
SCOTUS
Docket No. 26-179 matters.



Not including land, 
farms or income 

properties.

This map is a repeated structure across Texas and the U.S. and will be handled in 
the Federal Court in Sherman Texas.

At SCOTUS, this is not a property tax case.  This is a case about non-adjudication.

Roughly 8% of the value of your home is what has been stolen (your cash) in the last 6 years 
by overvaluation and over taxation + you are liable for compound cumulative school district 
bonds in perpetuity or your bankruptcy, whichever comes first. ($1mmX.08% = $80K)

$55 Trillion of U.S. property housing value in 2024 = approx. $1.4 Trillion of 
property Tax



ONE RECORD — THREE QUESTIONS
The Trilogy stacks; they do not compete with each other.

Crucial / SCOTUS · Terminal Failure · Bond Credibility

CRUCIAL / SCOTUS
WHO CAN 

ADJUDICATE?

Restore a 
competent forum.

TERMINAL FAILURE
WHO VERIFIED 
THE SYSTEM?

Test inputs, 
controls, 

oversight, remedy 
and affordability.

BOND CREDIBILITY
CAN THE DEBT 

SURVIVE 
VERIFICATION?

Trace obligations, 
lineage, leverage 
and contagion.

FORUM  →  VERIFICATION  →  RECONCILIATION  →  CONTROLLED 
RESOLUTION



Plaintiffs allege that Texas has constructed an architecture of 
non-adjudication: (1) designate an administrative tribunal as 
the exclusive forum; (2) withhold from that tribunal the 
power to grant constitutional remedies; (3) require 
exhaustion of that tribunal; and (4) invoke exclusivity to bar 
judicial review. Under such a system, federal rights remain 
nominally recognized while becoming structurally 
unenforceable — a condition Plaintiffs describe as taxation 
without representation and without remedy.”
The actions of SCOTX violate the doctrine of SCOTUS under 
Williams v Reed, decided 2/21/25.



SCOTUS Case / SUMMARY

The SCOTUS Case in One Sentence
The case is a structural due-process case — not a property-value appeal.
Without Due Process the Constitutional laws are being subverted which may end in 

financial Dynamic Contagion.  
Part III of Trilogy - Bond Credibility Chain. (To be presented Storm Summit Las Vegas)

This case is about a forum, 
not a valuation.

WHAT SCOTUS IS ASKED TO REVIEW
Whether Texas can make an 
administrative process 
exclusive when that body 
cannot decide the prospective 
federal claim or grant effective 
relief.

WHAT SCOTUS IS NOT ASKED TO DECIDE

No property value, refund, 
fraud finding, securities 
issue, or factual dispute 
outside the record.



SCOTUS / SUMMARY

The Procedural Dead End.
The due-process problem is the mismatch between the claim and the tribunal.

Prospective claim

Future compliance 
with mandatory 

appraisal standards

ARB process

Annual protest / 
correction of 

completed records

Remedial gap
No district-wide 

injunction or 
future-method 

ruling

Court dismissal
Exclusive 
process 

invoked to 
close the 

court

No forum
Claim 

preserved in 
text, disabled 
in operation

WHY IT MATTERS
Procedure may organize the path to 
adjudication. It cannot become a 
mechanism that extinguishes 
adjudication altogether.  This 
affects every single American.

THE POINT

The adequacy of a remedy turns on 
what the tribunal can decide and do 
— not merely on whether it operates 
in the same regulatory field.



SCOTUS / SUMMARY

The Legal Rule: Channeling Requires Meaningful Review
Administrative specialization may channel a dispute — but it cannot eliminate all judicial determination.

EXCLUSIVITY IS PERMISSIBLE ONLY IF THE DESIGNATED PATH PRESERVES A TRIBUNAL 
CAPABLE OF DECIDING THE CLAIM AND CONSIDERING EFFECTIVE RELIEF.

