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

Gordon Warren Epperly
P.O. Box 34358
Juneau, Alaska  99803

Tel: (907) 789-5659

Gordon Warren Epperly, )
and )

Esther Katherine Epperly, ) Case No. IJU–17-00806 CI
)

Plaintiffs, ) Judge Philip Pallenborg
)

vs. )
)

Robin Potter, ) Amended Complaint
and )

City and Borough of Juneau, )
)

Defendants. )

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

COMES NOW, Gordon Warren Epperly, appearing “In Propria Persona” brings forth

this “Amended Complaint” in his capacity of “Coverture” by marriage to his wife,

Esther Katherine Epperly.

Do to the complexity of addressing the “taxing authority” of the State of Alaska and

its municipal corporations may have over the “United States Homestead Patented Land”

of the Plaintiffs, the Plaintiff, Gordon Warren Epperly, moves this Superior Court
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in the name of “justice” to take exception of the mandate of “Rule 8(1)” of

the Rules of Civil Procedure in that a “Complaint” is to be “short.”

For want of “funds,” the Plaintiffs were not afforded the privileges of a formal education

in law and for want of “funds,” the Plaintiffs were unable to employ the representation of

a member of the “Alaska BAR Association.”  It is the understanding of the Plaintiffs that

no expectation is to be made by the “Judicial Officer” of this Superior Court that any

“Complaint” of the Plaintiffs (in the capacity of “In Propria Persona”) is to have

the “professionalism” of writing as that of an “Attorney” of a “BAR Association.”

The “facts” and “law” as raised within the “Amended Complaint” of the “Plaintiffs” have

never been addressed by the “Courts” of the “State of Alaska.”

INTRODUCTION

This case in controversy involves the authority of the State of Alaska and

its municipal corporations to assess “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” upon “Patented Land”

of the Plaintiff, “Esther Katherine Epperly,” as conveyed out of “United States Homestead

Land Patent No. 1188129.”

/ / / / /

/ / / / /

/ / / / /
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PARTIES  TO  THE AMENDED COMPLAINT

1. The Plaintiff, Gordon Warren Epperly, is the spouse of his wife,

Esther Katherine Epperly.  The Plaintiff, Gordon Warren Epperly, was married

to Esther Katherine Madsen (maiden name) within the “City and Borough

of Juneau” at Juneau, Alaska on June 10, 1964.

The Plaintiff, Gordon Warren Epperly, is a natural born “Citizen” of

the United States by rights of a “Caucasian” birth in the State of California.

The Plaintiff was born in the city of “Whittier” within the State of California

on July 7, 1940.

2. The Plaintiff, Esther Katherine Epperly was born as Esther Katherine Madsen

within the “Territory of Alaska” at Juneau Alaska on May 17, 1942.

Esther Katherine Madsen is a third generation member of an Alaskan family

and she was granted the status of “citizen of the United States” by an “Act”

of the U.S. Congress dated June 27, 1952. (see 66 Stat. 163, Section 304).

The Plaintiff, Esther Katherine Epperly, is the granddaughter

to Mathilda Katherine Streed who is the “Claimant” of “United States Homestead

Land Patent No. 1188129.”  Esther Katherine Epperly is the heir and / or assignee

of the Claimant.”
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3. The Plaintiffs brings forth this “Amended Complaint” against “Robin Potter” in her

employment position of “Assessor” for the “City and Borough of Juneau”

at Juneau, Alaska and in her personal individual capacity.

4. The Plaintiffs brings forth this “Amended Complaint” against the “City and Borough

of Juneau” at Juneau, Alaska in its capacity of a “Municipal Corporation” which

was incorporated as a “First Class City and Borough” with “Home Rule Powers”

under the “laws” and “Constitution” of the “State of Alaska.” The “Taxing Powers”

exercised by the “City and Borough of Juneau” are powers delegated by

the “State of Alaska.”

The Defendant, “City and Borough of Juneau” is a “Person” of legal fiction

and it does business in and through its “Officers” and “Employees.”

The “City and Borough of Juneau” is an inseparable “Defendant” when

a “Complaint” is brought upon its “Officers” and/or “Employees.” When service of

a “Summons and Complaint” was made upon Defendant, “Robin Potter” in her

position of being an “Employee” of the “City and Borough of Juneau,” the service

of “Summons and Complaint” was also made upon her employer,

the “City and Borough of Juneau.”

(Note: For proof of this statement, you have to look no further than at
the “Legal Counsel” of the Defendant, “Robin Potter,” for “Robert Palmer III”
is a government paid “Attorney” of the “City and Borough of Juneau.” As he
is a government paid “Attorney,” he has no authority to represent
any “Defendant” that is being litigated in their personal individual capacity.).
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5. The Defendant, Bud C. Cribley, as the “State Director” for the “United States

Bureau of Land Management for the District of Alaska” has been removed from

the “Complaint” as the “Officers” and “Employees” of the government

of “The United States of America” are not subject to the law of “42 USC 1983.”

JURISDICTION

This Superior Court for the State of Alaska is a “Court of General Jurisdiction”

(see Alaska Statute A.S. 22.10.020(a)) and as this “Amended Complaint” involves an

assessment of “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” and ownership of “Estate(s)” of a “tract”

as conveyed by a “United States Homestead Land Patent,” this Superior Court has

subject matter jurisdiction under Alaska Statute A.S. 44.62.305 (Judicial Relief in

Administrative Matters) {and the like “Ordinances” of the City and Borough of Juneau}

and Alaska Statute A.S. 22.10.020(g) (Declaration of Rights).  This Superior Court has

additional subject matter jurisdiction under United States Code 42 USC 1983 (Civil

Action for Deprivation of Rights). /1

STATEMENT  OF  THE  CONTROVERSEY

1. The Plaintiffs were in receipt of a mailing of a “Notice Real Property Value” which

was mailed on March 31, 2017 by Defendant, Robin Potter as “Assessor” for

1/  (state courts and federal courts have concurrent jurisdiction over suits arising under 42 U.S.C. § 1983),
reh'g. denied, 445 U.S. Colorado River 920 (1980); Water Conservation Dist. v. United States,
424 U.S. 800, 806-09 (1976).
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the “City and Borough of Juneau” (“CBJ”) at Juneau, Alaska.  This “Notice” was

mailed for the purpose of informing the Plaintiffs of the value of a “site” ?? and “BLDG”

to which an “Ad Valorem Property Tax” would be assessed.

The “tract” of “Patented Land” to which Defendant, Robin Potter, was giving “Notice”

to assess “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” upon has been given the legal description

by the “United States Bureau of Land Management” (“BLM”) as:

“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”

Said described “tract” of “Patented Land” has a present day location address

of 10440 Glacier Highway at Juneau, Alaska.

2. On May 8, 2017, a letter was “Certified Mailed” to the “Office of the Assessor” for

the “CBJ” at Juneau, Alaska demanding the jurisdictional authority for

the “CBJ Assessor” to attach an “Ad Valorem Property Tax” liability

to “ESTHER K EPPERLY” for the assessment of “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” upon

the “Patented Land” of “United States Homestead Land Patents.”

This “Challenge of Jurisdiction” letter informed the “CBJ Office of the Assessor” that

the “Patented Land” in question involves the “tract” as described on the face

of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129” (which is the “site” as
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described within the “CBJ Property Valuation Notice”) includes an “Estate” of

reserved mineral “Public Land” of the government of The United States of America.

A copy of Gordon Warren Epperly’s letter of “Challenge of Jurisdiction” is enclosed

as “Exhibit ‘A’” and the “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129”

is enclosed as “Exhibit ‘B’” in support of this “Amended Complaint.”

2. The Defendant, Robin Potter, submitted a “Letter of response” in answer to Epperly’s

“Challenge of Jurisdiction” wherein several “Statutes” of the State of Alaska

and “Ordnances” of the “CBJ” were cited, but no authority was provided showing that

a grant of authority had been given for the “Assessor” of the “CBJ” to assess

an “Ad Valorem Property Tax” upon the “Patented Lands” of “United States

Homestead Land Patents.”

No authority has been located which grants authority to the “Assessor” to assign

a “tax liability” of an assessment of “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” upon a “Claimant”

(or the “heirs” and “assignees” of the “Claimant”) of “United States Homestead

Land Patents.”

