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An Equal Opp<>rfunlty !;mployer 

Mr • Mark W in k 1 e r 

STA'rE OF MINNESOTA 
MUNICIPAL BOARD 
S11lte 165 M~tro SCJuorn 
7th & Rol:\eh Stteet.s 

St, Pavl, Minn~si:ito ss10·1 

Marco 10, 1978, ,, 
,c;-·11 

Deputy Secretary of State 
State Office Building 
Saint Paul, Minnesota 

Re: Municipal Boa~d Docket Number A~3187 Little Falls 

Dea~ M~. Winkler: 

The subject order of the Minnesota Municipal Board 
_ makes the following changes in the population of the 

named units of government: 

The population of the City of Little Falls 

is increased by (no change) 

The population of the Township of Belle Prairie 

is decre&sed by (no. change) 

A new municipality named ___ _.;...;. _________ _ 

hai b~~n created with a population of ______ _ 

The ______ .;._ __ _,_ _____________ ~-----

has been dissolved. 

OfffciA1 date of the Order March 

C. C. Mr. Wa 11 ace O ~ Da h 1 
Director 
Tax Research Division 
205 Centennial Bldg. 

Hazel Reinhardt 
.StatP Demogr-.aph~r 
101 Capitol Square Bldg. 

Mr. Arthur C. Roemer 
Department of Revenue 
201 Centennia1 Bldg. 

10, 1978t. Effectjve March 10, 

~ 1978 . 

. Patric~dy 
Assi st:·~t ~6~ti ve Secretary 



A-3187 Little Falls 

BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL BOARD 

OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA 

Gerald J. Isaacs 
Robert W. Johnson
Thomas J. Simmons· 
Felix Kujawa 
Robert Tepley 

·chairman 
Vice Chairman. 
Member 
Ex-Officio Member 
Ex-Officio Member 

-------------------------------------
IN THE MATTER OF THE RESOLUTION ) 
FOR ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN LAND } 
TO THE CITY OF LITTLE FALLS ) 

FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, 

AND ORDER 

The above-entitled matter came on foi hearing before the Mfnnesota 

Municipal Board pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414, as amended, on 

September 28, 1977, at Little Falls, Minnesota. The hearing was conducted 

by Thomas J. Simmons, Board Member, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 414.01, 

Subd. 12. Also in attendance were County Commissioners Felix Kujawa and 

Rob~rt Tepley~ ex-officio members of the Board. The City of Little Falls 

appeared by and through Donald Swenson, and the Township of Belle Prairie 

appeared by and through Douglas Anderson .. Testimony was heard and records 

and exhibits were received. 

After due and careful consideration of Q,11 evidence, together with 

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

makes and files the f o 11 owing Findi11gs of Fact, Conclusions of Law and 

Orde.r. 
FINDINGS OF FACT 

J • On July 15, 1977, a resolution from Little Falls was received 

by the Minnesota Municipal Board requesting the Board to urder annexation 

of the area hereinafter described. This resolution contained an the 

intormation required by statute including a description of the territory 

subJect to annexation which is as follows: 

Bounded on the East by Highway 10 .. 371 Bypass, and on the 
North by Highway 10-371 Bypass, and on the West by the 
Mississippi Riv~r, and on the S6uth by the corporate 
limits of the City of little Falls. 

2. Due, timely and adequat~ legal notice of the hearing was µublished, 

served and filed. 

3. Geographic Features 

a. The area subject to annexation is unincorporated and abuts 

the City of Little Falls. 
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b. The tota1 areil of the City of Little Falls is 2,687 acres. 

The total area of the territory subject to annexation is 250 

acres • 

-c.- -The perimeter of the area to be annexed is 40% bordered by -

the municipality. 

d. The natura1 terrain of the arei, including general topo~raphy, 

major watersheds, soil conditions, rivers lakes, and major 

bluffs is as follows: the area is generally flat, some portions 
being undeveloped, while the river shore is intensively devel
oped. The area is cut off from the remainder of the township 

_ by a highway byp~ss. 
4.- Population Data 

a. The City of Little Falls 

l) Past population growth: 1960 - 7,551 

2) Present population: Est. 7,800 

3) Projected population: 1985 - 8,200 

b. The area subject to annexation 

1 ) Past pop u l at ion growth : l 9 60 - 8 2 

2) Present population: Est. 168 

3} Projected population: 1985 - 218 

5. Development Issues 

a. What, if any, are the plans for the d~veloprnent of the pro

perty proposed for annexation and/or the annexing municipal

ity, including development projected by the State Planning 

Agency1 Little Falls is in the process of updating its 1970 

co~prehensive p1an. 

b. What land use controls are presently being employed. 

