Vol. 1 of 1
CLERK’S RECORD

FILED IN
4th COURT OF APPEALS
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS
Trial Court Cause No. 15-2442-CV
10/14/16 12:05:51 PM
25TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, GUADALUPE COUNTY
KEITH E. HOTTLE
Honorable W.C. Kirkendall, Judge Presiding
Clerk

Volume 1 of 1

IN THE

__________________________________________________________________
RONALD F. AVERY, Appellant
VS
GUADALUPE COUNTY APPRAISAL DISTRICT, Appellee
______________________________________________________________________________
APPEALED TO THE FOURTH COURT OF APPEALS
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS
Attorney for Appellant
address
csz
phone

Ronald F. Avery
1933 Montclair Dr.
Seguin, Texas 78155
830-372-5534

State Bar # Prose

Attorney for Appellee
address
csz
phone

Christopher S. Jackson
State Bar #00796816
3301 Northland Dr., Ste. 505
Austin, Texas 78731
512-302-0190

Court Reporter
address
csz
phone

Lori Schmid
1055 W. Zipp
New Braunfels, Texas 78130
830-643-4494

DELIVERED TO THE FOURTH COURT OF APPEALS OF TEXAS
AT SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS
on the 30th day of September 2016
DEBRA CROW
District Clerk, Guadalupe County
By____Linda Urrutia___ Deputy
_____________________________________________________________________________
Appellate Court Cause No.______________
Filed in the Fourth Court of Appeals at San Antonio, Texas
on this ____ Day of ___________________2016.

By___________________________

MASTER I DEX
Volume1 of 1
Trial Court Cause No. 15-2442-CV
RONALD F. AVERY VS. GUADALUPE COUNTY APPRAISAL DISTRICT

Title
Caption for Clerk's Appeal Record
Docket Sheet
Original Petition for Review
Defendant's Original Answer,
Motion for Plaintiff to Comply with
Texas Civil Practices & Remedies
Code Section (a) and Special
Exception
Plaintiff's First Amended Original
Petition for Review
Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's
Request for Disclosure, First set of
Requests for Production of
Documents, Requests for
Admissions, and Request for
Inspection
Defendant's First Amended Original
Answer, Plea to the Jurisdiction and
Sepcific Denial of Condition
Precedent
Defendant's Traditional and "No
Evidence" Motions for Summary
Judgment
Defendant's Motion to Partially
Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction
Plaintiff's Verified Response to
Defendant's Motion for Partial
Dismissal & Traditional & "No
Evidence" Summary Judgment
Order from Judge Kirkendall to

Volume
1
1
1
1

Page
1-1
2-2
3 - 48
49 - 52

Date
09/30/2016
12/14/2015
12/14/2015
01/05/2016

1

53 - 98

01/08/2016

1

99 - 131

05/05/2016

1

132 - 137

06/09/2016

1

138 - 285

06/09/2016

1

286 - 399

06/09/2016

1

400 - 469

07/07/2016

1

470 - 470

07/29/2016

Counsel & Mr. Avery
Order on Defendant's MOtion to
Partially Dismiss for Lack of
Jurisdiction
Judgment
Notice of Appeal
Request for Clerk's Record
Notice of Hearing
Clerk's Certificate for Appeal
Record

1

471 - 472

08/10/2016

1
1
1
1
1

473 - 474
475 - 476
477 - 478
479 - 480
481 - 481

08/10/2016
09/07/2016
10/03/2016
06/14/2016
09/30/2016

IN THE 25TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
GUADALUPE COUNTY, TEXAS

RONALD F. AVERY VS. GUADALUPE COUNTY APPRAISAL DISTRICT

CAPTION
At a term in District Court begun and holden within and for the County
of Guadalupe at Seguin, Texas a continuous Court, the Honorable W. C.
Kirkendall, Judge hereof presiding. The following cause came on for
trial, to wit:
Cause No. 15-2442-CV
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25th District Court
William D Old III
12/14/2015

In the District Court

Ronald F. Avery

Guadalupe County, Texas

vs.

25th District

Guadalupe County
Appraisal District

Plaintiffs Original Petition for Review
Pursuant to Sec. 42.21 of the Texas Property Tax Code, Ronald F. Avery brings his appeal
against the Appraisal District of Guadalupe County, Texas.

1. Identity of Parties
The Petitioner, Ronald F. Avery, presently resides at 1933 Montclair Drive, Seguin, Texas,
78155.
The Respondent, Guadalupe County Appraisal District (GCAD), may be served on the Chief
Appraiser or any other officer or employee of the Appraisal District present at the appraisal office
during office hours at 3000 N. Austin Street, Seguin, Texas, 78155.

2. Petitioner's Request for Jury Trial
The Petitioner, requests a trial by jury.

3. All Precedent Conditions Have Occurred
To the best of Petitioner's knowledge, all conditions precedent to the filing of this suit in
District Court have occurred and Petitioner has taken all prerequisite action. Petitioner has filed
this suit within 60 days of his receipt of the Appraisal Review Board's Order.

4. Requests for Disclosure
Pursuant to Texas Rule of Civil Procedure {TRCP) 194 Petitioner requests the following
disclosures:
a.

The legal theory and supporting documentation of the Respondent's defense,
namely, any proof that the State of Texas owns the property of the Petitioner
upon which it has a right to charge the Petitioner an annual rent to occupy,
possess and use the subject properties, also known as "ad valorem property
taxes;"

b. The legal theory and any supporting documentation of the Respondent's defense
showing any lawful operation by which the Petitioner has lost their property to
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the State his Forefathers created for his benefit and for the making of his property
secure from all including his own government;
c.

The names of any experts, living or dead, upon which the Respondent will
produce that would exceed the witness and testimony of Thomas Jefferson,
Samuel Adams, John Adams, and John Locke and Frederick Bastiat made a part
of this petition;

d. All documents upon which the Respondent will rely upon to show that the
Petitioner does not own their property but only rents it from the State upon the
rental terms meticulously, yet still arbitrarily, set by local State representatives
(GCAD) upon which, if not paid, the true owner, Petitioner, is evicted and his
property leased to another tenant.

5. Grounds for Protest at First ARB Hearing
The Petitioner appeared before the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board (ARB) twice (July 21,
2015 and October 14, 2015). In the first hearing the Petitioner based his protest on the following
six grounds (Exhibit A):
a.

his property was Over Market Value;

b. his property was Unequal compared to other properties;
c.

his property should not be taxed in the jurisdiction of Texas;

d. his property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing
units;
e.

the Texas Constitution, including Article 8 Section 1-e; Article 8 Section l (a)
and other provisions of it and other laws;

f.

and principles including the unlawfulness of ad valorem property taxes, or the
feudal system, in America according to the Founders, part of the nine statements
of Fact he provided in the Notice of Protest (Step 4).

6. First Order Issued by ARB
On July 22, 2015, a Notice of Final Order was signed by the Chairman of the Appraisal
Review Board on all three properties (Exhibit B). The ARB made rulings and altered the values
of the subject properties under a and b of the Petitioner's 6 protests. The ARB also made a ruling
rejecting a part of the Petitioner's fifth ground concerning an application of Constitutional law.
The ARB ruled:
"Appraisal Review Board rejects the appeal to the Texas Constitution as a viable cause for
appeal of appraised value,"
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The Petitioner's reference to certain provisions of the Texas Constitution was part of his fifth
ground (e) for appeal before the ARB and this District Court.

7. Grounds for Second ARB Hearing
Petitioner complained to the GCAD that the ARB had not ruled on all the Petitioner's protest
points (Exhibit C) and the GCAD scheduled a second hearing on the grounds they did not rule
upon earlier. This second hearing also included the same ground relating to the Texas
Constitution and other laws (Exhibit D). These grounds for the second hearing were:
a.

his property should not be taxed in the jurisdiction of Texas;

b. his property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing
units;
c. the Texas Constitution, including Article 8 Section 1-e; Article 8 Section l{a)
and other provisions of it and other laws;
d.

and principles including the unlawfulness of ad valorem property taxes, or the
feudal system, in America according to the Founders, part of the nine statements
of Fact he provided in the Notice of Protest (Step 4).

The second hearing did not include the values that the ARB established and the Petitioner is
not complaining of those values except by general perception that the subject properties should
not be "assessed," "rendered," "taxed" or rented to the Petitioner/Owner for any amount
regardless of who determines the amount or the means of determination.

8. Second Order Issued by the ARB
On October 16, 2015, the Chairman of the ARB signed an Order (Exhibit E) Determining
Protest regarding three of the Petitioner's four grounds for protest namely, "Property should be
taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one
of more taxing units; The unlawfulness of ad valorem property tax in America according to the
Founders." The ARB made the following ruling on all three properties the subject of this Petition:
"Land is located in Guadalupe County; Taxing entities reflected on record are correct; The Texas
Constitution and Texas Tax Code allow the Guadalupe Appraisal District to appraise the
property and the taxing entities are entitled to tax the property."

9. Petitioner Adopts His Evidence From both ARB Hearings
Petitioner is aware that this appeal to the District Court is to be tried de novo and may include
new evidence and assertions made by Petitioner as long as the basic protest was made before the
Appraisal District Order. However, the Petitioner also adopts herein all his material and evidence
submitted at both ARB Hearings in support of this appeal except for anything related to the
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determined "value" of his properties. The Petitioner presented and filed extensive documentation
at both ARB hearings showing compelling, conclusive, and irrefutable evidence that "ad valorem
property tax" is not a valid form of taxation in any state of the United States of America as all
property belongs to the people by superior allodial title which cannot be aliened by any form of
government that the people or anyone else create. Also the Petitioner showed that even if the
State did confiscate the property of the people and establish a feudal system like "ad valorem
property tax," that the courts should and must immediately vacate such unlawful laws and statutes
at any time anyone wanted out from under it, as it is not in the power or authority of one or more
men to alienate their own property or the property of another to the state in order to form or
support the state.

10. Property Should not be "Taxed" in the Taxing Unit of Texas
The State of Texas is no doubt a taxing unit and the Petitioner protested that this taxing unit
of Texas, as one of the Several States of the United States of America and founded for the same
reasons and upon the same understandings of human liberty, could not alien the property of the
Petitioner and charge him a rent to occupy and use. The Petitioner presented and submitted
compelling, conclusive and irrefutable evidence at the hearings that "ad valorem property tax"
was a feudal system wherein the government (lords, barons, monarchs, democratic republics, etc.)
owns all the property including the people and may rent every form of property back to their
vassal subjects. The Petitioner also showed in the same evidence that the United States of
America and all states thereof were formed for only two purposes, namely, to escape from
religious persecution and to escape the feudal system. The three branches of government, the
laws, the police and the military powers of the states and their union were formed to secure
religious freedom and superior allodial title to the property of the individual citizens, consisting
of their lands, homes, goods, tools, and businesses, etc.

11. Property Should not be Taxed in this Appraisal District or in One or
More Taxing Units of Texas
Contrary to popular belief, the so-called independent school districts and counties are not
separate autonomous governments that have come together to form a federation or republic
known as the State of Texas. Even the Supreme Court has applied this misunderstanding of the
nature of the State of Texas, as Petitioner will show shortly. Counties and districts of every sort
are merely subdivisions of one State of Texas and every subdivision draws its purpose and
authority from the State of Texas. It then follows that an appraisal district and a school district
and a county cannot impose a tax or do something that is forbidden to the State of Texas.
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Therefore, upon showing the unlawfulness of the feudal "ad valorem property tax" system for the
State of Texas, if follows that none of the subdivisions of the State of Texas may impose such an
unlawful system.

12. The Unlawfulness of "Ad Valorem Property Taxes" in America
According to the Founders
The Appraisal District's legal consultant for Petitioner's hearings asserted that the only way
Petitioner could support his protest was to show that the subject property was not in Texas or not
in the County of Guadalupe or not in one of the taxing units within Guadalupe County. He could
perceive of the importance of situs when it came to the purpose, authority and jurisdiction of the
State of Texas over its subdivisions. But no one rebutted Petitioner's assertion of the same nature
that the State of Texas, as one of the states of the United States, may not institute a system that is
contrary to the very purpose and reason for the establishment of the United States of America.

13. Thomas Jefferson in the Declaration of Independence says Property of
People is Unalienable
Thomas Jefferson wrote the Declaration of Independence basing most of it upon the principles
of property explained by John Locke in his Second Treatise of Government published 87 years
earlier and well known by all the Founders. The following is a quote from the Declaration of
Independence:
"We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by
their Creator with certain unalienable rights, that among these are life, liberty and the pursuit of
happiness. That to secure these rights, governments are instituted among men, deriving their just
powers from the consent of the governed. That whenever any form of government becomes
destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new
government, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing its powers in such form, as
to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness."

As Petitioner said at the frrst hearing, something that is not alienable is not transferable to
another, or to government. Jefferson was not talking about the ability of a person to willingly sell
his land or property to someone else or even to government to build a school or something. He
was rather speaking about the inability of a person to transfer their property over to the state upon
the creation of government or for its support and the inability of the government to obtain a lien
on the property of a person without their direct individual permission, i.e., government cannot be
the origin of a lien on property of the individual for the creation or support of government.
Therefore, something that is unalienable cannot be transferred to the state without the direct
agreement of the individual owner." Elections cannot create a government lien on the property of
an individual who does not want to transfer their property to the state to be used as collateral for
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any purpose including loans to build roads and schools etc. Their property is unalienable without
their direct individual permission.

14. Jefferson Exposes the Deception & Error of Property Taxes in
America
In case it is not clear that Jefferson (the Governor of Virginia, Third US President, and drafter
of the Declaration of Independence) included possessions, such as land, homes and personal
property in his reference to "inalienable rights," he treats such directly in his A Summary View of
the Rights ofBritish America:
"That we shall at this time also take notice of an error in the nature of our land holdings,
which crept in at a very early period of our settlement. The introduction of the feudal tenures
into the kingdom of England, though antient, is well enough understood to set this matter in a
proper light. In the earlier ages of the Saxon settlement feudal holdings were certainly altogether
unknown; and very few, if any, had been introduced at the time of the Norman conquest. Our
Saxon ancestors held their lands, as they did their personal property, in absolute dominion,
disencumbered with any superior, answering nearly to the nature of those possessions
which the feudalists term allodial. William, the Norman, first introduced that system generally.
The lands which had belonged to those who fell in the battle of Hastings, and in the subsequent
insurrections of his reign, formed a considerable proportion of the lands of the whole kingdom.
These he granted out, subject to feudal duties, as did he also those of a great number of his new
subjects, who, by persuasions or threats, were induced to surrender them for that purpose. But
still much was left in the hands of his Saxon subjects; held of no superior, and not subject
to feudal conditions. These, therefore, by express laws, enacted to render uniform the system of
military defense, were made liable to the same military duties as if they had been feuds; and the
Norman lawyers soon found means to saddle them also with all the other feudal burthens. But
still they had not been surrendered to the king, they were not derived from his grant, and
therefore they were not holden of him. A general principle, indeed, was introduced, that "all
lands in England were held either mediately or immediately of the crown," but this was
borrowed from those holdings, which were truly feudal, and only applied to others for the
purposes of illustration. Feudal holdings were therefore but exceptions out of the Saxon laws
of possession, under which all lands were held in absolute right. These, therefore, still form
the basis, or ground-work, of the common law, to prevail wheresoever the exceptions have
not taken place. America was not conquered by William the Norman, nor its lands
surrendered to him, or any of his successors. Possessions there are undoubtedly of the
allodial nature. Our ancestors, however, who migrated hither, were farmers, not lawyers. The
fictitious principle that all lands belong originally to the king, they were early persuaded to
believe real; and accordingly took grants of their own lands from the crown. And while the
crown continued to grant for small sums, and on reasonable rents; there was no
inducement to arrest the error, and lay it open to public view. But his majesty has lately
taken on him to advance the terms of purchase, and of holding to the double of what they
were; by which means the acquisition of lands being rendered difficult, the population of our
country is likely to be checked. It is time, therefore, for us to lay this matter before his
majesty, and to declare that he has no right to grant lands of himself. From the nature and
purpose of civil institutions, all the lands within the limits which any particular society has
circumscribed around itself are assumed by that society, and subject to their allotment only. This
may be done by themselves, assembled collectively, or by their legislature, to whom they may
have delegated sovereign authority; and if they are alloted in neither of these ways, each
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individual of the society may appropriate to himself such lands as he finds vacant, and
occupancy will give him title." 1 (Bolding added)
We have just heard the testimony and witness of one of the few pillars of the new free world
of America. He has clarified our condition and the crafty source of it and gives evidence that we
presently live under an unlawful deceptive feudal system of "ad valorem property taxes" in one of
the States of the United States of America where they should be scorned and despised by every
lawyer, judge and citizen.

15. Petitioner Not Required To Show Particular Flaw in Rise of Ad
Valorem Property Taxation in Texas
It matters not when or how the people of Texas were deceived once again by lawyers into
paying government to be on their own land and in their own homes. Certainly, Jefferson makes it
clear that the "error" of property tax did not result from paying a king instead of a state but in
paying a feudal property tax to anyone including any government, even of their own making. The
Saxons of England, he spoke of, paid no one and no government to possess their property and this
is what Jefferson is saying is the proper form of ownership of property in America or the United
States, even if the United States and the states thereof hold it until they allot it or sell it. Once sold
or allotted the new owning individual owns it with an allodial superior title that is unalienable by
government of any sort here or elsewhere.
We know the State of Texas could not obtain a lawful right to impose this "tyranny" over its
citizens to alien their property and charge them an annual rent based upon the value the State
assigns it with power to evict them and sell the lease to another who will pay the rent. Nothing
about the creation of the state or the necessity of its support requires such a perversion of the
purpose of government which is to secure the superior allodial title of the people against all
comers including the government the people create. There is no justification of any kind that
merits the confiscation of the property of the people with "ad valorem property taxes" and
therefore there is no need to show a flaw in the rise of such a corrupt system that is absolutely
contrary to the principles of lawful government.

16. John Adams Explains the Two Purposes of The United States of
America and the States Thereof
The Second President of the United States, John Adams, tells us that America was sought and
created for only two purposes, namely, to escape religious persecution and to escape the feudal
property system. He also tells us that we have rights (superior to all man-made law) which
1

Thomas Jefferson, A Summary View of the Rights ofBritish America
(b_ttp:/lavalon.law.ya/e.edu/18th century/jeffeumm.asp)
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include the right to possess our property with an allodial title superior to all others including
government. Adams goes on to explain how the canon and feudal law are the two worst systems
of tyranny ever conceived:
"Ignorance and inconsideration are the two great causes of the ruin of mankind.
"By what causes it was brought to pass, that the people in the middle ages became more
intelligent in general, would not, perhaps, be possible in these days to discover. But the fact is
certain; and wherever a general knowledge and sensibility have prevailed among the people,
arbitrary government and every kind of oppression have lessened and disappeared in proportion.
"Man has certainly an exalted soul; and the same principle in human nature, - that aspiring,
noble principle founded in benevolence, and cherished by knowledge; I mean the love of power,
which has been so often the cause of slavery, - has, whenever freedom has existed, been the
cause of freedom. If it is this principle that has always prompted the princes and nobles of the
earth, by every species of fraud and violence to shake off all the limitations of their power, it is
the same that has always stimulated the common people to aspire at independency, and to
endeavor at confining the power of the great within the limits of equity and reason.
"The poor people, it is true, have been much less successful than the great. They have seldom
found either leisure or opportunity to form a union and exert their strength; ignorant as they were
of arts and letters, they have seldom been able to frame and support a regular opposition. This,
however, has been known by the great to be the temper of mankind; and they have accordingly
labored, in all ages, to wrest from the populace, as they are contemptuously called, the
knowledge of their rights and wrongs, and the power to assert the former or redress the latter. I
say RIGHTS, for such they have, undoubtedly, antecedent to all earthly government, - Rights,
that cannot be repealed or restrained by human laws - Rights, derived from the great Legislator
of the universe.
"Since the promulgation of Christianity, the two greatest systems of tyranny that have sprung
from this original, are the canon and the feudal law. The desire of dominion, that great
principle by which we have attempted to account for so much good and so much evil, is, when
properly restrained, a very useful and noble movement in the human mind. But when such
restraints are taken off, it becomes an encroaching, grasping, restless, and ungovernable power.
Numberless have been the systems of iniquity contrived by the great for the gratification of
this passion in themselves; but in none of them were they ever more successful than in the
invention and establishment of the canon and the feudal law.
"By the former of these, the most refined, sublime, extensive, and astonishing constitution of
policy that ever was conceived by the mind of man was framed by the Romish clergy for the
aggrandizement of their own order. All the epithets I have here given to the Romish policy are
just, and will be allowed to be so when it is considered, that they even persuaded mankind to
believe, faithfully and undoubtingly, that God Ahnighty had entrusted them with the keys of
heaven, whose gates they might open and close at pleasure; with a power of dispensation over all
the rules and obligations of morality; with authority to license all sorts of sins and crimes; with a
power of deposing princes and absolving subjects from allegiance; with a power of procuring or
withholding the rain of heaven and the beams of the sun; with the management of earthquakes,
pestilence, and famine; nay, with the mysterious, awful, incomprehensible power of creating out
of bread and wine the flesh and blood of God himself. All these opinions they were enabled to
spread and rivet among the people by reducing their minds to a state of sordid ignorance and
staring timidity, and by infusing into them a religious horror of letters and knowledge. Thus was
human nature chained fast for ages in a cruel, shameful, and deplorable servitude to him, and his
subordinate tyrants, who, it was foretold, would exalt himself above all that was called God, and
that was worshipped.
"In the latter we find another system, similar in many respects to the former; which, although it
was originally formed, perhaps, for the necessary defense of a barbarous people against the
inroads and invasions of her neighboring nations, yet for the same purposes of tyranny,
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cruelty, and lust, which had dictated the canon law, it was soon adopted by almost all the
princes of Europe, and wrought into the constitutions of their government. It was originally
a code of laws for a vast army in a perpetual encampment. The general was invested with the
sovereign propriety of all the lands within the territory. Of him, as his servants and vassals, the
first rank of his great officers held the lands; and in the same manner the other subordinate
officers held of them; and all ranks and degrees held their lands by a variety of duties and
services, all tending to bind the chains the faster on every order of mankind. In this manner the
common people were held together in herds and clans in a state of servile dependence on their
lords, bound, even by the tenure of their lands, to follow them, whenever they commanded, to
their wars, and in a state of total ignorance of every thing divine and human, excepting the use of
arms and the culture of their lands.
"But another event still more calamitous to human liberty, was a wicked confederacy
between the two systems of tyranny above described. It seems to have been even stipulated
between them, that the temporal grandees should contribute every thing in their power to
maintain the ascendancy of the priesthood, and that the spiritual grandees in their turn,
should employ their ascendancy over the consciences of the people, in impressing on their
minds a blind, implicit obedience to civil magistracy.
"Thus, as long as this confederacy lasted, and the people were held in ignorance, liberty, and
with her, knowledge and virtue too, seem to have deserted the earth, and one age of darkness
succeeded another, till God in his benign providence raised up the champions who began
and conducted the Reformation. From the time of the Reformation to the first settlement
of America, knowledge gradually spread in Europe, but especially in England; and in
proportion as that increased and spread among the people, ecclesiastical and civil tyranny,
which I use as synonymous expressions for the canon and feudal laws, seem to have lost
their strength and weight. The people grew more and more sensible of the wrong that was
done them by these systems, more and more impatient under it, and determined at all hazards to
rid themselves of it; till at last, under the execrable race of the Stuarts, the struggle between the
people and the confederacy aforesaid of temporal and spiritual tyranny, became formidable,
violent, and bloody.

"It was this great struggle that peopled America. It was not religion alone, as is commonly
supposed; but it was a love of universal liberty, and a hatred, a dread, a horror, of the
infernal confederacy before described, that projected, conducted, and accomplished the
settlement of America.
"It was a resolution formed by a sensible people, - I mean the Puritans, - almost in despair.
They had become intelligent in general, and many of them learned. For this fact, I have the
testimony of Archbishop King himself, who observed of that people, that they were more
intelligent and better read than even the members of the church, whom he censures warmly for
that reason. This people had been so vexed and tortured by the powers of those days, for no other
crime than their knowledge and their freedom of inquiry and examination, and they had so much
reason to despair of deliverance from those miseries on that side the ocean, that they at last
resolved to fly to the wilderness for refuge from the temporal and spiritual principalities and
powers, and plagues and scourges of their native country.

"After their arrival here, they began their settlement, and formed their plan, both of
ecclesiastical and civil government, in direct opposition to the canon and the feudal
systems. 2 (Bolding added)

Before us we have heard the witness and testimony of the Second President of the United
States and one of the greatest founders of the new free world in America tell us with power and
2

John Adams, A Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law (The passage of the Stamp Act in 1765
provoked a response from Adams and in August of that year he anonymously contributed four articles to
the Boston Gazette (republished in The London Chronicle in 1768 as True Sentiments of America, also
known as A Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law).
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might that America was founded in direct opposition to laws that established a religious doctrine
above another and that established laws making people pay government eternally for their homes,
lands, goods, tools and possessions of all types. "Ad valorem Property Tax" is a cruel feudal
system whereby no one owns their property and must pay annually to possess their property of
every kind or have them sold to another vassal subject who will pay better or more. This system
is contradictory to the most fundamental American principles and should be treated so with
determined abject repulsion. To institute "ad valorem property tax" is to enslave the people and
confiscate their property and reduce them to beggars upon the earth.

17. Samuel Adams and the Proper Response by All Branches of
Government Upon Showing Alienation of the Property of the People
What should the people, all branches of government, especially the Judiciary, do upon
learning that the property of the people of every kind has been confiscated by government and
rented back to them? Samuel Adams tells us clearly that the proper response is to immediately
vacate such laws because such laws oppose the eternal law of reason and the grand end of
society:
"In short, it is the greatest absurdity to suppose it in the power of one, or any number of men, at
the entering into society, to renounce their essential natural rights, or the means of preserving
those rights; when the grand end of civil government, from the very nature of its institution, is
for the support, protection, and defense of those very rights; the principal of which, as is before
observed, are Life, Liberty, and Property. If men, through fear, fraud, or mistake, should in terms
renounce or give up any essential natural right, the eternal law of reason and the grand end of
society would absolutely vacate such renunciation. The right to freedom being the gift of God
Almighty, it is not in the power of man to alienate this gift and voluntarily become a slave. "3

It is clear that the people have indeed been cheated out of their own property through "fraud"
and "mistake" and now pay out of "fear" of being evicted from their property and having their
substance leased to another more wealthy. It is obscene that a lawyer would cry out; "He doesn't
want to pay his fair share," against the one who brings the feudal tyranny of "ad valorem property
taxes" to the light of the Court of the People of Texas. Is tyranny and plunder of the people made
just and lawful merely because the slaves are all forced to endure deprivation of property equally?
Is this judicious thinking? Is this American Texas logic and reason?

3

Samuel Adams, The Christian History of the Constitution of the United States ofAmerica - Christian SelfGovernment ed., Verna M. Hall, (The Foundation for American Christian Education Box 27035, San
Francisco, California 94127) p. 367.
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18. Principle of Lawful Taxation Derived from the Principles of Property
the United States and Texas are Founded upon
We know that the sole purpose of government is the protection of the property of the people.
4

The People form governments by consent for their benefit in order to protect their property
consisting of life, liberty and possessions:
"If man in the state of nature be so free, as has been said; ifhe be absolute lord of his own person
and possessions, equal to the greatest, and subject to no body, why will he part with his
freedom? why will he give up this empire, and subject himself to the dominion and controul of
any other power? To which it is obvious to answer, that though in the state of nature he hath
such a right, yet the enjoyment of it is very uncertain, and constantly exposed to the invasion of
others: for all being kings as much as he, every man his equal, and the greater part no strict
observers of equity and justice, the enjoyment of the property he has in this state is very unsafe,
very unsecure. This makes him willing to quit a condition, which, however free, is full of fears
and continual dangers: and it is not without reason, that he seeks out, and is willing to join in
society with others, who are already united, or have a mind to unite, for the mutual preservation
of their lives, liberties and estates, which I call by the general name, property. "The great and
chief end, therefore, of men's uniting into commonwealths, and putting themselves under
government, is the preservation of their property. To which in the state of nature there are many
things wanting. "5

It would be absurd for people to agree to a government that harmed their property. Therefore,
lawful government cannot be created or supported by the confiscation of the property of the
people and rented back to them under the deceptive cloak of lawful "taxes." Therefore, a lawful
tax cannot lien, alien, harm, take, destroy, or convert the property of a person, neither can a
lawful tax charge the people rent to use, occupy or possess their own property because that is
contrary to the very purpose of the institution of government in the first place. The purpose of all
lawful government is the protection and security of the superior allodial title to the property of
each person in that society, consisting of their life, liberty and goods of every kind. The "Pursuit
of Happiness is the security of allodial title to property belonging to each individual against all
others including the state and nation they make for that same security.

19. The Preeminence of Property of the People Over the Law and
Government
Locke's observation that property belongs to individuals in the "state of nature" before laws
and government are created to protect and secure that property in the ownership of those
individuals as confirmed by Frederick Bastiat:

4

All political power is inherent in the people, and all free governments are founded on their authority, and
instituted for their benefit. The faith of the people of Texas stands pledged to the preservation ofa
republican form of government, and, subject to this limitation only, they have at all times the inalienable
right to alter, reform or abolish their government in such manner as they may think expedient. (Art.1 Sec.2
Tex. Con.)
5
John Locke: Two Treatises of Government, ed., Peter Laslett, (Cambridge University Press, 40 West 20th
Street, New York, NY 10011-4211, USA) p.p. 350, 351.
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"Life, liberty, and property do not exist because men have made laws. On the contrary, it was
the fact that life, liberty, and property existed beforehand that caused men to make laws in the
first place. "6

Therefore, the whole task of law and government is to secure the property of the individual
and maintain their ownership of it.
The law is nothing more than the combined right of each individual to protect their property
with force:
"What then is law? It is the collective organization of the individual right to lawful defense [of
property]." 7 (Brackets added)

A lawful state must therefore be a state in which the government and law can do no more then
each individual could do and for the same purpose:
"If every person has the right to defend-even by force-his person, his liberty, and his
property, then it follows that a group of men have the right to organize and support a common
force to protect these rights constantly. Thus the principle of collective right-its reason for
existing, its lawfulness-is based on individual right. And the common force that protects this
collective right cannot logically have any other purpose or any other mission than that for which
it acts as a substitute. Thus, since an individual cannot lawfully use force against the person,
liberty, or property of another individual, then the common force-for the same reason-cannot
lawfully be used to destroy the person, liberty, or property of individuals or groups. Such a
perversion of force would be, in both cases, contrary to our premise. Force has been given to us
to defend our own individual rights. Who will dare to say that force has been given to us to
destroy the equal rights of our brothers? Since no individual acting separately can lawfully use
force to destroy the rights of others, does it not logically follow that the same principle also
applies to the common force that is nothing more than the organized combination of the
individual forces? If this is true, then nothing can be more evident than this: The law is the
organization of the natural right of lawful defense. It is the substitution of a common force for
individual forces. And this common force is to do only what the individual forces have a natural
and lawful right to do: to protect persons, liberties, and properties; to maintain the right of each,
and to cause justice to reign over us all."

What barbarian will argue with Bastiat that the purpose of the State and the Law is to
confiscate the property of the individual and charge them rent and evict them if they cannot pay
it? Is this the right of the individual that he delegates to the collective? What individual has the
right to take the Petitioner's property? How would a State get such a right? Since we have seen
that Texas was formed by the authority of the people and no one has such an authority to delegate
to Texas, how can the State of Texas demand rent from Petitioner? Since no individual can use
force to take the Petitioner's property and make him an eternal renter on his own property, the
State cannot either. Voting cannot delegate such a thing, as a voter can only delegate a right they
possess in themselves, because no one can delegate more authority to another than they hold in
themselves. Government authority and the legislature of it cannot exceed that of each individual.
Even the Legislature of Texas cannot make a lawful statute to take the property of anyone and
6

Frederick Bastiat, The Law, ed. Dean Russell, (The Foundation for Economic Education, Inc. Irvingtonon-Hudson, New York 1950) p. 2.
7
Ibid.
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charge them an eternal rent based upon a State determined value, regardless of any exalted
purpose of the proceeds of such an unlawful "tax." The legislative power is limited to that of the
authority of individuals:
"First, It is not, nor can possibly be absolutely arbitrary over the lives and fortunes of the people:
for it being but the joint power of every member of the society given up to that person, or
assembly, which is legislator; it can be no more than those persons had in a state of nature before
they entered into society, and gave up to the community: for no body can transfer to another
more power than he has in himself; and no body has an absolute arbitrary power over himself, or
over any other, to destroy his own life, or take away the life or property of another" 8
So it is the highest form of deception to claim that it is the "will of the people" and their
representatives who have chosen to give up their property to the State and be charged an eternal
rent and evicted if not paid and their property leased to another more wealthy tenant. Democracy
is neither a greater end then property ownership nor is it a lawful vehicle to take property from the
people. It is truly a "specious" argument to claim Petitioner is defying the will of the people in his
quest to wrestle his own property away from the State and have the State secure his ownership
and do the same for his fellow citizens. The argument that Petitioner is defying the "will of the
people of Texas" only appeals to the ignorant innocent or the deceiving tyrant.

20. Ad Valorem Property Tax is the Complete Perversion of the Law and
the State
Bastiat also shows that the law can be completely perverted to oppose its own purpose and
made to punish lawful rights and plunder the property of the people:
"But, unfortunately, law by no means confines itself to its proper functions. And when it has
exceeded its proper functions, it has not done so merely in some inconsequential and debatable
matters. The law has gone further than this; it has acted in direct opposition to its own purpose.
The law has been used to destroy its own objective: It has been applied to annihilating the justice
that it was supposed to maintain; to limiting and destroying rights which its real purpose was to
respect. The law has placed the collective force at the disposal of the unscrupulous who wish,
without risk, to exploit the person, liberty, and property of others. It has converted plunder into a
right, in order to protect plunder. And it has converted lawful defense into a crime, in order to
punish lawful defense. "9
Is this not exactly where we are in Texas with regard to "ad valorem property taxes?" The
people have been lead to believe that the only use of the protest system is a comparison of one
slave's property with another slave's property. The Texas Property Tax Code is a system designed
to prevent the people from understanding the unlawful nature of the entire ad valorem property
tax system and to restrict their complaints to tenant equality. But the present property tax protest
system obviously has some holes and unintended consequences of which Petitioner is happy to

8
9

Locke, p. 357
Ibid, p. 4.
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take advantage of in hopes of exposing the fraudulent nature of the entire ad valorem property tax
system.

21. State Confiscates Property of People Upon Imposition of "Property
Tax"
The slaves have a right to complain that their chain is tighter than their neighbor's but they
cannot complain that all the slaves should have their chains removed. The law has been rigged
and perverted to seize and plunder the property of the people and make it unlawful for the people
to get it back. People have been deceived into thinking that confiscation of their property happens
only if they fail to pay their annual state rent but in reality the confiscation happened at the
moment of the imposition of the so-called "property tax." Confiscation occurs the moment the
State says the individual owes the State to possess their property. Eviction is when the State
forecloses on a lien they think they possess but do not have and cannot obtain from the individual
citizens of Texas. The individual citizen of Texas possesses an allodial superior title to their
property which is unalienable by the State of Texas or the United States of America or any other
entity.

22. Constitutional Ad Valorem Property Tax Provisions Are
Contradictory
If the Constitutional provisions permitting "ad valorem property tax" conflicts with one or

more other superior constitutional provisions then a determination must be made as to the
constitutionality of the "ad valorem property tax" provisions and such must be found
unconstitutional. Article 8 Section l(a) says: "Taxation shall be equal and uniform." That means
all taxes, not just sales taxes, in Texas must be equal and uniform, and not kind-of equal and sortof uniform, but absolutely equal and uniform. Ad valorem property tax cannot, by definition, be

absolutely equal and absolutely uniform. The value of Petitioner's property as assessed by the
Appraisal District is, at best, a negotiation between Petitioner, the real owner/false tenant, and the
State, the deceptive false owner. The appraised value of Petitioner's property by the State is not
absolutely equal with anyone else's property nor absolutely uniform with anyone else's property.
The Petitioner made that statement and added that the appraisal process was nothing more than
"rent negotiation" between him, the real owner, and the State, pretending to own his property. Ad
valorem property taxation violates Article 8 Section l(a) which is a more global principle that
governs all taxation of every kind in the State of Texas. A current example of arbitrary ad
valorem property taxation is before us (Cause #2015-3557 Property ID 59576). The GCAD found
that property Petitioner paid $12,000 for over 20 years ago is now worth $398.00 as they
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determined it was useless after much study. Petitioner is presently building a house on it and he
has already received a post card demanding he send GCAD pictures of the building and the
square footage before it is completed. This process is totally arbitrary no matter how complicated
they make it and it violates Article 8 Section l(a). Petitioner is not arguing the value of his
property, as it is not determinable by anyone by any means, but rather he is arguing against the
entire form of "taxation" for that very reason along with other even more serious reasons. Who
can determine the value of Petitioner's life? Who can determine the value of the Petitioner's
liberty? Who can determine the value of the Petitioner's land and buildings, goods and tools, etc?

23. Open Deception of the People of Texas
Article 8 Section 1-e says: "ABOLITION OF ADVALOREM PROPERTY TAXES. No State
ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State." The passage of this Texas
Constitutional Amendment in or around 1969 has never been interpreted properly and has been a
source of constant litigation by school districts. It is presently in litigation at this time, once again.
The Supreme Court of Texas makes a false distinction, that is in law not there, which generates
constant litigation. They treat subdivisions of the State as independent republics with goals and
authority and discretion that is derived from some other source other than the State of Texas. The
following is a summary of the Supreme Court thinking about school district ad valorem property
taxes (N_eeley v. West Orange-Cove. 176 S. W3d 746 (TX 2005)):
"The current situation has become virtually indistinguishable from one in which the State simply
set an ad valorem tax rate of $1.50 and redistributed the revenue to the districts.
"school districts have lost meaningful discretion to tax below maximum rates and still provide an
accredited education.
"Various legislative proposals during the past year to remedy perceived problems with the public
education system and its funding would reduce the maximum ad valorem tax rate and allow it to
be exceeded for certain purposes. While we express no view on the appropriateness of any of
these proposals, we are constrained to caution, as we have before, that a cap to which districts
are inexorably forced by educational requirements and economic necessities, as they have been
under Senate Bill 7, will in short order violate the prohibition ofa state property tax."

The Supreme Court has obviously treated the school districts in Texas as independent and
autonomous with discretion all their own for some purpose all their own. But this is not the law in
Texas. Texas is one state with subdivisions of itself and all subdivisions draw their authority and
purpose from the State of Texas and act for the State of Texas and are the State of Texas to carry
out the purpose of the State of Texas. The Guadalupe Appraisal District, the City of Seguin, the
County of Guadalupe, and the Seguin Independent School District are subdivisions of the State of
Texas and are considered to be the State of Texas according to Texas Civil Practice and Remedy
Code (CPRC) 101.001 (3)(A)(B):
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.
'"'Governmental unit" means: (A) this state and all the several agencies of government that
collectively constitute the government of this state, including other agencies bearing different
designations, and all departments, bureaus, boards, commissions, offices, agencies, councils, and
courts; (B) a political subdivision of this state, including any city, county, school district, junior
college district, levee improvement district, drainage district, irrigation district, water
improvement district, water control and improvement district, water control and preservation
district, freshwater supply district, navigation district, conservation and reclamation district, soil
conservation district, communication district, public health district, and river authority;"

There is no defmition of the State of Texas that says otherwise, i.e., the State of Texas is not
limited to the Executive, Legislative or the Judiciary or the Highway Department or Austin,
Texas. The Guadalupe County Appraisal District is a "governmental unit" of the State of Texas
just like the Texas Legislature and as such is considered to be the State of Texas. The same goes
for the City of Seguin, the County of Guadalupe, and the Seguin Independent School District.
Therefore, none of them can levy an ad valorem tax upon any property within the State of Texas
according to Article 8 Section 1-e.
As a result of the definition of a "governmental unit," Article 8 Section 1-e cannot be
exclusionary, meaning that the amendment only addressed ad valorem property taxes that applied
in all counties or subdivisions of Texas. We cannot discern what entity, if any, are forbidden to
impose this ad valorem property tax referred to in Article 8 Section 1-e. The said amendment is
comprehensive all over Texas and includes all its subdivisions. The said amendment does not
forbid uniformity or equality among ad valorem tax rates in all or most of the subdivisions, as the
Supreme Court says it does, but rather it simply forbids the levy of ad valorem property taxes on
any property in Texas.

24. There is no Contradiction Between Art. 8 Sec. 1-e and Art. 8 Sec. l(a)
There is no contradiction between the "abolition" of "State ad valorem property taxes" and the
requirement of all taxation to be "equal and uniform."

25. All Constitutional Provisions that Allow the Levy of "Ad Valorem
Property Tax" Contradict Art. 8 Sec. 1-e and Art. 8 Sec. l(a)
But there are other provisions of the Constitution that are contradictory to both of these global
constitutional provisions (Art. 8 Sec. 1-e and Art. 8 Sec. l(a)). Any constitutional provision, 10
allowing the levy of an ad valorem property tax by a "governmental unit" or a "subdivision of the
State of Texas" or the "State of Texas" is a contradiction of both these global constitutional
provisions, as a school district is the State of Texas and ad valorem property taxes cannot be

equal and uniform by its very nature as shown above and before us in this Petition for Review.

10

e.g., Art 7 Sec. 3(e) (school districts)
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26. Why the Deception?
The interpretation of Article 8 Section 1-e by the Supreme Court of Texas is that the said
amendment only prevents a statewide equal and uniform ad valorem property tax, not the levy of
a local ad valorem property tax. Why is the wording of the amendment so different from the
interpretation of it? People are more able to resist abuse when more of them are gathered
together. When there were statewide "ad valorem property taxes," prior to this amendment, and
also unlawful in America, all the people of Texas could complain together that their "taxes" were
too high and could prevent the increase of bonding and borrowing by the State. More "tax"
revenue can be raised by abolishing a statewide ad valorem property tax and permitting all State
subdivisions to bond property and borrow money independently as long as they did not all charge
the same tax rate across the whole state. But all taxes should be equal and uniform across Texas.
This deception broke up the people of Texas into thousands of small units reducing the ability of
the people to unify and resist the plundering of their property. This trickery of the people passing
one thing and getting another abolished statewide ad valorem property tax and permitting all State
subdivisions to tax independently resulted in competition among the subdivisions for the most
money they could raise to make their subdivisions look better than their neighboring subdivision.
This advanced bonding, borrowing and debt way beyond what could be done with an equal and
uniform statewide ad valorem property tax, which would also be unlawful in Texas and the
United States of America.

27. Interpretation of Texas Supreme Court Produces Ludicrous Demands
The people voted to abolish "State ad valorem property taxes" not "statewide" ad valorem
property taxes, otherwise they would not have voted for the amendment at all. This is why there
is a great gulf between the wording of Article 8 Section 1-e and its interpretation by the Supreme
Court of Texas. The people would not have voted for an amendment that said:
ABOLISION OF STATEWIDE ADV ALOREM TAXES: All subdivisions of the State of Texas
may levy an ad valorem property tax as long as they are not equal and uniform across the State
of Texas.

But this is the current Supreme Court of Texas misinterpretation of Art. 8 Sec. 1-e which
contains wording much more global and preventative than the current interpretation of it. The
people of Texas voted to get rid of the evil Feudal property system in conformity with one of the
two main purposes of the United States of America, but the courts defied the vote of the people
and interpreted it incorrectly so they could keep the feudal property confiscation system in place
and increase the competition among the thousands of subdivisions to maximize the wicked feudal
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system to bond the people more severely and borrow more from banks hungry for risk free
markets guaranteed by the police arm of the State of Texas.
The result of the Texas Supreme Court interpretation is that it demands school districts to
provided equal educational opportunities for their students with an unequal, non-uniform tax rate
system across Texas. Once any subdivision of the State of Texas charges the same, or near the
same, tax rate across Texas they violate Article 8 Section 1-e. The result is a ludicrous
contradictory demand to provide equal service and opportunity with unequal non-uniform funds.
It also violates Article 8 Section l(a) and Article 8 Section 1-e.

28. All the Foregoing was Submitted at Petitioner's ARB Hearing
All this information and more was provided in Petitioner's documents submitted at his ARB
hearing claiming on "Constitutional and other laws" (claim 5) that his property should not be
taxed in "this appraisal District or in one or more taxing units" (claim 4), challenging the
jurisdictional authority of the Appraisal District and other "taxing governmental units of Texas"
to levy an ad valorem tax on Petitioner's properties located in Guadalupe County, Texas.

29. Prayer
a.

The Petitioner seeks a court order removing all property from the Guadalupe
County Appraisal District for the purposes of assessing the value for the levying
of any "ad valorem property tax" by any "governmental taxing unit."

b. The Petitioner seeks a court order removing Petitioner's Property from the socalled "Tax Rolls." The Petitioner seeks the removal of all their property from the
Guadalupe County Appraisal District for the purposes of assessing its value or
for the levying of any "ad valorem" or any other kind of "property tax" by any
"Texas governmental taxing unit."
c.

Declaratory Judgment: Petitioner seeks a Declaratory Judgment finding all "ad
valorem property tax" in the "State of Texas" to be unlawful as there is no valid
operation upon which a lien can be placed on the unalienable property of the
individual citizens of Texas by the State of Texas that can be foreclosed upon if
money is not paid to the State annually.

d.

The Petitioner seeks any other relief the court deems just.
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Respectfully Submitted,

~c.R_ r= /.L~,

A..onald F. Avery
Pro Se

1933 Montclair Dr.
Seguin, Texas 78155
HM: 830-372-5534
TapHouse@SBCglobal.net
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Property Appraisal- Notice of Protest

Property Tax

IFoirm 50~132

Guadalupe Appraisal District

830.303.3313

Appraisal District's Name

Phone (area code and number)

3000 N. Austin Street Seguin, Texas 78155
Address

This document must be filed with the appraisal review board (ARB) for the appraisal district that took the action(s) you want to protest. It must
not be filed with the office of the Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts.
==================================:=:;;;:~======~=<==z=z:=·~·
GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS: Pursuant to Tax Code Section 41.41, a property owner has the right to protest certain actions taken by the appraisal district.
This form is for use by a property owner or designated agent who would like the ARB to hear and decide a protest. If you are leasing the property, you are
subject to the limitations set forth in Tax Code Section 41.413.
FILING DEADLINES: The usual deadline for filing your notice is midnight, May 31.
A different deadline will apply to you if:
•
•
•
•
•

your notice of appraised value was delivered to you after May 2;
your protest concerns a change In the use of agricultural, open-space or timber land;
the appraisal district or the ARB was required by law to send you notice about a property and did not; or
the ARB made a change to the appraisal records that adversely affects you and you received notice of the change;
in certain limited circumstances, you had good cause for missing the May 31 protest filing deadline.

Contact the appraisal review board for your specific protest filing deadline.
ASSISTANCE: The Comptroller's office may not advise a property owner, a property owner's agent, or the chief appraiser or another employee of an
appraisal district on a matter that the Comptroller's office knows is the subject of a protest to the ARB.

2015
TaxYear(s)

RonaldF.

I_

Owner's or lessee's First Name and In'

1933 Montclair

Avery

at

Last Name

/--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Owner's or Lessee's Current MaHfng Address (number and stJeet)

Seguin, Texas 78155

830.372.5534

City. State, ZIP Code

Phone (8188 code and number)

Give Street Address and City if Different from Above, or Legal Description if No Street Address

Address: 9301 FM 725
Legal Descripti · .. BS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 3.7400 AC
Property ID~

Appraisal District Account Number (if known)

Mobile Homes (give maim, model and identification number)

E><H 1t?IT
The Property Tax Assistance Division at the Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts provides property tax
information and resources for taxpayers. local taxing entities, appraisal districts and appraisal review boards.

For more

A-I

information. visit our website:

www.window.state.tx.us/taxinfo/proptax
50-132. 10-13/12
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Notice of .P rotest

Failure to check a box may result in your inability to protest an issue. If you check "value is over market value; you are indicating that the appraised value is excessive
and your property would not sell for the amount determined by the appraisal district If you check "value is unequal as compared to other properties," you are indicating
that your property is not appraised at the same level as a representative sample of comparable properties, appropriately adjusted for condition, size, location, and
other factors. Your property may be appraised at its market value, but be unequally appraised. An appraisal review board may adjust your value to equalize it with other
comparable properties. Please check all boxes that apply in order to preserve your rights so that the appraisal review board may consider your protest according to law.

0
0

D Change in use of land appraised as ag-use, open-space or timber land.
0 Ag-use, open-space or other special appraisal was denied, modified or cancelled.
0 Owner's name is incorrect.
0 Property description is incorrect.

Value is over market value.
Value is unequal compared with other properties.

[{] Property should not be taxed in _ _ _ _T_E_XA_s_ _ __
(name of taxing unit)

0
0

Failure to send required notice.

~----~-~-µ.~)--~--~

Exemption was denied, modified or cancelled.

[{] Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units.

0

Other:

Art. 8 Sec. 1-e; Art.~Sec. 1(a); and other laws

1. I am a citizen of the state of Texas not a "taxpayer," and therefore may apply the Texas Constitution (TCon) to this
process.
2. Art. 8 Sec. 1-e TCon says: "No State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State."
3. All the taxing entities using this CAD. and including the CAD, are subdivisions of the State of Texas and are considered
the State of Texas according to the Civil Practice and Remedy Code Section 101.001(3)(A)(B) and hence, each is the
State of Texas.
4. No part of a whole may have more authority or power than the whole.
5. No one can delegate to another more authority or power then they hold in themselves.
6. Art. 8 Sec. 1(a} TCon: "Taxation shall be equal and uniform." Ad valorem property taxes cannot be equal and uniform
and never will be.
7. The sole purpose of lawful government is to protect the property of each citizen consisting of their life, liberty and
possessions. Lawful government cannot be supported by a means that confiscates the property it is to protect and charges
the real owners an annual rent to occupy and use.
8. The "value" of MY PROPERTY was unlawfully increased 425.9% from last year resulting in an estimated tax using last
years rate of$8,129.61 compared to last year's $4,301.99 or just about doubled and the rate will go up at least 15% from
last year. This is outrageous and unlawful
9. The effect is simply that I am being pushed off MY PROPERTY by the State which does not own it.

.
•
I · ? (0 · I)
What do you thmk your propertys va ue 1s
pt1ona

$

I want the ARB to send me a copy of its hearing procedures.

