
3/31/25 Legal Counsel Meeting  

Attendees: Dan Kees (Mayor, City of Holiday Island), David Rochefort (HISID BOC), Justin Eichmann 

(City attorney) and Matt Bishop (HISID attorney) 

 

Summary of legal input follows in blue: 

 

Question #1: 

Can the Holiday Island Suburban Improvement District dedicate all the roads “for public use” and 

continue to retain ownership of those roads? 

There is no clear answer to the question based on existing law or legal decisions.  HISID’s continued 

ownership of the roads is important only so long as HISID remains a functioning entity.  Since the city 

would be using restrictive funds to help fund road maintenance, having HISID dedicate the roads to 

the city and the city then passing an ordinance accepting the roads is the legal recommendation.  

 

Question #2: 

With the varied notations on the plats and the work involved in having to pull 48 plats to determine 

the notation on each plat, can HISID develop a legal instrument to be recorded with the county that 

would include all the roads currently under HISID control, formally dedicating the roads and rights of 

way to public use? 

The answer is “it is not necessary” for HISID to generate any document. The act of the developer filing 

the plats in and of itself is considered a dedication of the roads to public use. The city would have to 

pass one or more ordinances accepting that dedication.  

 

Question #3: 

If the answer to question #1 is yes, can both the city and HISID spend money on the roads? 

The recommendation is for HISID and the city, in the near term, to continue the process that was used 

in the initial dedication of Stateline Drive and Hawk Drive and continue with the interlocal agreements 

for maintenance. This process would be used while the City and HISID work on a plan to transition all 

HISID functions to the City and dissolve HISID. Note that this option is dependent on the City and HISID 

agreeing to pursue such planning. 

 

Question #4: 

If it is determined that the answer to question #1 is yes, is there still a possibility that HISID would be 

required to do a reassessment of benefits? 

This point becomes moot if a plan to dissolve HISID is adopted by the City and HISID. 


