A-2435(0A) Young America

BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL BOARD
OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

Thomas J. Simmons Chairman ]
Robert W. Johnson Vice Chairman
Gerald J. Isaacs Member
Joe Neaton Ex-0fficio Member
IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION FOR ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
ANNEXATION OF. CERTAIN. LAND TO. THE ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
CITY OF YOUNG ‘AMERICA ‘ ) AND ORDER

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing before the Minnesota
Municipal Board pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414, as émended, on
June 12, 1975 at Young America, Minnesota. The hearing was conducted
by Howard Kaibel, Executive Secretary, pursuant to Minnésota Statutes
414.01, Subd. 12. The hearing was continued from time to time.

After due and careful consideration’of all evidence, together
with all records, files and proceedings, fhe’Minnesota Municipal Board
-hereby makes and files the following Findings of Fact, Conc]Qsions of
Law and Order.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. There were several procedural irregularities in the early
stages of thisAproceeding which have been resolved by the Board during
the course of the proceeding. Initially, Young 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, by the sole property owner, was filed with the Municipal Board
on June 28, 1973. The property was described as fo]]oWs:

That part of the NE% of the NW4% of Section 14, Township 115,
Range 26, Carver County, Minnesota described as follows:
Commencing at the northeast corner of said NE% of the NW4;
thence south along the east line of said NE% of the NW4 a
distance of 820.00 feet to the actual point of beginning;
thence west deflecting right 900 00' a distance of 483.80
feet to the east line of land deeded to William Yaeck
recorded in Book 65 of Deeds, page 140; thence south along
said east Tine a distance of 22.70 feet to the north line

of Rothforks Addition to Norwood according to the recorded
plat thereof; thence east along said north line a distance
of 486.65 feet to the east line of said NE% of the NWk;
thence north along said east 1ine a distance of 26.20

feet to the point of beginning. Containing 0.27 acres and subject
to the right of way of Faxon Road over the east 33.00 feet
thereof.
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Commencing at a point thirty-three (33) feet South of the

“quarter corner in line between Sections 11 and 14 Township 115,
Range 26, said point being the South line of State Road No. 5
Carver County, thence South on quarter line Seven hundred
eighty-seven (787) feet to a point; thence West at right angles
to the last mentioned Tine eleven hundred eighteen and 5/10
(1118.5) feet to a point on South boundary line of said State
road, thence North 57" 44' East along South boundary line of
said State road seven hundred fifty-one (751) feet to the
beginning of a 2"20' Curve to the left; thence on said Curve
still following the South boundary of said State road Six
hundred thirty-seven (637) feet to place of beginning, con-
taining 9.10/100 acres situated in N.E.4% of N.W.% of Section 14,
Township 115, Range 26.

Excepting therefrom 72/100 of an acre in the Northeast corner
of above tract, formerly sold to Henry P. and Maggie Bruckschen
by Deed recorded in Book 27 at page 44 Carver County Register
of Deeds Office.

Also excepting therefrom Commencing at a point 846.2 feet S.
of the S% cor. of Section 11-114N-26W being the NE cor. of
Rothfork's Addition Norwood, Village; th. W. at an internal
angle of 89" 17' for a distance of 486.65 ft. to the point

of beginning of the tract to be herein described; thence W.
along said Rothfork's Addition a distance of 527.95 feet to
the. N.E. corner of the Walter W. Good tract; thence
continuing Westerly at an internal angle of 180" 48' for a
distance of 100 feet to the South right of way line of said road
at an internal angle of 32" 16' for a distance of 716.9 feet;
thence Southeasterly at an internal angle 87" 42' for 119.5
feet; thence Southwesterly at an internal angle of 142" 26'
for 289.2 feet to the point of beginning. Lying and being

in the NE% of the NW4 of Section 14 115-26, and containing

3 acres of land, more or less. _

Township Property Land

A strip of land being in the East half of the NW4% and the
West half of the NE% of Section 14, Township 115, Range 26,
Carver County, Minnesota, 66 feet in width lying 33 feet

on either side of a center 1line as measured along lines
perpendicular to said center line, said center Tine being
described as follows: Commencing at the Northeast corner of
the NE4% of said NW4%; thence south along the east line of
said NE% of said Nw a distance of 480.00 feet to the actual
point of beginning; thence continue south along said east
line a distance of 820.00 feet to the northerly right-of-way
line of State Highway 212 and there terminating.

