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DEFORI THE MUITCTIPAL CONMLISSLON
OF TN STATE O LITHHESOTA

NobLert W. Johnson ~ Chairman '
Arthur R. Swan Vice Chadirman

- Robert J. Ford v : Mewber
Patrick J. Scully . Ex-0ffhicio liember
Charles E. lMertensotto Ex-Of{icio licmber

IN THE MATTER OI" THE PETITION AND )

RESOILUTION FOR THE MERGER OF THE ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
VILLAGE OF ROSWICUNT, DAXKOTA COUNTY, ) COMCILUSIONS OF LAWY,
MINNESOTA WITH THE TOW! OF ROSEI‘«IOU“JT,) AND ORDER

DAKOTA COU.TI‘Y, MINHNESOTA )

The Minnecota Municipal Commission is herein designated au ”theﬁ
Commission." The instant proceeding is Qne of five proceedings |
consolidated bylihe Commission for hearing. The Commission's dockst
nﬁmber for these procecdings, together with a ghort_description of

the rroccod“nws, is as follows: : L
{

A-798 " Farmington Annexation of 195 acres
o I-13 N Lékeville Consqii&atiép_» )
1434ﬁ Rosemount Consélidation
A~1672 | Farmington Ainnexation of &,14) acres
| A-1673 fipple Valley Annexation .

The unLts of government involved in the proceedlngs are as

follows‘
Town of Lakev1lle
Vll]aro of Lakeville reforq to the Village as it existed
prior to the Commission's order of October 20, 1956,
References to the Villapge of lLakeville as croatog by the

Commiscsion's order of October 20 1966, will contain such
qualifying language.

- Village of Apple Valley (fvple Valley)

‘Town of Fmpire (Y¥mpire)
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Town ?f Castle Rock (Castlo}nock)‘
Village of Inver Grove Heiphts (Inver Grove Heiphto)
hViilagc of Nosemount
Town of Rosemount
- Village.of Farmington (Farmingtcn)
‘A1l of the terrifory within theée govermients is lﬁcated in Dakota
County, lMinnesote. | )

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

hgpefition'of a majority of the property owners-bf a certailn
195 acre area in»the Town of Lakeville rcquesting annexation to
Farmington was f:iled with the Farmington Village Council on April 13,
,196re Objections to the petition were fr.led with the Commission by
the Town Board of the Town of Lakévilie3 and by the Village Counzil
of the Villaege of Lakeville, thereb& automatically transferring
Jurisdiction over the petition to the Commission. The proceeding
_(MMC A-798) came on for hearing beforé the Commission on June 28,

September 16 and ovember L, 1965,]in the Tarmington Village Hall.

A petition of certain freehélders of the Town of Lakeville,
fequeSting consolidation of the Town of Lakeville; and the Village
of Lakeville into a single néw municiﬁality vias filed with the
Commission on July 2, 1965. A resolution of the Village Council of
Lakevilie requesting consolidation of the Town of Lakeville and the
Village of Lakcville into a single new municipality was filed with
“the Commission on July 2, 1965.‘ The procceding (IT1C I—le),‘which
inbluded the 195 acre tract in'ﬁMC A—?Qé, came on for hearing before

the Commission on October 21, and lMovember 4, 1965, and Sceptember

22, 1966 in the Takeville Village Hall,
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On July 23, 1966, before the Commlsslon issued its order on
MiIC A-798, Farmington appealed to th; District Court, Dalkota County
allcyanﬂ that the Comnission failed to isoue an order rclative to the
anncxation procccding within the s;atutory time limit of one year
from Jﬁnc 28, 19065, phc daté set for the first hecaring thercon.

The Commission, on October 20, 1966, issﬁed its Findings of Fact
Conclusions of Law. and Order in ﬁhe Lakeville consqlidation proceeding.,
The Comnission's order consolidated the Town of Lakeville and the
Village of Lakeville into a single new munlclnallty. Separate appeals
from uhl° order vere filed in the District Court of Dakota County by
Farmington, by a majority of property owners of the 195 acres of land
included in tke Farmlngbon annexation I1IC A~ 798 and by-other property
owners in the Towvm of Lakeville.