• If your protest goes

100,000,000,000,000,000,000.00

----------------

llJ Yes 0

No"

to a hearing, you will automatically receive a copy of the ARB's hearing procedures.

print• Ronald F. Avery

here

Print Name

5/22/2015
Date

P.gc 2. 50-132. 10-13/12
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I Property Appraisal '

Property Tax

Notice of Protest

Form 50-132

Guadalupe Appraisal District

830.303.3313

-Phone (area code and number)

Appraisal District's Name

3000 N. Austin Street Seguin, Texas 78155
Address
This document must be filed with the appraisal review board (ARB) for the appraisal district that took the actlon(s) you want to protest. It must
not be flied with the office of the Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts.
GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS: Pursuant to Tax Code Section 41.41, a property owner has the right to protest certain actions taken by the appraisal district.
This form is for use by a property owner or designated agent who would like the ARB to hear and decide a protest. If you are leasing the property, you are
subject to the !Imitations set forth in Tax Code Section 41.413.
FILING DEADLINES: The usual deadline for filing your notice is midnight, May 31.

A different deadline will apply to you if:
•
•
•
•
•

your notice of appraised value was delivered to you after May 2;
your protest concerns a change in the use of agricultural, open-space or timber land;
the appraisal district or the ARB was required by law to send you notice about a property and did not; or
the ARB made a change to the appraisal records that adversely affects you and you received notice of the change;
in certain limited circumstances, you had good cause for missing the May 31 protest filing deadline.

Contact the appraisal review board for your specific protest fiHng deadline.
ASSISTANCE: The Comptroller's office may not advise a property owner, a property owner's agent, or the chief appraiser or another employee of an
appraisal district on a matter that the Comptroller's office knows is the subject of a protest to the ARB.

2015
TaxYear(s)

Ronald F.

Avery

Owner's or Lessee's First Name and Initial

Last Name

1933 Montclair
Owner's or Lessee's Current Mailin

Seguin, Texas 78155

830.372.5534

City, State, ZIP Code

Phone (area code and number)

Give Street Address and City if Different from Above, or Legal Description if No Street Address

Address: 9301 FM 725

Legal Description: ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 1.6000 AC
Property ID: 50612

Appraisal District Account Number (if known)

Mobile Homes (give make. model and identification number)

A-{:.
The Property Tax Assistance Division at the Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts provides property tax
information and resources for taxpayers. local taxing entities. appraisal districts and appraisal review boards.

For more information, visit our website:

www.window.state.tx.us/taxinfo/proptax
50-132. J0-13112
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Notice of Protest

Failure to check a box may result in your Inability to protest an issue. If you check "value is over market value," you are indicating that the appraised value is excessive
and your property would not sell for the amount determined by the appraisal districl If you check "value is unequal as compared to other properties."~ are indicating
that your property is not appraised at the same level as a representative sample of comparable properties, appropriately adjusted for condition, size, location, and
other factors. Your property may be appraised at its market value, but be unequally appraised. An appraisal review board may adjust your value to equalize it wilh other
comparable properties. Please check all boxes that apply In Older to preserve your rights so that the appraisal review board may consider your protest according to law.

0

D Change in use of land appraised as ag-use, open-space or timber land.
D Ag-use, open-space or other special appraisal was denied, modified or cancelled.
D Owner's name is incorrect.
D Property description is incorrect.

Value is over market value.

[{] Value is unequal compared with other properties.

0

Property should not be taxed in

TEXAS
(name of taxing unit}

D Failure to send required notice. - - - - - - - - - - - [{] Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units.
0 Other: Art. 8 Sec. 1-e; Art.a sec. 1(a); and other laws
D Exemption was denied, modified or cancelled.
(type}

1. I am a citizen of the state of Texas not a "taxpayer," and therefore may apply the Texas Constitution (TCon) to this
process.
, 2. Art. 8 Sec. 1-e TCon says: "No State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State."
3. All the taxing entities using this CAD, and including the CAD, are subdivisions of the State of Texas and are considered
the State of Texas according to the Civil Practice and Remedy Code Section 101.001 (3)(A)(B} and hence, each is the
State of Texas.
4. No part of a whole may have more authority or power than the whole.
5. No one can delegate to another more authority or power then they hold in themselves.
6. Art. 8 Sec. 1 (a} TCon: "Taxation shall be equal and uniform." Ad valorem property taxes cannot be equal and uniform
and never will be.
7. The sole purpose of lawful government is to protect the property of each citizen consisting of their life, liberty and
possessions. Lawful government cannot be supported by a means that confiscates the property it is to protect and charges
the real owners an annual rent to occupy and use.
8. The "value" of MY PROPERTY was unlawfully increased 449.3%% from last year resulting in an estimated tax using
last years rate of $2,293.31 compared to last year's $510.42 or more than quadrupling my payment and the rate will go up
at least 15% from last year. This is outrageous and unlawful.
9. No one can assess the value of my life or the value of my property used to sustain it.

What do you think your property's value is? (Optional)

$

100,000,000,000,000,000,000.00

I want the ARB to send me a copy of its hearing procedures.

•If your protest goes to a hearing, you will automatically receive

c~::·

17-! Yes 0

No•

a copy of the ARB's hearing procedures.

Ronald F. Avery
Print Name

sign.
here

5/22/2015

-~7

Date

Page 2. 50-132. 10-13/12
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.

;

Guadalupe Appraisal District

830.303.3313

Appraisal District's Name

Phone (area code and number)

3000 N. Austin Street Seguin, Texas 78155
Address

This document must be filed with the appraisal review board (ARB) for the appraisal district that took the action(s) you want to protest. It must
not be filed with the office of the Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts.
GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS: Pursuant to Tax Code Section 41.41, a property owner has the right to protest certain actions taken by the appraisal district
This form is for use by a property owner or designated agent who would like the ARB to hear and decide a protest. If you are leasing the property, you are
subject to the limitations set forth in Tax Code Section 41.413.
FILING DEADLINES: The usual deadline for filing your notice is midnight, May 31.
A different deadline will apply to you if:
•
•
•
•
•

your notice of appraised value was delivered to you after May 2;
your protest concerns a change in the use of agricultural, open-space or timber land;
the appraisal district or the ARB was required by law to send you notice about a property and did not; or
the ARB made a change to the appraisal records that adversely affects you and you received notice of the change;
in certain limited circumstances, you had good cause for missing the May 31 protest filing deadline.

Contact the appraisal review board for your specific protest fifing deadline.
ASSISTANCE: The Comptroller's office may not advise a property owner, a property owner's agent, or the chief appraiser or another employee of an
appraisal district on a matter that the Comptroller's office knows is the subject of a protest to the ARB.

2015
TaxYear(s)

RonaldF.

i

Avery

Owner's or Lessee's Rrst Name and Initial

1933 Montclair
owner's or Lessee's Current Mailing Ad

Last Name

-----------------------------ss (number and street)

Seguin, Texas 78155

830.372.5534

City, State, ZIP Code

Phone (area code and number)

Give Street Address and City if Different from Above, or Legal Description if No Street Address

Address: 2681 Tiemann Rd.

Legal Description: ABS: 35 SUR: JOHN SOWELL 2.6580 AC.
Property ID: 59576

Appraisal District Account Number (if known)

Mobile Homes (give make, model and identification number)

The Property Tax Assistance Division at the Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts provides. proper~y tax
information and resources for taxpayers. local taxing entities. appraisal districts and appraisal review boards.
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For more information, visit our website:

www.window.state.tx.us/taxinfo/proptax
50-132. I0-13112
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Failure lo check a box may result in your Inability to protest an Issue. If you check "value is over market value." you are Indicating that the appraised value is excessive
and your property ~ould not s~ll for the amount determined by the appraisal district. If you check "value is unequal as compared to other properties; you are Indicating
that your property 1s not appraised at the same level as a representative sample of comparable properties, appropriately adjusted for condition, size, location, and
other factors. Your p_roperty may be appraised at its market value, but be unequally appraised. An appraisal review board may adjust your value to equalize It with other
comparable properties. Please check all boxes that apply in order to preserve your rights so that the appraisal review board may consider your protest according to law.
[{] Value is over market value.
[{] Value is unequal compared with other properties.

0 Change in use of land appraised as ag-use, open-space or timber land.
D Ag-use, open-space or other special appraisal was denied, modified or cancelled.
0 Owner's name is incorrect.
D Property description is incorrect

0 Property should not be taxed in ----:--T_E-:-XA:-:-S-.,,,..---taxing
D Failure to send required notice. -- - - - - , - - , - - - -- - [{] Property should not be taxed In this appraisal district or In one or more taxing units.
0 Exemption was denied, modified or cancelled.
0 Other: Art. 8 Sec. 1-e; Artti>Sec. 1(a); and other laws
(name of

unit)

(type)

1. I am a citizen of the state of Texas not a "taxpayer," and therefore may apply the Texas Constitution {TCon) to this
process.
2. Art. 8 Sec. 1-e TCon says: "No State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State."
3. All the taxing entities using this CAD, and including the CAD, are subdivisions of the State of Texas and are considered
the State of Texas according to the Civil Practice and Remedy Code Section 101.001 (3)(A)(B) and hence, each is the
State of Texas.
4. No part of a whole may have more authority or power than the whole.
5. No one can delegate to another more authority or power then they hold in themselves.
6. Art. 8 Sec. 1(a} TCon: "Taxation shall be equal and uniform." Ad valorem property taxes cannot be equal and uniform
and never will be.
7. The sole purpose of lawful government is to protect the property of each citizen consisting of their life, liberty and
possessions. Lawful government cannot be supported by a means that confiscates the property it is to protect and charges
the real owners an annual rent to occupy and use. Even the kings did not enjoy this type of "taxation" or confiscation.
8. The "value" of MY PROPERTY was unlawfully increased 157% from last year resulting in an estimated tax using last
years rate of $1,057 .03 compared to last year's $671.90 or more than 1.5 times my payment and the rate will go up at
least 15% from last year. This is outrageous and unlawful.
9. No one can assess the value of my life or the value of my property used to sustain it.

What do you think your property's value is? (Optional)

$

I want the ARB to send me a copy of Its hearing procedures.

