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IN THE I'1ATTER OF THE PETITION FOR ANNEXJ\.TION OF PROPERTY 
KNOWN AS THE ALLA-BAR CITY ADDITION TO THE CITY OF WHITE 
BEAR LAKEj HIHNESOTA 

The petition for annexation of the property of Alfred J. 

LaBarre and Helen Louise LaBarre described as all of Alla-Bar 

City Addition~ ~vashington County 3 State of r.Jiinnesotaj contain-

ing 27 lots and consisting of approximately 11 acres to the 

City of White Bear Lake came regularly on for hearing before 

the Municipal Commission at the White Bear City Hall in the 

City of White Bear Lake, 'fJiinnesota 7 on the 24th day o.f March 9 

The petitioning property owners~ Alfred J. LaBarre and 

Helen Louise LaBarre, appeared personally. William J. Fleming, 

Esq., appeared personally for the petitioners., Members of 

the Board of Trustees of Lincoln Township appeared on behalf 

of the Township. John V. Norton 9 Esqo, appeared as attorney 

for Lincoln Township. Wilbur 1. Goyer, Esq., appeared as 

attorney for the Village of Mahtomedi. 

The Commission took testimony and received exhibits. Upon 

all of the files and records 7 including the evidence taken at 

the public hearing, the Commission makes and enters the follow­

ing Findings of Facts~ Conclusions of Law and Order. 

FINDINGS OF FACTS 

I. 

Duej adequate, and timely notice was given. The proceed-

ings are in all things regular. 

II. 

The facts are as alleged in the petition for annexation. 



Alfred J a LaBarr<:~ and He· len Louise LaBarre: arc the sole ovmGrs 

in fee of the propei~ty pror)oSE:;d for anncxz.ltion consisting of 

approximately 11 acres~ platted 9 and divided into 27 lots. 

III. 

Tho City of White Bear Lake approves the annexation and is 

ready~ willing and able to provide needed municipal services 

to the annexed prop~rty. 

Such services are not now available5 including water and 

sewage disposalj from Lincoln Township~ and cannot be provided 

within a reasonable future time. 

v. 
The annexation by ordinance on review before the Commis­

sion is in the best interests of the affected property, the 

City of White Bear Lake, and is in the public interest. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

I. 

An order should be issued by the T•'lunicipal Commission 

approving the annexation of the described property to the City 

of White Bear Lake. 

0 R D E R 

Upon the petition for the Alla-Bar City Addition to be 

annexed to the City of White Bear Lake, Minnesota, which came 

on hearing before the Minnesota IvJ.unicipal Commission on March 24r 

1964, at which time evidence was taken, testimony heard, and 

exhibits received, and upon all the findin~s and records herein~ 

the Commission being fully advised in the premises, 

IT rs· ORDERED: That such petition for annexation of lnnd 



described as follows be, and the same hereby is 3 ann·. ~xed to 

the City of vJhi te Bear Lake) the same as if it had OI igine1lly 

been made a part thereof: 

All of Alla-Bar City Ac'.dition~ 
Washir gton County, State of 
Minne1.;ota, containing twenty­
seven lots and consisting of 
approximately eleven acres 

Dated this 5th day of P-ay, 1961+ 
MINNESOTA Tv1UNICIPAL CQIJIT/IISSION 
51 State Office Building 
St/E ul }:!-' H~n!)e···sota 

f ~&'/ . . /'J ./ ~· 
l.f//"":,'1 · ~~/C<l-Lr\._ 

Irving R. Keldsen 
S e c r e t a r y 

MEMORANDillJ! OPINION 

The 1963 Legisl~ture amended M.S.A. 414.03~ Subdivision 2, 

to provide for revif!W by the Municipal Commission of any annexa­

tion by ordinance under such provision upon written objection 

within 30 days by e proper party. 

Subdivision 2 J,ermits annexation by ordinance with approval 

of a majority or a·Ll of the property owners in number and area. 

Alfred J. LaBarre and Helen Louise LaBarre, sole owners of 

the Alla-Bar City Addition bordering on the City of White Bear 

Lake, petitioned ·~he City· of White Bear Lake to annex their 

property. Linco~~ Township invoked jurisdiction of the Munici­

pal Commission b7.objecting to the petition. The sole question 

here is whether cr not the annexation should be approved. 

The property owners earnestly insist that they need munici-

pal services, paiticularly an adequate water supply and sewage 

disposal. It is clear from the record that these can be readily 

provided by the r;ity of White Bear Lake, are not presently pro­

vided by Lincoln Township and cannot be provided by Lincoln 



Township at any reasonable future time:;. Lincoln Tc wnshlp h~t~3 

no present plans to furnish water or sewage disposa} services 

to this property. The annexation must ther>2fcre be 1pproved. 

Since this is the first case to cor:1e to the :r'Iunic ipal Cor,1-

mission under the new 1963 provision that annexation }y ffiutual 

agreement betv1een a municipality and property own~rs uay be 

reviewed by the Commission, ground rules should be est:lblished 

to determine when such annexations will be approvedo 

The Commission is of the opinion that~ in the absence of 

compelling reasons, owners of property abutting on a munici­

pality should be permitted to have the property annexed to such 

municipalityo Where services to be rendered by the annexing 

municipality are commensurate with the tax base required~ and 

such services are not PBadily available from the township in 

which the property is located, and no irreparable injury is 

done to the township, such annexation should in every case 

be approved. 
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