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Phone: 296:2428

STATE OF MINNESOTA
MUNICIPAL BOARD

Suite 165 Metro Square
7th & Robert Streats
St, Paul, Minnesote 55101

August 16, 1978

Mark Winkler

Deputy Secretary of State
State O0ffice Building
Saint Paul, Minnesota

Re: Municipal Board Docket Number A-3298 Medford,

Dear Mk. 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 Medford .

is increased by (no change)

The population of The Township of Medford

is decreased by (no change)

A new municipality named
has been created with a population of

The

‘has been dissolved.

Official date of the Order éuggét)11,1978

c.C.

Mr. Wallace 0. Dahl
Director

Tax Research Division
205 Centennial Bldg.

Patricia D. Lundy‘
Assistant Executive Director

Hazel Reinhardt

State Demographer * STATE OF MINN
101 Capitol Square Bldg. osmmmsmorgg?r?
' X ' EILED
gr. A{thur C. Roemer AUG 17 1978
epartment of Revenue :
201 Centennial Bldg. _ 4ﬂh”dhﬁu""4am*’
: : SQctetamgtState

E3161
AN f .




., A.3298

BEFORL THE MUNICIPAL BOARD

OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

Gerald J. Isaacs .Chairman <
- Robert W. Johnson Vice Chairman
Thomas J. Siamons Aember
L. R. Rhoades © Ex-0fficio dember
Robert Jurrgenson Ex-0fficio lember
I3 THE (IATTER OF TIHZ PETITION HOTICE) ' FILDIIGS OE_FACT,
OF IJTEIT FOR ANIEXATION OF CIRTAIN ) COLICTUSTONS OF LAY,
LAJD TO TIE CITY OF ;IZDFORD ) - AND ORDER

The above-entitled matter came on for itearing hefore tie HMinnesota Jdanicipal
Board pursuant to linnesota Statutes 414, as amended, on Juné 9, 1978 at Medford,
Ainnesota. The hearing was conducted by William A. {leiman, Executive Director,
pursuant . to ‘linnesota Statutes 414.01, Subd. 12. Also in attendancé wera County
Commissioners L. R. Rioades and prcrt Jurgensen, ex~officio mempers of the 3ocard.
The City of iledford appeared by and tarougn Mike Gillen, the Township of 7+ iferd

°  appearel b7 and throurm Larry Rietz, and the petitioners appreared by and tnrough
Mark Valbran. Testimony was aeard, and rec;rds and exiibits were received.
p

Aftef Jdue and careful consideration of all ecvidence, togethor with all reéecoris,
files, and proceedings the dinnesoti.: AdGnicisnl Doard aereby maxes and files tne
followins Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order.

! FIJDINGS OF FACT

l. On Fcbruary'l4,.l978, a copy of a pétition for annexation by the sole
nroperty owner was filed with the Hinnesotélnunicipal_Boarq. 'The patition contaised
all the informatiop rgquired byrstatute including‘a description of the territory
subject to annexation which is as follows:

The West 25 acres of the Jorthwest Quarter of the Hortheast Juarter and all of
v that part of, the Northeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter all in Section 10,

Township 108 North, Range 20 est, lying East of the Cihicago, Rock Island and
Pacifi ' ‘

Z ¢ Railroad right of way.

An objection o the proposed annexation was received by the idinnesota iuncipal
Board by Hedford Township on ilarch 8, 1978. The Municipal Board upon raceipt of this
objectiqn conducted further proceedings in acco;dhncé with #.5. 414.031, as’required
by J.S. 414.633,v8ubd. 5. Further, the City of Hedford did not favor the proposed
anﬁexation. h

2. Due, tinmely and-adwspuate legal notice of the hearing was published, servad

and filad.
3. Geographic Featuras

a. ‘'Me area subject to annexation is unincorporated and abuts the City of

-
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b. The total area of the territory subject to annexation is 58.81 acres.

c. The perimecter of the area to be annexed is bordered by the municipality

by a very small percentage.

’ Q

d. The natural terrain of the area, including general topography, major
watersheds, soil conditions, rivers, lakes and major pluffs is as follows:
Steep slope and irreqgular topography. Jooded witi some ninor agricultural
use.

Population data

a. ‘the City of [edford has expericnced nodest growti.

b. <The area subject to annoexation has 0 popualation.

Develoment Issues
a. aat, if any, are the plans for the developnaent of tae proparby Hro_osod

for annexation anl/or thaa annexing muanicipality, inclading developaent

projected oy the state planning adency. There are somewnat aabiguoils
L I v 1 v

2lans regarding residential development.

b. Does the city rejuire futurc growth space? o, not for tie foresmenl
future. -
c. Jevelopnenl of tha following trnes is occuring: limitold urowtn.

1) In the area subject to annewation: o Jdevalopment, ( hut adjac-nt

to the vrogorty is a heavily used girl scout camp, located in a

protected rural setting).

d.  that will be the effect, if anv, of the annexation on adjacent communitiog?
Hone.

Governmaental Services

a. Presently, the Township of sedford provides the area suabject to annéxation -

with the followiny services: None are required other than fire wnica is

by contract.

b. Presently, the City of Hedford provides its citizens with the following

servicess

i 15 Water ~ Yes ‘ 5) Street Improvemeqts - Yes
2) Sewer - Yes ' 6).Street Mainténance - Yes
3) Fire Protection - Yes 7) Recreational - Yes

4) Police Protection - Yes, by contract

- Presently, the City of Medford provides the area subject to annexation with
tﬁe following services: ione.

d. Plans lto oxtend municipal services to te area subject to annexation include

the following:  Services could be extended upon development; nowever,
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; utility plans were not specific.
e. There are existing or potential pollution problems which are: Services,
ineluding storm sewer, would bé required to avoid pollution if developed.
7.  Is annexation to the City of sedford the best alternative.
i - a. Could governmental services be better providéd for by incorporation of
the area sﬁbject to annexation? ilo ‘

b. Could govermmental services be better p;rovided for by consolidation ox

annexation of the area with an adjacent :municioality other tnan Medford? .o.
c. Could fedford towvnship provide the services reguired? Yes, the area is
undeveloped and requires only protection against orusi fires.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAV

. 1. The !linnesota ilunicipal 3oard duly acquired and now has jurisdiction of the

within oroceeding.

| i 2 The area subject tno annexation is not about to b’COML urban or suwourban in

LX)
ciaracter.
IS e S 3. llunieinal goveravient is not rouuiraed to »rotect tie punlic lwealta: safet’,
and welfare in the area subject to, ann-naLlon. .
R : . . - . : = .
TS 3 4. The west dnteraest of the area suoject to annexation will not ba Turtaexstd

by annexation.

5. an order should be iszued oy Lie Dinnesota [lunicinal Zoarld Jdenying tae annexation.

annexation of certain

f‘x

IT IS HaXInY OQDd“d That.the 2etition roquesting tac

property in the County of Steele, State of Minnesota, be and the same is hereby denied

without prejudice. _ i
/

IT IS FURTHER ORDCRED: That the effective date of this ordeg,is ,1978&

Dated this 119! day of { , 1978

MINNESOTA HUNICIPAL 30ARD
165 etro Sruare Bulldlng
) St. Paul, dinnesota 55101

///&(,g /Lﬂfﬂﬂ / s

William A. Meiman
Executive Director