100,000,000,000,000,000,000.00

l1-J Yes 0

No•

•If your protest goes to a hearing, you will automatically receive a copy of the ARB's hearing procedures.

~~~:·

Ronald F. Avery
Print Name

~:;i::.. r:/L..__(!J /=. ,/J.,,__...--4------~~

_/

Page 2 • 50-132 • 10-13/12
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5/22/2015
Date

TA-'221
(09-11/9)

ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account#: 2G0004-0000-04000-0-00
Case#: 2015-262
Prop ID: 50610
Legal Desc:
ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 3.7400 AC.

SEGUIN, TX 78155

12449
AVERY RONALD F
1955 MT VERNON
SEGUIN, TX 78155
Appraisal Review Board
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST

On July 21, 2015, the Appraisal Review Board of GUADALUPE County, Texas, heard the protest of AVERY RONALD F
concerning the appraisal records for tax year 2015 .
The Board delivered proper notice of the date, time, and place of the hearing. The property owner or agent and the chief appraiser of
the appraisal district were given the opportunity to testify and to present evidence. After considering the evidence and arguments
presented at the hearing, the Board has determined that the protest concerned the following action(s) permitted by Section 41.41 (a),
Tax Code:
Value is over market value
Value is unequal compared with other properties
Having heard the evidence and arguments from both sides, the Appraisal Review Board with a quorum present determined that:

¥

Appraisal Review Board rejects the appeal to the Texas Constitution as a viable cause for appeal of appraised value.
The appraisal records are not correct and should be changed.
Appraiser Assigned Value:
$
ARB Assigned Market:
$299,956
$
ARB Assigned Equity:

If an ARB determination is not shown for a protested issue, it was withdrawn before or during the protest hearing.
The Appraisal Review Board therefore ORDERS that:
The chief appraiser shall make changes to the appraisal records concerning this property and the values shall remain as
follows:
·
ARB Submitted**
Final Values*
EXEMPTIONS:
LAND AGrrJM MARKET:
$0
$0
LAND HOMESTEAD VALUE:
$0
$0
LAND NON HOMESITE:
$318,651
$145,660
IMPROVEMENT VALUE:
$154,296
$157,015
TOTAL MARKET VALUE:
$475,666
$299,956
TOTAL APPRAISED VALUE:
$475,666
$299,956
TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE:
$475,666
$299,956
*If changes to the appraisal records are ordered due to a determination of excessive appraised or market value and also a
determination of unequal appraisal, the lower of the two determinations shall be shown in the appraisal records.
** as shown in the appraisal records submitted to the board by the chief appraiser under Section 25.22 or 25.23

~-I
TrueAutom1tion.!nc
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TA-~22
(6-13/11)

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER
Notice of Final Order
A PROPERTY OWNER HAS A RIGHT TO APPEAL IN DISTRICT COURT AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER DETERMINING A PROTEST
AS PROVIDED BY TEXAS TAX CODE CHAPTER 42. TO APPEAL SUCH AN ORDER TO DISTRICT COURT, A PARTY MUST FILE A PEJJJlQbl
~-~_E\f!~~..WITH_J_l:!i;.. P.l~T_RIGJQ.Q.Y..RT WllJ:!l~.§Q DAY~ .-~F.1.EJ3 .THE .P.ARIY RECl;!YES ~OTICE THAT ~ .£1J1lA,L, _9_~p1R..8A§.J3J;'.EN
ElIT~ILf~QM WHICH A.N A~esP.J- M_AY BE H!D ~ AT AN..Y... Tl~.l:.A~.!.ER THE; HEARIN~ ~~Li;i§.FQ.13.5...Il:!J;_§_O-DAY•.P..UO.b!tiE. A
PROPERTY OWNER ALSO HAS A RIGHT TO APPE~L fN DISTRICT COURT A -15ETERMINATION OF AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ON A
MOTION FILED UNDER SECTION 25.25, TEXAS TAX CODE. THE LAW PROVIDES THAT TO FILE SUIT TO COMPEL AN APPRAISAL REVIEW
BOARD TO ORDER A CHANGE IN THE APPRAISAL ROLL UNDER SECTION 25.25, A PARTY MUST FILE SUIT WITHIN 60 DAYS AFTER THE
PARTY RECEIVES NOTICE OF THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD'S DETERMINATION OF A MOTION UNDER SECTION 25.25 OR A
DETERMINATION THAT THE PROPERTY OWNER HAS FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE PRE-PAYMENT REQUIREMENTS. FAILURE TO TIMELY
F[kEAPE;l;l!lQ}"!~AR? AN APPEALIOJ:>.ISTRICT CQYRT.
- -- - - ---·-·-----..A PARTY OTHER THAN A PROPERTY OWNER, IN ORDER TO EXERCISE THE PARTY'S RIGHT TO APPEAL AN ORDER OF AN APPRAISAL
REVIEW BOARD, MUST FILE A WRITTEN NOTICE OF APPEAL WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE PARTY RECEIVES THIS NOTICE OR,
IN THE CASE OF A TAXING UNIT, WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE TAXING UNIT RECEIVES NOTICE PURSUANT TO SECTION 41.07,
TEXAS TAX CODE.
·- ·.·· ... -·· -·- -- .
. -~
For more information regarding appeal to district court, you should consult Texas Tax Code, Chapter 42 and the clerk of the court . If you need legal
-------------~------· ···· · ", .. ·
advice, you should consult an attorney.
As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, a property owner may appeal through binding arbitration an appraisal review board order
determining a protest filed under Section 41.41(a)(1) or (2) of the Texas Tax Code concerning the appraised or market value of property if:
(1) the property qualifies as the owner's residence homestead under Section 11.13 of the Texas Tax Code; or
(2) the appraised or market value, as applicable, of the property as determined by the order is $1 million or less.
To appea~-~P..2_1'~isal r~vie~!?oard order through binding arbitration, a property owner must file with the appraisal district not later than the 45•h day
alter the date the property owner receives notice of the order:
(1) a completed request for binding arbitration, a copy of which is enclosed with this notice; and
(2) an arbitration deposit made payable to the comptroller in the applicable amount provided under Chapter 41A of the Texas Tax Code.
For more information regarding appeal through binding arbitration , you should consult Texas Tax Code, Chapter 41A and related Comptroller rules. If
you need legal advice, you shouia consulfari..

a'iiorriey. ------

As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, certain property owners may appeal to the State Office of Administrative Hearings (SOAH) an
appraisal review board order determining a protest concerning the appraised or market value of property brought under Section 41.41 (a)(1) or (2) of the
Texas Tax Code if the appraised or market value, as applicable , of the property that was the subject of the protest, as determined by the appraisal
review board order, is more than $1 million.
Appeals to SOAH are currently subject to limitations of a pilot program for the following counties : Bexar, Cameron , Collin, Denton , El Paso, Fort Bend,
Harris, Montgomery, Nueces , Tarrant, and Travis. Beginning with the 2014 tax year, appeals to SOAH apply to all counties. To appeal an appraisal
review board order to SOAH, a property owner must file with the chief appraiser of the appraisal district not later than the 30th day after the date the
property owner receives notice of the order:
(1) a completed notice of appeal to SOAH, a copy of which is enclosed with this notice; and
(2) not later than the 90th day after the date the property owner receives the notice of order a deposit of $1 .500 made payable to SOAH must be filed
with the appraisal district.
For more information regarding appeal to SOAH, you should consult Texas Government Code, Chapter 2003 and related SOAH rules. If you need legal
advice, you should consult an attorney.
It is important to note that the pendency of an appeal, whether to district court, through binding arbitration, or to the State Office of Administrative
Hearings, does not affect the delinquency date for the taxes on the property subject to the appeal. For more specific information , consult the applicable
statutes and rules .

JUL 2 2 2015
Signed o n - - - - - - - - - - -

sign

here•

True Automation. Inc.
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TA~75
(01-10/1)

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER WITH FORM FOR NOTICE OF APPEAL
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account#: 2G0004-0000-04000-0-00
Case#: 2015-262
Prop ID: 50610
Legal Desc:
ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 3.7400 AC.

SEGUIN TX 78155

12449
AVERY RONALD F
1955 MT VERNON
SEGUIN, TX 78155
Date: 07/21/15

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER
THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD HAS MADE A FINAL DECISION ON YOUR PROTEST. A COPY OF THE
ORDER DETERMINING THE PROTEST IS ENCLOSED WITH THIS NOTICE.
YOU HAVE A RIGHT TO APPEAL THIS ORDER TO THE DISTRICT COURT. IF YOU WANT TO APPEAL AND HAVE
QUESTIONS, YOU SHOULD CONSULT AN ATTORNEY. PLEASE SEE THE FULL NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER ON
PAGE 3 FOR GROUNDS FOR APPEAL AND FILING A PETITION. IF YOU DO APPEAL AND YOUR CASE IS PENDING,
YOU MUST PAY THE AMOUNT OF TAXES NOT IN DISPUTE OR THE AMOUNT OF TAXES DUE ON THE PROPERTY
UNDER THE ARB ORDER, WHICHEVER IS LOWER, TO EACH TAXING UNIT BEFORE TAXES FOR THE YEAR
BECOME DELINQUENT.
-

You can use this form if you wish to appeal the above order.

Mail

To:

Chief Appraiser
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
SEGUIN, TX 78155

From:

AVERY RONALD F
1955 MT VERNON
SEGUIN, TX 78155

NOTICE OF APPEAL OF
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER*
This is formal notice that I intend to appeal the order of the Appraisal Review Board in
Case No.: 2015-262 Prop ID: 50610 Account#: 2G0004-0000-04000-0-00
Return address if different from above:

sign
here

Date:

_: R§g_uirsig_tg _b_e_ fjJSlQ _b_y_Q. pIQtSl~tiQg psi[ly _vylJ.Q Ls_QQtJDSl-PIQQed:¥ pw_n_e_r ________________________________________ l'"' ~·~m~""'.!r"'- _
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TA-221
(09-11/9)

ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account#: 2G0004-0000-04100-0-00
Case#: 2015-263
Prop ID: 50612
Legal Desc:
ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 1.6000 AC.

SEGUIN, TX 78155

12449
AVERY RONALD F
1955 MT VERNON
SEGUIN, TX 78155
Appraisal Review Board
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT

ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
On July 21, 2015, the Appraisal Review Board of GUADALUPE County, Texas, heard the protest of AVERY RONALD F
concerning the appraisal records for tax year 2015 .
The Board delivered proper notice of the date, time, and place of the hearing. The property owner or agent and the chief appraiser of
the appraisal district were given the opportunity to testify and to present evidence. After considering the evidence and arguments
presented at the hearing, the Board has determined that the protest concerned the following action(s) permitted by Section 41.41 (a),
Tax Code:
Value is over market value
Value is unequal compared with other properties
Having heard the evidence and arguments from both sides, the Appraisal Review Board with a quorum present determined that:
Appraisal Review Board rejects the appeal to the Texas Constitution as a viable cause for appeal of appraised value.
The appraisal records are not correct and should be changed.
$
Appraiser Assigned Value:
ARB Assigned Market:
$62,315
ARB Assigned Equity:
$
If an ARB determination is not shown for a protested issue, it was withdrawn before or during the protest hearing.
The Appraisal Review Board therefore ORDERS that:
The chief appraiser shall make changes to the appraisal records concerning this property and the values shall remain as
follows:
ARB Submitted**
Final Values*
EXEMPTIONS:
LAND AG/TIM MARKET:
$0
$0
LAND HOMESTEAD VALUE:
$0
$0
LAND NON HOMESITE:
$134,182
$62,315
IMPROVEMENT VALUE:
$0
$0
TOTAL MARKET VALUE:
$134,182
$62,315
TOTAL APPRAISED VALUE:
$134,182
$62,315
TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE:
$134,182
$62,315
*If changes to the appraisal records are ordered due to a determination of excessive appraised or market value and also a
determination of unequal appraisal, the lower of the two determinations shall be shown in the appraisal records.
**as shown in the appraisal records submitted to the board by the chief appraiser under Section 25.22 or 25.23

True Automation. Inc
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TA!:222
. (6-13/11)

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER
Notice of Final Order
A PROPERTY OWNER HAS A RIGHT TO APPEAL IN DISTRICT COURT AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER DETERMINING A PROTEST
AS PROVIDED BY TEXAS TAX CODE CHAPTER 42. TO APPEAL SUCH AN ORDER TO DISTRICT COURT, A PARTY MUST FILE A PETITION
FOR REVIEW WITH THE DISTRICT COURT WITHIN 60 DAYS AFTER THE PARTY RECEIVES NOTICE THAT A FINAL ORDER HAS BEEN
ENTERED FROM WHICH AN APPEAL MAY BE HAD OR AT ANY TIME AFTER THE HEARING BUT BEFORE THE 60-DAY DEADLINE. A
PROPERTY OWNER ALSO HAS A RIGHT TO APPEAL IN DISTRICT COURT A DETERMINATION OF AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ON A
MOTION FILED UNDER SECTION 25.25, TEXAS TAX CODE. THE LAW PROVIDES THAT TO FILE SUIT TO COMPEL AN APPRAISAL REVIEW
BOARD TO ORDER A CHANGE IN THE APPRAISAL ROLL UNDER SECTION 25.25, A PARTY MUST FILE SUIT WITHIN 60 DAYS AFTER THE
PARTY RECEIVES NOTICE OF THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD'S DETERMINATION OF A MOTION UNDER SECTION 25.25 OR A
DETERMINATION THAT THE PROPERTY OWNER HAS FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE PRE-PAYMENT REQUIREMENTS. FAILURE TO TIMELY
FILE A PETITION BARS AN APPEAL TO DISTRICT COURT.
A PARTY OTHER THAN A PROPERTY OWNER, IN ORDER TO EXERCISE THE PARTY'S RIGHT TO APPEAL AN ORDER OF AN APPRAISAL
REVIEW BOARD, MUST FILE A WRITTEN NOTICE OF APPEAL WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE PARTY RECEIVES THIS NOTICE OR,
IN THE CASE OF A TAXING UNIT, WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE TAXING UNIT RECEIVES NOTICE PURSUANT TO SECTION 41.07,
TEXAS TAX CODE.
For more information regarding appeal to district court, you should consult Texas Tax Code, Chapter 42 and the clerk of the court. If you need legal
advice , you should consult an attorney.
As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, a property owner may appeal through binding arbitration an appraisal review board order
determ ining a protest filed under Section 41 .41 (a)(1) or (2) of the Texas Tax Code concerning the appraised or market value of property if:
(1) the property qualifies as the owner's residence homestead under Section 11 .13 of the Texas Tax Code; or
(2) the appraised or market value , as applicable. of the property as determined by the order is $1 million or less.
To appeal an appraisal review board order through binding arbitration, a property owner must file with the appraisal district not later than the 451h day
after the date the property owner rece ives notice of the order:
(1) a completed request for binding arbitration , a copy of which is enclosed with this notice; and
(2) an arbitration deposit made payable to the comptroller in the applicable amount provided under Chapter 41 A of the Texas Tax Code.
For more information regarding appeal through binding arbitration , you should consult Texas Tax Code, Chapter 41A and related Comptroller rules . If
you need legal advice, you should consult an attorney.
As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, certain property owners may appeal to the State Office of Administrative Hearings (SOAH) an
appraisal review board order determining a protest concerning the appraised or market value of property brought under Section 41 .41 (a)(1) or (2) of the
Texas Tax Code if the appraised or market value , as applicable , of the property that was the subject of the protest, as determined by the appraisal
review board order, is more than $1 million .
Appeals to SOAH are currently subject to limitations of a pilot program for the following counties: Bexar, Cameron , Collin, Denton , El Paso , Fort Bend ,
Harris , Montgomery, Nueces, Tarrant, and Travis. Beginning with the 2014 tax year, appeals to SOAH apply to all counties. To appeal an appraisal
review board order to SOAH , a property owner must file with the chief appraiser of the appraisal district not later than the 30th day after the date the
property owner receives notice of the order:
(1) a completed notice of appeal to SOAH , a copy of which is enclosed with this notice; and
(2) not later than the 90th day after the date the property owner receives the notice of order a deposit of $1,500 made payable to SOAH must be filed
with the appraisal district.
For more information regarding appeal to SOAH, you should consult Texas Government Code, Chapter 2003 and related SOAH rules. If you need legal
advice , you should consult an attorney.
It is important to note that the pendency of an appeal, whether to district court, through binding arbitration , or to the State Office of Adm inistrative
Hearings , does not affect the delinquency date for the taxes on the property subject to the appeal. For more specific information , consult the applicable
statutes and rules.

Signed on _ _ _ _ _J_U_L_2_2

2015

sign
here•

True Autom1hon. Inc.
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TA!775
(01-10/1)

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER WITH FORM FOR NOTICE OF APPEAL
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account#: 2G0004-0000-04100-0-00
Case#: 2015-263
Prop ID: 50612
Legal Desc:
ABS : 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 1.6000 AC.

SEGUIN TX 78155

12449
AVERY RONALD F
1955 MT VERNON
SEGUIN, TX 78155
Date: 07/21/15

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER
THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD HAS MADE A FINAL DECISION ON YOUR PROTEST. A COPY OF THE
ORDER DETERMINING THE PROTEST IS ENCLOSED WITH THIS NOTICE.
YOU HAVE A RIGHT TO APPEAL THIS ORDER TO THE DISTRICT COURT. IF YOU WANT TO APPEAL AND HAVE
QUESTIONS, YOU SHOULD CONSULT AN ATTORNEY. PLEASE SEE THE FULL NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER ON
PAGE 3 FOR GROUNDS FOR APPEAL AND FILING A PETITION. IF YOU DO APPEAL AND YOUR CASE IS PENDING,
YOU MUST PAY THE AMOUNT OF TAXES NOT IN DISPUTE OR THE AMOUNT OF TAXES DUE ON THE PROPERTY
UNDER THE ARB ORDER, WHICHEVER IS LOWER, TO EACH TAXING UNIT BEFORE TAXES FOR THE YEAR
BECOME DELINQUENT.

You can use this form if you wish to appeal the above order.

Mail
To:

Chief Appraiser
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
SEGUIN, TX 78155

From :

AVERY RONALD F
1955 MT VERNON
SEGUIN, TX 78155

NOTICE OF APPEAL OF
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER*
This is formal notice that I intend to appeal the order of the Appraisal Review Board in
Case No.: 2015-263 Prop ID: 50612 Account#: 2G0004-0000-04100-0-00
Return address if different from above:

sign
here

Date:

_: R~.ruiir~dJ9 _b_e_ flleg _by_q_ prQt~stiag PSICTY _l/ih.Q. Ls_QQtJbe _psoi::iecty .P.wner ______________ __________________________ l·"' ~"~m!"~.!!',. _
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TA!221
(09-11/9)

ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account #: 2G0035-0000-30900-0-00
Case#: 2015-264
Prop ID: 59576
Legal Desc:
ABS: 35 SUR: JOHN SOWELL 2.6580 AC.

SEGUIN, TX 78155

172970
AVERY RONALD F & CYNTHIA G REVOCABLE
LIVING TRUST
RONALD FAVER & CYNTHIA G AVERY TRUSTEES
1933 MONTCLAIR ST
SEGUIN, TX 78155-5340
Appraisal Review Board
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
On July 21, 2015, the Appraisal Review Board of GUADALUPE County, Texas, heard the protest of AVERY RONALD F &
CYNTHIA G REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST concerning the appraisal records for tax year 2015 .
The Board delivered proper notice of the date, time, and place of the hearing. The property owner or agent and the chief appraiser of
the appraisal district were given the opportunity to testify and to present evidence. After considering the evidence and arguments
presented at the hearing, the Board has determined that the protest concerned the following action(s) permitted by Section 41.41 (a),
Tax Code:
Value is over market value
Value is unequal compared with other properties
Having heard the evidence and arguments from both sides, the Appraisal Review Board with a quorum present determined that:

ft.

Appraisal Review Board rejects the appeal to the Texas Constitution as a viable cause for appeal of appraised value.
The appraisal records are not correct and should be changed.
$
Appraiser Assigned Value:
ARB Assigned Market:
$398
$
ARB Assigned Equity:

If an ARB determination is not shown for a protested issue, it was withdrawn before or during the protest hearing.
The Appraisal Review Board therefore ORDERS that:
The chief appraiser shall make changes to the appraisal records concerning this property and the values shall remain as
follows:
ARB Submitted**
Final Values*
EXEMPTIONS:
$0
$0
LAND AG/TIM MARKET:
LAND HOMESTEAD VALUE:
$0
$0
$61,847
$398
LAND NON HOMESITE:
IMPROVEMENT VALUE:
$0
$0
TOTAL MARKET VALUE:
$61,847
$398
TOTAL APPRAISED VALUE:
$61,847
$398
TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE:
$61,847
$398
*If changes to the appraisal records are ordered due to a determination of excessive appraised or market value and also a
determination of unequal appraisal, the lower of the two determinations shall be shown in the appraisal records.
** as shown in the appraisal records submitted to the board by the chief appraiser under Section 25.22 or 25.23
I
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TA-Z22
(6-13111)

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER
Notice of Final Order
A PROPERTY OWNER HAS A RIGHT TO APPEAL IN DISTRICT COURT AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER DETERMINING A PROTEST
AS PROVIDED BY TEXAS TAX CODE CHAPTER 42. TO APPEAL SUCH AN ORDER TO DISTRICT COURT, A PARTY MUST FILE A PETITION
FOR REVIEW WITH THE DISTRICT COURT WITHIN 60 DAYS AFTER THE PARTY RECEIVES NOTICE THAT A FINAL ORDER HAS BEEN
ENTERED FROM WHICH AN APPEAL MAY BE HAD OR AT ANY TIME AFTER THE HEARING BUT BEFORE THE 60-DAY DEADLINE. A
PROPERTY OWNER ALSO HAS A RIGHT TO APPEAL IN DISTRICT COURT A DETERMINATION OF AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ON A
MOTION FILED UNDER SECTION 25.25, TEXAS TAX CODE. THE LAW PROVIDES THAT TO FILE SUIT TO COMPEL AN APPRAISAL REVIEW
BOARD TO ORDER A CHANGE IN THE APPRAISAL ROLL UNDER SECTION 25.25, A PARTY MUST FILE SUIT WITHIN 60 DAYS AFTER THE
PARTY RECEIVES NOTICE OF THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD'S DETERMINATION OF A MOTION UNDER SECTION 25.25 OR A
DETERMINATION THAT THE PROPERTY OWNER HAS FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE PRE-PAYMENT REQUIREMENTS. FAILURE TO TIMELY
FILE A PETITION BARS AN APPEAL TO DISTRICT COURT.
A PARTY OTHER THAN A PROPERTY OWNER, IN ORDER TO EXERCISE THE PARTY'S RIGHT TO APPEAL AN ORDER OF AN APPRAISAL
REVIEW BOARD, MUST FILE A WRITTEN NOTICE OF APPEAL WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE PARTY RECEIVES THIS NOTICE OR,
IN THE CASE OF A TAXING UNIT, WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE TAXING UNIT RECEIVES NOTICE PURSUANT TO SECTION 41.07,
TEXAS TAX CODE.
For more information regarding appeal to district court, you should consult Texas Tax Code, Chapter 42 and the clerk of the court. If you need legal
advice, you should consult an attorney.
As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, a property owner may appeal through binding arbitration an appraisal review board order
determining a protest filed under Section 41 .41(a)(1) or (2) of the Texas Tax Code concerning the appraised or market value of property if:
(1) the property qualifies as the owner's residence homestead under Section 11 .13 of the Texas Tax Code; or
(2) the appraised or market value, as applicable, of the property as determined by the order is $1 million or less.
To appeal an appraisal review board order through binding arbitration, a property owner must file with the appraisal district not later than the 451h day
after the date the property owner receives notice of the order:
(1) a completed request for binding arbitration, a copy of which is enclosed with this notice; and
(2) an arbitration deposit made payable to the comptroller in the applicable amount provided under Chapter 41A of the Texas Tax Code .
For more information regarding appeal through binding arbitration , you should consult Texas Tax Code, Chapter 41A and related Comptroller rules . If
you need legal advice, you should consult an attorney.
As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, certain property owners may appeal to the State Office of Administrative Hearings (SOAH) an
appraisal review board order determining a protest concerning the appraised or market value of property brought under Section 41.41 (a)(1) or (2) of the
Texas Tax Code if the appraised or market value, as applicable, of the property that was the subject of the protest, as determined by the appraisal
review board order, is more than $1 million.
Appeals to SOAH are currently subject to limitations of a pilot program for the following counties : Bexar, Cameron , Collin, Denton, El Paso, Fort Bend,
Harris, Montgomery, Nueces , Tarrant, and Travis. Beginning with the 2014 tax year, appeals to SOAH apply to all counties. To appeal an appraisal
review board order to SOAH, a property owner must file with the chief appraiser of the appraisal district not later than the 30th day after the date the
property owner receives notice of the order:
(1) a completed notice of appeal to SOAH , a copy of which is enclosed with this notice; and
(2) noi later than the 90th day after the date the property owner receives the notice of order a deposit of $1 ,500 made payable to SOAH must be filed
with the appraisal district.
For more information regarding appeal to SOAH, you should consult Texas Government Code, Chapter 2003 and related SOAH rules. If you need legal
advice, you should consult an attorney.
It is important to note that the pendency of an appeal , whether to district court, through binding arbitration , or to the State Office of Administrative
Hearings , does not affect the delinquency date for the taxes on the property subject to the appeal. For more specific information, consult the applicable
statutes and rules .

Signed on _ _ _ _ _
JU_L_2_2

2015

sign
here•

True Automation. Inc.
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TA!775
(01 -10/1 )

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER WITH FORM FOR NOTICE OF APPEAL
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account#: 2G0035-0000-30900-0-00
Case#: 2015-264
Prop ID: 59576
Legal Desc:
ABS: 35 SUR: JOHN SOWELL 2.6580 AC .

SEGUIN TX 78155

172970
AVERY RONALD F & CYNTHIA G REVOCABLE
LIVING TRUST
RONALD FAVER & CYNTHIA G AVERY TRUSTEES
1933 MONTCLAIR ST
SEGUIN, TX 78155-5340
Date: 07/21/15

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER
THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD HAS MADE A FINAL DECISION ON YOUR PROTEST. A COPY OF THE
ORDER DETERMINING THE PROTEST IS ENCLOSED WITH THIS NOTICE.
YOU HAVE A RIGHT TO APPEAL THIS ORDER TO THE DISTRICT COURT. IF YOU WANT TO APPEAL AND HAVE
QUESTIONS, YOU SHOULD CONSULT AN ATTORNEY. PLEASE SEE THE FULL NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER ON
PAGE 3 FOR GROUNDS FOR APPEAL AND FILING A PETITION. IF YOU DO APPEAL AND YOUR CASE IS PENDING,
YOU MUST PAY THE AMOUNT OF TAXES NOT IN DISPUTE OR THE AMOUNT OF TAXES DUE ON THE PROPERTY
UNDER THE ARB ORDER, WHICHEVER IS LOWER, TO EACH TAXING UNIT BEFORE TAXES FOR THE YEAR
BECOME DELINQUENT.

You can use this form if you wish to appeal the above order.

Mail

To:

Chief Appraiser
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
SEGUIN, TX 78155

From:

AVERY RONALD F &
CYNTHIA G REVOCABLE
LIVING TRUST RONALD F
AVER & CYNTHIA G AVERY
TRUSTEES
1933 MONTCLAIR ST
SEGUIN , TX 78155-5340

NOTICE OF APPEAL OF
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER*
This is formal notice that I intend to appeal the order of the Appraisal Review Board in
Case No.: 2015-264 Prop ID: 59576 Account#: 2G0035-0000-30900-0-00
Return address if different from above:

sign
here

Date:

* Required to be filed by a protesting party who is not the property owner

Tr1J1Au1om11ion, l nc
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Ronald F. A very
1933 Montclair St.
Seguin, Texas 78155
830.372.5534
5 : / (_,,,

Chief Appraiser
Guadalupe Appraisal District
3000 N Austin Street
Seguin, Texas 78155
Via Fax: 830-372-2874
RE:

Incomplete rulings on proper evidence submitted on the following
Property IDs: 50610, 50612, 59576

Dear Chief Appraiser,
I provided evidence under six separate claims I made on July 21, 2015 before the
Appraisal Review Board and submitted documentation of same in more detail on the six
permitted grounds. Please see the Property Appraisal - Notice of Protest Form 50-132
where I checked five boxes and provided 9 statements of fact upon which there should be
a ruling made on each ground provided.
I have received an Order Determining Protest on three of the six grounds related to all
three properties above. The said Orders make a ruling regarding:
1. Value is over market value;
2. Value is unequal compared with other properties;
3. Other: Art. 8 Sec. 1-e; Art. 8 Sec. l(a); and other laws.
However, there were no rulings received regarding:
4. Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of TEXAS;
5. Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing
units.
6. The unlawfulness of ad valorem property tax in America according to the
Founders, part of the 9 statements of Fact I provided in the Notice of Protest.
Would you please send me an ARB ruling on the last three questions upon which I
submitted much compelling and irrefutable evidence to support. I need this ruling within
the next week so that I can file an appeal to the District Court on the last three items
alone on my properties within the original 60 days from notice of Order Determining
Protest. I thank you in advance for your prompt assistance in this matter.

s·

rely

d

r

Ronald F. A very

!JvP-71
./

cxHIB\lchief-appraiser- I .doc

1
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Guadalupe Appraisal District
Board of Directors
Dr. Greg Gilcrease-Chair
. Mrs. Tavie Murphy-Vice-Chair
Mr. Mark Wilson-Se.cretary
Mr. Darren Dunn-Member
Mr. Louis Ramirez, Sr.-Member

Main Location
3000 N. Austin Street
Seguin , Texas 78155
830.303.3313
830.372.2874 Fax

Schertz Substation
1101 Eibel Rd.
Schertz, Texas 78154
210.945.9708 ext. 202
210.566:1334 Fax

Jamie Osborne
Chief Appraiser

NOTICE OF APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD HEARING

J8/26/15
~NERY RONALD F & CYNTHIA G REVOCABLE LIVING
~ONALD FAVER & CYNTHIA G AVERY TRUSTEES

TRUST

1933 MONTCLAIR ST
)EGUIN TX 78155-5340
1..VERY RONALD F
933 MONTCLAIR ST
;EGUIN TX 78155-5340
~E:

Account Numbers-

59576 AVERY RONALD F & CYNTHIA G REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST RONALD F AVERY & CYNTHIA G AVERY TRUSTEES
50612 AVERY RONALD F
50610 AVERY RONALD F
ear AVERY RONALD F & CYNTHIA G REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST & AVERY RONALD F,
earings have been scheduled on your protest before the Appraisal Review Board for the following:
·
• Property should not be taxed in TEXAS
• Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing u~its.
• Other: Texas Constitution Art. 8 Sec.1-e;Art 8 Sec.1 (a);and other laws
ie protest has been assigned Cause # 2015-3557, 2015-3556, 2015-3555; please refer to these cause
1mber(s) in further correspondence with the Board.
The hearings have been scheduled for 3:00P.M-4:00PM on 10114/2015, at:
Guadalupe J?.,ppraisal District
3000 N. Austin Street
Segu~.Texas78155

u may appear personally at the hearings or you may offer your evidence in a written notarized affidavit. The
idavit must be submitted to the Appraisal Review Board prior to the meeting· date.

L EVIDENCE, INCLUDING PICTURES, SUBMITTED FOR THE PROTEST DURJNG THE HEARING WILL
'COME A PERMANENT PART OF THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD HEARING RECORD. ALL DIGITAL
TDENCE MUST BE PRINTED.
ase contact the Appraisal District office at 830.372.2871 or 830.303.3313 if you are unable to attend the
reduled time. Please note that the hearing can be rescheduled only one time.

'ditionallv. please be advised that our office is in receipt of your request for information
.1ering all three account numbers/Cause #'s listed above. A copy of which is attached for your
1firmation. · Information will be sent to the address of record related to all three account
71bers!Cause #'s.
;pectfully,
-'1...>..c.1..JL ~....,..:,!'.. ~.:svz;:-,
man L. Harris, Secretary

.D
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l'A-775
(01-1 0/1)

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER WITH FORM FOR NOTICE OF APPEAL
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account#: 2G0004-0000-04000-0-00
Case#: 2015-3555
Prop ID: 50610
Legal Desc:
ABS : 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 3.7400 AC.

SEGUIN TX 78155

184503
AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN, TX 78155
Date: 10/15/15

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER
THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD HAS MADE A FINAL DECISION ON YOUR PROTEST. A COPY OF THE
ORDER DETERMINING THE PROTEST IS ENCLOSED WITH THIS NOTICE.
YOU HAVE A RIGHT TO APPEAL THIS ORDER TO THE DISTRICT COURT. IF YOU WANT TO APPEAL AND HAVE
QUESTIONS, YOU SHOULD CONSULT AN ATTORNEY. PLEASE SEE THE FULL NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER ON
PAGE 3 FOR GROUNDS FOR APPEAL AND FILING A PETITION. IF YOU DO APPEAL AND YOUR CASE IS PENDING,
YOU MUST PAY THE AMOUNT OF TAXES NOT IN DISPUTE OR THE AMOUNT OF TAXES DUE ON THE PROPERTY
UNDER THE ARB ORDER, WHICHEVER IS LOWER, TO EACH TAXING UNIT BEFORE TAXES FOR THE YEAR
BECOME DELINQUENT.

You can use this form if you wish to appeal the above order.

·------------------ ------------ ------------------------------------ -------- --------- ---- --------------- ---,
Mail

To:

Chief Appraiser
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
SEGUIN, TX 78155

From:

AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN, TX 78155

NOTICE OF APPEAL OF
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER*
This is formal notice that I intend to appeal the order of the Appraisal Review Board in
Case No. : 2015-3555 Prop ID: 50610 Account#: 2G0004-0000-04000-0-00
Return address if different from above:

sign
here

Date:

~Xrll~lT
*Required to be filed by a protesting party who is not the property owner
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TA-221
(09-1'1 /9)

ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
Appraisal ReviewBoard for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account#: 2G0004-0000-04000-0-00
Case#: 2015-3555
·•
Prop ID: 50610
ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 3.7400 AC.
Legal Desc:

SEGUIN, TX 78155

184503
AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN, TX 78155
Appraisal Review Board
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
On October 14, 2015, the Appraisal Review Board of GUADALUPE County, Texas, heard the protest of AVERY RONALD F
concerning the appraisal records for tax year 2015 .
The Board delivered proper notice of the date , time , and place of the hearing. The property owner or agent and the chief appraiser of
the appraisal district were given the opportunity to testify and to present evidence. After considering the evidence and arguments
presented at the hearing, the Board has determined that the protest concerned the following action(s) permitted by Section 41.41 (a),
Tax Code :
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas
Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units
The unlawfulness of ad valorem property tax in America according to the Founders

Having heard the evidence and arguments from both sides, the Appraisal Review Board with a quorum present determined that:
Land is located in Guadalupe County.
Taxing entities reflected on record are correct.
The Texas Constitution and Texas Tax Code allow the Guadalupe Appraisal District to appraise the property and the taxing
entities are entitled to tax the property.
The appraisal records are correct and should not be changed.
Appraiser Assigned Value :
$
ARB Assigned Market:
$299,956
ARB Assigned Equity:
$
If an ARB determination is not shown for a protested issue, it was withdrawn before or during the protest hearing.
The Appraisal Review Board therefore ORDERS that:
The chief appraiser shall make no change to the appraisal records concerning this property and the values shall remain as
follows:
Final Values*
ARB Submitted**
EXEMPTIONS:
LAND AG!TIM MARKET:
$0
$0
LAND HOMESTEAD VALUE :
$0
$0
LAND NON HOMESITE :
$145,660
$145,660
IMPROVEMENT VALUE :
$154,296
$154,296
TOTAL MARKET VALUE :
$299,956
$299,956
TOTAL APPRAISED VALUE :
$299,956
$299,956
$299 ,956
TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE :
$299 ,956
*If changes to the appraisal records are ordered due to a determination of excessive appraised or market value and also a
determination of unequal appraisal , the lower of the two determinations shall be shown in the appraisal records .
** as shown in the appraisal records submitted to the board by the chief appraiser under Section 25.22 or 25.23

Signed on

OCT 1 6 20 15

s;gn hece

£L l-A. ~

Cha;cman Appca;sal Re,;ew Boacd
TrueAutom1tion, Inc
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Property Tax

of Final Order of Appraisal Review Board

Guadalupe Appraisal District

3000 N Austin Street

Form 50-222

Seguin TX 78155
City. State, ZIP Code

County of Appraisal Review Board

Address

Avery Ronald F

1933 Montclair

Name of Property Owner

Address

Seguin TX 78155
City, State, ZIP Code

2015-3555

50610

Gase Number

Properly Accounl Number

Abs: 4 Sur: Moses Baker 3.7400 AC
Property Legal Description

A PROPERTY OWNER HAS A RIGHT TO APPEAL IN DISTRICT
COURT AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER DETERMINING
A PROTEST AS PROVIDED BY TEXAS TAX CODE CHAPTER 42 .
TO APPEAL SUCH AN ORDER TO DISTRICT COURT, A PARTY
MUST FILE A PETITION FOR REVIEW WITH THE DISTRICT
COURT WITHIN 60 DAYS AFTER THE PARTY RECEIVES
NOTICE THAT A FINAL ORDER HAS BEEN ENTERED FROM
WHICH AN APPEAL MAY BE HAD OR AT ANY TIME AFTER THE
HEARING BUT BEFORE THE 60-DAY DEADLINE. A PROPERTY
OWNER ALSO HAS A RIGHT TO AI'PEAL IN DISTRICT COURT
A DETERMINATION OF AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ON
A MOTION FILED UNDER TEXAS TAX CODE SECTION 25.25.
THE LAW PROVIDES THAT TO FILE SUIT TO COMPEL AN
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD TO ORDER A CHANGE IN THE
APPRAISAL ROLL UNDER SECTION 25.25, A PARTY MUST FILE
SUIT WITHIN 60 DAYS AFTER THE PARTY RECEIVES NOTICE
OF THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD'S DETERMINATION OF A
MOTION UNDER SECTION 25.25 OR A DETERMINATION THAT
THE PROPERTY OWNER HAS FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE
PRE-PAYMENT REQUIREMENTS. FAILURE TO TIMELY FILE A
PETITION BARS AN APPEAL TO DISTRICT COURT.
A PARTY OTHER THAN A PROPERTY OWNER, IN ORDER TO
EXERCISE THE PARTY'S RIGHT TO APPEAL AN ORDER OF AN
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD, MUST FILE A WRITTEN NOTICE
OF APPEAL WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE PARTY
RECEIVES THIS NOTICE OR, IN THE CASE OF A TAXING UNIT,
WITHIN 15 DAYSAFTERTHE DATETHETAXING UNIT RECEIVES
NOTICE PURSUANT TO TEXAS TAX CODE SECTION 41.07.

To appeal an appraisal review board order through binding
arbitration, a property owner must file with the appraisal district not
later than the 45th day after the date the property owner receives
notice of the order :
(1) a completed request for binding arbitration, a copy of which
is enclosed with this notice; and
(2) an applicable arbitration deposit made payable to the
comptroller in the amount provided under Chapter 41 A of
the Texas Tax Code.
For more information regarding appeal through binding arbitration,
you should consult Texas Tax Code Chapter 41 A and Comptroller
Rule 9.804. If you need legal advice, you should consult an attorney.
As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, certain property
owners may appeal to the State Office of Administrative Hearings
(SOAH) an appraisal review board order determining a protest
concerning the appraised or market value of property brought under
Section 41.41 (a)(1) or (2) of the Texas Tax Code if the appraised or
market value, as applicable, of the property that was the subject of
the protest, as determined by the appraisal review board order, is
more than $1 million.
To appeal an appraisal review board order to SOAH, a property
owner must file with the chief appraiser of the appraisal district not
later than the 30th day after the date the property owner receives
notice of the order:
(1) a completed notice of appeal to SOAH, a copy of which is
enclosed with this notice; and

For more information regarding appeal to district court, you should
consult Texas Tax Code Chapter 42 and the clerk of the court. If you
need legal advice, you should consult an attorney.
As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, a property
owner may appeal through binding arbitration an appraisal review
board order determining a protest filed under Section 41.41 (a)(1) or
(2) of the Texas Tax Code concerning the appraised or market value
of property if:
(1) the property qualifies as the owner's residence homestead
under Section 11.13 of the Texas Tax Code ; or
(2) the appraised or market value , as applicable, of the
property as determined by the order is $3 million or less.

(2) not later than the 90th day after the date the property owner
receives the notice of order a deposit of $1 ,500 made
payable to SOAH must be filed with the appraisal district.
For more information regarding appeal to SOAH, you should consult
Texas Government Code Chapter 2003 and related SOAH rules. If
you need legal advice, you should consult an attorney.
It is important to note that the pendency of an appeal , whether to
district court, through binding arbitration, or to SOAH, does not
affect the delinquency date for the taxes on the property subject
to the appeal. For more specific information , consult the applicable
statutes and rules.

The Property Tax Assistance Division at the Texas Co mptroller of Public Accounts provides property tax
information and resources for taxpayers, local taxing entities, appraisal districts and appraisal review boards.

For more information , vi sit our website:

comptroller.texas.gov/taxinfo/proptax
50-222 • 08-15112
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~-775
(01-10/1)

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER WITH FORM FOR NOTICE OF APPEAL
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account#: 2G0004-0000-04100-0-00
Case#: 2015-3556
Prop ID: 50612
Legal Desc:
ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 1.6000 AC.

SEGUIN TX 78155

184504
AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN, TX 78155
Date: 10/15/15

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER
THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD HAS MADE A FINAL DECISION ON YOUR PROTEST. A COPY OF THE
ORDER DETERMINING THE PROTEST IS ENCLOSED WITH THIS NOTICE.
YOU HAVE A RIGHT TO APPEAL THIS ORDER TO THE DISTRICT COURT. IF YOU WANT TO APPEAL AND HAVE
QUESTIONS, YOU SHOULD CONSULT AN ATTORNEY. PLEASE SEE THE FULL NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER ON
PAGE 3 FOR GROUNDS FOR APPEAL AND FILING A PETITION. IF YOU DO APPEAL AND YOUR CASE IS PENDING,
YOU MUST PAY THE AMOUNT OF TAXES NOT IN DISPUTE OR THE AMOUNT OF TAXES DUE ON THE PROPERTY
UNDER THE ARB ORDER, WHICHEVER IS LOWER, TO EACH TAXING UNIT BEFORE TAXES FOR THE YEAR
BECOME DELINQUENT.

You can use this form if you wish to appeal the above order.

---- ----- --- --- --------------- ------ ---------- -------- ------------ -- ----- ------------------ ---- -- --------,
Mail

To:

Chief Appraiser
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
SEGUIN, TX 78155

From:

AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN, TX 78155

NOTICE OF APPEAL OF
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER*
This is formal notice that I intend to appeal the order of the Appraisal Review Board in
Case No.: 2015-3556 Prop ID: 50612 Account#: 2G0004-0000-04100-0-00
Return address if different from above:

sign
here

Date:

*Required to be filed by a protesting party who is not the property owner
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fA-221
(09- : 119)

ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account #: 2G0004-0000-04100-0-00
Case#: 2015-3556
Prop ID: 50612
Legal Desc:
ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 1.6000 AC .

SEGUIN, TX 78155

184504
AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN , TX 78155
Appraisal Review Board
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
On October 14, 2015, the Appraisal Review Board of GUADALUPE County, Texas, heard the protest of AVERY RONALD F
concerning the appraisal records for tax year 2015 .

·-.

The Board delivered proper notice of the date, time , and place of the hearing. The property owner or agent and the chief appraiser of
the appraisal district were given the opportunity to testify and to present evidence. After considering the evidence and arguments
presented at the hearing, the Board has determined that the protest concerned the following action(s) permitted by Section 41.41 (a),
Tax Code:
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas
Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units
The unlawfulness of ad valorem property tax in America according to the Founders

Having heard the evidence and arguments from both sides, the Appraisal Review Board with a quorum present determined that:
The appraisal records are correct and should not be changed .
$
Appraiser Assigned Value :
ARB Assigned Market:
$62 ,315
ARB Assigned Equity:
$
If an ARB determination is not shown for a protested issue, it was withdrawn before or during the protest hearing.
The Appraisal Review Board therefore ORDERS that:
Land is located in Guadalupe County.
Taxing entities reflected on record are correc.t
The Texas Constitution and Texas Tax Code allow the Guadalupe Appraisal District to appraise the property and the taxing
entities are entitled to tax the property.
The chief appraiser shall make no change to the appraisal records concerning this property and the values shall remain as
follows :
ARB Submitted**
Final Values*
EXEMPTIONS:
LAND AGfTIM MARKET:
$0
$0
LAND HOMESTEAD VALUE :
$0
$0
LAND NON HOMESITE:
$62,315
$62,315
IMPROVEMENT VALUE :
$0
$0
TOTAL MARKET VALUE :
$62,315
$62,315
TOTAL APPRAISED VALUE :
$62,315
$62,315
TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE:
$62,315
$62,315
*If changes to the appraisal records are ordered due to a determination of excessive appraised or market value and also a
determination of unequal appraisal, the lower of the two determinations shall be shown in the appraisal records.
** as shown in the appraisal records submitted to the board by the chief appraiser under Section 25.22 or 25.23

Signed on
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Chairman Appraisal Review Board
True Automation. Inc
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Guadalupe County District Clerk
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0

*

*
*

vs.

Clerlc, Dill Court. Guadalupe Co. Tx.

Guadalupe County, Texas

*

Guadalupe County Appraisal District

*
*

25th District

Plaintiffs First Amended Original Petition for Review

(iJ

Pursuant to Sec. 42.21 of the Texas Property Tax Code, Ronald F. Avery brings his appeal
against the Appraisal District of Guadalupe County, Texas. Petitioner also files this his First
Amended Original Petition for Review to comply with the Respondent's Motion to Comply with
Texas Civil Practices and Remedies Code Section 30.014(a)(l)(2) providing the last three digits
of Petitioner's Texas Driver's License and Social Security Number, and to provide the Discovery
Control Plan as required by Texas Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 190 to cure the Special
Exception of Respondent.

;

-

1. Discovery Control Plan
Discovery Control Plan Level 3 should be used to tailor discovery based upon the special
circumstances of this case. Most if not all of the data and "evidence" in the possession of the
Defendant is irrelevant to the fundamental law issue of this petition.

2. Identity of Parties
The Petitioner, Ronald F. Avery, presently resides at 1933 Montclair Drive, Seguin, Texas,
78155. The last three numbers of his Texas Driver License are 530. The last three numbers of his
Social Security Card are 914.
The Respondent, Guadalupe County Appraisal District (GCAD), has been served the citation
and they have filed their Original Answer etc.

3. Petitioner's Request for Jury Trial
The Petitioner, requests a trial by jury.

4. All Precedent Conditions Have Occurred
To the best of Petitioner's knowledge, all conditions precedent to the filing of this suit in
District Court have occurred and Petitioner has taken all prerequisite action. Petitioner has filed
this suit within 60 days of his receipt of the Appraisal Review Board's Order.
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5. Requests for Disclosure
Pursuant to Texas Rule of Civil Procedure (TRCP) 194 Petitioner requests the following
disclosures:
a.

The legal theory and supporting documentation of the Respondent's defense,
namely, any proof that the State of Texas owns the property of the Petitioner
upon which it has a right to charge the Petitioner an annual rent to occupy,
possess and use the subject properties, also known as "ad valorem property
taxes;"

b. The legal theory and any supporting documentation of the Respondent's defense
showing any lawful operation by which the Petitioner has lost their property to
the State his Forefathers created for his benefit and for the making of his property
secure from all including his own government;
c.

The names of any experts, living or dead, upon which the Respondent will
produce that would exceed the witness and testimony of Thomas Jefferson,
Samuel Adams, John Adams, and John Locke and Frederick Bastiat made a part
of this petition;

d. All documents upon which the Respondent will rely upon to show that the
Petitioner does not own their property but only rents it from the State upon the
rental terms meticulously, yet still arbitrarily, set by local State representatives
(GCAD) upon which, if not paid, the true owner, Petitioner, is evicted and his
property leased to another tenant.

6. Grounds for Protest at First ARB Hearing
The Petitioner appeared before the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board (ARB) twice (July 21,
2015 and October 14, 2015). In the first hearing the Petitioner based his protest on the following
six grounds (Exhibit A):
a.

his property was Over Market Value;

b. his property was Unequal compared to other properties;
c.

his property should not be taxed in the jurisdiction of Texas;

d. his property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing
units;
e.

the Texas Constitution, including Article 8 Section 1-e; Article 8 Section l(a)
and other provisions of it and other laws;
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f.

and principles including the unlawfulness of ad valorem property taxes, or the
feudal system, in America according to the Founders, part of the nine statements
of Fact he provided in the Notice of Protest (Step 4).

7. First Order Issued by ARB
On July 22, 2015, a Notice of Final Order was signed by the Chairman of the Appraisal
Review Board on all three properties (Exhibit B). The ARB made rulings and altered the values
of the subject properties under a and b of the Petitioner's 6 protests. The ARB also made a ruling
rejecting a part of the Petitioner's fifth ground concerning an application of Constitutional law.
The ARB ruled:
"Appraisal Review Board rejects the appeal to the Texas Constitution as a viable cause for
appeal of appraised value,"

The Petitioner's reference to certain provisions of the Texas Constitution was part of his fifth
ground (e) for appeal before the ARB and this District Court.

8. Grounds for Second ARB Hearing
Petitioner complained to the GCAD that the ARB had not ruled on all the Petitioner's protest
points (Exhibit C) and the GCAD scheduled a second hearing on the grounds they did not rule
upon earlier. This second hearing also included the same ground relating to the Texas
Constitution and other laws (Exhibit D). These grounds for the second hearing were:
a. his property should not be taxed in the jurisdiction of Texas;
b. his property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing
units;
c. the Texas Constitution, including Article 8 Section 1-e; Article 8 Section l(a)
and other provisions of it and other laws;
d.

and principles including the unlawfulness of ad valorem property taxes, or the
feudal system, in America according to the Founders, part of the nine statements
of Fact he provided in the Notice of Protest (Step 4).

The second hearing did not include the values that the ARB established and the Petitioner is
not complaining of those values except by general perception that the subject properties should
not be "assessed," "rendered," "taxed" or rented to the Petitioner/Owner for any amount
regardless of who determines the amount or the means of determination.

9. Second Order Issued by the ARB
On October 16, 2015, the Chairman of the ARB signed an Order (Exhibit E) Determining
Protest regarding three of the Petitioner's four grounds for protest namely, "Property should be
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taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one
of more taxing units; The unlawfulness of ad valorem property tax in America according to the
Founders." The ARB made the following ruling on all three properties the subject of this Petition:
"Land is located in Guadalupe County; Taxing entities reflected on record are correct; The Texas
Constitution and Texas Tax Code allow the Guadalupe Appraisal District to appraise the
property and the taxing entities are entitled to tax the property."

10. Petitioner Adopts His Evidence From both ARB Hearings
Petitioner is aware that this appeal to the District Court is to be tried de novo and may include
new evidence and assertions made by Petitioner as long as the basic protest was made before the
Appraisal District Order. However, the Petitioner also adopts herein all his material and evidence
submitted at both ARB Hearings in support of this appeal except for anything related to the
determined "value" of his properties. The Petitioner presented and filed extensive documentation
at both ARB hearings showing compelling, conclusive, and irrefutable evidence that "ad valorem
property tax" is not a valid form of taxation in any state of the United States of America as all
property belongs to the people by superior allodial title which cannot be aliened by any form of
government that the people or anyone else create. Also the Petitioner showed that even if the
State did confiscate the property of the people and establish a feudal system like "ad valorem
property tax," that the courts should and must immediately vacate such unlawful laws and statutes
at any time anyone wanted out from under it, as it is not in the power or authority of one or more
men to alienate their own property or the property of another to the state in order to form or
support the state.

11. Property Should not be "Taxed" in the Taxing Unit of Texas
The State of Texas is no doubt a taxing unit and the Petitioner protested that this taxing unit
of Texas, as one of the Several States of the United States of America and founded for the same
reasons and upon the same understandings of human liberty, could not alien the property of the
Petitioner and charge him a rent to occupy and use. The Petitioner presented and submitted
compelling, conclusive and irrefutable evidence at the hearings that "ad valorem property tax"
was a feudal system wherein the government (lords, barons, monarchs, democratic republics, etc.)
owns all the property including the people and may rent every form of property back to their
vassal subjects. The Petitioner also showed in the same evidence that the United States of
America and all states thereof were formed for only two purposes, namely, to escape from
religious persecution and to escape the feudal system. The three branches of government, the
laws, the police and the military powers of the states and their union were formed to secure
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religious freedom and superior allodial title to the property of the individual citizens, consisting
of their lands, homes, goods, tools, and businesses, etc.

12. Property Should not be Taxed in this Appraisal District or in One or
More Taxing Units of Texas
Contrary to popular belief, the so-called independent school districts and counties are not
separate autonomous governments that have come together to form a federation or republic
known as the State of Texas. Even the Supreme Court has applied this misunderstanding of the
nature of the State of Texas, as Petitioner will show shortly. Counties and districts of every sort
are merely subdivisions of one State of Texas and every subdivision draws its purpose and
authority from the State of Texas. It then follows that an appraisal district and a school district
and a county cannot impose a tax or do something that is forbidden to the State of Texas.
Therefore, upon showing the unlawfulness of the feudal "ad valorem property tax" system for the
State of Texas, if follows that none of the subdivisions of the State of Texas may impose such an
unlawful system.

13. The Unlawfulness of "Ad Valorem Property Taxes" in America
According to the Founders
.
The Appraisal District's legal consultant for Petitioner's hearings asserted that the only way
Petitioner could support his protest was to show that the subject property was not in Texas or not
in the County of Guadalupe or not in one of the taxing units within Guadalupe County. He could
perceive of the importance of situs when it came to the purpose, authority and jurisdiction of the
State of Texas over its subdivisions. But no one rebutted Petitioner's assertion of the same nature
that the State of Texas, as one of the states of the United States, may not institute a system that is
contrary to the very purpose and reason for the establishment of the United States of America.

14. Thomas Jefferson in the Declaration of Independence says Property of
People is Unalienable
Thomas Jefferson wrote the Declaration of Independence basing most of it upon the principles
of property explained by John Locke in his Second Treatise of Government published 87 years
earlier and well known by all the Founders. The following is a quote from the Declaration of
Independence:
"We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by
their Creator with certain unalienable rights, that among these are life, liberty and the pursuit of
happiness. That to secure these rights, governments are instituted among men, deriving their just
powers from the consent of the governed. That whenever any form of government becomes
destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new
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government, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing its powers in such form, as
to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness."

As Petitioner said at the first hearing, something that is not alienable is not transferable to
another, or to government. Jefferson was not talking about the ability of a person to willingly sell
his land or property to someone else or even to government to build a school or something. He
was rather speaking about the inability of a person to transfer their property over to the state upon
the creation of government or for its support and the inability of the government to obtain a lien
on the property of a person without their direct individual permission, i.e., government cannot be
the origin of a lien on property of the individual for the creation or support of government.
Therefore, something that is unalienable cannot be transferred to the state without the direct
agreement of the individual owner." Elections cannot create a government lien on the property of
an individual who does not want to transfer their property to the state to be used as collateral for
any purpose including loans to build roads and schools etc. Their property is unalienable without
their direct individual permission.

15. Jefferson Exposes the Deception & Error of Property Taxes in
America
In case it is not clear that Jefferson (the Governor of Virginia, Third US President, and drafter
of the Declaration of Independence) included possessions, such as land, homes and personal
property in his reference to "inalienable rights," he treats such directly in his A Summary View of
the Rights of British America:
"That we shall at this time also take notice of an error in the nature of our land holdings,
which crept in at a very early period of our settlement. The introduction of the feudal tenures
into the kingdom of England, though antient, is well enough understood to set this matter in a
proper light. In the earlier ages of the Saxon settlement feudal holdings were certainly altogether
unknown; and very few, if any, had been introduced at the time of the Norman conquest. Our
Saxon ancestors held their lands, as they did their personal property, in absolute dominion,
disencumbered with any superior, answering nearly to the nature of those possessions
which the feudalists term allodial. William, the Norman, first introduced that system generally.
The lands which had belonged to those who fell in the battle of Hastings, and in the subsequent
insurrections of his reign, formed a considerable proportion of the lands of the whole kingdom.
These he granted out, subject to feudal duties, as did he also those of a great number of his new
subjects, who, by persuasions or threats, were induced to surrender them for that purpose. But
still much was left in the hands of his Saxon subjects; held of no superior, and not subject
to feudal conditions. These, therefore, by express laws, enacted to render uniform the system of
military defense, were made liable to the same military duties as if they had been feuds; and the
Norman lawyers soon found means to saddle them also with all the other feudal burthens. But
still they had not been surrendered to the king, they were not derived from his grant, and
therefore they were not holden of him. A general principle, indeed, was introduced, that "all
lands in England were held either mediately or immediately of the crown," but this was
borrowed from those holdings, which were truly feudal, and only applied to others for the
purposes of illustration. Feudal holdings were therefore but exceptions out of the Saxon laws
of possession, under which all lands were held in absolute right. These, therefore, still form
the basis, or ground-work, of the common law, to prevail wheresoever the exceptions have
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not taken place. America was not conquered by William the Norman, nor its lands
surrendered to him, or any of his successors. Possessions there are undoubtedly of the
allodial nature. Our ancestors, however, who migrated hither, were farmers, not lawyers. The
fictitious principle that all lands belong originally to the king, they were early persuaded to
believe real; and accordingly took grants of their own lands from the crown. And while the
crown continued to grant for small sums, and on reasonable rents; there was no
inducement to arrest the error, and lay it open to public view. But his majesty has lately
taken on him to advance the terms of purchase, and of holding to the double of what they
were; by which means the acquisition of lands being rendered difficult, the population of our
country is likely to be checked. It is time, therefore, for us to lay this matter before his
majesty, and to declare that he has no right to grant lands of himself. From the nature and
purpose of civil institutions, all the lands within the limits which any particular society has
circumscribed around itself are assumed by that society, and subject to their allotment only. This
may be done by themselves, assembled collectively, or by their legislature, to whom they may
have delegated sovereign authority; and if they are alloted in neither of these ways, each
individual of the society may appropriate to himself such lands as he finds vacant, and
occupancy will give him title. "1 (Bolding added)

We have just heard the testimony and witness of one of the few pillars of the new free world
of America. He has clarified our condition and the crafty source of it and gives evidence that we
presently live under an unlawful deceptive feudal system of "ad valorem property taxes" in one of
the States of the United States of America where they should be scorned and despised by every
lawyer, judge and citizen.

16. Petitioner Not Required To Show Particular Flaw in Rise of Ad
Valorem Property Taxation in Texas
It matters not when or how the people of Texas were deceived once again by lawyers into
paying government to be on their own land and in their own homes. Certainly, Jefferson makes it
clear that the "error" of property tax did not result from paying a king instead of a state but in
paying a feudal property tax to anyone including any government, even of their own making. The
Saxons of England, he spoke of, paid no one and no government to possess their property and this
is what Jefferson is saying is the proper form of ownership of property in America or the United
States, even if the United States and the states thereof hold it until they allot it or sell it. Once sold
or allotted the new owning individual owns it with an allodial superior title that is unalienable by
government of any sort here or elsewhere.
We know the State of Texas could not obtain a lawful right to impose this "tyranny" over its
citizens to alien their property and charge them an annual rent based upon the value the State
assigns it with power to evict them and sell the lease to another who will pay the rent. Nothing
about the creation of the state or the necessity of its support requires such a perversion of the
purpose of government which is to secure the superior allodial title of the people against all
1

Thomas Jefferson, A Summary View of the Rights ofBritish America
(http://ava/on./aw.yale.edu/JBth centuryljetfsumm.asp)
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comers including the government the people create. There is no justification of any kind that
merits the confiscation of the property of the people with "ad valorem property taxes" and
therefore there is no need to show a flaw in the rise of such a corrupt system that is absolutely
contrary to the principles of lawful government.

17. John Adams Explains the Two Purposes of The United States of
America and the States Thereof
The Second President of the United States, John Adams, tells us that America was sought and
created for only two purposes, namely, to escape religious persecution and to escape the feudal
property system. He also tells us that we have rights (superior to all man-made law) which
include the right to possess our property with an allodial title superior to all others including
government. Adams goes on to explain how the canon and feudal law are the two worst systems
of tyranny ever conceived:
"Ignorance and inconsideration are the two great causes of the ruin of mankind.
"By what causes it was brought to pass, that the people in the middle ages became more
intelligent in general, would not, perhaps, be possible in these days to discover. But the fact is
certain; and wherever a general knowledge and sensibility have prevailed among the people,
arbitrary government and every kind of oppression have lessened and disappeared in proportion.
"Man has certainly an exalted soul; and the same principle in human nature, - that aspiring,
noble principle founded in benevolence, and cherished by knowledge; I mean the love of power,
which has been so often the cause of slavery, - has, whenever freedom has existed, been the
cause of freedom. If it is this principle that has always prompted the princes and nobles of the
earth, by every species of fraud and violence to shake off all the limitations of their power, it is
the same that has always stimulated the common people to aspire at independency, and to
endeavor at confining the power of the great within the limits of equity and reason.
"The poor people, it is true, have been much less successful than the great. They have seldom
found either leisure or opportunity to form a union and exert their strength; ignorant as they were
of arts and letters, they have seldom been able to frame and support a regular opposition. This,
however, has been known by the great to be the temper of mankind; and they have accordingly
labored, in all ages, to wrest from the populace, as they are contemptuously called, the
knowledge of their rights and wrongs, and the power to assert the former or redress the latter. I
say RIGHTS, for such they have, undoubtedly, antecedent to all earthly government, - Rights,
that cannot be repealed or restrained by human laws - Rights, derived from the great Legislator
of the universe.
"Since the promulgation of Christianity, the two greatest systems of tyranny that have sprung
from this original, are the canon and the feudal law. The desire of dominion, that great
principle by which we have attempted to account for so much good and so much evil, is, when
properly restrained, a very useful and noble movement in the human mind. But when such
restraints are taken off, it becomes an encroaching, grasping, restless, and ungovernable power.
Numberless have been the systems of iniquity contrived by the great for the gratification of
this passion in themselves; but in none of them were they ever more successful than in the
invention and establishment of the canon and the feudal law.
"By the former of these, the most refined, sublime, extensive, and astonishing constitution of
policy that ever was conceived by the mind of man was framed by the Romish clergy for the
aggrandizement of their own order. All the epithets I have here given to the Romish policy are
just, and will be allowed to be so when it is considered, that they even persuaded mankind to
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believe, faithfully and undoubtingly, that God Almighty had entrusted them with the keys of
heaven, whose gates they might open and close at pleasure; with a power of dispensation over all
the rules and obligations of morality; with authority to license all sorts of sins and crimes; with a
power of deposing princes and absolving subjects from allegiance; with a power of procuring or
withholding the rain of heaven and the beams of the sun; with the management of earthquakes,
pestilence, and famine; nay, with the mysterious, awful, incomprehensible power of creating out
of bread and wine the flesh and blood of God himself. All these opinions they were enabled to
spread and rivet among the people by reducing their minds to a state of sordid ignorance and
staring timidity, and by infusing into them a religious horror of letters and knowledge. Thus was
human nature chained fast for ages in a cruel, shameful, and deplorable servitude to him, and his
subordinate tyrants, who, it was foretold, would exalt himself above all that was called God, and
that was worshipped.
"In the latter we find another system, similar in many respects to the former; which, although it
was originally formed, perhaps, for the necessary defense of a barbarous people against the
inroads and invasions of her neighboring nations, yet for the same purposes of tyranny,
cruelty, and lust, which had dictated the canon law, it was soon adopted by almost all the
princes of Europe, and wrought into the constitutions of their government. It was originally
a code of laws for a vast army in a perpetual encampment. The general was invested with the
sovereign propriety of all the lands within the territory. Of him, as his servants and vassals, the
first rank of his great officers held the lands; and in the same manner the other subordinate
officers held of them; and all ranks and degrees held their lands by a variety of duties and
services, all tending to bind the chains the faster on every order of mankind. In this manner the
common people were held together in herds and clans in a state of servile dependence on their
lords, bound, even by the tenure of their lands, to follow them, whenever they commanded, to
their wars, and in a state of total ignorance of every thing divine and human, excepting the use of
arms and the culture of their lands.
