
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE REPUBLIC [STATE] OF ALASKA
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT JUNEAU ALASKA

[superior court at Juneau, Alaska]

Gordon Warren Epperly
c/o P.O. Box 34358
Juneau, Alaska [99803]

Tel: (907) 789-5659

Gordon Warren Epperly,
suae potestate esse

)
)
)

and )
)

Case No. IJU–17-00806 CI

Esther Katherine Epperly,
suae potestate esse

)
)

Judge Philip Pallenborg

)
Plaintiffs, )

)
vs. ) Amended  Complaint

)
Robin Potter, /* )

Defendant. ) Exhibit “A”

*/  Christian Name Unknown
)
)

==============================================================

Letter to Assessor
City and Borough of Juneau at Juneau, Alaska

“Challenge of Jurisdiction”
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Certified Mail Number 7015 0640 0007 2787 0149

Gordon Warren Epperly
P.O. Box 34358

Juneau, Alaska  99803

May 8, 2017

Office of the Assessor
City and Borough of Juneau
155 South Seward Street
Juneau, Alaska  99801

In Reg:  Assessment of Ad Valorem Property Taxes

Gentleman

My wife, Esther Katherine Epperly and I, Gordon Warren Epperly as her spouse, are in

receipt of a “Notice of Real Property Value” as issued by the “Office of the Assessor” for

the City and Borough of Juneau, a municipal corporation of the State of Alaska.

The purpose of this letter is not to question the value of “Real Property,” but is submitted

as a “Challenge of Jurisdiction” for the City and Borough of Juneau to impose “Ad Valorem

Property Taxes” upon the federal homestead land of my wife, Esther Katherine Epperly.

 The law provides that once State and Federal Jurisdiction has been
challenged, it must be proven. Main v. Thiboutot, 100 S. Ct. 2502 (1980).

 Jurisdiction can be challenged at any time and once challenged, cannot be
assumed and must be decided. Basso v. Utah Power & Light Co.,
495 F 2d 906, 910.

 ...if the issue is presented in any way the burden of proving jurisdiction rests
upon him who invokes it. Latana v. Hopper, 102 F. 2d 188.

 No officer can acquire jurisdiction by deciding he has it. The officer, whether
judicial or ministerial, decides at his own peril. Middleton v. Low (1866),
30 C. 596, citing Prosser v. Secor (1849), 5 Barb.(N.Y) 607, 608.
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The federal homestead land of Esther Katherine Epperly that is in question has

the “legal description” as provided within “U.S. Land Patent Number 1188129” being:

“Lot 5 of the Mendenhall Peninsula Small Tract Unit No. 2, of the land embraced
in U.S. Survey No. 3260, situated at the junction of Glacier Highway
and Engineers’ Cutoff about 11 miles northwest of Juneau, Alaska. The area
described contains 1.95 acres, according to the official plat of the survey of
the said land, on file in the Bureau of Land Management”

The above described homestead land was moved into ownership of my wife,

“Esther Katherine Epperly,” from her Grandmother, “Mathilda Katherine Streed,” either as

the “heir,” and / or “assignee” of the “Claimant” to “Federal Land Patent

Number 1188129.” The “rights,” “privileges,” “immunities,” and “appurtenances” of

the “Claimant” (Mathilda Katherine Streed) and the “heirs” and “assignees” of

said “Claimant” (Esther Katherine Epperly) with the “reservations” and

“restrictions of alienation” of the Federal Land Patent are described therein as:

“NOW KNOW YE, That the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, in consideration of
the premises, DOES HEREBY GRANT unto the said claimant and to the heirs of
the said claimant the tract above described; TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same,
together with all the rights, privileges, immunities, and appurtenances, of
whatsoever nature, thereunto belonging, unto said claimant and to the heirs and
assigns of the said claimant forever; subject to (1) any vested and accrued water
rights for mining, agricultural, manufacturing, or other purposes, and the rights to
ditches and reservoirs used in connection with such water rights, as may be
recognized and acknowledged by the local customs, laws, and decisions of
courts; (2) the reservations of a right-of-way for ditches or canals constructed by
the authority of the United States, in accordance with the act of August 30, 1890
(26 Stat., 391, 43 U.S.C. sec. 945), and (3) the reservation of a right-of-way
for roads, roadways, highways, trails, bridges, and appurtenant structures
constructed or to be constructed by or under authority of the United States or by
any State created out of the Territory of Alaska, in accordance with the act
of July 24, 1947 (61 Stat., 418, 48 U.S.C. 321d). There is also reserved to
the United States a right-of-way for the construction of railroads, telegraph and
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telephone lines, in accordance with section 1 of the act of March 12, 1914
(38 Stat., 305, 48 U.S.C. sec. 305).

