STATE OF MINNESOTA

Minnesota Supreme Court
Sharon Anderson BFA,
Petitioner

V.
Petition for Writ of Prohibition

Marcia Moermond, Chris Coleman, Quo Warranto

Debbie Montgomery, Dave Thune,

Pat Harris, Jay Benanav, Lee Helgen,

Dan Bostrom, Kathy Lanftry,

John Chot, Lisa Vieth, Judy Hanson

Jerome Ludden, Jack Reardon, Bob Kessler,

all Personally and Professionally, and the
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Proposed “Trial Court”: St. Paul
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officer, Marsha Moyhand, regarding
St. Paul City Council Hearing
File: Re: 697 Surrey Ave File #06-
077356 hearing 06/06/2006

To: 1) RT. HON. Russell Anderson Chief Justice, Minnesota Supreme Court, Minnesota
Judicial Center, 25 Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., St. Paul, MN 55101, Fax: 651-

297-4149
2) St. Paul City Attorney, 400 City Hall, 15 W. Kellogg Blvd., Saint Paul, MN 55102, Fax:

651 651-298-5532 (City Attorney),Fax 651 266-8574 (City Council and Water Board) and
Fax: 651 266-1926 (City works)

RELIEF SOUGHT

This action is brought pursuant to jurisdictional authority stated in Minnesota Statutes
§2.724 Chief Justice.
The Petitioner, requests a Writ of Prohibition, restraining the Respondents from all

legislative hearing officers appointed by same, inclusive their agents and employees, acting as



adjudicators for abatements and condemnation, in any administrative hearing, that does not give
full access to courts in the judicial branch, and allow full due process, discovery and subpoena
power.

This action arises regarding the circumstance of a fraudulent claim, by Jerry Ludden from
St. Paul Regional Water, in violation of Minnesota Statues, §609.43, that the replacement of
mterior and exterior water meters were necessary, when in fact these meters were and are
working, and the consequent withdrawal of Petitioner’s water services therefore, when Petitioner
refused to allow this change which involved violation of her privacy and access to the property.

As the matter has escalated the Resp9ondents are attempting to condemn the property in
a “legislative hearing” body, such bodies, which are by definition, not courts of law and which do
not grant, inclusive but not limited to, subpoena power and discovery defined due process. These
legislative administrative processes, purport to remove the judicial branch of government from
law enforcement concurrent to implementation of “legislative courts” which contravene the,
which also authorizes similar abatements with respect to violations of the condemnation
buildings, without the authority of a finding in district court of law, that shows wrongdoing and

justification as defined under the Eminent Domain law, in effect as of May 15, 2006.

STATEMENT OF FACT

Background
This action, under the legal supervision and advice of Lisa Vieth, is one in a series of
similar legal actions i which Ms. Lisa Vieth has advised the city to prosecute the Petitioner,
wrongfully and unsuccessfully, because Ms. Lisa Vieth has pursued harassing criminal charges

knowing that no crime as defined by city ordinance, or state or federal law has been committed



by Pefitioner. In this matter Lisa Vieth has advised the St. Paul Water Board to disconnect the
Plaintiff water on the fraudulent pretence that the interior and exterior water meters do not work,
so that the City can attempt to condemn the property of Petitioner. There has been a pattern of
this kind of behavior involving a series of similar activities by the City, for example the case of
Betty Speaker, a 68 year old senior woman who owned her own home.
http://www.angelfire.com/mn3/andersonadvocates/2006water/water.html
http://www.watchdog-news.com/watchdog-0506/0506-page03.htm
http://www.watchdog-news.com/watchdog-0506/0506-page(8.htm
http://www.watchdog-news.com/watchdog-0506/0506-page09.htimn
These actions have been done without due process and instead involve quasi-judicial hearings by
city planners and the city council, who are in the executive branch, and who have the agenda of
gaining more property for the city, without paying fair compensation.
Petitioner has several physical disabilities including a broken ankle, sustained because of
the stress from the harassment the city exerted, which Petitioner is still recovering from.
The City of St. Paul and the City Attorney has in the recent past also engaged n similar
harassment, namely:

a) Various complaints relevant to Petitioners dog which were withdrawn.
b) Various complaints about Petitioner ’s gardens/vard, which have been withdrawn

The previous matters were resolved by administrative means via the St. Paul City
Attorney in all matters.

Facts of Current Case

In this current instance, the basic facts are as follows:



Petitioner 1s a sixty eight year old disabled woman who lives alone, at 697 Surrey Ave, St.
Paul, in a property that is about 70 - 100 vears old, and has a history of very frugal use of
water, with quarterly bills of about $17.00, all of which is known by Respondents.

The current interior and exterior meter were installed in about 1992, at the same time
these were installed in the neighboring properties, and there 1s no known problem with
any of the meters at 697 Surrey Ave, or in any of the neighboring properties.
Approximately seven of the immediately neighboring properties are empty for reasons
unknown and may have been purchased, or obtained by other means, by the City of St.
Paul for redevelopment,

That the City of St. Paul has engaged in patterns of systematic harassment, intimidation,
threats of police action, and made frivolous complaints of code violations to force elderly,
disabled, women, from their homes, as detailed in the Betty Speaker case, which started
by giving voluntary access to City of St. Paul Officials, to property, which amounts to
legal misconduct that is in violation of Minnesota Statues, §609.43.

That this May, 2006, in order to obtain “voluntary granted access” access to Petitioner’s
home, St. Paul Regional Water, falsely claimed that the water meter was not giving any
reading because the readings were (as they had always been in the past) low, and that St.
Paul Water wanted to gain access mside Petitioner’s home to replace the water meters;
with a police escort and presence:- and this claim appears to have been nothing more than
a pretence: as no city engineer has been willing to sign a professional, written, report that

verifies and legitimizes that the meters were not giving readings or that the existing meters



were broken; only the supervisor, Jerry Ludden, who is not an engineer, has made these
claims, and has used bully like tactics against Petitioner, inclusive threats of police action.
Before acting in purportedly shutting the water off Regional Water gave Petitioner a
hearing, which precluded Petitioner from discovery and the right to compel the agency to
provide evidence.