Thé District Court coq51aered “armlﬁwt n's appeal from the
stetutory denial of HIC A-108 uOgeuhCT with the thiree appeals from Lhe
Cormission's order in I5C Z-13m and on February 14, 1968, issued
orc.ers affirming the statuvory denial and affirming the Commission's
orcer. All of the appellants in District Court appealed separaﬁely
to the lMinnesota Supreme Court. | |

The Minnesota Supréme Court consolidated the ‘rarious éppeals from
the District Courts' orders and on July 11, 1969, reversed and
reranded the entire matter to the District Court. The District Court
wau dlroctcd to vacate the Commission's order, and to rcmqnd the
Lal:eville consolidation procceding to the Commission for further
findings in accordance with the Supreme Court's opinion. The DiStrict

Court was further dirccted to vacate its order affirming the statutory

a3
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dendal of Farmington annexation MG A-798, and to remand it to the

Commlssion for rcconsideration and findings.

Oh Augﬁst 7, 1969, the Minnesota Supreme Court denicd respondent®s
Village of lLakeville-and Town of Lakeville motion for rchearing of éhc
&ppeal} The Supreme Court further expressed the opinioﬁ that the
existing municipal governmont'of the Village of Lakeville as created
by the Commiséion‘s order of October 20, 1966 should continue pending
redeterminatioﬁ~by the Commission,

The DistrictVCourt remanded both proceedings (MHC I-13m, and
MG A-798) to the Commission on September 5, 1969. The District Court
further ordered, on September 11, 1969, that the existing municipal
government of'the Village of Lakéville, as created by the Commission’s

order of October 20, 1966, should continue, pending redetermination and

i
i

further order of the Cormission. .

N
The remanded proccedirgs then! came on for hearing before the
Cormission on Ochober 28, 1969, and December 3, 19G9 at the Farmington

Village Hall.

‘Résoiutions of the Village Council of the Village of Rosemount
anc the Board of Supervisors of the Teown of Rosemount and a petition
of certain frecholder resicents of the wan of Roscmount requésting
cor.solidation of ﬁhe Village and Towvm of Rgsemounﬁ into a single new
Village of Roscmount were filed with the Commission on June %, 1969,
This procceding (NMé I~3Lm) came on for hearing on Aapust 28, 1969,

September 16, 19069, October 28, 1969 and Deccomber 3, 1969.

A petition of a majority of the property owners of a certain
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8;1hh acre arca in the Town of Lakeville requesting aﬁncxation ﬁo
Farminnton was: filed with the Commission Septamber 10, 1969, together
“with d'resolution of the Village Council of the Village of Iarmington
approving the proposed anncxatlon. This procceding (174C A-10672) camc’
on for hecaring on Océobcr 28, 1969 and December 3, 19693 |

A rééolution of the Councii of the Village of Apple Valley for
annexation of a certain unincorporated arca in the Town of Lakcville
‘was filed with the Commission on Sevtember 16, 1969, This proceeding
(171C A-1673) bamg on ‘for hearing on October 28, 1969 and December 3,
1969. o | |

On December 3. 1969, at continued hearings on all five of the
proceedings herein (19iC A-798, IHC I-13m, IGIC I-34m, MHIC A-1672,
MIMC A-1673), the Chairman of the Commission ordercd said five hearings
consoiidated in the interest of ocoﬁomy.and expediency, énd ruled that
“the consolidated hearing would be‘conducﬁéd under Iinnesota Statutes
1969, Chapter LlL. The records of‘éll prévious hearings on the matters
herein were incorporated by reference. Ieafing dates on the consolidatcd
’hearing were January 7, 1970, Janvary 8, 1970, Janvary 22, 1970,

Jarmary 23, 1970, February 18, 1970, April 1L, 1970 and April 15, 1970.

APPEARANCES

[

John J..KcBrieﬁ, Attorney for Farmington, the
petitioners in procceding 11IC A~798 and the petiticners in proceeding
1IC A-1672. |

Edward Ecﬁdnom&, Attoiney for Apple Valley.