On Juiy 2, 1973, the Board informed Young America that certain
requirements of Minnesota 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 requirements were satisfied. One such déficiency

was the failure by Young America to certify that all parties had

been notified of the petition. A follow-up letter was sent September 27,

1973.

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
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of the petition on June 11, 1973. On. Jduly 17, 1974, the Board

informed the City of Young America that they still had not fully
Comp11ed with the requirements of Minnesota Statutes 414.033,
Subdivision 5, in that there was no showing that the abutting
municipality of Norwood had received a copy_of the petition. A more
detailed follow-up letter was sent to all parties on March 20, 1975
explaining that the annexation still could not be accepted by the Board
because of procedural deficiencies. .

On March 27, 1975, the Board received a resolution from the
City of Norwood objecting to the proposed annexation. Upon receipt
of this objection, the Board scheduled a hearing for June 12, 1975
as requiréd by Minnesota Statutes 414.033, Subdivision 5. In
scheduling this hearing, the Board noted that the annexation ordinance
previously adopted by the City of Young-America was void. Further,
théABqard found that the proposed annexation was now proper]y'before
the Board, all procedural requirgments, including notice provisions,
having been met.

On May 23, 1975, the Board received notice F?om Young Americé
Township that it wisﬁedfto exercise its option under Minnesota
Statutes 414.q34, Subdivision 4, to have the area in question
designated 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
-scheduled hearing, the Cities of Norwood and Young America submitted
reso]utioné agreeing to dismiss the entire proceeding. However,
the citfes stipulated that this dismissé] would be contingent upon
fruitful, municipal consolidation discussions. On October 17, 1975,
the hearing was continued for 120 days until February 17, 1976.

On February 9, 1976, the Board received a resolution from the
City of Norwood indicating that the municipal consolidation discussfons
had failed. Therefore, the stipulated dismissal was void.

The hearing conducted on February 17, 1976, was limited to
evidence regarding the area originally proposed for annexation.. On
August 27, 1976, the Board scheduled a hearing for October 14, 1976
to specifically consider orderly annexation issues, particularly

whether or not the area in question should be expanded. Evidence
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submitted at this hearing was in conflict. On February 7, 1975, the
Municipal Board designated an expanded area as in need of orderly
annexation. On February 25th, the February 7th order was vacated.

On February 25, 1977 the "township option" was denied, re-establishing
the proceeding as one of annexation. The findings contained in this
order are based upon those contained within M.S. 414.031, as

required by M.S. 414.033(5).

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

published, served, and filed.

3. Geographic Features
a. The area under consideration for annexation is

unincorporated and abuts the City of Young America.

b. The total area of the territory under consideration
is 6.72 acres.

c. The degree of contiguity of the boundaries between
the municipality and the proposed property is as
follows: A small percentage.

d. The natural terrain of the area, including general
topography, major watersheds, soil conditions, rivers,
Takes and major bluffs is as follows: Terrain slopes
to the south.

4. Pdpu]ation Data - The area under consideration has a
population of two and might grow slightly with the
construction of a new house. In the City of Young
America, the population is estimated to be 915 persons
and growth is expected to continue.

5. Development Issues
a. What, if any, are the comprehensive plans for the

development of the property proposed for annexation
including development projected by the Metropolitan
Council. The area is fully developed but for the
possible construction of one home.

b. What Tand use controls are presently being emplioyed.
1) In the City of Young America, there zoning,

subdivision, and housing and building codes.
Also, there is a Planning Commission.

2) In the area under consideration for annexation,

there is zoning by the County.




6.

Governmental Services ;

a.
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Does the city require future growth space?A Yes,
If so, will the area subject to annexation.
provjde the City of Young America with necessary
growth space? No.
The present pattern of physiba1 development is:
1) In the City of Young America
a) Residential - Yes
b) Industrial - No
c) Commercial - Yes
d) Institutional - Yes
2) In the area subject to annexation.
a) Residential - one home
b) Industrial - No
c) Commercia1 - One business, the Dile Corporation.
d) Institutional - No _
What will be.the effect, if any, of the annexation 6n
adjacenf communities? Some Timitation on Norwood's

growth to the éast.