Consequently, after returning to the property several times, to turn of the water
repeatedly, usually with police, and taking a reading from the allegedly “inoperative”
meter equipment, the water board and the City of St. Paul wish to condemn the property
for lack of water.

The actions of the city are those of an government agency aware that Eminent Domain
legislation was due to be passed, acting to surreptitiously take action to essentially grab
and procure the real property of Petitioner, before the Eminent Domain legislation became
law, which predictably would be about August 1, in any year a law passes, but in fact,
was exceptional as the Eminent Domain law went into effect immediately on May 15,
20006, by use of these two ordinances, Chapter 15 and Chapter 18, in an attempt to

subordinate state Eminent Domain Law, with local city politics:

Chapter 15. PUBLIC OWNERSHIP AND OPERATION OF
UTILITIES

Sec. 15.01. Acquisition and operation of utilities.

Sec. 15.02. Regulations and rates.

Sec. 15.03. Board of water commissioners.

Sec. 15.01. Acquisition and operation of utilities.

The city may own and operate any gas, water, heat, power, light, telephone, transportation, market or other
public utility for supplying its own needs for utility service or for supplying utility service to private
CONSUIMers

or other governmental agencies. It may construct all facilities needed for that purpose and may acquire any
existing utility properties so needed. The city shall not acquire or construct any public utility unless the
proposition to acquire or to construct it has been approved by a majority of the electors voting upon the
proposition at a general or special election.

Sec. 15.02. Regulations and rates.

The council may by ordinance fix rates, fares and prices for municipal utilities and may prescribe the time



and manner of payments for all such services, and may make such other regulations as may be necessary,
and prescribe penalties for violation of such regulations.

Sec. 15.03. Board of water commissioners.

There shall be a board of water commissioners composed of six (6) members appointed as follows: The
mayor shall appoint with the approval of the council three (3) members who shall be members of the city
council for terms to coincide with their elected terms of office and two (2) members who shall be resident
citizens of Saint Paul who hold no other city office or city employment. The sixth (6th) member who shall be a
resident citizen of a suburb served by the board's water system to be appointed in the manner provided for in
the water extension agreement with the suburb(s). All citizen members shall serve for a term of four (4)
years. A citizen member appointed to fill a vacancy shall serve for the unexpired term. In the event of a tie
vote on any issue before the board the mayor of Saint Paul shall be considered an ex officio member with the
right to vote to break the tie vote. The council may provide for an additional citizen board member to be
appointed as provided for in the water extension agreements with the suburbs.

The board shall elect biannually from its membership a president, and vice-president. The board may make
bylaws, rules and regulations for its government not inconsistent herewith, subject to the approval of the city
council. The compensation of the board, if any, and the compensation of all officers and employees, shall be
fixed by the city council.

Employees of the board shall be considered employees of the City of Saint Paul. Except as modified by this
Charter or state law, the board and its employees shall in all respects be subject to and subordinate to all
provisions of this Charter and the ordinances and resolutions enacted in pursuance thereof.

The board of water commissioners shall exercise all authority for the operation of the water utility as
provided by Chapter 110, Special Laws of Minnesota for 1885, which is incorporated herzin as fully and
effectively as if set forth herein verbatim.

(C.F. No. 96-1365, § 1, 12-11-96)

Chapter 18. Legislative Hearing Officer*

Sec. 18.01. Legislative hearing officer.

Sec. 18.02. Hearing petition, filing, fee, notice.

Sec. 18.03. Judicial review.

C.F.No.95-105, § 1, adopted Mar. 22, 1995, amended this chapter in its entirety, in effect

repealing former ch. 18, property code enforcement board of appeals, §§ 18.01--18.04, and adding new
provisions as herein set out. Formerly, such sections derived from §§ 55.01--55.04 of the 1956 Code; Ord.
No. 16897, adopted Mar. 18, 1982; Ord. No. 17346, § 1, adopted Apr. 24, 1986; Ord. No. 17565, § 1, adopted
May 24, 1988; Ord. No. 17740, § 2, adopted June 5, 1990; Ord. No. 17810, § 1, adopted Mar. 5, 1991; and
17875, § 1, adopted Oct. 22, 1991.

*Editor's note--

Sec. 18.01. Legislative hearing officer.

In order to hear and decide appeals of orders, decisions or determinations made by the enforcement officers
relative to the enforcement of health, housing, building or fire codes contained in the Saint Paul Legislative
Code, and in order to hear appeals and make determinations relative to safe pedestrian crossing arcas under
section 156.05 and newsracks under chapter 131 of the Saint Paul Legislative Code, there shall be and is
hereby created a legislative hearing officer. The legislative hearing officer shall be a city employee appointed
by the president of the city council. The legislative hearing officer shall have the authority to hear appeals to
orders, decisions or determinations of the enforcement officers or others and make recommendations to the
city council. The hearing officer shall not have the power to grant waivers of the Minnesota State Building
Code. All matters, orders, decisions and determinations of the hearing officer shall be forwarded to the city
council in resolution form within ten (10) days of the hearing officer's actions. The city council shall have the
authority to approve, modify, reverse, revoke, wholly or partly, the hearing officer's orders, decisions or
determinations and shall make such order, decision or determination as ought to be made.
(C.F.No.95-105,§ 1,3-22-95, C.F. No. 00-350, § 3, 11-22-00; C.F. No. 01-277,§ 2, 7-5-01; C.F. No. 02-
125,$1,3-6-02)

Ord. No. 00-550, § 3, which amended § 18.01, becomes effective one hundred eighty (180) days from the
date of publication, December 18, 2000.

