STATE OF MINNESOTA
TAX COURTPRIVATE 


FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

COUNTY OF HENNEPIN
REGULAR DIVISION

	Jack M. Singer,




Petitioner,



vs.





County of Hennepin,





Respondent.


	ORDER FOR DISMISSAL
File No. 26809

Dated:  October 7, 1998





The Honorable Diane L. Kroupa, Chief Judge of the Minnesota Tax Court, heard this matter at the Hennepin County District Court facilities in the Minneapolis City Hall, in Minneapolis, Minnesota on October 2, 1998.


Petitioner, Jack M. Singer, appeared pro se.  


Robert T. Rudy, Senior Assistant Hennepin County Attorney, appeared for the Respondent.  


The Court, having heard and considered the evidence presented at the hearing, and upon all of the files, records and proceedings herein, now makes the following:


ORDER

1.
Respondent's motion to dismiss is hereby granted.


2.
The assessor's estimated market value for each of the subject properties as of the January 2, 1997 assessment date are hereby affirmed.


IT IS SO ORDERED.


BY THE COURT,








_____________________________








Diane L. Kroupa, Chief Judge

DATED:  October 7, 1998



MINNESOTA TAX COURT


MEMORANDUM

Petitioner owns eleven parcels of vacant land in Minneapolis he acquired at public auction of tax forfeited property.
  Petitioner contests the estimated market value (the "EMV") the Hennepin County Assessor placed on the subject properties as of January 2, 1997 and argues that the EMV should be the amount he paid for each of the parcels.


All property shall be valued for real estate tax purposes at its market value.  Minn. Stat. § 273.11, subd. 1.  Market value defined for this purpose does not include the price obtained at a forced sale or an auction if it is not an arm's length transaction.  Minn. Stat. § 272.03, subd. 8.  We find sales of tax forfeited property suspect and note that the sales agreement Petitioner signed when acquiring the subject properties provides that "[t]he appraised value [for tax forfeiture purposes] does not represent a basis for future taxes."  Moreover, Petitioner offered no independent appraisal of the subject properties. 


 The County moved to dismiss the petition after Petitioner's case in chief.  The assessor's estimated market value is prima facie valid and correct.  Minn. Stat. § 271.06, subd. 6.  Petitioner has the burden of proving that the property's actual value differs.  Schleiff v. County of Freeborn, 231 Minn. 389, 43 N.W.2d 265 (1950).  Petitioner failed to present any credible evidence on the fair market value of the parcels as of the assessment date.  We therefore dismiss the petition and affirm the assessor's EMV for each of the subject properties as of January 2, 1997, for taxes payable in 1998.  








D.L.K.




    �	Petitioner paid $100 each for most of the parcels.







