
MINNESOTA 

11AH 
AES~ABY SEP 2 7 ~~(N'e(S) 

OFFICE OF ADMIN.ISTRATIVE HEARINGS 
Municipal aoundary Adjustment Unit 

Factual Information Form 
OFFICE OF 
ADMINISTR'ATIVE 
HEARINGS 

MBA Unit Docket Number: D-499 Lakeland/West Lakeland 

This form is being completed by: 
Name: 
Repres~nting: 

The term "subject area" refers to the area proposed for boundary adjustment. 

1. Population and Households: 

Subject Area City Township/Other City 

2000 Population 2 1917 3547 
2010 Population 2 1796 

Current· Population 2 1798 
Current Households 1 691 1101 
Projected in 5 Years Same 

Source of Data owner oensus census 

2. Geographic Features: 

A. 
Subject Area City Township Adjaoent Unit of 

GO'v't 
Tote~! Acreage 3.1 acres 2.9 sq miles 12.4 sq miles 

B. Describe any waterways within or adjace11t to the subject 
area (rivers, streams, shore lands, protected water or wetlands, watershed 
districts):. 

Saint Croix River 

C. Are the waterways subjectto any State or Federal regulations? If yes, please 
describe: 

Federal Scenic Wild River Act 

D. Describe the soils in the subject area: 
Sand, black dirt 

E. Describe the natural terrain in the subject area: 
· Beach, bluff, flat acreage 



3. rhe perimeter ofthesubject area isbordered approximately: 

50% by the city 
50% by the Township 
__ % by other unit of government 

4. Pre$ent pattern of physical development, planning, and intended .land use(s): 

A. Fill in the app.rm<irnate acreage for each land use type; 

Subject Area City Township 
Residential 0.3 
I nstitutiona 1 
Commercial/Retail 
Industrial 
Agricultural 
Vacant land 2.8 

B. What type of development/zoning i$ proposed for the subject area? 
None 

c. What are the current land use(s)/zoning in the adjacent area(s)? 
None 

5. Existing Transportation Network: 

A. 
Subject Area 

How many miles of highways, streets, 1- 350ft 
and roads? driveway 

B. Are there any transportation changes planned: 
In the subject area? Yes D No xD 
In the city? .. Yes DNa xD 
In the adjacent area(s}? Yes D No D 

C. What are the road/highways that serve the subject area? 
Rivercrest Road/HWy 95 North 
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6. Land Use Controls and Planning: 

A. Comprehensive Plan (Attach a copy of the portion that applies to the subject 
area): 

City Township 
... 

county 
.,, 

Region 
Adoption Date 
Status of Plan ·'· . 

No Existing Plan 

B. If any area planning authorities (planning commissions, Met. Council, Regional 
Development Commissions, etc.) have adopted an official position on the propos.ed 
boundary adJustment, please describe and attach a copy of the position: 
OppO!:;ed .. City of Lakeland · 

For.;. West Lakeland Township 

C. Please note where the following exists and provide any necessary explanations on 
how it relates to the proposed boundary adjustment. (Since it may be possible to 
have two or more ordinances attempt to regulate the same area, please indicate 
whose ordinance presently applies to the subject area.) Attach c()pies of maps and 
p()rtions of ordinances that, applyto the subject area. 

City Township County Which 
Adoption Adoption Adoption Applies to 

Date Date Date 

Zoning Regulations 
Subdivision Regulations 

Official Map 
Capital Improvements/ 

Budget 
Fire Code 

Shoreland Ordin;:mce 
Floodplain Ordinance 

Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Ordinance 

Sanitation Ordinance 

D. Is the subject q:rea, or any portion thereof,. eligible for "Green Acres" 
(Minn. Stat. § 273.111 )? If yes, please describe: 
No 
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e. Has the city established separate ''Urban and Rural Taxing Districts" 
(Minn. Stat§ 272.67) in the subject or adjacent area(s)? If yes, please describe; 
No 

7. Government services being provided: 
PI I h k k h . t ease pace c eo .• mar s w e.re appropna e: 

City City City will Township Township 
provides to provides to provide to provides to provides to 

the. city the subject the slibJect the thes~.,tbject 
area area township area 

Water Yes No No Yes No 
Sanitary Sewer/ Yes No No Yes No 

Wa$tewater 
Treatment 

Storm Sewer Yes No No Yes No 
Solid Waste Yes No No Yes No 
Collection & 

Disposal 
Fire Protection Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Law Enforcement Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Street Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Improvements 
Street Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Maintenance 
Administrative 

Services 
Recreational 

Services 
... ....... 

Other 
.. .. . .... 

A. Please provide any additional relevantinfqrmation regarding the apove mentioned 
government services: 
County provides police 
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B. Are new services necessary for the subject area? 
No 

C. What is the current capacity ofthe sewer and w~ter systems? How much is being 
used and by whom? 
1300 gallon septic and private well- 2 occupants 

D. Can necessary government services best be provided by the proposed boundary 
adjustment or would another type of boundary adjustment be more appropriate? 
Yes 

8.. Describe any existing or potential environmental problems and whether thE! propos€ld 
boundary adjustment is likely to improve or resolve these problems: (Example: 
ground or surface water1 sewage treatment; air pollutants, noise and/or odors; effect 
on fish and/or wildlife; effect on historical, archaeological, and/or aesthetic resources; 
impairment of park lands, prime farmlam:ls, wild or scenic rivers •. and/or critical 
habitat; dqmp and/or disposal sites, etc.): 
None 

9. Will the proposed boundary adjustment generate a need for an Environmental 
AssessmentWorksheet {EAW) or an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) If so, 
please explain why: 
None 

1 0. Describe the plan of the receiving unit of government for providing governmental 
services to the subject area as well as the impact on those services: 
None-

11. Describe the relationship anq the effect of the proposed boundary acjjustment on 
affected and adjacent school districts and communities: 
None- same district 

12. Fiscal Impact: 

Trend over last . - . 

Subject Area City Township 3 years 
Net Tax Capacity 17,176 Increase 
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Trend over 
Tax Rates Subject Area City Township Last3years 

County 4,684 increase 
Local Unit of Gov't 6,521 .... ·_.-•.. -·. (6;521} ..•... ··. 1;·1:ze 

.. .. 
increase ···· ... 

