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REFERENCE NOTATION 
(C11-13) Refers to page numbers 11 through 13 of the Clerk's 

Record of the trial court. 
(R12-14,18) Refers to page numbers 12 through 14 and 18 of the 

Reporter's Record of the trial court. 
(TAB-1p13) Refers to page 13 of TAB-1. 
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
Nature of the 
Case: 

This is an "ad valorem property tax" case challenging 
the authority of the "State of Texas" to impose the 
feudal system on the allodial titles of the citizens. 

Trial Court: 2nd 25th District Court  

Case no. 15-2442-CV 

The Honorable Judge W.C. (Bud) Kirkendall granted 
Defendant's Motion to Partially Dismiss for Lack of 
Jurisdiction and granted a "No Evidence" and 
"Traditional" Summary Judgment in favor of 
Defendant's on remaining issues. 

Court of 
Appeals: 

Fourth Court of Appeals, San Antonio, Texas 

Case no. 04-16-00572-CV 
Parties in 
Court of 
Appeals: 

Appellant/Plaintiff: Ronald F. Avery 
Appellee/Defendant: Guadalupe County Appraisal 
District 

Author of 
Opinion: 

The appeals were formally submitted on April 12, 
2017, on Briefs only before a panel consisting of 
Chief Justice Sandee Bryan Marion, Justice Marialyn 
Barnard, and Justice Patricia O. Alvarez. On April 
12, 2017, Chief Justice Marion wrote, filed, and 
issued a 13 page Memorandum Opinion. 

Disposition: The Fourth Court of Appeals affirmed the trial court 
order for a Partial Dismissal for Lack of Jurisdiction 
and affirmed the trial court grant of a "No Evidence" 
and "Traditional" Summary Judgment in favor of 
Defendants disposing of all issues. 

Status of 
Opinion: 

A Memorandum Opinion was filed. 

Appellate 
Action: 

There were no other parties or matters before the 
trial court or court of appeals.  

There were no other separate opinions issued or filed.

There were no motions for rehearing or 
reconsideration en banc filed. 
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STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION 
The Supreme Court has jurisdiction pursuant to the following 

subsection(s) of Texas Government Code section 22.001(a)(3), (4) and 

(6) as shown by the Texas Government Code (TAB-11p4-5) for the 

following reasons: 

1. This case has to do with the constitutionality of "ad valorem 

property tax" or the feudal system; 

2. This case involves the lawful construction and interpretation 

of two state statutes necessary to determine the case; 

3. This case has to do with the contradictions in the 

constitutional provisions and Supreme Court mandates the 

feudal ad valorem property tax system creates; 

4. This case involves the lawfulness of the feudal "ad valorem 

property tax" as a means of obtaining state revenue; 

5. This case involves an error in law of such importance that it 

denies and defies the common law and very purpose of lawful 

government in Texas and the United States of America 

according to four of the major founders thereof: 
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ISSUES PRESENTED 
 
Issue 1: Appeals court erred in affirming Partial Dismissal 
for Lack of Jurisdiction in violation of statute. 

 
The appeals court erred in affirming a finding that Avery did not 

file his appeal in a timely manner. Had he filed when the Respondents 
say, he would have filed prematurely as he had not yet exhausted his 
administrative remedies at that time. Petitioner waited to obtain a final 
ruling from which he could appeal, and upon getting it, he filed in a 
timely manner. This case, if not reversed, will set precedent that those 
who protest at the Appraisal District will be required to appeal each 
and every protest ground separately as the District rules on them 
turning one appeal into many separate appeals, all originating from a 
single protest. This will block up already crowded courts with 
protests. 
 

Issue 2: Appeals court erred in affirming a "No Evidence" 
Summary Judgment which is barred by statute. 

  
The appeals court erred in affirming a "No Evidence" Summary 

Judgment in favor of the Appraisal District when it was barred by 
Texas Property Tax Code Section 42.23(f). Petitioner had filed an 
affidavit in the trial court containing evidence he had submitted at the 
ARB hearings. This statute is not dependent upon the relevance, 
quality, or weight of evidence as it only applies to tax cases, such as 
this one. This statute supersedes and modifies the Texas Rule of Civil 
Procedure 166a(i) regarding "No Evidence" Summary Judgments, 
otherwise, it would have no additional purpose for its passage into 
law. Avery was not required to show even a scintilla of evidence as it 
is not required under Section 42.23(f) in tax cases. 
 

Issue 3: Appeals court erred in affirming a "Traditional" 
Summary Judgment in favor of the Appraisal District 
without showing there were no issues of fact. 

 
Petitioner showed fact issues  related to the history of America 

written by the founders of America, the U.S. Constitution and the 
Texas Constitution that proved there is no authority for the State of 
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Texas to alien the property of the people held with an allodial title and 
charge them feudal rents forever. 
 

Issue 4: Appeals court erred in affirming a "Traditional" 
Summary Judgment in favor of the Appraisal District 
without showing the law was in their favor. 

 
Petitioner showed superior un-rebutted expert testimony written 

by four of the main founders of the United States of America and 
states thereof proving it was founded for only two purposes; namely, 
to secure religious freedom and prevent the dreaded feudal system 
where the people owe money to the state forever to occupy and use 
their own lands, homes, goods and tools. The court of appeals also had 
no superior law showing otherwise. Even if there were no fact issues 
the law was not in the District's favor. 
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STATEMENT OF FACTS 

Agreement: 

The court of appeals "correctly stated" the "nature of the case" 

being an "ad valorem property tax case" (TAB-3) challenging the 

authority of the State of Texas to impose said feudal system upon its 

citizens who own their property, not with a feudal  title, but with an 

allodial title, that cannot be aliened by government for the 

performance or payment of anything.  

Appeals court was also correct that the Texas Constitution should 

not be the beginning of the law but a reflection of applicable common 

law in existence prior to it. However, Respondents, trial and appeals 

court evidence was inferior to Petitioner's evidence (TAB-7-9) 

showing that "ad valorem property taxes" are repugnant to the 

common law that should apply in Texas according to the founders of 

the United States of America and should be ruled unconstitutional 

under Article 16 Section 48 (TAB-10p3). 

Exceptions: 

First, the court of appeals erroneously affirmed a Motion to 

Partially Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction (C286)(TAB-1) in favor 

of the Appraisal District because Avery waited until he obtained a 

final order disposing of all his issues in a single protest rather than 
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protesting each partial order as the District made them. By statute, 

Avery was required to obtain a final order prior to an appeal under 

Texas Property Tax Code Section 42.21(a) (TAB-11p1). 

Regardless, the ARB reopened the issue of Constitutionality and 

the lawfulness  of the "ad valorem property tax" for the second hearing. 

On appeal the Respondents pled the purpose of the second hearing on 

"remaining issues" was "to clarify its orders." (TAB-17) That sounds 

like continuation!  

Second, the court of appeals erroneously affirmed a "No 

Evidence" Summary Judgment in favor of the Appraisal District 

(C150) (TAB-2) when it is barred by statute in tax cases where any 

one has filed an affidavit with any evidence that was presented at the 

Appraisal District Review Board (ARB) Hearing. The appeals court 

treated this "No Evidence" Summary Judgment as one that was 

brought outside of a tax case in another matter where Section 42.23(f) 

of the Texas Property Tax Code (TAB-11p1) would not apply.   

Third, the court of appeals erroneously affirmed a Motion for 

"Traditional" Summary Judgment  (C138)(TAB-2) that the 

Respondents admit did not address all the issues. (C143-144 )(TAB-

18) If the Appraisal District's Motion to Partially Dismiss for Lack of 



Statement  of  Facts  

avgcad-pet i t ion-for-review.doc 3

Jurisdiction is erroneous then their Traditional Summary Judgment is 

only partial by their own admission and cannot result in the dismissal 

of this case. 

Fourth, the court of appeals erroneously affirmed the 

"Traditional" Summary Judgment (C138,150)(TAB-2) in favor of 

the Appraisal District because there were fact issues  presented by 

Petitioner that needed a fact finder. A summary judgment cannot be 

granted when there are fact issues present. 

Fifth, even if there were no fact issues to be found, the 

Respondents and appeals court failed to show the law was in 

Respondent's favor. The appeals court addressed Avery's evidence 

proving the unlawful nature of the feudal "ad valorem property tax" 

under the common law in the United States of America and states 

thereof (TAB-3p11-12). However, neither the Respondents, nor 

appeals court provided any evidence of the magnitude necessary to 

overturn the supreme expert un-rebutted testimony of four of the main 

founders of America filed by Avery at every level of protest and 

appeal showing  that property taxes are repugnant to American Anglo-

Saxon common law.  



Statement  of  Facts  

avgcad-pet i t ion-for-review.doc 4

Facts on Exhausting Administrative Remedies & Jurisdiction: 

On May 22, 2015, the Petitioner, Ronald F. Avery, filed a protest 

with the Guadalupe County Appraisal District challenging the 

lawfulness of "ad valorem property taxes" imposed on his property in 

the "State of Texas" on six different grounds (C23,25,27). One of the 

six grounds had nine statements of fact that were the basis of his 

protest (C23,25,27). In order to exhaust his administrative remedies 

prior to filing an appeal to the district trial court, he needed a ruling 

on each issue he raised as required by Section 42.21(a) Texas Property 

Tax Code (TAB-11-p1). 

The Respondent, GCAD, held a hearing on all three properties and 

all six grounds brought in one protest on July 21, 2015 wherein Avery 

submitted sufficient evidence on all six grounds, including the nine 

statements of fact (C424-453). On July 22, 2015, GCAD issued a 

partial order on two of the grounds and part of a third, omitting 

rulings on the other three grounds and the nine statements of fact 

(C78-86). Had the Appraisal District's order disposed of all the 

grounds protested, Avery would have exhausted his administrative 

remedy and the 60 day deadline to file a Petition for Review at the 

district court would have been September 20, 2015. 
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However, Avery could not bring his appeal of his protest until he 

had a final order as required by Section 42.21(a) Texas Property Tax 

Code (TAB 11p1). On August 13, 2015, Avery faxed a letter to the 

Appraisal District requesting a ruling on the remaining issues so he 

could file a timely appeal (C87-88). He did not request another 

hearing but merely a ruling. 

On August 26, 2015, the Appraisal District responded by setting 

another hearing for October 14, 2015 (C89). The GCAD hearing 

notice (C89) enumerated some of the grounds, taken from Avery's 

original protest, for which they were going to receive further evidence 

in this second hearing to "clarify its orders" (TAB-17). The third item 

included "constitutional provisions and other laws," which were 

elements of the ARB's first partial ruling. Avery submitted some new 

evidence in support of his protest at the October 14, 2015, hearing 

(C454-469)(TAB-7). On October 16, 2015 the Appraisal District 

issued its final orders disposing of all the issues (C97) thereby 

exhausting all administrative remedies necessary prior to an appeal to 

the district court. On December 14, 2015, Avery filed his appeal of the 

Appraisal District's partial and final order to the 2nd 25th District 
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Court in Seguin, Texas (C3), one day before the expiration of the sixty 

day deadline. 
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SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT 
Avery's petition for review seeks correction of two instances of 

obvious abuse of process. These errors in procedure were barefaced 

violations of statutes. The first abuse of process was a grant of a 

Motion for Partial Dismissal for Lack of Jurisdiction which would 

allow premature appeals prior to the attainment of a final order 

exhausting administrative remedies in property tax protest cases. The 

second abuse of process was the grant of a "No Evidence" Summary 

Judgment that is barred by statute applicable only to property tax 

cases. 

This petition also seeks correction and reversal of a "Traditional" 

Summary Judgment that was granted and affirmed in the face of fact 

issues regarding the true history of America and its Anglo-Saxon 

common law. The Respondent relied solely on constitutional 

provisions for the collection of "ad valorem property tax" which they 

presume to be rooted in the common law, but could not prove. Avery 

presented superior evidence from the founders, John Locke, John 

Adams, Thomas Jefferson, and Samuel Adams, showing that "ad 

valorem property tax" is the feudal system which is repugnant to 

Saxon common law and that its prevention was one of the only two 
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reasons the United States of America was created according to the 2nd 

President, John Adams (C10-11)(TAB-7,8).  

This petition also seeks the reversal of the said "Traditional" 

Summary Judgment because the law was not in Respondent's favor. 

Avery showed "ad valorem property tax" to be feudal and repugnant to 

the real common law of America by un-rebutted, irrefutable, supreme 

expert testimony in lengthy treatises by two founders; Thomas 

Jefferson, the drafter of the Declaration of Independence and the 3rd 

President and author of A Summary View of the Rights of British 

America and John Adams, the 2nd President and author of A 

Dissertation of the Canon and Feudal Law, and John Locke, the author 

of the Second Treatise of Government, and Samuel Adams, the Father 

of the American Revolution, and his statement of the "Greatest 

Absurdity" and what to do about it when it occurs.  

The appeals court attempted to show that "ad valorem property tax" 

was part of the common law of Texas but failed. The best they cited 

was a presumption  written by, who knows who, that "ad valorem 

property tax" was grounded in the existing common law existing in 

Texas prior to its Constitution of 1876.  
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The Respondent is, and was, left only with evidence of democracy 

or suffrage as the source of authority to alien the unalienable property 

of the people of Texas by the state to secure payment of debt. This 

fails as such authority does not exist in the people to delegate to the 

state as Avery showed by irrefutable supreme natural and common law 

evidence well established in our Anglo-Saxon system of property 

ownership by John Locke (C57)(TAB-12p5), Thomas Jefferson, 

(C437,441)(TAB-7), Samuel Adams (C12,444,467)(TAB-13), and 

Article 1 Section 2 of the Texas Constitution (TAB-10p1). No one in 

this case, thus far, has provided any superior evidence to show 

otherwise. 
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ARGUMENT 
1. This Court should grant review to correct appeals court error 

affirming a Partial Dismissal for Lack of Jurisdiction in 
violation of Texas statute.  

The trial court granted, and appeals court affirmed, a Motion to 

Partially Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction in direct violation of 

Section 42.21(a) Texas Property Tax Code (TAB-11p1)(C294-295). 

The Appraisal District issued a "partial" order on Avery's protest and 

Avery asked for and obtained a "final" order disposing of all grounds 

of his protest before filing his appeal to the district court within 60 

days.  

The Appraisal District insists that their partial incomplete orders 

should be appealed within 60 days as they issue them. This is simply a 

trick, gimmick, and barefaced wresting of the law to dismiss Avery's 

shocking evidence that "ad valorem property taxation" is repugnant to 

the common law that should stand in every state of the union. To 

allow this appellate memorandum opinion (Avery v. Guadalupe Cnty. 

Appraisal Dist. (Tex. App., 2017)) to stand has set precedent which 

will be used by every appraisal district to discourage protestors. A 

case like Avery's could potentially result in not one, two or three, but 

15 separate appeals from one protest. 
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 If an ARB order does not dispose of all issues in a single protest 

then those orders issued are partial and all administrative remedies 

have not been exhausted for the purpose of appeal. Travis Central 

Appraisal District v. Marshall Ford Marina, Inc., No. 03-05-00784-

CV (Tex. App. 9/9/2009):  

"The First ARB Orders were dispositive of all issues 
raised during the First Protest Hearings, including the 
issue that there was no omitted property from the appraisal 
roll." (Bolding added) 

The above quoted language demonstrates that an appeal was barred 

by the time limitation because all issues had been disposed of. Had 

they not been disposed of, then an appeal could have been brought 

later. This supports Avery's case in reverse. The first ARB order in 

Avery's protest were not dispositive of all issues and once he received 

the final orders which did dispose of all issues, he brought an appeal 

within 60 days, as required. 

2. This Court should grant review to correct appeals court error 
affirming a "No Evidence" Summary Judgment in violation of 
Texas statute. 

The trial court granted, and the appeals court affirmed, a "No 

Evidence" Summary Judgment which is barred by Statute. Avery filed 

affidavits in the trial court containing evidence he submitted at both 

ARB hearings (C420-469)(TAB-7). Section 42.23(f) of the Texas 
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Property Tax Code (TAB-11p1) bars a "No Evidence" Summary 

Judgment when any party files an affidavit in trial court containing 

evidence submitted at an ARB hearing. Other rules related to a "No 

Evidence" Summary Judgment under Texas Rules of Civil Procedure 

TRCP 166a(i) and case law for same are inapplicable in tax cases such 

as this. Otherwise, there would be no purpose for said tax code statute 

as all would have been handled by TRCP Rules. Obviously this tax 

code statute was to remove "No Evidence" summary judgments from 

tax cases where any evidence is filed in trial court by anyone that was 

submitted at the ARB hearing.  

