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I. PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF INVESTIGATION 

 
This internal investigation report (“Report”) documents the investigation conducted to 

review and analyze the actions taken by employees and political appointees of the Attorney 
General of Texas (“AG”) and other individuals. This investigation is ongoing and reflects our 
understanding of the facts that we have been able to determine at this point in time. We believe 
that it is in the public’s best interest to not delay the release of these findings and we will continue 
to investigate. 

 This Report evaluates allegations made by former political appointees in a criminal 
complaint (and a related formal complaint made to the AG on or about September 30, 2020). These 
allegations in turn arose out of two criminal complaints made by Nate Paul. The investigation 
underlying this Report began on October 5, 2020, and this Report is limited to facts presented to 
the AG related to events occurring before October 5, 2020, and any relevant information that 
informs understanding around those facts (and subsequent interviews thereof), and inferences from 
all such information. Any allegations that were not included in the above-mentioned formal 
complaint or that have surfaced in the media after such date (in particular, the allegations made by 
the plaintiffs in a pending lawsuit, Brickman et al. v. Office of Attorney General) are not addressed 
in this Report.1  

The former political appointees that made the criminal complaint against Attorney General 
Ken Paxton (“AG Paxton”) are Jeff Mateer, Ryan Bangert, Lacey Mase, Ryan Vassar, Mark 
Penley, Blake Brickman, and Darren McCarty (“the Complainants”). See Exhibit 1, Letter from 
the Complainants Disclosing Criminal Complaint. Their complaint contained four accusations: 
that AG Paxton improperly: (1) issued an opinion regarding the State’s open records laws; (2) 
intervened in the investigation of the Mitte Foundation; (3) issued an informal guidance document 
regarding foreclosure sales; and (4) authorized attorney Brandon Cammack to act on behalf of the 
State of Texas in a criminal case. Because the Complainants accused AG Paxton of bribery, this 
investigation also examined whether these or any other acts relating to Nate Paul or his criminal 
complaints were improperly influenced by a bribe or other illegal consideration. 

This Report relies on facts rooted in documents, third-party interviews, and the application 
of Texas law. A majority of the documents reviewed were located within the Office of the Attorney 
General (“OAG”). The term “OAG” refers to the collective body of buildings, employees, 
document systems, email systems, and files belonging to the AG. However, through the course of 
this investigation, it was discovered that some of the Complainants operated in an unaccountable 
manner by not documenting their actions, instructing subordinates not to document their actions, 
dismissing other employees so that they could have secret meetings, deleting emails, and 
potentially other acts taken to conceal behaviors, processes, and evidence. Therefore, it is 
impossible to affirm that all documents, communications, emails, or evidence have been 

 
1 Complainants memorialized their allegations against Ken Paxton in writing around September 30, 2020. 
Several months later, a subset of the Complainants has made additional allegations in a lawsuit, which were 
not included in their original September 30 written complaint. Since those allegations were not found within 
OAG records (nor found within their September complaint), they are not addressed in this Report.  
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discovered through this investigation. We reserve the right to update and modify this Report and 
its conclusions, in the event that additional relevant documents or evidence are found. 
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II. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
The Complainants’ allegations are either factually incorrect or legally deficient.2 Review 

of relevant documents and interviews, and based on the timeline and analysis laid out in this 
Report, this investigation revealed the following:  

• AG Paxton’s actions were lawful, and consistent with his legal duties and prior actions taken 
by Attorneys General of Texas. AG Paxton committed no crime. 
 

• The Complainants provided no evidence to OAG of a bribe, and likewise the investigation 
otherwise uncovered no evidence of a quid pro quo relationship between Paul and AG Paxton.  
 

• The actions taken by AG Paxton in his official capacity or his authorized designees were 
likewise proper pursuant to his legal obligations.  
 

• Contradictory to the claims made by the Complainants in their formal complaint, the following 
actions by AG Paxton were indeed lawful: 

 
o First Claim: The Open Records division issued a closed letter that made a determination 

not to disclose information to the requestor (who was allegedly connected to Nate Paul) on 
due process grounds. On two prior occasions involving Nate Paul’s interests, the Open 
Records Division sided with the government agency against disclosing to Nate Paul (or his 
attorney), consistent with the position taken by the United States Department of Justice’s 
briefing. 

  
o Second Claim: AG Paxton’s actions to intervene, investigate and mediate a possible 

settlement regarding the Mitte Foundation were in keeping with past investigations into 
that charity. Former Attorney General, and now Governor, Greg Abbott had previously 
sued the Mitte Foundation, as the Mitte Foundation has a long history of bad acts and 
scandals requiring government intervention and private litigation. AG Paxton’s 
involvement is consistent with his predecessor and in line with his required duties and legal 
obligations as Attorney General of Texas. Most relevant here, the position taken by the AG 
in this litigation was adverse to Nate Paul and in support of a higher settlement amount to 
be paid by Nate Paul to the Mitte Foundation, as opposed to the prospect of continued and 
costly litigation that would disproportionately benefit the charity’s court-appointed 
receiver and its lawyer.  

 
o Third Claim: The informal guidance letter regarding foreclosure sales written by Bangert 

was made in response to a request for disaster counsel advice from Texas Senator Bryan 
Hughes during the height of the pandemic, and not for the benefit of Nate Paul.  

 
o Fourth Claim: In connection with the two criminal referrals made by the Travis County 

District Attorney’s Office (“TCDAO”) to OAG, AG Paxton (with input from Mateer) 
 

2 As this investigation remains ongoing, this Report will be updated and supplemented as further 
interviews are conducted and if any additional evidence is obtained.   
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retained Brandon Cammack as outside counsel for OAG. Cammack legally and properly 
exercised authority delegated to him by both AG Paxton and the TCDAO. Cammack was 
designated as outside counsel for OAG by AG Paxton, and he was also knowingly 
appointed as a Special Prosecutor by TCDAO. Texas law authorized Cammack to serve in 
these two capacities simultaneously.3 In particular, the following deficiencies with the 
Complainants’ allegations are noted: 
 
 At the time the Complainants made their criminal complaint against AG Paxton, they 

did not know that Cammack had been appointed outside counsel, nor did they know 
that TCDAO had appointed him as a special prosecutor for both criminal referrals. 
Without this knowledge, the Complainants incorrectly assumed that Cammack acted 
illegally by taking various actions, though he was in fact authorized to take such 
actions. This misunderstanding underlies several of the false allegations and 
assumptions Complainants made in their complaint. 

 
 Likewise, though the Complainants said in their written criminal complaint that “staff 

refused to approve the request to retain outside legal counsel to investigate the Travis 
County complaint,” several Complainants participated in the process leading to 
Cammack’s engagement. For example, then-First Assistant Attorney General Jeff 
Mateer took part in interviewing candidates for outside counsel for this investigation, 
including Cammack. Another Complainant, then-Deputy Attorney General Ryan 
Vassar, drafted the outside counsel contract for Cammack, emailed it to the parties, and 
approved the contract in DocuSign. Cammack’s engagement as outside counsel was 
further recommended by then-General Counsel (and now Chief of Staff) Lesley French, 
at the request of Vassar.  

 
 TCDAO, through First Assistant Mindy Montford and Director of Special Prosecutions 

Don Clemmer, voluntarily and with full knowledge of what they were investigating 
opened two different criminal investigations referenced herein as Referral #1 and 
Referral #2. Referral #1 related to allegations regarding tampering by federal and state 
officials of a government record (i.e., altering a search warrant after it was signed by a 
federal magistrate). Referral #2 related to allegations of a conspiracy by private persons 
and entities to foreclose properties owned by Nate Paul’s companies at fraudulently 
lowered prices.  

 
 Material facts were unknown, ignored, and, in some cases, willfully obfuscated by the 

Complainants. For example, the Complainants did not know about Referral #2, which 
was material to the false assumptions within their criminal complaint. Referral #2 
involved different potential defendants and different potential crimes than Referral #1.  

 
 TCDAO did not recuse themselves from either Referral #1 or Referral #2, and 

therefore, under Texas law, TCDAO retained legal care, custody, and control of the 
investigations. 

 
3 This is not uncommon in Texas government. For example, a Department of Family and Protective 
Services lawyer is sometimes deputized to be a Special Assistant Attorney General by OAG, and such 
lawyer serves in both roles simultaneously.   
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 OAG could only “assist” TCDAO in their investigation because there had been no 

recusal by TCDAO. 
 

 Cammack never personally appeared before a judge or before a grand jury in the 
referrals he was working on, but he instead relied on TCDAO to have the subpoenas 
issued. 

 
 TCDAO Chief of Public Integrity Unit Amy Meredith and her staff, including Bailey 

Molnar, with the full knowledge and assistance of TCDAO Director of Special 
Prosecutions Don Clemmer, were responsible for obtaining grand jury subpoenas and 
maintained control of that process, from entering the subpoenas into DocuSign, setting 
up the signature fields in DocuSign, communicating information and providing the 
subpoenas to the judge presiding over the grand jury. 

 
 TCDAO knew what was being subpoenaed by Cammack (i.e., investigations into 

Referral #1 and Referral #2) and, most importantly, held control over all decisions 
regarding the subpoenas presented to the Court.  

 
 The claims against the potential defendants in Referral #1 and Referral #2 were never 

ruled out, and questions remain as to whether a crime was committed in Referral #1 
and Referral #2. The Complainants’ actions (and the media controversy that resulted) 
likely created an untenable situation for Cammack to complete his investigation.  

 
 There is no evidence that Nate Paul committed any criminal act in filing either criminal 

complaint. In fact, Paul followed the proper procedure of completing Travis County’s 
complaint paperwork.  

 
 There is no evidence that Nate Paul attempted to bribe AG Paxton. The Complainants 

attempt to use a campaign donation as proof of the bribe, however, Paul has made only 
one campaign donation to AG Paxton in 2018 – not only well before the allegedly 
improper actions taken by AG Paxton in 2020, but even before the FBI’s 2019 raid that 
formed the gravamen of Nate Paul’s criminal complaints. By definition, this 2018 
donation could not legally constitute a bribe, because neither Paul nor AG Paxton could 
have known that the FBI would raid Paul’s house in 2019 and did not know the future 
events that would occur after such raid had taken place. “In order to convict a briber, 
the government must prove that the accused intended to bribe the official. Intending to 
make a campaign contribution does not constitute bribery, even though many 
contributors hope that the official will act favorably because of their contributions.” US 
v. Tomblin, 46 F.3d 1369, 1379 (5th Cir. 1995). See also US v. Allen,10 F.3d 405, 411 
(7th Cir. 1993) (“[A]ccepting a campaign contribution does not equal taking a bribe 
unless the payment is made in exchange for an explicit promise to perform or not 
perform an official act. Vague expectations of some future benefit should not be 
sufficient to make a payment a bribe.”). Here not only was there no promise, but there 
was not even a vague expectation of a future event taking place (i.e., the FBI executing 
a sealed search warrant in the future).  
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• As the investigation uncovered, it was in fact Vassar and Penley who violated Texas Code of 

Criminal Procedure article 20.02(h). Furthermore, Penley misled Don Clemmer to obtain 
copies of secret grand jury subpoenas for the unlawful purpose of providing those subpoenas 
to a third party, namely Johnny Sutton. 

 
• Penley misled the 460th Criminal District Court Judge in a court filing by not disclosing that 

Penley had, within his possession, a signed contract between AG Paxton and Cammack that 
designated Cammack as outside counsel for OAG.  

 
• Vassar, upon notice that an investigation was being conducted into his actions, deleted a 

government document and tampered with evidence (or attempted to tamper with evidence), 
likely violating Texas Penal Code sections 37.09 and 37.10. 

 
• Former Director of Law Enforcement David Maxwell4 instructed OAG forensic examiners 

Erin Mitchell and Les St. James not to document their findings nor to log the search in any 
official manner. This was a violation of OAG policy and best practices that could have 
jeopardized their investigation. Additionally, Maxwell’s directions call into question the 
sufficiency of any actions taken by the forensic examiners 

 
• It should be noted that the Complainants in many cases did not provide any information or 

details of their complaints, or otherwise flatly refused to cooperate with requests to do so 
(including by voluntarily providing government records in their possession, if any).  

  

 
4 While Maxwell did not make a criminal complaint to the FBI on September 30, 2020, he is a plaintiff in 
the pending lawsuit noted above and appeared to align with the Complainants as to the allegations made 
against AG Paxton.  
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III. FACTUAL BACKGROUND: JUNE 2020 THROUGH OCTOBER 2, 2020 

  
 The chronological discussion that follows is based on dozens of witness interviews, 
numerous exhibits, and other evidence gathered in the scope of this investigation. This chronology 
includes brief legal discussions underlying relevant events as necessary for the sake of clarity.  

The Attorney General of Texas at any time is responsible for approximately 37,000 active 
cases and fulfilling numerous constitutional and statutory duties on behalf of the State of Texas. 
To accomplish the goals of his job, the Attorney General of Texas employs approximately 4,200 
employees to manage the caseload. Within the Executive leadership team, there are Deputy 
Attorneys General responsible for specific divisions based on the type of case and activity. The 
potential for the work of the AG to impact the lives and businesses of any individual Texan, in 
more ways than one, is not unusual. See Exhibit 43, 73-Page List of Statutes Requiring or 
Authorizing Action by the Attorney General.  

A. Referral #1 and OAG Investigation 
Nate Paul originally complained to AG Paxton about what Paul believed to be criminal 

actions by federal and state officials against him. Paul’s first criminal complaint arose from a 
dispute regarding the legality of actions taken by the FBI against Paul, particularly including search 
warrants executed against Paul and his business, World Class Holdings. Paul contacted AG Paxton 
and informed him of his concerns, asking AG Paxton to investigate Paul’s belief that he was the 
victim of a crime by various federal and state officials. AG Paxton informed Paul that TCDAO, 
not OAG, had the authority to initiate such an investigation, and that AG Paxton offered to 
introduce Paul to TCDAO First Assistant District Attorney Mindy Montford.  

A meeting was arranged with Montford, and she invited TCDAO Director of Special 
Prosecutions Don Clemmer to the meeting with Paul. Paul had lunch with Montford and Clemmer, 
where Paul discussed his criminal complaints. AG Paxton attended this meeting briefly, arriving 
late and leaving early. AG Paxton missed most of Paul’s presentation to the TCDAO officials.  

Between that lunch meeting and June 10, 2020, Nate Paul made a written criminal 
complaint to TCDAO and provided evidence. See “Criminal Complaints by Nate Paul, Complaint 
#1. In summary, he claimed that employees of the Texas State Securities Board (“SSB”), the FBI, 
the Texas Department of Public Safety (“DPS”), the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Western 
District of Texas, and a federal magistrate violated Texas Penal Code section 37.10, tampering 
with a governmental record, and section 39.03, prohibiting official oppression. Paul provided 
documentation that demonstrated to him that the metadata within the search warrant document had 
been modified after the document was signed.  

Filing a criminal complaint against law enforcement officers for actions taken in their job, 
including federal officers, is not an uncommon occurrence. Prosecutors know allegations against 
law enforcement officers need to be properly investigated (unless the allegations can be 
immediately ruled out) for several reasons. First, if there was a crime committed by an officer, it 
is important that the officer be held accountable and their position of authority be taken away. 
Second, many law enforcement agencies perform the investigation to clear the name of an accused 
law enforcement officer. A law enforcement officer with a pending criminal complaint against him 
will have difficulty on the witness stand, especially if the defense bar is aware of the uncleared 
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allegations. No matter the outcome, a documented, written, and thorough investigation is 
beneficial to all parties involved even, perhaps especially, if the allegations are false.  

Every complaint made to the TCDAO—including the ones made by Nate Paul—is logged 
and assigned a number before a decision is made as what to do with it.5 After this initial logging, 
TCDAO had several options in handling and processing Paul’s complaint: 

• Reject the complaint. This occurs when a complaint is received by a law enforcement 
agency, and the complaint does not articulate a crime that can be investigated or include 
enough information to conduct an investigation. This commonly occurs when there is a 
civil violation of law that does not rise to the level of a crime, or when a complaint lacks a 
sufficient factual basis to justify further investigation. 
 

• Refer the complainant to another law enforcement agency. TCDAO could have 
directed Nate Paul to take his complaint to another law enforcement agency able to conduct 
the investigation and with jurisdiction over the alleged crime, such as, potentially, the 
Austin Police Department or the Travis County Sheriff’s Office. At that point, the 
complaint would be closed within TCDAO’s system.  
 

• Ask the Texas Rangers or DPS to investigate. Criminal claims against law enforcement 
officials are typically referred to the Public Integrity Unit of the Texas Rangers for 
investigation, and not OAG or other statewide offices, as Don Clemmer confirmed in 
Referral #1, stating that “My office would typically forward such a complaint to the Public 
Integrity Unit of the Texas Rangers for review.” See Exhibit 3, Referral #1. Here, TCDAO 
affirmatively chose not to take this option, ostensibly because one of the individuals named 
in Nate Paul’s complaint worked for DPS (thus conflicting out DPS). 
 

• Maintain and conduct the investigation internally. TCDAO and other district attorneys’ 
offices in Texas can conduct their own investigations internally. 
 

• Keep the investigation and officially ask OAG to assist with the investigation, as Don 
Clemmer ultimately decided. OAG fills a unique position in the criminal justice system 
in Texas in that it fills an assistance role in criminal investigations. The Texas Legislature 
has only given OAG original jurisdiction in criminal investigations for a few select crimes. 
Neither Referral #1 nor Referral #2 implicated OAG’s original jurisdiction, limiting OAG 
to an assistance role in these two referrals. Notably, Don Clemmer was aware that Nate 
Paul knew AG Paxton at the time he made the referral and did not believe a conflict existed 
that would bar his referral to OAG, based on Clemmer’s writings in the referral letter. 
TCDAO chose the option to request OAG assistance. See Exhibit 3, Referral #1. 

 

5 Investigations by district attorneys’ offices are subject to the Texas Disciplinary Rules of Professional 
Conduct. For example, Rule 3.09 provides in part: “The prosecutor in a criminal case shall: (a) refrain from 
prosecuting or threatening to prosecute a charge that the prosecutor knows is not supported by probable 
cause.” 
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B. OAG Relationship with TCDAO; Special Prosecutors vs. Pro Tem Prosecutors 
OAG’s relationship with TCDAO—and the legal consequences of Clemmer’s decision to 

ask OAG to assist in the investigation—had far-reaching legal effects.  

When OAG assists in a criminal investigation, it does so pursuant to sections 41.102(b) 
and 402.028 of the Texas Government Code. Both Texas statutes authorize OAG to “assist” a 
district attorney’s office in their investigation or prosecution of a matter.6 “A prosecuting attorney 
may request the assistance of the attorney general, and the attorney general may offer to the 
prosecuting attorney the assistance of his office, in the prosecution of all manner of criminal cases 
or in performing any duty imposed by law on the prosecuting attorney.” TEX. GOV’T CODE § 
41.102(b) (emphasis added). OAG has a team of law enforcement investigators and experts that 
can investigate whether government documents, including digital documents, have been altered. 
Also, OAG can and commonly does hire outside counsel and outside experts to assist with all legal 
matters involving OAG. This includes, where appropriate, assistance in criminal investigations.  

But even where OAG assists a district attorney with a criminal investigation, that assistance 
remains subordinate to that district attorney. With the exception of a few select crimes where the 
AG has statutory jurisdiction, the only way for OAG to take a non-subordinate role in a district 
attorney led investigation is if the district attorney recuses their office from the case. If a district 
attorney chooses to not recuse their office from an investigation, then they retain ultimate authority 
over the case and any investigation maintained under it. District attorneys in Texas maintain their 
own investigative staff and can utilize the power of a grand jury to conduct their own 
investigations, without needing permission from a local law enforcement agency. However, if a 
district attorney recuses their office, then OAG can be appointed pro tem prosecutor to take on 
final authority over the matter in which the district attorney has recused. See TEX. CODE CRIM. 
PROC. Art. 2.07; Exhibit 4, Tex. Att’y Gen. Op. No. KP-0273.7 However, unless the district 
attorney is recused, OAG’s assistance role is subordinate at all times to the district attorney.  

Any lawyer, including an outside counsel for OAG, may be appointed to be a special 
prosecutor to assist a district attorney. See Tex. Att’y Gen. Op. No. KP-0273. The term “special 
prosecutor” is commonly confused with “pro tem” prosecutor, but the distinction is significant. As 
the Court of Criminal Appeals described the difference in Coleman v. State:  

Although the terms “attorney pro tem” and “special prosecutor” are sometimes used 
interchangeably and have many similarities, the two are fundamentally different. 
See State v. Rosenbaum, 852 S.W.2d 525, 529 (Tex. Crim. App. 1993) (Clinton, J., 
concurring). Both are attorneys who are not members of the district attorney’s 
regular staff. Id. But a special prosecutor participates in a case only to the extent 
allowed by the district attorney and operates under his supervision. Id. An attorney 
pro tem assumes all the duties of the district attorney, acts independently, and, in 
effect, replaces the district attorney. Id. The special prosecutor need not take an 

 
6 See Coleman v. State, 246 S.W.3d 76, 82 n.19 (Tex. Crim. App. 2008). 
7 Jeff Mateer and Ryan Bangert are authors of Texas Attorney General Opinion KP-0273, which is 
inconsistent with Mateer’s and Bangert’s actions in contesting the “special prosecutor” status TCDAO 
conferred upon Cammack.  
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oath of office. Id. The attorney pro tem, if not an attorney for the state, must take 
an oath. Id. Court approval for a special prosecutor is not required because the 
ultimate responsibility for the special prosecutor’s actions remains with the elected 
district attorney. Id. In contrast, the trial court must approve the appointment of an 
attorney pro tem. Id. See also, In re Guerra, 235 S.W.3d 392, 409 (Tex. App.—
Corpus Christi 2007, orig. proc.); Rogers v. State, 956 S.W.2d 624, 625 n. 1 (Tex. 
App.—Texarkana 1997, pet. ref’d). 

246 S.W.3d 76, 82 n.19 (Tex. Crim. App. 2008). In other words, special prosecutors remain subject 
to the authority of the elected district attorney, while pro tem prosecutors do not. 
 

C. Clemmer Requests OAG Assistance; OAG Actions Taken in Response 
On June 10, 2020, Don Clemmer mailed Referral #1 to OAG, though it was not received 

until June 17, 2020.  

On June 16, 2020, at the request of the FBI and the U.S. Department of Justice (“DOJ”), 
Texas Assistant Attorney General Josh Godbey and Bangert had a conference call with Dee 
Raibourne (SEC), Rani Saaban (FBI, seconded from the Texas SSB), and Neeraj Gupta 
(representing the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Western District). On the call, DOJ, FBI and the 
SEC wanted to discuss OAG intervening into the Mitte Foundation case. OAG was made aware 
of the fact that the Mitte Foundation was an alleged “victim” in one of the FBI’s cases and the 
federal authorities were concerned that an OAG investigation or intervention could be used to 
tarnish someone they viewed as a victim and/or a possible witness. (See below for Mitte 
Foundation’s problematic past activities). After this meeting, there was an email exchange that 
started on June 16, 2020, and ended on June 17, 2020, at 12:57 a.m. Assistant U.S. Attorney Neeraj 
Gupta wrote the following at 12:57 a.m.: 

  
As of the time Gupta sent his email, OAG had not received Referral #1 and had not 

commenced any investigation. Referral #1 is stamped as received by OAG on June 17, 2020, which 
would have occurred during business hours (Gupta’s email was sent before Referral #1 was 
stamped received by OAG mail center): 
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The referral stated: 

 
See Exhibit 3, Referral #1. 

Former Assistant United States Attorney and then-Deputy Attorney General for Criminal 
Justice Mark Penley (one of the Complainants) kept a notepad with personal notes, office meeting 
notes, and legal research notes. The notepads appeared to be kept in chronological order. Penley 
made the following note on July 6, 2020, that appears to be related to a meeting he had with AG 
Paxton as it is titled, “Ken”:  



14 
 

 
Penley notates that “Ken just wants the truth.”  

AG Paxton inquired on July 16, 2020, to determine what was happening with the criminal 
investigation. Once again, Penley made contemporaneous notes about his discussion with 
AG Paxton: 
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Penley records AG Paxton’s directive to “SEEK THE TRUTH!! Let [the] results be what 
they are.” This contradicts Penley’s allegations against AG Paxton as set forth in the criminal 
complaint made against AG Paxton on September 30, 2020. 

Aside from Penley’s contemporaneous notes, the first evidence that OAG acted on Referral 
#1 dates from July 17, 2020—four weeks after Referral #1 was received by OAG. Penley would 
not have normally been involved in an investigation like this at such an early stage, as it would fall 
within David Maxwell’s division. Here, it appears both Penley and Maxwell worked on the 
investigation at different times. Within OAG, the normal procedure for processing criminal 
referrals requires that the referral is first reviewed by the director of law enforcement (then 
Maxwell), and it is then forwarded on to a major in the appropriate division where it will be 
investigated. A referral is to be entered into Webpass and/or the OAG offense report system. In 
this case, Referral #1 was assigned to Major Robert Sunley. Maxwell then reassigned the matter 
to himself and informed Sunley. This was unusual for an official as senior as Maxwell, the Director 
of Law Enforcement, to do his own investigation. As Maxwell confirmed during a November 10, 
2020, interview, Maxwell indicated that he rarely took part in actual investigations, and instead 
remained in a supervisory role.  

Chief of the Criminal Investigations Division Jason Anderson performed a due diligence 
search and determined that Referral #1 was never entered into Webpass, and it did not exist within 
the offense report system. Maxwell did not write any reports and, with the exception of two 
videotaped interviews with Nate Paul and Paul’s attorney Michael Wynne, any conclusions he 
may have drawn during his investigation of Referral #1 were off-the-books and undocumented. In 
fact, Maxwell instructed two digital forensic examiners (Erin Mitchell and Les St. James) to not 
document anything nor keep notes. Law enforcement officers are trained to keep an ongoing report 
as to their contacts in an investigation, information they have collected, and actions they have 
taken. This practice protects the investigating officer and promotes a thorough and objective 
process that can be analyzed and vetted in court if the case is prosecuted. Major Robert Sunley 
confirms that Referral #1 was never recorded in any law enforcement databases. The Law 
Enforcement Division maintains a Webpass system and an offense report system which is 
specifically maintained for the purpose of recording referrals that come to OAG. See Exhibit 5, 
Email from Sunley. At the date of signing this initial report, the OAG has been unable to locate 
any report written by Maxwell. 

These deviations are extremely unusual for law enforcement professionals in general and 
OAG in particular, raising questions as to whether Maxwell’s personal connections and contacts 
with any of the subjects being investigated played a role in his actions.  

Extensive investigation revealed that Maxwell took at least the following investigative 
actions.  

First, David Maxwell interviewed Paul and Wynne on July 21, 2020, and the entire meeting 
was videotaped at AG Paxton’s request. AG Paxton was concerned that Maxwell would not take 
the investigation seriously and wanted his actions documented. Additionally, AG Paxton wanted 
the investigation to follow normal criminal investigation procedures, including the standard 
documenting of Maxwell’s investigation.  

Second, Maxwell and Penley interviewed Paul and Wynne on August 5, 2020. The entire 
meeting was videotaped, again pursuant to AG Paxton’s request.  
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Third, around August 5, 2020, Maxwell instructed two members of OAG’s forensics team 
to analyze the PDF files relating to Referral #1 that might have been altered. The team conducted 
a review of evidence available at that time. The team did not have all the evidence and would later 
determine that they needed more information and evidence to draw any conclusions. They were 
instructed by Maxwell not to write anything down or prepare a report of their findings.  

On August 6, 2020, in response to a question from Penley about Referral #1, OAG Chief 
Information Officer Tina McLeod provided the definition of metadata:  

 
This note strongly suggests that Penley did not previously know what metadata was—a 

critical omission given that Penley was actively investigating whether a search warrant was 
illegally modified by analyzing the metadata contained in the search warrant PDFs in Referral #1. 

