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“BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL BOARD
OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

° . Thomas J. Sinimons - Chairman
Robert W. Johnson Vice Chairman
‘Gerald J. Isaacs Member. .
Joe Neaton . Ex-0fficio Member
IN THE MATTER OF THE DESIGNATION OF ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
CERTAIN LAND FOR ORDERLY ANNEXATION ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,

TO THE CITY OF YOUNG AMERICA ) "AND _ORDER

- The abdve—entitTed matter came on for hearing before therMinneSQta
MunicipaT Board pursuanf to Minnesota Statutes 414, as amended, on
~June 12, 1975 at Young America,'Minnesota. The hearing wasrconductedr
by Howard Kaibel, ExetutiveVSecfetary,Vpursuant to M{nnesotaVStatutes

414.01, Subd. 12. The hearing was continued from time to time.
i Aftér due and cérefu] cohsideratﬁon of all evidence, togéther'
With all records, fi]es and proceedings the Minnesota Municipal Board
hereby makes and fiTes'the following Findings of‘Eact, thcIusféns of.
Law and Order. | |

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. VThere were seyera] procedural irregularities in the early
~s£ages of thisAprocéeding which have been resolved by the Board during
the course of fhe proceeding. Initially, Ybung America erroneously
~ annexed, by ordinance, the parcel in question on June 5, 1973. This
ordinance, which was passed in response to a petition dated March 20,

1973, byrthe sole property ownef, was filed with the Municipal Board

" on June 28, 1973.

" on July 2, 1973, the Board informed Young America that certain
requirements of Minneéota Statutes 414.033, Subdivision 5, had not been
met by the'city and that the annexation could. not be accepted by the
Board until these requiréments wefe satisfied. One such deficiency
was the failure by Young America to certify that all parties had
been notified 6f the petitfénn A follow-up letter-was sent September 27,
1973. | o

On January 2, 1974, the Board received a resolution from Young

America Township, dated June 18, 1973, approving the proposed annex-




'ation. On the same date, the Board.received notice from the Carver
County Auditor which stated that Carver County had received a copy
of the pet1t10n on June 11, 1973 On July 17, 1974, the Board
informed the C1ty of Young America that they still had not fu11y
comp]1ed with the requlrements of Mwnnesoia Statutes 414.033, 7
- Subdivision 5,in that there was no showing that the abutting muhicipa?-
ity of Norwood had rece1ved a copy of the petition. A more detailed, |
follow-up letter was sent to a]1 part1es on March 20, 1975,ekp1aining,
that the annexation still could not be accepted by the Board because
of'procedural deficiencies.
On'March727, 1975, the Board received a reso]ution'frbm the
.City of Norwood objecting-to the proposed annexation. Upon receipt
of this objection, the Board scheduled a hearing for June 12, 1975
as required by Minnesota Statutes 414.033, Subdivision 5. In
rscheduling this hearing, the Board nbted that the annexation ordihawce
',prev1ously adopted by the C1ty of Young America was void. Further,
-the Board found that proposed annexat1on was now proper1y before
the Board, all procedural requ1rements, 1nc]ud1ng notice prOV1s1ons,
hav1ng been met. B
On May 23, 1975, the Board rece1ved not1ce from Young Amer1ca
Township that it wished to exercise its option under Minnesota
Statutes 414.034, Subdivision 4, to have the area in question
designéted as in need of orderly annexation., The June 12th hearing
was continued for 120'to 180 days as required‘by Minnesota Statutes
414.034. The hearing was reconvened on September 18, 1975 and
- continued until October 21, 1975. 1In October, 1975, prior to the
.sChedu1ed-hearfng, the Cities of Norwood and Young America submitted
'resolutions—agfeeinb to dismiss the entire proceeding. However,
the cities stipulated that this dismissal wou]d be contingent upon
fruitful, nunicipal consolidation discussions. On October 17, 1975,
the hear1ng was continued for 120 days until February 17 1976.
) On February 9, 1976, the Board received a resolution ‘from the
City of Norwood ihdicatiﬁg that the municipal consolidation discussions
| had fai]ed Therefore, the stipulated d1sm1ssa1 was v01d
7 The hear1ng conducted on February 17, 1976 was 11m1ted by
agreemept of the parties, to evidence regarding the area originally

proposed for annexation. On August 27, 1976, the Board scheduled
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a hearing for October 14, 1976 to specifically consider orderly
annexat1on issues, particularly whether or not the area in question
should be expanded. Evidence submitted atrth1s hearing was in
confTigt.,iThe findingsrcqnfainediin this order are b%sed upon those
contained within M.S. 414.031(4), as'réqujfed bj M}S. 414;032(4).;
2. Due,rtime1y and adequate legal notice of the hearing was
,pub]ished, served and filed. |
3. Geographic Featufeé'
a. The area-under considerationrfor orderly annexation
is unincorporated and abuts the City of Young America.
b.r The,tota1 area of the ferritory,under consideration
fofrdrdér1y'annexation is 6.72 acres.
c. The degree of contiguity of the boundaries bétween
the municipa1ity and the proposed, designated
" property is asrfo]1bws:, A small percentage.
| ~d. The natural terrain of the area, ihc]uding generaT
,'topdgraphy,'hajbr watersheds, soil conditions, fivers,
Takes and major bluffs is as;foilows: Terrain slopes

to- the south. -

4. Population Data - The area under consideration for orderly

annexation has a p0pu1ation of tw0'ahd might grow slightly

with the construction of a new house in the City of Young
Amer1ca, the popu1at1on is est1mated to be 915 persons and
growth is expected to continue.
o 75. DeVeiopment Issues 7
| ’7;i ) a. What, if any, are the comprehensiveApTans fbr tﬁer
deveyopment of the propérty pfoposed for orderly
annexéfidn including development projected by the
Metropo]itén Counci] The area is fully deve1oped but
for the possible construet1on of one home.
b. What land use controls are presently being emp]oyed:
1) In the C1ty of Young America
a. Zon1nq - Yes
.b. Subdivision regulations - No
¢. Housing and building codes - Yes, State