No authority has been located which authorizes the “compulsion” of “payment” of

a “tax liability” as assessed upon “Patented Land” which has been granted

“tax immunity” under the “Public Laws” of “The United States of America,”
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the “Constitution” for “The United States of America,” and within the “Constitution” for

the “State of Alaska.”

The Defendant, Robin Potter, gave no “denials” that the “Ad Valorem Property Tax”

(which she was about to be assessed upon the Plaintiff, “Esther Katherine Epperly”)

was a “tax” assessed upon the reserved “rights,” “privileges,” and “immunities” of

the Plaintiff as stated and described on the face of “United States Homestead

Land Patent No. 1188129” and within “Section 6(a)” and “Section 6(b)” of

the “Alaska Statehood Act” [Public Law 85-508, 72 Stat. 339].

The Defendant, Robin Potter, failed to addressed the “Immunity Clauses”

of “Alaska State Constitution, Article XII, Section 12” and “Article XII, Section 13”

which “BARS” the taxing of “Patented Lands” of “United States Homestead Land

Patents” nor did she address the “Act” /2 of the U.S. Congress which expressly

granted the “States” of “Arizona,” “California,” “Colorado,” “Idaho,” “Kansas,”

“Montana,” “Nebraska,” “Nevada,” “New Mexico,” “North Dakota,” “Oklahoma,”

“Oregon,” “South Dakota,” “Utah,” “Washington,” and “Wyoming” the authority to “tax”

the “Patented Lands” of “United States Homestead Land Patents” but excluded

2/ 43 USC 455, Chap. 11A-43 (State taxation; lands of homestead entryman) is enclosed as “Exhibit ‘C’”:

“The lands of any homestead entryman under the Act of June 17, 1902, known as
the Reclamation Act, or any Act amendatory thereof, or supplementary thereto, and the lands of
any entryman on ceded Indian lands within any Indian irrigation project, may, after satisfactory
proof of residence, improvement, and cultivation, and Management, be taxed by the State or
political subdivision thereof in which such lands are located in the same manner and to the same
extent as lands of a like character held under private ownership may be taxed.”  [Emphasis added]
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“Alaska,” either as a “Territory” or as a “State.” /3 There are no “Acts” of

the U.S. Congress which grants the “State of Alaska” or its municipal corporations

the authority to “tax” the “Patented Lands” of “United States Homestead

Land Patents.”

This “letter of response” of Robin Potter is the only “letter” received by the Plaintiffs

and as this “letter” is an “answer” to a “Challenge of Jurisdiction,” it is not a “letter” of

an “Administrative Proceeding” which is subject to an “Appeal” of the “Assembly” for

the City and Borough of Juneau. Only the individual who is asserting jurisdiction has

the authority to give an “answer” to a “Challenge of Jurisdiction”:

“... 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.

This “letter of response” of Robin Potter is enclosed as “Exhibit ‘E’” in support

of Plaintiff’s “Amended Complaint.”

3/  see the “Act” of June 17, 1902 known as the “Reclamation Act” (Public Law 57–161) enclosed
as “Exhibit ‘D’”.
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3. The Defendant, Robin Potter was in receipt of a “letter” of the Epperlys

on July 6, 2017 entitled: “Misdirected Ad Valorem Property Tax Billing” wherein

Gordon Warren Epperly gave the Defendant, Robin Potter a “Notice to Litigate.”

With the “letter of Response” of Robin Potter and with the “letter” of

the Epperlys, (supra.) the jurisdictional requirements of Alaska Statute

“A.S. 44.62.305(b)” (Judicial Relief in Administrative Matters) {or the like “Ordinances”

of “CBJ”} have been fulfilled.  The Plaintiffs are qualified to a grant of “Judicial Relief”

of the “Court.” The “letter” of Gordon Warren Epperly entitled: “Misdirected

Ad Valorem Property Tax Billing” is enclosed as “Exhibit ‘F’” in support

of Plaintiff’s “Amended Complaint.”

4. Shortly after the First day of the Month of July in the year of our Lord, Jesus the Christ,

Two-Thousand and Seventeen (2017), the Plaintiff, Esther Katherine Epperly was in

receipt of a “Billing” of “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” that was assessed upon

the “Patented Land” of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5” (located at 10440 Glacier Highway,

Juneau, Alaska).  This “tax billing” is in the total amount of “three-thousand,

three-hundred and sixty-three dollars and fifty-one cents” ($3,363.51), and it is

a “tax billing” that has been expressly “rejected” and abated without “prejudice” for

being “BARRED” by “Alaska Constitution, Article XII, Section 12” and for want of
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authority to tax “Patented Land” as authorized by “Public Laws” of “The United States

of America.”

If this “Billing” of “Ad Valorem Property Tax” has been paid, the tendering of

the “Negotiable Instrument” was made for the purpose of “staying” the levy

of “Penalties” and “Interest” as said “Billing” is due on or before September 30, 2017.

The “Negotiable Instrument” which may have been submitted in payment of

the “Billing” is submitted “Without Prejudice – UCC 1-308.” /4 This “Billing”

of “Ad Valorem Property Tax” upon the “Patented Land” of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5”

is attached as “Exhibit ‘G‘”.

5. Upon receipt of the CBJ assessment of “Ad Valorem Property Taxes”

upon US Survey 3260, Lot 5, the Plaintiff, Gordon Warren Epperly, did mail

a “Certified Letter” to Defendant, Robin Potter, entitled: “Misdirected Ad Valorem

Property Tax Billing” (supra.) informing them that there was an “error” made

in the assignment of payment of the “Ad Valorem Property Taxes.”

This “Certified Letter” of Gordon Warren Epperly is enclosed as “Exhibit ‘F’”.

A demand was made of Defendant, Robbin Potter, to take the necessary steps

in correcting the “Administrative Record” to show that the “Patented Lands” of

4/ UCC § 1-308. Performance or Acceptance Under Reservation of Rights.

(a) A party that with explicit reservation of rights performs or promises performance or assents to
performance in a manner demanded or offered by the other party does not thereby prejudice the
rights reserved. Such words as "without prejudice," "under protest," or the like are sufficient.
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the Plaintiff, Esther Katherine Epperly, was conveyed into private ownership

by “United States Homestead Land Patents” which carried the status

of “tax immunity” under “Alaska State Constitution, Article XII, Section 12”

and “Article XII, Section 13” with the “tax” not being authorized by any “Act” of law of

the “U.S. Congress.”  No actions were taken by Defendant, Robin Potter,

leaving the “Administrative Record” as not being corrected.

THE  COMPLAINT

The U.S. Congress, by and through “43 USC 455, Chap. 11A-43” /5 and “68 Stat. 239,” /6

has declared that the government of “The United States of America” has retained

exclusive “sovereignty” and jurisdictional authority over “Patented Lands” as those “lands”

have been conveyed into “private ownership” by “United States Homestead

Land Patents.” The U.S. Congress further declared by those “Codes” and “Statutes”

that no “State” or its “Political Subdivisions” shall have authority to “tax”

those “Patented Lands” without an express grant of “authority” as given by “Public Laws”

of “The United States of America.”

5/  Enclosed as “Exhibit ‘C‘”.

6/  Enclosed as “Exhibit ‘D’”.
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The “Alaska State Constitution” at “Article XII, Section 12” also expressly declares that

the State of Alaska must obtain “authority” by an “Act” of the U.S. Congress to “tax”

the “Patented Lands” of “United States Homestead Land Patents.”

Ad Valorem Property Taxes

According to Defendant, Robin Potter (as the “Assessor” for the “City and Borough

of Juneau,” at “Juneau, Alaska”), the authority to assess “Ad Valorem Property Taxes

is with the “Alaska State Constitution” at “Article IX,” “Section 1,” “Section 4,”

and “Section 5”; and with “Alaska Statute 29.45.010”; “CBJ Ordinance 15.05.020”;

and “CBJ Ordinance 15.05.100.” The Plaintiffs takes exception:

I.

“[The State and its people agree] …. The State and its people further
disclaim all right or title in or to any property, …. as that right or title
is defined in the act of admission. …. They further agree that no taxes will
be imposed upon any such property 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]

Alaska State Constitution, Article XII, Section 12

The “United States Homestead Tract” of the “Patented Land” of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5”

is described within the “Alaska Statehood Act” [Public Law 85–508, 72 Stat. 339]

at “Section 6(a)” and “Section 6(b)”:
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“… valid existing claim, location, or entry under the laws of the United States,
whether for homestead, mineral, right-of-way, or other purpose whatsoever …”

and with said “tract” of “Patented Land” having a “fee with restriction on alienation”

(being the “United States Mineral Reservation” as described on the face

of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129”), the “Patented Land”

of “US Survey, Lot 5” is with “immunity” from “assessments” of “Ad Valorem

Property Taxes” under “Alaska State Constitution, Article XII, Section 12.”

