ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

INQUIRY CONCERNING
JupGe No. 94

RESsPONSE To NOTICE OF FORMAL PROCEEDINGS

COMES NOW, Judge No. 94, also known as the Honorable Thomas G. Jones (“Judge
Jones™), Justice of the Peace, Precinct 1, Place 1, in Dallas County, Texas, and would show the
Special Master the following:

The burden of proof to establish allegations of judicial misconduct is as a matter of law
placed on the Commission to prove each and every allegation by a preponderance of the evidence.
In Re: Thoma 873 S.W.2d 477, 489 (Tex. Rev. Trib. 1994). Article V, § 1-a(6) of the Texas
Constitution requires that before a Judge may be disciplined or censured for violations of the Code
of Judicial Conduct, the violations must be willful.

The Courts have very clearly defined what type of conduct constitutes “willful conduct.”

“Moreover, we specifically hold that the term “willful” as applied in the Texas

Constitution, Article V, Section 1-a(6)A is the improper or wrongful use of the power

of office by a Judge acting intentionally or with gross indifference to his conduct. It

iavolves more than ervors in judgment or mere lack of diligence. Necessarily, the

term would incompass conduct involving moral turpitude, dishonesty, corruption,

misuse of office, or bad faith, generally whatever the motive.” In Re: Thoma, at 489-

490.
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OBJECTIONS TO THE ALLEGATIONS IN NOTICE OF FORMAL PROCEEDINGS

Judge Jones respectfully objects to the language in each of the charges that allege “willful
or persistent conduct that was clearly inconsistent with the proper performance of his duties and
cast public discredit on the judiciary, constitute a failure to follow the law, and a failure to maintain
professional competence in the law,” in that each and every one of these phrases are
unconstitutionally vague, and prohibit Judge Jones from knowing the specific allegations against
him, and prohibit him from preparing a defense to these broad and unconstitutionally vague
allegations.

CHARGE I
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 1, BY JOHNNIE J ONES
(CJC NO. 06-0163-JP) '

The Commission alleges that Judge Jones’ denial of J ohnnie Jones’(“Defendant”) appeal
bond and Affidavit of Indigency without conducting a hearing constituted the facts which
substantiate the various allegations against him. '

Judge Jones® denial of the Defendant’s appeal bond was entirely correct and proper for the
following reasons:

1. The Defendant was two months late filing his appeal bond.

2. The bond itself was totally deficient.

3. There is no provision in the law to appeal a traffic case by filing a paupers oathin the
place of an appeal bond.

4. A Defendant cannot pay the fine or any part of the fine and still appeal the case.

The Commission admits in paragraph 10 of the allegations against Judge Jones that the
Defendant entered a plea of nolo contendere on September 8, 2005 (see EXHIBIT “1.” a signed
copy of Defendant’s written plea of no contest).

Also, by the Commission’s admission in paragraph 13, Defendant attempted some time in
the month of November to file an appeal bond and an Affidavit of Indigency in Judge Jones’ Court.
It is undisputed that the Defendant did not attempt to file an appeal bond until approximately two
months after his plea of nolo contendere. Article 45.0426A of the Texas Code of Criminal
Procedure requires that a bond on a Justice of the Peace criminal case must be filed “not later than
the 10" day after the day the judgment was entered.” It is agreed by all of the parties that the
Defendant did not attempt to file the appeal bond until some time in November, which would have
been approximately two months after the judgment on his case was entered.

The Texas Supreme Court has ruled that the requirement that a bond be filed on time to
perfect the appeal is mandatory, jurisdictional, and the time period cannot be delayed. Glidden Co.
v. Aetna Casualty Insurance Co., 291 S.W.2d 315, 317-318 (Tex. 1956). See also, Mendes v.
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Shamrock Oil & Gas, 401 S.W.2d 106,108.

In addition to the appeal bond being tendered approximately fifty days late, the bond that was

tendered by the Defendant was totally and facially deficient in the following ways (see EXHIBIT
“2”).

1. The bond failed to state that there was judgment recovered against any party;
2. It failed fo state who was making the appeal;

3. It failed to state who the principal on the bond was;

4. It failed to have any sureties for the bond;

5. It failed to be signed by the principal. (Just the failure to sign the bond makes the
appeal a nullity, Henslee v. State, 375 S.W.2d 474, 475);

6. It failed to be signed by the sureties; and

7.. It failed to be dated, and was, in fact, an incorrect civil appeal bond form that was
almost totally blank and not executed by the sureties or the principal, and therefore,

did not meet the requirements of Article 45.0425, or any of the other requirements
of an appeal bond.

In addition to all of the foregoing, there is no specific procedure in the Code of Criminal
Procedure for providing a proper Pauper’s Oath Affidavit to appeal a traffic case, in lieu of,
satisfying a requirement for an appeal bond.

Finally, the Defendant cannot plead nolo contendere to pay part of a fine and request an
extension on the rest of the fine (as the Commission concurred in their paragraphs 10and 11), and
then sixty days later come to the Court and request an appeal of ajudgment which had been partially
satisfied. Crawford v. Campbell, 124 S.W.3d 778-781.

Consequently, Judge Jones acted properly, legally, and correctly, when he denied the appeal
bond, and the Affidavit of Indigency without conducting a hearing, and therefore, those actions could
1ot be in violation of Article V of the Texas Constitution, nor any of the Canons of the Texas Code
of Judicial Conduct.

The numerous other factual allegations made by Mr. Jones in Complaint I are also false, but
they have not been addressed by Judge Jones, since they are not the bases of Charge [.
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CHARGE I
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 2, BY ROBERT WIGHTMAN-CERVANTES
(CJC NO. 06-0214-JP)

The Commission alleges that Judge Jones made a conscious decision that his staff would not
check the accuracy of their computer entries by comparing them with the underlying court records
before allowing a collection firm to contact Defendants.

First, this allegation is also completely without merit or factual basis. In order for the Court

to understand the situation in Dallas County, a short rendition of the procedures used by Dallas
County would be necessary.

Over the objection of all of the JPs (Justice of the Peace), the Sheriff, and the Constables of
Dallas County, the Dallas County Commissioners instituted a procedure called the AutoCite
Procedure, in which all traffic tickets in Dallas County written by Constables, Deputy Constables,
Sheriffs, and Deputy Sheriffs, are first referred to the County AutoCite Collection Center, which
attempts to cajole and coerce the traffic Defendants into paying a fine directly to Dallas County,
without actually going through the Courts. Despite the various venue and jurisdictional issues raised
by the County’s attempt at using this AutoCite Collection Center to circumvent the Courts, the

County Commissioners continued to use the Collection Center from 2002 until some time in late
2007, or early 2008.

In the summer of 2008, after the Commissioners Court shut down the AutoCite Center, an
additional 150,000 cases (over and above the regular case load of approximately 135,000 cases) were
transferred to Judge Jones’ court in one day. That left the Judge with a case load of 285,000 new
cases in 2008, not including the 2007 cases that had not yet been disposed.

Under this procedure, the AutoCite Collection Center took pleas to the cases and attempted
and collected the fines due with its own civil collection agency, which has absolutely no relation or
correlation to any of the Courts or Sheriffs or Constables, and operates totally independent of any
of the elected officials involved. The JPs cannot correct, change, or modify anything on the
computers of the AutoCite Center or their Jawyers. The AutoCite Collection Center set up by the
Commissioner’s Court of Dallas County only sent the cases back to the Courts when the Defendants
did not respond at all, or did not pay as agreed, or when the Defendants requested a trial.

Under the AutoCite procedure, the law firm has the first contact with delinquent Defendants,
not the Court. The Court objects to that contact, but can do nothing about it, because that is the way
the County Commissioners set the procedure up.

The delays, incorrect correspondence, and collection letters to the Defendants in the AutoCite
system are not in any way caused or permitted by Judge Jones, nor could they be a violation by him

of Article V of the Texas Constitution, or a violation of any Canon of the Texas Code of Judicial
Conduct.
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CHARGE III
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 3 BY CORA CANADY
(CJC NO. 06-0883-JP)

The Commission alleges that Judge Jones had a conversation with a property manager ofthe
Chaucer Village Apartments concerning the merits of a Cora Canady’s case, in which the apartment
complex sought an eviction order against Ms. Canady a few hours after dismissing the suit in open
court. Every single one of these factual allegations is false.

. First, there were actually two eviction suits filed in Judge Jones’ court by the apartment
complex against Ms. Canady. The first suit was Cause No. 05-06167, which was filed by the
Chaucer Village Apartments complex on the 16™ day of December, 2005. An appearance date was
set for December 28, 2005, at which time, a trial was held based on testimony and evidence, and
Judge Jones held in the Chaucer Village Apartments’ favor. '

Ms. Canady then appealed this eviction judgment to the County Court of Appeals in Cause
No. 06-377-B in the County Court at Law No. 2 in Dallas County, Texas. Pursuant to an agreement
of the parties, the County Court at Law No. 2 in Cause No. CC-06-377-B, dismissed Ms. Canady’s
appeal for want of prosecution (see EXHIBIT “3”).

Also, by agreement of the parties, the Court released the funds that Ms. Canady had placed
in the registry of the Court back to Ms. Canady on April 18,2006 (see EXHIBIT “4”).

Subsequent to that, a second eviction case was filed by the Chaucer Village Apartments
against Ms. Canady again for failure to pay her rent on April 18, 2006 (see EXHIBIT «5%), This
second eviction was Cause No. JE-06-01 780H. Tt was a forcible entry and detainer case.

On April 21, 2008, a trial was scheduled, but Ms. Canady came before the Court on this
second case and asked for a continuance, and a continuance was granted.

The case was reset for May 1, 2006 at 10:00 a.m. On May 1,2006 at 10:00 a.m., a trial was
held, the Court again, based on testimony and evidence, held for Chaucer Village Apartments and
against Ms. Canady.

Ms. Canady again appealed Judge J ones’ judgment to the County Court of Appeals No. 2 in
Dallas County, Texas under Cause No. CC-06-6827-B. A trial was held in the County Court in Ms.
Canady’s appeal, and the County Court found against Ms. Canady, granted the Chaucer Village
Apartments an Order granting possession of the property. The Court of Appeals found Ms. Canady
guilty of forcible entry and detainer in the Chaucer Village Apartments, and found that the Chaucer
Village Apartments 1s entitled to the possession of the property, and issued a Writ of Possession.

, The County Court at Law No. 2 further awarded the sum of $1,802.50 for back rent owed and
court costs against Ms. Canady. A copy of the County Court at Law No. 2's judgment granting
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possession, and the judgment of $1,802.50 are attached as EXHIBIT “6.” The Appeals Court did
not reverse Judge Jones in either case, in fact, they sustained his judgments.

Atno time did Judge Jones ever have an ex parte conversation or any other conversation with
the property manager about the merits of Ms. Canady’s case without Ms. Canady being present . The
first finding against Ms. Canady was appealed to the Court of Appeals, and the Court of Appeals
dismissed Ms. Canady’s appeal on the agreement of the parties that the money paid into the registry,
of the Court by Ms. Canady in the amount of $1,030, be released to Ms. Canady. Itis Judge Jones’
belief and understanding that the $1,030 was later paid to the Chaucer Village Apartments by Ms.

Canady for the dismissal of the first eviction.

In light of the fact that Ms. Canady failed to pay the next month’s rent, another eviction was
filed against her, she lost in Judge Jones’ court, and appealed that in the Appellate Court, which also
found that Judge Jones was correct in his judgment and signed an Order granting possession of the

property to Chaucer Village Apartments as rent, and finding an $1,802.50 judgment for back rent
against Ms. Canady.

In fact, when one of the litigants attempted to have Judge Jones’ clerk talk to the J udge about
the case, Judge Jones instructed the clerk to advise the litigant that the case was pending in the
Appellate Court, and that he had no jurisdiction to discuss the case or take any action in the case,
and that if that person wanted to have some contact with regard to the case in the County Court at
Law No. 2, they could do so by submitting something in writing to Judge Payton, who was the Judge
of that Court. Atno time did Judge Jones ever have any contact with any litigant personally without
the other litigant being present. '

Judge Jones’ actions did not constitute a violation of Article V of the Texas Constitution or
any Canon of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct, nor did Judge Jones ever evict Ms. Canady from
the property, since that final Order came on appeal from the County Court, and not Judge Jones’
Court. Therefore, the issuance of any such Order could not possibly be a violation of Article V or
any Canon of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct, as far as Judge Jones is concerned.

CHARGE 1V
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 4 BY PHIL SMART
(CJC NO. 06-0927-JP)

The Commission alleges that Judge Jones made a conscious decision to send a Notice of
Judgment to Complainant, Phil Smart, indicating that a judgment had been entered against him,

when in fact, the suit had been dismissed, and Mr. Smart had not been served with citation on the
suit.

The facts with regard to this complaint are pretty much uncontested. On December 23,2003
a Ms. Tonnette R. Byrd filed a law suit against Mr. Smart for $4,946.17. However, the Plaintiff
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failed to provide the Constable a good address for Mr. Smart to be served. A citation was issued to
the Constable on December 30, 2003, to serve Mr. Smart, but the citation was returned as
unexecuted, since there was no valid address given to the Constable in order to serve Mr. Smart.

In March of 2004, the Plaintiff was advised in writing that the Constable was unable to locate
Mr. Smart at the address provided, and she had fifteen days to provide a good address, or the case
would be dismissed without no further notice. Ms. Byrd failed to provide any further information,
and the lawsuit was subsequently dismissed for want of prosecution (see EXHIBIT “7”).