Petitioner could find no Texas property tax case using Section 

42.23(f) that is directly on point. He did find one case where both the 

appraisal district and protestor filed a "no evidence" summary 

judgment, but neither filed a response to the other's motion; Estate of 

Smith v. Ector Cnty. Appraisal Dist., 480 S.W.3d 796 (Tex. App., 

2015). Neither party in Smith  filed evidence from the ARB hearings at 

the trial court. So there truly was no evidence for either party's motion 

on file. The trial court justly granted the appraisal district's "no 

evidence" summary judgment simply because the protestor bore the 

burden of proof against the Appraisal District's affirmative defense 
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pleading for a "no evidence" summary judgment. Because neither 

party filed evidence offered to the ARB nor filed a response with 

evidence offered at the ARB, Section 42.23(f) did not apply: 

"Section 42.23(f) contains a provision specifically dealing 
with a no-evidence motion for summary judgment filed in 
the appeal of a decision by the appraisal review board. It 
provides that, “[f]or 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 hearing on the protest before the appraisal 
review board constitutes sufficient evidence to deny the 
motion.” Tax § 42.23(f). It is obviously inapplicable to this 
appeal since neither party filed a response to the other 
party's no-evidence motion for summary judgment. See also 

id . § 42.23(h)(1)." Id  

However, Avery filed a lengthy response to the Appraisal District's 

affirmative defense motion for a "no evidence" summary judgment that 

contained his affidavit (TAB-7) with a large quantity of evidence that 

raised issues of both matters of fact and law which Avery had 

provided at ARB hearings (C420-469). But the Respondent continued 

to pursue their motion as if the Petitioner had to show the merit and 

weight of his evidence. Petitioner did indeed show evidence that 

outweighed any evidence of fact or law the Respondent offered.  

But, under Section 42.23(f) (TAB-11p1)(C416,418) of the Property 

Tax Code, Avery is not required to show the merit or weight of his 
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evidence but simply file any evidence that he submitted at the ARB 

hearings. Once again (Avery v. Guadalupe Cnty. Appraisal Dist. (Tex. 

App., 2017)) has set bad precedent that will permit appraisal districts 

to circumvent the intent of Section 42.23(f).  

3. This Court should grant review to correct appeals court error 
affirming a "Traditional" Summary Judgment when there 
were major fact issues.  

The trial court granted, and the appeals court affirmed, a 

"Traditional" Summary Judgment in favor of the Appraisal District 

which ignored obvious evidence revealing a factual dispute related to 

the common law history of the United States of America concerning 

the feudal nature of "ad valorem property taxation" and its validity in 

any state of the union. The Respondent argued that the Texas 

Constitution of 1876 and the Texas Property Tax Code was a lawful 

source of authority for imposing an "ad valorem property tax" upon 

Avery's land and improvements, etc. They therefore claimed that they 

only had the burden of showing that Avery's property existed in the 

subdivisions of Texas that had imposed a property tax upon him. 

Avery argued and illustrated that the Texas Constitution has 

conflicting property tax provisions which produce absurd and 

ludicrous supreme court mandates that violate other property tax 

provisions making them unenforceable (C69-70); (TAB-6)(C412); 
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(TAB-7)(C434,452,469). He argued that this could be resolved by 

returning to the correct common law that is applicable to Texas. Avery 

filed supreme unchallenged expert evidence he submitted to the ARB 

that contradicted the Appraisal District's assertion of the lawfulness of 

property taxes in Texas via the Constitution or the Tax Code.  

This issue of lawfulness is superior to the location of Avery's 

property. The fact issue is one of lawful authority not situs or location 

of property. Avery never contested the location of his property with 

respect to Texas subdivisions other than the fact they are in the United 

States of America where the feudal system is in "direct opposition" to 

its purpose (TAB-7)(C447). And for this reason the District's motion 

for a traditional summary judgment should have been denied: 

"The function of a summary judgment is not to deprive a litigant of 

his right to a full hearing on the merits of any real issue of fact but to 

eliminate patently unmeritorious claims and untenable defenses. 

Gulbenkian v. Penn, 151 Tex. 412, 252 S.W.2d 929, 931 (1952). The 

standards for reviewing a motion for summary judgment are: 1. The 

movant for summary judgment has the burden of showing that there is 

no genuine issue of material fact and that it is entitled to judgment as 

a matter of law. 2. In deciding whether there is a disputed material 
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fact issue precluding summary judgment, evidence favorable to the 

non-movant will be taken as true. 3. Every reasonable inference must 

be indulged in favor of the non-movant and any doubts resolved in its 

favor. Texas Dept. of Public Safety v. Martin, 882 S.W.2d 476 

(Tex.App.-Beaumont, 1994). Had the trial court applied these rules it  

would have denied the Traditional Motion for Summary Judgment. 

Avery showed supreme evidence by four founders that America 

was formed for only two purposes; to secure religious freedom and to 

prevent the feudal system (C6,9,56,60)(TAB-5-9), (TAB-12-15). He 

also showed that "ad valorem property taxation" is the feudal system 

(TAB-7)(C441), (TAB-8). Avery's facts disputed the Respondent's 

facts regarding the authority of the property tax provisions of the 

Texas Constitution and the Texas Property Tax Code. 

4. This Court should grant review to correct appeals court error 
in affirming a "Traditional" Summary Judgment when the 
Law was not in Respondent's favor. 

Even if there had not been any fact issues regarding the place of 

the feudal "ad valorem property tax" under the applicable common law 

of Texas, the law did not favor the Appraisal District. Avery filed 

supreme, un-rebutted, expert testimony written by four of the main 

founders of the United States of America and the states thereof, 

proving that the people of Texas own their property in Texas with an 
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allodial  title, that cannot be aliened by any government to secure 

payment of fees, taxes or tenures. Avery showed that there was no 

chain of lawful authority from any lawful source vesting power in the 

State of Texas or any of its subdivisions to impose the feudal "ad 

valorem property tax" system on the people of Texas.  

Avery showed that the people of Texas and the Constitution thereof 

cannot be a source of authority to alien the unalienable property of the 

people as the individual citizen, or group thereof, does not have that 

authority in themselves to delegate to government as shown by John 

Locke (C440,468)(TAB-7)(TAB-12p5). As a result, neither the State 

nor its subdivisions can obtain authority to impose the feudal property 

tax upon the people of Texas. Article 1 Section 2 of the Texas 

Constitution reflects this same principle (TAB-10p1). Said provision 

is not just about voting but about limitation of authority. If the people 

don't have it the government can't get it. 

"Ad Valorem Property Tax" Repulsive to Natural Law  

The "ad valorem property tax" was shown by Avery's evidence to 

be repugnant and tyrannical to the correct common law that should 

stand in Texas. Avery also showed that "ad valorem property tax" 

violates the very purpose of all lawful governments under the natural 
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law by a U.S. founder John Locke (C65)(TAB-12p2,5) and his later 

expositor, Frederick Bastiat (C64)(TAB-15). Avery's evidence was not 

shown to be inapplicable, inferior, or false by any evidence provided 

by the Appraisal District, trial or appeals court. Avery's evidence was 

simply unanswered and ignored. 

"Ad Valorem Property Tax" Repulsive to Common Law  

The appeals court addressed the common  law but only said that the 

constitutional provisions authorizing "ad valorem property tax" were 

presumed  to be in recognition of earlier existing common law of 

Texas. No presumption can stand as fundamental law when it has been 

clearly shown to be against the common law purpose of the state and 

nation as Avery has done herein: 

"The leading rule in regard to the judicial construction of 
constitutional provisions is a wise and sound one, which 
declares that, in cases of doubt every possible presumption 
and intendment will be made in favor of the 
constitutionality of the act in question, and that the courts 
will only interfere in cases of clear and unquestioned 
violation of the fundamental law. It has been repeatedly 
said that the presumption is that every state statute, the 
object and provisions of which are among the 
acknowledged powers of legislatures, is valid and 
constitutional, and such presumption is not to be overcome, 
unless the contrary is clearly demonstrated.” Sedgw. Stat. 
and Con. Law, 482; Fletcher v. Peck, 6 Cranch, 87; Ex 
parte McCollom, 1 Cow. 564; Morris v. The People, 3 Den. 
381; Newell v. The People, 3 Seld. 109;De Camp v. 
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Eveland, 19 Barb. 81 Davis v. Davis, 34 Tex. 15 (Tex., 
1870) 

Further, even if "ad valorem property tax" in Texas existed very 

early, or even from the beginning, it would still be a mistake under the 

applicable common law that should stand in Texas and the entire 

United States of America. This was clearly shown by Avery's supreme, 

irrefutable, un-rebutted expert evidence. The appeals court quoted the 

following and ruled against Avery based upon an unproven 

presumption: 

""The Constitution was framed with reference to the 
common law, and in judging what the Constitution means 
we should keep in mind that it is not the beginning of the 
law of the state, but that it assumes the existence of a well-
understood system, which was still to remain in force and 
be demonstrated, and that the constitutional definitions are 
in general drawn from the common law." Great S. Life Ins. 
Co. v. City of Austin , 112 Tex. 1, 243 S.W. 778, 780 
(1922)." 

""It has always been the primary and fundamental rule that 
no sovereignty or taxing district could exercise the power 
of taxation, except as to property actually or constructively 
within its jurisdiction. This rule applies to counties and 
municipalities, as well as states." Id. The Texas 
Constitution "was adopted by the people February 15, 1876.  
The first Legislature thereafter met in that same year, and 
in August passed several general acts covering substantially 
the entire field of taxation." Id. at 783. "An examination of 
these and subsequent acts will show that in many, if not in 
all, instances they merely declare and apply the common-
law principles of taxation . . . .""Id. 
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"For these reasons, we must reject Avery’s arguments 
regarding the authority and lawfulness of Texas taxing 
units to impose and collect ad valorem taxes." 

The conclusion of the court of appeals is simply to say they 

presume that authority in the constitution to impose the feudal system 

existed in the common law prior to the constitution of Texas and that 

it was constituted in its provisions. This is simply false! The appeals 

court citation cited no evidence that "ad valorem property tax" existed 

in the applicable common law prior to the constitution. Avery claimed 

he was not "taxpayer" with state privileges but a citizen owning 

property with an unalienable allodial title (C426,445)(TAB-7). He has 

interpreted the Property Taxpayer Bill of Rights (TAB-16p1-2). 

Avery is not challenging the power of the "State of Texas" to tax. 

There are many types of lawful taxes. He is only challenging the 

authority of the "State of Texas" and its subdivisions to impose an "ad 

valorem property tax" which is the feudal system that confiscates the 

property of the people which we spilled blood and created the United 

States to prevent: 

A law cannot be held to be constitutional merely because 
the Legislature passed it. No one is willing to attribute such 
infallibility to a Legislature, and the courts should never 
hesitate to protect from assault the rights secured by the 
supreme law of the land. As said by Justice Harlan, in 
Smyth v. Ames , 169 U. S. 466, 18 Sup. Ct. 418, 42 L. Ed. 
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819: "The idea that any Legislature, state or federal, can 
conclusively determine for the people and for the courts 
that what it enacts in the form of law, or what it authorizes 
its agents to do, is consistent with the fundamental law is in 
opposition to the theory of our institutions. The duty rests 
upon all courts, federal and state, when their jurisdiction is 
properly invoked, to see to it that no right secured by the 
supreme law of the land is impaired or destroyed by 
legislation. This function and duty of the judiciary 
distinguishes the American system from all other systems 
of government. The perpetuity of our institutions and the 
liberty which is enjoyed under them depend, in no small 
degree, upon the power given the judiciary to declare null 
and void all legislation that is clearly repugnant to the 
supreme law of the land." Woods v. Ball, 166 S.W. 4 (Tex. 
App. - San Antonio [4th Dist.], 1914) 

 

The Respondents also thought the people alone could vote to alien 

their own property and that of their neighbor's thereby delegating that 

power to their government. This too Avery showed to be false at trial 

court under natural law by John Locke (C15,65)(TAB-7p5) and later 

by Bastiat in 1850 (C64,429,461)(TAB-15) and the applicable common 

law of Texas. And Samuel Adams showed that it is the "greatest 

absurdity" to presume that people have the authority to voluntarily 

make themselves slaves (C12,62,440,444,467)(TAB-13) and give up 

their property to the state and become tenants and serfs. 
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Summary 

The Respondents are simply left with no place to show lawful 

authority for the State of Texas to alien the property of the citizens, 

making them tenants, for any purpose whatsoever including the 

imposition of a feudal "ad valorem property tax."  

The banks have used the state to alien the property of the people 

and funnel their wealth into the hands of a few to purchase and 

maintain the social controls of society. John Adams is right, the feudal 

system is tyrannical and wicked. And Jefferson is right, it is time to 

correct this error in the common law. What a way to celebrate 

Memorial Day 2017 and the purpose of making this great state and 

nation!  
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AFFIRMED 
 

In the underlying ad valorem tax case, Ronald Avery filed protests with the Guadalupe 

County appraisal review board (“the Board”) regarding taxes on three of his properties.  His 

protests raised six grounds.  Following unfavorable decisions from the Board, Avery sued the 

Guadalupe County Appraisal District (“the District”), again raising the six grounds for his protest.  

The trial court granted the District’s motion to dismiss for lack of jurisdiction on three of the 

grounds and rendered a summary judgment in favor of the District on the remaining three grounds.  

Avery now appeals from both orders.  We affirm. 
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BACKGROUND 

Avery owns three properties, two individually and one as a trustee.  On May 22, 2015, 

Avery filed a protest for each property for the 2015 tax year.  Avery stated the same six grounds 

in each protest for the three properties: (1) his property was over market value, (2) his property 

was appraised unequally compared to other properties, (3) his property should not be taxed in the 

jurisdiction of Texas, (4) his property should not be taxed in the Guadalupe County Appraisal 

District or in one or more taxing units, (5) his property should not be taxed based on the Texas 

Constitution, including Article VIII, sections 1(a), 1-5, and other laws, and (6) his property should 

not be taxed based on principals of unlawfulness of ad valorem taxes in America according to the 

Founders. 

On July 21, 2015, the Board conducted a hearing on Avery’s protests relating to all three 

properties.  The next day, the Board issued a separate “Order Determining Protest” for each 

property, which stated  

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 to 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 of appeal of appraised value. 

      . . . 
If an ARB determination is not shown for a protested issue, it was withdrawn before 
or during the protest hearing.  . . . . 
 
Avery received notice of the three orders on July 24, 2015.  On August 13, 2015, Avery 

wrote a letter to the District in which he acknowledged receipt of the orders, but he stated he did 

not receive rulings on his remaining three protest grounds.  In the letter, he stated he needed the 

rulings on the remaining issues so he could file an appeal in district court.  Rather than issue 
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additional orders addressing the three grounds, the Board set a hearing date for October 14, 2015, 

on the remaining three issues.  On October 16, 2015, the Board issued a separate “Order 

Determining Protest” for each property, which stated  

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. 

      . . . 
If an ARB determination is not shown for a protested issue, it was withdrawn before 
or during the protest hearing.  . . . . 
 
Avery filed his “Original Petition for Review” with the district court on December 14, 

2015.  In his petition, Avery appealed both the July 22, 2015 orders and the October 16, 2015 

orders.  On June 9, 2016, the District moved for a dismissal of Avery’s appeal of the July 22, 2015 

orders, which addressed Avery’s first three protest grounds, arguing the trial court lacked 

jurisdiction because Avery’s appeal from those orders was not timely.  On that same date, the 

District also moved for both a traditional and no-evidence summary judgment on Avery’s appeal 

from the October 16, 2015 orders, which addressed Avery’s remaining three protest grounds.  The 

trial court granted both motions and Avery now appeals. 

JURISDICTION 

A taxpayer who wishes to protest an action taken by a taxing authority must follow the 

procedures contained in the Texas Tax Code.  Harris Cty. Appraisal Dist. v. Tex. Nat’l Bank of 
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Baytown, 775 S.W.2d 66, 69 (Tex. App.—Houston [1st Dist.] 1989, no writ).  These requirements 

are jurisdictional.  Id.  To invoke the jurisdiction of the trial court, the taxpayer must satisfy three 

requirements: (1) he must file his petition within the statutorily prescribed time period, (2) he must 

be the record property owner, and (3) he must have exhausted his administrative remedies by 

protesting the initial valuation before the appraisal review board.  Storguard Invs., LLC v. Harris 

Cty. Appraisal Dist., 369 S.W.3d 605, 615 (Tex. App.—Houston [1st Dist.] 2012, no pet.).  In its 

motion to dismiss, the District challenged only the timeliness of Avery’s appeal of the July 22, 

2015 orders. 

Texas Tax Code article 42.21 requires an appealing party to “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.”  