School District 5,520 increase 
Special Tax District 396 

- .... .... 

increase 
ln~urance Rating (Fire) 

Levy Limit 
Actual Current Levy 

Total Bonded 
lndebtednf}ss 

13. If the proposed boundary adjustment were. approved: 

A. Would the city/township suffer any undue hardship? If yes, please describe: 
No, Lakeland has $2,200,000+ in the account for years · 

B. Would the symmetry of the city/toWnship be affected? If yes, please describe: 
No, boundary would simply move south 

C. Should the subject area be increased or decreased? If yes, please describe and 
attach a revised area map: 
No~ same 

14. Has the city/township provided any improvements to the subjectareq? Jfso, what 
improvements were provided and when: 
No 

15. Has the city/township assessed the subject area for the improVements? If yes,. please 
describe: 
No 

16. Will the subjectarea be assuming any city/township indebtedness? If yes, please 
describe: 
No 

17. Has there ever been a previous boundary adjustment filed for this property or 
substantially the same property? If yes; when and what was the outcome?: 
No 
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18. Attach any additional information which you believe is important. If you have not 
supplied some information, please explain why: 

· City ofLakeland rate,.102.755- Lakeland Township rate,. (34.856 
City iof West Lakeland proposed taxes, City of Lakeland proposed taxes 

SUBMITTED BY: 

City of _________ , this ___ day o.f _______ , 20 __ 

Mayor City Clerk 

Township of _______ , this ___ day of----'-----' 20_· __ 

Township Chair Township Clerk 

;201~ 

~_Kathryn S. Norha_~ ___ Eric R Norha __ ____,. 
Property Owner Property Owner 

BY: __________ , this ___ day of ______ ____,, 20 __ 

Property Owner Property Owner 

ReV. 2/2012 



~---~--------~-----,.-------~-------·-···--· 

Washington 
~County 

Departllient of 
Pr(lperty Records and 
Taxpayer Services 

14~49 62"'81reet North P.O. Box 6 
Stillwater, MN 05082-0006 · 

(651) 430-617& 
www.co.washington.mn;us 

Taxpayer: 

lnlltlll•llll•lllltllluiiiJ I illtl'l'tlmtiJitl !Jitl nil Jlllltl 
KATHRYN ANZELC 
ERICNORHA 
1747 RIVER CREST RD N 
LAKELAND MN 55043'870$ 

Properly ID: · 21:1.029;20;24.0003 

Pteiperly Addres.s: 1747 RIVEACREST AD N 
· LAKElAND MN 65043 

Legal Oesorlptlon; 
Section 26 Towrlship029 Range 020 PT GOV LOl; 2 BEINGI'T .OI:;~CfiS FOLLOWS 
COMM AT NWCORN OF SI/2·NW1t4 SEC 2a T~N N89DE(309'J:l:l"E !3EAR ORIENT 
TOWASH CO COORDINATE SYSTEM SOZQ~E ALGI'!() LIN OF SO st/2 N\IV1l4 
&NO UNE OF .SO GOVJ.OT 2 AS DETERMIN BY l INCH BY 30 INCH lflON BAR SET 
BY JOSEPH OLD 

Property Clas~TIIcaUon! 

E$tlmated Markei Value: 
..... Homestead.Exelt!s.lonL.. .. .. 

Tilxable Mar~el Value: 

Taxes Payable 
ln2Q11 

Res Hsld 

885,900 

885,900 

Taxes.Payable 
In 2012 
R<is Hsld 

1,273,200 

o .. 
1;273;200' 

Your taxable market value for property tax payable in 2012 was sent· 
to yqu in the spring oi2011 .. Th~ period to discuss possible changes 
has passed and changes can no longer be made to your property 
varuati.on. II is Included here lor your Information only. 

"A new law effeCtive beginning for pay 2012 converls the homestead 
market valqe credit to a market value.e)(b/uslon. Thepay2012 
~·market valuefcrhomesteads reflects this exclusiqn. 

Mailing Addresses and 
Telephone Nurnbers 

(1) 
Actual2011 
p 

(2) 
Proposed 2012 

Dr,,,....,,rl.\1 Tax 

$17,336.00 

·THIS IS NOT A BILL- DO NOT RAY-

Budget and Tax Meeting 
Location and Dates 



IProplirtyJo: 

Departtneht of 
Property Rec:;ords :Qld 
Ta."Payer Servkes 

14949 .62ncl Str~et North PO so,(6 
S!ilfwa~r; MN. SSD62..0006 
(651) 4.30'-6175 
w;vw.co:wa:>l:lington:mn,us 

··26.029;20;24;0003 

District Cocle. 901 17-834-0 

Tax Estimate. if Property is located in 
West Lakeland 

1. current Year PTR Qualifyin!J.Tax .. ~ , .•• ,. ,.,,. 
2; PfiprYearPTRQualif}'ing.Tax .......... ; •••• '·' ...... ,. 

..... , .:- . 

New. Improvements 
Estimated ll/131'kl1t V;~lue. 

Taxable Markilt Wlue 
Property Class 

Y'our Property tax an'cl,l:tow itis R~duced by the State . 
3~ Propeity:Tax b~f6re reduc;tion by state-paid aids ariel credits •• ~ •;; . ·/· , 
5. Credits : . A. Homesteacl:and ag ereditS: ... ; ............. . 

s;;,otherecrea.ts ;;·, .:~ ••.••...••••••• , •• · .......... . 
6; T~Afier RedudiPri for aidS/credits ••. , ... , .......................... . 

P;~y2Q12 

0 
0 
0 

1;213,200 
Res HStd 

$0.00 

1511,m.oo 
0.00 
o.oo 

$11,779.00 

Whe.reYou~,Prop~rtyi'TaxDQJiars.Go . 
r, V)lashingtori County A. county·. • • • • • • •. • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • $2,9~:34 $4,684,31 

. .. .• . . .. B.·County Regional Ran Authority...................... .$19.27 $30.99 
8. Cityo;~TownWest);.akelandTownship .......... w........................ $519:23 S1,125.74 

9, State·SeneraTmc ..• "·'··•··~···········.u•···•·'·················'·····''·· .. : .. i~o;oo so,oo 
'1o.· SchoolbistriCt !!34 A. VoterApprovec!Levies ....................... ,,._.. $q61.28 $2:620.45 

S. Other Local Levies .... , ••••• ,, .......... '·....... $1:741.09 S2.89a~il5 
n; Special Taxing. A. Metro speCial Taxing.O!striets , ............. " ..... ". •· sho.~ S216:ll6 

DiStricts: B. OtherSpecfatTaidng OiSti:fCts, .•..••••..•... , • , • , , . S'i12.2't $179.,54 
c. Tax Increment FinandngDistriCts.. .. .. . ! I $0;oo $0.00' 
o, Fi$cal Disparities. [so~oo so.oo 

12:. Non~School voter approYecl referenda levies ................................. "I------'--;;;;-!$2,;;0:;;Z'=-7+------=:~$;::22;::;.'=9~6 
"1s, Total beforespecililassessments .......................... , ... . .. . . . . . .. •• .. $7 .• 129~00 $11,779.00 

. 14. Special Assessments; 
Co E:iwChg $3.00 

0.00 $0.00 
o.oo $o;oo 
o:oo $0:00 

Prin- Jntc 
0.00 
0.00 
o.oo 
oioo 

. i 
• 3.00 3.00 o.oa 

o;oa 0;00 
$7,i32.Q0 $11;782:.00 
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MINNESOTA 

DAH OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 
Municipal Boundary Adjustment Unit 

Factual Information Form 
OFFICE OF 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
HEARINGS 

MBA Unit Docket Number: D-499 Lakeland/West Lakeland 

This form is being completed by: 
Name: S1-evev, Tv«5o ..... 
Representing: C t+v o~ LGt telcm e( 

The term "subject area" refers to the area proposed for boundary adjustment. 

