
.. 

RoberL W~ Johnson 
Hn,cold J. D:thl 
TI.ob{;}rt ,J.. 1~ord 
J'i!orm1.n i\nd-o:r•son 
W.. Jr. My:ron 

'.Gl TH~ rm 1r'I'r;H O:!: rrmi PJi~TI1r ION Ji'OR ) 
THB ft:~;m.fA.1r1ow o~_;,- CERr:'AlN Lf\ND ·.ro } 
'ft!}!~ VJ.Ll.\Cn~; O.ii' GIU~FI:&IT, } 

r~~=~'t>-•:ir~ ~ .. _,.~.:,.....l - " 
1..ri1a -~ :r m~""'--
V :i co Clvdrnvin 
Mcrnher 
l~x-0.ff:i cio HombGr· 
J~x~,Offir::i.o J.fombcr 

rINDTNcw 011' 1:·rlc1r;, 
C(:NC.LU~nmw PF IA.b} 
Mm 011TiJfR 

locat~d in tht~ Township of' LaGrc1.nde 1 Douglas County., Minr.~esotAc, more 

parti.cu.lar1y cl~scribed herein, ca.me on for hearing before t;he rviim:e:~;ota 

r·fun:.Lcipa.J. Commission at the Garfield Village Hall, -Gtirfield.~ Minnecota., 

on the 2'7th day of July, 1972 at, 9 :30 o'clock a am,, 

presided a·c the hear5.11g. 

~rhe Township 0f LaGrand~, Do1.J.glas Oonnt~/ ;- Nim.rns(Yta duJy f'i1£3d c1.11 

object:tm1 to said ann.e::cat:ton .. 

rrhe petitioner, Village of Garfield, M.inrn~sota., was represented by 

Itforr·is fl. Gl"over :i Esq .. , 4ttor.ney at; Law, Alexandria, Minnesota; LeG:rande 

Township app~ared by the chairman of' thei:r. board, Julian Loken of' 

Garfield, Minnesota; Rodney Koser o.f Elbow Lake, Minnesota, t,he owne:i:• 

of the propert,y sought, to be annexed, a1,peared by I~ L. Swanson, Esqq 

Pittox-ney at Law:> E.1how Lake, Minnesota,,. 

At the hearing the presiding member· of the commission received 

testimony relati v-e to the property be:Lng annexed and the r0asons therei'o:ee 

and tr1(~ opposi11g views 'thereto and receivod certain f.-WJJibits and 

following the hear·i11g viewed t,he p:!:"emises aought to be &.nnexed ~ 

The commiN;:i.on: based upon the evide-nce adduced at .said hearing,. ·the 

Yiew of the p:r.0mises and pre sen ta ti01:1 s by 0cuns01, and :files of r0cords 

r 

\. 
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. 
the follow:i.ng Ji'ind:Lngs of Facrt 1 Conclun:i.on~ of. Law and Ot·dcr f'o:r. 

FINDINGS OF FACT ·---.-.;......,...-..c--
r., 

tl. due, tim~ly rnd adnquate legal not;ice o.f ·t.he h~::-1x0ing orde:red 

by the r.111111.i.':HC:lb:-). Mun1.Gipal Commission wa.s publislwd, served and fi.J. ed. 

A du.e, timely and adequate objection to the proposed annexation 

of the Pl"operty herein described was .filed by the 'l'ownship of LeG:rande, 

Douglas Coun.ty1 Minnesota~ 

III., 

The area proposed .for annexation is hereinafter -fully described 

and is J.oce,tecl adjacent, to and abutts the corporate limits of the 

Village of Garfield, Douglas County 1 Minnesota. 

irhat, t.he ("),roa pro11osed .for annexation is owned by Rod.n.ey Koser· 

of Elbow Lake, Minnesota, and said party being the only owner of the 

land described consented to and requested its annexa:tion to the Village 

. of Garfield., Douglas Coun·ty) 1/finnesota., 

v,, 

That 'the real estate in question is legally described as follows: 

. The Worthwest Quarter of the Northeast Quarter 
{Nti¼ NE}) and the Northeast Quarter of the 
Northwest Quarter (NE¼ NW¼} all :tn Section Si:x: 
(6J 1 

1rownship One Hundred frwenty-..eight (128) 
North, Range rrhirty-eight (38) 'West 

and is approximately Eighty ( €50) acres :Ln area .. 