Presently, the Township of Young America provides the

area subject to annexation with the following

services:

1) Water - No 5) Street Improvements - No

2) Sewer - No 6) Street Maintenance - Yes
| 3) Fire Protection - No, 7) Recreational - No

contracts with City
of Young America

4) Police Protection -

County Sheriff
bresent]y, the City of Young America provides its

citizens 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

a fire rating of 8
. 8) Other - Library, garbage
4) Police Protection - No, . pick-up
contracts with County _

Presently, the City of Young America provides the

area subject to annexation with the following




services
1) Water - Yes 5) Street Improvements - Yes,

built a 9 ton road.
2) Sewer - Yes

6) Street Maintenance _ Yes

3) Fire Protection - Yes,

by contract with the 7) Recreational - Yes, all

township facilities available
4) Police Protection - No 8) Other - Garbage pick-up
Plans to extend municipal services to the area subject
to annexation include the following: Almost all 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 slowly dropping
(27.9 in 1976) and the present bonded indebtedness is
approximately $700,000.

In the area subject to annexation, the assessed valuation
trend is rising, the mill rate trend is moderately rising
(1.91 in 1976) and the present bonded indebtedness is 0.
Will the annexation have any effect upon area

school districts? No.

8. Is annexation to the City of Young America the best

alternative.

a.

Could governmental services be better provided for by
incorporation of the area subject to annexation? No.
Could governmental services be better provided for by.
consolidation or annexation of the area with an
adjacent municipality other than Young America? No,
services are already being provided by Young America.
Could Young America Township provide the services

required? No.

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

petitioned. the Minnesota Municipal Board requesting annexation.
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. The Minnesota Municipal Board duly acquired and now has
jurisdiction of the within proceeding.

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 City of Young America and the
area subject to annexation will be furthered by annexation.

5. The remainder of the Township of Young America 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 Young America 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 better serve the interests of the residents
who reside in the area subject to annexation.

8. This annexation proceeding has been initiated by a petition
of a majority of property owners and, therefore, this Minnesota
Municipal Board order is not subject to an annexation election.

9. 7An order should be issued by the Minnesota Municipal Board
annexing the area described herein.

O RDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the property described herein
situated in the County of Carver, State of Minnesota, be and the
same i1s hereby annexed to the City of Young America, Minnesota, the

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

That part of the NE% of the NW4% of Section 14, Township 115,
Range 26, Carver County, Minnesota described as follows:
Commencing at the northeast corner of said NE% of the NW%;
thence south along the east line of said NE% of the Nwa a
distance of 820.00 feet to the actual point of beginning;
thence west deflecting right 900 00' a distance of 483.80

feet to the east line of land deeded to William Yaeck

recorded in Book 65 of Deeds, page 140; thence south along

sajid east line a distance of 22.70 feet to the north line

of Rothforks Addition to Norwood according to the recorded

plat thereof; thence east along said north line a distance

of 486.65 feet to the east line of said NE% of the NWk;

thence north along said east line a distance of 26.20 '
feet to the point of beginning. Containing 0.27 acres and subject
to the right of way of Faxon Road over the east 33.00 feet
thereof.
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Commencing at a point thirty-three (33) feet South of the
quarter corner in line between Sections 11 and 14 Township 115,
Range 26, said point being the South line of State Road No. 5
Carver County, thence South on quarter line Seven hundred
eighty-seven (787) feet to a point; thence West at right angles
to the last mentioned Tine eleven hundred eighteen and 5/10
(1118.5) feet to a point on South boundary line of said State
road, thence North 57" 44' East along South boundary line of
said State road seven hundred fifty-one (751) feet to the
beginning of a 2"20"' Curve to the left, thence on said Curve
still following the South boundary of said State road Six
hundred thirty-seven (637) feet to place of beginning, con-
taining 9.10/100 acres situated in N.E.% of N.W.% of Section 14,
Township 115, Range 26. -

Excepting therefrom 72/100 of an acre in the Northeast corner
of above tract, formerly sold to Henry P. and Maggie Bruckschen
by Deed recorded in Book 27 at page 44 Carver County Register
of Deeds Office.