1. Population and Households: 

2. Geographic Features: 

A. 
Subject Area City Township Adjacent Unit of 

Gov't 
Total Acreage J.o I 3 Z '3- {) 

B. Describe any waterways within or adjacent to the subject area (rivers, streams, 
shore lands, rotected water or wetlands, watershed districts): 

& . ' R1Vev 

D. Describe the soils in the subject area: 
'Jn< Sbi( fs Modtrg+eff /;m/fetf AIA.t -{l sl~>,ei'!J. 

E. Describe the natural terrain in the subject area: 
The. f-eft'gih i5 hegvi)~ ~oct?fld a11d Ole\ t~~ b{~~t(f lt~e. 
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3. The perimeter of the subject area is bordered approximately: 

S" 5"" % by the city 
45 % by the Township 
- % by other unit of government 

4. Present pattern of physical development, planning, and intended land use(s): 

A. Fill in the approximate acreage for each land use type. 

Subject Area CitY Township··· ... 
Residential s.o I\ ~5 
Institutional - -
Commercial/Retail - t.(Cp 
Industrial - -
Agricultural - 12 2.. 
Vacant land - - I> 

B. What type of development/zoning is proposed for the subject area? 
st. (r'"ol)( l<~v DIStrict avtJ R- .1_ DIStccd-

C. What are the current land use(s)/zoning in the adjacent area(s)? 
~Side"lfi't:i I 

5. Existing Transportation Network: 

A. 
Subject Area City 

How many miles of highways, streets, S"D ft!e+- ( f.t. Z Mr'(e.s 
and roads? 

B. Are there any transportation changes planned: 
In the subject area? Yes D No ~ 
In the city? Yes D No [81 
In the adjacent area(s)? Yes D No ~ 

C. What are the road/highways that serve the subject area? 
'R;vev-crest- RoqA 

-2-
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6. Land Use Controls and Planning: 

A. Comprehensive Plan (Attach a copy of the portion that applies to the subject 
area): 

City Township County Region 
Adoption Date 1-:YIAVle. 7oaq 
Status of Plan tJ/A 

No Existing Plan 

C. Please note where the following exists and provide any necessary explanations on 
how it relates to the proposed boundary adjustment. (Since it may be possible to 
have two or more ordinances attempt to regulate the same area, please indicate 
whose ordinance presently applies to the subject area.) Attach copies of maps and 
portions of ordinances that apply to the subject area. 

City Township C.ounty WhiCh·.··· C •••. 

Adoption Adoption Adoption Applies to 
Date Date Date Subject. 

Area? 
Zoning Regulations I o/Z.o I ZooPJ Citv 

Subdivision Regulations 1\1/A 
Official Map tJ/A 

Capital Improvements/ '. 

N !A Budget 
Fire Code rJ/A 

Shoreland Ordinance ~{ZI/ Z~/1 c(tv 
Floodplain Ordinance l·o/?-1)/J,ooq Cit It 

Wild and Scenic Rivers 5tate. S+atc Ordinance 
Sanitation Ordinance 2..//lf{Z.D{D 

D. Is the subject area, or any portion thereof, eligible for "Green Acres" 
(Minn. Stat. § 273.111 )? If yes, please describe: 

Nt> 

-3-
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.E. Has the city established separate "Urban and Rural Taxing Districts" 
(Minn. Stat. § 272.67) in the subject or adjacent area(s)? If yes, please describe: 

No 

7. Government services being provided: 
Please place check marks where appropriate: 

i'plllq,:)r~tit~li~tfi~f~litr~;ttll 
Water ../ N rt V-h·liufl 

Sanitary Sewer/ 
Wastewater 

Treatment 
Storm Sewer 
Solid Waste 
Collection & 

Disposal 
Fire Protection 

Law Enforcement 
Street 

Improvements 
Street 

Maintenance 
Administrative 

Services 
Recreational 

Services 
Other 

.( ,/ 

I .,/ 

/ / 
( I 
/ V' 
( I 
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flEc·oav 
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B. Are new services necessary for the subject area? 
No 

C. What is the current capacity of the sewer and water systems? How much is being 
used and by whom? , 

Ctt'/ Wate.r js quoil gL.G.. ln.1'\ n(jt u+drl-eJ hf 5{) ~)€Ct crrec.t-

D. Can necessary government services best be provided by the proposed boundary 
adjustm~~~orwould another type of boundary adjustment be more appropriate? 

8. Describe any existing or potential environmental problems and whether the proposed 
boundary adjustment is likely to improve or resolve these problems: (Example: 
ground or surface water, sewage treatment, air pollutants, noise and/or odors; effect 
on fish and/or wildlife; effect on historical, archaeological, and/or aesthetic resources; 
impairment of park lands, prime farmlands, wild or scenic rivers, and/or critical 
habitat; dump and/or disposal sites, etc.): 

1\)DVIL 

9. Will the proposed boundary adjustment generate a need for an Environmental 
Assessment Worksheet (EAW) or an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) If so, 
please explain why: 

~0 

10. Describe the plan of the receiving unit of government for providing governmental 
services to the subject area as well as the impact on those services: 

N/A 

11. Describe the relationship and the effect of the proposed boundary adjustment on 
affected and adjacent school districts and communities: 

Nt> 6ft:ec+ 

12. Fiscal Impact: 

-5-
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13. If the proposed boundary adjustment were approved: 

A. vyould the cio//township suffer ~ny undue hardship? If yes, please describe: .. 
Yes ~ c/1+ cttA ot c~~,ti~'~IIIZ -to C~Y/ ov. -Fill .f;;,- of- o<NYvt 11t JAJJ'.flc~-<t 

Vl_a.v-ffsl1i,t· Mrak!c'Clfti/ s.evtda..s ~Ut/11 ~· ef[tcfeA loy --t1u_ /d5S vf -f-c;\f rfVfl1.r.Ae. 

B. yvould the symmetry of the city/township be affe~ted? If yes, please describe: 
Yes, -f'h& b4ultl@(l/ (6VJ5iSfs ck tf s]p,'i~~ {!VIR {).£ J'l.r. deVta+r~i...s & 
\Vlall;~d!A1/ p!JveosJ. Dewctwr~.~tt+ iAlbtA/g( ur.s:ef- -+he Vl6J/·fhfrn bouwhru o.f'fttl?;,1 syfr'lfry. 

I I ( ./ 

C. Should the subject area be increased or decreased? If yes, please describe and 
att~~ a revised area map: 

14. Has the city/township provided any improvements to the subject area? If so, what 
improvements were provided and when: 

res, Ot:~d. (111tJRYbtLtnyn1s Wef'C rfCodly do)/(z_ C(V!) vft~.±ev 

I 
15. Has the city/township assessed the subject area for the improvements? If yes, please 

describe: , 
f-641 rVv</rJJffV.{h fr qye Pct.rd htj revrt?V4 f ~vr.A aM ..f'b!._ ~w 
$fvtlltt ~s a~s es5ed 

1
aVtp{ eka {~ {L..!f by 2o(( 

I 

16. Will the subject area be assuming any city/township indebtedness? If yes, please 
describe: 

No 

17. Has there ever been a previous boundary adjustment filed for this property or 
sub~~tially the same property? If yes, when and what was the outcome?: 

-6-
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18. Attach any additional information which you believe is important. If you have not 
supplied some information, please explain why: 

Ple.,se rtferer,ce.. a+t~cl-,e). veS6/IAfroY). 

