DECISIONS OF THE COURT OF APPEALS
FILED MONDAY, JANUARY 13, 2020


A18-1952	In the Matter of the NorthMet Project Permit to Mine Application Dated
A18-1953	December 2017 (A18-1952, A18-1958, A18-1959), and In the Matter of the
A18-1958	Applications for Dam Safety Permits 2016-1380 and 2016-1383 for the
A18-1959	NorthMet Mining Project (A18-1953, A18-1960, A18-1961).
A18-1960	Minnesota Department of Natural Resources.
A18-1961
	I.  Under Minn. Stat. § 93.483, subd. 3(a) (2018), the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources has an independent obligation to determine whether the statutory criteria for holding a contested-case hearing on a permit to mine are met.
	II.  Under Minn. Stat. § 93.483, subd. 3(a)(3), a contested-case hearing must be held on a permit to mine when “there is a reasonable basis underlying a disputed material issue of fact so that a contested case hearing would allow the introduction of information that would aid the commissioner in resolving the disputed facts in order to make a final decision on the completed application.”  This standard is met when there is probative, competent, and conflicting evidence on a material fact issue.
	Affirmed in part, reversed in part and remanded.  Chief Judge Edward J. Cleary.


A19-0853	Robert Pfoser, as special administrator of the Estate of David Pfoser,
		Respondent, vs. Jodi Harpstead, Commissioner Minnesota Department of
		Human Services, Appellant, and Dakota County Human Services, Respondent
		Below.	
		Dakota County District Court, Hon. Arlene Perkkio.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	1. When a Medical Assistance for Long-Term Care (MA-LTC) recipient challenges a transfer penalty for having transferred assets into a pooled special-needs trust, the Commissioner of Human Services must make a factual determination, based on the evidence, whether the recipient has made a "satisfactory showing" that the recipient "intended to dispose of the assets either at fair market value or for other valuable consideration" and thus is not subject to a transfer penalty under the asset-transfer exception in Minn. Stat. § 256B.0595, subd. 4(a)(4) (2018) and 42 U.S.C. § 1396p(c)(2)(C) (2018).
	2. In determining whether an MA-LTC recipient has made a satisfactory showing under the asset-transfer exception, the Commissioner of Human Services must consider evidence of the asset's fair market value at the time of the transfer and evidence of other valuable consideration received by the MA-LTC recipient before, during, and after the transfer into the pooled special-needs trust.
	Affirmed.  Judge Diane B. Bratvold


A19-0646	Metropolitan Council, Respondent, vs. Ziegler Inc., et al., Respondents Below,
		St. Stephens Evangelical Lutheran Church, Appellant.
		Hennepin County District Court, Hon. Susan N. Burke.
	The Metropolitan Council—insofar as it performs its public-wastewater-management services—is a “public service corporation” for purposes of Minn. Stat. § 117.189(a) (2018).
	Affirmed.  Judge James B. Florey.
