
BEFOim 'J'!IJ:; HU!!JCIP!\L GO;;J.JI[):./10N 

Hot1crt VI. ,Tolm!;on 
Al·tllUl' H. Svrm 
Hol1crL ,r. Ford 
Pntrick J. ~;cully 
Cbar1c s E. l~ertcn sot to 

Ch.1irrnn.n 
Vic:o Clta:i.rnnn 
f\'te1nbor 
Ex-O.f f:i. c:i.o l·'lclllbcr 
Ex-Officio hcmber 

....,. - ·- - ·- - - _..,. -- .,._ ... _ - - - - - - ·- - -- ...... - - - - ~ - - - - - ... _ ... -
IN THE ~<1f..TTER OF THE PETITIOn AND 
nESOVJTIOn FOE TiiE 1.:ER.GETI. OF TEE 

) 
) 

VIL). r (' 1, OF noc,,., ~~ 'U'"T Dr, VQ'''A cou•.TITly \ 
_ .1. \. .. h 4

1 
1 cl ,JJ'd·i~• i'• ) ~,\,-_ 1 . "·I l _ ) j 

t1HmESOT ~ \'liT If Tl'E TO';iiT OF ROSEJ.:OU ~IT,) 
DJ\KOTA COU?.frY, r:JJ:~·Jl'JESOTA · ) 

..._ - ·-- - - .._ - - --· - - ... _ - -.- - ... _ .:.._ -

FTI'1DIIJCS OF FACT) 
CQI-..;CDJSIOFS OF LA\'!, 
AHD ORDER 

The Hinne~.·ota Hunicip:.'l.l Commission is herein designated a:> 11 the 11 

Commission~ 11 The instant proceeding is (!lle of five proceedings 

con sol ida ted by i he Comnission for hearing. ~rhe Commission r s do d.;: jt 

number for those proceedings, together v;:'.th a ~?,hort description <1f 

the proceedings, is 

·A-798 

I-13 

I-34rn 

A-1672 

A-1673 

as follows: 
I 

Farmington Anncxatio_n of 195 acres 

Lakevi'lle Consolidatio.n 

Rosemount Consolidation 

Farmington Annexation of g,l44 acres 

Apple Valley Annexation 

The units of government involved in the proceedings 

follov;s: 

Town of Lakeville 

are as 

Villasc of Lakeville refers to the Villa~e as it existed 
pr:i.or to tho Co!;uni ssion' s order of October 20, 196(>. 
References to the Villu~e of Lakeville as created by the 
Comrnis0ion' s order of October 20, 1966, vJill contain such 
qu~lifying lancuagc. 

Villaec of ~pplc Valley {AppJ.c Valley) 

Town of En~ire {Empire) 

' . 

.. 



'I-Jl1m 

,,. 
'l'own of Ca~-;t.lc Hoclc ( Co..stlo Hoclc} 

Villo.~o of Inver Grove He1.ght.~i {Inver Grove Height[.;) 

.. Villar;c of Hoscmount 

Town of Rosemount 

Villo.gc of Farnin[_;ton (Farningt.cn} 

'All of the terri1'.ory \'Jithin these govcrrunonts is located in Dakota 

County, liinncsot.: .• 

PTIOCEDURAL Ili.STC.~ny 

'· 

A ._petition. of a majority of the property ovmers of a certain 

195 acre area in the To1·m of Lakeville requesting annexation to 

Farmington 1·ms f:_lecl 1,·1i th the Faroingto!?- Village Council on Apri:i. 13, 

1965~ Objcction;3 to the petition 11ere f:.led 'h'ith the Cornmission by 

the To1·m Board c·r the To1·m of Lakeville, and by the Village Coun .;}l 

of the Village of Lakeville, thereby automatically transferring 

jurisdiction over the petition to the Commission~ The proceeding . . ' 
(1,11·10 A-79cn came on for hearing before the Col'!'.mission on June 2 <5, 

;, 
~ ; 

September 16 and l!ovember.4, 1965, ;iri the Farmington Village Hall. 