On August 12, 2020, there was a group meeting with AG Paxton, Maxwell, Penley, Paul, 
Wynne, and two members of the forensics team (Mitchell and St. James). By all accounts, this 
meeting did not go well. The meeting was scheduled to be an update on the investigation and 
findings. Penley began the meeting notifying Paul that the investigation had been closed. This 
surprised AG Paxton, as he had been told that the meeting was to be an update on the forensics 
team’s findings. The forensics team provided information to the parties. In response, Paul asked 
for a computer and demonstrated on the computer that the metadata had been modified. Because 
Paul’s demonstration appeared problematic for the forensic team’s findings (or at a minimum 
raised questions), and the forensics team could not replicate Paul’s results, the team decided to 
continue their review, as they believed that they needed more information and evidence to 
determine the meaning behind the modifications reflected in the metadata. Additionally, they had 
technical issues with the recent updated version of the Adobe software. Forensic investigator St. 
James indicated in an interview that the request to investigate (including as to the targets of such 
investigation) did not strike him as being unusual, but that he was concerned that he would not be 
able to do his forensic analysis without the original documents. St. James saved the documents he 
generated on the server, which is physically located within the closed digital forensic room at the 
OAG’s offices. 

At the end of the August 12th meeting, Penley declared and believed that there was more 
to investigate and requested more documents from Paul and Wynne. This is in addition to the 
forensics technicians needing more information to determine if the PDFs had been illegally 
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modified. A thorough search of OAG records has yielded no results of any further examination 
being performed.  

On August 13, 2020, at 4 p.m., Penley wrote the following note, which was left for AG 
Paxton,  

 
D. Process of Hiring Outside Counsel to Investigate 

The events of the August 12th meeting caused Mateer and AG Paxton to seek outside 
counsel to pursue the investigation further. Contrary to Mateer’s later statements, Mateer played a 
direct role in the decision to hire outside counsel. Mateer agreed with AG Paxton that it was 
appropriate to hire outside counsel given how poorly the interview went with Maxwell, and that it 
was the only way to ensure the investigation would be completed. Mateer and AG Paxton 
scheduled interviews with potential outside counsel. Based on the evidence available at the time 
of this report, the other Complainants (with the exception of Vassar) were not included in the 
decision-making process to interview and hire outside counsel. 

Several candidates were considered for the outside counsel position. Mateer and AG 
Paxton interviewed Brandon Cammack on August 26, 2020, and Joe Brown on August 27, 2020. 
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Cliff Stricklin was also considered for the job.8 See Exhibit 6, Visitor Logs. The interview went 
well enough for Brown and Cammack that they both emailed Vassar regarding contract language. 
See Exhibit 7, Vassar Emails with Cammack About the Outside Counsel Contract; see also Exhibit 
8, Vassar Emails with Joe Brown About a Potential Outside Counsel Contract. 

Once the decision was made to proceed with Cammack, Vassar requested then-General 
Counsel Lesley French to review the arrangement and provide a recommendation to OAG to 
proceed with hiring Cammack. French complied with Vassar’s request and ultimately 
recommended to hire Cammack. This step was in line with the OAG’s process at the time for 
outside counsel.  

E. Cammack’s Authority as Outside Counsel 
After interviews were completed, and on or before September 3, 2020, Ryan Vassar drafted 

an outside counsel contract for Cammack and provided that contract to AG Paxton.  

 
See Exhibit 9, Vassar Email to Paxton Providing Outside Counsel Contract for Cammack, with 
Draft Contract Attached. 

The evidence known to AG Paxton and OAG at the time of entering into the contract and 
during the investigation indicated that Cammack certified in writing that he did not have any 
conflicts (i.e., could be objective). See Exhibit 7, Vassar Emails with Cammack about the Outside 
Counsel Contract. Specifically, Vassar asked Cammack:  

 
8 A calendar entry was not located for the interview with Stricklin, but Penley confirmed in his interview 
that Stricklin was considered. 
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Id. Cammack responded to this email stating,  

 
Id. In addition to the written certification from Cammack stating that he had no conflict, the 
preliminary investigation has revealed no documents to suggest that Cammack was conflicted at 
the time of his retention as outside counsel.  

 AG Paxton met with Brandon Cammack in early September and appointed him to be 
outside counsel. See Exhibit 10, Cammack Affidavit; see also Exhibit 11, Signed Outside Counsel 
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Contract. Cammack again certified that he had no conflicts by signing the contract and promised 
to notify OAG of any conflicts: 

 
Id.9  

F. Penley Returns to the Office 
From September 3 through 14, 2020, Penley was on vacation and not involved on this 

matter. 

Penley continued his investigation when he made contact with Wynne on September 15, 
2020, renewing his request for more documents:  

 
Penley also claimed that he learned about the interview and selection of Cammack as 

outside counsel on the same day, September 15, 2020. 

Penley spoke with AG Paxton on the next day (September 16, 2020). Penley provided AG 
Paxton a written list of documents he believed were outstanding from Wynne and necessary to 
assist Penley in determining if a crime had been committed. AG Paxton told Penley that Paul and 

 
9 “Conflicts” in this instance generally means the lack of any legal or financial relationships with the 
complaining witness (Nate Paul in this case), potential witnesses, OAG, or the subjects of the 
investigation. 
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Wynne did not provide the documents because they likely did not trust Penley and Maxwell after 
the August 12, 2020 meeting and prior treatment by Maxwell. Penley admits that AG Paxton 
instructed Penley not to do anything further on the criminal investigation involving Referral #1, 
effective September 16, 2020. 

G. Referral #2 
At some time after June 10, 2020, and before September 23, 2020, Nate Paul made another 

criminal complaint to the TCDAO. See Criminal Complaints by Nate Paul, Complaint #2. On 
September 24, 2020, Director of Special Prosecution Don Clemmer emailed a second referral 
(“Referral #2”) to Brandon Cammack directly. See Exhibit 12, Email Communications Between 
Cammack and Clemmer.  

 
See Exhibit 13, Referral #2. 

Cammack was likely discussing this referral with Clemmer and Paul before he obtained 
the actual document, based on the contents of emails between Clemmer and Cammack. 
Cammack’s discussions with Paul were not unusual, as criminal investigations commonly require 
contact with the complainant. Paul appears to have revealed to Cammack during one of these 
conversations that he made a second criminal complaint during communications about Referral 
#1. Cammack was also communicating with TCDAO before September 24, 2020, and Cammack 
was made aware of the fact that Paul had made a second criminal complaint. 

 Referral #2 alleged an ongoing fraudulent financial scheme where private parties, lawyers, 
and a bankruptcy judge colluded to defraud mortgage borrowers. Paul identified third-party 
witnesses that had information and heard confessions of illegal activity from one of the potential 
defendants. There is no overlap between the potential defendants in Referral #1 and the potential 
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defendants in Referral #2. Referral #2 alleged a criminal act that was wholly unrelated to the acts 
and persons cited in Referral #1.  

Since the TCDAO was already working with Cammack and knew that he was outside 
counsel for this investigation, Referral #2 was directed to Cammack as a member of OAG, but 
addressed to his Houston business office: 

 
See Exhibit 13, Referral #2. While Cammack was aware of the referral and had begun assisting 
with TCDAO’s investigation, all the evidence, including writings by the Complainants, indicate 
that the Complainants were completely unaware of Referral #2. A due diligence search was 
conducted, with the assistance of Chief of Criminal Investigations Division Jason Anderson but 
failed to locate Referral #2 in any internal OAG database, nor was it located on any desk in the 
Criminal Investigations Division. First Assistant Attorney General Webster also contacted the 
TCDAO and asked for information about Referral #2. See Exhibit 14, Email to Clemmer from 
Webster.  

H. Cammack’s Authority as Special Prosecutor  
Based on emails provided by Cammack, TCDAO emails, emails located on OAG servers, 

and interviews with TCDAO employees, the evidence establishes that TCDAO made Cammack a 
“Special Prosecutor.” The Complainants were unaware of this fact, as they were not directly 
involved with TCDAO’s internal actions.  

TCDAO offered Cammack support consistent with his role. For example, TCDAO Chief 
of Public Integrity Amy Meredith was instructed by Don Clemmer to assist Cammack with 
obtaining grand jury subpoenas. On September 23, 2020, Cammack was contacted by TCDAO 
offering Cammack assistance in his investigation: 
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See Exhibit 15, Emails Between Cammack and TCDAO to Obtain Grand Jury Subpoenas.  
 

Grand jury subpoenas are commonly used in the investigative phase of a criminal 
investigation and there is no requirement that anyone appear before a grand jury to obtain a grand 
jury subpoena. See TEX. CODE CRIM. PROC. Arts. 20.10, 20.11, 24.01, 24.02, and 24.15; TDCAA 
Case Preparation for Investigators (Blue Cover), p. 172; and Exhibit 17, excerpt from TCDAA 
Case Preparation for Investigators. (In practice, investigators can contact the local DA and ask it 
for assistance in obtaining grand jury subpoenas from the judge presiding over the grand jury, 
unless the information requested is in the county, then the attorney for the state can sign the grand 
jury subpoena. A special prosecutor is an attorney for the state for this purpose.) 

On September 24, 2020, Bailey Molnar described the grand jury subpoena process for 
Cammack: 

 
See Exhibit 15, Emails Between Cammack and TCDAO to Obtain Grand Jury Subpoenas.  
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Molnar correctly pointed out that the grand jury subpoenas must be obtained through a 
state prosecuting attorney when she wrote that she would “send them to the ADA and Judge for 
signature.” See TEX. CODE CRIM. PROC. Arts. 24.01, 24.02, 24.15, and 20.11. At the time TCDAO 
obtained these grand jury suboena requests, TCDAO could have an assistant district attorney sign 
the subpoena, or they could have Cammack sign the subpoenas as “Special Prosecutor.” See 
Coleman, 246 S.W.3d at 82 n.19; see also Tex. Att’y Gen. Op. No. KP-0273. Assistant District 
Attorney Amy Meredith or a person on her team was responsible for entering the grand jury 
subpoenas into DocuSign with Cammack’s title, communicating these subpoena requests to the 
460th Criminal District Court Judge presiding over the grand jury, and submitting the subpoenas 
with Cammack’s signature and a signature line designating him as a special prosecutor. Interviews 
revealed that TCDAO assistant district attorneys knew what was being subpoenaed, discussed 
what was being subpeonaed, and ensured that Cammack, as special prosecutor, signed these 
subpoenas. 

 From September 23, 2020 through September 29, 2020, grand jury subpoenas were 
provided to Cammack relating to both Referral #1 and Referral #2. Cammack served those 
subpoenas on parties during that time period. 

I. September 29, 2020—Trigger of Criminal Complaint Against AG Paxton 
On September 29, 2020, Lacey Mase was meeting with Ryan Vassar, Lesley French, and 

two other OAG employees. During this meeting, Mase received a cell phone call from a lawyer of 
an employee at a financial institution notifying her about grand jury subpoenas being served on 
that institution by Brandon Cammack. This investigation has not yet revealed who called Mase, 
but the evidence currently suggests the call was likely related to grand jury subpoenas served on 
two financial institutions.10 Coincidentally, on the same day Mase received this call, Stephen 
Lemmon called then-Associate Deputy Attorney General Lisa Tanner, claiming to represent a 
financial institution and questioning the validity of a grand jury subpoena he had received.11 See 
Exhibit 16, Lisa Tanner Email Summarizing Her September 29th Call with Steve Lemmon.  

Mase left that meeting and went to Mateer’s office. Mateer was in a Zoom meeting. Mase 
told Mateer’s Executive Assistant that she had to get Mateer out of his meeting because it was an 
emergency. From eyewitness information, it was learned that the Complainants began meeting 
frequently in person beginning at this point, and at times included Maxwell and Missy Carey, 
former OAG Chief of Staff, via telephone.  

Email and documents recovered within OAG systems demonstrate that at the time of this 
meeting, the Complainants believed that Cammack had illegally obtained grand jury subpoenas 
with the assistance of AG Paxton. This belief was false on two grounds: first, Cammack obtained 

 
10 Lacey Mase, in her role as Deputy Attorney General of Administration, played no role in OAG criminal 
investigations, and this phone call raises questions as to how or why she came to be called regarding the 
service of the grand jury subpoenas. It has been suggested (but not confirmed yet) that an executive of this 
financial institution was involved with Mase’s election campaign in some capacity, thus she may have had 
a close, personal relationship with the person who called her. The investigation continues to examine these 
unconfirmed questions. 
11 Coincidentally, Stephen Lemmon is the attorney for the receiver in the Mitte Foundation lawsuit 
referenced in the Complainants’ criminal complaint against AG Paxton, and the receiver he represents is 
accused of a crime in Referral #2. This presents a conflict that was not disclosed in any writings or emails. 
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his subpoenas legally; second, he did so with TCDAO’s assistance. No one contacted AG Paxton, 
Cammack, or TCDAO to verify these false assumptions. Additionally, no one had evidence that 
AG Paxton was personally aware of the actual contents of subpoena requests. 

The first document to be drafted by the Complainants was a September 29, 2020, letter to 
Cammack instructing him to cease further action and accusing him of “illegal” acts. Around 5:21 
p.m., Bangert, who was in the office at the time, emailed himself the beginning draft Microsoft 
Word document of a letter that would eventually be sent to Cammack, which stated: 

 
See Exhibit 18, Documents Demonstrating Drafting of Letter Accusing Brandon Cammack.12 

This document and subsequent versions—which would later become the “Penley Letter”—
demonstrate that the Complainants assumed Cammack had illegally represented himself before a 
grand jury, had obtained grand jury subpoenas for items not related to Referral #1 (see below), and 
was falsely holding himself out as a special prosecutor. Each of these assumptions proved false. 

At some point during the evening of September 29, 2020, Mateer’s Executive Assistant 
was instructed by the Complainants to modify a blank Word document with OAG letterhead by 
deleting the words “Attorney General Ken Paxton” and only leaving the seal (the “Unauthorized 
Letterhead”). The Complainants would continue to use the unauthorized letterhead without any 
authority to do so. 

J. September 30, 2020—The Penley Letter 
The drafting efforts described above resulted in the Penley Letter, issued on the 

Unauthorized Letterhead. See Exhibit 19, Penley Letter. Around 8:06 a.m. on September 30, 2020, 
Mateer’s Executive Assistant assisted Penley with scanning Penley’s letter to Cammack, which 
was sent to Cammack at 9:17 a.m. Id.; see also Exhibit 20, Mateer’s Executive Assistant Email 

 
12It is unusual that some of the Complainants would communicate via unsaved Microsoft Word documents. 
This behavior is inconsistent with transparency, insofar as it makes it difficult to impossible to track the 
communications. 
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Scan. Immediately after Penley’s letter was scanned, Mase instructed all executive floor personnel 
to go home, with the exception of the Complainants and Mateer’s Executive Assistant. 

K. The Criminal Complaint Against AG Paxton 
The Cammack grand jury subpoena was the trigger for the Complainants’ decision to 

submit a criminal complaint against AG Paxton. Immediately after drafting the Penley Letter, the 
Complainants began writing their criminal complaint. The initial draft circulated by Vassar was 
predicated on the allegations against Cammack and the criminal investigation into the FBI. See 
Exhibit 21, Process of Drafting Criminal Complaint.  

Vassar was tasked by the Complainants to write the first draft. This first draft reveals the 
Complainants’ understanding of the events that had transpired and showcases the main accusation 
against AG Paxton. The first assertion of a criminal complaint against AG Paxton appeared in a 
draft complaint that was circulated at 7:53 p.m. on September 29, 2020, when Vassar emailed the 
Complainants, Carey, and Maxwell. Id. Another draft was emailed at 12:22 a.m. on September 30, 
2020.  

Two documents appear to be the “nearly final” or “final” drafts of the criminal complaints 
against AG Paxton. See Exhibit 22, Final Draft of Complaints. Both documents were printed 
around noon on September 30, 2020, right before the Complainants left the office to make their 
criminal complaint. Two documents provided by Bangert in response to a litigation hold 
correspond to these two drafts. 

L. Additional Events on September 30, 2020 
On September 30, 2020, the only individuals present in the OAG executive leadership 

offices were the Complainants and Mateer’s Executive Assistant. That morning, Mase expressed 
concern to Mateer’s Executive Assistant about who had access to her and the Complainants’ email 
accounts and instructed his Executive Assistant to make changes to email access.  

At 10:55 a.m. on September 30, Stephen Lemmon emailed Penley with a grand jury 
subpoena attached and no written content. Based on this correspondence, it seems likely that 
Penley had been communicating with Lemmon. See Exhibit 27, Email from Lemmon to Penley. 

Bangert printed out copies of their criminal complaint around noon. See Exhibit 23, Word 
Document “Information” Relating to Actions Taken by Ryan Bangert. The Complainants stayed 
in the office for a short time, ate a meal together, then left the office together. The Complainants, 
with the exception of Mase, left their cell phones at the office and told Mateer’s Executive 
Assistant that she could contact Mase if she needed anything. It is unknown where they went, but 
according to Blake Brickman’s formal complaint filed with OAG regarding his termination, the 
Complainants made a criminal complaint on September 30, 2020. 

Around 12:31 p.m., Cammack sent his invoice for services rendered to the OAG General 
Counsel email address. See Exhibit 24, Cammack and General Counsel Email. At 2:09 p.m., 
Mateer’s Executive Assistant emailed Mase informing her of changes that removed various 
individuals’ access to executive email. See Exhibit 25, Mateer’s Executive Assistant Email to 
Mase. 

At 5:12 p.m., Vassar instructed then-General Counsel Lesley French to respond to 
Cammack and informed him that OAG cannot pay the invoice because they do not have a copy of 
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the executed contract. See Exhibit 24, Cammack and General Counsel Email. Cammack responded 
at 9:52 p.m. and notified Vassar that he would provide the contract in the morning: 

 
See Exhibit 24, Cammack and General Counsel Email. 

At some point on this day, Penley contacted TCDAO Director of Special Prosecutions Don 
Clemmer and told him about what had transpired from the perspective of the Complainants. This 
probably alarmed Clemmer, as he had been under the impression that Cammack had been hired as 
outside counsel for OAG. Clemmer emailed Penley at 7:15 p.m. notifying him of some of the 
communications TCDAO had with Cammack and providing his understanding of Cammack’s role. 
See Exhibit 26, September 30 Emails from Clemmer to Penley. By this time, Cammack had been 
in contact with multiple people at TCDAO by phone and email, so there is no way to piece together 
all those communications without having access to TCDAO email and phone systems. 

Finally, beginning on September 30, and continuing for an indeterminate time, a subset of 
the Complainants, began visits with clients of the AG, including State government staff and elected 
officials, to attempt to cause political damage to the AG and his attorney-client relationship with 
those individuals. These actions were unauthorized, insubordinate, and substantially disruptive to 
the efficient and effective operation of government. 

M. Events on October 1, 2020 
At 8:21 a.m., Cammack responded to the September 30 email from Vassar, providing the 

executed contract between the Attorney General and Cammack. See Exhibit 28, October 1 Vassar-
Cammack Email; Exhibit 11, Signed Outside Counsel Contract. The preliminary investigation 
revealed that this was the first time the Complainants saw the executed contract with Cammack.  

Once again, the Complainants instructed all other non-executive employees in OAG’s 
executive building to work remotely on this date.  

Vassar notified the other Complainants, including Penley, about the existence of the signed 
contract between OAG and Cammack. See Exhibit 29, Email from Vassar to Webster. 
Approximately four hours after Cammack sent the contract, Jeff Mateer and others drafted a letter 
to Cammack on the Unauthorized Letterhead, disavowing the outside counsel contract and, 
apparently as a safeguard, declaring the contract terminated effective immediately. See Exhibit 30, 
Mateer Letter. This reaction suggests that most of the Complainants did not know Cammack’s 
contract had been signed before filing a criminal complaint against AG Paxton. (And Mateer’s 
involvement in the interview process to hire outside counsel raises questions about his knowledge 
at the time of signing the Mateer Letter.) 
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At 12:49 p.m., Mateer group-texted with the Complainants and AG Paxton, notifying him 
that they had made a criminal complaint against him and instructing AG Paxton to meet them at 
3:00 p.m. See Exhibit 31, Group Text. 

At 12:56 p.m., Bangert emailed Cammack the Mateer Letter, again on the Unauthorized 
Letterhead. See Exhibit 30, Mateer Letter. 

At 1:04 p.m., Mase emailed the “whistleblower letter” on Unauthorized Letterhead to Greg 
Simpson, head of OAG Human Resources. See Exhibit 1, Letter from the Complainants Disclosing 
Criminal Complaint. Later, this letter was leaked to the press by one or more of the Complainants. 

N. Misleading Don Clemmer and Violation of Tx. Code of Crim. Proc. Article 20.02 
At 1:20 p.m. on October 1, 2020, Mark Penley emailed the following letter to Don 

Clemmer at the TCDAO: 

 
See Exhibit 32, Email from Penley to Clemmer. 

As Penley had access to the fully executed contract prior to this point, Penley knew or 
should have known that these statements were false. Penley did not acknowledge that he had seen 
the signed contract in his note to Clemmer, nor did he refer to the contract’s existence. These 
omissions materially affected TCDAO’s understanding of Cammack’s authority. 

At 2:51 p.m., Vassar surreptitiously communicated grand jury information and criminal 
investigative information to private lawyer Johnny Sutton. See Exhibit 33, Vassar Email to Johnny 
Sutton (attachments redacted to protect grand jury information). All the Complainants were 
included on this email and aware of this act. Vassar’s illegal communication criminally violated 
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Texas Code of Criminal Procedure article 20.02, which requires secrecy regarding grand jury 
proceedings; the subpoenas themselves likewise contained warnings that the subpoenas were to be 
kept secret.13  

At 3:03 p.m., Penley logged into DocuSign and rejected the Cammack outside contract. 
See Exhibit 34, DocuSign Record for Cammack Executive Approval Process. DocuSign keeps a 
record of all actions taken with a document being routed through OAG, including when it was 
sent, when it was opened, and any other digital actions taken in regard to the document. 

At 3:08 p.m., AG Paxton texted the Complainants back stating, “Jeff, I am out of the office 
and received this text on very short notice. I am happy as always to address any issues or concerns. 
Please email me with those issues so that they can be fully addressed.” See Exhibit 31, Group Text. 

Meanwhile, on the same day, Penley obtained copies of the grand jury subpoenas for 
Referral #1 and Referral #2 directly from Clemmer. Before releasing this grand jury information, 
Clemmer noted to Penley that Texas Code of Criminal Procedure article 20.02(h) could apply here 
to any third-party disclosure.  

 
Beginning at 2:06 p.m., Clemmer sent all grand jury subpoenas for Referral #1 and Referral 

#2 via email to Penley. Upon receipt of the secret grand jury subpoenas, and without notifying 
Clemmer of his intent, Penley promptly leaked this grand jury information to private lawyer 
Johnny Sutton. This was a violation of Texas Code of Criminal Procedure article 20.02. See Exhibit 
35, Emails to Sutton from Penley.  

 
13 Instead of disobeying the secrecy requirements for the grand jury subpoena, Vassar had a duty to approach 
the district judge in Travis County presiding over the grand jury to ask permission to release the secret 
grand jury subpoenas to private parties or to the potential defendants of the criminal investigation.  
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There is no exception to article 20.02 that allows for secret grand jury information to be 
provided to a private lawyer, nor is there an exception permitting disclosure of grand jury 
subpoenas to individuals under criminal investigation.14 

 On October 2, 2020, more than 24 hours after learning about the outside counsel contract, 
Penley, with the assistance of Lisa Tanner, filed a motion to quash the grand jury subpoenas. See 
Exhibit 42, Motion to Quash Grand Jury Subpoenas. Here too, Penley omitted the material fact 
that AG Paxton had authorized Cammack to act as outside counsel. Cammack’s express authority 
to act was clearly material to a court’s analysis of whether to quash the subpoenas. Additionally, 
TCDAO can retain any lawyer as a special prosecutor as TCDAO sees fit (as opposed to a pro tem 
attorney), regardless of a lawyer’s status with OAG. Since TCDAO had designated Cammack a 
special prosecutor, Penley had no authority to attempt to undermine grant of authority. 

Finally, Mateer resigned from the OAG on October 2, 2020. 

  

 
14 Instead of disregarding the secrecy requirements ordered within the grand jury subpoena, Penley had a 
duty to approach the district judge in Travis County presiding over the grand jury, to ask permission to 
release the secret grand jury subpoenas to private parties or to the potential defendants of the criminal 
investigation.  
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IV. LEGAL ANALYSIS 

A. The Complainants Compromised the Integrity of the Referral Investigations 
 Beginning October 5, 2020, OAG worked to preserve all documents within the agency that 
were connected to the Complainants’ allegations. The documents, litigation files, and other 
recordings made or created by members of the agency before the Complainants made their 
allegations, and the documents memorializing communications, were material. The investigation 
included, in cooperation with OAG’s Chief Information Officer, the retrieval and preservation of 
Microsoft Outlook communication files, the separation of still-employed Complainants and other 
conflicted parties from the investigation, and a litigation hold on all persons involved with, and all 
materials relating to, the Complainants’ allegations. The investigation has not yet finished 
reviewing all these files. The review process will continue following the publication of this Report, 
and this Report may be updated to reflect any new material facts or additional evidence uncovered 
in that review. 

i. Ryan Vassar—Deletion of Evidence  

 On or around Monday, October 5, 2020, near the end of the day, then-Deputy First 
Assistant Ryan Bangert notified Webster that he objected to the decision to meet with Cammack 
in the office. Webster notified Bangert in response that an investigation into what had transpired 
within the office was being conducted and that Cammack’s interview was being conducted in 
connection with that investigation. In any event, the undersigned’s orders seeking to preserve 
emails and relevant documents regarding the Complainants’ allegations caused word to spread 
regarding the pending investigation. 

 As mentioned above, Ryan Vassar provided secret grand jury subpoenas to private attorney 
Johnny Sutton on October 1, 2020. Vassar kept a separate folder in outlook, called “zNew,” in 
which he selectively retained emails related to the Complainants’ actions. Vassar deleted the 
evidence of his email to Johnny Sutton containing the illegally transmitted grand jury subpoenas 
at 9:17 p.m. on October 6, 2020.15 This deletion risked that OAG would not retain these important 
documents; once the file was moved to the deleted folder, OAG’s system was set to purge the 
email in three days, instead of the customary 30 days. The deletion of the document that most 
directly proves that Vassar violated Texas Code of Criminal Procedure article 20.02 strongly 
suggests that Vassar tampered with evidence, a third-degree felony. See TEX. PENAL CODE § 37.09. 
This also violates OAG’s retention policy. OAG continues to investigate whether Vassar or anyone 
else illegally deleted documents or other emails as well.  

ii. Jeff Mateer—Disappearing Evidence 

 Mateer had a long-standing practice of keeping a written journal of his days at OAG. Chief 
of OAG’s Information Governance Division, April Norris, personally conducted an inventory of 
the items left in Mateer’s office after he resigned. See Exhibit 36, Inventory. The inventory 
includes the following journals for 2020: 

 
15 The OAG Chief Information Officer reviewed Vassar’s Outlook files and determined that the item was 
deleted. OAG would not have discovered this deletion had Webster not instructed the CIO to preserve 
Vassar’s inbox immediately upon his arrival as the First Assistant Attorney General. 
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 Mateer did not resign until October 2, 2020, suggesting that Mateer’s journal from July 
2020 to October 2020 is missing. Past journals included meticulous records, including his itinerary, 
notes, and “to do” items. These journals likely included information about his interviews with 
candidates to serve as outside counsel for Referral #1. Webster instructed Human Resources 
Director Greg Simpson to contact Mateer asking for the missing journal. Mateer responded that he 
did not have any journals in his possession and did not account for the absence of this significant 
piece of evidence. 

iii. Leaked Documents 

Documents and information were leaked from OAG, by one or more of the Complainants, 
and separate from their complaints made to law enforcement. The investigation into the exact 
originator(s) of the leaks is ongoing. These leaks and disclosures violated State law and ethics 
rules, as this information involved privileged information, including attorney client 
communications and attorney client work product.16 

The information leaked to the press involved documents, legal conclusions, work product 
and internal decision-making of agency attorneys. Complainant Mateer had previously decried this 
type of behavior by sending a cease-and-desist letter to a former employee who had leaked 
information, and wrote an article that was published in the Texas Lawyer. See Exhibit 2, Cease 
and Desist Letter. Addressing the leaking of documents, legal conclusions, work product, and 
internal decision-making of agency attorneys, Mateer wrote:  

That is quintessential privileged information. An agency with law enforcement 
duties cannot function if every single one of its 4,000 employees could send 
confidential documents to the press every time they personally disagreed with a 
discretionary decision their boss made. Nor can the former employee’s actions be 
defended under some theory that he was a whistleblower calling attention to alleged 
corruption by a public official. 