1) In the City of Little Falls: 

a. Zoning - Yes 

b. Subdivision regulations - Yes 

c. Housing and building codes - Yes 

d. Other - Fire Code, Housing Code 

2) In the area to be annexed: 

a. Zoning - Yes, by the County and the Township 

b. Sub~ivision regulations - Yes, by the County 

c. ~ousing and building cod~s - No 

d. Other - Shoreland Management Act 
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c. Does the city require future growth space? Yes. If so, 

wil1 the area subject to annexation provide the City of 

Little Falls with necessary growth space? Yes, there is 

substantial unc1eve loped acreage. 

d. Development of the following types is occurring: 

1) In the City of Little Falls: 

a) Res,idential - 2,012 acres 

b) Industrial - 428 acres 

c} Commercial - 247 acres 

d) Institutional - 240 acres 

2) In the area subject to annexation: 

a) Residentia1 - 215 acres 

b) Industrial - 15 acres 

c) Commercial 15 acres 

d) Institutional - 5 acres 

e. What will be the effect, if any, of the annexation on 

adjacent communities? None. 

6. Governmental Services 

a. Jresently, the Township of Belle Prairie provides the area 

subject to annexation with the following services: 

b. 

c. 

d. 

1) Water No 5) Street Improvements - Yes 

Sewer No 6) Street Mai nte nan ce Yes, by 2) 
contract 

3) Fi re Protection .Yes 7) Recreational - Yes 

4) Poli~e Protection - None other than County Sheriff. 

Presently~ the City of Little Falls provides its citizens 

with the fo 11 owing· services: 

1) Water - Yes 5) Street Improvements - Yes 

2) Sewer - Yes 6) Street Maintenance• Yes 

3) Fire Protection - · Yes 7) Recreational - Yes 

4) Police Protection Yes 

Presently2 the tity of Little Falls provides the area subject 

to annex at i on w i th no s er vi ce s . 

Plans to exterid municipal services to the area subject to 

annexation include the following: All services could be 

· extended within a reasonable time, but there was insufficient 



evidence to conclude that there is a present need for said 

services. 

e. There are existing or potential pollution problem~ which 

are: Over the years, septic systems in the area could fail 

creating ground water pollution, including run-off to the 

Mississippi; however, there was insufficient evidence to 

conclude that the prriblem is a present one or one which can 

be foreseen within a reasonable time. The follo~ing addi~ 

tiona1 services will help resolve this situation: community 

sewer. 

7. Fiscal Data 

a. In the City of Little Falls, the assessed valuation trend as 

of 1977 is increasing, the mill rate trend as of 1977 is 

stable, presently 34.19, and the bonded indebtedness as of 

1977 is $3,340,000. 

b. In the area subject to annexation, the assessed valuation 

trend as of 1977 is increasing, the mill rate trend as of 

1977 is decreasing, and the bonded indebtedness as of 1977 

is O. 

c. The mill rate trends in the following units of government are: 

.1) County - Stable, presently 34.15 

2) School Districts - Increasing, presently 73.97 

d. Will the annexation have any effect upon area school dis

tricts? No. 

s; Is annexation to the City of Little Falls the best alternative. 

a. Could governmental services be better provided for by incor

poration of the area subject t~ annexation? No. 

b. Could governmental services be better provided for by consoli

dation or annexation of the area with an adjacent municipality 

other than Little Falls? No. 

c. Could aelle Prairie Township provide the services required? 

Yes,- for the pre&ent time. 

d. Can Belle Prairie Township continue to function without the 

area subject to annexation? - Yes. 

9. A majority of property owners in the area to be annexed have not 

petitioned the Minnesota Municipal Board requesting annexation. 
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. The Minnesota Municipa1 Board duly acquired and now has juris

diction of the within proceeding. 

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

urban or suburban in character. 

3. Municipal government is not present1y required to protect the 

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

4. The best interest of the area subject to annexation wtll not 

presently be furthered by annexation. 

5. The remainder of the Township of Belle Prairie can carry on the 

functions of government without undue hardship. 

£. There is a ~easonable relationship between the increase in 

revenue for the City of Little Falls and the value of benefits conferred 

upon the area subject to annexation. 

7. Annexation of all or a part of the property to an adjacent muni

cipality would not better serve the interests of the residents who reside 

in the area subject to annexation. 

8. An or de r s ho u T d b e i s s u e d by th e Mi n n e s o ta M u n :i c i pa 1 Bo a rd. con -

tinuing the present hearing until February 16, 1979. During the ensuing 

yeari the Board errcourages tha parties to negotiate this matter and to 

report to the Board, in writing, on or about February 16, 1979, in regard 

td the status of said negotiations~ 

0 R D E R-

lT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That pursuant to M.S. 414.01, Subd. 12, this 

pro c e e d i n g i s he re by co n ti n u e d u n t i 1 Fe b r u a ry 1 6 , 1 9 7 9 . 

.. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: That the effectfve date of this-order is 

Ma r ch 1 0 , l 9 78 • 

stAffl Of M\NNESOT~ 
pE,PAR1MENT Of $TATE 

· F,l\..E.P 
MAR 14·,978 

tJ,uJtlr~ 11~~ 
p·. secretar./. of State 

Dated this 10th ~ay o~ March. 1978. 

MINNESOTA MUNICI~AL BOARD 
165 Metro Square Building 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101 

~ d ?tzu, / 
William A. Neiman 
Executive Secretary 
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