A petition of certain freeholders of the To~m of Lakeville, 

requesting consolidation of the Town of Lakeville, and the Village 

of Lakeville into a single new municipality vms filed vii th the 

Co1M1ission on July 2, 1965 •. A resolution of the Villar;e Coun·cil of 

Lakeville requesting consolidation of the Town of Lakeville and the 

Village of I,akcvillc into a single neH municipality 11as filed v1ith 

the Comnission on July 2, 1965. The proccedin~ (J]~C I-13m), which 

included the 195 D. ere tract in l~HC A.-'79t.~, came on for hcarinc;, before 

the Conuni[3Sion on October 21, and l!ovcrn1Jcr h, 1965, r1nd. Scpter:1lwr 

22, 1966 in the T.~kevi1J.c Villar:,e llalJ.. 



On July ')') 

r~.) ' 1966, before tho Co~n,:nJ.u:~:Lon i~:;uuod :Lt:; onlor on 
I 

Hl~C A-'19£~, Fcn:mlncton appealed 'to tho lH~;trict Cou:r.'t, Dakota County 

alleging that the Conuni ~i~.d.o~ f;1i1ccl to i ::.;suo an order roJ.a ti vo to tho 

annexation procecdinc v;ithin the statutory time limit of one year 

from June 2~, 1965, the date set for the first hearinG thereon • . 

The Commission, on October 20, 1966, issued its Findings of Fact 

Conclusions of L~w~ and Order in the Lakeville cons~lidation proceeding. 

The Com:nission' s order consolidated the Tm·m of Lakeville and the . 
Village of Lakeville into a single new m1nicipality. Separate appeals 

from this order. "V.'ere filed in the District Court of Dakota County by 

Farmington, by a mjority of property ovmers of 'the 195 acres of land 

included in the Farmington annexation lTI1C ·A-798 and by other property 

owners in the Tovm of Lakeville. 

The District Court considered FarminG;tonts appeal from the 

stc.tutory denial of Fif.TC A-?98 together 1·1ith the th=:-ee appeals fror:1 the 

Cor:unission' s order in lrr.:c ~~-13m and on February 14, 1968, issued 

orc.ers affirming the sta tu1~ory den:Lal and affirming the Com:r.'1:ission' s 

orc·1.er. All of the appellants in District Court appealed separately 

to the 1-linne sota Supreme Court. 

The Minnesota Supreme Coutt consolidated the ·rarious appeals fro~ 

tht~ District Courts' order~;; and on July 11, 1969, J'evcrsed and 

retnnded the entire matter tb the District Court. The District Court 

wafi directed· to vacate the Commission's order, and to rcm3.nd the 

Lakeville consolidation proceeding to the Conu-nissi\)n for further 

fiudin?;s in a ccorcb.nce ,.,i th the Supreme Court's op i.nion. '!'he Di st.ri ct 

Court \..;as further directed to vacate its order affirminG the statutory 

I • 



··-

dcnlal of Farm1.ngton anno.x:.\tlon J!Jf.~C .A-1 79£3, o.n<.l to :rcJnand it to tho 

Comm:losion for.. reconsideration and fb1d:i.n0~; .. 

On 1\.ugu::>t '7, 1969, the f.1innc::>oto.. Supremo Court dcm~cd rc~.Jpondcnt t· G 

Village of Lakeville ·.and 'f01·111 of Lakeville motion for roheo.:cint; of tho 

appeal. The Supreme Court further expressed the opinion that tho 

existing municipal government of the Vi1lacc 6f La~cville as created 

by the Commission's order of October 20,. 1966 should continue pc;nding 

redetermination by the Corm"ilission. 

'· 

The District Court renanded both proceedings (J.II.iC I-13m, and 

I<ii~C A-798) to tho Corrunission on September 5, 1969o rrhe District Court 

further ordered: on Septenber 11, 1969, that the existin8 municipal 

government of the Village o.f Lakeville, as created by the Co:omission's 

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

fu:r thor order o.f the Cor.rrniE;sion. 
! 

I 
' f. 

' 
'l'he renunded procoedir.gs then: came on for heal'ing before the 

Con-mission on October 28, 1969, and December 3, 19(;9 at the Farmington 

Vil1aee Hall9 

Resolutions ofthe Village Council of the Village of Rosemount 

and. the Do-'lrd of Supervi sor·s of the Tm'ln of Ro selllount and a petition 

of certain freeholder resicel}.ts of the Tm·m of Rosemount requesting 

cot.solidation o:-': the Villar;o and T01·m of Rosemount into a sinr;lo nm1 

Villar;e of Ro sc:nount \·Jere filed v·Ji th the Co rami ssion on June 3, 1969. 