Also excepting therefrom Commencing at a point 846.2 feet S.
of the S% cor. of Section 11-114N-26W being the NE cor. of
Rothfork's Addition Norwood, Village; th. W. at an internal
angle of 89" 17' for a distance of 486.65 ft. to the point
of beginning of the tract to be herein described; thence W.
along said Rothfork's Addition a distance of 527.95 feet to
the. N.E. corner of the Walter W. Good tract; thence
continuing Westerly at an internal angle of 180" 48' for a
distance of 100 feet to the South right of way line of said rsad
at an internal angle of 32" 16' for a distance of 716.9 feet;
thence Southeasterly at an internal angle 87" 42' for 119.5
feet; thence Southwesterly at an internal angle of 142" 26'
for 289.2 feet to the point of beginning. Lying and being
in the NE% of the NW4% of Section 14-115-26, and containing

3 acres of land, more or less.

IT IS FURTHER QRDERER: Tk

E -
U \ LL'T YN

i PYTUIELTUT VY e Uty Ut

Young America has increased by two (2) persons for all purposes until

the next Federal Census.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the population of the Town of

Young America has decreased by two (2) personé for all purposes until

the next Federal Census.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That this order is hereby stayed for a

period of 30 days.

is

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

April 7 . 1977.

Dated this 13th day of April , 1977

MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL BOARD
165 Metro Square Building
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101

/// it [/ ///7;«,

WiTliam A. Neiman
Executive Secretary




A-2435(0A) Young America

BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL BOARD
OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

Thomas J. Simmons Chairman

Robert W. Johnson Vice Chairman

Gerald J. Isaacs Member

Joe Neaton Ex-0fficio Member
DENIAL OF TOWNSHIP MOTION TO ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
DESIGNATE CERTAIN LAND FOR ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
ORDERLY ANNEXATION ) AND ORDER

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing before the Minnesota
Municipal Board pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414, as amended, on
June 12, 1975 at Young America, Minnesota. The hearing was conducted
by Howard Kaibel, Executive Secretary, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes
414 .01, Subd. 12. The hearing was continued from time to time.

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 Order.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. There were several procedural irregularities in the early
stages of this proceeding which have been resolved by the Board during
the course of the proceeding. Initially, Young 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, by the sole property owner, was filed with the Municipal Board
on June 28, 1973. The property was described as follows:

That part of the NE% of the NW4% of Section 14, Township 115,
Range 26, Carver County, Minnesota described as follows:
Commencing at the northeast corner of said NE% of the NW%4%;
thence south along the east Tine of said NE4% of the NW4 a
distance of 820.00 feet to the actual point of beginning;
thence west deflecting right 900 00' a distance of 483.80
feet to the east Tine of land deeded to William Yaeck
recorded in Book 65 of Deeds, page 140; thence south along
said east line a distance of 22.70 feet to the north line

of Rothforks Addition to Norwood according to the recorded
plat thereof; thence east along said north Tine a distance
of 486.65 feet to the east line of said NE% of the NW;
thence north along said east Tine a distance of 26.20

feet to the point of beginning. Containing 0.27 acres and subject
to the right of way of Faxon Road over the east 33.00 feet
thereof.
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Commencing at a point thirty-three (33) feet South of the
quarter corner in line between Sections 11 and 14 Township 115,
Range 26, said point being the South Tline of State Road No. 5
Carver County, thence South on quarter line Seven hundred
eighty-seven (787) feet to a point; thence West at right angles
to the Tast mentioned Tine eleven hundred eighteen and 5/10
(1118.5) feet to a point on South boundary Tline of said State
road, thence North 57" 44' East along South boundary line of
said State road seven hundred fifty-one (751) feet to the
beginning of a 2"20' Curve to the left, thence on said Curve
still following the South boundary of said State road Six
hundred thirty-seven (637) feet to place of beginning, con-
taining 9.10/100 acres situated in N.E.% of N.W.% of Section 14,
Township 115, Range 26.

Excepting therefrom 72/100 of an acre in the Northeast corner
of above tract, formerly sold to Henry P. and Maggie Bruckschen
by Deed recorded in Book 27 at page 44 Carver County Register
of Deeds Office.

ATso excepting therefrom Commencing at a point 846.2 feet S.
of the S% cor. of Section 11-114N-26W being the NE cor. of
Rothfork's Addition Norwood, Village; th. W. at an internal
angle of 89" 17' for a distance of 486.65 ft. to the point

of beginning of the tract to be herein described; thence W.
along said Rothfork's Addition a distance of 527.95 feet to
the N.E. corner of the Walter W. Good tract; thence
continuing Westerly at an internal angle of 180" 48' for a
distance of 100 feet to the South right of way line of said road
at an internal angle of 32" 16' for a distance of 716.9 feet;
thence Southeasterly at an internal angle 87" 42' for 119.5
feet; thence Southwesterly at an internal angle of 142" 26'
for 289.2 feet to the point of beginning. Lying and being

in the NE4% of the NW4% of Section 14-115-26, and containing

3 acres of land, more or Tess.