The U.S. Congress has never enacted any “Public Laws” which expressly grants to

the State of Alaska the authority to assess “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” upon

the “Patented Lands” which were conveyed into private ownership by “United States

Homestead Land Patents” before the “Statehood” of the State of Alaska.  The “tract”

of “Patented Land” of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5” was conveyed by “United States

Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129” into private ownership under the authority

of “Public Law 390, Chapter 270” of June 8, 1954 on the:

“FOUREENTH day of NOVEMBER in the year of our Lord one thousand
nine hundred and FIFTY-EIGHT and the Independence of the United States
the one hundred and EIGHTY-THIRD.”

/ / / / /

/ / / / /

/ / / / /
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II.

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

Alaska State Constitution, Article XII, Section 13

The rights and the prescribing of the terms or conditions of grants of land or other property

by “United States Homestead Land Patents” are located on the face of “Homestead Land

Patent No. 1188129”:

“TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same [tract], together with
all the rights, privileges, immunities, and appurtenances, of whatsoever
nature, thereunto belonging, unto the said claimant [Mathilda Katherine Streed]
and to the heirs and assigns of the said claimant [Esther Katherine Epperly]
forever …”  [Emphasis added]

and within the “Alaska Statehood Act” (Public Law 85–508, 72 Stat. 339) at “Section 6(a)”

and “Section 6(b)”:

“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].

As the State of Alaska and its people have consented to said terms and conditions of

the grant of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129, the State of Alaska

and its municipal corporations have “surrendered” what may have been their “rights”
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and “powers” to assess “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” upon the “tract”

of “Patented Land” of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5.” The power to “tax” must be “surrendered”

for it is the power to destroy the “rights,” “privileges,” and “immunities” that goes with

the grant of “ownership” of “U.S. Patented Lands” to the “Claimants” and the “heirs”

and “assignees” of the “Claimants” by the U.S. Congress. (see U.S. Supreme Court

ruling of McCulloch v. Maryland, 17 U.S. 316 (1819)).

III.
“Private leaseholds, contracts, or interest in land or property owned or held

by the United States, the State, or its political subdivisions, shall be taxable
to the extent of the interest.”

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary of the “Immunity Clauses” of “Article XII,

Section 12,” and “Article XII, Section 13” of the “Alaska State Constitution”;

The City and Borough of Juneau (CBJ) “Ad Valorem Property Tax Bill” is an assessment

of “taxes” upon “Appurtenances” of the “land” that has been identified by

the CBJ Assessor, Mrs. Robbin Potter, to be “Buildings.”  The taxation of “Buildings”

as “Appurtenances” of a “United States Homestead Land Patent” is a “tax” imposed upon

the U.S. Congress granted “rights,” “privileges,” and “immunities” that is associated with

the grant of those “Appurtenances” to the “heirs” and “assigns” of the “Claimant,”

Mathilda Katherine Streed (as proclaimed on the face of “United States Homestead

Land Patent No. 1188129”). The “heir” and / or “assign” of the “Claimant,”  is the Plaintiff,

Esther Katherine Epperly.
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All “Homestead Entry Laws” /7 have “Qualification Clauses” for those who would like to

be an “Applicant” for a “Homestead” of The United States of America.  One of those

“qualifications” declared is that an “Applicant” must be a “citizen of the United States,”

a status of “citizenship” that was created by the government of The United States

of America via the [purported /8] ratification of an “Amendment” to the “U.S. Constitution”

known as the “Fourteenth Amendment.”

a. As the “Claimant” of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129”
is a “citizen of the United States”; and

b. As the “Claimants” of “United States Homestead Land Patents” have been granted
“privileges,” “rights,” and “immunities” in the use of “appurtenances” of whatsoever
nature upon the “tract” of “Patented Land” as conveyed by “United States
Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129”; and

c. As this authority for the U.S. Congress to grant such “privileges,”
“rights,” and “immunities” is with “Section One” /9 (in conjunction
with “Section Five” /10 ) of the “Fourteenth Amendment” to the “Constitution”
for The United States of America; and

7/ see 52 Stat. 609 (An Act To Provide For The Purchase of Public Lands For Home And Other Sites);
59 Stat. 467 (An Act to Amend 52 Stat. 609); 68 Stat. 239 (An Act To Provide For The Purchase
Of Public Lands).

8/  The “Fourteenth Amendment” to the “Constitution” for “The United States of America” is documented to
be a “fraud” for want of lawful “Congressional Resolutions” that proposed the “Amendment” and that
the “Amendment” was expressly “rejected” by more than one-fourth (¼) of the “States” that were in
the “Union” during the years of 1867-1868.  There are no provisions of the “U.S. Constitution” that
authorizes the “Military Districts” of the U.S. Congress (which occupied what was known as
the “Rebel States” of the “South”) to cast substitute “votes of ratification” for the “Amendment” as if they
were “States” of the “Union.” The members of the “U.S. Congress” and the “Judicial Officers” of
the “Federal Courts” are acting in concert to destroy our “Nation” and its “Constitution” for they have
knowledge of the “fraud” and they have refused their duty of “Article VI, Section 3” of the “Constitution”
for “The United States of America” in supporting and defending the “U.S. Constitution.” (see Internet
Hyperlink: http://tinyurl.com/6wbsoul).

9/ “All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof,
are citizens of the United States …”  [Emphasis added].

10/ “The Congress shall have the power to enforce, by appropriate legislation, the provisions of this article.”

http://tinyurl.com/6wbsoul
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d. As the “States” of the “Union” (including the State of Alaska) are “Barred”
by “Section One” of the “Fourteenth Amendment” to the “Constitution”
for The United States of America to make or enforce any “law” which
shall abridge the “privileges,” or “immunities” of the “Claimants,” or the “heirs”
and “assignees” of the “Claimants,” as “citizens of the United States”; and

e. As “Article IX” of the “Bill of Rights” to the “U.S. Constitution” declares that
the granted “rights” as enumerated in the “Constitution” shall not
be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people
[e.g. “Fourteenth Amendment”]; and

f. As these reserved “privileges,” “rights,” and “immunities” are the stated
“Clause Immunities” of “Alaska State Constitution,” “Article XII,” “Section 12,”
and “Section 13”; and

g. As the power to “tax” is the power to “destroy the “privileges,” “rights,”
and “immunities” of the “heirs” and “assignees” of the “Claimant” of the “tract”
of “Patented Land” of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5,” which has the status
of “immunity” under “Alaska State Constitution,” “Article XII,” “Section 12,”
and “Section 13” to be assessed “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” of
the State of Alaska or its municipal corporations; and

h. The name of “ESTHER K EPPERLY” is a legal fiction name of a “Ward” of
the “State” as created and incorporated into the “Social Security Trust” upon
the receipt of a “State” issued “Birth Certificate of Live Birth” by
the “U.S. Department of Commerce.” /11 The legal fiction name has no legal or
lawful connection to the “Christian Name” of the Plaintiff,
“Esther Katherine Epperly” or to the “Title in Fee” ownership of
the “Patented Land” of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129”; and

i. Therefore, the “Ad Valorem Property Tax” billing as presented
to “ESTHER K EPPERLY” must be declared as being “Void” and without effect
as a matter of “Constitutional Law” of the “State of Alaska” and
of “The United States of America” and for being “VOID” as being in conflict with
the “Public Laws” of “The United States of America.”

11/ see “Treatise” on “It Begins At Birth” at Internet Hyperlink: http://tinyurl.com/ybhg276k.

http://tinyurl.com/ybhg276k
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Civil Rights

“Every person who, under color of any statute, ordinance, regulation, custom,
or usage, of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia, subjects, or causes
to be subjected, any citizen of the United States or other person within
the jurisdiction thereof to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities
secured by the Constitution and laws, shall be liable to the party injured in
an action at law, suit in equity, or other proper proceeding for redress, except that
in any action brought against a judicial officer for an act or omission taken in such
officer’s judicial capacity, injunctive relief shall not be granted unless
a declaratory decree was violated or declaratory relief was unavailable.
For the purposes of this section, any Act of Congress applicable exclusively
to the District of Columbia shall be considered to be a statute of
the District of Columbia.”

