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STATE OF MINNESOTA 
OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 

 
 

In the Matter of the Revenue 
Recapture Act Appeal of: Christopher 
Lawrence Bollman 

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL 

 
This matter is pending before Administrative Law Judge Megan J. McKenzie. 

Benjamin Feller, Assistant Scott County Attorney, appeared on behalf of the 
Scott County Sheriff’s Office (County). Christopher Lawrence Bollman (Respondent) did 
not appear. 

 
Based upon all of the files, records and proceedings herein, and for the reasons 

explained in the accompanying Memorandum, the Administrative Law Judge makes the 
following: 

ORDER 

1. The County shall rescind its revenue recapture claim against Christopher 
Lawrence Bollman. 

 
2. This matter is hereby DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE. 

 
Dated: March 17, 2025 
 

 
 

MEGAN J. MCKENZIE 
Administrative Law Judge 

 

NOTICE 

Pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 270A.09, subd. 3 (2024), this Order is the final decision 
in this case. Any person aggrieved by this decision may seek judicial review pursuant to 
Minn. Stat. §§ 14.63 to 14.69 (2024). 
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MEMORANDUM 

I. Background 

This case involves the County’s claim for recovery of $1,431.89 in jail costs 
through the revenue recapture procedures provided in Minn. Stat. §§ 270A.01-.12 
(2024). The court held a prehearing conference on October 18, 2024. Both parties 
appeared for the prehearing conference and Respondent appeared on his own behalf 
and without counsel. At that time, Respondent was subject to an order for civil commit 
issued by the district court in Ramsey County (Case Number 62-MH-PR-24-116) and 
had been placed in a facility. The district court’s records indicate that Respondent’s civil 
commitment case related to six criminal cases.1 The Administrative Law Judge asked 
Respondent if he had the ability to attend a hearing given his restrictions and the facility 
rules, and Respondent indicated he did. The court scheduled a virtual evidentiary 
hearing for November 21, 2024. 

The Administrative Law Judge convened the hearing on November 21, 2024. 
Respondent did not appear, so the Administrative Law Judge called the facility in which 
Respondent was residing. The facility advised the court that Respondent had been 
transferred to a different location and provided the phone number for Respondent’s 
caseworker. Respondent’s civil commitment docket showed a change of status report 
was filed on November 11, 2024.2  

 
The County moved for default, which the Administrative Law Judge denied given 

Respondent’s prior appearance and civil commitment status. Staff of the Office of 
Administrative Hearings were unable to obtain a new address for Respondent from 
Ramsey County, so the Administrative Law Judge issued an Order Staying 
Proceedings.3  That order stayed this matter until the County located Respondent and 
served him with notice of a new hearing date; and until the Administrative Law Judge 
was satisfied that Respondent had the ability and capacity to proceed given his civil 
commitment status. 

 
On February 7, 2025, the County alerted the Administrative Law Judge that 

Respondent is deceased. The County reported that the Minnesota Department of 
Health’s Vital Statistics online database shows that Respondent was declared legally 
deceased on December 7, 2024.  The Administrative Law Judge verified the contents of 
the database and agrees that Respondent has passed away. 

 
II. Analysis 

The County acknowledges that Respondent has died. Nevertheless, the County 
submitted a proposed order for dismissal requesting entry of a default judgment in its 
favor because Respondent “is unable to continue to pursue his appeal.” A default 

 
1 Minnesota Court Records Online, Case Details (Register of Actions) for 62-MH-PR-24-116.  
2 Minnesota Court Records Online, Case Details (Register of Actions) for 62-MH-PR-24-116. 
3 Order Staying Proceedings, December 17, 2024.   
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occurs when a party fails to appear without the prior consent of the judge at a 
prehearing conference, settlement conference, or a hearing.4 

Respondent is not in default – Respondent is dead. Prior to his death he properly 
appealed and appeared in these proceedings. The County is not entitled to a default 
judgment in its favor because of Respondent’s passing. 

 Furthermore, this matter arises out of the County’s claim for costs related to 
Respondent’s incarceration in the Scott County Jail. Minn. Stat. § 641.12 (2024) 
requires the county sheriff to waive inmate payments if the debtor “does not have the 
ability to pay the costs, payment of the costs would create undue hardship for the 
person or the person's immediate family, the prospects for payment are poor, or there 
are extenuating circumstances justifying waiver of the costs.” Respondent’s civil 
commitment placed his ability to pay in question. The Administrative Law Judge raised 
this issue in the Order Staying Proceedings. The County did not address the application 
of this legal standard in its request for default judgment. Further, the County has not 
established that a legal basis exists under the Revenue Recapture Act to use these that 
procedure to collect a debt from a deceased debtor. 

III. Conclusion 

The last part of Respondent’s life was clearly troubled, and Respondent was 
likely in crisis. The County has exhausted the avenues available to collect Respondent’s 
debt using the procedures for revenue recapture. This matter concluded upon 
Respondent’s death. The County must rescind its revenue recapture claim, and this 
matter is DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE. 

 
M. J. M. 

 
4 Minn. R. 1400.8560 (2023). 
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