
i 
r;."-; 

An Equal Opportunity Employor 

.. 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
MUNICIPAL BOARD 
Suite 165 Metro Squari, 

7th 8. Robert Street~ 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101 

November 29, 1977 

Mr. Mark Winkler / 
Deputy Secr~tary of State 
State Office Building 
Saint Paul, Minnesota 

Phone: 296-2428 

Re: Mu_nicipal Board Docket Number A-3212 Oak Park Heights 

Dear Mr. Winkler: 

The subj~ct order of the Minnesota Municipal Board 
makes the following changes in the population of the 
named units of government: 

The population of 

is increased by NO CHANGE 

The population of 

is decreased by NO CHANGE 

A new municipality named 

' has been create~ with a population of 

The 

has been dissolved. 

Official date of the Order November 29, 1977. --------------------
C. G. Mr. Wallace o. Qahl ~f'~c/&-----

Director 'Cio/' - · 
Tax Research Divi~ion _ _ cia D~ lun -
2b5 Centennial Bldg. Assistant Executive Secretary 

Hazel Reinhardt 
State Demographer 
101 Capitol Square Bldg. 

Mr. Arthur C. Ro~mer 
Department of Revenue 
201 Centennial Bldg. 
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A-3212 Oak Park Heights 

BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL BOARD 

OF ~HE STATE OF MINNESOTA 

Gerald J. Isaacs 
Robert W. Johnson 
Thomas J. Simmons 
Millard Axelrod 
Art Schaefer1 Jr. 

Chairman 
Vice Chairman 
Member 
Ex-Officio Member 
Ex-Officio Member 

- - - - - - - -- - - - - - -· - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - ~ - -

IN THE MAT-TER OF THE PETITION FOR ) 
ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN LAND TO THE ) 
CITY OF OAK PARK HEIGHTS } 

FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, 

AND ORDER 
- - - -_.- - - - - - - - - - - - - ~- - - - - - - . - - - - - - - -

The above-entitled matter came orr .for hearing before the 

Minnesota Municipjl Board pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414, as 

amended, on October 24, 1977, at Oak Park Heights, Minnesota. The 

hearing was cbnducted by Gerald J. Isaacs pursuant to Minnesota 

Statutes 414.01, Subd. 12. Also in attendance were County Commissioners 

Milla~d AxeJrod and Art Schaefer, Jr., e~~officio mem~ers of the 

i board. The City of Oak Park Heights appeared by and through Lyle 

Eckberg; the Township of Baytown appeared by and through David T. 

Magnuson; and Sheila Fishman appeared on behalf of the petitioners, 

the State of Minnesota. Testimony was heard and records and exhibits 

were received. 

After due and careful tonsideratibn of all evidence, together 
. . 

with all records, files and proceedings, the Minnesota Municipal Board 

hereby .makes and files the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of 

· Law and Order. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. On August 18, 1977, a copy of a petition for annexation 

by the sole property owner, the State of Minnesota, was filed with 

the Minnesota Municipal Board. The petition contained all the infor­

mation required by statute including a ~escription of the territory 

subject to annexation which is as follows: 

E ½ of SE¼ of Section 4, Twp. 29 N, Range 20 W, 
Washington County, Minnesota. 

An amended petition was properly filed at the hearing changing 

the property description to read as follows: 

; 
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East half (E 1/2) of Southeast quarter (SE 1/4} of 
Section 4, Twp. 29 N. Range 20 W, Washington County, 
Minnesota. Except a point on the Southeast quarter 
{SE 1/4) of the Southeast quarter (SE 1/4) beginning 
on a point on the South line of said Section 4 ~ 666.3 
feet East of the Southwest Corner of the Southeast 
quarter (SE 1/4} of the Southeast quarter (SE 1/4) of 
said Section 4; then North and parallel to West ltne 
of the Southeast quarter (SE 1/4) of the Southeast 
quarter (SE 1/4) of said Section 4, a distance of 35 
feet; then in an Easterly direction to a point on the 
East line of the Southeast quarter (SE 1/4} of the· 
Southeast quarter (SE 1/4) of said Section 4, 43.8 feet 
North of Southeast Corner of said Section 4; then 
South along the tast line of the Southeast quarter 
(SE 1/4) of the Southeas~ quarter {SE 1/4) of said 
Section 4, 43.8 feet, M/L to the Southeast Corner of 
said Section 4, then West along the South lifie of said 
Section~ to the point of beginning. 