JUDICIAL DUTY
Marbury + Ex parte 
Young: prospective 
judicial relief remains 
available for continuing 
allegedly unlawful 
official conduct.

TAX DUE PROCESS

Brinkerhoff-Faris, 
McKesson, Reich: tax 
review must offer a real 
opportunity and 
effective remedy.

ADMINISTRATIVE 
LAW
Thunder Basin, Free 
Enterprise Fund, Axon, 
Loper Bright: channeling 
presumes meaningful 
judicial review.

CIVIL RIGHTS

§1983 doctrine and 
Williams: state procedures 
cannot functionally 
immunize officials by 
defeating federal claims.

The brief does not ask SCOTUS to convert the case into a §1983 
action; it uses those cases to identify the boundary between 

channeling and non-adjudication.



SCOTUS /  SUMMARY

Why Annual Review Does Not Cure the Prospective Claim
A repeated annual protest can correct outputs without deciding whether the recurring 
input is lawful.

ANNUAL ARB REVIEW

• Corrects a completed appraisal 
record
• Addresses one parcel / one year
• Can lower one number
• Does not govern future 
methodology
• Does not issue district-wide 
prospective relief

PROSPECTIVE COURT CLAIM

• Challenges recurring method
• Seeks future compliance
• Requires equitable authority
• Requires a tribunal able to 
decide lawfulness
• Prevents repetition if 
warranted

Repeating the same annual process magnifies the injury if the 
underlying method remains legally unresolved.



SCOTUS / SUMMARY

National Replication Risk = National Security Risk
The architecture can be copied far beyond property taxation.

A right (ie. Constitutional Rights) can survive in 
text while disappearing in operation.

Licensing Public 
benefits

Election 
administration

Land use
Education

Bond 
Elections

THE REPLICATION MECHANISM

Exclusive forum + limited powers + 
exhaustion + court closure = federal 
claim being non-adjudicable.
Affecting the lives of every American.

WHY RULE 10 MATTERS

Recurring question, concrete 
vehicle, recent doctrinal 
anchors, and a national need for 
a uniform boundary.



SCOTUS / SUMMARY

National Replication Risk = National Security Risk
The summary shows the architecture can be 
copied far beyond property taxation.

A right (ie. Constitutional Rights) can survive in text while 
disappearing in operation.

05

Rule 10. Considerations Governing Review on Writ of Certiorari”
Review on a writ of certiorari is not a matter of right, but of judicial discretion. A petition for a writ of 
certiorari will be granted only for compelling reasons.
(a) ….has so far departed from the accepted and usual course of judicial proceedings, or sanctioned such 
a departure by a lower court, as to call for an exercise of this Court's supervisory power; (i.e. the 
elimination of both State and Federal Constitutional Rights)
(b) ….has decided an important federal question in a way that conflicts with the decision of another state 
court of last resort or of a United States court of appeals; (article VI Supremacy of Federal 
Constitutional Law)
(c)…has decided an important federal question in a way that conflicts with relevant decisions of this 

Court. In Williams v. Reed, (decided 2/21/25) the Supreme Court of The United States held that a State may not 
use an exhaustion or jurisdictional rule to create a catch-22 that functionally immunizes state officials from a 
class of claims under 42 U.S.C. §1983. Petitioners contend that the Texas structure presents the same 
fundamental danger: a federal right continues to exist on paper, while no competent tribunal is permitted to 
adjudicate or enforce it.

(a) Check, (b). Check, (c). Check.   – all three requirements met.



SCOTUS /  SUMMARY

The Requested Relief Is Narrow

Grant review, vacate, and remand — without deciding the merits.
SCOTUS DOES NOT 
NEED TO DECIDE

• property values
• tax refunds
• fraud findings
• securities issues
• whether an 
injunction should 
issue

SCOTUS CAN DECIDE
Whether Texas 

preserved a 
competent forum 

capable of 
adjudicating the 

prospective federal 
claim and considering 

effective relief.