Jeffrey C. Mateer, Protecting Privilege and the Trump University Investigation, TEXAS LAWYER 
(June 14, 2016, 1:00 AM), https://www.law.com/texaslawyer/almID/1202760014296/OpEd-
Protecting-Privilege-and-the-Trump-University-Investigation/?slreturn=20210301192503.  

One of the documents leaked Cammack’s initial billing statement to OAG. These 
documents included information that should have been lawfully redacted by OAG’s public 
information team before it was released. This unredacted information included confidential 
criminal investigation information, confidential information regarding Referral #2, and the name 
of an individual connected to Referral #2. Indeed, as that individual’s identity was not connected 
to Referral #1, it could only have been significant to the person being investigated in Referral #2.  

The person being investigated had confessed his illegal actions to this third-party person, 
and the person on the billing statement was the witness who heard that confession. As a result of 
that leak, AG Paxton has been threatened by the person investigated in Referral #2, and the third-

 
16 Texas Disciplinary Rules of Professional Conduct, pmbl. ¶¶ 1, 3; id. Rule 1.05. 

https://www.law.com/texaslawyer/almID/1202760014296/OpEd-Protecting-Privilege-and-the-Trump-University-Investigation/?slreturn=20210301192503
https://www.law.com/texaslawyer/almID/1202760014296/OpEd-Protecting-Privilege-and-the-Trump-University-Investigation/?slreturn=20210301192503
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party witness on the invoice has been harassed. Neither of these things would have occurred had 
OAG employees not leaked criminal investigation information. The investigation into who leaked 
this information is ongoing, and a criminal referral will follow if appropriate.  

iv. September 30, 2020, Penley Letter—False and Incorrect Statements 

The Penley Letter is set out in full below. This letter was written on the Unauthorized 
Letterhead two weeks after Penley was instructed by AG Paxton not to work on this matter any 
further. The highlighted and alphabetized portions are either factually or legally incorrect: 

 
 Sentence A is false. Brandon Cammack never appeared before a grand jury. Grand jury 
subpoenas are obtained from a judge, and those subpoenas were submitted to the 460th Criminal 
District Court Judge by TCDAO staff. 

 Sentence B is false. The private business subpoena related to a criminal investigation into 
Referral #2. The Complainants did not know about Referral #2. 
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 Sentence C is false. TCDAO appointed Cammack to be a special prosecutor.  

 Sentence D is incorrect. Special prosecutors can obtain grand jury subpoenas. Even if the 
TCDAO had not made Cammack a special prosecutor, he would have still been able to legally 
obtain a grand jury subpoena (through a different avenue) as an investigator. Investigators in the 
State of Texas commonly use grand jury subpoenas to obtain information during the investigation 
phase of the criminal justice process. TDCAA Case Preparation for Investigators, (Blue Cover), 
p. 172; and Exhibit 17, Excerpt from TCDAA Case Preparation for Investigators. 

 Sentence E is incorrect. Penley fails to distinguish between a pro tem prosecutor, who 
cannot be a private practice attorney, and a special prosecutor, who can be an attorney in private 
practice. See Coleman, 246 S.W.3d at 82 n.19; Tex. Att’y Gen. Op. No. KP-0273 (2019);  

 Sentence F is false. Cammack did have this authority pursuant to the TCDAO appointment.  

 Sentence G is false. Penley possessed the outside counsel contract approximately 24 hours 
after this letter was sent. Additionally, AG Paxton had designated Cammack outside counsel, 
which was sufficient under Texas law.  

v. October 1, 2020, Mateer Letter—Proof of Lack of Knowledge and False 
Statements 

The Mateer Letter—Exhibit 30—demonstrates that the Complainants did not know about 
OAG’s signed contract with Cammack at the time they made the criminal complaint on September 
30, 2020. Instead of reexamining their theories regarding AG Paxton and his actions granting 
authority to Cammack, the letter attempted to deny or rescind Cammack’s authority. Neither effort 
was legally effective given that the contract was fully executed and TCDAO had made Cammack 
a special prosecutor.  

At the writing of the letter (October 1, 2020), Mateer was in possession of the outside 
counsel contract signed by AG Paxton and Cammack. The day before he obtained the contract, he 
made a criminal complaint under the false assumption that there was no outside counsel contract 
with OAG. The existence of the contract apparently surprised the Complainants, despite Mateer’s 
involvement in the hiring of outside counsel. In response to the receipt of the signed contract, 
Complainants made the decision to disavow the contract. Within the letter, Mateer does not 
articulate a legal basis for why the contract was invalid, nor does he articulate how AG Paxton’s 
signature was invalid or insufficient under Texas law. AG Paxton is legally empowered to 
authorize and sign outside counsel contracts – as the attorney general. His subordinates do not 
have the authority to cancel contracts signed by him without his approval. Any internal policy 
regarding signatures and approvals is for the accountability over subordinates, and it is how the 
attorney general delegates his authority – however, such internal policy does not constrain the 
attorney general’s lawful discretion to act.  

Furthermore, instead of contacting TCDAO to ask them whether they had made Cammack 
a special prosecutor, Mateer wrote a statement that reflected his lack of understanding of the 
difference between a pro tem prosecutor and a special prosecutor, incorrectly identified Cammack 
as “Special Prosecutor of the Office of Attorney General”, and further, falsely threatened criminal 
exposure to a duly-designated special prosecutor: 
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Exhibit 30, Mateer Letter. 

Mateer expressly contradicted the opinion he signed in his capacity as First Assistant 
Attorney General and caused to be issued on October 11, 2019, namely Texas Attorney General 
Opinion KP-0273, which covers what a special prosecutor is and how the district attorney creates 
and controls special prosecutors. See Exhibit 4, Tex. Att’y Gen. Op. No. KP-0273.17 Armed with 
an understanding of the opinion, the prudent and logical next step would have been for Mateer to 
contact TCDAO and determine if they had given Cammack a special prosecutor designation. He 
did not take that step, however. And at no time did Mateer or the Complainants contact AG Paxton 
to ask whether he had signed the contract.  

B. TCDAO Had Legal Control Over the Investigation into Referral #1 and Referral #2 
TCDAO Assistant District Attorney Amy Meredith and First Assistant Mindy Montford 

were interviewed to understand the facts in this case from the perspective of the TCDAO. Those 
discussions and their related documents, as understood through settled Texas law, revealed the 
following: 

• TCDAO leadership, First Assistant Mindy Montford and Director of Special 
Prosecutions Don Clemmer, voluntarily and with full knowledge of what they were 
investigating, opened two different investigations, which this Report has named 
Referral #1 and Referral #2.  
 

• TCDAO did not recuse themselves, therefore they retained legal care, custody, and 
control of the investigations. 

 
• OAG could only assist TCDAO in their investigation, and only at TCDAO’s 

request. 
 

• Cammack never appeared before a judge or before a grand jury, but instead relied 
on TCDAO to have the subpoenas issued. 

 
• Chief of Public Integrity Unit Amy Meredith and her staff, including Bailey 

Molnar, were responsible for obtaining grand jury subpoenas and maintained 
control of that process, which included entering the subpoenas into DocuSign, 
setting up the signature fields in DocuSign, communicating information about the 
subpoenas to the judge presiding over the grand jury, and providing the subpoenas 
to the judge presiding over the grand jury.  

 
17 This opinion was personally signed by Mateer, as AG Paxton had previously recused himself from 
reviewing the subject matter covered by this Opinion for even the appearance of impropriety, and Mateer 
personally confirmed the recusal at the time of issuing Opinion KP-0273.  
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• TCDAO knew what was being subpoenaed by Cammack (i.e., investigation into 

federal agents, Referral #1 and Referral #2). 
 

• TCDAO made Cammack a special prosecutor, as indicated through the grand jury 
subpoena process. While it is not customary to actually supervise special 
prosecutors, TCDAO is still legally responsible for the prosecutor.  

 
• On October 9, 2020, after the Complainants lodged their allegations and substantial 

press coverage began, TCDAO exercised their legal and actual control to close their 
investigation.  

Cammack held two different legal and authoritative designations because he was both 
outside counsel for OAG, operating under the authority of OAG, and a special prosecutor for 
TCDAO. Since TCDAO had not recused themselves from the criminal referrals, TCDAO retained 
legal control over the investigation and any authority Cammack or OAG operated under was 
subordinate to TCDAO.  

TCDAO was at all times the gatekeeper for grand jury subpoenas and the only law 
enforcement authority that had the power to appoint a “special prosecutor.” See Coleman, 246 
S.W.3d 76, at 82 n.19; Again, TCDAO presented Cammack as special prosecutor upon providing 
grand jury subpoena requests to the judge. TCDAO assistant district attorneys knew what was 
being subpoenaed, discussed what was being subpoenaed, and made sure that the special 
prosecutor was the one signing the subpoenas. Complainants’ allegations that Cammack had any 
defect in his obtaining of grand jury subpoenas fail as a matter of fact and law, because TCDAO 
retained legal and actual control over the grand jury subpoena process and TCDAO retained actual 
control over any special prosecutor designated by the judge presiding over the grand jury. 

On October 8, 2020, after discovering the misrepresentations and false information 
provided by the Complainants to the TCDAO, newly-appointed First Assistant Attorney General 
Brent Webster notified TCDAO Assistant District Attorneys Meredith and Clemmer and requested 
relevant documents from TCDAO for the OAG’s files.  
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Webster did not receive any responsive documents to his request. However, soon after this, 
Webster received a letter from then-Travis County District Attorney Margaret Moore, replicated 
below. At the time Moore wrote her letter, she did not know that the Complainants hid the 
existence of the outside counsel contract, and she was not aware that Penley had misled Clemmer 
to obtain grand jury subpoenas and then leaked them in violation of Texas Code of Criminal 
Procedure article 20.02. For these reasons, it appears that Moore wanted to distance herself from 
a fraught situation. Moore’s rapid response to the October 8th letter did not accurately reflect the 
legal authority of the investigation and did not accurately reflect the affirmative and intentional 
actions taken by her employees. Specifically, the following highlighted sentences are inaccurate 
and omit key information necessary to make them accurate: 
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 Sentence A references Referral #1 but fails to include information about Referral #2. This 
raises questions as to whether the TCDAO had closed its investigation into Referral #2. The 
TCDAO has and continues to refuse to discuss this matter with OAG (Sentence F). OAG 
participates in these criminal investigations only to assist TCDAO, so out of an abundance of 
caution, OAG ceased its participation in both matters until TCDAO advises that either 
investigation remains ongoing or has been re-opened.  

 Sentence C is incorrect. TCDAO authorities Montford and Clemmer conducted an 
interview with the complainant and oversaw the special prosecutor, which qualifies as 
investigative activity. Additionally, Meredith and Clemmer were aware of the subpoenas issued 
by the special prosecutor and discussed the content of the subpoenas internally, eventually 
allowing the grand jury subpoenas to go forward. Montford and Clemmer have more information 
as it relates to the investigative actions they took. 

 Sentence D is legally and factually wrong. As noted above, TCDAO did initially 
investigate and referred the matter to the OAG. 

 Sentence E is legally and factually wrong. As a matter of law and practice, TCDAO takes 
no action on some complaints it receives, refers some of the complaints to other agencies, and on 
other occasions asks OAG for assistance with a TCDAO investigation. If OAG is involved, there 
are only two options for TCDAO: (1) recuse TCDAO and ask OAG to proceed on a pro tem basis, 
or (2) open an investigation and ask OAG to assist TCDAO with its investigation. Texas law 
affords no other options in this situation. With that background, and as a matter of law, Referral 
#1 and Referral #2 undeniably indicated a need to investigate, expressed TCDAO’s desire that an 
investigation take place, and constituted TCDAO’s endorsement of the referral because at all times 
it was TCDAO’s investigation to conduct.  

 Sentence G is legally and factually wrong. As mentioned above, this was always a TCDAO 
investigation. TCDAO accepted the complaint, TCDAO did not recuse, and TCDAO requested 
OAG’s assistance with its investigation. OAG obtained no independent authority in this 
investigation and was at all times subordinate to TCDAO’s authority. Although it references Texas 
law, Moore’s Sentence G in fact contradicts Texas law. OAG has no independent authority under 
Texas law for this type of investigation, unless we are assisting a district attorney.  

C. Interference into Criminal Investigations 
Some Complainants intentionally interfered with the criminal investigation into Referral 

#1 and interfered with Referral #2 collaterally by interfering with Referral #1. (That interference 
is thoroughly discussed in other sections of this Report.) There is also evidence that suggests that 
there may have been interference into the investigation by Neeraj Gupta, Johnny Sutton, Steve 
Lemmon, and other unknown actors.  

As a reminder, Referral #1 was, in part, an investigation into allegations made against 
federal employees that operate under the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Western District of Texas. 
These allegations implicate crimes under Texas law, and the TCDAO has jurisdiction over these 
criminal acts. Additionally, it now appears that Gupta’s colleagues in the U.S. Attorney’s Office 
for the Western District of Texas have opened an investigation specifically investigating the 
investigation into their own office.  

i. Assistant U.S. Attorney for the Western District – Neeraj Gupta 
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 Gupta, an Assistant U.S. Attorney for the Western District of Texas, appears to have known 
about the criminal investigation into him, before employees of OAG knew that TCDAO had begun 
an investigation and asked OAG to assist with that investigation. Gupta admitted this via email, 
before OAG had even received the first referral: 

 
Before the above email was sent, Gupta scheduled a call to deter OAG from investigating, 

among other matters, the Mitte Foundation. Given Gupta’s expressed knowledge about the fact 
that law enforcement had opened an investigation into him, combined with his own self-interest to 
make sure no one brings charges against him, calls into question the contacts he made with OAG 
employees, including the Complainants.  

ii. Johnny Sutton 

Johnny Sutton is a former U.S. Attorney for the Western District of Texas who may have 
personal and professional relationships with the potential defendants being investigated by 
TCDAO and OAG in Referral #1. Potential defendants included Assistant U.S. Attorneys in the 
Western District of Texas, FBI agents in the Western District, and others. Sutton also received 
information provided through Penley’s and Vassar’s violation of Texas Code of Criminal 
Procedure article 20.02. This illegal transmission directly caused grand jury subpoenas of the 
Referral #1 criminal investigation to be received by a person that is possibly connected to the 
potential defendants being investigated in Referral #1. TCDAO (through the assistance of OAG 
and its outside counsel Cammack) was investigating the FBI and DPS, and Mark Penley directly 
interfered with that investigation by providing secret grand jury subpoenas to the agencies and 
individuals being investigated. 

iii. Steve Lemmon 

Steve Lemmon is the attorney for the receiver in the Mitte Foundation litigation with Nate 
Paul. The complaint against AG Paxton was triggered by Lacey Mase receiving a call from a 
lawyer connected to a financial institution notifying her about grand jury subpoenas being served 
on said financial institution by Brandon Cammack. On the same day Mase received this call, 
Lemmon called OAG Associate Deputy Attorney General Lisa Tanner claiming to represent a 
financial institution and questioning the validity of a grand jury subpoena he had received.18 See 
Exhibit 16, Lisa Tanner Email Summarizing Her September 29th Call with Steve Lemmon.  
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However, Lemmon’s representations appear misleading because on November 5, 2020, 
during a deposition, he makes representations that are different than the representations that he 
made to Lisa Tanner: 
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Exhibit 44, Transcript of November 5, 2020 Gregory Milligan Deposition, pages 137–38.  

Whether and to what extent Steve Lemmon may have interfered with the criminal 
investigation is unknown, as his relationship with the Complainants was not disclosed. 
Nevertheless, his involvement is concerning given his questionable representations to OAG and 
his potential personal motivation to gain a strategic advantage for his client in the Mitte Foundation 
litigation with Nate Paul. 

D. Cases in Referral #1 and Referral #2 Were Not Closed as Unfounded; Questions 
Remain 

 Though Complainants asserted that Nate Paul’s criminal allegations were meritless, OAG 
records directly contradict that claim. For example, Penley’s writings and documents show that he 
was mid-investigation when AG Paxton told him that outside counsel would be taking over the 
investigation. Furthermore, Maxwell did not document his investigation and findings. Verbal 
conclusory statements that the case into Referral #1 was closed neither hold merit nor reflect 
OAG’s position at the time. Furthermore, Referral #2 was never investigated by any OAG staff, 
who was unaware of its existence. Referral #2 therefore could not have been closed based on its 
merits. 

It is confirmed that the investigation was never documented through OAG’s normal 
channels, including Webpass and the offense report system, and actions taken to investigate by 



43 
 

Maxwell were not documented, with the exception of video recordings of interviews with 
complainant Nate Paul. Maxwell went so far to instruct his own staff not to document their actions. 
Proper procedures regarding the handling of Referral #1 by David Maxwell and Mark Penley, were 
not followed and the claims against the potential defendants in Referral #1 were not ruled out.  

 Penley admitted in an interview on November 2, 2020 that, on August 12, 2020, he had 
determined there were more investigative actions he could take and that he had asked Wynne to 
provide him with more documents and evidence. Penley then went on vacation. Between the 
August 12, 2020, meeting and vacation, he did not work further on the case. Penley led his fellow 
Complainants to believe that he had ruled the actions out, but his last act on the case was to identify 
things that he needed to investigate. Penley never finished the actions he identified that required 
investigation. Other evidence later found in his office demonstrated he had a list of items to 
investigate, with only one of the several questions on the list having been answered. See Exhibit 
37, Penley List. The day before AG Paxton told Penley to cease working on the case, Penley 
confirmed in writing that he wished to take further steps in his investigation: 

 
There is no evidence that Penley completed an investigation or documented any findings 

of his investigation. And with the exception of two meetings recorded on video at AG Paxton’s 
direction, and verbal instructions to the forensics team, David Maxwell’s actions and conclusions 
are also undocumented. Additionally, the forensics team disclosed that they needed more 
information to draw conclusions. 

Maxwell and Penley articulated to some in the office that they believed the State of Texas 
should not investigate the federal authorities for crimes that federal agents and lawyers may have 
committed in Texas. They expressed the opinion that only the FBI can investigate itself. That idea 
is incorrect, and it is well established that federal authorities can be investigated and prosecuted 
by state or local authorities if they violate state law.19 TCDAO has investigated federal officers, 

 
19 In some situations, federal authorities can assert immunity and have their case removed to federal court, 
but those are procedural and defensive actions in response to investigation and prosecution; they are not a 
bar to investigation and prosecution. 
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most notably, their investigation and indictment of Charles Kleinert, who was a deputized federal 
agent at the time he was accused of committing an offense.20  

Once the case passed to Outside Counsel/TCDAO Special Prosecutor Cammack, it appears 
he was making progress on the investigation. A preliminary review of the criminal investigative 
file that Cammack turned over to OAG reveals that the outside counsel conducted his investigation 
in a way that met minimum investigative standards, including meeting with the complainant, 
interviewing witnesses, and collecting evidence, which includes obtaining grand jury subpoenas 
to assist in the collection of evidence.21 

 Cammack had not completed his investigation when TCDAO closed the investigation, 
including both Referral #1 and Referral #2. At the time Moore closed her criminal files into 
Referral #2, no one at OAG was then aware of the existence of Referral #2, with the exception of 
Paxton and Cammack. Only Cammack had access to the contents of Referral #2. Paxton did not 
read Referral #2 until after the OAG’s internal investigation had begun.  

 If Cammack had been allowed to continue, upon completion of his investigation, he would 
have provided his report and a presentation to TCDAO as to his findings and the evidence. Then 
TCDAO would have decided if they wanted to proceed with prosecuting the case. Ultimately, any 
actions would have been TCDAO’s to take, and not OAG’s (other than to assist TCDAO). 

 At the time of the completion of this Report, and in accordance with the outside counsel 
contract, OAG is still waiting on Cammack’s final report regarding his findings and his 
investigation. 

 

 
20 Other law enforcement agencies around the nation have investigated federal authorities for crimes that 
were committed both on and off duty. See, e.g., Rebecca Lindstrom & Lindsey Basye, He had 76 bullet 
wounds from police guns. The DA is asking why, 11 ALIVE (June 13, 2019, 11:06 AM), 
https://www.11alive.com/article/news/investigations/the-reveal/he-had-76-bullet-wounds-from-police-
guns-the-da-is-asking-why/85-3cac22b8-0f5f-4003-bbb0-85f50485d53e; FBI agent charged with assault 
after accidental backflip shooting on dance floor, KETV OMAHA (June 13, 2018, 4:15 AM), 
https://www.ketv.com/article/fbi-agent-charged-with-assault-after-accidental-backflip-shooting-on-dance-
floor/21335428.   
21 Traditionally, criminal investigations begin with a criminal complaint by a citizen. This is usually 
received by a uniformed police officer. The uniformed officer will meet with the complainant and get a 
summary of the complaint. If the information articulated presents facts that could be considered a crime, 
the complaint is forwarded to a detective for an investigation. The detective will likely contact the 
complainant and get more information. Then the detective might do the following actions as part of his 
investigation: 

• Interview other witnesses; 
• Collect public documents; 
• Obtain grand jury subpoenas from a District Attorney’s office to obtain information from third 

parties or from the subjects of the investigation, including, bank records, phone records, video 
recordings, audio recordings, medical records; 

• Conduct surveillance; 
• Make controlled calls; and/or 
• Conduct other law enforcement actions. 

https://www.11alive.com/article/news/investigations/the-reveal/he-had-76-bullet-wounds-from-police-guns-the-da-is-asking-why/85-3cac22b8-0f5f-4003-bbb0-85f50485d53e
https://www.11alive.com/article/news/investigations/the-reveal/he-had-76-bullet-wounds-from-police-guns-the-da-is-asking-why/85-3cac22b8-0f5f-4003-bbb0-85f50485d53e
https://www.ketv.com/article/fbi-agent-charged-with-assault-after-accidental-backflip-shooting-on-dance-floor/21335428
https://www.ketv.com/article/fbi-agent-charged-with-assault-after-accidental-backflip-shooting-on-dance-floor/21335428
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E. The Criminal Complaint Against AG Paxton 
The Complainants’ criminal complaints against AG Paxton are based on four events, each 

representing its own alleged criminal transaction: (1) an open records opinion, (2) an intervention 
in litigation involving a nonprofit, (3) guidance on foreclosure sales during COVID-19, and (4) 
the retention of Brandon Cammack and his pursuit of Referral #1. See Exhibit 22, Final Draft of 
Complaints. This Report concludes that the evidence supports none of these four allegations, and 
frequently contradicts key factual or legal assertions on which the Complainants rely.22  

As noted above, the early drafts of the Complainants’ complaint were built around Brandon 
Cammack and Referral #1. See Exhibit 21, Process of Drafting Criminal Complaint. The draft 
versions are important to this analysis because they demonstrate the process the Complainants 
went through to accuse AG Paxton of wrongdoing. Upon review of the complaint drafts, it is clear 
that each starts with Cammack, then seeks other examples of ways that Nate Paul might have 
benefited from some action taken by OAG. Id. The draft versions demonstrate a lack of concrete 
facts and include personal opinions and speculative conclusory statements. Additionally, they fail 
to provide documentation or evidence to support certain of their statements and conclusions. 

The Complainants’ final draft complaint is broken into four sections, involving an open 
records ruling, the legal intervention into a case involving the scandal-plagued Mitte Foundation, 
a Covid-disaster opinion guidance regarding legality of foreclosure sales during Government 
Abbott’s executive order restricting attendees at public gatherings, and TCDAO’s criminal 
investigation (through Cammack as special prosecutor). 

i. The Open Records Ruling (“Paragraph 1”) 

The Complainants’ Paragraph 1 raises objections about an open records opinion that 
allegedly reached a “novel” result. The complaint states:  

The Attorney General directed the Open Records Division (ORD) to issue a ruling 
more favorable to Mr. Paul’s interest than then-existing open records policy would 
allow. Specifically, ORD was requested to rule on whether records relating to the 
underlying investigation into Mr. Paul must be disclosed to the public under the 
Texas Public Information Act. The Attorney General Paxton announced his intent 
for the Agency to find a way to order that the records be released, because he did 
not trust law enforcement. Unable to reach such a conclusion under the law, ORD 
crafted a determination that it could not issue a ruling on the request submitted by 
Mr. Paul’s presumed representative in a manner that comports with the due-process 
requirements of the PIA, a novel result that ORD would not otherwise have reached 
absent pressure from the Attorney General. 

Exhibit 22, Final Draft of Complaints. Standing alone, this accusation neither alleges a crime nor 
provides evidence of such. Nonetheless, the preliminary investigation thoroughly examined the 
open records ruling and the basis for this determination. The investigation has shown that AG 

 
22 The criminal complaint against AG Paxton deserves a full and complete analysis, as there are substantial 
factual and legal defects present on its face. At the time of completing this Report, however, there has not 
been adequate time and resources to conduct a complete analysis. 
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Paxton’s actions were lawfully taken and his ruling is legally correct. More importantly, the AG 
opinion letter was not favorable to Nate Paul, as it did not require disclosure of the information. 

When there is a dispute about whether a Texas governmental entity should release 
requested information to the public, OAG is responsible for resolving it. OAG accomplishes this 
by issuing opinions pursuant to section 552 of the Texas Government Code. This section requires 
broad transparency:  

Sec. 552.001. POLICY; CONSTRUCTION. (a) Under the fundamental philosophy 
of the American constitutional form of representative government that adheres to 
the principle that government is the servant and not the master of the people, it is 
the policy of this state that each person is entitled, unless otherwise expressly 
provided by law, at all times to complete information about the affairs of 
government and the official acts of public officials and employees. The people, in 
delegating authority, do not give their public servants the right to decide what is 
good for the people to know and what is not good for them to know. The people 
insist on remaining informed so that they may retain control over the instruments 
they have created. The provisions of this chapter shall be liberally construed to 
implement this policy. 

(b) This chapter shall be liberally construed in favor of granting a request for 
information.  

TEX. GOV’T CODE §552.001.  

At the time OAG’s opinion was requested, there were several procedural obstacles to 
issuing an opinion. See Exhibit 38, Open Records Opinion. First, the information sought was 
already subject to pending litigation in Travis County District Court. Second, DPS had failed to 
timely notify the FBI that there had been an open records request. Third, the FBI failed to timely 
reply and only provided heavily redacted comments, which presented a problem for OAG.  

OAG Assistant Attorney General and Division Chief of Open Records Justin Gordon 
decided that given the above facts, the pending litigation was the best place to resolve the records 
dispute. OAG then issued a closed letter and declined to issue a decision. See Exhibit 38, Open 
Records Ruling. In the letter, OAG noted that the late timing of the DPS notice to the FBI and the 
FBI’s late-arriving and heavily redacted comments prevented OAG from issuing a decision in 
accordance with due process. Importantly, the letter issued by OAG maintained the status quo and 
allowed the trial court to independently review the claims. This result appears to be objectively 
correct. In any event, OAG’s decision to defer to a district court’s determination suggests that AG 
Paxton did not commit a crime or other wrongdoing – contrary to the Complainant’s allegation 
that he exerted pressure to produce an outcome favorable to Nate Paul’s interests. 

In addition to this open records ruling, there were at least two other related rulings issued 
by the Open Records Division in 2019 and 2020 in which OAG again ruled against disclosure and 
sided with the state agency. It should be noted that the Department of Justice also provided briefing 
in support of non-disclosure in two of the three opinions – which was the position ultimately taken 
by OAG.  
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ii. The Nonprofit Intervention—Mitte Foundation’s Past Scandals (“Paragraph 2”) 

 The Mitte Foundation is a troubled institution that has been frequently investigated in the 
past. OAG’s investigation into what transpired with the Mitte Foundation intervention remains 
ongoing, but certain then-known key facts suggest that AG Paxton properly decided to investigate 
the Foundation, and continued OAG’s long history of investigating the Mitte Foundation, which 
began with then-AG Greg Abbott.   

