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STATE OF MINNESOTA
MUNICIPAL BOARD

Svite 165 Metro Square
- 7th & Robert Streeis
5t. Paul, Minnesota 55101

 March 16; 1978

,MrﬁrMafk Winkler

Deputy Secretary of State - B ,ir
Coosy oo o o State Office Building :
R o ,Sa1nt Paul, Minnesota

Re: - Mun1c1pa1 Board Docket Number A- 3138 V1rg1n1a

Dear Mr. W1nk1er

The subject order of the M1nnesota Mun1c1pa1 Board
- ,makes the following changes- in the popu1at1on of the
-~ named units of government: , ,

"i'The'POP”]at1°n,°f __the_ City of V1rg1n1a
~is increased by _NO CHANGE

~The 'porbrul,atifo;n. of __the T,QW“, of Sii’ver ,
o 1-*5— decreased by MO CHANGE

‘A new municipality named

has been created with-a populat1on of

The,,;e

has been d1ssolved
0ff1c1a1 date of the Order‘ March 16, 1978. Effective date:
March 16, 1978.

. C.C.r Mr. wa11ace 0. Dahl
g - Director o o : i

Tax Research Division - Patricia D. Lundy

205 Centennial Bldg. Assistant Execu

e Secretary

v*’Héze1'Reinhardt 7
State Demographer = '
101 Capitol Square Bldg.

eMr Arthur C. 7Roemef
Department of Revenue

"7201 Centennial Bldg. S 3/;70 o
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A-3138 Virginia

BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL BOARD
 OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

I - 7 -~ Gerald J. Isaacs = - Chairman L
ST, Robert W. Johnson Vice -Chairman
Thomas J. Simmons - Member o
Alvin Hall , Ex,Off1c10—Member
Edwin Hoff Ex-0fficio Member

IN THE MATTER OF THE RESOLUTION) - - FINDINGS OF FACT,
FOR ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN LAND ) - CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
TO THE CITY OF VIRGINIA ~ ) AND ORDER

-The above ent1t]ed matter came on for hearing before the M1nnesota,

Mun1c1pa1 Board. pursuant to M1nnesota Statutes 414, as amended on

August 23, 1977, at Virginia, M1nnesota The hear1ng was conducted by

%fﬂ}fd'dhej} ; Commissioner Thomas J. Simmons pursuant to M1nnesota Statutes 414,01,

| | | 175ubd. 12,7 Also in attendance were County Comm1ss1oners Edw1nrHoff and
CAlvin Hall, ex-officio members of the Board. The City of Virginia

h,{appeared by and through Jerry Ketola, C1ty Attorney Testimony. was heard
ihand records and exh1b1ts were received. 7 o |
rv After due and- carefu] cons1derat1on of a]l ev1dence, together with

. all records, files and proceedings, the M1nnesota Mun1c1pa] Board hereby

"?makes and files the fo110w1ng F1nd1ngs of Fact, Conc]us1ons of Law and Order

FINDINGS OF FACT

;'T.' On Apr11 6, 1977, a reso]ut1on of the annex1ng mun1c1pa]1ty was
' rece1ved by the M1nnesota Mun1c1pa1 Board request1ng the Board to order
jannexat1on of the area herewnafter descr1bed Th1s reso]ut1on conta1ned
~all the 1nformat1on requ1red by statute 1nc1ud1ng a descr1pt1on of the
Vlterr1tory subaect to annexat1on wh1ch is as fo]]ows, ' v
: iPart1a1 Sect1ons Two (2), Three (3), Four (4); Five (5) and
- Six (6), unorganized Township Fifty-eight and one-half (58%),
“North, Range Seventeen:(17); West, according to the original
‘government survey thereof of said area more commonly referred
to as STiver Township. 7 : R 7
2; Due, t1me1y and adequate legal notice of the hear1ng was pub]1shed,

r'iserved and f1]ed

3. Geograph1c Features
"'a; The area subJect to annexation is. un1ncorporated and abuts

the C1ty of V1rg1n1a

-



b,rrThe total area of the City of Virginia is 19 square miles.
rThe'tota1 area of the territory subJect to annexation is
1747acres.
- ¢. The perimeter-of the‘prea'tpfbé'ahnexed is 50% bordered by -
the municipality. | ” | | |
Vd; The natural terrain of the aréa,'ithuding;genera1'topdgraphya

“major watersheds,'soij conditidns, r1vers,r]akes and maaor

:f b1uffspis as follows: used for m1n1ng purposes
é 4. Population Data | |
; a. ThejCity of Virginia
jé V""T)VPast,pppu1atipn gfpwth: Decrease
"1éj' , - ~-2) Present population: 12,450

3) Projected population: 14,000
~b. The area subject to annexation .

1) Past pppﬁ]atipn growth: 0

2) Present;popu1ation:: 0 ;

‘3) Projected popu]at1on '07 5

5? ‘Deve1opment Issues 7 7 3

N ”a. What, if- any, are the comprehens1ve p1ans for the deve1opment %

—of the property proposed for annexat1on and/or the annex1ng %é

. mun1c1pa11ty, 1nc1ud1ng deve1opment proaected by the State ) é

Planning Agency7 The area is used for m1n1ng purposes and ;é

fho other deve1opment is ant1c1pated 7 3

"'igb{,VWhat tand use. contro?c are: preseni]y be1ng emp]oyed ?

