


State of Minnesota . District Court .

County of Washington Judicial District: TENTH
Court File Number:
Case Type: Civil Constitutionality
MS282 Tax
Forfeiture,Injunctive Relief
Jury Demand
Cheryl Hilyar,

Plaintiff/Petitioner i
Affidavit for Proceeding
In Forma Pauperis
(Minn. Stat. §563.01)

VS.

State of Minnesota. et al, Washington County Board and all others

Defendant/Respondent

i I request a court order waiving court fees and costs. I'believe that I have valid reasons for
pursuing this: (checkong) B Civil [ Family [ Probate action.

2. Iam a party in this action and in good faith I request an Order to proceed in forma pauperis.

3. O Iam receiving public assistance under one or more of the following programs:
o SSI and/or MSA (The Supplemental Security Income and Minnesota Supplemental

Assistance Programs);

o MFIP (Minnesota Family Investment Program);

e Food Stamps;

e (erieral Assistance or Work Readiness;

o Medical Assistance or General Assistance;

e Medical Care;

e Energy Assistance;

e and/or Other (specify):
3. O Iam represented by attorney on behalf of

a civil legal services program or volunteer attorney program, based on indigency.
4. 0 .My annual family income before taxes is $ which is less than 125% of the Federal

Poverty Line for my family size of members.

Note: See the Court Administrator’s office for a current poverty line schedule.

If you checked any of boxes 2 through 4 above, skip 5 and sign this document in the presence of a
notary public.

Telephone: (LS - ARG bO:LLF

SELINDA J. KOPPEN

i 4 Notarv Publin-Minnacats
“gimdy~ My Commission Expires Jan 31, 2009

e



5 [ I cannot support my family and myself and also pay court fees and costs. If you check this box,
you must complete the following financial statement. (Items A-D)

A. There are minor child(ren) residing with me.
B. My net (take home) monthly income is $
C. The source of my monthly income is
D. Ipay$ per month in childcare or support.
E. 1pay$ per month for rent/mortgage payment.
F. 1own the following property:
1 Cash $
2 Checking, savings and credit union accts $
3. Cars, other vehicles (list make, year and equity value (market value minus unpaid
loans) for each)
$
$
$
4. Real Estate $
5. Other personal property (jewelry, stocks, bonds, etc. list separately)
$
$
G. Iam presently $ in debt.

H. I am unable to pay the costs and expenses of this proceeding or to give security for such costs
and expenses.

L Othe¥ factors which support this are (explain unusual medical expenses, emergencies or other
circumstances to help the Judge understand your situation):

Dated: : é / b /0’ 5

administrator.)

Ol AT L
Signature (Sign onﬂ front'of notary zﬂlc‘ or court

Sworn/affirmed before me this Name: M Stttk Koppsn
T |

06" day of St s 2065 Address: QM1 W Se i Ao
- City/State/Zip: ST Pcu;Qi i 95 W0

lelephone: ((,S]) - 288 - b(_‘)le

Al AW al W,

& Public\ Ddpfly Celurh 2

G 3 SELINDA J. KOPPEN
\\9 Notary Public-Minnesota
My Commission Expires Jan 31, 2009




STATE OF MINNESOTA DISTRICT COURT

COUNTY OF WASHINGTON TENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
Case Type:MS 282: Tax Forfeiture,

when paid _triggering

Demolition,,Homestead near 3M’s

Hazaradus Dump CIVIL

INJUNCTION -JURY DEMAND

£ Court File No
Cheryl H:E;ﬁi'{owner in fee simple 8961-
37" Ave N. Lake ,
Elmo,Heirs,Assigns,Family & John Doe SUMMONS
and Mary Roe

Plaintiff’s
Vs.
State of Minnesota,by and thro Governor
Tim Pawlenty and Revenue
Commissioner Dan Salomone,
Washington County Board, Chair Myrna
Peterson,Pulkrabek, Kriesel,Stafford, Hedb
erg,County AttorneyJames R. Schug,
County Administrator Molly
O’Rourke,KuprianKay McAloney HR
Director,Kevin Corbid, Taxs John Doe
and Mary Roe, severally,individually and
in official capacitys.

Defendants

THE STATE OF MINNESOTA TO DEFENDANTSs

STATE OF MINNESOTA: by and thro Washington county attorney Doug Johnson a
Korean War Vet, legal counsel to the Washington County Agencies and Boards.

You are hereby summoned and required to serve upon Plaintiff an answer to the



Complaint that is herewith served upon you within twenty (20) days after service of this
Summons upon you, exclusive of the day of Service. If you fail to do so, judgment by default
will be taken against you for the relief demanded in the Complaint.

You are advised that Rule 114 of the Minnesota General Rules of Practice provides that
most civil cases are subject to alternative dispute resolution processes. However, the Plaintiff is

demanding a Jury Trial.

Fufie FeA , 2005 J / |
0 . M//M fjff’?/{ A

Cheryl Hylar &wner in fee simple of
8951-37" ve N. Lake Elm
Homesteaded since 197¢

2

2113073v1



STATE OF MINNESOTA DISTRICT COURT
COUNTY OF WASHINGTON TENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

CASE TYPE: OTHER CIVIL
(CONSTITUTIONAL CHALLENGE MS.282.