On June 6, 2005, a clerk in Judge J ones’ court erroneously sent Mr. Smart a Notice of
Judgment letter saying that a judgment was entered against him on June 2, 2005, in the amount of
nothing. The clerk should have sent a Notice of Dismissal letter, not a zero judgment letter.

Immediately upon discovering that the clerk had sent the wrong type of notice to Mr. Smart,
the Judge instructed Lenita Bailey, who is Chief Clerk Supervisor, to write a letter of apology to Mr.
Smart explaining what had happened, and apologizing to him for any inconvenience that the Notice
might have caused. The letter also explained that there was no judgment against him, and that the
case had been dismissed because the Plaintiff failed to pursue the matter (see EXHIBIT “8”).

Dallas County employees are covered under the Dallas County Civil Service Rules and
Regulations, as set out in the Local Government Code, §158.012, et. seq., the clerks in Judge Jones’
court are not his direct employees, but are employees of the County, who have the rights, duties, and
privileges, provided by civil service. Since Judge Jones did not instruct or intentionally allow the
clerk to send Mr. Smart the wrong document setting out notice of the dismissal of his case, Judge
Jones® actions could not possibly be knowingly, intentional, or willful, nor could they possibly be
a violation of Article V of the Texas Constitution or the Canons. Nor could a simple clerk’s paper
error (which occurred without any knowledge, consent, or direction of the Judge) be an act by the
Court that fails to promote public confidence in the integrity and impartiality of the judiciary.
Especially in light of the fact that, when Judge Jones did find that out, he had his chief clerk
immediately write a letter of apology to Mr. Smart explaining what happened and apologizing for
any inconvenience the Notice of Judgment might have caused him. The Court immediately placed
additional safeguards in effect to see that this problem does not arise again, and it has not occurred
again.

CHARGE V
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. S, BY BRIAN BRECKENRIDGE
(CJC NO. 06-0929-JP)

The Commission alleges that Judge Jones failure to set Brian Breckenridge’s tow hearing
immediately at the same time he filed the suit, and that Judge Jones’ decision to conduct the hearing-
although there is no evidence in the Court file that Mr. Breckenridge had been notified of the setting

- constituted a willful and persistent conduct, and violated Article V and various Canons of the Texas
Code of Judicial Conduct.
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As in the previous instances, the Commission has failed to accurately state the facts with
regard to what happened in Mr. Breckenridge’s case. Mr. Breckenridge was the Plaintiff in the case,
in which he alleged that he had been illegally towed, and asked for a hearing to get the towing
company to repay the money that he was forced to pay to get his car back. Mr. Breckenridge’s
vehicle was towed on May 16,2006, and an invoice from A.J.’s Wrecker Service of Dallas, Inc., was
issued to him, (see EXBIBIT “9”). Mr. Breckenridge sued A.J.’s Wrecker Service of Dallas, on
June 9, 2006. Mr. Breckenridge was given notice of the hearing when he filed the law suit that the
case would be set on June 19,2006 at 11:00 a.m. The said notice was on the citation that was issued
to AJ.’s Wrecker Service of Dallas, a copy of which was provided to Mr. Breckenridge the day he
filed his action. The trial date was immediately set when Mr. Breckenridge filed his case, and he was
given notice of that date then.

On June 19, 2006 when Mr. Breckenridge did not show up for the hearing, the action was
dismissed for the Plaintiff’s failing to appear and prosecute the law suit. Immediately upon receiving
notice that the Plaintiff was claiming that he did not receive notice of the setting of his case, the
Court reinstated the case, and reset the case for hearing on July 14, 2006, and notified both parties
by certified letter. The Commission admits that the case was reinstated, and that it was reset on J uly
14, 2006, and both parties were notified.

At the second hearing, Judge Jones again dismissed Mr. Breckenridge’s case for two
reasons.

The first reason was that the Plaintiff sued the wrong party. The second reason was that the
Plaintiff filed his suit too late.

The Defendant, A.J.’s Wrecker Service, argued to the Court that the entity that Mr.
Breckenridge sued, again, A.J.’s Wrecker Service, was not the same entity that towed his vehicle,
which was A.J.’s Wrecker Service of Dallas Inc. (see the receipt provided to Mr. Breckenridge,
attached here to as EXHIBIT “10”). The testimony at trial was they are different entities.

The second reason for dismissal argued by A.J.s Wrecker Service, was that the
Transportation Code, §685.007A, and §685.007 D, provide that any request for such a hearing must
be filed before the fourteenth day after which the vehicle was removed and placed in the vehicle
storage facility, excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays.

Section 685.007 D provides that any person who fails to deliver such a request, in accordance
with Subsection A, waives the right to a hearing, alto gether. Mr. Breckenridge’s request was several
days past the fourteen days allowed under §685.007 of the Transportation Code, and therefore, his
right to a hearing was waived, as a matter of law.

Although the Court did give him a hearing, the Court did not find in his favor because of the
delay in filing and service of the wrong party. The Commission’s allegation of Judge J ones’ failure
to set the tow hearing immediately at the same time Mr. Breckenridge filed his suit is false. The
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service of process was on A.J. Wrecker Service of Dallas, and the setting of June 19, 2006, is on
the original citation, which means the case was set immediately upon it being filed. The case was
filed and set June 9, 2006. The trial setting date was June 19, 2006.

The Commission’s second complaint is that there was no evidence in the file that Mr.
Breckenridge had been notified of the setting, is also false. The citation itself has the original setting
on it, and secondly, when the case was reinstated, Mr. Breckenridge was notified by certified mail,
return receipt requested, of the second hearing on July 14, 2006.

In fact, he appeared in person and participated in the trial, as the Commission admits in
paragraphs 34 and 35 of its allegations against Judge Jones. Even assuming Judge Jones’ clerk failed
to send the first notice, or the post office failed to deliver the first notice, neither of those actions
constitute intentional or willful misconduct on the part of Judge Jones, which would justify any type
of sanctions, or violate Article V of the Texas Constitution, particularly, in light of the fact that the
case was reinstated, a trial was held, and all sides were given the opportunity to present evidence and
did so. The Court has taken extra precautions to see that all notices are properly sent out in all
cases, and the problem has been resolved.

CHARGE VI
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 6, BY JOE E. WALTON
(CJC NO. 06-1106-JP)

The Claimaint, Joe E. Walton alleges that Judge Jones refused his request for a jury trial,
and refused to allow him to discuss his matter with the Court or sign a jury request form. Mr.
Walton claims that Judge Jones was rude and confrontational towards him, and the Commission
maintains that this conduct violated Article V of the Texas Constitution, as well as, various Canons
of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct.

The actual facts with regard to Mr. Walton’s allegations are as follows:

Mr. Walton received a traffic ticket on January 18, 2006. Five days later on January 23,
2006, he was given a Notice of Pretrial Hearing, which was set on February 9, 2006.

On January 23, 2006, Mr. Walton signed a Pretrial Hearing Notice and Acknowledgment,
in which he requested a trial before the Court (“I waive my right to a jury,”) and was expressly
notified that he would have a pretrial on February 9, 2006. '

At that February 9, 2006 pretrial, it was noticed that the pretrial was originally set at 1:30
p.m., the clerk marked that it was 8:00 a.m., rather than 1:30 p.m. Mr. Walton signed an
Acknowledgment certifying that he received a copy of the Pretrial Hearing Notice and
Acknowledgment on January 23,2006. It was also signed by the Clerk, M.C. Johnson, on January
23,2006, and it appears that the changes to the a.m. and p.m. were made by the Clerk, M.C. Johnson,
at the January 23,2006, hearing. A copy of that signed Acknowledgment by Mr. Walton is attached
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hereto as EXHIBIT “11.”

On February 9, 2006, at the pretrial, Mr. Walton was advised that his trial date was set on
May 23, 2006. On April 7, 2006, Mr. Walton was sent notice by the Court that his case had been
set for trial on May 23, 2006 at 8:00 a.m. The said Notice is attached hereto as EXHIBIT “12.” Mr.
Walton did in fact attend the Court on the trial setting of May 23, 2006, which was a non-jury trial
setting. The Acknowledgment Mr. Walton signed during the February 9, 2006, pretrial,
acknowledging his trial date would be on May 23, 2006 at 8:00 a.m., is attached hereto as EXHIBIT
%13,” and is signed by Mr. Walton.

When Mr. Walton appeared, the officer issuing the ticket was unable to attend. Attached as
EXHIBIT “14,” is a copy of a letter from the Constable to the Court dated May 23, 2006, saying
that the officer was not available for Court. A copy of this letter was shown to Mr. Walton when the
case was reset. On May 23, 2006, Mr. Walton was given a new trial date of July 11, 2006 at 1:30
p.m., also anon- jury trial date. Mr. Walton acknowledged the receipt of that resetting by signing
a Notice of Resetting, which is attached hereto as EXHIBIT “15.” Mr. Walton was also sent a ‘
Notice of Hearing letter dated June 1, 2006, again, notifying him of the July 11, 2006 trial setting.
A copy of that notice is attached hereto as EXHIBIT “16.”

On the July 11, 2006 setting date, Mr. Walton appeared, and for the first time, decided that
he wanted to have a jury trial. The prosecutor obj ected to passing the case again, and announced

ready for trial. The Court denied the Defendant’s request for a continuance, and went to trial on the
case. :

He was advised at that time by Judge Jones and by the prosecutor that this was not a jury trial
setting day, and that he had not requested a jury trial, and therefore, would not be entitled to a jury
trial. Mr. Walton insisted that he wanted a jury trial, and that he was entitled to a jury trial. Upon
that insistence, the prosecutor, Dallas County Assistant Attorney, Marty Scott, went to the Court’s
jacket file, found a copy of EXHIBIT «“17,” in which Mr. Walton pled not guilty, and saw that Mr.
Walton had checked that he wanted a trial before the Court, and expressly stated that he had waived
his right to a jury trial.

The copy of the Pretrial Hearing Notice and Acknowledgment and plea of not guilty
submitted to the Commission by Mr. Walton has been altered by Mr. Walton or some other person,
and is not a true and correct copy of the plea of not guilty and request for a trial before the Court that -
Mr. Walton actually signed. At the time he signed that document, he was given a copy and either
he or some other person has scratched out the request for a trial before the Court, and has checked
a jury trial. The true facts are that Mr. Walton elected a non-jury trial, and either he or some other
person on his behalf, has altered a copy of the Court’s actual plea documentation. A copy of the
altered plea documentation is attached hereto as EXHIBIT “18.” The Court has the unaltered
original documents signed by Mr. Walton.

RESPONSE T0O NOTICE OF FORMAL PROCEEDINGS PAGE 10
HAMR\1687.02\Response-Notice of Formal Proceedings. wpd B



Mr. Walton made his first appearance before the Court on January 23, 2006, and he made his

first request for a jury trial on July 11, 2006, on the actual date the case was set for trial before the
Court.

Section 45.025 of the Code of Criminal Procedure provides that in the Justice Court if the
accused waives a trial by jury in writing, the Judge shall hear and determine the cause without a jury.
In the case of Tai Huynh v. The State of Texas, 901 S.W.2d 480 (Tex. Crim. App. 1995), the Court
of Criminal Appeals ruled thatina municipal or justice court, the waiver of ajury trial need not even
be in writing for the Defendant to waive his right to trial by jury in a municipal or justice court.
There is no statute or case law which allows a Defendant to request a trial by the Court, and then
seven months later withdraw that request and ask for ajury to further delay his trial. In fact, the law
is clear that the burden is on the Defendant to timely request a jury, or he waives that right
completely. Graham v. State, 769 S.W.2d 594 (Tex. Crim. App.1989).

At no time was Judge Jones confrontational or rude or injudicious to Mr. Walton. Judge
Jones did however, firmly refuse to allow him, at the last moment, on a second non-jury trial setting
to postpone the case again to seek a jury trial.

Since Mr. Walton waived his right to a jury trial in writing, the Court was well within its
right to deny his last minute request for a jury trial, and such a denial is lawful, proper, and within
the lawful discretion of the Court, and cannot, and does not, and will not, constitute any violation
of Article V of the Texas Constitution, nor any Canon of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct.

CHARGE VII
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 7, BY JUDGE VICKI GRAY
(CJC NO. 07-0090-JP)

The Commission alleges that Judge Jones’ decision to forfeit the fines that Lonnie D. Ward
(“Defendant”) paid in Navarro County in satisfaction of his Dallas County cases, and Judge Jones’
refusal to close Defendant’s cases, constituted conduct that was a violation of Article V of the Texas
Constitution and various Canons of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct.

In fact, Judge Jones never made any such decision to forfeit fines, nor did he intentionally
refuse to close Defendant’s’s cases in a manner that would constitute any violations of Article V, of
the Texas Constitution or the Canons of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct.

Defendant Ward’s cases were, in fact, handled improperly, and the warrants were notrecalled
in a timely manner. However, none of the several problems that caused this failure to timely recall
the warrants were the fault of Judge Jones.

On January 29,2005, Defendant was arrested in Parker County for outstanding warrants out
of Judge Jones® court for no seat belt, failure to maintain financial responsibility, and failure to
display a driver’s license. The Defendant had been previously cited, and had filed to appear in Judge
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Jones’ court, so warrants were issued for his arrest (see EXHIBIT “19.”)

OnFebruary 3, 2005, Judge Vicki Gray, Justice of the Peace in Navarro Count, allowed the
Defendant to pay $302 in cash, and he was given one day credit for time served in the Navarro
County jail to discharge his obligation on all three cases (see EXHIBIT “20”).

