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STATE OF MINNESOTA 
MUNICIPAL BOARD 
Suite lC.5 Metre Square 

7th & Rebert Streets 

St, Paul, Minnesota 55101 

July 6, 1979 

. . 

Deputy Secretary of State 
c/o Donna Scott 
State Gffi-,;:.e Building 
Saint ?aul, ~innesota 

RE: Municipal Board Docket Number A-2492(0A)-2 New Prague 

Dear Mr. 'Hinkler: 

The subject order of tl1e Mi.nnesota Municipal Board makes the 
following changes in the population of the named units of government: 

The populatic;m of City of New Prague 

is increased by 82 to 3,282 

The population of Town o"f Lanesburgh 

is decreased by 82 to 1,431 

A new municipality named 

has been created with a population of ______________ _ 

The ________________________________ _ 

has been dissolved. 

Phono: 296-2423 

Official date of the ~rder July 6, 1979, effective date May 30, 1979 -------''-----------------
C.C. Com~issioncr 

DepartiaE·nt of Revenue 
c/u 1allace O. Dnhl, Director 
Tax Resea~ch Division 
205 Centennial Building 

H::i.zAl Rc-ir.tnrrlt 
St'.lt°l' '),_·:·;,-;•!'~tpht•t' 
101 L'itp:l.1..d. :•;qu~!l't' Bllll'Hng 

Patricia D. L 
Assistant Ex~utive Director 

STATE OF, MINNESOTA' 
DEPARTMENT OF SJ~T~ 

.F.11.!£D 
JUL- 91979 
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New Pra9uc 

.BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL BOARD 

,OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA 

Gerald J, Isaacs 
Robert.W. Johnson 
Thomas J. Simmons 
David Lloyd 

. Clarence Miller 

Chairman 
Vice Chairman .. 
Member 
Ex-Officio Member. 
,Ex-Officio Member 
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STATE OF, MINNESOT}f 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT~ 

.F.l&;io 
JUL- 91979 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE JOINT RESOLUTION) 
BETWEEN THE CITY OF NEW PRAGUE AND Tl-IE ) 
TOWN OF LANESBURGH POR THE ORDERLY ) 
ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN LAND TO THE ) 

FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, 

AND ORDER 
CITY OF NEW PRAGUE ) 

The above-entitled matter came on for ·hearing before the Minnesota Municipal Board 

pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414, as amended, on Ma_rch 7, 1979, at New Prague, 

Minnesota. The hearing was conducted by Terrence A, Merritt, Executive Director 

pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414.01, .Subd. 12. Also in attendance were County 

Commissioners David Lloyd and Clarence Miller, ex-officio.members of the Board. 

The City of New Prague appeared by and through Robert O'Neill, the Towns~ip of 

Lanesburgh appeared by and through Don Eilers. Testimony was heard, and records 

and exhibits were received. 

After due and careful consideration of all evid~nce, together with all records, 

. files and proceedings, the Minnesota Municipal Board h!:!rehy makes and files the 

following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. That a joint resolution for orderly annexation was ad~pted by the City 

of New Prague and the Township 6f Lanesburgh on June 19, 1978 and duly accepted by 

the Minnesota Munic:ipal Board. 

II, A resolutiori was filed by one of the signatories to the joint resolution, 

New Prague, on January 19, 1979 requesting annexation of eertain properties within 

the orderly annexation area. The resolution contained all the information .re/uired~·-• 

by statute including a description 0f the territory subject to annexation which is • 

as follows: { . · . 