TEX. TAX CODE ANN. § 42.21(a) (West 2015).  “Failure to timely file a petition bars any appeal 

under this chapter.”  Id.  Compliance with article 42.21 is jurisdictional.  Appraisal Review Bd. v. 

Int’l Church of the Foursquare Gospel, 719 S.W.2d 160, 160 (Tex. 1986); Valero S. Tex. 

Processing Co. v. Starr Cty. Appraisal Dist., 954 S.W.2d 863, 865 (Tex. App.—San Antonio 1997, 

pet. denied).   

In its motion to dismiss, the District alleged Avery was required to file his appeal from the 

July 22, 2015 orders within sixty days of the date he received notice of the orders.  Avery does not 

dispute that he received notice of the July 22, 2015 orders on July 24, 2015.  The District contends 

that, under article 42.21, Avery was required to file his petition for review no later than September 

22, 2015.  Avery filed his petition for review on December 14, 2015.  However, Avery counters 

that the July 24, 2015 orders were not final, appealable orders because they did not dispose of all 

six of his grounds for protest.  According to Avery, the July 24, 2015 orders did not become final 

and appealable until sixty days after he received notice of the Board’s October 16, 2015 orders, 
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which disposed of his remaining three protest grounds.  Avery concludes that his December 14, 

2015 petition was timely. 

Therefore, on appeal, Avery argues he is entitled to appeal all six protest grounds.  In other 

words, Avery asserts he is entitled to appeal from the July 22, 2015 orders, which determined his 

protests based on (1) value over market value, (2) value is unequal compared to other properties, 

and (3) whether his property could be taxed in Texas.  However, Avery makes no argument on 

appeal regarding grounds one and two.  In his brief on appeal, he states: “In all fairness however, 

[he was] not here on appeal of a particular value of any of his property wherein he is asking the 

court to place a value upon it for the purposes of an ad valorem tax.”  Avery asserts he is “here to 

show 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.”  As to 

the third protest ground, Avery argues that, even if the District’s motion to dismiss had merit, the 

board voluntarily “reopened the ‘Constitutional’ and ‘other laws’ issues” at the second hearing.  

Therefore, Avery contends the only part of his protest that could have been dismissed, if the 

District’s motion to dismiss has merit, is any dispute over the market value or equality of value of 

his property.  But, he concludes his “remaining protest grounds render those two issues moot.” 

Because Avery’s brief on appeal raises no argument regarding the board’s determinations 

on the value of his property—whether it was over market value or unequal compared to other 

properties—we need not address whether Avery is entitled to appeal those determinations.  

However, because the board heard the protest on the constitutionality or lawfulness of ad valorem 

taxes at the second hearing, we next address whether the trial court properly rendered summary 

judgment in favor of the District on the issue of whether Avery’s property could be taxed in Texas. 
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SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

In its motion for a traditional summary judgment, the District provided evidence that 

Avery’s properties were located in Guadalupe County and within the boundaries and taxing 

jurisdiction of Guadalupe County, Sequin ISD, and Lateral Roads.  The District argued that 

because of its non-exempt status, each property was taxable as set forth in the Texas Constitution 

and the Texas Tax Code.  In its no-evidence motion, the District asserted there was no evidence 

that any of Avery’s three properties were either not taxable under Texas law or were exempt from 

ad valorem taxes.  

A. Standard of Review 

We review a trial court’s grant of summary judgment de novo.  Provident Life & Accident 

Ins. Co. v. Knott, 128 S.W.3d 211, 215 (Tex. 2003).  A party moving for traditional summary 

judgment has the burden of establishing that no material fact issue exists and the movant is entitled 

to judgment as a matter of law.  TEX. R. CIV. P. 166a(c).  In reviewing the granting of a traditional 

summary judgment, we consider all the evidence in the light most favorable to the non-movant, 

indulging all reasonable inferences in favor of the non-movant.  Nixon v. Mr. Prop. Mgmt. Co., 

690 S.W.2d 546, 548-49 (Tex. 1985). 

In a no-evidence motion for summary judgment, the moving party must assert there is no 

evidence of one or more essential elements of the claim on which the non-movant would have the 

burden of proof at trial.  See TEX. R. CIV. P. 166a(i).  Once the motion is filed, the burden shifts to 

the non-movant to present evidence raising an issue of material fact as to the challenged elements 

of its cause of action.  See Mack Trucks, Inc. v. Tamez, 206 S.W.3d 572, 582 (Tex. 2006).  If the 

non-movant produces more than a scintilla of evidence raising a genuine issue of material fact on 

the challenged elements, the trial court must deny the motion.  See Hamilton v. Wilson, 249 S.W.3d 
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425, 426 (Tex. 2008).  However, the non-movant is not required to marshal its entire proof, as its 

response need only raise a fact issue on the challenged elements.  Id. 

Ordinarily when a party moves for both a traditional and no-evidence summary judgment 

and the trial court grants the motion without stating its grounds, we first review the trial court’s 

decision as to the no-evidence summary judgment.  Ford Motor Co. v. Ridgway, 135 S.W.3d 598, 

600 (Tex. 2004).  This is so because, if the non-movant failed to produce more than a scintilla of 

evidence under the no-evidence standard, there is no need to analyze whether the movant’s 

summary judgment proof satisfied the burden related to traditional summary judgment motions.  

Id.  However, in this case, the District moved for a traditional summary judgment on grounds 

different from those presented in its no-evidence motion.  Therefore, we first address the trial 

court’s decision on the District’s traditional motion for summary judgment. 

B. Traditional Summary Judgment 

The trial court rendered summary judgment in favor of the District on the following protest 

grounds: (1) whether Avery’s properties should not be taxed in the taxing unit of Texas; (2) 

whether Avery’s properties should not be taxed in Guadalupe County, Sequin ISD, and Lateral 

Roads; and (3) the unlawfulness and constitutionality of ad valorem property tax in America 

according to the Founders. 

Section 1 of Article VIII of the Texas Constitution establishes the constitutional standard 

for taxation: 

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(a-b).  In accordance with these constitutional directives, ad valorem tax 

rates must be uniform for all types of property and ad valorem tax values must be based on the 
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“market value” of the property.  Enron Corp. v. Spring Indep. Sch. Dist., 922 S.W.2d 931, 935 

(Tex. 1996). 

Avery points to section 1-e of Article VIII for his argument that the laws concerning ad 

valorem taxes are contradictory because section 1-e prohibits “State ad valorem taxes.”  Therefore, 

Avery argues Article VIII, section 1(a-b), is unenforceable.  Under section 1-e, “No State ad 

valorem taxes shall be levied upon any property within this State.”  TEX. CONST. art. VIII, § 1-e.  

The Texas Supreme Court has held that “[a]n ad valorem tax is a state tax when it is imposed 

directly by the State or when the State so completely controls the levy, assessment and 

disbursement of revenue, either directly or indirectly, that the authority employed is without 

meaningful discretion.”  Carrollton-Farmers Branch Indep. Sch. Dist. v. Edgewood Indep. Sch. 

Dist., 826 S.W.2d 489, 502 (Tex. 1992).  “Clearly, if the State merely authorized a tax but left the 

decision whether to levy it entirely up to local authorities, to be approved by the voters if necessary, 

then the tax would not be a state tax.  The local authority could freely choose whether to levy the 

tax or not.”  Id. at 503.  “To the other extreme, if the State mandates the levy of a tax at a set rate 

and prescribes the distribution of the proceeds, the tax is a state tax, irrespective of whether the 

State acts in its own behalf or through an intermediary.  Between these two extremes lies a 

spectrum of other possibilities.”  Id.  “Our Constitution clearly recognizes the distinction between 

state and local taxes, and the latter are not mere creatures of the former.”  Id. at 513. 

In this case, we conclude there is no conflict because the ad valorem taxes here are not 

“state taxes” because the State of Texas neither imposes nor controls the ad valorem taxes.  Instead, 

they are imposed and controlled by the local taxing units.  The Texas Tax Code provides 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 § 21.01.  A “taxing unit” is defined 

as 
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a county, an incorporated city or town[,] a school district, a special district or 
authority[,] or any other political unit of this state, whether created by or pursuant 
to the constitution or a local, special, or general law, that is authorized to impose 
and is imposing ad valorem taxes on property even if the governing body of another 
political unit determines the tax rate for the unit or otherwise governs its affairs. 
 

Id. at § 1.04(12). 

The Texas Constitution also provides that, with exceptions that do not apply here, “[t]he 

several counties of the State are authorized to levy ad valorem taxes upon all property within their 

respective boundaries for county purposes . . . .”  TEX. CONST. art. VIII, § 1-a.  The interpretive 

commentary to section 1-a states: 

Under these amendments [to sections 1a, 1b, and 1c], the state abandoned the state 
property tax for general revenue purposes with a few minor exceptions.  This tax 
had applied to real property and tangible business property, but had long been the 
object of attack on the grounds that it was poorly and inequitably administered. 
Undervaluation, evasion of both tangible and intangible personal property, and of 
uniformity in the assessment rate from county to county, among different kinds of 
property within the same county, and among the individual owners of the same kind 
of property in the same county were among the main arguments advanced against 
the tax. 
 
Furthermore, it was contended that counties and local subdivisions of the state 
should be allowed the exclusive privilege of taxing real estate for county and local 
purposes in view of the fact that an ad valorem tax is the only form of tax which 
counties, cities and towns may depend upon for revenue, while the state has the 
whole field of taxation open to its requirements.  Therefore, the amendment 
provided that even though the state tax structure should no longer include the ad 
valorem tax, it was to remain an integral and important part of the tax structure of 
the political sub-divisions of the state, and hence does not relieve property owners 
of all general property taxes. 
 

TEX. CONST. art. VIII, § 1-a interp. commentary (emphasis added). 

The Texas Constitution also allows for the assessment and collection of property taxes by 

school districts: 

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 
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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. 
 

TEX. CONST. art. VII, § 3(e). 

Finally, Texas Constitution allows for the assessment and collection of property taxes for 

the maintenance of public roads: 

(c) The Legislature may authorize an additional annual ad valorem tax to be levied 
and collected for the further maintenance of the public roads; provided, that a 
majority of the qualified voters of the county voting at an election to be held for 
that purpose shall approve the tax, not to exceed Fifteen Cents (15¢) on the One 
Hundred Dollars ($100) valuation of the property subject to taxation in such county. 
     . . . 
(e) The Legislature may pass local laws for the maintenance of the public roads and 
highways, without the local notice required for special or local laws. 
 

TEX. CONST. art. VIII, § 9(c), (e). 

Therefore, under the Texas Constitution, Guadalupe County, Sequin ISD, and Lateral 

Roads all had the constitutional authority to impose and collect ad valorem taxes on Avery’s 

properties. 

Avery does not dispute that his properties are located within the boundaries and taxing 

jurisdiction of Guadalupe County, Sequin ISD, and Lateral Roads.  Instead, on appeal, Avery 

asserts that merely citing to the Texas Constitution and Tax Code is not sufficient to entitle the 

District to summary judgment.  In addition to arguing the laws concerning ad valorem taxes are 

contradictory and, therefore, unenforceable; Avery also contends (1) no two properties in Texas 

can ever be taxed equally and uniformly with other property, and (2) there are genuine issues of 

material fact concerning the lack of a lawful source of authority to levy ad valorem taxes.  

The Texas Supreme Court has “held that ad valorem tax rates must be uniform for all types 

of property in accordance with the directive in section 1 of article VIII.”  Enron Corp., 922 S.W.2d 

at 935.  However, “the courts of this state, in common with the courts of other jurisdictions, early 
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recognized that exact uniformity and equality of taxation was unattainable . . .”  State v. 

Whittenburg, 153 Tex. 205, 209, 265 S.W.2d 569, 572 (1954); see also Enron Corp., 922 S.W.2d 

at 935 (citing to Whittenburg, 265 S.W.2d at 572).  But, a “reasonable discrepancy between the 

actual value of the property and the value at which it is assessed for taxes is permissible to allow 

for a difference in judgment [as to the value of the property].”  Enron Corp., 922 S.W.2d at 935; 

Dallas Cty. v. Dallas Nat’l Bank, 142 Tex. 439, 179 S.W.2d 288, 289 (1944). 

Avery’s contention that Texas lacks a lawful source of authority to levy ad valorem taxes 

is premised on his argument that “Texas citizens possess allodial title to their property and that 

their property cannot be lawfully alienated or aliened by any government” and “a democratic vote 

of the people or their representatives approving [a] property tax is null and void from its inception 

. . . .”1  Avery concludes the State of Texas and its political subdivisions lack authority from any 

source to impose ad valorem property taxes on the citizens of Texas. 

Because “‘jurisdiction to tax’ means the legitimate power to tax, [Tax Code] section 11.01, 

which defines the state’s taxing jurisdiction over real and tangible personal property, also defines 

the limits of the legitimate power of the State of Texas and its political subdivisions to tax such 

property.”  Dallas Cty. Appraisal Dist. v. L.D. Brinkman & Co. (Texas), Inc., 701 S.W.2d 20, 22 

(Tex. App.—Dallas 1985, writ ref’d n.r.e.).  “The Constitution was framed with reference to the 

common law, and in judging what the Constitution means we should keep in mind that it is not the 

beginning of the law of the state, but that it assumes the existence of a well-understood system, 

which was still to remain in force and be demonstrated, and that the constitutional definitions are 

in general drawn from the common law.”  Great S. Life Ins. Co. v. City of Austin, 112 Tex. 1, 243 

S.W. 778, 780 (1922).   

                                                 
1 As used by Avery, “allodial” means “free; not holden of any lord or superior; owned without obligation of vassalage 
or fealty; the opposite of feudal.”  BLACK’S LAW DICTIONARY (4th ed. 1968). 
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“It has always been the primary and fundamental rule that no sovereignty or taxing district 

could exercise the power of taxation, except as to property actually or constructively within its 

jurisdiction.  This rule applies to counties and municipalities, as well as states.”  Id.  The Texas 

Constitution “was adopted by the people February 15, 1876.  The first Legislature thereafter met 

in that same year, and in August passed several general acts covering substantially the entire field 

of taxation.”  Id. at 783.  “An examination of these and subsequent acts will show that in many, if 

not in all, instances they merely declare and apply the common-law principles of taxation . . . .”  

Id.   

For these reasons, we must reject Avery’s arguments regarding the authority and 

lawfulness of Texas taxing units to impose and collect ad valorem taxes. 

C. No Evidence Summary Judgment 

In its no-evidence motion for summary judgment, the District alleged there was no 

evidence Avery’s properties were not taxable under Texas law or totally exempt.   

Under the Texas Constitution all real and tangible personal private property in this State is 

subject to taxation unless it comes under an exemption authorized in the Texas Constitution.  

Dallas Cty. Appraisal Dist., 701 S.W.2d at 22.  Exemptions from taxation are not favored by the 

law and will not be favorably construed.  N. Alamo Water Supply Corp. v. Willacy Cty. Appraisal 

Dist., 804 S.W.2d 894, 899 (Tex. 1991).  “Statutory exemptions from taxation are subject to strict 

construction because they undermine equality and uniformity by placing a greater burden on some 

taxpaying businesses and individuals rather than placing the burden on all taxpayers equally.”  Id.  

Accordingly, the burden of proof of showing that property falls within a statutory exemption is on 

the claimant.  Id. 

At trial and on appeal, Avery asserts the District’s no-evidence summary judgment lacks 

merit because he provided “some evidence” in the form of his affidavit and attached exhibits.  The 
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exhibits are: (1) letters he sent to the District regarding the hearings on his protest issues, and (2) 

“true and correct quotes of the Founding Fathers of America and the authors of works upon which 

our nation and states were based.”  In his affidavit, Avery alleged all the quotes and written 

evidence “show that ad valorem taxes are contrary to the lawful principles of government,” “the 

pleadings this affidavit supports are [his] own personal writings and constitute [his] testimony as 

to facts as well as [his] arguments for appeal,” and the quotes of the Founding Fathers of America 

and the authors of works upon which our nation and states were based “are [his] own writings and 

stand as [his] own testimony where applicable.” 

Avery’s “evidence” is not evidence of his entitlement to a tax exemption.  His “evidence” 

is merely a re-assertion of his argument that Texas and its taxing units do not have the authority to 

impose ad valorem taxes.  Therefore, we must conclude the trial court did not err in granting the 

District’s no-evidence summary judgment on whether Avery’s properties were exempt from ad 

valorem taxes. 

CONCLUSION 

For the reasons stated above, we affirm the trial court’s Order on Defendant’s Motion to 

Partially Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction and the trial court’s Summary Judgment. 