Township Property Land

A strip of Tland being in the East half of the NW4% and the
West half of the NE% of Section 14, Township 115, Range 26,
Carver County, Minnesota, 66 feet in width Tying 33 feet

on either side of a center line as measured along lines
perpendicular to said center line, said center line being
described as follows: Commencing at the Northeast corner of
the NE% of said NW%; thence south along the east Tine of
said NE% of said NW4% a distance of 480.00 feet to the actual
point of beginning; thence continue south along said east

line a distance of 820.00 feet to the northerly right-of-way
line of State Highway 212 and there terminating.

On July 2, 1973, the Board informed Young America that certain
requirements of Minnesota 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 requirements were satisfied. One such deficiency
was the failure by Young America to certify that all parties had
been notified of the petition. A follow-up letter was sent September 27,
1973.

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
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of the petition on June 11, 1973. On July 17, 1974, the Board

informed the City of Young America that they still had not fully
complied with the requirements of Minnesota Statutes 414.033,
Subdivision 5, in that there was no showing that the abutting
municipality of Norwood had received a copy of the petition. A more
detailed follow-up letter was sent to all parties on March 20, 1975
explaining that the annexation still could not be accepted by the Board
because of procedural deficiencies.

On March 27, 1975, the Board received a resolution from 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. 1In
scheduling this hearing, the Board noted that the annexation ordinance
previously adopted by the City of Young America was void. Further,
the Board found that the proposed annexation was now properly before
the Board, all procedural requirements, including notice provisions,
having been met.

On May 23, 1975, the Board received notice from Young America
Township that it wished-"to exercise its option under Minnesota
Statutes 414.034, Subdivision 4, to have the area in question
designated 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. In October, 1975, prior to the
scheduled hearing, the Cities of Norwood and Young America submitted
resolutions agreeing to dismiss the entire proceeding. However,
the cities stipulated that this dismissal would be contingent upon
fruitful, municipal consolidation discussions. On October 17, 1975,
the hearing was continued for 120 days until February 17, 1976.

On February 9, 1976, the Board received a resolution from the
City of Norwood indicating that the municipal consolidation discussions
had failed. Therefore, the stipulated dismissal was void.

The hearing conducted on February 17, 1976, was limited to
evidence regarding the area originally proposed for annexation. On
August 27, 1976, the Board scheduled a hearing for October 14, 1976
to specifically consider orderly annexation issues, particularly

whether or not the area in question should be expanded. Evidence
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submitted at this hearing was in conflict. On February 7, 1975 the
Municipal Board designated an expanded area as in need of orderly
annexation. On February 25, 1977, the February 7th order was vacated.
The findings contained in this order are based upon those contained
within M.S. 414.031(4), as required by M.S. 414.034(2).

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

3. Geographic Features

a. The area under consideration for orderly annexation
is unincorporated and abuts the City of Young America.

b. The total area of the territory under consideration
for orderly annexation is 6.72 acres.

c. The degree of contiguity of the boundaries between
the municipality and the proposed, designated
property is as follows: A small percentage.

d. The natural terrain of the area, including general
topography, major watersheds, soil conditions, rivers,
lakes and major bluffs is as follows: Terrain slopes
to the south.

4. Population Data - The area under consideration for orderly
annexation has a population of two and might grow slightly
't with the construction of a new house. In the City of Young
America, the population is estimated to be 915 persons
~and growth is expected to continue.
5. Development Issues

a. What, if any, are the comprehensive plans for the
development of the property proposed for orderly
annexation including development projected by the
Metropolitan Council. The area is fully developed
but for the possible construction of one home.

b. What land use controls are presently being employed.
1) In the City of Young America, there are zoning,

subdivision, and housing and building codes.
Also, there is a Planning Commission.
2) In the area under consideration for orderly

annexation, there is zoning by the County.
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Does the city require future growth space? Yes.
If so, will the area subject to orderly annexation
provide the City of Young America with necessary
growth space? No.

