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BALDWIN TOWNSHIP MEETING

May 6, 2004

Present - Supervisors Jeff Dotseth, Jess Hall, Lester Kriesel, Bryan Lawrence and Eleanor Rittenour

At 3:00 p.m. on May 6, 2004 the Baldwin Town Board and Robert Ruppe, Attorney with the law firm of Couri, MacArthur & Ruppe, St. Michael, Minnesota met to discuss incorporation and the petition that is circulating throughout Baldwin Township.  

Call to Order - The May 6, 2004 meeting of the Town of Baldwin was called to order by Chairman Jess Hall at 4:03 p.m.

Pledge of Allegiance – All present recited the pledge of allegiance.

Additions/Corrections to Agenda – None.

Meet With City of Princeton Officials – Jess Hall introduced Robert Ruppe, the Township attorney with the law firm of Couri, MacArthur & Ruppe.  City of Princeton officials present:  Mayor Brian Humphrey, Councilor Lee Steinbrecher, Councilor Thom Walker, City Administrator Mark Karnowski and City Deputy Clerk, Ann Bien.
Lee Steinbrecher thought it best to discuss with the Township Board the original request of annexation by ordinance.  The first parcel is a 17-acre piece of land.  He is interested in an orderly annexation agreement.  Jess Hall asked if there were any discussion of a joint powers agreement.  Eleanor Rittenour asked why there was urgency with the developers.  The Eldon Johnson property is already sold, and the Hatch property is in the process of being sold.  Norma and Barry Hatch, the mobile home park owners, and Eldon Johnson are the petitioners.    Mr. Steinbrecher responded that there has been no official discussion at a meeting.  Thom Walker stated that there is an ordinance in place where the City of Princeton cannot serve outside the city limits.  Mark Karnowski responded that ordinances can be changed and sited the example of the City of Alexandria and a township establishing a sewer district.  Jeff Dotseth asked about a fire district.  Mark Karnowski’s concern is how to make sure the subdivisions approved by the Township fit the City of Princeton.  Mr. Ruppe said that Minnesota Statute §414 concerning an ordererly annexation area states that either one or the other of a city, township, county or joint planning board does the planning.  Zoning is negotiable between the entities.  
Bryan Lawrence asked if the City was open to the possibility of purchasing services or a percentage of services if only at the boundaries which would then help finance the city sewer project.  Bryan Humphrey said that in order to protect the leadership aspect it would have to be an ironclad agreement to prevent the township from pulling out of an agreement.  Jess Hall thought that it would be more agreeable to be annexed if the City would extend out services.  Jeff Dotseth stated that designating a service district would be a win-win situation with 1) There would be assistance dollars for a treatment plant; 2) Joint service district in which the township pays a portion; and 3) Fire service would be negotiable with no additional expense.  Shared services between the Township and the City could be water, sewer, unforeseen services such as sheriff and police, parks and airport.  In that way both the Township and the City can be compensated.  Brian Humphrey stated that he had a concern regarding citizen representation.  Robert Ruppe responded that the service district would provide representation.  Thom Walker questioned what would the township and the property owners gain?  Bryan Lawrence highlighted that both the City and the Township would gain working together creatively; it would change the concept of the entire area, level of trust and working with neighbors.  Mr. Ruppe asked if the City of Princeton would be favorable to Mr. Lawrence’s concepts.  It was determined that this would be explored further.  Bryan Lawrence mentioned that the MPCA looks favorably when more than one governmental entity shares a treatment plant.  Mark Karnowski said that he would check out if there would be a profit for the City or ‘cut in expenses’ if a treatment plant were shared.  New growth would pay for the majority of the $13 million needed for a plant with a 3 – 3 ½% city growth rate projected.  Thom Walker’s comments were that the agreement should work for the entire community.  Eleanor Rittenour questioned the City of Princeton came to Baldwin Township requesting the Township’s ‘blessings’ on annexing the three (3) parcels, what is the City willing to trade?  
Robert Ruppe laid out three orderly annexation agreement issues 1) road issues; 2) revenue sharing; and 3) fire department issues (who services who?).  Mark Karnowski said he thought the proposed annexation plan south of County Road 2 looks funny, and that it would take staff to determine what makes sense.  The timeframe for the developer was given a deadline of Christmas by the City.  Mr. Ruppe suggested that a decision be made on a 25-year agreement of the City determining a growth plan based on a comprehensive plan.  Mark Karnowski would like to see ghost platting for new plats.  

It was determined that another meeting would be desirable.  Thom Walker would like to see Bryan Lawrence’s proposal in more detail.  He feels that there are three areas of consideration.  1) Questions regarding an orderly annexation area exchange for services outside of the annexed area; 2) In regards to the 240 acre development, would it be perceived as bad faith if the City acted on the 17 acre Hatch property, and 3) Keeping the idea of merging on the table between the City of Princeton and the Township.  Jess Hall addressed the second question by saying the there was no problem proceeding with the first 17 acres.

A target date for another meeting is Monday June 14, 2004 at 3:00 p.m. at the Baldwin Town Hall.
Adjournment – A motion was made by Bryan Lawrence and seconded by Lester Kriesel to adjourn at 5:50 p.m.  Motion carried.

Respectfully submitted,

Cathy Stevens

Clerk/Treasurer

Attendees: Robert Ruppe, Brian Humphrey, Thom Walker, Mark Karnowski, Lee Steinbrecher, Ann Bien, Eldon Johnson, Andy Schreder, Herb Murphy