SUBMITTED BY: 

Mayor 

Township of _______ , this ___ day of ________ , 20 __ 

Township Chair Township Clerk 

BY: __________ ,this ___ day of _______ , 20 __ 

Property Owner Property Owner 

BY: __________ ,,this ___ day of _______ , 20 __ 

Property Owner Property Owner 

Rev. 2/2012 
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RESOLUTION 2012-13 

CITY OF LAKELAND 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MlNNESOTA 

RES~BY OCT 1 0 2012 

A RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE PROPOSED DETACHMENT OF REAL 
PROPERTY FROM THE CITY OF LAKELAND, MINNESOTA 

WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 414, as amended (the "Act''), and specifically Section 
414.06 of the Act, allows for a process in which property situated within a city and abutting the municipal 
boundary, rural in, character and not developed for urban residential, commercial, or industrial purposes, 
may be detached from such city; and 

WHEREAS, the detachment proceeding is initiated by submitting to the Minnesota Office of 
Administrative Hearings, Municipal Boun.da'.ry Adjustment Unit ("OAH"), either (i) a resolution of the 
city to which the land is attached consenting to the detachment, or (ii) a petition of all of the property 
owners of the land to be detached if the area is less than 40 acres; and 

· WHEREAS, Section 414.06, Subdivision 2 of the Act requires a contested case hearing to be held 
under Section 414.09 of the Act if the affected city does not consent to the detachment; ati.d 

WHEREAS, Section 414.06, Subdivision 3 of the Act provides that upon completion of the 
contested case hearing, the OAH Chief Administrative Law Judge may order the detachment after making 
the following factual findings: 

(i) The requisite number of property owners have signed the detachment petition, if initiated 
by the property owners; · 

(ii) The property is rural in character and not developed for urban residential, commercial or 
industrial purposes; 

(iii) The property is within the boundaries of the city and abuts a boundary; 

(iv) The detachment would not unreasonably affect the symmetry of the detaching city; and 

(v) The land to be detached is not needed for reasonably anticipated future development; and 

WHEREAS, the Chief Administrative Law Judge may additionally deny the detachment on 
finding that the remainder of the city cannot continue to carry on the functions of government without 
undue hardship; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Lakeland, Minnesota (the "City'') has received a ''Property Owner 
Petition for Detachment of Property from a City," dated July 27, 2012 (the "Petition''), executed by Eric 
and Kathryn Norha (collectively, the "Petitioners") proposing the detachment of the property located at 
1747 Rivercrest Road N. from the City; and 

WHEREAS, as required by Section 414.06, Subdivision 1 of the Act, the Petition states that the 
property to be detached (the "Property'') is approximately three acres in size, is owned by each of the 
Petitioners, is situated within the City and abuts the City's northern boundary, contains a single-family 
home and a shed: and is not serviced by public improvements; and 

1 
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REC'DBY 
MBA OCT 1 0 2012 

WHEREAS, the Petition requests detachment of the Property from the City to the Town of West 
Lakeland, Minnesota (the "Town"); and 

WHEREAS, the City makes the following factual findings relating to the Petition and the 
Property, following Seetion 414.06, Subdivision 3 ofthe Act: 

(i) 

(ii) 

As the Property is less than 40 acres in total size, the requisite number of Property owners 
(1 00% of owners) has signed the Petition. 

The Property is not rural in character, and it is developed for urban residential purposes. 
Pursuant to Section 159.040. and Appendix A of the City Code, the Property is zoned as 
R-1, which is reserved for low density residential areas in rapidly developing rural 
settings. R-1 districts provide lots large enough to maintain a semi-rural setting, but not 
large enough to support commercial agriculture. R-1 districts therefore provide a buffer 
between agriculture districts and urban, or rapidly developing districts. 

(iii) The Property is additionally located in the St. Croix Overlay District, and is therefore 
regulated by the Lower St. Croix River Bluffland and Shoreland Management 
Regulations. The City Code categorizes this zoning overlay district as "SCRD." The 
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources ("DNR") has developed a comprehensive 
master plan relating to boundaries, classification, and development required by the 
federal Lower St. Croix River Act of 1972, and the DNR has promulgated administrative 
rules that establish guidelines and specify standards for local zoning ordinances within 
the boundaries covered by the comprehensive master plan. These rules are found in 
Minnesota Ru1es, Chapter 6105., as amended (the "Rules"). Section 6105.0360 of the 
Rules designates rural and urban districts within the Saint Croix Riverway, and allows for 
different development practices in each district. The City is fully located within an urban 
district, while the unincorporated areas of Washington County, which include the Town, 
are fully located within a rural district. 

(iv) The Property is located within the bou:D.daries of the City and abuts the City's northern 
boundary. 

(v) Detachment of the Property would unreasonably affect the symmetry of the City. The 
Property is located at the northeastern boundary of the City. The Property is bounded by 
the Town on the north, the Saint Croix River on the east, another single-family residential 
lot on the south, and Rivercrest Road on the west. The City's northern boundary runs 
approximately one-half mile from the Saint Croix River on the east to a gravel mine pit 
on the west. This boundary' consists of a straight line, with no deviations for individual 
properties. Detachment of the Property would therefore upset this northern boundary and 
would unreasonably affect the symmetry of the City. Detachment of the Property would 
also unreasonably affect the symmetry of the City's water utilities which run to the City's 
northern boundary. Additionally, the City is responsible for the maintenance of 
Rivercrest Road N. and provides snowplowing services for the entire road. The City also 
recently reconstructed Rivercrest Road N. Detachment creates challenges for 
maintenance and services provided by the City and unreasonably affects the City's 
symmetry. 

(vi) The Property may be needed for reasonably anticipated future development. The City 
consists of only 2.1 square miles of land, is hemmed.in by the Saint Croix River, and is 
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REC'DBY 
MBA oer 1 o 2012 

bisected by Interstate 94. In short, there is very little build,able land available for 
residential, commercial and industrial purposes within the City. The City anticipates that 
the Property and surrounding properties will be eligible for future development consistent 
with the requirements of the City's zoning ordinance and the Lower St. Croix River 
Blu:ffland and Shoreland Management Regulations. 

The City cannot contmue to carry on the functions of government without undue hardship 
if the Property is detached. The City's property tax levy applicable to the Property in 
2012 was $6,520.29. The City has only 640 households located within its corporate 
jurisdiction. Loss of this tax revenue would significantly impair the City's ability to 
provide comprehensive municipal services to the Property and the remainder of the City. 