First, within Paragraph 2, no crime is alleged, and no evidence of any crime is articulated: 

The Attorney General directed the agency’s Financial Litigation Division (FLD) to 
intervene in a lawsuit between a charitable trust named the Mitte Foundation and Mr. 
Paul’s company, World Class. The court had imposed a receivership on World Class 
assets in which Mitte had invested, and it became clear that counsel for World Class 
desired our office’s intervention to prevent the receiver from fulfilling its court-
ordered duty. After FLD intervened, the Attorney General pressured counsel to seek 
an immediate stay of all proceedings, to investigate the conduct of the charity and 
the receiver, and to pursue a settlement whereby World Class would purchase Mitte’s 
interests in the investment. 

Exhibit 22, Final Draft of Complaints. Paragraph 2 omits material facts and asserts other facts that 
are contrary to actions taken by OAG employees involved in the intervention. The OAG’s actions 
in the case in fact benefited the Mitte Foundation when OAG unilaterally gave information about 
World Class to the Mitte Foundation attorneys in an effort to give them a better bargaining position 
during mediation. 

For example, now-Governor and then-Attorney General Greg Abbott sued the Mitte 
Foundation in 2009. See Exhibit 39, the Greg Abbott Petition. The petition in that lawsuit included 
the following substantial allegations of wrongdoing: 

 
See Exhibit 39, Greg Abbott vs. Mitte Foundation.  



48 
 

The Attorney General is authorized by statute to intervene in any lawsuit involving a 
nonprofit to protect beneficiaries and the State’s interest. The right to intervene is broad:  

Sec. 123.002. ATTORNEY GENERAL’S PARTICIPATION. For and on behalf of 
the interest of the general public of this state in charitable trusts, the attorney general 
is a proper party and may intervene in a proceeding involving a charitable trust. The 
attorney general may join and enter into a compromise, settlement agreement, 
contract, or judgment relating to a proceeding involving a charitable trust. 

TEX. PROP. CODE ANN. §123.002. 

The Mitte Foundation has had conflicts and lawsuits with many individuals and institutions 
over the years. For example, the University of Texas cut ties with the Mitte Foundation when 
allegations of sexual harassment arose.23 Texas State University also cut ties with the Mitte 
Foundation over allegations of cocaine usage and financial mismanagement.24 

Given the history of the Mitte Foundation and the unusual payment terms for the receiver 
in the case, AG Paxton and OAG developed justified concerns regarding the Foundation’s 
operations and use of its funds. While the Complainants allege that AG Paxton’s intervention was 
undertaken to benefit Nate Paul and his corporation, the preliminary investigation suggests that 
OAG’s actions in intervention were not undertaken to aid Paul. The act of intervening in a 
charitable matter is a neutral act. Intervention, by itself, is not an adverse action against the Mitte 
Foundation, nor is it an action taken in support of World Class Properties or Nate Paul. Our review 
of the matter affirms that OAG’s actions taken in the case were appropriate (with the exception of 
the information shared with the Mitte Foundation by OAG attorney Godbey) and that no attempts 
were made to help Nate Paul and his company.  

At the outset of OAG’s involvement, Josh Godbey was contacted by Neeraj Gupta and 
others with the DOJ / FBI regarding Nate Paul and the Mitte Foundation on or about June 16, 
2020. This was followed up with the June 17, 2020 email from AUSA Gupta detailed in this 
Report. Josh Godbey understood from this call that the DOJ / FBI believed the Mitte Foundation 
to be a “victim” and wanted to support the victim (i.e., by insinuating that OAG should stay away 
from the matter).  

Upon further review, both Darren McCarty (who was the deputy in charge of civil 
litigation) and Josh Godbey confirmed that OAG settled on the position that OAG would assist the 
parties to resolve their case cost-effectively, by mediation. McCarty wrote the following about the 
case with the administrative assistance of OAG employee Sarah Burgess: 

 
23 Mitte Foundation Withdraws Gift to U. of Texas, THE CHRONICLE OF HIGHER EDUCATION (June 13, 
2003), https://www.chronicle.com/article/mitte-foundation-withdraws-gift-to-u-of-texas.  
24 Brad Rollins, Texas State severs ties with embattled philanthropist, SAN MARCOS MERCURY (April 19, 
2008), http://smmercury.com/2008/04/19/the-bottom-line-texas-state-says-it-will-not-take-money-from-
foundation-after-arrest-of-its-director-on-cocaine-charge.  

https://www.chronicle.com/article/mitte-foundation-withdraws-gift-to-u-of-texas
http://smmercury.com/2008/04/19/the-bottom-line-texas-state-says-it-will-not-take-money-from-foundation-after-arrest-of-its-director-on-cocaine-charge
http://smmercury.com/2008/04/19/the-bottom-line-texas-state-says-it-will-not-take-money-from-foundation-after-arrest-of-its-director-on-cocaine-charge
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Contrary to the Complainants’ allegations that OAG intervened solely to benefit World 

Class Properties and Nate Paul, this investigation revealed that OAG’s intervention worked to the 
Foundation’s advantage in mediation. OAG Financial Litigation Division Chief Joshua Godbey 
noticed that Sheena Paul, the lawyer for World Class Properties, desired mediation. Godbey 
construed this as a sign that the Mitte Foundation could possibly get a higher settlement amount 
out of World Class Properties at the mediation, and Godbey provided this information and his 
opinion directly to Ray Chester, the attorney for the Mitte Foundation, before the mediation, on 
July 13, 2020.  

This information placed the Mitte Foundation in a better bargaining position and could 
theoretically enable it to get more money out of the settlement than they would have if it had not 
had this information. Contrary to allegations made by the Complainants that the actions taken by 
OAG benefited Nate Paul, the actions benefited the Mitte Foundation instead. 

 Additionally, Nate Paul expressed his frustration that OAG was involved in the case:  

  
See Exhibit 40, Michael Wynne, on behalf of Nate Paul, Letter to OAG  

OAG had every right to intervene in litigation involving a historically problematic 
nonprofit, pursuant to statute, and the content in “Paragraph 2” articulates no criminal act. The 
actions taken by OAG employees in the Mitte Foundation intervention were neutral at the start and 
adverse to Paul at the time of mediation. In fact, during the investigation, OAG lawyers were 
accused of acting adverse to Nate Paul and his interests (in that they did not investigate the charity) 
and also by the Mitte Foundation (in that AG Paxton had a personal relationship with Nate Paul). 
Ultimately, the parties did not settle while OAG was involved, and thus neither side could credibly 
state that OAG’s involvement affected their position in this litigation. 

iii. AG Guidance on Foreclosure Sales (Paragraph 3) 

 Paragraph 3 of the Complainants’ written complaint goes to great lengths to attribute 
wrongdoing to an otherwise logical and appropriate informal letter. Within this paragraph, again, 
no crime is alleged, and no evidence of any crime is articulated: 
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The Attorney General frantically insisted that an informal guidance document 
concerning foreclosure sales be drafted and released over the course of one 
weekend. The Attorney General indicated that the guidance document would help 
homeowners but could not identify an authorized requester who had asked for the 
guidance. Rather, he directed staff to a private citizen who had no knowledge of the 
issue, and then insisted that staff procure an elected state official to prepare a 
request for guidance. After the guidance was issued, the Attorney General insisted, 
against advice of staff, that a press release be issued concerning the guidance, 
eventually settling for a website posting. The guidance document appears directly 
suited to assist Mr. Paul, who has placed several of his properties into bankruptcy, 
and who faces the prospect of foreclosure sales by banks holding notes on those 
properties. 

See Exhibit 22, Final Draft of Complaints. Paragraph 3 omits material facts and fails to disclose 
the factual predicate for the informal guidance—namely the COVID-19 pandemic. 

The informal guidance letter benefitted all Texans who might be subject to foreclosure 
during Governor Abbott’s COVID-related restrictions on the number of individuals allowed to 
gather together as a group. See Exhibit 41, Foreclosure Informal Guidance. During July 2020, 
OAG received a legislative request related to the COVID-19 pandemic and certain courthouse 
foreclosure sales. The request was submitted by a Texas State Legislator, Senator Bryan Hughes. 
Because it was an issue related to the pandemic and similar to other property questions handled by 
OAG’s Disaster Counsel team, the request was forwarded to then-Deputy Attorney General for 
Legal Counsel Ryan Vassar. This was routed to him as a disaster-related question (through the 
disaster counsel function within the General Counsel Division) and not set up as an official opinion 
request (through the Opinion Committee).25 This distinction was important, as disaster-related 
questions did not go through the traditional official opinion process, and the guidance was only 
informal as a result. The informal guidance affirms that foreclosure sales were subject to the 
COVID-related ten-person gathering limit, and also asserts that the foreclosure sales should not be 
held if the ten-person limit would negatively impact the bidding. Specifically: 

 
See Exhibit 41, Foreclosure Informal Guidance. On its face, this informal opinion is good for 
Texans and, given the extraordinary circumstances of the COVID-19 emergency, it cannot 
reasonably be argued that this was an unusual or unwarranted result. Indeed, both the Supreme 
Court of Texas and federal law have halted or otherwise impeded evictions or foreclosures for the 
same sound public policy reasons. To date, there is a federally-mandated eviction moratorium in 

 
25 In fact, the guidance notes that it does not even carry the weight of a formal AG opinion (which is itself 
legally nonbinding) under the Texas Government Code, but merely informal guidance. Throughout the 
COVID-19 disaster, disaster counsel has drafted countless items of advice, emails and full guidance 
documents (including as to houses of worship and other topics of interest) to officials all over the state of 
Texas.  As a comparison, OAG has issued thirteen formal opinions (under the Texas Government Code) 
related to COVID-19 through the Opinions Committee since April 2020.  
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place throughout the country. Foreclosure sales did not formally restart in Travis County until May 
2021 (though some form of informal sale occurred in December 2020).  

 The Complainants contend that AG Paxton acted illegally by procuring an elected official 
to request an opinion. The Disaster Counsel function (within the General Counsel Division) had 
received questions regarding foreclosures from many sources, including private citizens. However, 
to issue a written official opinion, an elected official authorized by the Government Code must ask 
the question to OAG. The ability of OAG to ask elected officials to request opinions was very 
important and useful for Texans during the statewide COVID disaster because the Governor’s 
orders were regularly changing and required substantial interpretation and clarification from OAG 
and the Disaster Counsel. And doing so in this manner is both legal and routine. 

 Finally, the informal guidance document issued by the Attorney General does not have any 
legally binding effect: the decision to stop foreclosure sales in Travis County ultimately rests with 
the Travis County Judge (and the Commissioners’ Court) in the normal course, or with the 
Governor or someone empowered under the Texas Disaster Act in the case of a declared disaster– 
not the Attorney General or OAG. The issuance of the document did not directly result in any 
foreclosure sale being stopped anywhere in Texas, let alone in Travis County.  

iv. TCDAO Referral #1 (Paragraph 4) 

The criminal referrals were and remained at all times TCDAO matters. TCDAO always 
maintained legal control over this referral. Brandon Cammack was both outside counsel for OAG 
and a special prosecutor for TCDAO and, as noted above, AG Paxton acted appropriately in 
retaining Cammack and handling the subsequent criminal investigation. Beginning with the 
portions of the Complainants’ complaint that deal with TCDAO and Cammack, the Complainants 
make plainly incorrect assertions. Given this Report’s nature, the following are merely a few 
examples of these defective statements.  

The prime example of a false statement is the summary section of Paragraph 4: 

“All facts considered, we have reasonable suspicion to believe Attorney 
General Paxton may have approved or may be directly supervising the unlawful use 
of criminal process to further private, nongovernmental interests. In particular, the 
information sought in the subpoena has no reasonable connection to the allegations 
contained in the Travis County complaint. And the appearance by Mr. Paul’s 
private attorney at the location of Mr. Cammack’s personal service of the subpoena 
undercuts any reasonable argument that the subpoena was obtained for official 
purposes.” 

See Exhibit 22, Final Draft of Complaints.  

Yet “[a]ll facts considered” by the Complainants did not include critical facts and 
information. TCDAO had directly authorized these grand jury subpoenas and some of those 
subpoenas were related to Referral #2 – which was a lawful referral by TCDAO to OAG (acting 
through Cammack). Therefore, the Complainants wrongly stated that there was “unlawful use of 
process.” Additionally, with no evidence to support the contention, the Complainants concluded 
that AG Paxton “may be directly supervising the unlawful use of criminal process to further 
private, nongovernmental interests.” This ignores TCDAO’s involvement and control of the matter 
– and is incorrect as it is premised on faulty logic (that Referral #1 was the only referral made by 



52 
 

TCDAO to OAG related to Paul). Finally, the Complainants discuss Paul’s private attorney Wynne 
being present for the service of a grand jury subpoena as proof of untoward actions. Wynne’s 
presence may have been required to waive any objections to releasing the information if Paul, his 
client, was a party or owner of the subpoenaed bank records. There is no evidence that AG Paxton 
was involved in, or aware of, the decision to have Wynne in attendance. Furthermore, there is no 
evidence that AG Paxton was aware that subpoenas had been issued by TCDAO and by the judge 
presiding over the grand jury. The “unlawful use of process” allegation is factually unsupported.  

At the beginning of the section of their complaint dealing with Cammack and Referral #1, 
the Complainants state: 

 
The Attorney General submitted a complaint to the Travis County District 
Attorney’s Office alleging potential criminal conduct committed by employees of 
the State Securities Board, the Department, the FBI, and the United States 
Attorney’s Office for the Western District of Texas, as part of the investigation 
precipitating the search warrants that were executed in 2019. 

 
See Exhibit 22, Final Draft of Complaints. 

This statement is misleading because it falsely asserts that AG Paxton himself submitted 
or wrote Referral #1. The Complainants knew that he did no such thing.26 AG Paxton has at all 
times acknowledged that he knew Nate Paul, and that he introduced Paul to TCDAO. But AG 
Paxton did not submit a complaint for Paul. Indeed, he missed most of Paul’s presentation to 
TCDAO in the first place, and TCDAO exercised and retained criminal jurisdiction over the 
complaints Paul made.  

Paul and his attorneys made the criminal complaint to the TCDAO, both in writing and in 
a lunch meeting where AG Paxton was not present until after Paul had verbally described his 
complaint to Montford and Clemmer.27 Additionally, the criminal complaint contained in Referral 
#2 was made without AG Paxton’s knowledge and directly between Paul and TCDAO. Most 
importantly, Clemmer and Montford independently approved the criminal complaint and referred 
it to OAG for assistance in the investigation for the reasons discussed in this Report.  

 Another controverted fact is found in this statement: 

On or about September 16, 2020, OAG staff notified Attorney General Paxton that 
staff refused to approve the request to retain outside legal counsel to investigate the 
Travis County complaint because approving the request was not in the State’s best 
interest. 

 
26 One of the versions has slightly different wording. 
27 At the time Referral #1 was made by Don Clemmer to OAG, Clemmer knew that AG Paxton knew Nate 
Paul and did not believe that to be a conflict in the same way he believed that the DPS investigating 
themselves was a conflict. This logically makes sense, since OAG’s job was to collect evidence and present 
that evidence to the TCDAO. This can be contrasted with the potential for DPS to ignore or omit evidence 
in its presentation to the TCDAO, if DPS had conducted an investigation into one of its own employees. 
See Exhibit 3, Referral #1. There was also no allegation made by Paul involving an employee of the AG in 
his criminal complaint. 
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See Exhibit 22, Final Draft of Complaints. 

The Complainants’ belief that they, as subordinates, could functionally veto their principal, 
a constitutionally established and statewide-elected official, reflects a profound misunderstanding 
of both Texas law and the facts underlying their complaint.  

First, AG Paxton’s unelected political appointees and staff cannot legally prevent the 
Attorney General from obtaining outside counsel for actions taken by his office, and employees in 
the office do not have discretion separate and independent from the constitutionally-created and 
elected officer, the Attorney General. See generally TEX. CONST. ART. IV, §§1, 22; TEX. GOV’T 
CODE ANN. § 402; Terrell v. Sparks, 135 S.W. 519 (Tex. 1911); 7 Tex. Jur. 3d Att’y Gen. § 4 
(citing State ex rel. Hill v. Pirtle, 887 S.W.2d 921, 924 (Tex. Crim. App. 1994) (“An assistant 
Attorney General is a public employee and not a public officer [like the Attorney General]. An 
assistant Attorney General operates under the direct supervision of the Attorney General and 
exercises no independent executive power.”). 

Second, Mateer, as Paxton’s then-top appointee, was personally involved in the decision 
to hire outside counsel. Indeed, Mateer affirmatively participated in the interview process of 
selecting an outside counsel. Mateer’s assertion in his criminal complaint that outside counsel was 
not in the State’s best interest is contradicted by his actions in attempting to secure that counsel. 
Vassar and General Counsel Lesley French were also involved in the process of engaging 
Cammack.  

Third, this statement is contradicted by the DocuSign record. In accordance with internal 
OAG procedure, the Complainant staff members signed the DocuSign request. Contrary to the 
statement that “staff” notified the Attorney General that they would not approve the request, on 
September 16, 2020, Vassar had already personally approved the Cammack outside counsel 
contract on September 15, 2020. The only action taken on September 16, 2020, was the approval 
by OAG Controller Michelle Price. Here is Vassar’s time-stamped approval signature: 
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See Exhibit 34, DocuSign Record for Cammack Executive Approval Process. 

Oddly enough, the next “signer” within DocuSign, Penley, did not reject the DocuSign 
until after making his criminal complaint. Furthermore, this entry was made after learning that AG 
Paxton had signed the contract with Cammack. Here is Penley’s out-of-order DocuSign entry:  

 

 
See Exhibit 34, DocuSign Record for Cammack Executive Approval Process. This paper trail is 
hard to reconcile with the assertions in the Complainants’ criminal complaint.  
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Indeed, Penley’s rejection can only be explained as an attempt to nullify Cammack’s 
authority as a special prosecutor after the fact. Penley lacked this power as a subordinate official 
empowered only to carry out AG Paxton’s orders. For that matter, Penley’s entry could have been 
made to bolster his own credibility, after he had learned that his September 30th allegations that 
Cammack was a fraud were false. Penley did not appear concerned with the contract’s contents; 
he reviewed it for the first time an hour after he declined it, and even that was two weeks after he 
received the contract approval in the first place.28 

Penley conveyed that he learned about Cammack, and the interviews with other potential 
outside counsel, on September 15, 2020—after his return from a two-week vacation. In some form 
or fashion he did verbally object to the hiring of outside counsel, but this was only after Mateer 
and AG Paxton had interviewed outside counsel for the express purpose of taking over the 
investigation, and after the outside counsel contract had been signed.29 While Mateer’s signature 
was not required for the contract, he interviewed candidates to be outside counsel for this case. It 
is therefore perplexing that the Complainants would rely upon Penley’s objection to outside 
counsel while knowing the role that First Assistant Mateer played in hiring Cammack.30 
Furthermore, Vassar knowingly drafted and submitted the contract for signature (and asked the 
General Counsel to recommend the hiring of Cammack – his direct report), and seven other 
employees approved the contract through DocuSign. At a minimum, the statement that “staff 
refused to approve the request to retain outside legal counsel,” omits material facts that render the 
statement highly misleading. 

v. There Is No Evidence of Bribery or Criminal Undue Influence 

 There is no evidence of any bribe or criminal undue influence articulated in the criminal 
complaint prepared by the Complainants. No evidence was uncovered in this investigation. In 
Webster’s November 2, 2020 interview with Penley, he stated that the bribe in question was a 
campaign donation made by Nate Paul to AG Paxton on October 29, 2018. During the 2018 
campaign and election for Attorney General of Texas, AG Paxton raised over $8 million.31 Thus, 
Nate Paul’s 2018 donation to AG Paxton of $25,000 represented only a tiny fraction of the total 
donations to AG Paxton’s contested statewide race.  

More importantly, it would have been a logical and legal impossibility for this campaign 
donation to be a bribe for unforeseeable actions taken in 2020. Bribery and similar statutes require 
that there be some express quid pro quo. Because of the protected First Amendment interests 

 
28 DocuSign approval is OAG’s system of approval documentation, and it requires daily attention for all 
executives. It is unusual for an executive within OAG to not take action on a DocuSign request for two 
weeks. 
29 It is unknown what Penley’s motivations were by objecting. It is common for prosecutors to not want to 
have cases taken away from them, especially after they have devoted time to the case. Also, given the fact 
that Penley was a former Assistant U.S. Attorney, and OAG was investigating Assistant U.S. Attorneys, 
and given Penley’s illegal actions in providing documents to Johnny Sutton, it is unknown at this time if 
other relationships motivated him to keep control over the investigation. 
30 While it is likely that Mateer shared this fact with fellow Complainants, it is unknown whether he actually 
notified them of his involvement in obtaining outside counsel. 
31 Attorney General of Texas 2018 Election Season, TRANSPARENCY USA, 
https://www.transparencyusa.org/tx/race/attorney-general-of-texas?cycle=2018-election-cycle.  

https://www.transparencyusa.org/tx/race/attorney-general-of-texas?cycle=2018-election-cycle
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associated with making campaign contributions, Texas statutes specifically require evidence of an 
express agreement for a campaign donation to be a bribe: 

Any benefit that is a political contribution as defined by Title 15, Election 
Code, or that is an expenditure made and reported in accordance with Chapter 305, 
Government Code, if the benefit was offered, conferred, solicited, accepted, or 
agreed to pursuant to an express agreement to take or withhold a specific exercise 
of official discretion if such exercise of official discretion would not have been 
taken or withheld but for the benefit; notwithstanding any rule of evidence or jury 
instruction allowing factual inferences in the absence of certain evidence, direct 
evidence of the express agreement shall be required in any prosecution under this 
subdivision. 

TEX. PENAL CODE § 36.02(a)(4). 

 Federal law carries a similar standard: “[A]ccepting a campaign contribution does not equal 
taking a bribe unless the payment is made in exchange for an explicit promise to perform or not 
perform an official act. Vague expectations of some future benefit should not be sufficient to make 
a payment a bribe.” United States v. Allen, 10 F.3d 405, 411 (7th Cir. 1993). 

A quid pro quo was impossible here. While Paul donated to AG Paxton’s campaign in 
2018, even the Complainants do not allege that Paul identified, much less asked for, any official 
action he desired from Paxton until well over a year later. To be sure, there is no evidence present 
that Paul made such a request. But even assuming for argument’s sake that such a request had been 
made in the first place, the timing precludes the possibility of an express agreement as required by 
Texas and federal law. For example:  

• Paul could not have envisioned the COVID-19 pandemic on which at least one of the 
Complainants’ accusations rely (of a letter issued by the AG involving foreclosure sales 
in response to Governor Abbott’s executive order).  

• At the time he made his 2018 donation, Nate Paul did not know and could not have 
anticipated that federal authorities would execute a search warrant on his properties in 
2019.  

• Paul further did not know in 2018 what would happen in the Mitte Foundation case and 
did not know that there would be pending litigation over whether government records 
should be released.  

Everything articulated in the Complainants’ complaint was unknown by Paul at the time 
he made donations to AG Paxton. It seems highly implausible that such an alleged quid pro quo 
arrangement for things unknown could support a Texas law bribery prosecution.  

Beyond that, the Complainants articulate no theory of a criminal act, much less a theory 
that AG Paxton sought or accepted a bribe or otherwise improperly exercised his official influence.  

 The Complainants’ theory of bribery, abuse of power and undue influence, moreover, 
could—if generally adopted—subject every elected official in Texas to criminal prosecution if an 
elected official could be said to have taken any action that happens to benefit a past donor. The 
Attorney General of Texas has the authority to act in hundreds of different ways within the State 
of Texas. See Exhibit 43, 73-Page List of Statutes Requiring or Authorizing Action by the Attorney 
General. Given the Attorney General’s broad, statewide power, there is always potential for those 
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actions to impact a donor, friend, or acquaintance in some manner; however, such actions should 
not be imputed to an improper purpose without evidence of wrongdoing, or an unlawful act, or an 
express agreement to confer the benefit. Put another way, the fact that an action may help a donor, 
friend or acquaintance by itself is not evidence of a crime – it is not “res ipsa loquitor”. No law or 
rule prevents the Attorney General from taking actions in cases involving a past donor, and even 
were that rule to exist (which it does not), it would significantly impair the efficient execution of 
the duties that the legislature and Constitution have bestowed upon the Attorney General.  

 As evidenced by his recent testimony under oath, Mateer has been unable to articulate any 
criminal allegation. At the temporary injunction hearing on March 1, 2021, Mateer was called to 
testify on behalf of the movants (Maxwell and Vassar) in Brickman, et. al. v. Office of the Attorney 
General of the State of Texas, Trial Cause No. D-1-GN-20-006861.  

Throughout his testimony, counsel for the Office of Attorney General objected to Mateer 
being called as a witness, in particular on the basis of the attorney-client privilege and the lack of 
authorization to disclose confidential information obtained during his former employment. 
Notwithstanding such objections, the Court allowed Mateer to respond to a line of questioning by 
counsel friendly to him. But when asked to articulate the criminality of AG Paxton’s acts, so that 
the attorney could demonstrate to the court the applicability of the “crime-fraud exception” to 
attorney-client privilege under Tex. R. Evid. 503(d), Mateer was unable to do so –  

 
After a series of objections (including attorney client privilege) to this specific question 

were made and overruled by the Court, Mateer came up with the following confusing response: 

 
The question asked whether or not the OAG had engaged in criminal activity, and Mateer’s 

answered that he could not say “yes or no”; and then that “it could have led to that.” And, finally, 
that he had “potential concerns.”  

If Mateer had proof of bribery or quid pro quo, or any other illegal act, it was of paramount 
importance to the Complainants that he furnish that information in response to this question put to 
him under oath. Yet he did not. The inescapable conclusion left by Mateer’s testimony at the TI 
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hearing is that he had no knowledge of any facts, any evidence that existed, or even discussions 
involving criminal acts by the Attorney General. 
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V. CONCLUSION 

Through the course of the investigation underlying this Report, it was apparent that actions 
of the Complainants, particularly those actions relating to law enforcement policies and procedures 
of the Office of the Attorney General, deviated from best practices. Those practices have been 
remediated and remain subject to ongoing review to ensure compliance with best practices.      

Based upon the evidence collected and review of all relevant factors, it is the finding of 
this report that former political appointees of General Paxton had no basis for their criminal 
complaint. Brandon Cammack legally and factually retained as outside counsel of the OAG. 
Cammack was then duly appointed Special Prosecutor and conducted a legal investigation into 
complaints made to TCDAO, which had been forwarded to Cammack for investigation. 
Allegations made against OAG regarding Open Records request and Foreclosure Opinions 
claiming to benefit Nate Paul, in fact, had no such effect. There is no evidence that actions taken 
by OAG were in response to a “quid pro quo”. This finding is supported by the evidence collected 
to this point, and OAG will continue to conduct a review of any evidence presented, as the duty is 
ongoing to seek the truth of these matters. 
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Wha she genes have ou repored his mater tor oo . -

IN. FACT DESCRIPTION: artachatonal pages as eid
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formation needed fromvouto begin un investigation may includethefollowing,
pleasesendas mamof these documentsasvouhave available:

inthefardescipion. be very detnled about what specifically you arealleging (each additonal sheersus

2 check. deaf or other bank ims were wie inthe commission ofthe slleged offense include
5 Copies ofbanksaements
55 Copiesofthe fontandback of checks
<1 Copiesofwire orders
i) Checkbook registers. check stubs, accounting ledgers,andor completebackupcopies ofQuick Books or

Peachtree accounting software (includeversion number). you vse another ty peofsoftware, check with fiassigned investigator prior to sending a backup file.
©) Kdenifiation o ll ofthe vietin’s bank accounts

5) he victim is business or association:
a Copies of documents usedfor the legal formation ofthebusiness artnselip agreements. antes ofincorporation. tc
1 Description of Pusines. includingtypeofoperation. namesofownerso parmers. names of directors and contactformation include on a separate shet).
© The afianes postion within the business

4) the pany sbout which you ae complaining s/s an employee:
1%) Complete personnel ic including application. resume, IRS Forms W2 and Wa, direst deposit information.

copies of paychecks. list ofal direct deposits, copiesofreimbursements, Line sheets, and elesantcorrespondence
3) Promisson, notes. security agreements. or loan agreements
6 Al siil pleadings and orders related o the actions shout which youare complaining.
73 Copies ofany receipts or invoices involved
8) Copies ofall contractsorwritten agreements between involved parties
9 Copies of any pertinent writenor email coreespondence bevween partes
10) A forensic audit



1. INFORMATION ABOUT THE PARTY OR FIRMCOMPLAINEDOF

Rani A. Sabban

Fhomas Preston Joy

i Lo

Alan Buic

Neeraj Gupta

Mark Patrick Lane

Veronica Sobrevila-Dent

1 COMPLAINING PARTY AND WITNESS:

Np



Seren Soler

HL INFORMATION ABOUT ALLEGED OFFENSE:

Date of Alleged Offense: August - September 2019
‘Wheredid heoffenseoccur: Austin, Travis County, Texas

IV. PACT DESCRIPTION:danachaddon pagesasnode)
Describe the exact tueof yourcomplainbelow anon additonal sheets, f essary. Pleasebecomplee

Include the name of the dividual tht you dest with and dhs. 1 posse, rece act in the order 13 which hey
occurred. Vou mask provide copies ofal evan: docuens (ee tached 1). Keep all orignal n a safe place
the xcat hey ae needed frcout purpose

Thiscomplaint i regarding search warts hatwere executed in Augustof 2019 in Austin, Travis
County. Texas, and the conduct of theofficers and agents authorizing and execuing the search warrants
These searches were of propetis owned/conirolled by myself, Natin “Nate” Paul andlor my company.
World Class Capita Group

‘Agents involved in exceuting the search include RaniA. Sabbay, Thomas Preston Joy, ard Jason
Ernst. These 3 agents vices part ofa group of approximately 75 agents tht were present at the searches 1
3separate locations on August 14, 2019.