 
Sandee Bryan Marion, Chief Justice 
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CAUSE NO. 15-2442-CV 

FILED 
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1 

Clerlc, Dill Court. Guadalupe Co. Tx. * 
vs. * 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 of British 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 of the Constitution of the United States of America - Christian Self
Government 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. Irvington
on-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 sort

of 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 ADV ALOREM 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 so

called "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." 

avery-vs-appraisal-dist.doc 18of19 



Page 71

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,,~ 
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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. A very, Pro Se 
Plaintiff 
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CAUSE NO. 15-2442-CV 

Ronald F. A very . ;·~:- --:.-·~\ : F I T _, .F J) In the District Court 

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

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. A very simply asked the Guadalupe CAD to rule upon all 6 questions prior to 

his appeal deadline. A very 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. A very 

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. A very 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 A very another hearing. 

2.2. Motion for Partial Dismissal Unfair Trick: 

2.2.1. A very 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 (A very 

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 A very 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, A very 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 

lli-

2.8.5. 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. 

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

3.1.3. Plaintiffs Property is not totally exempt. 

3.2. 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. 
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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 V ALOREM 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. 

4.1.2. 

4.1.3. 

Plaintiff has not provided evidence for an exemption. 

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

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 A very. 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. A very 

Sworn to and subscribed before me by Ronald F. A very on TL<. l 'f 7 '2016 

The State of Texas 

My commission expires: _____ _ 
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Aug 131505:16p Avery Design 

Chief Appraiser 
Guadalupe Appraisa1 District 
3000 N Austin Street 
Seguin, Texas 78155 
Via Fax: 830-372-2874 

Ronald F. Avery 
1933 Montclair St. 

Seguin, Texas 78155 
830.372.5534 

830-372-5534 

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

Dear Chief Appraiser, 

p.1 

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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-Aug 241505:21p Avery Design 

8/24/15 . 

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

Ronald F. Avery 
1933 Montclair St. 

Seguin, Texas 78155 
830.372.5534 

830-372-5534 p.1 

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. 

1.23. People, individuals, in the state of nature before the creation of 
government create private property by their investment in it of their labor or their 
stored labor in money. 

1.24. People, individuals, own and possess property prior to the formation of 
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. Irvington
on-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?" 

1.39. If the people really meant to leave counties and school districts out of that 
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 sub
divisions 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 sub
divisions 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 so
called "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 
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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 RA TE: 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 V ALOREM 
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 anti
government 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 1 789. 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 
nature there are many things wanting. "4 (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. A very, 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 of the Constitution of the United States of America- Christian Self
Government 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 of the Rights of British America 
(http:// avalon. law. yale. edu/ 18th century/jeffsumm. asp) 
7 Black's Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 621, Summarized from definition of Feudal system 
8 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 
IO Ibid p. 1470 
II Jbid p. 1367 
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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. 

4.11. Under the present deception, people in Texas no longer buy and sell 
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. 

4.18. 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 
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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. 7 400 AC. 

Cause #2015-3556: Property ID number: 50612 
Legal Description: ABS: 4 SUR: MOSES BAKER 1.6000 AC. 

Superior Allodial Title Owner: Ronald F A very 

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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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 1776-
1789. 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 of the Rights of British 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 of the Constitution of the United States of America - Christian Self
Government ed., Verna M. Hall, (The Foundation for American Christian Education Box 27035, San 
Francisco, California 94127) p. 367. 
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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. 

4. 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. 
5. I hereby adopt all that I have submitted earlier as part of this protest. 
6. 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. 

7. 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. 

8. 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 J 
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A SUMMARY VIEW OF THE RIGHTS OF BRITISH AMERICA 

by Thomas Jefferson 

Resolved, that it be an instruction to the said deputies, when assembled in general 
congress with the deputies from the other states of British America, to propose to the said 
congress that an humble and dutiful address be presented to his majesty, begging leave to 
lay before him, as chief magistrate of the British empire, the united complaints of his 
majesty's subjects in America; complaints which are excited by many unwarrantable 
encroachments and usurpations, attempted to be made by the legislature of one part of the 
empire, upon those rights which God and the laws have given equally and independently 
to all. To represent to his majesty that these his states have often individually made 
humble application to his imperial throne to obtain, through its intervention, some redress 
of their injured rights, to none of which was ever even an answer condescended; humbly 
to hope that this their joint address, penned in the language of truth, and divested of those 
expressions of servility which would persuade his majesty that we are asking favours, and 
not rights, shall obtain from his majesty a more respectful acceptance. And this his 
majesty will think we have reason to expect when he reflects that he is no more than the 
chief officer of the people, appointed by the laws, and circumscribed with definite 
powers, to assist in working the great machine of government, erected for their use, and 
consequently subject to their superintendance. And in order that these our rights, as well 
as the invasions of them, may be laid more fully before his majesty, to take a view of 
them from the origin and first settlement of these countries.  

To remind him that our ancestors, before their emigration to America, were the free 
inhabitants of the British dominions in Europe, and possessed a right which nature has 
given to all men, of departing from the country in which chance, not choice, has placed 
them, of going in quest of new habitations, and of there establishing new societies, under 
such laws and regulations as to them shall seem most likely to promote public happiness. 
That their Saxon ancestors had, under this universal law, in like manner left their native 
wilds and woods in the north of Europe, had possessed themselves of the island of 
Britain, then less charged with inhabitants, and had established there that system of laws 
which has so long been the glory and protection of that country. Nor was ever any claim 
of superiority or dependence asserted over them by that mother country from which they 
had migrated; and were such a claim made, it is believed that his majesty's subjects in 
Great Britain have too firm a feeling of the rights derived to them from their ancestors, to 
bow down the sovereignty of their state before such visionary pretensions. And it is 
thought that no circumstance has occurred to distinguish materially the British from the 
Saxon emigration. America was conquered, and her settlements made, and firmly 
established, at the expence of individuals, and not of the British public. Their own blood 
was spilt in acquiring lands for their settlement, their own fortunes expended in making 
that settlement effectual; for themselves they fought, for themselves they conquered, and 
for themselves alone they have right to hold. Not a shilling was ever issued from the 
public treasures of his majesty, or his ancestors, for their assistance, till of very late times, 
after the colonies had become established on a firm and permanent footing. That then, 
indeed, having become valuable to Great Britain for her commercial purposes, his 
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parliament was pleased to lend them assistance against an enemy, who would fain have 
drawn to herself the benefits of their commerce, to the great aggrandizement of herself, 
and danger of Great Britain. Such assistance, and in such circumstances, they had often 
before given to Portugal, and other allied states, with whom they carry on a commercial 
intercourse; yet these states never supposed, that by calling in her aid, they thereby 
submitted themselves to her sovereignty. Had such terms been proposed, they would have 
rejected them with disdain, and trusted for better to the moderation of their enemies, or to 
a vigorous exertion of their own force. We do not, however, mean to under-rate those 
aids, which to us were doubtless valuable, on whatever principles granted; but we would 
shew that they cannot give a title to that authority which the British parliament would 
arrogate over us, and that they may amply be repaid by our giving to the inhabitants of 
Great Britain such exclusive privileges in trade as may be advantageous to them, and at 
the same time not too restrictive to ourselves. That settlements having been thus effected 
in the wilds of America, the emigrants thought proper to adopt that system of laws under 
which they had hitherto lived in the mother country, and to continue their union with her 
by submitting themselves to the same common sovereign, who was thereby made the 
central link connecting the several parts of the empire thus newly multiplied.  

But that not long were they permitted, however far they thought themselves removed 
from the hand of oppression, to hold undisturbed the rights thus acquired, at the hazard of 
their lives, and loss of their fortunes. A family of princes was then on the British throne, 
whose treasonable crimes against their people brought on them afterwards the exertion of 
those sacred and sovereign rights of punishment reserved in the hands of the people for 
cases of extreme necessity, and judged by the constitution unsafe to be delegated to any 
other judicature. While every day brought forth some new and unjustifiable exertion of 
power over their subjects on that side the water, it was not to be expected that those here, 
much less able at that time to oppose the designs of despotism, should be exempted from 
injury.  

Accordingly that country, which had been acquired by the lives, the labours, and the 
fortunes, of individual adventurers, was by these princes, at several times, parted out and 
distributed among the favourites and (1) followers of their fortunes, and, by an assumed 
right of the crown alone, were erected into distinct and independent governments; a 
measure which it is believed his majesty's prudence and understanding would prevent 
him from imitating at this day, as no exercise of such a power, of dividing and 
dismembering a country, has ever occurred in his majesty's realm of England, though 
now of very antient standing; nor could it be justified or acquiesced under there, or in any 
other part of his majesty's empire.  

That the exercise of a free trade with all parts of the world, possessed by the American 
colonists, as of natural right, and which no law of their own had taken away or abridged, 
was next the object of unjust encroachment. Some of the colonies having thought proper 
to continue the administration of their government in the name and under the authority of 
his majesty king Charles the first, whom, notwithstanding his late deposition by the 
commonwealth of England, they continued in the sovereignty of their state; the 
parliament for the commonwealth took the same in high offence, and assumed upon 
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themselves the power of prohibiting their trade with all other parts of the world, except 
the island of Great Britain. This arbitrary act, however, they soon recalled, and by solemn 
treaty, entered into on the 12th day of March, 1651, between the said commonwealth by 
their commissioners, and the colony of Virginia by their house of burgesses, it was 
expressly stipulated, by the 8th article of the said treaty, that they should have "free trade 
as the people of England do enjoy to all places and with all nations, according to the laws 
of that commonwealth." But that, upon the restoration of his majesty king Charles the 
second, their rights of free commerce fell once more a victim to arbitrary power; and by 
several acts (2) of his reign, as well as of some of his successors, the trade of the colonies 
was laid under such restrictions, as shew what hopes they might form from the justice of 
a British parliament, were its uncontrouled power admitted over these states. History has 
informed us that bodies of men, as well as individuals, are susceptible of the spirit of 
tyranny. A view of these acts of parliament for regulation, as it has been affectedly called, 
of the American trade, if all other evidence were removed out of the case, would 
undeniably evince the truth of this observation. Besides the duties they impose on our 
articles of export and import, they prohibit our going to any markets northward of Cape 
Finesterre, in the kingdom of Spain, for the sale of commodities which Great Britain will 
not take from us, and for the purchase of others, with which she cannot supply us, and 
that for no other than the arbitrary purposes of purchasing for themselves, by a sacrifice 
of our rights and interests, certain privileges in their commerce with an allied state, who 
in confidence that their exclusive trade with America will be continued, while the 
principles and power of the British parliament be the same, have indulged themselves in 
every exorbitance which their avarice could dictate, or our necessities extort; have raised 
their commodities, called for in America, to the double and treble of what they sold for 
before such exclusive privileges were given them, and of what better commodities of the 
same kind would cost us elsewhere, and at the same time give us much less for what we 
carry thither than might be had at more convenient ports. That these acts prohibit us from 
carrying in quest of other purchasers the surplus of our tobaccoes remaining after the 
consumption of Great Britain is supplied; so that we must leave them with the British 
merchant for whatever he will please to allow us, to be by him reshipped to foreign 
markets, where he will reap the benefits of making sale of them for full value. That to 
heighten still the idea of parliamentary justice, and to shew with what moderation they 
are like to exercise power, where themselves are to feel no part of its weight, we take 
leave to mention to his majesty certain other acts of British parliament, by which they 
would prohibit us from manufacturing for our own use the articles we raise on our own 
lands with our own labour. By an act (3) passed in the 5th Year of the reign of his late 
majesty king George the second, an American subject is forbidden to make a hat for 
himself of the fur which he has taken perhaps on his own soil; an instance of despotism to 
which no parallel can be produced in the most arbitrary ages of British history. By one 
other act, (4) passed in the 23d year of the same reign, the iron which we make we are 
forbidden to manufacture, and heavy as that article is, and necessary in every branch of 
husbandry, besides commission and insurance, we are to pay freight for it to Great 
Britain, and freight for it back again, for the purpose of supporting not men, but 
machines, in the island of Great Britain. In the same spirit of equal and impartial 
legislation is to be viewed the act of parliament (5), passed in the 5th year of the same 
reign, by which American lands are made subject to the demands of British creditors, 
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while their own lands were still continued unanswerable for their debts; from which one 
of these conclusions must necessarily follow, either that justice is not the same in 
America as in Britain, or else that the British parliament pay less regard to it here than 
there. But that we do not point out to his majesty the injustice of these acts, with intent to 
rest on that principle the cause of their nullity; but to shew that experience confirms the 
propriety of those political principles which exempt us from the jurisdiction of the British 
parliament. The true ground on which we declare these acts void is, that the British 
parliament has no right to exercise authority over us.  

That these exercises of usurped power have not been confined to instances alone, in 
which themselves were interested, but they have also intermeddled with the regulation of 
the internal affairs of the colonies. The act of the 9th of Anne for establishing a post 
office in America seems to have had little connection with British convenience, except 
that of accommodating his majesty's ministers and favourites with the sale of a lucrative 
and easy office.  

That thus have we hastened through the reigns which preceded his majesty's, during 
which the violations of our right were less alarming, because repeated at more distant 
intervals than that rapid and bold succession of injuries which is likely to distinguish the 
present from all other periods of American story. Scarcely have our minds been able to 
emerge from the astonishment into which one stroke of parliamentary thunder has 
involved us, before another more heavy, and more alarming, is fallen on us. Single acts of 
tyranny may be ascribed to the accidental opinion of a day; but a series of oppressions, 
begun at a distinguished period, and pursued unalterably through every change of 
ministers, too plainly prove a deliberate and systematical plan of reducing us to slavery.  

That the act (6) passed in the 4th year of his majesty's reign, intitled "An act for granting 
certain duties in the British colonies and plantations in America, &c."  

One other act (7), passed in the 5th year of his reign, intitled "An act for granting and 
applying certain stamp duties and other duties in the British colonies and plantations in 
America, &c."  

One other act (8), passed in the 6th year of his reign, intitled "An act for the better 
securing the dependency of his majesty's dominions in America upon the crown and 
parliament of Great Britain;" and one other act (9), passed in the 7th year of his reign, 
intitled "An act for granting duties on paper, tea, &c." form that connected chain of 
parliamentary usurpation, which has already been the subject of frequent applications to 
his majesty, and the houses of lords and commons of Great Britain; and no answers 
having yet been condescended to any of these, we shall not trouble his majesty with a 
repetition of the matters they contained.  

But that one other act (10), passed in the same 7th year of the reign, having been a 
peculiar attempt, must ever require peculiar mention; it is intitled "An act for suspending 
the legislature of New York." One free and independent legislature hereby takes upon 
itself to suspend the powers of another, free and independent as itself; thus exhibiting a 
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phoenomenon unknown in nature, the creator and creature of its own power. Not only the 
principles of common sense, but the common feelings of human nature, must be 
surrendered up before his majesty's subjects here can be persuaded to believe that they 
hold their political existence at the will of a British parliament. Shall these governments 
be dissolved, their property annihilated, and their people reduced to a state of nature, at 
the imperious breath of a body of men, whom they never saw, in whom they never 
confided, and over whom they have no powers of punishment or removal, let their crimes 
against the American public be ever so great? Can any one reason be assigned why 
160,000 electors in the island of Great Britain should give law to four millions in the 
states of America, every individual of whom is equal to every individual of them, in 
virtue, in understanding, and in bodily strength? Were this to be admitted, instead of 
being a free people, as we have hitherto supposed, and mean to continue ourselves, we 
should suddenly be found the slaves, not of one, but of 160,000 tyrants, distinguished too 
from all others by this singular circumstance, that they are removed from the reach of 
fear, the only restraining motive which may hold the hand of a tyrant.  

