
IN TI{A CIRCUTT COURT OF TH[. SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

IN AND FOR PINELLAS COUNTYO FLORIDA

NAUSSERA ZADEI{
Plaintiffl.

Div,: Civil

Vs,

MIKE, TWITTY, PINELLAS COUNTY

PIìOPßRTY APPRAISER,
CHARLES \ry. THOMAS, PINELLAS COUNTY

TAX COLLECTOR' and

THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OÍ'RA,VENUE, nxEcuTIvE DIRncToR:

E Leon M.BIEGALSKI:
THE ÐAPARTMENT OF REVENUE TAX OVEIìSIGTH PROGRAM;

Dr. MAURICE GOGAIITY:
Defendant(s)/.

' COMPLAINT:

PLAINTIFF, NAUSSERA N. ZADEII by and pRo sE, Hereby sues rhe Defendant and alleges

with a copy of the good faith estimate taxes for greenbelt classifications of lands sand directly to

the tax collector CFIARLES W. THOMAS wilh this complaint:

l-This is an ¿ction t0 contest a property appraisal and tax assessmsnt based thereon in excess of

just valuation for which Florida Sîatutes vests originaljurisdiction in the Circuit Court and the

subject property is in the chapter l3"bankruptcy coutt estate with thc permission from the

bankruptcy court to file this complaint in this civil circuit court.

2-Venue is proper in Pinellas County bpcause the subject property for which the tax assessment

is challenged is located within the Pinellas County Florida and subject to bankruptcy court

protection and automatic staY.

3-Plaintiff is an individual residing in and owning the subject properly in Pinellas County'

Florida as his homestead and the propefty is the estate in bankruptcy court jurisdiction subject to

automatic staY.

Casc Number:
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4-plaintiff is an indiviilual residing in and ownir:g the subject property in Pinellas Counfy, and

has never changed nor applied fbr any zoning changes as the legal nrap provided to the plaintiff

by the county.

4(A) - plaintiff is an individual residing in and owning the subject property in Pinellas County,

Florida as his homestead and has a bona fide livestock and honey bees farm operation under

bankruptcy court pfotection and "Agricultural Properlyo'which mcans a parcel containing a bona

Iìdc ,,Farm Operation" on land shall be classifieci as agricultural pursuant to Section 193'46i '

Florida Statutes, fbr the agricultural classi{ication of lands 193.461(3) (b)'of the Florida State

Constitution Statute and Florida right to Fann Act section 523.14 Florida Stâttltes'

4(B) - Plaintiff is an individual residing in and owning the subject properly in Pinellas County'

Florida as his homcsteacl and has a bona fic1e "Farm Operation" is as dcfined in scction

t63.3162(2),Florida Statutes, and under bankruptcy protection' Accordance with section

163,3 162(3) (b), Florida statutes, The county is prohibited fi'om charging a surfacs 
'water

Assessment on Certain Agricultural Properly sincc all ths run off are contained in the same

property and exempt from county lìre assessments on agricultural lands'

4(C) - Accordingly, the owïrer of Agricultural Property has demonstrated that they meet the

outlined requirements of the Florida Department of Environmental Protection, The Depafiment

of Agricultural and consumer services or appropriate watsr managen'ent district slrall be granted

a Mitigation credit from the surface water sçrvice Assessment and exempt tlom county {ire

assessments,

4(D)-The tax assessments charges in the Agricultural land and bona fide f'arm operations are not

permitted under thc Florida statuâry law, and applications for the agricultural classifîcatìon of

lands.193.461 (3) (b).of the Florida Statute'

4(tr) - The plaintiff right to farm act under the Fiorida stâtutes has been violated by the

defendants in illegal Ãsessments and illegal fines negatively effecting the operations of the farm

activity.

S-Defendant MIKE TV/ITTY is the Pinellas county property appraiser and (TVllTTl) is sued in

this capacity. Among other duties she has the statutory responsibility to list and appraise all rcal

property in pinellas County each year for the purpose of ad valorem taxation' MIKE TWITTY is

a proper parry pwsuant to F.S.194,181 (2) and has knowledge of the bankruptcy court protection'

6-Defendant CI-IARLES w. THoMAs is the Pinellas county Tax collector and (TII0MAS) is

sued in this official capacity. Among other duties, ('tHoMAS) is responsible for collecting ad

valorem taxes. (THOMAS) is a proper party pursuant to F,S,194.181 (3) and has knowledge of

the bankruPtcY courl Protection.