“The AUSAs overseeing the matter wre Alan Buie and Necrsj Gupta ofthe Departntof Justice for
the US. Attomey of the Wester Disticof Texas.

Tie sarc wanants ware supposedly suthorized and signed by US Magistrate Judge Mak Parick
ane. Judge1 ane’s Depuny Courtroom Clerki Veronica Sabrevila-Dent

Scarch warrants were not presented tothe individuals presentat any ofthe 3 locations that were
searched on August 14, 2019. The locations include (1) World Class Holdings Office, $14 Lavaca S.
303.307W. 9°1, Austin. Texas 78701; (2) World Class Holdings Server Room, 320-322 Congress
‘Avenue, Austin, Texas 78701; (3) Nate Paul's residence, 7800 Cava Place, Austin, Texas 75735.

was personally present at location (3) my residence, 7800 Cava Place, Austin, Texas 78735. The
‘agents raided my residenceat approximately 9:00am on August 14, 2019. Despite over ten requests to see
the search warrant, Agent Rani Saban repeatedly denied my access (0 seeing the search warrant
‘Additionally, Agent Rani Saban and the othe sgents cat the wi. lines to my home snd descoyed my
Security camerasystem afte entering my home. The security camera system was desuoyed at
approximately 9:17am. Despite my requests, was detained in my home and was not allowed © use the
restroom for approximately2 hours afe the agents arrived. Additionally, Agent Saban refused o let me
call an attomeyunl approximately 11:00am, wohoursaftr they arived. Agent Ssbbanconfiscated my
phone from my packet when they entered ms residence. When | was finally allowed to call my atorney,
had to make thecal rom Agent Sabban's cell phone. My atomey informed me that they were not



allowed 0 detain me an that it was gaint my rights for them fo have detained me and not allowed me
cal counsel for thetwo hours they had been inside my residence. | asked my counselto tell Agent
Sapbon that | was free0 leave, and they were no 0 detain me any longer. Agent Sabbun acknowledged
this on th cal with my counsel. After he hung up the phone call 1 atempied fosand up sine I was tld
was fie to leave. AgentSabban ordered me tosit bck down and | wasn’t free to leave “until be ssid
50." Theyproceededto keepme detainedfor another 1.5 hours unul 12:30pm.

Individualsrequesting copies ofthe search warrant a1 the office and seer room were similarly
denied access to thesearchwarrans when requested befor, during, and after th searches took place.

Copies ofthe purported search warrants were received by mycounsel via email fom AUSA Alan
Bue. The frst relating to my residence was receivedby my course in an email from Alan Buic at
5:59pm on August 14, 2019, The search warrants relating fo the offic and the serverfoam were sent on
August 15. 2019 and August 16,2019.

AUSA Alan Buic assured my counsel that there were only3 search warrants We later keamed an
additional search and seizure ookplaceat an offsite. third-party fle storage facility that held documents
belonging 0 my company. Ona September 5. 2019 phone call, Chuck Meadows and Gerry Moris, as co-
counsels formyself and WorldClas, asked AUSAS Alan Buse and Neeraj Gupta to confirm that there
were only 3 search waans issued forthe 3respective locations. Mr. Buc and Ms. Gupta maintained
ther story that these were the only search warrants. When Ms. Meadows and Ms. Mores told Mr Buc
they weresare ofthe serch and seizure of World Class” records from Contego, third-party file storage:
Vendor's offices, Mr. Bui simply responded, “Okay. You got me."

MrButethen claimed that he did have a search warrant fo the file-storage location but fel he did't
eed to disclose tt Mir. Paul or is counsel. On September 6, 2019, Mr. Bute emailedasearch warrant
fo his location that he claims was authorizedbyJudge Mark Lane fo the searchofthis location.

In February 2020, my counsel, Michael Wynne, and | learued ofa east3 additonal scarch warrants
hat Mr. Bic and Mr. Gupta obained, that weresigned and authorized by Judge ark Lane, that were
exer previously disclosed. Mr. Buc stated hat those search warrants sere obtained “just in case we
needed them.” In October 2019, the court signed an oder allowing accesstojudicial records 10 provide
my couse and 1 copiesof he actual records that were filed in he case. Th documents we were given do
ht atch the documentswe subsequently leamed about in the case. Theseother “new” search warrants
were never provided 10 us

“Tis complaint ibeng led because ofa strongbelie that the mamed pares have tampered wish the
‘government records relating0 these search warrants, they obtained these search warrants based on false
information and inaccurate affidavits, and intentionally mistreated, detained, and violated my
constitutional rights of Mr. Pau, and illegally searched and seized property belonging fo myself, my.
family, nd World Class.

Many items seized from my home were not within the scopeof hat the search warrant they ater
provided would have allowed. They took pictures ofmy children, childbirth videasofmy two daughters,
health seconds, attorney-client privileged files, and more.

“The metadataofthe documents provided as government records authorizing he search warrants showy
hat they were edited afer the searches started on August 14, 2019

“The bases forasserting clams include, but are not limited 1, ) Tampering with Government
Records under Texas Penal Code§ 37.10, and (i) Offical Oppressionunder Texas Penal Code§ 39.03
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OFFICE OF THE

DISTRICT ATTORNEYP. Box 1148,Avi, TX 9767MARGARET MOORE ap soyyoNTEORD

September 23, 2020

Mi. Brandon R. Cammack
Officeofthe Attorney Generalof Texas
4265 San Felipe Steet, Suite 1100
Houston, Texas 77027
Dear Mr. Cammack:

Tam forwarding t you the tached complaint which was recently received by my office from Mr. Nate Paul
regarding allegationsofmisconduct taking place as partof a federal bankruptcy proceeding. The complainantalleges thatthe misconduct involves various atiomeys and e federal magistrate, along with other individuals
‘named in the complaint. My office would typically forward a complaintofthis nature to the Public Integrity
Unitofthe Texas Rangers for review. However, because Mr. Paul has previously filed a complaint, which
was also referred to your office, llging misconduct in an unrelated matter by agentsofthe Department of
Public Safety, of which the Rangers are patit would appear inappropriate to iret hismatter them. |
am therefore requesting that your agency conduct the review.
Thank you for your attention tothis matter.

Sincerely,
/5/ Don Clemmer
Don Clemmer
Director, Spiel Prosecutions Division
Travis County District Attomey’s Office

Crinit NacCe 509W. 1S,Av, Teas 7701
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REQUEST TO INVESTIGATE
This complain fom s provided 0 you with he understanding hat is ofc may conduct investigations to din 4 fmperson 110 vila ofPenLvsofshe SteofTeas. We Song ecommenaa4 ans oh Sou owh rae Hrs 10Gremine sou ga ight nd siremedies mis ae.

1 INFORMATION ABOUT THE PARTY OR FIRM COMPLAINED OF:Sek mach,
Fala

Adress (Street. Ci. State. Zp) oo Telephone
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1. CONPLAINING PARTY AND WITNESS:Seemed.
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TelerhaneNumbers (Office & Homer DOR Driver's License= DLL Siaic
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happen astakens
Toa valueofpropery ake: ee
What Fans. propery haveyou recovered: __ ere—————————

What is he busines andor personal relationship between you ad he pary or fim complained of.

Hane ou disusedtismatterwiththepersen orfrm: Their eply: SE

Didsousign conmact:_ 1850.encloseacopy.

Whit other agencies have ou reported tis mater to: —

IN. FACT DESCRIPTION: tachadtonalpagesasneeded
Describe th exact natureofyour complaint below and on addon sheet, f necessary. Please be complet Incuce the

name ofthe individualthat you dealt wih and dacs. IFpossible ect acs inthe oder in which they occured. You must providecopies fallrelevant dosumenss se aached is).Keepallarias in asueplac intheeventtheya neededforcourt purposesSecatached.



certify that th information that 1 have furnished th District Atorneyin his complain i rue and corre 0 thebest of my Knowledge and bei ans frnished for he sole purposeof sting criminal prosecution wherene investigation dicate criminal aciviy and not for te porpese of 1ecorg personal props or a hehing af atu. authorize he Disret ANorneto we fh norton Even i at annr hat he dees necnd proper. further ery that understand tht he Diiric Attorneys Offic cannot ie me egal advice or ctim arorner. aio understand that th completion of is frm will ot constte the Tg ofcmv ShrgesThe not withield any information periment to hs complain.
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th ior bovpLanTaNT

Nain PaPRINTED NAME OF COMPLAINANT

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me thisthe ___ day of Ap.

Soy Pobte d for te Sare oT Tovsah Vs Commision Bevo



Information needed from vou to begin an investigation may include the following.
‘please send as manyof these documentsas vou have available:

1) othe act description, be very detailed about what specifically you are alleging (aiach additional sheets as

2) IF checks. draftsorother bank itemswere used in the commissionof the alleged offense include:

a) Copiesofbank stements

b) Copies of the front and backofchecks

<) Copies ofwire orders

1) Checkbookregisters, check stubs. accounting ledgers, and/or complete backupcopiesof QuickBooksor
Peachtree accounting software (include version number). Ifyou use another typeofsoftware, check with the
assigned investigator prio 1 sendinga backup fie.

©) Wentificaion ofall ofthevitiny’sbank accounts.

31 I6the ictim is businessorassociation

a) Capiesofdocuments used fo the legal formation ofthebusiness (partnership agreements, articles of
incorporation. etc)

) Description ofbusiness, including typeofoperation. namesofownersor partners, namesofdirectorsand contact
information (include ona separate shee).

© The afiant’s position within the business
4 Ifthe pany about which you are complaining is/was an employee:

«) Complete personnel fle, including application, resume, IRS Forms W2 and Wa, direct deposit information,
copiesofpaychecks, lst of al direct deposits. copiesofreimbursement, imesheets.and relesant
correspondence.

5) Promissory note. security agreements,or loan agreements
6) All civil pleadings and orders related to the actions about which you are complaining.
7) Copies of any receipts or invoices involved
8) Copies ofall contractor writen agreements between involved parties
9) Caplesofany pertinent written or emailcorrespondence between partes
10)A forensic audit
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Dilum Chandrasoma

1. COMPLAINING PARTY ANDWITNESS:

Natin “Nate” Paul

Wiiness
Jeremy Stole

HL INFORMATION ABOUT ALLEGED OFFENSE:

Date of Alleged Offense: January 2020-Ongaing

Wheredid theoffense occur: Austin, Travis County, Texas

IV. FACT DESCRIPTION: aac addtional pages as needed)
Describe the exact ature ofyour complaint below and onadditional sheets fneceseary. Pleasebecomplete

clude the name of the individual that you dealt with and des. 1 posible. recite facts nthe order in which fey
occurred. Youmust providecopies ofall relevant documents (sc attachedlis). Keep all originateInasae place
{nthe even thev are needed for court purposes

This complain s regardinga fraudulent financial scheme to defraud mortgage borrowers that is
currently an ongoing conspiracy orchestrated by Bryan Hardeman, Will Hardeman, Justin Bayne. Mark
Riley. Christopher Dodson. Sieve Benesh. Jason Cohen. Gregory Milligan. Ray Chester. Dilum
‘Chandrasoma. and Judge Tony Davis. The mrigage borrowers tha are being defrauded are single
purposes LLC'sowning propertis that are owned/contralled by myself, Natin “Nate” Paul and/or my
company. World Class Holdings.

Starting with the first loan purchase that occured in May 2020, the conspirator group led by Bryan
‘and Will Hardeman of the Hardeman Family Joint Venture have acquired mortgage loans from banks that
were the mortgage holders on§ different properties in Austin. San Antonio, and Plano, Texas.

These individual loan purchases all shared very concering characteristics from an “anonymous LLC
oan purchaser”. The loans wereall at very low loan-to-valueratios and itbecamevery clearthenew
anonymous lender” was moving in an aggressive mannertocall loans in to default and pursue remedies



“These remedies include rying to push or foreclosure on the commercial properties when such legal
action was prohibited by ordersof the CityofAustin, Travis County. and the stateofTexas.

Our team conducted extensive investigation to unearththe circumstances behind these loan purchases
‘and thprincipalsbehind the anonymous LLC but were unable to find thedetailswe sough through the
Tegal process while the anonymous lender LLC continued an aggressive ligation strategy against the
borrowers

However, that changed when | receivedaphone call from ou lender an oneofour properties in
downtown Austin. That lender is Alan Nale.

Alan Nalle called me on Wednesday. September 16°, to let me knowofaphone call he received the
Week prior from Bryan Hardeman. Bryan Hardeman disclosed to Alan Nall that he had purchased§
otherloanson properties | owned, and that he wanted to acquire Alan all's loan on another oneof our
properties. Alan told him he would only ever consider selling his oanif a buyer were (0 pay a large
premium, which would not make economic sense for a buyer since they would takea oss when we pay
offthe loan ifthe buyer of th loan paida premium. Bryan Hardeman proceeded o ell Mr. Nalle that he
would be willing to pay a premium because the property was worthso much mre than the loan balance.
andi he bought the loan and proceeded to auction at foreclosure, tht all proceeds would g0 10 him as the
new loan owner.

Me. Nall corrected Mr. Hardeman that he would technically only be allowed 0 collect on the loan
principal balance and unpaid interest in ascenarioasheoutlined, to which Mr. Hardeman disagreed. He
reiterated 0 Mr. Nalle thet when he auctioned the propery that he would retain al the proceeds—
essentially statinghebelieved he wasbuying “ownership” ofthese properties by solely buying the loans.

“Thisraiseda red flag to Mr. Nall. Bryan Hardeman was very confident that he was correct inthis
assertion and informed Alan Nalle that he was proceeding with this same strategy with the other loans he
had purchased.

On this inital call Bryan Hardeman continued (0 use the word“we”ashedescribed the actions taken
to buy loans and pursue the strategy. Alan Nall asked Bryan wh is “we”, and his response was “my
family” He told Alan Nall that his son, Wil Hardeman, was “running the deal” and that the capital
behind these loan purchases were “his family’s mney’

Bryan Hardeman tld Alan Nal that he was usingalaw firm out of Houston” o pursue these loan
purchases, which matched up with the lawyers that were represening the anonymous LLC Lenders:
lawyers from Bracewells Houston office and Mark Riley out of Houston. These anonymous LLC's have
only ever presented Justin Bayne as the sole “business person” representing the LLC's asJustin Bayne is
named asthe sole Manager ofthe enites. The lawyers have gone to extreme efforts to conceal the
identity of the partners behind these anonymous LLC's.

Bryan Hardeman claimed 10 Alan alle on this call many times with pride that he had already
purchased approximately $43 million in loans. This amount is consistent with the total Ioan balances of
the§ loans purchased by anonymous lender LLC's.

Bryan Hardeman made many additional disparaging comments about me that wereal false 0 Alan
Nalle on thi call o dissuade im from continuingtobe my lenderandas amotivation for him10sell his
oanto him. This is the same strategy he and his co-conspirators did incalling my ther lenders where
they have purchased and/or atempied to purchase loans. Hardeman claimed to Alan Nalle that he learned
of someof these issues from Robert F. Smith, which we believe tobe a falsestatement. He knowingly



made fale statements 0banks0induce them in to sell him loans on propertiesfo him to undertake this
complex fraudulent scheme to seal the properties

Bryan Hardeman insinuated on thi call with Alan Nalle that he was working on this loan purchase
strategy with Dilum Chandrasoma, the former PresidentoftheMite Foundation. On a call to Dani
Tristan. Bryan Hardeman stated he has been working with Ray Chester, the lawyer forthe Mitie
Foundation.

Bryan Hardeman said he was hoping that he wouldbe happy to own the propertiesat the loan
purchase amounts orifsomeone bid t up to high amount since he would make al the money someone
Would pay in an auction—which s incorrect. Bryan Hardeman was steadfast thatalthe proceeds from
the sale ofa property would 20 10 him as the oan holder.

1have a very strong relationship with Alan Nalle and he s awell-respected businessman in Austin
Bryan Hardeman was unaware that Alan Nall and | have & very good relationshipofmany years and that
Alan Nalle hasbeen very pleased with us as 2 borrower. Alan Nalle called me afer receiving this cal
from Bryan Hardeman because he sad the call was very strange and concerning. Afier he informed me of
the details ofthe all, he et me know that he would cal me ifhe heard from Bryan Hardeman again. By
way of background, Alan Nall has known Bryan Hardeman fo over 0 years.

On Friday, September 18%,I received another call from Alan Nalle. He called to let me know he
received another cal from Bryan Hardeman that was very shocking,

Bryan Hardeman called Alan Nallasa follow up to ther initial call and proceeded to tll himofhis
seal plan and his intentions in making these loan purchases and thedetalsofhis complex scheme. On this
call. Bryan Hardeman outlined the complex fraudulent scheme thatheand his co-conspirators are actively
pursuingto take these properties involving al ofthe named subjects ofthis complaint.

Bryan Hardeman called to lethim know that inthe Bankruptcy Court fo the Westen District of
Texas that the Bankruptcy Judge haddismissed the bankruptcy cases on 2properties. These2 properties
are 2 where the Mite Foundationis small limited partner and Gregory Miligan has been involvedas a
receivera Mine's direction.

Bryan then fold Alan Nalle that thebankruptcyjudge for the US Courts systemofthe Wester
District. Tony Davis, lives in Austin but has an apartment in Houston because his wife is undergoing
lung transplant. Bryan told Alan that his lawyers in Houston are good friends with Judge Tony Davis and
tht they have cut a “deal” with JudgeDavisandhavehim on board with ths elaborate scheme.

‘According to Bryan Hardeman, his lawyers ar going to move 10 consolidatethe loans that he has.
purchased in toa single bankruptcy case in Judge Davis’ court in the “coming week or two? They will
then fle a motion to appoint Gregory Milliganas a receiver/irustee over thse properties (0ac ai his
direction. According to Bryan Hardeman. this conspiracy and collusion between Hardeman. his lawyers.
and Milligan was proposed to Judge Tony Davis and that Judge Davis has told them thatifthy file such
actions, he would approvethemotion andgoalong with their plan. This “ide agreement” allegedly took.
place in 2meeting between his lawyers and Judge Davis in Houston

“This “move”. as Bryan Hardeman calls it, is Hardemar's grand plan o remove me from control of my
‘own properties by having Judge Tony Davis approve the insertion ofGregory Milligan. He then sates
that Milligan is on board with his plan to let him move to auction the assets and steal the equity in the
properties in this orchestrated scheme. Bryan Hardeman stated to Alan Nale that he and Gregory
Milliganhave 2 coordinated effort for this plan.



We have seen the anonymous lender LLC in oneofthe loans he has purchased (4° and Colorado)
makea motion to attempt 0 appoint GregoryMilliganas receiverovercontrolofhe property. However.
we put that property into Chapter 11 bankruptcy to Wardoff the predatory lender. Hardeman’s scheme he
outlined to Nelle would entail him bringing Milligan in to the bankruptcy to work at his direction to
disadvantage and seal from the borrower.

Bryan Hardeman then told Alan Nalle another shockingstatement, Hardeman told Nalle that he has.
previously foreclosed on loans 0 take back properties against other property owners where third-party
bidders showed up to purchase the properties. Hardeman said he had his lawyers present at the auctions to
talk 0the third-party bidders and tel them to stop bidding on the loans because the Hardeman entities
were going 0 bid the loan amount to take ownershipofthe propertyat the loan balance and they would
then tum around and sell the property 10 the third party bidder ata price slighty lower than they would
pay in the legal foreclosure auction bid process. This highly legal “rigged auction” process, coordinated
by Hardeman and his lawyers. is the reason he stated 10 Nalle on the previous cal that he expects 0 be
the beneficiary ofall sale proceeds when he auctions properties as a remedy. This is the strategy Bryan
Hardeman is pursuing in thi fraudulent scheme to seal the properties.

Alan Nalle then told Bryan Hardeman, “Why woulda bidder agree to thison the courthouse steps and
act ona verbal agreement. Thissounds like a conspiracy to defraud the landownerof wha his partofthe
deal” Bryan Hardeman responded, “I have donethis before. It works.”

Alan Nall sated he believed Bryan Hardeman told him what he was doing because they havea S0-
year relationship. Alan Nalle stated he believed Bryan aso told him his because he expects Bryan's next
Call willbe toAlan to ask if he wants to partner with him on thse loan purchases he made. Alan Nalle
stated he would have no interest if such an offer is made. Alan Nallstatedon the call that Bryan
Hardeman's scheme is a “clear conspiracyto defraud the landowners” and is “illegal”. Even more
alarming i tht this a scheme he has completed before and gotten away with i.

Mark Riley, one of Hardeman’ Houston lawyers. serves as General Counsel 10 the anonymous LLCs.
that own the loans. He has been named as the substitute trustee” to handle the auctions in the event ofa
foreclosure auction and willbe the party that i running the rigged bidding auctions

Alan Nalle stated Bryan Hardeman was “braggadocious’” inexplaining his concocted scheme to
defraud me and was bragging about having done his to other landowners before

Bryan Hardeman reiteratedon this call to Alan Nale that he owns $43 milion n loans on properties
‘own and that he is actively working to acquire another oanon a shopping center | own inSan Antonio.
and thathe fully expects fo close on that loan purchase.

informed Alan Nalle that the properties |own that have the $43 million in loans arevaluedat
‘approximately $200 million. Therefore. my equity in the properties is approximately $157 milion.

Bryan Hardeman’ complex fraudulent scheme is to steal this $150+ million in equity in these
properties because he and his lawyers have struck an legal deal with the bankruptcy Judge to consolidate
Toans in to: single bankruptcy and to appoint Gregory Milligan to be in charg prior to anyof this ever
actually occurring inthe judicial process. Hardeman's plan is to then take ownershipofthe properties by.
moving 10 “auction” the properties in the rigged bidding scheme with his lawyers which will give him
the opportunity to credit bid and take fee simple ownershipof $200 million in properties for the $43
million loan balance which is approximately what he paid forthe loans. Alan Nalle stated that Bryan



Hardeman's intention is clearly to “take the difference between the value ofthe propertis and the loans—
he is playing to take your equity”

Bryan Hardeman clearly stated he purchased these loans with th intentionof completing this
fraudulent scheme as he outlined. He as already taken actions in these separate legal isputes on the
respective properties which show that this pln is well underway. His imentionwithpurchasing these
loans is to defraud the borrower by colluding with his lawyers, the Judge, the proposedreceiver rust.
and potential bidders 0 ake ownershipofall of the properties and to deprive meofmy legal and
constitutional rights.

“This fraudulent financial scheme has been orchestrated by Bryan and Will Hardeman on behalfofthe
Hardeman Family Joint Venture. The lawyers that Hardemanclaims have struck th illegal side deal with
Judge Davi, and tha will be handling the legal rigged bidding o steal the properties ar: Christopher
Dodson, Steve Benesh, Jason Cohen. and Mark Riley. Hardeman’ partners in these LLC's are Justin
Bayne and Mark Riley. The bankruptcy Judge that, accordingto Hardeman, has agreed to this scheme is
Judge Tony M. Davis. Gregory Milligan has conspired with the Hardeman group by agreeing 0 20 along
with the scheme by servingasa proposed “neutral” receiverfrusee that willbeappointed by Judge
Davis. Dilum Chandrasoma and Ray Chesterare co-conspirators with the Hardeman group and provide
the linkbetween the Hardemans and Milligan through ther prior relationship with Milligan. According to
Bryan Hardeman satements, allof these partis are awareofhis plan and are playing their respective
oles in this fraudulent scheme.
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October 1, 2020

Dear Mr. Simpson:

‘This letter is intended to serve as notice to the Office of the Attorney General that on September
30,2020, we, the undersigned individuals, reported to an appropriate law enforcement authority a
potential violationoflaw committed by Warren K. Paxton, Jr. in his official capacityasthe current
Attorney General of Texas. We have a good faith belief that the Attorney General is violating
federal and/or state law, including prohibitions relating to improper influence, abuseof office,
bribery, and other potential criminal offenses. Each signatory below has knowledge of facts
relevant to these potential offenses and has provided statements conceming those facts to the
appropriate law enforcement authority. Additionally, today, October 1, 2020, the undersigned
notified the Attomey General via text message that they have reported the violations to the
appropriate law enforcement authority. A copyofthe text message is attached hereto.

Soon,

{  BovepetJC. Meer RyanI pangen
First Assistant Attorney General Deputy First Assistant Attorney General

Deputy Attomey General for Policy Deputy Attomey General for Administration
& Strategy Initiatives
DNT'S Jit (Gute

Darren L. McCarty Mark Penley
Deputy Attgmey General for Deputy Attomey General for
Civil Litigation Criminal Justice

\ MS
Rf sae

fy Attomey General for Legal Counsel

HSEAR AHRTYBE



Webster, Brent_—_— ——
From: Mase, Lacey.
sent: Thursday, October1, 2020 1251 PM
To: Simpson, Greg
cc Mateer, JeffBrickman, BlakeBangert, RyanVassar, Ryan;Penley,MarkMcCarty, Darren
Subject: Whistleblower
Attachments: ‘Whistleblower Letter_10-1-20 pdf

DearGreg:

Please see attached

sincerely,

LaceyE.Mase
Deputy Attorney General for Administration
Office oftheAttormey General
P.0. Box 12548
Austin, Texas 78711-2548

(512) 463-2147
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KEN PAXTONATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEAS

NOTICE T0 CEASE AND DESIST FROM SHARING
PRIVILEGEDOR CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION FROM STATE RECORDS

Delivered via civil process server

June 3, 2016

John W. Owens

Dear Mr. Owens

As an attorney, you have agreed to “maintain the highest standards of ethical
conduct,” including to “keep in confidence information relating to representation ofa
client.” This letter concerns your potential breach of that duty, as well as several
state laws, by apparently divulging privileged and confidential information obtained
from your employment with this agency.

Although your employment with this agency ended with your retirement in 2011,
your duties to comply with state law and the Texas Disciplinary Rulesof Professional
Conduct applicable to all licensed attorneys in Texas endure. The information now
publicly available that you disclosed contains both privileged and confidentialinformation. As the Texas Supreme Court observed, a fiduciary such as a lawyer “is
held to something stricter than the moralsof the market place. Not honesty alone,
but the punctilio of an honor the most sensitive, is then the standard of behavior.”
Accordingly, a lawyer must conduct his or her business with inveterate honesty and
loyalty. always keeping the client's best interest in mind.” A disclosure of such
information likely violated the following provisions

+ Government Code § 552.352: A person commits a misdemeanor by distributingconfidential information. The memorandum released to the media contained
information made confidential under section 17.61() of the Business and
Commerce Code,

«Penal Code §§ 37.10(@)(4), (6): A person commits a felony or misdemeanor by
possessing a governmental record knowing it was unlawfully obtained or with

Texas Disciplinary Rule of Professional Conduct Preamble at 44 1, 3.
* Lopez v. Hokema & Reed, L.L.P., 22 S.W.3d 857, 866-67 (Tex. 2000) (quotingMeinhard c. Salmon, 249 N.Y. 458 (1928).



intent that it be used unlawfully.
« Penal Code § 39.02(a)(2): A public servant commits a felony or misdemeanor

by knowingly misusing government property that has come into his possession
by virtue ofhis public employmentif he intends to obtain a benefit or harm or
defraud another.