"But another event still more calamitous to human liberty, was a wicked confederacy·
between the two systems of tyranny above described. It seems to have been even stipulated
between them, that the temporal grandees should contribute every thing in their power to
maintain the ascendancy of the priesthood, and that the spiritual grandees in their turn,
should employ their ascendancy over the consciences of the people, in impressing on their
minds a blind, implicit obedience to civil magistracy.
"Thus, as long as this confederacy lasted, and the people were held in ignorance, liberty, and
with her, knowledge and virtue too, seem to have deserted the earth, and one age of darkness
succeeded another, till God in his benign providence raised up the champions who began
and conducted the Reformation. From the time of the Reformation to the first settlement
of America, knowledge gradually spread in Europe, but especially in England; and in
proportion as that increased and spread among the people, ecclesiastical and civil tyranny,
which I use as synonymous expressions for the canon and feudal laws, seem to have lost
their strength and weight. The people grew more and more sensible of the wrong that was
done them by these systems, more and more impatient under it, and determined at all hazards to
rid themselves of it; till at last, under the execrable race of the Stuarts, the struggle between the
people and the confederacy aforesaid of temporal and spiritual tyranny, became formidable,
violent, and bloody.

"It was this great struggle that peopled America. It was not religion alone, as is commonly
supposed; but it was a love of universal liberty, and a hatred, a dread, a horror, of the
infernal confederacy before described, that projected, conducted, and accomplished the
settlement of America.
"It was a resolution formed by a sensible people, - I mean the Puritans, - almost in despair.
They had become intelligent in general, and many of them learned. For this fact, I have the
testimony of Archbishop King himself, who observed of that people, that they were more
intelligent and better read than even the members of the church, whom he censures warmly for
that reason. This people had been so vexed and tortured by the powers of those days, for no other
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crime than their knowledge and their freedom of inquiry and examination, and they had so much
reason to despair of deliverance from those miseries on that side the ocean, that they at last
resolved to fly to the wilderness for refuge from the temporal and spiritual principalities and
powers, and plagues and scourges of their native country.
"After their arrival here, they began their settlement, and formed their plan, both of
ecclesiastical and civil government, in direct opposition to the canon and the feudal
systems. 2 (Bolding added)

Before us we have heard the witness and testimony of the Second President of the United
States and one of the greatest founders of the new free world in America tell us with power and
might that America was founded in direct opposition to laws that established a religious doctrine
above another and that established laws making people pay government eternally for their homes,
lands, goods, tools and possessions of all types. "Ad valorem Property Tax" is a cruel feudal
system whereby no one owns their property and must pay annually to possess their property of
every kind or have them sold to another vassal subject who will pay better or more. This system
is contradictory to the most fundamental American principles and should be treated so with
determined abject repulsion. To institute "ad valorem property tax" is to enslave the people and
confiscate their property and reduce them to beggars upon the earth.

18. Samuel Adams and the Proper Response by All Branches of
Government Upon Showing Alienation of the Property of the People
What should the people, all branches of government, especially the Judiciary, do upon
learning that the property of the people of every kind has been confiscated by government and
rented back to them? Samuel Adams tells us clearly that the proper response is to immediately
vacate such laws because such laws oppose the eternal law of reason and the grand end of
society:
"In short, it is the greatest absurdity to suppose it in the power of one, or any number of men, at
the entering into society, to renounce their essential natural rights, or the means of preserving
those rights; when the grand end of civil government, from the very nature of its institution, is
for the support, protection, and defense of those very rights; the principal of which, as is before
observed, are Life, Liberty, and Property. If men, through fear, fraud, or mistake, should in terms
renounce or give up any essential natural right, the eternal law of reason and the grand end of
society would absolutely vacate such renunciation. The right to freedom being the gift of God
Almighty, it is not in the power of man to alienate this gift and voluntarily become a slave." 3

2

John Adams, A Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law (The passage of the Stamp Act in 1765
provoked a response from Adams and in August of that year he anonymously contributed four articles to
the Boston Gazette (republished in The London Chronicle in 1768 as True Sentiments of America, also
known as A Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law).
3
Samuel Adams, The Christian History ofthe Constitution of the United States ofAmerica - Christian SelfGovernment ed., Verna M. Hall, (The Foundation for American Christian Education Box 27035, San
Francisco, California 94127) p. 367.
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It is clear that the people have indeed been cheated out of their own property through "fraud"
and "mistake" and now pay out of "fear" of being evicted from their property and having their
substance leased to another more wealthy. It is obscene that a lawyer would cry out; "He doesn't
want to pay his fair share," against the one who brings the feudal tyranny of "ad valorem property
taxes" to the light of the Court of the People of Texas. Is tyranny and plunder of the people made
just and lawful merely because the slaves are all forced to endure deprivation of property equally?
Is this judicious thinking? Is this American Texas logic and reason?

19. Principle of Lawful Taxation Derived from the Principles of Property
the United States and Texas are Founded upon
We know that the sole purpose of government is the protection of the property of the people.
The People form governments by consent for their benefit4 in order to protect their property
consisting of life, liberty and possessions:
"If man in the state of nature be so free, as has been said; ifhe be absolute lord of his own person
and possessions, equal to the greatest, and subject to no body, why will he part with his
freedom? why will he give up this empire, and subject himself to the dominion and controul of
any other power? To which it is obvious to answer, that though in the state of nature he hath
such a right, yet the enjoyment of it is very uncertain, and constantly exposed to the invasion of
others: for all being kings as much as he, every man his equal, and the greater part no strict
observers of equity and justice, the enjoyment of the property he has in this state is very unsafe,
very unsecure. This makes him willing to quit a condition, which, however free, is full of fears
and continual dangers: and it is not without reason, that he seeks out, and is willing to join in
society with others, who are already united, or have a mind to unite, for the mutual preservation
of their lives, liberties and estates, which I call by the general name, property. "The great and
chief end, therefore, of men's uniting into commonwealths, and putting themselves under
government, is the preservation of their property. To which in the state of nature there are many
things wanting. "5

It would be absurd for people to agree to a government that harmed their property. Therefore,

lawful government cannot be created or supported by the confiscation of the property of the
people and rented back to them under the deceptive cloak of lawful "taxes." Therefore, a lawful
tax cannot lien, alien, harm, take, destroy, or convert the property of a person, neither can a
lawful tax charge the people rent to use, occupy or possess their own property because that is
contrary to the very purpose of the institution of government in the first place. The purpose of all
lawful government is the protection and security of the superior allodial title to the property of
each person in that society, consisting of their life, liberty and goods of every kind. The "Pursuit
4

All political power is inherent in the people, and all free governments are founded on their authority, and
instituted for their benefit. The faith of the people of Texas stands pledged to the preservation of a
republican form of government, and, subject to this limitation only, they have at all times the inalienable
right to alter, reform or abolish their government in such manner as they may think expedient. (Art. I Sec.2
Tex. Con.)
5
John Locke: Two Treatises of Government, ed., Peter Laslett, (Cambridge University Press, 40 West 20th
Street, New York, NY 10011-4211, USA) p.p. 350, 351.
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of Happiness is the security of allodial title to property belonging to each individual against all
others including the state and nation they make for that same security.

20. The Preeminence of Property of the People Over the Law and
Government
Locke's observation that property belongs to individuals in the "state of nature" before laws
and government are created to protect and secure that property in the ownership of those
individuals as confirmed by Frederick Bastiat:
"Life, liberty, and property do not exist because men have made laws. On the contrary, it was
the fact that life, liberty, and property existed beforehand that caused men to make laws in the
first place. "6

Therefore, the whole task of law and government is to secure the property of the individual
and maintain their ownership of it.
The law is nothing more than the combined right of each individual to protect their property
with force:
"What then is law? It is the collective organization of the individual right to lawful defense [of
property]." 7 (Brackets added)

A lawful state must therefore be a state in which the government and law can do no more then
eac_h individual could do and for the same purpose:
"If every person has the right to defend-even by force-his person, his liberty, and his
property, then it follows that a group of men have the right to organize and support a common
force to protect these rights constantly. Thus the principle of collective right-its reason for
existing, its lawfulness-is based on individual right. And the common force that protects this
collective right cannot logically have any other purpose or any other mission than that for which
it acts as a substitute. Thus, since an individual cannot lawfully use force against the person,
liberty, or property of another individual, then the common force-for the same reason-cannot
lawfully be used to destroy the person, liberty, or property of individuals or groups. Such a
perversion of force would be, in both cases, contrary to our premise. Force has been given to us
to defend our own individual rights. Who will dare to say that force has been given to us to
destroy the equal rights of our brothers? Since no individual acting separately can lawfully use
force to destroy the rights of others, does it not logically follow that the same principle also
applies to the common force that is nothing more than the organized combination of the
individual forces? If this is true, then nothing can be more evident than this: The law is the
organization of the natural right of lawful defense. It is the substitution of a common force for
individual forces. And this common force is to do only what the individual forces have a natural
and lawful right to do: to protect persons, liberties, and properties; to maintain the right of each,
and to cause justice to reign over us all."

What barbarian will argue with Bastiat that the purpose of the State and the Law is to
confiscate the property of the individual and charge them rent and evict them if they cannot pay
it? Is this the right of the individual that he delegates to the collective? What individual has the
6

Frederick Bastiat, The Law, ed. Dean Russell, (The Foundation for Economic Education, Inc. Irvingtonon-Hudson, New York 1950) p. 2.
7
Ibid.
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right to take the Petitioner's property? How would a State get such a right? Since we have seen
that Texas was formed by the authority of the people and no one has such an authority to delegate
to Texas, how can the State of Texas demand rent from Petitioner? Since no individual can use
force to take the Petitioner's property and make him an eternal renter on his own property, the
State cannot either. Voting cannot delegate such a thing, as a voter can only delegate a right they
possess in themselves, because no one can delegate more authority to another than they hold in
themselves. Government authority and the legislature of it cannot exceed that of each individual.
Even the Legislature of Texas cannot make a lawful statute to take the property of anyone and
charge them an eternal rent based upon a State determined value, regardless of any exalted
purpose of the proceeds of such an unlawful "tax." The legislative power is limited to that of the
authority of individuals:
"First, It is not, nor can possibly be absolutely arbitrary over the lives and fortunes of the people:
for it being but the joint power of every member of the society given up to that person, or
assembly, which is legislator; it can be no more than those persons had in a state of nature before
they entered into society, and gave up to the community: for no body can transfer to another
more power than he has in himself; and no body has an absolute arbitrary power over himself, or
over any other, to destroy his own life, or take away the life or property of another'' 8

So it is the highest form of deception to claim that it is the "will of the people" and their
representatives who have chosen to give up tht::ir property to the State and be charged an eternal
rent and evicted if not paid and their property leased to another more wealthy tenant. Democracy
is neither a greater end then property ownership nor is it a lawful vehicle to take property from the
people. It is truly a "specious" argument to claim Petitioner is defying the will of the people in his
quest to wrestle his own property away from the State and have the State secure his ownership
and do the same for his fellow citizens. The argument that Petitioner is defying the "will of the
people of Texas" only appeals to the ignorant innocent or the deceiving tyrant.

21. Ad Valorem Property Tax is the Complete Perversion of the Law and
the State
Bastiat also shows that the law can be completely perverted to oppose its own purpose and
made to punish lawful rights and plunder the property of the people:
"But, unfortunately, law by no means confines itself to its proper functions. And when it has
exceeded its proper functions, it has not done so merely in some inconsequential and debatable
matters. The law has gone further than this; it has acted in direct opposition to its own purpose.
The law has been used to destroy its own objective: It has been applied to annihilating the justice
that it was supposed to maintain; to limiting and destroying rights which its real purpose was to
respect. The law has placed the collective force at the disposal of the unscrupulous who wish,
without risk, to exploit the person, liberty, and property of others. It has converted plunder into a

8

Locke, p. 357
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right, in order to protect plunder. And it has converted lawful defense into a crime, in order to
punish lawful defense. "9

Is this not exactly where we are in Texas with regard to "ad valorem property taxes?" The
people have been lead to believe that the only use of the protest system is a comparison of one
slave's property with another slave's property. The Texas Property Tax Code is a system designed
to prevent the people from understanding the unlawful nature of the entire ad valorem property
tax system and to restrict their complaints to tenant equality. But the present property tax protest
system obviously has some holes and unintended consequences of which Petitioner is happy to
take advantage of in hopes of exposing the fraudulent nature of the entire ad valorem property tax
system.

22. State Confiscates Property of People Upon Imposition of "Property
Tax"
The slaves have a right to complain that their chain is tighter than their neighbor's but they
cannot complain that all the slaves should have their chains removed. The law has been rigged
and perverted to seize and plunder the property of the people and make it unlawful for the people
to get it back. People have been deceived into thinking that confiscation of their property happens
only if the?' fail to pay their annual state rent but in reality the confiscation happened

~t

the

moment of the imposition of the so-called "property tax." Confiscation occurs the moment the
State says the individual owes the State to possess their property. Eviction is when the State
forecloses on a lien they think they possess but do not have and cannot obtain from the individual
citizens of Texas. The individual citizen of Texas possesses an allodial superior title to their
property which is unalienable by the State of Texas or the United States of America or any other
entity.

23. Constitutional Ad Valorem Property Tax Provisions Are
Contradictory
If the Constitutional provisions permitting "ad valorem property tax" conflicts with one or

more other superior constitutional provisions then a determination must be made as to the
constitutionality of the "ad valorem property tax" provisions and such must be found
unconstitutional. Article 8 Section l(a) says: "Taxation shall be equal and uniform." That means
all taxes, not just sales taxes, in Texas must be equal and uniform, and not kind-of equal and sortof uniform, but absolutely equal and uniform. Ad valorem property tax cannot, by definition, be

absolutely equal and absolutely uniform. The value of Petitioner's property as assessed by the

9

Ibid, p. 4.
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Appraisal District is, at best, a negotiation between Petitioner, the real owner/false tenant, and the
State, the deceptive false owner. The appraised value of Petitioner's property by the State is not
absolutely equal with anyone else's property nor absolutely uniform with anyone else's property.
The Petitioner made that statement and added that the appraisal process was nothing more than
"rent negotiation" between him, the real owner, and the State, pretending to own his property. Ad
valorem property taxation violates Article 8 Section l(a) which is a more global principle that
governs all taxation of every kind in the State of Texas. A current example of arbitrary ad
valorem property taxation is before us (Cause #2015-3557 Property ID 59576). The GCAD found
that property Petitioner paid $12,000 for over 20 years ago is now worth $398.00 as they
determined it was useless after much study. Petitioner is presently building a house on it and he
has already received a post card demanding he send GCAD pictures of the building and the
square footage before it is completed. This process is totally arbitrary no matter how complicated
they make it and it violates Article 8 Section l(a). Petitioner is not arguing the value of his
property, as it is not determinable by anyone by any means, but rather he is arguing against the
entire form of "taxation" for that very reason along with other even more serious reasons. Who
can determine the value of Petitioner's life? Who can determine the value of the Petitioner's
liberty? Who can determine the value of the Petitioner's_ land and buildings, goods and tools, etc?

24. Open Deception of the People of Texas
Article 8 Section 1-e says: "ABOLITION OF ADVALOREM PROPERTY TAXES. No State
ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State." The passage of this Texas
Constitutional Amendment in or around 1969 has never been interpreted properly and has been a
source of constant litigation by school districts. It is presently in litigation at this time, once again.
The Supreme Court of Texas makes a false distinction, that is in law not there, which generates
constant litigation. They treat subdivisions of the State as independent republics with goals and
authority and discretion that is derived from some other source other than the State of Texas. The
following is a summary of the Supreme Court thinking about school district ad valorem property
taxes (!f_eeley v. West Orange-Cove, 176 S. W.3d 746

ax 2005)):

"The current situation has become virtually indistinguishable from one in which the State simply
set an ad valorem tax rate of $1.50 and redistributed the revenue to the districts.
"school districts have lost meaningful discretion to tax below maximum rates and still provide an
accredited education.
"Various legislative proposals during the past year to remedy perceived problems with the public
education system and its funding would reduce the maximum ad valorem tax rate and allow it to
be exceeded for certain purposes. While we express no view on the appropriateness of any of
these proposals, we are constrained to caution, as we have before, that a cap to which districts
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are inexorably forced by educational requirements and economic necessities, as they have been
under Senate Bill 7, will in short order violate the prohibition ofa state property tax."

The Supreme Court has obviously treated the school districts in Texas as independent and
autonomous with discretion all their own for some purpose all their own. But this is not the law in
Texas. Texas is one state with subdivisions of itself and all subdivisions draw their authority and
purpose from the State of Texas and act for the State of Texas and are the State of Texas to carry
out the purpose of the State of Texas. The Guadalupe Appraisal District, the City of Seguin, the
County of Guadalupe, and the Seguin Independent School District are subdivisions of the State of
Texas and are considered to be the State of Texas according to Texas Civil Practice and Remedy
Code (CPRC) 101.001 (3)(A)(B):
""Governmental unit" means: (A) this state and all the several agencies of government that
collectively constitute the government of this state, including other agencies bearing different
designations, and all departments, bureaus, boards, commissions, offices, agencies, councils, and
courts; (B) a political subdivision of this state, including any city, county, school district, junior
college district, levee improvement district, drainage district, irrigation district, water
improvement district, water control and improvement district, water control and preservation
district, freshwater supply district, navigation district, conservation and reclamation district, soil
conservation district, communication district, public health district, and river authority;"

There is no definition of the State of Texas that says otherwise, i.e., the State of Texas is not
limited to the Executive, Legislative or the Judiciary or the Highway Department or Austin,
Texas. The Guadalupe County Appraisal District is a "governmental unit" of the State of Texas
just like the Texas Legislature and as such is considered to be the State of Texas. The same goes
for the City of Seguin, the County of Guadalupe, and the Seguin Independent School District.
Therefore, none of them can levy an ad valorem tax upon any property within the State of Texas
according to Article 8 Section 1-e.
As a result of the definition of a "governmental unit," Article 8 Section 1-e cannot be
exclusionary, meaning that the amendment only addressed ad valorem property taxes that applied
in all counties or subdivisions of Texas. We cannot discern what entity, if any, are forbidden to
impose this ad valorem property tax referred to in Article 8 Section 1-e. The said amendment is
comprehensive all over Texas and includes all its subdivisions. The said amendment does not
forbid uniformity or equality among ad valorem tax rates in all or most of the subdivisions, as the
Supreme Court says it does, but rather it simply forbids the levy of ad valorem property taxes on
any property in Texas.

25. There is no Contradiction Between Art. 8 Sec. 1-e and Art. 8 Sec. l(a)
There is no contradiction between the "abolition" of "State ad valorem property taxes" and the
requirement of all taxation to be "equal and uniform."
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26. All Constitutional Provisions that Allow the Levy of" Ad Valorem
Property Tax" Contradict Art. 8 Sec. 1-e and Art. 8 Sec. l(a)
But there are other provisions of the Constitution that are contradictory to both of these global
constitutional provisions (Art. 8 Sec. 1-e and Art. 8 Sec. 1(a)). Any constitutional provision,

10

allowing the levy of an ad valorem property tax by a "governmental unit" or a "subdivision of the
State of Texas" or the "State of Texas" is a contradiction of both these global constitutional
provisions, as a school district is the State of Texas and ad valorem property taxes cannot be

equal and uniform by its very nature as shown above and before us in this Petition for Review.

27. Why the Deception?
The interpretation of Article 8 Section 1-e by the Supreme Court of Texas is that the said
amendment only prevents a statewide equal and uniform ad valorem property tax, not the levy of
a local ad valorem property tax. Why is the wording of the amendment so different from the
interpretation of it? People are more able to resist abuse when more of them are gathered
together. When there were statewide "ad valorem property taxes," prior to this amendment, and
also unlawful in America, all the people of Texas could complain together that their "taxes" were
too high and could prevent the increase of bonding and borrowing by the State. More "tax"
revenue can be raised by abolishing a statewide ad valorem preperty tax and permitting all State
subdivisions to bond property and borrow money independently as long as they did not all charge
the same tax rate across the whole state. But all taxes should be equal and uniform across Texas.
This deception broke up the people of Texas into thousands of small units reducing the ability of
the people to unify and resist the plundering of their property. This trickery of the people passing
one thing and getting another abolished statewide ad valorem property tax and permitting all State
subdivisions to tax independently resulted in competition among the subdivisions for the most
money they could raise to make their subdivisions look better than their neighboring subdivision.
This advanced bonding, borrowing and debt way beyond what could be done with an equal and
uniform statewide ad valorem property tax, which would also be unlawful in Texas and the
United States of America.

28. Interpretation of Texas Supreme Court Produces Ludicrous Demands
The people voted to abolish "State ad valorem property taxes" not "statewide" ad valorem
property taxes, otherwise they would not have voted for the amendment at all. This is why there
is a great gulf between the wording of Article 8 Section 1-e and its interpretation by the Supreme
Court of Texas. The people would not have voted for an amendment that said:
10

e.g., Art 7 Sec. 3(e) (school districts)
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ABOLISION OF STATEWIDE AD VALOREM TAXES: All subdivisions of the State of Texas
may levy an ad valorem property tax as long as they are not equal and uniform across the State
of Texas.

But this is the current Supreme Court of Texas misinterpretation of Art. 8 Sec. 1-e which
contains wording much more global and preventative than the current interpretation of it. The
people of Texas voted to get rid of the evil Feudal property system in conformity with one of the
two main purposes of the United States of America, but the courts defied the vote of the people
and interpreted it incorrectly so they could keep the feudal property confiscation system in place
and increase the competition among the thousands of subdivisions to maximize the wicked feudal
system to bond the people more severely and borro,w more from banks hungry for risk free
markets guaranteed by the police arm of the State of Texas.
The result of the Texas Supreme Court interpretation is that it demands school districts to
provided equal educational opportunities for their students with an unequal, non-uniform tax rate
system across Texas. Once any subdivision of the State of Texas charges the same, or near the
same, tax rate across Texas they violate Article 8 Section 1-e. The result is a ludicrous
contradictory demand to provide equal service and opportunity with unequal non-uniform funds.
It also violates Article 8 Section l(a) and Article 8 Section 1-e.

29. All the Foregoing was Submitted at Petitioner's ARB Hearing
All this information and more was provided in Petitioner's documents submitted at his ARB
hearing claiming on "Constitutional and other laws" (claim 5) that his property should not be
taxed in "this appraisal District or in one or more taxing units" (claim 4), challenging the
jurisdictional authority of the Appraisal District and other "taxing governmental units of Texas"
to levy an ad valorem tax on Petitioner's properties located in Guadalupe County, Texas.

30. Prayer
a.

The Petitioner seeks a court order removing all property from the Guadalupe
County Appraisal District for the purposes of assessing the value for the levying
of any "ad valorem property tax" by any "governmental taxing unit."

b.

The Petitioner seeks a court order removing Petitioner's Property from the socalled "Tax Rolls." The Petitioner seeks the removal of all their property from the
Guadalupe County Appraisal District for the purposes of assessing its value or
for the levying of any "ad valorem" or any other kind of "property tax" by any
"Texas governmental taxing unit."
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c. Declaratory Judgment: Petitioner seeks a Declaratory Judgment finding all "ad
valorem property tax" in the "State of Texas" to be unlawful as there is no valid
operation upon which a lien can be placed on the unalienable property of the
individual citizens of Texas by the State of Texas that can be foreclosed upon if
money is not paid to the State annually.
d. The Petitioner seeks any other relief the court deems just.

Respectfully Submitted,

~;rA,,~

AOilaldFivefY
Pro Se

1933 Montclair Dr.
Seguin, Texas 78155
HM: 830-372-5534
TapHouse@SBCglobal.net

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on January 8, 2016, I sent a copy of the foregoing Plaintiffs First Amended
Petition For Review on the parties listed below via email below and by Certified Mail RRR 7009
0960 0000 7721 9513:
Christopher S. Jackson
cjackson@pbfcm.com
Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins & Mott, L.L.P.
3301 Northland Dr., Ste. 505
Austin, Texas 78731
Telephone:
512/302-0190
Facximile:
512/323-6963
Attorneys for Defendant:
Guadalupe County Appraisal District

onald F. Avery, Pro Se
Plaintiff
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Guadalupe Appraisal District
Board of Directors
Dr. Greg Gilcrease-Chair
. Mrs. Tavie Murphy-Vice-Chair
Mr. Mark Wilson-Se.cretary
Mr. Darren Dunn-Member
Mr. Louis Ramirez, Sr.-Member

Jamie Osborne
Chief Appraiser

Schertz Substation
1101 Eibel Rd.
Schertz, Texas 78154
210.945.9708 ext. 202
210.566:1334 Fax

Main Location
3000 N. Austin Street
Seguin, Texas 78155
830.303.3313
830.372.2874 Fax

NOTICE OF APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD HEARING

)8/26/15
'.\VERY RONALD F & CYNTHIA G REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST
~ONALD FAVER & CYNTHIA G AVERY TRUSTEES
933 MONTCLAIR ST
:>EGUIN TX 78155-5340
1VERY RONALD F
933 MONTCLAIR ST
;EGUIN TX 78155-5340
~E:

Account Numbers59576 AVERY RONALD F & CYNTHIA G REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST RONALD F AVERY & CYNTHIA G AVERY TRUSTEES
50612 AVERY RONALD F
50610 AVERY RONALD F

ear AVERY RONALD F & CYNTHIA G REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST&. AVERY RONALD F,
earings have been scheduled on your protest before the Appraisal Review. Board for the following:
• Property should not be taxed in TEXAS
• Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units.
• Other: Texas Constitution Art. 8 Sec.1-e;Art 8 Sec.1 (a);and other laws
1e protest has been assigned Cause # 2015-3557, 2015-3556, 2015-3555; please refer to these cause
rmber(s) in further correspondence with the Board.

i

The hearings have been scheduled for 3:00P.M-4:00PM on 1011412015, at:
Guadalupe Appraisal District
3000 N. Austin Street
Seguin, Texas 78155
u may appear personally at the hearings or you may offer your evidence in a written notarized affidavit. The
idavit must be submitted to the Appraisal Review Board prior to the meeting· date.

L EVIDENCE, INCLUDING PICTURES, SUBMITTED FOR THE PROTEST DURING THE HEARING WILL
'COME A PERMANENT PART OF THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD HEARING RECORD. ALL DIGITAL
!DENCE MUST BE PRINTED.
ase contact the Appraisal District office at 830.372.2871 or 830.303.3313 if you are unable to attend the
1eduled time. Please note that the hearing can be rescheduled only one time.

ditionally, please be advised that our office is in receipt of your request for information
1ering all three account numbers/Cause #'s listed above. A copy of which is attached for your
1firmation. · Information will be sent to the address of record related to all three account
nbers!Cause #'s.
;pectfully,
-.i......c..1..JL ~__;,~ Yh.~wz,
man L. Harris, Secretary

;,- , ~' J -, / F
I,~•• , I

,,.C)<..
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TA-775
(01-1611)

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER WITH FORM FOR NOTICE OF APPEAL
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account#: 2G0004-0000-04000-0-00
Case#: 2015-3555
Prop ID: 50610
ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 3.7400 AC.
Legal Desc:

SEGUIN TX 78155

184503
AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN, TX 78155
Date: 10/15/15

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER
THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD HAS MADE A FINAL DECISION ON YOUR PROTEST. A COPY OF THE
ORDER DETERMINING THE PROTEST IS ENCLOSED WITH THIS NOTICE.
YOU HAVE A RIGHT TO APPEAL THIS ORDER TO THE DISTRICT COURT. IF YOU WANT TO APPEAL AND HAVE
QUESTIONS, YOU SHOULD CONSULT AN ATTORNEY. PLEASE SEE THE FULL NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER ON
PAGE 3 FOR GROUNDS FOR APPEAL AND FILING A PETITION. IF YOU DO APPEAL AND YOUR CASE IS PENDING,
YOU MUST PAY THE AMOUNT OF TAXES NOT IN DISPUTE OR THE AMOUNT OF TAXES DUE ON THE PROPERTY
UNDER THE ARB ORDER, WHICHEVER IS LOWER, TO EACH TAXING UNIT BEFORE TAXES FOR THE YEAR
BECOME DELINQUENT.

You can use this form if you wish to appeal the above order.

r---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------,
Mail

To:

From:

Chief Appraiser
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
SEGUIN, TX 78155

AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN, TX 78155

NOTICE OF APPEAL OF
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER*
This is formal notice that I intend to appeal the order of the Appraisal Review Board in
Case No.: 2015-3555 Prop ID: 50610 Account#: 2G0004-0000-04000-0-00
Return address if different from above:

sign
here

Date:

l::-xrll~lT
*Required to be filed by a protesting party who is not the property owner

Page 90

E.- l
True Auloma11on. Inc

TA-221
(09-1'1/9)

ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account #: 2G0004-0000-04000-0-00
Case#: 2015-3555
·•
Prop ID: 50610
ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 3.7400 AC.
Legal Desc:

SEGUIN, TX 78155

184503
AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN, TX 78155
Appraisal Review Board
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
On October 14, 2015, the Appraisal Review Board of GUADALUPE County, Texas, heard the protest of AVERY RONALD F
concerning the appraisal records for tax year 2015 .
The Board delivered proper notice of the date, time, and place of the hearing. The property owner or agent and the chief appraiser of
the appraisal district were given the opportunity to testify and to present evidence. After considering the evidence and arguments
presented at the hearing, the Board has determined that the protest concerned the following action(s) permitted by Section 41.41 (a),
Tax Code:
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas
Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units
The unlawfulness of ad valorem property tax in America according to the Founders

Having heard the evidence and arguments from both sides, the Appraisal Review Board with a quorum present determined that:
Land is located in Guadalupe County.
Taxing entities reflected on record are correct.
The Texas Constitution and Texas Tax Code allow the Guadalupe Appraisal District to appraise the property and the taxing
entities are entitled to tax the property.
The appraisal records are correct and should not be changed.
$
Appraiser Assigned Value:
ARB Assigned Market:
$299,956
ARB Assigned Equity:
$
If an ARB determination is not shown for a protested issue, it was withdrawn before or during the protest hearing.
The Appraisal Review Board therefore ORDERS that:
The chief appraiser shall make no change to the appraisal records concerning this property and the values shall remain as
follows:
ARB Submitted**
Final Values*
EXEMPTIONS:
$0
$0
LAND AGfTIM MARKET:
LAND HOMESTEAD VALUE:
$0
$0
$145,660
$145,660
LAND NON HOMESITE:
$154,296
IMPROVEMENT VALUE:
$154,296
$299,956
$299,956
TOTAL MARKET VALUE:
$299,956
$299,956
TOTAL APPRAISED VALUE:
$299,956
$299,956
TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE:
*If changes to the appraisal records are ordered due to a determination of excessive appraised or market value and also a
determination of unequal appraisal, the lower of the two determinations shall be shown in the appraisal records.
** as shown in the appraisal records submitted to the board by the chief appraiser under Section 25.22 or 25.23

OCT 1 6 2015

Signed on _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

S;gn here

£1. tA.~

Cha;rman Appra;sal Rev;ew Board
TrueAutoma11on. Inc
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Notice of Final Order of Appraisal Review Board

Form 50-222
-----------;

Guadalupe Appraisal District

3000 N Austin Street

Seguin TX 78155

County of Appraisal Review Board

Address

City. State, ZIP Code

Avery Ronald F

1933 Montclair

Seguin TX 78155

Name of Property Owner

Address

City, State, ZIP Code

2015-3555

50610

Case Number

Property Account Number

Abs: 4 Sur: Moses Baker 3.7400 AC
Property Legal Description

A PROPERTY OWNER HAS A RIGHT TO APPEAL IN DISTRICT
COURT AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER DETERMINING
A PROTEST AS PROVIDED BY TEXAS TAX CODE CHAPTER 42.
TO APPEAL SUCH AN ORDER TO DISTRICT COURT, A PARTY
MUST FILE A PETITION FOR REVIEW WITH THE DISTRICT
COURT WITHIN 60 DAYS AFTER THE PARTY RECEIVES
NOTICE THAT A FINAL ORDER HAS BEEN ENTERED FROM
WHICH AN APPEAL MAY BE HAD OR AT ANY TIME AFTER THE
HEARING BUT BEFORE THE 60-DAY DEADLINE. A PROPERTY
OWNER ALSO HAS A RIGHT TO A.f'PEAL IN DISTRICT COURT
A DETERMINATION OF AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ON
A MOTION FILED UNDER TEXAS TAX CODE SECTION 25.25.
THE LAW PROVIDES THAT TO FILE SUIT TO COMPEL AN
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD TO ORDER A CHANGE IN THE
APPRAISAL ROLL UNDER SECTION 25.25, A PARTY MUST FILE
SUIT WITHIN 60 DAYS AFTER THE PARTY RECEIVES NOTICE
OF THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD'S DETERMINATION OF A
MOTION UNDER SECTION 25.25 OR A DETERMINATION THAT
THE PROPERTY OWNER HAS FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE
PRE-PAYMENT REQUIREMENTS. FAILURE TO TIMELY FILE A
PETITION BARS AN APPEAL TO DISTRICT COURT.
A PARTY OTHER THAN A PROPERTY OWNER, IN ORDER TO
EXERCISE THE PARTY'S RIGHT TO APPEAL AN ORDER OF AN
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD, MUST FILE A WRITTEN NOTICE
OF APPEAL WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE PARTY
RECEIVES THIS NOTICE OR, IN THE CASE OF A TAXING UNIT,
WITHIN 15 DAYSAFTERTHE DATE THE TAXING UNIT RECEIVES
NOTICE PURSUANT TO TEXAS TAX CODE SECTION 41.07.

To appeal an appraisal review board order through binding
arbitration, a property owner must file with the appraisal district not
later than the 45th day after the date the property owner receives
notice of the order:
(1) a completed request for binding arbitration, a copy of which
is enclosed with this notice; and
(2) an applicable arbitration deposit made payable to the
comptroller in the amount provided under Chapter 41 A of
the Texas Tax Code.
For more information regarding appeal through binding arbitration,
you should consult Texas Tax Code Chapter 41 A and Comptroller
Rule 9.804. If you need legal advice, you should consult an attorney.
As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, certain property
owners may appeal to the State Office of Administrative Hearings
(SOAH) an appraisal review board order determining a protest
concerning the appraised or market value of property brought under
Section 41.41 (a)(1) or (2) of the Texas Tax Code if the appraised or
market value, as applicable, of the property that was the subject of
the protest, as determined by the appraisal review board order, is
more than $1 million.
To appeal an appraisal review board order to SOAH, a property
owner must file with the chief appraiser of the appraisal district not
iater than the 30th day after the date the property owner receives
notice of the order:
(1) a completed notice of appeal to SOAH, a copy of which is
enclosed with this notice; and

For more information regarding appeal to district court, you should
consult Texas Tax Code Chapter 42 and the clerk of the court. If you
need legal advice, you should consult an attorney.
As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, a property
owner may appeal through binding arbitration an appraisal review
board order determining a protest filed under Section 41.41 (a)(1) or
(2) of the Texas Tax Code concerning the appraised or market value
of property if:
(1) the property qualifies as the owner's residence homestead
under Section 11.13 of the Texas Tax Code; or
(2) the appraised or market value, as applicable, of the
property as determined by the order is $3 million or less.

(2) not later than the 90th day after the date the property owner
receives the notice of order a deposit of $1,500 made
payable to SOAH must be filed with the appraisal district.
For more information regarding appeal to SOAH, you should consult
Texas Government Code Chapter 2003 and related SOAH rules. If
you need legal advice, you should consult an attorney.
It is important to note that the pendency of an appeal, whether to
district court, through binding arbitration, or to SOAH, does not
affect the delinquency date for the taxes on the property subject
to the appeal. For more specific information, consult the applicable
statutes and rules.

The Property Tax Assistance Division at the Texas Comptroller cf Public Accounts provides property tax
information and resources for taxpayers. local taxing entities, appraisal districts and appraisal review boards.

For more information. visit our website:

comptroller.texas.gov/taxinfo/proptax
50-222 • 08- I 5/12
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TA-775
(01-11J/1)

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER WITH FORM FOR NOTICE OF APPEAL
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account #: 2G0004-0000-04100-0-00
Case#: 2015-3556
Prop ID: 50612
Legal Desc:
ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 1.6000 AC.

SEGUIN TX 78155

184504
AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN, TX 78155
Date: 10/15/15

NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER
THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD HAS MADE A FINAL DECISION ON YOUR PROTEST. A COPY OF THE
ORDER DETERMINING THE PROTEST IS ENCLOSED WITH THIS NOTICE.
YOU HAVE A RIGHT TO APPEAL THIS ORDER TO THE DISTRICT COURT. IF YOU WANT TO APPEAL AND HAVE
QUESTIONS, YOU SHOULD CONSULT AN ATTORNEY. PLEASE SEE THE FULL NOTICE OF FINAL ORDER ON
PAGE 3 FOR GROUNDS FOR APPEAL AND FILING A PETITION. IF YOU DO APPEAL AND YOUR CASE IS PENDING,
YOU MUST PAY THE AMOUNT OF TAXES NOT IN DISPUTE OR THE AMOUNT OF TAXES DUE ON THE PROPERTY
UNDER THE ARB ORDER, WHICHEVER IS LOWER, TO EACH TAXING UNIT BEFORE TAXES FOR THE YEAR
BECOME DELINQUENT.

You can use this form if you wish to appeal the above order.

·---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------,
Mail

To:

From:

Chief Appraiser
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
SEGUIN, TX 78155

AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN, TX 78155

NOTICE OF APPEAL OF
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER*
This is formal notice that I intend to appeal the order of the Appraisal Review Board in
Case No.: 2015-3556 Prop ID: 50612 Account#: 2G0004-0000-04100-0-00
Return address if different from above:

sign
here

Date:

*Required to be filed by a protesting party who is not the property owner
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True Automation. Inc

TA-221
(09-11/9)

ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
Appraisal Review Board for:
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
3000 N AUSTIN STREET
Account #: 2G0004-0000-04100-0-00
Case#: 2015-3556
Prop ID: 50612
Legal Desc:
ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 1.6000 AC.

SEGUIN, TX 78155

184504
AVERY RONALD F
1933 MONTCLAIR
SEGUIN, TX 78155
Appraisal Review Board
GUADALUPE APPRAISAL DISTRICT
ORDER DETERMINING PROTEST
On October 14, 2015, the .Appraisal Review Board of GUADALUPE County, Texas, heard the protest of AVERY RONALD F
concerning the appraisal records for tax year 2015 .

...

The Board delivered proper notice of the date, time, and place of the hearing. The property owner or agent and the chief appraiser of
the appraisal district were given the opportunity to testify and to present evidence. After considering the evidence and arguments
presented at the hearing, the Board has determined that the protest concerned the following action(s) permitted by Section 41.41 (a),
Tax Code:
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas
Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units
The unlawfulness of ad valorem property tax in America according to the Founders

Having heard the evidence and arguments from both sides, the Appraisal Review Board with a quorum present determined that:
The appraisal records are correct and should not be changed.
Appraiser Assigned Value:
$
ARB Assigned Market:
$62,315
ARB Assigned Equity:
$
If an ARB determination is not shown for a protested issue, it was withdrawn before or during the protest hearing.
The Appraisal Review Board therefore ORDERS that:
Land is located in Guadalupe County.
Taxing entities reflected on record are correc.t
The Texas Constitution and Texas Tax Code allow the Guadalupe Appraisal District to appraise the property and the taxing
entities are entitled to tax the property.
The chief appraiser shall make no change to the appraisal records concerning this property and the values shall remain as
follows:
ARB Submitted**
Final Values*
EXEMPTIONS:
LAND AG/TIM MARKET:
$0
$0
LAND HOMESTEAD VALUE:
$0
$0
LAND NON HOMESITE:
$62,315
$62,315
IMPROVEMENT VALUE:
$0
$0
TOTAL MARKET VALUE:
$62,315
$62,315
TOTAL APPRAISED VALUE:
$62,315
$62,315
TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE:
$62,315
$62,315
*If changes to the appraisal records are ordered due to a determination of excessive appraised or market value and also a
determination of unequal appraisal, the lower of the two determinations shall be shown in the appraisal records.
** as shown in the appraisal records submitted to the board by the chief appraiser under Section 25.22 or 25.23

Signed on

llCT 1 6 2015

Sign here

o1 \A.~

~A

Chairman Appraisal Review Board
True Automation. Inc
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Guadalupe Appraisal District

3000 N Austin Street

County of Appraisal Review Board

Address

Avery Ronald F
! Name of Property Owner
t

Property Tax

Notice of Final Order of Appraisal Review Board

Form 50-222

Seguin TX 78155
City, State, ZIP Code

1933 Montclair

Seguin TX 78155
City, State, ZIP Code

Address

2015-3556

50612

Case Number

Property Account Number

, Abs: 4 Sur: Moses Baker 1.6000 AC
: Property Legal Description

A PROPERTY OWNER HAS A RIGHT TO APPEAL IN DISTRICT
COURT AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ORDER DETERMINING
A PROTEST AS PROVIDED BY TEXAS TAX CODE CHAPTER 42.
TO APPEAL SUCH AN ORDER TO DISTRICT COURT, A PARTY
MUST FILE A PETITION FOR REVIEW WITH THE DISTRICT
COURT WITHIN 60 DAYS AFTER THE PARTY RECEIVES
NOTICE THAT A FINAL ORDER HAS BEEN ENTERED FROM
WHICH AN APPEAL MAY BE HAD OR AT ANY TIME AFTER THE
HEARING BUT BEFORE THE 60-DAY DEADLINE. A PROPERTY
OWNER ALSO HAS A RIGHT TO APPEAL IN DISTRICT COURT
A DETERMINATION OF AN APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD ON
A MOTION FILED U~DER TEXAS TAX CODE SECTION 25.25.
THE LAW PROVIDES THAT TO FILE SUIT TO COMPEL AN
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD TO ORDER A CHANGE IN THE
APPRAISAL ROLL UNDER SECTION 25.25,A PARTY MUST FILE
SUIT WITHIN 60 DAYS AFTER THE PARTY RECEIVES NOTICE
OF THE APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD'S DETERMINATION OF A
MOTION UNDER SECTION 25.25 OR A DETERMINATION THAT
THE PROPERTY OWNER HAS FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE
PRE-PAYMENT REQUIREMENTS. FAILURE TO TIMELY FILE A
PETITION BARS AN APPEAL TO DISTRICT COURT.
A PARTY OTHER THAN A PROPERTY OWNER, IN ORDER TO
EXERCISE THE PARTY'S RIGHT TO APPEAL AN ORDER OF AN
APPRAISAL REVIEW BOARD, MUST FILE A WRITIEN NOTICE
OF APPEAL WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE PARTY
RECEIVES THIS NOTICE OR, IN THE CASE OF A TAXING UNIT,
WITHIN 15 DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE TAXING UNIT RECEIVES
NOTICE PURSUANTTOTEXASTAX CODE SECTION 41.07.

To appeal an appraisal review board order through binding
arbitration, a property owner must file with the appraisal district not
later than the 45th day after the date the property owner receives
notice of the order:
(1) a completed request for binding arbitration, a copy of which
is enclosed with this notice; and
(2) an applicable arbitration deposit made payable to the
comptroller in the amount provided under Chapter 41 A of
the Texas Tax Code.
For more information regarding appeal thr<?ugh binding arbitration,
you should consult Texas Tax Code Chapter 41 A and Comptroller
Rule 9.804. If you need legal advice, you should consult an attorney.
As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, certain property
owners may appeal to the State Office of Administrative Hearings
(SOAH) an appraisal review board order determining a protest
concerning the appraised or market value of property brought under
Section 41.41 (a)(1) or (2) of the Texas Tax Code if the appraised or
market value, as applicable, of the property that was the subject of
the protest, as determined by the appraisal review board order, is
more than $1 million.

To appeal an appraisal review board order to SOAH, a property
owner must file with the chief appraiser of the appraisal district not
later than the 30th day after the date the property owner receives
notice of the order:
(1) a completed notice of appeal to SOAH, a copy of which is
enclosed with this notice; and

For more information regarding appeal to district court, you should
consult Texas Tax Code Chapter 42 and the clerk of the court. If you
need legal advice, you should consult an attorney.
As an alternative to filing an appeal to district court, a property
owner may appeal through binding arbitration an appraisal review
board order determining a protest filed under Section 41.41 (a)(1) or
(2) of the Texas Tax Code concerning the appraised or market value
of property if:
(1) the property qualifies as the owner's residence homestead
under Section 11.13 of the Texas Tax Code; or
(2) the appraised or market value, as applicable, of the
property as determined by the order is $3 million or less.

(2) not later than the 90th day after the date the property owner
receives the notice of order a deposit of $1,500 made
payable to SOAH must be filed with the appraisal district.
For more information regarding appeal to SOAH, you should consult
Texas Government Code Chapter 2003 and related SOAH rules. If
you need legal advice, you should consult an attorney.
It is important to note that the pendency of an appeal, whether to
district court, through binding arbitration, or to SOAH, does not
affect the delinquency date for the taxes on the property subject
to the appeal. For more specific information, consult the applicable
statutes and rules.

The Property Tax Assistance Division at the Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts provides property tax
information and resources for taxpayers, local taxing entities. appraisal districts and appraisal review boards.

For more information. visit our website:

comptroller.texas.gov/taxinfo/proptax
50-222 • 08-15/l 2
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CAUSE NO. 15-2442-CV

Ronald F. Avery
vs.
Guadalupe County Appraisal District

*
*
*
*
*

In the District Court

Guadalupe County, Texas
25th District

*

Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's Request for
DISCLOSURE, FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, REQUESTS FOR
ADMISSIONS, AND REQUEST FOR INSPECTION
PLAINTIFF'S REPONSES TO DEFENDANT'S REQUEST FOR
DISCLOSURE
Pursuant Texas Rules of Civil Procedure 194, you are requested to disclose, within thirty (30)
days of service of this request, the information or material described in Rule l 94.2(a)-(f), and (i)
of the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure:
a) the correct names of the parties to the lawsuit;
The correct name of Plaintiff is Ronald Franklin Avery.
b) the name, address, and telephone number of any potential parties;
There are no potential parties.
c) the legal theories and, in general, the factual bases of your claims or defenses;
Facts:
1 The state and all lawful governments are created to protect the life, liberty and
possessions of the people who create it. This includes protection of the
ownership of the property. The government does not own property but
protects it from the owner's neighbors, foreigners, and the government itself.
2 In the United States the rights of the people are unalienable and their rights
consist of life, liberty and possessions including land, homes tools etc. That
means the state and nation of states cannot lien property belonging to citizen
for security for the payment of any money or "tax" to the state or nation.
3 The State of Texas considers itself to be a state of the United States where
these realities are acknowledged.
4 Thomas Jefferson, drafter of the Declaration of Independence, and third
President of the United States claimed all the ideas of human liberty in
America came from John Locke's Treaties of Government and Algernon
Sidney's Discourses on Government.
5 The "Principles of Property" that John Locke explained regulate every aspect
of lawful government from its creation, limits of authority, means of financial
support, means of defense and conditions of its dissolution.

avgcad-p-response-d-req-disc-prod-adm-inspect.doc
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The so-called "ad valorem property tax" secures payment by a so-called "tax
lien" which aliens the property of the true owner where in the true owner
becomes a tenant and the state the false owner.
The state claims this "authority" to alien the property of the individual by the
voting of the majority of the people either in congress or the local area.
The ancient law of delegated authority: No one can delegate to another more
authority than they hold in themselves.
No one has authority to alien the property of their neighbor without a
judgment for some wrong or harm resulting from the property or owner. No
one can delegate the power to alien their neighbor's property to the
government by voting or any other means. This includes the voting to make a
constitution and to alter the constitution by amendment or any statutes made
by the legislature.
Thomas Jefferson verified these truths by showing that people in America own
their property with an allodial superior title that cannot be aliened by any
lawful government.
John Adams the second President of the United States also confirmed
Jefferson's verification by showing that the United States was formed for only
two reasons, first, to secure religious freedom and second to abolish forever
the tyranny of the feudal land system where people were required to pay fees
and tenures to the feudal lords and government. If they did not pay these fees
and perform these "duties" or "tenures" they would be evicted and their land
given to another who would perform better.
Article 8 Section I-e says: "ABOLITION OF AD VALOREM PROPERTY
TAXES. No State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within
this State." Nothing could be any more clear than that!
All subdivisions of the State of Texas are considered "The State of Texas" and
therefore cannot a tax of any kind that is not a State Tax. Therefore, no
subdivision can levy an ad valorem property tax.
All my property on review here is within the State of Texas and cannot have
an ad valorem property tax levied upon it by any subdivision of the State of
Texas regardless of conflicting unconstitutional provisions of the Texas
Constitution.
My property cannot be taxed in the jurisdiction of the State of Texas as
asserted before the Guadalupe County Appraisal Review Board.
The Supreme Court misinterpretations of Article 8 Section I-e produce a
violation of Article 8 Section I (a) which says: "Taxation shall be equal and
uniform." The current decisions of the Supreme Court of Texas require that
state wide school taxes be non-uniform to avoid violation of their
misunderstanding of Article 8 Section I -e. The Supreme Court has mandated a
violation of Article I(a) to justify their incorrect view of Article 8 Section I-e.
All ad valorem taxation is based upon arbitrary values determined by state
employees and selected Appraisal Review Board members. No matter how
complicated and precise the measurement, the values are still unequal and
cannot be made equal or uniform because of the very nature of value of
property to the nature of different individuals who consider it.

d) the amount and any method of calculating the tax, interest and/or penalty in issue;
There cannot be any "ad valorem property tax" levied upon my property as it is in
the State of Texas and cannot be aliened by the State of Texas or any of its

avgcad-p-response-d-req-disc-prod-adJn-inspect.doc
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subdivisions or any other government and it cannot be aliened by the voting of those
who have no authority to lien it for securing the payment of rents to the State or false
owner.
e) the name, address, and telephone number of persons having knowledge of relevant facts, and
a brief statement of each identified person's connection with the case;
None.
f)

for any testifying expert:
1) the expert's name, address, and telephone number;
The experts have already testified in this case and their record has been made public
in the pleadings of the Petitioner, namely, Thomas Jefferson, John Adams, and
Samuel Adams and Frederick Bastiat. There can be no superior expert testimony.
2) the subject matter on which the expert will testify;

The most superior experts in the field of property and property ownership and what
it means and what the purpose of government is related to the individual owners of
property have already testified in the pleadings of the Petitioner.
3) the general substance of the expert's mental impressions and opinions and a brief
summary of the basis for them, or ifthe expert is not retained by, employed by, or
otherwise subject to your control, documents reflecting such information;

The experts and founders of the nation and state we live in agree that "ad valorem
property taxes" is the re-institution of the feudal tenure system that the United States
of America and the States thereof were founded to oppose and prevent forever.
4) if the expert is retained by, employed by, or otherwise subject to your control:

A)

all documents, tangible things, reports, models, or data compilations that
have been provided to, reviewed by, or prepared by or for the expert in
anticipation of the expert's testimony;

The testimony of the founders is sufficient to decide this case and the petitioner is
not appealing any of the earlier arbitrary findings or determinations of what the socalled experts of the imposter or false owners think my property is worth to them
and their formulas.
B)

the expert's current resume and bibliography;

The experts' resume and bibliography is well known to all Americans.
Unfortunately, what they said and stood for is not so well known as evidenced by
the need to go through this process to obtain what the government they formed was
to secure for the people.
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i)

any discoverable witness statements.

Your responses must be in writing, served on the Defendant, by and through its counsel of
record, Christopher S. Jackson of PERDUE, BRANDON, FIELDER, COLLINS & MOTT,
L.L.P., 3301 Northland Drive, Suite 505, Austin, Texas, 7873 I.
Pursuant to Rule 194.4 of the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure, you ordinarily must serve copies of
documents produced with the written responses to Defendant's attorney or by producing such
items for inspection, examination, and copying at 3301 Northland Drive, Suite 505, Austin,
Texas, 78731. However, ifthe responsive documents are voluminous, the response must state a
reasonable time and place for the production of documents, and a reasonable opportunity must be
provided to the Defendant to inspect them.
Finally, unless otherwise ordered by the Court or Texas law, a party must furnish information
requested under Texas Rule of Civil Procedure I 94.2(f) by the dates set forth in Texas Rule of
Civil Procedure I 95.2. Your duty to amend or supplement your responses is governed by Texas
Rule of Civil Procedure I 93.5.

PETITIONER'S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION
Request for Production No. 1:
Please produce copies of all appraisals of the Subject Property with any effective (valuation)
date between January 1, 2015 and January I, 2012. This Request does not include appraisals
conducted by the Defendant, Plaintiffs' attorney-work product,
Plaintiffs' attorney-client
privileged information, information related to consulting-only expert witnesses or work product
of Plaintiffs' third-party valuation expert witness, whose report and opinions will later be
tendered pursuant to Defendant's Requests for Disclosure subpart (f) or at deposition for
purposes of this de novo proceeding.
There are none.

Request for Production No. 2:
Please produce a copy of the warranty deed for the Subject Property that was in effect as of
January 1 of the tax year at issue.
See attached documents.

Request for Production No. 3:
Please produce a copy of the deed of trust for the Subject Property that was in effect as of
January I of the tax year at issue.
See attached documents.

avgcad-p-response-d-req-disc-prod-adm-inspect.doc

4of18

Page 102

PETITIONER'S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S FIRST SET OF
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS
Pursuant to Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 198, the Defendant requests that the Plaintiff respond
to its Requests for Admissions. These Requests are relevant to the subject matter involved in the
pending action or are reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of evidence admissible at trial
of this case. Please serve your responses to the Defendant's attorney at 3301 Northland Dr., Suite
505, Austin, Texas 78731, within thirty (30) days after service of these requests.
INSTRUCTIONS FOR REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

A party served with a request for admission must admit the statement if it is true. If a statement is
partially true, a party must admit so much of it as is true and qualify or deny the remainder,
pursuant to Texas Rule of Civil Procedure l 98.2(b). A denial must be specific and must fairly
meet the substance of the requested admission.
A party cannot refuse to admit or deny on the grounds that it lacks information or knowledge to
admit or deny unless the party also states: (1) it has made a reasonable inquiry; and (2) the
information is not known or easily obtained by the party and is insufficient to enable the party to
admit or deny the request. Further, once a party has information that would allow it to admit or
deny the request, the party should supplement or amend the answer.
Requests may relate to statements or opinions of facts, or to the application oflaw to fact, or to
mixed questions of law and fact. Further, a request may relate to documents, although such
documents may not be admissible at trial, ifthe information appears reasonably calculated to lead
to discovery of admissible evidence, that information is discoverable. Finally, a request may
present a genuine issue for the trial, and a party may not object solely on that basis.
DEFINITIONS

The following definitions above shall have their same meanings and apply to the Requests for
Admissions below.
ADMISSIONS
Request for Admission No.1:
Admit on January 1, 2015 you were an architect licensed by the State of Texas.

Admitted
Request for Admission No. 2:
Admit on January 1, 2015 you were a resident of Guadalupe County, Texas.

Admitted
Request for Admission No. 3:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 consists of 3.74 acres in the Moses Baker
Survey, Abstract #4, in Guadalupe County, Texas.
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I admit that my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50610," contains 3.704 acres is within the "the Moses Baker Survey, Abstract 4."

Request for Admission No. 4:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 consisted of land and improvements on
January 1, 2015.
I admit that my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50610," has a building on it.

Request for Admission No. 5:
Admit the improvement located on Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 is known as
the Silver Eagle Taphouse.
I admit that I named my building "The Silver Eagle Taphouse" when I built it on my
land, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610."

Request for Admission No. 6:
Admit you owned 3.74 acres in the Moses Baker Survey, Abstract #4, in Guadalupe County,
Texas on January 1, 2015.
I admit that I owned my land, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50610," having 3.704 acres on January 1, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 7:
Admit you were the owner of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 on January 1,
2015.
I admit that I owned my land, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50610," having 3.704 acres on January l, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 8:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 is located at 9301 FM 725, McQueeney,
Guadalupe County, Texas, 78123.
I admit my land, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610," has
an address of9301 FM 725, McQueeney, Texas 78123 in Guadalupe County, Texas.

Request for Admission No. 9:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 consists of 1.6 acres in the Moses Baker
Survey, Abstract #4, in Guadalupe County, Texas.
I admit that my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612," consists of 1.512 acres in the Moses Baker Survey Abstract 4, in Guadalupe
County, Texas.
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Request for Admission No. 10:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 consisted only of land on January l,
2015.
I admit my land, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612" does
not have a building built on it.

Request for Admission No. 11:
Admit no improvements existed on Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 as of
January 1, 2015.
I admit that my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612" did not have a building built upon it as of January l, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 12:
Admit you owned 1.6 acres in the Moses Baker Survey, Abstract #4, in Guadalupe County, Texas
on January 1, 2015.
I admit I owned my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612" consisting of 1.512 acres in the Moses Baker Survey, Abstract 4, in
Guadalupe County, Texas on January l, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 13:
Admit you were the owner of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 on January l,
2015.
admit that I was the owner of my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50612" on January l, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 14:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576 consists of2.6580 acres in the John
Sowell Survey, Abstract #35, in Guadalupe County, Texas.
I admit that the property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
59576," consists of 2.658 acres.

Request for Admission No. 15:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576 consisted only of land on January l,
2015.
admit that the property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
59576," had no inhabitable buildings built upon it on January l, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 16:
Admit no improvements existed on Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576 as of
January I, 2015.
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I admit that the property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
59576" had no inhabitable buildings built upon it on January 1, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 17:
Admit the Ronald F. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust was the owner of
Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576 on January I, 2015.
I admit that the Ronald F. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust was
the owner the property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
59576," on January I, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 18:
Admit you were a trustee of the Ronald F. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust
on January I, 2015.
Admitted.

Request for Admission No. 19:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576 is located at 2315 Tiemann Rd., Seguin,
Guadalupe County, Texas, 78155.
I admit that the property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
59576," is located at 2681 Tiemann Road, Seguin, Texas.

Request for Admission No. 20:
Admit the Ronald F. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust owned 2.6580 acres in
the John Sowell Survey, Abstract #35, in Guadalupe County, Texas on January I, 2015.
I admit the Ronald F. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust owned
2.658 acres of land in the John Sowell Survey in Guadalupe County, Texas on
January 1, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 21:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested the value is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 50610 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning the properties
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1)
Value is over market value; 2) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 3)
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 22:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested the value is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax year.
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I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning the properties