REQUEST

Grant certiorari.
Vacate the 
judgment.

Remand for 
proceedings 

consistent with 
Due Process.

Bottom line: restore adjudication first; let the proper tribunal decide the 
merits, defenses, and relief in the first instance.

What does this have to do with Bond Credibility….EVERYTHING!06



KEEP THE LANES SEPARATE
Each lane has a different proof burden and a different audience question.

Legal discipline · Evidence discipline · Financial discipline

SCOTUS LANE

Restore a competent 
forum.

Do not decide values, 
fraud, securities or 

remedies.

MERITS / EVIDENCE 
LANE

Verify inputs and 
adjudicate facts.

Separate alleged, 
documented and 

adjudicated.

FINANCIAL LANE

Reconcile debt and 
model risk.

Downstream 
significance, not the 
Question Presented.

Forum first.  Verification second.  Debt reconciliation third.



Infection Rate - Property Tax Fraud and School District Bond Fraud is irrefutable.  ALL CAD Databases are irreparable.

All CADs databases are irretrievably corrupted. The infection rate of bad 
comparisons proves that there is not a single legitimate un-corrupted CAD data base.  

In fact, quite often the software is switched out to destroy the changed log files to 
eliminate the evidence of the intentional overvaluation & the responsible person.

There is no such thing as a “little corrupt” data base.  
Corrupted data is Corrupted data.

As overvaluation and over 
taxation is fraudulent, so must 
be the related bonds.

N
O

J
U
D
G
E

C
A
N 

C
H
A
N
G
E 

F
A
C
T

No Judge 
can change 
arithmetic.

See Slide #1
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Entire Ecosystem Is Fraudulent



Will SCOTUS Understand The Ramifications of These Issues??

The strongest support is the Supreme Court’s own 2025 decision in Williams v. Reed. The Court described 
Alabama’s arrangement as a “catch-22”: claimants could not sue until they completed the very 
administrative process whose failure they were challenging, meaning they could never obtain adjudication of 
that claim. The Court held that a State may not use an exhaustion or jurisdictional rule to functionally 
immunize officials from a class of § 1983 claims.

That is remarkably close to the structural issue here:
Texas says the ARB process is exclusive. The ARB cannot adjudicate the legality of the continuing 
methodology or grant the prospective injunction requested. The courts then invoke the existence of that 
incapable process to deny jurisdiction. The result is not merely an unfavorable procedure; it is that the claim 
cannot be adjudicated anywhere.

If a State may designate an administrative forum as exclusive, withhold from that forum the 
authority to adjudicate a federal constitutional claim or grant the relief it requires, and then 
invoke exclusivity to close its courts, the State has acquired a replicable means of making 
federal rights non-adjudicable. The constitutional guarantee remains written on paper but 
becomes unenforceable in practice.



SCOTUS must confront the exact structural consequence of SCOTX 
before deciding whether to grant review.

My assessment is that SCOTUS can plainly understand the danger, 
particularly after Williams v. Reed. The Mavex brief will also state this 
with precision:

A State cannot preserve the appearance of constitutional rights 
while designing its procedures so that no tribunal can ever 
adjudicate or enforce them.

Exclusive designaƟon → restricted authority → mandatory exhausƟon → judicial dismissal.



We tied the evidence of DCAD & individuals, to:
Mass Appraisal Standards,
USPAP,
Texas Property Tax Code,
Texas Education Agency,
Texas Constitution, (Uniform & Equal)
The Constitution of the United States of America &
Now all the evidence and court filings are being 
disseminated across the U.S. and to the 
Authorities.



Volume I: The Constitutional Crisis of Non-Adjudication (link)

Volume I identifies the recurring architecture across appraisal, taxation, public finance, 
enforcement, and review systems. Its central point is that the constitutional problem is not limited 
to whether a single tax value is too high. The deeper question is whether a property owner can 
reach a tribunal with authority, competence, evidence access, and remedial power to decide 
whether the method itself was lawful.