*

Gerald Y. Kalina. Attorney for the Village of Lakeville and

A2
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Castle Rock,

David L. Gramnis, Jr., Attorney kor the Towm bk Rosemount, and the
petitioncrs in procecding 124C I-34m. '

Vance B. Crannis, Jr., and Patrick A. Tarrcll, Attorneys for the
Village of Lakov117e as created by the Commlssnon' order of October
20, 1966. - -

Harold LeVander, Jr., Attorney for Inver Grove Heights.

Vance B. Gramnis, Jr., and David L. Grannis, Jr., Attorneys for
the Town of ILakeville and petitioners in ﬁroceeding HHC.I—IBm. |

;‘Peter Schritz, Attorney for Empire. J _ |

The Board of Commissioners of the County of Dakota appointed
Commiséioner Patrick Scully as an Ex-0fficio Fember of the Commission
for all five of the proceedings herein, Commissioner'Thomas Freiling
aé an Ex-Officio Member for proceedings h_C A~798 and I11C I-13m, and
YComm1551oner Charles Mertensotto as an Ex-0fficio Member for proceedings
MMC I~3Lm, IBIC A51672, and [7iC A-1673. By resolution of the Board of
Commissioners of the County of Dakota dated October 28, 1969, Commissioner
Mertensotto repléced Commiésioner Freiling fof”brotéedingslﬂic A-798

and MiC I-13m. The Cormiscion convened by lawful cuorum at all of the

hearings herein.

" Evidence was taken anc. testimony heard from all those appearing
and indicaﬁing a desire to be heard. Certain exhilits were received
in ‘evidence. The Commission having carefully considered ali of the
evidence included in all of the testimony and exhiliits, being fully
advised in Lhe premises, upon all of the flleu, rcecords, and, |

procecdings hcreln, hereby makes the following Findings of Fact

Conclusions of Law and Order.

6
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FINDINGS OF FACT
\

l. Résolufions of the council of the Village of Rosemount and the
Board of the Town of Rosemount and a petition of certain frecholder
residents of the Town of Résemount requcstiné consolidation of the
Village and Town of Rosemount into a single new Village of Roscmount
were filed with the Commission on June 3, 1969, éaid'ncsolutions and

petition were in all respects proper in forﬁ, content and execution,

- ’

- B |

2, Due, timely and adequate legal notice of the hearing ordered
by the Commission were properly published, posted, served and filed

pursuant to law,

3. The area to be incorporated as a new municipality is the entire

Town of Rosemount, and the entire Village of Rosemount,

4, The area of the Town of Rosemount-and Village of Rosemount is

approximately 36 sections of land.

5, Approximately 5% of the combined area of the Town and Village

of Rosemount is platted and 957 is unplatted,

6. The Village of Rosemount is almoét.entirely developedvhaving
residential, éommercial and industrial typejﬁﬁildiﬁgs. The Town.og )
Rosemount is largely Lndevelopcd. However, there has bzen some residential,
commercial, industrial, public and semi-public, devélopment in the Town,

»

7. Population and construction in the Vi{llage of Rosemount have

grown in the past to the poilnt where the Village is completely developed
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and has nowhere else to grow., Populatlon and construction In the Town

of Roscmount have grown In the past and are expected to continue to grow
at an Incregased rate In the future. The present population of Lﬁc Village
is 1,354, The prescnt pépulation of the Towu is 2,693, The total present
populatién is 4,007, The projeccted population for 1985 is 12,0603,

a

8, The Village of Rosemount has its own scwage treatment facilities
and ‘central water system, The systems can be expanded to service a
considcréﬁlc portion of the area in the Towniéf Rosemount, The Metropolitén
Sewer Board has jurisdiction over the_cntire area herein in matters rélating
to sanitary séﬁer. The Town of Rosemount has a central water system. The
Vi;lage of Rosemount has a voluniary fire department which service; the Village'
and the Town of Rosemount. The Town of Rosemount has police protection
furnished by the Dakota Couﬁty Sheriff's Office and the Villége of Rosemount.,
The Village of Rosemount Police Departmentlcan be expénded to provide

additional pclice protection for the proposed new village.