“Excepting and reserving, also, to the United States all oil, gas and other
mineral deposits, in the land so patented, together with the right to prospect
for, mine, and remove the same according to the provisions of said Act
of June 1, 1938.”

The U.S. Congress further declared that additional grants of “rights” of “owners,”

“claimants,” “locators,” and “entryman” of federal “Homesteads” exist within

the “Alaska Statehood Act” at “Sections 6(a)” and “6(b)” (Pub. L. 85-508 of July 7, 1958,

72 Stat. 339):

“Provided, That nothing herein contained shall affect any valid existing claim,
location, or entry under the laws of the United States, whether for homestead,
mineral, right-of-way, or other purpose whatsoever, or shall affect the rights of
any such owner, claimant, locator, or entryman to the full use and enjoyment of
the land so occupied.”  [Emphasis added].

The “United States Congress” further declared within the “Alaska Statehood Act” (supra.)

at “Section 4” that:

“As a compact with the United States said State (Alaska) and its people do agree
and declare that they forever disclaim all right and title to any lands or other
property not granted or confirmed to the State or its political subdivisions by or
under the authority of this Act, . . . ”  [Emphasis added].

How true this is for when the Congress of the United States disposes “land” under

the authority of “U.S. Constitution, Article IV, Section 3, Clause 3”; the U.S. Congress

enters into a contractual agreement with the Claimant of “Federal Land Patents.”

The surrender of United States’ ownership of “lands” that have been disposed with

“Federal Land Patents,” the U.S. Congress surrenders all authority to grant “Title” of such

“Federal Patented Lands” to any State. All lands of “Territories” and “Possessions” of
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the United States that went into private ownership before “Statehood” of

the State of Alaska are “Islands of Sovereignty” within the boundaries of the State which

may be used without limitation “forever” by the “Claimant” and “heirs” and “assigns” of

the “Claimant” so says the U.S. Congress.

Ad Valorem Property Tax Immunity

The issuance of “Federal Land Patents” is an act of sovereignty of the United States which

may not be trespassed upon by any State of the Union or any political subdivisions

thereof. The “rights, privileges, immunities, and appurtenances, of whatsoever nature,

thereunto belonging unto the said claimant and to the heirs and assigns of the said

claimant” and “to the full use and enjoyment of the land so occupied” is a “Contract”

entered into between the “United States” and the “Claimants” and “heirs” of the “Claimant”

and thus said “Contract” is a grant of a “sovereign power” that is foreign to any State of

the Union (e.g. 19 C.J.S. 884, In re Merriam’s Estate, 16 N.E. 501, 141 N.Y. 479, affirmed

U.S. v. Perkins, 16 S.Ct. 1073, 163 U.S. 625, 41 L.E. 287 “The United States government

is a foreign corporation with respect to a State.”).  No State nor its political subdivisions

have “Ad Valorem Property Tax” authority (nor any other taxing authority) over

said “lands” that came into “private ownership” with “restrictions  of  alienation”

of “Federal Land Patents” as issued before “Statehood” of the “Territory of Alaska” by

the U.S. Congress.

There is an axiom which states: “the power to tax is the power to destroy” as stated

by Chief Justice John Marshall in his case of “McCulloch v. Maryland, 17 U.S. 316

@ 327.” The U.S. Congress found the need to impose “fees with restrictions

on alienation” within “U.S. Land Patent Number 1188129” regarding the use of “minerals,”

“right-of-ways,” and other purposes that may be located upon the land of “U.S. Survey

No. 3260, Lot 5.” Any “Ad Valorem Property Tax” which is assessed upon said described

land (property) is a tax upon the “powers” of the government of the United States.
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As Chief Justice John Marshall declared within “McCulloch v. Maryland,  17 U.S. 316,”

the governments of the States have no right to tax any of the constitutional means

employed by the Government of the Union to execute its constitutional powers.