42 USC 1983

Defendant Robin Potter

The “Jurisdictional Authority” for Defendant, Robin Potter to assess “Ad Valorem

Property Taxes” upon the “Patented Land” of the “tract” of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5”

was challenged wherein Defendant Robin Potter was advised of the “facts”

and “law” surrounding the “immunity” status of those “Patented Lands.”

Defendant, Robin Potter, was instructed to correct the “Administrative Record” of

the “City and Borough of Juneau” at Juneau, Alaska to reflect the “tax immunity” as

provided for by the “Immunity Clauses” of “Article XII, Section 12,” and “Article XII,

Section 13,” of the “Constitution” for the “State of Alaska.”  Defendant, Robin Potter,

gave no proper answers to the “Challenge of Jurisdiction” and she refused the

instruction to correct the “Administrative Record.”

The refusing to correct an “Administrative Record” involving the taking of property

by unlawful assessments of “taxes” is a willful commission of the criminal act
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of “Theft By Deception” /12 which leads to the criminal act of “Extortion.” /13

As those “criminal acts” were committed under “colorable laws” of

the “State of Alaska” and “colorable ordinances” of the “City and Borough of Juneau,”

they are “criminal acts” which brings Defendant, Robin Potter, within the jurisdiction

of “42 USC 1983.”

When Defendant, Robin Potter, acted outside the description of her “Office” when

she “trespassed” upon the government granted “Civil Rights” of the Plaintiffs,

she ceased to represent the government of which employed her.

Defendant, Robin Potter, ceases to have “limited immunity” for she was acting in her

personal individual capacity.

The Plaintiffs were denied of their government granted “Civil Rights” of “privileges,”

“rights,” and “immunities” as protected by the “Fourteenth Amendment” to

the “U.S. Constitution” and their “rights” to “Due Process of Law” as provided for

by “Article IV” of the “Bill of Rights” to the “U.S. Constitution” and as provided for

by the “Due Process Clause” of “Article I, Section 7” of the “Alaska State Constitution.”

12/ AS 11.46.180. Theft By Deception.

(a) A person commits theft by deception if, with intent to deprive another of property or
to appropriate property of another to oneself or a third person, the person obtains the property
of another by deception.

13/ AS 11.41.520. Extortion.

(a) A person commits the crime of extortion if the person obtains the property of another
by threatening or suggesting that either that person or another may

(4) take or withhold action as a public servant or cause a public servant to take or withhold
action;
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JUDICIAL  REMEDIES

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, Gordon Warren Epperly in his capacity of “Coverture”

by marriage to his wife, Esther Katherine Epperly, who is a listed “Plaintiff” of

this “Amended Complaint,” hereby moves the “Judicial Officer” of this “Superior Court”

for the “State of Alaska” to grant the “Plaintiffs” the following relief:

1. Under the authority of Alaska Statute A.S. 22.10.020(g) (Declaration of Rights)

at “Section (g)”:

“In case of an actual controversy in the state, the superior court, upon the filing of
an appropriate pleading, may declare the rights and legal relations of an interested
party seeking the declaration, whether or not further relief is or could be sought.
The declaration has the force and effect of a final judgment or decree and
is reviewable as such.  Further necessary or proper relief based on a declaratory
judgment or decree may be granted, after reasonable notice and hearing, against an
adverse party whose rights have been determined by the judgment.”

a. Declare that the “Patented Land” of “US Survey  3260, Lot 5” to have
the status of “immunity” from assessment of “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” of
the “State of Alaska” and its municipal corporation, the “City and Borough
of Juneau.”

This status of “Tax Immunity” for the “Patented Land” of “US Survey 3260,

Lot 5” is with the “want” of the U.S. Congress to enact a “Public Law”

authorizing the “State of Alaska” and its municipal corporations to “tax”

the “Patented Land” of “United States Homestead Land Patents.”

The “Patented Land” of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5” is also with “Tax Immunity”

under the “Immunity Clauses” of “Article XII,” “Section 12,” and “Section 13”

of the “Constitution” for the “State of Alaska.”
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The “Tax Immunity” for the “Patented Land” of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5” is also

with “Section 1” of the “Fourteenth Amendment” to the “U.S. Constitution” for:

“No state shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges
or immunities of citizens of the United States …” [Emphasis added]

which “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” of the “State of Alaska” do by the very

nature of the “tax.”

As mandated by “Article XII, Section 13” of the “Constitution” for

the “State of Alaska,” /14 the “State of Alaska” and its people are “bound”

by the “U.S. Constitution, Fourteenth Amendment” and the provisions

of “Alaska Statehood Act” to recognize and observe the “rights,” “privileges,”

and “immunities” of the “citizens of the United States” as granted by

the U.S. Congress in regard to “Appurtenances” of the “Patented Land”

of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5” by the “Claimant,” Mathilda Katherine Streed

(or “Esther Katherine Epperly” as the “heir” and / or “assignee” of

the “Claimant”) of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129.”

Those grants of “rights,” “privileges,” and “immunities” are found within several

“United States Homestead Public Laws” of “The United States of America” and

within the “Alaska Statehood Act.”  The “Officers” and “Judges” of

14/  SECTION 13.  CONSENT TO ACT OF ADMISSION

All provisions of the act admitting Alaska to the Union which reserve rights or powers to
the United States, 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.
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the “State of Alaska” and its municipal corporation, the “City and Borough

of Juneau” are bound by “Supremacy Clause” of “Article VI, Clause 3” of

the “Constitution” for “The United States of America” and as such, they are

without authority to destroy those “rights,” “privileges,” and “immunities” of

the “Plaintiffs” with the governmental powers of “taxation.”

The “Claimant” of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129”

is “Mathilda Katherine Streed,” who is the grandmother of the Plaintiff,

“Esther Katherine Epperly” (as the “heir” and / or “assignee” of

the “Claimant”). The Plaintiff, “Esther Katherine Epperly,” is the owner of

the “Patented Land” of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5” which has a location

address of “10440 Glacier Highway” at “Juneau, Alaska.”

b. Declare that the “Patented Land” of the Plaintiff, Esther Katherine Epperly,
to have the status of “immunity” from being regulated
with “Zoning Ordinances” of the “City and Borough of Juneau.”  This authority
is found within the “Alaska Statehood Act” [Public Law 85–508, 72 Stat. 339]
at “Section 6(a)” and “Section 6(b)”:

“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.”

and as found within the “Immunity Clauses” of “Article XII, Section 12,”

and “Article XII, Section 13” of the “Constitution” for the “State of Alaska.”

The “State of Alaska” and its people have consented to the terms
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and conditions of the provisions of the “Act” admitting “Alaska” into the “Union”

under “Article XII, Section 12” of the “Constitution” for the “State of Alaska.”

Authority may also be found within the “Immunity Clause” of “Section 1”

of the “Fourteenth Amendment” to the “Constitution” for “The United States

of America.”

c. The Plaintiffs moves the “Court” to “stay” any “payments” which may be due on
the assessment of “Ad Valorem Property Tax” upon the “Patented Land”
of “US Survey 3260, Lot 5” pending the “Ruling” of this “Court.”  If payment has
been made, the “Court” is moved to issue forth a “Court Order” instructing
the Defendant, Robin Potter (as the “Assessor” for the “City and Borough
of Juneau”) to reimburse any “moneys” paid if the “Court” finds that
the “Patented Land” of the Plaintiff, Esther Katherine Epperly, to be
with “immunity” from “taxation.”

2. In regard to the “trespass” of “Civil Rights” of the “Plaintiffs”

by “Defendant, Robin Potter,” the Plaintiffs moves the “Court” under the authority

of 42 USC 1983 (supra.) to assess “damages” in the amount of “Ten Thousand

Dollars and Zero Cents” ($10,000.00) for reasons as stated herein. As the

Attorney, “Robert H. Palmer, III” for the “City and Borough of Juneau” found that

the requested “token damages” of “Ten Dollars and Zero Cents” ($10.00) of

the original “Complaint” was an unreasonable amount for damages and called

for “sanctions” to be assessed upon the Plaintiffs by the “U.S. District Court for

the District of Alaska” for naming “Robin Potter” as a “Defendant” to the case,

the increase in damages is not unreasonable for the Plaintiffs “treasure” their
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government granted “Civil Rights” and their “Creator” given “Unalienable Rights”

and they are not taken lightly.