This p:rocecclin~ (IiHC I-3hrni c;:nno on for hearinE on A\.1c;ust 28, 1969, 

Scpternbcr 16 1 1969, October 28, 1969 and Deccr11bcr _::;, 1969. 

A petition of a majority of the property mmcrs of a ccrt:d.n 



U .1/rh .~l ere ::u~ca in ·t:hc 'i'o\"IJ1 of L:lkcv:llJ.c rcquc :;t:l.ng ru1ncx.:11~:i.on to 

Farm:ln[';ton 1·1.'10: filed vd. th the CoJrJnri. r;'sion September 10, 1969, tocctllcr 

'\'Ji th a :ccsolu tion of the V:Lll0.cc Council of the Villn.rjc of. Farmington 

npprovinr; the proposed annoxation. TbJ.s procccdin:~ (El·'\C A-16'/2) came 

on for bcnr:Ln~ on October 2[5, 1969 and December 3, 1969. 

A resolution of tho Council of the Vi.llage of Apple Valley for 

annexation of a certain unincorporated atea in the Town of Lakevil~e 

vlaS filed 1-1ith the Comrnission on Septe111ber 16, ·1969. This proceeding 

(l.'J~TC A-167.3) came on for hearing on October 28, 1969 and December 3, 

1969. 

On De cembor 3 ~ 1969, at continued he.c: .. rings on all five of the 

proce8dings herein (l.JIC A-79E5, r.:I.·:C I-lJm, l'U·IC I-34.m, ·l·ll:C .6..-1672, 

}!iJ!iC A-1673), the Chairman of the Commission ordered said five hearings 

cor: .. solidated in the intGrest of' oconor:1y and expediency, and ruled that 

'thE. consolidated hearing "t.1c'uld be conducted under l.:innesota Statutes 

1969.1 Chapter 41h" The rec:ords of all prc.vj.ous heorings on the matters 

herein v;ere incorporated by reference. Hear·ing dates on the consolidatc(i 

·' he2.ring 1·,1ere January 7, 19~'0, January 8, 1970, Jam.··ary 22, 1970, 

January 23, 1970, February 18, 1970~ April J.h, 197C. nnd April 15, 1970. 

John J. t.:cBrien·, Attorney for Farmington, the 
.. ... 

petitioners in proccodin~ 1J1C A-798 and the petitioners in proceeding 

J.TI.'iG A-1672. 

EdHard j.:cr-:cnomy, A tto1·ncy for Apple Valley. 

Gerald ~·J,. Kalina. A ttornoy for tho Villacc of Lakeville and 

I • 
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C~u>tlc Hock. 

David L. 9rannir., Jr. , At torncy for the 'fowl o.f Ho::;emount, .1.nd tho . . 
petitioners in proceedinG ID~C I-)hm. 

va·nco 13. Grannis, Jr,, and Patrick A. Farrell, Attorneys for the 

Villar;e of La.kcvilJ.c .as created by the Comrnicsion' s order of Octob-er 

·20, 1966. 

Harold LeVander, Jr., Attorney for Inver Grove Hei8hts. 

Vance D. Grannis, Jr., and· David L .. Grannis,· ·Jr., Attorneys for 

the Town of Lakeville and petitioners in proceedinG IU1C I-lJm. 

~ Peter Schmitz, Attorney for Empire • . . 
The Board of Commissioners of the County of Dakota appo:i.nted 

CoiTh-nissioner Patrick Scully as an Ex-Officio Eer;1ber of the Comnission 

.for all five of the proceedings herein, Commissioner Thomas Freiling 

as an Ex-Officio Eember for proceedings E.t.IC A-793 and l•::L.iC I-lJm, and 

.Commissioner Charles Kertensotto as an Ex-Officio Kember for proceedings 

I·TI'·lC I-3L;.m, liT-:c A-1672, and r.JJ.IC A-1673. By resolution of' the Board of 

Commissioners of the Count-y of Dakota dated October 28, 1969, Cor:unissioner 

Hertensotto replaced Co;w'niEsioner Freiline for. proceedings I:II·.IG A.-79.8 

and 1-:J.IC I-13m. The Go;mnis~.ion convened by lm.,rful e;uorum at all of the 

hearines herein. 