Sec. 18.02. Hearing petition, filing, fee, notice.

Any property owrer affected by any order which has been issued in connection with the enforcement of a
health, housing, building or fire code, or any rule or regulation adopted pursuant thereto, or any newsrack
owner affected by any decision made pursuant to section 131.70(B) of the St. Paul Legislative Code, may
request and shall be granted a hearing before the legislative hearing officer on all matters set forth in such
notice; provided, that such property or newsrack owner shall first file with the legislative hearing officer a
written petition requesting such hearing and setting forth a brief statement of grounds therefor within ten (10)
days after the date the original notice of code violations, or within ten (10) days after the date on which notice
of the newsrack decision under section 131.70(B), was issued.

The filing fee for such petition shall be twenty-five dollars ($25.00) except that where there is financial



hardship, the hearing officer may waive this filing fee subject to the approval of the city council.

Upon receipt of such petition, the hearing officer shall set a time and place for such hearing and shall give the
petitioner written notice thereof. The hearing shall be commenced not later than thirty (30) days after the date
on which the petition was filed.

(C.F.No. 95-105, § 1, 3-22-95, C.F. No. 00-550, § 3, 11-22-00)

Ord. No. 00-550, § 3, which amended § 18.02, becomes effective one hundred eighty (180) days from the
date of publication, December 18, 2000.

Sec. 18.03. Judicial review.

Any person aggrieved by the final decision of the legislative hearing officer may obtain judicial review by
timely filing of an action secking review of such decision as provided by law in district court.

{C.F.No. 95-105, § 1,3-22-95)

In the past few vears Respondents, mainly the City Council and City Attorney, have
used many tactics covering a very wide range of city ordinances, to attempt to justify
fraudulently contrived situations, which allows Respondents to create their own legislative,
biased court, to effect administrative taking of real property from citizens without just
compensation. In this case these tactics appear fo be expressly, for the purpose of rushing in to
compromise and usurp the power of the new Eminent Domain Law, in effect since May 15,
2006. The City Council and City Attorney have usurped powers of the district courts in general
(see Betty Speaker case) in recent history, and in this matter, although this ordinance does not
appear to have been created replace district criminal and civil court proceedings, or give powers
to the City Council and City Attorney to adjudicate cases involving alleged misdemeanor
offenses and ownership of real property, in practice this has been, unfortunately, what the effect
has been.

In this instant matter, in which the Respondents have sought to over ride and circumvent
the new State Eminent Domain Law, abuse abatement powers, replace prosecution of alleged
crimes, property ownership claims, or misdemeanors in district court with the “jurisdiction™ of
the city council as court of law, which is in effect without due process, and Petitioner has

endured and 1s at risk of violations of Petitioner’s legal rights as follows:



* Infringement on several constitutional rights of the Petitioner inclusive privacy,
due process of law, and rights to be free from discrimination because of age,
disability and sex. Respondents should pay Petitioner punitive damages for such
actions.
* Infringement on petitioner’s rights to reasonable accommodation of Petitioner’s
disability pursuant to federal statutes, including but not limited to the ADA, and
respect for Petitioner’s age as a senior. Respondents should pay Petitioner
punitive damages for such actions.
* Infringement on petitioner’s rights to protection from crimes, including but not
limited those laws that prohibit: officious harassment, fraudulent and deceptive
claims of fact regarding meter reading equipment for water services. Respondents
should pay Petitioner punitive damages for such actions.
* Infringement on petitioners rights to protection from crimes, inclusive laws that
prohibit swindling and taking of real property without compensation, abuse of
police and official powers, that caused the Petitioner to mcur stress that impacted
her physical health, invaded Petitioner’s privacy and peaceful and quiet
enjoyment of Petitioner’s real property. Respondents should pay Petitioner
punitive damages for such actions.
The superseding federal and state law regarding due process matters have not changed,
however, the City of St. Paul have, since 1995, passed the aforestated Chapter 18, which allows
powers of abatement, condemnation and more, before appearance m court and adjudication from

a court of law determining that such official conduct is justified.



Knowing that the use of such abatement powers require demonstration of a high standard
of necessity and demonstration of imminent public or private peril, the city, by the apparent
advice of Ms. Lisa Vieth, are making frivolous use of this law, using the new city law to justify
criminal acts and torts, and to harass the Petitioner. There appears to be an element of personal
agerandizement involved in these actions for Ms. Lisa Vieth, and some city Council members,
stemming from retaliation, rage and discrimination on the basis of age, income, and disability.

The photographs attached and online at:

http://www.angelfire.com/mn3/andersonadvocates/2006water/water.html

Further, the City Council and City Attorney, apparently pursuant to the advice of the
City Attorney, are engaging in vigilante, criminal prosecution, outside a court of law, which
subjects citizens in St. Paul, and the Petitioner to violation of rights to rights guaranteed under the
Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution to Due Process of Law. These prosecutions
attempt to interfere with rights of privacy, ownership and due process, . This is being done,
additionally, in a manner that is SELECTIVE and vindictive.

The city and Ms. Lisa Vieth were fully aware, in advance of commencing the apparently
malicious prosecutions and persecution of Petitioner, that these actions would cost the Petitioner
significant time, emotional distress, and financial loss. Therefore the causing this loss and
distress to the Petitioner appears to have been deliberate.

In this matter there is an attempt to bypass the civil and criminal courts, in a matter
which would not survive a demand for a long form complaint in a venue in a district court,

criminal division.



The city ordinances which deny access to district courts, criminal divisions, appear to be
unconstitutional, and therefore, these ordinances should be rendered void for being

unconstitutional.

LEGAL ISSUES

1. The Respondents h ad no probable cause to demand access mto Petitioner’s property and
thereafter to punish Petitioner for refusing to grant access. . Petitioner has frugally used water for
years and there was nothing unusual about the meters showing a low reading, and this was not
justification to believe the meters were not working and to demands access into property, with a
police presence. The Respondents must be ordered to stop further official and legislative legal
actions as described, and bring a legitimate condemnation proceeding under the Eminent Domain
Law if Respondents want to take Petitioner’s property. .