The s~¾ of Sectio~ .. ;~; ··;;;;~~h~-.. 11·2 ;·~R~~g~,. 23W, Lesueur· County, Minneso~~ ,·· -"-'" · · .. ·•·"j···c.... ·,., -
excepting therefrom the following described parcel: Beginning at the NE 
corner of said SE¾ of Section 3, thence running south alo.rg the section . 
line a distance of 1758.2 feet; running thence west a distance of 1544.5 
feet; running thence north a distance of 1190 feet; r·unning thence west a 
distance of 351 feet; running-thence north a distance of 570.1 feet; and 
thence east a distance of 1936. 5 feet to the point of be£,ir;ning; 
and also excepting thc1'efrom that part of the southeast quarter 

. of Section 3, beginning at a point 1758. 2 feet sou th of the· NE 
corner of said SE¾, thence running west parallel to the south line of 
Sf!id section to the west lirw of the SE¾ of !:laid Section 3 , thence east 
along the Sotrth line of said SE¾ of Section 3, to the SE corner thereof; 
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Lh('ncc nc,1•lh aJonu ·tlw c•i!td Jim• of s,iir:l ~mJ, to the place of b(•qinning, 
and also L'Xccpling Uw folluwing dt•scribl'd parcel. "All tJldt· part of the 
North twc•-thirds of tht' Soul:lwo.:=,;t QuarLm" qf ·section '.3, Township 112 Nor-th, 
llnngu ?:-; Wt>~L, d1.:':-;cr i lwd .JL:: C'.ommc•11c i 11cJ .:1 l, u1·e · ct~11 Le.+ of .Section 3 

1 

. tl1~i-'.'ce Nt,rth 89 dt~gn•t'S' 39 minutes' 30 St.•conds East ( assumed beJaring) 
aJ.bng :tl:e North line of the Southeast Quarter of Section 3, a distance of 
495:ob feet to the point beginning 1936.50 feet West of the East quarter 
c'orn~r of Section 3; thence South O degrees, 06 minutes, 38 seconds \~est, 

, ,.570. 00;; f¢e'1:,; .thence South 89 degrees, 39 minutes, 30 seconds West and 
parallel ,with North line of the Southeast quarter of Section 3, a distance 
of 55,00 feet; thence South 0 degrees, 00 minutes, 00 seconds West and 
parallel with t1nd 704.00 feC"t Eafit cif thc Wr•st line of the? SL'Uthc<1f3t quarter 
of Section 3, a di..stnncL' of 490. 00 feet; thonce North 89 dcgrC"es, 39 minutes, 
30 seconds East and parallel with the North line of ~10 Southeast quarter of 
Section 3, a distance of 196 .00 f1;.;0t; th!:!fice North O deg1·ees, 00 minutes, 
00 seconds East and parallel with the West line of the Southeast quarter 
of Section 3, a distance or 180.00 feet; thence North 89 degrees, 
39 minutes, 30 seconds East and pa:::-allel with the North line of the 
Southeast quarter Of Section 3, a distance of 210. 31 feet; thence 
South O degrees, 03 mim1tes, 30 seconds East, 872.21 feet to a point 
on the South line of the North two-thirds of the Southeast quarter 
of Section 3, said point being 1544.5 feet West of the East line of 
Section 3; thence South 89 degrees, 53 minutes, 36 seconds West along 
the South line of the North two-thirds of the Southeast quarter of 
Section 3, a distance of 352.18 fe~t to a point 759.00 feet East of 
the West line of the Southeast quarter of Section 3; thence North 
0 degrees, 00 minutes, 00 seconds East and parallel with the West 
line of the Southeast quarter of Section 3; a distance of 373.00 feet; 
thence South 89 degrees, 53 minutes, 36 seconds West and parallel with 
the South line of the North two-thirds of the Southeast quarter of 
Section 3;.a distance of 759.00 feeti to a point on the West line of 
the Southeast quarter of Section 3; thence North O degrees, 00 minutes, 
00 seconds East along the West line SE¾ of Section 3, a distance of 
1138.73 feet; thence North 89 degrees, 39 minutes, 30 seconds East and 
parallel with the North line of the southeast quarter of Section 3, 
a distance of 183. 00 feet; :thence North O degrees, 00 minutes, 
00 seconds East and parallel with the West line of the Southeast quarter 
of Section 3, a distance of 60.00 feet; thence North 89 degrees, 39 minutes, 
30 seconds East and parallel with the North line of the Sou~heast quarter 
of Section 3, a distance of 312. 00 feet i thence North O degrees, 00 minutes, 
00 seconds East and parallel with the West line of the Southeast quarter 
of Section 3, a distance of 176.00 feet to the point of beginning. Said 
tract contains 27.57'acres of alnd and is subject to any and all ~asements 
of record, and also, the following described land commencing at the City 
Limits (the center of Section 3, Township 112, Range 23) thence Westerly 
along the. North line of the Southwest quarter of Section 3, 33 feet; 
thence Southerly parallel to the East line of ·the Southwest quarter of 
Section 3, 1374. 73 feet, thence Easterly 66 feet, thence Northerly parallel 
to the West line of the Southeast quarter of Section 3, 1374.73 feet to 
the:l City Limits, thence West-erly 33 feet along the North line of the South­
east quarter of Section 3 to the point of beginning. The North 1758. 2 feet 
of the SW¾ of Section 3, Township 112, Range 23 West Le Sueur County,. 
Minnesota. 