S : , ~ d. Other - Planning Commission, rev1ew1ng lTand use
. ordinances. _
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2) In the area under consideration for orderly

annexation
a. Zoning - Yes, by County |
',g. Does the cify require future growth space? VYes. If
50, will the area subject to orderly annexation provide
* the City of Younyg America with necessary growth space? No.
d. 'The present pattern of physical development is:
1) In the City of Yodng America
| a) Residential - Yes
b) Industrial - No
c) Commercial - Yés
d) Institutional - Yes
2) In the area subject to orderly annexation:
1) Residential - one home and others nearby | | : o
b) Industrial - No |
c) Commercial - One business, the Dile Corpdrat1on,
and supermarket nearby and other potential deve]op—
ment. :
d) Institutiona1'- No 7 |
e. What will be the effect, if any, of the annexation on
adjacent communities? Potentially, cou1d Timit Norwood's
- growth to the east.
6. Goverﬁmenta1 Services |
a. Presently, the Township of Young America proVidés the o
| “area subject to orderly annexation with the following .

© services:

 '412 ' o o 1) Water - No ' - 5) Street Improvements - No
f | 2) Sewer - No | 6) Street Maintenance ~ Yes
3) Fire Protect1on - No, : 7) Recreat1ona1 —"No |

contracts with City
of Young America

},”'*;Y fgvér . : contracts with County

f’*’ § ' . P 4) Police Protection -
e ~County Sheriff

if b. Presently, the City of Young'America provides its é
fir fcjtizehs with the following services: ?
N B ~.1) Water - Yes  5) Street Improvements - Ves ;
ff : 2) Sewer —'Yes‘ , 6) Street Maintenance —'Yes . b
SR - 3) Fire Protection - Yes, a" 7) Recreational - Yes g
e Ty ' fire rating of 8 j
: T ' , : B 8) Other - L1brary, garbage :
4) Police Protection - No, pick-up - :
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c. Present1y, the City of Young America provides the
area subject to orderly annexation with the following
sePVicesi
1) Water - Yes - _'B) Street Improvements - Yes,
' : Cbuilt a 9 ton road.
2) Sewer - Yes ' .
, : 6) Street Maintenance ~ Yes
3) Fire Protection - Yes, :
by contract with the 7) Recreational - Yes, atll
township : facilities avaijlable
 4);Po1icé Protection - No 8) Other ~ Garbage pick-up
d. Plans to extend municipal services to the area subject
to orderly annexation include the following: City services
already are provided by Young America. Police will be provided.
7. Fiscal Data

a. ~In the City of Young:America, the assessed valuation trend

is rising, the mill rate trend is s]owTy dropping (27.9 in
1976) and the present bonded indebtedness is approximately
$700,000. | R

b. In the area subject torordek1y'annexa£ion, the assessed
valuation trend is rising,‘fhe mill rate trend is moderéte]y
risihgr(l.Ql in 1976) and the present bonded indebtedness"
is 0. | | ' '

c. Will the orderly annexation haVe any effect upon area
school districts?  No | | 7 7 7

- 8. Is ofderiyrannexation,to the City of Young America the best
a]fernative. -
a. Could governmental services'be-bétteriprovidéd for by

“incorporation of the area subject to orderly annexation? No.

~b. Could governmental services be better provided for by '

consolidation or orderly annexation of the area with an

adjacent municipa]ity other than Young America? No, serviceé

- are already being provided by Yodng'America.r

7Ac. Could Young America township provide the servicesrrequired? No.
9. The area designated for orderly annexatipn should be increased |
}‘E ' _ in order to include that property which is nor or is about to
; becoMe‘urban or subdrban'in character; thernew description of
the area to be annexed is as follows:
To the north, the city 1imits of Young America;
to the east, the Chicago Northwestern Railway;:

to the south, State Highway 212; and to the west,
the Norwood city 1imits.
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. The Minnesota Municipal Board duly acquired and now has
Jur1sd1ct1on of the w1th1n proceeding.
2. The area subJect to order]y annexat1on is nor or is about
to become urban or suburban in character, | o ; 77
3. Municipal government is required to protect the public health,
safety, and we1fare in the area subject to order1y annexat1on '
4 ' The best interest of the City of Young Amer1ca and the area
subJect to orderly annexation will be furthered by designating the
area for orderly annexat1on
5. Orderly annexation of all or a part of the property to an .
adjacent mun1c1pa11ty;wou1d,not better serve the interests of the residents
. who reside in the'area'subject to orderly anqexation. a
6. rAn order Shou1drbe issued byrfhe Minnesota MunicipaT Boafd~
' designatiﬁg for ofderly annexatibn the area described herein.
| | ORDER |
"IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the property descr1bed herein situated
in the County of Carver, State of M1nnesota, be and the same is hereby
'-des1gnated for order]y annexat1on to the C1ty of Young America, M1nnesotar
' To the north, the city 11m1ts of Young America; to the
east, the Chicago Northwestern Railway; to the south,
State Highway 212: and to the west, the Norwood city
}%m}ESFURTHER ORDERED That the effgctiva date of this order
is February 4,71977 ,
Dated this 7th _day of February, 1977
MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL BOARD

165 Metro Square Building ,
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101

c%%w
W11]1a Neima

_ Executive Secretary
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