
BI~FORE Tmn l'\[UNICl:Pl¾L 00:MMISS:coN 
OF THE STA'fE 01.i"' MINNES01]?A 

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITJ~OM PUR THE DE1fiHlH1"VlENT OF 
PROPERTY FROM :i.1fE VILLAGE OF OJ1'YLON 9 MARTIN COUNTY:; 
s~rATE OF XottJID.\J.E.SOTA 

O:n i>Phe peti tio.n t:)i' !"{~qui.e:1.:te freeholdel:'~ ot the Village of 

Ce;v-:ton tl) deta@h ©ertain le .. nds :trom said V:tllag~ whi@h caJl!e regu<,,, 

larly on 'i:ttYl: hearing 'be:fot"'e t!1e ~1uni~ipal. C@mmission 0£ the State 

of M.:tnnasota. on January 2::?p 1963 5 at 2g00 P<;;MQ at t:h0 Fire Hall of 

said V:ii.ll.ag® of Ceylon a:t whi~h t~ime e·iriclenca was ·taken, test,imony 

h@ardn ~d upon all the f:tle$ and re@o:r-d$v a,nd ·th~ Commission being 

Mly adtrised in ·t;he preru:;tseso 

The Oomm..i.ssit1n having @arefully '1osis:,'1.d.e1"ed a.l:t o.f the e1riden@e 

and upm1 all the !'i.les and i~@oros :i:'inds the,t the requi~ite number 

ot p~pert:r own~i?s have £iled the pet:ttion, ·that the property is 

unpla:tted1) and used and o©@upied e::r:olus:l'u-ely £0:r agr.i.cu.ltural pur= 

poses$ ·that ·the property is within ·the boundaries of the muni,.•ct.pal­

i'ty of O~ylon a:nd is adjacent to a b:ou.udaey., that the da·tachment 

would not 'i.ut.reaso:nably af'f'eot tJl<.;: syxmnet,i7· of the settled l'.01)..nicipal..,, 

ity and th~t th~ land is no~ nee@ed Zo~ ~e2sonably anti@ipa~ed 

future development~ 

IT. IS ORDEREDg Tha:~ the hore:ln deS4'JJr•ibed la~ds lying and 

bs:big i~ th® County of Ma:rt,in and Sta.tG of Minnesota~ dea@ribed 

tO=Witg 

The l\lo.~thw~at Quaf'texn (~11¼} of the Northa if=/~ l/J) 
east Quar'Ger (NE¼) o~ Se@tion Tweniy~Five 
( 25) $ Toismship 0110 Hundred One ( 101 J North 
of Range T'.ni:!!"ty ..... t,i'10 {32) West 0£ the Fi.!th" · 
Prin@ipal Merida.n~ being in Lake Belt.Town= 
shipi1 Mar·tin County 1.1 Minnes«Yta · . 

be detaehad :from the Village of Ceylon» Ma:t~Gin Countyp Minnesota 
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to be@©me a Pta.Jt't and pa:if'@Gl of' Lake Belt. TO't,;ttlShip g Mar•tin CouUGJ » 

Minneat)ta, the sam.e as if :1·, had been o:;?:1.g~tll..ally a pa14't thereof 1,1 



ment of· landis f2"'tPln ·the Village 0£ PTeston(l 

The same reasoning applies ·Go the pe•ipitit!)n noif.t befo:r~ us 1;0 det-aeh 

ce:rta:un la~1ds £~om the Village of Ceyloi1Q We .f'ind tha.t the suhjecrt 

property is oecupied and used exclusively f@r ag~ieultu~al purposes and 

ia not needed w~thin the reasonably ar.aieipa~ed ~u:~t~e £or the develop­

m®nt 0£ the Village of: Ceyloi10 TheTe :ls no·t.hir,~ :L"l ·the J?eco:rd to in.,,. 

die~:~e ·that the s:,vmmetey t·:rill be unr~aaonably af£~4;rtedo The land was 

und«'Jlubt'9dly i:n~luded withi:n ·th~ village lim:t'ts a:i~ a time when gl"eat1er 

g~ot.roh we.a all!ticipat,edo The Municipal Commission Aet, ®t1 prio~ law a:re 

el~ar that ~1n Minnesota e.:rtolusively ag.rieiil·tu?>al. land not needed f'or 

d®velopmen~ in ~h~ reaso11ably antieipa~~d n,tu~e ea..~not be bl!rdenad 

with t211iaa to support municipal serv-lces luhieh clo not benefit such· 

propelr.<tyo 

W~ theref'o1r1e have entered an or-.ier detaching ·~he subject property 

txrom t.he 1:Jrillag~ of Ceylono 



0£ and adjaeen~ ~o the municipal oeundaz1r, u~platted~ and occupied ~nd 

used escluaiwly f'orf' agr:i.cnltur&\l p1.u•pos~1f;l X:.Wl.Jr he detached from ·the 