+ Penal Code §39.06(b): A public servant commits a felony by disclosing
information for a nongovernmental purpose that he has access to by means of
his employment and has not been made public if he intends to obtain a benefit
or harm or defraud another.

«Texas Business and Commerce Code § 17.61(f): Materials produced in response
toa civil investigative demand may not be disclosed to any person other than
the authorized employee of the Office of the Attorney General without the
consent of the producer of the materials.

« Texas Disciplinary Rule of Professional Conduct 1.05(b): A lawyer shall not
reveal a former client's confidential information to anyone other than the
client, the client's representatives, or the employees of the lawyer's law firm.
A ruling from the Open Records Division that pre-dated your disclosure of a
particular memorandum held that the memorandum contained information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Tex. Att'y Gen. OR2016-10415, at 3
(May 9, 2016).

Your conduct could have violated other applicable laws and rules as well.#

In light of these provisions, we ask that you immediately cease and desist from
disclosing any privileged or confidential information obtained from your employment
with this agency. Please contact Henry de la Garza, Chief Employment Counsel and
Ethics Advisor, in Human Resources at Hemy.DeLaGarza@texasattormeygeneral gov
to confirm your compliance with this demand and all applicable laws and rules.

Sincere]

First Assistant Attorney General

* Of course, this disclosure also violates policies of the Office of the Attorney General
that prohibit agency employees from disclosing confidential or privileged information,
including information “protected by the attorney-client privilege” or “considered
confidential by law.”



EXHIBIT 3



Don clemmer
7, OFFICEOFTHE£1) osmicTaTioneyLB oon:

" Me Dovid MawelEVES Office ofthe Avomey GenerNAILCE oN PO Bo 13505 sN17 om Asin TX 711 2508 3OFFICE or 1ATTORNEY Grif |
vemssazman507 MII nln



ClaEn
C8

Rus

OFFICE OF THE

DISTRICT ATTORNEY
7.0. Box 1748, Austin, TX 876MARGARET MOORE Te ts MINDY MONTFORDmac ToR oe Te

June 10,2020

Mr. David Maxwell
Office of the Attomey General
P.O. Box 12548
Austin, TX 78711-2548

Dear Mr. Maxwell:

1am forwarding to you the attached complaint which was recently received by my office regarding allegations
ofmisconduct by employees of the Sate Securities Board, the Federal BureauofInvestigations, the
Department ofPublic Safety, the United States Attomey's Office for the Wester DistrictofTexas, and a
federal magistrate. My office would typically forward such a complaint o the Public Integrity Unit ofthe
“Texas Rangers for review. However, since an employee ofthe Departmentof Public Safety is one of the
subjectsof the complaint, referral o the Rangers would appear inappropriate. | am therefore requesting that
your agency conduct th review.

“Thank you for your attention to this matter.

“0DonClemmer
Director, Special Prosecutions Division .
“Travis County District Attomey's Office

RonaldEnc Buin, $16W, 15 Sus, Austin, Teas 78701
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October 11,2019

Ms. Terri Sellars Opinion No. KP-0273
‘Wood County Auditor
Post Office Box 389 Re: Paymentofdistrict attorney pro tem

+ Quitman, Texas 75783-0389 (RQ-0290-KP)
Dear Ms. Sellars:

You ask several questions related to the payment ofa district attomey pro tem in Wood
County (“County")." Article 2.07 of the Code of Criminal Procedure provides a method for
appointing an attorney pro tem when the district attorney “is disqualified to act in any case or
proceeding, is absent from the county or district, or is otherwise unable to perform.” TEX. CODE
CRIM. PROC. art. 2.07(a).? In such a case, the court may appoint an attorney pro tem to performthe duties of the office. Jd.

‘Your questions relate to two court orders purportedly appointing the same attomey to serve:
25 pro tem in a single criminal matter. Request Letter at 1-3. The first order, dated March 16,2017, recites that the court appointed a pro tem—with the consent of the district attorey—to“investigate” specific matters. /d at Exhibit B. You tell us that at the time the court issued this
order, the appointed attorney did not take or file an oathofoffice.” See id. at 2. The second order,
dated October 12, 2017, granted the district attorney's motion to recuse and vested the pro tem
with the authority to investigate, present to the grand jury, and prosecute any cases arising from
the grand jury investigation. 7d. at Exhibit C. Upon the issuanceofthe second order, the appointed
attomey filed an oathofoffice. See id. at Exhibit D.

‘We begin with your second and fourth questions, which ask whether the County must
compensate an attorney who assists with a prosecution without filing an oathofoffice and before
the district attorney seeks recusal. See id. at 1-2. As an initial matter, your questions require a
Teviewoftwo related but distinct concepts—an attomney pro tem appointed under former article

"SeeLetterfom Ms, Teri Sellars, Wood Cty. Auto, to Honorable Ken Paxton, Tex. AtCy Gen. at 1-2(une 3,2019), hips:wwe texasatomeygeneral.goviopnionequestsfor-opinionras
(“Request Letter”).

*The Eighty-ixthLegislature enactedchanges to CodeofCriminal Procedure article 2.07by amending and
repealingcertain subsections; however, he changes only ppl othe appoinimentofan attorney pro tem that occurs. onor aferSeptember1, 2015. ActofMay22,2019, 86thLeg. R.S., ch. 80, § 5, 2019 Tex.Ses.Law Serv. 1619,1620 (herinafir “SB. 341). This apinion refers tthe former law i ec at th time the court eppoinied the protem. See Act of May 10, 1973, 634 Leg, RS., ch. 154,§ 1, 197, Tex. Gen Laws 336. Applicable subsectionsrepealed by .B. 341 are cited as “Former aricle 2.07"

We recite the fis you presen, a his office cannot esalve questionsof act in th opinion process. SeeTex. At Gen. Op. No. GA-0648 2008) at.
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2.07 andaspecial prosecutor. Although these terms are sometimes used interchangeablyand have
similarities, the two positions fundamentally differ. See State v. Rosenbaum, 852 S.W.2d 525, 526
n.1 (Tex. Crim. App. 1993); Stephens v. State, 978 S.W.2d 728, 731 (Tex. App—Austin 1998,
pet. refd); Tex. Att'y Gen. Op. No. GA-000S (2002) at 2. Former article 2.07 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure governs the appointment and compensationofan attorney pro tem appointed
prior to September 1, 2019, providing that the court may appointa pro tem, who—afier taking the
constitutionaloath ofoffice—assumesthe dutiesofthe elected district attorney. See Former article
2.07(e), (€)-* As the pro tem serves when the district attormey is absent, disqualified, or otherwise
unable to perform, the appointed attomey “assumes all the duties of the district attorney, acts
independently, and, in effect, replaces thedistrict attomey.” Coleman . State, 246 S.W.34 76, 82
1.19 (Tex. Crim. App. 2008); see Tex. CODE CRIM. PROC. art. 2.07(z). As such, the pro tem
becomes theprosecutingattomeyforan appointed case and “is legally authorizedto do whatever
the law authorizes adistrict attorney to do.” State v. Lackey, 35 Tex. 357, 358 (Tex. 1871).

In contrast, a special prosecutor asists witha case upon requestofthe district attorney but
does not replace the prosecuting attomey. Coleman, 246 S.W.3d at 82 n.19. Rather, the district
attorney maintains responsibility for managing the case but permits the special prosecutor to
participate to the extent allowed by the prosecuting attomey. Rosenbaum, 852 S.W.2d at 529
(Clinton, J., concurring); Stephens, 978 S.W.2d at 731. Asthedistrict attorney retains control of
the case, the special prosecutor need not take an oath of office, and court permission is not
necessary. Coleman, 246 S.W.3d at 82 n.19; Stephens, 978 S.W.2d at 731. And, while former
article 2.07(c) governs the compensationofan attomey pro tem, it does not address payment ofa
special prosecutor; instead, a special prosecutor's compensation is a contractual matter. See
Former article 2.07(c).

‘With this background, we tum to your questionof whether the County must compensate
an attomey who assists with a prosecution without taking the oath of office and who performs
‘work before the district attorney seeks recusal. Request Letter at 1-2. An attomey who assists
with a case prior to the district attomey’s recusal or other disqualification does not serve in the
capacity ofa pro tem. See TEX. CODE CRIM. PROC. art. 2.07(a) (providing for appointmentofpro
tem only when the district attomey is unable to perform, absent, or disquelified).* Rather, an
attomey who assists with the consent of the district attomey but prior to recusal serves in the
capacity ofa special prosecutor,ratherthan an attomey pro tem, and may qualify for compensation
in that capacity. See Rosenbaum, 852 S.W.2d at 529 (Clinton, J, concurring); Mai v. State, 189
$.W.3d 316, 320 (Tex. App.—Fort Worth 2006, pet. refd) (concluding court-appointed attomey

5B. 341 repealed Texas Code ofCriminal Procedure article 207(). However, th former law continues
08pply 0 protemsappointedprior fo September1,2019. See SB. 341,

*Yourquestion impliedly aiscs th ssue ofhow 0 determine whenasrct sttomey accomplishes recusal
for purposesofdiscerning whether an appontce scrves i hecapacity of a pro fem or speci prosecutor. A district
attomey may ile a motion for recusal with the court, and uponorderof the cour pointing pro tem th recusal
final. Tex. CODE CRIM. PROC. art. 2.07a), (61); see State v. Newion, 158 S.W-3d 582, 587 (Tex. App—Sn
Antonio 2005, pet dism'd). Recusal can aso be implied when the district ttomey consents o th trial court's
appointment of apro tem. See Newton, 158 SW.3d t S87; Site». Ford, 158 SW 3d $74, 579 (Tex. App—San
‘Antonio 2005, pet. dima). ‘However, the mere relinquishmen of substantial portionsofacase—includng trial
‘work—does not establish th istrict aiomey'srecusal. See Hartsfield, State, 2005. W.3d 813, 817 (Tex. App—
Texarkana 2006, pet. er).
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served in capacity of special prosecutor when county attomey Was not recused, absent, or
disqualified)

‘Your questions stem from the March 2017 order issued prior to the district attorney's
motion for recusal. See Request Letter at Exhibit B. The order states that the district attomey
consents to the appointmentof a pro tem; however, it specifies that the court is only appointing.
the pro tem 10 “investigate” certain matters. Jd. Although the order uses the term attomey pro
tem, it provides that the district attorney consents only to the appointee investigating a particular
case and does not vest the appointee with any prosecuting authority nor suggest that the district
attomey consents to the transferofsuch authority. See id. This context, along with the appointee
purportedly not taking the oath of office at that time, suggests the appointment ofa special
prosecutor rather than an attomey pro tem. See Hartsfield, 200 S.W.3d at 817 (noting that a
prosecutor retains controlof a prosecution when he or she has “control of crucial prosecutorial
decisions, including . . . decisions regarding whether to prosecute”; Ma, 189 S.W.3d at 320
(concluding order appointed special prosecutor, rather than pro tem, when none of the
requirements under article 2.07 were included in the order or record).

‘We next consider your first and third questions, which relate 10 the compensation ofa pro
tem upon the recusal of the district attomey. Former article 2.07(c) required a county to
compensate an attomey pro tem who was not an attomey for the State “in the same amount and
‘manneras an attorney appointed to represent an indigent person.” Former article 2.07(c). Article
26.05 governs compensation for such appointed attorneys and provides that all compensation
“shall be paid in accordance with a scheduleoffees adopted by formal actionofthe judges of the
county courts, statutory county courts, and district courts trying criminal cases in each county.”
Tex. Cope CRIM. PROC. art. 26.05(b). The article further requires that “[elach fee schedule
adopted shall state reasonable fixed rates or minimum and maximum hourly rates, taking into
consideration reasonable and necessary overhead costs and the availabilityof qualified attorneys
willing to accept the stated rates.” Id ar. 26.05(c). The County’s fee schedule for appointed
attorneys sets per-hour and flat rates for specified tasks; however, it also notes that the court “may
adjust fees upward for extraordinary circumstances.” Request Letter at ExhibitA.

You ask whether this provision allowing the court to opt out of the mandatory fee rates
violatesarticle 26.05. See id. at 1. Because article 26.05 requires a fee scheduleto have reasonable
fixed rates or minimum and maximum hourly rates, an opt-out provision permitting an award of
fees outsideofthose parameters is invalid. See TeX, CODE CRIM. PROC. art. 26.05(c); Stateex rel.
Wice v. Fifth Jud. Dist. Ct. App., No. WR-86, 920-02, 2018 WL 6072183, at **6-7 (Tex. Crim.
App. Nov. 21, 2018). You additionally ask whether article 26.05 requires the County to pay an
attomey pro tem arate based onthe opt-out provision when it exceeds the maximum rate set out
in the fee schedule. Request Letter at 1. Article 26.05 mandates that a fee schedule have fixed
rates or limits on fees and requires a commissioners court to pay fees that are “in accordznce with
the fee schedulefor thatcounty.” Tex.CODE CRIM. PROC. art. 26.05(¢). Accordingly, article 26.05
does not require a county to pay an attomey pro tem at rates exceeding statutory limits based on
aninvalid opt-out provision. See id see Wice, 2018 WL 6072183, at *4 (“By requiring the judges

5.8. 341 repealed Texas CodeofCriminal Procedure article 207(c). However, the former law continues
apply to protemsappointedprior to September1, 2019 See$.B. 341,55.
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to set both minimum and maximum hourly rates, it is clear the legislature was concerned not only
with attomeys receiving a fir ate of payment, but also with counties not being forced to pay
excessive fees.”).’

The scopeoftis pion mite prospective payments and doss no address payments srady madeith aproval from the commissioners cour. 1hjugs of he County determine the fo schecus unreasonablethot the aptou provion hey may crete new 6 ches tat mpi with aril 26.05.
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SUMMARY
An attomey who assists with a case prior to the district

attomey’s recusal or other inability to perform the duties of office
serves in the capacityof a special prosecutor, rather than an attorney
pro tem, and may qualify for remuneration i that capacity.

Upon the recusal of the district attorney, the court may
appoint a pro tem. For an attomey pro tem appointed prior to
September 1, 2019, the Texas CodeofCriminal Procedure required
a county to compensate the pro tem in accordance with a fee
schedule stating reasonable fixed rates o minimum 2nd maximum
hourly rates. Given that the Legislature required limits on fees and
prohibited payment outsideofthose imitations, a provision in a fee
schedule permitting an awardoffees outsideofthose parameters is
invalid.

Very tly yours,

FFREY C. MATEER
First Assistant Attomey GeneralofTexas

RYAN L. BANGERT
Deputy Attorney General for Legal Counsel

VIRGINIA K. HOELSCHER
Chair, Opinion Committee:

ASHLEY FRANKLIN
Assistant Attorney General, Opinion Committee
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From: Sune.atesTo: frrepr
Subject: RE: SanframLemark0ttRlyone: essayOber 7, 200301.0

We were not able to locate this eferralin any of our databases.

Major Robert Sunley
Office ofthe Texas Attorney General
Criminal Investigations Division
SpecialInvestigations Group
PO. Box 12548
Austin, Texas 75711
512997914 - Office
512563949 Cell
eat

From: Webster, Brent <BrentWebster@0ag texas gov>
Sent: Wednesday, October 7, 2020 1:00PM
To: Sunley, Robert <Robert Sunley@oag texas.gov>
Cc Anderson, Jason <Jason Anderson @0agtexas. gov
Subject: RE: Scan from Lexmark-Do Not Reply

Thank you for forwarding ths. And can one of you confirm in writing that thiswasnot entered into
any database (webpass or offense report system) within your division.

Brent Webster

From: Sunley, Robert <&obert Sunley@02g Lesa gov
Sent: Wednesday, October 7, 2020 12:27 PM
To: Webster, Brent<BrentWebster802g lexas gou>
Ce: Anderson, Jason <1asonAndersan@0ag(2x2500>
Subject: FW: Scan fromLexmark.Do Not Reply

Here is 3 scanned copy of the etter received from Travis County District Attorney's Office.

Bobby.

Major Robert Sunley
Office of the Texas Atorey General
Criminal Investigations Division



SpecialInvestigationsGroup.
POBox 12548
Austin, Texas 78711
5128367914 - Office
5125639449-Cell

tsuneo tosas gon

From:conolrenly@a2gtexasgov<donotrenly@0ag 12xasgu
Sent: Wednesday, October 7, 2020 12:24 PM
To: Sunley, Robert <EonertSunley@azgtexas gov»

Subject: Scan from Lexmark-Do Not Reply
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From: santos. onaTo ehSubj: os AGO 21oxon Harr, Ont 02031657 4

‘Vassar Email Chain
Brandon R. Cammack

Cammack Law Firm, PLLC
4265SanFelipeSteer Suite 1100Houston,TX77027
Office: 711-300-9291
Fax: 817-521-8683
Downtown Rotary ClubofHouston ~~~
Vice President
Houston Bar Association
Chair Elect
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:

From: "Vassar, Ryan” <Ryan.Vassar@oag texas.gov>
Date: September 4, 2020 at 5:36:25 PM COT
To: "Brandon R._ Cammack” <brandon@sammacklawfirm.com>
Subject: RE: OAG OCC fy21 draft_Ldocx

Received

From: Brandon A. Cammack <brandon@cammacklawirm.com>
Sent: Friday, September 4, 2020 533 PM
To: Vassar, Ryan <hyan.Vassar@osg texas gov>
Subject: Re: 0AG OCC fy21 draft_1.docx

This draft looks good. lease send an executed copy back.

Additionally, my firm does not have any conflicts ofinterest with regards to this investigation
and OCC agreement. willcontinue to look for potential conflicts thatmay aris in th foture
and inform the Attorney General'sOffice inthe eventaonfict arses.

Respectily,
BrandonR Commack



Cammack Law Firm, PLLC
4268 San Faipe Stree, Sule 1100 Houston, TX 77027
Office: 713.300.0291
Foc 817-523.868
Downtown RotaryClubofHouston
Vico President

Houston Bar Association
Chai Elect

On Sep 4, 2020, at 8:30 AM, Vassar, Ryan <Auan.Vassar@aaglexas gous wrote:

Ryan Vassar
Deputy Attorney General for Legal Counsel
OfficeofTexasAttorney General Ken Paxton
(512) 475-4280

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Vassar, Ryan” <RyanVassar@ozgtexasgov>
Date: September 3, 2020 31:51:35 PM COT
To: "hrandon@cammacklawfinm.com”
<brandon@cammackawiimcom>
Subject: 0AG OCCfy21 draft_t.docx

Please see attached for review.

Also, subsection 57.4(0) of Tite 1, Pat 3of the Texas
Administrative Code (inked below requiresa prospective outside
counsel to disclose past and current conflicts of interest with the
State and is agencies, boards, commissions, and other entities,
and officials

hitgs:/texcegsos statetus/oublic/readracSextTacPage?

‘We will need to obtain st from you dentfying relevant conflicts,
ora written statement indicating that no such conficts exit

Thank you,
Ryan

<0AG OCC fy21 draft_1.doce



Ryanvassar
DeputyAtomey General forLegal Counsel

OfficeofTexas AttorneyGeneral Ken Paxton
. (512) 75-4280
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From: ass panTor LetomSubject: Re: OMG Occ421do
Dates Wednesday,September,2820 5:55:41 AM
Attachments: inicee0lona

Hi Joe,

We are sill working internally. | will updateyou as soon as I can.

‘Thank you,
Ryan

Ryan Vassar
Deputy Attorney General for Legal Counsel
OfficeofTexas Attomey General Ken Paxton
(512) 475-4280

On Sep 8, 2020, at 11:10 AM, Joe Brown <joe@joebrown.law> wrote:

Checking in on this. Can you let me know the status?

<image001.png>

From: "Vassar, Ryan" <Ryan.Vassar@oagtexasgov>
Date: Wednesday, September 2, 2020at 12:22 PM
To: Joe Brown <joe@joebrown.law>
Subject: Re: OAG OCC fy21 draft

Joe,

The malpractice issue may be one that we can resolve. We will daft the scope and wil
send you 3draft agreement with the relevant details as s00n as possible.

Thanks,
Ryan

Ryan Vassar
Deputy Attorney General for Legal Counsel
OfficeofTexasAttorney General Ken Paxton
(512) 475-4280



On Sep 2, 2020, at 11:50 AM, Joe Brown <joe@joebrown.aw> wrote:

Ryan,

The terms of the contract look generally standard and acceptable. One
term requires malpractice insurance, which | do not currently have, as my.
private practice i newly set up. | was planning on obtaining that, but it
may take alittle bit. If that provision i able to be waived, |would request
it. IF not, perhaps modifiedto require it within 30 days of contract date.
Otherwise,1 will gt it as s00n as |can and we will needtowait tll then
for my signature.

Aso the terms on the addendum, do you want me to draft the scope of
the work? Are you all preparing that? The main point| want in the
scope is that while | will ull investigate the circumstancesrelatedto the
referral received, and provide areport related to any potential criminal
charges, | am not committing to handing the prosecution of any resulting
case. While | may be willing to take on any such prosecution, any such
agreement to do so would need to be the subject of another agreement,
after any ethical conflicts which could arise have been fully considered.

Thank you.

<image00L.png>

From: "Vassar,Ryan” <Ryan.Vassar@oag.texas £0v>
Date: Wednesday, September 2, 2020 at 10:52 AM
To: “joe@joebrown law" <joe@joebrown.law>
Subject: OAG OCC fy21 draft

Please see attached.

Ryan Vassar
Deputy Attorney General for Legal Counsel
Office of Attorney General Ken Paxton
(512) 475-4280

This message may contain confidential and/or privileged attorney-client
‘communicationsorattorney work product and be excepted from required
disclosure under the Texas Public Information Act, Texas Government
Code chapter 552. The contentsofthis message should not be disclosed
without the express authorization ofthe Attorney General,
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Webster, Brent

roms: Vassar Ryan
Sent: Thursday, September 3, 2020 410 PM
Tor
Subject: 0G OCC #21 daft

Attachments: AG OCC fy21 draft 1.docx

General,
Peryour request, attached is the draft contract, Please let me know f you have any questions
Thank you,
Ryan

RyanM.Vassar
Gm, |DeputyAttorney General for Legol Counsel

GERRY, [irco attorney General Ken Pron
BETS | oo oor is
QE | rvstinros77112508
GP | (510)irs a2m0

This message may contain confidential and/or privileged attorney.-cient communications or attorney work product and
be excepted from required disclosure under the Texas Public Information Act, Texas Government Code chapter 552. The
contentsof ths message should not be disclosed without the express authorization of the Attorney Genera,

:



OUTSIDE COUNSEL CONTRACT
AG Contract No.

‘This Agreement, including all Addenda (the Addenda are incorporated herein by reference), is
hereinafter referred to as the “Outside Counsel Contract” or “OCC.” This Outside Counsel
Contract is made and entered into by and between the Office of the Attorney General of Texas
(“Agency,” “Attomey General,” or “OAG") and Cammack Law Firm, PLLC (“Outside Counsel").
‘The term “Parties” as used in this OCC refers to Agency and Outside Counsel. This OCC is made
and entered into with reference to the following facts:

INDUCEMENTS

Whereas, Agency requires the assistance of outside legal counsel in carrying out its
responsibilities; and

‘Whereas, Outside Counsel desires to provide legal services to Agency, subject to the authority of
the Texas Attomey General,

AGREEMENT

Now, therefore, in consideration of the inducements, covenants, agreements, and conditions
herein contained, the Parties agree as follows:

Section. Purpose.

11 Purpose. The purposeof this OCC is for Outside Counsel to provide legal services to
Agency, as described in Addendum A.

12.1 Litigation. OUTSIDE COUNSEL SHALL NOT REPRESENT AGENCY IN ANY
LITIGATION UNLESS ADDENDUM A SPECIFICALLY AUTHORIZES LITIGATION IN A
PARTICULAR MATTER.

12.2 Appellate Matters. Irrespective of any authorization to engage in litigation in this OCC,
or in a writing outside of this OCC, OUTSIDE COUNSEL IS NOT AUTHORIZED TO
PROCEED ON ANY APPEAL, IN ANY CAPACITY, WHETHER INTERLOCUTORY OR
OTHERWISE, WHETHER AS APPELLANT, APPELLEE, RESPONDENT, APPLICANT, OR
OTHERWISE, WITHOUT FIRST OBTAINING THE WRITTEN PERMISSION OF THE
ATTORNEY GENERAL, FIRST ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL, OR SOLICITOR
GENERAL.

12.3 OAG Review of Outside Counsel Invoice and Release of Payment. Outside Counsel
invoices will be reviewed and approved by the OAG pursuant to Subsection 402.0212(b) of the
Texas Government Code and Title 1, Chapter 57 of the Texas Administrative Code.



Section2. OCC Term.

‘This OCC shall commence on 9/3/2020, and shall terminate on 8/31/2021 (hereinafter “OCC
Term"), unless terminated earlier pursuant to Section 7 of this OCC. The OCC Term may not be
extendedexceptby amendment pursuant to Section 9.12ofthis OCC.

Section3. Obligationsof Outside Counsel.

3.1 Duties. Outside Counsel shall provide professional legal services to Agency as described
in Addendum A. Outside Counsel shall represent Agency with due professional care as required
by applicable law and disciplinary rules.

32 Staff. Outside Counsel is expected to perform valuable services for Agency, and the
method and amount or rateofcompensation are specified in Section 5 and Addendum B of this
OCC. Outside Counsel staffand employees are expected to perform workof a type commensurate
with their professional titles. Outside Counsel agrees that any person employed or engaged by
Outside Counsel and who assists in performing the services agreed to herein shall not be
considered employees or agents of Agency or the Stateof Texas.

33 Public Information and Client Communications. Outside Counsel acknowledges that
information created or exchanged in the course of representationof a governmental body may be
subject to the Texas Public Information Act, Chapter 552ofthe Texas Goverment Code, and may
be subject to required disclosure in a publicly accessible format pursuant to Section 252.907 of
the Texas Government Code. Outside Counsel will exercise professional judgment and care when
creating documents or other media intended to be confidential or privileged attorney-client
‘communications that may be subject to disclosure under the Public Information Act (c.g. invoices
‘where incidental notation may tend to reveal litigation strategies or privileged information).
Outside Counsel should mark confidential or privileged attorney-client communications as
confidential. This subsection shall not be interpreted to limit Outside Counsel's duty to provide
full disclosure to Agency as necessary in Outside Counsel's judgment to represent Agency with
due professional careoras required by applicable law or disciplinary rules.

34 Status. Pursuant to the standardofprofessional care owed to the Agency, Outside Counsel
shall endeavor to keep Agency fully informed about all material matters relating to legal services
provided under this OCC.

35 Subcontracting Authority. In the event Outside Counsel determines it is necessary or
expedient to subcontract for any of the performances herein, or in support of any of those
performances, Outside Counsel may enter into such subcontract(s) after obtaining express written
approval from Agency. If Outside Counsel purports to enter into a subcontract without express
written approval from Agency, the Parties agree that such contract shall be voidable at the option
of Agency and that Outside Counsel shall have no recourse against Agency or the StateofTexas
for any direct or indirect costs, damages, or any other expenses related to the subcontractor. For
all subcontracts entered by Outside Counsel, the Parties agree that all such subconiracts are subject
to Section4 (Liability), Subsections.2 (Reimbursement of Expenses), Subsection 5.3
(Subcontractor Payments), Subsection 6.2 (Subcontractor Invoices), and Subsection 6.5

Outside Counsel Contract
Page20f16



(Supporting Documents; Right-to-Audit;, Inspection of Records) of this OCC. Furthermore, if
Outside Counsel elects to enter intoa subcontract for any legal services, then the Parties agree that
Agency shall not be liable to Outside Counsel for any rates or rate ranges greater than or
inconsistent with the highest rate or rate range specified in Addendum B unless prior written
approval is obtained from Agency. Any subcontracted legal counsel also must comply with
Subsections 5.5 (AdministrativeStaffClerks) and 9.8 (Conflict of Interest) ofthis OCC.

Outside Counsel agrees to comply with all state and federal laws applicable to any subcontractors,
including, but not limited to, laws regarding wages, taxes, insurance, historically underutilized
businesses, and workers’ compensation.