2



7-The Florida Department of Revenue (DOR) is a state administrative agency with responsìbility

for general supervision of the assessme¡rt and oollection of real propel'ty for the purposes of ad

valorem taxation. DOR is a proper pafiy pursuant to F.S. 194.181(5) and iras knowledge of the

bankruptcy court protection.

s-piaintiff is the owner of certain propeity in Pinsllas County Florida, more particularly

described as follows:

428 Pasaje Ave' Tarpon Springs Florida 34689

a/lda kings subdivision lot 33

Parcel ID No.0 I -2?- I 5-89 1 36-000-0330

9-TVithout aclmitting that the tax as assessed against the property was rightfully due and owing,

plaintilTby the permission of the bankruptcy court jurisdiction timely paid what he believes to be

the good faith portion of the, 20 t I , 2012,20 1 3,20 14,2015,2A16,2017 cunent year "GOOD

FAITH" ad valorem taxes and non-ad valorem assessmsnt on said pfopefiy 'A copy of the

plaintiff s allowable administrative expenses has been paid by the United State Bankruptcy Court

Division of Tampa Florida by the ChapTer 13 trustee Jon M' Waage an approved by the

Bankruptcy coutt Honorable Judge Katherine McEwen '

l0- MIKE TïflTTy appraised the property significantly in excess of the land's actual value and

CHARLES W. THOMAS has continually stated she intends to collect taxes based upon said

erroneously infl ated aPPraisal.

11-plaintitîtimely filed two petitions with the vAB for the tax years for denial of agricultural

classification of lands and just evaluation of lands and assessments'

12-The VAB has denied plaintiff s pstitions without any disclosures of any legal facts contrary

to the lilorida constitution for just and unbiasecl hearings.

13-.Ihe 2017 advalorem assessment on the propefty is unjust, arbitrary, capricious, illegal and

not made according to the Florida statuary law and not based on just value and the Agricultural

assessment and classification; said assessment denies Plaintiff fair and equal trcatmçnt æ to like

and similar property assessment, and as such said assessment lacks unilbrmity within fhe same

geographical location and soil samples for AG lands and slassifications and all Pinellas County

granted agricultural exemPtions ,

r The assessed valuation of the plaintiff s property is excessive and not consistent with just

value of the said land as a râ1Ä/ agricultural land use and the fiood elevations. Such actions

are contrary to Article VIf, Section 4, Florida Constitution and ths Provisions of

F.S.193.0l1.and 1968 Florida constitution Agricultural Land use Doctrine.

r Article VII, Section 4 of the Floricla Constitution provides for classification and

assessment of agricultwal property based on use. Fiorida Statutes 193.441,193'451, and
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Lg3.46t contâin the provisions for Agricultural Classification (Greenbelt) and

assessments, defining any assessment at less than the futl value as a Classitìed Use

assessment.

14-plaintiff has satisfied all conditions precedent to commencemçnt of tl'ris action, this action in

timely and all indispensable parties have been joined'

I 5-The Department of Agriculture may be joined as a dcfendant as of the k'.S', The DUTIES OF

THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE per licensing of agricultural use of the

land,

16-plaintiff is entitled to trial in the circuit civii court pusuant to Florida Statutes F. S.

194.036(3) and other statuary provisions in Florida statutes,

$/HAREFORE, plaintiff requests the Couït to (a) reduce the property's assessmentto just value

and assessment based on the agricultural classification of lands;(b)reduce the assessment so as to

fr""ia. plaintiff with a fair and uniform value for its property;(c) determine ths amount of taxes

owed, to deny the surcharge storm water runoff tax on AG LANDS and green belt classifications

by or reflrnd due to plaintiff with a fair and uniform value for its property;(c)determine the

a¡nount of taxes owed by or refund due to plaintiff on the assessment challenged berein; (d)

together with interest defined in the Florida statutes , Court costs, attorneys' fees and such other

relief as this court deerns just and propel.

Respectfully Submitted,

NAUSSERA N.ZADEH

428PASAJËAVE.