Despite the clear mandate of Article 15.18 of the Code of Criminal Procedure that requires
the documentation of the discharge of a Defendant convicted in an out of county offense to be sent
to the Court of original jurisdiction (i.e., Judge Jones’ Court), Judge Gray, in fact, sent the check
from the Navarro County Trust Fund and the letter accompanying the check to the Navarro County
Sheriff’s Department, not to Judge Jones. The Navarro County Sheriff thereafter sent it to the Dallas
County Sheriff’s Department, again, not to Judge Jones (see EXHIBIT “21,” the letter from the

‘Navarro County Sheriff’s Department to the Dallas County Sheriff’s Department), and see

EXHIBIT “22,” which is a check from the Navarro County Trust Fund to the Dallas County
Sheriff’s Office and a transmittal letter.

In the transmittal letter on Exhibit “21” from the Navarro County Sheriff’s Department to
the Dallas County Sheriff’s Department, the Navarro County Sheriff failed to distinguish whether
or not the money being transmitted was a cash bond or for a fine.

Consequently, the Dallas County Sheriff’s Office erroneously transferred the cashto Judge
Jones’ court in the form of a cash bond, rather than a receipt for the fine paid (see EXHIBIT “23”).

Because of the errors of Judge Gray, the Navarro County Sheriff’s Department and the
Dallas County Sheriff’s Department, Judge Jones was forwarded a cash bond on Defendant’s seat
belt ticket, rather than a notation that the fines had been paid and discharged in full.

As a result of the failure of Judge Gray and the Navarro County Sheriff to follow the express
requirements of Article 15.18 of the Texas Code of Criminal Procedure, Judge Jones’ court correctly
reset Defendant’s seat belt case again for atrial, and Defendant was given notice of that setting. That
notice to him of the new setting on the case was April 25, 2005 (see EXHIBIT “24.”)

Defendant again failed to appear at that setting or come to court to explain to Judge Jones
the problems that occurred, or that he previously paid and discharged the fines on those cases. As
aresult of his failure to appear at the new setting, Judge Jones issued a second warrant for his arrest
on the seat belt case (see EXHIBIT “25,”). At no time was Judge Jones ever aware of the fact that
the Defendant had discharged the cases in Judge Gray’s court, nor was Judge Jones ever aware of
the fact that Judge Gray had called his court and received an unsatisfactory response.

Immediately upon learning of the fact that the cases had been discharged in Judge Gray’s
court, Judge Jones withdrew the warrants that day, and subsequently instituted a grievance procedure
against the clerk who Judge Gray alleged was disrespectful. The clerk subsequently left the
employment of Dallas County as a result of the grievance procedure instituted by Judge Jones. As
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a further precaution, all clerks have been instructed to forward all calls from any other Judges
directly to Judge Jones, even if he is in trial.

The re-issuance of the warrants against the Defendant, while ultimately improper, did not
constitute any wrong doing on the part of Judge Jones, or even his staff, since they were operating
on the information improperly transmitted from Judge Gary to the Navarro County Sheriff’s Office,
which was further improperly transmitted to the Dallas County Sheriff’s Office, which was further
improperly transmitted to Judge Jones’ Court.

Judge Jones and his staff were operating on the information provided to them, and the actions
that they took were proper in light of the information that they were provided. Since no part of the
problems of documentation of Defendant’s cases stem from Judge Jones or his Court, neither his
actions, nor the actions of any of his staff can be considered to be violations of the Texas
Constitution, or the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct. Even if the clerks of Judge Jones’ court
improperly completed a capias warrant (which they did not) it would not constitute “willful conduct”
on the part of Judge Jones that would justify sanctions against him.

On learning of this problem with J udge Gray and Judge Hayes, Judge Jones has implemented
a policy that requires any person in the office who receives a call from anyone who identifies himself
or herself to be a Judge, to get that caller directly to Judge Jones immediately, even if he is in trial.
As a result of this corrective policy, to the Court’s knowledge, there has been no similar problems.

In addition, the Court has instituted a policy that when any problem with the operation of the
Court is raised by any other Court or law enforcement agency, it is directly given to Judge Jones
immediately.

CHARGE VIlI
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 8, BY JERRY LEE GODSEY, JR.
(CJC NO. 07-0269-JP)

The Commission alleges that Judge Jones intentionally refused to close out the cases of Jerry
~ Lee Godsey, Jr., after Mr. Godsey pled guilty and served out his sentence in Parker County Jail,
which constituted the willful and persistent conduct that was a violation of Article V and various
Canons of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct.

On or about the seventh day of January, 2003, Mr. Godsey was issued a citation for an
unregistered motor vehicle, as well as, a citation for no insurance. Mr. Godsey was advised to appear
at Court on March 25, 2003, he made no appearance, and on that date, two warrants were properly

issued for his arrest by the clerks, as permitted by law.

On August 30,2003, Mr. Godsey was arrested in Parker County, Texas, and was taken before
Honorable W. Wayne Hayes, Justice of the Peace, Precinct, 1, Place 1,in Parker County, at which
time Mr. Godsey pled guilty to the offenses and was given credit for time served on both offenses.

RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF FORMAL PROCEEDINGS PAGE 13
HAMR\1687.02\Response-Notice of Formal Proceedings.wpd



The out of county plea documentation from Judge Hayes’ court was properly sent to Judge Jones’
court on September 5, 2003, and received by Judge J ones’ Court.

By virtue of a clerical error, the disposition of the cases from Parker County was not noted
on the Court’s computer by the personnel responsible for making those entries, and the warrants
were not properly withdrawn because the clerk staffinJ udge Jones’ court wrongfully believed that,
since there was no capias warrant issued, the Defendant should not be given credit for time served.
Once the error was called to Judge Jones’ attention on December 15,2006, he immediately had the
cases and warrants withdrawn and recalled that day.

Judge Jones further, through the call logs, determined that a clerk by the name of KishaLowe
was responsible for the errors that were made on Mr. Godsey’s case, and was responsible for not
being responsive to Mr. Godsey’s inquires. ‘

On or about the time Judge Jones discovered that it was Ms. Lowe who did not help Mr.
Godsey, Ms. Lowe was o1 maternity leave. When she attempted to come back to work for Judge
Jones, he refused to have her back, and she has not worked at Judge Jones’ court since that time.

At no time was Judge Jones personally aware of the failure to recall Mr. Godsey’s warrants,
nor was Judge Jones aware of the fact that Mr. Godsey had served histime in Parker County, nor was
Judge Jones ever personally aware of the fact that Judge Hayes, or any other person, had called
concerning these problems. Once Judge Jones became aware, he did everything in his power that
day, to correct all the problems Mr. Godsey encountered. '

A clerical error in the court documents does not constitute a violation of the Constitution or
Texas Code of Judicial Conduct, nor does it constitute any possible «willful conduct” on the part of
Judge Jones, which would justify sanctions against him.

On learning of this problem with Judge Gray and Judge Hayes, Judge Jones has implemented
a policy that requires any person in the office who receives a call from anyone who identifies himself
or herself to be a Judge, to get that caller directly to Judge Jones immediately, even if he is in trial.
As a result of this corrective policy, to the Court’s knowledge, there has been no similar problems.

In addition, the Court has instituted a policy that when any problem with the operation of the

Court is raised by any other Court or law enforcement agency, it 15 directly given to Judge Jones
immediately.

CHARGE IX
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 9, BY NICKALETTE COOK BRISBY AND JOHN COOK

(CJCNO. 07-0393-JP)

The Commission alleges that Judge Jones’ improperly calculated the time requirement for
a vehicle registration by Nickalette Cook Brisby, and issued an inaccurate arrest warrant for Ms.
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Brisby, and failed to respond to the Commission’s inquiry in a timely manner, all of which
constituted violations of Article V of the Texas Constitution, and various Canons of the Texas Code
of Judicial Conduct.

The actual facts of this case are that on April 25, 2006, Ms. Brisby was cited by a Deputy
Constable Officer for misuse of a dealer’s tag and expired license plate. At the time her citations
were issued to Ms. Brisby, by Deputy Kelly Head, a Dallas County Deputy Constable, Ms. Brisby
showed Deputy Head a copy of the Bill of Sale for the car listing the purchase date as March 30,
2006. Ms. Brisby provided the same documentation to the Court at the time of her trial before the
Court, held on October 24, 2006.

Texas Administrative Code Title 43, Part L, Chapter 8, Subchapter E, Rule 8.144, provides
that a car purchased at a public motor auction (as Ms. Brisby’s car was), must have an application
for title within twenty working days of the purchase at the public auction. No title was applied for
on Ms. Brisby’s vehicle until April 28,2006. (A copy of the Application for Title is attached hereto
as EXHIBIT “26”).

Ms. Brisby’s own documentation showed that the car was purchased on March 30, 2006, and
the citation was written on April 25, 2006. To be in compliance with the Transportation Code
§501.0234(f), a vehicle registration in Texas must be filed within twenty working days of the date
of the sale of the vehicle. At the time of the citation, and even more so at the time of the registration
of the vehicle, the vehicle was in violation of the Transportation Code, Article 501 .0234(f), and the

Court was legally correct in so ruling (see the Affidavit of Deputy Head attached hereto as
EXHIBIT “277).

Further, the Commission in paragraph 73 of the facts substantiating Complaint IX, by Ms.
Brisby, the Commission maintains that the Court issued improper capias pro fine warrants, in that
they failed to state that Nickalette had already been convicted of the offense. The Court’s jackets
and the computer in the Court reflect that no capias pro fine warrants Were ever issued for Ms.
Brisby. Since no capias pro fine warrants were ever issued, they could not have been issued
- improperly.

And, even if capias pro fine warrants were issued, and issued improperly or defectively, that
would not constitute judicial misconduct on the part of Judge Jones that would justify sanctions
against Judge Jones as a matter of law, since they were issued by the clerk of the court, as allowed
in the applicable version of the Texas Code of Criminal Procedure, §23.01, and a clerical mistake
is not the necessary “willful conduct” required to sanction Judge Jones.

With regard to the charge that the Judge was several months late in submitting his response
to the Commission on this charge when he was first requested to do so, Judge Jones provided his
prior counsel with all of the information necessary for a response in a timely manner after it was
submitted to him by prior counsel.
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If in fact, prior counsel was late in submitting the request to Judge Jones, or was late in
sending in the responses made by Judge Jones. Judge Jones would still not be guilty of a willful
violation of the Code of Judicial Conduct, or even disrespect to the Commission.

Even if Judge Jones himself was lacking in diligence in being several months late in the
response (he was not), that itself also would not constitute a willful violation of the Code of Judicial
Conduct, as a matter of law. “Willful conduct (necessary to violate the Code of Judicial Conduct)
is the intentional or grossly indifferent misuse of judicial office, involving more than error of

judgment or a lack of diligence.” In Re: Bell, 894 S.W.2d 119 (Tex. Spec. Ct. Rev. 1995); see also
In Re: Thoma at 489.

Judge Jones properly calculated the time requirements for the vehicle registration in Ms.
Brisby’s case, using her own evidence, and did not ever issue any capias pro fine warrants, and was
not in willful violation of the Code of Judicial Conduct by his response to these allegations being
submitted several months late by prior counsel.

Therefore, the Judge is not in violation of Article V of the State Constitution, nor
33.001(b)(5) of the Government Code for failure to cooperate with the Commission, when in fact,

he did cooperate with the Commission. Nor 18 Judge Jones in willful violation of any Canon of the
Texas Code of Judicial Conduct. ‘

CHARGE X
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 10, BY TERRY JAMES
(CJC NO. 07-0557-JP) a

The Commission fails to state any valid complaint against Judge Jones for his recusal of
himself in Mr. Terry James’ case, even if all their allegations are true.

Mr. James had appeared in Judge Jones” court as a Defendant more than once prior to this
case. During the prior cases, Mr. James had publically complained that the J udge was unfair, biased,
and in concert with the prosecutor. Mr. James also filed civil proceedings against Judge Jones. Judge
Jones rightfully felt that their contacts tainted his relationship with Mr. James, and the Judge wanted
to avoid even the appearance of impropriety or bias, so the Judge transferred the case on his own
motion. In light of their prior contacts, Judge Jones is obligated under Rule 18B(2)(a) of the Texas
Rules of Civil Procedure, to recuse himself. Rule 18B provides that:

“a Judge shall [emphasis ours] recuse himself in any procéedings in which:
(a) his impartiality might reasonably be questioned, and

(b) he has a personal bias or prejudice concerning the subject matter or party, or
personal knowledge of disputed evidentiary facts concerning the proceedings.”
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Judge Jones had, had previous problems with Mr. James making false accusations against
him, and therefore, Judge Jones, by rule, is obligated to recuse himself from hearing Mr. James’

case. Judge Jones took the only proper action he could have taken, and that was to transfer the case
before any decisions in the case were made with regard to Mr. James.

Under Rule 18B, a Judge may “sua sponfe” recuse himself without the necessity of any
Motion being filed by any of the litigants. McElwee v. McElwee, 911 S.W.2d 182 (Tex. App.—
Houston[1% Dist.]1995, re-hearing overruled, writ denied); and Merzger v. Sebek, 892 S.W.2d. 20,
(Tex. App.--Houston [1* Dist.]1994, writ denied, re-hearing denied, re-hearing writ of error
overruled, cert. denied,) 516 U.S. 868 (1995).