WHEREAS, the Petition stated in support of detachment that the City's tax rates are substantially 
higher than the Town's rates. As a matter of public policy, it is not in the interest of the State of 
Minnesota to allow property owners to be transferred into alternate political subdivisions purely for 
property tax relie£ If the Property is detached, the City's boundary would be rearranged accordingly, 
potentially allowing the next abutting property owners to request detachment. Such an arrangement may 
begin a cycle of detachment proceedings that was not contemplated by the Act. The City is bordered by 
a number of other communities including West Lakeland Township, City of Afton, City of Lakeland 
Shores and the City of Lake St. Croix Beach. It is conceivable that the granting of petitions of this nature 
could lead to serial detachments not intended by the Legislature. Additionally, Petitioners have 
significantly benefitted from the City's zoning regulations which have allowed the Petitioners to improve 
the Property without the rural regulations in effect in the Town. Allowing theni to now detach for the sole 
purpose of realizing lower tax rates would be inequitable. 

( NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

( 

LAKELAND, MINNESOTA, AS FOLLOWS: 

1. The City hereby declines to join in the Petition requesting detachment of the Property to 
the Town. By this action, the City requests a contested hearing on the Petition, assuming the Petition is 
not earlier withdrawn, ·such hearing to be conducted pursuant to Section 414.09 of the Act; by the OAH or 
some other appointed agency. · · · · 

2. Upon execution of this Resolution, City staff is authorized and directed to distribute this 
Resolution to applicable OAH staff and officials, the Petitioners, and the Town Board. 

Dated: August21, 2012. 

ATTEST: 

CJa. C\ w, ·L,~ 0 D D) 4 
Chris W allberg, City Clerk Resolution moved by Livingston/seconded by Glasgow. 

On roll call Paiement, Glasgow, Larsen, Livingston and 
Zeller voted aye. Resolution was adopted. 
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MINNESOTA 
AES~ABV SEP 2 6 2012 

DAH OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 
Municipal Boundary Adjustment Unit 

Factual Information Form 
OFFICE OF 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
HEARINGS 

MBA Unit Docket Number: D-499 Lakeland/West Lakeland 

This form is being completed by: 
Name: $1-evev, Iv«5o"' 
Representing: C (+"! o~ Ur te(a"" e( 

The term "subject area" refers to the area proposed for boundary adjustment. 

1. Population and Households: 

Subject Area City Township/Other City 

2000 Population z 1'1!( 
2010 Population 2. l}o-z. 

Current Population :L I fz I 
Current Households ' I {pq { 

Projected in 5 Years I h 1' 
Source of Data L) S Ce11.Su5 

2. Geographic Features: 

A. 
Subject Area City Township Adjacent Unit of 

Gov't 
Total Acreage ·]. D I 3Z3- 0 

B. Describe any waterways within or adjacent to the subject area (rivers, streams, 
shore lands, rotected water or wetlands, watershed districts): 

~ . · RNev 

C. Are the waterways subject to any State or Federal regulations? If yes, please 
describe: 

Yts ~ "'" ed- -h 's. 

D. Describe the soils in the subject area: 
:[Y!< S6d (s Mud..erg+elt /;m,·teA voiJA:( ~ slt>,ei?J. 

E. Describe the natural terrain in the subject area: 
lh-e_ t-e(rgll-1 i5 'heqllt'/1 ~oodtel a.,g Ofe\ t~~ b(vt(f lt~e. 

-1-



3. The perimeter of the subject area is bordered approximately: 

S"" ) % by the city 
4 5"" %by the Township 
__ % by other unit of government 

4. Present pattern of physical development, planning, and intended land use(s): 

A. Fill in the approximate acreage for each land use type. 

Subject Area City Township 
Residential s.o I\ S"" 5 
Institutional - -
Commercial/Retail - t..((p 
Industrial - -
Agricultural - I 2. 2. 
Vacant Land - -

B. What type of development/zoning is proposed for the subject area? 
St · C r-o\ )( R~ t.r D (Stn"tt a 111o< )Z- 1_ DtSt(t-C 1-

C. What are the current land use(s)/zoning in the adjacent area(s)? 
Rlsi deV~tr~ 1 

5. Existing Transportation Network: 

A. 
Subject Area City Township 

How many miles of highways, streets, 50 faf ( f.t. l Mr'(e.s 
and roads? 

B. Are there any transportation changes planned: 
In the subject area? Yes D No~ 
In the city? Yes D No~ 
In the adjacent area(s)? Yes D No~ 

C. What are the road/highways that serve the subject area? 
R~vev-cres+ RoqA 
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6. Land Use Controls and Planning: 
REC'DBY 

MBA SEP 2 6 7011 

A. Comprehensive Plan (Attach a copy of the portion that applies to the subject 
area): 

City Township County Region 
Adoption Date I 'J u111e. 7 o oq 
Status of Plan cJ/A 

No Existing Plan 

C. Please note where the following exists and provide any necessary explanations on 
how it relates to the proposed boundary adjustment. (Since it may be possible to 
have two or more ordinances attempt to regulate the same area, please indicate 
whose ordinance presently applies to the subject area.) Attach copies of maps and 
portions of ordinances that apply to the subject area. 

City Township County Which 
Adoption Adoption Adoption Applies to 

Date Date Date Subject 
Area? 

Zoning Regulations I o/2-o/ Zocq c,·tv 
Subdivision Regulations Nlfl 

Official Map rJ I A 
Capital Improvements/ f\/IA Budget 

Fire Code tJIA 
Shoreland Ordinance {p(21/ Z~/1 C(tv 
Floodplain Ordinance I D /Z.{) /2oatlf cttv 

Wild and Scenic Rivers 5tate.. State Ordinance 
Sanitation Ordinance 2.1 /fef Zr;t o c;t,, 

D. Is the subject area, or any portion thereof, eligible for "Green Acres" 
(Minn. Stat. § 273.111 )? If yes, please describe: 

No 
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MBA 

E. Has the city established separate "Urban and Rural Taxing Districts" 

SEP 2 6 2012 

(Minn. Stat. § 272.67) in the subject or adjacent area(s)? If yes, please describe: 
No 

7. Government services being provided: 
Please place check marks where appropriate: 

City City City will Township Township 
provides to provides to provide to provides to provides to 

the city the subject the subject the the subject 
area area township area 

Water / Nat v·h/ruA 
Sanitary Sewer/ 

Wastewater 
Treatment 

Storm Sewer 
Solid Waste 
Collection & 

Disposal 
Fire Protection / V' 

Law Enforcement I / 
Street / / Improvements 
Street 

Maintenance ( I 
Administrative 

/ v Services 
Recreational 

I I Services 
Other 

-4-



REC'DBY 
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B. Are new services necessary for the subject area? 
ND 

C. What is the current capacity of the sewer and water systems? How much is being 
used and by whom? . 

Ci+-y 0~-\"tv \S ttif~tlttb\t:. DIA+- V\ot otl liztA P\l fltl{ StA~)u.f- C'{feD(. 

D. Can necessary government services best be provided by the proposed boundary 
adjustment or would another type of boundary adjustment be more appropriate? 

