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AND ORDER 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing before the )1innesota Hunicipal 

Board pursuant to Hinnesota Statutes 414, as amended, on June 9, 1978 at !'1edford, 

Minnesota. The hearing was conducted by William A. Neiman, Executive Director, 

pursuant to Hinnesota Statutes 414.01, Subd. 12. Also in attendance were County 

Commissioners L. R. Rhoades and Robert Jurgensen, ex-officio members of the Board. 

The City of Hedford appeared by and through Mike . Gillem, t.'tte · Towns~p ·of Medford 

appeared by and through Larry Rietz, and the petitioners apppeared by and through 

Hark Walbran. Testimony was heard, and records and exhibits were received. 

After due and careful consideration of all evidence, togeG~er wib~ all records, 

files, and proceedings the Hinneso·ta Huniciyal Board hereby makes and files the 

following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of La\v and Order. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

l. On February 14, 1978, a copy of a petition for annexation by :1lhe s<ble 

property owner was filed wi b~ the Jl1.innesota Hunicipal Board. The petition contained 

all the information required by statute including a description of the territory 

subject to annexation 'ivhich is as follows: 

The West 25 acres of the North~vest Quarter of the Northeast Quarter and all of 
,· that part of the Northeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter all in Section 16, 

Township 108 North, Range 20 West, lying East of the Cl1icago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railroad right of way. 

An objection to ,D~e proposed annexation was received by b'le i-1innesota Huncipal 

Board by Hedford Township on Harch 8, 1978. The Municipal Board upon receipt of this 

objection conducted further proceedings in accordance with iLS. 414.031, as required 

by H.S. 414.033, Subd. 5. Further, the City of r-ledford did not favor the proposed 

annexation. 

2. Due, timely and adequate legal notice of tt'le-hearing was published, served 

and filed. 

3. Geogra.i:_Jhic Features 

a. The area subject to annexation is unincorporated and abuts the City of 

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

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

by a very small percentage. 

d. The natu~al terrain of the area, including general topography, major 

watersheds, soil conditions, rivers, lakes and major bluffs is as follows: 

Steep slope and irregular topography. Hooded with some minor agricultural 

use. 

4. Population Data 

a. The City of Hedford has experienced modest growth. 

b. ~h~ area subject to annexation has 0 population. 

5. Development Issues 

a. VJhat, if any, are the plans for the development of t.h.e property proposed 

for annexation and/or the annexing municipality, including development 

projected by the state planning agency. There are somewhat a.llbiguous 

plans regarding residential development • 

. b,. Do.~$ the city require future growth space? No, not for the foreseecbJ.. e 

future. 

c. Development.of the following types is occuring: limited growth. 

1) In the area subject to annexation: No development, ( but adjacent 

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

protected rural setting). 

d. 1i'i'hat will be the effect, if any, of the annexation on adjacent communities? 

None. 

6. Governmental Services 

a. Presently, the Township of Nedford provides the area subject to annexation 

with the following services: None are required ob1er than fire which is 

by contract. 

b. Presently, b'1e City of Medford provides its citizens with the following 

services: 

l) Hater ·- Yes 5) Street Improvements - Yes 

2) Sewer- Yes 6) Street I>'laintenance - Yes 

3) Fire Protection Yes 7) Recreational - Yes 

4) Police Protection -Yes, by contract 

c. Presently, the City of Hedford provides the area subject to annexation vli th 

the following services: None. 

d. Plans to extend municipal services to be area subject to annexation include 

b1e follmving: Services could be extended upon development; however, 
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utmlity plans were not specific. 

e. There are existing or potential pollution problems which are: Services 1 

ineluding storm sewer 1 would be required to avoid pollution if developed. 

7. Is annexat~ion to the City of J.'1edford the best alternative. 

a. Could governmental services be better provided for by incorporation of 

the area subject to annexation? No 

b. Could governmental services be better provided for by consolidation or 

annexation of the area with an adjacent municipality other than Medford? No. 

c. Could Hedford township p_~ovide the services required? Yes 1 the area is 

undeveloped and requires only protection against brush fires. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

l. The r.Unnesota Hunicipal Board duly acquired and now has jurisdiction of the 

within proceeding. 

2. The area subject to annexation is not abou.t ... to_become urban or suburban in 

character. 

3. Hunicipal government is not required to protect the public health 1 safety, 

and welfare in the area subject to annexation. 

4. The best interest of e1e area subject to annexation will not be furthered 

by annexation. 

5. An order should be issued by ti1e .iYiinnesota Hunicipal Board denying the annexation. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS HEREBY.ORDERED: That the petition requesting the annexation of certain 

property in the County of Steele, State of Hinnesota 1 be and the same is hereby denied 
without prejudice. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDEHED: That ti1e effective date of this order is Oq· ,, 

Dated this {(~ day of~ ,1971' 

MINNESOTA HUNICIPAI" BOARD 
165 ~'1etro Square Building 

~"JW1l~ 
'IVilliam A. Neiman 
Executive Director 

,1978, 