Evidence 1·1as taken anc. testimony heard from all those appearing 

and indicating a desire to be heard. Certain exhitits were received 

in· evidence. The Conunissic·n having carefully considered all of the 

ev:i.dcn·ce included in all of the testinony and exhibits, being fully 

advised in the pr·cmises, upon all o.f the files, records, and. 

proceedinGS herein, hereby m:1kes the follm·Jing Findin,ss of Fact, 

Conclusions of Law and Order. 

I • 
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Fr.tliJlNGS OF FACT 
\. 

1. Rc'solutions of the council of the Villnr;c of Ho~crnount and the. 

Board of. the To•.·m of Rosemount and 11 petition of certain freeholder 

residents of the ToHn of Rosemount requesting consolidntion of the 

Villngc and Town of Rosemount into a single ncu Village of Rosemount 

were filed with the Commission on June 3, 1969. "Said Resolutions and 

petition were in. all respects proper in fo.nn, content nnd execution. 

2. Due, ti~ely and adequate legal notice of the hearing ordered 

·by the Corrunission ~·;ere properly published, posted, served and filed 

pursuant to law. 

3. The area to be incorporated as a n~w 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 :i.s 

approximately 36 sections of land. 

5. Approximately 5% of the combined area of the TJwn and Village 

of Rosemount is platted and 95% is unplatted. 

6. The Village of Rosemount is almost entirely developed having 

residential, commercial an1 industrial type buildings. The Town of . -· 
Rosemount is largely undeveloped. However, there has been some residential, 

commercial, industriul, public and semi-public, developnent in the Town. 

1. Population and construction in the Village of Rosemount have 

grown in the past to the point where the Village is completely developed 



r .. 3fnn 

l\nd hon noh'llcrc cl~•c to eroH. Populotlon nnd con~Lructlon in the Town 

of Ho~crnount hnvc Gl"O\-Ill ln th\: (lll!lt 111~0 llrc expected to continue to erow 

nt an incn:oscd 1:ntc ln the future~. Th~ present populallon. of the VillaGe 

is 1,351,. The present population of the Tovm is 2~693. The total present 

population is 4,047. The projected population for 1985 is 12,603. 

B. The Village of Rosemount has its mm sewage treatment facUlties 

and ·central water system. The systems can be expanded to service a 

considerable portion of the area in the Town of Rosemount. The l·lctropolitan 

Sewer Doard has jurisdictio? over the entire area herein in matters relating 

~o sanitary se~,,er. The Tor,.m of Rosemount has a central water system. 'I'he 

Village of Rosemount has a voluntary fire department which services the Village 

and the ''foHn of Rosemount. The To~n of Rosemount has police protection 

furni.shed by the Dakota County Sheriff 1 s Office and the Village of Rosemount. 

The Village of Rosemount Police Department can be expanded to provide 

additional police protection for the proposed new village. 

9. There is now and •;ill be in the imrnedia te fu tu;:e a need for 

increased governmental ser,ice in the area to be consoLdated and the 

Village form of government Hill·better be able to prote(:t the public· 

health, safety and v;elfare of the residents of the Town of Rosemount. 

10. It is in the best interest of the public and t:w area proposed 

for consolidation that the Tm·m and Village be consolid.l ted to form a 

new municipality so that municipal services to the residents in the' 'to~m 

and Village can be more ef~iciently and economically provided to the 

residents. 

11. The area proposed to be consolidated can best be served by one 

Vill!lcc in the matter of corrununity plnnninc, instnllation of thorouch­

forcs, street systems, sewer nod water systems, fire and pollee protection 



I .. Jlm1 

And other -.:ltnl nnd ncccs:Inry corrununity services. 

12. Annexation to an adjo1nin~ rnunidpali ty \-lOUld not be in the 

bc~t interests of all or nny part of tl1c area proposed for consolidation. 

~-·-· 

13. The name of the proposed Village is Rosemount. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LA\v 

1. The Commission duly acquired and now has jurisdiction over 

this consolidation proceeding. 

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

and the Village of Rosemount. 

3. The entire area t> be conso.lidated ·is now or i:> about to 

become urban or suburban in character. 

4e It is in the best interests of the area for th(~ Town of 

Rosemount and the Village of Rosemount to be consolidated. 