"N/A 

8. Describe any existing or potential environmental problems and whether the proposed 
boundary adjustment is likely to improve or resolve these problems: (Example: 
ground or surface water, sewage treatment, air pollutants, noise and/or odors; effect 
on fish and/or wildlife; effect on historical, archaeological, and/or aesthetic resources; 
impairment of park lands, prime farmlands, wild or scenic rivers, and/or critical 
habitat; dump and/or disposal sites, etc.): 

f'1 0 Vle.. 

9. Will the proposed boundary adjustment generate a need for an Environmental 
Assessment Worksheet (EAW) or an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) If so, 
please explain why: 

1\Jo 

10. Describe the plan of the receiving unit of government for providing governmental 
services to the subject area as well as the impact on those services: 

I>llt4-

11. Describe the relationship and the effect of the proposed boundary adjustment on 
affected and adjacent school districts and communities: 

No effcvt-

12. Fiscal Impact: 

Trend over last 
Subject Area City Township 3 years 

Net Tax Capacity -$ (p )Zo.Z'? .$ I, D2-(&_ t>&j_. bf) I '16 /)ecrt'qS.fl 
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Tax Rates Subject Area City 
County 

Local Unit of Gov't 
School District 

Special Tax District 
Insurance Ratin_g {Fire) lR v 

Levy Limit 
Actual Current Levy $ (f, S: 2.o . Z--1 $ r oZ if o1R9. b{) 

Total Bonded 
Indebted ness 

13. If the proposed boundary adjustment were approved: 

REC'DBY 
MBA 

Township 

SEP 2 6 2012 
Trend over 
Last 3 years 

A. Would the city/township suffer any undue hardship? If yes, please describe: 
iS V\<. uh Carwr,·r Co....,frVJ Cctrr 0"-1 .fw'-?Cfr~~s of {)vtrn tYLtvd .. W ifi.t>.., r 

h~nAshif. rvlvt iclfgl S!(vras 11\Jo"?/d h-t cffecteA by .fhl. loss tJt +~r rtvti-,ue. 

Would the symmetry of the city/township be affected? If yes, please descriq_e: 
es -fht. hD'vtVlo{art Cavt5tSfs of- 4 s-tr ~ ~ /r;,t 1/\lr:t'L. ~"~u vfethP?tt.,t.5 

fw t\1\~(\/l'dl;fll/ ryfo'S!.S. j)eiqc£-,J"t{~f Wu!-1/,l vpfi+ 4h.t Yf6(-/1trl/'\ btiA~V1 if'{tecf7n~ 
r / S tkir-y. 

C. Should the subject area be increased or decreased? If yes, please describe and Y 
attach a revised area map: 

0 

14. Has the city/township provided any improvements to the subject area? If so, what 
imP.rovements were provided and when: 

Yes ro 01. I n.-t rwe M(,Y~ J (,Jt'r"f re c d fd-1-e. anA vJt:r +e.r s:t>rt/t~ 
ltttt> ~etJ pYDl!ltied. 

15. Has the city/township assessed the subject area for the improvements? If yes, please 
describe: 

Ruet~ \t!tpt?J\HYVLe,.,-13 t~re p~(d hy 1thevrzl fd~A 4vv1 -+he £Jat-ev-

I 
16. Will the subject area be assuming any city/township indebtedness? If yes, please 

describe: 
No 

17. Has there ever been a previous boundary adjustment filed for this property or 
substantially the same property? If yes, when and what was the outcome?: 

0 
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18. Attach any additional information which you believe is important. If you have not 
supplied some information, please explain why: 

rle,se (tttrtr-,cc.. a±f~c i-Je) v-est.ltA±tiY)-

SUBMITTED BY: 

Mayor 

Township of _______ , this ___ day of ________ , 20 __ 

Township Chair Township Clerk 

BY: ___________ ,this ___ day of _______ , 20 __ 

Property Owner Property Owner 

BY: ___________ ,this ___ day of _______ , 20 __ 

Property Owner Property Owner 

Rev. 2/2012 

-7-



( 

( 

( 

RESOLUTION 2012-13 

CITY OF LAKELAND 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

REC'DBY 
MBA SEP 2 6 201? 

A RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE PROPOSED DETACHMENT OF REAL 
PROPERTY FROM THE CITY OF LAKELAND, MINNESOTA 

WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 414, as amended (the "Act"), and specifically Section 
414.06 of the Act, allows for a process in which property situated within a city and abutting the municipal 
boundary, rural in character and not developed for urban residential, commercial, or industrial purposes, 
may be detached from such city; and 

WHEREAS, the detachment proceeding is initiated by submitting to the Minnesota Office of 
Administrative Hearings, Municipal Boundary Adjustment Unit ("OAH"), either (i) a resolution of the 
city to which the land is attached consenting to the detachment, or (ii) a petition of all of the property 
owners of the land to be detached if the area is less than 40 acres; and 

WHEREAS, Section 414.06, Subdivision 2 of the Act requires a contested case hearing to be held 
under Section 414.09 of the Act if the affected city does not consent to the detachment; and 

WHEREAS, Section 414.06, Subdivision 3 of the Act provides that upon completion of the 
contested case hearing, the OAH Chief Administrative Law Judge may order the detachment after making 
the following factual findings: 

(i) The requisite number of property owners have signed the detachment petition, if initiated 
by the property owners; 

(ii) The property is rural in character and not developed for urban residential, commercial or 
industrial purposes; 

(iii) The property is within the boundaries ofthe city and abuts a boundary; 

(iv) The detachment would not unreasonably affect the symmetry of the detaching city; and 

(v) The land to be detached is not needed for reasonably anticipated future development; and 

WHEREAS, the Chief Administrative Law Judge may additionally deny the detachment on 
fmding that the remainder of the city cannot continue to carry on the functions of government without 
undue hardship; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Lakeland, Minnesota (the "City'') has received a "Property Owner 
Petition for Detachment of Property from a City," dated July 27, 2012 (the "Petition"), executed by Eric 
and Kathryn N orha (collectively, the "Petitioners") proposing the detachment of the property located at 
1747 Rivercrest Road N. from the City; and 

WHEREAS, as required by Section 414.06, Subdivision 1 of the Act, the Petition states that the 
property to be detached (the "Property'') is approximately three acres in size, is owned by each of the 
Petitioners, is situated within the City and abuts the City's northern boundary, contains a single-family 
home and a shed, and is not serviced by public improvements; and 
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WHEREAS, the Petition requests detachment of the Property from the City to the Town of West 
Lakeland, Minnesota (the "Town"); and 

WHEREAS, the City makes the following factual findings relating to the Petition and the 
Property, following Section 414.06, Subdivision 3 of the Act: 

(i) As the Property is less than 40 acres in total size, the requisite number of Property owners 
(100% of owners) has signed the Petition. 

(ii) The Property is not rural in character, and it is developed for urban residential purposes. 