3. The Plaintiffs moves the “Court” for reimbursement of “Court Expenses.”

4. The Plaintiffs “waives” their rights to “Attorney Fees” which may have accumulated

with the preparation of this “Amended Complaint.”

DATED this Twelfth day of the month of September in the year of

our Lord, Jesus the Christ, Two-Thousand and Seventeen.

Seal

_____________________________________
Gordon Warren Epperly – Plaintiff

Seal

____________________________________
Esther Katherine Epperly – Plaintiff

/ / / / /

/ / / / /

/ / / / /

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
[Thumb Print]

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
[Thumb Print]

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
/s/  Gordon Warren Epperly

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
/s/  Esther Katherine Epperly
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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 “Amended Complaint” 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

/ / / / /

/ / / / /

/ / / / /

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
/s/  Gordon Warren Epperly

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
[Thumb Print]
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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.

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
Exhibit "A"
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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.”



Page 10 of 11

 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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FIFTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS . SEss. I . CH. 1093 . 1902.

June 17,1902 .

	

CHAP. 1093.-An Act Appropriating the receipts from the sale and disposal of

[Public, No. 161.)

	

public lands in certain States and Territories to the construction of irrigation works
for the reclamation of arid lands .

Be it enacted by flee Senate and House of Representatives n f the United
Irrigation.

	

States of America in Congress assembled, That all moneys received
fund eestablaiehed from the sale and disposal of public lands in Arizona, California, Col-
f
lana receipts

. public orado, Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico,
North Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, Washington,

Post, p.1119 .

	

and Wyoming, beginning with the fiscal year ending June thirtieth,
nineteen hundred and one, including the surplus of fees and commis-

Exception . sions in excess of allowances to registers and receivers, and excepting
the five per centuni of the proceeds of the sales of public lands in the
above States set aside by law for educational and other purposes, shall
be, and the same are hereby, reserved, set aside, and appropriated as
a special fund in the Treasury to be known as the " reclamation fund,"
to be used in the examination and survey for and the construction and
maintenance of irrigation works for the storage, diversion, and devel-
opment of waters for the reclamation of arid and semiarid lands in the
said States and Territories, and for the payment of all other expendi-

suoplo . Of agrienL
tures provided for in this Act : Provided, That in case the receipts

tural, etc., colleges. from the sale and disposal of public lands other than those realized
from the sale and disposal of lands referred to in this section are insuf-
ficient to meet the requirements for the support of agricultural col-

vol. 26, p . 417 . leges in the several States and Territories, under the Act of August
thirtieth, eighteen hundred and ninety, entitled "An Act to apply a
portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more complete
endowment and support of the colleges for the benefit of agriculture

Vol . 12, p . sod .

	

and the mechanic arts, established under the provisions of an Act of
Congress approved July second, eighteen hundred and sixty-two,"

Deficiency . the deficiency, if any, in the sum necessary for the support of the said
colleges shall be provided for from any moneys in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated .

Location and con- SEC . 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and
struction of irrigation
works. directed to make examinations and surveys for, and to locate and con-

struct, as herein provided, irrigation works for the storage, diversion,
and development of waters, including artesian wells, and to report to
Congress at the beginning of each regular session as to the results of

Estimates of cost. such examinations and surveys, giving estimates of cost of all contem-
plated works, the quantity and location of the lands which can be irri-
gated therefrom, and all facts relative to the practicability of each
irrigation project; also the cost of works in process of construction
as well as of those which have been completed .

Lands withdrawn SEC. 3 . That the Secretary of the Interior shall, before giving the
from public entry. public, notice provided for in section four of this Act, withdraw from

public entry the lands required for any irrigation works contemplated
Restoration .

	

under the provisions of this Act, and shall restore to public entry any
of the lands so withdrawn when, in hip, judge ent, such lands are not

Entry of irrigable required for the purposes of this Act ; and the . Secretary of the Inte-
lands . rior is hereby authorized, at or immediately prior to the time of

beginning the surveys for any contemplated irrigation works, to
withdraw from entry, except under the homestead laws, any public

P,°oris's,

	

lands believed to be susceptible of irrigation from said works : Pro-
Homestead entries. vided, That all lands entered and entries made under the homestead

laws within areas so withdrawn during such withdrawal shall be sub-
ject to all the provisions, limitations, charges, terms, and conditions

Surveys, etc . of this Act ; that said surveys shall be prosecuted diligently to com-
pletion, and upon the completion thereof, and of the necessary maps,
plans, and estimates of cost, the Secretary of the Interior shall deter-
mine whether or not said project is practicable and advisable, and if
determined to be impracticable or unadvisable he shall thereupon
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restore said lands to entry ; that public lands which it is proposed to
irrigate by means of any contemplated works shall be subject to entry
only under the provisions of, the homestead laws in tracts of not less
than forty nor more than one hundred and sixty acres, and shall be
subject to the limitations, charges, terms, and conditions herein pro-
vided : Provided, That the commutation provisions of the homestead al oommn ntation not

laws shall not apply to entries made. under this Act .
SEc. 4 . That upon the determination by the Secretary of the Interior contracts.

that any irrigation project is practicable, be may cause to be let con-
tracts for the construction of the same, in such portions or sections as
it may be practicable to construct and complete as parts of the whole
project, providing the necessary funds for such portions or sections
are available in the reclamation fund, and thereupon he shall give

g
Publiclicoti cofi,public notice of the lands irrigable under such project, and limit of etc °

area per entry, which limit shall represent the acreage which, in the
opinion of the Secretary, may be reasonably required for the support
of a family upon the lands in' question ; also of the charges which shall
be made per acre upon the said entries, and upon lands in private
ownership which may be irrigated by the waters of the said irrigation
project, and the number of annual installments, not exceeding ten, in
which such charges shall be paid and the time when such payments
shall commence. The said charges shall be determined with a view of
returning to the reclamation fund the estimated cost of construction
of the project, and shall be apportioned equitably : Provided, That in Pro- *o.

tofworkhoura.
all construction work eight hours shall constitute a day's work, and no Mongolian labor.

Mongolian labor shall be employed thereon .
SEc. 5 . That the entryman upon lands to be irrigated by such works t,.y,anrementecfen'

shall, in addition to compliance with the homestead laws, reclaim at
least one-half of the total irrigable area of his entry for agricultural
purposes, and before receiving patent for the lands covered by his entry
shall pay to the Government the charges apportioned against such
tract, as provided in section four. No right to the use of water for
land in private ownership shall be sold for a tract exceeding one hun-
dred and sixty acres to any one landowner, and no such sale shall be
made to any landowner unless he be an actual bona fide resident on
such land, or occupant thereof residing in the neighborhood of said
land, and no such right shall permanently attach until all payments
therefor are made . The annual installments shall be paid to the Payments'

receiver of the local land office of the district in which the land is situ-
ated, and a failure to make any two payments when due shall render
the entry subject to cancellation, with the forfeiture of all rights
under this Act, as well as of any moneys already paid thereon . All Disposal of receipts.

moneys received from the above sources shall be paid into the reclama-
tion fund. Registers and receivers shall be allowed the usual com- commissions,

missions on all moneys paid for lands entered under this Act .

	

Use of reclamationSEc. 6. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and fund.
directed to use the reclamation fund for the operation and maintenance
of all reservoirs and irrigation works constructed under the provisions
of this Act : Provided, That when the' payments required by this Act ownershipofworks .
are made for the major portion of the lands irrigated from the waters of
any of the works herein provided for, then the management and operation
of such irrigation works shall pass to the owners of the lands irrigated
thereby, to be maintained at their expense under such form of organi-
zation and under such rules and regulations as may be acceptab_ le to
the Secretary of the Interior : Provided, That the title to and the man- Title.

agement and operation of the reservoirs and the works necessary for
their protection and operation' shall remain in the Government until
otherwise provided by Congress .
SEc. 7 . . That where in carrying out the provisions of this Act it

rights,

	

for

becomes necessary to acquire any rights or property, the Secretary of
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the Interior is hereby authorized to acquire the same for the United
States by purchase or by condemnation under judicial process, and to
ay from the reclamation fund the sums which may be needed for that

purpose, and it shall be the duty .of the, Attorney-General bf the
United States upon every application of the Secretary of the Interior,
under this Act, to cause proceedings to be commenced for condemna-
tion within thirty days from the receipt of the application at the
Department of Justice.

