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An E9ual Opportunity Employor -

Mr. Mark Winkler 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
MUNICIPAL BOARD 
Suite 165 Metro Square 

7th & Robert Streets 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101 

April 12, 1978 

Deputy Secretary of State 
State Office Building 
Saint Paul,. Minnesota 

Phone: 296·2428 

Re: Municipal Board Docket Number A-3174 Stewartville 

Dear M~. Winkler: 

The subject order of the Minnesota Municipal Board 
makes the foll-Owing changes in the population of the 
named units of government: 

The population of the City of Stewartville 

is increased by NO CHANGE 

The population of the Town of High Forest 

is decreased by NO CHANGE 

A new municipality named------------------

has been created with a population-of ______ __;, __ 

The ____ ..;...._ ___________ ..;..._ ________ _ 

has been dissolved. 

0 ff i c ia l d a t e o f th e Order --'-'-A pL..r;...i;...l'---4:..::,_...;.l .;:;..9..:;..7.;:;..8..:;... ____,;;E;c.;f;...f....;;e;..;;c....;;t...;...;..--,,,:;= 

C.C. Mr. Wallace O. Dahl ~ 
Di rector -~_,...A'---~~~-;:;;~.,,,...,__~e-r-1 

Tax Research Division Patricia _ _ 
205 Centennial Bldg. Assistant Execut, 

Hazel Reinhardt 
State Demographer 
101 Ca~itoi Square Bldg. 

Mr. Arthur c. Roemer 
Department of Revenue 
201 Centennial Bldg. 3/'/13 
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A-3174 Stewartville 

BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL BOARD 

OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA 

Gerald J. Isaacs 
Robert W. Johnson 
Thomas J. Simmons 
Carol Kamper 
Douglas Krueger 

Chairman 
Vice Chairman 

- Member 
Ex-Officio Member 
Ex-Officio Member 

---------------------------- ---- -----
- IN THE MATTER OF T~E PETITION FOR) 

ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN LAND 10 THE) 
CITY OF STEWARTVILLE ) 

FIND IJrns OF F /\C__l, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, 

AND ORDER 

------ --------------- -- ---------
The above-entitled matter came on for hearing before the Minne

sota Municipal ·Board pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414, as amended, 

on November 2, 1977, at Stewartville, Minnesota. The hearing was 

conducted by William A. Neiman pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414.01, 

1 Subd. 12. Also in attendance were County Commissioners Carol Kamper 
1 -, 

and Douglas Krueger, ex;..officio members of the Board. The City of 

Stewartville appeared by and through Thomas Healy, the Tovmship of 

Htgh Forest was represented by Henry Schumann, and the petitioner 

appeared by and through Robert Suk. Testimony was heard and records 

and exhibits were received. 

After due and careful consideration of all evidence~ together 

with all records, files and proceedings, the Minnesota Municipal Board 

_ hereby makes and files the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of 

Law and O_rder; 
FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. On June 16, 1977, a copy bf a petition for ann~xation by 
-

the sole property owner was filed with the ~innesot~ Municipal Board. 

The petition contained all the inforrnatton required by statute includ

ing a description of the territory subject to annexation which is as 

- follows: Lots One (1), Two (2), and Three (3), Block One (1), less 
commencing at the Southwest corner of Lot Three (3L thence 
North 83 feet, thence East 147.5 feet, thence South 83 feet, 
tijence West 147.5 feet1 to the place of beginning, Brin's 
Plat, Stewartville. Minnesota, according to the plat 
thereof on file and of record in the office· of the County 
Recorder in and for said county and state. 

2. Due, timely and adequate legal notice of the hearing was 

published, served and filed. 
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3. Geogrdphic Features 

a. The area subject to annexation is unincorporated and 

abuts the City of Stewartville. 

b.- -The total ar-ea of the territory subject to annJ~Xation is 

approximately 1~ acres. 

c. The natural terrain of the area, including general topo

-gfaphY, majo~ watersheds, soil conditions, rivers, lakes 

and major bluffs is as follows: lowland, clay soil; land 

has been °filled. 0 

4. Population Data 

a. The City of Stewartville is experiencing modest growth. 

b. The area subject t~ annexation has O population and is 

likely to have no growth unless the area is annexed. 

5. Development Issues 

a. Whata if any, are the plans for the development of the 

property proposed for annexation and/or the annexing 

municipality~ including development projected by the 

state planning agency? Property owner pJans to develop 

a condominium with 32 -u-nits. Area is surrounded by com_:c 

mercial on 2 sides and single-family residential on another. 

b. What land use controls are presently being employed? 