That by "an act (11) to discontinue in such manner and for such time as are therein 
mentioned the landing and discharging, lading or shipping, of goods, wares, and 
merchandize, at the town and within the harbour of Boston, in the province of 
Massachusetts Bay, in North America," which was passed at the last session of British 
parliament; a large and populous town, whose trade was their sole subsistence, was 
deprived of that trade, and involved in utter ruin. Let us for a while suppose the question 
of right suspended, in order to examine this act on principles of justice: An act of 
parliament had been passed imposing duties on teas, to be paid in America, against which 
act the Americans had protested as inauthoritative. The East India company, who till that 
time had never sent a pound of tea to America on their own account, step forth on that 
occasion the assertors of parliamentary right, and send hither many ship loads of that 
obnoxious commodity. The masters of their several vessels, however, on their arrival in 
America, wisely attended to admonition, and returned with their cargoes. In the province 
of New England alone the remonstrances of the people were disregarded, and a 
compliance, after being many days waited for, was flatly refused. Whether in this the 
master of the vessel was governed by his obstinancy, or his instructions, let those who 
know, say. There are extraordinary situations which require extraordinary interposition. 
An exasperated people, who feel that they possess power, are not easily restrained within 
limits strictly regular. A number of them assembled in the town of Boston, threw the tea 
into the ocean, and dispersed without doing any other act of violence. If in this they did 
wrong, they were known and were amenable to the laws of the land, against which it 
could not be objected that they had ever, in any instance, been obstructed or diverted 
from their regular course in favour of popular offenders. They should therefore not have 
been distrusted on this occasion. But that ill fated colony had formerly been bold in their 
enmities against the house of Stuart, and were now devoted to ruin by that unseen hand 
which governs the momentous affairs of this great empire. On the partial representations 
of a few worthless ministerial dependents, whose constant office it has been to keep that 
government embroiled, and who, by their treacheries, hope to obtain the dignity of the 
British knighthood, without calling for a party accused, without asking a proof, without 
attempting a distinction between the guilty and the innocent, the whole of that antient and 
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wealthy town is in a moment reduced from opulence to beggary. Men who had spent their 
lives in extending the British commerce, who had invested in that place the wealth their 
honest endeavours had merited, found themselves and their families thrown at once on 
the world for subsistence by its charities. Not the hundredth part of the inhabitants of that 
town had been concerned in the act complained of; many of them were in Great Britain 
and in other parts beyond sea; yet all were involved in one indiscriminate ruin, by a new 
executive power, unheard of till then, that of a British parliament. A property, of the 
value of many millions of money, was sacrificed to revenge, not repay, the loss of a few 
thousands. This is administering justice with a heavy hand indeed! and when is this 
tempest to be arrested in its course? Two wharfs are to be opened again when his majesty 
shall think proper. The residue which lined the extensive shores of the bay of Boston are 
forever interdicted the exercise of commerce. This little exception seems to have been 
thrown in for no other purpose than that of setting a precedent for investing his majesty 
with legislative powers. If the pulse of his people shall beat calmly under this experiment, 
another and another will be tried, till the measure of despotism be filled up. It would be 
an insult on common sense to pretend that this exception was made in order to restore its 
commerce to that great town. The trade which cannot be received at two wharfs alone 
must of necessity be transferred to some other place; to which it will soon be followed by 
that of the two wharfs. Considered in this light, it would be an insolent and cruel mockery 
at the annihilation of the town of Boston.  

By the act (12) for the suppression of riots and tumults in the town of Boston, passed also 
in the last session of parliament, a murder committed there is, if the governor pleases, to 
be tried in the court of King's Bench, in the island of Great Britain, by a jury of 
Middlesex. The witnesses, too, on receipt of such a sum as the governor shall think it 
reasonable for them to expend, are to enter into recognizance to appear at the trial. This 
is, in other words, taxing them to the amount of their recognizance, and that amount may 
be whatever a governor pleases; for who does his majesty think can be prevailed on to 
cross the Atlantic for the sole purpose of bearing evidence to a fact? His expences are to 
be borne, indeed, as they shall be estimated by a governor; but who are to feed the wife 
and children whom he leaves behind, and who have had no other subsistence but his daily 
labour? Those epidemical disorders, too, so terrible in a foreign climate, is the cure of 
them to be estimated among the articles of expence, and their danger to be warded off by 
the almighty power of parliament? And the wretched criminal, if he happen to have 
offended on the American side, stripped of his privilege of trial by peers of his vicinage, 
removed from the place where alone full evidence could be obtained, without money, 
without counsel, without friends, without exculpatory proof, is tried before judges 
predetermined to condemn. The cowards who would suffer a countryman to be torn from 
the bowels of their society, in order to be thus offered a sacrifice to parliamentary 
tyranny, would merit that everlasting infamy now fixed on the authors of the act! A 
clause (13) for a similar purpose had been introduced into an act, passed in the 12th year 
of his majesty's reign, intitled "An act for the better securing and preserving his majesty's 
dockyards, magazines, ships, ammunition, and stores;" against which, as meriting the 
same censures, the several colonies have already protested.  
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That these are the acts of power, assumed by a body of men, foreign to our constitutions, 
and unacknowledged by our laws, against which we do, on behalf of the inhabitants of 
British America, enter this our solemn and determined protest; and we do earnestly 
entreat his majesty, as yet the only mediatory power between the several states of the 
British empire, to recommend to his parliament of Great Britain the total revocation of 
these acts, which, however nugatory they be, may yet prove the cause of further 
discontents and jealousies among us.  

That we next proceed to consider the conduct of his majesty, as holding the executive 
powers of the laws of these states, and mark out his deviations from the line of duty: By 
the constitution of Great Britain, as well as of the several American states, his majesty 
possesses the power of refusing to pass into a law any bill which has already passed the 
other two branches of legislature. His majesty, however, and his ancestors, conscious of 
the impropriety of opposing their single opinion to the united wisdom of two houses of 
parliament, while their proceedings were unbiassed by interested principles, for several 
ages past have modestly declined the exercise of this power in that part of his empire 
called Great Britain. But by change of circumstances, other principles than those of 
justice simply have obtained an influence on their determinations; the addition of new 
states to the British empire has produced an addition of new, and sometimes opposite 
interests. It is now, therefore, the great office of his majesty, to resume the exercise of his 
negative power, and to prevent the passage of laws by any one legislature of the empire, 
which might bear injuriously on the rights and interests of another. Yet this will not 
excuse the wanton exercise of this power which we have seen his majesty practise on the 
laws of the American legislatures. For the most trifling reasons, and sometimes for no 
conceivable reason at all, his majesty has rejected laws of the most salutary tendency. 
The abolition of domestic slavery is the great object of desire in those colonies, where it 
was unhappily introduced in their infant state. But previous to the enfranchisement of the 
slaves we have, it is necessary to exclude all further importations from Africa; yet our 
repeated attempts to effect this by prohibitions, and by imposing duties which might 
amount to a prohibition, have been hitherto defeated by his majesty's negative: Thus 
preferring the immediate advantages of a few African corsairs to the lasting interests of 
the American states, and to the rights of human nature, deeply wounded by this infamous 
practice. Nay, the single interposition of an interested individual against a law was 
scarcely ever known to fail of success, though in the opposite scale were placed the 
interests of a whole country. That this is so shameful an abuse of a power trusted with his 
majesty for other purposes, as if not reformed, would call for some legal restrictions.  

With equal inattention to the necessities of his people here has his majesty permitted our 
laws to lie neglected in England for years, neither confirming them by his assent, nor 
annulling them by his negative; so that such of them as have no suspending clause we 
hold on the most precarious of all tenures, his majesty's will, and such of them as suspend 
themselves till his majesty's assent be obtained, we have feared, might be called into 
existence at some future and distant period, when time, and change of circumstances, 
shall have rendered them destructive to his people here. And to render this grievance still 
more oppressive, his majesty by his instructions has laid his governors under such 
restrictions that they can pass no law of any moment unless it have such suspending 
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clause; so that, however immediate may be the call for legislative interposition, the law 
cannot be executed till it has twice crossed the atlantic, by which time the evil may have 
spent its whole force.  

But in what terms, reconcileable to majesty, and at the same time to truth, shall we speak 
of a late instruction to his majesty's governor of the colony of Virginia, by which he is 
forbidden to assent to any law for the division of a county, unless the new county will 
consent to have no representative in assembly? That colony has as yet fixed no boundary 
to the westward. Their western counties, therefore, are of indefinite extent; some of them 
are actually seated many hundred miles from their eastern limits. Is it possible, then, that 
his majesty can have bestowed a single thought on the situation of those people, who, in 
order to obtain justice for injuries, however great or small, must, by the laws of that 
colony, attend their county court, at such a distance, with all their witnesses, monthly, till 
their litigation be determined? Or does his majesty seriously wish, and publish it to the 
world, that his subjects should give up the glorious right of representation, with all the 
benefits derived from that, and submit themselves the absolute slaves of his sovereign 
will? Or is it rather meant to confine the legislative body to their present numbers, that 
they may be the cheaper bargain whenever they shall become worth a purchase.  

One of the articles of impeachment against Tresilian, and the other judges of 
Westminister Hall, in the reign of Richard the second, for which they suffered death, as 
traitors to their country, was, that they had advised the king that he might dissolve his 
parliament at any time; and succeeding kings have adopted the opinion of these unjust 
judges. Since the establishment, however, of the British constitution, at the glorious 
revolution, on its free and antient principles, neither his majesty, nor his ancestors, have 
exercised such a power of dissolution in the island of Great Britain; and when his majesty 
was petitioned, by the united voice of his people there, to dissolve the present parliament, 
who had become obnoxious to them, his ministers were heard to declare, in open 
parliament, that his majesty possessed no such power by the constitution. But how 
different their language and his practice here! To declare, as their duty required, the 
known rights of their country, to oppose the usurpations of every foreign judicature, to 
disregard the imperious mandates of a minister or governor, have been the avowed causes 
of dissolving houses of representatives in America. But if such powers be really vested in 
his majesty, can he suppose they are there placed to awe the members from such purposes 
as these? When the representative body have lost the confidence of their constituents, 
when they have notoriously made sale of their most valuable rights, when they have 
assumed to themselves powers which the people never put into their hands, then indeed 
their continuing in office becomes dangerous to the state, and calls for an exercise of the 
power of dissolution. Such being the causes for which the representative body should, 
and should not, be dissolved, will it not appear strange to an unbiassed observer, that that 
of Great Britain was not dissolved, while those of the colonies have repeatedly incurred 
that sentence?  

But your majesty, or your governors, have carried this power beyond every limit known, 
or provided for, by the laws: After dissolving one house of representatives, they have 
refused to call another, so that, for a great length of time, the legislature provided by the 
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laws has been out of existence. From the nature of things, every society must at all times 
possess within itself the sovereign powers of legislation. The feelings of human nature 
revolt against the supposition of a state so situated as that it may not in any emergency 
provide against dangers which perhaps threaten immediate ruin. While those bodies are 
in existence to whom the people have delegated the powers of legislation, they alone 
possess and may exercise those powers; but when they are dissolved by the lopping off 
one or more of their branches, the power reverts to the people, who may exercise it to 
unlimited extent, either assembling together in person, sending deputies, or in any other 
way they may think proper. We forbear to trace consequences further; the dangers are 
conspicuous with which this practice is replete.  

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 
defence, 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 
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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.  

That in order to enforce the arbitrary measures before complained of, his majesty has 
from time to time sent among us large bodies of armed forces, not made up of the people 
here, nor raised by the authority of our laws: Did his majesty possess such a right as this, 
it might swallow up all our other rights whenever he should think proper. But his majesty 
has no right to land a single armed man on our shores, and those whom he sends here are 
liable to our laws made for the suppression and punishment of riots, routs, and unlawful 
assemblies; or are hostile bodies, invading us in defiance of law. When in the course of 
the late war it became expedient that a body of Hanoverian troops should be brought over 
for the defence of Great Britain, his majesty's grandfather, our late sovereign, did not 
pretend to introduce them under any authority he possessed. Such a measure would have 
given just alarm to his subjects in Great Britain, whose liberties would not be safe if 
armed men of another country, and of another spirit, might be brought into the realm at 
any time without the consent of their legislature. He therefore applied to parliament, who 
passed an act for that purpose, limiting the number to be brought in and the time they 
were to continue. In like manner is his majesty restrained in every part of the empire. He 
possesses, indeed, the executive power of the laws in every state; but they are the laws of 
the particular state which he is to administer within that state, and not those of any one 
within the limits of another. Every state must judge for itself the number of armed men 
which they may safely trust among them, of whom they are to consist, and under what 
restrictions they shall be laid.  

To render these proceedings still more criminal against our laws, instead of subjecting the 
military to the civil powers, his majesty has expressly made the civil subordinate to the 
military. But can his majesty thus put down all law under his feet? Can he erect a power 
superior to that which erected himself? He has done it indeed by force; but let him 
remember that force cannot give right.  

That these are our grievances which we have thus laid before his majesty, with that 
freedom of language and sentiment which becomes a free people claiming their rights, as 
derived from the laws of nature, and not as the gift of their chief magistrate: Let those 
flatter who fear; it is not an American art. To give praise which is not due might be well 
from the venal, but would ill beseem those who are asserting the rights of human nature. 
They know, and will therefore say, that kings are the servants, not the proprietors of the 
people. Open your breast, sire, to liberal and expanded thought. Let not the name of 
George the third be a blot in the page of history. You are surrounded by British 
counsellors, but remember that they are parties. You have no ministers for American 
affairs, because you have none taken from among us, nor amenable to the laws on which 
they are to give you advice. It behoves you, therefore, to think and to act for yourself and 



RIGHTS OF BRITISH AMERICA.doc 11 of 12

your people. The great principles of right and wrong are legible to every reader; to pursue 
them requires not the aid of many counsellors. The whole art of government consists in 
the art of being honest. Only aim to do your duty, and mankind will give you credit 
where you fail. No longer persevere in sacrificing the rights of one part of the empire to 
the inordinate desires of another; but deal out to all equal and impartial right. Let no act 
be passed by any one legislature which may infringe on the rights and liberties of another. 
This is the important post in which fortune has placed you, holding the balance of a great, 
if a well poised empire. This, sire, is the advice of your great American council, on the 
observance of which may perhaps depend your felicity and future fame, and the 
preservation of that harmony which alone can continue both to Great Britain and America 
the reciprocal advantages of their connection. It is neither our wish, nor our interest, to 
separate from her. We are willing, on our part, to sacrifice every thing which reason can 
ask to the restoration of that tranquillity for which all must wish. On their part, let them 
be ready to establish union and a generous plan. Let them name their terms, but let them 
be just. Accept of every commercial preference it is in our power to give for such things 
as we can raise for their use, or they make for ours. But let them not think to exclude us 
from going to other markets to dispose of those commodities which they cannot use, or to 
supply those wants which they cannot supply. Still less let it be proposed that our 
properties within our own territories shall be taxed or regulated by any power on earth 
but our own. The God who gave us life gave us liberty at the same time; the hand of force 
may destroy, but cannot disjoin them. This, sire, is our last, our determined resolution; 
and that you will be pleased to interpose with that efficacy which your earnest 
endeavours may ensure to procure redress of these our great grievances, to quiet the 
minds of your subjects in British America, against any apprehensions of future 
encroachment, to establish fraternal love and harmony through the whole empire, and that 
these may continue to the latest ages of time, is the fervent prayer of all British America!  

(1) 1632 Maryland was granted to lord Baltimore, 14. c. 2. Pennsylvania to Penn, and the 
province of Carolina was in the year 1663 granted by letters patent of majesty, king 
Charles II. in the 15th year of his reign, in propriety, unto the right honourable Edward 
earl of Clarendon, George duke of Albemarle, William earl of Craven, John lord 
Berkeley, Anthony lord Ashley, sir George Carteret, sir John Coleton, knight and 
baronet, and sir William Berkeley, knight; by which letters patent the laws of England 
were to be in force in Carolina: But the lords proprietors had power, _with the consent of 
the inhabitants,_ to make bye-laws for the better government of the said province; so that 
no money could be received, or law made, without the consent of the inhabitants, or their 
representatives. Back  

(2) 12. c. 2. c. 18. 15. c. 2. c. II. 25. c. 2. c. 7. 7. 8. W. M. c. 22. II. W. 3. 4. Anne. 6. G. 2. 
c. 13. Back  

(3) 5. G. 2. Back  

(4) 23. G. 2. c. 29. Back  

(5) 5. G. 270. Back  
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(6) 4. G. 3. c. 15. Back  

(7) 5. G. 3. c. 12. Back  

(8) 6. G. 3. c. 12. Back  

(9) 7. G. 3. Back  

(10) 7. G. 3. c. 59. Back  

(11) 14. G. 3. Back  

(12) 14. G. 3. Back  

(13) 12. G. 3. c. 24. Back  
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A Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law 

John Adams 

1765  

“Ignorance and inconsideration are the two great causes of the ruin of mankind.” This is 
an observation of Dr. Tillotson, with relation to the interest of his fellow men in a future 
and immortal state. But it is of equal truth and importance if applied to the happiness of 
men in society, on this side the grave. In the earliest ages of the world, absolute 
monarchy seems to have been the universal form of government. Kings, and a few of 
their great counselors and captains, exercised a cruel tyranny over the people, who held a 
rank in the scale of intelligence, in those days, but little higher than the camels and 
elephants that carried them and their engines to war. 