An objection to the proposed annexation was received-by thi 

Minnesota Municipal Board by Baytown Township on Septembef 1, 1977. 

The Municipal Board upon receipt of this objection conducted further 

proceedings in accordance with,M.S. 414.031, as required by M.S. 

414.033, Subd. 5. 

A resolution supporting the annexation was received from the 

ahnexing municipality. 

2. Due, timely- and adeqtiate legal notice of-tha hearing was 

published, servecf and filed. 

3. Geographic ~eatures 

a. The area subject to annexation is unincorporated and 

abuts the City of Oak Park Heights. 

-

b. The total area ~f the territory subject to annexation 

is 80.15 acres of unplatted land. 

c. The perimet~r of the area to be annexed is 50% bordered 

by the municipaliti~ 

d. The natural terrain of the area, including general 

topography, major watersheds, soil conditions, rivers, 
._ 

lakes and m•ajor bluffs is as follows: Eastern part of 

site is swampy wetlands, previously used as agricultu~al 

for state farm. Site has ravine, some wooded area, 

steep slope dropping sharply. 

4. Population Data 

a. The area subject to annex•tton 

1) Present population: zero 

2) Projected population: a~proximately 400 inmates 

'. 
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5. Development Issues 

a. What, if any, are the plans for the development of 

the property propoied for annexation? A high-security 

priso~ to be operated by the Minnesota Department of. 

Corrections will be constructed. 

b. What land use controls are presently being em~loyed. 

1) In the City of Oak Park Heights: 

a • ,Zo n i n g - V e s 

b • Sub di vi sj on reg u 1 at i on s - Yes-

c. Housing and building codes - Ye~~ state building 
code enforced by city officials. 

2) In the area to be annexed: 

a. Zoning - Yes, by Washington County ■-

b. Subdivision regulations - Yes~ by Washington County. 

c. Housing and building codes - Yes, state building 
code enforced by township officials. 

c. Does the city require future growth space? Yes. If so, 

will the area subject to anne·xation provide the City of 

Oak.Park Heights ~ith necessary growth SRace? No. 

d. Development of the following types is occurring: 

1) In the City of Oak Park Heights: 

a. Residential - Yes, low-cost housing; home 
t_he elderly. -

b. Industrial - Unknown 

c. Commercial Unknown 

d. Institutional - Unknown 

2) In the area subject to annexation: 

a. Residential - No 

b. lndustri a 1 - No 

c. Commerci a J No 

for 

d. Institutional - A high-se~urity state prison will 
be constructed. 

e. Wh~t will be the effect, if any,'of the annexation on 

adjacent communities? None. 

- 6~ Governmental Services 

a. Presently, the Township of Baytown provides the area 

subject to annexation with the following services: 



l) Water No 

2} Sewer - No 

6) Street Maintenance - Unknown 

7) Recreational - Unknown 

3) Fire Protection - Yes, by 
contract with City of Bayport. 

4) Police Protection - Washingt~n County sheriff. 

5) Street Improvements - Unknown 

b. Presently, the tity of Oak Park Heights provid~s its 

citizens with the following services: 

1} Water - Yes 

2) Sewer - Yes 

5) Street Improvements - Yes 

6) Street Maintenance - Yes 

3) Fire Protection - Yes, by 7} Recreational - Unknown 
contract witp City of Bayport. 