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1)
Value is over market value; 2) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 3)
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 23:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested the value is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 59565 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning the properties
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1)
Value is over market value; 2) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 3)
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 24:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest that the value
is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 5061 0 for the 2015 tax year.
I did not make a presentation concerning the "market value" of my property,
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610," on July 21, 2015,
therefore, the GCAD could not have hear it.

Request for Admission No. 25:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest that the value
is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax year.
I did not make a presentation concerning the "market value" of my property,
misnamed the "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612," on July 21, 2015,
therefore, the GCAD could not have hear it.

Request for Admission No. 26:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest that the value
is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59565 for the 2015 tax year.
I did not make any presentation regarding property referred to as GCAD "Property
ID 59565."
I did not make a presentation concerning the "market value" of my property,
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576," on July 21, 2015,
therefore, the GCAD could not have hear it.

Request for Admission No. 27:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested the value is unequally appraised for Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50610 for the 2015 tax year.
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I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning my properties
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576" by
the Guadalupe County Appraisal District: 1) Value is over market value; 2) Value is
unequal compared with other properties; 3) Property should not be taxed in the
taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in
one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 28:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested the value is unequally appraised for Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 50612 forthe 2015 tax year.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning my properties
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576" by
the Guadalupe County Appraisal District: 1) Value is over market value; 2) Value is
unequal compared with other properties; 3) Property should not be taxed in the
taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in
one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 29:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested the value is unequally appraised for Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 59565 for the 2015 tax year.
I did not protest anything regarding property referred to as "Property ID 59565" by
theGCAD.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning my properties
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576" by
the Guadalupe County Appraisal District: 1) Value is over market value; 2) Value is
unequal compared with other properties; 3) Property should not be taxed in the
taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in
one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 30:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest that
the value is unequally appraised for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 for
the 2015 tax year.
I admit the GCAD heard my protest concerning the unequal appraisal among other
things regarding my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50610," on July 21, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 31:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest that
the value is unequally appraised for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 for
the 2015 tax year.
I admit the GCAD heard my protest concerning the unequal appraisal among other
things regarding my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612," on July 21, 2015.
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Request for Admission No. 32:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest that
the value is unequally appraised for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59565 for
the 2015 tax year.
The GCAD did not hear anything from me regarding property misnamed above.
I admit the GCAD heard my protest concerning the unequal appraisal among other
things regarding my property, misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612," on July 21, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 33:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. l(a) Taxation
Shall Be Equal and Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1-eNo State ad
valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State for Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50610 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning the properties,
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1)
Value is over market value; 2) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 3)
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 34:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. l(a)
Taxation Shall Be Equal and Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1-e No
State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State for Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 50612 forthe 2015 tax year.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning the properties,
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1)
Value is over market value; 2) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 3)
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 35:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect 1 (a)
Taxation Shall Be Equal and Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1-e No
State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State for Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 59565 forthe 2015 tax year.
I did not protest anything regarding property misnamed above.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning the properties,
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1)
Value is over market value; 2) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 3)
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Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article 1(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 36:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest
regarding Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. l(a) Taxation Shall Be Equal and
Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1-e No State ad valorem taxes shall
be levied upon any property within this State for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property
ID 50610 forthe 2015 tax year.
I admit that on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe County Appraisal Review Board heard
my protest of the following concerning the properties, misnamed "Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1) Value is unequal
compared with other properties; 2) Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of
Texas; 3) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more
taxing units; 4) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws and
principles the state and nation were built upon to secure the allodial titles of the
people against the feudal tenures.

Request for Admission No. 37:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest
regarding Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1(a) Taxation Shall Be Equal and
Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1-eNo State as valorem taxes shall be
levied upon any property within this State for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe County Appraisal Review Board heard
my protest of the following concerning my properties referred to as "Property ID
50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 2)
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 3) Property should not be
taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 4) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws and principles the state and nation were built
upon to secure the allodial titles of the people against feudal tenures.
Request for Admission No. 38:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest
regarding Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. l(a) Taxation Shall Be Equal and
Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1-e No State as valorem taxes shall be
levied upon any property within this State for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
59565 for the 2015 tax year.

I admit that on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe County Appraisal Review Board heard
my protest of the following concerning the properties, misnamed "Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1) Value is unequal
compared with other properties; 2) Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of
Texas; 3) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more
taxing units; 4) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws and
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principles the state and nation were built upon to secure the allodial titles of the
people against feudal tenures.

Request for Admission No. 39:
Admit on July 24, 2015 you received the Orders Determining Protests on the issues that were
heard by the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board on July 21, 2015.
I admit that on July 24, 2015 I received the "Orders Determining Protests" on the
issues of 1) Value is over "market value;" 2) Value is unequal compared with other
properties; 3) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article 8 Section l(a) of the Texas
Constitution.
I further admit that I did not receive "Orders Determining Protests" of the other three
grounds I protested namely, 4) Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of
Texas; 5) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more
taxing units; 6) The lawfulness of the ad valorem property tax in the United States
according to the founders, part of the 9 statements of fact I provided in the May 22,
2015 Notice of Protest.
I further admit I was given a new hearing before the GCAD ARB on those last three
grounds.

Request for Admission No. 40:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 506 I 0 was within Guadalupe
County's area as of January 1, 2015.
I admit that my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50610," is within Guadalupe County, Texas as ofJanuary 1, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 41:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 was within Seguin IS D's area
as of January 1, 2015.
I admit that the Seguin ISO (State of Texas) erroneously claims to have a right to
levy an ad valorem property tax upon my land, misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 5061 O" secured by a lien which they cannot lawfully obtain.
I further admit the Seguin ISO (State of Texas) erroneously presumes that a lien can
be obtained upon the property of individuals by a majority vote of their neighbors
who do not have an authority to lien the property of any neighbor. The power to lien
a particular property can only be given by the particular individual that owns it and
not by those who do not own it. And no one can delegate to another an authority
they do not possess.

Request for Admission No. 42:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 was within Lateral Road's
area as ofJanuary 1, 2015.
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I admit that Guadalupe County Lateral Roads (State of Texas) erroneously claims to
have a right to impose an ad valorem property tax upon my land, misnamed
"Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610," secured by a lien which they
cannot lawfully obtain.

Request for Admission No. 43:
Admit that Guadalupe County levied a tax in the amount of $993 .15 on Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50610 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that Guadalupe County (The State of Texas) levied a feudal tenure, or an
unconstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem property tax, of $993 .15 in defiance of the
purpose of the creation of the United States of America on my property, misnamed
"Guadalupe Appraisal District Property 50610," for the so-called "tax year of2015."

Request for Admission No. 44:
Admit that Lateral Roads levied a tax in the amount of$161.98 on Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 50610 forthe 2015 tax year.
I admit that Lateral Roads, Guadalupe County (The State of Texas) levied a feudal
tenure, or an unconstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem property tax in defiance of the
main purpose of the creation of the United States of America, on my property,
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property 50610," of $161.98 for the socalled "tax year of 2015."

Request for Admission No. 45:
Admit that Seguin Independent School District levied a tax in the amount of$4,229.38 on
Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that Seguin ISO (The State of Texas) levied a feudal tenure, or an
unconstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem property tax in defiance of the main purpose
of the creation of the United States of America, on my property, misnamed
"Guadalupe Appraisal District Property 50610," of $4,229.38 for the so-called "tax
year of2015."

Request for Admission No. 46:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 was within Guadalupe
County's area as of January 1, 2015.
I admit that the Guadalupe County (State of Texas) erroneously claims to have a
right to levy an ad valorem property tax upon my land, misnamed Guadalupe
Appraisal District ID 50612," secured by a lien which they cannot lawfully obtain.

Request for Admission No. 47:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 was within Seguin ISD's area
as of January 1, 2015.
I admit that the Seguin ISO (State of Texas) erroneously claims to have a right to
levy an ad valorem property tax upon my land, misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50612" secured by a lien which they cannot lawfully obtain.
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I further admit the Seguin ISO (State of Texas) erroneously presumes that a lien can
be obtained upon the property of individuals by a majority vote of their neighbors
who do not have an authority to lien the property of any neighbor. The power to lien
a particular property can only be given by the particular individual that owns it and
not by those who do not own it. And no one can delegate to another an authority
they do not possess.

Request for Admission No. 48:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 was within Lateral Road's
area as ofJanuary 1, 2015.
I admit that Guadalupe County Lateral Roads (State of Texas) erroneously claims to
have a right to impose an ad valorem property tax upon my land, misnamed
"Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612," secured by a lien which they
cannot lawfully obtain.

Request for Admission No. 49:
Admit that Guadalupe County levied a tax in the amount of $206.32 on Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that Guadalupe County (The State of Texas) levied a feudal tenure, or an
unconstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem tax in defiance of the main purpose of the
creation of the United States of America on my property, misnamed "Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property 50612," of $206.32 for the so-called "tax year of2015."

Request for Admission No. 50:
Admit that Lateral Roads levied a tax in the amount of $33.65 on Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that Guadalupe County Lateral Roads (The State of Texas) levied a feudal
tenure, or an unconstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem tax in defiance of the main
purpose of the creation of the United States of America, on my property misnamed
"Guadalupe Appraisal District Property 50612," of $33.65 for the so-called "tax year
of2015."

Request for Admission No. 51:
Admit that Seguin Independent School District levied a tax in the amount of $878.65 on
Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that Seguin ISO (The State of Texas) levied a feudal tenure, or an
unconstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem tax in defiance of the main purpose of the
creation of the United States of America, on my property misnamed "Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property 50612," of $878.65 for the so-called "tax year of 2015."

Request for Admission No. 52:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59565 was within Guadalupe
County's area as of January 1, 2015.
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I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Request for Admission No. 53:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59565 was within Seguin ISD's area
as of January 1, 2015.
I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Request for Admission No. 54:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59565 was within Lateral Road's
area as ofJanuary 1, 2015.
I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Request for Admission No. 55:
Admit that Guadalupe County levied a tax in the amount of $1.32 on Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 59565 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Request for Admission No. 56:
Admit that Lateral Roads levied a tax in the amount of $0.21 on Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 59565 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Request for Admission No. 57:
Admit that Seguin Independent School District levied a tax in the amount of$5.61 on Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 59565 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Request for Admission No. 58:
Admit that you filed your lawsuit appealing the Orders issued by the Guadalupe Appraisal
Review Board regarding the Subject Property for the 2015 tax year on December 14, 2015.
I filed this appeal contesting the findings and orders signed on October 16, 2015
resulting from the second hearing held on October 14, 2015 related to the
constitutionality and lawfulness of imposing feudal tenures upon the owners of the
land in the State of Texas which defy the very purpose of the creation of the State of
Texas and the United States of America.
I further admit that I am not appealing the arbitrary determinations of the "value" of
my property to the State and its subdivisions which cannot own my land and
buildings and equipment and property of any kind to determine its value and charge
me a rent to occupy and use.
I further admit that I am not appealing the equality of the arbitrary determinations of
the "value" of my property to the State and its subdivisions which cannot own my
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land and buildings and equipment and property of any kind to determine its value
and charge me a rent to occupy and use.

PETITIONER'S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S REQUEST FOR
INSPECTION

I.
Defendant says: "Pursuant to Rule 196.7, Texas Rules of Civil Procedure, Defendant requests
an opportunity to inspect the subject property for the purposes of inspecting, measuring,
photographing, and/or videotaping the subject property. Persons attending the inspection may
include representatives from the Guadalupe Appraisal District, independent appraisers, and
Defendant's counsel. The Defendant will require access to and will inspect all interior and
exterior areas if the property has improvements."

II.
Defendant requests the inspection at a time mutually agreeable to the parties.
Petitioner objects to the erroneously presumed right of the Defendants to enter the
OWNER'S property to inspect it for the purposes of appraising the value of it related
to other properties the Defendants erroneously claim to own. It is this kind of
groundless presumption that shows to all that the State of Texas claims to own the
property of every person and has a right to inspect it and appraise it and charge the
real owners a rent or feudal tenure to possess and occupy and use. Such rights to
inspect the property of the people and place a value on it compared to others and
impose an annual rent based on that come from the false doctrine of feudal tenures
which the State of Texas in the new world of the United States of America do not
have as shown clearly by the founders who have testified in this protest and appeal.
I know that I have a property right to inspect my property that I have rented to a
tenant and I have enforced them. But I don't have a right to inspect property I don't
own and never have I requested such a thing. This request by the State of Texas to
determine the value of property is an admission that the State of Texas has
confiscated all the lands of the people and all their property for the purpose of
raising money to pay bankers for endless and unlimited borrowing. Ten banks hold
the lien on all our property and use the arm of the state to force the payment of the
principle and interest on eternal debt which is not an exercise of the free market in
America.
But, as I know the Defendants will not accept the truth regarding the feudal property
system in Texas, you will simply get a court order to inspect my property against my
will. Therefore, under duress, I will allow the GCAD (State of Texas), their
employees, contractors, and lawyers, etc., to enter my property only for the limited
purpose of inspecting, measuring, photographing, and/or videotaping my property
upon the condition that any damage to the property will be assessed by the owner
and its value set by the owner and payment shall be made to the owner by the
GCAD (State of Texas).
This limited approval to enter is further conditioned upon the owner be indemnified
and held harmless against all liability defended by The Guadalupe Appraisal District
for any injuries during inspection resulting from premise defects, actions of those
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entering, or damage to owner's property other properties or other people as a result
of the actions of those entering.
This limited permission to enter my property for limited purposes does not waive my
(real owner) objections and protests that only the owner can determine the value of
their own property and that the State cannot impose a feudal tenure or ad valorem
property tax on owner's property.

1933 Montclair Dr.
Seguin, Texas 78155
830/372-5534
Taphouse@SBCglobal.net

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that on the 5th day of May, 2016 a true and correct copy of the foregoing was
served on Attorneys for the the Defendants listed below by Certified Mail Return Receipt
Requested 7014 2120 0003 2600 7171
Christopher Jackson
Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins & Mott, L.L.P.
3301 Northland Dr., Ste. 505
Austin, Texas 78731
512/302-0190 phone
512/323-6963 fax
Attorneys for Defendant

~· UrAu>---'J

~o~~ld F. Avery
Pet1t10ner pro se
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Electronically Filed
6/9/2016 12:19:29 PM
Debra Crow
Guadalupe County District Clerk
Kaley Younger, Deputy
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The Plaintiff, Ronald F. Avery, for himself and as trustee on one property, filed protests on
Account Numbers 59576, 50612 and 50610 for the 2015 tax year on May 22, 2015. The Plaintiff's
protests had six grounds: 1) his property was over market value (excessively appraised); 2) his
property was unequal compared to other properties (unequal appraisal); 3) his property should not
be taxed in the jurisdiction of Texas; 4) his property should not be taxed in the Guadalupe
Appraisal District or in one or more taxing units; 5) the property should not be taxed based on the
Texas Constitution, including Article VIII,§§ l(a), 1-e and other provisions of it and other laws;
6) principles of unlawfulness of ad valorem property taxes (the feudal system in America).
On June 16, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board sent the Plaintiff notices of
hearing on his protests. The hearings were set for July 21, 2015 at 9:20 a.m. at the Guadalupe
Appraisal District's building in Seguin.
On July 21, 2015, the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard the Plaintiffs
administrative protest on three of the six grounds at issue. Those three grounds were excessive
appraisal, unequal appraisal, and the property should not be taxed based on the Texas Constitution.
On July 22, 2015, the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board issued Orders on those three grounds.
On July 24, 2015, the Plaintiff received the Board's Orders on those three grounds.
On August 13, 2015 the Plaintiff wrote to the District and asserted that the Appraisal
Review Board's Orders did not address his other three claims: 1) the property should not be taxed
in Texas; 2) the Property should not be taxed in the Guadalupe Appraisal District or taxing units;
3) the unlawfulness of the ad valorem property tax in America.
On August 26, 2015, the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board sent the Plaintiff a notice of
hearing for October 14, 2015 at 3:00 p.m. on his remaining three issues. A second hearing was
2
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held on October 14, 2015, by the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board on the remaining three
grounds. On October 16, 2015, the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board issued Orders on those
three grounds. The Plaintiff received the Board's Orders on the three grounds in the second hearing
on October 22, 2015.
Sixty days after July 24, 2015 is September 22, 2015. Sixty days after October 22, 2015 is
December 21, 2015. On December 14, 2015 the Plaintiff filed suit appealing the decisions of the
Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board on the six grounds.
It is settled that the failure to file a petition for review timely deprives the trial court of
jurisdiction over the claim. Tex. Tax Code Ann. § 42.2l(a) (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg.
Sess.); Appraisal Rev. Bd. v. Int'[ Church of Foursquare Gospel, 719 S.W.2d 160, 160 (Tex. 1986)
(per curiam); Hurst v. Guadalupe Cty. Appraisal Dist., 752 S.W.2d 231, 233 (Tex. App.-San
Antonio 1988, no writ); Gregg Cnty. Appraisal Dist. v. Laidlaw Waste Sys., Inc., 907 S.W.2d 12,
16 (Tex. App.-Tyler 1995, writ denied).
The Defendant specifically denies that the Plaintiff met all conditions precedent on the
three claims referenced above because the Plaintiff did not file this suit within the statutory
deadline.

III.

ATTORNEY'S FEES

The Defendant specifically pleads limitations on attorney's fees in accordance with Texas
Tax Code§ 42.29.

IV.

CONCLUSION & PRAYER

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, the Defendant requests that the Plaintiff
takes nothing by his suit and that the Defendant be discharged from all liability and costs.
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Respectfully submitted,

Christophe . ackson
Texas Bar No. 00796816
cjackson@pbfcm.com
Sandra Griffin
Texas Bar No. 00791280
Carol Barton
Texas Bar No. 00783610
A. Dylan Wood
Texas Bar No. 00797689

Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins
& Mott, L.L.P.
3301 Northland Dr., Ste. 505
Austin, Texas 78731
Telephone: (512) 302-0190
Facsimile: (512) 323-6963

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
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VERIFICATION
§
§
§
§

STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF TRAVIS

BEFORE ME, the undersigned Notary Public, on this day personally appeared Christopher S.
Jackson, a person whose identity is known to me. After I administered an oath to him and upon being by
me duly sworn on his oath said he is counsel for the Defendant, and duly qualified and authorized in all
respects to make this affidavit; that he has read the above and foregoing Defendant's First Amended
Original Answer, Plea to the Jurisdiction and the Specific Denial of Condition Precedent contained
therein; and that every statement contained therein is within his personal knowledge, and is true and
correct.

qlA

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO ME, on the
witness my hand and official seal.

/-i, 'M.A

Q,,_J.,"
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~
Y PUBLIC, in and for the
JState of Texas
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LAURIE J. ARCHER

n..,..,.mber 9, 2016

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES
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.

day of June 2016, to certify which,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1-fL.

I hereby certify pursuant to Tex. R. Civ. P. 2la, that on the
day of June, 2016 a true
and correct copy of the foregoing was served via email, electronic service and/or First Class United States
certified mail, return receipt requested, on Plaintiff at the address below:

Mr. Ronald F. Avery
1933 Montclair Drive
Seguin, Texas 78155
Email: taphouse@sbcglobal.net
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Electronically Filed
6/9/2016 12:11:56 PM
Debra Crow
Guadalupe County District Clerk
Kaley Younger, Deputy
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his real property, and therefore his property should essentially be removed from the
appraisal and tax rolls.
In its traditional motion for summary judgment, the Defendant will show that the

subject property is located in Guadalupe County, Texas and within the boundaries of the
relevant taxing units consisting of Guadalupe County, Seguin ISD, and Lateral Roads. The
Defendant will also show that the Plaintiff's arguments are contrary to the Texas
Constitution and Tax Code. Further, the Defendant will show that the Plaintiff's property
is not totally exempt and should therefore be taxed in the relevant taxing units.
Alternatively, and additionally, the Plaintiff has not offered evidence that his
property is totally exempt on the claims, which he would have the burden of proof at trial.
In order to prove his claims, the Plaintiff must present evidence that the real property

involved in this matter is either exempt from taxation, not located within the boundaries of
the District (Guadalupe County), or otherwise not subject to appraisal by the Defendant
and assessment by any relevant taxing unit. The Plaintiff cannot provide such evidence and
meet this burden. Therefore, the Defendant also moves for a "no evidence" summary
judgment.
II.

THE PLAINTIFF'S SPECIFIC CLAIMS

The Plaintiff, Ronald F. Avery, for himself, and as trustee on one property, filed
protests on Account Numbers 59576, 50612, and 50610 for the 2015 tax year on May 22,
2015. The Plaintiff's protests had six grounds: 1) his property was over market value
(excessively appraised); 2) his property was unequal compared to other properties (unequal

2
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appraisal); 3) his property should not be taxed in the jurisdiction of Texas; 4) his property
should not be taxed in the Guadalupe Appraisal District or in one or more taxing units; 5)
the property should not be taxed based on the Texas Constitution, including Article VIII,
§§ l(a), 1-e and other provisions of it and other laws; 6) principles of unlawfulness of ad

valorem property taxes (the feudal system in America).
On July 21, 2015, the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard the Plaintiff's
administrative protest on three of the six grounds at issue in this case and issued Orders on
those three grounds. On July 24, 2015, the Plaintiff received the Board's Orders on those
three grounds. A second hearing was held on October 14, 2015, by the Guadalupe
Appraisal Review Board on the remaining three grounds. The Plaintiff received the Board's
Orders on the three remaining grounds in the second hearing on October 22, 2015. On
December 14, 2015 the Plaintiff filed his Original Petition in the Guadalupe County
District Court on the six grounds.
The District has filed a Motion to Partially Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction the
Plaintiff's following claims on the grounds he did not timely file suit within 60-days on
them: 1) his property was over market value (excessively appraised); 2) his property was
unequal compared to other properties (unequal appraisal); 3) the property should not be
taxed based on the Texas Constitution, including Article VIII, §§ l(a), 1-e and other
provisions of it and other laws.
If the Defendant's Motion to Partially Dismiss is granted, the Plaintiff's following

three claims remain: 1) the property should not be taxed in Texas; 2) the property should
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not be taxed in the Guadalupe Appraisal District or taxing units; and 3) the unlawfulness
of the ad valorem property tax in America. It is these three claims that the District moves
for summary judgment on.
III.

SUMMARY JUDGMENT PROOF

The Defendant relies on the following as its summary judgment proof and
incorporates it by reference as follows:

A.

Affidavit and documentary evidence.
Ex. A. The affidavit of Merrie Jamie Reynolds-Osborne, the Guadalupe Appraisal
District's Chief Appraiser and the certified public documents attached to her
affidavit, to wit:
Exhibit 1: Guadalupe AD - Map of Property 50610 for Year 2015;
Exhibit 2: Guadalupe AD - Map of Property 50612 for Year 2015;
Exhibit 3: Guadalupe AD - Map of Property 59576 for Year 2015;
Exhibit 4: Property Search Results 50610 Avery Ronald for Year 2015;
Exhibit 5: Property Search Results 50612 Avery Ronald for Year 2015;
Exhibit 6: Property Search Results 59576 Avery Ronald F. & Cynthia G.
Revocable Living Trust for Year 2015;
Exhibit 7: Property Field Review Cards from 2013, 2014 and 2015 for
Guadalupe AD account number 50610;
Exhibit 8: Property Field Review Cards from 2013, 2014 and 2015 for
Guadalupe AD account number 50612;
Exhibit 9: Property Field Review Cards from 2013, 2014 and 2015 for
Guadalupe AD account number 59576;
Exhibit 10: 2015 tax year aerial and boundaries map for Guadalupe AD
account number 5061 O;
4
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Exhibit 11: 2015 tax year aerial and boundaries map for Guadalupe AD
account number 50612;

Exhibit 12: 2015 tax year aerial and boundaries map for Guadalupe AD
account number 59576;

Exhibit 13: Photographs of Guadalupe AD account number 50610,
including "The Silver Eagle Taphouse";

Ex. B. Certified with seal, government record from Guadalupe County Clerk's
Office: Trustee's Deed, for Guadalupe AD account numbers 50610 and 50612;

Ex. C.Certified with seal, government record from Guadalupe County Clerk's
Office: Special Warranty Deed, for Guadalupe AD account number 59576;

Ex. D.Certified with seal, government records entitled "Account Summary" for
Guadalupe AD account number 50610 for the 2015 tax year from the Guadalupe
County Tax Assessor-Collector's Office;

Ex. E. Certified with seal, government records entitled "Account Summary" for
Guadalupe AD account number 50612 for the 2015 tax year from the Guadalupe
County Tax Assessor-Collector's Office;

Ex. F. Certified with seal, government records entitled "Account Summary" for
Guadalupe AD account number 59576 for the 2015 tax year from the Guadalupe
County Tax Assessor-Collector's Office;
Ex. G.Plaintiff's Responses of May 5, 2016, to Defendant's Requests for
Disclosure and First Set of Requests for Production of Documents (Pages 1-4) and
production attached (deeds);

Ex. H. Plaintiff's Responses of May 5, 2016, to Defendant's Requests for
Admissions (Pages 5-18, with Page 17 missing I not sent).

5

Page 142

B.

Notice of intent to use documents provided by Plaintiff in response to
Defendant's written discovery requests.
Pursuant to Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 193.7, the Defendant hereby gives notice

that it intends to use Plaintiff's production of documents and responses to Defendant's
written discovery that are attached as exhibits to this motion.

C.

Judicial Notice.
The District respectfully requests that the Court take judicial notice of the contents

of its file and the pleadings contained therein.

IV.
A.

TRADITIONAL MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Standards and burden of proof for a traditional motion for summary
judgment.
Rule 166a of the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure governs summary judgments. See

Tex. R. Civ. P. 166a. The party moving for traditional summary judgment has the burden
of submitting sufficient evidence that establishes on its face that there are "no genuine
issues as to any material fact" and that it "is entitled to judgment as a matter of law." See
TEX. R. CIV. P. 166a(c); Amedisys Inc. v. Kingwood Home Health Care, LLC, 437 S.W.3d
507, 511 (Tex. 2014); Nixon v. Mr. Property Management Co., 690 S.W.2d 546, 548---49
(Tex. 1985).
In deciding whether a disputed issue of material fact exists that would preclude

summary judgment, the Court must accept all evidence in favor of the non-movant as true;
and the Court must indulge every reasonable inference in favor of the non-movant and
resolve any doubts in the non-movant' s favor. Id.

6
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When a movant meets its burden of establishing a claim or negating an element of
a claim as a defense, the burden shifts to the non-movant to disprove or raise and issue of
fact. Amedisys Inc., 437 S.W.3d at 511. A defendant who conclusively negates at least one
of the essential elements of a cause of action or conclusively establishes an affirmative
defense is entitled to summary judgment. Boerjan v. Rodriguez, 436 S.W.3d 307, 310 (Tex.
2014).
In this case, the District bears the burden of proof to show that the real property at

issue in this case is situated within the geographical boundaries of Guadalupe County and
the relevant taxing units. See Oake v. Collin Cty., 692 S.W.2d 454, 455 (Tex.
1985)(explaining that a county's taxing entities must prove that the real property it seeks
to tax is situated within its geographical boundaries).

B.

The subject property in this case, is located in Guadalupe County, Texas and
is taxable in the taxing units it has situs in pursuant to the Texas Constitution
and Tax Code.
The Texas Constitution contains the bedrock principles for ad valorem taxation. It

states:
All real and tangible personal property in this State, unless exempt as
required or permitted by this Constitution, whether owned by natural persons
or corporations, other than municipal, shall be taxed in proportion to its
value, which shall be ascertained as may be provided by law.
Tex. Const. art. VIII§ l(b).
The Texas Constitution also states:
All property, whether owned by persons or corporations shall be assessed for
taxation, and the taxes paid in the county where situated .... And all lands and
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other property not rendered for taxation b the owner thereof shall be assessed
at its fair value by the proper officer.
Tex. Const. art. VIII § 11.
The Tax Code defines real property as, among other things, "land and
improvements." Tex. Tax Code Ann. §§ l.04(2)(A), (B) (West, Westlaw through 2015
Reg. Sess.). The Tax Code also defines an "improvement" as a "building, structure, fixture
or fence erected on or affixed to land." Tex. Tax Code Ann. § l.04(3)(A)(West, Westlaw
through 2015 Reg. Sess.).
The Tax Code specifically addresses the taxable status of real and tangible personal
property in section 11.01, which states in its entirety:
§ 11.01. Real and Tangible Personal Property
(a)

All real and tangible personal property that this state has jurisdiction to tax
is taxable unless exempt by law.

(b)

This state has jurisdiction to tax real property if located in this state.

(c)

This state has jurisdiction to tax tangible personal property if the property is:

(d)

(1)

located in this state for longer than a temporary period;

(2)

temporarily located outside this state and the owner resides in this
state; or

(3)

used continually, whether regularly or irregularly, in this state.

Tangible personal property that is operated or located exclusively outside this
state during the year preceding the tax year and on January 1 of the tax year
is not taxable in this state.

Tex. Tax Code Ann. § 11.01 (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg. Sess.).
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The Tax Code also states that real property is taxable by a taxing unit if the real
property is located within the boundaries of the taxing unit on the first day of January of
the tax year. Tex. Tax Code Ann. § 21.01 (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg. Sess.). A
"taxing unit" is defined as a county, city, town, school district, a special district or authority
(including a junior college district, hospital district, district created pursuant to the Water
Code, a mosquito control district, fire prevention district, noxious weed control district), or
any other political unit of this sate) that is authorized to impose and is imposing ad valorem
taxes on property. Tex. Tax Code Ann. § l.04(12) (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg.
Sess.).
Guadalupe County, Seguin ISD, and Lateral Roads have jurisdiction to levy and
collect ad valorem taxes on the real property owned by Plaintiff. The Texas Constitution
allows counties to levy property taxes and empowers the Legislature to enact laws for the
assessment and collection of property taxes by school districts. Tex. Const. art. VII,§ 3(e).
The Texas Education Code allows a school district to levy and collect property taxes. Tex.
Educ. Code Ann. § 11.152 (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg. Sess.). The Texas
Constitution also allows the Legislature to authorize ad valorem taxes for the maintenance
of public roads. Tex. Const. art. VIII,§ 9(c), (e).
Ad valorem taxes are a levy against property, not persons. The Tax Code provides
that a tax bill should identify the property subject to the tax and state the taxable value of
the property. Tex. Tax Code Ann.§ 31.0l(c) (West). The tax bill is mailed to the person in
whose name the property is listed on the tax roll. Tex. Tax Code Ann. § 31.0l(a) (West,
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Westlaw through 2015 Reg. Sess.). On January 1 of each year a tax lien attaches to property
to secure payment of all ad valorem taxes, penalties, and interest ultimately imposed for
the year on the property. Tex. Tax Code Ann. § 32.0l(a) (West, Westlaw through 2015
Reg. Sess.). A person is obligated to pay ad valorem taxes levied on property only if the
person is the owner of the property on the first day of January of the tax year for which the
tax is imposed. Tex. Tax Code Ann. § 32.07(a) (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg. Sess.).
The affidavit of Ms. Jamie Osborne, the District's chief appraiser, establishes that
the subject property consists of real property that is physically located at: 9301 FM 725,
McQueeney, Guadalupe County, Texas, 78123 and at 2681 Tiemann Rd., Seguin,
Guadalupe County, Texas, 78155. See Ex. A,'][ 28-31.
Her affidavit also contains certified District records and photographs of the subject
property establishing that it is real property located in Guadalupe County, Texas. See Ex.
A, 1-13. Her affidavit and the attached exhibits also establishes that the property is not
exempt from taxation and within the boundaries and taxing jurisdiction of Guadalupe
County, Seguin ISD, and Lateral Roads. See Ex. A,'][ 32-36, Ex. A, 4-6.
The Defendant has also attached as evidence, certified copies from the Guadalupe
County Clerk of deeds for the Plaintiff's three properties at issue in this case. The first deed
shows that Mr. Ronald F. Avery is the owner of two tracts thatare "5.34 acres of land more
or less" in the "Moses Baker Survey, Abstract #4, Guadalupe County, Texas." See Ex. B.
These two tracts are 3.74 acres and 1.6 acres, known to the District as accounts 50610 and
50612. The second deed shows that the RonaldF. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery, as Trustees
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for the Ronald F. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust is the owner of a
tract that is "2.658 acres ofland out of the John Sowell Survey, Guadalupe County, Texas."
See Ex. C. This tract is known to the District as account 59576.
The District has also attached as evidence, certified copies of three account
summaries for Guadalupe Appraisal District account numbers 50610, 50612, and 59576,
from the Guadalupe Tax-Assessor-Collector for the 2015 tax year. See Ex. D-F. These
exhibits list the owner of the subject property as the Plaintiff, the location of the subject
property, the legal description of the property, the taxing units and their tax levy going back
several years. See Ex. D-F. They establish that the Plaintiff is the owner of the property,
that it is located in Guadalupe County, that it is not exempt from taxation, and is within the
boundaries and taxing jurisdiction of Guadalupe County, Seguin ISD, and Lateral Roads.
See Ex. D-F.
Furthermore, the Plaintiff provided copies of his deeds for the subject property in
response to the Defendant's Requests for Production. See Ex G. These also establish that
the subject property is located in the Moses Baker Survey, Abstract #4, Guadalupe County,
Texas and in the John Sowell Survey, Guadalupe County, Texas. See Ex G.
Finally, in Responses to Defendant's Requests for Admissions, the Plaintiff also
admitted that:
•

He was a resident of Guadalupe County on January 1, 2015 See Ex. H, RFAR
#1;

•

On January 1, 2015 he was the owner of the land in the Moses Baker Survey,
Abstract #4, Guadalupe County, Texas and in the John Sowell Survey,
Guadalupe County, Texas. See Ex. H, RFAR # 6-7, 12-13, 17-18, 20;
11
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•

He admitted the subject property was located at: 9301 FM 725, McQueeney,
Guadalupe County, Texas, 78123 and at 2681 Tiemann Rd., Seguin, Texas,
78155. See Ex. H, RFAR # 8, 19;

•

He admitted the situs of his property, "misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50610, is within Guadalupe County, Texas as of January
1, 2015." See Ex. H, RFAR # 40.
Admissions of fact on file at the time of a summary judgment hearing are proper

summary judgment proof and will, therefore, support a motion for summary judgment.
Tex. R. Civ. P. 166a(c); see e.g., Acevedo v. Comm'nfor Lawyer Discipline, 131 S.W.3d
99, 105 (Tex. App.-San Antonio 2004, pet. denied).
Based on the Defendant's summary judgment evidence, it is clear that the subject
property meets the essential requirements of situs in Guadalupe County, Texas-more
specifically the taxing units of Guadalupe County, Seguin ISD, and Lateral Roads. Further,
because of its non-exempt status, the subject property is taxable as set forth in the Texas
Constitution and the Texas Tax Code. In light of the above, the Court should grant the
Defendant's traditional motion for summary judgment making the Plaintiff's property the
subject to ad valorem taxation in Guadalupe County by the relevant taxing units for the
2015 tax year as a matter of law.
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V.

A.

"NO EVIDENCE" MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Standards and burden of proof for a "no evidence" motion for summary
judgment.
Texas also has a "no-evidence summary judgment" rule Tex. R. Civ. P. 166a(i).

This "no evidence" motion requires that the moving party identify the grounds for the
motion:
After adequate time for discovery, a party without presenting summary
judgment evidence may move for summary judgment on the ground that there is no
evidence of one or more essential elements of a claim or defense on which an
adverse party would have the burden of proof at trial. The motion must state the
elements as to which there is no evidence. The court must grant the motion unless
the respondent produces summary judgment evidence raising a genuine issue of
material fact.
Tex. R. Civ. P. 166a(i).
The underlying purpose of the requirement for the movant to state the elements to
which there is no evidence, "is to provide the opposing party with adequate information
for opposing the motion, and to define the issues for the purpose of summary judgment."

Westchester Fire Ins. Co. v. Alvarez, 576 S.W.2d 771, 772 (Tex. 1978). Courts have
analogized this purpose to that of the "fair notice" pleading requirements of Texas Rules
of Civil Procedure 45(b) and 47(a). Id. at 772-73; see also Tex. R. Civ. P. 45(b) (requiring
a party's pleadings to give "fair notice" to the opponent); Tex. R. Civ. P. 47(a) (requiring a
plaintiffs pleadings to give "fair notice of the claim involved").
A no-evidence summary judgment motion under Texas Rule of Civil Procedure
166a(i) is essentially a motion for a pretrial directed verdict; it requires the respondent to
present evidence raising a genuine issue of material fact supporting each element contested
13
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in the motion brought by the movant. Tex. R. Civ. P. 166a(i); Mack Trucks, Inc. v. Tamez,
206 S.W.3d 572, 581-82 (Tex. 2006). The evidence must be sufficient to allow reasonable
and fair-minded people to differ in their conclusions on whether the challenged fact exists;
evidence that raises only a speculation or surmise is insufficient. Forbes, Inc. v. Granada
Biosciences, Inc., 124 S.W.3d 167, 172 (Tex. 2003).
A no-evidence summary judgment is properly granted if the respondent fails to
bring more than a scintilla of probative evidence to raise a genuine issue of material fact as
to an essential element of the respondent's case. Specialty Retailers, Inc. v. Fuqua, 29
S.W.3d 140, 146 (Tex. App.-Houston [14th Dist.] 2000, pet. denied).
In this case, the Plaintiff bears the burden of proof to show it is clearly entitled to
an exemption. See Seguin v. Bexar Appraisal Dist., 373 S.W.3d 699, 705 (Tex. App.-San
Antonio 2012, pet. denied) (citing N. Alamo Water Supply Corp. v. Willacy Cty. Appraisal
Dist., 804 S.W.2d 894, 899 (Tex.1991)).

B.

The Plaintiff cannot prove the subject property is not taxable under Texas Law
or totally exempt.
The District additionally seeks a "no evidence" summary judgment on the question

of whether the subject property is totally exempt from ad valorem taxation. As noted above,
this is an issue where the person claiming the exemption bears the burden of proof. It is
thus an appropriate question to resolve through a "no evidence" motion for summary
judgment.
This case has been on file since December 2015. Both sides have conducted some
initial discovery. An adequate time for discovery has occurred.
14

Page 151

The District requests a no evidence summary judgment on Plaintiff's allegation that
his property is not subject to ad valorem taxation. Real property is taxable in Texas, unless
it is exempt. Tex. Const. art VIII§ l(b); Tex. Tax Code Ann. § 11.0l(a) (West, Westlaw
through 2015 Reg. Sess.). Mr. Avery cannot prove that he was not the owner of his three
properties and that they were not located in Guadalupe County, Texas on January 1, 2015.
He cannot prove that the subject property was not within the boundaries of Guadalupe
County, Seguin ISD, or Lateral Roads on the date of assessment. But, what is key, he
cannot prove his property is totally exempt from ad valorem taxation for the 2015 tax year.
He also cannot prove it is not taxable under the Texas Constitution, the Tax Code, or case
law interpreting them. Therefore, the Court should grant a "no evidence" summary
judgment to the Defendant.

VI.

CONCLUSION AND PRAYER

The Plaintiffs claims that his property is not subject to ad valorem taxation.
Pursuant to the Texas Constitution and the Texas Tax Code, all real property located in the
state is subject to appraisal and ad valorem taxation, unless it is exempt by law. The
Defendant has presented ample proof and authority establishing that the subject property,
owned by the Plaintiff, is not exempt from taxation, is located in Guadalupe County, Texas,
and is taxable under Texas law by the relevant taxing units. Alternatively, and additionally,
the Plaintiff has not presented any evidence to support his claims that his property is totally
exempt and not subject to ad valorem taxation. Accordingly, the Court should grant both
of the Defendant's types of summary judgment motions.
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WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, the Defendant respectfully
requests that this Court grant final summary judgment (traditional, no evidence, or both) in
its favor, that Plaintiff take nothing by his suit, that costs of this suit be taxed against the
Plaintiff, and for all other relief to which Defendant may be entitled.

Respectfully submitted,

Christopher S. Jackson
Texas Bar No. 00796816
cjackson@pbfcm.com
Sandra Griffin
Texas Bar No. 00791280
Carol Barton
Texas Bar No. 00783610
A. Dylan Wood
Texas Bar No. 00797689
Kyle Dickson
Texas Bar No. 24078424

Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins
& Mott, L.L.P.
3301 Northland Dr., Ste. 505
Austin, Texas 78731
Telephone: (512) 302-0190
Facsimile: (512) 323-6963
ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
G-+l..
r
day of
I hereby certify that in accordance to Tex. R. Civ. P. 21a, on the
June, 2016 a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served via electronic service and/or
United States certified mail, return receipt requested, on Plaintiff Pro Se at the address
below:

Mr. Ronald F. Avery
1933 Montclair Drive
Seguin, Texas78155
Email: taphouse@sbcglobal.net

am~~t-,-Attomey for Defendant
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CAUSE NO. lS-2442-CV

In the District Court

*

Ronald F. Avery

vs.

*
*

Guadalupe County, Texas

Guadalupe County Appraisal District

*
*

25th District

*

Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's Request for
DISCLOSURE, FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, REQUESTS FOR
ADMISSIONS, AND REQUEST FOR INSPECTION
PLAINTIFF'S REPONSES TO DEFENDANT'S REQUEST FOR
DISCLOSURE
Pursuant Texas Rules of Civil Procedure 194, you are requested to disclose, within thirty (30)
days of service of this request, 1he information or material described in Rule 1942(a}-(f), and (i)
of 1he Texas Rules of Civil Procedure:
a) 1he COtTeCt names of1he parties to the lawsuit;
The correct name of Plaintiff is Ronald Fnmklin Avery.
b) the name, address, and telephooe number of any potential parties;
There are no potential parties.
c) 1he Iegal 1heories and, in general, the factual bases of your claims or defenses;
Facts:
1 The state and all lawful governments are created to protect the life, liberty and
possessions of the people who create it. This includes protection of the
ownership of the property. The government does not own property but
protects it from 1he owner's neighbors, foreigners, and the government itself.
2 In the United States the rights of the people are unalienable and their rights
consist of life, h'berty and possessions including land, homes tools etc. That
means the state and nation of states cannot lien property belonging to citizen
for security for 1he payment of any money or "tax" to the state or nation.
3 The State of Texas considers itself to be a state of the United States where
these realities are acknowledged.
4 Thomas Jefferson, drata:r of 1he Declaration of Independence, and third
President of the United States claimed all the ideas of human liberty in
America came from John Locke's Treaties of Government and Algernon
Sidney's Discourses on Government.
5 The "Principles of Property" that John Locke explained regulate every aspect
of lawful government :from its creation, limits of authority, means of financial
support, means of defense and conditions of its dissolution.
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6 The so-called "ad valorem property tax" secures peyment by a so-called "tax
lien" which aliens the property of the true owner where in the true owner
becomes a tenant and the state the false owner.
7 The state claims this "authority" to alien the property of the individual by the
voting of the majority of the people either in congress or the local area.
8 The ancient law of delegated authority: No one can delegate to another more
authority than they hold in themselves.
9 No one bas authority to alien the property of their neighbor without a
judgment for some wrong or harm resulting from the property or owner. No
one can delegate the power to alien their neighbor's property to the
government by voting or any other means. This includes the voting to make a
constitution and to alter the constitution by amendment or aoy statutes made
by the legislature.
IO Thomas Jefferson verified these truths by showing that people in America own
their property with an allodial superior title that canoot be aliened by any
lawful government
11 Joho Adams the second President of the United States also confumed
Jefferson's verification by showing that the United States was fonned for only
two reasons, first, to secure religious freedom and second to abolish forever
the tyranny of the feudal land system where people were required to pay fees
and tenures to the feudal lords and government. If they did not pay these fees
and perform these "duties" or "tenures" they would be evicted and their land
given to another who would perform better.
12 Article 8 Section 1-e says: "ABOLITION OF AD VALOREM PROPERTY
TAXES. No State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within
this State." Nothing could be any more clear thao that!
13 All subdivisions of the State of Texas are considered "The State of Texas" and
therefore cannot a tax of any kind that is not a State Tax. Therefore, no
subdivision can levy an ad valorem property tax.
14 All my property on review here is within the State of Texas and cannot have
an ad valorero property tax levied upon it by any subdivision of the Slate of
Texas regardless of conflicting unconstitutional provisions of the Texas
Constitution.
15 My property cannot be taxed in tile jurisdiction of the State of Texas as
asserted before the Guadalupe County Appraisal Review Board.
16 The Supreme Court misinterpretations of Article 8 Section 1-e produce a
violation of Article 8 Section I (a) which says: "Taxation shall be equal and
uniform." The current decisions of the Supreme Court of Texas require that
state wide school taxes be non-uniform to avoid violation of tileir
misunderstanding ofArticle 8 Section 1-e. The Supreme Court has mandated a
violation of Article l(a) to justify tileir incorrect view of Article 8 Section 1-e.
17 All ad valorem taxation is based upon arbitrary values determined by state
employees and selected Appraisal Review Board members. No matter how
complicated and precise the measurement, the values are still unequal and
cannot be made equal or uniform because of the very nature of value of
property to the nature of different individuals who consider it
d) the amount and any method of calculating the tax, interest and/or penalty in issue;

There cannot be any "ad valorem property tax" levied upon my property as it is in
the State of Texas and cannot be aliened by tile State of Texas or any of its
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subdivisions or any other government and it cannot be aliened by the voting of those
who have no authority to lien it for securing the payment of rents to the State or false
owner.
e) the name, address, and telephone number of persons having knowledge of relevant facts, and
a brief statement of each identified peraon's connection with the case;
None.
t) for any testifying expert:

I) the expert's name, address, and telephone number;

The experts have already testified in this case and their record has been made public
in the pleadings of the Petitioner, namely, Thomas Jefferson, John Adams, and
Sanmel Adams and Frederick Bastiat. There can be no superior expert testimony.
2) the subject matter on which the expert will testify;

The most superior experts in 1he field of property and property ownership and what
it means and what the purpose of government is related to the individual owners of
property have already testified in the pleadings of the Petitioner.
3) the general substance of the expert's mental impressions and opinions and a brief
smnmary of the basis fur them, or if the expert is not retained by, employed by, or

otherwise subject to your control, documents reflecting such information;
The experts and founders of the nation and state we live in agree that "ad valorem
property taxes" is the re-institution of the feudal tenure system that the United States
of America and the States thereof were founded to oppose and prevent forever.
4) if the expert is retained by, employed by, or otherwise subject to your control:

A)

all documents, tangible things, reports, models, or data compilations that
have been provided to, reviewed by, or prepared by or for the expert in
anticipation of the expert's testimony;

The testimony of the founders is sufficient to decide this case and the petitioner is
not appealing any of the earlier arbitrmy findings or determinations of what the socalled experts of the imposter or false owners think my property is worth to them
and their formulas.
B)

the expert's current resume and bibliography;

The experts' resume and bibliography is well known to all Americans.
Unfortunately, what they said and stood for is not so well known as evidenced by
the need to go through this process to obtain what the government they formed was
to secure for the people.
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i)

any discoverable witness stalements.

Your responses must be in writing, served on 1he Defendant, by and through its counsel of
record, Christopber S. Jackson of PERDUE, BRANDON, FIELDER, COUJNS & MOJT,
LL.P ., 3301 Northland Drive, Suit.e 505, Austin, Texas, 78731.
Pursuant to Rule 194.4 of1he Texas Rules of Civil Procedure, you ordinarily must serve copies of
documents produced wi1h 1he written responses to Defendant's attorney or by producing such
items for inspection, examination, and copying at 3301 Northland Drive, Suite 505, Austin,
Texas, 78731. However, if 1he responsive documents are voluminous, 1he response must state a
reasonable time and place for the production of documents, and a reasonable opportunity must be
provided to the Defendant to inspect them.
Finally, unless otherwise oniered by the Court or Texas law, a party must finnish infonnation
requested under Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 194.2(1) by the dates set forth in Texas Rule of
Civil Procedure 195.2. Your duty to amend or supplement your responses is governed by Texas
Rule of Civil Procedure 193.5.

PETITIONER'S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION
Request for Production No. 1:
Please produce copies of all appraisals of the Subject Property with any effective (valuation)
date between January I, 2015 and Jmmary I, 2012. This Request does not include appraisals
conducted by 1he Defendan~ Plaintif!S' attorney-work produ~ Plaintiffs' attorney-client
privileged infonnation, information related to consulting-only expert witnesses or worl<: product
of Plaintiffs' third-party valuation expert witness, whose report and opinions will later be
rendered pumiant to Defendant's Requests fur Disclosure subpart (f) or at deposition for
purposes of this de novo proceeding.
There are none.

Request for Production No. 2:
Please produce a copy of the warranty deed for the
January 1 ofthe tax year at issue.

Su~ect

Property 1hat was in effect as of

See attached documents.

Request for Production No. 3:
Please produce a copy of the deed of trust for the Subject Property that was in effect as of
January 1 ofthe tax year at issue.
See attached documents.
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PETITIONER'S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S FIRST SET OF
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS
Purswmt to Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 198, the Defendant requests that the Plaintiff respond
to its Requests for AdmissiODll. These Requests are relevant to the subject matter involved in the
pending action or are reasonably calculated to lead to 1he discovery of evidence admissible at 1ria1
of this case. Please serve your responses to the Defendant's attomey at 3301 Northland Dr., Suite
505, Austin, Texas 78731, within thirty (30) days after service oftbese requests.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

A party served with a reque..t for admission must admit the statement if it is true. If a statement is
partially true, a party must admit so much ofit as is true and qualify or deny tbe remainder,
pursuant to Texas Rnle of Civ:i1 Procedure 198.2(b}. A denial must be specific and must fairly
meet the substance of the requested admission.
A party cannot refuse to admit or deny on the grounds that it lacks information or knowledge to
admit or deny unless the party also states: (1) it has made a reasonable inquity; and (2) the
information is not known or easily obtained by the party and is insufficient to enable the party to
admit or deny the request. Further, once a party has information that would allow it to admit or
deny the request, the party should supplement or amend the answer.
Requests may relate to statements or opinions of facts, or to the application oflaw to fact, or to
mixed questions oflaw and fact. Further, a request may relate to documents, although such
documents may not be admissible at 1rial, if1he information appears reasonably calculated to lead
to discovery of admissible evidence, that information is discoverable. Finally, a request may
present a genuine issue for the trial, and a party may not object solely on that basis.
DEFINITIONS

The following definitions above shall have their same meanings and apply to the Requests for
Admissions below.
ADMISSIONS
Reqnestfor Admission No. l:
Admit on January 1, 2015 you were an architect licensed by 1he State of Texas.
Admitted

Reqneat for Admission No. l:
Admit on January 1, 2015 you were a resident of Guadalupe County, Texas.
Admitted

Request for Admission No. 3:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 consists of 3.74 acres in the Moses Baker
Survey, Abstract #4, in Guadalupe Couoty, Texas.
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I admit that my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50610," contains 3.704 acres is within the "the Moses Baker Survey, Abstract4."

Request for Admission No. 4:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 consisted ofland and improvements on
January I, 2015.
I admit that my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID

50610," has a building on it

Request for Admission No. 5:
Admit the improvement located on Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 is known as
the Silver Eagle Taphouse.
I admit that I named my building "The Silver Eagle Taphouse" when I built it on my

land, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610."

Request for Admission No. 6:
Admit you owned 3.74 acres in the Moses Baker Sutvey, Abstract #4, in Guadalupe County,
Texas on January 1, 2015.
I admit that I owned my land, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID

50610," having J.704 acres on January I, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 7:
Admit you were the owner of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID S06 l 0 on January I,
2015.
I admit that I owned my land, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID

50610," having 3.704 acres on January l, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 8:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 is located at 930 l FM 725, McQueeney,
Guadalupe County, Texas, 78123.
I admit my land, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610," has
an address of9301 FM 725, McQueeney, Texas 78123 in Guadalupe County, Texas.

Request for Admission No. 9:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 consists of 1.6 acres in the Moses Baker
Survey, Abstract #4, in Guadalupe County, Texas.
l admit that my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612," consists ofl.512 acres in the Moses Baker Survey Abstract 4, in Guadalupe
County, Texas.
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Request for Admission No. 10:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 consisted only of land on January 1,
2015.
I admit my land, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612" does
not have a building built on it.

Request for Admission No.11:

I

Admit no improvements existed on Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 as of
January 1, 2015.
I admit that my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612" did not have a building built upon it as ofJanuary 1, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 12:
Admit you owned 1.6 acres in the Moses Baker Survey, Abstract #4, in Guadalupe County, Texas
on January 1, 2015.
I admit I owned my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612' consisting of 1.512 acres in the Moses Baker Survey, Abstract 4, in
Guadalupe County, Texas on January 1, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 13:
Admit you were the owner of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 on January 1,
2015.
I admit that 1 was the owner of my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50612" on January 1, 2015.

Request for Admission No.14:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576 consists of2.6580 acres in the John
Sowell Survey, Abstract #35, in Guadalupe County, Texas.
I admit that the property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
59576," consists of2.658 acres.

Request for Admission No. 15:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576 consisted only ofland on January 1,
2015.
I admit that the property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
59576," had no inhabitable buildings built upon it on January l, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 16:
Admit no improvements existed on Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576 as of
January 1, 2015.
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I admit that the property, miSlllll1led "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
59576" had no inhabitable buildings built upon it on January 1, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 17:
Admit the Ronald F. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust was the owner of
Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576 on January I, 2015.
I admit that the Ronald F. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust was
the owner the property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal Dis1rict Property ID
59576," on January I, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 18:
Admit you were a trustee of the Ronald F. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust
on January 1, 2015.
Admitted.

Request for Admission No. 19:
Admit Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576 is located at 2315 Tiemann Rd., Seguin,
Guadalupe County, Texas, 78155.
I admit that the property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
59576," is located at2681 Tiemann Road, Seguin. Texas.

Request for Admission No. 20:

I

I
i

Admit the Ronald F. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust owned 2.6580 acres in
the John Sowell Survey, Abstract #35, in Guadalupe County, Texas on January 1, 2015.

I admit the Ronald F. Avery and Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust owned
2.658 acres of land in the John Sowell Survey in Guadalupe County, Texas on
January 1, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 21:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested the value is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 50610 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning the properties
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1)