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 
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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 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;1 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 
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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. The leading men among them, both of the clergy and the laity, were men of 
sense and learning. To many of them the historians, orators, poets, and philosophers of 
Greece and Rome were quite familiar; and some of them have left libraries that are still in 
being, consisting chiefly of volumes in which the wisdom of the most enlightened ages 
and nations is deposited, — written, however, in languages which their great-grandsons, 
though educated in European universities, can scarcely read. 2 

Thus accomplished were many of the first planters in these colonies. It may be thought 
polite and fashionable by many modern fine gentlemen, perhaps, to deride the characters 
of these persons, as enthusiastical, superstitious, and republican. But such ridicule is 
founded in nothing but foppery and affectation, and is grossly injurious and false. 
Religious to some degree of enthusiasm it may be admitted they were; but this can be no 
peculiar derogation from their character; because it was at that time almost the universal 
character not only of England, but of Christendom. Had this, however, been otherwise, 
their enthusiasm, considering the principles on which it was founded and the ends to 
which it was directed, far from being a reproach to them, was greatly to their honor; for I 
believe it will be found universally true, that no great enterprise for the honor or 
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happiness of mankind was ever achieved without a large mixture of that noble infirmity. 
Whatever imperfections may be justly ascribed to them, which, however, are as few as 
any mortals have discovered, their judgment in framing their policy was founded in wise, 
humane, and benevolent principles. It was founded in revelation and in reason too. It was 
consistent with the principles of the best and greatest and wisest legislators of antiquity. 
Tyranny in every form, shape, and appearance was their disdain and abhorrence; no fear 
of punishment, nor even of death itself in exquisite tortures, had been sufficient to 
conquer that steady, manly, pertinacious spirit with which they had opposed the tyrants of 
those days in church and state. 
They were very far from being enemies to monarchy; and they knew as well as any men, 
the just regard and honor that is due to the character of a dispenser of the mysteries of the 
gospel of grace. But they saw clearly, that popular powers must be placed as a guard, a 
control, a balance, to the powers of the monarch and the priest, in every government, or 
else it would soon become the man of sin, the whore of Babylon, the mystery of iniquity, 
a great and detestable system of fraud, violence, and usurpation. Their greatest concern 
seems to have been to establish a government of the church more consistent with the 
Scriptures, and a government of the state more agreeable to the dignity of human nature, 
than any they had seen in Europe, and to transmit such a government down to their 
posterity, with the means of securing and preserving it forever. To render the popular 
power in their new government as great and wise as their principles of theory, that is, as 
human nature and the Christian religion require it should be, they endeavored to remove 
from it as many of the feudal inequalities and dependencies as could be spared, 
consistently with the preservation of a mild limited monarchy. And in this they 
discovered the depth of their wisdom and the warmth of their friendship to human nature. 
But the first place is due to religion. They saw clearly, that of all the nonsense and 
delusion which had ever passed through the mind of man, none had ever been more 
extravagant than the notions of absolutions, indelible characters, uninterrupted 
successions, and the rest of those fantastical ideas, derived from the canon law, which 
had thrown such a glare of mystery, sanctity, reverence, and right reverend eminence and 
holiness, around the idea of a priest, as no mortal could deserve, and as always must, 
from the constitution of human nature, be dangerous in society. For this reason, they 
demolished the whole system of diocesan episcopacy; and, deriding, as all reasonable and 
impartial men must do, the ridiculous fancies of sanctified effluvia from Episcopal 
fingers, they established sacerdotal ordination on the foundation of the Bible and 
common sense. 
This conduct at once imposed an obligation on the whole body of the clergy to industry, 
virtue, piety, and learning, and rendered that whole body infinitely more independent on 
the civil powers, in all respects, than they could be where they were formed into a scale 
of subordination, from a pope down to priests and friars and confessors, — necessarily 
and essentially a sordid, stupid, and wretched herd, — or than they could be in any other 
country, where an archbishop held the place of a universal bishop, and the vicars and 
curates that of the ignorant, dependent, miserable rabble aforesaid, — and infinitely more 
sensible and learned than they could be in either. This subject has been seen in the same 
light by many illustrious patriots, who have lived in America since the days of our 
forefathers, and who have adored their memory for the same reason. And methinks there 
has not appeared in New England a stronger veneration for their memory, a more 
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penetrating insight into the grounds and principles and spirit of their policy, nor a more 
earnest desire of perpetuating the blessings of it to posterity, than that fine institution of 
the late Chief Justice Dudley, of a lecture against popery, and on the validity of 
Presbyterian ordination. This was certainly intended by that wise and excellent man, as 
an eternal memento of the wisdom and goodness of the very principles that settled 
America. But I must again return to the feudal law. The adventurers so often mentioned, 
had an utter contempt of all that dark ribaldry of hereditary, indefeasible right, — the 
Lord’s anointed, — and the divine, miraculous original of government, with which the 
priesthood had enveloped the feudal monarch in clouds and mysteries, and from whence 
they had deduced the most mischievous of all doctrines, that of passive obedience and 
non-resistance. They knew that government was a plain, simple, intelligible thing, 
founded in nature and reason, and quite comprehensible by common sense. They detested 
all the base services and servile dependencies of the feudal system. 
They knew that no such unworthy dependencies took place in the ancient seats of liberty, 
the republics of Greece and Rome; and they thought all such slavish subordinations were 
equally inconsistent with the constitution of human nature and that religious liberty with 
which Jesus had made them free. This was certainly the opinion they had formed; and 
they were far from being singular or extravagant in thinking so. Many celebrated modern 
writers in Europe have espoused the same sentiments. Lord Kames, a Scottish writer of 
great reputation, whose authority in this case ought to have the more weight as his 
countrymen have not the most worthy ideas of liberty, speaking of the feudal law, says, –
”A constitution so contradictory to all the principles which govern mankind can never be 
brought about, one should imagine, but by foreign conquest or native usurpations.” 
Rousseau, speaking of the same system, calls it, — “That most iniquitous and absurd 
form of government by which human nature was so shamefully degraded.” It would be 
easy to multiply authorities, but it must be needless; because, as the original of this form 
of government was among savages, as the spirit, of it is military and despotic, every 
writer who would allow the people to have any right to life or property or freedom more 
than the beasts of the field, and who was not hired or enlisted under arbitrary, lawless 
power, has been always willing to admit the feudal system to be inconsistent with liberty 
and the rights of mankind. 

To have holden their lands allodially, or for every man to have been the sovereign lord 
and proprietor of the ground he occupied, would have constituted a government too 
nearly like a commonwealth. They were contented, therefore, to hold their lands of their 
king, as their sovereign lord; and to him they were willing to render homage, but to no 
mesne or subordinate lords; nor were they willing to submit to any of the baser services. 
In all this they were so strenuous, that they have even transmitted to their posterity a very 
general contempt and detestation of holdings by quitrents, as they have also a hereditary 
ardor for liberty and thirst for knowledge. 

They were convinced, by their knowledge of human nature, derived from history and 
their own experience, that nothing could preserve their posterity from the encroachments 
of the two systems of tyranny, in opposition to which, as has been observed already, they 
erected their government in church and state, but knowledge diffused generally through 
the whole body of the people. Their civil and religious principles, therefore, conspired to 
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prompt them to use every measure and take every precaution in their power to propagate 
and perpetuate knowledge. For this purpose they laid very early the foundations of 
colleges, and invested them with ample privileges and emoluments; and it is remarkable 
that they have left among their posterity so universal an affection and veneration for those 
seminaries, and for liberal education, that the meanest of the people contribute cheerfully 
to the support and maintenance of them every year, and that nothing is more generally 
popular than projections for the honor, reputation, and advantage of those seats of 
learning. But the wisdom and benevolence of our fathers rested not here. They made an 
early provision by law, that every town consisting of so many families, should be always 
furnished with a grammar school. They made it a crime for such a town to be destitute of 
a grammar schoolmaster for a few months, and subjected it to a heavy penalty. So that the 
education of all ranks of people was made the care and expense of the public, in a manner 
that I believe has been unknown to any other people ancient or modern. 

The consequences of these establishments we see and feel every day. A native of 
America who cannot read and write is as rare an appearance as a Jacobite or a Roman 
Catholic, that is, as rare as a comet or an earthquake. It has been observed, that we are all 
of us lawyers, divines, politicians, and philosophers. And I have good authorities to say, 
that all candid foreigners who have passed through this country, and conversed freely 
with all sorts of people here, will allow, that they have never seen so much knowledge 
and civility among the common people in any part of the world. It is true, there has been 
among us a party for some years, consisting chiefly not of the descendants of the first 
settlers of this country, but of high churchmen and high statesmen imported since, who 
affect to censure this provision for the education of our youth as a needless expense, and 
an imposition upon the rich in favor of the poor, and as an institution productive of 
idleness and vain speculation among the people, whose time and attention, it is said, 
ought to be devoted to labor, and not to public affairs, or to examination into the conduct 
of their superiors. And certain officers of the crown, and certain other missionaries of 
ignorance, foppery, servility, and slavery, have been most inclined to countenance and 
increase the same party. Be it remembered, however, that liberty must at all hazards be 
supported. We have a right to it, derived from our Maker. But if we had not, our fathers 
have earned and bought it for us, at the expense of their ease, their estates, their pleasure, 
and their blood. And liberty cannot be preserved without a general knowledge among the 
people, who have a right, from the frame of their nature, to knowledge, as their great 
Creator, who does nothing in vain, has given them understandings, and a desire to know; 
but besides this, they have a right, an indisputable, unalienable, indefeasible, divine right 
to that most dreaded and envied kind of knowledge, I mean, of the characters and conduct 
of their rulers. Rulers are no more than attorneys, agents, and trustees for the people; and 
if the cause, the interest and trust, is insidiously betrayed, or wantonly trifled away, the 
people have a right to revoke the authority that they themselves have deputed, and to 
constitute abler and better agents, attorneys, and trustees. 
And the preservation of the means of knowledge among the lowest ranks, is of more 
importance to the public than all the property of all the rich men in the country. It is even 
of more consequence to the rich themselves, and to their posterity. The only question is, 
whether it is a public emolument; and if it is, the rich ought undoubtedly to contribute, in 
the same proportion as to all other public burdens, — that is, in proportion to their 
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wealth, which is secured by public expenses. But none of the means of information are 
more sacred, or have been cherished with more tenderness and care by the settlers of 
America, than the press. Care has been taken that the art of printing should be 
encouraged, and that it should be easy and cheap and safe for any person to communicate 
his thoughts to the public. And you, Messieurs printers, 3whatever the tyrants of the earth 
may say of your paper, have done important service to your country by your readiness 
and freedom in publishing the speculations of the curious. The stale, impudent 
insinuations of slander and sedition, with which the gormandizers of power have 
endeavored to discredit your paper, are so much the more to your honor; for the jaws of 
power are always opened to devour, and her arm is always stretched out, if possible, to 
destroy the freedom of thinking, speaking, and writing. And if the public interest, liberty, 
and happiness have been in danger from the ambition or avarice of any great man, 
whatever may be his politeness, address, learning, ingenuity, and, in other respects, 
integrity and humanity, you have done yourselves honor and your country service by 
publishing and pointing out that avarice and ambition. These vices are so much the more 
dangerous and pernicious for the virtues with which they may be accompanied in the 
same character, and with so much the more watchful jealousy to be guarded against. 

“Curse on such virtues, they’ve undone their country.” 

Be not intimidated, therefore, by any terrors, from publishing with the utmost freedom, 
whatever can be warranted by the laws of your country; nor suffer yourselves to be 
wheedled out of your liberty by any pretences of politeness, delicacy, or decency. These, 
as they are often used, are but three different names for hypocrisy, chicanery, and 
cowardice. Much less, I presume, will you be discouraged by any pretences that 
malignants on this side the water will represent your paper as factious and seditious, or 
that the great on the other side the water will take offence at them. This dread of 
representation has had for a long time, in this province, effects very similar to what the 
physicians call a hydrophobia, or dread of water. It has made us delirious; and we have 
rushed headlong into the water, till we are almost drowned, out of simple or phrensical 
fear of it. Believe me, the character of this country has suffered more in Britain by the 
pusillanimity with which we have borne many insults and indignities from the creatures 
of power at home and the creatures of those creatures here, than it ever did or ever will by 
the freedom and spirit that has been or will be discovered in writing or action. Believe 
me, my countrymen, they have imbibed an opinion on the other side the water, that we 
are an ignorant, a timid, and a stupid people; nay, their tools on this side have often the 
impudence to dispute your bravery. But I hope in God the time is near at hand when they 
will be fully convinced of your understanding, integrity and courage. But can any thing 
be more ridiculous, were it not too provoking to be laughed at, than to pretend that 
offence should be taken at home for writings here? Pray, let them look at home. Is not the 
human understanding exhausted there? Are not reason, imagination, wit, passion, senses, 
and all, tortured to find out satire and invective against the characters of the vile and 
futile fellows who sometimes get into place and power? The most exceptionable paper 
that ever I saw here is perfect prudence and modesty in comparison of multitudes of their 
applauded writings. Yet the high regard they have for the freedom of the press, indulges 
all. I must and will repeat it, your paper deserves the patronage of every friend to his 
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country. And whether the defamers of it are arrayed in robes of scarlet or sable, whether 
they lurk and skulk in an insurance office, whether they assume the venerable character 
of a priest, the sly one of a scrivener, or the dirty, infamous, abandoned one of an 
informer, they are all the creatures and tools of the lust of domination. 

The true source of our sufferings has been our timidity. 

We have been afraid to think. We have felt a reluctance to examining into the grounds of 
our privileges, and the extent in which we have an indisputable right to demand them, 
against all the power and authority on earth. And many who have not scrupled to examine 
for themselves, have yet for certain prudent reasons been cautious and diffident of 
declaring the result of their inquiries. 

The cause of this timidity is perhaps hereditary, and to be traced back in history as far as 
the cruel treatment the first settlers of this country received, before their embarkation for 
America, from the government at home. Everybody knows how dangerous it was to 
speak or write in favor of any thing, in those days, but the triumphant system of religion 
and politics. And our fathers were particularly the objects of the persecutions and 
proscriptions of the times. It is not unlikely, therefore, that although they were inflexibly 
steady in refusing their positive assent to any thing against their principles, they might 
have contracted habits of reserve, and a cautious diffidence of asserting their opinions 
publicly. These habits they probably brought with them to America, and have transmitted 
down to us. Or we may possibly account for this appearance by the great affection and 
veneration Americans have always entertained for the country from whence they sprang; 
or by the quiet temper for which they have been remarkable, no country having been less 
disposed to discontent than this; or by a sense they have that it is their duty to acquiesce 
under the administration of government, even when in many smaller matters grievous to 
them, and until the essentials of the great compact are destroyed or invaded. These 
peculiar causes might operate upon them; but without these, we all know that human 
nature itself, from indolence, modesty, humanity, or fear, has always too much reluctance 
to a manly assertion of its rights. Hence, perhaps, it has happened, that nine tenths of the 
species are groaning and gasping in misery and servitude. 

But whatever the cause has been, the fact is certain, we have been excessively cautious of 
giving offence by complaining of grievances. And it is as certain, that American 
governors, and their friends, and all the crown officers, have availed themselves of this 
disposition in the people. They have prevailed on us to consent to many things which 
were grossly injurious to us, and to surrender many others, with voluntary tameness, to 
which we had the clearest right. Have we not been treated, formerly, with abominable 
insolence, by officers of the navy? I mean no insinuation against any gentleman now 
onthis station, having heard no complaint of any one of them to his dishonor. Have not 
some generals from England treated us like servants, nay, more like slaves than like 
Britons? Have we not been under the most ignominious contribution, the most abject 
submission, the most supercilious insults, of some custom-house officers? Have we not 
been trifled with, brow-beaten, and trampled on, by former governors, in a manner which 
no king of England since James the Second has dared to indulge towards his subjects? 
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Have we not raised up one family, in them placed an unlimited confidence, and been 
soothed and flattered and intimidated by their influence, into a great part of this infamous 
tameness and submission? “These are serious and alarming questions, and deserve a 
dispassionate consideration.” 