It would have been a violation of the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure and of the Texas Code
of Judicial Conduct for Judge Jones to have taken any action on this case or heard the case; therefore,
his voluntary recusal of himself as a Judge before any action was taken was proper, and could not
constitute violation of Article V of the Texas Constitution, nor Section 33.001 of the Texas
Government Code, nor any Canon of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct. In fact, had Judge Jones
actually heard the case and ruled on any of the substantive issues in the case. Mr. James could (and

surely would) then accuse him of being in violation of Canon 2A and Canon 3B(2), and Canon
3B(S).

As a matter of law, the failure of Judge Jones’ pervious counsel to file a response to the
Commission’s inquiry in a timely manner does not constitute intentional conduct on the part of the
Judge, and cannot be a basis for sanctions against him as a matter of law. An error of judgment on
a mere lack of diligence, cannot, as matter of law, constitute a willful act, as that is required under
the Texas Constitution, Article 5, Section 1-AA, la(6)A (most particularly when the lack of

diligence was on the part of Judge Jones’ prior counsel, and not any act on his part. In Re. Thoma,
at 489.

Finally, the case was transferred to another Judge in the same precinct. The case could have
been properly brought in that precinct, in the transferee Court, in the first place, since it is in the
same precinct. No violation of any law, rule, or code of judicial conduct was committed by Judge

Jones’ transfer of Mr. James’ case, or in the transfer to another court in the same precinct.

CHARGE XI
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 11, BY TAMMIE KAY SMITH
(CJC NO. 07-0559-JP)

The facts with regard to Ms. Smith’s allegations are as follows.

Ms. Smith came to the Court with her minor son for a traffic ticket. The Court was
distributing forms for the litigant’s to fill out with regard to their financial responsibility, so the
Court could properly and justly determine the proper punishment on any Defendant found guilty.
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Ms. Smith inquired of the Court whether or not she would be responsible for her son’s fine.
The Court advised her that because of her son’s age, she might, under certain circumstances, be
responsible for the payment of the boy’s fine. Smith became very angry, and began arguing with
Judge Jones, saying that she believes that the boy should be personally responsible, and not her, since
it was the boy who was driving the vehicle.

After that, the Judge was answeﬂng questions from the other Defendants in the Court, and
Smith kept interrupting him, and disrupting the court room by saying that no matter what Judge
Jones said, she was never going to pay the boy’s fines, and it was the boy’s problem, not hers.

Judge Jones asked Ms. Smith on three separate occasions not to interrupt his conversations
with the other Defendants in the Court. '

On the third occasion, Judge Jones called Ms. Smith up to the bench, turned off the
microphone, and told her that if she interrupted him again while he was talking to any of the other
Defendants, he would hold her in contempt. He then sent her back to her seat in the courtroom.
Shortly thereafter, Ms. Smith again interrupted the Court while J udge Jones was talking to another
Defendant, and reiterated the fact that she absolutely refused to pay any fine for her son, and that
nothing that the Judge said or did would make her do so.

Atthat time (which constituted at aminimum the fourth time Ms. Smith interrupted the Court
while it was in session talking to other Defendants) Judge Jones asked the bailiff, Deputy Otha
Jackson #127, to remove Ms. Smith from the courtroom. As Deputy Jackson attempted to remove
her from the courtroom, she acted in an aggressive manner, and began to refuse to leave the
courtroom voluntarily, at which time Judge Jones held her in contempt.

Because of her contemptuous behavior and refusal to follow the instructions of Deputy
Jackson to leave the courtroom, Deputy Jackson used his own judgment to handcuff Ms. Smith and
to place her in the jury box. He was required to remain in the courtroom while the court was in
session. Judge Jones did not instruct Deputy Jackson on what action to take with Ms. Smith other
than to remove her from the courtroom.

Tt was Ms. Smith’s refusal to reply to no less than four instructions from the Court not to
interrupt, and it was her refusal to follow the instructions of Deputy Jackson, which caused her to
be in contempt of court, and which caused her to, be handcuffed (see Deputy Jackson’s Affidavit
attached hereto as EXHIBIT “28”).

Allowing Ms. Smith to interrupt the Court proceedings on NUIMErous occasions at her will,
and allowing her to refuse to follow the instructions of the Court and Deputy Jackson, and disrupt
the proceedings, would have constituted a violation of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct 3B(3).
The action that Judge Jones took was necessary and prope. Particularly in light of the only
punishment the Court ordered was that Ms. Smith be removed from the courtroom.
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After Ms. Smith apologized to the J udge, he withdrew his finding of contempt against Ms.
Smith, and attempted to treat her in a compassionate and understanding manner. It was by Ms.
Smith’s own admission, even before her apology, that the Court asked Deputy Jackson to adjust the
handcuffs on Ms. Smith to make them more comfortable for her when she told the Court that they
were hurting her wrists.

Any non-respectful response to the Court while it is in session, in the courtroom, is grounds
for contempt. In Re: Bell, 894 S W.2d 119 at 127-129. The actions of Ms. Smith impeded and
obstructed the court proceedings, and were properly considered contemptuous by the Court. Even
when a Court holds people in contempt frequently and too easily, that is not willful conduct, as that

is required to justify sanctions under the Texas Code ofJ udicial Conduct. In Re: Brown, 512 S.w.2d
317 at 324.

Judge Jones® actions do not constitute any violation of Article 5, Section 1 of the Texas
Constitution, nor do they constitute a violation of any Canon of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct.

In fact, they were correct and proper, and in compliance with those same Texas Code of Judicial
Conduct Canons.

CHARGE XII .
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 12, BY CAROLYN JOHNSON-LEGENDRE
(CJC NO. 07-0966-JP)

The Commission alleges that Judge Jones intentionally prevented CarolynJ ohnson-Legendre
from raising her defenses to her speeding ticket at trial, and failing to advise Ms. J ohnson-Legendre
that she had the option of paying out her fine or performing community service, and the failure of
his counsel to respond to the Commission’s inquiry in a timely manner.

The actual facts concerning this case are that Deputy Constable, Andrew Harris, was working
radar traffic in a school zone when he observed Ms. Carolyn J ohnson-Legendre driving thirty-one
miles an hour in a posted twenty mile an hour school zone. Ms. J ohnson-Legendre sped through the

school zone, and it was necessary for the Deputy Constable to turn his red lights on and chase Ms.
Johnson-Legendre to pull her over.

The location in which the Officer finally stopped Ms.J ohnson-Legendre’s vehicle, was past
the school zone.

When the Deputy got out of his car and attempted to obtain the pertinent information for the
purposes of the citation, Ms. Johnson-Legendre, was uncooperative, argumentative, and prolonged
the traffic stop for a number of minutes by failing to cooperate with the officer.

By the time the officer was able to pursue Ms. Johnson-Legendre, to get the pertinent
information from her, and to check on her for possible warrants or other issues, and to go back to the
squad car to actually issue the citation, the citation itself was printed a 4:35 p.m.
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The school zone ceased being a school zone at 4:30 p.m., but the officer testified that Ms.
Johnson-Legendre had been speeding through the school zone significantly before the 4:30 p.m. time
period, and in fact her vehicle was actually stopped prior to 4:30 p.m.

The Officer also testified that while the citation itself was completed and printed at 4:35p.m.,

the offense occurred substantially before that, and before the 4:30 p.m. school zone speed limit
changed. ’

Ms. Johnson-Legendre was provided with a court date a number of months after the offense
because the AutoCite organization which originally handled the ticket was dilatory in forwarding the
trial request to the Court when Ms. J ohnson-Legendre asked for atrial. After receiving Ms. Johnson-

Legendre’s case from the AutoCite organization, Ms. Johnson-Legendre promptly received a trial
setting from the Court. '

The case in fact went to trial, the prosecution presented its case, and Officer Harris gave his
testimony concerning the actual time in which Ms. Johnson-Legendre actually drove through the 20
miles per hour school zone at thirty-one miles an hour, and why she was pulled over some distance
from the actual school zone (see Officer Harris® Affidavit attached hereto as EXHIBIT “29”).

The Court then gave Ms. Johnson-Legendre the opportunity to cross-examine the Officer,
which in fact she did.

After the officer was cross-examined by Ms. J ohnson-Legendre, she was permitted to give
her testimony and present any evidence that she wished to Judge Jones. She did in fact give her
testimony and submitted her evidence. Judge Jones did not prevent Ms. J ohnson-Legendre from
raising her defenses at trial. As a matter of fact, he allowed her to cross-examine the Officer with
regard to those defenses and to give her own testimony with regard to those defenses.

The Court believed the Officer’s account of where and when the offense occurred, and not
Ms. Johnson-Legendre’s account. That belief cannot constitute any violation of the Texas
Constitution or any of the Canons of the Judicial Code of Conduct.

The facts of the situations alleged to support Charge XII do not make any mention of the
Court failing to give Ms. Ms. Johnson-Legendre the option of paying out her fine or performing

community service, and therefore, as a matter of law, do not constitute any evidence of that
allegation.

However, Ms. Johnson-Legendre was in fact offered the option of community Service,
defensive driving, and deferred adjudication with all the other Defendants at her June the 132007,
plea docket. Offering community service is completely in the discretion of the Court, and even if
it had not been offered to Ms. Johnson-Legendre, that would not constitute a violation of the
Constitution or any Canons of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct.
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PRAYER

WHEREFORE ALL PREMISES CONSIDERED, Judge Thomas G. Jones prays the Special
Master find that the Commission has failed to prove the contested allegations of fact by a
preponderance of the evidence, and as a matter of law, has failed to prove Judge Thomas G. Jones
has violated the State Constitution or the Canons of the Judicial Code of Conduct, or the
Government Code, as alleged in each charged levied against Judge Thomas G. Jones.

Respectfully submitted,

LAW OFFICES OF MARC H. RICHMAN

MARC H: RICHMAN
State Bar No. 16878000
Legal Arts Center

- 304 South Record Street, Suite 200
Dallas, Texas 75202
Telephone:(214) 742-3 133
Facsimile: (214) 939-3759
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF TEXAS §
§
COUNTY OF DALLAS §

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared JUDGE THOMAS
G. JONES, who by me being first duly sworn, on his oath, deposed and said that. he has read the
foregoing Response to Notice of Fi ormal Proceedings, and that all statements coftained therein are
true and correct and based on his personal knowledge.

f F !
A
MZ@O}W& %&5\/&, XCW:.;:»

[TUDGE THOMAS G. JONES

_— SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME, on this the % day of
O Cunu ABA LA 2009. :

7 A
! (. ‘
(l/ A9 L N /&Slfu\q%m
NOTARY PUBLIC, IN AND FOR THE
STATE OF TEXAS

g ;
KATHY VIASHINGTON N
MY COMMISSION EXPIRCS 1}
July 5, 2008
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CHARGE I |
~ RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 1
BY JOHNNIE JONES
(CIC NO. 06-0163-IP)

Exhibits 1 and 2



e C“G#JTM ¥ ..

You have been charged with 2 TRAFFIC YIOLATION, and you have the right to em’pl‘oy an attomey.
“you may be able to require that this charge be dismissed b taking-a drivin safety course. However ou will lose t
vou‘_do not provide written notice to the court on of before your appéarance date of you desire to doso.””

TREE

| - ‘ W@A OF NOLO- CONTENDERE -
I, the undessigned, do hereby enter my appearance in the.above number cause of the offense of

e that right if

P

,__—-—-——'—'——-_—___—4 R
charge inthe.Court of Dallas County, Texas. I have been informed ofmy right toa jury trial. Tunderstand that upon myplea T

- 6f NOLO CONTENDERE (meaning no contest), the court will enter a judgment of guilty and assess 2 fine as a penalty. I -

_ dohereby plead nolo cortendere to said offenses as charged, I'waive my right to ajury trial and 1 agree to pay the penalty

assessed. .
() PLEA OF GUILTY
1, the undersigned, do hereby enter my appearance in the above number cause of the offense of

________—_—-————"‘_—__‘
charged in-the court of Dallas Cotinty, Texas. I understand that upon my plea of guilty the court will enter a judgment of
guilty andassessafineasa penalty. I do hereby plead guilty to the said offense as charged, [ waive my righttoa jury trial

- and I agree to pay the penalty assessed.

CHECK ONE IF YOU HAVE ENTERED A PLEA OF GUILTY

O  afn not indigent, but I request that I be allowed to pay out by installments, restitution, fine(s) and court cost

pursuant to the terms and conditions set by the Court.
1 am indigent, but request an indigent hearing.

Race Sex Dite of Birth Driver’s License #

5

City/State/Zip Code Home Phone #

Home Address
Defendant’s plea as entered above is subject to Judge’s approval App, Rejected
The State of Texas = INTHE JUSTICE OF THE ' '

SCHEDULED PAYMENT AGREEMENT.

vs. PEACE COURT PRECINCT #1 ONE TIME FEE OF 525.00 FOR ONE EXT. ONLY

DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS r caser eicour | DUE exr. | CIK

COST AMT - DATE DRT

Initials

WAIVER - TodouanloH | 28]~ U0 N3
THE COURT HAS EXPLAINED TO ME MY RIGHT .