Irrigation laws of SEC: 8. That nothing in this Act shall be construed as affecting or
States and Territories dnot affected . intended to affect or to i n any way interfere with the laws of any State

or Territory relating to the control, appropriation, use, or distribution
of water used in irrigation, or any vested right acquired thereunder,
and the Secretary of the Interior, in carrying out the provisions of

interstate streams. this Act, shall: proceed in conformity with such laws, and nothing
herein shall in any way affect any right of any State or of the Federal
Government or of any landowner, appropriator, or user of water in,

Pro'

	

to, or from any interstate stream or the waters thereof : Provided,
Basis of use.

That the right to the use of water acquired under the provisions of this
Act shall be appurtenant to the land irrigated, and beneficial use shall
be the basis, the measure, and the limit of the right .

Efunds
.xpenditure of SEC. 9. That it is b,ereby declared to be the duty of the Secretary of

the Interior in carrying out the provisions of this Act, so far ass the
same may be practicable and subject to the existence of feasible irriga-
tion projects,' to expend the major portion of the funds arising from
the sale of public lands within each State and Territory hereinbefore
named for the benefit of arid and semiarid lands within the limits of

Temporary use.

	

such State 'or Territory : Provided, That the Secretary ay temporarily
use such portion of said funds for the benefit of arid or semiarid lands
in any particular State or Territory hereinbefore named as he may
deem advisable, but when so used the excess shall be restored to the
fund as soon as practicable, to the end that ultimately, and in any

Equalizationofben- event, within each ten-year period after the passage of this Act, the
etits'

	

expenditures for the benefit of the said States and Territories shall be
equalized according-to the proportions and subject to the conditions as

Regulations, etc : toSEC . 10. That the Scr tovyof the Interior is hereby authorized to
perform any and all acts and to make such rules and regulations as may
be necessary and proper for the purpose of carrying the provisions of
this Act into full force and effect .
Approved, June 17, 1902 .
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Certified Mail No. 7017 0660 0000 4863 2626
Certified Mail No. 7017 0660 0000 4863 2633

(Amended and Corrected Version)

Gordon Warren Epperly
P.O. Box 34358

Juneau, Alaska  99803

Tel: (907) 789-5659

July 5, 2017

Mr. Bud C. Cribley
State Director
United States Bureau of Land Management
District of Alaska
222 W 7th Avenue #13
Anchorage, Alaska  99513

Mrs. Robin Potter
CBJ Assessor
City and Borough of Juneau
155 South Seward Street, Room 114
Juneau, Alaska   99801

In Reg:  Misdirected Ad Valorem Property Tax Billing

Honorable Mr. Bud C. Cribley and Mrs. Robin Potter

My wife, Esther Katherine Epperly, is in receipt of a City and Borough of Juneau (CBJ)

“Ad Valorem Property Tax Bill” for taxes that have been assessed upon the “Public Lands”

of the government of “The United States of America” for the tax year of 2017.

This “Property Tax Billing” is not accepted and is refused for cause by my wife,

Esther Katherine Epperly, and I, Gordon Warren Epperly.  This billing of Ad Valorem

Property Tax of the City and Borough of Juneau is to be re-submitted to the lawful owner
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of the mineral lands in question, the government of The United States of America. /1

Any “Negotiable Instrument” used in payment of said “property tax” by the “Epperly’s”

is presented “Without Prejudice” under UCC 1-308 /2 for purpose of preservation

of all rights.

1. The name of “ESTHER K EPPERLY” as that name appears on the face of
the City and Borough of Juneau Property Tax Bill is not the legal Christian name
of my wife, Esther Katherine Epperly.  No public official has been granted authority
to create a “Strawperson” in a legal fiction name format of “ESTHER K EPPERLY”
and then assign that name to my wife, Esther Katherine Epperly.  The legal fiction
name of “ESTHER K EPPERLY” is hereby expressly rejected and not accepted.
My wife, Esther Katherine Epperly hereby gives notice that she does not accept
any liability of taxes that have been assigned to said legal fiction “Strawperson”
name of “ESTHER K EPPERLY.” Any United States Postal Service Mail as
addressed to “ESTHER K EPPERLY” has been accepted “Without Prejudice.”

2. The City and Borough of Juneau (CBJ) “Ad Valorem Property Tax Bill” is
an assessment of taxes upon the reserved “Public Lands” of the United States
that have been identified as surface and sub-surface mineral lands
of The United States of America. As this mineral land is held in “fee with
restrictions on alienation” by the government of the United States, the land
is “tax exempt” as a matter of government “immunity” as proclaimed within
Alaska State Constitution, Article XII, Section 12 and within the “Constitution”
for The United States of America. This mineral “Public Land” of the United States
is identified within the “fees with restrictions on alienation” which appears on
the face of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129.” /3

1/ see 43 U.S. Code § 1701 - Congressional declaration of policy

(a) The Congress declares that it is the policy of the United States that—

(13) the Federal Government should, on a basis equitable to both the Federal and
local taxpayer, provide for payments to compensate States and local governments
for burdens created as a result of the immunity of Federal lands from State
and local taxation.

2/ Uniform Commercial Code § 1-308.  Performance or Acceptance Under Reservation of Rights.

(a) A party that with explicit reservation of rights performs or promises performance or assents
to performance in a manner demanded or offered by the other party does not thereby prejudice
the rights reserved.  Such words as "without prejudice," "under protest," or the like are sufficient.
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As the United States Bureau of Land Management /4 has ruled and sustained
by the U.S. Supreme Court /5 that “soil” which contains any amount
of “Sand and Gravel” is a mineral that is reserved in ownership
to The United States of America, the whole surface and sub-surface of the land
of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129” has the status
of “immunity” from taxation by the State of Alaska and its municipal corporations.

3. The City and Borough of Juneau (CBJ) “Ad Valorem Property Tax Bill” is an
assessment of taxes upon “Appurtenances” of the land that has been identified by
the CBJ Assessor, Mrs. Robbin Potter, as “Buildings.” These “Appurtenances”
are the “Possessory Interest” of the Claimant, Mathilda Katherine Streed,
(and the heirs and assigns of the Claimant) as proclaimed on the face
of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129.” The “heir” and / or
“assign” of the Claimant,  is my wife, Esther Katherine Epperly.

Under normal circumstances, a “Possessory Interest” to a government granted
“Homestead” would be a taxable interest of the State of Alaska, but that taxable
interest only exist if that “Possessory Interest” was granted after January 3, 1959,
the date that the State of Alaska was admitted into the Union of States.

The “Possessory Interest” of the lands of “United States Homestead Land Patent
No. 1188129” was acquired by the “Claimant,” Mathilda Katherine Streed,
on November 14, 1958, a date that Alaska was a “Territorial” possession
of The United States of America. Those “Possessory Interest” were granted as an
issue of “immunity” forever via “Contractual Agreement” as entered into between
the U.S. Congress and the Claimants (and the heirs and assigns of the Claimants)
of “United States Homestead Patented Lands.” This “immunity” (to which includes
implementation of “taxes”) is not an issue of “exemptions” that may cease to exist
upon the creation of a “State” from the “Territorial Property” of The United States

3/  The “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129” is on file within the “Administrative Record”
of the City and Borough of Juneau at Juneau, Alaska and is on file within the “Administrative Record” of
the United States Bureau of Land Management at Anchorage, Alaska.

4/ BLM Administrative Hearing, case No. 164 IBLA 126 [On file in the Administrative Record of
the City and Borough of Juneau at Juneau, Alaska and on file in the Administrative Record of
the United States Bureau of Land Management at Anchorage, Alaska].

5/ New West Materials, LLC, ET AL., vs. Interior Board of Land Appeals, ET AL., case No. 07-44 [On file
in the Administrative Record of the City and Borough of Juneau at Juneau, Alaska and on file in
the Administrative Record of the United States Bureau of Land Management at Anchorage, Alaska].
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of America, nor is it an issue of “exemptions” that may be granted or rescinded at
the whim of government of any State.

Upon statehood of the Territory of Alaska, the State of Alaska and its people
agreed as a condition of statehood to honor the prescribed terms or conditions of
the grants of lands or other property that were made during the days when Alaska
was a “Territorial” possession of The United States of America. (see Alaska State
Constitution, Article XII, Section 13).