This disposition has been the great wheel and the mainspring in the American machine of 
court politics. We have been told that “the word rights is an offensive expression;” “that 
the king, his ministry, and parliament, will not endure to hear Americans talk of their 
rights;” “that Britain is the mother and we the children, that a filial duty and submission 
is due from us to her,” and that “we ought to doubt our own judgment, and presume that 
she is right, even when she seems to us to shake the foundations of government;” that 
“Britain is immensely rich and great and powerful, has fleets and armies at her command 
which have been the dread and terror of the universe, and that she will force her own 
judgment into execution, right or wrong.” But let me entreat you, sir, to pause. Do you 
consider yourself as a missionary of loyalty or of rebellion? Are you not representing 
your king, his ministry, and parliament, as tyrants, — imperious, unrelenting tyrants, — 
by such reasoning as this? Is not this representing your most gracious sovereign as 
endeavoring to destroy the foundations of his own throne? Are you not representing 
every member of parliament as renouncing the transactions at Running Mede, (the 
meadow, near Windsor, where Magna Charta was signed;) and as repealing in effect the 
bill of rights, when the Lords and Commons asserted and vindicated the rights of the 
people and their own rights, and insisted on the king’s assent to that assertion and 
vindication? Do you not represent them as forgetting that the prince of Orange was 
created King William, by the people, on purpose that their rights might be eternal and 
inviolable? Is there not something extremely fallacious in the common-place images of 
mother country and children colonies? Are we the children of Great Britain any more 
than the cities of London, Exeter, and Bath? Are we not brethren and fellow subjects with 
those in Britain, only under a somewhat different method of legislation, and a totally 
different method of taxation? But admitting we are children, have not children a right to 
complain when their parents are attempting to break their limbs, to administer poison, or 
to sell them to enemies for slaves? Let me entreat you to consider, will the mother be 
pleased when you represent her as deaf to the cries of her children, — when you compare 
her to the infamous miscreant who lately stood on the gallows for starving her child, — 
when you resemble her to Lady Macbeth in Shakespeare, (I cannot think of it without 
horror,) who 

“Had given suck, and knew How tender ’t was to love the babe that milked her,” 

but yet, who could “Even while ’t was smiling in her face, Have plucked her nipple from 
the boneless gums, And dashed the brains out.” 

Let us banish for ever from our minds, my countrymen, all such unworthy ideas of the 
king, his ministry, and parliament. Let us not suppose that all are become luxurious, 
effeminate, and unreasonable, on the other side the water, as many designing persons 
would insinuate. Let us presume, what is in fact true, that the spirit of liberty is as ardent 
as ever among the body of the nation, though a few individuals may be corrupted. Let us 
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take it for granted, that the same great spirit which once gave Cesar so warm a reception, 
which denounced hostilities against John till Magna Charta was signed, which severed 
the head of Charles the First from his body, and drove James the Second from his 
kingdom, the same great spirit (may heaven preserve it till the earth shall be no more) 
which first seated the great grandfather of his present most gracious majesty on the throne 
of Britain, — is still alive and active and warm in England; and that the same spirit in 
America, instead of provoking the inhabitants of that country, will endear us to them for 
ever, and secure their good-will. 

This spirit, however, without knowledge, would be little better than a brutal rage. Let us 
tenderly and kindly cherish, therefore, the means of knowledge. Let us dare to read, 
think, speak, and write. Let every order and degree among the people rouse their attention 
and animate their resolution. Let them all become attentive to the grounds and principles 
of government, ecclesiastical and civil. Let us study the law of nature; search into the 
spirit of the British constitution; read the histories of ancient ages; contemplate the great 
examples of Greece and Rome; set before us the conduct of our own British ancestors, 
who have defended for us the inherent rights of mankind against foreign and domestic 
tyrants and usurpers, against arbitrary kings and cruel priests, in short, against the gates 
of earth and hell. Let us read and recollect and impress upon our souls the views and ends 
of our own more immediate forefathers, in exchanging their native country for a dreary, 
inhospitable wilderness. Let us examine into the nature of that power, and the cruelty of 
that oppression, which drove them from their homes. Recollect their amazing fortitude, 
their bitter sufferings, — the hunger, the nakedness, the cold, which they patiently 
endured, — the severe labors of clearing their grounds, building their houses, raising their 
provisions, amidst dangers from wild beasts and savage men, before they had time or 
money or materials for commerce. Recollect the civil and religious principles and hopes 
and expectations which constantly supported and carried them through all hardships with 
patience and resignation. Let us recollect it was liberty, the hope of liberty for themselves 
and us and ours, which conquered all discouragements, dangers, and trials. In such 
researches as these, let us all in our several departments cheerfully engage, — but 
especially the proper patrons and supporters of law, learning, and religion! 

Let the pulpit resound with the doctrines and sentiments of religious liberty. Let us hear 
the danger of thralldom to our consciences from ignorance, extreme poverty, and 
dependence, in short, from civil and political slavery. Let us see delineated before us the 
true map of man. Let us hear the dignity of his nature, and the noble rank he holds among 
the works of God, — that consenting to slavery is a sacrilegious breach of trust, as 
offensive in the sight of God as it is derogatory from our own honor or interest or 
happiness, — and that God Almighty has promulgated from heaven, liberty, peace, and 
good-will to man! 

Let the bar proclaim, “the laws, the rights, the generous plan of power” delivered down 
from remote antiquity, — inform the world of the mighty struggles and numberless 
sacrifices made by our ancestors in defense of freedom. Let it be known, that British 
liberties are not the grants of princes or parliaments, but original rights, conditions of 
original contracts, coequal with prerogative, and coeval with government; that many of 
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our rights are inherent and essential, agreed on as maxims, and established as 
preliminaries, even before a parliament existed. Let them search for the foundations of 
British laws and government in the frame of human nature, in the constitution of the 
intellectual and moral world. There let us see that truth, liberty, justice, and benevolence, 
are its everlasting basis; and if these could be removed, the superstructure is overthrown 
of course. 

Let the colleges join their harmony in the same delightful concert. Let every declamation 
turn upon the beauty of liberty and virtue, and the deformity, turpitude, and malignity, of 
slavery and vice. Let the public disputations become researches into the grounds and 
nature and ends of government, and the means of preserving the good and demolishing 
the evil. Let the dialogues, and all the exercises, become the instruments of impressing on 
the tender mind, and of spreading and distributing far and wide, the ideas of right and the 
sensations of freedom. 

In a word, let every sluice of knowledge be opened and set a-flowing. The encroachments 
upon liberty in the reigns of the first James and the first Charles, by turning the general 
attention of learned men to government, are said to have produced the greatest number of 
consummate statesmen which has ever been seen in any age or nation. The Brookes, 
Hampdens, Vanes, Seldens, Miltons, Nedhams, Harringtons, Nevilles, Sidneys, Lockes, 
are all said to have owed their eminence in political knowledge to the tyrannies of those 
reigns. The prospect now before us in America, ought in the same manner to engage the 
attention of every man of learning, to matters of power and of right, that we may be 
neither led nor driven blindfolded to irretrievable destruction. Nothing less than this 
seems to have been meditated for us, by somebody or other in Great Britain. There seems 
to be a direct and formal design on foot, to enslave all America. This, however, must be 
done by degrees. The first step that is intended, seems to be an entire subversion of the 
whole system of our fathers, by the introduction of the canon and feudal law into 
America. The canon and feudal systems, though greatly mutilated in England, are not yet 
destroyed. Like the temples and palaces in which the great contrivers of them once 
worshipped and inhabited, they exist in ruins; and much of the domineering spirit of them 
still remains. The designs and labors of a certain society, to introduce the former of them 
into America, have been well exposed to the public by a writer of great abilities; and the 
further attempts to the same purpose, that may be made by that society, or by the ministry 
or parliament, I leave to the conjectures of the thoughtful. But it seems very manifest 
from the Stamp Act itself, that a design is formed to strip us in a great measure of the 
means of knowledge, by loading the press, the colleges, and even an almanac and a 
newspaper, with restraints and duties; and to introduce the inequalities and dependencies 
of the feudal system, by taking from the poorer sort of people all their little subsistence, 
and conferring it on a set of stamp officers, distributors, and their deputies. But I must 
proceed no further at present. The sequel, whenever I shall find health and leisure to 
pursue it, will be a “disquisition of the policy of the stamp act.” In the mean time, 
however, let me add, — These are not the vapors of a melancholy mind, nor the effusions 
of envy, disappointed ambition, nor of a spirit of opposition to government, but the 
emanations of a heart that burns for its country’s welfare. No one of any feeling, born and 
educated in this once happy country, can consider the numerous distresses, the gross 
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indignities, the barbarous ignorance, the haughty usurpations, that we have reason to fear 
are meditating for ourselves, our children, our neighbors, in short, for all our countrymen 
and all their posterity, without the utmost agonies of heart and many tears. 

1 Rob. Hist. ch. v. pp. 178-9, &c. 

2 “I always consider the settlement of America with reverence and wonder, as the 
opening of a grand scene and design in Providence for the illumination of the ignorant, 
and the emancipation of the slavish part of mankind all over the earth.” 

3 Edes and Gill, printers of the Boston Gazette. 
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Provisions of the Texas Constitution 1876: 

Article 1 Section 1: 
FREEDOM AND SOVEREIGNTY OF STATE.  Texas is a free and independent 
State, subject only to the Constitution of the United States, and the 
maintenance of our free institutions and the perpetuity of the Union 
depend upon the preservation of the right of local self-government, 
unimpaired to all the States. 

Article 1 Section 2: 
INHERENT POLITICAL POWER; REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT.  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. 

Article 1 Section 3: 
EQUAL RIGHTS.  All free men, when they form a social compact, have 
equal rights, and no man, or set of men, is entitled to exclusive 
separate public emoluments, or privileges, but in consideration of 
public services. 

Article 1 Section 13: 
EXCESSIVE BAIL OR FINES; CRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT; REMEDY BY DUE 
COURSE OF LAW.  Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive 
fines imposed, nor cruel or unusual punishment inflicted.  All courts 
shall be open, and every person for an injury done him, in his lands, 
goods, person or reputation, shall have remedy by due course of law. 

Article 1 Section 17: 

TAKING, DAMAGING, OR DESTROYING PROPERTY FOR PUBLIC USE; SPECIAL 
PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES; CONTROL OF PRIVILEGES AND FRANCHISES.  (a)  
No person's property shall be taken, damaged, or destroyed for or 
applied to public use without adequate compensation being made, unless 
by the consent of such person, and only if the taking, damage, or 
destruction is for: 

(1)  the ownership, use, and enjoyment of the property, 
notwithstanding an incidental use, by: 

(A)  the State, a political subdivision of the 
State, or the public at large; or 

(B)  an entity granted the power of eminent domain 
under law; or 

(2)  the elimination of urban blight on a particular 
parcel of property. 
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(b)  In this section, "public use" does not include the taking 
of property under Subsection (a) of this section for transfer to a 
private entity for the primary purpose of economic development or 
enhancement of tax revenues. 

(c)  On or after January 1, 2010, the legislature may enact a 
general, local, or special law granting the power of eminent domain to 
an entity only on a two-thirds vote of all the members elected to each 
house. 

(d)  When a person's property is taken under Subsection (a) of 
this section, except for the use of the State, compensation as 
described by Subsection (a) shall be first made, or secured by a 
deposit of money; and no irrevocable or uncontrollable grant of special 
privileges or immunities shall be made; but all privileges and 
franchises granted by the Legislature, or created under its authority, 
shall be subject to the control thereof. 

(Amended Nov. 3, 2009.) 

Article 1 Section 19: 
DEPRIVATION OF LIFE, LIBERTY, ETC.; DUE COURSE OF LAW.  No citizen of 
this State shall be deprived of life, liberty, property, privileges or 
immunities, or in any manner disfranchised, except by the due course of 
the law of the land. 

Article 1 Section 29: 
PROVISIONS OF BILL OF RIGHTS EXCEPTED FROM POWERS OF GOVERNMENT; TO 
FOREVER REMAIN INVIOLATE.  To guard against transgressions of the high 
powers herein delegated, we declare that everything in this "Bill of 
Rights" is excepted out of the general powers of government, and shall 
forever remain inviolate, and all laws contrary thereto, or to the 
following provisions, shall be void. 

Article 2 Section 1: 
DIVISION OF POWERS; THREE SEPARATE DEPARTMENTS; EXERCISE OF POWER 
PROPERLY ATTACHED TO OTHER DEPARTMENTS.  The powers of the Government 
of the State of Texas shall be divided into three distinct departments, 
each of which shall be confided to a separate body of magistracy, to 
wit:  Those which are Legislative to one; those which are Executive to 
another, and those which are Judicial to another; and no person, or 
collection of persons, being of one of these departments, shall 
exercise any power properly attached to either of the others, except in 
the instances herein expressly permitted. 

Article 7 Section 1: 
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 people, 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. 
 



 3 of 3

Article 7 Section 3(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.   

(Amended Aug. 14, 1883, Nov. 3, 1908, Aug. 3, 1909, Nov. 5, 1918, Nov. 
2, 1920, Nov. 2, 1926, and Nov. 2, 1999.)  (TEMPORARY TRANSITION 
PROVISIONS for Sec. 3: See Appendix, Note 1.) 

Article 8 Section 1(a): 
Taxation shall be equal and uniform. 

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.   

(Added Nov. 5, 1968; amended Nov. 2, 1982, and Nov. 6, 2001.)  
(TEMPORARY TRANSITION PROVISION for Sec. 1-e: See Appendix, Note 3.) 

Article 16 Section 48: 
EXISTING LAWS TO CONTINUE IN FORCE.  All laws and parts of laws now in 
force in the State of Texas, which are not repugnant to the 
Constitution of the United States, or to this Constitution, shall 
continue and remain in force as the laws of this State, until they 
expire by their own limitation or shall be amended or repealed by the 
Legislature. 
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Texas Statutes: 

Texas Property Tax Code: 

Section 42.21(a) Texas Property Tax Code: 

Sec. 42.21.  PETITION FOR REVIEW.  (a)  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. 

Section 42.23(f) Texas Property Tax Code: 
(f)  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 hearing on the protest before the appraisal review 
board constitutes sufficient evidence to deny the motion. 
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Texas Statutes: 

Texas Government Code: 

Section 22.001 Texas Government Code: 

Sec. 22.001.  JURISDICTION.  (a)  The supreme court has 
appellate jurisdiction, except in criminal law matters, coextensive 
with the limits of the state and extending to all questions of law 
arising in the following cases when they have been brought to the 
courts of appeals from appealable judgment of the trial courts: 

(1)  a case in which the justices of a court of appeals 
disagree on a question of law material to the decision; 

(2)  a case in which one of the courts of appeals holds 
differently from a prior decision of another court of appeals or of the 
supreme court on a question of law material to a decision of the case; 

(3)  a case involving the construction or validity of a 
statute necessary to a determination of the case; 

(4)  a case involving state revenue; 

(5)  a case in which the railroad commission is a party;  
and 

(6)  any other case in which it appears that an error of 
law has been committed by the court of appeals, and that error is of 
such importance to the jurisprudence of the state that, in the opinion 
of the supreme court, it requires correction, but excluding those cases 
in which the jurisdiction of the court of appeals is made final by 
statute. 

(b)  A case over which the court has jurisdiction under 
Subsection (a) may be carried to the supreme court either by writ of 
error or by certificate from the court of appeals, but the court of 
appeals may certify a question of law arising in any of those cases at 
any time it chooses, either before or after the decision of the case in 
that court. 

(c)  An appeal may be taken directly to the supreme court from 
an order of a trial court granting or denying an interlocutory or 
permanent injunction on the ground of the constitutionality of a 
statute of this state.  It is the duty of the supreme court to 
prescribe the necessary rules of procedure to be followed in perfecting 
the appeal. 

(d)  The supreme court has the power, on affidavit or otherwise, 
as the court may determine, to ascertain the matters of fact that are 
necessary to the proper exercise of its jurisdiction. 
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(e)  For purposes of Subsection (a)(2), one court holds 
differently from another when there is inconsistency in their 
respective decisions that should be clarified to remove unnecessary 
uncertainty in the law and unfairness to litigants. 
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Sections of Second Treatise of Government, John 
Locke: 

Definitions of: 

Property & its rise: 
Sec. 25. Whether we consider natural reason, which tells us, that men, 
being once born, have a right to their preservation, and consequently 
to meat and drink, and such other things as nature affords for their 
subsistence: or revelation, which gives us an account of those grants 
God made of the world to Adam, and to Noah, and his sons, it is very 
clear, that God, as king David says, Psal. cxv. 16. has given the earth 
to the children of men; given it to mankind in common. But this being 
supposed, it seems to some a very great difficulty, how any one should 
ever come to have a property in any thing: I will not content myself to 
answer, that if it be difficult to make out property, upon a 
supposition that God gave the world to Adam, and his posterity in 
common, it is impossible that any man, but one universal monarch, 
should have any property upon a supposition, that God gave the world to 
Adam, and his heirs in succession, exclusive of all the rest of his  
posterity. But I shall endeavour to shew, how men might come to have a  
property in several parts of that which God gave to mankind in common, 
and that without any express compact of all the commoners. 
 