2. The Respondents have harassed and bully Petitioner, who is a member of three protected
classes, seniors, the disabled and women: and the Respondents must be ordered to stop this.

3) The City of St. Paul, presumably with the legal counsel and recommendation of the City
Attorney, have acted to violate the provisions of the Fifth Amendment of the United States
Constitution m the apparent systematic denial of access to a court of law, i real estate
ownership matters which require adjudication in a court of Law under the Eminent Domain Law
in effect from May 1, 2006. There is justification in prohibiting further actions of this type
against Petitioner, to harass the Petitioner with legislative jurisprudence, consequent to this
Petition.

4y The City of St. Paul, presumably with the legal counsel and recommendation of the City

Attorney, have acted violate the provisions of the United States Constitution, which compel that

10



there be a separation of powers, judiciary, legislative and executive; by attempting to act as all
three branches of government, executive, legislative and, in particular, judicial by appointing the
St. Paul City Council to be an adjudicating body that replaces the courts in criminal matters,
resulting in abuses of law and power. There 1s justification in prohibiting further actions of this

type against Petitioner, to harass the Petitioner, consequent to this Petition.

ARGUMENT

The Petitioner believes that in the above circumstances that an issuance of the Writ of
Prohibition is wholly justified and necessary.

Wherefore, the Petitioner requests an order granting the Petition for a Writ of Prohibition
that prevent the Respondents from continuing all attempts to condemn Petitioners Property
without a court proceeding and without compensation, and the issuance of the Writ which has
this effect.

June 05, 2006 Respectfully submitted.

Sharon Anderson, Petitioner
697 Surrey Avenue

St. Paul, MN 55106

TEL: 651 776 5835

Fax: 651 776 5835
or 651 457 4376
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STATE OF MINNESOTA

Minnesota Supreme Court

Sharon Anderson BFA,
Petitioner
V. Memorandum of Fact Supporting
Petition for Writ of Prohibition
Marcia Moermond, Chris Coleman, Quo Warranto

Debbie Montgomery, Dave Thune,

Pat Harris, Jay Benanav, Lee Helgen,

Dan Bostrom, Kathy Lantry,

John Choi, Lisa Vieth, Judy Hanson

Jerome Ludden, Jack Reardon Bob Kessler,
all Personally and Professionally, and the

St. Paul Regional Water and Directors,

St. Paul City Council and the City of St.Paul

Respondents
Proposed “Trial Court”: St. Paul
City Council via legislative appeals
officer, Marsha Movhand, regarding
St. Paul City Council Hearing
File: Re: 697 Surrey Ave File #06-
077356, hearing 06/06/2006

To: 1) RT. HON. Russell Anderson Chief Justice , Minnesota Supreme Court, Minnesota
Judicial Center, 25 Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., St. Paul, MN 55101, Fax:651-

297-4149

2) St. Paul City Attorney, 400 City Hall, 15 W. Kellogg Blvd., Saint Paul, MN 55102, Fax:
651 651-298-5532 (City Attorney),Fax 651 266-8574 (City Council and Water Board) and
Fax: 651 266-1926 (City works)



1) Petitioner attaches exhibit “A” the e-mail from Jerry Luideen admitted the meters were
working, although not giving a significantly different reading, as the water had been
alledgedly turned off.

2) Petitioner attaches exhibit B, details of Betty Speaker Case.



STATE OF MINNESOTA

Minnesota Supreme Court

Sharon Anderson BFA,
Petitioner
V. Memorandum of L.aw Supporting
Petition for Writ of Prohibition
Marcia Moermond, Chris Coleman, Quo Warranto

Debbie Montgomery, Dave Thune,

Pat Harris, Jay Benanav, L.ee Helgen,

Dan Bostrom, Kathy Lantry,

John Choi, Lisa Vieth, Judy Hanson

Jerome Ludden, Jack Reardon, Bob Kessler,
all Personally and Professionally, and the

St. Paul Regional Water and Directors,

St. Paul City Council and the City of St. Paul

Respondents
Proposed “Trial Court”: St. Paul
City Council via legislative appeals
officer, Marsha Movhand, regarding
St. Paul City Council Hearing
File: Re: 697 Surrey Ave File #06-
077356, hearing 06/06/2006

To: 1) RT. HON. Russell Anderson Chief Justice, Minnesota Supreme Court, Minnesota
Judicial Center, 25 Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., St. Paul, MN 55101, Fax:651-

297-4149
2) St. Paul City Attorney, 400 City Hall, 15 W. Kellogg Blvd., Saint Paul, MN 55102, Fax:

651 651-298-5532 (City Attorney),Fax 651 266-8574 (City Council and Water Board) and
Fax: 651 266-1926 (City works)

Probable Cause, Abuse of Power and Due Process

In this instant case there is no probable cause to believe any fault in the property at: 697
Surrey Avenue. The Respondents cannot bully Petitioner to grant voluntary access to the

property to go on a fishing trip hoping to find probable cause, by unlawfully turning off



Petitioner’s water, on the false pretext that the meters are not working right. This action would
not be able to survive a probable cause hearing or motion for Summary Dismissal by Petitioner,
i a criminal court, because:

The standard for specificity of a criminal accusation as cited in: United States v.

Cruikshank , 92 U.U/ 543 at 556 (1876), affirmed by Russell v. United States , 369 U.S. 749 at

783-765 (1962) and State v. Grose, 367 N.W. 24 162 at 169 (Mmnn. App. 1986).
Due Process

The St. Paul City Council (as legislators), Mayor (as executive) and City Prosecutor,
cannot be said to be a mix that creates an impartial hearing board that replaces a criminal court of
law, 1n district court, and therefore the City Council of St Paul, Mayor, and the Prosecutor, who
have self interests in the outcome of this matter, cannot adjudicate the matter, see: Muse v.