5. Annexation to an ltdjoining municipality would not be in the 

best interests of all· or a.1y part of the area proposed for consolidation • 

. 6. The Minnesota Mun!.cipal Commission should orde·,~ the consolidation 

" of the Vlllage of Rosemount and the Town of Rosemount into a single new 

Village, to be known as th•! Village of Rosemount, and set an election 

of new municipal officers as required by law, and estab~ish the population 

for all purposes until the next Federal Ccn!ltJs. 



0 .It D E R 

IT IS OIWEHED~ That the Tm·m of Rosemount and the Vlllo.gc of 

Rosemount be consolidated to form a single new municipnli ty to be kno\vi\ 

as the Village of Rosemount, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the plan of B,Overnmen.t 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 FUK!.'HER ORDERED: That said c lee tion be held in accordance 

"i.Jith Minnesota Statutes 1969 1 Section l{J.L~.o·9, Subdivision 3. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the polling places for said election 

shall be: The Village Fin 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 FURnHm ORDERED: That the folloHing are appointed Election 

Judges for the first election of Vill~ge officers: 

Town· 
Mrs. Donald Wachter 
Mrs. Malin Rechtzigel 
Mrs. Fred Linkcrt 

-10-
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Villnge: 
t-lcJ. frnnk t-klJnnough 
Hru, Fred U 1 tdenboGerd 
Hr. Dovld Tomnb8 

IT IS FURT!IElt OfWERED: · Thn t the Secre tury of the Hinncsota 

l·lunicipul Commtssion shall cnu::;e the mailinc and fiU.ng of this Order 

with the proper parties ns required by laH. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That all money, claims of property, 

including real estate, held, or possessed b) the Tmm'."or Villag'~' of 

/-· Rosc_mount, and any proceeds or taxes levied by said Tm·m oi.- Village, \\ 

\ " ,;o:lec ted or unco 11 ec ted, sha 11 become and be the property of "the ) 

~':,<~t\lage of Rosemount herein created, Hi th the full power and authority j 
.. to'use and.9_ispose of the same for public. purposes. / 

·-"·-·- // ..... _.,__~'..;, "'"'-- ..._._,"'" .. ~,~.~-... 
•• _,,..,,,- '~:_,,_,., __ "•"---> ~'->••-•,.-~ -~·" -C'>'-••••-r''""o-->'•_,.,, ___ ,.,..,., ... ,<><. • ....,_.._, __ .____.,.._.,._,_. ___ • -~..:;:;::;;:::__ ...... ._......,;, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the consolidation herein ordered 

shall be effective upon the election and qualification of new village 

officers. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED· That the population of the Village herein 

created shall be 4,047 for all purposes until the next Federal census~ 

Dated this 16th day of November, 1970 · 

NINNESOTA NUNICIPAL cmr!ISSION 
610 Capitol Square Building 
St. Paul, Hinnesota 551111 . · \ 

~ ,a~~;t-t~-~· 
Bruce Rasmussen 
Executive Secretary 

.. ·' 
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AM79A Jo'nnnlugton 
11-1 ll 1 z l"t•nn.t.n !',ton 
A-HJ73 Apple Vull.ey 

Ho:.,~motm t 

Lakeville 

November 1.6, 1.9/0 

MEMORANDUN 

On October 20, 1966, the Conunission ordered the consoli.dation of 

the Tom1 and Village of Lakeville. The Conunission had already denied 

an annexation to Farmington of 195 acres in the Tom1 of Lakeville by 

not issuin& our order within the statutory period. Doth of these matters 

came back to. the Commission on remand from the· District Court via the 

Supreme Court. 

The remanded proceedings were consoli~ated with three additional 

proceedings seeking annexation to Farmington of 8,144 acres in the To~m 

of Laketom1, annexation by Apple Valley of the To>m of Rosemount and 

parts of the Tom1s of Lakeville and Empire~ and consolidation of the 

Village and To\m of Rosemount. Et~rh of t-hese proceedings conflicted 

with at least one other proceedin-g. Todays orders resolve these 

·.: ·' conflicting claims. 