Sec. 26. God, who hath given the world to men in common, hath also 
given them reason to make use of it to the best advantage of life, and  
convenience. The earth, and all that is therein, is given to men for 
the support and comfort of their being. And tho' all the fruits it 
naturally produces, and beasts it feeds, belong to mankind in common, 
as they are produced by the spontaneous hand of nature; and no body has 
originally a private dominion, exclusive of the rest of mankind, in any 
of them, as they are thus in their natural state: yet being given for 
the use of men, there must of necessity be a means to appropriate them 
some way or other, before they can be of any use, or at all beneficial 
to any particular man. The fruit, or venison, which nourishes the wild 
Indian, who knows no enclosure, and is still a tenant in common, must 
be his, and so his, i.e. a part of him, that another can no longer have 
any right to it, before it can do him any good for the support of his 
life. 
 
Sec. 27. 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 state 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: for this labour being 
the unquestionable property of the labourer, no man but he can have a 
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right to what that is once joined to, at least where there is enough, 
and as good, left in common for others.1 

 

Property Ownership: 
Sec. 4. 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.2 

Purpose of Government: 
Sec. 123. 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.3 

Result of Judicial cheating: 
Sec. 20. But when the actual force is over, the state of war ceases 
between those that are in society, and are equally on both sides 
subjected to the fair determination of the law; because then there lies 
open the remedy of appeal for the past injury, and to prevent future 
harm: but where no such appeal is, as in the state of nature, for want 
of positive laws, and judges with authority to appeal to, the state of 
war once begun, continues, with a right to the innocent party to 
destroy the other whenever he can, until the aggressor offers peace, 
and desires reconciliation on such terms as may repair any wrongs he 
has already done, and secure the innocent for the future; nay, where an 
appeal to the law, and constituted judges, lies open, but the remedy is 
denied by a manifest perverting of justice, and a barefaced wresting of 
the laws to protect or indemnify the violence or injuries of some men, 
or party of men, there it is hard to imagine any thing but a state of 
war: for wherever violence is used, and injury done, though by hands 
appointed to administer justice, it is still violence and injury,  

                                           
1 John Locke,  Two Treatises of Government ed., Peter Laslett (Cambridge University Press, 40 West 20th 
Street, New York, NY 10011-4211, USA) 285-288 
Online: http://www.constitution.org/jl/2ndtreat.txt  
2 Id p. 269 
3 Id p. 350 
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however coloured with the name, pretences, or forms of law, the end 
whereof being to protect and redress the innocent, by an unbiassed 
application of it, to all who are under it; wherever that is not bona 
fide done, war is made upon the sufferers, who having no appeal on 
earth to right them, they are left to the only remedy in such cases, an 
appeal to heaven. 
 
Sec. 21. To avoid this state of war (wherein there is no appeal but to  
heaven, and wherein every the least difference is apt to end, where 
there is no authority to decide between the contenders) is one great 
reason of men's putting themselves into society, and quitting the state 
of nature: for where there is an authority, a power on earth, from 
which relief can be had by appeal, there the continuance of the state 
of war is excluded, and the controversy is decided by that power. Had 
there been any such court, any superior jurisdiction on earth, to 
determine the right between Jephtha and the Ammonites, they had never 
come to a state of war: but we see he was forced to appeal to heaven. 
The Lord the Judge (says he) be judge this day between the children of 
Israel and the children of Ammon, Judg. xi. 27. and then prosecuting, 
and relying on his appeal, he leads out his army to battle: and 
therefore in such controversies, where the question is put, who shall 
be judge? It cannot be meant, who shall decide the controversy; every  
one knows what Jephtha here tells us, that the Lord the Judge shall 
judge. Where there is no judge on earth, the appeal lies to God in 
heaven. That question then cannot mean, who shall judge, whether 
another hath put himself in a state of war with me, and whether I may, 
as Jephtha did, appeal to heaven in it? of that I myself can only be 
judge in my own conscience, as I will answer it, at the great day, to 
the supreme judge of all men.4 

Government cannot take property without The Direct 
Consent of the Owner: 
Sec. 138. Thirdly, The supreme power cannot take from any man any part 
of his property without his own consent: for the preservation of 
property being the end of government, and that for which men enter into 
society, it necessarily supposes and requires, that the people should 
have property, without which they must be supposed to lose that, by 
entering into society, which was the end for which they entered into 
it; too gross an absurdity for any man to own. Men therefore in society 
having property, they have such a right to the goods, which by the law 
of the community are their's, that no body hath a right to take their 
substance or any part of it from them, without their own consent: 
without this they have no property at all; for I have truly no property 
in that, which another can by right take from me, when he pleases, 
against my consent. Hence it is a mistake to think, that the supreme or 
legislative power of any commonwealth, can do what it will, and dispose 
of the estates of the subject arbitrarily, or take any part of them at 
pleasure. This is not much to be feared in governments where the 
legislative consists, wholly or in part, in assemblies which are 
variable, whose members, upon the dissolution of the assembly, are 
subjects under the common laws of their country, equally with the rest. 
But in governments, where the legislative is in one lasting assembly 
always in being, or in one man, as in absolute monarchies, there is 

                                           
4 Id p. 281-282 
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danger still, that they will think themselves to have a distinct 
interest from the rest of the community; and so will be apt to increase 
their own riches and power, by taking what they think fit from the 
people: for a man's property is not at all secure, tho' there be good 
and equitable laws to set the bounds of it between him and his fellow 
subjects, if he who commands those subjects have power to take from any 
private man, what part he pleases of his property, and use and dispose  
of it as he thinks good. 
 
Sec. 139. But government, into whatsoever hands it is put, being, as I 
have before shewed, intrusted with this condition, and for this end, 
that men might have and secure their properties; the prince, or senate, 
however it may have power to make laws, for the regulating of property 
between the subjects one amongst another, yet can never have a power to 
take to themselves the whole, or any part of the subjects property, 
without their own consent: for this would be in effect to leave them no 
property at all. And to let us see, that even absolute power, where it 
is necessary, is not arbitrary by being absolute, but is still limited 
by that reason, and confined to those ends, which required it in some 
cases to be absolute, we need look no farther than the common practice 
of martial discipline: for the preservation of the army, and in it of 
the whole common-wealth, requires an absolute obedience to the command 
of every superior officer, and it is justly death to disobey or dispute 
the most dangerous or unreasonable of them; but yet we see, that 
neither the serjeant, that could command a soldier to march up to the 
mouth of a cannon, or stand in a breach, where he is almost sure to 
perish, can command that soldier to give him one penny of his money; 
nor the general, that can condemn him to death for deserting his post, 
or for not obeying the most desperate orders, can yet, with all his  
absolute power of life and death, dispose of one farthing of that 
soldier's estate, or seize one jot of his goods; whom yet he can 
command any thing, and hang for the least disobedience; because such a 
blind obedience is necessary to that end, for which the commander has 
his power, viz. the preservation of the rest; but the disposing of his 
goods has nothing to do with it.5 
 

Note: 
When Locke spoke of "property tax" in the Second Treatise he spoke of 
what was really a "land tax" based upon income from the produce of land or 
rental property. "Ad valorem property tax" did not exist in England and most 
of Europe in 1689 when his Second Treatise was written and published. 
People owned their homes and property with an allodial title which could 
not be aliened for payment of tax. Re: quote from The Wealth of Nations, by 
Adam Smith in this Appendix. 
 

                                           
5 Id p. 360-362 
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The power to alien the property of one's neighbor is not in 
the people to delegate to government: 
Sec. 135. Though the legislative, whether placed in one or more, 
whether it be always in being, or only by intervals, though it be the 
supreme power in every common-wealth; yet, 
 
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. A man, as has been proved, cannot subject himself to the 
arbitrary power of another; and having in the state of nature no 
arbitrary power over the life, liberty, or possession of another, but 
only so much as the law of nature gave him for the preservation of 
himself, and the rest of mankind; this is all he doth, or can give up  
to the common-wealth, and by it to the legislative power, so that the  
legislative can have no more than this. Their power, in the utmost 
bounds of it, is limited to the public good of the society. It is a 
power, that hath no other end but preservation, and therefore can 
never* have a right to destroy, enslave, or designedly to impoverish 
the subjects. The obligations of the law of nature cease not in 
society, but only in many cases are drawn closer, and have by human 
laws known penalties annexed to them, to inforce their observation. 
Thus the law of nature stands as an eternal rule to all men, 
legislators as well as others. The rules that they make for other men's  
actions, must, as well as their own and other men's actions, be 
conformable to the law of nature, i.e. to the will of God, of which 
that is a declaration, and the fundamental law of nature being the 
preservation of mankind, no human sanction can be good, or valid 
against it.6 
 

                                           
6 Id p. 357 
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Samuel Adams on the greatest absurdity and it solution: 

The "Greatest Absurdity" ("ad valorem property tax") Confirmed: 

Security of inalienable property supported by the alienation of 
property: 
 
"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."1 
 

                                                 
1 Samuel Adams, The Christian History of the Constitution of the United States of America - Christian Self-
Government  ed., Verna M. Hall, (The Foundation for American Christian Education Box 27035, San 
Francisco, California 94127) p. 367. 
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Wealth of Nations by Adam Smith: 

No "ad valorem property tax" in Europe, except Holland in 1776: 
 
"In Great Britain the rent of houses is supposed to be taxed in the same proportion as the 
rent of land, by what is called the annual land tax. The valuation, according to which each 
different parish and district is assessed to this tax, is always the same.*** 
In the province of Holland every house is taxed at two and a half per cent of its value, 
without any regard either to the rent which it actually pays, or to the circumstances of its 
being tenanted or untenanted. There seems to be a hardship in obliging the proprietor to 
pay a tax for an untenanted house, from which he can derive no revenue, especially so 
very heavy a tax. In Holland, where the market rate of interest does not exceed three per 
cent, two and a half per cent upon the whole value of the house must, in most cases, 
amount to more than a third of the building-rent, perhaps of the whole rent"1 
 
 

                                                 
1 Smith, Adam 1727-1790,  Wealth of Nations1776  (Prometheus Books 59 John Glenn Drive, Amherst, 
New York 14228-2197 1991) 516 
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Frederick Bastiat 

Purpose of Government and limits of authority in the people to 
delegate in creation of government and its legislation: 
 
"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 
 
"What then is law? It is the collective organization of the individual right to lawful 
defense [of property]."2 (Brackets added) 
 
"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."3 
 
 

                                                 
1 Frederick Bastiat, The Law, ed. Dean Russell, (The Foundation for Economic Education, Inc.  Irvington-
on-Hudson, New York l950) p. 2. 
Online: http://www.constitution.org/cmt/bastiat/the_law.html  
2 Id 
3 Id p. 2-3 
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T E X A S  P R O P E R T Y  T A X P A Y E R

T H E

Bill of  Rights

TEXAS HAS NO STATE PROPERTY TAX. Local governments set tax rates and collect property taxes that are 
used to provide local services including schools, streets and roads, police and fire protection and many other services. 
Several types of local governments may tax property. Texas counties and local school districts tax all nonexempt property 
within their jurisdictions. Cities and special-purpose districts such as hospitals, junior colleges or water districts also may 
collect certain property taxes.

Texas law requires property values used in determining taxes to be equal and uniform, and establishes the 
process local officials follow in determining property values, setting tax rates and collecting taxes. Taxpayers are entitled 
to certain remedies when unsatisfied with their property’s appraised value and to a voice in decisions affecting property 
tax rates.

The Comptroller’s office is committed to ensuring that taxpayers have the information needed to preserve their 
rights and pursue appropriate remedies. In keeping with this commitment, the Comptroller’s Property Tax Assistance 
Division created this summary of property tax rights.

1

1. YOU HAVE THE  RIGHT  to equal and uniform taxation. 

2. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT  to ensure that your property is 
appraised uniformly with similar property  
in your county. 

3 . YOU HAVE THE  RIGHT to have your property appraised 
according to generally accepted appraisal 
methods and techniques and other 
requirements of law. 

4. YOU HAVE THE  RIGHT to receive exemptions or other tax 
relief for which you qualify and apply timely.

5. YOU HAVE THE  RIGHT to notice of property value increases, 
exemption changes and estimated tax 
amounts.

6. YOU HAVE THE  RIGHT to inspect non-confidential 
information used to appraise your property. 

7. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to protest your property’s value and 
other appraisal matters to an appraisal 
review board composed of an impartial group 
of citizens in your community. 

8 . YOU HAVE THE  RIGHT to appeal the appraisal review 
board’s decision to district court in the 
county where the property is located. 

9 . YOU HAVE THE  RIGHT to fair treatment by the appraisal 
district, the appraisal review board and the 
tax assessor-collector. 

GLENN HEGAR 
TEX A S COMPTROLLER OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS

A S  A  T E X A S  P R O P E R T Y  T A X P A Y E R...

10. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to voice your opinions at open 
public meetings about proposed tax rates 
and to ask questions of the governing body 
responsible for setting tax rates.

11. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to petition a local government to call 
an election to limit a tax increase in certain 
circumstances. 

12. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to receive a free copy of the pamphlet 
entitled Property Taxpayer Remedies 
published by the Texas Comptroller of Public 
Accounts prior to your protest before the 
appraisal review board.



1. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to equal and 
uniform rent. 
2. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to ensure that 
your property is appraised uniformly with 
similar property in your county. 
3. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to have your 
property appraised according to generally 
accepted appraisal methods and techniques and 
other requirements of law. 
4. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to receive 
exemptions or other rental relief for which you 
qualify and apply timely. 
5. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to notice of 
property value increases, exemption changes 
and estimated rental amounts. 
6. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to inspect non-
confidential information used to appraise your 
property. 
7. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to protest your 
property’s value and other appraisal matters to 
an appraisal review board composed of an 
impartial group of vassal trustees in your 

community. 
8. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to appeal the 
appraisal review board’s decision to district 
court in the county where the property is 
located. 
9. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to fair treatment 
by the appraisal district, the appraisal review 
board and the rent assessor-collector. 
10. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to voice your 
opinions at open public meetings about 
proposed rental rates and to ask questions of the 
governing body responsible for setting rental 
rates. 
11. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to petition a 
local government to call an election to limit a 
rent increase in certain circumstances. 
12. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT to receive a 
free copy of the pamphlet entitled Property 
Taxpayer Remedies published by the Texas 
Comptroller of Public Accounts prior to your 
protest. 

TEXAS HAS NO STATE WIDE PROPERTY TAX. 
Local state subdivisions set rental rates and collect rents that are used to provide local services  
including schools, streets and roads, police and fire protection and many other services. 
Several types of local governments may require rent on your property. Texas counties and local 
school districts alien all nonexempt property within their jurisdictions. Cities and special-purpose 
districts such as hospitals, junior colleges or water districts also may collect rent on property. 
 
Texas law requires property values used in determining rent to be equal and uniform, an  
impossibility acknowledged by the Texas Supreme Court, and establishes the process local officials 
follow in determining property values, setting rental rates and collecting rents. Tenants are entitled 
to certain remedies when unsatisfied with their property’s appraised value and to a voice in  
decisions affecting rental rates. 
 
The Comptroller’s office is committed to ensuring that tenants have the information needed to  
preserve their feudal rights and pursue appropriate remedies. In keeping with this commitment, the 
Comptroller’s Serf Assistance Division (SAD) created this summary of vassal rights. 

Real American Common Law Interpretation of  
"The Texas Property Taxpayer Bill of Rights"  

As a Texas Vassal Subject... 
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Appellee’s Brief Page 4 
 

market value; 2) value is unequal compared with other properties; and 3) “reject[ing] 

the appeal to the Texas Constitution as a viable cause for appeal of appraised value.” 

C.R. 337-340, 342-345, 347-350, 360. Mr. Avery received the Board’s Final Orders 

on those issues on July 24, 2015. C.R. 337-340, 342-345, 347-350, 352, 356, 360. 

On August 13, 2015, Mr. Avery wrote to the District’s Chief Appraiser. C.R. 

360. He asserted that he made six separate claims and produced evidence on these 

at his July 21st hearing. He stated that he had received Orders on: 1) value is over 

market value; 2) value is unequal compared with other properties; and 3) other – Art. 

VIII, §§ 1(a), 1-e, and other laws. Although the Orders can be read that they do 

address all issues, Mr. Avery claimed that the Board’s Final Orders did not address 

three of his other issues: 4) the property should not be taxed in Texas; 5) the Property 

should not be taxed in the Guadalupe Appraisal District or taxing units; and 6) the 

unlawfulness of the ad valorem property tax in America according to the Founders. 

C.R. 360, 281, RFAR 39. Mr. Avery’s letter requested a ruling so he could timely 

appeal all issues to district court. C.R. 360. 

On August 26, 2015, the Board instead sent Mr. Avery notice that it had set 

another hearing. C.R. 89. On October 14, 2015, the Board held its hearing on Mr. 

Avery’s remaining issues on his three properties, presumably to clarify its Orders 

and fully provide him with due process. C.R. 366, 370, 375, 380, 280 RFAR 39.  
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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 

3 
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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 A very 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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