municipalityui by pe·tit.ion oi' all oi' ·(:.be J,anc1 «.ltmers if the area. is less 

than 40 aei~es and by 75% or the o·wn(3rs if ovec l:,0 aci""es., 

The sol® que!St:lon. in'lrolveid :lis whethe:~" os."' :c1©'t t~he land :ts ~~used e:iwlua= 

ivaly toJt> agc:lwlta.u'"al pu.;;:•poses., 1~ 

Sect;:ion 6u Subdivision ~, directs ·thsrG0 ~r~he Comm:.lss:.tcm shall grant 

the petition for detachment if it finds that the requisite numb®~ of prop~ 

erty ow·nsrs lw.ve signed the petition i.f init,iated by the propi;iil""GY ownera 11 

·that the property is unplatted 8.4"1.d uset!, and o~cupied excl-usivsly for 

agriculiu~al pw;-:poses.11 ·that the px>oper"Gy- :ts tr.Lthin ·i.:;he boundaries of the 

municipalities and is adjacen:t ·to a boiu-1,daey O tha:t the detacmnent would 

inot um .. easonably afi'ect ·tha symm.e·~1rl,. of the settled municipalit.y II and th.a;t 

the l@d is not needed for reasonabl:r antiieipated futu.1~ tknrelopment;" n 

The Couisaion has e~tp~essed i·te reluctance in the past to gt-a11t 

dstaelllmen~ e;i:eep~ wher® it is cl~a~J.y obligated by the stattute 'to do S©o 

The obvious .weason is that the Coromiasion f'avoTS st,reng"Ghening ~isti.gig 

ID'W'li~ipalitie&l and is reli1ctant to depi":i.:'1e ·th$m o:t needed ta,q,aye~a n-om 

l~nds tJhi@h. hawe always bae:n included wi•i;;h;ln 1;heir limits., Wei,} there.fore,, 

strictly @onatne the law against detachment exoept; whe,ra a ~l®l£U"' and· oon° 

win~ing ease i$ made that the land is used and @©l-upied exclusively .to~ 

agyrieult'Wf'al ptiWposes and there is no reasonable prospeat that it will 

bG usE.'<i f@~ eomm.um.it;r development within the nru.nicipali'tya In such caS®S 

ws ha.we no <1;h@iee under. the statu·t;e but:, to oz"'der detachmsnt Cl 
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atZact th© SJ?rirme·try o:Z the s~fiitled 1rri..1:rr1it;1,J)ali'tJ\, bv..t 0 i£ ·~h($; othei"" Jc-eaS4'ilS 

foz:i deta@h~nent ®Jdst, the rm2.m.@i17iS).li·t3r t-muld be obl:lgari:,ed to shot1 by 

e~idence that i~a symmet~y would bt zy.xa~~asor~bly a££ectGdo 

While it is not l1J:Jtassa!'Y ·to decide h~i•e ishat wov.ld conf.rt:!:tu:te un"• 

Nasonable ef.fect llpoi1 ·the symme·ti.::r :in ·f;h{~ abseili@e of such a claim by the 

Village et Pg,eattmp tihe L@gisle:~uz,e no dollb'i:, i11:i.oended that the use of ·this 

provision is :!f$s•t:rricted to such s:ttua:tion.s &s whe:t"e p3:,operty m,mers se0k 

to d1irtaru1 lalrld con1J,:1le·i;el.y s'UJfrou11deti by the ~"'e~i:n:tSAg w.w1ieipality 9 OT 

and are su.i.~\imdad on ,;b:ree sides which z.e(!v.i:r$S erofis:l:ng t,he detaehed 

property to ge't f:rom one pai,,.,.e:;. of 'thEi 1m.1ni~ipalit,:r ·bo a.not,her9 or other 

situation$ w!'lieh unduly distort village b~urtdariesq Tl1e application of 

th$" symme~ey prom.sion 't"Jill have to rest ~iii the ir.1.dividual facts in 

detachment pl<.@@eedingsa 

The eru;x?ial question hez-e is iihethet· Os• no"G ·the subjee·t land is 

used and oe~pi®d exclusively £or ag~ieultu:rral pwrpo~es and is needed 

fox- reasonably a111ticipated futu:ite developm~ia.t;o 

The anatYG~ is 1ll...'f<lg;ues-tio:nably in the a.£:firme:~i veo ThriJ:,'® is no 

eridence -th~~ ~he l.and -w:lll be used wi tlain t.he pz,edieta'ble future Zor 

residential ©~ ooimmercial pur,poses to ooctend th:e settled portion of the 

Village o:f rnstomo We are.!)" there.t\,re»" lei"t \nthout ehoice but~ ig;jsua 

em ioroer detacl!.:b1g the subject land from the VillaglS of Preston~ ., 
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