In no event shall this section or any other provisionofthis OCC be construedesrelieving Outside
Counsel of the responsibility for ensuring that all services rendered under this OCC, and any
subcontracts thereto, are rendered in compliance with allofthe termsofthis OCC.

Sectiond. Liability.

41 Limitation of Liability. The Parties stipulate and agree that the State of Texas and
Agency's total lability to Outside Counsel, including consideration for the full satisfactory, and
timely performanceofal ts duties, responsibilities, and obligations, and for reimbursementofall
expenses,ifany, as set forth in this OCC or other liability arising out of any performance herein
shall not exceed:

525,000.00 for this OCC Term.

Outside Counsel agrees that the StateofTexas and its agencies (other than Agency) shall have no
liability arising out ofthis OCC or the servicesof this OCC to Outside Counsel.

42 Subjectto Appropriation. The Parties acknowledge and agree that nothing in this OCC
will be interpreted to create a future obligation or liability in excess of the funds currently
appropriated to Agency.

SectionS.  Compensation/Expenses.

5.1 Fees to Outside Counsel. Consistent with Title 1, Chapter 57ofthe Texas Administrative
Code, Agency agrees to pay Outside Counsel in considerationoffull and satisfactory performance
of the legal services under this OCC. Services for non-attomey timekeeper classifications listed
on Addendum B, if applicable, such as paralegal, legal assistant, or patent agent, must beof a
substantive legal nature in order to be reimbursable. Outside Counsel agrees to the fee schedule
as described in Addendum B

52 Reimbursement of Expenses. Agency will reimburse Outside Counsel for actual
expenses incurred in the performance of the legal services described in Addendum A, if such
expenses are reasonable and either necessary or advisable. Outside Counsel must provide copies
of original receipts as evidence of actual expenditures. Limitations on the amount and type of
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reimbursement include the following, unless otherwise agreed upon by Agency in writing, in
advance, and in accordance with Agency policy and relevant law:

52.1 Mileage. Agency will reimburse Outside Counsel for reasonable and necessary
travel mileage at the per mile rate posted on the Texas Mileage Guide. adopted under
Section 660.043ofthe Texas Goverment Code. The Texas Mileage Guide is currently available
on the Compiroller of Public Accounts’s website, at: hutps:/finx.cpastate.tx.us/fin/travel/
travelrates php.

52.2 Meals. Agency will reimburse Outside Counsel for reasonable and necessary meal
expenses in accordance with the Textravel guide published by the Texas Comptroller of Public
Accounts. Agency will reimburse Outside Counsel at the allowable rate provided by the Textravel
guide or actual expenses, whichever is less, for each timekeeper as listed in AddendumB for each
day requiring overnight travel and on the ret dayof travel. Agency will not reimburse Outside
Counsel for the purchaseof alcohol. The Textravel guideis currently available on the Comptroller
ofPublic Accounts's website at: hitps:/finx cpa exas.sov/fimx/iravelextravel rascurrent php.

52.3 Lodging. Agency will reimburse Outside Counsel for reasonable and necessary
lodging expenses. Unless otherwise agreed upon by Agency in writing in advance, Texas lodging
or overnight accommodations will be reimbursed at the lesser amount of the actual expense or
$200.00 per timekeeper, as listed in Addendum B, per night. Unless otherwise agreed upon by
Agency in writing in advance, out-of-Texas lodging or ovemight accommodations will be
reimbursed at the lesser amount of the actual expense or $250.00 per timekeeper, as listed in
Addendum B, per night.

5.2.4 Airfare. Airfare wil be reimbursed at the lesser amount of the actual expense or
the regular published rates for airfares for commercial airlines. Agency will not reimburse Outside:
‘Counsel for expenses relating to first-class airfare, which includes firs- or business-class airfare
or any other expense related to premium or preferred airfare benefits.

5.25 Expert Services. Subject to Agency's prior approval, Agency will reimburse
Outside Counsel for the reasonable and necessary cost of expert services.

52.6 Other Reimbursable Expenses. Agency will reimburse the actual cost for other
expenses if Outside Counsel provides a reasonable and sufficient explanation of the nature and
purposeof the charge and the charge is reasonable and either necessary or advisable.

5.2.7 Non-Reimbursable Expenses. Agency expects Outside Counseltoanticipate and
include routine operating expenses and disbursements as part of overhead and, therefore, part ofa
basic hourly rate or flat ate. Therefore, Agency will not reimburse Outside Counsel for: routine
copying and printing charges; fax charges; routine postage; office supplies; telephone charges
unless related to teleconferencing services; local travel (within 20-mile radius of office including
mileage, parking, and tolls) not relating to overnight travel; all delivery services performed by
internal staff; electricity or other utilities; software costs or subscription fees; and intemet or
wireless access charges.
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528 Gratuity. Agency will not reimburse Outside Counsel for tipsorgratuities.

52.9 Reimbursement for Agency Employee Expenses. Agency will not reimburse
Outside Counsel for the cost ofexpenses incurred by Agency employees.

52.10 No Mark-up. Outside Counsel will only be reimbursed for actual expenses.
Outside Counsel shall not be reimbursed for any mark-up or other overhead costs.

53 Subcontractor Payments. Subject to Agency's prior approval, Agency will reimburse
Outside Counsel for the actual, reasonable and necessary expenses relating to Outside Counsel's
use of subcontractors. Outside Counsel shall be responsible for any payments and other claims
due to subcontractors for work performed under this OCC. Outside Counsel, in subcontracting for
any performances or in supportofanyofthe performances specified herein (e.g. expert services,
local counsel, and other services), expressly understands and agrees that Agency shall not be
directly liable in any manner to Outside Counsel's subcontractor(s).

54 Legal Research. Agency may reimburse Outside Counsel for its reasonable and necessary
expenses relating to legal research, including online legal research.

While Agency should be paying Outside Counsel to apply the knowledge and expertise for which
it was hired, and not paying Outside Counsel to obtain that knowledge through extensive legal
research, Agency understands that situations arise that justify extensive research on how best to
proceed in order to achieve a desired result. Therefore, the need for extensive legal research will
be addressed on a case-by-case basis by Outside Counsel and Agency.

55 Administrative Staff/Clerks. Agency will only pay for substantive legal work performed
by attomeys or other qualified personnel, regardless of the job tie or classification applicable to
such individual. For purposesof this agreement, “substantive legal work” has the same meaning
as defined by the Texas Paralegal Standards adopted by the BoardofDirectors ofthe State Bar of
Texas. Agency will not pay for law clerks or interns, however classified, under any circumstances.
Agency will not pay for administrative staff, such as secretarial support, librarians, case clerks,
and accounting and billing clerks, for activities including but not limited to the following:
overtime, file opening, fle organization, docketing,and other administrative tasks; and preparation
of billing, invoice review, budget preparation, and communications regarding same or any other
accounting matter.

56 Training. Agency will not pay for the education or training of attomeys, paralegals, or
other staff of Outside Counsel, including assigning such staff on a transient basis to an Agency
matter.

Section 6. Invoices for Payment.

6.1 General. Outside Counsel agrees to abide by the administrative rules adoptedby the OAG
‘governing the submission, review, and approval of invoices found at Title 1, Chapter 57 of the
Texas Administrative Code. Outside Counsel understands and agree that no invoice shall seek
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reimbursement for services performed or expenses incurred in violation of the provisionsof this
occ.

6.1.1 Billing Period. The billing period is the interval (ex. monthly) which determines
the frequency Outside Counsel will submit invoices to the Agency. The billing period for this
OCC is specified in Addendum B. Unless otherwise specified in Addendum Bofthe Contract, a
billing period defined as “monthly” shall begin with the first day of the calendar month and end
with the last dayofthe calendar month.

6.12  Billable Time. Agency will only pay for the services of individuals covered in
Addendum B. All times must be billed in one-tenthhouror one-quarter hour increments, and must
reflect only actual time spent. Tasks referencing correspondence and filings must describe the
document received or authored. Agency expects to be billedfor the actual time it takes to modify
standardized forms, filings, and/or correspondence for use on the matter being billed. Agency will
not reimburse Outside Counsel for the time it originally took to prepare any such standardized
documents. Agency will not pay for review, execution, and processing ofthe OCC and submission
of invoices.

6.13 Submission of Invoices. Outside Counsel must submit invoices to Agency for
review within one calendar month from the end of the relevant billing period covered by the
invoice. Outside Counsel must submit invoices to Agency at

‘general counsel @oag texas.gov

OR

Attn: General Counsel Division
Officeofthe Attomey General
Mail Code 074
Post Office Box 12548
Austin, Texas 78711-2548

62 Subcontractor Invoices. Subcontractor(s) shall directly invoice Outside Counsel, and
Outside Counsel shall then invoice Agencyforthe work performed. The actual work performed
by subcontractor shall be specifically identified in the invoice supported by attached
documentation.

63 Prompt Payment. Payments to Outside Counsel by Agency under this OCC shall be in
compliance with Chapters 2251 of the Texas Govemment Code and Title 34, Chapter 20,
Subchapter Fofthe Texas Administrative Code.

6.4 Supporting Documents; Right-to-Audit; Inspection of Records.

6.4.1 Duty to Maintain Records. Outside Counsel shall maintain adequate records to
support its charges, procedures, and performances to Agency for all work related to this OCC.
Outside Counsel shall also maintain such records as are deemed necessary by Agency, the State
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Auditor's Office, or federal auditorsiffederal funds are used to pay Outside Counsel, to ensure
proper accountingforall costs and performances related to this OCC.

6.42 Records Retention. Outside Counsel shall retain, fora periodofat least seven (7)
years after the laterof(1) the expiration or termination of this OCC or (2) the resolution of all
issues that arise from any litigation, claim, negotiation, audit, open records request, administrative
review, or other action involving this OCC, such records as are necessary to fully disclose the
extentofservices provided under this OCC, including but not limited to any daily activity reports,
time distribution and attendance records, and other records that may show the basisofthe charges
‘made or performances delivered.

64:3 InspectionofRecords and Right to Audit. Outside Counsel shall make available
at reasonable times and upon reasonable notice, and for reasonable periods, ll information related
0 the State of Texas’ property, services performed, and charges, such as work papers, reports,
books, data, files, software, records, and other supporting documents pertaining to this OCC, for
purposesof inspecting, monitoring, auditing, or evaluating by Agency, the StateofTexas, or their
authorized representatives. Outside Counsel shall cooperate with auditors and other authorized
Agency and State of Texas representatives and shall provide them with prompt access to all of
such property as requested by Agency or the StateofTexas.

6.4.4 State Auditor. In addition to and without limitation on the other audit provisions
of this OCC, pursuant to Section 2262.154 of the Texas Government Code, the State Auditor's
Office may conduct an audit or investigation of Outside Counsel or any other entity or person
receiving funds from the Stateof Texas directly under this OCC or indirectly throughasubeontract
under this OCC. The acceptanceoffunds by Outside Counsel or any other entity or person directly
under this OCC or indirectly through a subcontract under this OCC acts as acceptance of the
authorityofthe State Auditor's Office, under the directionof the Legislative Audit Committee, to
conduct an audit or investigation in connection with those funds. Under the directionofthe
Legislative Audit Committee, Outside Counsel or any other entity or person that is the subject of
anauditor investigation by the State Auditor's Office must providetheState Auditor's Office with
access to any information the State Auditor's Office considers relevant to the investigation or audit.
Outside Counsel further agrees to cooperate fully with the State Auditor's Office in the conduct of
the audit or investigation, including providing all records requested. Outside Counsel shall ensure
that this paragraph concerning the authority to audit funds received indirectly by subcontractors
through Outside Counsel and the requirement to cooperate is included in any subcontract t awards.
The State Auditor's Office shall at any time have access to and the right to examine, audit, excerpt,
and transcribe any pertinent books, documents, working papers, and records of Outside Counsel
related to this OCC.

Section 7. Termination

7.1 Convenience of the State. Agency has the right to terminate this OCC, in whole or in
part, without penalty, by notifying Outside Counsel in writing of such termination prior to the
effective date of such termination. Such notification of termination shall state the effective date
oftermination. In the eventofsuch termination, Outside Counsel shall unless otherwise mutually
‘agreed upon in writing, cease all services immediately, except such services that are necessary to
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‘wind-up, in a cost-effective manner, all services being provided. Subject to Section 4ofthis OCC,
‘Agency shallbe lable for payments for all services performedunder this OCC to the effective date
oftermination, plus any necessary servicestocost effectively wind-up.

72 Cause/Default. In the event that Outside Counsel commitsamaterial breach ofthis OCC,
‘Agency may, upon written notice to Outside Counsel, immediately terminate all or any pert ofthis
OCC. Termination is not an exclusive remedy but wil be in addition to any other rights and
remedies provided in equity, by law, or under this OCC.

7.3 Rights Upon Termination or Expiration. Upon expiration o termination of this OCC
for any reason, Outside Counsel shall, subject to Outside Counsel's professional obligations,
immediately transfer to Agency all information and associated work products prepared by Outside
Counsel or otherwise prepared for Agency pursuant to this OCC, in whatever form such
information and work products may exist, to the extent requested by Agency. At no additional
cost to Agency and in any manner Agency deems appropriate in its sole discretion, Agency is
granted the unrestricted right to use, copy, modify, prepare derivative works from, publish, and
distribute any component of the information, work product, or other deliverable made the subject
of this OCC.

74 Remedies. Notwithstanding any exercise by Agency of its rights of early termination,
Outside Counsel shall not be relievedofany liability to Agency for damages due to Agency by
virtue of any breach of this OCC by Outside Counsel or for amounts otherwise due Agency by
Outside Counsel.

75 Termination by Outside Counsel. Consistent with applicable rules of professional
conduct, Outside Counsel may terminate this OCC upon reasonable notice for material breach by
Agency.

Section 8. Certificationsof Outside Counsel

By agreeing to and signing this OCC, Outside Counsel hereby makes the following certifications
and warranties:

8.1 Delinquent Child Support Obligations. Outside Counsel certifies that it is notineligible
10 receive any grant, loan, or payment under this OCC pursuant to Section 231.006 of the Texas
Family Code and acknowledges that this OCC may be terminated and [payment may be withheld

ifthis certification is inaccurate.

82 Buy Texas. With respect to any services purchased pursuant to this OCC, Outside Counsel
represents and warrants that it will buy Texas products and materials for use in providing the
services authorized herein when such products and materials are available at a comparable price
‘andwithin a comparable periodoftime when compared to non-Texas products and materials. This
‘subsection does not apply to Outside Counsel providing legal services located outside the State of
Texas.
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83 Gift to Public Servant. Outside Counsel warrants that it has not given, nor does it intend
to give at any time hereafter, any economic opportunity, future employment, gift, loan, gratuity,
special discount, trip, favor, or service to a public servant in connection with the award of this
occ.

84 Franchise Tax. By signing this OCC, Outside Counsel certifies that its Texas franchise
tax payments are current, or that it is exempt from or not subject to such tax, consistent with
Chapter 171ofthe Texas Tax Code.

85 Outside Counsel License/Conduct. Outside Counsel certifies that each attomey
performing services under this OCC is an attorney in good standing under the lawsofthe State of
Texas or the jurisdiction where the representation occurs. Outside Counsel will notify Agency in
writing within one business day of any lapse in an assigned attorney's licensed status or any final
disciplinary action taken against an assigned attomey. For the Lead Counsel(s) named in
‘Addendum B, Outside Counsel will provide documentationof good standing from the state bar or
the licensing authorityofthe jurisdiction in which the attomey resides and is licensed. An attomey
thats not licensed by the State Bar of Texas may not provide legal services and advice concerning
Texas law.

86 Debt to State. Outside Counsel acknowledges and agrees that, to the extent Outside
‘Counsel owes any deb (child support or other obligation) or delinquent taxes to the Stateof Texas,
any payments Outside Counsel are owed under this OCC may be applied by the Compiroller of
Public Accounts toward any such debt or delinquent taxes until such deb or delinquent taxes are
paid in full

8.7 Prohibited Bids and Contracts. Under Section 2155.004 ofthe Texas Goverment Code,
Outside Counsel certifies that it is not ineligible to receive this OCC and acknowledges that this
OCC may be terminated and payment withheldifthis certification is inaccurate.

88 Compliance with State Law Contracting Provisions. Agency and Outside Counsel
certify that this OCC is compliant, and will remain compliant, with any and all applicable laws
goveming contracts involving the State of Texas or its agencies, including, but not limited to,
Sections 572.054 (Representation by Former Officer or Employee of Regulatory Agency
Restricted; Criminal Offense), 572.069 (Certain Employment for Former State Officer or
Employee Restricted), 669.003 (Contracting with Executive Head of State Agency), 2252.901
(Contracts with Former or Retired Agency Employees), 2252.908 (Disclosure of Interested
Parts), and 2261.25 (Disclosureof Potential ConflictsofInterest; Certain Contracts Prohibited)
of the Texas Government Code.

89 Does not Boycott Israel. Pursuant to Section 270.002 of the Texas Government Code,
Outside Counsel certifies, by executing this OCC, that Outside Counsel does not, and wil not
during the termofthis OCC, boycott Israel. Outside Counsel further certifies that no subcontractor
of Outside Counsel boycotts Israel or will boycott Israel during the termofthis agreement. Outside
‘Counsel agrees to take all necessary steps to ensure this certification remains true during the term
ofthis OCC.
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8.10 Prohibited Companies. Outside Counsel certifies, by executing this OCC, that neither
Outside Counsel, nor any subcontractor of Outside Counsel, is a company under Texas
Govemment Code section 252.152 with which Agency may be prohibited from contracting.
Outside Counsel agrees to take all necessary steps to ensure this certification remains true during
the termofthis OCC.

8.11 Limitation on Abortion Funding. Outside Counsel acknowledges and agrees that, under
article IX, section 6.25 of the General Appropriations Act, 86th Leg., R.S. (2019), and except as
provided by that Act, funds may not be distributed under this OCC to any individual or entity that
(1) performs an abortion procedure that is not reimbursable under the State of Texas’ Medicaid
program; (2) is commonly owned, managed, or controlled by an entity that performs an abortion
procedure that is not reimbursable under the Stateof Texas’ Medicaid program;or (3) isafranchise
or affiliateofan entity that performsanabortion procedure that is not reimbursable under the State
of Texas’ Medicaid program.

Section 9. General Terms and Conditions

9.1 Independent Contractor. Outside Counsel agrees and acknowledges that during the OCC
Term, Outside Counsel and Outside Counsel's subcontractors are independent contractors of
Agency or the State of Texas and are not employees of Agency or the State of Texas.

9.11 Outside Counsel will be solely and entirely responsible for its acts and the acts of
its agents, employees, subcontractors, and representatives in the performanceof this OCC.

9.12 Outside Counsel agrees and acknowledges that during the OCC Term, Outside
Counsel shallbeentirely responsible for the liability and payment for Outside Counsel or Outside
Counsel's employees or assistants, ofall taxes of whatever kind, arising outofthe performances
in this OCC." Other than the payments described in this OCC, Outside Counsel agrees and
acknowledges that Outside Counsel or Outside Counsel's employees or assistants shall not be
entitled to any State benefit on account of the services provided hereunder. AGENCY SHALL
NOT BE LIABLE TO OUTSIDE COUNSEL, ITS EMPLOYEES, AGENTS, OR OTHERS FOR
THE PAYMENT OF TAXES OR THE PROVISION OF UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE
AND/OR WORKERS’ COMPENSATION, OR ANY BENEFIT DUE TO A STATE
EMPLOYEE.If Agencyorthe StateofTexas shall nonetheless become liable for such payments
or obligations, Outside Counsel shall promptly pay or reimburse Agency or the Stateof Texas for
such liability or obligation.

92 Assignment of OCC. Outside Counsel may not assign this OCC, or assign any right or
delegate any duty under this OCC, without prior written approval from Agency.

9.3 Survival.The obligationsofOutside Counsel under thefollowingsectionsandsubsections
shall survive the termination or expirationof this OCC: 33,4, 5, 6.4, 7.1, 7.3, 7.4, 8.,9.7, 9.8,
9.11, and 9.13

9.4 Copyright/Intellectual Property. Outside Counsel shall take reasonsble measures to
protect Agency from material risks of Agency liability known to Outside Counsel for any
copyright or patent infringement or disclosure of trade secrets resulting from the use of any
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equipment, materials, information, or ideas furnished by Outside Counsel pursuant to this OCC
(other than equipment, materials, information, or ideas supplied or required by Agency or its
‘employees or other agents). Outside Counsel and Agency agree to fumish timely written notice
to cach other of any claim of copyright, patent, trade secret, or other intellectual property
infringement arising outofservices under this OCC.

9.5 Media Releases or Pronouncements. Outside Counsel understands that Agency does not
endorse any vendor, commodity, or service. Outside Counsel, its employees, representatives,
agents, or subcontractors may not participate in any media event or issue any media release,
advertisement, publication, editorial, article, or public pronouncement that pertains to this OCC or
the services or project to which this OCC relates or that mentions Agency without the prior written
approval of Agency.

9.6 Written Notice Delivery. Any notice required or permitted to be given under this OCC
by one party to the other party shall be in writing and shall be given and deemed to have been
given immediatelyif delivered in person to the recipient's address set forth in this subsction, or
on the date shown on the certificateofreceiptif placed in the United States mail, postage prepaid,
by registered or certified mail with retur receipt requested, addressed to the receiving party at the
address hereinafter specified.

9.61 Outside Counsel's Address. The address for Outside Counsel for all purposes
under this OCC and for all notices hereunder shall be:

Brandon Cammack
Cammack Law Firm PLLC
4265 San Felipe St #1100
Houston, Texas 77027
Phone: 713-300-9291

Email: brandon@cammacklawfirm.com

9.62 OAG’s Address. The addresses for the OAG for all purposes under this OCC,
except as provided by Subsection 6.1.3, and for all notices hereunder shall be:

Officeofthe Attorney General
‘General Counsel Division, Mail Code 074

Post Office Box 12548
Austin, Texas 78711-2548

9.7 Dispute Resolution.

9.7.1 The dispute resolution process provided for in Chapter 2260 of the Texas
‘Government Code shall be used, as further described herein, by Agency and by Outside Counsel
toattempt to resolve any claim for breach of this OCC made by Outside Counsel.
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9.7.2 Outside Counsel's claims for breach of this OCC that the Parties cannot resolve in
the ordinary course of business shall be submitted to the negotiation process provided in
Chapter 2260, Subchapter B, of the Government Code. To initiate the process, Outside Counsel
shall submit written notice, as required by Subchapter B, to the Agency's contact with a copy to
the Texas First Assistant Attomey General or his/her designee. Said notice shall specifically state
that the provisions of Chapter 2260, Subchapter B, are being invoked. A copyofthe notice shall
also be given to all other representatives of Outside Counsel and Agency otherwise entitled to
notice under this OCC. Compliance by Outside Counsel with Subchapter B is a condition
precedent to the filingof a contested case proceeding under Chapter 2260, Subchapter C, of the
Government Code.

9.7.3 The contested case process provided in Chapter 2260, Subchapter C, of the Texas
Government Code is Outside Counsel's sole and exclusive process for seeking a remedy for any
and all alleged breachesofthis OCC by Agency or the Stateof Texas if the Parties are unable to
resolve their disputes under Section 9.7.2 ofthis OCC.

9.7.4 Compliance with the contested case process provided in Chapter 2260, Subchapter C,
of the Texas Government Code is a condition precedent to seeking consent to suc from the
Legislature under Chapter 107 of the Texas Civil Practices and Remedies Code. Neither the
executionof this OCC by Agency nor any other conductofany representative of Agency relating
10 this OCC shall be considered a waiver of sovereign immunity.

9.7.5 The submission, processing, and resolutionofOutside Counsel's claim is governed
by Title 1, Chapter 68 of the Texas Administrative Code adopted by the OAG pursuant to
Chapter 2260, as currently effective, hereafter enacted, or subsequently amended, shall govern.

98 Conflict of Interest.

9.8.1 Neither local funds nor funds appropriated by the General Appropriations Act may
be expended to pay the legal fees or expenses of Outside Counsel in representing Agency in any
‘matter if Outside Counsel is representing a plaintiff in a proceeding seeking monetary damages
from the StateofTexas or anyofits agencies. For these purposes, “proceedings seeking monetary
damages” do not include actions for tax refunds, compensation for exercise of eminent domain
authority, or reimbursementof costsoflitigation and attomey’s fecs.

9.8.2 Neither local funds nor funds appropriated by the General Appropriations Act may
be used to pay the legal fees or expenses of Outside Counsel under this OCC if Outside Counsel
currently represents,hasrepresented in the six monthsprecedingthis OCC, or will represent in the
six months following the terminationof this OCC, a client before Agency.

9.8.3 Outside Counsel shall regularly conduct conflicts analyses on is interests and those
of its clients and any subcontractor and immediately disclose, in writing, to Agency any actual or
‘potential conflict with respect to Agency or the Stateof Texas.
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9.8.4 Outside Counsel has a continual and ongoing obligation to immediately notify
Agency, in writing, upon discovery of any actual or potential conflict to Agency or the State of
Texas.

9.9 Taxes. This OCC shall not be construed so as to supersede the lawsofthe United States
or the State of Texas that accord the StateofTexas, Agency, and all departments, agencies, and
instrumentalitiesofthe State of Texas exemptions from the payment(s) of all taxes of whatever
kind. To the extent allowed by law, Agency will provide, upon the request of Outside Counsel
during this OCC Term, all applicable tax exemption documentation.

9.10 Signatories. Having agreed to the terms herein, the undersigned signatories hereby
represent and warrant that they have authorityto enter into this OCCandareacting in their official
capacities. .

9.11 Applicable Law and Venue. This OCC is made and entered into in the State of Texas,
and this OCC and all disputes arising outofor relating to this OCC shall be governed by the laws
of the State of Texas, without regard to any otherwise applicable conflict of law rules or
requirements.

Outside Counsel agrees that Agency and the StateofTexas do not waive any immunity (including,
without limitation, state or federal Sovereign immunity). Outside Counsel further agrees that any
properly allowed litigation arising outofor in any way relating to this OCC shall be commenced
exclusively in a court of competent jurisdiction in Travis County, Texas. Outside Counsel thus
hereby irrevocably and unconditionally consents to the exclusive jurisdiction of a court of
competent jurisdiction in Travis County, Texas for the purpose of prosecuting or defending such
litigation. Outside Counsel hereby waives and agrees not to assert: a) that Outside Counsel is not
personally subject to the jurisdictionof a court of competent jurisdiction in Travis County, Texas,
(b) that the suit, action or proceeding is brought in an inconvenient forum, (c) that the venueofthe
suit, action or proceeding is improper, or (d) any other challenge to jurisdiction or venue.

9.12 Amendments. This OCC, including addenda hereto, may be amended only upon written
agreement signed by the Parties.

9.13 Severability/Interpretation. The fact that a particular provision in this OCC is held under
any applicable law to be void or unenforceable in no way affects the validity of other provisions,
and this OCC will continue tobebinding on both Parties. Any provision that is held to be void or
unenforceable will be interpreted by the Parties or the courts to be replaced with language that is
as close as possible to the intentofthe original provision so as to effectuate the purpose of this
OCC. Any ambiguous orconflictingterms shall be interpreted and construed in such a manner as
to accomplishthe purposeofthis OCC.

9.14 Insurance Required. Outside Counsel will undertake reasonable efforts to obtain and
‘maintain during this OCC Term malpractice insurance in an amount not less than $10,000.00 or
the amount specified in Section 4.1 of this OCC, whichever is more.
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Further, Outside Counsel agrees to give notice to Agency in the event any amount of malpractice
insurance is canceled. Outside Counsel also agrees to fumish to Agency certified copiesof such
insurance policies when requested. Outside Counsel agrees that no claim by Agency and the State:
of Texas for damages resulting from breach ofOutside Counsel's duties to Agency under this OCC
shall be limited to the amountofmalpractice insurance maintained by Outside Counsel.

9.15 Additional Terms. Any additional terms agreed to by Outside Counsel and Agency shall
be listed in an optional Addendum C. These terms shall not be inconsistent with or contrary to the
Contract terms listed above, and nothing in AddendumC shall remove or modify terms contained
in Sections 1-9. In the event of any conflict, ambiguity or inconsistency between the terms of
Addendum C and Sections 1-9 of this Outside Counsel Contract, Sections 1-9 shall take
precedence and control

9.16 Counterparts. This OCC may be executed in multiple counterparts.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, THE PARTIES HAVE SIGNED AND EXECUTED THIS OCC.