9, There is now and will be in the immediate future a need for
increased governmental service in the area to be consolidated and the

Villagé form of government will better be able to protect the public-

health, safety and welfare of the residents of the Town of Rosemount,

‘10. It is in the best interest of the public and the area proposed
for consolidation that the Town and V;llége be conselidated to form a
newrmunicipality so that muniéipal services to the residents in the Town
and Village can be more effieiently and economically provided to the

resldents,

11, The arca proposed to be consolidated can best be served by one
Village in the matter of commuunity planning, installation of thorough-

fores, street systems, sewer and water systems, filre and police protection
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and other vital and necesnary community scervices,

12.. Anriexation to an’adjoining municipality would not be in the

best interests of all or any part of the areca proposed for consclidation,

13. The name of the proposed Village 1{s Rosemount,

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. The Commission duly acquired and now has jurisdiction'ovér

this consolidation proceeding,

2. The area proposed for consolidation is the Town of Rosemount

and the Village of Rosemount.,

3, The entire .area t>y be consolidated -is now or is about to

become urban or suburban in character.

-

4, It is in the best interests of the area for the Town of

Rosemount and the Village of Rosemount to be consolidated,

5.- Annexation to anludjoining municipality would not be in the

best interests of all or aay part of the area proposed for consolidation,

;6. The Minnesota Munidipai Coﬁﬁission should order the consolidation’
of the'Village of Rosemoun! and the Town of Rosemount into a singlcpnew
Village, to be known as the'Village of Roscmount, and sct an election
of new municipal officers as required by law, and estab'ish the population
for all purposcs until the next chcral_Ccnshs.‘

“Gu
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ORDER
IT IS ORDERED: That the Town of Rosecmount and the Village of
Rosemount be consolidated to form a siﬁgle new municipality to be knowan

as the Village of Rosemount,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the plan of government for the new

" Village shall be Optional Plan "A",

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the first election of officers in the

new village shall be held on January 12, 1971,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That said election be held in accordance

with Minnesota Statutes 1969, Section 414,09, Subdivision 3.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: . That the polling places for said election
shall be: The Village Fire Hall for the voters residing in the Village
of Rosemount; The Town Hall for those residents residing in the Town of

Rosemount,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: - That Margaret Alsip is appointed Acting

Clerk for election purposes,

"IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the following are appeinted Election
Judges for the first election of Village officerss

Town-
Mrs, Donald Wachter _ .
Mrs, Malin Rechtzigel
Mrs, Fred Linkert

.10~ -
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Villn;_v,e:
Mrs. Frank MebDonouph
Mrs, Fred Ultdenbogerd
Mr, David Toombs .

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: - That the Sccretary of the Minnesota
Municipal Commission shall cause the mailing and filing of thls Order
with the proper parties as fcquircd by law,

e

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That all money, claims of property,xi“\\ﬂ

including real estaté, held, or possessed by the Townhor.Villéééiof ‘l\
Roocmount, and any procceds or taxes levied by sald Town ot Village,
. go}lected or uncollected, shall become and te the ploperty of Lhe
_'°7V111hge of Rosemount herein created, with the full power and authority
to use and dlspose of the same for publlc purposeq. C
IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED: That the consolidation hersin ordered
shall be effective upon the election and qualification of new village
off;ccra.
H
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED* That the population of the Village herein
created shall be 4,047 for all purposes until the next ederal census.
Dated this 16" day of November, 1970 -
MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL COM{ISSION
610 Capitol Square Building
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101 ' ' \g
f§5124>£4>{, Af/a a«vw%Aﬁk’ﬁﬁﬁéﬂh—“”“““'

Bruce Rasmussen .o
Executive Secretary

“lle



A-798 TFarmington - November 16, 1970
A=LUL/2 Farminpton :