TO BE RELEASED TO PAY THE FINE AND/OR c

COURT COST AT SOME LATER DATE IN THE -
MANNER PRESCRIBED IN ARTICLE 42.15 cce.X

UNDERSTAND THAT I HAVE SUCH RIGHT AND 1 -
HEREBY EXPRESSLY WAIVE SUCH A RIGHT IN . ' NO EXTENSIONS BY PHONE"

{ BE IMPRISONED IN THE JAIL FOR SUFFICIENT ~ Thisisyour formal notice that in the event you fail to
LENGTH OF TIME TO DISCHARGE THE FULL make each payment on time pursuant this installment
AMOUNT OF FINE AND/OR COURT COST . agreement, then you-are required to appear at this court
ADJUDGED AGAINST ME AS PROVIDED FOR BY -  on thesame date you payment is due eath month. The
. .. purpose of this hearing is for you to show-cause why you

you failure to appear will result in a failure to

have failed to make such payment. In the event you fail to
appear, then 2 warrant for your arrest will be issued and

appear

charge against you. 1 hereby acknowledge the receipt of 2

- . copy of the Scheduled Payment Agreentent and
: continuance agreement (notice of hearing date) and I
understand and agree that Y will appear on eachi due date

of each pziy.rgent, if X fail to make required payments.

7 (enclosure)  14/18/45

Uy

1717 Huels publh il 728, ﬂa//M% 2877

oo T

EXHIBIT “1”



CASE-NO. I 7 z/z%lozéé({

JOLmV)V J. d@ne/s S ‘
Plaintiff g ) JUSTICE OF THE PEACE
Vs. g PRECINCT.Z, PLACE 1
STATE OF TEXAS § DALLAS COUNTY TEXAS
Defendant ' :
' APPEAL BOND

. | T Yeras G, Tones
WHEREAS on the day of _,20__, before AdhertH-Cercone,
Justice of the Peace, Precinct'%& Place 1, in the County of Dallas, State of Texas,

recovered a judgment against

for the sum of § ,

besides costs of suit, from which judgment the said
has appealed to the County Court at Law of Dallas County.

NOW THEREFORE we, ‘ | | as

principal, and and as sureties

_ acknowledge ourselves bound to pay unto the said '

* the sum of § ~, conditioned that the said

shall prosecute his appeal to effect and shall pay off and satisfy the judgment which may be rendered

against him on such appeal.

WITNESS our hands this dayof ,20_
Principal ' : ' Address / City / Zip / Phone
Surety : Address / City / Zip / Phone
Surety : Address / City / Zip / Phone
- EXHIBIT “2”
 Examined and Approved this day of _ ,20

QPMWNJ‘ Acsaved mints gleos da mAd-e
Ju‘ige AlCerconk, Justll:e of the Peace §-1, Dalla}s C! ;unty, Texas
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CHARGE III
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 3
BY CORA CANADY
(CIC NO. 06-0883-JP)

~

Exhibits 3, 4,5, and 6



CAUSE NO. CC-06-377-b

CHAUCER VILLAGE APTS. _ § IN THE COUNTY COURT
Plaintiff (Appellee) §
i S R
V. ' 3 § -T LAW NO.2
_%%st?« L ~.(
CORA CANADY @@U@f W
Defendant (Appellant) ALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS

Order of Dismissal

BE IT REMEMBERED that on February 9, 2006 came on to be heard the Defendant’s

(Appellant) appeal from the Justice Court. Defendant, Cora Canady appeared for trial. Plaintiff,

Chaucer Village Apts. did not appear.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the appeal in dismissed
for want of prosecution. Al costs are taxed against Plaintiff, Chaucer Village Apts.

A]I relief not expr essly granted herein is DENIED

SIGNED this the g d'ly of Z'{/L 2006

WHN PEYJON
JUDGE PRESIDINCJ

EXHIBIT “3”

190 0499



Cause No. cc-06-377-b

CHAUCER VILLAGE APTS. IN THE COUNTY COURT
VS ATLAWNO. 2
CORA CANADY DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS

ORDER RELEASE FUNDS

On this the /ngay of @ﬂz, 2006 came the plaintiff to request the clerk in the above

numbered and titled case to instruct Dallas County, Clerk, Dallas Texas to release the funds in

the amount of $1,030.00 from the registry of the court.

It is therefore ordered, adjudged and decreed that the Dallas County Clerk shall release

$1,030.00 from the registry of the court to Cora Canady whose address 1s:

7575 Chaucer Place #1124
Dalllas, Texas 75237

Signed Kebroary __/_é , 20006

yée Pres(/éﬁgfv

EXHIBIT “4”
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. JE-0601780H, . . Rogss-
FORCIBLE m.z.—-ﬂ< & Gm_a.PHZMN # :

LMloocHﬂmaz

PP 04/28/06

.\I.I.I.l-.|||||.l,l|n,.l|l.l.|||.|.I.||.I.I.|.ll.l.l.|l.|||I.I.||.I_||l

PLAINTIFF: .
CHAUCER VILLASGE APTS
AGENTs C. ‘ANYANRU
7575 CHAUCER PL
DALLAS, TX 75237
(972) 780 8321

_ DEFENDANT -

CANADY, CORA
7575 . CHAUCER PL %1124
DALLAS, TX 75237

F/CC due ChaNge due -

-

DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY

L | EXHIBIT “5”

..|ll.|.ll|Il|||llIll[llll.l,.lllllIIllllll!lIl||l

N PR e A
1030 4 04.CosT

THOMAS G. JONES .
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE PREC. 1-1
. R DALLAS COUNTY _
. . ¢ 7201 SOUTH POLK ST. ' STE. 112
: : DALLAS, TEXAS 75232 .
(972) 228-0280




Received:

DALLAS COUNTY CIVIL

CORA CANADY
Defendant

On this day came ¢
Apts, Plaintiffs appeared a
for trial. No jury having b
10 the Court.

The Court, after he:

of action and the partjes, 1‘.

‘ Defendant Cora Canady is

‘possession of the property |
that Plaintiff is entitled to a
from (he date of (his Judgn

The Court further £
court cost. 1tis therefore fur
and court cost. All reliet nc

SO ORDERED thi

Feb 28 20r “4:05pm

ax:214-653-7779 Feb 28 ...8 16:03 P.02

CAUSE NO. CC-06-6827-b

§ IN THE COUNTY COURT

AT LAWNOQO. 2

§
§
§
§  DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS
§

ORDER GRANTING POSSESSION

to be heard the above-entitled and numbered cause and Chaucer Village

- announced ready for trial, and Cora Canady, Detfendant, appeured ready

1 demanded, all matters ol fact and things in controversy were submitled

ng the evidence and arguments, finds that it has jurisdiction over this cause
2 Coutt, after hearing the evidence and argument ol the parties finds that

iilty of forcible detainer and Plaintiff Chaucer Village Apts is entitled to

ated al 7575 Chaucer P, 1124, Dallas, TX 75237, 1t ix therefore ordered

“rit of possession of the above described premises on or after the sixth dav

L.
1s that Plaintitf is entitled to the sum of $1,802.50 for back rent owed and

er ordered that plaintiffis granted the sum of'$1.802.50 for back rent owed

pranted is hereby denied
he _/_/S:’day of Q//v\.ﬁ

V4

JUDGE P

EXHIBIT “6”

482 1§77



CHARGE IV
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 4

BY PHIL SMART
(CICNO. 06-0927-IP)

Exhibits 7 and 8
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DALLAS COUNTY
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE
PRECINCT 1, PLACE 1
THOMAS G. JONES, JUDGE

July 27, 2006

222 Americana
Palmer, TX 75152
Dear Mr. Phillip Smart:

This correspondence is in reference to a letter sent to you dated 6/6/05, in which you were informed
that the case filed against you had been dismissed.

However, the intent of that letter was not clear because; 1) You were not aware that you had been

sued; 2) the letter stated a judgment had been entered against you for zero (0) dollars, when in fact, the
case was dismissed because the plaintiff failed to pursue the matter.

. ' This letter is to conf irm that no judgment has been issued agalnst you and the case has been
dismissed. :

We apologize for any inconvenience this may have caused you. And, should you have any questions
i regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact this court.

Sincerely,

L. Bailey O\Lﬁb&

Civit Clerk, Supervisor

EXHIBIT “8”

® .
| %ﬁéHiBWg;/,LL
M Q(Urk 8

7201 South Polk Street, Ste. 112 Dallas, Texas 75232-3831 (972) 228-0280 -
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CHARGE V
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. §
BY BRIAN BRECKENRIDGE

~ (CICNO. 06-0929-JP)

‘Exhibits 9 and 10
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The owner or opevator of 2 vehicle that has been reaoved and placed in a USF without the consent of the owner or opsvafor of the
vehicie is entitled to a hearing to detersines{{) Wisther probable cause existed far the reseval of the vehicle() Whether a towing
charge impesed or collected in cornection wltn the vepoval of the vehicle was greater than the awount autherized by the political
subdivision or under Trans.Code Sec, B43.001, 643,003, 543,664 or 643.995, (3) Whether a towing charge imposed or collected in
connection with the remaval of the vehicle was greaber than the asount filed with 00T under Tans.Cade 643.287 and available on ihe
DOT internet website, (www,dod.state.tx.us), A person entitied to a hearing under this chapter must deliver a written request for the
hearing to the court before the 14th day afier the date the vehicle was placed in a USF, excluding Saturdays, Sundays and lepal
helidays., If notice is not givem, the l4-day deadline for requesting al grlng dues not apply, and the owner v aperator of the
vshicle gay deliver a written reguest at any tige. A person whe fails to deliver a request waives the right to & hearing, £ request
for & hearing sust contains (1) The name,address and phone nusher of the owner or opevabor of the vahinleld) The locatisn where the
vehicle was remsved(3) The date the vehicle was resoved(4) The nase,address and phone nuber of the parzon v las enforcenent agency
that aubharized the removal, of the USF in which the vehiele was placed and of the towing cospany that resoved the vehicie(D) &
copy of any peceipt or natifica»;an that the ownar or tperator vepeived frow the towing cespany or the YSF{AY IT the vehicle was

reppved Feon a parking facility, one or sore photos that show the 1uca+iun and text of any sign(s) pested ai the facility restrict-
ing parking of vehicles or a ,taﬁ aswl that ne such signis) was nosted et the parking faciliby. The ceurt may charge a 519 filing
fee for 2 hearing under this chapber. The court say award fo the srevailing party:(i} Courd cost (&} The reasensble rosh of photes

subritted under Section G685, @07(b) () {3} An agsunt equal to the amgunt that the towing chergs exceeded fees regulated by &
aolitical subdivisian, authorized by this code or by Chapter 97&3, ccupations Code, 1 acknowiedge that [ have vecelved fars B4-1f

wd do nive av consent with all the inforaabien it contains, T aoree that all of the inforeation a‘uiévf”Féaesnt P %rue Nl parvasis7
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| CHARGE VI
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 6
BY JOE E. WALTON
(CIC NO. 06-1106-JP)

| Exhibits 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,16, 17, and 18



: 3 - Y -_ B : ]
EMF‘LGYER N A
o ADDRESS '. BVAY
R WDF?,KPHONE#( A\

HOMEPHONE#( SR AR

) 'I the undersr gned, lo hereby enter my appearance in the above number
" catigé of thé offertse.of .. .-, charped in the Court of -

a 'Dallas'County, Texas I do hereby enter a‘p.iea of not gurlty and request

tnal before the court— (I WaIVC my nght to ‘a Jury tnal) v
and that 1 be no’uﬁed of the t1me and date tc appear for sard 11'151

: \\ cm{ zlP

(i STATEBARNO. -

ATE WILL RESULT iN THE - &
AS ADD)TIONAL cRI i NAL

- ExE AT Y -7 & K. ¥

"";s JP1-1 7201 S. PolkSt Sz‘e 112 Dallas, Texas 75232 © 972-228- 0280>u uv kY

expiend "=/



Nt
. - st v e e . - v o es e . . L..\m
o5,
Co T apt Eteygay o T LONIZSNS SIE9ESNGD
R . o : . . Pmaou .uu
| muzoh 3] quazk
e o S >44:mFumammm_
. _m.zq OOIBO LY FO-E3-S0 NO-
JQHmk mmu 13s. N33 . SuH 35v0 m>om¢ FAHL
- " yuwa 3or ﬁzoﬁuqz_‘ma, m¢xmhium uhqemt
- F- m¢¢aunmoo mmmz:z NOILIYLTD o e 4 . ,
o2 \mw INOE Jocmum - mzHammim -~ F5NI440 ” - H68BHYP0—LE HIEWAN 3SYD
3 | S o .. wIZSL XL.SyTiva
o : o - aaqzmmau 8EEL
_ , 4m¢m muw .zob4¢3
@o\n0\¢a 31va
.\.*\.*x*\.*\.*\"*x x*x*;*\.*x*\.*a .\.*\n*\.,*\.*,\.*x x*.\.*\.*\.*\.*.\. .\.*\.#x % )
g y L RRRRGGAAG xxwxxaxxaaxxxaa»axxxxxvxxxxxxxxxax%amawaxxaxasx AU . N
i : N € . , . - Yhwv AN
o SN _ : KEN%. - 0BEo-BZa-tass) 00 N ,
% . L yEL3 A L BETGL. BEXAL Sy o _ L GBEY% =
BTN O 2TT Y3ly tis ;4@& HLiNOS 1084 T Vs 23]
 hEB% T mu¢4m FOLONIOSYd.  ‘3ousSd ML . 40 uuHFm:h Y Y. .mm
: CGRAR - SaNor g qucz._ . C ABER BRf
I 2%/ A . _ _ o %R
w R4 S %Y
Y _ ONINYSH. 40 mqumz ‘ YA A
YR %%, . U%he%

a;;xxxxx;xaxxxsxxx;makaa\a ;x;xaxxxxxx;x»aaa;xxxs;xxxxxax4., A-v
N S YT .\**.\.*\n*\}\"*\.*.\. .\.*.\.*\Q\*\*.\.**\*\E&*\.&\0*\.*\’*\.x\.* YAV .