Volume II: Who Watches the Watcher? (link)

Volume II examines the institutional layer that can make non-adjudication appear legitimate. It 
focuses on the Appraisal Review Board, Comptroller oversight, political response, and the lack 
of a clearly independent entity responsible for investigating the bodies that are supposed to 
provide oversight

Executive Summary (link)

Unelected Officials (link)       www.mockingbirdproperties.com/dcad

The cross correlated common thread between School District and CAD audits across the U.S.



The failure chain
A sequence that converts data decisions into legal and financial 
consequences.

1

Data & 
models

2

Appraisal 
values

3

Certification

4

Taxes & 
budgets

5

Debt 
capacity

6

Enforcement

None

7

No merits 
ruling

Volume I asks: at which point can the owner obtain the 
data, forum, authority, and remedy needed to challenge 
the method itself?

Fraudulent



Evidence across jurisdictions
The reports compare official audits, commissioned reviews, pleadings, finance 
studies, and public data.

Missouri

Due-
process 
failure in 
assessment 
appeals

Texas

Technology, 
governance, 
certification
, ARB and 
appraisal-
method 
questions

Tennessee

School-
district 
control and 
procuremen
t failures

California 
/ Texas

Bond 
complexity 
and public-
debt 
visibility

Illinois

Burden 
shifting and 
taxpayer 
impact

Comparative evidence sharpens the questions. 
It does not replace actor-specific proof.



Volume II: Who watches the watcher?

The formal safeguard must be tested against functional independence, competence, and power.

1
CAD staff / Chief 
Appraiser

Values, records, 
certification

2 CAD Board Budget, policy, oversight

3 ARB Individual protest 
determinations

4 Comptroller / PTAD PVS, MAP, training

5 Taxing units Rates, budgets, debt

6 Courts Jurisdiction and remedies

The gap is not always absence of oversight; it is circular or limited 
oversight when the oversight body itself becomes part of the claim.

The intentional bifurcation 
of various departments with 
no checks and balances 
between the departments 
or the employees, is a 
design feature that only 
exists as a result of intent to 
defraud.

Exacerbated by the lack of 
adjudication by the courts



The appraisal-to-bond nexus

The reports treat public finance as a consequence chain requiring proof, not assumption.

Certified 
values Tax base Budgets 

& rates
Bond 

capacity
Debt 

service
Household 

burden

Key discipline: to prove the chain, connect transaction-level documents —
not merely theory — to valuation inputs and financial reliance.  The 
result…pure fraud up and down the chain…no checks and balances…no 
disclosure = intent to defraud.

This is important because you can do what we have done within your local 
community.  Open Records Requests are the key to obtaining the evidence you seek.  
See the Advocacy Playbook V1 & V2











Same Pattern and Practice across the U.S.

No Bond 
Rollover 
schedule –
what the 
new bond 
replaced 
without 
retiring / 
paying off 
the old bond.



Where is the math?
What if schools close?
What if Student Population Shrinks?
What if demographics change?
What if market conditions dictate lowering
of property values?
What if (true) school districts are caught
committing fraud?
What if (true) more debt is added on top of 
existing bad debt?

What if Bond Ratings change?

The Bond Guarantee Formula??



At the Storm Summit, I will show how the original 
Bond Formula, Sinking Fund, Bond Guarantee 
Formula, were and are horribly inadequate 
(possibly by design) and grossly inaccurate. I will 
show you what the original bond formula should 
have included since inception and what it must 
include going forward and the probability if not 
corrected leading to DYNAMIC CONTAGION
https://unauthorized.one/events-list/storm-summit/





The Texas School District 
Bond Guarantee Program appears to have been designed as a 

method to siphon off money  from property taxpayers…just like the 
hidden investment pools found on the school district balance sheet.