TARPON SPRINGS FLORIDA 34689

By:

NAUSSERA N.ZADEI{
Pro Se
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

IN AND ITOR PINPLLAS COUNTY'TLORIDA

NAUSSERA ZADIIH
Plgintiffl. Case Number:

Div,: Civil

Vs.

MIKItr TWITTY, PINELLAS COUNTY

PROPERTY APPRAISERO

CHARLES W. THOMAS, PINELLAS COUNTY
TAX COLLECTOR' and

THE FLORIDA DAFARTMENT OT'RAVENUB, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR:

I Leon M.BISGALSKIT
THE DAPARTMENT OF RNYENUtr TAX OVERSIGTH PROGRAM:

DT. MAURICE GOGARTY:
Defendant(s)/.

' COMPLAINT:

PLAìNTIFF, NAUSSERA N, ZADEH by and PRo sE, Hereby sues the Defendant and alleges

with a copy of the good faith estimate taxes t'or greenbelt classifications of lands send directly to

the rax collector CHARLES V/. THOMAS with this complaint:

l-This is an action to contest a property appraisal and tax assessment based thereon in excess of

just vaiuation for which Florida Statufes vests original jurisdiction in the Circuit Court and the

subject property is in the chapTer 13 banlauptcy court estate with the perrnission from thç

bankruptcy court to file this complaint in this civil circuit court'

2-Venue is proper in Pinellas County because the subject property for which the tax assessment

is challenged is locatçd within the Pinellas County Florida and subjecî to bankruptcy court

protection and automatic staY.

3-plaintiff is an individual residing in and owning the subject property in Pinellas County,

Florida as his homestead and the property is the estate in bankruptcy court jurisdiction subject to

automatic staY,
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4-Plaintiff is an individual residing in and owning the subject property in Pinellas County, and

has never changed nor applied for any zoning changes as the legal map provided to the plaintiff

by the county.

4(A) - Plailtiff is an individual residing in and owning the subject property in Pinellas County,

Flori{a as his homestead and has a bona firJe livestock and honey bees farm operation under

bankruptcy coufi protection and "Agrìcnltural Property" which means a parcel containing a bona

fide'oparm Operation" on land shall be classif,red as agricultural pursuant to Section 193,461'

Florida Statntes, for the agriculrural classification of lands 193.461 (3) (b).of the Florida State

Constitution Statute and Florida right to Farm Act scction 823,14 Florida Statutes.

4(B) - Plaintiff is an indiviclual residing in and owning the subject property in Pinellas County,

Florida as liis homestead ancl has a bona ficle "Farm Operatiou" is as defined in section

163,3162¿),Florida Statutes, and undcr bankruptcy protection. Accordance with section

163.3162(3) (b), Florida Statutes, The County is prohibited from charging a Surface Water

Assessment on Certain Agricultural Property since all the run ofiare contained in the same

property and exempt fi'om county fire assessments on agricultural lands.

4(C) - Accordingly, the owner of Agricultrual Property has demonstrated that they meet the

outlined requirements of the Florida Departnrent of Environmental Protection, The Department

of Agricultural and Consumer Services or appropriate water manâgement district shall be granted

a Miiigation Credit from the surface water Service Assessment and exernpt from county fire

assessments.

 (D)-The tax assessments charges in the Agricultural land and bona fide far:n operâtions are not

permitted under the Florida statuary lalv, and applications for the agricultural classification of

lands.l93.461 (3) (b).of the Florida Statute.

4(Ei - The plaintiff right to farm act under the Florida statutes has been violated by the

defendants in illegal assessments and illegal fines negatívely effecting the operations of the farm

activity,

S-Defendant MIKE TWITTY is the Pinellas county property appraiser and (TWITTY) is sued in

this capacity. Among other duties she has the statutory responsibility to list and appraise all real

ptoprtty in Pinellas County each year for the purpose of ad valorem tÐ(ation. MIKL TtiVIfiY is

a proper party pursuant to F.S.194.181 (2) and has knowledge of the bankruptcy court protection.