The present pattern of physical development is:

1) In the City of Young America

a) Residential - Yes

o

Commercial - Yes

)
) Industrial - No
c)
)

d) Institutional - Yes
2) In the area subject to orderly annexation:

a) Residential - one home

o

O

)

) Indus£r1a1 - No

) Commercial - One business, the Dile Corporation.
)

d) Institutional - No
What will be the effect, if any, of the annexation on
adjacent communities? Some Timitation on Norwood's

growth to the €ast.

6. Governmental Services

a.

Presently, the Township of Young America provides the

area subject to orderly annexation with the following

services:

1) Water - No 5) Street Improvements - No
2) Sewer - No 6) Street Maintenance - Yes
3) Fire Protection - No, 7) Recreational - No

contracts with City
of Young America

4) Police Protection -
County Sheriff

Presently, the City of Young America provides its

citizens 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
a fire rating of 8

8) Other - Library, garbage

4) Police Protection - No, pick-up
contracts with County

Presently, the City of Young America provides the

area subject to orderly annexation with the following




services:
1) Water - Yes 5) Street Improvements - Yes,
built a 9 ton road.
2) Sewer - Yes
6) Street Maintenance - Yes

3) Fire Protection - Yes,

by contract with the 7) Recreational - Yes, all

township facilities available
4) Police Protection - No 8) Other - Garbage pick-up
Plans to extend municipal services to the area subject
to orderly annexation include the following: Almost all
services already are provided by Young America. Police

cankbe provided.

Fiscal Data

a.

In the City of Young America, the assessed valuation
trend is rising, the mill rate trend is slowly dropping
(27.9 in 1976) and the present bonded indebtedness is
approximately $700,000.

In the area subject to orderly annexation, the assessed
valuation trend is rising, the mill rate trend is
moderately rising (1.91 in 1976) and the present

bonded indebtedness 1is 0.

Will the orderly annexation have any effect upon area

school districts? No.

Is orderly annexation to the City of Young America the best

alternative.

a.

Could governmental services be better provided for by
incorporation of the area subject to orderly annexation? No.
Could governmental services be better provided for by
consolidation or orderly annexation of the area with an
adjacent municipality other than Young America? No,
services are already being provided by Young America.
Could Young America Township provide the services
required? No.

Is orderly annexation a better alternative than
annexation? No, the area is developed and already
enjoys most municipal services with all others being
immediately available. Further, the policies served

by orderly annexation are generally not applicable

to the area under consideration.
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CONCLUSIUNS OF LAW

1. The Minnesota Municipal Board duly acquired and now has
jurisdiction of the within proceeding.

1

2. The "township option," requesting that this area be designated

for orderly annexation, should be denied by the Board. The area is clearly
urban,vis utilizing municipal services, and, therefore, should be
annexed.
ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the motion by Young America Town-
ship, requesting that the Board designate the area described herein
as in need of orderly annexation, is hereby denied.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the effective date of this order
is April 7 . 1977.

Dated this 13thday of April | 1977

MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL BOARD
165 Metro Square Building
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101

2. 27 Vi
%ﬂ%lﬁézfﬁc / /’%{/}7{ ~

William A. Neiman
Executive Secretary




A-2435(0A) Young America

BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL BOARD
OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

Thomas J. Simmons Chairman

Robert W. Johnson Vice Chairman

Gerald J. Isaacs Member

Joe Neaton Ex-0fficio Member
IN THE MATTER OF THE DESIGNATION )
OF CERTAIN LAND FOR THE ORDERLY ) VACATION OF
ANNEXATION TO THE CITY OF YOUNG ) ‘ORDER
AMERICA )

The Municipal Board order dated February 7, 1977
designating an area for orderly annexation to the City
of Young America, is hereby vacated, and therefore, has

no further force or effect.

Dated this 25th day of February , 1977

MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL BOARD
165 Metro Square Building
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101

Cf:;/'g/; ] . //ﬁfl”lrf .
Ll (f V.

WiTliam A. Neiman
Executive Secretary



A-2435(0A) Young America

BEFORE THE -MUNICIPAL BOARD
OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

Thomas J. Simmons 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 above-entitled matter came on for hearing before the Minnesota
Municipal Board pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414, as amended, on
June 12, 1975 at Young America, Minnesota. The hearing was conducted
by Howard Kaibel, Executive Secretary, pursuant to annesota Statutes
414.01, Subd. 12. The hearing was continued from time to time.