Sullivan , 925 F2d., 785 (5th Cir.) (1991) and Porter v. Singletary , 49 F3d., 1483, (11 Cir.)

(1995).
The lack of a hearing in district court in this matter, resulting in a abate or condemn which
would mdicate the city may have rights to . and condemn with due process in a court of law

and compensation, is a denial of due process, see:

US v. Henderson, 19 F3d., 917, (5th Cir.) (1994), wherein it was held that failure to hold a

hearing, when a hearing is necessary to uphold due process right, 1s abuse of discretion and
violation of due process rights.
Respondents conduct amounts to abuse to the level described in Minnesota Statues,

§609.43. Respondents have no immunity for torts, see: Thiede v. Town of Scandia Valley .

217 Minn. 218, 14 N.W.2d 400), 1944.



There are inherently to this matter, serious implications of unconstitutional city
ordinances which seek to, i practice, undermine Fifth Amendment rights to Due Process of Law,
in a court of law, governed by the Rules of Evidence and the Minnesota Rules of Criminal
Procedure, as opposed to an administrative legislative body, that is the St. Paul City Council.

There are also serious concerns about the separation of powers, when a legislative and
administrative body, like the St. Paul City Council, seeks to take over authority from criminal
courts at the District Court level.

The City of St. Paul has apparently decided that it does not like the way the courts in
Minnesota and the United States function, and perhaps believes that it does not, or should not
have to incur the costs of prosecutions in a real court, or the risk of loosing cases in a criminal
court of law authorized by the United States government. Therefore the city 1s dismissing the
provisions of the Constitution of the United States and previous rule of law so that the city can
do what it wishes to do, unhampered by the restraints of the rule of law.

Discrimination on the Basis of Disability, Age and Sex

The attempt by Respondents, to use a police presence and bully tactics, to cause
Petitioner to be terrorized and be in a state of extreme emotional distress and 1s on the face of it
discrimination, because of Petitioner’s age, disabilities and sex. Refusal to adopt reasonable
accommodation and behavior towards the Petitioner, a disabled, senior woman, likely indicates

wider systematic abuses, particularly in view of the Betty Speaker case.



Retaliation
Because there have been several frivolous actions against Petitioner by the City of St.
Paul, there is reasonable grounds to presume that the Respondents are acting m bad faith, to
retaliate against the Pefitioner, in addition to seeking to cause the Petitioner harm, financially, by
taking Petitioner’s home without compensation, and by causing Petitioner trauma and emotional

harm.



STATE OF MINNESOTA

Minnesota Supreme Court

Sharon Anderson BFA,
Petitioner
V. Motion to Proceed In Forma
Pauperis supporting Petition for
Marcia Moermond, Chris Coleman, Writ of Prohibition Quo
Debbie Montgomery, Dave Thune, Warranto

Pat Harris, Jay Benanav, L.ee Helgen,

Dan Bostrom, Kathy Lantry,

John Choi, Lisa Vieth, Judy Hanson

Jerome Ludden, Jack Reardon, Bob Kessler,
all Personally and Professionally, and the

St. Paul Regional Water and Directors,

St. Paul City Council and the City of St.Paul

Respondents
Proposed “Trial Court”: St. Paul
City Council via legislative appeals
officer, Marsha Movhand, regarding
St. Paul City Council Hearing
File: Re: 697 Surrey Ave File #06-
077356, hearing 06/06/2006

To: 1) RT. HON. Russell Anderson Chief Justice, Minnesota Supreme Court, Minnesota
Judicial Center, 25 Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., St. Paul, MN 55101, Fax:651-

297-4149
2) St. Paul City Attorney, 400 City Hall, 15 W. Kellogg Blvd., Saint Paul, MN 55102, Fax:

651 651-298-5532 (City Attorney),Fax 651 266-8574 (City Council and Water Board) and
Fax: 651 266-1926 (City works)

Petitioner requests leave to proceed in forma pauperis because Petitioner 1s a se nior in

receipt of Social Security Disability.



Petitioner 1s currently recovering from surgery on Petitioner’s broken ankle and is unable
to get out immediately to have an Affidavit supporting this motion notarized, and Petitioner
requests that this motion be granted m the interim.

June 05, 2006 Respectiully submitted.

Sharon Anderson, Petitioner
697 Surrey Avenue

St. Paul, MN 55106

TEL: 651 776 5835

Fax: 651 776 5835
or 651 457 4376



EXHIBIT A

Sat, Jun 03, £006 D1:Q3 FM

From: SharondAnderson@acl.com

To: <eagledahnl@aol.com>, <ddaweb@comcast.net>
Date: Saturday, June 03, 2006 1209 PM

Subject: Fwd: Replacement of outside receptacle

From: "Jerry Luodden” =Jerry.Lodden@ci.stpaul.mn.us=>
Date: Frl, 02 Jun 2006 15:18:04 -0500

To: <SharondAnderson@acl.com=

Subject: Fwd: Replacement of outside receptacle

&/ 2/ 2006
Ms Anderson,

As per your requeast the outside recaptacle at your property was replaced this
Morming &7 2/ 2006.

The umt that was install 15 the RS00 radlo read device, the specification were
Qiven to you via Fev. Mary Jane Duchene. The umt |5 the property of the Board aof
Water Comrmissioners and there |s no charge to you for either the umt ar the
installation.

The RS00 reader 15 functioning properly and the reading we have recaived from
this urit I1s 092-00 which matches the reading from the ARE receptacle I showed
you on 53072006,

There 15 stll a problem with the meter reqister that has ta be replaced.

Thank

Jerry Ludden

Meter Operations Supervisor
1800 Rice 5t.