(iii) 

Pursuant to Section 159.040 and Appendix A of the City Code, the Property is zoned as 
R-1, which is reserved for low density residential areas in rapidly developing rural 
settings. R-1 districts provide lots large enough to maintain a semi-rural setting, but not 
large enough to support commercial agriculture. R-1 districts therefore provide a buffer 
between agriculture districts and urban, or rapidly developing districts. 

The Property is additionally located in the St. Croix Overlay District, and is therefore 
regulated by the Lower St. Croix River Bluffland and Shoreland Management 
Regulations. The City Code categorizes this zoning overlay district as "SCRD." The 
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources ("DNR") has developed a comprehensive 
master plan relating to boundaries, classification, and development required by the 
federal Lower St. Croix River Act of 1972, and the DNR has promulgated administrative 
rules that establish guidelines and specify standards for local zoning ordinances within 
the boundaries covered by the comprehensive master plan. These rules are found in 
Minnesota Rules, Chapter 6105, as amended (the "Rules"). Section 6105.0360 of the 
Rules designates rural and urban districts within the Saint Croix Riverway, and allows for 
different development practices in each district. The City is fully located within an urban 
district, while the unincorporated areas of Washington County, which include the Town, 
are fully located within a rural district. 

(iv) The Property is located within the boundaries of the City and abuts the City's northern 
boundary. 

(v) Detachment of the Property would unreasonably affect the symmetry of the City. The 
Property is located at the northeastern boundary of the City. The Property is bounded by 
the Town on the north, the Saint Croix River on the east, another single-family residential 
lot on the south, and Rivercrest Road on the west. The City's northern boundary runs 
approximately one-half mile from the Saint Croix River on the east to a gravel mine pit 
on the west. This boundary consists of a straight line, with no deviations for individual 
properties. Detachment of the Property would therefore upset this northern boundary and 
would unreasonably affect the symmetry of the City. Detachment of the Property would 
also unreasonably affect the symmetry of the City's water utilities which run to the City's 
northern boundary. Additionally, the City is responsible for the maintenance of 
Rivercrest Road N. and provides snowplowing services for the entire road. The City also 
recently reconstructed Rivercrest Road N. Detachment creates challenges for 
maintenance and services provided by the City and unreasonably affects the City's 
symmetry. 

(vi) The Property may be needed for reasonably anticipated future development. The City 
consists of only 2.1 square miles of land, is hemmed in by the Saint Croix River, and is 
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(vii) 

REC'DBY 
MBA SEP 2 6 2012 

bisected by Interstate 94. In short, there is very little buildable land available for 
residential, commercial and industrial purposes within the City. The City anticipates that 
the Property and surrounding properties will be eligible for future development consistent 
with the requirements of the City's zoning ordinance and the Lower St. Croix River 
Bluffland and Shoreland Management Regulations. 

The City cannot continue to carry on the functions of government without undue hardship 
if the Property is detached. The City's property tax levy applicable to the Property in 
2012 was $6,520.29. The City has only 640 households located within its corporate 
jurisdiction. Loss of this tax revenue would significantly impair the City's ability to 
provide comprehensive municipal services to the Property and the remainder of the City. 

WHEREAS, the Petition stated in support of detachment that the City's tax rates are substantially 
higher than the Town's rates. As a matter of public policy, it is not in the interest of the State of 
Minnesota to allow property owners to be transferred into alternate political subdivisions purely for 
property tax relief. If the Property is detached, the City's boundary would be rearranged accordingly, 
potentially allowing the next abutting property owners to request detachment. Such an arrangement may 
begin a cycle of detachment proceedings that was not contemplated by the Act. The City is bordered by 
a number of other communities including West Lakeland Township, City of Afton, City of Lakeland 
Shores and the City of Lake St. Croix Beach. It is conceivable that the granting of petitions of this nature 
could lead to serial detachments not intended by the Legislature. Additionally, Petitioners have 
significantly benefitted from the City's zoning regulations which have allowed the Petitioners to improve 
the Property without the rural regulations in effect in the Town. Allowing them to now detach for the sole 
purpose of realizing lower tax rates would be inequitable. 

( NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
LAKELAND, MINNESOTA, AS FOLLOWS: 

1. The City hereby declines to join in the Petition requesting detachment of the Property to 
the Town. By this action, the City requests a contested hearing on the Petition, assuming the Petition is 
not earlierwithdrawn,·suchhearing to be conducted pursuant to Section 414.09 of the Act; by the OAR or 
some other appointed agency. · 

2. Upon execution of this Resolution, City staff is authorized and directed to distribute this 
Resolution to applicable OAR staff and officials, the Petitioners, and the Town Board. 

Dated: August 21,2012. 

ATTEST: 

ChA ~ f J..J o o m :rQ.J'-.q 
Chris Wallberg, City Clerk = \. Resolution moved by Livingston/seconded by Glasgow. 

On roll call Paiement, Glasgow, Larsen, Livingston and 
Zeller voted aye. Resolution was adopted. 
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MINNESOTA 

DAH 
OFFICE OF 

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 
Municipal Boundary Adjustment Unit · 

Factual Information Form 
ADMINISTRATIVE 
HEARINGS 

MBA Unit Docket Number: D-499 Lakeland/West Lakeland 

This form~ bein9 cort;~jllet~d by: 
Name: 'l.)o. V1 , f!, I J:y ltv . 
Representing: Ue.s-F &..~f£U-...Jl 7iNJ'1.r1• y:' 

The term "subject area" refers to the area proposed for boundary adjustment. 

1. Population and Households: 

Subject Area City Township/Other City 

2000 Population )_Sl.f'L. 
201 o Population .}" LIO'/f:.. 

Current Population· Lfos-Z-
Current Households i31"':1-
Projected in 5 Years 13 s-o 

Source of Data Jll'1t.-f- Cct.<..VI c,-J 

2. Geographic Features: 

A. 
Subject Area City Township Adjacent Unit of 

Gov't 
Total Acreage ~ttoo 

B. Describe any waterways within or adjacent to the subject area (rivers, streams, 
s~ore land_s, prote<?ted water 9~J"etlands, ~atershed districts): . 
5 I Cro; v /llvU". /rl, L.KU S!-C,.,,J£ l)pJ~If:r/,~l Mt:tv.t&L'jfd'nt'J o'd' 

' (iriS( J./mo) · 

C. Are the waterways subject to any State or Federal regulations? If yes, please 
describe: 

71\L Sf Cro;Jt 12~~~ is r ci- Fdti'-v&'J 6o,l. 
11.. 

D. Describe the soils in the subject area: 

.$th£; /J, It bdz,Jh'1..1' blt.H 

E. Describe the natural terrain in the subject area: 
12tv~Y bAU!tVL< 
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3. The perimeter of the subject area is bordered approximately: REC'O BY scp 0 7 101Z 
MBA L 

___,...~% by the city 
30 % by the Township 

__ % by other unit of government 

. 4. Present pattern of physical development, planning, and i1_1tended land use(s}: 

A. Fil! in the approximate acreage for each land use type. 

Subject Area City Township 
Residenti.al S'J.Jtf 
Institutional 1iiil!l' /II If 
Commercial/Retail 1':1-r 
lndust(iai -z..rt 
Agricultural ?-(,J 
Vacant Land · ~i 

B. What type of development/zoning is proposed for the subject area? 

f"''J tc FA-•vr ~ 1/ Es-11\.1-c 

. C. What are the current land use(s)/zoning in the adjacent area(s)? 
S',~1k fa.,..,:f:, ~~1-r.:J< 

· 5. Existing Transportation Network: 

A . 
Subject Area City Township 

How many miles of highways, streets, Lj i/ rl-1; h-i· 
and roads? 