1) In the City of Stewartville: 

a. Zoni'ng - Yes 

b. Subdivision regulations - Unknown 

c: Housing and building codes - Yes 

d. Other - Planning Commission 
. 

2) In the area to be annexed: 

a. Zoning - By Olmsted County 

b. Subdivision regulations - Unknown 

c • . Hou s in g an d bu il di n g codes - Unknown 

c. Does the city require future growth space? Unknown 

d~ Development of the following types fs occur~ing} 

T) In the City of Stewartville: 

a; Residential - Large residential subdivision, several 
apartment buildings. 

b. Industria1 - Potentia1 expansiott in industria'I park. 
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c. Commercial - Some expansion underway. 

d. Institutional - Unknown 

2) In the area subject to annexation: none 

e. What will be the effect, if any, of the annexation on 

adjacent communities? None. 

6. Governmental Services 

7. 

a. Presently, the Township of High Forest provides the area 

subject to ~nnexation with the following services: 

1) Water - No 5) Street Improvements - Unknown 

2) Sewer - No 6) Street Maintenance - Yes 

3} Fire Protection - By contract 7) Recreational - Unknown 

4) Police Protection Unknown 

b. Presently, the City of Stewartville provides its citizens 

c. 

with the following services{ 

1) Water Yes 5) Street Improvements - Yes 

2) Sewer - Yes 6) Street Maintenance - Yes 

3) Fire Protection Yes 7) Recreational - Yes 

4) Police Protection Unknown 

Presentlyt the City of Stewartville provides the area 

subject to annexation with the following.services: none. 

d. Plans to extend municipal services to the area subject to 

annexation include the following: none. 

e. There are existing or potential pollution problems which 

are: if the area is develope~ with septic tanks without 
t 

community sewer, poor ~oil conditions will likely create 

--a pollution problem. The following additional services 

will h~ld resolve this situation: city sewer, and 

Stewartville is presently preparing its application for 

a Step I Federal grartt to improve its system. 

Fiscal Data 

a. In the area subject to annexation, the assessed valuation 

as of 1977 is $1,490, the mill rate as of 1977 is 2,75 

and the bonded indebtedness as of 1977 is o. 
b. The mill rates as of 1977 in the following units of 
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governmcn t a re: 

1) County - 23.34 2) Township - 2.75 

c. Will the annexation hive any effect upon area school 

d is tr i ct S ? NO . . 

8. A majority of property owners in the area to be annexed have 

petitioned the Minnesota Municipal Board requesting annexation. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAi4 

1. The Minnesota Municipa1 Board duly acquired and now has ,jurisk 

dfction of the within proc~eding. 

2. The area subject to annexation is now or is about to become 

urban or suburban in character. 

3. Municipal government is required to protect the public health, 

safety, and welfare in the area subject to annexation. 

4. The best interest of the area subject to annexation will be 

furthered by annexation. 

5. The remainder of the Township_ of High Forest can carry on the 

functions of government without undue hardship. 

6. There is a reasonable relationship between the increase in 

revenue for the City of Stewartville and the value of benefits conferred 

upon the area subject to annexation. 

7~ Annexation of all or a part of the property to an adjacent 

municipality would not bettir serve the interests 6f the residents who 

reside in the area subject to annexation. 

8. Thfs annexation proceeding has baen initiated by a petition 

of a maJorjty of property owners and3 therefore!' this Minnesota Municipal 

Board nrder is not subject to an annexation election. 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the property described herein situated 

in the Co~nty of Olmsted, State of Minnesota, be and the same is hereby 

,,,1 annexed to the City of Stewartville, Minnesota, the same as if it had been 
! 
.} 

i originally made a part thereof: 

Lots One(l), Two (2), and Three (3), B1ock One (1), Jess 
commencing at the Southwest corner of Lot Three (3), thence 
North 83 feet, thence East 147.5 feet, thence South 83 feet, 
thence West 147.5 feet, to the place of beginning, Brin 1 s 
Plat, Stewartvi11e, Minnesota, according to the plat · 
thereof on file and of record in the office of the County 
Recorder in and for said ~aunty and state. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORTIFRED; That pursuant to M.S. 414.0ls Subd. 12, 

this order is hereby stayed for a period of 30 days during which time 

any party of recor.d may demand an oral r.eview by the full Municip_a1 

Board. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the effective date of this order is 

May 4, 1978. 

Dated this 4th day of April) 1978. 

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

C' .. iJ 17 ~ /( '1f -,~A/~¼L i, /LClr,l{.,, 
William A. Neiman 
Executive Secr~tary 
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