Value is over market value; 2) Value is unequal compared witlt other properties; 3)
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in this appraisal disttict or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and otlter laws.

Request for Admission No. 22:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested the value is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax year.
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I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning the properties
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1)
Value is over marlcet value; 2) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 3)
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in 1his appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 23:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested 1he value is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 59565 forthe2015taxyear.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested 1he following concerning the properties
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1)
Value is over marlcet value; 2) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 3)
Property should not be taxed in 1he taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other. Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 24:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board beard your protest that the value
is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 forthe 2015 tax year.
I did not make a presentation concerning the "marlcet value" of my property,
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610," on July 21, 2015,

therefore, the GCAD could not have hear it.

Request for Admission No. 25:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest that the value
is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax year.
I did not make a presentation concerning the "market value" of my property,
misnamed the "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612," on July 21, 2015,
therefore, the GCAD could not have hear it.

Request for Admission No. 26:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest that the value
is over market for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59565 for the 2015 tax year.
I did not make any presentation regarding property referred to as GCAD "Property
ID 59565."

I did not make a presentation concerning the "market value" of my property,
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59576," OD July 21, 2015,
therefore, the GCAD could not have hear it.

Request for Admission No. 27:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested the value is unequally appraised for Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50610 for the 2015 tax year.
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I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning my properties
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576" by
the Guadalupe County Appraisal District: I) Value is over marlc:et value; 2) Value is
unequal compared with other properties; 3) Property should not be taxed in the
taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in
nne or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 28:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested the value is unequally appraised for Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that nn May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning my properties
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576" by
the Guadalupe County Appraisal District: I) Value is over market value; 2) Value is
unequal compared with other properties; 3) Property should not be taxed in the
taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in
one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article !(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 29:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested the value is unequally appraised for Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 59565 for the 2015 tax year.
I did not protest anything regarding property referred to as "Property ID 59565" by
theGCAD.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning my properties
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Properly ID 50610, 50612 and 59576" by
the Guadalupe County Appraisal District: I) Value is over market value; 2) Value is
unequal compared with other properties; 3) Property should not be taxed in the
taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in
one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 30:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest that
the value is unequally appraised for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 for
the 2015 tax year.
I admit the GCAD heard my protest concerning the unequal appraisal among other
things regarding my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50610," on July 21, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 31:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest that
the value is unequally appraised for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 for
the 2015 tax year.
I admit the GCAD heard my protest concerning the unequal appraisal amnng other
things regarding my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612," on July 21, 2015.
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Request for Admission No. 32:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest that
the value is unequally eppraised for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59565 for
the 2015 tax year.
The GCAD did not hear anything from me regarding property misnamed above.
I admit the GCAD heard my protest concerning the unequal appraisal among other
things regarding my property, misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612," on July 21, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 33:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested Texas Constitution Article Vlll, Sect l(a) Taxation
Shall Be Equal and Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIll, Sect 1-eNo State ad
valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State for Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50610 forthe 2015 tax year.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning the properties,
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal Dislrict Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1)
Value is over market value; 2) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 3)
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in this ·apiraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 34:
Admit onMay 22, 2015 you protested Texas Constitution Article Vlll, Sect 1~)
Taxation Shall Be Equal and Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1-e No
State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State for Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax year.
1 admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning the properties,
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1)
Value is over market value; 2) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 3)
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 35:
Admit on May 22, 2015 you protested Texas Constitution Article VIll, Sect 1 (a)
Taxation Shall Be Equal and Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIll, Sect. 1-e No
State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State for Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 59565 for the 2015 tax year.
I did not protest anything regarding property misnamed above.
I admit that on May 22, 2015 I protested the following concerning the properties,
misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" I)
Value is over market value; 2) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 3)
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Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 4) Property should not be
taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 5) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws.

Request for Admission No. 36:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest
regarding Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1(a) Taxation Shall Be Equal and
Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1-e No State ad valorem taxes shall
be levied upon any property within this State for Guadalupe Appraisal Dis1rict Property
ID 50610 forthe 2015 tax year.
I admit that on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Coun1y Appraisal Review Board heard
my protest of the following concerniug the properties, misnamed "Guadalupe
Appraisal Dis1rict Proper1y ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" 1) Value is unequal
compared with other properties; 2) Proper1y should not be taxed in the taxing unit of
Texas; 3) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more
taxing units; 4) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws and
principles the state and nation were built upon to secure the allodial titles of the
people against the feudal tenures.

Request for Admission No. 37:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest
regarding Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. l(a) Taxation Shall Be Equal and
Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1-eNo State as valorem taxes shall be
levied upon any property within this State for Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50612 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Coun1y Appraisal Review Board heard
my protest of the following concerning my properties referred to as "Property ID
50610,. 50612 and 59576:" I) Value is unequal compared with other properties; 2)
Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; 3) Proper1y should not be
taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units; 4) Other: Article 8
Section 1-e; Article l(a) and other laws and principles the state and nation were built
upon to secure the allodial titles of the people against feudal tenures.

Request for Admission No. 38:
Admit on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard your protest
regarding Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. l(a) Taxation Shall Be Equal and
Uniform and Texas Constitution Article VIII, Sect. 1-e No State as valorem taxes shall be
levied upon any proper1y within this State for Guadalope Appraisal District Property ID
59565 for the 2015 tax year.
·
I admit that on July 21, 2015 the Guadalupe Coun1y Appraisal Review Board heard
my protest of the following concerning the properties, misnamed "Guadalupe
APPraisal Dis1rict Proper1y ID 50610, 50612 and 59576:" I) Value is unequal
compared with other properties; 2) Proper1y should not be taxed in the taxing unit of

Texas; 3) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more
taxing units; 4) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article !(a) and other laws and
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principles the state and nation were built upon to secure the allodial titles of the
people against feudal tenures.

Request for Admission No. 39:
Admit on July 24, 2015 you received the Orders Determining Protests on the issues that were
heard by the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board on July 21, 2015.
I admit that on July 24, 2015 I received the "Orders Detennining Protests" on the
issues of 1) Value is over "market value;" 2) Value is unequal compared with other
properties; 3) Other: Article 8 Section 1-e; Article 8 Section l(a) of the Texas
Constitution.
I further admit that I did not receive "Orders Determining Protests" of the other three
grounds I protested namely, 4) Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of
Texas; 5) Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more
taxing units; 6) The lawfulness of the ad valorem property tax in the United States
according to the founders, part of the 9 statements of fact I provided in the May 22,
2015 Notice of Protest.
I further admit I was given a new hearing before the GCAD ARB on those last three
grounds.

Request for Admission No. 40:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 was within Guadalupe
County's area as ofJanuary I, 2015.

I admit that my property, misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID
50610," is within Guadalupe County, Texas as ofJanuary 1, 2015.

Request for Admission No. 41:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal Dis1rict Property ID 50610 was within Seguin ISD's area
as of January I, 2015.
I admit that the Seguin ISD (State of Texas) erroneously claims to have a right to
levy an ad valorem property tax upon my land, misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 5061 O" secured by a lien which they cannot lawfully obtain.
I further admit the Seguin !SD (State of Texas) erroneously presumes that a lien can
be obtained upon the property of individuals by a majority vote of their neighbors
who do not have an authority to lien the property of any neighbor. The power to lien
a particular property can only be given by the particular individual that owns it and
not by those who do not own it. And no one can delegate to another an authority
they do not possess.

Request for Admission No. 42:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 was within Lateral Road's
area as of January I, 2015.

avgcad-p-response-d-req-disc-prod-adm-inspect.doc
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I admit that Guadalupe County Lateral Roads (State of Texas) erroneously claims to
have a right to impose an ad valorem property tax upon my land, misruimed
"Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610," secured by a lien which they
cannot lawfully obtain.

Request for Admission No. 43:
Admit that Guadalupe County levied a tax in the amount of $993.15 on Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50610 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that Guadalupe County (The State of Texas) levied a feudal tenure, or an
unoonstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem property tax, of $993.15 in defiance of the
purpose of the creation of the United States of America on my property, misnamed
"Guadalupe Appraisal District Property 50610," for the so-called "tax year of 2015.'

Request for Admission No. 44:
Admit that Lateral Roads levied a tax in the amount of$161.98 on Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 50610 for the 2015 tax year.
1 admit that Lateral Roads, Guadalupe County (The State of Texas) levied a feudal
tenure, or an unconstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem property tax in defiance of the
main pm-pose af the creation of the United Stat.es of America, on my property,
misnamed "Guadalupe Appraisal District Property 50610," of $161.98 for the socalled ''tax year af2015."

Request for Admission No. 45:
Admit that Seguin Independent School District levied a tax in the amount of$4,229.38 on
Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50610 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that Seguin ISD (The State of Texas) levied a feudal tenure, or an
unconstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem property tax in defiance of the main purpose
of the creation of the United States of America, on my property, misnamed
"Guadalupe Appraisal District Property 50610," of $4,229.38 for the so-called "tax
year of2015."

Request for Admission No. 46:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 was within Guadalupe
County's area as ofJanuary l, 2015.
I admit that the Guadalupe County (State of Texas) erroneously claims to have a
right to levy an ad valorem property tax upon my land, misnamed Guadalupe
Appraisal District IO 50612," secured by a lien which they cannot lawfully obtain.

Request for Admission No. 47:
Admit the sitns of Guadalupe Appraisal Dis1rict Property ID 50612 was wittrln Seguin ISD's area
as of January I, 2015.
I admit that the Seguin ISD (State of Texas) erroneously claims to have a right to
levy an ad valorem property tax upon my land, misnamed Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 50612" secured by a lien which they cannot lawfully obtain.
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I further admit the Seguin ISD (State of Texas) erroneously presumes that a lien can
be obtained upon the property of individuals by a majori1y vote of their neighbors
who do not have an authority to lien the property of any neighbor. The power to lien
a particular property can only be given by the particular individual that owns it and
not by those who do not own it. And no one can delegate to another an authority
they do not possess.

Request for Admission No. 48:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 was within Lateral Road's
area as ofJanuary 1, 2015.
I admit that Guadalupe County Lateral Roads (State of Texas) CITOlleOns!y claims to
have a right to impose an ad valotem property tax upon my land, misnamed
"Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612," secured by a lien which they
cannot lawfully obtain.

Request for Admission No. 49:
Admit that Guadalupe County levied a tax in the amount of$206.32 on Guadalupe Appraisal
Dis1rlct Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that Guadalnpe County (The State of Texas) levied a feudal tenure, or an
unconstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem tax in defiance of the main purpose of the
creation of the United States of America on my property, misnamed "Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property 50612," of$206.32 for the so-called "taxyesr of2015."

Request for Admission No. SO:
Admit that Lateral Roads levied a tax in the amount of$33.65 on Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax yesr.
I admit that Guadalupe County Lateral Roads (The State of Texas) levied a feudal
tenure, or an unconstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem tax in defiance of the main
purpose of the creation of the United States of America, on my property misnamed
"Guadalupe Appraisal District Property 50612," of $33.65 for the so-called "tax year
of2015."

Request for Admission No. SI:
Admit that Seguin Independent School District levied a tax in the amount of $878.65 on
Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 50612 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit that Seguin !SD (The State of Texas) levied a fi:udal tenure, or an
unconstitutional, unlawful, ad valorem tax in defiance of the main purpose of the
creation of the United States of America, on my property misnamed "Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property 50612,• of $878.65 for the so-called "tax year of 2015."

Request for Admission No. S2:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59565 was within Guadalupe
County's area as of January I, 2015.
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I

I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Request for Admission No. 53:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59565 was within Seguin ISD's area
as of January I, 2015.
I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Request for Admission No. 54:
Admit the situs of Guadalupe Appraisal District Property ID 59565 was within Lateral Road's
area as of January I, 2015.
I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Request for Admission No. 55:
Admit that Guadalupe County levied a 1llx in the amount of $1 .32 on Guadalupe Appraisal
District Property ID 59565 for the 2015 mx year.
I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Reqnest for Admission No. 56:
Admit that Lateral Roads levied a tax in the amount of $0.21 on Guadalupe Appraisal District
Property ID 59565 for the 2015 tax year.

I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Request for Admission No. 57:
Admit that Seguin Independent School District levied a 1llx in the amount of$5.61 on Guadalupe
Appraisal District Property ID 59565 for the 2015 tax year.
I admit nothing about any such misnamed "property."

Request for Admission No. 58:.
Admit that you filed yonr lawsuit appealing the Orders issued by the Guadalupe Appraisal
Review Board regarding the Subject Property for the 2015 mx year on December 14, 2015.
I filed this appeal contesting the findings and orders signed on October 16, 2015
resulting from the second hearing held on October 14, 2015 related to the
constitutionality and lawfulness of imposing feudal tenures upon the owners of the
land in the State of Texas which dc:fy the very purpose of the creation of the State of
Texas and the United States of America.
I ftnther admit that I am not appealing the arbitrary determinations of the "value" of
my property to the State and its subdivisions which cannot own my land and
buildings and equipment and property of any kind to determine its value and charge
me a rent to occupy and use.

I further admit that I am not appealing the equality of the arbitrary determinations of
the "value" of my property to the State and its subdivisions which cannot own my

avgcad-p-respcmse-d-req-disc-prod-adm-inspect.doc
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entering, or damage to owner's property other properties or other people as a result
ofthe actiollll of those entering.
This limited permission to enter my property for limited purposes does not waive my
(real owner) objections and protests that only the owner can determine the value of
their own property and that the State canoot impose a feudal tenure or ad valorem.
property tax on owner's property.

/RonaldF.Avery
Petitioner pro se
1933 Montclair Dr.
Seguin, Texas 78155
830/372-5534
Taphouse@SBCglobal.net

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that oo the Sth day of May, 2016 a frue and correct copy of the :fbregoing was
served oo Attorneys for the the Defendants listed below by Certified Mail Return Receipt
Requested 7014 2120 0003 2600 7171
Christopher Jackson
Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins & Mott, L.L.P.
3301 Northland Dr., Ste. 505
Austin, Texas 78731
512/302-0190 phone
5121323-6963 fax
Attorneys for Defendant

~·dF.Avery
.ur A.,#4/
Petitioner pro se
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Electronically Filed
6/9/2016 12:26:30 PM
Debra Crow
Guadalupe County District Clerk
Jody Perry, Deputy

CAUSE NO. 15-2442-CV
RONALD F. AVERY,

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF

Plaintiff,

v.

GUADALUPE COUNTY, TEXAS

GUADALUPE COUNTY
APPRAISAL DISTRICT,
2s11I JUDICIAL DISTRICT

Defendant.

DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO PARTIALLY DISMISS FOR LACK OF .JURISDICTION
TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:
NOW COMES the Defendant, Guadalupe Appraisal District, and files this, its
Motion to Partially Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction, and in support thereof would
respectfully show the Court as follows:

I.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This is an ad valorem tax case involving the 2015 tax year. The case was filed by
the Plaintiff on December 14, 2015. The Plaintiff's suit involves three properties and six
grounds. On July 21, 2015, the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard the Plaintiff's
administrative protest on three of the six grounds at issue in this case. On July 22, 2015,
the Board issued Orders on. those three grounds. On July 24, 2015, the Plaintiff received
the Board's Orders on those three grounds. On August 13, 2015, the Plaintiff notified the
Board that its Orders did not address all his claims. A second hearing was held on October

1

Page 286

14, 2015, by the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board on the remaining three grounds. The
Plaintiff received the Board's Orders on the three remaining grounds in the second hearing
on October 22, 2015.
Under Texas law, a property owner must appeal the decision of the Appraisal
Review Board by filing suit in district court within sixty (60) days of receiving notice of
the Board's decision. Tex. Tax Code Ann. § 42.2l(a) (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg.
Sess.). Because the Plaintiff filed his lawsuit on December 14, 2015, more than sixty days
after his July 24, 2015 receipt of the Board's Orders on three of the six grounds at issue in
this case, the Court is without jurisdiction to hear and determine those three grounds.
Further, in Response to Defendant's Requests for Admissions, the Plaintiff states I
admits he is not appealing two of the grounds raised in this Motion-the determinations of
value or the equality of the value of his property.
II.

A.

MOTION TO PARTIALLY DISMISS PROOF

Affidavit and documentary evidence.
The Defendant attached the following proof and incorporates it by reference:

Ex. A. The affidavit of Merrie Jamie Reynolds-Osborne, the Guadalupe Appraisal
District's Chief Appraiser and the certified public documents attached to her
affidavit, to wit:

Exhibit 1. Ronii.Id F. Avery's Notice of Protest for the 2015 tax year on
Property ID 50610, ABS: 4 SUR: Moses Balcer 3.740 acres, 9301 FM 725,
dated May 22, 2015;

Exhibit 2. Ronald F. Avery's Notice of Protest for the 2015 tax year on
Property ID 50612, ABS: 4 SUR: Moses Balcer 1.60 acres, 9301 FM 725,
dated May 22, 2015;
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Exhibit 3. Ronald F. Avery's (as trustee) Notice of Protest for the 2015 tax
year on Property ID 59576, ABS: 35 SUR: John Sowell 2.6580 acres, dated
May 22, 2015;
Exhibit 4. Cover Letter from Ronald F. Avery, dated May 22, 2015,
accompanying his 3 protests;
Exhibit 5. Notice of Hearing and envelope, dated June 16, 2015, from the
Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board, for hearing on Account Number
50610 at 9:20 a.m. on July 21, 2015;
Exhibit 6. Notice of Hearing and envelope, dated June 16, 2015, from the
Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board, for hearing on Account Number
50612 at 9:40 a.m. on July 21, 2015;
Exhibit 7. Notice of Hearing and envelope, dated June 16, 2015, from the
Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board, for hearing on Account Number
59576at10:00 a.m. onJuly21, 2015;
Exhibit 8. Notice and Order Determining Protest on Property ID 50610 for
the 2015 tax year by the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board, dated July 22,
2015, with Certified Mail Tracking Number 917196900935 0094 0006 48;
Exhibit 9. Notice and Order Determining Protest on Property ID 50612 for
the 2015 tax year by the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board, dated July 22,
2015;
Exhibit 10. Notice and Order Determining Protest on Property ID 59576
for the 2015 tax year by the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board, dated July
22, 2015, with Certified Mail Tracking Number 9171 9690 0935 0094 0006
31;
Exhibit 11. United States Postal Service Tracking information for Certified
Mail Tracking Number 9171969009350094000648;
Exhibit 12. United States Postal Service Tracking information for Certified
Mail Tracking Number 9171969009350094000631;
Exhibit 13. Letter from Mr. Ronald F. Avery to the Chief Appraiser of the
Guadalupe Appraisal District, faxed August 13, 2015, citing lack of ARB
rulings on 3 grounds;
3
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Exhibit 14. Notice of Hearing, dated August 26, 2015, from the Guadalupe
Appraisal Review Board, for hearing on Account Numbers 59576, 50612
and 50610 on three grounds, at 3:00 p.m. on October 14, 2015;

Exhibit 15. Notes on Motion made at Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board
Hearing;

Exhibit 16. Notice and Order Determining Protest on Property ID 50610
for the 2015 tax year on three remaining issues by the Guadalupe Appraisal
Review Board, dated October 16, 2015, with Certified Mail Tracking
Number 9171 9690 0935 0113 4370 80;

Exhibit 17. Notice and Order Determining Protest on Property ID 50612
for the 2015 tax year on three remaining issues by the Guadalupe Appraisal
Review Board, dated October 16, 2015;

Exhibit 18. Notice and Order Determining Protest on Property ID 59576
for the 2015 tax year on three remaining issues by the Guadalupe Appraisal
Review Board, dated October 16, 2015, with Certified Mail Tracking
Number 9171 9690 0935 0113 4370 73;
Exhibit 19. United States Postal Service Tracking information for Certified
Mail Tracking Number 9171969009350113437080;

Exhibit 20. United States Postal Service Tracking information for Certified
Mail Tracking Number 9171969009350113437073;

Exhibit 21. Sixty-day deadline calculations;
Ex. B. Plaintiff's Responses of May 5, 2016, to Defendant's Requests for
Disclosure and First Set of Requests for Production of Documents (Pages 1-4) and
production attached (deeds);

Ex. C. Plaintiff's Responses of May 5, 2016, to Defendant's Requests for
Admissions (Pages 5-18, with Page 17 missing I not sent by Plaintiff).
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B.

Notice of intent to use documents provided by Plaintiff in response to
Defendant's written discovery requests.
Pursuant to Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 193. 7, the Defendant hereby gives notice

that it intends to use Plaintiff's production of documents and responses to Defendant's
written discovery that are attached as exhibits to this motion.

C.

Judicial Notice.
The District respectfully requests that the Court take judicial notice of the contents

of its file and the pleadings contained therein, particularly the filing of the Plaintiff's
Original Petition for Review, filed on December 14, 2015.
III.

FACTS

The Plaintiff, Ronald F. Avery, for himself and as trustee on one property, filed
protests on Account Numbers 59576, 50612 and 50610 for the 2015 tax year on May 22,
2015. See Ex. A, 1-4; Ex. C, RFAR 21-23, 27-28, 33-35. The Plaintiff's protests had six
grounds: 1) his property was over market value (excessively appraised); 2) his property
was unequal compared to other properties (unequal appraisal); 3) his property should not
be taxed in the jurisdiction of Texas; 4) his property should not be taxed in the Guadalupe
Appraisal District or in one or more taxing units; 5) the property should not be taxed based
on the Texas Constitution, including Article VIII, §§ l(a), 1-e and other provisions of it
and other laws; 6) principles of unlawfulness of ad valorem property taxes (the feudal
system in America). See Ex. A, 1-3, Ex. C, RFAR 21-23, 27-28, 33-35.
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On June 16, 2015 the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board sent the Plaintiff notices
of hearing on his protests. The hearings were set for July 21, 2015 at 9:20 a.m. at the
Guadalupe Appraisal District's building in Seguin. See Ex. A, 5-7.
On July 21, 2015, the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard the Plaintiff's
administrative protest on three of the six grounds at issue. See Ex. C, RFAR 31-32. Those
three grounds were excessive appraisal, unequal appraisal, and the property should not be
taxed based on the Texas Constitution. On July 22, 2015, the Guadalupe Appraisal Review
Board issued Orders on those three grounds. See Ex. A, 8-10. On July 24, 2015, the Plaintiff
received the Board's Orders on those three grounds. See Ex. A, 11-12, 39.
On August 13, 2015 the Plaintiff wrote to the District and asserted that the Appraisal
Review Board's Orders did not address his other three claims: 1) the property should not
be taxed in Texas; 2) the Property should not be taxed in the Guadalupe Appraisal District
or taxing units; 3) the unlawfulness of the ad valorem property tax in America. See Ex. A,
13.
On August 26, 2015, the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board sent the Plaintiff a
notice of hearing for October 14, 2015 at 3:00 p.m. on his remaining three issues. See Ex.
A, 14. A second hearing was held on October 14, 2015, by the Guadalupe Appraisal
Review Board on the remaining three grounds. See Ex. A, 15; Ex. C, RFAR 39. On October
16, 2015, the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board issued Orders on those three grounds.
See Ex. A, 16-18. The Plaintiff received the Board's Orders on the three grounds in the

second hearing on October 22, 2015. See Ex. A, 19-20.
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Sixty days after July 24, 2015 is September 22, 2015. Sixty days after October 22,
2015 is December 21, 2015. See Ex. A, 21. On December 14, 2015 the Plaintiff filed His
"Plaintiff's Original Petition for Review" appealing the decisions of the Guadalupe
Appraisal Review Board on the six grounds.
IV.

STANDARD OF REVIEW AND BURDEN OF PROOF

A district court may hear and determine any cause that is cognizable by courts of
law or equity and may grant any relief that could be granted by either courts of law or
equity, unless a contrary showing is made. Tex. Const. art. V, § 8; Tex. Gov't Code Ann.
§§ 24.007-08 (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg. Sess.); Subaru of Am., Inc. v. David

McDavid Nissan, Inc., 84 S.W.3d 212, 220 (Tex. 2002).
A plea to the jurisdiction challenges the district court's authority to determine a
cause of action. Bland Indep. Sch. Dist. v. Blue, 34 S.W.3d 547, 554 (Tex. 2000). To
invoke a court's authority, the Plaintiff must allege facts that affirmatively demonstrate
that the district court has jurisdiction to hear the cause. Tex. Dep't of Parks & Wildlife v.
Miranda, 133 S.W.3d 217, 226 (Tex. 2004); Tex. Ass'n of Bus. v. Air Control Bd., 852
S.W.2d 440, 446 (Tex. 1993). To prevail on a plea to the jurisdiction, the Defendant must
show an incurable jurisdictional defect apparent from the face of the pleadings, making it
impossible for the Plaintiff's petition to confer jurisdiction on the district court. Bybee v.
Fireman's Fund Ins. Co., 331S.W.2d910, 914 (Tex. 1960); City of San Angelo v. Smith,
69 S.W.3d 303, 305 (Tex. App.-Austin 2002, pet. denied). Courts must consider evidence
when necessary to decide jurisdictional issues. Miranda, 133 S.W.3d at 221; Tex. Natural
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Res. Conservation Comm 'n v. White, 46 S.W.3d 864, 868 (Tex. 2001); Blue, 34 S.W.3d at

554-55. If the relevant evidence is undisputed or fails to raise a fact question on the
jurisdictional issue, a district court is to rule on the plea to the jurisdiction as a matter of
law. Miranda, 133 S.W.3d at 228.

V.
A.

ARGUMENT & AUTHORITIES

The Plaintiff was required to appeal the appraisal review board's decision by
filing suit in district court within 60 days of receiving notice. Because he did
not on three grounds, the Court lacks jurisdiction to determine those grounds.
In order for a property owner to contest the determinations of an appraisal district

and/or an appraisal review board, the taxpayer must follow the procedures outlined by the
Tax Code. Harris Cty. Appraisal Dist. v. Tex. Nat'l Bank of Baytown, 775 S.W.2d 66, 69
(Tex. App.-Houston [1st Dist.] 1989, no writ). These requirements are exclusive and
jurisdictional. Id.; Tex. Tax Code Ann. § 42.09(a) (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg.
Sess.); Cameron Appraisal Dist. v. Rourk, 194 S.W.3d 501, 502 (Tex. 2006); Gregg Cty.
Appraisal Dist. v. Laidlaw Waste Sys., Inc., 907 S.W.2d 12, 16 (Tex. App.-Tyler 1995,

writ denied); Scott v. Harris Methodist HEB, 871 S.W.2d 548, 550 (Tex. App.-Fort Worth
1994, no writ); Hood v. Hays Cty., 836 S.W.2d 327, 329 (Tex. App.-Austin 1992, no
writ); Watson v. Robertson Cty. Appraisal Review Bd., 795 S.W.2d 307, 310 (Tex. App.Waco 1990, no writ).
A property owner's failure to exhaust its administrative remedies is a jurisdictional
bar to the property owner's attempt to seek judicial review of his claims. Rourk, 194
S.W.3d at 502; Matagorda Cty. Appraisal Dist. v. Coastal Liquids Partners, L.P., 165
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S.W.3d 329, 331 (Tex. 2005);Appraisal Review Bd. v. Int'l Church of Foursquare Gospel,
719 S.W.2d 160, 160 (Tex. 1986); Gen. Elec. Credit Corp. v. Midland Cent. Appraisal

Dist., 826 S.W.2d 124, 125 (Tex. 1992); Webb Cty. Appraisal Dist. v. New Laredo Hotel,
792 S.W.2d 952, 954 (Tex. 1990); A.B.T. Galveston Ltd. P'ship v. Galveston Cent.

Appraisal Dist., 137 S.W.3d 146, 152 (Tex. App.- Houston [1st Dist.] 2004, no pet.);
Dallas Cty. Appraisal Dist. v. Lal, 701S.W.2d44,46 (Tex. App.- Dallas 1985, writref'd
n.r.e.); Sierra Stage Coaches, Inc. v. La Porte Indep. Sch. Dist., 832 S.W.2d 191, 193 (Tex.
App.-Houston [14th Dist.] 1992, no writ); Tex. Nat'l Bank ofBaytown, 775 S.W.2d at 69;

Midland Cent. Appraisal Dist. v. Plains Marketing, 202 S.W.2d 469, 474- 475 (Tex.
App.-Eastland 2006, pet. denied).
One important requirement to exhaust one's administrative remedies is for the
property owner to file a suit contesting the appraisal review board's order of determination.
The Texas Legislature amended Tax Code Section 42.21(a), effective June 19, 2009, to
extend the time to file a petition for review from 45 days to 60 days after the party receives
notice that a final order has been entered from which an appeal may be had, or at any time
after the hearing, but before the 60-day deadline. See Act of May 29, 2009, 81st Leg., R.S.,
ch. 905, §§ 1, 5, 2009 Tex. Gen. Laws 2435, 2435-36 (current version at Tex. Tax Code

Ann. § 42.21(a) (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg. Sess.)). This section states:
"A party who appeals as provided by this chapter must file a petition
for review with the district court within 60 days after the party
received notice that a final order has been entered from which an
appeal may be had or at any time after the hearing but before the
60-day deadline, Failure to timely file a petition bars any appeal
under this chapter."
9
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Tex. Tax Code Ann. § 42.21(a) (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg. Sess.)(emphasis
added).
It is well established that the failure of the property owner to timely file its petition

appealing an appraisal review board's order determining protest with the district court
within the statutory time-frame deprives the Court of jurisdiction. Tex. Tax Code Ann. §
42.21(a) (West, Westlaw through 2015 Reg. Sess.); Appraisal Review Bd. v. Int'l Church
of the Foursquare Gospel, 719 S.W.2d 160, 160-161(Tex.1986); Hurstv. Guadalupe Cty.
Appraisal Dist., 752 S.W.2d 231, 233 (Tex. App.-San Antonio 1988, no writ); Dolenz v.
Dallas Cent. Appraisal Dist., 259 S.W.3d 331, 334 (Tex. App.-Dallas, 2008, pet. denied);
Flores v. Fort Bend Cent. Appraisal Dist., 720 S.W.2d 243, 244 (Tex. App.-Houston

1986, no writ); Poly-America, Inc. v. Dallas Cty. Appraisal Dist., 704 S.W.2d 936, 937
(Tex. App.-Waco 1986, no writ); El Paso Cent. Appraisal Dist. v. Evangelical Lutheran
Good Samaritan Soc'y, Inc., 762 S.W.2d 207, 209 (Tex. App.-El Paso 1988, no writ);
Fountain Parkway, Ltd. v. Tarrant Appraisal Dist., 920 S.W.2d 799, 801-802 (Tex. App.-

Fort Worth 1996, writ denied); Gregg Cty. Appraisal Dist. v. Laidlaw Waste Sys., Inc., 907
S.W.2d 12, 16 (Tex. App.-Tyler 1995, writ denied); see also Heart Hosp. IV, L.P. v. King,
116 S.W.3d 831, 835 (Tex. App.- Austin 2003, pet. denied) (not an ad valorem case but
stands for the proposition that jurisdictional statutory prerequisite and a party's failure to
comply with it deprives the trial court of jurisdiction to review the decision. The statute
here defines and restricts the kind of cases a district court may hear be\:ause a district court
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is generally without jurisdiction to review the agency's decision unless and until the
plaintiff files a petition for judicial review within the statutorily prescribed 14 days).
Even though this may seem harsh, Texas Courts have held that Tax Code Sections
42.21 and 42.09 are constitutional and meet due process requirements. See Tex.
Architectural Aggregates, Inc. v. Adams, 690 S.W.2d 640, 643 (Tex. App.-Austin 1985,

no writ); Brooks v. Bachus, 661 S.W. 2d 288, 290 (Tex. App.-Eastland 1983, writ ref'd
n.r.e.).
As noted above, the Plaintiff was required to file his petition appealing the appraisal
review board's orders on the issues of: 1) excessive appraisal; 2) unequal appraisal; and 3)
the property should not be taxed based on the Texas Constitution, including Article VIII,
§§ l(a), 1-e and other provisions of it and other laws, or before the 60th day of receipt -

September 22, 2015. See Ex. A, 8-12, 21. The Plaintiff did not file his Original Petition for
Review, with those three grounds, until December 14, 2015. As a result, the Court must
dismiss the Plaintiff's three claims, described herein, for want of subject matter
jurisdiction.

B.

Has the Plaintiff non-suited his excessive appraisal claims and unequal
appraisal claims by admissions?
The Plaintiff in a long response to Defendant's Request for Admission 58, admits

he is "not appealing the arbitrary determinations of the 'value' of my property to the State
and its subdivisions .... "He continues "I further admit that I am not appealing the equality
of the arbitrary determinations of the value of my property to the State and its
subdivisions ...." See Ex. C, RFAR # 58.
11
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The Defendant is unsure if the Plaintiff is now or has non-suited his excessive
appraisal and unequal appraisal claims to the Court in this matter via his Response to a
Request for Admission.

VI.

CONCLUSION &

PRAYER

The Plaintiff filed its original petition on December 14, 2015, appealing the
appraisal review board's decisions on the three grounds of: 1) excessive appraisal; 2)
unequal appraisal; and 3) the property should not be taxed based on the Texas Constitution,
including Article VIII, §§ l(a), 1-e and other provisions of it and other laws, after the 60day deadline, which was September 22, 2015. It is clear from the Plaintiff's pleadings and
evidence submitted with this motion that this Court lacks jurisdiction to hear those three
grounds.
For these reasons, the Guadalupe Appraisal District requests that the Court set the
Defendant's Partial Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction for a hearing, and after a
hearing, grant the Defendant's motion, thereby dismissing the Plaintiff's three grounds of:
1) excessive appraisal; 2) unequal appraisal; and 3) the property should not be taxed based
on the Texas Constitution, including Article VIII, §§ l(a), 1-e and other provisions of it
and other laws, without prejudice, for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction.

12

Page 297

Respectfully submitted,

Texas Bar No. 00796816
cjackson@pbfcm.com
Sandra Griffin
Texas Bar No. 00791280
Carol Barton
Texas Bar No. 00783610
A. Dylan Wood
Texas Bar No. 00797689
Kyle Dickson
Texas Bar No. 24078424

Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins
& Mott, L.L.P.
3301 Northland Dr., Ste. 505
Austin, Texas 78731
Telephone: (512) 302-0190
Facsimile: (512) 323-6963
ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Oft...

I hereby certify that in accordance with Tex. R. Civ. P. 21a, on the
1
day
of June, 2016 a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served via email, electronic
service and/or United States certified mail, return receipt requested, on Plaintiff Pro Se at
the address below:

Mr. Ronald F. Avery
1933 Montclair Drive
Seguin, Texas 78155
Email: taphouse@sbcglobal.net

Attorney for Defendant
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CAUSE NO. 15-2442-CV

. ;·~:- --:.-·~\

Ronald F. Avery

:

F I T_, .F J)

In the District Court

(~ : ·~;, ~ t:~ Guadalupe County, Texas

vs.

Guadalupe County Appraisal District ~~~~x.

25th District

Plaintiffs Verified Response to Defendant's Motion for Partial
Dismissal & Traditional & "No Evidence" Summary Judgment.
To the Honorable Judge of Said Court:
Now Comes the Plaintiff, Ronald F. Avery, with his Verified Response to Defendant's
Motions fo · Partial Dismissal, Traditional and "No Evidence" Summary Judgments and would
show the Court the following:
1. Plaintiff, Ronald F. Avery sold his two properties in the Moses Baker Survey on June 20,
2016 and no longer has any interest in them and un-suits any claim regarding them.
2. Avery's Reply to Defendant's Motion for Partial Dismissal for Lack of Jurisdiction:
2.1.

Defendant's Motion for Partial Dismissal for Lack of Jurisdiction is based upon the
malfeasance of their own staff:
2.1.1.

The Motion for Partial Dismissal is based upon the fact that two hearings were

held by decision of the Defendants. The Plaintiff did not ask for a second hearing
nor did he consider this second hearing a new hearing on new grounds but simply a
desire of the Defendants to hear more about his grounds that he had already brought
up at the first hearing.
2.1.2.

Had the Defendant's responded to all 6 grounds of Avery's protest brought and

supported by evidence at the first hearing they would not have scheduled a second
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hearing. So it is the malfeasance of the Defendants that produced a second hearing
at their own will not that of the Plaintiff.
2.1.3.

Avery simply asked the Guadalupe CAD to rule upon all 6 questions prior to

his appeal deadline. Avery did not get an answer to all 6 questions after the first
hearing. Rather than simply ruling all grounds protested and asserted at the first
hearing they scheduled another hearing to the total surprise of Plaintiff. Avery
would have been happy with simply ruling on all 6 grounds of his protest based
upon the evidence he had already supplied at the first hearing. Avery was able to
obtain more supporting evidence which he gave at the second hearing but it was the
option and desire of the Defendants to give Avery another hearing.
2.2.

Motion for Partial Dismissal Unfair Trick:
2.2.1.

Avery knew that this trick might be attempted with a second hearing requiring

him to file two separate tax protest appeals which he thought to be unfair to all
including himself, the Defendants, and the Courts.
2.3.

Defendants Can't Have it Both Ways:
2.3.1.

The Defendant's cannot have it both ways and argue that they may consider

this appeal a de novo trial where they can punish the Plaintiff with a new value for
his property and at the same time claim that the court lacks jurisdiction to hear any
evidence on the valuation of his property (page 3 of Defendant's response to Avery's
Request for Disclosure):
"This case is reviewed de nova. See Tex. Tax Code§ 42.23(a). As a result, the manner by which the initial
appraised value was derived by the District is now moot. The Defendant will rely upon the opinions of expert
witnesses to determine the market value of the Subject Property for the tax year at issue in this lawsuit.
"The Defendant will contend that the Court lacks jurisdiction regarding the valuation of the Subject Property
that was addressed in the Plaintiffs first protest heard in July 2015 because the Plaintiff did not timely file
suit."

2.4.

All Six Grounds Were Presented and Heard at the First Hearing:
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2.4.1.

All six grounds for Avery's protest were made at the first hearing and the

second hearing was the decision of the Defendant, presumably to hear more about
several of his protest grounds. It was presumed by the Plaintiff that this would
extend the time for appeal on all six grounds and if it did not it was up to the
Defendant to notify the Plaintiff that he should appeal what ever he received and
then make a second appeal on their second ruling.
2.5.

Dereliction of Duty by Defendants cannot be Justification for Partial Dismissal:
2.5.1.

The dereliction of the duty of the Defendants to rule on all six grounds of his

protest he made at the first hearing car•1ot be made the justification for the later
dismissal for want of jurisdiction for not filing an appeal within 60 days of a partial
decision. The Plaintiff did not ask for a second hearing but merely a ruling on all six
grounds he had already made at the first hearing.
2.6.

Any further hearing granted by the Defendants must extend the Appeal filing
Deadline:
2.6.1.

Because the Plaintiff gave notice of all six protest grounds at one time and

gave evidence for all six grounds at the first hearing any second hearing granted by
the Defendants must extend the filing date for the appeal of any material in the
whole hearing regarding all six protest grounds.
2.6.2.

It is clear from Plaintiffs letter requesting the Defendants to make a full ruling

on all six grounds that he was not anticipating an additional hearing or multiple
hearings and multiple deadlines to file appeals on segmented grounds (Avery
Affidavit Exhibit A):
"Would you please send me an ARB ruling on the last three questions upon which I submitted much
compelling and irrefutable evidence to support. I need this ruling within the next week so that I can file an
appeal to the District Court on the last three items alone on my properties within the original 60 days from
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notice of Order Determining Protest. I thank you in advance for your prompt assistance in this matter."
(Bolding added)

2.7.

Segmented Similar Cases Are Confusing to All:
2.7.1.

The Plaintiff is familiar with what happens with segmented cases with similar

styles in the same court. The clerks easily file documents in the wrong files and on
appeal they get filed in the wrong files. The Plaintiff knows that not even a Writ of
Mandamus will fix a messed up file as he has applied for same without success.
2.7.2.

It is also clear that Avery intended to present evidence on three grounds which

he listed in detail in his letter to the Chief Appraiser seeking clarification by
describing his three remaining grounds to obtain a ruling 'Jn (Avery Affidavit
Exhibit B):
"1.

Property should not be taxed in TEXAS;

"2.

Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing units.

"3. Other: Texas Constitution, including Art. 8 Sec. 1-e; Art. 8 Sec. 1(a); and other laws, including the
unlawfulness of ad valorem property tax in America according to the Founders, part of the 9 statements of
Fact I provided in the Notice of Protest (Step 4)."

2.7.3. No objection was made to this request by the Defendants and the Plaintiff should
be allowed to argue all parts of all three of those grounds even if part of them have
been ruled upon before the second hearing and ruling.
2.8.

The Defendants attempt to dismiss the Substance to Knit Pick the Irrelevant:
2.8.1. The Defendants are attempting to dismiss the Plaintiffs substantial argument and
evidence that the ad valorem property tax is unlawful under provisions of the
Constitution of Texas leaving the Plaintiff with the absurd burden of showing that
his property is not located in Texas or Guadalupe County, which the Plaintiff has
never asserted to the contrary.
2.8.2. In all fairness however, Avery is not here on the appeal of a particular value of any
of his property wherein he is asking the court to place a value upon it for the
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purposes of an ad valorem property tax. But rather, he is here to show that the whole
process of ad valorem property taxation is unconstitutional and unlawful and goes
against the most fundamental principles of lawful government anywhere in the
cosmos.
2.8.3. Therefore, the Plaintiff will be arguing by illustration that the values set by the
Defendant or anyone else other than himself are arbitrary and therefore unlawful
under Article 8 Section l(a) of the Texas Constitution. The Plaintiff will show
various values of his property that prove his argument. The process of fixing value
for the imposition of an ad valorem property tax is simply rent negotiation which i~
unlawful, unequal and not uniform.
2.8.4. The value of the subject property was argued before the Appraisal Review Board
and Plaintiff attempted to get it reduced from $61,847 to $20,056 using neighboring
properties as a comparison. Then the ARB produced their evidence and said the
property was "useless" and set its value at $398 (Avery Affidavit Exhibit C page

lli2.8.5. Most ignorant people would jump with joy at this assessed value but it is more
illustrative of the completely arbitrary nature of value assessment even if it is done
with formulas and voluminous comparisons.
· 2.8.6. Plaintiff is now building a three story home with a four story stair tower on the
subject property and the GCAD has already sent post cards requesting that Plaintiff
submit pictures of the house showing square footage etc.
2.8.7. Value of property is an extension of the faculties of the owner and the value cannot
be assessed and to do so is to assess the value of the person who owns it. No
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government can assess the value of each person or the property they own to sustain
their other two properties of life and liberty. An attack or confiscation of one type of
property, land, is an attack upon all other forms of property, life and liberty.
3. Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's Motion for Traditional Summary Judgment:

3.1.

Defendant's Grounds for Motion for Traditional Summary Judgment:
3.1.1.

Subject property is located in Guadalupe County Texas within the boundaries

of the relevant taxing units, county, school, lateral roads.

3.2.

3.1.2.

Plaintiffs arguments are contrary to the Texas Constitution and Tax Code.

3.1.3.

Plaintiffs Property is not totally exempt.

Defendants mislead the Court on the facts concerning the two hearings:
3.2.1.

Defendants have mislead the Court concerning what the Defendants heard at

the first hearing on July 21, 2015 at page 3 of their Motions for Summary Judgment:
"On July 21, 2015, the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board heard the Plaintiffs administrative protest on
three of the six grounds at issue in this case and issued Orders on those three grounds. On July 24, 2015, the
Plaintiff received the Board's Orders on those three grounds. A second hearing was held on October 14,
2015, by the Guadalupe Appraisal Review Board on the remaining three grounds. The Plaintiff received the
Board's Orders on the three remaining grounds in the second hearing on October 22, 2015. On December 14,
2015 the Plaintiff filed his Original Petition in the Guadalupe County District Court on the six grounds."

3.2.2.

It is clear from the paper record filed at the GCAD office, and made an exhibit

herein, that all six grounds were brought at the same time and evidence on all six
grounds was delivered and heard at the first hearing. The Appraisal Review Board
(ARB) simply failed to rule on three of the protest questions permitted to the
Plaintiff at that first hearing. This is a critical point to get, not only for purposes of a
partial dismissal but for the purpose of both types of summary judgments. By
unjustly obtaining a partial dismissal the Defendants can leave the Plaintiff with no
grounds at all to argue. And this unjust motion for dismissal is founded on the
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malfeasance, or at least the dereliction of duty on the part of the Defendants in not
ruling completely on all of Plaintiffs protest grounds in their initial ruling.
3.3.

Defendant's Traditional Motion for Summary Judgment presumes partial dismissal of
the first three grounds of Plaintiff.
3.3.1.

If the Defendant's Motion for Partial Dismissal is not granted their Motion for

Summary Judgment is incomplete and does not address all the Plaintiffs grounds for
appeal.
3.3.2.

Plaintiff has shown that such a Partial Dismissal would be unjust and is

founded not on the error of the Plaintiff, but rather, on the error of the Defendants.
3.4.

Defendants want to unjustly remove all questions of the constitutionality of the ad
valorem property tax on appeal:
3.4.1.

The Defendants want to avoid all questions of the constitutionality of the ad

valorem property tax by having any constitutional law questions dismissed as part of
the partial dismissal motion.
3.4.2.

The Plaintiff has plenty of evidence to show regarding the contradictions of

constitutional law related to ad valorem property taxes and other taxation provisions
in the constitution and statutes of Texas.
3.4.3.

The Defendants want to avoid any need to defend the contradictions in

constitutional law and other statutes simply by having the Plaintiffs grounds
dismissed. The only ruling given by the ARB regarding the constitutional questions
in the first hearing was as follows (Exhibit B-3 of Plaintiffs Original Petition for
Review):
"Appraisal Review Board rejects the appeal to the Texas Constitution as a viable cause for appeal of
appraised value."
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3.5.

The Defendants gave Plaintiff an unsolicited Opportunity in a Second Hearing to
address the Constitutional and Other Laws and Principles grounds:
3.5.1.

It is clear that Plaintiff was given another opportunity to address the

constitutional issues and the lawfulness of ad valorem taxes or the feudal land
system in Texas as a state of the United States of America in the second hearing.
3.6.

The ARB issued a new second Ruling on the Constitutional and Other Law and
Principles grounds:
3.6.1.

Not only did the Defendant allow the Plaintiff another hearing on the

Constitutional and Other Laws and Principles ground of protest but also issued a
new ruling regarding the same (Exhibits E-3 Plaintiffs Original Petition for
Review):
"The Texas Constitution and Texas Tax Code allow the Guadalupe Appraisal District to appraise the
property and the taxing entities are entitled to tax the property."

3. 7.

Therefore the Constitutional and Other Laws and Principles issues remain as grounds
that may be appealed before this District Court.
3.7.1.

The Constitutional and other Laws and Principles grounds remain appealable

because a Motion for Partial Dismissal is unjust and founded on error of the
Defendant not the Plaintiff.
3.7.2.

The Constitutional and other Laws and Principles grounds remain appealable

because they were addressed at a second hearing and newly ruled upon after the
second hearing.
3.8.

The Defendants then simply show that the Plaintiffs property is in Guadalupe County
and in the boundaries of the various taxing entities with all their Exhibits A through H.
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3.8.1.

The proof that Plaintiffs property lies within Guadalupe County and

boundaries of various taxing entities is basically irrelevant material and can be
discarded for the purposes of this appeal. Petitioner has never claimed that his
property was somewhere else outside Guadalupe County etc.
3.8.2.

The only location or situs question relevant to this appeal is the question of the

location of the State of Texas. If the State of Texas is Located in the United States
of America and is a lawful state thereof then it has certain duties to protect the
unalienable property of all Americans consisting of their life, liberty and
possessions within the United States including the State of Texas.
3.8.3.

I think we can all agree that the State of Texas is a state of the United States of

America which was created on earth for only two reasons, first, the escape from and
eternal security from the feudal property system (or ad valorem property taxation
system, by another name) and second, the establishment of religious liberty or
freedom of religion. The escape and security from the feudal law and canon law was
the only reason for the America Revolution and establishment of the United States
of America We have socially digressed rather than advanced in Texas.

3.9.

Plaintiff grants the Defendant's their first claim for a Traditional Summary Judgment.
The Plaintiffs property is located in Guadalupe County etc. Plaintiff will readily admit
that.

3.10.

The Defendants Cannot and Have not proven to this Court that there are no

contradictions of Constitutional law and statutes regarding the ad valorem property tax
system:
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3.10.1.

Defendants state that "the Texas Constitution contains the bedrock principles

for ad valorem property taxation." 1 This is simply not true. The Constitution
contains the provisions that establish the actions of the state officers and employees
but it is clear from a review of the Constitution and its various taxation provisions
that they are contradictory, revealing a problem with the lawfulness of them and a
misunderstanding of fundamental law and purpose of government.
3.10.2.

In fact, the quotes of the Constitution provided by Defendants (Art. 8 Sec.

1(b) and Art. 8 Sec. 11) reveal that the "bedrock principles" of ad valorem property
taxef! are nothing more than the subjection of the people to abject slavery. If that
was the only tax provisions in the Constitution we have no conflict and no lawful
recourse but to pray unto God that he smite the state for us as we are helpless idiots.
3.10.3.

Then the Defendants quote their justifying selections of statutory law from the

Texas Tax Code which is nothing more than the codification of the institution of
slavery. Sec. 11.01 says simply that the state has jurisdiction to tax and therefore
taxes every tangible thing. Where is the principle in that? Here's a similar principle:
The state owns the citizen, and everything else, and the citizen is required to pay a
life tax, which if not paid must be satisfied by death. Yes indeed, that's a principle!
But is that principle based upon anything worth protecting or preserving? What is
such a principle founded upon and does it contradict some other principle(s) we
know?
3.10.4.

The Defendants dig into the annotations of the Tax Code in their exploration

into the fundamental principles of slavery so well laid out by the Texas Property
Tax Code revealing that Sec 11.01 also permits taxing units like school districts and
1

Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgments page 7.

avgcad-p-response-d-motions.doc

10
Page 409

noxious weed districts to impose an ad valorem property tax if it lies within their
boundaries.
3.10.5.

The Defendants report that the Constitution Art. 7 Sec. 3(e) allows school

districts to impose ad valorem property taxes. And Art. 8 Sec. 9(c), (e) allows the
Legislature to authorize ad valorem property taxes for the maintenance of public
roads.
3.11.

The First Constitutional Contradiction is Revealed herein:

3.11.1.

The Defendants show that a tax bill must be mailed to the person in whose

name the property is

liste~

on the tax roll, and said bill must state the taxable value

of the property. (Tax Code Ann. Sec. 31.0l(a).
3.11.2.

What is the Taxable Value of anyone's property? Who on earth can establish

with perfect equality and uniformity with all other properties what the taxable value
is of someone else's property? Art. 8 Sec. 1(a) says "Taxation shall be equal and
uniform." What taxation? This provision applies to all taxation in the State of Texas
of every kind. Taxation must be equal and uniform or it is unfair to some while
favoring others. Ad valorem property taxes simply cannot be appraised in any way
that is absolutely equal and uniform as required by Constitutional Law. And for this
reason alone it is unlawful and unconstitutional.
3.11.3.

Therefore we have here before us the first contradiction of law and

constitutional provisions and constitutional principles. Art. 8 Sec. l(a) requires all
state taxes to be equal and uniform. Not kind-of equal and sort-of uniform but
absolutely equal and absolutely uniform. Ad valorem taxation and valuation cannot
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conform to that prov1s1on and all ad valorem tax prov1s1ons are therefore
contradictory to said provision and unconstitutional.
3.12.

A Second Constitutional Contradiction is Apparent:

3.12.1.

The Defendants did not cite Art. 8 Sec. 1-e as it is particularly troublesome to

all the ad valorem property tax provisions and statutes:
"ABOLITION OF AD VALOREM PROPERTY TAXES. No State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon
any property within this State."

3.12.2.

The Supreme Court of Texas has wrestled with this for over forty years or

ever since it was past and no court justice or school district seems to understand just
how it applies with all the other ad valorem rroperty tax provisions, especially if
applied by some standard other than its clear reading.
3.12.3.

A clear reading of it would stop all ad valorem property taxation of every kind

and description in the state of Texas. Plaintiff also asserts that this provision was
most likely sold to the public in a similar fashion. And that would explain why it is
stated boldly, briefly and powerfully as if it was some kind of big-deal. But it is not
applied as some kind of epic alteration or social advancement but rather as a totally
inconsequential piece of tedious and complicated legislation.
3.12.4.

This provision is clarified when the definition of "governmental Unit" and the

"State" is discovered from other statutes that make the provision applicable to every
subdivision of the state (Civil Practice and Remedy Code CPRC Sec 101.001
(3)(A)(B)):
"(3) "Governmental unit" means:
(A) this state and all the several agencies of government that collectively constitute the government of this
state, including other agencies bearing different designations, and all departments, bureaus, boards,
commissions, offices, agencies, councils, and courts;
(B) a political subdivision of this state, including any city, county, school district, junior college district,

levee improvement district, drainage district, irrigation district, water improvement district, water control and
improvement district, water control and preservation district, freshwater supply district, navigation district,
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conservation and reclamation district, soil conservation district, communication district, public health district,
and river authority;"

3.12.5.

Who would argue that a School District is not a "governmental unit" and that

means it is a political subdivision of the state of Texas and is, in fact, "this state" and
all the several agencies of government collectively constituting the government of
this state. Therefore, a school district and the county road department is nothing
more or less than the State of Texas.
3.12.6.

We also discover that the school districts function to carry out the will of the

State in the provision of the public education for the State. Public education is not a
local responsibility, as marketed most of the time, but rather a state -Juty. Therefore
the school districts cannot impose an ad valorem property tax as the state is
forbidden to impose such a tax and all functions of the school district are considered
state functions by law (Texas Education Code Sec. 42.00l(a)):
"Sec. 42.001. STATE POLICY. (a) lt is the policy of this state that the provision of public education is a
state responsibility and that a thorough and efficient system be provided and substantially financed through
state revenue sources so that each student enrolled in the public school system shall have access to programs
and services that are appropriate to the student's educational needs and that are substantially equal to those
available to any similar student, notwithstanding varying local economic factors."

3.12.7.

We find that the law does not recognize the "State of Texas" as anything other

than the totality of every subdivision of itself and any of its subdivisions acting
alone. Therefore the County, and the Appraisal District is the "State of Texas" as
well as all the subdivisions of the State of Texas within its jurisdiction, including the
school district and noxious weed districts etc.
3.13.

Erroneous Applications of Art. 8 Sec. 1-e have resulted in contradictory, absurd,

ludicrous and unlawful mandates:
3.13.1.

When the Supreme Court rules that school districts violate Art. 8 Sec. 1-e by

charging a tax rate at or even near the ceiling set by Congress they become a
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"statewide ad valorem property tax" forbidden under the same article. They
therefore mandate to school districts that they provide an equal education for all
students throughout Texas with an unequal tax rate, which is an absurd unfair ruling
on its face.
3.13.2.

This absurd ruling by the Supreme Court also violates Art 8 Sec l(a) because

it establishes a tax that is not equal and uniform across Texas. Therefore the false
application of Art. 8 Sec 1-e and Art. 8 Sec. l(a) make them contradictory.
3.13.3.

However, if Art. 8 Sec. 1-e is applied correctly and all ad valorem property

tax or the feudal property system is stopped the said provision comes into harmony
with Art. 8 Sec. l(a).
3.14.

Art 7 Sec. 3(e) of the Texas Constitution contradicts Art. 8 Sec. 1-e:

3.14.1.

One of the most fundamental natural laws of mankind is that no one can

delegate to another more authority than one holds in themselves. The said Article
says:
"(e) The Legislature shall be authorized to pass laws for the assessment and collection of taxes in all school
districts and for the management and control of the public school or schools of such districts, whether such
districts are composed of territory wholly within a county or in parts of two or more counties, and the
Legislature may authorize an additional ad valorem tax to be levied and collected within all school districts
for the further maintenance of public free schools, and for the erection and equipment of school buildings
therein; provided that a majority of the qualified voters of the district voting at an election to be held for that
purpose, shall approve the tax."

3.14.2.

If the state is forbidden to levy an ad valorem property tax on any property in

Texas how can it authorize a subdivision of itself to do what it cannot do? The
Legislature or State of Texas law making body does not have authority to levy an ad
valorem property tax on any property in Texas so how can it delegate what it has not
to the school district which is a subdivision and is considered to be the State of
Texas by law?
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3.15.

The Principles of Lawful Government and American Liberty Prohibits ad valorem

property tax as it is a feudal snare reducing all people to abject slaves of the state:
3.15.1.

Plaintiff adopts his arguments and quotations of the founders in paragraphs

14, 15 and 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21 of his Plaintiffs First Amended Original Petition
for Review to show conclusively that ad valorem property tax is a snare to liberty
and the unjust confiscation of the property of the people and the Texas Property Tax
Code is nothing more than the submission of the people of Texas to abject slavery
and tyranny and the destruction of the State of Texas.
3.16.

Summary:

3.16.1.

At best, the determination of the value for an ad valorem property tax is

nothing more than rent negotiation between the owner and unlawful confiscator, or
state.
3.16.2.

The Defendants conclude their Motion for Traditional Summary Judgment

with a further showing that Petitioner's property is located in Guadalupe County.
3.16.3.

There is no argument presented by Defendants that addresses any of the

questions and issues put forth with supporting evidence in the Plaintiffs appeal to
the District Court and extensive filings at the GCAD ARB hearing and his evidence
on appeal and in his Petition and Responses he gave to Defendant's in their Requests
for Discovery.
3.16.4.

A recitation of selected Constitutional and Texas Tax Code provisions does

not address the obvious contradictory constitutional and fundamental issues the
Plaintiff has appealed to this District Court. The Defendants have not joined the
issues herein and cannot support a Motion for Traditional Summary Judgment when
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they have not responded to the evidence and obvious reasonable judicial questions
and illustrations showing that ad valorem property taxes are not lawful in Texas.
3.16.5.

The issue and ground on appeal is not simply to show the Plaintiff where there

is some kind of provision to impose an ad valorem property tax on his property but
rather to demonstrate how any such provisions are in harmony and consistent with
all the principles of taxation and lawful government such that Plaintiff is not made a
slave from which he cannot redeem himself and his property no matter what he
does.
3.16.6.

Plaintiff has shown he has a legitimate complaint before this District Court

showing his just allodial superior title that cannot be aliened by the state. The
Defendants have not countered any of Plaintiffs arguments except to point out mere
readings of the "Tax Code" and Constitution regardless of the obvious