A-10673 Apple Valley

I-34n  Roscmount

I-13m Lakeville

MEMORANDUM

On October 20, 1966, the Commission ordered the consolidation of
the Town and Village of Lakeville. The Commission had alfeady denied
an annexation to Fafmington of 195 acres in tﬁe Town of Lakeville by
not issuing our order within the statﬁtory périod. Both of these matters
came back to the Commission on remand from the District Court via the

Supreme Court,

The remanded proceedings were consolidated with three additional
proceedings secking annexa;ion to Farmington of 8,144 acres in the Town
of Laketown, ammexation by Apple Valley of the Town of Rosemount and
bparts of tﬁe Towns of Lakeville and Empire;.and consolidatioﬁ of the

”Vi}iége and Town of Rosemount. Each of these broceedings conflicted
with at least one other-proceeding. Todays orders resolve these

v conflicting claims. :

/

The Commission found it absolutely essential for Farmihgton to

*.  have growth area.. The 10 square miles annexed to Farmington by granting,

+in the main, the petition of a majority of property owners, are in the

© same school district as Farmington, are served by the Fire Départment
of Farminéton, and share numerous service areas with Farmington. They
are 1n the same major'wétershed. Farmington has shown that it can best
serve this area and plan and control development within the area. There
was no nced for the Commission to order or deny the annexation of the

195 acre tract of MMC A-798 as this'area is included within the area

ordered annexed to Farmington,
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The anncxation of the 9 square miles designated in our order as
Valley Park will afford the Village of Apple Valley the opportunity of

improving-its tax base by the addition 6f commercial property at major

‘highway intersections, and for providing.unifiecd land use control around

such commercial centers. Apple Valley-and Valley Park are in the same
majdr watershed and the same sewer disgrict. The evidence showed a

strong community of interest between these~a}eas, and that Yalley Park
could best be served by Apple Valley, and not by a consolidated Village

of Lakeville.

By the granting of the Farmington and Apple Valley annexations,
Lakeville has been teduced in area from 48 to 29 square miles., The

29 square miles has an excellent diversified tax base and contains the

" commercial and industrial growth areas of the former 48 square mile

village. The consolidated Village and Town of Lakeville as ordered today

will be a sound unit of government,

The Village of Rosemount was‘obviously too small and needed room

"for expansion. Population projecticas showed a need for municipal

government in the Town of Rosemount. The consolidated Village is in the
same major watershed and is bound together by a strong community of

interest. The new village already contains sound diversified tax base,

Each of the four municipalities has the capacity to function effectiveiy
in the Metropolitan area, By this we mean more than the efficient provision

of services, which is an extremely important factor. We mean also the

ability to effectively represent their citizens before higher units of

government, which units make decisions vital to the well being of all of

“)=
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the pcople of the Metropolitan area.

Effectuating these orders will cause some transitional problems.
~We now address ourselves to the question of how this transition should

occur,

The Village of Lakeville as created by the Commission'q,ofder has

Ve
-

been coﬁtinuing to function by leave of the Supreme Court/pending
?edetermination and further order of the Commission. This government
should continue to function until January 12, 1971, £he date of the
election of officers in the Village of Lakeville creaﬁed by todays
gfder‘(and the effective date of‘the consolidation,) Thus, there is
no need for the ﬁresently scheduled December 8, 1970, election in the

" Villare of Lakeville.

The Apple Valley annexation of Valley Park is subject to a vote
fwhich will also be held on January #i, 1971. 'Thé Village of Lakeville
."as created by our order of Octobef éO, 1966, should continue to govern
th;s area until the referendum.