VI., 

1rhat the property in question is partially used .for agricultural 

purposes but is for the most part wooded e.rea and is not p1•esentJ.y 

being used, and tl1at future dev-elopmexrt of t.his propert,y will be for 



l 

tht'.'! ost:ib]j nhmcnt, of a Mobile Hcm10 Pnrk and i'or adjoining :rocrcationa1. 

r1r~a.s to he used in conjunot:ton "thcrei-a the 

VII. 

'rlvat the prop01 .. ty in quest;ion is :ln need of municipal police 

.£ t d ,.. · . J i+ . lJ . .r \, • 1 ti v·' lJ~ ,I:, S0l"'V'i .. COS, Wa, 0.'.!." an B(!,!WOl:'' J.;;\CJ,,. vJ..0Sl a .. 0.:, 'W.rlJ.C1 ·,h~ J . .flge O.i 

Garfi.eld, l,1:i.nn<2isota, is capable of furnishing and :ts 1:,;-1si si·tuat.od to 

prov·ide t,o the property .. 

I .. 

The lJiinnesota Municipal Commission duly acqv.ired and now has 

jurisdiction of this annexation proceeding(' 

The area proposed for annexation is so conditioned and so situated 

as to be properly subject to the municipal govermnent of the Village 

of Garfield> Douglas County, Nri11ne~o·ba .. 

III. 

There is n.o need for the continua!'l.ce o:C any town$h:i.p goverr.t!l'l,ent 

within the area proposed for annexatio110 

1rhe Village of Garfield, Douglas County 3 Minnesota, is capable and 

best situated to provide the governmental services presently needed and 

those services which will become ne.ceesary in the .future in the area. 

proposed ~or anrtexation~ 

That t,he proposed a.:nnexat:i.<:m to the Village of Garfield, Douglas 

Coun.ty, Mihnesot,9., will not materially affect the capability of the 

Township of LeGr•ande to continue i•ts norrnal operation .. 

ri'hat annexation of' the area to the Village of Garfield, Douglas 

County. Minnesota 1 would be in the best 1.nterests of the village and 

of. the area affectedA 
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VII. 

Th::i.t, ,1n Ordor should be :i.snuod by~ the I-UrmasotR. 1•1unicipu1 

• ,Oonunission annoxing i.~o the Village of GarfiBld the rea1 estate locnted 

:tn DougL,'ts County 1 rii:nnesotrt describod herein" 

OH DJL.11 
IT IS HERBBY Cm.DERF.D: That the r0al 0stnt~ s:i:tua tod. in tho Coimty 

i of' Doug1as
1 

State o:f Ninnet.ot;3. 1 descr:1.bod as follows be and the same 

is hereby 1-1nnexed to the Village of Garfield$ Douglas County,, :r:iinnesota, 

·the same as if it had been originally made a part thereof: 

The Nortln,;est Quarter of the t; orthca st Quarter 
(NW~ XJE¼) and the Northeast Quarter of the 
Northwest Quarter (NE?,:: NW~:} all in Section Six 
(6), ':l1ownship One Hundred Twentt'y-eight {128} 
North 1 Range Thirty--eight {38) l'lest" 

Da'ted this J,11.'ch_da.y of September, 1972 

MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL CQ!J1f<iIISSION 
301+ Capitol Sqw'1.:i;•e Building 
St; •. Paul ~ Min.tr) sota 5 5101 
/i}j . ~i I(~ /J,,~~ 

'1<}©{{1- , . . \t,i1liV 
f-r;ward L .. Kaibel, Jro 
Executive Secretary · 
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