', '1) In the City of Virginia: - | é

| a.. Zonlng - Yes, by ord1nan¢e 7 é

b. Subd1V1s1on regu]at1ons - Yes, and Planned Un1t i

' - Deve]opment j
c;prUSiNQ.éndrbui1ding codes ~ Yes L R 7 ,3:7'

72),Inrthe afeé to be anhexéd: 7 - - é

a. Zoning - Yes, St. Louis County 7 %f

b.iSubdiVisiOn regUlations - Yés,73£ LoUis County é

-p,iHous1ng and bu11d1ng codes - Yes, St. Louis County %f

c. Does the City- requ1re future growth space? ;Yes,} If so, %

will the area subject to annexation provide the City of
. virginiagwith‘nécessafy growth spabe? No. | i
o
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The present pattern of physical deve}obment is:
1) In the City of Virginia: '
" a) Residential - Yes

b) Inddstrié1'~ Yes oo

c) Commercial -"Yes

2) In the area subJect to annexat1on

Industr1a1 - M1n1ng
What will be the effect, if any, of - the annexation on

adJacent commun1t1es? None.

76. Governmenta] Services

a.

7?) Sewer 4'Yes . 6) Street Maintenance - Yes

Presently, the unorganxzed terr1tory ca11ed "Sl1ver“ prOV1des

' the area-subject to annexation with the fo119w1ng services:

None. .

. Presently, the City of Virginia provides ﬁts citizens with.

the following services:

1) Water - Yes . 7 5)rstreetflmprqvementsrf Yes

) F1re Protect1on - Yes “7) Recreational - Yes -
4) Pol1ce Protectwon - Yes ' e

Present]y, the C1ty of Virginia prov1des the area subaect o

c.
- to annexationrw1th,the,foT]ow1ng service: Fire Protectjon.
d. 7P1ans to extend,municipal services fe the:area:subject to ko
annexation include fhe foTTowings Police and Fire Protection, %;
'7 e. 1There are no ex1st1ng or potent1a1 po]]ut1on prob]ems ';
7. vF1sca1 Data . d | o
| a. rIn the City of V1rg1n1a, the assessed va1uat1on trend is. . ,%
1ncreaswng, the mill rate trend is stab]e, and the present o ?
o rbonded indebtedness is 0. o ',',i
b. In the area subject to annexat1on, the assessed vaTuation | }
. trend is stable, the mill rate trend is stab]e, and the pre- o 3.
i;; sent bonded 1ndebtedness is 0. ' | 7 ]
;T; c. fThe mill rate trends in the fo110w1ng units- of government -are: '§
;;de | 1),County - Stable 7 2) School Districts - Stab]e ' ;
fl}f‘ 'd.'IWi11 the anheﬁation have any effect upon areaschoolvd1Stricts?’§;
‘é;




'8p' Is ahnexation,ﬁo«the City of Virginia the best alternative? - Yes.
a. Could gOveYnmental services be better provided for by incor-

poration of the area subject to annexation? No.

b. Could governmental services Bé”befférrprbVidedﬁfér by consoTi-

'dat1on ar annexatwon of the area with an adgacent munwcxpa11ty‘ :

other than V1rg1n1a? No.
¢.  Could "S?1ver Townshwp" prOV1de the services requwred? NE.V
g. VA'maJority of property owners in the area tp»be.annexed have not
petitidned.the Minnesota Municipa1 Board requesting ahnexation.
'HQWEVér; thérevére no persdns who qualify as voﬁers:residing'on'r
the property proposed for annexation. ' ' o |

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. The M1nnesota Munwc1pa1 Board duiy acqu1red and now has Jur1s-k
|  d1ct1on of the w1th3n proceedlng
2. The area subJect to annexation is now or. is about to become -urban
for'suburban in character 7 ‘
S 3. Municipal government is requ1red to protect the pub11c health"

 safety and we1fare 1n the area subaect to annexatxon

: 4; The best 1nterest of the Cvty of V1rg1n1a and the area subJect  '7 .

’to annexat1on W1li be furthered by annexat1on 7
;l35;' There is a reasonab1e reTatwonsh1p between the 1ncrease in
;‘erevenue for the City of V1rg1n1a and the value of benef1ts conferred
'frupon the area subject to annexat1on. |
| 5;,‘The{area pr1mar1]y ‘and substant1al1y 1nterested in- or affected
7 i_ﬁ&jtheﬂ&dard order onIy includes that area subJect to annexation.
, | *,Z. gThe area primar11y and substant1a11y 1nterested 1n or affected
“f*by’fhé'Boéfd order has no ve51dent-voters~ Therefore, -the referendum .
requlrement of M. S 414 031, Subd 5, is not app11cab1e to th1s proceed1ng
 ,~8}7 An order shou]d be 1ssued by the M1nnesota Mun1c1pa1 Board
' annex1ng the area described herein. o
j ,'77 |  ORDER
| IT*IS HERE8YLORbERED" That the property described herein situated
T1n the County of St Louws, State of M1nnesota, be and the same is herebyr
| annexed to the C1ty of - V1rg1n1a, M1nnesota, the ‘same as if 1t had been

or1g1na11y made a part thereof:

A i e e
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* Partial Sections Two {2); Three (3), Four (4), Five (5) and
~Six (6), unorganized Township Fifty-eight and one~half (58%),
North, Range Seventeen (17), West, according to the original -
government survey thereof of said area more commonTy referred
to as Sliver Townsh1p

1T 1S FURTHER ORDERED: That tﬁé’effective*datE*of thisﬁofder7isf
March 16, 1978. ' '

Dated this 16th day of March, 1978.

MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL BOARD
165 Metro Square Building
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101

t &fy':24z¢,“¢

N1111am A. Neiman
Executive Secretary
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STATE OF MINNESOTA
DEPARTMENT OF STATE
CEILED
MARZ2 21978
 Bonclinzir) Srmres
Secretary of State

99‘6/3 70




