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Mr~ Jack Armstrong 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
MUNICIPAL COMMISSION 

304 Capitol Squaro Building 
10th & Cedar Streets 

St. PauJ, Minnesota 55t0t 
Deci. 2 6 , 19 7 3 

Assistant Secretary of State 
State Office Building 
St. Paul, Minnesota 

Re: Municipal Commission Docket Number __ ...:A.::.--:2:.:2::..:9~0~----­

Dear Mr. Anderson: 

The subject o'.t"der of the Minnesota Municipal.Commission 
makes the following changes , in the population of the named · 
units of government: 

The population of _____ c_am_b_r_i_d .... g __ e_. _________ __ 

is increased by _______ 4_5_7 ______________ _ 

A new municipali'ty named _________________ _ 
"" 

has been created with a population of------------

The _____ ......._. ____________________ _ 

bas been dissolved. 

-Official Date of the Order ___ v_e_c_e_m_b_e_r_1_7 .... ;_1._s_1_a ____ _ 
Other _____ £ __________________________ _ 

Howard L. Kaibel, Jr. 
Executive Secretary ~ .;;.. .IP· I :;... ( 

STATE Oft MINNESOTA 
DEPARTMl!!NT OF STATE 

rf LI.H) 

. DECJ.2 7~j /).,4 ·• 
~ ~;z. 

Secr~tary @f .State • 

- - - _......,.,.,_ - ~..--~---~ -~.,......,,_ -=~-. ·-~- ,._. 
- : __ · ---'...,~-..;.._~ ·=· 
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BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL COMMISSION 

OF TFIE STATE OF MINNESOTA 

Robe:rit W# Johnson 
Thomas J. Simmons 
Gerald J. Isaacs 
Robert Hupf er 
William Soderberg 

Chairman .• 
Vice Chairman 
Member• 
Ex-Officio Member 
Ex-Officio Member 

- - ........ - - - - -. - - - --- - - - -· - 41- - - - - - - - - -- - - ~ - _.. - - - -

IN THE MATTER OP THE PETITION AND ) 
RESOLUTION FOR THE ANN"EXA'I'ION OF ) 
CER'l'AIN LAND TO THE VILLAGE OF ) 
CAMBRIDGE, ISANTI COUNTY)MINNESOTA, ) 
PURSUANT TO MINNESOTA STATUTES ) 
CHAPTER 41L~ ) 

FINDINGS OF.FACT 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

AND ORDER 

- ..... - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -· - - - - - - -- - -- - ~ - - - - - -· -- -
The. above-entitled matter came on for hearing before a quorum of 

the Minnesota Municipal Commission on the 24th day of October, 1973, in 

the Village of Cambridge, Isanti County, State of Minn~sota, upon the 

petition of a majority of land ot-mers for annexation of certain lands to 
() 

the Village of Cambridge.., and resolution by the Village of Cambridge. 

approving the annexation. 

Mr. Robert S .. Parker, Attot>ney at Law, of Parker and Olsen, Cambridge, 

Minnesota, appeared for the Village of Cambridge. M:t:1. David C. Johnson., 

Attorney at Law, of Dablowand Johnson, Cambri<;lge, Minnesota, appeared 

for himself as a property owner and for the Township of Cambridge. The 

Township Boards of the Township of Cambridge and the Township of Isanti 

were each represented at the hearing. Several other property owners, 

some of whom appeared in opposition thereto, appeared and whose names 

appear on the record hereof. 

The Commission, having duly considered the testimony of the 

witnesses, the exhibits received in evidence, and upon all the files, 

records and proceedings herein, and being fully advise.d in the premises, 



i 

makes and enters the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law 

and Order: 

FIND!NGS OF FACT 

1. 

A petition of a majority of land owners for the annexation of 

certain land described herein to the V~11age of Cambridge was filed . 
with the Minnesota Municipal Commission on the 17th day of October, 

1972-, and was in all respects proper in for>m, contents, execution and 

filing. A Resolution approving the annexation was filed by the Village 

of Cambridge on the 17th day of October, 1972. 

2. 

That due,.timely and adequate notice of the hearing of October 21.J., 

1973, was properly published, served and mailed. 

3. 

That the area proposed for, anne~a.tion is described as follows: 

Cambridge Township: All of the tracts and parcels of land 
located in Sect::t.on Thirty-three (33), Township Thirty-six 
(36) North, Range Twenty-three (23) West, lying ano. being 
East of the present village limits and West ,of the East 
line of the proposed Trunk Highway #65 Bypass (as drawn on 
the map entitled "Layout #2, Copy #17,n prepared by D. 
Smilonich in Janual."Y, 1972). Also, all of those tracts ' 
and parcels of land located in the North Half of the North­
east Quarter (N½ of NE¼) of Section Thirty-three (33), 
Township Thirty-six (36), Range Twenty-three (23), lying and 
being East of the East line of proposed Trunk Highway #65 
Bypass; . 