If the.-vote in Valley Park favors annexation, Valley Park would
immediateiy become a part of Apple'Valley.> If the vote in Valley Park
disappréves annexation, Valley Park will become the Town of Lakeville.
While this town presently egists, it has nét had a functioning government
for four or five years bécause it has been 30verned by the Village of

Lakeville as created by the Commission's order of October 20, 1966,

In the event the vote disapproves'annexatidn the County Auditor should
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set a town mceting for February 2, 1971, and sucﬁ meeting should be held
in accordance with Minnesota Statutes Section 365,50 Insofar as applicable,.
During the period between January 12, 197l[bto'Febtuary,2, 1971, the
County of Dakota shouid assume - the responsibility for the government of

Valley Park,

The Farmington annexation becomes effective today, The Rosemount
consolidation becomes effective on January 12, 1971, the date of the

election of new Village officers,

The population of all of the villages as.order;d should be in

" accordance with the 1970 Federal census. The Commission is retaining -
jurisdiction for the purpose of holding a'éuppiemental hearing for
establishing population where it appears that éensus t;acts may be
bisecfed by the‘new municipél boundaries; It is impbrtant that these
:figures be as accurate as possible, for they sérve as the basis for

many state revenue distributions,

In reeolving the conflicting claims of villages and towns the
' Commission must provide governments for the future, The Commission
believes that local government in Dakota County will be greatly

strengthenéd by these rulings.



BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA .

Robert W. Johnson Chairman

Arthur R, Swan ’ Vice Chairman
Robert J. Ford Member

Patrick J, Scully Ex-0fficio Member

Charles E, Mertensotto Ex~-0fficio Member
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IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION AND
RESOLUTION FOR THE ANNEXATION OF
CERTAIN ADJOINING UNINCORPORATED
TERRITORY TO THE VILLAGE OF
FARMINGTCON, MINNESOTA A-1672

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION AND
RESOLUTION FOR THE MERGER OF THE
VILLAGE OF LAKEVILLE, DAKOTA COUNTY
WITH THE TOWN OF LAKEVILLE, DAKOTA
COUNTY, MINNESOTA I-13m

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION FOR THE ORDER
ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN LAND TO THE -
VILLAGE OF FARMINGTON, MINNESOTA,
PURSUANT TO MINNESOTA STATUTES
414,03, A-798

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION AND
RESOLUTION TO CONSOLIDATE ROSEMOUNT
TOWNSHIP WITH THE VILLAGE OF ROSEMOUNT
AND FORM A SINGLE MUNICIPALITY I-34m .

IN THE MATTER OF THE RESOLUTION OF THE
VILLAGE OF APPLE VALLEY FOR ANNEXATION
OF UNINCORPORATED PROPERTY IN THE
TOWNSHIPS OF ROSEMOUNT, EMPIRE AND
LAKEVILLE TC THE VILLAGE OF APPLE
VALLEY, A-1673

vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv N s Nt et a

A letter from the Village of Lakeville requesting a change in
the effective date of the orders herein was filed by the Commission on
November 25, 1970. The Commission, upon due deliberation on the contents
of,the letter, and all other reco;ds and files herein, hereby makes and

issues its
ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the request of the Village of



Lakeville be in all respects NENIED,

Dated this A/ day of December, 1970

MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL COMMISSION
610 Capitol Square Building
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101

s : '|
é—i/l-é'é*z’“ //;ag/ﬂz/z.c/g/vz/v—\
Bruce Rasmussen

Executive Secretary

]
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BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

Robert W. Johnson Chairman

Arthur R. Swan Vice Chairman
Robert J. Ford Member

Patrick J. Scully Ex~-0fficio Member

Charles E. Mertensotto Ex-Officio Member
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IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION AND )
RESOLUTION TO CONSOLIDATE ROSEMOUNT g SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER
)

TOWNSHIP WITH THE VILLAGE OF ROSEMOUNT
AND FORM A SINGLE MUNICIPALITY, I-34im

T e e - S Gam e G S e S e Shes  Ghem iy R ey ew mm e Smvm fem M G e b G Smay e G S e S s

Pursuant to the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
previously issued herein, and the report of the acting Clerk
Margaret Alsip, that because of the number of filings for village
offices in the elec¢tion to be held on Januvary 12, 1971, it is
necessary that additional Election Judges be appointed. ‘

IT IS ORDERED: That the acting Clerk Margaret Alsip may
appoint such additional Election Judges as are needed to effectively,
properly and legally handle the election of new village officers to

be held on January 12, 1971.