III. Due, timely and ad~quate legal notice of the hearing was published, 

served and filed. 

IV. Geographic Features· 

A. The area subject to annexation is unincorporated and abuts the City 

of New Prague. 

B. The total area of the City of New Prague is unknown. The totc;1l area 

of the territory subject to annexF.ltjon is approximately 120 ac,r,es. 

C. The perimeter of the t1r'ca to be.: .;mnc•.>:c:d is t1pproximat$ly 30-100%' 

·bordered by \:,he munici.pt1lity, depending on the specific piece. 
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D. The natural terrain of the area, including general topography, 

major watersheds; s~i 1 conditions, rivers, lakes and major 

bluf~s is: Rolli~g•·:~~n·d, ~ff some low a·reas near the creek. 

V. Population Data 

A. The City of New Prague: 

1. In 1970, there were 2,680 residents. 
8 

2. The present estimated population is 3,200. 

3. By 1980, the projected population is 3 1 300. 

B, The Township of Lanesburgh: 

1. In 1976 1 there were 1,281 residents, .. 
2. The present estimated popu~ation is 1,513. 

C. The area subjec~ to annexation: 

1. The present- estimated population is 82 residertts. 

VI. Development Issues ,, 

A. The pattern o-f physical development, including land already in use, 

in the process of being developed, for various·uses. 

1, Area in Use 

a. In the City of New Prague: unknown 

b. In the area subject to annexation: 

1. Residential: approximately 40 acres 
2. Agricultural: approximately 180 acres 

.c. In the Township of Lanesburgh: unknown 

2 •. Area Being Developed 

a. In the City of New Prague: unknown 

b. In the Township of Lanesburgh: unknown 
. B • Transportation: . 

1. The present transportation network is: 

a. In the City of New Prague: streets, State aid roads, and 
. County roads 

b. In the area subject to annexation: Township and County roads 

C. Land use controls and planning, including comprehensive plans, 

in the city and the area subject to annexation: 

1, In the City of New Prague: 

a. Zoning - yes 
b. Comprehensive Plan - yes 
c. Planning Commission - ye$ 

2. In the Township of Lanesburgh: unknown 

VII. Governmental Services 

A. The Town of Lanesburgh provides the area· subject to a~h'\xation with 

the following services: 

1. Fire prott.,ction and rating - yes 
2. Strc,ct; maint('nonce ·- yes 
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B. 'The City of New Prague 1wovides its 1"esidents with the following 

services: 

1. Water - yes 
2. Sewer - yes 
3. Fire p1°otection and rating - yes 
4. Police protection - yes 
s. Street imprcvements - yes 
6. Street matntenance - yes 
7, Recreational - yes 
8. Administrative services - yes 

c:. The City of New Prague provides the area subject to annexation with 

the following services: 

1 . Water - yes 
2. Sewer yes 

D. Existing or potential environmental problems and the need for 

additional services to resolve these problems: the propoEed area for 

annexation is within the Federal flood pL,dn designation and will use 

its land use plans to facilitate the proper development in a flood.plain 

zone. 

E. The following services will be available to the annexed area if the 

area is developed: water and sewer, as well as f'ire and police protection. 