After due and careful consideration of all evi&ence, together
with a]]nrecords, files and proceedings the Minnesota Municipal Board
héreby makes and files the following Findings of Fact, Conc]usiohs of
Law and Order.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. There were several procedural irregularities in the early
stages of this proceeding which have been resolved by the Board during
the course of the proceeding. Initia]]y,}Young America erroneously
annexed, by ordinance, the parcel in question on June 5, 1973. This
ordinance, which was passed in respense to a petition dated Mérch 20,
71973, by the sole property owner, was filed with the Municipal Board
on June 28, 1973. 4

Qn July 2, 1973, the Board informed Young America that certain
requirements of Minnesota Statute§ 414.033, Subdivision 5} had not been
met by the city and that the annexation could not be accepted by fhe
Board until theseAréquiﬁements were satisfied. One such deficiency
was the failure by Young:America to cerfify that all parties had
been notified of .the petit{on. A follow-up Tetter wés sent Septembef 27,
1973.

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

America Township, dated June 18, 1973, approving the proposed annex-
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ation. On the same datel the Boardarecéived notice from the Carver.
County Auditor which stated that Carver County had received a copy

of the petition on June 11, 1973. On July 17, 1974, the Board
1nformed‘the_City'of_Yoﬁng America that they'st11i'had not’fu]]y'
complied with the requirements of Minnesota Statutes 414.033,
Subdivision 5,1in that there was no showing that the abutting municipal-
ity of Norwood had received a copy of the petitioh. A more detailed,
follow-up letter was sent to all parties on March 20, 1975 explaining
that the annexation sfj11 could not be accepted by the Board because

of procedural deficiencies.

On March 27, 1975, the Board received a resolution from 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 annesota Statutes 414.033, Subdivision 5. 1In
scheduling this hearing, the Board noted that the annexation ordinance
previously adopted by the City of Young America was void. Further,
the Board found that proposéd annexation was now properly before
the Board, all procedural requirements, including notice provisions,
having ‘been met.

On May 23, 1975, the Board received notice from Young America
Township that it wished to exercise its option under Minnesota
Statutes 414.034, Subdivision 4, to have the area in question
designated 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. In October, 1975, prior to the
scheduled hearing, the Cities of Norwood and Young America submitted
resolutions agreeing to dismiss the entire proceeding. However,
the cities stipulated that this dismissal would be contingent upon
fruitful, municipal consolidation discussions. On October 17, 1975,
the hearing was continued for 120 days until February 17, 1976.

On February 9, 1976, the Board received a resolution from the
City of Norwood indicating that the municipal 60nso11dation discussions
had failed. Therefore, the stipulated dismissal was void.

The hearing conducted on February 17, 1976, Qas limited, by
agréement of the parties, to evidence régarding the area originally

roposed for annexation. On August 27, 1976, the Board scheduled
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a hearing for October 14, 1976 to sbecifica]]y consider ordér]y
annexation issues, particularly whether or not the area in question
should be expanded. Evidence submitted at this hearing was in
confliét; The ffﬁdings'contained iﬁ this order are based Uﬁon those
contained within M.S. 414.031(4), as required by M.S. 414.032(4).

2. "Due, timely and adequate 1ega1'not1ce of the hearing was

published, served and filed. |

‘3. Geographic Features
‘a. The area-under consideration for orderly annexgtion

is unincorporated and abuts the City of Young America.
b. The total area of the ferritory under consideration
for drder]y annexation is 6.72 acres.
C. fhe degree of contiguity of the boundaries between
the municipality and the proposed, designated
property is as follows: A small percentage.
d. The natural terrain of the area, including general
- topography, major watersheds, soil conditions, rivers,
lakes and major bluffs is as follows: Terrain slopes
to the south.

4. Population Data - The area under consideration for orderly
anﬁexation has a population of two and ﬁight grow s]ight]y
with the construction of a new house. In the City of Young
America, the popu]atidn is estimated to be 915 persons and
growth is expected to continue.

5. Development Issues
a. What, if any, are the comprehensive plans for the

development of the property proposed for orderly
annexation fnc1ud1ng development projected by the
Metropolitan Council. The area is fully developed but
for the possible construction of one home.
b. What land use controls are presently being employed.