Injunctive Relief Jury Demand

Cheryl Bayar owner in fee simple 8961-

37" Ave N Lake Elmo Heirs,Assign et Court File No.
al
Plaintiffs, PLAINTIFF’S STATEMENT OF
CLAIMS AND DEFENSES
v. COMPLAINT

STATE OF MINNESOTA, by and thro
Governor Tim.Pawlenty and Revenue
Commissioner Dan Salomone,
Washington County Board, Chair
Myrna

Peterson,Pulkrabek Kriesel,afford,Hed
berg, County Attorney Doug Johnson,
James R. Schug,County Administrator
Molly O’Rourke, Kuprian, Kay
McAloney HR Director, Kevin Corbid,
Taxs, John Doe and Mary Roe,
severally, individually and in official
capacitys.

Defendants.

e o e et B o S e e e B B P e e e e B P b e B

In Good Faith I Cheryl Hylar,, mother and grandmother comes to the Judicial
Branch of government to determine if the County Attorney gave erroneous advise to the
Washington County Board. Concerning Plaintiff’s property and making false statements

about the Plaintiff on the www.co.washington.mn.us web site, further to liable me in the

Woodbury Bulletin County to demolish lake Elmo House in May 2005 article by Judy };\g
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“stating forfeited for upaid property taxes a year ago:

1 have paid the tax’s on the Lake Elmo Property, up to May 1 5% 2005

We have been reduced to Proverty, the hardship is _awesome,

contrary to 42USC fair housing.

We have tried to pay taxs to the best of our abilitys, in reading the Statute
MS282.01 classification of property it appears the County and its employees have
continually wilfull;y failed to cooperate with our family to 1. Clean up the
property, as we are intimated by threats of Jail if we go on our Land.

2. Apparantly the money I paid for taxs on the Lake Elmo the county has
failed to deposit in the State or County Treasury.

3. Condemnation without Compensation is Bizzare

4. Failure of the County to protect with Health, Safety, Welfare of Lake
Elmo Residents as my Home is directly acroos the street from the ole 3 M’s
Hazardus Dumping Grounds.

A. In fact my well water was contaminated so city water and serwer
was put in.

B. Any reasonable person would agree that the current property taxs
still in my name reflecting over $190,000.00 market value is not conducive to
condemnation by demolition.

C. Criminal Violation by the county to account for the taxs paid at

my homestead since 1974, my children were born to inherit our home.

Therefore I come to the Courts of Public Accountability te try to resolve this
matter, Demand for Jury Trial.

The jury is to determine if the government should pay for violating Plaintiff’s God
given rights and destroying her reputation. The jury also has the responsibility to

determine if the government has created any statutes, applied to this case, that violate the
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limits in the Minnesota constitution, that the people of Minnesota have placed on the

government.

The Courts must now resolve this MS282.01 violation by the County Attorneys
Ineffective counsel, to trigger Demolition without due process of law.fail to account for
property taxs paid.

Since this seizure should never have happened, it should not have been shown to
millions of people. This damaged plaintiff socially, emotionally and financially.

Has executed an erroneous collection

This entire case is a gross example of government error and abuse caused by
statutes that violate the restrictions of the Minnesota constitution.

A challenge to a statute that allows the government to make claims for money
without investigation, hearings, witnesses, testimony, or evidence.
2) Claims that the government denied Plaintiff’s constitutional rights to a hearing, and a
trial by jury.
3) A challenge to the statute that prevents Plaintiff from getting his money back even
when they admit it wasn’t owed.
4) A challenge to a statute that allows the government to invade and seize property
without obtaining ownership rights in court.
5) Invading Plaintiff’s constitutional right to privacy and intentionally defaming her

character on Washington county cable TV

If the government obeyed the constitution, they would have had hearings at which

they would have learned that Plaintiff did not owe the money.

Minnesota Constitution, Article 1, Sec. 4, The right of trial by jury shall remain
inviolate, and shall extend to all cases at law without regard to the amount in
controversy

Minnesota Constitution, Article 1, Sec. 7, No person shall...be deprived of life,
liberty or property without due process of law.
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However, the government has created statutes that directly violate the
constitutional protections from mistakes. Minnesota statute §289A.35 that says they can
make a claim that you owe money without any evidence, testimony or witnesses to prove
it. Then, after you give them evidence that the claim is not true, they can decide that you
are wrong without any evidence, testimony, witnesses or getting any input from you. If
the government agent makes a mistake, the government has created statute §289A.65,

subd 1, which prevents him from correcting his own mistakes.

To correct a mistake by the government, they have statute §271.06, subd 2 that
says you have to appeal to the tax court within 60 days. The tax court does not allow you
to have a trial by jury, as required by the Constitution. If you miss that deadline, the
government has statute §271,01, subd 5, which will not allow you to have a trial by jury
or get justice in any court ever again. This statute is a direct violation of Minnesota
constitution Article 6 section 3, as well as the guarantee of trial by jury in Article 1,

section 4.

Minn Statute 289A.35 The commissioner, from information in the
commissioner's possession or obtainable by the commissioner, may make a return
for the taxpayer. The return will be prima facie correct and valid.

Minn Statute 289A.65 A taxpayer cannot obtain reconsideration under this
section if the action taken by the commissioner is the outcome of an
administrative appeal.

Minn Statute 271.06 subd 2: Appeals from orders...within 60 days after notice
of the, making and filing of an order of the commissioner of revenue, the
appellant, ...shall serve a notice of appeal upon the commissioner and file the
original, with proof of such service, with the Tax Court administrator...

Minn Statute 271.01, subd 5: Creation of Tax Court; jurisdiction - the Tax
Court shall be the sole, exclusive, and final authority for the hearing and
determination of all questions of law and fact arising under the tax laws of the
state, as defined in this subdivision, ...

Minnesota Constitution, Article 6, Sec. 3, The district court has original
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