Dated this 1llth day of January, 1971

MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL COMMISSION
610 Capitol Square Building
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101

Lrvce NHetsyniiws~___

Bruce Rasmussen
Executive Secretary



I-34m Rosemount

BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

Thomas J., Simmons Chairman

Robert W. Johnson Vice Chairman
Gerald J. Isaacs Member

Patrick J. Scully Ex-0fficio Member
Gerald Hollenkamp Ex-0fficio Member

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION AND )
RESOLUTION FOR THE MERGER OF THE ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
VILLAGE OF ROSEMOUNT, DAKOTA COUNTY, ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND
)
)

MINNESOTA WITH THE TOWN OF ROSEMOUNT, ORDER FOR AUTHORIZATION E
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA OF SPECTAL LEVY P

The Minnesota Municipal Commission issued an order in the above-
entitled matter on the 1Gth day of November, 1970, consolidating the
Town of Rosemount and the Village of Rosemount to form a single new
muﬁicipality to be known as the Village of Rosemount effective upon

“the election and qualification of new village officers. Said election
"was held on January 12, 1971.

On August 21, 1975 the Commission received a request from the City
of Rosemount petitioning the Commission to schedule a hearing to grant
a special levy. A public hearing was held on the 1st day of October,
1975, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 41b, as amended before the
Minnesota Municipal Commission to determine whether the City of Rose-
mount should be granted a special levy pursuant to Minnesota Statutes
414.01, Subd. 15. Testimony was heard and records and exhibits were
received.

After due and careful consideration of all of the evidence, together
with all records, filed and proceedings, and being fully advised in
the premises, the Minnesota Municipai Commission hereby makes and
files the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The Municipal Commission received a request from the City of
Rosemount petitioning the Commission to schedule a hearing to grant a

special levy on August 21, 1975.

[igesoatey o]
L



2. A hearing was scheduled for October 1, 1975 and due, timely
and adequate legal notice of the hearing was published, served, and
filed. |

3. The evidence at the hearing showed increased costs for such
services as fire & police protection, road mainteﬁance,‘recreation
and administration as the result of the Minﬁesota Muniéipai Commission
order merging the City of Rosemount with the Town of Rosemount in an

amount beyond that which'the. Commission is allowed to grant.

CONCLUSTONS OF LAW

1. The Minnesota Municipal Commission has Jjurisdiction to grant
a special levy pursuant to‘Minnesota Statutes 414.01, Subd. 15.

2. The City of Rosemount has been required to provide.additional
services and bear the resultant increased costs because of the Commission
order merging the>City of Rosemount with the Town of Rosemount.

3. The Commission should issue an order authorizing the City of
" Rosemount fo implement a special tax levy to the maximum of its
authority of three years and 50% of the existing levy limit base.
(Pursuant to Laws 1875, Chapter 437, Article IV, Section 1, Subd. 5§
of the'Omnibus Tax Bill.)

| _ O RDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: that the City of Rosemount is granted and
is hereby authorized to implement a special tax levy for increased
costs for the taxes levied in 1974 any payable in 1975 in the amount
$103,040.923 for the taxes levied in 1975 and payable in 1976 in the
amount of $103;OHO.92; and‘for taxes levied in 1976 and payable in 1977
in the amount of $103,040.92.

- Dated this 19th day of November, 1975
MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL COMMISSION

304 Capitol Square Building
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101

% 0{ %/wv T

William A. Neiman
Executive Secretary




An Equal 'Oppor'ﬁmifly Employer Phone: 296-2428
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STATE OF MINNESOTA

MUNICIPAL BOARD

Suite 165 Metro Square
7th & Robert Streets
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101

October 25, 1976

TO: ; ‘Parties of Record :

FROM: William A. Neiman é§é¢%¢z/

Executive Secretary -

SUBJECT: I-34m Rosemount Sﬁecial Levy

Upon motion bf the City of Rosemouné, thé Municipal Board‘
has res;inded its Speciai Levy Order dated November 19, 1975
for the taxes levied in 1976 payable in 1977 in the amount.of
 $103,040.92. | |

- This rescission is effective immediately.

WAN:Db