contradictions revealed.
3.16.7.

For these reasons summarized above the Defendant's Motion for Traditional

Summary Judgment should be denied.
4. Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's Motion for "No Evidence" Summary Judgment:

4.1.

The elements asserted for the Defendant's "No Evidence" Summary Judgment are
very similar to the Defendant's Motion for Traditional Summary Judgment:

4.1.1.

Plaintiff has not provided evidence for an exemption.

4.1.2.

Plaintiff has not shown his property is not in the GCAD.

4.1.3.

Plaintiff has not shown his property is not within the boundaries of the various

taxing units in GCAD.
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4.2.

Plaintiff has provided herewith an Affidavit verifying some evidence submitted by
him at both ARB hearings (Avery Affidavit Exhibit C & D):
4.2.1.

Sec. 42.23(f) of the Tax Code says that the offer of any evidence at all by any

party to an appeal that was presented at the ARB hearing will constitute sufficient
evidence to deny the motion. Therefore, this ''No Evidence" Motion for Summary
Judgment must be denied as per said statute:
"(t) For purposes of a no-evidence motion for summary judgment filed by a party to an appeal under this
chapter, the offer of evidence, including an affidavit or testimony, by any person, including the appraisal
district, the property owner, or the owner's agent, that was presented at the bearing on the protest before the
appraisal review board constitutes sufficient evidence to deny the motion."

4.2.2.

Plaintiff asserts his rightful allodial title to his property herein and adopts his

Affidavit evidence that his property is totally and eternally exempt from ad valorem
property taxation under Art. 8 Sec. 1-e, Art. 8 Sec. l(a) of the Texas Constitution
and the Texas Education Code Sec. 42.00l(a)
4.2.3.

Plaintiff asserts his rightful allodial title to his property herein and adopts his

Affidavit evidence that his property is totally and eternally exempt from ad valorem
property taxation under CPRC Sec 101.001 (3)(A)(B).
4.2.4.

Plaintiff asserts his rightful allodial title to his property herein and adopts his

Affidavit evidence that his property is totally and eternally exempt from ad valorem
property taxation under the Principles of the American System of Government
which was instituted for the sole purpose of delivering the people from the tyranny
of the feudal property law system and the canon religious law as shown by Thomas
Jefferson, John Adams and Samuel Adams.
4.2.5.

Plaintiff asserts his rightful allodial title to his property herein and adopts his

Affidavit evidence that his property is totally and eternally exempt from ad valorem
property taxation under the principles of property upon which all lawful
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governments are founded for the sole purpose of protecting the property of each
individual consisting of their life, liberty and possessions including their land,
homes, businesses, tools, all of which are used to sustain the other two properties of
life and liberty as irrefutably shown by John Locke and Frederick Bastiat.
4.3.

The Defendants do not understand the nature of property ownership.
4.3.1.

The Defendants continue to assert that the Plaintiff is the owner while at the

same time asserting that Defendants own it.
4.3.2.

If the Defendants have a right to place a value on Plaintiffs property and to

charge Plaintiff an annual rent on it, secured by a lien with power to evict the
Plaintiff, if he does not pay the rent, then Defendants are the true owners of the
property and the term "ownership" as applied to Plaintiff is total deception.
4.3.3.

Defendants continue to assert that Plaintiff owns the subject property. If so,

Defendants need to cease and desist from trying to impose an annual rent, or its
equal, an ad valorem property tax, on Plaintiffs property.
4.3.4.

The Defendants have unlawfully aliened the unalienable property of the

Plaintiff and are asserting that Plaintiff owns the property while they collect
unlawful rent on it from him. If Defendants prevail under this absurd condition the
Plaintiff is reduced to the owner of a state lease at best.
4.3.5.

The State of Texas is really not a lawful government if this condition is

allowed to persist and prevail over the people who really own their lives, liberties
and possessions and create government for the sole purpose of protecting those
properties not confiscating them and charging feudal fees against them.
5. Conclusion and Prayer
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5 .1.

Defendants have used their own dereliction of duty and failure to render a judgment
on all the six grounds of the Plaintiffs Protest at the first hearing in order to weasel out
of the substance of the Plaintiffs appeal before this District Court. For this reason alone,
the Defendant's Motion for Partial Dismissal should be denied. But Defendants gave the
Plaintiff another opportunity at their own will for Plaintiff to continue his arguments
based upon the Constitution and Other Laws and Principles which clearly were appealed
within the required time limit of 60 days. For these reasons the Defendant's Motion for
Partial Dismissal should be denied.

5.2.

The Defenc'lilt's Motion for Traditional Summary Judgment did not address the
issues and grounds asserted by the Plaintiff showing that he is entitled by virtue of being
a citizen of the United States of America an allodial title to his property which totally
and eternally exempts his property from the levy of any ad valorem property taxation.
Mere recitation of a few Constitutional provisions does not disprove the Plaintiff's
arguments on appeal to the District Court. Merely proving the property of the Plaintiff is
in Guadalupe County is insufficient and irrelevant at best for the purposes of this appeal.

5.3.

The Plaintiff has attached and incorporated herein his Affidavit in Support of
Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's Motions for Summary Judgments and Partial
Dismissal. Sec. 42.23(f) says that any evidence submitted at the ARB hearings by any
party to the appeal is sufficient to deny the motion. Therefore, the Motion for "No
Evidence" Summary Judgment must be denied according to statute.

5.4.

The Plaintiffs evidence supports his Response and Appeal that he has established
legitimate issues for his claim that he has allodial title to his property exempting his
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unalienable property from alienation by any government as established by his forefathers
in America.
5.5.

Wherefore Premises Considered, the Plaintiff prays that the District Court
deny the Defendant's Motion to Partially Dismiss and the Defendant's Motion for
Traditional Summary Judgment and the Defendant's Motion for a "No Evidence"
Summary Judgment. Plaintiff also prays that the District Court grant him any other relief
to which he may be entitled.

Respectfully Submitted,

'Jr.

Av

1933 Montclair Dr.
Seguin, Texas 78155
830/372-5534
Taphouse@SBCglobal.net

"f'""1

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on th~h day

o~:2016 a true and correct copy of the foregoing was

served on Attorneys for the Defendants listed below by Certified Mail Return Receipt Requested
7015 0920 0001 7515 7147

Christopher Jackson
Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins & Mott, L.L.P.
3301 Northland Dr., Ste. 505
Austin, Texas 78731
512/302-0190 phone
512/323-6963 fax
Attorneys for Defendant

V2JJ_r._.A_v""__,"1,___

~~.AVel)'
Petitioner pro se
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AFFIDAVIT OF PLAINTIFF, RONALD F. AVERY
IN SUPPORT OF HIS RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO PARTIALLY DISMISS, TRADITIONAL &
"NO EVIDENCE" SUMMARY JUDGMENTS
STATE OF TEXAS
GUADALUPECOUNTY

§
§

Before me, the undersigned notary, on this day personally appeared Ronald F. Avery,
the affiant, whose identity is known to me. After I administered an oath according to law,
affiant testified as follows:
1. "My name is Ronald Franklin Avery. I am over 18 years of age, of sound mind,
. and capable of making this affidavit. The facts stated in this affidavit are within
my personal knowledge and are true and correct.
2. Exhibit A attached hereto is a true and correct copy of the letter I sent to the
Guadalupe County Appraisal District asking for a ruling on three of my six
grounds they omitted from their ruling. I did present evidence for all six grounds
of my protest at the first hearing and expected a ruling on all six grounds after the
first hearing.
3. Exhibit B attached hereto is a true and correct copy of the letter I sent to the
Guadalupe County Appraisal District requesting clarification about concerning
how the second hearing would be timed and the order of presentation of evidence.
I also reiterated the grounds of the protest that I would address and expect a ruling
upon.
4. Exhibit C attached hereto is a true and correct copy of Plaintiff's First Submission
of written evidence containing true and accurate quotes of the Founding Fathers of
America and the authors of works upon which our nation and states were based,
namely, Thomas Jefferson, John Adams, Samuel Adams, John Locke and
Frederick Bastiat. All show that ad valorem property taxes are contrary to the
lawful principles of government.
5. Exhibit D attached hereto is a true and correct copy of the Plaintiff's Second
Submission of written evidence containing true and accurate quotes of the
founding Fathers of America and the authors of works upon which our nation and
states were based, namely, Thomas Jefferson, John Adams, Samuel Adams, John
Locke and Frederick Bastiat. All show that ad valorem property taxes are contrary
to the lawful principles of government.
6. I have sold my property in McQueeney, Texas located at 9301 FM 725 and no
longer have an interest it said property. Therefore the appeal does not involve two
properties in the Moses Balcer Survey and I will un-suit them in my second
amended Original Petition for Review.
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7. The pleadings this affidavit supports are my own personal writings and constitute
my testimony as to facts as well as my arguments of grounds for appeal.
8. The written evidence in Exhibits C and D are my own writings and stand as my
own testimony where applicable. All quotes of scholars are accurate.

Further the Affiant sayeth not.

Ronald F. Avery

Sworn to and subscribed before me by Ronald F. A very on

TL<. l 'f 7

'2016

The State of Texas
My commission expires: _ _ _ _ __

avgcad-affidavit-of-plaintiff.doc

2
Page 421

p.1

830-372-5534

Avery Design

Aug 131505:16p

Ronald F. Avery
1933 Montclair St.
Seguin, Texas 78155
830.372.5534
Chief Appraiser
Guadalupe Appraisa1 District
3000 N Austin Street
Seguin, Texas 78155
Via Fax: 830-372-2874
RE:

Incomplete rulings on proper evidence submitted on the following
Property IDs: 50610, 50612, 59576

Dear Chief Appraiser,
I provided evidence under six separate claims I made on July 21, 2015 before the
Appraisal Review Board and submitted documentation of same in more detail on the six
permitted grounds. Please see the Property Appraisal - Notice of Protest Form 50-132
where I checked five boxes and provided 9 statements of fact upon which there should be
a ruling made on each ground proYided.
I have received an Order Determining Protest on three of the six grounds related to all
three properties above. The said Orders make a ruling regarding:
1. Value is over market value;
2. Value is unequal compared with other properties;
3. Other: Art. 8 Sec. 1-e; Art. 8 Sec. l(a); and other laws.
However, there were no rulings received regarding:
4. Property should not be taxed in the taxing unit of TEXAS;
5. Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing
units.
6. The unlavffillness of ad valorem property tax in America according to the
Founders, part of the 9 statements of Fact I provided in the Notice of Protest.
Would you please send me an ARB ruling on the last three questions upon which I

submitted much compelling and irrefutable evidence to support. I need this ruling within
the next week so that I can file an appeal to the District Court on the last three items
alone on my properties within the original 60 days from notice of Order Determining
Protest. I thank you in advance for your prompt assistance in this matter.
~erelyA

v~d~~~µ-")

/Ronald F. Avery
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830-372-5534

Avery Design

-Aug 241505:21p

p.1

Ronald F. Avery
1933 Montclair St.
Seguin, Texas 78155
830.372.5534
8/24/15 .
Chief Appraiser
Guadalupe Appraisal District
3000 N Austin Street
Seguin, Texas 78155
Via Fax: 830-372-2874

RE:

Clarification of Cause #2015-3557 to include tbree properties with IDs of: 59576,
50612, and 50610.

Dear Chlef Appraiser,
I received Notice of Appraisal Review Board Hearing set for 10/14/2015 at 3:00 PM at
the Guadalupe Appraisal District Office for account Numbers 58576, 50612 and 50610
addressed to A very Ronald F and Cynthia G. Revocable Living Trust. When I looked at
the form you provided that I could use to request documentation the Appraisal District
will use at the hearing, it only referenced Property ID# 59576 with the Revocable Living
Trust as owner.
Could you please send me a letter of clarification that the Hearing will include all three
properties showing the owner names as the Revocable Living Trust above and Ronald F.
Avery for the other two properties?
I am expecting to have 10 minutes to talk for each property giving me 30 minutes in total.
However, I will try not to repeat any material on each property but provide information
applicable to all three properties. I expect the Appraisal District to have the same time as
we11. I wiU address only the issues stated in the Notice of ARB Hearing I received,
namely:
1. Property should not be taxed in TEXAS;

2. Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing
units.
3. Other: Texas Constitution, including Art. 8 Sec. 1-e; Art. 8 Sec. l{a); and other
laws, including the unlawfulness of ad valorem property tax in America
according to the Founders, part of the 9 statements of Fact I provided in the
Notice of Protest (Step 4).
S~cere!>',
A
9~c:./ AI" /...Ju~vY)

/ Ronald F. Avery
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Cause# 2015-264
Guadalupe County Appraisal Review Board Hearing
Evidence submitted in writing by the Owner
"'·

·.

Property ID number: 59576
Legal Description: ABS: 35 SUR: JOHN SOWELL 2.6580 AC.
Superior Allodial Unalienable Title Owner: Ronald F & Cynthia G
Avery Revocable Living Trust
Address of Owner: 1933 Montclair Dr., Seguin, Texas 78155
Ph -.,ne # of Owner: 830-372-5534
Place of Hearing: Guadalupe Appraisal District, 3000 N. Austin Street,
Seguin, Texas, 78155
Time & Date of Hearing: 10:00 AM 07/21/2015

1. Property should not be "Taxed" or Aliened in TEXAS:
1.1. I am a citizen of the State of Texas with access to all the rights acknowledged

and protected by the Texas Constitution of 1876 and that lie outside the Texas
Property Tax Code, not merely a "taxpayer" with certain additional and or
limited rights and privileges granted by the State of Texas in said code. The state
of Texas is a state in the United States of America and its founders agreed with
the founders of the United States and intended that the State of Texas adhere to
the principles of property that America that the founders understood and
established.
1.2. All ad valorem property taxes in Texas are unlawfully imposed based upon a
misconception of the nature of the State and its subdivisions. Presently the
twisted and erroneous State law treats counties and school districts as
independent sovereign entities that have authority greater than the State of Texas
itself, .e.g., the subdivisions can impose taxes that are forbidden to the State. The
erroneous state law treats Texas subdivisions as sovereign independent entities
that joined to form the State of Texas in the same way the several states formed
the United States of America by Constitution. But Texas and its subdivisions
cannot be compared to the 50 sovereign states and the United States of America.
And hence no subdivision of the State of Texas can possibly have more power
than the State itself and therefore cannot impose a tax the State cannot impose as
I will demonstrate below:
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1.3. State ad valorem property taxes were abolished in the State of Texas in 1968
with the passage a constitutional amendment (Article 8 Section 1-e):
"ABOLITION OF AD VALOREM PROPERTY TAXES. No State ad valorem
taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State."
1.4. Prior to 1968 the State of Texas imposed a State wide ad valorem property tax on
essentially all property in Texas, the revenue from which went to pay for state
wide functions.
1.5. However, the constitutional amendment 1968 does not say the State may not
impose a "uniform state wide ad valorem property tax," but rather "no State ad
valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State."
1.6. The revenue raised from the present unlawful local State ad valorem property
taxes continue to pay for State wide functions like public education as so stated
by Article 7 Section 1 of the Texas Constitution: "SUPPORT AND
MAINTENANCE OF SYSTEM OF PUBLIC FREE SCHOOLS. A general
diffusion of knowledge being essential to the preservation of the liberties and
rights of the peo -"le, it shall be the duty of the Legislature of the State to establish
and make suitable provision for the support and maintenance of an efficient
system of public free schools."
1.7. The Texas Education Code also states that the State of Texas is responsible for
public education at §42.00l(a): "It is the policy of this state that the provision of
public education is a state responsibility***" The local "independent school
districts" are nothing more than State subdivisions for the execution of State wide
functions with no real autonomy at all. And it is fraudulent to pretend, as they do
all the time, that School Districts are independent and autonomous from the State
of Texas in order to persuade people to vote for local State property taxes. The
local districts should not be paying for public education in Texas.
1.8. All the people of Texas delegated their authority to the Legislature of the State of
Texas to provide and maintain a means of teaching their neighbor's children the
principles of property so that their own property would be safe no matter where
they went in Texas.
1.9. Once this authority has been delegated and a duty vested in the State Legislature,
the State cannot delegate the same back to the local areas or school districts.
1.10.
The financial support for the construction, maintenance and provision of
public education is a duty of the Legislature of the State of Texas not the local
school districts.
1.11.
The term "free schools" cannot mean they are paid for by the local county
confiscation of the property of the people and the collection of an annual rent
from the actual owners, but rather "free schools" must be paid for by an equal
and uniform State wide tax that everyone pays that does not harm, confiscate or
threaten to confiscate or convert their property.
1.12.
The State of Texas is not a federation or union of "counties" or
"subdivisions" that formed the State of Texas.
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1.13.
Subdivisions of the State of Texas such as "counties" and "school
districts" were formed by the State of Texas to carry out the functions of the
State of Texas and none alone have autonomous authority or jurisdiction.
1.14.
The State of Texas created subdivisions which each alone are considered
the "State of Texas" in accordance with the Texas Civil Practice and Remedy
Code Title V Section 101.001(3)(A)(B)(C)(D) states: ""Governmental unit"
means:(A) this state and all the several agencies of government that
collectively constitute the government of this state, including other agencies
bearing different designations, and all departments, bureaus, boards,
commissions, offices, agencies, councils, and courts; (B) a political subdivision
of this state, including any city, county, school district, junior college district,
levee improvement district, drainage district, irrigation district, water
improvement district, water control and improvement district, water control and
preservation district, freshwater supply district, navigation district, conservation
and reclamation district, soil conservation district, communication district, public
health district, and river authority; (C) an emergency service organization; and
(D) any other institution, agency, or organ of government the status and
authority of which are derived from the Constitution of Texas or from laws
passed by the legislature under the constitution." (Emphasis added)
1.15.
The Guadalupe County Appraisal District, Guadalupe County, and the
Seguin Independent School District are all and each one alone considered to be a
governmental unit of the State of Texas and to be the State of Texas.
1.16.
Each Governmental unit and subdivision claims to have "Sovereign
Immunity" protection of the State of Texas because they are the State of Texas
under Title V Section 101 of the Texas CPRC.
1.17.
It does not say any where in the law that the State of Texas is anything
other than any of its governmental units or subdivisions. ·
1.18.
A subdivision of the State cannot have a power that has been denied to the
whole State.
1.19.
The relationship of Texas subdivisions to the State of Texas is not the
same as the relationship between Texas to the United States, i.e., The Governor
of the State of Texas has authority to call up and fund and maintain a militia as
long as he wants and command them. But the United States President may not
raise a standing army and command them and fund them all at his own will. In
this way Texas has authority that is denied the federal government. But Texas
counties cannot have more power or authority than the State of Texas because the
counties did not form Texas and are only subdivisions of the State created by the
State for the execution of the authority and duties of the State of Texas.
1.20.
The State Legislature cannot delegate an authority to any of its
subdivisions which it does not have or which has been denied to it.
1.21.
The State of Texas has been denied authority and power to levy an "ad
valorem property tax" on any property in the State of Texas.
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1.22.
The property, the subject of this hearing, is located in the State of Texas
and all the taxing authorities with jurisdiction over it have been created by the
State of Texas and derive their power from the State of Texas and cannot have
more power or authority than the State of Texas.
People, individuals, in the state of nature before the creation of
1.23.
government create private property by their investment in it of their labor or their
stored labor in money.
People, individuals, own and possess property prior to the formation of
1.24.
government and laws as so stated by Frederick Bastiat in accordance with John
Locke:
"Life, liberty, and property do not exist because men have made laws. On the contrary, it was the
fact that life, liberty, and property existed beforehand that caused men to make laws in the first
place." 1

1.25.
People, individuals, have a God given right and authority to protect their
property by force if necessary:
"What, then, is law? It is the collective organization of the individual right 1) lawful defense.
"Each of us has a natural right-from God-to defend his person, his liberty, and his property.
These are the three basic requirements of life, and the preservation of any one of them is
completely dependent upon the preservation of the other two. For what are our faculties but the
extension of our individuality? And what is property but an extension of our faculties?
"If every person has the right to defend-even by force-his person, his liberty, and his
property, then it follows that a group of men have the right to organize and support a common
force to protect these rights constantly. Thus the principle of collective right-its reason for
existing, its lawfulness-is based on individual right. And the common force that protects this
collective right cannot logically have any other purpose or any other mission than that for which
it acts as a substitute. Thus, since an individual cannot lawfully use force against the person,
liberty, or property of another individual, then the common force-for the same reason--cannot
lawfully be used to destroy the person, liberty, or property of individuals or groups. "2

1.26.
Clearly this means that government cannot take the property of the people
either if a tax is not paid.
1.27.
The only reason people, individuals, form government and laws is for the
protection of their individual properties. We shall see this from Locke.
1.28.
All lawful governments are based upon the delegated authority of the
people, individuals, to protect their property as shown above by Bastiat.
1.29.
The people, individuals, do not transfer their property to the government
upon its creation but rather delegate their authority, individually, to protect their
property with force if necessary to the government.
1.30.
There are three types of property (life, liberty and possessions or estate)
none of which can be taxed by the State as it would alter the relationship of the
State to the individual and the people. The failure to pay a life tax would result in
1

Frederick Bastiat, The Law, ed. Dean Russell, (The Foundation for Economic Education, Inc. Irvingtonon-Hudson, New York 1950) p. 2.
2
Ibid.
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the expulsion of the person or their termination which is not lawful. The failure
of a person to pay a liberty tax would result in the denial of that liberty which
means the liberty never existed. The failure to pay a property tax results in the
eviction of the tenant from the property meaning they never owned it in the eyes
of the State.
1.31.
No lawful State can own the property of the people and charge them an
annual rent as this makes all people, individuals slaves of the State.
1.32.
The definition of slave is "one who owns no property." The citizens of
Texas under the present operating form of government do not own property of
any kind as they rent their possessions from the State annually and they purchase
licenses to exercise most of their liberties and they do not own their own lives
under the false doctrine of "sovereign immunity" that came to Texas from the
monarchs of Europe by declaration of the Supreme Court of Texas without
citation of any constitutional provision, common or case law, or statute or law of
any kind. The citizens of Texas are abject slaves.
1.33.
Property tax is simply a misnomer and really constitutes a confiscation rt
the moment that it is levied and transfers the ownership to the State from the real
owner the individual or people who create the State for the protection of their
property. It is the introduction of the feudal system as we shall fully see herein.
1.34.
The people, individuals, cannot vote to impose or levy an ad valorem
property tax on their neighbors as a voting booth is not magical but simply a
place where each cast their vote on matters that they each possess an authority to
delegate or determine before they enter the voting booth. No one has authority to
place a lien upon someone else's property securing the payment of money to the
State or any subdivision thereof. Any and each individual separately may
volunteer to contract with the State to pay the State or the subdivisions thereof
money upon the condition that their failure to do so will result in their eviction
from it forever. But no individual nor all of them collectively have authority to
place such a lien on someone else's property. Therefore, it is unlawful to hold an
election to impose or levy a property tax upon all the people, as none entering the
voting booth has such an authority to determine for someone else. Even if
everyone but me voted for a bond that would place a lien on their own property it
would not apply to me. And even if they did this it could also be vacated as they
don't have authority to alienate the property and make and impoverish themselves
by losing their own property. We shall see why this is true.
1.35.
Voting booths can lawfully determine who will be mayor or governor etc.,
as all entering the booth have equal authority to determine the issue in question
as the result does not harm, convert, or threaten to harm the property of another
without their permission.
1.36.
No jurisdiction in Texas has authority to impose or levy an ad valorem
property tax on the property the subject of this hearing as everyone of them are
the State of Texas which has been denied the authority by both the natural law of
property and lawful nations and states and by Article 8 Section 1-e of the Texas
Constitution.
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1.3 7.
The code that the Guadalupe Appraisal District is charged to execute is
e~titled the "Texas Property Tax Code," which is a prima fascia contradiction,
smce ''No State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this
State." This code should only contain the penalties to be assessed against any
entity that levies an ad valorem tax on any property in Texas. Also all the laws
thereof are set by the State over the Appraisal Districts. It would have made a lot
more logic to have titled the code the Guadalupe County Property Tax Code and
allowed only those in Guadalupe County set all the laws for its regulation. But
we know that can't happen as Guadalupe County is not sovereign and
autonomous but rather a subdivision of the State of Texas and considered to
actually be the State of Texas.
1.38.
The Republican Party of Texas Platform states: "We support the
abolishment of property taxes, but in the interim, property taxes should be paid
on the price of the property when it was initially purchased." First no one and no
state had any lawful authority to institute a property tax to begin with. Second,
State ad valorem property taxes are already abolished. How much clearer could
the people speak in an amendment to the Texas Constitution than "No State ad
valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State?"
If the people really meant to leave counties and school districts out of that
1.39.
prohibition they did a very bad job of so indicating, since there are no counties or
school districts that are not considered to be the State of Texas in the eyes of the
law and that do not execute the State wide will and functions of the State of
Texas.
1.40.
Therefore we see there is a law that governs lawful taxation of any state or
nation and that is that taxation cannot destroy the purpose of the government.
Since all lawful governments are created by the people for the sole purpose of the
protection of their property consisting of life, liberty and possessions, we know
that it cannot be paid for or supported by a means that harms or threatens to harm
the property of the individuals by conversion, taking, destroying, aliening or
encumbering it in any way by any means.
1.41.
It is an absurdity to support a government by a means that destroys the
very purpose of its institution.
1.42.
The true unlawful purpose of the confiscation (levy of property taxes) of
property by the state making the people tenants on their own land and renters of
their own products and tools to earn a living is to force the people to obey the
will of the state and to force people off their land and out of their homes and to
surrender their means of earning a living if they do not conform to the norm set
by the state and the media An example follows:
1.43.

I operated the only true taphouse in Guadalupe County Texas that had 30

draft beers on tap, which is more than offered at the ten day festival in New

Braunfels called Wurstfest and more than any bar in New Braunfels or
Guadalupe County. No one could compete with me in terms of imported beer
quality or quantity. Yet many of the people rejected the views of the owner and
many of them said bad and untrue things about me and the business and caused a
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boycott. Under a lawful government supported by lawful taxation this would not
harm me as bad as I could keep the business and wait it out for the people to
become more educated about the true nature of government and the principles of
property written by John Locke in 1689 that regulate all lawful governments. But
as it is now, I will be driven off my property simply because the people can
boycott my business making me lose it because I cannot pay the state rent on
improvements that I built without the aid of the government and in many
instances in spite of other unlawful government imposed obstacles. And now that
same government wants to more than double their rent on my property resulting
in my eviction from my property.
1.44.
Something is going to give with all these open borders and off-shore
outsourcing of American jobs and racial unrest caused by the federal government
and the exorbitantly expensive unlawful infinite scope of public education and
the inflation of the :fraudulent unconstitutional paper money. The present system
is financially unsustainable. In light of the present unlawful federal military
operation in Texas called "Jade Helm 15," would it not be beneficial to the
citizens and real owners of the property to keep their unconstitutional unlawful
"property taxes" or State Rent low until there is a cessation of ad valorem
property taxes?
1.45.
Value of the property, the subject ofthis hearing, should therefore be set at
zero for the purposes of calculating unlawful State ad valorem property taxes in
support of the State subdivision of Guadalupe County the State subdivision of the
Seguin School District.

2. Response to Attorney Dylan Wood:
2.1. "Mr. Avery makes the circular argument that since the state constitution now
forbids "the State" from levying a property tax, and, that since taxing units are
political subdivisions of the state, and are therefore considered "the State" for
some purposes, that they cannot levy a property tax. This argument takes one
sentence of our lengthy Constitution completely out of context in an attempt to
avoid paying his fair share of the burden of taxes and completely ignores the
other, more relevant sections of the Constitution."
2.2. Mr. Wood misnames my sound and proven deduction a "circular argument."
There is nothing circular about my proven linear deduction. An example of a
circular argument is: Property Taxation is lawful because of Article 7 Section 3-e
and Article 7 Section 3-e cannot be contradictory to Article 8 Section 1-e because
we should all pay our fair share of Property Taxes. I think it is clear to all who is
employing a circular argument.
2.3. Tue statement and proof that if the State is forbidden to levy an ad valorem
property tax on any property in Texas, then it clearly follows that none of its subdivisions can have authority to do what the state cannot do. Tue proof that all
sub-divisions of the state are considered the state in law and logic is also not a
circular argument. If company A is the unity of b, c, and d and each part is
considered to be company A and company A has no authority to spy on its
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employees, then it follows deductively that b, c, and d cannot spy on its
employees.
2.4. Mr. Wood asserts the very notion that I have proven to be erroneous. He says,
"since taxing units are political subdivisions of the state, and are therefore
considered "the State" for some purposes, that they cannot levy a property tax." I
would like for him to prove what purpose any sub-division of the State of Texas
holds that is not derived from the purpose of the "state." As I have shown, there
is no definition of the state that is not considered all or any one of its subdivisions acting under the authority of the State of Texas. No sub-division is a
sovereign independent unit with purposes or authority derived from something
other than the State of Texas. His statement implies that some but not all of the
functions of a state sub-division are purposes of the state. He can't prove his
implication.
2.4.1. Mr. Wood attempts to harm my integrity by suggesting that my motive in
challenging the jurisdictional authority of the State and its sub-divisions to
levy an ad valorem property tax on any property in Texas is merely because
I want to avoid paying my fair share like all the other slaves: "This argument
takes one sentence of our lengthy Constitution completely out of context in
an attempt to avoid paying his fair share of the burden of taxes and
completely ignores the other, more relevant sections of the Constitution."
2.4.2. My argument uses numerous other provisions of the Constitution to show
that the State and the courts are completely confused about how to apply
Article 8 Section 1-e without producing contradictions and violations of
other constitutional provisions. And yes our constitution is lengthy to the
intended point of confusing the people beyond their ability to deal with the
mess much of which is contradictory not to mention the maze of case law
rules of judicial precedent that has unlawfully voided the entire Article 1 Bill
of Rights.
2.5. "As it should be readily apparent, Mr. Avery's argument is specious."
2.5.1. I think Mr. Wood's claim that my argument is specious is ludicrous in
light of the continual litigation before the Supreme Court of Texas for the
last 40 plus years over the meaning of Article 8 Section 1-e and its
application. And the judicial dilemma grows directly from what I have
shown herein. Yet when I have tried to use the courts to correct the dilemma
the court has dismissed my lawful claims long before the merits of the case
are heard based upon inapplicable rules of judicial precedent such as the socalled "Unique Injury Rule."
2.5.2. The Supreme Court of Texas has indicated (careful not to legislate from
the bench) that ad valorem property taxation is not the way to pay for public
education as it always ends up a statewide property tax becoming equal and
uniform across the state of Texas.
2.5.3. But if they are not equal and uniform across the state they are in violation
of Article 8 Section l(a): "Taxation shall be equal and uniform." It makes
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sense right to have equal and uniform taxes across the state. Why should one
part of the state have more or less tax than another?
2.5.4. And it is the duty of this Appraisal District to make property taxes equal
and uniform. But, if you do, they will constitute a statewide ad valorem
property tax in violation of Article 8 Section 1-e.
2.5.5. But it will be said that taxes should only be equal and uniform in the
district not statewide. The same question of fairness arises: Why should
some areas of the state pay more or less property tax than others for the same
kind of property? This would be unfair to Texans statewide.
2.5.6. In fact how is it fair that deals are made by taxing authorities that waive ad
valorem property taxes for large corporations that move into the tax district?
What fairness theory is applied to that? Why should I pay when a large
corporation doesn't? There is nothing equal, uniform or fair about ad
valorem property taxes.
2.5.7. Another observation that truly represents a specious argument is given by
the Supreme Court of Texas regarding the misapplication of Article 8
Section 1-e and sub-divisions. They have ruled that when the school districts
across Texas begin to charge the maximum cap rate set by the state to insure
equity in school districts that the tax violates Article 8 Section 1-e and has
become a statewide ad valorem property tax. The Court has said that when
the local school district loses discretion in setting the tax rate to achieve the
state educational mandates that they are in violation of Article 8 Section 1-e.
Why worry about tax rate discretion when the districts are nothing more than
arms of the state for the execution of state education policy and have no real
discretion to start with? Therefore, the result of the Supreme Court rulings
all the school districts across Texas must provide a equal education
opportunity for all students across Texas while maintaining an unequal ad
valorem property tax! That's what I call SPECIOUS and LUDICROUS! It's
time to laugh and roll on the floor. But even after ruling that the ad valorem
property taxes to support Maintenance and Operations of public schools is
unconstitutional they continue to permit this crime to go on knowing it is
unfair to all students and all citizens of the State of Texas.
2.5.8. The Courts are in a complete quandary over how to apply Article 8
Section 1-e without producing numerous contradictions and violations of
other laws. This is what I call specious!
2.5.9. What I have proposed regarding Article 8 Section 1-e results in the
removal of all contradictions of the law and the nullification and voiding of
all other ad valorem property tax laws.
2.6. Your attorney Mr. Wood, has mislead the Appraisal Review Board into thinking
that I have already tried some of this material in a court of law. He even recites
holdings and rulings that were never reached in any of my District Court
proceedings:
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"While not specifically brought up in his protest, Mr. Avery has previously attempted and failed
to have the school district's property tax forbidden on the basis that a district court in Austin has
found the school finance system unconstitutional, at least partially on the basis that it created a
statewide property tax."

2. 7. It's no secret that all ad valorem property taxes for the support of maintenance
and operations of the public school system have been found to be
unconstitutional by the Supreme Court of Texas in 2005 and no one has been
able to prove they have been constitutional since then. But he also attempts to
make the ARB believe that my suit brought in 2006 failed on its merits. It did not
fail on its merits. It was simply dismissed, as most cases are these days, on bogus
inapplicable grounds. The court said that I failed to show a "unique injury"
separate from all my peers in order to maintain my complaint that I had been
injured by the taking of money without a law in violation of the Texas
Constitution. The Unique Injury rule of judicial precedent says that I must have
shown I was injured in a different way then all the others who were injured by
the violation. This means if the legislature passes a law that requires the left hand
of every man be amputated at the wrist then no one could sue the state unless
Lley had their left hand amputated at the elbow. Is that judicious thinking in a
civilized state? This is a con job if ever there was one!
2.8. It's now time to review the recent history provided to us by Mr. Wood
concerning the abolition of a statewide property tax:
"The State of Texas had a statewide property tax from at least the Constitution of 1876 until
1979. The language of Sec. 1-e of the Texas Constitution now reads "No State ad valorem taxes
shall be levied upon any property within this State." Tex. Const. art Vill, § 1-e. However, when
this section was added after a vote of the people in Senate Joint Resolution 32, 60th Legislative
Session (1968), it read:
"Sec. I-e. ABOLITION OF AD VALOREM PROPERTY TAXES. I. From and after
December 31, 1978, no State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this
State for State purposes except the tax levied by Article VII, Section 17, for certain
institutions of higher learning." Tex. Const. art. VIII, § 1-e, (emphasis added).
"Here the will of the people in 1968 was to abolish a statewide property tax ten years in the
future. With that vote, the people decided to remove a statewide property tax from the power of
the Legislature. It did not, however, remove the property tax altogether. On the contrary, all
property is subject to taxation unless exempt by law:
"Sec. 1. (a) Taxation shall be equal and uniform.
"(b) All real property and tangible personal property in this State, unless exempt as required
or permitted by this Constitution, whether owned by natural persons or corporations, other
than municipal, shall be taxed in proportion to its value, which shall be ascertained as may
be provided by law." Tex. Const. art. VIII,§ 1 (emphasis added)."
"While the Constitution forbids a statewide property tax, it specifically.allows the Legislature to
enact laws for taxation related to counties, cities, school districts and other special districts. Tex.
Const. art VIII, § 9 (county and city taxes); Tex. Const. art VII, § 3 (school district taxes); Tex.
Const. art IX, § 4 (hospital districts); and Tex. Const. art XVI,§ 59 (municipal utility districts)."

2.8.1. No doubt this is all true. But I also claim that just because the history and
intent of the drafters of the constitutional proposition may be true, does not
mean that the result of what they passed does not invalidate and come into

59576-tiemann-evidence.doc

10 of28
Page 435

contradiction with other provisions of the Constitution and other statutes of
Texas.
2.8.2. I also maintain that those who drafted the constitutional proposition and
provision did not understand the nature of the government of Texas and what
constituted the State and what constituted a State Tax otherwise the
proposition and provision would have looked and sounded much different.
2.8.3. I further maintain that this so-called "abolition of a statewide ad valorem
property tax" was a scam perpetrated on the people of Texas because the
legislature was not able to raise all the money they wanted by the statewide
property tax. They saw the advantage of having all communities competing
with one another as a better way to confiscate the property of the people and
convert it to eternal rents with the police power of the state to borrow more
money for fat cats to live on.
2.8.4. A statewide ad valorem tax that continually went up unites the entire state
population together to effectively resist the unlawful confiscation and rental
rates (ad valore· .1 property tax) so it made a lot more sense to diffuse the
process among thousands of districts so the people would never unite against
it and the rates and valuations could grow ever higher. And, in fact, the
people would cry out for them and demand more of them to make their town
look better compared to their neighboring town and those who lived on them
could become wealthier than ever.
2.8.5. Further, this tactic to scam the people of Texas would explain the totally
deceptive language used in the Article 8 Section 1-e provision. If we restate
accurately what the courts and your lawyer are advocating we have a very
different provision:
ABOLITION OF AD VALOREM TAXES THAT ARE LEVIED STATEWIDE AT THE
SAME RATE: No State sub-division shall levy an ad valorem property tax on all the property of
Texas at the same rate, and no group of districts may levy an ad valorem property tax on most all
the property of Texas with the same or similar rate.

2.8.6. The immediately above is an accurate re-statement or summary of the
latest Texas Supreme Court cases regarding the meaning and application of
Article 8 Section 1-e. We can plainly see most people would have been only
mildly interested in passing such a lame and clumsy piece of legislation.
2.8.7. The real present wording of Article 8 Section 1-e is much more appealing
to the unsuspecting citizens: "ABOLITION OF AD VALOREM
PROPERTY TAXES: No State ad valorem taxes shall be levied upon any
property within this State." But as we can plainly see this wording has an
entirely different meaning than what the intent of it was and how it has been
interpreted since passed.
2.8.8. And it is also clear from the litigation history since passage of Article 8
Section 1-e that the school districts across Texas have no idea of what it
means to this day and they cannot be in compliance with it at any time
known to them and no one can know if they are paying an unconstitutional
ad valorem property tax unless they constantly monitor every district of
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every kind over the entire State of Texas to determine their ad valorem
property tax rates. Nothing so complicated should ever be considered
judicious law based upon sound principles discemable to the common
people.
2.9. "No one particularly likes paying property taxes, but unless and until the people
decide that they want no more services from their local governments, or until we
find a different way of paying for those services, the property tax is what we
have and we must all pay our fair share."
2.9.1. Mr. Wood asserts that "no one particularly likes paying property taxes"
and I maintain there is a real good reason for that. The levy of an ad valorem
property tax transforms the real owner into a false tenant subject to the rental
demands of a false owner. The real owners become tenants in their own
homes and businesses who own nothing that cannot be taken away from
them for not paying an annual rental. An ad valorem property tax is antigovernment and contradictory to the very purpose of the institution and
constitution of lawful government any where in the world.
2.9.2. Mr. Wood implies that those who don't like becoming a tenant instead of
an owner of their property don't want government services as if there is no
way to pay for government services outside of property confiscation and
demanding rent which destroys the very purpose of lawful government.
2.9.3. He gives us two choices, the majority of the state can vote to receive no
more government services or we can find another way of paying for those
services. Well I prefer the second option but as all can plainly see there is
great opposition to the people owning their property once again for the sake
of government services that don't protect your property for which they were
instituted.
2.9.4. Then he has the audacity to insinuate that because I don't want to remain a
tenant on my own property and pay the state eternal rent for that which they
cannot own and did not purchase, that I am unwilling to pay my fair share.
Since when is being a slave on state property paying extortion money to
remain in your home and on your land and in business considered something
worthy to be shared among the slaves fairly. Just what is a fair share of
slavery? Would not any share in slavery be unfair?

3. The Declaration of Independence Proves That People
Cannot Transfer Their Property to Government Upon
its Creation or any other time in its Support:
3.1. I am writing this on the 4th of July and think it most appropriate at this time to
review a history a little deeper than provided by your lawyer, Mr. Wood. Now it
is time to consider more fundamental law from a deeper history which would be
most judicious on this well celebrated national holiday. Thomas Jefferson wrote
the Declaration of Independence and we find that "property taxes," a euphemism
for that retched social system of feudal tenures, were not part of the American
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system the founders proclaimed in 1776 and established in 1781 and constituted
in 1789. Let us hear it from superior authority:
"We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by
their Creator with certain unalienable rights, that among these are life, liberty and the pursuit of
happiness. That to secure these rights, governments are instituted among men, deriving their just
powers from the consent of the governed That whenever any form of government becomes
destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new
government, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing its powers in such form, as
to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness."

3.2. Something that is not alienable is not transferable to another, or to government,
because this is what Jefferson was talking about in the Declaration. He was not
talking about the ability of a person to sell his land or property to someone else
or even to government to build a school or something. He was rather speaking
about the inability of a person to transfer their property over to the state upon the
creation of government or for its support. Therefore, something that is
unalienable cannot be transferred to the state without the direct agreement of the
owner.
3.3. The argument made by some is Ad valorem property taxes are justified when a
majority of the people in a local area vote to impose or levy them on all the
property of the citizens. Bonds are paid back by ad valorem property taxes that
are secured by a government lien placed on all the property in the bond district or
area if a majority of local residents vote to approve them. But this is not possible
as the each voter only has authority to decide the issue related to their own
property not someone else's property. Voting booths are for determining the will
of the majority not creating an authority the voters do not possess. A voting
booth cannot create authority in any number of voters to place a lien on my
property that can be filed and used to evict me from my property unless I pay the
government some money. Each voter may privately contract with the government
regarding their own property but not anyone ·else's. The selection of a mayor or
commissioner etc. determines the will of the people but does not encumber
anyone's property without their own personal permission.
3.4. Jefferson mentions three unalienable rights in his declaration: life, liberty and the
pursuit of happiness. Now we all know what life is and we should know that
individuals do not transfer their life to government when forming it or in the
process of supporting it. We should know equally well that individuals do not
transfer their liberties government upon its creation or anytime during its support.
The state cannot lien, or own, or possess the lives or liberties of the individual
citizens in order to make them pay taxes on their life or liberties. Therefore, the
government cannot deny any citizen their life or banish them if they do not pay a
life or residency tax. Likewise, the government cannot deny any citizen any of
their liberties merely because they do not pay the government money to exercise
them. A travel tax cannot be levied upon any citizen as they have a liberty to
travel and move about without harassment or payment of money to the
government.
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3.5. But now we turn to the "pursuit of happiness" which is a little more vague to the
modem man today due to the failure of public education. But when we consult
the source of Jefferson's ideas contained in the declaration we find out quickly
what it is. Jefferson regarded Locke as one of the two main sources of the ideas
of human liberty in America:
"Thomas Jefferson regarded John Locke and Algernon Sidney as the two leading sources for the
American understanding of the principles of political liberty and the rights ofhumanity." 3

3.6. Locke determined the sole purpose oflawful government to be the defense of the
property of each citizen consisting of their life, liberty and possessions or estate:
"If man in the state ofnature be so free, as has been said; ifhe be absolute lord of his own person
and possessions, equal to the greatest, and subject to no body, why will he part with his
freedom? why will he give up this empire, and subject himself to the dominion and controul of
any other power? To which it is obvious to answer, that though in the state of nature he hath
such a right, yet the enjoyment of it is very uncertain, and constantly exposed to the invasion of
others: for all being kings as much as he, every man his equal, and the greater part no strict
observers of equity and justice, the enjoyment of the property he has in this state is very unsafe,
very unsecure. This makes him willing to quit a condition, which, however free, is full of fears
and continual dangers: and it is not without reason, that he seeks out, and is willing to join in
society with others, who are already united, or have a mind to unite, for the mutual
preservation of their lives, liberties and estates, which I call by the general name,
property.
"The great and chief end, therefore, of men's uniting into commonwealths, and putting
themselves under government, is the preservation of their property. To which in the state of
4
nature there are many things wanting. " (Emphasis added)

3.7. We then see that Jefferson had really modified the term "estates" to be the
"pursuit of happiness." Therefore, it is natural to conclude that the pursuit of
happiness is the pursuit of and protection of a ·personal estate or possessions
which cannot be aliened or transferred to a government without their personal
permission. Therefore, the government cannot lien the property or estates of
individual citizens for the payment of money to create or maintain government
even if a majority of citizens vote to do so.
3.8. Now it is Samuel Adams, the Father of the America Revolution, that makes it
clear to us that without unalienable property consisting of life, liberty, and
possessions or property we cannot be happy and are in the condition of slavery.
Samuel Adams says that it is the greatest of absurdities that men would give up
their essential natural rights or even the means of preserving them upon entering
society because the very purpose of society is to preserve those natural rights.
Obviously we cannot preserve our life and liberty if we do not have property to
sustain them with meaning a home, a business, tools, plows and guns, etc., that

3

Algernon Sidney Discourses Concerning Government ed. Thomas G. West (Liberty Fund, Inc. 8335
Allison Pointe Trail, Suite 300, Indianapolis, Indiana 46250-1687) xv.
&
"From the Minutes of the Board of Visitors, University of Virginia," March 4, 1825, in Thomas Jefferson,
Writings (New York: Library of America, 1984) 479.
4
John Locke: Two Treatises of Government, ed., Peter Laslett, (Cambridge University Press, 40 West 20th
Street, New York, NY 10011-4211, USA) p.p. 350, 351.
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cannot be aliened and taken from us unless we pay money, truces, to the
government:
"In short, it is the greatest absurdity to suppose it in the power of one, or any number of men, at
the entering into society, t~ renounce their essential natural rights, or the means of preserving
those rights; when the grand end of civil government, from the very nature of its institution, is
for the support, protection, and defense of those very rights; the principal of which, as is before
observed, are Life, Liberty, and Property. Ifmen, through fear, fraud. or mistake, should in terms
renounce or give up any essential natural right, the eternal law of reason and the grand end of
society would absolutely vacate such renunciation. The right to freedom being the gift of God
Almighty, it is not in the power of man to alienate this gift and voluntarily become a slave."5

3.9. We can see that Samuel Adams agreed fully with Thomas Jefferson that all the
property of the people in the United States consisting of their life, liberty and
possessions were not alienable. The people could not alien them or transfer them
or encumber them even if done voluntarily as that would make them slaves
owning no property, which is a power not in the people to delegate to another,
including government. It is clear that man cannot make himself a slave or give up
his property consisting of life, liberty or estate or possessions to government.
3.10.
It is obvious that Samuel Adams perceived of possessions such as land,
home, business, and goods, etc., as unalienable property just like life and liberty.
He saw those types of property as also unalienable and he thought them to be the
means to preserve the other two essential natural rights of life and liberty.
Therefore, those types of property are obviously not taxable because no lien can
be laid upon it as security for non-payment of money or a tax. What would the
state or government lien for the non-payment of an ad valorem property tax? The
tax is not a lawful true. It is not and never can be equal and uniform. It violates
the very fundamental purpose of lawful government.

3 .11.
Samuel Adams addresses the very essence of this meeting we are having
today. Why are we having this meeting today? It is because over our 200 year
history the people have been deceived into thinking that their property consisting
of their life, liberty and possessions are alienable by the state. We in Texas today
have lost our lives to "absolute sovereign immunity," as well as our right to travel
in our automobiles (now requiring a license) and we have lost our possessions to
the state for which we now pay an annual feudal fee or rent to occupy, possess or
use. But what did Samuel Adams say about that condition when it arises? He said
that even if I, Ronald F. Avery, has renounced his essential right to own my
property through fear, fraud or mistake, that this renunciation should be
immediately vacated by the eternal law of reason and the grand end and purpose
of society. That is to say that this Appraisal Review Board should agree with me
and refuse to assess the value of my properties and decline to report any of my
property as raxable by the state or any of its subdivisions. It also means that the
District State Court should also do the same if the Appraisal Review Board

5

Samuel Adams, The Christian History ofthe Constitution ofthe United States ofAmerica- Christian SelfGovernment ed., Verna M. Hall, (The Foundation for American Christian Education Box 27035, San
Francisco, California 94127) p. 367.
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refuses to protect my property by maintaining a lien upon my property which is
clearly and irrefutably unalienable by any government.
3.12.
I hereby request that the Appraisal Review Board vacate all renunciations
of my essential natural rights to unalienable property and those renunciations
made by any of the previous owners of my unalienable property.

3.13.
I also hereby request that the District State Court also vacate all
renunciations of my essential natural rights to unalienable property and those
renunciations made by any of the previous owners of my unalienable property.
3.14.
I hereby declare that my estate and each possession of it including land,
home, business, tools, inventory, etc. are unalienable and not taxable by the State
of Texas or any other government according to Thomas Jefferson, Samuel
Adams and the founders of America

4. Thomas Jefferson Showed That Americans Own Their
Property Which Cannot Be Seized or Alienated and
Rented back To Them By Their Government or Any
Other:
4.1 . Just in case you did not understand the meaning of the Declaration of
Independence and what impact that had on the lawful means of creating and
maintaining government regarding ad valorem property taxes, the following will
totally enlighten you. Thomas Jefferson also wrote a history of the rights of
Englishmen, first in Europe and then all Americans, to hold property without
payment of "taxes" or rents to their king, their state or federal government or
anyone else or any other government:
"That we shall at this time also take notice of an error in the nature of our land holdings,
which crept in at a very early period of our settlement. The introduction of the feudal tenures
into the kingdom of England, though antient, is well enough understood to set this matter in a
proper light. In the earlier ages of the Saxon settlement feudal holdings were certainly altogether
unknown; and very few, if any, had been introduced at the time of the Norman conquest. Our
Saxon ancestors held their lands, as they did their personal property, in absolute dominion,
disencumbered with any superior, answering nearly to the nature of those possessions
which the feudalists term allodial. William, the Norman, first introduced that system generally.
The lands which had belonged to those who fell in the battle of Hastings, and in the subsequent
insurrections of his reign, formed a considerable proportion of the lands of the whole kingdom.
These he granted out, subject to feudal duties, as did he also those of a great number of his new
subjects, who, by persuasions or threats, were induced to surrender them for that purpose. But
still much was left in the hands of his Saxon subjects; held of no superior, and not subject
to feudal conditions. These, therefore, by express laws, enacted to render uniform the system of
military defense, were made liable to the same military duties as if they had been feuds; and the
Norman lawyers soon found means to saddle them also with all the other feudal burthens. But
still they had not been surrendered to the king, they were not derived from his grant, and
therefore they were not holden of him. A general principle, indeed, was introduced, that "all
lands in England were held either mediately or immediately of the crown," but this was
borrowed from those holdings, which were truly feudal, and only applied to others for the
purposes of illustration. Feudal holdings were therefore but exceptions out of the Saxon laws
of possession, under which all lands were held in absolute right. These, therefore, still form
the basis, or ground-work, of the common law, to prevail wheresoever the exceptions have
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not taken place. America was not conquered by William the Norman, nor its lands
surrendered to him, or any of his successors. Possessions there are undoubtedly of the
allodial nature. Our ancestors, however, who migrated hither, were fanners, not lawyers. The
fictitious principle that all lands belong originally to the king, they were early persuaded to
believe real; and accordingly took grants of their own lands from the crown. And while the
crown continued to grant for small sums, and on reasonable rents; there was no
inducement to arrest the error, and lay it open to public view. But bis majesty bas lately
taken on him to advance the terms of purchase, and of holding to the double of what they
were; by which means the acquisition of lands being rendered difficult, the population of our
country is likely to be checked. It is time, therefore, for us to lay this matter before bis
majesty, and to declare that be bas no right to grant lands of himself. From the nature and
purpose of civil institutions, all the lands within the limits which any particular society has
circumscribed around itself are assumed by that society, and subject to their allotment only. This
may be done by themselves, assembled collectively, or by their legislature, to whom they may
have delegated sovereign authority; and if they are alloted in neither of these ways, each
individual of the society may appropriate to himself such lands as he finds vacant, and
occupancy will give him title." 6 (Emphasis added)

4.2. We are a bit unfamiliar with some of the terms that Jefferson used and some have
been perverted over the years in order to deceive the American people, as he
pointed out, began to happen even from the beginning regarding property that
Americans owned. Jefferson uses the word real in its original and actual
meaning, i.e., Royal. Real is a Spanish word meaning Royal. Today the word is
used to describe a form of estate or property that is immobile or stationary, e.g.,
land. But the original meaning of Real Estate was Royal Property belonging to
the monarch or lord.
4.3. This new meaning of real, as stationary, helps maintain the deception over the
people that they are "owners" of the "lease" of Royal land for which they owe
their "fair share" of "taxes" or annual rent to possess. The notion that rent or
"tax" is an obligation that must be paid by the serf/tenant to the state/lord to
maintain possession of the real property is a fraudulent deception of the America
people. Obviously, the deception creates the idea of ownership as nothing more
than tenancy based upon performance of something or serfdom. This condition
was once called feudalism and was first established by a lord or monarch who
would grant land to a vassal or soldier who as long as he worked the land and
gave a part of its produce to the lord and defended the lord's whole domain, he
could remain on the land. 7 And it is this system that Jefferson says did not cover
all of England, where many remained in possession of allodial title and paid
nothing to anyone. And this is also the system that Jefferson says never had any
place or justification of any kind in the American states.

4.4. Jefferson uses the term allodial, rarely used today, which means: "Free; not
holden of any lord or superior; owned without obligation of vassalage or fealty;
the opposite of feudal. "8 When used with land it means true ownership. But now
the state of Texas claims, some how, to be the allodial title holder of all land in

6

Thomas Jefferson, A Summary View ofthe Rights ofBritish America
(http://avalon. law. yale. edu/18th century/jeffsumm. asp)

7
8

Black's Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 621, Summarized from definition of Feudal system
Black's Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 76
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Texas rather than each individual person holding allodial title over their own land
and possessions. But there is no way that the State of Texas could have obtained
such a title over the individuals of the State of Texas in the United States. We
should not have surfs and feudalism in any state of the Union and therefore none
of the states can claim allodial title over the land requiring the people to pay
eternal rent to the states to use it.
4.5. It is also clear that the allodial type of title is the nature of all titles to all land in
America that Jefferson and the founders created. Jefferson made it clear that no
form of the feudal system was lawfully imposed upon the people in England or in
British America and it follows that none of their ancestors, as citizens of the
various states of the union, can be shackled with any such a system contrary to
sound political science that Jefferson and the founders knew and established in
all of the United States of America It is this very system of allodial title held by
each citizen on all their property, that cannot be alienated or transferred in the
creation of government or for its lawful support, that we celebrate on July 4th
every year. But we don't have such a lawful system any more and we can only
celebrate the ~th of July by returning to it without delay.
4.6. Jefferson also used the term feudal tenures in his history which means: "The
tenures of real estate under the feudal system, such as knight-service, socage,
villenage, etc. "9 A tenure of feudal law was: "The mode or system of holding
lands or tenements in subordination to some superior which, in feudal ages, was
the leading characteristic of real property. Tenure is the direct result of
feudalism, which separated the dominium directum (the dominion of the soil),
which is placed mediately or immediately in the crown, from the dominion utile
(the possessory title), the right to the use and profits in the soil, desir;ated by the
term "seisin," which is the highest interest a subject can acquire." 1 But we are
not "subjects" of the crown nor of the state of Texas. That is to say we are not the
servants of the state. We are free people who have created the state for the
protection of our life, liberty and possessions. We the people do not exist to
protect the state but the state exists to protect each individual citizen of the state
and their estates. The state is the servant of every free man holding allodial
unalienable title to all their property for which they cannot pay any other to
possess, including the state.
4.7. The only difference between a slave and serf was that the slave was kept directly
as property of his master while the serf was kept indirectly by the land by his
lord. A serf was "In the feudal polity, a class of persons whose social condition
was servile, and who were bound to labor and perform onerous duties at the will
of their lords. They differed from slaves only in that they were bound to their
native soil, instead of being the absolute property of a master." 11
4.8. But it is worse than that because John Locke showed that the very definition of
slave is a person who owns no property. There is no such creature as a free man
9

Ibid p. 622
Ibid p. 1470
II Jbid p. 1367

IO
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without property. Property consists of life, liberty and possessions. If a man has