The States have no power, by taxation or otherwise, to retard, impede, burthen, or in any

manner control the operations of the constitutional laws enacted by the U.S. Congress to

carry into effect the powers vested in the national Government. As the U.S. Congress

found the need to impose “fees with restrictions on alienation” within “Federal Land Patent

Number 1188129” to carry into effect the powers of the U.S. Congress to dispose

of “lands” of the United States under “U.S. Const., Art. IV, Sec. 3 Cl. 2,” the “City and

Borough of Juneau” is left without authority to assess “Ad Valorem Property Taxes”

upon “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5.”

Under the “laws” of the incorporated State of Alaska anyone who fails to pay the demand

of “Ad Valoram Property Taxes,” or other forms of “Taxation,” constitutes a power of

the State to transfer ownership of privately owned lands into public ownership of the State

and its political subdivisions (e.g. A.S. 43.20.270 entitled: “Distraint On Property”).

In other words, the “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” or any other tax laws that are being used

to transfer Federal Homestead “land” from private ownership of a “claimant” or “heirs” of

the “claimant” into ownership of the State and its political subdivisions are “colorable laws”

having no authority for such tax laws of the State are being used to destroy “the full use

and enjoyment of the land so occupied” by the owner, claimant, locator, or entryman

to “Federal Homesteads” as provided for and secured by “Federal Land Patents” of

the United States Congress.

Nowhere may it be found within the “Public Laws” of the United States that

the U.S. Congress granted the State of Alaska, or its political subdivisions, authority

to “regulate,” “tax,” or “confiscate” the “Federal Patented Lands” that are owned by

any “Claimant” or “heirs” of the “Claimant.” It is an absurdity in law to say that

the U.S. Congress may grant the State of Alaska and its political subdivision authority to
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destroy its “Contracts” as entered into between the “United States” and “Claimants” and

the “heirs” of “Claimants” of its issued “Federal Land Patents.”

Looking to the “Constitution” for the State of Alaska, we find that the State may delegate

its taxing powers to “Boroughs” and “Cities” (e.g. Ak. Const., Art. X, Sec. 2) but nowhere

may it be found within the “Alaska State Constitution” that the “taxing powers” of the State

shall extend to “Claimants” and “heirs” of “Claimants” of “Federal Land Patents” that

contain “restrictions  of  alienation.” To the contrary, the Alaska State Constitution

declares at “Article XII, Section 13. CONSENT TO ACT OF ADMISSION”:

“All provisions of the act admitting Alaska to the Union which reserves rights and
powers to the United States, as well as those prescribing the terms or conditions
of the grants of lands or other property, are consented to fully by the State and
its people.” [Emphasis added]

The “Alaska State Constitution” also declares at “Article XII, Section 12. DISCLAIMER

AND AGREEMENT”:

“The State of Alaska and its people for ever disclaim all right and title in or to any
property belonging to the United States or subject to its disposition, and not
granted or confirmed to the State or its political subdivisions, by or under the act
admitting Alaska into the Union. The State and its people further disclaim all right
or title in or to any property, including fishing rights, the right or title to which may
be held by or for any Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut, or community thereof, as that right
or title as defined in the act of admission.  The State and its people agree that
unless otherwise provided by Congress, the property, as described in this
section, shall remain subject to the absolute disposition of the United States.
They further agree that no taxes will be imposed upon such property
(herein described), until otherwise provided by the Congress.  This tax
exemption shall not apply to property held by individuals in fee without restrictions
on alienation.” [Emphasis added]
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Let us review the above “Section 12” of the “Alaska State Constitution”:

1. The State of Alaska and its people for ever disclaim all right and title in or to any
property . . . not granted or confirmed to the State or its political subdivisions,
by or under the act admitting Alaska into the Union. As stated herein (supra.),
once the U.S. Congress transfers “Title” of land to a “Claimant” of
a Federal Land Patent, the U.S. Congress is no longer in possession of the land.
As such, the U.S. Congress is without authority to re-assign (transfer) the “Title”
of lands as described within “Federal Land Patents” to the State of Alaska or to
any of its political subdivisions. The “Title” of “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5” was
not transferred to the “State of Alaska” under the “Alaska Statehood Act.”

2. The State and its people further disclaim all right or title in or to any property . . .
as that right or title as defined in the act of admission. The “rights” and “title”
of “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5” is described within the “Alaska Statehood Act”
at “Sections 4” & “6(a)” & “6(b)” which addresses the issuance
of “Federal Land Patents” before “Statehood” of Alaska.