JUSTICE OF THE PEACE o L\
PRECINCT I, PLACE I - .
THOMAS G. JONES, JUDGE

' YOUR COURT DATE WAS ON FEBRUARY 09, 2006 e
'NEW TRIAL DATE WILL BE ON MAY 23,2006 AT 01:301>xv(//~08:00 AM

gl\ OO YW
<. A . C2-09-06
: > v lo % | R
DEFENDANT'S SIGNATURE DATE

\Tﬂf E. Welton
PRINT

. "~ Case Number
g b |

2)
3 -

CLERKS INITIALS

7201 S POLK ST., STE 112, DALLAS, TEXAS 75232-3831

HOGO2?

) zmga%/ A



CONSTABLE, PRECINCT 1
DALLAS COUNTY

Date: May 23, 2006

To: Judge Thomas G. Jones, Justice of th Peace Precinct 1-1

" Re: Officerbavailable fof court.

This letter is to inform you that officer T, Braziel #140will be unavailable for court

on the following date(s) 05/23/06.

® | EXHIBIT “14”

s - ot
E

OGRS

(k]

EXH@B&@‘MJ:Z

7201 S. Polk St. Dallas, Texas 75232 Email ddevar;s@dallascounty.org (972) 228-0006, Fax (972) 228-2254



= PRECINCT ], PLACE I
- THOMAS G. JONES. JUDGE

YOUR COURT DATE WAS ON MAY 23.72
NEW TRIAL DATE WILL BE ONQJULY 11, 2006 (@ 1:30 P.M

FENDANT’S SIGNATfﬁE DATE

@é@» o [ fh >(6‘~23 Q@@é

>(ﬁYb<§ 2’ (jﬁﬁfgk\

PRINT °

‘ | 'Case Nuinbm ;
- JTOLQ %%@M

m:

4)

'CLERKS INITIALS _. R/w/\ (\ O

7201 S POLK ST.. STE 117 DALLAS. TE\/—\S 75232-3831

EXHIBIT “15”
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‘ < 1EA OF NOT GUILTY - o
R I the unders1gned, do 'hereby enter my appearance in the above number >
L caise of the offerise.of . .. - chargedinthe Courtof . -
L 'Dallas Cotinity, Texas, T do hereby enter a plea of not guilty and request- E
| catise be set for | : e

L TN tnal béfore the court- ,(I Weuve my nght o' ame tnal) IRRE
e and that 1 be nouﬁed'of the t1me and date to appear for saud tmal coo

temsy .

PRE*-TRIAL HEARING N QTl CE ACKN.WLEDGMENT
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o \® PLEA OF NOT GUILTY -

I, thc undersigned, do hereby enter my appea:ancc in'the above numbcr '

- -cause of the offense of . : : . charged in the Court of
Dallas County, Texas. I do he.reby enter a plea of not gullty and request- B
the said cause be sét for , |

\)  Tury Trial - | o

) -trial before the court- (I waive my right toa me tnal)

~and that I be notified of the time and date to appear for smd mal .

v

PRE-TRIAL HEARING NOTICE ACKNOWLEDGMENT

' ‘DEFENDANTINFORMATION , DEFENDANT ATTORNEY INFORMATION

-NAME %E & L\\péz \fbh NAME

ADDRESSN? PO

ey, zp VSA - ADDREsé

EMPLOYER B NN RN . A o |
" ADDRESS N 7 e e
| WORKPHONE#( l ;(\ A k L
HOMEPHONER( )"~ . PHONE# - T
',"_TXDL# 9?731 33 e e
| “7‘ //5 47 RACE!SEX__'_.___'_/;_-STA'f‘EBAR NO_

YOu ARE HEREBY OTIFIED TOAPF’EAR FOR YOUR PRE—TRIAL HEAR!NG ON.THE FOLLOWING P
_ - H

e - . P W R n  EXHIBIT “18”

JT- - : . .. -H JT_' o H

“*PRE-TRIAL ON ,Aﬁk@ vy

" YOUR FAILURE TO PEAR IN COURT ON THE ABOVE DATE WILL RESULT IN THE
ISSUANCE OF A (NEW) WARRANT FOR YOUR ARREST AS WELL AS ADDITfONAL CRIMINAL
CHARGES FOR FA]LURE TO APPEAR. :

CEIVEDA COPY OF THIS PRE-TRIAL HEARIN G NOTICE A CKNOMEDG:MENT

- ?\- b,@(g@é

DATE

RIAL HEARING ON THE ABOVE C;ié ﬁ

&

YT N S N0A e 5
VISR

DEFENDANT WAS GIVEN ATRUE AND CORRECT COFY OF THIS

' C . @ .
mas G. Jones JP1-1 7201 8. Polk St. Ste.112 Dallas Texas. 75232 © 8972-228-0280 M H.L E



CHARGE VII
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 7
BY JUDGE VICKI GRAY

~ (CIC NO. 07-0090-IP)

Exhibits 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25
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B T aT

TCER G?‘AIF gTATE OF TEXAS-

ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE OR pPEACE OF

INGS

T
BGR

DETALN

YOu ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO ARREST AND

WARD , LONNIE DEON

THOMAS G LOZ
PLACE NO. 1, OF
DALLAS
TO Dzytﬁz THE
STATE, Ao WLT:

FOUND TN YOUR COUNTY AND BRING aﬁﬂszr ME
oF THE PEAGE IN AND FOR PRECINGT. NO. 1,
COUNTY , TEXAS, AT MY OFF .ﬁ s LDCATED IN THE r:.< QF-
T RAID DALLAY COUNTY, %Hzm%DZAHZiégzmz AND 4ZH RE:
a1,k OF TEXAS FOR AN O AGATNGT THE LAWS OF Sallb

IF T0 BE
A JUBTICE

ATRELT :?Le.oo.

THE SATD WARD, LONNIE DEON

OF SHERIFF

WHICH OFFENSE
WRITTEN COMPLAINT
OF CLEMMONSG ,

A MISDEMEANOR OF
16 ACCUSED BY THE.
AND UNDER THE OATH

FILED BEFORE ME.

pATE OF OFFENSE PTEMBER 21, 2002

OCTOBER 01, 2002

F L

DATE COMPLALINT

WARRANT ISHBUED TO CONST 1 DERICK EVANS

NOT BUT OF THIS WRIT MAKE BUE RETURN, SHOWING HOW YOU HAVE

SAME .

N FATL
EXECUTED THE

WARRRAMT

W TNESS MY OFFICLAL GTONATURE , THIS FEBRUARY 27, 2004 N@

CQF <:s _

FEOOR CONSTABLE RETURN:

FEB 2 7 200

paY OF .. ! .
nay OF ' ‘
DERICK EVANS, CONSTABLE

Dallas C
m: rﬁmnzﬁozaqurn* nmmc&nﬂﬂuﬂm e

8 COUNTY, TEXAS

ANI

TO HAND T
SUTED THE

DEPUTY. . . -

Miwxz

BOND AMOUNT % 200,00

NOD . JT0R2-3

.

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE

PREGCINGT NO. 1 PLAG

naLLAS COUNTY, TEXAS
[ A R L W W s W

. NQOL

N/
1.

[BA T 8T A
THE S8TATE O VEXAD
Vs,

WARD, LONNIE DE
sy PINSON
e WORTH, TX 76119

THL: 16848250
pOB:OL-28-80
B/ MALE

] ._ [ OO

SEATBELT

MISDEMEANOR

N

WARRANT  OF ARREST

BRUARY 2

WARRANT I8SUED

ﬁ:czpa.,. Lc4§,
JUSTICE QF THE
DALLAS COUNTY

ot SOUTH POLK ST, HTE
nALLAS, TEXAS 3 B
(H7RY BRB-0280

PEACE PREC

20
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1 ’ THE 8TATE OF TEE¥ WARRAHT MO,
L _
B : , BOND AMOUMT % 200.00
3 70 ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE OR PEACE OFFICER OF THE STATE OF TEXAS-
GREETINGS : . . JUSTICE OF THE PEACE
T! Do : .  PRECINCT MOQ. 1 PLACE MO. 1
L 0y ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO ARREST AND DETAIH DALLAS CQUWTY, TEXAS
L. = e '

“eurge®D, LOMMIE DEOM
uv THE STATE OF TEXAS

I¥ TO BE FOUND IM YOUR COUHTY AND BRING BEFORE ME, THOMAS ©. JONES vs.

4 JUSTICE OF THE PEACE IN AND FOR PRECINCT MQ. 1, PLACE NO. 1, OF DALLAS

e

COouNTY, TEXAS, AT MY OQFFICE LOCATED IHN THE CITY OF DALLAS , TEXAS WARD, LOMNIE DEQN
I SAID DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAG-- INSTAHTER--THEN AHND THERE TO ANSWER THE 5571 PINSOH
FT. WORTH, TX 76119

empTE QF TEXAS FOR AN OFFENSE AGAINST THE LAWS QF SATD -STATE, TOQ WIT:

AEATBELT 4$201.00

A szcmzwwzom OW WHICH OFFENSE THE SAID WARD, LOMNNIE DEONM :
5 ACCUSED BY THE WRITTEN COMPLATINT QF SHERIFF. - THL: 16848250

AND UNDER THE OATH OF CLEMMONS " FILED BEFORE ME. nog:01-28-80

. . . . B/MALE

DATE OF QFFENSE SEPTEMBER 21, 2002

DATE COMPLAINT FILED QCTOBER 01, 20072 . SEATBELT $201.00

WARRANT IS8UED TAa COMST 1 UmmHnm EVaAMNS . MISNEMEANQOR
8

'HEREIN FAIL MOT BUT QF THIS WRIT MAKE DUE RETURN, SHOWING HOW YaU HAVE WARRANT OF ARREST
EXECUTED THE SAME. . :

WTTHESS MY OFF

i

G

AL GTGHATURE, THIS JUNRE (7. 2045 ’ N WARRAMT TSRUED JUNE a7, 24045

JUSTICE QF THE PEACE

WO>zm TO HANMD THE.______ DAY QF__. i e AMD

UNMMQCHMU THE DAY QF _... e . s THOMAS G. JOMNES

= JUSTICE QF THE PEACE PREC. 1-

- DALLAS COUNTY

§o) s QHERIFF-CONSTABLE, PRECINCT MNO. . 2201 S50UTH POLK S8T. ETE. 112
TEXAS 752312

FEES $__ . . NALLAS COUNTY, TEEAS DALLAS
A , : (977) ZR8-0Z80

.
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ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE OR PEACE OFFICER OF THE STATE OF TEXAG -
R EEETINGS . JUSTICE OF THE
/V . FEECINGCT MO, ! PLACE ®¥M0. 1
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO ARREST AND DETAIM DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS
WARD, LONNIE DEOMN

THE STATE OF TEXAS

IF TO BE FOUND IN YOUR COUNTY AHND BRING BEFORE Em. THOMAS G. JOHWES , Vs,
4 JUSTICE OF THE PEACE IM AND FOR FRECINCT HO.. 1, BELACE NO. 1, OF DALLAS
COUNTY, TEXAS, AT MY OFFICE LOCATED IN THE CITY 3# DALLAS , TE¥XAS ~ WARD, LONNIE DEON

£571 FIWSOH

P

IM SAID DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS--IMNSTANTER--THEN AND THERE TO AMNSWER THE
2

5T 1 OF TEYAS FOR AN OFFENSE AGAINST THE LAWS OF SAID STATE, TO WIT: FT. WORTH, TX 78119
TS ANCRK I ) < 1 s miy WA = Gn{l
INSURANCE (NOMR) $401.00 . ALIAS W HRRANT
4 MISDEMEANOR OF WHICH OFFENSE THE SAID WARD, LONWIE DEON

1§ ACCUSED BY THE WRITTEN COMPLAINT OF SHERIFF TNL:16848250
AND UWDER THE QATH QF -ELEMMONS FILED BEFORE ME. DOB:01-28-80

: ‘ "~ EB/MALE
JATE OF OFFENSE SEPTEMBER z1, 2002
JATE COMPLAINT FILED OCTOBER 01, Z00Z . . : o INSURANCE (HOWE) $401.00
WAREANT ISSUED TO GON3T 1 DERICK EVAWS MISOREMEANOR
JEREIN.FAIL NOT BUT OF THIS WRIT MAKE DUE RETURN, SHOWING HOW TYOU HAVE WARRANT _OF ARREST

IXECUTED THE SAME.

T

dI1 .85 WY OFFICIAL wmqavﬂ:xs. THIS JUNE 07, 2008

. ' WARRAMT ISSUEDN JUME 07, 2005

JUSTICGE OF THE PEACE !

'HERIFF OR CONSTABLE RETURM:

ME TO HAND THE._____DAY QF - R N . AHND
FECUTED THE .. DAT OF.____ ey A . THOMAS ¢, JONES
U JUSTICE OF THE PEACE PREC., 1-1
N _ , DALLAS COUNTY
fol SHERIFF-CONSTABLE, PRECIMNCT NO.___. 7201 S0OUTH POLK ST. STE. 112
‘BES 3 DALLZ I EX&S 753232

.5 OCv TY, TEXAS DALLAS
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COMSTABLE OR PEACE OFF

Oc ARE HEREB mazavﬂumu TQ ARREST ANMD. DETAIM

‘WARD, LOMNNIE Umoz.