B. Are there any transporta~on changes planned: 
In the subject area? Yes 0 No 0 
In the city? Yes D No D 
In the adjacent area(s)? Yes 0 No~ 

> / 

-2-
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6. Land Use Controls and Planning: 

REC'D BY 
MR!' SEP 0 7 2012 

A. Comprehensive Plan (Atlach a copy of the portion that applies to the subject 
area): ,4-- Po,-f-,;; •• .,r/J '- T &~f' ~/,._h. ~/d 

City Township Coun~ Region 
Adoption Date 14-WJ 2 '(~ lOiO 

Status of Plan Up.£.Je..l 
No Existing Plan 

B. If any area planning authorities (planning commissions, Met Council, Regional 
Development Commissions, etc.) have adopted an official position on the proposed 
boun~ ~justment, please describe and attach a copy of the position: 

C. Please note where the folfowing exists and provide any necessary explanations on 
how it relates to the proposed boundary adjustment. (Since it may be possible to 
have two or more ordinances attempt to regulate the same area, please indicate 
whose ordinance presently applies to the subject area.) Attach copies of maps and 
portions of ordinances that apply to the subject area. 

City Township County 
Adoption Adoption Adoption 

Date Date Date 

Zoning Re_gulations A...., 2--f(~ l.$1 0 

Subdivision Regulations ~ IJ.,H 'U!JO 

Official Map v 
Capital Improvements/ 

Budget IYA-
Fire Code ~ 2-if. 'l.Eii 0 

Shoreland Ordinance " v 
Floodplain Ordinance v 

Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Ordinance r/ 

Sanitation Ordinance ,/ 

D. Is the subject area, or any portion thereof, eligible for "Green Acres" 
(Minn. Stat. § 273.111}? If yes, please describe: 

/((If 

-3-

Which 
Applies to 

Subject 
Area? 
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E. Has the city established separate "Urban and Rural Taxing Districts" 
(Minn. Stat. § 272.67) in the subject or adjacent area(s)? If yes, please describe: 

IVA-

7. Government services being provided: 
Please place check marks where appropriate· 

City City City will Township Township 
provides to provides to provide to provides to provides 1o 

the city the subject the subject the the subject 
area area township area 

Water A/c) 
Sanitary Sewer/ 

Wastewater 
Treatment No 

Storm Sewer v 
Solid Waste 
Collection & 

Disposal v 
Fire Protection .,/ 

Law Enforcement V" 
Street 

,/ Improvements 
Street 

Maintenance 'V 

Administrative 
./ Services 

Recreational 
Services Alrl 

Other 

A. Please provide any additional relevant information regarding the above mentioned 
government services: 

c... . , J1i o.f.kv-.r ov· rolhi.eJ vc..r ..fetJ hlt<t1;~,· 

-4-
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B. Are new services necessary for the subject area? 
M 

C. What is the current capacity of the sewer and water systems? How much is being 
used and by whom? 

A/11 

D. Can necessary government services best be provided by the proposed boundary 
adjustment or would another type of boundary adjustment be more appropriate? 

NA-

8. Describe any existing or potential environmental problems and whether the proposed 
boundary adjustment is likely to improve or resolve these problems: (Example: 
ground or surface water, sewage treatment, air pollutants, noise and/or odors; effect 
on fish and/or wildlife; effect on historical, archaeological, and/or aesthetic resources; 
impairment of park. lands, prime farmlands, wild or scenic rivers, and/or critical 
habitat; dump and/or disposal sites, etc.): 

#II 

9. Will the proposed boundary adjustment generate a need for an Environmental 
Assessment Worksheet (EAW) or an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) If so, 
please explain why: 

10. Describe the plan of the receiving unit of government for providing governmental 
services to th.~ subje9~~: a~ well as t~e impact on those servic:s: 
'f/,~rL w,//he. liltfl ~""-'!~ IM 5'(}VeVmeJJC!rVI'c~J e>£L~k't- h 

• . ,7e1CtiF1 ~ _ 1 _1./ /' J ' '? ,1 - ..L 
tZ.Jl 'eti-"-K erV/~ .. .,.., '7/u.... ~·et.(;} _ c.r e:!.,.e.R_, .. He"-/' l""!j'tl'•r: 

11. Describe the relationship and the effect of the proposed boundary adjustment on 
affected .and adjacent school districts and communities: 
I-1 i".J~.rJJ 4A~<--It#Y. ~~:e~t.Tdh 7""4 ,o..buwc h-ro~-1-,~~,'lc.# 

I 

12. Fiscal Impact: 

Trend over last 
Subject Area City Township 3 years 

Net Tax Capacity 
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Trend over 
Tax Rates Subject Area City Township Last 3 years 

County AI If 
Local Unit of Gov't /VH 

School District #4 
Special Tax District /Y/4 

Insurance Rating (Fire) fi/14 
Levy Limit /11/1-

Actual Current Levy , t1 ro (l()o s-1-uit.A 
Total Bonded tJ Indebtedness 

13. If the proposed boundary adjustment were approved: 

A. Would the city/township suffer any undue hardship? If yes, please describe: 
Alo ____________________________________ , 

B. Would the symmetry of the city/township be affected? If yes, please describe: 
1/ ~;~ I /fftt 

C. Should the subject area be increased or decreased? If yes, please describe and 
attach a revised area map: 

If 

14. Has the city/township provided any improvements to the subject area? If so, what 
improvements were provided and when: 

/lft4 

, 

15. Has the city/township assessed the subject area for the improvements? If yes, please 
describe: 

16. Will the subject area be assuming any city/township indebtedness? If yes, please 
describe: 

17. Has there ever been a previous boundary adjustment filed for this property or 
substantially the same property? If yes, when and what was the outcome?: 

1/1/f-
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18. Attach any additional information which you believe is important. If you have not 
supplied some information, please explain why: 

SUBMITTED BY: 

City of __________ , this ___ day of ________ , 20 __ 

Mayor City Clerk 

BY: -----------'this ___ day of ________ , 20 __ 

Property Owner Property Owner 

BY: -----------'this ___ day of ________ , 20 __ 

Property Owner Property Owner 

Rev. 212012 

-7-

uoswpfht uesns 



 
MINNESOTA STATE DEMOGRAPHER 

 
2011 POPULATION AND HOUSEHOLD ESTIMATES 

 
 
 
 
WASHINGTON COUNTY               POPULATION       HOUSEHOLDS 
 
 Lakeland, City                                  1,796                           681 
 
 West Lakeland, Township               4,052                        1,285 
 
 