I 
The Commission found it absolutely essential for Farmington to 

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

J in the main, the petition of a: majority of property om1ers, are in the 

same school district as Farmington, are served by the Fire Department 

of Farmington, and share numerous service areas with Farmington. They 

are in the same major· >vatershed. Farmingtcn1 has sho>m that it can best 

serve this area and plan and control development within the area. There 

\vas no need 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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I· 34rn emu 1-1 Jm 

The annexation of the 9 square miles <lesignntcd in our order as 

Valley Pork will afford the Village of Apple -Valley the opportunity of 

improving- its tax ba-se by the addition of cormnercial property at major 

highway intersections, and for providing.unificd land usc control around 

such commercial centers. Apple Valley- and Valley Park are in the same 

major \\latershed and the same sewer district. The evidence showed a 

strong community of interest between these a"reas, and that Valley 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 reduced in area from 48 to 29 square miles. The 

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

COmmercial and industrial groHth 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 project~.c:;.~ showed a need for municipal 

• government in the Town of Rosemount. The consolidated Village is in the 

same major ~atershed and is bound together by a strong ~ommunity of 

interest. The new village already contains sound diver~ified tax base. 

Each of the four municfpalities .has the capacity to function effectively 

in the Metropolitan area. By this "'e mean more than the efficient provision 

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

ability to effectively represent their citfzens before higher units of 

government, which units make decisioi1s vital to the well beiri:g of all of 
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A·/~H, A•lbiL, A•lb/J 
I-34ul and I-l.3m 

the people of the Metropolitan area. 

Effe~tuating 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 1 s,order has 
/'// 

been continuing to function by leave of the Supreme Court pending 

redetermination and further order of the Commission. This government 

should continue to function until January 12, 1971, the date of the 

election of officers in the Village of Lakeville created by todays 

order (and the effective date of the consolidation,) Thus, there is 

no peed for the presently scheduled December 8, 1970, election in the 

VillaP.e of Lakeville, 

The Apple Valley annexation of Valley· Park is subject to a vote 

'which will also be held on January 12, 1971. ·The Village of Lakeville 

·as created by our order of October 20, 1966, should continue to govern 

this area until the referendum. 

If the-vote in Valley Park favors annexation, Valley Park would 

immediately become a part of Apple. Valley. If the vote in Valley Park 

disapproves annexation, Valley Park will become the Town· of Lakeville. 

Wl)ile this town presently exists, it has not had a functioning government 

for four or five years because it has been governed by the Village of 

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

In the event the vote disapproves annexation the County Auditor should 

-3-

., 



• 

A-7011 A_tf,'7'l A ... 1f.'7'l . . , . . . ..... ' 
1 .. 34m f\lld I -13m 

set a tO\vn meeting for Pebruary 2, 1971, llnd such meeting should be held 

in accordance with Minnesota Statutes Section 365.50 insofar as applicable. 

During the period between January 12, 1971, to.February .2, 1971, the 

County of Dako.ta should 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 ordered should be in 

accordance lvith the 1970 Federal census. The Commission is retaining 

jurisdiction for the purpose of holding a· suppiemental hearing for 

establishing population where it appears that census tracts may be 

bisected by the new municipal boundaries. It is important that these 

figure• be as accurate as possible, for they serve as the basis for 

m~ny state revenue distributions. 

In r~~~lving the conflicting claims of villages and towns the 

Co~ission must provide governments for the future. The Commission 

believes that local government in Dakota .County will be greatly 

strengthened by these rulings. 

l. 

-4-



BEFORE THE HUNICLPAL COf'I!HISSION 

OF THE STATE OF HINNESOTA 

Robert W. Johnson 
Arthur R. S\·7an 
Robert J. Ford 

Chairman 
Vice Chairman 
Member 

Patrick J. Scully 
Charles E. Hertensotto 

Ex-Officio Member 
Ex-Officio Member 

IN THE HATTER OF THE PETITION AND 
RESOLUTION FOR THE ANNEXATION OF 
CERTAIN ADJOINING UNINCORPORATED 
TERRITORY TO THE VILLAGE OF 
FARMINGTON, MINNESOTA A-1672 

IN THE ~~TTER OF THE PETITION AND 
RESOLUTION FOR THE MERGER OF THE 
VILLAGE OF LAKEVILLE, DAKOTA COUNTY 
HITH THE TOHN OF LAKEVILLE, DAKOTA 
COUNTY, HINNESOTA 1-13m 