Regardless of CIB, CAB, Zero Coupon, 
Standard Yield Bond,  it comes down to 1 

question:
Where is the money going to come from 

to pay off the debt?







T H E  C O U R T ' S  A N S W E R

The Supreme Court of Texas was asked to look.

One word. No reasoning. No opinion. No dissent. No remand.  With INTENT.
Violating the Constitutional Rights of not just of Vexler but of all Texans (>32mm)

1st , 5th, 6th, 14th, 16th Amendments which also creates violation of the 13th Amendment
What if other courts across the U.S. follow SCOTX, then the Constitutional rights of all Americans are vanquished.  But for 
SCOTUS, what evidence do you have that other states won’t follow TX?  Thus, the emergency Writ of Certiorari.  See Letter to 
Solicitor General Sauer.

Case No. 25-0615  — Vexler et al. v. Spencer, Chief Appraiser, Denton CAD. Petition for 
review filed August 20, 2025. Denied October 24, 2025. Motion for rehearing pending since 
November 24, 2025.  “Denied” May 2026.

Fraud was deemed admitted. 
Billions were Stolen to fund School District Bond Fraud.
1. SCOTX = “DENIED” – means NO RECOURSE.
2. SCOTX VIOLATED their OATH OF OFFICE. Protect & Defend
3. SCOTX Subverted both Texas and U.S. Constitutional Law.
4. SCOTX is guilty of Deprivation of Rights.  42 U.S.C. 1983
5. SCOTX prohibited adjudication of proven fraud &
6. SCOTX discredited their existence & violated their own 
doctrines.
18 U.S.C. § 242 makes it a federal crime for anyone acting under color of 
law to willfully deprive a person of rights protected by the U.S. 
Constitution or laws.



S C A L E  O F  E X P O S U R E

The scale of what is at risk —

>$5.1 trillion
in outstanding fraudulent school-district bond obligations and every person in this shares 

in the fraudulent liability.  It is also in your 401K, Pensions, and IRA. 

Every dollar of it is underwritten by the same corrupted valuation system.

SCOTX = “DENIED” adjudication

Misrepresentation in underwriting Material omissions to investors Systemic risk to pension funds

The inherent flaw of S.D. Bonds, is not a flaw.  It is an 
architecture of a socialist organization that exists to transfer 
wealth (interest on fraudulent debt) from the masses into its 
coffers including the Teacher’s Union.  What are the property 
owners, students, teachers & society receiving?  Answer...debt 
which can never be paid off ending in the extraction of your 
money to pay for their fraud upon society.

see Slide 6 – Infection Rate = CAD ecosystem is 100% Fraudulent

We Have:



When you 
buy a house 
you also buy 
assume the 
fraudulent 
school 
district bond 
debt.

Case Study: Godley TX & Your 
Community.
Status: Outstanding School District Bond 
Debt per household is unsustainable.
Trajectory: Assuming no new debt is 
added and all spending stops today, at a 
6% interest rate over 30 years, this 
compounds to over $700,000.
The Reality Check:  This figure does not 
include the daily operations and 
maintenance (O&M) costs of running the 
schools.

WHEN YOU BUY A HOUSE, YOU 
ALSO BUY/INHERIT AND ASSUME 
THE FRAUDULENT SCHOOL 
DISTRICT BOND DEBT THAT YOU 
NEVER AGREED TO.  THERE IS NO 
BENEFIT OF THE BARGAIN.  You 
are now subjected to RICO… “pay 
your taxes or we will take your 
house.”

Cannot be 
paid off 
today and 
cannot be 
paid off 
tomorrow = 
bankrupt

AVG Home Value in Godley $160,000

see Slide 6 – Infection Rate
CAD ecosystem is 100% fraud



Now multiply this by 580% over 30 years

The same arithmetic applies to your state and your school 
district bonds.