3. They further agree that no taxes will be imposed upon such property until otherwise
provided by the Congress. As stated herein (supra.), the “Alaska Statehood Act”
and any other “Act” of the U.S. Congress has ever delegated authority of
the United States to the State of Alaska and it political subdivisions to assess
“Ad Valorem Property Taxes” upon “lands” containing “restrictions of alienation”
as described within “Federal Land Patent Number 1188129.” A State cannot tax
“lands” of a “Federal Land Patent” unless Congress has "`made its intention to
[authorize state taxation] unmistakably clear.'" 112 S.Ct. 683 at 688
(quoting Montana v. Blackfeet Tribe, 471 U.S. 759, 765, 105 S.Ct. 2399, 2402,
85 L.Ed.2d 753). The Court decided that once the land became alienable, it also
became taxable. See 203 U.S. 146 at 150, 27 S.Ct. 48 at 50.

The taxation of the land with “federal restrictions on alienation” by a State thwarts
federal interests and is preempted. (see State of Idaho Attorney General
Opinion No. 96-2 /1). The courts of “Lummi Indian Tribe v. Whatcom County,
5 F.3d 1355” concluded that the key factor permitting taxation of land patented
in fee was the parcel’s status as “alienable or inalienable.” Id. at 1357. /2

1/ “State of Idaho Attorney General Opinion” may be viewed on the Internet
at: http://tinyurl.com/ks5z3vm.

2/  See also U.S. Supreme Court case No. 97-174 (1998) “Cess County, Minnesota, et al., Petitioners vs.
Leech Lake Band of Chippewa Indians” on the Internet at: http://tinyurl.com/l7k3e6o. See also:
“County of Yakima vs. Yakima Indian Nation, 112 S. C.T. 683 (1992)” [http://tinyurl.com/lc7ublp].
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Some of the “restrictions  of alienation” have been removed from “Federal Land
Patent Number 1188129” by “Acts” of the U.S. Congress, but most of
the “restrictions of alienation” remain intact leaving the State of Alaska and its
political subdivisions without taxing authority over “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5.”

4. This tax exemption shall not apply to property held by individuals in fee without
restrictions on alienation. This “tax exemption” of the State of Alaska is not
a grant of a “right” or “privileges” to the “land” (property) as described
within “Federal Land Patent Number 1188129.”  Any “tax exemption” of “lands”
as described and protected by “Federal Land Patents” are “rights,” “privileges,”
and “immunities” as granted by the U.S. Congress.  Such implied “tax exemptions”
of the government of the United States cannot be “revoked” by any “Act of Law” of
the State of Alaska.

Although there are no “fees with restrictions on alienation” to be found on the face
of any “Deeds” of “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5,” there are “fees with restrictions
on alienation” to be found on the face of “Federal Land Patent Number 1188129”
as imposed by the U.S. Congress. The “fees with restrictions on alienation” that
are found on the face of “Federal Land Patent Number 1188129” always pass
on to and are attached to any “Deeds” that are issued out of
said “Federal Land Patent.”

CONCLUSION

 I, Gordon Warren Epperly, hereby gives notice that his appearance in

this “Challenge of Jurisdiction” is presented as a matter of “Coverture” by marriage

to my wife, Esther Katherine Epperly.

 My wife is the “Owner” of “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5” and thus, she is not to be

identified as being a “Tenant.”

 My wife and I have submitted payments of “Ad Valorem Taxes” on “U.S. Survey

No. 3260, Lot 5” for several years, but as the assessment of “Taxes” upon land to

which the U.S. Congress has imposed “fees with restrictions on alienation” within

“Federal Land Patent Number 1188129” is unconstitutional and without authority,
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any payments of “Ad Valorem Taxes” does not constitute a “waiver” of

constitutional authority of the U.S. Congress to make its actions to dispose “lands”

of the United States to be “immune” from the “taxing powers” of the State of Alaska

and its political subdivisions.

My wife and I have no authority to grant “waivers” to the “tax immunity” of

the United States via “payments” of unlawful assessment of “Ad Valorem

Property Taxes” to the City and Borough of Juneau. Those “Ad Valorem

Property Taxes” of the State of Alaska and its political subdivisions were assessed

to the “fees with restrictions on alienation” of “Federal Land Patent

Number 1188129” without authority of the “Constitution” for The United States

of America. All past “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” by the City and Borough

of Juneau on “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5” were assessed without authority and

collected unlawful and they need to be refunded back to Esther Katherine Epperly.