Sk, Paul Mn 55113

Offlce 651-266-6853

Jerty. Ludden@ci.stpaul.mn.us
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Betty Speaker’s Story
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vironl fome o e ugh-specd mternel cable beoesih (e pasemieot, aceidentally daaeed (he sits s
seveer Line. Becawse e damaged lioe was on Speaher’s property, the city decided (o bold Jer
responsible fue makinge the repaics. She was eiveo s List of civ-appeoved conteactors to deo the
wirk, Speaker poand ame of Uvem oser 3300000 marke the necessars re s,

Aculy bormsing ospectinr named Lisan Mactin, wlo visibed the sites claoned that she sas eils near
the danaced sewer e, She issoed o eitabion of code violabioos, Hetoeniog (o i.l]h-l]l‘l"' the sener
Loe. inspectonr Meawtin Coomcl o eais Dot sl did T many otber violations wiueh Speakes would
Lave ta addeess: vubbosh, dos leces. 1m proqrerle prarhed cars, all grass aond woesds teaces ol el
it the hack sard, In the winter monilis of 2003-2005, Martin was back G Speakes™s properts
eiaht times., looking fur code violatioos. She e eo wrale Speaber 3 Gickel foe failing to cut the
weeds aintad freass that woere then beneath o (uck Bser of soom,

Heviong spent S3000 g the sever cepair, Speaher did wed Basee (e Tumds to comply »oul all
these wirk ovders, Phe ciy also bessan issaiog fimes fur = eseessive comsmm ption of inspectiuo
sery ek, Speaher was told dhat shue moiglt apply for g grand from the = Seghborhood

Dess elopment Allucee”™ jo deleay paet of ibe cost, s acendition of vecen e this otones . she
Bandd tor aalliew culy fospectones o mspeet e dnlerioe of ber Boase,

hider the Bowse went imspecior Lisa Martio, She deteronioed (hat Speaher’s personsal Delooginiss
ermstinuled s piesible Tre aeard, than the laoleont Doues were ot ap tiecity eooe. aotd the
upeatzirs uotls weeded @ proper lire ext. b shorl Speaker’s Lome was declaved anlhit fure uomao
babizim.

O Sovenmber e inspector Mario acemmpaoied byoa S0 P police office posted 5 notice of
ermdemimal i an Speaker’s front dadne. Speaker™ sao, Joe LeY assewr, (ewed to argue with the
ispecton, Pl police alicer told ooy ool G 20t mvilved B e st Led assenr s presence wis
eowougl to ioridate these cits offieials and prees ent the coodemnation feam beug eareied out.
Crn e fullow tng, afterooon. Mt cetoened wiill sis police alficers te post (he notice on
mpresbeer s oo,

Lssean] el atteeriiey s were aable t stay the com el et et s thead speaber com b maba the
necesiry repaics ooce she recetved the grant froo ihe Newhbochood Des elopuoient e
Jue Loy assears o oo carpenter. elped with work oo the aseage, Visiting e sule asmn,
s pectae Maetio told el assenr te stope wacking oo (his project becanse e was oot lcensed
with the ety ol 5t Paul. Even soo Speaher aod her som moade sonte preogress o oomopls mg with
Ber winth trders.

Mlestmn hile, the stress resulivne (e the condenmiatient took a tell oo Betty Spreaker’s health.
She onede repented trips Go the bosptal ¥ hile do e bespital Toe higdoes dialy sisoa bench
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SUSPICIONS THAT
SAINT PAUL'S
NEIGHEORHQQD
HOUSING AND
PRAPERTY
IMPROVEMENT
DEPARTMENT
HAVE
WRONGFULLY
TARGETED
LOCAL
RESIDENTS

Eugpicins thul Saind Pauls
Seiphborhonsd Housing and
I'rapeAY Impmyemenl depu rkme nd
have wronpfully turgeted lacul
residenls ane wguio on Lhe ise, e
depad ment, whase o1vn mission
stulemaent cluims o enfirce
minimum properts mainplenwopee
stundacds in order 1o make Suiol
I"aul™s reighborhoods 1he satest wnd
meeit 13vhle in AMinoesisla. ulss
sn0ms b0 uscerain these nsolls
1hrowph 1be practice of Inlimidution
ard relribulion apuinst ' wn
fumerul ublic. ven L most
hemipn af visits from e of 511175
inspueliars cun rosull in fimes of

1 housu ey of dollacs or possibly
aven Lhe eroecaticon i ine's riphts
1o cvnership of thedc coal eslude.

Take far Instance 1he case of 3is.
lictdr Bpewker, ok, g {hirly-vewr
hoimeowmer on L mon hlosck ol
capital Heichis in dimvnleavn Saim
I"aul. Xuever luld on uw moclpuge ar
priopercly 1as paymend, Ms Spewker
liedl she hud red hioeg Lex [zar Trom 1he
cily™s i poctors swhen they fics
acrivod 1o inveslipule her poopery
in Murch af 2ung.
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A zorivs af 1oz le perfommaed by Lhe city seemaed Ea
indicale 1the impainsd Fnoe swas on 3 (s Speaker™
rraperty, Beliw her boowleyarcd.

Xincwe Lk birew kuge 1vas oo privute praperly and nat in
1t unsa the city svarkers had cepoyed, the %EIR] postod
notice 10 5 1%, Speoker thut i1 wenld he ke cospansibilite
1ox pay o1 wny mainlenwroe weed pase e a 3L ol cily
approred privwde contrucions, Yhile the dumuoged
pipinp was being, cxumined, WEIP] inspectiinns also oade
cituticims for the presence of s in the vicioily of the
hnaken seyvape passasse, Bty wed ber Jumily visnlockod
une sl Lhe cifv's upproved conlractars und sel abcud Lhe
1ask oof roclifving the siplutions an her property. The
repairs woeoanted s e three Lhiusaod dallars and
canficmed neirwces pf vemin in 1k beedkeen plumbine.