6-Defendant CHARLES W. THOMAS is the Pinellas County Tax Collector and (THOMAS) is

suecl in this official capacity. Among other duties, (THOMAS) is responsìble for collecting ad

valorem taxes. (THOMAS) is a proper party pursuant to F.S.194.1S1 (3) and has knowledge of

the banlauptcy couÉ Protection.
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7-The Florida Departrnent of Revenue (DOR) is a state administrative agency with responsibility

for general supervision of the assessment and collection of real property for ttre purposes of ad

valorem taxation. DOR is a proper party pursuant to F.S. 194.181(5) and has knowledge of the

bankruptcy court protection.

B-Plaintiff is the owner of certain property in Pinellas County Florida, ntore pafiicularly

described as follows:

428 Pasaje Ave. Tarpon Springs Florida 34689

a/Vakings subdivision lot 33

Parcel ID No,0 1 -27-1 5-89 I 36-000-0330

9-Without ad¡ritting that the tax as assessed against the property was rightfully due and owing,

plaintiff by the permission of the bankruptcy court jurisdiction timely paid what he believes to be

the good faith portion of the,2011, 2012,2013,2014,2015,2016,2017 cunent year "GOOD

FAITH,, acl valorenr taxes and non-ad valorem assessment on said property .A copy of the

plaintiff s allowable adrninistrative expenses has been paid by ths United State Bankruptcy Coutt

Division of Tampa Florida by the Chapter 13 trustee Jon M. Waage an âpproved by the

Bankruptcy court Honorable Judge Katherine McEwen '

l0, MIKE TV/ITTY appraised the property significantly in excess of the land's actual value and

CHARLES V/. THOMAS has continually stated she intends to collect taxes based upon said

enoneously inflated aPPraisal.

1 1-plaintiff timely filed two petitions with the VAB for the tax years for denial of agricultural

classification of lands and just evaluation of lands and assessments'

12-The VAB has denied plaintiff s petitions without any disclosures of any legal facts contrary

to the Florida constitution for just and unbiased healings'

13-The 201? ad valorem assessment on the property is unjust, arbitrary, capricious, illegal and

not made according to the Florida statuary law and not based on just value and the Agricultural

assessment and classification; said assessmsnt denies ?taintiff fair and equal treatment as to like

and similar property assçssment, and as such said assessment lacks uniformity within the same

geographical location and soil samples for AG lancls and classi{îcations and all Pinellas County

granted agricultural exemptions .

o The assessecl valuation of thc Plaintiff s property is cxcessive and not consistent with just

value of the said land as a raw agricultural land use and the flood elevations. Such actions

are contrary to Article VII, Section 4, Florida Constitution and thc Provisions of

F,S.193.01 l,and 1968 Florida constitution Agricultural Land use Doctrine.

o Article VII, Section 4 of the Florida Constitution providcs for classification and

assessment of agricultural property based on use. Florida Statutes 193 .441 , 193.45 1 , and
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lg3.46l contain the provisions for Agricultural Classification (Greenbelt) and

assessments, defining any assessment at less than the full value as a C,lassified Use

assessment.

l4-Plaintiffhas satisfied all conctitions precedent t<l commencoment of this action, this action in

timely and all indispensable parties have been joi¡red.

15-The Department of Agriculture may be joined as a defendant as of the F.S., The DTJTIËS OF

TII¡I FLOIìIDA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE per licensing of agricultural use of the

land.

l6-Plaintiff is entitled to trial in the circuit civil court pursuant to þ-lorida Statutes F, S,

194.036(3) and other statuary provisions in Florida Statutes.

WHEREFORE, Plaintìff requests the Court to (a) reduce the property's assessment to just value

and assessment based on the agricultual classifïcation of lands;(b)reduce the assessment so as to

pr.ovide plaintiff with a fhir and uniform value for its property;(c) determine the amount of taxes

owed, to deny the surcharge storm watçr runolTtax on AG LANDS and green belt classifications

by or refund due To Plaintiff with a fair and uniform value for its property;(c)detennine the

amount of taxes owed by or refund due to plaintiff on the assessment challenged horein; (d)

together with ínterest dcfined in the Florida statutes , Court costs, attorneyso fees and such other

relicf as this court deems just and proper'

Respectfilly Submitted,

NAUSSERA. N,ZADEH

4z8PASAJEAVE.

TARPON SPRINGS FLORIDA 34689

NAUSSERA N.ZADEH
Pro Se
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