 As the State of Alaska and its political subdivisions have no constitutional authority

to assess “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” upon lands that are encumbered with

“fees with restrictions on alienation” of the government of the United States and

as “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5” is such land with said encumbrances,

the City and Borough of Juneau has an obligation of law to remove said land

(property) from its “Ad Valorem Property Tax” roles.

 As the U.S. Congress has declared on the face of “Federal Land Patent

Number 1188129” and within the “Alaska Statehood Act” (supra.) that

the “Claimant” and “heirs” and “assignees” of the “Claimant” of

the “Federal Land Patent” have unlimited use forever of the described “land”

therein being “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5” leaving the City and Borough

of Juneau without authority to “regulate” said described “land,”

the City and Borough of Juneau will remove “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5” from

its “Zoning Ordinances.”
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 The “Staff” of the City and Borough of Juneau shall give answer and the authority

for assessment of “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” upon “U.S. Survey No. 3260,

Lot 5” before the issuance of year 2017 “Notices of Assessment” of said

“Ad Valorem Property Taxes.” If the “Staff” of the City and Borough of Juneau

issues forth a year 2017 “Notice of Assessment of Ad Valorem Property Taxes”

upon “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5” without giving answer and the authority

for such assessments, the said “Notice of Assessment” would

be “prima facie evidence” of “standing” before the “U.S. District Court for

the District of Alaska.”

“[T]o satisfy Article III’s standing requirements, a plaintiff must show

(1) it has suffered an ‘injury in fact’ that is (a) concrete and particularized
and (b) actual or imminent, not conjectural or hypothetical;

(2) the injury is fairly traceable to the challenged action of the defendant;
and

(3) it is likely, as opposed to merely speculative, that the injury will
be redressed by a favorable decision.”

Friends of the Earth, Inc. v. Laidlaw Envtl. Servs. (TOC), Inc.,
528 U.S. 167, 180–81 (2000)

(quoting Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife,
504 U.S. 555, 560–61 (1992)).

ATTACHMENTS

 True and correct copy of “U.S. Land Patent Number 1188129,” describing
the conveyance of “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5” to “Mathilda K. Streed”
(“James D. Madsen’s” mother) and
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 True and correct copy of “Statutory Warranty Deed” dated May 20, 1968,
the first “Deed” to be issued out of “U.S. Land Patent Number 1188129.”
Said “Statutory Warranty Deed” conveys and warrants to “James D. Madsen”
(Esther K. Epperly’s father) and “Esther K. Epperly” the real estate of “U.S. Survey
No. 3260, Lot 5,” /3 and

 True and correct copy of “Quitclaim Deed” dated July 25, 2008, the final “Deed” to
be issued that conveys to “Esther K. Epperly” from her son, “Niels P. Epperly,”
the real estate of “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5.”

 Summary of Chain of Inheritance.

cc: Office of Assessor, State of Alaska

VERIFICATION BY ASSEVERATION

In Witness, Knowing the Punishment for bearing false witness before Almighty God

and Men, I solemnly aver, that I have read the annexed “Challenge of Jurisdiction” and

know the contents thereof; that the same is true of My own knowledge, except to

the matters which are therein stated in My information and belief, and as to those matters,

I believe them to be true.

Seal

__________________________________
Gordon Warren Epperly – Affiant

3/  The term “Real Estate” and “Real Property” are not one of the same.  The term “Real Estate” is
addressed on the face of “Federal Land Patent Number 1188129” in that the U.S. Congress implied
that any “Real Estate” that may be found upon the land of “U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5” was exempt
from “State” and “Local Taxation”: “TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same, together with all the rights,
privileges, immunities, and appurtenances, of whatsoever nature, thereunto belonging, unto said
claimant and to the heirs and assigns of the said claimant forever,” for no “State” has authority to use
its taxing powers to “impede,” “obstruct,” or “destroy” this provision of “Federal Land Patent
Number 1188129” as granted by the U.S. Congress.  [Emphasis added].