When %EI inspeetisre Lisa Mudin columod ki 1he
propecly 1o cxumime Ehe cepoics, she faund 1k seswecin
waorking prder, bul Lhut 1vax ooly Lhe heginning ol u long,
Jis1 ol impodect s she fund on lict1e's estate and o
prelode to wnimesaly hedween the 513100 wed As
Speakorys Tumily.

tin Alunch wsih af wucy, Iospector A artin prestad prdors
i clewn up ruhbish Lhal was umassins en Lhe wping

he TR I LTS LSRRI, TUIMET L salkkiTe aubamesbilus
parked io Ehedrivevay and io fmond of 1he biowse, ws el
ax ropluse siding o Lhe puruge urd vxlecioc ol 1 ke

hoome. %13 "0 anLhoritivs hepun Lo reluro sowlinely erens
1wix wicks 10 pasl ney orders foc ropairs 40 1he home
and prizpedy, citinig Lraces af <3l in Lhe hackvard,
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i!'L . . . The _ nupleel ta cleor the lawn ab seoeds und palebes ol pross
f oo o PPEWIRLE  ypap hued baren soiled by Ale Spocker’s sonine pels 1Lon
., atarmn, he pobed thul during Lhe 1winder moolhs ol lale @ocog
: fu!ll;};kurx ihmuph spring of woos. the X117
Fa]

= 4 scuruied Coninuedon pege &
zocLlioms af
1he slroel om leblys hlieck o instwll
nw hipgh-soud Inlecral
cannoclions kenealh 1be puvement.
A Ehe const mavelicen wos Tiowl3sed,
clderdy sewvame conduil was
unintenlicnally damapad.
Tha Watchdog 1s published in Minneapalis, Minnesata USh and is dedicated to small
buslnecs, proparty rights, and cemmon sense

The Grindstof¥ Shroalclcs
Polttical xatimg. Jood wimg pRired with pood 1olems.
Jom ux Bead therr and brelp reiza monay for Bemccrafic causes.

Porner Si=3 noiuda:

pitis| Sean NN Lisk | Bk A | Frie Iannes | Snndziall Cheontiis | Zpreumar Créal Calisiure | Lun
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Betty Speak continued from fage 3.

-

! et : . relwrned B
AR . - i Limes, citing,
Lk sk wnel

1
ey on thoush

wreler a

bdu ket af

SNV

Alrcady suffenng linerncially from Lke cosks e
requit the broken canduil oo her premises,
As. Speakerwas wnable L afford Lhe
renavation prsjoet ospectar dMorin ordensd.
The %ED pluced lictiy in coondael with the
Mueiphhooke=ad Neselapmenol Alliweoe and she
applied for v grant faoc Lthe improvement
oxpenses. While Lhe upproprivtioos ure still
currenlly pending, Ms Speuker's prohlems
hayve condinued Lo multiply, Fires besan
amussing, Mmm 1he 203100 e eseossive
cormenm pliom o imeqisrtiom komviens anel =ninn
1he exwerior of Betly's home ws candy a purt of
1he prohlem.

When Ms. Speuker applied fiorthe prant she
ras ney owesled 1o invite % 131° Inspeclors
inxicdle her home forovduwdion. U Sovembec
wnd, wudy, now ardees fram Inesqector Awrtin
it aileed additiomul muintenaoce 1wveuld now
hie requined oo the inlecioc of ber bome,
culaleging presible Nine heeards from s,
SEnewkers pervonal boloogings 1aking up oo
much spuece, recent by indalled Fosleem tiling
in the kilchen 1hat was ool op e eitr bailding
codes, and thal un wpsiaims v wus ot
suilluble for a liring envimomenl swithouol w
prispLr e exit.

Clne week Luber. Xoremberyih, Iospectoc
Murtin, aceompunicd by u Sainl ool palice
ciffioer, retumesd ey post a condemootion
arder o Belky s frond der.

gl | vhen AL

T Speaker's son,
o hlou

1 Lo ussaer.
e OLtempLisd Loy
;dlissuaduy
[nsqociLier
Martin feam
pluc ime Lhe
vrder oo the
bt ase, Ehe
allendime police officer #1orndy informsd Joe
nit L pd Levolved. M. Labussear respended

|
s
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I'he ol lowing, afleroisn [nspectac Maclin
melu rned wilh six unifizroeed police ofaeers L
attix the vondemnatkon prder ao ety
Spraker s Reoami.

=uthern Legal Servives swece vhle 1o provide
a repriey e from the condemoution order by
wrinnio an wppeal ao s Spewkers behal L
=ialinp thal Lhee nepairs woold b pddressed s
=iipn us 1he pending granl meonics e
avuiluhle, £till. the WEIE] zantinoed ta
roolinely patool etk property und Mine ber
Far exeessive consumptinn of Inspect ion
=sorvices. s ol Lhis aclicle heing wridlen. shae
hax been fined five times in the lasd vewr wed is
=till woilinp, Far thee ex pected wlloavanee e ke
aulhoriwed.

Eletin's
ZLIN%
procoedsd
L:x atkomnt
L
[FIFFLFRRLYS
Lhu

cond it ions
of 1heir
mothur's
ke by
weediop,
Lkt vard. planling now sy seod, weed
memiving vehizles frmm in Fraoe af 1he hoosa.
Joes u joucnesmun woion vurpenicr who

= iwimes in rmeling und s3ding, alza sirived
Lo nehabililuie Lhe wsterder of 1he sacage, hat
wrus fald 1o step by [nspeeloe Ylactin Rar not
boim Feensed i the cile ol Saint 'eul. Whitn
Lhe Wulchdog vasitod d s Speukes's home Lhe
muterivls dior Lk macape bud hoen purchased
and the prajoct cemuined hall Tinks bl
Jlcanmwwhile, 1k shoesiful unxicly of Lesing, her
ko bessan ba twke i1% 1abl an livi1e's bewluh,
She bvvuma ineccasing il ard dependent pn
ke relutives L belp wilbh the mainicnones ol
L biouse while s e had been in aod owl of Le
kewpilul.