VIII. Tax Data 

A. In the City of New Prague: 

1. Mill. rate in 1978 was 21.68 for the City's assessment. 

B; In the Township of Lanesburgh: 

1. Mill rate in 1978 was 4.79 for the Town's assessment. 

G. In the area subject to annexation: 

1. Mill rate in 1978 was 4.79 for the Town's assessment. 

D. Mill rate in area under consideration for each assessing unit: 

1. County in 1978 was 32,50 •. 
2, .School district in 1978 was 7,1,14. 
3. Township in 1978 was· 4. 79. 

IX. Annexation to the City of New Prague is tne best alternative. 

A. There will be no affect on the area school districts or adjacent 
communities. 

B. The town government is not able to deli~er the necessary services 
to the area proposed for annexation. . ~ 

C. Annexation to New Prague is the most appropriate method to deliver 
the necessary governmental services to the area in comparison to 
incorporation. 

D. Present assessed valuation of the Town of Lanesburgh is unknow·n. 

Present assessed valuation of proposed annexation area: unknown 

New valuation of the Town of Lanesburgh if entire area is annexed: unknown 

L 
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E. Lanesburgh Township can continue to function without the area 
subject to annexation. 

'I t .,_4 ,r,, . \ 

. X. The annexation is consistent with the joint agreement in that it was 

agreed that this area would be annexed as soon as the joint agreement 

was rati-fied. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

I. The Minnesota Municipal Board duly acquired and now has jurisdiction · 
I 

of the within proceeding. 

II. The area subj-ect to annexation is now or is about to become urban or 

suburban in nature and the annexing municipality is capable of providing. the 

services required by the area within a reasonable time. 

III. The existing township form of government is not adequate to protect 

the public health, safety, and welfare, 

IV. The annexation would be in the best interests of the area proposed 

for anne'll'.ation. 

V. The annexation does not conflict.with terms of the joint agreement. 

VI. Because of increased costs, the City of New Prague does not qualify for 

a special levy at this time but jurisdiction on this matter is retained by the Board 

for one year. 

i 
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VII. For the developed area, municipal services will be provided within three years, 

while in the remaining portion that is undeveloped and rural in nature, municipal services 

will b·e indefinitely postponed until ,:1eeded or requested. 

VIII. An order should be issued by the Minm:sn"!:a Municipal Board annexing the 

area described herein. 

0 RD ER 

I. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the property described in Findings of Fact I, 

= .. or more accurately described as follows situated in the ·county of Le Sueur, State 

of Minnesota, be and the same is hereby annexed to the City of New Prague,. Minnesota, 

the same as if it had been originally made a part thereof: 

The North 1758.2 feet of the South one half(½) of Section 3, 
Township 112, Range 23 West, Le Sueur County, Minnesota, 
excepting those portions already within-the corporate limits. 

II, IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: 'That the population of the City of New Prague 

has increased by 82 persons to 3,282 persons for all purposes until the next 

Federal Census. 

III. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED; That the population of the Township o'f Lanesburgh 

has decreased by 82 persons t() 1,-431 per'sons for all purpos~s until the next 

Federal Census. 
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IV, IT IS FURTlllrn O[HlEHfW: That the Min11et;ol:n Munic:ip .. 11 B1.1,11-d lwt'cby 1'ct,1ins 

jurisdiction for the purpose of allowing a sp<.'cial levy pursuant to Minncsotn 

st~tuLeR 414.0l, Subd. 15 

V. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the mill levy of the City of New Prague 

on the property berein ordered annexed shall be increased in substantially 

eq_ual p1·cportions ovel' a period or 3 years to equality with the' milJ levy of 

VI. IT IS FUHTHEH ORDERED: That property rer:1ai 11ing unplatted or undevt>lop1:d 

shall be ta;i:ed at the mill rclte established by the Township and that agricultural 

land will continue to be taxed at the Township I s mill rate. 

VII. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: rhat the effective date of this order is 

May 30th, 1979. 

Dated this 30th day of May, 1979, 

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

'1~ a. ;JtwJft 
Terrence A. Merr:i.tt 
Executive Director 
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