IF TO BE MOCZD IM TOUR COUNTI AND BRING BEFORE ME THOMAS G- JOWES
A JUSTICE OF THE PEACE IN AND FOR PRECINCT HO. 1, PLACE HO.
COUNTY, TEXAS, AT MY OFFICE LOCATED IN THE CITY OF DALLAS , TEXAS
IN mmHu DALLAS COUNTY, m%?mlstaHEZHﬂms:H:mz AND -THERE TO ANSWER THE

§ TE OF TEXAS FOR AW smqrévw AEAINST THE Lawid OF myHu §TATE, TO WIT:

-

myHr TQ DISPLAY DL mmuﬁ.oo

A MISDEWMEAMNOR OF WHICGH GFFENGE THE. 8AID s»mu, LONMNIE DEOH.

13 ACCUSED BY THE WRITTEM COMPLAINT QOF mmmm_qm T S,
AND UNODER THE OATH QF CLEMHONS " FTILED BEFORE ME.
'DATE OF OFFENSE SERPTEMBER 21, 2002

DATE COMPLAINT FILED QCTOBER QH~.NOGN

WARRANT ISSUED TO CONST 1 DERICK EVANS

"HEREIN FAIL NOT BUT OF THIS WRIT K&xm.ucm RETURM, SHOWING yow TOU HAVE

EYECUTED THE SAME.

v (HESS MY OFFICIAL 8IG GMATURE, THIS JUNE a7, 2005 .
TUSTICE OF Hmn PEACE

SHERIFF OR COMSTABLE RETURN:
CAME TO HAND THE_.__ DAY OF _ S S AND
EX@CUTED THE ________ DAY OF . _ . .
 hnU

e

o) . 4 CHERIFF-CONSTABLE, PRE CTHCT WO,
qmmw 3 DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS

NEPUTY .

WARRANT MQ.

1, OF DALLAS

BOND AMOUNT # 200.00

T
JUSTICE OF THE FEACE
PRECINCT HO. 1 PLACE Mo,
DALLAS COUNTY » TEXAS

SRS g

THE STATE OF TEXAS
VS,

WARD, LONNIE DEON
5571 PIMEQOHN
FT. WORTH, X

pIIRS AR

76119

TOL: 16648250
NOR:0i-Z8-80
B/HALE

FATL TO DISPLAY DL $241.00

MISDEMEANOR

WARRANT OF ARREST

WARRANT IS8UED JUNE 07, 20085

THOMAS G- Hozmm
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE PREC., 1-1

DALLAS COUNTY
7201 SOUTH POLK ST«
DALLAS, TEXAS 75232
¢97z) 228-0280

STE. 112



»,

ORDERED, THAT MQM’ DEFENDANT, WAS DISCHARGED IN THE
FOLLOWING MANNER, IN ACCORDANCE WITH ARTICLE 15.13, CODE OF CRIMINAL
PROCEDURE (CHECK ALL THAT APPLYVY:

" DISCHARGE OF DEFENDANT CONVICTED ON OUT-OF-COUNTY OFFENSE

V" PAID SAID AMOUNT INFEiE )/OR

WAS GIVEN CREDIT FOR FINES AND COSTS AT ( DAYS SERVED IN THE NAVARRO
COUNTY JAIL.. | - -

OR

DEFENDANT HAS BEEN RELEASED FOR THE FOLLOWING REASON(S) (CHECK ONE):
INDIGENCY (SEE ATTACHED SWORN AFFIDAVIT OF INDIGENCY);

ILLNESS/INJURIES ;OR
— OTHER: | .
. SIGNED AND ENTERED THIS THE _Z3 DAY OF Jr oo E 205
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE

NAVARRO COUNTY, TEXAS

***********-k***-k-k**********k***ij**********************************

TRANSMITTAL TO COURT HAVING JURISDICTION

L M ,/%M JUSTICE OF THE PEACE OF NAVARRO COUNTY,
TEXAS. DO HEREBY CERTJFY THIS IS A TRUE AND CORRECT TRANSCRIPT OF THE ABOVE-STYLE
AND NUMBERED CAUSE AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH ART. 15,13, TEXAS CODE OF CRIMINAL
PROCEDURE, DO DECLARE THAT ON THIS THE "2 DAY OFGEUIA A 2006,
 BEFORE THE 11" BUSINESS DAY AFTER THE PROCEEDINGS THAT WERE HELIQ)IN THE CASE, AND
DO HEREWITH TRANSMIT THE WRITTEN PLEA, ALL ORDERS ENTERED IN THE CASE AND ANY
FINE AND /OR COSTS COLLECTED IN THE CASE WERE TRANSMITTED TO THE JUSTICE/MUNICIPAL

COURT VMTION OF THE CASE, - JUSTICE OF THE
PEACE _\ ~ COUNTY, TEXAS /OR ' , MUNICIPAL JUDGE,
CITY OF .

EXHIBIT “20”

‘GNED AND ENTERED THIS THE 3 DAY OF éﬁ,mu&% 2005
-/

TUSTICE OF THE PEACE

" NAVARRO COUNTY, TEX

v -

EVHIDIY ANNONR



Navarro County Sheriff's Department

Criminal Justice Center \X
312 West 2 nd. Ave. _ - A\t
Corsicana, TX 75110 2/\\)
903-654-3002
; Leslie Cotten Don Barron
| Sheriff ' Chief Deputy
Date 01/31/2005

Dallas County SO
133 N. Industrial Blvd
Dallas, Tx 75207

Dear Sir:

‘ Attached is a check for fines and/or cash bonds for the case listed below:

WARRANT J02343184, J0234319H AMOUNT $302.00 CHARGE: no seat belt, FMFR, fail d

Defehdant: Lonnie Dean Ward FOR: fines

Check Number X L2207

Leslie Cotten, SHERIFF

BY Tommie Blue
Deputy

EXHIBIT “21”

exipit (- | 000009



NAVARRO COUNTY | FIRST STATE B ,
TRUST FUND | e 02920
300 W. THIAD AVE. SUITE 10 029207

ORSICANA, TX 75110
1/31/2005
PAY TO THE . "
ORDER OF Dallas Counﬁy Sheriff's Office $ #8302 00
*************************************************************Three Hundred Two and NO/100 DOl;LARs
‘Dallas County Sheriff's Office
-433 N. Industrial Bivd. -

Dallas, Texas 75207

L4

COANTF THEASURER 4

P S0000030 00

0232070 ki Li9L060M: 220

B SECURITY FEATURES INCI.UGED. DETAILS ON BACK. g

y 75%;\,\.\/

‘ EXHIBIT “22”

000010

exvisir _(-/
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Navarro County Sheriff's Department

Criminal Justice Center \5{
312 West 2 nd. Ave. o A\
Corsicana, TX 75110 Q/A»
903-654-3002
; Leslie Cotten _ v Don Barron
' Sheriff Chief Deputy
Date ~  01/31/2005
Dallas County SO
133 N. Industrial Blvd
Dallas, Tx 75207
Dear Sir:

0 Attached is a check' for fines and/or cash bonds for the case listed below:

i WARRANT  J02343184, J0234319H AMOUNT $302.00 CHARGE: no seat belt, FMFR, fail d

Defehdant: Lonnie Dean Ward FOR: fines

Check Number dgaz_é7

Leslie Cotten, SHERIFF

BY Tommie Blue
Deputy

EXHIBIT “21”

exhipit (- 000009



EXHIBIT

o BAIL BONL (Ca@h Bond) O( 02’5

- JAIL LOCATION
THE STATE OF TEXAS COUNTY OF DALLAS Other
LONNIE DEON WARD
(First) (Middle) (Last)
, Race:Black Sex: Male DOB: 01/28/1980
Bond No: R0234318 * MISDEMEANOR FELONY ¥V
Judge: Book-in No:

Date: 2/24/2005 Case/Warrant No: J0234318H

Time: 12:33 PM ‘ CASH BOND Receipt No: 05014126

Know all men by these presents: that we  LONNIE DEON WARD as Principal, and the undersigned

LONNIE D WARD as Surety, are held firmly bound unto the State of Texas in the penal sum of

thirty seven dollars (3 37.00 )and inaddition thereto, we are bound for the payment of

all fees and expenses that may be incurred by any peace officer in re-arresting the said Principal in the event any of

the stated conditions of this bond are violated for the payment of which sum or sums will and truly to be made, we
do bind ourselves, and each of us, our heirs, executors and administrators, jointly and severally. '

The condition of this bond is that the defendant has been charged with

SEATBELT and to secure his/her release from custody is entering into
this obligation binding himto make a personal appearance (instanter) before Court to which the same may be
transferred and based on said charge.

This bond shall remain in effect until discharged by due course of law

Witness our hand this _ 24th  dayof  February ,AD. 2005 .

Principal’s signature witnessed by:

Jailer | Principal
Agency: . ' ' Address: 5571 PINSON
City: FT WORTH State: TX

- CASH Zip: 76119 Phone:

BOND

Surety
Taken and approved by me this day | Address: 5571 PINSON
of | City: FT WORTH State: TX

Zip: 76119 Phone: ()
Lupe Valdez, Sheriff, Dallas Co., Texas
By: Deputy

EXHIBIT “23”
J-f 000020




il

oy

5]

BAIL BOND (Cash Bond)= § | E ?’ JAIL LOCATION

THE STATE OF TEXAS, COUNTY OF DALEAS~ Other
Vs, ‘
- LONNIE DEON 2006 AR WA
(First) (Middle) ast) °
Race:Black Sex: Male DOB: 01/28/1980
Bond No: R0234319 = MISDEMEANOR l ilgg;om v
Judge: Book! THOMAS G Jn».
Date: 2/24/2005 CASH BOND Case/W arrant NU: 5023i%q[:9q|1

Time: 12:19 PM Receipt No: 05014124
Know all men by these presents: that we LONNIE DEON WARD _ as Principal, and the undersigned
LONNIE D WARD as Surety, are held firmly bound unto the State of Texas in the penal sum of
one hundred eighty dollars (3 180.00 ) and in addition thereto, we are bound for the payment of
all fees and expenses that may be incurred by any peace officer in re-arresting the said Principal in the event any of
the stated conditions of this bond are violated for the payment of which sum or sums will and truly to be made, we
do bind ourseives, and each of us, our heirs, executors and administrators, jointly and severally.

The condition of this bond is that the defendant has been  charged  with

NISURANCE (NONE) and to secure his/her release from custody is entering into

" this obligation binding him to make a personal appearance (instanter) before Court to which the same may be
transferred and based on said charge. - ' '

This bond shall remain in effect until discharged by due course of law

Witness our hand this 24th day of _ February ,A.D. 2005 .

Principal’s signature witnessed by:

Jailer Principal
Agency: » } Address: 5571 PINSON
_ City: FT WORTH State: TX

CASH Zip: 76119 - Phone:

BOND
* Surety ' o
Taken and approved by me this day Address: 5571 PINSON :
of , City: FT WORTH State: TX

Zip: 76119 Phone: ()
Lupe Valdez, Sheriff, Dallas Co., Texas ‘ :
By: ' Deputy

2

xHBiT -/ o
BIT 4/ ; : 000032



FILED %?/QS |
BAIL BOND (Cash Bond) " JAILLOCATI '

THE STATE OF TEXAS COUNTY(ORPALIAS &4 g: 5q Other

LONNIE o DEON WARD

(First) T (Middle) T (Las)

Race:Black - Sex:Male"mN—' o DOB: 01/28/1980
BondNo: R0234320  MISDEMEANOR ___ BN AV T
Judge: Book-in No:

Date: 2/24/2005 CASH BOND Case/Warrant No: J0234320H

Time: 12:44 PM Receipt No: 05014129

Know all men by these presents: that we _ LONNlE DEON WARD  as Principal, and the undersigned

LONNIE D WARD _ as Surety, are held firmly bound unto the State of Texas in the penal sum of

eighty five - dollars($ 85.00 )andinaddition thereto, we are bound for the payment of

all fees and expenses that may be incurred by any peace officer in re-arresting the said Principal in the event any of

the stated conditions of this bond are violated for the payment of which sum or sums will and truly to be made, we
do bind ourselves, and each of us, our heirs, executors and adrmmstrators jointly and severally

The condition of this bond s that  the _defendant  has  been charged  with

' FAILTODISPLAYDL and to secure his/her release from custody is entering into
this obligation binding him to make a personal appearance (mstanter) before Court to. whxch the same may be
transferred and based on said charge.

This bond shall remain in effect until discharged by due course of law

Witness our hand this __ 24th  day of . --February ,A.D. 2005 - .

Principal’s signature witnessed by:

Jailer ' { Principal
. Agency: v Address: 5571 PINSON .
: City: FT WORTH State: TX

CASH Zip: 76119 Phone:

BOND
Surety e
Taken and approved by me thlS _ day Address: 5571 PINSON
"~ of _ - o city: FT WORTH State: TX

_ Zip: 76119 Phone: ()
Lupe Valdez, Sheriff, Dallas Co., Texas : '

By: ___Deputy

000042
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! 4-v THE 8TATE OF TETH A-v

3.

1 TO ANY SHERIF COMSTABLE OR PEACE QFFICER OF THE STATE O
GREETINGS:

/ﬂaa_ymm HEREBY COMMAMDEN TO ARREST AND DETAIH

,‘QVU. LONNIE DEON
IF¥ TO BE FOUND IN TOUR COUNTY AND BRING BEFORE ME, THO
& q:maHrL OF THE PEACE IN AND FOR PRECINCT NQ. 1, PLACE H
COUNTY, TEXAS, AT MY OFFICE LOCATED IN THE CITY OF DALLAS
'™ SAID uywh>m COUNTY, TEXAG--INSTAHTER--THEN AND THERE TO
¢ .TE OF TEXAS FOR AN OFFENSE AGAINST THE LAWS QF SATD-STA
SEATBELT $201..00
A MISDEMEAMNOR ow WHICH OFFENSE THE §AID WARD, LOWNIE DEOM
1§ ACCUSED BY THE WRITTEM COMPLAINT QF SHERIFF ]
AND UNMDER THE QATH QF CLEMMONG FILED
DATE OF OFFENSE SEPTEMBER 21, 2002
DATE COMPLAINT FILED OCTORBER 01, 2007
WARRANT ISSUERD TO COHST 1 DNERIGK EVAMNS

'HEREIN FAIL
EXECUTED

¥GT BUT QF THIS WRIT HMAKE
THE SBAME.