Land Patent Details
Accession Nr: 1188129 Document Type: Serial Patent State: Alaska Issue Date: 11/ 14/ 1958 Cancelled:No

Names On Document M iscellaneous I nformation
STREED, MATHILDA KATHERINE LandÀOffice: Juneau

USÀReservations: Yes
MineralÀReservations: Yes
Tribe: ---
Militia: ---
StateÀInÀFavorÀOf: ---

MilitaryÀRank: --- Authority: June 1, 1938: Sale-Small Tract  (52 Stat . 609)

Document Numbers Survey I nformation
DocumentÀNr: 010443 TotalÀAcres: 1.95
Misc.ÀDoc.ÀNr: --- SurveyÀDate: ---
BLM SerialÀNr: AKJ 010443 GeographicÀName: ---
IndianÀAllot.ÀNr: --- Metes/Bounds: No

Land Descr iptions

State Meridian Twp - Rng Aliquots Section Survey # County

AK Copper River 040SÀ-À065E Lot / Trct  5 25 3260 Juneau
REMARKS: SUBJECT TO MINERAL RESERVATION RIGHTS AND R-O-W S



SUMMARY OF CHAIN OF INHERITANCE

“Land Patent” issued to “Mathilda Katherine Streed,” the mother of “James Donald Madsen” and

grandmother of “Esther Katherine Epperly.”

The “Land Patent” passed on to “James Donald Madsen” upon the death of “Mathilda Katherine Streed.”

This right of passage is secured by a “Statutory Warranty Deed” as recorded in Book 181, Page 191 of

the Alaska Recording District 101 at Juneau, Alaska.

The “Land Patent” passed on to “Gertrude Edna Madsen” as sole “heir” being the wife

of “James Donald Madsen” upon the death of “James Donald Madsen.”

The “Land Patent” passed on to “Esther Katherine Epperly (Madsen)” upon the death of her mother,

“Gertrude Edna Madsen” on June 19, 2013.  With the inheritance of the “Land Patent” as the next of kin,

“Esther Katherine Epperly” has become the “Allodial” land owner of the above described “Land Patent.”

The Obituary of “Gertrude Edna Madsen” was published in the “Juneau Empire” at Juneau Alaska

on June 25, 2013.  This right of passage of “Land Patent” is secured by intent of a “Statutory Warranty Deed”

dated May 20th 1968 and is recorded in Book 208, Page 287 of the Alaska Recording District 101 and by intent

of a “Quitclaim Deed” as recorded in the Alaska Recording District 101 as No. 2008-007636-0

on August 5th, 2008.

SUMMARY OF CHAIN OF TITLE

Name Name Book Page Date

USA Land Patent #1188129 to Mathilda Katherine
Streed

BLM
Document

No. 010443

BLM
Serial No.

AKJ 010443
Nov. 14,  1958

Mathilda Katherine Streed to James D. Madsen and
Esther K. Epperly 181 191 May 20, 1968



James D. Madsen and
Esther K. Epperly to

Esther K. Epperly,
Niels P. Epperly, and

Bobbi J. Epperly
208 287 Feb. 07, 1983

Esther K. Epperly,
Niels P. Epperly, and

Bobbi J. Epperly
to Esther K. Epperly and

Niels P. Epperly 529 012 Oct. 07, 1999

Esther K. Epperly to Esther K. Epperly and
Niels P. Epperly

Recording Dist:101
2002-000631-0 Jan 18, 2002

Esther K. Epperly and
Niels P. Epperly to Esther K. Epperly Recording Dist. 101

2002-000604-0 Jan. 24, 2002

Niels P. Epperly
Esther K. Epperly to Esther K. Epperly and

Gordon W. Epperly
Recording Dist. 101

2004-004938-0 June 14, 2004

Esther K. Epperly and
Gordon W. Epperly to Esther K. Epperly and

Niels P. Epperly
Recording Dist. 101

2004-005078-0 June 16, 2004

Esther K. Epperly and
Niels P. Epperly to Esther K. Epperly Recording Dist: 101

2008-007636-0 July 25, 2008

Gordon W. Epperly (spouse) to Esther K. Epperly Recording Dist: 101
2009-000122-0 Jan. 09, 2009

Note:  The above listing of recorded “Deeds” is flawed as shown with the inserted
blue lettered words and with stricken words.  The errors do not change the legal status of
Esther Katherine Epperly as being the sole owner of the land under the “Land Patent.”
The name of “Esther K. Epperly” appears on every “Deed” in the above listing.

/ / / / /

/ / / / /

/ / / / /



Proof of Mailing

Office of Assessor
City and Borough of Juneau



PROOF OF MAILING
Office of the Assessor

State of Alaska
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