Furthermore, the State of Alaska and its people has forever disclaimed all rights
and title in or to any property as those rights or title is defined
within the “Act of Admission,” such as Section 6(a) and Section 6(b) of
Public Law 85-508 and they further agreed that no taxes will be imposed upon
any such property until otherwise provided by the Congress of the United States.
(see Alaska State Constitution, Article XII, Section 12).

This City and Borough of Juneau “Ad Valorem Property Tax Bill” for tax year 2017

is attached to this letter.

On or about June 19, 2017, the “Offices” of the “United States Bureau

of Land Management” (BLM) for the “District of Alaska” at Anchorage, Alaska

was in receipt of a “Letter of Complaint” (“Complaint”) as submitted

by Gordon Warren Epperly.

This “Complaint” of Mr. Epperly addresses acts of “Trespass” that have been made upon

the mineral “Public Lands” of the government of the United States by the State of Alaska

and its municipal corporation, the City and Borough of Juneau (as stated within

the reserved United States’ “fees with restrictions on alienation” that is found on the face

of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129”).

Mrs. Robin Potter, as City and Borough of Juneau Assessor, was notified within a letter

dated May 15, 2017 that the “Land Title” of U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5

at 10440 Glacier Highway, Juneau, Alaska was never transferred into private ownership

by the U.S. Congress upon the issuance of “United States Homestead Land Patent

No. 1188129.” My wife’s grandmother, Mathilda Katherine Streed (as the Claimant to



Page 5 of 14

the “United States Homestead Land Patent”) and my wife, Esther Katherine Epperly,

(as heir and / or assign of the Claimant) were at no time the owner in possession of,

nor were ever the recorded owners of a “Title” to the soil of mineral lands

(sand and gravel) of U.S. Survey No. 3260, Lot 5 for said “Mineral Land Title” was held

in reservation of ownership by the government of the United States as expressly stated

on the face of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129” (and so says

the “United States Bureau of Land Management” and the U.S. Supreme Court):

“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.”

Any interest in a “Title” to which the Claimant, Mathilda Katherine Streed and her

granddaughter, Esther Katherine Epperly, (as an heir and or assign of the Claimant) ever

held was a non-taxable "Possessory Interest" of the land so says the U.S. Congress as

described on the face of the “Homestead Land Patent” and within the above described

“fees with restrictions on alienation”:

“NOW KNOW YE, That the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, in consideration of
the premises, DOES HEREBY GRANT unto said claimant
[Mathilda Katherine Streed] and to the heirs of the said claimant
[Esther Katherine Epperly] 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 claimant, forever; ….” [Emphasis added].

And as expressed at Section 6(a) and Section 6(b) of Public Law 85-508:

“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].
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Although it may be said that the U.S. Congress passed a “Title in Fee Simple Defeasible”

to the “Claimant” of “United States Homestead Patented Lands,” in truth no “Title in Fee”

has ever been transferred to any individual or to the State of Alaska by The United States

of America for the U.S. Congress expressly declared that it reserved a “Title in Fee”

ownership of all minerals to The United States of America which includes

“sand and gravel” as a mineral located on the surface or under the sub-surface of

the land. /6 No “Title in Fee Absolute” will ever be transferred into the hands of

any “Claimant,” or the heirs and assigns of the “Claimant,” until the day that

the U.S. Congress rescinds all of its “fees with restrictions on alienation”

from “United States Homestead Land Patents” and from the “Alaska Statehood Act” by

an “Act of Law.” Until that day arrives:

1. Alaska State Constitution, Article IX, Section 5 that provides that
“Private leaseholds, contracts, or interest in land or property owned or held by the
United States, the State, or its political subdivisions, shall be taxable to the extent
of the interests” does not apply to the “Claimants,” the heirs and / or assigns of
the “Claimants,” of “United States Homestead Land Patents” for the interest in said
“Homestead Land Patents” is governed by “Public Laws” of The United States
of America.  The U.S. Congress granted “tax immunity” (“exemption”) to any
possessory interest or ownership in the “land” or any other property of what so ever
of “United States Homestead Patented Lands” by “Claimants,” the heirs and / or
assigns of the “Claimants.”

6/ There is no private “Title in Fee” ownership of lands existing within the State of Alaska for
the U.S. Congress has declared (expressly or otherwise) that The United States of America has
reserved a “Title in Fee” ownership to all “minerals” in the land (which includes “sand and gravel”)
as declared within the “Alaska Statehood Act” (Pub. Law 85–508, 72 Stat. 339, enacted July 7, 1958)
at Section 6(i):

“(i) All grants made or confirmed under this Act shall include mineral deposits. The grants of
mineral lands to the State of Alaska under subsections (a) and (b) of this section are made upon
the express condition that all sales, grants, deeds, or patents for any of the mineral lands so
granted shall be subject to and contain reservation to the State of all of the minerals in the lands
so sold, granted, deeded, or patented, together with the right to prospect for, mine, and remove
the same. Mineral deposits in such lands shall be subject to lease by the State as the State
legislature may direct: Provided, That any lands or minerals hereafter disposed of contrary
to the provisions of this section shall be forfeited to the United States by appropriate
proceedings instituted by the Attorney General for that purpose in the United States
District Court for the District of Alaska.” [Emphasis added].
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2. Alaska State Constitution, Article IX, Section 1, Section 4 and Section 5 do not
apply to the “Claimants,” and the heirs and / or assigns of the “Claimant,”
of “United States Homestead Land Patents” for the State of Alaska and
its people surrendered all of its taxing powers it may have had over “United States
Homestead Patented Lands” as a condition of statehood under provisions of
the “Alaska Statehood Act” (Public Law 85-508) and at Alaska State Constitution,
Article XII, Section 12, and Section 13.

3. The City and Borough of Juneau Tax Ordinance 15.02.020 and 15.05.100
do not apply to the “Claimants,” the heirs and / or assigns of the “Claimants,”
of “United States Homestead Land Patents” for said “CBJ Tax Ordinances” are an
arm or an extension of the taxing authority of the State of Alaska (see Alaska
State Constitution, Article X, Section 2).  Said “CBJ Tax Ordinances” have been
superseded by Alaska State Constitution, Article XII, Section 12, and Section 13.

Handing down one of the basic decisions of U.S. constitutional law,

the U.S. Supreme Court ruled in McCulloch v. Maryland, 17 U.S. 316  (1819),

that the U.S. Constitution exempts the Federal Government from state taxation.

Setting forth his renowned dictum that "the power to tax involves the power to destroy,"

Chief Justice John Marshall declared that the States (and, by inference,

local governments) "have no power, by taxation or otherwise, to retard, impede, burden

or in any manner control the operations of the constitutional laws enacted by Congress."

In other words, it is an absurdity in law that the U.S. Congress would grant a newly

formed State (“State of Alaska”) the authority to destroy its “Contracts” as entered into

with “Claimants,” and the heirs and assigns of the “Claimants,” of “United States

Homestead Patented Lands” with its powers of taxation.

CONCLUSION

Mrs. Robbin Potter, as assessor for the City and Borough of Juneau,

and Mr. Bud C. Cribley, as “State Director” for the United State Bureau

of Land Management, have had in their possession for several weeks before

the issuance of the City and Borough of Juneau “Property Tax Bill”
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to “ESTHER K EPPERLY,” [“Esther Katherine Epperly”], the facts and law regarding

the “rights,” privileges,” and “immunities,” as granted to the “Claimants,” and the heirs and

assigns of the “Claimants,” of “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129” as

granted by the “Congress” of “The United States of America.”

Even though those facts and law show that my wife, Esther Katherine Epperly

(as an “heir” and / or “assign” of the “Claimant,” Mathilda Katherine Streed)

has United States’ granted “immunity” from being assigned a taxpayer liability

of “Ad Valorem Property Taxes” as assessed upon the “Public Lands” of the government

of the United States (as expressly reserved within said “Homestead Land Patent

No. 1188129”) and upon the “appurtenances” of Esther Katherine Epperly,

(being the “buildings” that are located upon the mineral “public lands” of the government

of the United States), a conspiracy has taken place to deny my wife,

Esther Katherine Epperly, and me, Gordon Warren Epperly, of their constitutional

protected “Civil Rights” in violation of civil law, 42 USC 1983 and criminal law 18 USC 242.