DUE RETUREN,

W, HESS MY Gvﬂw.mvw GRNE z»qcm 204045

lgmas A

SHOWING HOW

(s

1A58 G.

1, OF

AMNSWER
TE, TO

BEFORE

TEX

JOWES
U?Hrmm

A
&% )

THE

WIT:

ME

TOU HAVE

¥

TR

Lih

JUSTICE QF THE PEACE

SHERIFF OR CONSTABLE RETURH:
Wo>zm TQ HAND THE ____ DAY OF . .. . SO U
Um XECUTED THE . DAY QF_ - '
i)
-
b‘4 - SHERIFF-COMSTABLE, PRECIMCT

CEES § . NALLAS COUNTY,

DEPUTY.

AHND

L I

HAS

NT NG, JTOZ- m’m H

200.00

WARRA

BOMD AMOUNT ¢

JUSTICE 4F
PEECINCT HMO. 1
DALLAS COUNTY.,

THE PEACE
PLACE NO. 1
TEXAS

THE STATE OF TEXZAS
Vs
WARD, LOMNIE DEON
6571 PINSOH
FT. WORTH, TH 761119
TNL:1684825¢
ngE:dil-28-80
BAMALR
SEATHELT $201.00

MISDEMEAN{OR

WARRANT OF ARREST

WARRANT TSAUED JUNE Q7. 2005
EXHIBIT “25”

THOMAS ¢. JONES
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE PREC. 1-
DALLAS COUNTY
7201 S50QUTH POLK 5T. &TE. 1iZ2
NDALLAS, TREXAS 75Z23

A
(97A7Y EZZB8-0Z80



CHARGE IX
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 9
BY NICKALETTE COOK BRISBY

~ AND JOHN COOK
(CIC NO. 07-0393-IP)

Exhibits 26 and 27



-

B

Texas Department-of Transportation

4TTLE APPLICATION RECEIPT

COUNTY: DALLAS

PLATE NO: 065

LNY .
DOCUMENT NO: 05746938833170548

OWNER NAME AND -ADDRESS
NICKALETTE COOK
4511 HAMBLEN DR

DALLAS, TX 75232 e

VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NO: 4A3AJggggREOB4644

. EMPLOYEE

TAC NAME: DAVID CHILDS
DATE: 04/28/2006

EFFECTIVE DATE: 04/28/2006
TIME: 05:09FPM
ID: 09C2212

EXPIRATION DATE: 3/2007
~ TRANSACTION ID: 05746938833170948

REGISTRATION CLASS: PASSENGER-LESS/EQL 6000
PLATE TYPE: PASSENGER PLT .
STICKER TYPE: WS

VEHICLE CLASSIFICATION: PASS

YR/MAKE: 1994 /MITS MODEL : STYLE: 4D UNIT NO:
EMPTY WT: 3000 CARRYING CAPACITY: 0 GROSS WT: 3000 TONNAGE: 0.00 TRAILER TYPE:
BODY VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NO: TRAVEL TRLR LNG/WDTH: O
PREV OWNER NAME: RITE CHOICE AUTO SALES PREV CITY/STATE: DALLAS, TX
INVENTORY ITEM(S) YR
PASSENGER PLT
WINDSHIELD STICKER 2007 FEES ASSESSED
TITLE APPLICATION FEE 13.00
VEHICLE RECORD NOTATIONS ° TERP FEE 20.00
RELEASE OF PERSONAL INFO RESTRICTED SALES TAX FEE 46 .88
: : . WINDSHIELD STICKER 40.50
REG FEE-DPS 1.00
REFLECTORIZATION FEE 0.3¢
CNTY ROAD BRIDGE ADD-ON FEE 10.00
AUTOMATION FEE (LARGE CNTY) 1.00
TOTAL 132.68
METHOD OF PAYMENT AND PAYMENT AMOUNT:
CHECK #1050 $ 132.68
ODOMETER READING: EXEMPT BRAND:
OWNERSHLP EVIDENCE: AUCTION SALES RECEIPT TOTAL AMOUNT PAID $ 132.68
1ST LIEN
SALES TAX CATEGORY: SALES/USE
Sales Tax Date: 04/13/2006
2ND LIEN Sales Price 750.00
Less Trade In Allowance ’ .00
Taxable Amount 750.09
3RD LIEN Sales Tax Paid "46.88
Less Other State Tax Paid 0.00
Tax Penalt 0.00
//,/ TOTAL TAX PAI 46.88

LN |
g0t beer reeived for expiied
strafion on fhe above described vehick:

Batch No: 4693883301 Batch Count: 32

THIS RECEIPT TO BE CARRIED IN ALL COMMERCIAL VEHICLES.

Current law requires an,

i in counties wi

additional $1.00 fee (already
included)

th 50,000 or more vehicles.

THIS RECEIPT IS YOUR PROOF OF APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF TITLE AND REGISTRATION.

EXHIBIT “26”



DERICK EVANS

CONSTABLE, PRECINCT 1
- DALLAS COUNTY

December 24, 2008

Dallas County Constable's Office - Pct. 1
7201 S. Polk St.
Dallas, Tx 75232

RE: Citation #002793513
To Whom It May Concern:

On April 25, 2006 Ofc K.S. Head #107 was working traffic enforcement on Ledbetter (near its
intersection with Woodhollow), in the city and county of Dallas, Tx when she observed a 1994
Mitsubishi 4-door displaying a temporary tag that was not filled out completely. The temporary
tag displayed an expiration date only. Ofc Head initiated a traffic stop and contacted the driver
who identified herself with TX DL #18254705 as Brisby, Nickalette Nicole (b/f, 06-17-80). Ms
Brisby presented a copy of her bill of sale listing the purchase date as 03-30-06. The date the
offense occurred and the expiration date on the temporary tag were more than 21 days after the
purchase date. Cardboard temporary tags are good for not more than 21 days after the date of
purchase. The 1994 Mitsubishi also displayed the hard license plates under the cardboard tag and
an expired motor vehicle registration sticker. If Ms. Brisby felt she was cited improperly, she
failed to file a complaint with this office allowing us the opportunity to secure and review the
video tape which is kept for 90 days.

Ms Brisby was subsequently provided with a court date. The prosecution presented the case and
Ofc Head gave her testimony. Once the prosecution was finished Ms Brisby was advised she
could question Ofc Head and the prosecution regarding the citation. Once Ms Brisby advised she
was finished questioning Ofc Head, she was provided an opportunity to give her testimony and
present any evidence to the court and Judge Thomas G. Jones. Once she advised she was finished
with her testimony and evidence presentation, Judge Thomas G. Jones ruled on the case.

Respectfully,

) 4k , EXHIBIT “27”
Signature !Mk (o7
Deputy Kelly Head #107 SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED

BEFORE ME, THIS 24th DAY OF

e N y DECEMBER, 2008

, 4‘ ., SHERYL MALONE
Nota.r)LBub‘Ié Dallas, Cdunty Texas

Notary Public State of Texas
Gommission Expires
Sheryl Malone 02/
7201 S. POLK'ST. DALLAS, TEXAS 75232  PH. 972-228-0006 FAX 972-228-2254

Yo%,

iy,
N,

i

\)

oM

D

RGN FEBRUARY 12, 2008

M




CHARGE XI
RESPONSE TO COMPLAI

"NO. 11

BY TAMMIE KAY SMIT

H

- (CICNO. 07-0559-JP)

Exhibit 28



AFFIDAVIT OF DEPUTY OTHA JACKSON #127

STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF DALLAS g

| BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared DEPUTY OTHA
JACKSON #127, and being, by me, duly sworn, deposes and states as follows:

“My name is OTHA JACKSON, and I am duly competent to make this Affidavit. I am over
eight‘een (18) years of age, of sound mind, and I am capable of making this Affidavit. I have personal
knowledge of the facts herein stated, and they are true and correct.

Iam employed with the Dallas County Constable's Office, Precinct 1. 1am currently assigned
as bailiff for Judge Thomas G. Jones, Justice of the Peace, Precinct 1, Place 1. Regarding the events
of February 1, 2007, I recall that Judge Thomas G. Jones as he normally does, invites the people in
court to ask questions to which he would respond accordingly. Mrs. Smith asked her question, Judge
Jones responded, and moved to the next person. As Judge Jones attempted to respond to the
questions of others present in the court, Mrs. Smith would interrupt before he could finish. This
occurred about 2 to 3 times. Each time the Judge would ask Mrs. Smith not to interrupt but she
continued.

At one point Mrs. Smith was called to the bench the Judge informed her that he was placing
her on notice that if she continued to interrupt she would be held in contempt. Mrs. Smith returned
to her seat, but continued to interrupt the Judge and the court proceedings. The Judge called her to
the bench and reminded her of his previous warning and at that point held her in contempt.

When the Judge held Mrs. Smith in contempt, it is normal protocol that I then detain the

individual by placing them in handcuffs. At no time did Judge Jones order me to place Mrs. Smith

AFFIDAVIT OF DEPUTY OTHA JACKSON #127 PAGE 1
F\MR\1687.02\A ffidavit-Otha Jackson.wpd

EXHIBIT “28”



in handcuffs. I handcuffed Mrs. Smith with her hands behind her back, as she began to complain the
Judge asked me about the proper procedure for the use of handcuffs and could I provide her
relief by handcuffing her with her hands in front. I informed the J udge that I could and he then asked

that I do so. I complied with the J udges’ request and handcuffed her with her hands in front.”

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

SIGNED this _) _day of AN H ey 2009.

DEPUTY OTHA J%ON #127
Affiant

STATE OF TEXAS §
§

COUNTY OF DALLAS  §

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared DEPUTY OTHA
JACKSON #127, who stated to me on oath that he has read the foregoing Affidavit and has personal
knowledge of the facts stated therein, and they are true and correct, and that he has executed this

Affidavit for the purposes therein expressed.

SWORN AND SUBSCRIBED TO BEFORE ME on the day of Mﬁw.

T T
ol

f e KATHY WASHINGTON
|y I MY COMMISSION EXPIRES
July 5,2009

S

; 3;&1 o
H Z .o
thﬂﬁt}“\‘

Notary)%ﬁl‘ié i a@ fost the State of TW

AFFIDAVIT OF DEPUTY OTHA JACKSON #127 PAGE 2
FAMR\1687.02\Affidavit-Otha J ackson.wpd



CHARGE XI
RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT NO. 12
BY CAROLYN JOHNSON-LEGENDRE
(CICNO. 07-0966-JP)

Exhibits 29



1

DERICK EVANS

CONSTABLE, PRECINCT 1
DALLAS COUNTY

December 24, 2008

Dallas County Constable's Office - Pct. 1
7201 S. Polk St.
Dallas, Tx 75232

RE: Citation #002759940
To Whom It May Concern:

On November 30, 2005 Ofc A. Harris #131 was working traffic enforcement in the 3100 bik of
Martin Luther King Jr Blvd (which is a school zone between the hours of 2:45 pm and 4:30 pm),
in the city and county of Dallas, Tx when he observed a 2000 Saturn 4-door traveling at a speed
that appeared to be greater than the posted speed of 20 mph. Ofc A. Harris verified the speed of
the Saturn using his radar and discovered the speed to be 31 mph. Ofc A. Harris initiated a traffic
stop and made contact with the driver, who identified herself with TX DL #09568713 as
Legendre, Carolyn Johnson (b/f, 07-15-62).

While attempting to obtain pertinent information for citation purposes, Ofc Harris was met with
opposition. Ms. Legendre was uncooperative, argumentative and prolonged the traffic stop
several minutes. At the time of the traffic stop the flashing lights indicating an active school zone
were activated. The times for an active school zone are also clearly posted on the signs. The
vehicle was stopped prior to 4:30 pm. The citation was completed and printed at 4:35 pm. An
average traffic stop takes approximately 5-7 minutes when all necessary information is obtained
in a timely manner. Ofc Harris did make abbreviated notes on his citation indicating that Ms.
Legendre was uncooperative and rude during his stop, and a copy of the citation has been
attached. If Ms. Legendre felt she was stopped after the school zone ended, she failed to file a

complaint with this office allowing us the opportunity to secure and review the video tape which
is kept for 90 days.

Ms Legendre was subsequently provided with a court date. The prosecution presented the case
and Ofc Harris gave his testimony. Once the prosecution was finished Ms. Legendre was advised
she could question Ofc Harris and the prosecution regarding the citation. Once Ms. Legendre
advised she was finished questioning Ofc Harris, she was provided an opportunity to give her
testimony and present any evidence to the court and Judge Thomas G. Jones. Once she advised

she was finished with her testimony and evidence presentation, Judge Thomas G. Jones ruled on
the case.

Respectfully,
EXHIBIT “29”
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Deputy Andrew Harris #131

'SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME,
THIS 24 DAY OF DECEMBER, 2008,
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las, Coynty Texas

Sheryl Malone 02/12/0
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RUFf, SHERYL MALONE
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