Isanti TownshiE: All of those tracts and parcels of land 
located in Sections Pour .(4-) and Five (5), Township Thirty­
five (35).,. Range Twenty-three (23), lying and being West of 
the East line of the proposed Trunk Highway #65 Bypass (as 
drawn on the map entitled n1ayout #2, Copy #17,rr priepa:r:ied 
by D. Smilonich in January, 1972), and No:r:ith of the East­
West One-Quarter lines of said Sections Foul:' (4) and Five 
($), excepting, however, those lands owned in fee by the 
State of Minnesota. 

All public roads, streets and highways within the area 
above described should be included in such annexed lands. 
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That a majority of the land ownet's of the area proposed for 

annexation executed the petition for annexation. 

That the area proposed for annexation is partly platted and par~ly 

unpl.atted, and :is pal:'tJ.y ur>ban and pa!'tl.y ugt'icu1tu~al; that said area 

abuts the Village of Cambridge and is not included in any other 

municipality. 

6. 

That the population of the Village of Cambridge as of the year 

1970 was 3467 and that the present population of the Village of 

Cambridge is not known, and that the area proposed for annexation has 

an approximate population of 4 5 7 people. 

7. 

That theVillage--of Cambridge proposes and has developed plans 

for water and sard, tary sewer pipe lines in the area proposed for 

annexation suitable to p:t;>ovide such services as may become necessariy. 

a: 
That the real estate taxes in the area may be· expected to increase, 

but the increase will be proportional to the expected benefit inuring 

to said area as a result of the annexation. 

9. 

Tha~ the Village of Cambridge has a moderin, well-equipped police 

department of adequate size which will be able to serve the area 

ordered annexed. That neither the Township of Cambridge nor the 

Township of Isanti has. a police department and they each now receive 

their riespeative police protection from the Isanti County Sheriff's 

office. 

r 

l 
i 
i 
~: 
l 

I 

I 
J 



lt1. 

That the VilJ.age of Cambridge has a mode1.,n, well-equipped fi:rie 

depa'l:'tment and has recently added a new fire department building and 

truck. That these facilities will be able to serve the area herein 

proposed to be annexed and has served such area, on a contract basis 

with the Townships, for' many years. 

lJ.. 

That the County of Isanti has adopted a comprehensive zoning 

ordinance. That the Townships of Cambridge and Isanti each have 

limited zoning and building or,dinances and that the Village of 

Cambridge has adopted a comprehensive zoning ordinance together with 

a comprehensive plan indicating future growth patterins which include 

growth into the areas herein prioposed to be annexed. 

12. 

That neither the Township of Cambridge nori the Township of Isanti 

provides sanitariy sewer o:t> watel'.' in the area herein proposed to be 

annexed, and the evidence shows that the Townships have no plans for 

providing such serivice in the futurie, and that the area to be annexed 
;.. 

has immediate need for such se.rvices. 

13. 

That the area of teriritoriy described in the petition totals 

approximately 375 acres, and the Village of Cambridge at the present 

time embraces an area of over 7 5 0 acres. 

14. 

That the Village of Cambridge has expanded with :respect to 

population and construction, and will continue to do so, and the space 

is needed to accommodate that e~pansion. 
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15. 

That the township form of governrnent. .. :i.$ inadequate to cope with 

the problems of.ur.ban and suburban growth in the area hereafter, 

ordexied annexed. 

That the area here.in ordered annexed is suitable foi, both 

commercial enterprises and ;r,esidential development. 

CONCLUSIONS OP LAW 

1 .. 

The Municipal Commission duly acquired and now has jurisdiction 

of the within proceeding. 

2. 

The Municipal Commission, by virtue of receipt ofa petition by 

the tnajordty of the prope.17ty owners within the area to be annexes:I~ has 

authority to grant ±he annexation described herein without an 

election. 

• 3. 

That the property proposed for annexation is now or is about tc, 

become urban or, suburban in character. 
\ 

4. 

That both the remainder of the Township of Cambridge and the 

vemainder of the Township of Isanti can continue to carry on the 

function of government without undue hardship. 

5. 

That said area is so conditioned and so located as t:o be prope:r>ly 

subjected to municipal gove:r>nment by~the Village of Cambridge. 



Annexatism of said area by the Village of Cambridge will be in 

the best interest of the area to be.annexed, and of the Village of 

Cambridge. 

