Estimated Residential Market Value Percent Change
Valuation Years 2024 to 2025
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Estimated Townhouse Market Value Percent Change
Valuation Years 2024 to 2025
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Estimated Condominium Market Value Percent Change
Valuation Years 2024 to 2025

West| | South . .
St Paulll St Paul gdzozmlzr::um Median Percent Change
I 2.2--2.
2. CR -2-3% C39-10
[1-09-00
[Jo1-10
[111-20
[ 21-30
B 3.1-40
B s1-50
B si-60
Bl s-70
MINNESOTA - 7.1-8.0
Inver, B s 50
Grove [] NODATA
L MINNESOTA H ei g htS
2%
I MINNESOTA
Rosemount
A o,
Burnsville 2.2% Hastings
o
(s 867
I MINNESOTA
fakeyille}
17266} [
1524
g
\ JJ_l Jlmuncsou |\; ——I
L MINNESOTA bt m |_‘
I MINNESOTA
I MINNESOTA /
COUNTY
© 2025 County of Dakota, Minnesota
M A This drawing is neither a legally recorded map nor a survey
and is not intended to be used as one. This drawing is a
compilation of records, information, and data located in
various city, county, and state offices and other sources,
0o 1 2 4 6 8 10 Miles affecting the area shown, and is to be used for reference

purposes only. Dakota County is not responsible for any
inaccuracies herein contained. If discrepancies are found,
please contact the Dakota County Office of GIS




Estimated Commercial Market Value Percent Change
Valuation Years 2024 to 2025
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Estimated Industrial Market Value Percent Change

Valuation Years 2024
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Estimated Apartment Market Value Percent Change
Valuation Years 2024 to 2025
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