
PINELLAS PLANNING COUNCIL
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

AGENDA ITEM: IV B.

SUBJECT:
Ability to Serve Report No. 09-3: City of Gulfport (Referendum AnnexationArea)

RECOMMENDATION:
Council, Based on The Accompanying Findings II. A-D, Adopt a Finding thatthe City
of Gulfport has the Ability to Provide Municipal Services to this Area and Authorize
this Finding to be Transmitted to the City.

BACKGROUND

Section 5(12) of Chapter 88-464, Laws of Florida, as amended, requires the Council to
review and make a recommendation to the affected municipality for each annexation of
ten acres or more as to the ability of the municipality to provide municipal services to the
territory proposed to be annexed. Although this report is primarily for the purpose of
determining if the City has the ability to provide the proposed annexation area with
municipal services, it is also used to identiff any other issues with respect to the
annexation. The City has indicated in its submission material that it has the ability to
provide municipal services to the areaproposed for annexation.

This is a proposed annexation, subject to a referendum, pursuant to Chapter 17l, Florida
Statutes (F.S.). The referendum is scheduled to take place on November 3, 2009.

The proposed referendum area is located in the southwestern part of Pinellas County, and
is bounded by the City of South Pasadena on the west, Gulfport Boulevard S. on the north,
the City of Gulfport on the east and Boca Ciega Bay on the south (see Map 2). The area
consists of a mixture of single-family subdivisions, condominiums, townhomes, an
apartment complex, a commercial property, and a portion of the Pasadena Yacht and
Country Club. The total area of the proposed annexation is 171 acres.
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SUB-IEC?i Ability to Serve Report No. 09-3: Gulfport

il. FINDINGS

In accordance with the ability to serve review criteria of PPC Resolution No. 98-2, and
based upon the accompanying data and analysis, staff submits the following findings for
consideration:

A. The subject area is not located within an established planning area pursuant to
Chapter 163, F.S. Gulfport has not established any planning areas pursuant to
Chapter 163, F.S.

B. The proposed annexation will not create any enclaves.

C. The City has the ability to provide
fire, EMS, recreation, and library
services, or private contractors.

water, sewer, solid waste, law enforcement,
services through city departments, county

D. With the exception of the fire district, the existing service district boundaries will
not change.

III. REVIEW COMMENTS

A. Consistencv with Chapter 171. F.S.: The area is contiguous to municipal
boundaries on its eastern borders (i.e., a substantial part of a boundary of the
territory sought to be annexed is contiguous (Section 171.031(11), F.S.)), the area
is reasonably compact (Section l7l.03l(12), F.S.), and no enclaves will be
created (Section 171.031(13), F.S.). While this is not part of the review criteria
of PPC Resolution No. 98-2, staff finds the proposed annexation complies with
the above provisions of State law.

B. Water: The area proposed for annexation is served by two providers: the City of
Gulfport and the City of St. Petersburg. The City of Gulfport, as a wholesale
potable water customer from the City of St. Petersburg, provides service to the
area east of Robin Road. Upon annexation a 25o/o surcharge currently levied by
Gulfport would be eliminated for those properties. The second provider, the City
of St. Petersburg provides direct potable water service to the remainder of the
area. A current 25Vo surcharge levied by St. Petersburg to water customers in this
area would remain even if annexation occurs.

With regard to the level of service (LOS) and coverage of the both potable water
systems, no water main extensions are proposed or required at this time. Based on
the existing use of properties in the area, neither Gulfport nor St. Petersburg
anticipates that there will be any additional impact to their water systems.
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