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION FOR THE 
ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN LAND TO THE 
VILLAGE OF FARHINGTON, HINNESOTA, 
PURSUANT TO MINNESOTA STATUTES 
414.03, A-798 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION AND ) 
RESOLUTION TO CONSOLIDATE ROSEHOUNT ) 
TOWNSHIP WITH THE VILLAGE OF ROSEMOUNT ) 
AND FORM A SINGLE 11UNICIPALITY I-34m . ) 

IN THE HATTER OF THE RESOLUTION OF THE 
VILLAGE OF APPLE VALLEY FOR ANNEXATION 
OF UNINCORPORATED PROPERTY IN THE 
TOVlNSHIPS OF ROSEHOUNT, EHPIRE AND 
LAKEVILLE TO THE VILLAGE OF APPLE 
VALLEY, A-1673 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

0 R D E R 

A letter from the Village of Lakeville requesting a change in 

the effective date of the orders herein was filed by the Cormnission on 

November 25, 1970. The Commission, upon due deliberation on the contents 

of the letter, and all other records and files herein, hereby makes and 

issues its 

0 R DE R 

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



Lakeville be in all respects DENIED. 

Dated this // day of December, 19 70 

MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL COMl'IISSION 
610 Capitol Square Building 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101 

# . /? I 
/~[A . .L-C.fl-- /CC'-;:__--r;J--/1-Z-4·<<~ 

Bruce Rasmussen 
Executive Secretary 

1.., 



I-34m Rosemound 

BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA 

Robert W. Johnson 
Arthur R. Swan 
Robert J. Ford 
Patrick J. Scully 
Charles E. Mertensotto 

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION AND ) 

Chairman 
Vice Chairman 
Member 
Ex-Officio Member 
Ex-Officio Member 

RESOLUTION TO CONSOLIDATE ROSEMOUNT ) SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER 
TOWNSHIP WITH THE VILLAGE OF ROSEMOUNT )) 
AND FORM A SINGLE MUNICIPALITY, I-34m 

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 election to be held on January 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 11th day of January, 1971 

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

Bruce Rasmussen 
Executive Secretary 



I-34m Rosemount 

BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA 

Thomas J, Simmons 
Robert W. Johnson 
Gerald J. Isaacs 
Patrick J. Scully 
Gerald Hollenkamp 

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION AND ) 

Chairman 
Vice Chairman 
Member> 
Ex-Officio Member> 
Ex-Officio Member 

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 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA ) OF SPECIAL LEVY 

The Minnesota Municipal Commission issued an or>der> in the above-

entitled matter on the 16th day of November, 1970, consolidating the 

Town of Rosemount and the Village of Rosemount to·for>m a single new 

'"'"' municipality 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 Ros~mount 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 414, as amended before the 

Minnesota Municipal Commission to deter>mine whether> the City of Rose-

mount should be granted a special levy pur>suant 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 r>ecords, filed and proceedings, and being fully advised in 

the pr>emises, the Minnesota Municipal 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. 



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 maintenance, recreation 

and administration as the result of the Minnesota Municipal Commission 

order merging the City of Rosemount with the Town of Rosemount 1n an 

amount beyond that which the Commission is allowed to grant. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. The Minnesota Municipal Commission has jurisdiction 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 qf Rosemount. 

3. The Commission should issue an order authorizing the City of 

Rosemount to implement a special tax levy to the max:unum of its 

authority of three years and SO% of the existing levy limit base. 

(Pursuant to Laws 1975, Chapter 437, Article IV, Section 1 ' Subd. 5 

of the'Omnibus Tax Bill.) 

0 R D E R 

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 197S.in the amount 

$103,040.92; for the taxes levied in 1975 and payable in 1976 in the 

amount of $103,040.92; 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-~ -------~-(/\_ ~----
William A. Neiman 
Executive Secretary 



.An Equal-Opportunity Employer 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

MUNICIPAL BOARD 
Suite 165 Metro Square 

7th & Robert Streets 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101 

October 25, 1976 

Parties of Record 

William A. Neiman ~fL 
Executive Secretary -

I~34m Rosemount Special Levy 

Upori motion by the City of Rosemount, the Municipal Board 

has rescinded its Special Levy Order dated November 19, 1975 

for the taxes levied in 19'76 payable in 1977 in the amount of 

$103,040.92. 

This rescission is effective immediately. 

c 

WAN:b 

Phone: 296-2428 