For failure of Mrs. Robbin Potter and Mr.  Bud  C.  Cribley to take appropriate action

and care as “Public Officers” and “Officials” of government to protect

Esther Katherine Epperly of any deprivation of “rights,” “privileges,” or “immunities” as

secured or protected by the “Constitution” or laws of the United States;

First: being the contempt for the U.S. Constitution and all laws of

the U.S. Congress that were made in pursuant thereof, and;

Second: the contempt shown towards the U.S. Congress and

the U.S. Constitution in refusing to honor the granting of “Ad Valorem

Property Tax” “immunity” to the land of Esther Katherine Epperly which is located

at 10440 Glacier Highway, Juneau, Alaska and having the legal description of:

“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
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the official plat of the survey of the said land, on file in the Bureau of
Land Management”

And third: the complete contempt and disrespect of Mr. Bud C. Cribley in his

duties as “State Director” of the “United States Bureau of Land Management” to

not only protect the interest of “Public Lands” of The United States of America as

described and reserved within “Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129,” but the

contempt shown towards the “Civil Rights” of my wife, Esther Katherine Epperly,

and to me, Gordon Warren Epperly, by denying us the “rights to be heard” under

the “Due Process of Law” /7 clause of “Article Five” of the “Bill of Rights” to

the U.S. Constitution and the “Due Process of Law” clause of

the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.

Mr. Bud C. Cribley did also deny Esther Katherine Epperly

and Gordon Warren Epperly of their “rights” to “Petition the Government for

a Redress of Grievance” /8 as provided for by “Article One” of the “Bill of Rights”

to the U.S. Constitution when Mr. Bud C. Cribley refused to acknowledge

7/ The Requirements of Due Process. - Although due process tolerates variances in procedure
"appropriate to the nature of the case" (Mullane v. Central Hanover Trust Co., 339 U.S. 306, 313), it is
nonetheless possible to identify its core goals and requirements. First, "[p]rocedural due process rules
are meant to protect persons not from the deprivation, but from the mistaken or unjustified deprivation
of life, liberty, or property" (Carey v. Piphus, 435 U.S. 247, 259). Thus, the required elements
of due process are those that "minimize substantively unfair or mistaken deprivations" by enabling
persons to contest the basis upon which a State proposes to deprive them of protected interests
(Fuentes v. Shevin, 407 U.S. 67, 81).  The core of these requirements is “notice and a hearing” before
an impartial tribunal. Due process may also require an opportunity for confrontation and
cross-examination, and for discovery; that a decision be made based on the record, and that a party
be allowed to be represented by counsel.

8/   Historically, the right of petition is a primary right.  The right of petition has expanded over the years and
it is no longer confined to demands for “a redress of grievances,” in any accurate meaning
of these words, but comprehends demands for an exercise by the Government of its powers
in furtherance of the interest and prosperity of the petitioners and of their views on politically contentious
matters (Eastern R.R. Presidents Conf. v. Noerr Motor Freight, 365 U.S. 127). The right extends to
the “approach of citizens or groups of them to administrative agencies (which are both creatures of the
legislature, and arms of the executive) and to courts, the third branch of Government.” Certainly the
right to petition extends to all departments of the Government (California Motor Transport Co. v. Trucking
Unlimited, 404 U.S. 508, 510. See also NAACP v. Claiborne Hardware Co., 458 U.S. 886, 913–15;
Missouri v. NOW, 620 F.2d 1301 (8th Cir.), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 842).
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the receipt of and the assignment of a “BLM Filing Number” for Mr. Epperly’s

“Complaint” that is on file with the United States Bureau of Land Management

at Anchorage, Alaska.

The demands made of “ESTHER K EPPERLY,” [“Esther Katherine Epperly”],

by Mrs. Robbin Potter, as assessor for the City and Borough of Juneau, to make payment

of unlawful assessment of taxes under colorable laws of the State of Alaska is

a criminal act of “extortion” /9 that may be punishable under the “RICO” Statutes /10

of The United States of America.

Mr. Bud C. Cribley may be in criminal violation of 18 U.S. Code § 872 /11 – (Extortion by

officers or employees of the United States) for failing to take action to prevent the extortion

activity of Mrs. Robbin Potter after being duly notified via “Complaint” of Mr. Epperly that

said “criminal activity” was being made against Esther Katherine Epperly and

the government of the United States when an unlawful “tax liability” was assessed under

“colorable laws” of the State of Alaska against the “Mineral Public Lands”

of the United States and then being assigned to “ESTHER K EPPERLY,”

[“Esther Katherine Epperly”] for payment. In failing or refusing to take any action

of addressing the criminal issues raised within Mr. Epperly’s “Complaint,”

Mr. Bud C. Cribley may be criminally charged as an “accessory after the fact”

under 18 U.S. Code § 3. /12

9/ Extortion - n.  Illegal use of one's official position or powers to obtain property, funds, or patronage.

10/ 18 U.S. Code § 1961 - “(1) “racketeering activity” means (A) any act or threat involving murder,
kidnapping, gambling, arson, robbery, bribery, extortion, dealing in obscene matter, or dealing in
a controlled substance or listed chemical (as defined in section 102 of the Controlled Substances Act),
which is chargeable under State law and punishable by imprisonment for more than one year; …”

11/ 18 U.S. Code § 872 - “Whoever, being an officer, or employee of the United States or any department
or agency thereof, or representing himself to be or assuming to act as such, under color or pretense of
office or employment commits or attempts an act of extortion, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned
not more than three years, or both; but if the amount so extorted or demanded does not exceed $1,000,
he shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than one year, or both.”
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THE  DEMAND

A two week period of grace (July 21, 2017) is hereby granted to Mrs. Robbin Potter and

Mr. Bud C. Cribley to correct the “Administrative Record” of the City and Borough

of Juneau so as to address my wife by her lawful Christian name

of “Esther Katherine Epperly” and;

To declare the voiding of the “Ad Valorem Property Tax” billing as assigned

to “ESTHER K EPPERLY,” and;

Furthermore, Mrs. Robbin Potter and Mr. Bud C. Cribley shall oversee the recording of

a “legal document” with the Alaska State Recorder Office at Juneau, Alaska proclaiming

that the property of Esther Katherine Epperly which is located at 10440 Glacier Highway

at Juneau, Alaska and having the legal description of:

“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”

is with the status of “tax immunity” under the “Public Laws” of the U.S. Congress and

under the “Constitution” of The United States of America. After recording of

this “legal document,” the “document” shall be returned to:

Esther Katherine Epperly
P.O. Box 34358

Juneau, Alaska  99803

12/ 18 U.S. Code § 3 - “Whoever, knowing that an offense against the United States has been committed,
receives, relieves, comforts or assists the offender in order to hinder or prevent his apprehension, trial
or punishment, is an accessory after the fact.”
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A “Judicial Complaint” is now being prepared naming Mrs. Robbin Potter

and Mr. Bud C. Cribley as “Defendants” in their personal and individual capacities.

When a “Public Official” acts outside the description of their “Office,” they do not represent

the government of which employed them, but they act in their own personal

individual capacity.

As each of you have been duly “Noticed” of the facts and law regarding the “rights,”

“immunities,” and “privileges” of “Claimants” (and the heirs and assigns of

the “Claimants”) of “United States Homestead Land Patents” over a period

of several months via “Certified Mailed Letters,” and as each of you have refused to take

any corrective action to protect the “Claimant” (and heirs and assigns of the “Claimant”)

of said “Homestead Patented Lands” from “trespasses” of their “rights,” “privileges,”

and “immunities” as granted to them by the U.S. Congress, each of you have voluntarily

surrendered any “Qualified Immunities” /13 that you may have had as employees of

the government.

The defense of “Qualified Immunity” immediately tests whether the “Plaintiff” alleged

sufficient facts to establish that a reasonable “Officer” would have believed the conduct

in question to have been unlawful under clearly established law.  Is there any doubts that

each of you had foreknowledge that your actions were unlawful? Let us hope that

a “Complaint” does not need to be filed with any “Court of Law.”

Respectfully Submitted

Gordon Warren Epperly

13/ Harlow, 457 U.S. at 817
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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 “Misdirected Ad Valorem Property

Tax Billing” 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
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PROOF  OF  MAILING
Office of Assessor

City and Borough of Juneau, Alaska

(Letter - BLM Director Bud C. Cribley and CBJ Assessor Robin Potter)



PROOF  OF  MAILING
United States Bureau of Land Management

District of Alaska at Anchorage, Alaska

(Letter – BLM Director Bud C. Cribley and CBJ Assessor Robin Potter)
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