the municipalities will be
notified accordingly.

Information to be Developed by Staff

Referring to the previous discussion, Mr. Healey indicated that the list of issues will be
distributed to the members; and that PPC and County staff can supply backup information as
required by the members.

Anticipated Timetable/Meeting Frequency

Commissioner Morroni suggested that meetings be held as needed, as opposed to setting a
standing meeting frequency, and no objections were noted; whereupon, following discussion, it
was the consensus of the members that the Subcommittee set a one-year timetable in which to
conclude its business.

NEXT MEETING DATE/TIME/PLACE

Following discussion, it was the consensus of the members that the next meeting be held during
the week of February 17, 2008; and Chairman Hackworth directed Mr. Healey to contact the
members and make the necessary arrangements.

CITIZENS’ COMMENTS

Responding to the Chairman’s call for comments from the audience, Ray Neri, Lealman, spoke
regarding annexation issues, including efforts in Tierra Verde to become a city. He
recommended the adoption of a Community Protection Act as an alternative to the creation of
new cities, and related that surveys in both Lealman and Tierra Verde show that 98 percent of the
residents do not want to be annexed.

ADJOURNMENT

Following closing comments by Chairman Hackworth, the meeting was adjourned at 9:08 A.M.
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Commissioner John Morroni, Treasurer

Vice-Mayor Sandra L. Bradbury

Vice-Mayor John Doran

Mayor Pat Gerard

February 26, 2008 Ma\,(l:u}J Dick Holmes
Council Member Jim Kennedy

School Board Member Linda S. Lerner

Mayor Mary H. Maloof

Mayor Jim Ronecker

The Honorable Gary H. Katica, Mayor Mayor Andy Steingold
Town of Belleair David P. Healey, AICP
901 Ponce De Leon Boulevard ExecutiveiDirector
Belleair, Florida 33756-1096

Dear Mayor Katica:

As a function of the Joint PPC/CPA Annexation Subcommittee, we wanted to remind each
municipal jurisdiction of the Settlement Agreement between the County and each city/town
that followed the 2006 Charter Amendment process that addresses several requirements
pertaining to annexation in addition to the general law requirements of Chp. 171, Part I, F.S.

Please find attached a copy of the Settlement Agreement which enumerates the specific
requirements related to the limitation on incentives, written consent, time elapsed between
failed referenda, and information and notice to be provided. It is important that these
requirements be met in any annexation process that involves one of these factors. For that
reason, would you please refer a copy of this letter and the Settlement Agreement to your
Town Commission, Town Attorney and staff responsible for handling any annexation
process in your community.

While the Joint PPC/CPA Annexation Subcommittee continues to work on more
comprehensive solutions to the annexation issue, it is important that current state law and the
attached requirements of the Settlement Agreement be complied with.

Thank you for your cooperation, and if you have any questions, please feel free to contact me
through the Planning Council office.

P Lo/

Mayor Robert Hackworth, Chairman
Joint PPC/CPA Annexation Subcommittee

cc: Subcommittee Members
Mayors of Pinellas County

PLANNING FOR THE PINELLAS COMMUNITY