1) In the City of Young America

a. Zoning - Yes

b. Subdivision regu]atidns - No

c. Housing and building codes - Yes, State

d. Other - Planning Ccmmission, reviewing land use
ordinances. ,
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-

2) In the area under consideration for orderly

annexation

a. Zoning - Yes, by County

ADoes the city require future growth spade? Yes. If

so, will the area subject to orderly annexation provide
the City of Young America with necessary growth space? No.
The present pattern-of physical development is:
1) In the City of Young America
a) Residential - Yes
b) Industrial - No
c) Commercial - Yeg
d) Institutional - Yes
2) In the area subject to orderly annexation:
15 Residential - one home and others nearby
. b) Industrial - No
c) Commercial - One business, the Dile Corporation,
and supermarket nearby and other potential develop-
ment.
d) Institutional - No
What will be the effect, if any, of the annexatioh on
adjacent communities? Potentially, could Timit Norwood's

growth to the east.

6. Governmental Services

a.

Presently, the'Township of Young America provides the

" area subject to orderly annexation with the following

services:

1) Water - No « 5) Street Improveﬁents - No
2) Sewer - No 6) Street Maintenance - Yes
3) Fire Protection - No, 7) Recreational - No

contracts with City
of Young America

4) Police Protection -
County Sheriff

Presently, the City of Young.America provides its
cjtizens W{th the following services:

1) Water - Yes 5) Street ‘Improvements - Yes
2) Sewer - Yes ' 6) Street Maintenance - Yes
3) rire Protection - Yes, a 7) Recreational - Yes

fire rating of 8

8) Other - Library, garbage
4) Police Protection - No, pick-up
contracts with County




Presently, the City of Young America provides the
area subject to orderly annexation with the following
services:
1) Water - Yes o 5) Street Improvements - Yes,
built a 9 ton road.
2) Sewer - Yes
6) Street Maintenance - Yes

3) Fire Protection - Yes,

by contract with the 7) Recreational - Yes, all

township ' facilities available
4) Police Protection - No 8) Other ~ Garbage pick-up
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,

Fiscal Data

Is

In the City of Young America, the assessed valuation trend
is rising, the mill rate trend is slowly dropping (27.9 in
1976) and the present bonded indebtedness is approximateiy
$700,000.

In the area subject to orderly annexation, the assessed
valuation trend is rising, the mill rate trend is moderately
rising (1.91 in 1976) and the present bonded 1ndebtedness

is 0.

Wil1l the orderly annexation have any effect upon area

school districts? No

orderly annexation to the City of Young America the best

a]ternative.

a.

c.

The area designated for orderly annexation should be increased

Could governmental services be better provided fot by
incorporation of the area subject to orderly annexation? No.
Could governmental services be better provided for byi
consolidation or orderly annexation of the area Qith an
adjacent municipality other than Young America? No, services
are already being provided by Young America. '

Could Young America township provide the services required? No.

in order to include that property which is nor or is aboufﬂto

become urban or suburban in character; the new description of

the area to be annexed is as follows:

To the north, the city Timits of Young America;
to the east, the Chicago Northwestern Railway;

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

1. The Minnesota Municipal Board duly acquired and now has
jurisdiction of the within proceeding. |

2. .The area subject to orderly annexation is nor‘dr 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 orderly annexation.

4. The bestjinterest of the City of Young America and the area
subject to orderly annexation will be furthered by designating the
area for orderly annexation.

5. -Ordérly annexation of all of a partﬂbf the propérty to an
adjacent municipality would not better serve the interests of the residents
who reside in the area subject to orderly annexation.

6. An order should be issued by the Minnesota Municipal Board
designatiﬁg for orderly annexation the area described herein.

0O RDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the property described herein situated
in the County of Carver, State of Minnesota, be and the same is hereby
deéignated for orderly annexation to the City of Young America, Minnesota.

To the north, the city limits of Young America; to the

east, the Chicago Northwestern Railway; to the south,

S?a?e Highway 212; and to the west, the Norwood city

.}}m}gsﬁURTHER ORDERED: That the effective date of this order
is February 4, 1977.

Dated this 7th day of February, 1977

MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL BOARD
165 Metro Square Building
Sa1nt Paul, Minnesota 55101

W1]11a Ne1ma /;;?Z;AL’ \\\\\~\
:xecqt1ve Secreuary

7303 35

STATE OF MlNNESOTA’
DEPARTMENT OF STATE
"EILED
FEBS - 1977
Loclrserw Sowver
Secretary of State