"Vhile In the koxpital Tor idoes diwlysis, o
bonch wurrant was prsiod Bor Als. Speaker's
acrest [ar missing u ool summiens on Lk
conditians of ber boame. Eler sonsloe and Jefm
allempled Lix speak po ber bebolf Lo the 511E],
ka1 Lhuic phone volls L Inspeciar Alurino
wini wnrelocmed.

Sioce 1 b beginniog of 2uon, Lhe 51111 bure
muda [x viitx ba Als. Speakers homo, bhe |aed

BolLly Spaak COnEued eXt page.
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Tha Watchoog
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Minnazpoils, MK
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"Wl Chalag- Haws om

hy saxing il wasn'L pooqer fiar Suind Foul
ralice L ubiemypt Lo indionidale netined
cilimens in the privecy of Lheir wn hame undd
1hal if wus his cipht Ly stard vp Er his molker.
At thal tBime, the aslBeer und inspectar IR
hefore ionsions mse wny hisher.
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Betly Speak contiinged from agpe &

visil cesultios in um eviclion mrice Ly be

el reed n April werih,

When Lhe Walehdog culled X131 dircciar
Andy Davwking al bis affice ke Jielded auc
phony call. Bul s uverse L unsweringg many
guestioms perluining o Als. Speakor's
dilemma, Ele weknowledpsd BoLy's phusicul
conodilion, bol when pregssed on Lhe cancorn
thul Jl= Speuker mishi ool buye o home o
rlorn Lo upen ber releuse from ke hospital,
hivias dismissive. Ele maintained thot 1he
WL prant was still peoding, hat when uskod i
iL svaald b meady helore 1he April w51k
eictinn dewdlie, ke stutocd i wos ool of b=
hunds, Tle wise ussesled thul be hed eenlidence
thul Inspecior Murdin was pecliurming bec
dulies suilahly, and thal only she wweuld be
whle 10 rexolre wny of Lhe dispoies 1hat Als.
Apevker und her lwmily maght he Tacing.
Inspocler Muortio would nat lield oc relurn any
ol the Walehdep's culls 1y her affioe.

1'pon M. Speakecs nelewsas from ke ecitivol
e writ, shue wos too distressed 10 nedurm 1o
hex bezme an Cupiied eiphts. intimideied Lthut
shr 1would he proseeoled. 3he hegun slaving
wilh her son, 2T, wl kis home on 1 e wesl side
ol Saind Fuul, while sk ceadied beoselE Gar
SOTRLCY.

Jeoe and JJedf [Lay asswer cond inued e e und
sulvupe Lhueir motber's sstwie by lopul muwns.
AfLer the luY asswer brothers visiled city hull
und %I0FL elTiees to ik ain cocoeds g wn
ulfdayvit. a %EIET imspeetsr ardrved ot Jel
luVassuer's home Lk follvwing moming, 1le
wak Pivon orders 1ochean up hicycle parls in
hiz backyurd weel insLrockad Lz gt oesy Labs on
twwl of his caci. which were purked in his
drivoway.

b amu A bdeaerdmd oot e by = fan’ 4 Lo pagtien BT
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W hen Jell asked S EIE] |ospoclor Yoo whut
com pluinds bad howo received whaut hisx
prepedy, Lhe inspector coplicd 1hat 1his waso'e
hix vxual district Lo pateal und 1hat he had
bon irslruciod by 1he bewd ol his department
to pay.ulls properly a visil. [nspeciorWunp
tald oM b noomully puimolled & dizircl oo Lhe
rmaslern side af Seiol Fawl. JelT promplly sel
whiaat cloaning, up bis property. bol deoesn™
rule pul nvurn visils from Lhe W ETD
iosprelocs 1< his hama, WhaLher oo mA Lhe
= 1IEP] had planoed 10 iospect A el ussoer's
nrpoAy poiac L delTs visit 1o city boll is
sneculative. Lin Lbe miermning <4 April wBth.
wuon, Belby's eurs swore confirmed when
S 1EPT [nspueckar Marlin eolurnsd L ber
Troperty.

With Suiot 'aol palice in wlbeodunee.

| mspeelar Marlin coaffized 2 candemouiion
oceler Ly berfront doer, weed prdonoed Jdoe

| .a%ussoerfa leave Lhe property or Face
restenlion. 1o wax prdersd Lo recmore fivi
dops on Lhe locut ion or Lhey woold bae
coosigoed 14 an wrimal eentral skelHee W hen
Moo g oed 3F Lhere wax w pessihilidye e exend
t he deodline wnlid Ehe %1% granl wws allotled,
| pspeetier Madin claimed all avenuss had
b exhausied aod that the hease woold meay
be ity priperty.

Lould this incidemt kappen 1 vou as well?
Theugh “eiphborhaod 1susine und Eroporty
| mproyeme nd viede cofreemenl is desip eed
ta prodect beusing viwlues Io Swint Maul, 1he
outeame i% aften at 1k cxpense af uninfisrmed
prepecly cawvniers The tiomelines B prope iy
cleunop hus sheotered conskderably sioce
Swapust of 2oz und Sainl Fawl courls bume
wprevd swith N11E] regulalians bo buck up
iosprelors f1aps with serions peoolies.
According Lo the cidy's web side, il inspeciors
came buck 1oviwr koeame Tar o Lhard lime, y<ug
could be facing juil Limoe

| £yvu bave wny appoehension thal vour
prepedy coold B under fulure xeruting, a full
Liz1 Sainl Faogl vitw codes fac proaperty cavesees
cun b Erund al:

Aaa s pau mnuaus depl soode_enforcemenl
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