4) Police Protection - Yes 

c. Presently, the City of Oak Park Heights provides the 

area subject to annexation with the following servicer: 

1) Water No 5) Street Improvements - No 

2) Sewer No 6) Street Maintenance .. No 

3) Fire Protection No 

4) Police Protection - No 

d. Plans to e·xtend municipal services to the area subject 

to annexation include the following: The City of Oak 

Park Heights can provide sewer and water. 

e. There are existing or potential pollution problems which 

are: Community sewer is needed for a large institution. 

The following additional services will help resolve 

this s'ituation: community sewer 

7. Fi seal Data 

ft. Th~ area subject to annexation has not been assessed. 

It is state-ownei property. The area is exempt from 

taxation pursuant ~o Const. Art. 9 % 1, M.S. 272.02. 

b. Will the·annexation have any effett upon area school 

··districts? No;·• 

8. Is annexation to the City of Oak Park ~eights the best 

alternative? Yes. 

a. Coul~ governmenta1 services be better provided for by 

· i nco rpo ration of the area sub·j ect to annexation? No. 
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b. Could g-0vernmental services be better provided for by 

consolidation or annexation of the area with an adjacent 

'!lunicipality other than Oak Park Heights? No. 

c. Could Baytown township provide the ser:vices required? No. 

d. Can Baytown township continue to functiort without the 

area subject to ahnexation1 Yes. 

9. A majority of property owners in the area to be annexed 

have petitioned the Minnesota.Municipal Board requesting 

annexation. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. The Minnesota Municipal Board duly acquired and now has 

jurlsdiction of the within ~roceeding. 

2. The area subject to annexation is now or is about to become 

urban or suburban in character. 

3. Muni c i pa 1 government i s re q u i red to protect the pub 1 i c 

health, safety and welfare in the area subject to annexation. 

4. The best interest of the City of Oak Park Heights and the 

area subject to annexation wi 1l be furthered by annexation. 

5. - The remainder of the Township of Baytown can carry on the 

functions of government without undue hardship. 

6. Annexation of all or a part of the property to an adja~ent 

municipality would not better serve the interests of the residents who 

reside in the area subject to annexation. 

7. This annexation proceeding has been initiated by a petition 

of a majorfty of property owners and, therefore, this Minnesota 

Municipal Board order is not subject to an annexatio~ election. 

8.. An order should be issued by the Minnesota Municipal Bo,ard, 

annexing the area described herein. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the propertJ qescribed herein 

situated in the County of Washifigton, State Qf Minnesota~ be and the 
.. 

s~me i~ herebM annexed to the City of Oak Park Heights, Minnesota, the 

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

East half (E 1/2) of Southeast quarter (SE 1/4) of 
Section 4, Twp. 29 N, Range 20 W, Washington County, 
Minnes6ta. Except a point on the Southeast quarter 
{SE 1/4) of the Southeast quarter (SE 1/4) beginning 
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on a point on the South line of said Section 4 - 666.3 
feet Ea~t of the S6uthwest Corner of the Southeast 
quarter (SE 1/4) of the Southeast quarter (SE 1/4) of 
said Section 4; then North and parallel to West line 
of the Southeast quarter (SE 1/4) of the Southeast 
quarter (SE 1/4) of said Section 4, a distance of 35 
feet; then -;n an Easterly direct-ioD to a point on the 
East line of the Southeast quarter (SE 1/4) of the 
Southeast quarter (SE 1/4} of safd Section 4, 43.8 feet 
North of Southeast Corner of_ said Section 4; then 
South along·the Eas.t line of the Southeast ,quarter 
(SE 1/4) of the Southeast quarter (SE 1/4) of said 
Section 4, 43.8 feets M/L to the Southeast Corner of 
said Section 4,_then West along the South line of sai~ 
Section 4 to the point of beginning. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the effective date of thfs order 

is November 29 ,· l 977. 

Dated this 29th day of November, 1977. 

MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL BOARD 
Suite 1~5 Metro Square 

~u1, Minnesota 5~101 

( / /cyj ~ 
William A. Neiman(;/ //_JAA,') 

. Executjve Secretary 