Municipal Government of said area is necessary and is required 

to protect public health, safety and welfa,re, and to provide necessar,y 

governmental services. 

8. 

That an or,der should issue f:r,om the Minnesota Municipal 

Commission annexing to the Village of Cambridge the real estate 

located in the Township of Cambridge and the Township of Isanti, both 

in Isanti County, Minnesota, described her1ein. 

ORD.ER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the following described real estate 

in the Township of Cambridge-and the Township of Isanti, in the County 

of Isanti, and State of Minnesota, be and the same hereby is annexed 

to the Village of Cambridge, Minnesota, the same as if it had 

originally been made a part thereof: 

Cambridge Township: All of the tracts and parcels 0£ land 
located · in Section Thirty-three ( 3 3) , Township Thirty-six 
(36) North, Range Twenty-three (23) West:, lying and being 
East of the p:riesent village limits and West of the East 
line of the proposed Tt'Unk Highway #65 Bypass (as drawn on 
the map entitled "Layout #2, Copy #17," prepared by D. 
SzniJ.6:nic.h in Janua:t1y, 1972). ·Also, all of those trac.ts 
and parcels of land located in th~ No!lth licl.lf of the No:i;ith­
east Quarter (N½ of NE¼) of Section Thirty-three ( 3 3)) 
Township Thirty-Si:.{ (36), Range Twenty-three (23), lying and 
being East of the J;:ast line of proposed Trunk Highway #65 
·Bypass. 

Isahti Township: All of those tracts and parcels of land. 
located 1n Sections Four ( 4) and Five ( 5) , · Township Thirty­
five (35), Range Twenty-three (23), lying and being West of 
the East line of the proposed Trunk Highway #65 Bypass (as 
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drawn on the map entitled 11 Layout #2, qopy #17,
11 

prepared 
by D. Smilonich in January, 1972), and North of the East­
West One-Quarter lines of said. Section.s Pour ( 4-) and rive 
(5), excepting, however, those lands owned in fee by t}le 
State of Minnesota. 

All public roads, streets ancl highways within the area 
above described should be included in such annexed lands. 

XT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the population of the Village of 

Cambridge is hereby increased by l.J.57 so that the. population the'!'eo£ aftex> 

the effective date of this o:ridet> shall be 3924- for ~all pu-r.iposes until the 

next federal census. 

Dated this 17th day of December5 1973 

' MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL COMMISSION 
304- Capitol Square BuiJ,,ding 
St~ Paul, Minnesota 55101 

··ll""".,./~ 
~f f 

. . . 
Exeouti ve Secretariy 
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We have today approved the annexation 0£ property 

pursuant to a majority petition of property owners filed 

with the commission more than a year ago. The delay was 

caused by efforts of local officials aimed at developing 

a comp:t'ehensive long range "orderly annexation" agreement 

resolving boundary adjustment problems. 

In November of last year both townships exercised· 

their legal "option" under the statute to initiate 

discussions between city and township officials aimed at 

an "oriderly annexationtt agreement (M.S. 4-14-.031 Subdivision 

2) o This section automatically postpones the hearings :eor 

. up to six mo.nths or more while discussions take place. The 

Executive Secretary 0£ the Comm.issioIJ. conducted several 

informal,, se:J?a:r:ia~te..,and joint mee-tings. of local officials 

as well as one well attended public meeting in Cambridge 

Township. .Both city and township officials endeavored in 

good faith to work out an acceptab:J-e local solution. The 

city hired a professional planner with exceptional 

qualifications at considerable expense to provide guidance. 

Nevertheless, local officials wel:'e not able to reach an 

agreement. 

The statu_te provides that in this event the Minnesota 

Municipal Commission should hold comprehensive he.arings and 
" 

decide what area in both townships should be designated in 

need of ot>derly annexation to the city. Instead; city· and 

.. 



tqt_mship official~ ~greed to a different approach. The 

city agreed· not to atte.mJ?t to annex the Ca,mbridge State 

$,choqJ., and Hospital property for a period of five years 

in x,eturn for a township agrieement to withdraw their 

9pposition to the originally petitioned annexation. A 

hearing was held on this proposal August 8, 197 3 and there 

was no opposition. The Minnesota Municipal Commiss.ion 

agreed to this procedure in September and have today 

approved the originally petitioned annexation after 

holding a hearing on the proposal October- 24, 1973. 

6)0/J/J 
STATt OF MlNNESOt 
Df PARTM~NT Of:" • · · J\ 

· FILJrO STATE 

DEC271973 
~ 11 tP/1 /J-4 

s ~~ . ecretary of State 
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