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Robert W. Johnson Chairman
Robert J. Ford ' Vice Chalrman
Harold J. Dahl .. Member

E, F. Robb, Jr. Ex~0ificio Member
Jack M. Provo Ex~0fficio Member

Wra Sem Nt Wt Pree B (e WY QR freed G B P e ey her Bued i B W - DM A A Bl A 3 s Sier  beew  deis T el A Med eaen kvt el

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION FOR g FINDINGS OF FACT
OF MINNETRISIA AND THE VILLAGE CF | S aas OF LAW

MOUND, HENNEPIN COUNTY, MINWESOTA

- The above-entitled matter was initiated by petition of certain

resident'vaters»of Ehe Vil1age ofVMihnetpista'and came on for hearing on
September 15, 1970. Continued sessions of the hearing were held on
various other daﬁesv Appearances were entered by Gw Marc Whitehead,

"Attorney‘fc” *hc Vil lage of Minneurlqta anmond Co Ploetz, Attorney for

peuxtloners, and Paul Mélcherb, &ttorney for the Village of St o-

' Bonlfaclausq Evauenﬂe was received and exhlbmts entered, and all pﬁr onu[,
 u,were heard who desmred.to be hearda, The NlnnescLa Mun¢clpal Gommlsuw,

'upon,all'rencrds, flles, ev1dence, arguments of counsel and being‘fully

i'adv1sed in the premlses, hereby'makes and enters it andlngs of Fact,

V~L,Concluolons of Law and Order.

FINDINGS OP B&CT

"'101 On June 1, 1970, the Minnesota Mﬁnzcnp&l Commls¢1on.recelvcd a

77pet1blon of more than 10% of the resident voters of the Village of
Mlnnetrlsta, acc0rd1ng to the number of votes cast at the last vxliagéf
“election, requesting consolidation of the Village of Minnetrista and the

Village of Mownd. Said petition was proper in form, content, execution

and filing,
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2. The Minnesota Municipal Commlasion duly convened a public hearing
on the requested consolidation on September 15, 1970 at the Shirley Hills
Elementary School, Mound, Minnesota. Continued segsions of the hearing
were held on April 22, 1971, July 28, 1971, September. 2, 1971 and Novembefr
ho 1971. The secretary of the Minnesota Municipal COmmissioh;,ﬁursuant to
resolution of the Minnesota Municipal Commission, conductsed ﬁhe September
15, 1970 and April 22, 1971 se551ohs of the hearing, and duly reported the

evidence received to the Minnesota Municipal Commission. At the remaining

sessions of the hearing a lawful quorum of the Minnesota Municipal Commission

were in attendance. Due and timely nqtiCerof the hearing was served,
published and filed. |  7 |

3. The partleS‘of wecord _at the proposed hearing were thé petitidners
for coasolldatlon, the Village of Mlnnetrlsba and the Vlllage of Ste
Bomfaclousn The Vlllage of Mound did not appear, |

b The maJor portlon of the boundary of the Vlllage of Mound 157 |
common with the boundarv of the Village "”'Mxnnﬂtﬂlstaa Both villages abuﬁ

Lake Nlnnetonka. 7
5, The Vlllage of Minnetrlsta surrounds the Vl]lage of St. Bonlfacmous,

and abuts the Vlllages of Independence, Orono and Shorewoodo

6. The Vlllage of MOund abuts the Vlllages of Minnetrista and Sprlng ‘f"

Park.

7. The Vlllageu of Shorewood and annetrlsta contaln areas whlch are~‘
accessmble by road only through the Vlllage of Moundc

8. The terrmtory of the Vlllage of MOund is mainly belng used for
fairly hlgh density residential purposes and for commer01al purposes.\ The

territory of the Village of Minnetrista is being used mainly for low density
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residential and agricultural purposes.

CONCLUSIONS OF ILAW -

1. The Minnesota Munlclpal Comm1a51on duly acqulrea and now has

Jurisdiction over the within proceeding.

2. Consolidation of the Villages of Mound and Minnetrista would have

an adverse effect on adjacent and included manicipalities.

3, Consolidation of the entire Village of Minnetrista and the entire

,Village of~Mound willrnoﬁ be in their best interests, and would have an

adverse effect on a complex inter-govermmental sitvation which demands a

broader solution.

ks The Minnesota Municipal Commission should issue its order denying

the consolidation herein proposed. ,
ORDER

e
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T IS'HEREBY»ORDERED? That the prﬁposed consolldatlon of the lelage” ”

of Mlnnetrlsca and the Vlllage of Mound is D?NIEDDJ
Dated this _Ath of August, 1972
MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL COMMISSION

- 30k Capitol Square Building
- St Paul Mlnneuota
i

Howard L. Kambel JTo
Executive Secretary
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Gh-mm  Mound-Minnetrista

MEMORANDUM

| The record clearly demonstrates the need for boundary adjustments

cin the region Westerly of Lake Minnetonka. The five municipalities located

in this region are Mound, Spring Park, St. Bonifacious, Minnetrista and

Shorewood.

