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: BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

-Joseph Robbie Chairman
Robert W. Johnson Vice~Chairman
Terrance S. O' Toole - Member f

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF CERTAIN FREEHOLDERS FOR THE
DETACHMENT OF PROPERTY FROM THE VILLAGE OF SOUTH HAVEN, COURTY
ighwgéGHT STATE OF MINNESOTA, PURSUANT TO MINNESCQTA STATUTES

Thé'patiﬁion of requisite freeholders of the Village of South
Haven to detach certain lands from said Village came regularly on for
hearing before the Municipal Commission of iha State af’Mihneaota on
February 11, 1964, at 10:00 A.M. in the South Haven Village Hall at
which time evidence was taken and testimony heard.

The Commission having carefully eon#idurad all of the evidence,
and all of the files and records, finds that the requisite number of
property owners have filed the petitioh; thét thekpraperty is uhplattod,
and used and occupied exclusively for agricultural purposes; that the
property is adjacent to a boundary and is within the boundaries ef the
municipality of South Haven; that the detachment wili not unfaasonably
affect the symmetry of the settled municipality; and that the land
is not needed for reasonably antigipata& future development: |

IT IS ORDERED: That the lands lying and being in the County of
Wright and State of Minnesota, dsscribed as follows to-wit:

All parcels of land in Sections 8, 9, 10, 15, 16,

%g'wzgt-zinggtﬁ “theretron :ﬁipnizirmﬁﬁhogagfc.

17, N& of NE: of Eg of Sec. 17, Nwi of Sec. 16,

gg gg gg o;fsazcéec. Ni of NWi of SEi Sec. 1€ and
be detached from the Village of South Haven, W?ight County, Minnesota
to become a part ahd p@rcel of Southside Townahip, Wright County, Minn-
esota, the same as if it had been afiginally a part ‘thereof.

Dated thin;q day of March, 1964

MINNESOTA MUNICIPAL COMMISSION
51 State office Building
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FINDINGS OF FACT

I.
The petition for detachment contained the signhatures of the req-

ulsite number of property owners.

II.
The property proposed for detachment is unplatted and is used and

occupied exclusively for agricultural purpogas;‘

| IIT.
The property is within the boundaries of the muniecipality and is

adjacent to a boundary.

Iv.
The detachment (as amended by the Minnesota Municipal Commission)
will not unreasonably affect the symmetry of the settled muniei-

pality.

V.
The land is not needed for reasonably anticipated future develop~

ment.