There was never a legitimate reason for any school to 
raise bonds.

see Slides 1 & 9

Comptroller Guilty of 
Violating State and Federal 
Constitutional Law (link)

As allowed by SCOTX via non adjudication of proven fraud, there is nothing to 
stop a Chief Appraiser from raising values to infinity, at will, but for Civil War

SCOTX PROTECTED FRAUD
= FRAUD on AMERICA!



Presentation 
Boards and 
Charts 0n 
website

Who

Department

Co-
Conspirators

Laws 
Violated

Pattern and 
Practice of 
Structure 
across the 
U.S.



Graphic shows that the 
Percentage of 
Households at Risk = 
37.81%

The Median Household 
Income does not exist to 
pay for the property tax 
which was created by 
overvaluation, over 
taxation and fraud.



Violations.pdf

10 pages of 
Violated laws

Now…ADD 
Deprivation
Of Rights
Under Color
Law.



P R O P E R T Y  T A X  F R A U D   |   T H E  A R B

The Appraisal Review Board: an illusion of legitimacy.

W H A T  T H E  A R B  ( B O E )  I S  N O T

An independent body from the CAD

Expert in USPAP methodology

Expert in 'Uniform and Equal' taxation

Expert in financial analysis

Expert in fraud detection.

O B S E R V E D  O U T C O M E S

Taxpayer evidence frequently 
disregarded
Partial adjustments rather than full 
evaluation
Decisions reflect revenue over 
accuracy
CAD evidence presented is aggravated 
perjury as RPAs lie to the ARB. (audio)
Independent appraisals rejected

When debt issuance depends upon inputs that cannot mathematically 
be sustained by household income, rollovers become structural rather 
than temporary until the inevitable bankruptcy.

ARB = BOE (Board of Equalization) – different name same illusion of legitimacy.

The ecosystem is 100% fraudulent

There is nothing legitimate about an ARB or BOE



P R O P E R T Y  T A X  F R A U D   |   T H E  F I N D I N G

The CADs' databases are 
irretrievably corrupted & 
beyond repair.

Property tax fraud and school district bond fraud are no longer in dispute — they are documented, repeatable, 
and irrefutable.

When the underlying data is non-transparent, modifiable outside controls, 
and not independently verifiable, the records of record, cease to be 
records of fact — and every financial instrument built upon 
them is built upon sand.

The constitutional significance of the Vexler case is direct:

Can administrative exclusivity be used as a shield against 
documented fraud where the evidentiary record already 
demonstrates operational misconduct?

This is precisely why the matter cannot be reduced to ordinary 
appraisal disagreement. 

If documented conduct, once proven, cannot be 
reviewed merely because it occurred inside 
administrative process, then immunity itself becomes 
the mechanism protecting fraud.

SCOTX PROTECTED FRAUD!

“Workarounds” are the Infection



Report(s) Reveal Pattern & Practice to Defraud across the U.S.- (live links).  Many refer to the 
word “workarounds” (does not exist in USPAP, law or MAS)
JCAD's Comprehensive Organizational and Appraisal Operations Review
JCAD & GISD Partial List of Violations
California Policy Center - July 2015 - California School Bond Study
Condensed Report - CPC July 2015 - California Bankrupt School District Bonds
Residential Appraisal Testimony, Sept 2025, Kansas Special Committee on Taxation
Shelby School Final Audit Tennessee 668 pages 

42 U.S. Code § 1983 - Civil action for deprivation of rights.  Every person (Chief 
Appraisers) who, under color of any statute, ordinance, regulation, custom, or usage, 
of any State or Territory, subjects, or causes to be subjected, any citizen of the 
United States or other person within the jurisdiction thereof to the deprivation of 
any rights, privileges, or immunities secured by the Constitution and laws, shall be 
liable to the party injured in an action at law, suit in equity, or other proper 
proceeding for redress. (FEDERAL LAW)



B O N D  F R A U D   |   H O U S E H O L D  B U R D E N

Who actually pays?