Testimony showed extensive interdependence among these five
municipalitieS'as demonstrated by a sharing of physical features, municipal
services and regional facilities. All five municipalities are within the

same watershed district and must respond to the water resource concerns

’Vand programs of that district. ALl five;beiong to the Lake Minnetonks

Conservation Distriét and must cooperate with that district in its surface

water regulationfaetivityo,

The Metropolltan Sewer Board 1nterceptors planned for Lhe reglon unlte |

| 1the flve munzcmpalltles for plannlng and land use policy purposesv The

‘~ local sewer syshems bullt by Mound -Spring Park, Mlnne’crlstas Bte Bonmfacmous
 and the Shady Islandenchanced Island portions of Shorewood,w1ll be
- connected to those 1nterceptors. Sanltary sewer design and operatlon-is'na -
s longer an independent activ1ty of each munlclpallty, and the need for Sprlng
' Park, Mlnnetrlsta, and Shorewood systems to connect 1nto the MOund syscem

‘has been . admltted by all participants.

The need for an area»wxde decision én highWay'facilities has been

"  clearly documented and the 1nab111ty of the several local governments to
Vf—reach an amicable agreement on the matter is also in evxdencee Untll an
'>agreement can be reached, long-range transportatlon plannlng for magor |

‘ hlghway facilities oannot proceed for that ares o

‘ The record shows that Mlnnetrista rece&ves flre protectmon by contraet'

Afrom,Mound, St e Bonlfaclous,'anq Maple Plain. Mlnnetrlsta contracts for 

'polibé protection from Mound. Mimnetrista is part of a joint librarj board'
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administered‘by Mound. 'Minnetrista is part of a joint assessment board ;' o i“
7 adminisfered by Mound. We agree that such arrangements are needed or - ' f :
desirable 1n certaln r:\.rcumstances° But a large number of’such~arrangements 'éj o ‘j

- is a source of confusion to citizens and a burden for the viliage council ; e

,rta negotiate on a recurring basis. Such agreements place the fates of—r ; R

fi Minnetrista residents in the hands of govermnmental officials who are not iivr,vvf'i
;E elected by them, and who only indirectly concern themselves with Minnetrista’ sg  ‘ ‘_‘_[
Q; welf’are° Surely if the ma jor purpose of v111age government is co artlculate, ;,,<' ‘  i
f? ~and protect the welfare of its r951dents through its own dlrect actlon, ';?’ " ‘f
;é' ~ some change in boundarles is necessary when the vmllage transfers that | éf 'i rr'f
j; —'respon31b111ty to adgacent local governmentsq N ' 'gg" A?' ”
%é 7 Much of the testmmony in oppos:blon to the requested consolldatlon’ s 5 _   £ :
:; 'hentered on the assertlon that Mlnnetrlsta people'dlffer,fromkMound peopleor,‘;f‘ 1;:: H 
af We believe that sach an assertlon is irrelevant to cur deﬁenmlnat¢on 31nce ;;'ﬂv T;iL5
: it presupposes that people with dlfferent interests cannot llve | §i 'ki  o
é ir_harmonlously:withln the same municipality. We know of no munic allby ?f “‘lx' :
\2 -that does not cénﬁaingﬁeople with different'inperests;_ Munlclpal jf‘*:f~
_; 3goverhment is one:vehicle for the reSolutioh of just -such dlfferencesQ To  »35‘    f‘f
f the extent that munlclpal boundarles 1solabe such dlfferences, they must . i;7   'f;.
;E | be resolved by a higher unit of government. . | vvf' R
.  % In spite of all of the above, we have decided to deny the requested "§ "f{:°“ f
F} e consolldatlon of Mound and Minnetrista. We do not have at our disposal = éiiilf‘f '
Vviy Vleglslatlon whlch famrly meets the problemo Approva1~of the consolldatlon‘””fii;T*Jf!f
‘g would ‘serve only to compound a problem which demands a broader solution. - “§v v ;' a
'E, | It wculd leave the lelage of St. Bonifacious totally ourrounded by one : ’§17;“ ;;f;
f? mun1c1pa11tyo; It would leave the island portion of the_Village of phorewoéd.'%§' —_j‘ -
-% ,‘isolatéd from the main part of the village. It ignofes situations to:the : né’ff. .
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7 south, southwest and north which shauid be considered in any boundary

- adjustmont decision,

We'rurrge local residents to take the 'lea,d in designing a local

| government capable of meeting f’cheir future needs. A wvehicle should be

created to systematically analyze alternative proposals. Cur agency
stands ready to help implement any reasonable proposal issuing from such

a group.
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