no right, allodail, unalienable title to his life, liberty and possessions then he is
without doubt a slave. All citizens in Texas today are state slaves as they have no
allodial, unalienable property rights under the powers presumed and assumed by
the state of Texas under false doctrines or sovereign immunity to harm without
judicial recourse unless waived, and the sale of licenses to exercise rights, and
the taxation of all forms of property, stationary or otherwise.
4.9. But in truth, each citizen of the state of Texas has much more than a mere right in
the use and profits of the soil or land but possesses the land as a lord and king.
And the people all being kings and lords all being equal in America and Texas
created the state for the protection of the property of each citizen. This is what
Jefferson describes in his Declaration of Independence and in his Summary of
the Rights of British America So who is this lawyer who says otherwise?
4.10.
It is clear that any form of the feudal vassal tenancy and tenures, including
the payment of an annual "tax" or money to any other, including the state, does
not apply to any people or citizens in any state of the Union that Thomas
Jefferson created along with hiJ fellows. Annual property tax is a feudal
relationship of vassal/user to superior/owner. This relationship does not apply to
Americans because they are all equal lords holding unalienable allodial titles who
have created their government for the protection of each of their properties.
Under the present deception, people in Texas no longer buy and sell
4.11.
property, they buy and sell leases on state real or royal state property. Today we
are told by the lawyers that the state holds superior allodial title and the people
are feudal tenants on state land and must pay annually to possess their own
property. Texas therefore is claiming an allodial title to land that they hold and
charge us for. This falsehood is imposed on the people of Texas with less
authority than the Kings and lords of England had over their own people in
England. Let's not forget that John Locke, Thomas Jefferson and Samuel Adams
proved that the sole end and purpose of all lawful government is the protection of
the property of each individual citizen held in allodial and unalienable title and
that it is the greatest absurdity that men create government for the protection of
their allodial, unalienable titles and then transfer all your property to the
government to do so. The means of support for such a government would be the
destruction of the government immediately upon placing into operation. And
even ifthe citizens of Texas were stupid enough to build such a government they
would have a right to vacate that stupid portion immediately and have their
allodial titles recognized once again by their government:
4.12.
We can see that Samuel Adams agreed fully with Thomas Jefferson that
all the property of the people in the United States consisting of their life, liberty
and possessions were not alienable. They could not alien them or transfer them or
encumber them even if done voluntarily as that would make them slaves owning
no property. It is obvious that Samuel Adams included "Property," which would
include his land, home, business, and goods, etc., in his list of unalienable
essential natural rights. This then is obviously not taxable because no lien can be
placed upon it as security for non-payment of any tax. What would the state lien
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for the non-payment of an ad valorem property tax? The tax is not a lawful tax as
it liens unalienable property. It also is not and never can be equal and uniform
which is another requirement of all state taxes in Texas.
4.13.
Please note what caused Thomas Jefferson to call attention to the mistake
that was made in early America concerning farmers holding land called Real
Estate or Royal Property. He said the farmers were not lawyers and were did not
want to spend time in court fighting crafty lawyers and merely went along with
the erroneous idea that the king owned all the land and rent should be paid for the
use of it because of the nuisance of correcting it rather than easily paying a small
price for the land to the king's governor and a small rent every year.
4.14.
Please take note of what caused Jefferson to lay this error before the
monarch for correction. The king doubled the price and the rents. As a result of
the king not correcting this matter the founders and farmers got together to
correct the situation and show the truth of the matter resulting in the American
Revolution. And now your esteemed lawyer, Mr. Wood, says I don't want to pay
my "fair share" of vassal fealty and rent to the State of Texas, which my own
forefathers created for the protection of the propert) of themselves and their
posterity. Texas does not own and cannot alien my property or the property of
any other citizen of Texas for non payment of any "tax." Because the Appraisal
District has raised the value of my property in their eyes as much as 450% in one
instance that I too must put this error before them and the State of Texas. I don't
owe ad valorem property tax on any property in question as I own it with an
allodial superior title and the State of Texas cannot alienate it in order to charge
me a rent to use, occupy or possess any of it.
4.15.
And here we are today under a similar deception in which the average
person knows almost nothing about lawful government or the principles of
property that regulate all aspects of government. They also know virtually
nothing about lawful taxation and what ad valorem property tax really is. They
don't know that the State of Texas considers all citizens to be slaves of the state
and the state does not recognize that any citizen owns anything at all.
4.16.
But the State of Texas is in error and so are all their lawyers and judges
that are trained only to process and regulate the slaves and grant them slave
privileges while denying them their constitutional and natural rights. This must
stop and stop now. People own their property and create lawful government for
the protection of that property and they cannot pay for that government
protection by alienating or transferring their property to the government as that
would be an irrational contradictory absurdity as so well shown by Samuel
Adams, the Father of the American Revolution!
4.17.
John Adams also agrees .with Thomas Jefferson and Samuel Adams
regarding the true nature of our allodial titles to all our property which cannot be
alienated in order to secure payment of money or taxes to any government. All
these men agree as to what was won for all the states of the union in 1776-1789.
John Adams made it clear that it was not only the thirst for religious
4.18.
liberty that drove people to America and made them secure her independence
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from the rest of the world but the feudal system as well. These two evils were
hated by early Americans as that which had enslaved them for centuries in the
dark ages:
" Ignorance and inconsideration are the two great causes of the ruin of mankind.
"By what causes it was brought to pass, that the people in the middle ages became more
intelligent in general, would not, perhaps, be possible in these days to discover. But the fact is
certain; and wherever a general knowledge and sensibility have prevailed among the people,
arbitrary government and every kind of oppression have lessened and disappeared in proportion.
"Man has certainly an exalted soul; and the same principle in human nature, - that aspiring,
noble principle founded in benevolence, and cherished by knowledge; I mean the love of power,
which has been so often the cause of slavery, - has, whenever freedom has existed, been the
cause of freedom. If it is this principle that has always prompted the princes and nobles of the
earth, by every species of fraud and violence to shake off all the limitations of their power, it is
the same that has always stimulated the common people to aspire at independency, and to
endeavor at confining the power of the great within the limits of equity and reason.
"The poor people, it is true, have been much less successful than the great. They have seldom
found either leisure or opportunity to form a union and exert their strength; ignorant as they were
of arts and letters, they have seldom been able to frame and support a regular opposition. Thi~
however, has been known by the great to be the temper of mankind; and they have accordingly
labored, in all ages, to wrest from the populace, as they are contemptuously called, the
knowledge of their rights and wrongs, and the power to assert the former or redress the latter. I
say RIGHTS, for such they have, undoubtedly, antecedent to all earthly government, - Rights,
that cannot be repealed or restrained by human laws - Rights, derived from the great Legislator
of the universe.
"Since the promulgation of Christianity, the two greatest systems of tyranny that have sprung
from this original, are the canon and the feudal law. The desire of dominion, that great
principle by which we have attempted to account for so much good and so much evil, is, when
properly restrained, a very useful and noble movement in the human mind. But when such
restraints are taken off: it becomes an encroaching, grasping, restless, and ungovernable power.
Numberless have been the systems of iniquity contrived by the great for the gratification of
this passion in themselves; but in none of them were they ever more successful than in the
invention and establishment of the canon and the feudal law.
"By the former of these, the most refined, sublime, extensive, and astonishing constitution of
policy that ever was conceived by the mind of man was framed by the Romish clergy for the
aggrandizement of their own order. All the epithets I have here given to the Romish policy are
just, and will be allowed to be so when it is considered, that they even persuaded mankind to
believe, faithfully and undoubtingly, that God Almighty had entrusted them with the keys of
heaven, whose gates they might open and close at pleasure; with a power of dispensation over all
the rules and obligations of morality; with authority to license all sorts of sins and crimes; with a
power of deposing princes and absolving subjects from allegiance; with a power of procuring or
withholding the rain of heaven and the beams of the sun; with the management of earthquakes,
pestilence, and famine; nay, with the mysterious, awful, incomprehensible power of creating out
of bread and wine the flesh and blood of God himself. All these opinions they were enabled to
spread and rivet among the people by reducing their minds to a state of sordid ignorance and
staring timidity, and by infusing into them a religious horror ofletters and knowledge. Thus was
human nature chained fast for ages in a cruel, shameful, and deplorable servitude to him, and his
subordinate tyrants, who, it was foretold, would exalt himself above all that was called God, and
that was worshipped.
"In the latter we find another system, similar in many respects to the former; which, although it
was originally formed, perhaps, for the necessary defense of a barbarous people against the
inroads and invasions of her neighboring nations, yet for the same purposes of tyranny,
cruelty, and lust, which bad dictated the canon law, it was soon adopted by almost all the
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princes of Europe, and wrought into the constitutions of their government. It was originally
a code of laws for a vast army in a perpetual encampment. The general was invested with the
sovereign propriety of all the lands within the territory. Of him, as his servants and vassals, the
first rank of his great officers held the lands; and in the same manner the other subordinate
officers held of them; and all ranks and degrees held their lands by a variety of duties and
services, all tending to bind the chains the faster on every order of mankind. In this manner the
common people were held together in herds and clans in a state of servile dependence on their
lords, bound, even by the tenure of their lands, to follow them, whenever they commanded, to
their wars, and in a state of total ignorance of every thing divine and human, excepting the use of
arms and the culture of their lands.
"But another event still more calamitous to human liberty, was a wicked confederacy
between the two systems of tyranny above described. It seems to have been even stipulated
between them, that the temporal grandees should contribute every thing in their power to
maintain the ascendancy of the priesthood, and that the spiritual grandees in their turn,
should employ their ascendancy over the consciences of the people, in impressing on their
minds a blind, implicit obedience to civil magistracy.
"Thus, as long as this confederacy lasted, and the people were held in ignorance, liberty, and
with her, knowledge and virtue too, seem to have deserted the earth, and one age of darkness
succeeded another, till God in his benign providence raised up the champions who began
and conducted the Reformation. From the time of the Reformation to the first settlement
of America, knowledge gradually spread in Europe, but especially in England; and in
proportion as that increased and spread among the people, e~tical and civil tyran~,
which I use as synonymous expressions for the canon and _!,eudalJ!l_~_§.i_seem to have lost
their strength and weight. The people grew more and'more sensible of the wrong that was
done them by these systems, more and more impatient under it, and determined at all hazards to
rid themselves of it; till at last, under the execrable race of the Stu~ the struggle between the
people and the confederacy aforesaid of temporarana sprrltuai-tyranny, became formidable,
violent, and bloody.

"It was this great struggle that peopled America. It was not religion alone, as is commonly
supposed; but it was a love of universal liberty, and a hatred, a dread, a horror, of the
infernal confederacy before described, that projected, conducted, and accomplished the
settlement of America.
"It was a resolution formed by a sensible people, - I mean the Puritans, - almost in despair.
They had become intelligent in general, and many of them learned. For this fact, I have the
testimony of Archbishop King himself, who observed of that people, that they were more
intelligent and better read than even the members of the church, whom he censures warmly for
that reason. This people had been so vexed and tortured by the powers of those days, for no other
crime than their knowledge and their freedom of inquiry and examination, and they had so much
reason to despair of deliverance from those miseries on that side the ocean, that they at last
resolved to fly to the wilderness for refuge from the temporal and spiritual principalities and
powers, and plagues and scourges of their native country.
"After their arrival here, they began their settlement, and formed their plan, both of
ecclesiastical and civil government, in direct opposition to the canon and the feudal
systems. 12

4.19.
It should be abundantly clear that America was founded on and
established for the prevention of the spiritual control of the people by a church or

u John Adams, A Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law (The passage of the Stamp Act in 1765
provoked a response from Adams and in August of that year he anonymously contributed four articles to
the Boston Gazette (republished in The London Chronicle in 1768 as True Sentiments of America, also
known as A Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law).
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religious order and the control of the property of the people and their use of it by
civil government and to prevent the combination of these two systems.
4.20.
The only way to prevent civil government from controlling the people by
their property was to educate the people about what really constitutes lawful
government and who owns the property in a lawful government. People have
power antecedent to the formation of government and that is their ownership of
life, liberty and possessions. As John Locke clearly showed, property exists prior
to the creation of government and civil laws and people do not transfer their
property to government upon its creation or any time after that for its support.
Therefore, the property of the people cannot be aliened or rented back to them or
taken from them for non-payment of money or any sort of "tax."

5. Value is over market value:
5 .1. Given the likelihood that the Guadalupe County Appraisal Review Board will not
do the right thing and refuse to determine the value of my properties as taxable
for want of jurisdiction and authority of any kind, they will likely want
something else that is not as lawful or legal in order to maintain their corrupt
duties of the Feudal State of Texas. Hence, I will struggle and stumble around
like the multitude in the quagmire of inaccurate unequal and non-uniform
estimates and comparisons of property belonging to others, the real value of
which is immeasurable, to find some abstract value that the State subdivisions
can use to calculate an unlawful un-American abolished State ad valorem
property tax in violation of Texas Constitution Article 8 Section l(a) and Section
1-e.
5.2. Beginning with the definition of market value cooked up by real estate agents
and lawyers: "Definition of Market Value: The most probable price which a
property should bring in a competitive and open market under all conditions
requisite to a fair sale, the buyer and seller, each acting prudently, knowledgeably
and assuming the price is not affected by undue stimulus. Implicit in this
definition is the consummation of a sale as of a specified date and the passing of
title from seller to buyer under conditions whereby: (1) buyer and seller are
typically motivated; (2) both parties are well informed or well advised, and each
acting in what he or she considers his or her own best interest; (3) a reasonable
time is allowed for exposure in the open market; (4) payment is made in terms of
cash in U.S. dollars or in terms of financial arrangements comparable thereto:
and (5) the price represents the normal consideration for the property sold
unaffected by special or creative financing or sales concessions granted by
anyone associated with the sale." 13
5.3. In Addition: Various factors can have an effect on the fair market value of real
estate, including the uses to which the property has been adapted and the demand
for similar property.

13

Certified Appraiser Network
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5.4. Market value is completely artificial as no one can own property and no one can
sell property or act as they do own property, as they can only buy and sell their
lease of the property from the State of Texas. The seller is always under undue
stimulus to sell their lease in fear of losing the property (unalienable, ha, ha) to
tax lien foreclosure and the buyer is always under undue stimulus to buy the
lease of only properties that can produce high incomes to pay unlawful ad
valorem property taxes.
5.5. Let's just jump in there and say some stuff:
5.6. The subject property is not large enough for mechanized farming.
5.7. The subject property is not suitable for any use, including residential, that would
be disturbed by T-38 trainer jets and T-6 turbo prop jet trainers taking off and
landing directly over the center of the property at an altitude of only a hundred
feet or so.
5.8. The owner is constructing a home on the property for his own family at the
present. But that is not something the general public would be interested in as
Ander Heights subdivision had multiple homes built on two parcels of land just
to the east of the subject property which were bought by the Air Force. The Air
Force then demolished all the homes built in that subdivision. The people could
not tolerate the jet noise in Ander Heights and those properties were not in the
direct flight path as the subject property.
5.9. But once again value of property to those other than the owner is not a matter
that is able to be determined with any amount of accuracy in reality that would
conform to the law in Texas under Article 8 Section l(a).
5.10.
This is one of the other major reasons that ad valorem property taxes are
harmful to the people and unlawful. Standards are applied to property to raise
and lower the value of property that artificially reduce its worth to those who
might otherwise be more interested in the property and to artificially raise the
value of the property to make it more difficult for the owner to keep and possess
their own property and develop it well and sustain their lives upon.
5.11.
Ad valorem property tax is the confiscation of property by the state for the
purpose of forcing production on it that conforms to the will of the State instead
of the real owning individuals.
. 5.12.
The Republican Party of Texas Platform for 2014 page 28 says: "We in
the Republican Party of Texas believe in the principals of constitutionally limited
government based on Federalist principles. To this end we encourage our elected
officials at all levels of government to work to reverse the current trend of
expanding government and the growing tax and debt burdens this places on we
the people. We believe the most equitable system of taxation is one based on
consumption, and wish to see reforms towards that end at all levels of
government, furthermore, we believe that the borrower truly is a slave to the
lender, and so long as we continue to increase our tax and debt burdens we will
never be a truly free people. Towards these ends, we support the following:
Reformation of the current systems of taxation at all levels of government;
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federal, state and local. Examples of these reforms include the following: ***
We support the abolishment of property taxes, but in the interim, property
taxes should be paid on the price of the property when it was initially
purchased." (Emphasis added)
5.13.
A consumption tax is a lawful tax unlike "property tax" or property
confiscation and rental back to the owner, as it does not harm or take the property
belonging to the individual paying it.
5.14.
Using the meek Republican logic above, the Owner asserts that the only
clear indication of "market value," if such exists at all, to the Owner is what the
Owner paid for it. That amount is $12,000.

6. Value is unequal compared with other properties:
6.1. It is impossible that the value of property in the possession of one man is the
same or equal to the value of the same property in another man's possession.
Because one man has more access to credit to develop a property than another
cannot be the determination of the actual value of the property. The vision for the
development of the property cannot be the same for each man. Some see little use
and others see great use. There really is no such thing as an equal value of
property that is set to all men and that is why ad valorem property tax cannot be
equal and uniform as required by Texas Constitution Article 8 Section l(a).
6.2. But once again knowing that the Guadalupe County Appraisal Review Board will
not refuse to determine the value of my properties and declare their want of
jurisdiction and authority to appraise it or tax it, I will struggle and stumble
around like the multitude in the quagmire of inaccurate unequal and non-uniform
estimates and comparisons of property belonging to others, the real value of
which is immeasurable, to find some abstract value that the State subdivisions
can use to calculate an unlawful un-American abolished State ad valorem
property tax in violation of Texas Constitution Article 8 Section l(a) and Section
1-e.
6.3. The property adjacent and to the east of subject property is an undeveloped 16.4
acre tract in the flight line of the Randolph Brooks auxiliary landing field
belonging to the Air Force with its land value for 2015 set at $164,219 or
$10,113 per acre. (re: EXHIBIT A)
6.4. The property adjacent and to the west of subject property is a 1.8 acre tract with a
an occupied home built upon it with a septic system and power etc., with the land
valued at $19,737 or $10,965 per acre. (re: EXHIBIT B)
6.5. The subject property is an undeveloped 2.658 acre tract directly in the flight line
of the Randolph Brooks auxiliary field that has a 200 amp power drop on it and a
drilled well that is not in working order and missing the storage tank and other
parts and is otherwise not developed. The land value is set at $61,847 or $23,268
per acre.
6.6. The land value of the subject property is 2.3 times higher than the Air Force
property and 2.1 times higher than the property with a home on it to the west.
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6.7. Given all this mindless mumbo jumbo, one could easily say that it makes sense to
set the unknowable value by dividing the present arbitrary unknown Appraisal
District value by 2.2.
6.8. The subject land, as it sits presently, can be considered to be of the same type as
the two properties on either side of it.
6.9. The land across Tiemann Road from the subject land is a 158.89 acre tract with
an agricultural or Farm Products exemption, presently growing com, and with an
appraised value of$8,757.
6.10.
The value of the subject land to some unknown and unknowable entity, if
it could be determined based upon merely the evidence given above instead of
the immeasurable worth of all property to those only who own it, would therefore
be 61,847 + 2.2 = $28,112.
6.11.
The value of the subject property to the State would be zero as the State
does not and cannot develop all the property of the State and hence only evicts
the tenants in favor of another tenant who has a better potential of producing
revenue and paying higher rents to the State.
6.12.
Therefore, given that this is the only alternative I will likely be allowed
instead of a lawful government funded by lawful taxation, I request that my
property be valued at $28, 112 in lieu of having no ad valorem State property
taxes or State Rent levied on my unalienable land I hold by allodial title in Texas
a state of the United States of America.
6.13 .
See Exhibit A attached hereto as evidence to support the unequal value of
the subject property with its immediately adjacent properties.

7. Appraised Value Jump:
7.1. The Appraised value jump of the subject property from 2014 to 2015 was 157%
or $39,313 to $61,847. It is obvious that the property was also over valued from
at least 2010 forward. Therefore, this percentage jump is a meaningless figure
since the subject property has been over valued for at least five years. The real
percentage jump would be from what it should be today as requested below to
what it is appraised at presently or $61,847 + $20,056 or 308%.

8. Appraised Value Requested by Owner:
8.1. Based upon the principles of property that regulate all aspects of lawful
government from its creation, limits of authority, means of funding, and
conditions of it dissolution, established by John Locke in his Second Treatise of
Government 1689 upon which all our federal and state constitutions are based
according to Thomas Jefferson, the value of subject property should be set at
zero for the purposes of calculating an annual State rent or unlawful ad valorem
property tax.
8.2. The Appraised Value this year (2015) is $61,847.00 (re: EXHIBIT C)
8.3. The Appraised Value last year in 2014 was $39,313
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8.4. The Market Value of the subject property to the Owner is $12,000.
8.5. The Equal Value of the subject property is $28,112.
8.6. The balance or average of the two immediately above would be $20,056.
8.7. In anticipation that the Guadalupe County Appraisal Review Board will not
refuse to determine the value as they don't have authority or jurisdiction or
reduce the value of the subject property to zero so that no unlawful State ad
valorem property tax will be levied on subject property, the Owner requests the

value of subject property be set at $20,056.
8.8. Owner further requests that all of you at the Guadalupe County Appraisal District
quite performing anti-government, anti-American, unlawful jobs for the State of
Texas and seek lawful employment doing work that does not harm, threaten to
harm, encumber, lien and take the property of others.

9. Summary:
9.1. It is not important to show how ad valorem property taxes came about in Texas
and to show somr kind of flaw in the process at the time to prove it unlawful and
unenforceable. It is only important to show that it should never have come about
in Texas and regardless of how it developed, the means could not have overcome
the unlawfulness of it and that there are no, and can be no, sufficient means by
which it could have arisen to make it lawfully binding on any property or any
citizen of Texas.
9.2. I have also shown that where ever ad valorem property tax exist it should be
vacated because it is based upon the renunciation of a means to protect their
other essential natural rights. Ad valorem property tax should be vacated because
the people cannot alien their property to the state and become tenants on their
own land. They do not have authority to make themselves tenants and slaves and
therefore the state cannot obtain such an authority over them to take their
property and charge them a rent on their own land and homes and businesses.
9.3. I have done that task well beyond that required to prove that ad valorem property
taxes in Texas are unlawful and illegal and cannot belong to a state of the United
States of America. I have used the highest authorities that will ever exist in
Western Civilization and the United States of America and they are
unimpeachable and irrefutable.

9.4. No one can prove that ad valorem property taxes are lawful in any state in the
United States of America. All they can show is that where this false feudal
doctrine exists in operation in the states that it was brought upon the people by
well planned and organized deception just as Jefferson showed in Early America.
9.5. Let's celebrate this Independence month of July by ending this Dark and Middle
Age practice and enter into the light of lawful government which is that people
own their property and make government for their protection only, just as Article
2 Section:
"All political power is inherent in the people, and all free governments are founded on their
authority, and instituted for their benefit. The faith of the people of Texas stands pledged to the
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preservation of a republican form of government, and, subject to this limitation only, they have
at all times the inalienable right to alter, reform or abolish their government in such manner as
they may think expedient."
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Cause# 2015-3555; #2015-3556; #2015-3557
Guadalupe County Appraisal Review Board Hearing #2
Evidence submitted in writing by the Owner
Cause #2015-3555: Property ID number: 50610
Legal Description: ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 3. 7400 AC.
Cause #2015-3556: Property ID number: 50612
Legal Description: ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 1.6000 AC.
Superior Allodial Title Owner: Ronald F Avery
Cause #2015-3557: Property ID number: 59576
Legal Description: ABS: 35 SUR: JOHN SOWELL 2.6580 AC.
Ronald F. & Cynthia G. Avery Revocable Living Trust
Address of Owner & Trust: 1933 Montclair Dr., Seguin, Texas
78155
Phone# of Owner & Trust: 830-372-5534
Place of Hearing: Guadalupe Appraisal District, 3000 N.
Austin Street, Seguin, Texas, 78155
Time & Date of Hearing: 3:00 PM Wednesday 10/14/2015
On the issues of:
1. Property should not be taxed in TEXAS;
2. Property should not be taxed in this appraisal district or in one or more taxing
units.
3. Other: Texas Constitution, including Art. 8 Sec. 1-e; Art. 8 Sec. l(a); and other
laws, including the unlawfulness of ad valorem property tax in America
according to the Founders, part of the 9 statements of Fact I provided in the
Notice of Protest (Step 4).
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6.1.

Property Should Not Be Taxed in any of the several United States of America:.
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1. Introduction:
Mr. Dylan Wood, attorney for the Guadalupe County Appraisal District, has joined the
issue of my protest well. He has not applied all the evidence of my protest nor has he
understood the gravity of my protest. But Mr. Wood has organized my protest and has
understood that the same is permitted by the State in a protest hearing.
However, Mr. Wood has termed the issues of the second protest hearing granted by
the Guadalupe County Appraisal District, as "three discrete matters." This term discrete
is generally understood as using discernment to distinguish between different issues
related to a topic. But it can also imply that something is unrelated to the matter at hand,
in our case, "property tax." I will assure you that nothing is more related to the topic of
"property tax" than to determine, once and for all, who really owns the property in the
State of Texas, the State or the People. And if we find that the State owns all the property
in Texas including the life, liberty and possessions of the people then we will continue to
rent our liberty and possessions from the State that created them and granted them to us
for our limited tenure and pleasure. But if we find that the People in Texas own the
property in Texas then the State must stop renting the homes and businesses of the People
to the People as if the State had created them and granted them to us.
Now we can all go read the Texas Constitution and the Texas Property Tax Code and
come up with what Mr. Wood is telling us here. And he calls my argument that my
property is not taxable in Texas "specious." Well, at least, he recognizes that my
argument sounds good, even if he thinks it isn't sound, as a specious argument is one that
sounds good but is flawed for some reason that is hidden to the one who ponders it. We
must presume then that Mr. Wood is going to provide us with the profound principle that
proves my argument is false. He has admitted in his first and second letter that my
argument sounds good but he insists that there is something wrong with it. However, all
he has done is read to us from the Texas Constitution and the Texas Property Tax Code
as if that alone is enough to put an end forever to any further consideration of who owns
the life, liberty and possessions of the People. We must conclude from Mr. Wood that
any one can quickly ascertain the fact that the State owns the People and their lives,
liberties and possessions by simply reading the Texas Constitution and the Texas
Property Tax Code. I ask you: "Is that the response of a judicious mind?" I say there are
errors and contradictions in the Constitutional law and the Texas Property Tax Code is
the work of tyrants.
If it be so easy to determine what Article 8 Section 1-e really means, then why are
hundreds of school districts across Texas constantly suing the State challenging the
constitutionality of ad valorem property tax? Why not just go read the Texas Constitution
and the Texas Property Tax Code? That will tell them immediately the answers to all
their deep questions about property taxation. Why is it that the Judicial system will not let
citizens, who have constitutional rights, challenge the ad valorem property tax system
while they will let government fictions like school districts, that don't have constitutional
rights, challenge the interpretation of Article 8 Section 1-e?
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Mr. Wood, in his first letter, restates really well one of my arguments in support of the
unlawfulness of ad valorem property taxes in Texas and then fails to perceive of the very
logic of his restatement:
"Mr. Avery makes the circular argument that since the state constitution now forbids "the State"
from levying a property tax, and, that since taxing units are political subdivisions of the state,
and are therefore considered "the State" for some purposes, that they cannot levy a property tax.
This argument takes one sentence of our lengthy Constitution completely out of context in an
attempt to avoid paying his fair share of the burden of taxes and completely ignores the other,
more relevant sections of the Constitution."

Once again I will point out that the argument that he restates is not a "circular
argument" but a linear deductive argument which says If A cannot impose a property tax
and B, C and D are considered to be A, by law, then B, C and D cannot impose a property
tax. I admit; I did not get that from the Texas Property Tax Code but I did get it from the
Texas Constitution and the Texas Civil Practice and Remedy Code and the Texas
Education Code. Mr. Wood also seems to fall for the false doctrine that State
subdivisions are not the State and that they have some other purpose and authority
obtained from outside the State of Texas. I will assure you that he is incorrect and it is
rather he who has a "profound misunderstanding of our laws," as many other citizens of
Texas and the United States do.
Mr. Wood reminds me of a pastor who reads from the Bible: "But God, who is rich in
mercy, for his great love wherewith he loved us, Even when we were dead in sins, hath
quickened us together with Christ, (by grace ye are saved;) And hath raised us up
together, and made us sit together in heavenly places in Christ Jesus:" 1 Then boldly
declares to the congregation; "What great things Christ will one day perform for us!" The
pastor reads the great works accomplished by Christ then boldly and jubilantly declares
those works undone.
I quote from Mr. Wood's first letter:
"Tex. Const. art. VIII,§ 1-e, (emphasis added). Here the will of the people in 1968 was to abolish
a statewide property tax ten years in the future. With that vote, the people decided to remove a
statewide property tax from the power of the Legislature. It did not, however, remove the
property tax altogether. On the contrary, all property is subject to taxation unless exempt by law:
Sec. I. (a) Taxation shall be equal and uniform.
(b) All real property and tangible personal property in this Stale, unless exempt as required or
permitted by this Constitution, whether owned by natural persons or corporations, other than
.municipal, shall be taxed in proportion to its value, which shall be ascertained as may be
provided by law."

If Article 8 Section l(a) says that all "Taxation shall be equal and uniform" how can
an ad valorem property tax be imposed on all the property of Texas by State Subdivisions
only if they are not uniform and not equal? This is exactly why the school districts are
constantly suing the State. The school district tax rates reach the maximum ceiling
imposed by the legislature which makes them uniform and the Supreme Court of Texas
rules that they then violate Article 8 Section 1-e by becoming a uniform statewide ad
valorem property tax. But ALL TAXATION MUST BE EQUAL AND UNIFORM!
1

Ephesians 2:4-6.
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Article 8 Section 1-e either Abolishes All State ad valorem property taxes in the State
of Texas as it says it does or it overturns Article 8 Section l(a) and makes non-equal and
non-uniform taxes lawful in Texas.
Also notice that Mr. Wood stated that the legislature gave a new spin on the Abolition
of Ad Valorem Property Taxes the People had just pasted in 1969. What? The legislature!
They aren't the People! The People said one thing and the legislature said another thing
without authority of the People. Article 8 Section 1-e is clear and is in harmony with
Article 8 Section l(a). It is the later violations by the legislature that don't fit.
But the question should not be who, what, how, and why the property of the People
was confiscated by the State, but rather what it will take for the State to finally recognize
that the People do, in fact, own their property and the State cannot continue to act as if
they own it and charge the People a rent to occupy or possess their own property.
It is not important for me or anyone else to show how and why the confiscation of the
property of the People took place. It is only important that I show that the State cannot
actually own the property of the People nor levy and collect a rent on any property of the
People and that I and my fellow citizens have a right to expect the State of Texas we
created for our benefit to recognize once again that we own our property and that the
State cannot impose a rent on any of it, for the very purpose of lawful government is the
protection of the property of the People not the confiscation of it and the levy of rents
upon it from the true owners. All lawful governments recognize the true purpose of
government and will vacate any false doctrine or law that confiscates the property of the
People and will cease to hold the People accountable for rents they do not owe the State.
I think we can all understand what Mr. Wood is telling the ARB, namely, don't think
about anything just obey the Texas Property Tax Code and that is the law of the land. He
has not told us a single principle that justifies the state collection of rent on all stationary
and personal property of the People of Texas who actually own all the Property in Texas.
Mr. Wood simply tells us to read the particular provision of the Constitution that refers to
the State subdivision that is collecting it and pay not attention at all to the contradictions
between those provisions of the Texas Constitution.
My response to that great Wood declaration is that we should all consider why these
contradictions exist. And what I will show herein is that those contradictions exist
because the People of Texas have been deceived by clever bankers, lawyers and
legislators into paying the State a rent to possess their own property. Let me say right
now that I am happy to pay a reasonable rent to the real owner of any property that I do
not own. But even the state says I own the three pieces of property the subject of this
hearing and therefore do not owe any rent to the State of Texas that does not own it.
There is no such thing as "property rights" if the person is not recognized as the true
superior allodial title holder of their property. No one can say that have property rights if
they don't own property. The term "Property rights" is merely a feel-good political slogan
used to deceive the People into thinking they have them when the State does not in fact
recognize them has owning any property even their life, liberty or possessions.
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1. What do we base law upon? Is law based upon on principle? What Principles?
2. Principles oflaw according to Attorney Mr. Wood:
2.1. Rely solely upon what is written in the Constitution and Texas Property Tax
Code?
2.2. Base it upon Democratic voting of the people?
2.3. Base it upon Democratic voting of the legislature or representatives of the
people?
3. Other Principles of law:
3.1. Principles of Property:
3 .1.1. John Locke: Second Treatise of Government:
3 .1.1.1.Ownership of Property:
The rise of private property: "Though the earth, and all inferior creatures, be
common to all men, yet every man has a property in his own person: this no
body has any right to but himself. The labour of his body, and the work of his
hands, we may say, are properly his. Whatsoever then he removes out of the
"tate that nature hath provided, and left it in, he hath mixed his labour with,
and joined to it something that is his own, and thereby makes it his property. It
being by him removed from the common state nature hath placed it in, it hath
by this labour something annexed to it, that excludes the common right of
other men:"
3 .1.1.2.Definition of Ownership of Property:
"To understand political power right, and derive it from its original, we must
consider, what state all men are naturally in, and that is, a state of perfect
freedom to order their actions, and dispose of their possessions and persons, as
they think fit, within the bounds of the law of nature, without asking leave, or
depending upon the will of any other man."
3 .1.1.3 .Sole purpose of government:
"If man in the state of nature be so free, as has been said; if he be absolute lord
of his own person and possessions, equal to the greatest, and subject to no
body, why will he part with his freedom? why will he give up this empire, and
subject himself to the dominion and controul of any other power? To which it
is obvious to answer, that though in the state of nature he hath such a right, yet
the enjoyment of it is very uncertain, and constantly exposed to the invasion
of others: for all being kings as much as he, every man his equal, and the
greater part no strict observers of equity and justice, the enjoyment of the
property he has in this state is very unsafe, very unsecure. This makes him
willing to quit a condition, which, however free, is full of fears and continual
dangers: and it is not without reason, that he seeks out, and is willing to join in
society with others, who are already united, or have a mind to unite, for the
mutual preservation of their lives, liberties and estates, which I call by the
general name, property. "The great and chief end, therefore, of men's uniting
into commonwealths, and putting themselves under government, is the
preservation of their property. To which in the state of nature there are many
things wanting."
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3.1.1.4.Do men give up or transfer their property to the state when they form
the state?
"But though men, when they enter into society, give up the equality, liberty,
and executive power they had in the state of nature, into the hands of the
society, to be so far disposed of by the legislative, as the good of the society
shall require; yet it being only with an intention in every one the better to
preserve himself, his liberty and property; (for no rational creature can be
supposed to change his condition with an intention to be worse) the power of
the society, or legislative constituted by them, can never be supposed to
extend farther, than the common good; but is obliged to secure every one's
property, by providing against those three defects above mentioned, that made
the state of nature so unsafe and uneasy."
3.1.2. Frederick Bastiat: The Law:
3 .1.2.1.Preeminence of property over the state and the law:
"Life, liberty, and property do not exist because men have made laws. On the
contrary, it was the fact that life, liberty, and property existed beforehand that
caused men to make l~ws in the first place."
3.1.2.2.0wnership of rossessions required to sustain life and liberty:
"Each of us has a natural right-from God-to defend his person, his liberty,
and his property. These are the three basic requirements of life, and the
preservation of any one of them is completely dependent upon the
preservation of the other two."
3.1.2.3.The Law is:
"collective organization of the individual right to lawful defense [of
property]."
3.1.2.4.A Lawful State is:
"If every person has the right to defend-even by force-his person, his
liberty, and his property, then it follows that a group of men have the right to
organize and support a common force to protect these rights constantly. Thus
the principle of collective right-its reason for existing, its lawfulness-is
based on individual right. And the common force that protects this collective
right cannot logically have any other purpose or any other mission than that
for which it acts as a substitute. Thus, since an individual cannot lawfully use
force against the person, liberty, or property of another individual, then the
common force-for the same reason--cannot lawfully be used to destroy the
person, liberty, or property of individuals or groups. Such a perversion of
force would be, in both cases, contrary to our premise. Force has been given
to us to defend our own individual rights. Who will dare to say that force has
been given to us to destroy the equal rights of our brothers? Since no
individual acting separately can lawfully use force to destroy the rights of
others, does it not logically follow that the same principle also applies to the
common force that is nothing more than the organized combination of the
individual forces? If this is true, then nothing can be more evident than this:
The law is the organization of the natural right of lawful defense. It is the
substitution of a common force for individual forces. And this common force
is to do only what the individual forces have a natural and lawful right to do:
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to protect persons, liberties, and properties; to maintain the right of each, and
to cause justice to reign over us all."
3.1.2.5.Complete Perversion of the Law:
"But, unfortunately, law by no means confines itself to its proper functions.
And when it has exceeded its proper functions, it has not done so merely in
some inconsequential and debatable matters. The law has gone further than
this; it has acted in direct opposition to its own purpose. The law has been
used to destroy its own objective: It has been applied to annihilating the
justice that it was supposed to maintain; to limiting and destroying rights
which its real purpose was to respect. The law has placed the collective force
at the disposal of the unscrupulous who wish, without risk, to exploit the
person, liberty, and property of others. It has converted plunder into a right, in
order to protect plunder. And it has converted lawful defense into a crime, in
order to punish lawful defense."
3.1.2.6.Rise of Unlawful Government Confiscation of Property or Plunder:
"Man can live and satisfy his wants only by ceaseless labor; by the ceaseless
application of his faculties to natural res0'1rces. This process is the origin of
property. But it is also true that a man may live and satisfy his wants by
seizing and consuming the products of the labor of others. This process is the
origin of plunder. Now since man is naturally inclined to avoid pain-and
since labor is pain in itself-it follows that men will resort to plunder
whenever plunder is easier than work. History shows this quite clearly. And
under these conditions, neither religion nor morality can stop it. When, then,
does plunder stop? It stops when it becomes more painful and more dangerous
than labor. It is evident, then, that the proper purpose of law is to use the
power of its collective force to stop this fatal tendency to plunder instead of to
work. All the measures of the law should protect property and punish plunder.
But, generally, the law is made by one man or one class of men. And since
law cannot operate without the sanction and support of a dominating force,
this force must be entrusted to those who make the laws. This fact, combined
with the fatal tendency that exists in the heart of man to satisfy his wants with
the least possible effort, explains the almost universal perversion of the law.
Thus it is easy to understand how law, instead of checking injustice, becomes
the invincible weapon of injustice. It is easy to understand why the law is used
by the legislator to destroy in varying degrees among the rest of the people,
their personal independence by slavery, their liberty by oppression, and their
property by plunder. This is done for the benefit of the person who makes the
law, and in proportion to the power that he holds."
3.1.3. Thomas Jefferson:
3 .1.3 .1. The Declaration of Independence:
3.1.3.1.1. People Cannot Transfer Their Property to Government Upon
its Creation or any other time in its Support:
"We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal,
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights, that
among these are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. That to secure
these rights, governments are instituted among men, deriving their just
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powers from the consent of the governed. That whenever any form of
government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people
to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new government, laying its
foundation on such principles and organizing its powers in such form, as
to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness."
3.1.3.1.2. Unalienable rights:
Those rights and property that cannot be separated from the person. The
right of a person to own their own property with an allodial superior title
that cannot confiscated and rented back to them by the state is an
unalienable right. No lawful state can rent the property of a person back to
them. If the person does not own the property and the state actually owns
it then the person would own rent if they leased it from the state.
3.1.3 .2.A Summary View of the Rights of British America:
3.1.3.2.1. The People own the Property:
Jefferson says people own their property in all states of the union with an
unalienable allodial superior title that cannot be confiscated by the state or
union and leased back to them:
"That we shall at this time also take notice of an error in the nature of
our land holdings, which crept in at a very early period of our
settlement. The introduction of the feudal tenures into the kingdom of
England, though antient, is well enough understood to set this matter in a
proper light. In the earlier ages of the Saxon settlement feudal holdings
were certainly altogether unknown; and very few, if any, had been
introduced at the time of the Norman conquest. Our Saxon ancestors
held their lands, as they did their personal property, in absolute
dominion, disencumbered with any superior, answering nearly to the
nature of those possessions which the f eudalists term allodial. William,
th~ Norman, first introduced that system generally. The lands which had
belonged to those who fell in the battle of Hastings, and in the subsequent
insurrections of his reign, formed a considerable proportion of the lands of
the whole kingdom. These he granted out, subject to feudal duties, as did
he also those of a great number of his new subjects, who, by persuasions
or threats, were induced to surrender them for that purpose. But still much
was left in the hands of his Saxon subjects; held of no superior, and
not subject to feudal conditions. These, therefore, by express laws,
enacted to render uniform the system of military defense, were made liable
to the same military duties as if they had been feuds; and the Norman
lawyers soon found means to saddle them also with all the other feudal
burthens. But still they had not been surrendered to the king, they were not
derived from his grant, and therefore they were not holden of him. A
general principle, indeed, was introduced, that "all lands in England were
held either mediately or immediately of the crown," but this was borrowed
from those holdings, which were truly feudal, and only applied to others
for the purposes of illustration. Feudal holdings were therefore but
exceptions out of the Saxon laws of possession, under which all lands
were held in absolute right. These, therefore, still form the basis, or
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ground-work, of the common law, to prevail wheresoever the
exceptions have not taken place. America was not conquered by
William the Norman, nor its lands surrendered to him, or any of his
successors. Possessions there are undoubtedly of the allodial nature.
Our ancestors, however, who migrated hither, were farmers, not lawyers.
The fictitious principle that all lands belong originally to the king,
they were early persuaded to believe real; and accordingly took grants
of their own lands from the crown. And while the crown continued to
grant for small sums, and on reasonable rents; there was no
inducement to arrest the error, and lay it open to public view. But his
majesty has lately taken on him to advance the terms of purchase, and
of holding to the double of what they were; by which means the
acquisition of lands being rendered difficult, the population of our country
is likely to be checked. It is time, therefore, for us to lay this matter
before his majesty, and to declare that he has no right to grant lands
of himself. From the nature and purpose of civil institutions, all the lands
within the limits which any particular society has circumscribed around
itself are assumed by that society, and subject to their allotment only. This
may be done by themselves, assembled collectively, or by their legislature,
to whom they may have delegated sovereign authority; and if they are
alloted in neither of these ways, each individual of the society may
appropriate to himself such lands as he finds vacant, and occupancy will
give him title." 2 (Emphasis added)
3.1.3.2.2. No form of government can lawfully own the property of the
People:
The foregoing by Jefferson does not mean only the king of England could
not rent a citizen's land back to them but that no lawful state could do such
a thing, regardless of the political structure it had. such as a monarchy or
democratic republic with three branches of government.
3.1.4. John Adams: A Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law:
3.1.4.1.The two tyrannies the founders of America designed the nation to
defend against:
John Adams also agrees with Thomas Jefferson and Samuel Adams regarding
the true nature of our allodial titles to all our property which cannot be
alienated in order to secure payment of money or "taxes" to any government.
All these men agree as to what was won for all the states of the union in 17761789. John Adams made it clear that it was not only the thirst for religious
liberty that drove people to America and made them secure her independence
from the rest of the world but their desire to escape the feudal system as well.
These two evils, religious persecution and the feudal land system, were hated
by early Americans as that which had enslaved them for centuries in the dark
ages. And now we live under the feudal property system once again:

2

Thomas Jefferson, A Summary View ofthe Rights ofBritish America
(.http://avalon.law. vale.edull 8th centuryljeffsumm.asp)
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"Ignorance and inconsideration are the two great causes of the ruin of
mankind. By what causes it was brought to pass, that the people in the middle
ages became more intelligent in general, would not, perhaps, be possible in
these days to discover. But the fact is certain; and wherever a general
knowledge and sensibility have prevailed · among the people, arbitrary
government and every kind of oppression have lessened and disappeared in
proportion. Man has certainly an exalted soul; and the same principle in
human nature, - that aspiring, noble principle founded in benevolence, and
cherished by knowledge; I mean the love of power, which has been so often
the cause of slavery, - has, whenever freedom has existed, been the cause of
freedom. If it is this principle that has always prompted the princes and nobles
of the earth, by every species of fraud and violence to shake off all the
limitations of their power, it is the same that has always stimulated the
common people to aspire at independency, and to endeavor at confining the
power of the great within the limits of equity and reason. The poor people, it
is true, have been much less successful than the great. They have seldom
found either leisure or opportunity to form a union and exert their strength;
ignorant as they were of arts and letters, they have seldom been able to frame
and support a regular opposition. This, however, has been known by the great
· to be the temper of mankind; and they have accordingly labored, in all ages, to
wrest from the populace, as they are contemptuously called, the knowledge of
their rights and wrongs, and the power to assert the former or redress the
latter. I say RJGHTS, for such they have, undoubtedly, antecedent to all
earthly government, - Rights, that cannot be repealed or restrained by human
laws - Rights, derived from the great Legislator of the universe. Since the
promulgation of Christianity, the two greatest systems of tyranny that have
sprung from this original, are the canon and the feudal law. The desire of
dominion, that great principle by which we have attempted to account for so
much good and so much evil, is, when properly restrained, a very useful and
noble movement in the human mind. But when such restraints are taken off, it
becomes an encroaching, grasping, restless, and ungovernable power.
Numberless have been the systems of iniquity contrived by the great for
the gratification of this passion in themselves; but in none of them were
they ever more successful than in the invention and establishment of the
canon and the feudal law. By the former of these, the most refined, sublime,
extensive, and astonishing constitution of policy that ever was conceived by
the mind of man was framed by the Romish clergy for the aggrandizement of
their own order. All the epithets I have here given to the Romish policy are
just, and will be allowed to be so when it is considered, that they even
persuaded mankind to believe, faithfully and undoubtingly, that God
Almighty had entrusted them with the keys of heaven, whose gates they might
open and close at pleasure; with a power of dispensation over all the rules and
obligations of morality; with authority to license all sorts of sins and crimes;
with a power of deposing princes and absolving subjects from allegiance; with
a power of procuring or withholding the rain of heaven and the beams of the
sun; with the management of earthquakes, pestilence, and famine; nay, with
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the mysterious, awful, incomprehensible power of creating out of bread and
wine the flesh and blood of God himself. All these opinions they were enabled
to spread and rivet among the people by reducing their minds to a state of
sordid ignorance and staring timidity, and by infusing into them a religious
horror of letters and knowledge. Thus was human nature chained fast for ages
in a cruel, shameful, and deplorable servitude to him, and his subordinate
tyrants, who, it was foretold, would exalt himself above all that was called
God, and that was worshipped. In the latter we find another system, similar in
many respects to the former; which, although it was originally formed,
perhaps, for the necessary defense of a barbarous people against the
inroads and invasions of her neighboring nations, yet for the same
purposes of tyranny, cruelty, and lust, which had dictated the canon law,
it was soon adopted by almost all the princes of Europe, and wrought into
the constitutions of their government. It was originally a code of laws for a
vast army in a perpetual encampment. The general was invested with the
sovereign propriety of all the lands within the territory. Of him, as his servants
and vassals, the first rank of his great officers held the lands; and in the same
manner the other subordinate officers held of them; and all ranks and degrees
held their lands by a variety of duties and services, all tending to bind the
chains the faster on every order of mankind. In this manner the common
people were held together in herds and clans in a state of servile dependence
on their lords, bound, even by the tenure of their lands, to follow them,
whenever they commanded, to their wars, and in a state of total ignorance of
every thing divine and human, excepting the use of arms and the culture of
their lands. "But another event still more calamitous to human liberty, was
a wicked confederacy between the two systems of tyranny above
described. It seems to have been even stipulated between them, that the
temporal grandees should contribute every thing in their power to
maintain the ascendancy of the priesthood, and that the spiritual
grandees in their turn, should employ their ascendancy over the
consciences of the people, in impressing on their minds a blind, implicit
obedience to civil magistracy. Thus, as long as this confederacy lasted, and
the people were held in ignorance, liberty, and with her, knowledge and virtue
too, seem to have deserted the earth, and one age of darkness succeeded
another, till God in his benign providence raised up the champions who
began and conducted the Reformation. From the time of the Reformation
to the first settlement of America, knowledge gradually spread in Europe,
but especially in England; and in proportion as that increased and spread
among the people, ecclesiastical and civil tyranny, which I use as
synonymous expressions for the canon and feudal laws, seem to have lost
their strength and weight. The people grew more and more sensible of the
wrong that was done them by these systems, more and more impatient under
it, and determined at all hazards to rid themselves of it; till at last, under the
execrable race of the Stuarts, the struggle between the people and the
confederacy aforesaid of temporal and spiritual tyranny, became formidable,
violent, and bloody. It was this great struggle that peopled America. It was
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not religion alone, as is commonly supposed; but it was a love of universal
liberty, and a hatred, a dread, a horror, of the infernal confederacy
before described, that projected, conducted, and accomplished the
settlement of America. It was a resolution formed by a sensible people, - I
mean the Puritans, - almost in despair. They had become intelligent in
general, and many of them learned. For this fact, I have the testimony of
Archbishop King himself, who observed of that people, that they were more
intelligent and better read than even the members of the church, whom he
censures warmly for that reason. This people had been so vexed and tortured
by the powers of those days, for no other crime than their knowledge and their
freedom of inquiry and examination, and they had so much reason to despair
of deliverance from those miseries on that side the ocean, that they at last
resolved to fly to the wilderness for refuge from the temporal and spiritual
principalities and powers, and plagues and scourges of their native country.
After their arrival here, they began their settlement, and formed their
plan, both of ecclesiastical and civil government, in direct opposition to
the canon and the feudal systems. 3
3.1.5. Samuel Adams:
3.1.5.1. Correction of Perverted Law, Plunder and Feudalism:
How does one correct the present unlawful practice of ad valorem property tax
or the feudal system in any state in the union: "In short, it is the greatest
absurdity to suppose it in the power of one, or any number of men, at the
entering into society, to renounce their essential natural rights, or the means of
preserving those rights; when the grand end of civil government, from the
very nature of its institution, is for the support, protection, and defense of
those very rights; the principal of which, as is before observed, are Life,
Liberty, and Property. If men, through fear, fraud, or mistake, should in terms
renounce or give up any essential natural right, the eternal law of reason and
the grand end of society would absolutely vacate such renunciation. The right
to freedom being the gift of God Almighty, it is not in the power of man to
alienate this gift and voluntarily become a slave."4
3.1.5.2.Samuel Adams says the People are cheated out of their property:
Samuel Adams, Father of the American Revolution, observed the same thing
as Jefferson and John Adams, namely, that people are tricked out of their
property by clever lawyers and politicians and the education system and the
media. People can even vote themselves out of property in a democracy where

3

John Adams, A Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law (The passage of the Stamp Act in 1765
provoked a response from Adams and in August of that year he anonymously contributed four articles to
the Boston Gazette (republished in The London Chronicle in 1768 as True Sentiments of America, also
known as A Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law).
http ://teachingam ericanhistory. org/library/document/a-dissertation-on-the-canon-and-feudal-law I A
. Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law I Teaching American Historv
4
Samuel Adams, The Christian History ofthe Constitution ofthe United States ofAmerica - Christian SelfGovernment ed., Verna M. Hall, (The Foundation for American Christian Education Box 27035, San
Francisco, California 94127) p. 367.
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4.

5.
6.

7.

8.

public opinion is shaped by those who benefit from plundering the people and
their property.
3.1.5.3.But he also gave us the solution.
When any person under such a system complains of the injustice and
destruction of their property by confiscation, alienation and plunder, and
rental, the state should vacate the renunciation of the unalienable right to life,
liberty and allodial ownership of property made by all men as the result of
fear, fraud and mistake or even desire, because it is not within the power of a
man or group of men to alienate their property and become a slave. We see
here that we become slaves when we do not own our property with an allodial
superior title.
The Principle of Delegated Authority:
4.1. No one has authority to take my property and therefore they cannot delegate that
authority to the government to take my property.
I hereby adopt all that I have submitted earlier as part of this protest.
Taxable Situs:
6.1. Property Should Not Be Taxed in any of the several United States of America:
Mr. Wood directed our attention to the "Taxable Situs" of all three of my properties
asserting they were located in Guadalupe County, a subdivision of the State of Texas.
What he did not mention is that Texas is located in the United States of America
which we have seen was constructed to really only do two things for every state in the
union, namely, protect the people from religious persecution and the feudal land and
property system that makes the people pay to use their own property granted to them
by God.
The United States of America exists to protect my right to own my property with an
allodial superior title against a king or a democratic republic of our own making.
Property Should Not Be Taxed in Texas:
7.1. Mr. Wood did not show that Texas was not a State of the United States of
America:
Mr. Wood has not shown that Texas is not a State of the Union, where the property of
the People is not alienable by any government a part of the United States of America.
Texas, being a state of the union, cannot alien the property of the people and charge
them rent to use their own property. The Individual People own their property with a
superior allodial title which cannot be aliened.
The State of Texas exists to protect my right to own my property with an allodial
unalienable title preventing any government from charging me a rent to use and
occupy.
Property Should Not Be Taxed in Guadalupe County Texas:
Guadalupe County, a subdivision of Texas, a state of the United States of America
wherein no state may confiscate the property of the Individual People and charge
them a rent to use their own property consisting of personal and fixed land and
buildings.
Guadalupe County, the State of Texas and the United States of America cannot derive
a title of ownership that is superior to myself on my three properties the subject of
this hearing.
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Guadalupe County, Texas, USA, exists to protect my right to own property with an
allodial unalienable title in which no one and no government entity, foreign or
domestic, may charge me a rent to use.
9. It is absurd to study the Texas Property Tax Code:
The Texas Property Tax Code is a complete perversion of law to plunder the people
of Texas as so well shown by authority herein that is superior to any living man or
office holder today.
10. Current Condition of Law today is a farce:
I have also shown that the current condition of the constitutional and statutory law of
Texas and Supreme Court rulings are ludicrous and contradictory.
11. I therefore request that my three properties the subject of this hearing be removed
from the local feudal land system or the so-called "ad valorem property tax" rolls.
12. I also request that all property of every citizen in Texas be removed from the feudal
land and property system.

pectfully Sub~itteg,

d/~A~~

Ronald F. A very
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Debra Crow
Guadalupe County District Clerk
Kaley Younger, Deputy

Page 479

Page 480

Page 481