8.6%
TODAY - On average 8.6% of median household 

income is paid in property tax (location-dependent) 
+ the Liability of paying off the fraudulent bonds 

which is impossible based on MHI

42 million
Households are separated from bankruptcy by 

roughly $9,000 — of which approximately 
$7,000 is property tax

Property taxpayers are funding the school-district bond fraud and its 
underwriting — with their own equity — via election fraud committed 

against them.

The school districts are rolling debt out (not 
permanently retiring debt), rolling interest rates 
up, adding more debt to pay the interest, creating 
reverse amortization and transferring the liability 
to the backs of all property owners, where the MHI 
does not exist to pay for the interest never mind 
paying off the principal.  



Unlimited Tax 
School Building 
Bonds…

Everybody…Give 
me the math for 
an unlimited tax!

There is no such 
thing, because 
your wealth and 
no wealth is 
unlimited.

Statemennt of 
“Unlimted Tax” is 
fraud.



B O N D  F R A U D   |   D I S C L O S U R E

Look at what underwriters tell the public.

“unlimited tax”
— two words on the underwriter's statement to the public

The promise of “unlimited tax” presumes a valuation base of unlimited integrity. 
The anchor case (“Vexler”) establishes that integrity is not present in the bonds, 
bond underwriting, CADs, Rating Agencies, or the courts that protect the fraud.

As the property taxes are fraudulent, to meet pre-determined budgets 
having nothing to do with USPAP (the law), then the bonds raised as a result 
of the overvaluation and over taxation are as equally fraudulent.



C O N S T I T U T I O N A L  S T A K E S   |   T H E  R U L I N G

What that one word (“denied”) actually means.

When a court refuses to adjudicate the merits of an evidenced 
fraud claim, the refusal itself becomes the harm.

One word — denying not Mr. Vexler alone, but every property owner, every voter & every Citizen in the State of 
Texas, the right to be heard on the merits.

Federal predicate: this is Deprivation of Rights Under Color of Law — a federal 
crime under 18 U.S.C. § 242. The result is a guarantee of taxation without 
representation. The same grievance that founded this Nation.



18 U.S.C. § 242 makes it a crime (Criminal Action) for any person acting 
under color of law to willfully deprive someone of their rights 
protected by the Constitution or U.S. laws.  It is an undeniable fact that 
Vexler’s Civil Rights and the Civil Rights of every Texan have been 
denied, as adjudication of known proven fraud has been prohibited 
“denied” further protecting the fraud that affects every single Texan & 
the same property tax fraud and school district bond fraud that affects 
every American.

THIS IS NOT A SYSTEM.  IT IS A CRIME SCENE.



A  C L O S I N G  W O R D

This is not a theoretical case.
Forty-two million American households are one $9,000 emergency away from losing their homes. Roughly 
seven thousand of those dollars are property tax — tax computed on values the appraisers themselves 
cannot defend.

Every fraudulent valuation finances a school-district bond that cannot be repaid honestly. Every 
fraudulent bond funds a system that erases the vote. The taxpayer is the collateral.

This is the grievance (taxation without representation) that the Declaration of Independence was 
written to end. 

The War of Independence being The Founding of the United States of America was fought over 
“No Taxation Without Representation”. 

(Representation meaning law)

The Supreme Court of Texas, “denied”, guarantees Taxation Without Representation.  It is back on 
the 250th anniversary of the founding of our republic and it is not acceptable now as it was not 
acceptable then.



Advocacy – Travis Spencer
www.realestatmindset.org
www.realestatemindset.substack.com

Organized Crime
Abolish Property Tax
Home Buying
Litigation Support
Open Records Request

YouTube – Real Estate Mindset

Evidence Library & Court Filings - Vexler
www.mockingbirdproperties.com/dcad

Letters Article and Discussions
Quick Overview
Sign the Petition