Cammack Law Firm PLLC Office of the Attorney General of Texas

By: Brandon Cammack ‘Attomey General or designee
4265 San Felipe St #1100
Houston, Texas 77027
Phone: 713-300-9291
Email: brandon@cammacklawfirm.com
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OUTSIDE COUNSEL CONTRACT

OAG ContractNo.

Addendum A

Services

‘The Travis County District Atiomey’s Office referred a criminal complaint to the OAG.
‘The District Attomey’s Office requested that the OAG conduct a reviewofthe allegations,
‘which include complaintsofpotential criminal violations made by certain state and federal
employees.

State law allows the OAG to provide assistance to aprosecutor’ office, such as the Travis
County District Atiomey's Office, in the prosecutionofcriminal cases. See Tex. Gov't
Code §§ 402.028(a); 41.102(b).

Outside Counsel will conduct an investigation, under the authority of the OAG, of the
criminal allegations contained in the complaint referred to the OAG by the District
Attorney's Office and shall prepare a report documenting any potential criminal charges
that may be discovered in the courseofthe investigation. Notwithstanding anything to the
contrary contained in this OCC, Outside Counsel shall conduct its investigation only as
consistent with the complaint referred to the OAG and only as directed by the OAG.
Except for Outside Counsel's duty to provide a post-investigation report, this OCC
expressly excludes legal services relating to any other post-investigation activities,
including, but not limited to, indictment and prosecution.
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OUTSIDE COUNSEL CONTRACT
OAG ContractNo. _________

Addendum B
Rates

Attomeys working on Agency matters, including necessary and appropriate personal appearances
before the Court, as requested and authorized by Agency Counsel shall be paid according to the
following terms:

Name(s) ofLead Counsel: Brandon Cammack

‘Timekeeper classification Hourly Rate (in United States Dollars)

Brandon Cammack $300.00

Billing Period. The billing period for this OCC shall be: Monthly

Travel Rate. An attorney's travel rate may not exceed one-halfofthat attorney's hourly
rate listed above. Ifno hourly rate is identified above or no travel rate(s) listed below, Outside
Counsel may not charge Agency for time spent traveling on Agency matters.
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EXHIBIT B

‘CAUSE NO. D-1-GN-18-007636

THEROYF.& JOANN COLEMITTE  § IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
FOUNDATION, §

H
Plaintiff, §

Hv. § TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS
H

WC Ist AND TRINITY LP, §
WC Ist AND TRINITY GP, LLC, § |WC 3rd AND CONGRESS LP, AND §
WC 3rd AND CONGRESS GP, LLC, §

§
Defendants. § 126rH JUDICIAL DISTRICT {

AFFIDAVIT OF
NON-PARTYBRANDONCAMMACK

STATE OF TEXAS §
§

COUNTY OFHARRIS  § |

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, personally appeared BRANDON CAMMACK, |
‘who being duly sworn by me, deposed as follows: |

1. “My name is Brandon Cammeck. 1 am over the ageofeighteen (18),ofsound mind
and fully competent (0 testify (0 the matters stated in this affidavit. | have personal
knowledgeofthe acsse forth in this Affidavit, and they re true and correct.

2. 1 was not consulted about the date and time of deposition se i this mater. am not |available for the deposition scheduled for November 4, 2020 a 9:00am.
3. In Septemberofthis yearI was hired by the Offceofthe Attomey General (OAG) to

serve as outside counsel to investigate a criminal complaint that | understood was.
referred to the OAG by the Travis County District Attomey’s Office.

4. 1 worked under the authority of and as directed by the OAG. The scope of my
employment was limited to the investigation of criminal complaints referred by theTravis County District Attomey's Office and preparing a postinvestigative report for
the OAG. |

5. 1 believe the criminal complaints I investigated were separate and distinct from this |civil litigation.
Further, Affiant sayeth not”

|



EXHIBITB

w LL
BRANDON CAVMACK

SUBSCRIBEDANDSWORNTObeforemeon gayper_1¥ , 2020.

Ze)4% ousrte, sn osyo Tod Publicin and or
Daeaoresis| theStateofTEXAS
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OUTSIDE COUNSEL CONTRACT
OAG Contract No.

‘This Agreement, including ll Addenda(theAddenda are incorporated herein by reference), ishereinafler referred to as the “Outside Counsel Contract” or “OCC.” This Outside Counsel‘Contract is made and entered into by and between the Officeofthe Attomey Generalof Texas(“Agency,” “Attomey General,” or “OAG") end Cammack Law Firm, PLLC (“OutsideCounsel"). The term “Parties” as used inthisOCC refers to Agency and Ouiside Counsel. ThisOCCismade and entered into with referencetothefollowing facts:

INDUCEMENTS
Whereas, Agency requires the assistance of outside legal counsel in carrying out itsresponsibilities; and

‘Whereas, Outside Counsel desires to provide legal services to Agency, subject to the authorityofthe Texas Attorney General.

AGREEMENT

Now, therefore, in consideration of the inducements, covenants, agreements, and conditionsherein contained,theParties agreea follows:

Section. Purpose.

11 Purpose. The purposeofthis OCC is for Outside Counsel to provide legal services to
Agency, as described in Addendum A.

121 Litigation. OUTSIDE COUNSEL SHALL NOT REPRESENT AGENCY IN ANYLITIGATION UNLESS ADDENDUM A SPECIFICALLY AUTHORIZES LITIGATION IN APARTICULAR MATTER.

122 Appellate Matters. Imespeciiveof any authorization to engage in ligation n this OCC,or in a writing outside of this OCC, OUTSIDE COUNSEL IS NOT AUTHORIZED TOPROCEED ON ANY APPEAL, IN ANY CAPACITY, WHETHER INTERLOCUTORY OROTHERWISE, WHETHER AS APPELLANT, APPELLEE, RESPONDENT, APPLICANT, OROTHERWISE, WITHOUT FIRST OBTAINING THE WRITTEN PERMISSION OF THEATTORNEY GENERAL, FIRST ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL, OR SOLICITORGENERAL.

1.2.3 OAG ReviewofOutside Counsel Involce and Releaseof Payment, Outside Counselinvoices will be reviewed and approved by the OAG pursuant to Subsection 402.0212(b)ofthe‘Texas GovernmentCode andTitle 1, Chapter 57ofthe Texas Administrative Code.



Section2. OCC Term.

This OCC shall commence on 9/3/2020, and shall terminate on 8731/2021 (hereinafler “OCC‘Tern),unless terminated earlier pursuant to Section7ofthis OCC.TheOCCTermmaynot be:extendedexceptby amendmentpursuant to Section9.12ofthis OCC.
Section3. Obligations of Outside Counsel.

3.1 Duties. Outside Counsel shall provide professional legal servicesto Agency as describedin AddendumA. Outside Counsel shal represent Agency with due professional care as required
by applicablelaw anddisciplinary rules.

32 Staff. Outside Counsel is expected to perform valusble services for Agency, and the‘method and amountorrateofcompensation are specified in Section5 and AddendumBofthisOCC. Outside Counsel staff and employees are expected to perform work of a type.commensurate with thei professional titles. Outside Counsel agrees that any person employedor engagedbyOutside Counsel and who assists in performing the services agreed to herein shallnot be considered employees or agentsof Agencyorthe State of Texas.
33 Public Information and Client Communications. Outside Counsel acknowledges thatinformation created or exchanged in the courseofrepresentationof a govemmental body may besubject to the Texas Public Information Act, Chapter 552 of the Texas Government Code, andmay be subject to required disclosure in a publicly accessible format pursuant toSection 2252.907 of the Texas Goverment Code. Outside Counsel will exercise professionaljudgment and care when creating documents or other media intended to be confidential orprivileged attomey-client communications that may be subject to disclosure under the PublicInformation Act (e.g. invoices where incidental notation may tend to reveal litigation strategiesor privileged information). Outside Counsel should mark confidential or privileged attomey-client communications as confidential. ‘This subsection shall not be interpreted to limit Outside.Counsel's duty to provide full disclosure to Agency as necessary in Outside Counsel's judgment10 represent Agency with due professional care or as required by applicable lawor disciplinaryrules.

34 Status. Pursuant to the standard of professional care owed to the Agency, Outside‘Counsel shall endeavorto keep Agency fully informed about all material matters relating to legalservicesprovidedunderthis OCC.

35 Subcontracting Authority. In the event Outside Counsel determines it is necessary orexpedient to subcontract for any of the performances herein, or in support of anyofthose
performances, Outside Counsel may enter into such subcontraci(s) afer obtaining express
written approval from Agency. If Outside Counsel purport to enter into a subcontract withoutexpress written approval from Agency, the Parties agree that such contract shall be voidable atthe option of Agency and that Outside Counsel shall have no recourse against Agency or the
State of Texas for any direct or indirect costs, damages, or any other expenses related to thesubcontractor. For all subcontracts entered by Outside Counsel, the Parties agree that all suchsubcontracts are subject to Section4 (Liability), Subsection 5.2 (Reimbursement of Expenses),
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Subsection5.3 (Subcontractor Payments), Subsection6.2 (Subcontractor Invoices), andSubsection 6.5 (Supporting Documents; Right-to-Audit; Inspection of Records) of this OCC.Furthermore,ifOutside Counsel electstoenter intoa subcontractforanylegal services, then theParties agree that Agency shall not be liable to Outside Counsel for any rates or rate rangesgreater than or inconsistent with the highest rate or rate range specified in Addendum B unlessprior written approval is obtained from Agency. Any subcontracted legal counsel also mustcomply with Subsections 5.5 (Administrative StaffClerks) and 9.8 (Conflict of Interest) of thisocc.

Outside Counsel agrees to comply with all state and federal laws applicable to anysubcontractors, including, but not limited to, laws regarding wages, taxes, insurance, historicallyunderutilized businesses, and workers’ compensation.

In no event shall this section or any other provision of this OCC be construed as relievingOutside Counselofthe responsibilty for ensuring thet all services rendered under this OCC, and‘any subcontracts thereto,arerendered in compliance with all ofthe terms ofthis OCC.
Sectiond. Liability.

41 Limitation of Liability. The Parties stipulate and agree that the Stateof Texas andAgency's total liability to Outside Counsel, including consideration for the ful, satisfactory, andtimely performance of all its duties, responsibilities, and obligations, and for reimbursement ofall expenses, if any, as set forth in this OCC or other liability arising out of any performanceherein shall not exceed:

$25,000.00 for this OCC Term.
Outside Counsel agrees that the State of Texas and its agencies (other than Agency) shall haveno liability arising outofthisOCCorthe servicesofthisOCCtoOutside Counsel.
42 Subject to Appropriation. The Parties acknowledge and agree that nothing in this OCCwill be interpreted 10 create a future obligation or liability in excessofthe funds currentlyappropriated to Agency.
SectionS.  Compensation/Expenses.
S1 Fees to Outside Counsel. Consistent with Title I, Chapter 57 of the TexasAdministrative Code, Agency agrees to pay Outside Counsel in consideration of full andsatisfactory performance of the legal services under this OCC. Services for non-attomeytimekeeper classifications listed on Addendum B,ifapplicable, such as paralegal, legal assistant,or patent agent, must beof a substantive legal nature in order to be reimbursable. OutsideCounsel agreesto the fee scheduleasdescribed in Addendum B.
52 Reimbursement of Expenses. Agency will reimburse Outside Counsel for actualexpenses incurred in the performanceofthe legal services described in AddendumA, if suchexpensesarereasonable andcithernecessaryoradvisable. Outside Counselmustprovide copies
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of original receipts as evidence of actual expenditures. Limitations on the amount and type ofreimbursement include the following, unless otherwise agreed upon by Agency in writing, inadvance,and in accordance with Agency policy and relevant law:
52.1 Mileage. Agency will reimburse Outside Counsel for reasonable and necessarytravel mileage at the per mile rate posted on the Texas Mileage Guide adopted underSection 660.043 of the Texas Govemment Code. The Texes Mileage Guide is currentlyavailable on the Comptroller of Public  Account’s website, at:hitps:/fnx.cpa.stat.tx.us/ftravel iravelrates,php.

522 Meals. Agency will reimburse Outside Counsel for reasonable and necessarymeal expenses in accordance with the Textravel guide published by the Texas Comptroller ofPublic Accounts. Agency will reimburse Outside Counsel at the allowable rate providedbythe‘Textravel guideoractual expenses, whicheveris less, for each timekeeperas listedinAddendumB for each day requiring overnight travel and on the retum day of travel. Agency will notreimburse Outside Counsel for the purchase of alcohol, The Textravel guide is curentlyavailsble on the  Compwollr of Public  Accouns’s website abhips:cpa.texas.gov/fnutravelfextraveliatescurrentphp.

523 Lodging. Agency will reimburse Outside Counsel for reasonable and necessarylodging expenses. ~ Unless otherwise agreed upon by Agency in writing in advance, Texaslodging or overnight accommodations will be reimbursed at the lesser amountofthe actualexpense or $200.00 per timekeeper, as listed in Addendum B, per night. Unless otherwise agreedupon by Agency in writing in advance, out-of-Texss lodging or ovemight accommodations willbe reimbursed at the lesser amountofthe actual expenseor $250.00 per timekeeper, as listed inAddendum B, per night.

52.4 Alrfare. Airfare will be reimbursed at the lesser amountofthe actual expense orthe regular published rates for airfares for commercial airlines. Agency will not reimburse‘Outside Counsel for expenses relating to first-class airfare, which includes first or business-classairfareoranyother expenserelatedtopremiumorpreferred sirfare benefits.
52.5 Expert Services. Subject to Agency's prior approval, Agency will reimburseOutside Counsel orthereasonable and necessary costofexpert services.
52.6 Other Reimbursable Expenses. Agency will reimburse the actual cost for other‘expensesifOutside Counsel provides a reasonable and sufficient explanationofthe nature and‘purpose ofthechargeand the charge isreasonableand eithe necessary or advisable.
52.7 Non-Relmbursable Expenses. Agency expects Outside Counsel to anticipateandinclude routine operating expensesanddisbursementsaspartofoverhead and, therefore,‘partof a basic hourly rate or flat ate. Therefore, Agency will not reimburse Outside Counselfor: routine copyingandprinting charges;fxcharges; routine postage; office supplies; telephone‘charges unless related to teleconferencing services; local travel (within 20-mile radius of officeincluding mileage, parking, and toll) not relating to overnight travel; all delivery services
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performed by intemal staff electricity or other utilities; software costs or subscription fees; andinternet or wireless access charges.

528 Gratuity. Agency will not reimburse Outside Counsel for ips or gratuities.
529 Reimbursement for Agency Employee Expenses. Agency will not reimburseOutside Counsel for the costofexpenses incurred by Agency employees.
52.10 No Mark-up. Outside Counsel will only be reimbursed for actual expenses.Outside Counsel shallnotbe reimbursed for any mark-upo other overhead costs.

53 Subcontractor Payments. Subject to Agency's prior approval, Agency will reimburseOutside Counsel for the actual, reasonable and necessary expenses relating to Outside Counsel'suseofsubcontractors. Outside Counsel shal be responsibleforany payments and other claimsdue to subcontractors for work performed under this OCC. Outside Counsel, in subcontractingfor any performances or in support of any of the performances specified herein (e.g, expertservices, local counsel, and other services), expressly understands and agrees that Agency shallnot be directly lisble in any manner to Outside Counsel's subcontractor(s).
54 Legal Research. Agency may reimburse Ouiside Counsel for its reasonable andnecessary expenses relating to legal research, including online legal research.
While Agency should be paying Outside Counsel to apply the knowledge and expertise for‘which itwas hired, and not paying Outside Counsel to obin that knowledge through extensivelegal research, Agency understands that situations arise that justify extensive research on howbest to proceed in order to achieve a desired result, Thercfore, the need for extensive legalresearch willbeaddressed on acase-by-case basis by Oside Counsel and Agency.
§5 Administrative Staf/Clerks. Agency will only pay for substantive legal workperformed by attomeys or other qualified personnel, regardless of the job title or classificationepplicable to such individual. For purposes of this agreement, “substantive legal work” has thesamemeaningas defined by the Texas Paralegal Standards adopted by the Board of Directors ofthe State Barof Texas. Agency will not pay for law clerks or intems, however classified, underany circumstances. Agency will not pay for administrative staff, such as secretarial support,librarians, case clerks, and accounting and billing clerks, for activites including but not limitedto the following: overtime, file opening, fle organization, docketing, and other administrative.tasks; and preparation of billing, invoice review, budget preparation, and communicationsregarding same or any other accounting matter.

56 Training. Agency will not pay for the education or trainingofattomeys, paralegals, orother staffofOutside Counsel, including assigning such staff on a transient basis to an Agencymatter,

Section 6. Invoices for Payment.
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61 General. Outside Counsel agrees to abide by the administrative rules adopted by theAG goveming the submission, review, and approval ofinvoices found at Tile 1, Chapter 57 ofthe Texas Administrative Code. Outside Counsel understands and agree that no invoice shallseek reimbursement for services performed or expenses incurred in violationof the provisions ofthis OCC.

6.1 Billing Period. The billing period is the interval (ex. monthly) which determinesthe frequency Outside Counsel will submit invoices to the Agency. The billing period for thisCC is specified in Addendum B. Unless otherwise specified in Addendum B of the Contract, abilling period definedas“monthly” shall begin with the fist dayofthe calendar month and endwith the last dayofthe calendar month.
6.1.2 _Billable Time. Agency will only pay for the services of individuals covered inAddendum B. All times must be billed in one-tenth hour or one-quarter hour increments, andmust reflect oly actual time spent. Tasks referencing correspondence and filings must describe.the document received or authored. Agency expects to be billed for the actual time it takes tomodify standardized forms, filings, andlor correspondence for use on the mater being billed.Agency will not reimburse Outside Counsel for the time it originally took to prepare any suchstandardized documents. Agency will not ay for review, execution, and processingofthe OCCand submissionof invoices.

6.13 Submission of Invoices. Outside Counsel must submit invoices to Agency forreview within one calendar month from the endofthe relevant billing period covered by theinvoice. Outside Counsel must submit invoices to Agency at:

generalcounsel@oagtexas.gov.

Or

Atn.: General Counsel Division
Officeofthe Attomey General
Mail Code 074
Post Office Box 12548
Austin, Texas 78711-2548

62 Subcontractor Invoices. Subcontractor(s) shal directly invoice Outside Counsel, andOutside Counsel shall then invoice Agency for the work performed. The actual work performedby subcontractor shall be specifically. identified in the invoice supported by attacheddocumentation.

63 Prompt Payment. PaymentstoOutside Counsel by Agency under this OCC shall be incompliance with Chapters 2251 of the Texas Govemment Code and Title 34, Chapter 20,SubchapterFof the Texas Administrative Code.
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64 Supporting Documents; Right-to-Audit; Inspection of Records.
SL Duty to Maitan Records. Ouside Coursel hall mannsamen

supportitscharges,procedures,andperformancestoAgencyforallworkrelated to this OCC.
Guide Counselshal sso mai sch records ss doc necessaryby Agency, the StateAuditor's Offic, or federal auditors if federal funds are used to pay Outside Counsel, to ensure‘proper accountingforall costs andperformancesrelated to this OCC.

642 Records Retention. Outside Counsel shall retain, for a period of at least seven(7)yearsafer the laterof(1) the expirationor terminationofthis OCCor (2) theresolutionof allissues that arise from any litigation, claim, negotiation, audit, open records request,administrative review, or other acton involving this OCC, such records as are necessary to fullydisclose the extentofservices provided under this OCC, including but not limited to any dailyactivity reports, time distribution and attendance records, and other records that may show thebasisofthe charges madeorperformances delivered.

64.3 Inspection of Records and Right to Audit. Outside Counsel shall makeavailable at reasonable times and upon reasonable notice, and for reasonable periods, allinformation related to the State of Texas’ property, services performed, and charges, such aswork papers, reports, books, data, fils, software, records, and other supporting documentspertaining to this OCC, for purposes of inspecting, monitoring, auditing, or evaluating byAgency, the State of Texas, or their authorized representatives. Outside Counsel shall cooperateith auditorsandother suthorized Agency and Stateof Texas representatives and shall provide.them withpromptaccess toallofsuchpropertyasrequestedbyAgencyortheStateofTexas.
644. State Auditor. In addition to and without limitation on the other audit provisionsof this OCC, pursuant to Section 2262.154 ofthe Texas Government Code, the State Auditor'sOffice may conduct an audit o investigation of Outside Counsel or any other entity or personreceiving funds from the State of Texas directly under this OCC or indirectly through asubcontract under this OCC. The acceptance of funds by Ouiside Counsel o any other entity orperson directly under this OCC or indirectly through subcontract under this OCC acts a5acceptance ofthe authority of the State Auditor's Office, under the directionofthe Legislative.Audit Commitee,toconductanauditor investigationinconnection with those funds. Underthedirection ofthe Legislative Audit Committe, Outside Counsel or any other entity or person thatis the subjectof an audit or investigation by the State Auditor's Office must provide the StateAuditor's Office with access to any information the State Auditor's Office considers relevant tothe investigation or audit. Outside Counsel further agrees to cooperate fully with the StateAuditor's Office in the conduct of the audit or investigation, including providing al recordsrequested. Outside Counsel shall ensure that this paragraph conceming the authority to auditfunds received indirectly by subcontractors through Outside Counsel and the requirement tocooperatei included inany subcontract it awards. The State Auditor's Office shall a any timehave access to and the right to examine, audit, excerpt, and transcribe any pertinent books,documents,workingpapers, and recordsofOutside Counsel relatedtothisOCC.
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Section. Termination

7:1 Convenience of the State. Agency has the right to terminate this OCC, in whole or inpert, without penalty, by notifying Outside Counsel in writingof such termination prior to theeffective date ofsuch termination. Such notification of termination shall state the effective dateof temination. In the event of such termination, Ouiside Counsel shall, unless otherwisemutually agreed upon in writing, cease al services immediately, except such services that arenecessary to wind-up, in a cost-effective manner, all services being provided. Subject toSection 4ofthis OCC, Agency shall be liable for payments for all services performed under thisOCC to the effective dateof termination, plus any necessary services to cost effectively wind-up.
72 Cause/Default. In the event that Outside Counsel commits a material breach of thisOCC, Agency may, upon written notice to Outside Counsel, immediately terminate sll or anypart of this OCC. Termination is not an exclusive remedy but will be in addition to any otherrightsandremedies provided in equity, by law,or under this OCC.
73 Rights Upon Termination or Expiration. Upon expiration or termination ofthis OCCfor any reason, Outside Counsel shal, subject to Outside Counsel's professional obligations,immediately transfer to Agency all information and associated work products prepared byOutside Counsel or otherwise prepared for Agency pursuant to this OCC, in whatover form suchinformation and work products may exist, to the extent requested by Agency. At no additionalcost to Agency and in any manner Agency deems appropriate in its sole discretion, Agency isgranted the unrestricted right to use, copy, modify, prepare derivative works from, publish, anddistribute any componentofthe information, work product, or otherdeliverable mad the subjectofthis OCC.

74 Remedies. Notwithstanding any exercise by Agency of its rights of early termination,‘Outside Counsel shall not be relievedofany liability to Agencyfordamages due to Agency byVirtue of any breachofthis OCC by Outside Counsel or for amounts otherwise duc Agency byOutside Counsel.

75 Termination by Outside Counsel. Consistent with applicable rules of professionalconduct, Outside Counsel may terminate this OCC upon reasonable notice for materia breach byAgency.

Section 8. Certifications of Outside Counsel
By agreeing to and signing this OCC, Outside Counsel hereby makes the following certificationsand warranties:

81 Delinquent Child Support Obligations. Outside Counsel certifies that it is notineligible to receive any grant, loan, or payment under this OCC pursuant to Section 231.006 ofthe Texas Family Code and acknowledges tht this OCC may be terminated and payment may bewithheldifthis certification is inaccurate.
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82 Buy Texas. With respect to any services purchased pursuant to this OCC, OutsideCounsel represents and warrants that it wil buy Texas products and materials for use inproviding the services authorized herein when such products and materials are available at a‘comparable price and within a comparable periodof time when compared to non-Texas productsand materials. This subsection does not apply to Outside Counsel providing legal serviceslocated outsidetheStateof Texas.

83 Gift to Public Servant. Outside Counsel warrants that it has not given, nor does itintend to give at any time hereafter, any economic opportunity, future employment, gif, loan,gratuity, special discount, trip, favor, or service to a public servant in connection with the awardofthis OCC.

84 Franchise Tax. By signing this OCC, Outside Counsel certifies that its Texas franchisetax payments are curent, or that it is exempt from or not subject to such tax, consistent withChapter 171oftheTexas Tax Code.
85 Outside Counsel License/Conduct. Outside Counsel certifies that each attomey‘performing services under this OCC is an attomey in good standing under the lawsofthe StateofTexasorthe jurisdictionwherethe representation occurs. Outside Counsel will notify Agencyin writing within one business day of any lapse in an assigned attomey's licensed status or anyfinal disciplinary action taken against an assigned attomey. For the Lead Counsel(s) named fnAddendum B, Outside Counsel wil provide documentation of good standing from the state baror the licensing authority of the jurisdiction in which the attomey resides and is licensed. Anattomey that is not licensed by the State BarofTexas may not provide legal services and adviceconceming Texas law.

86 Debt to State. Outside Counsel acknowledges and agrees that, to the extent Outside‘Counsel owes any deb (child support or other obligation) or delinquent taxes to the State ofTexas, any payments Outside Counsel are owed under this OCC may be applied by theComptroller of Public Accounts toward any such debt or delinquent taxes until Such debt ordelinquent taxes are paid in ful.

87 Prohibited Bids and Contracts. Under Section2155.04 of the Texas Goverment‘Code, Outside Counsel certifies hat it is not ineligible to receive this OCC and acknowledgesthat this OCC maybeterminatedandpayment withheldifthis certificationis inaccurate.
88 Compliance with State Law Contracting Provisions. Agency and Outside Counselcertify that this OCC is compliant, and will remain compliant, with any and all applicable lawsgoverning contracts involving the State of Texas or its agencies, including, but not limited to,Sections $72054 (Representation by Former Officer or Employee of Regulatory AgencyRestricted; Criminal Offensc), 572.069 (Certain Employment for Former State Officer orEmployee Restricted), 669.003 (Contracting with Executive Head of State Agency), 2252901(Contracts with Former or Retired Agency Employees), 2252.908 (Disclosure of InterestedParties), and 2261.252 (Disclosure of Potential Conflicts of Interest; Certain ContractsProhibited)ofthe Texas Government Code.
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89 Does not Boycott Israel. Pursuant to Section 2270.002ofthe Texas Govemment Code,Outside Counsel certifies, by executing this OCC, that Outside Counsel does not, and will notduring the term of this OCC, boycott Israel. Outside Counsel further certifies that nosubcontractor of Ouside Counsel boycotts Israel or will boycort Israel during the term of this‘agreement. Outside Counsel agrees to take all necessary steps to ensure this certification remains.trueduringthetermofthis OCC.
810 Prohibited Companies. Outside Counsel certifies, by executing this OCC, that neitherOutside Counsel, nor any subcontractor of Outside Counsel, is a company under TexasGoverment Code section 2252.152 with which Agency may be prohibited from contracting,‘Outside Counsel agrees to take all necessarystepsto ensure thiscertificationremains trueduringthe termofthis OCC.
8.11 Limitation on Abortion Funding. Outside Counsel acknowledges and agrees that,under article IX, section 6.25ofthe General Appropriations Act, 36th Leg,, R.S. (2019), and‘except as providedby that Act,fundsmay not be distributed under this OCC to any individual orentity that: (1) performs an abortion procedure that is not reimbursable under the Stateof Texas"Medicaid program; (2) is commonly owned, managed,orcontrolled by an entity that performs an‘abortionprocedure that isnotreimbursable under the Stateof Texas’ Medicaid program; or (3) is2 franchiseoraffiliateofan entity that performs an abortion procedure that is not reimbursable.undertheStateofTexas" Medicaid program.
Section 9. General Terms and Conditions
9.1 Independent Contractor. Outside Counsel agrees and acknowledges that during theOCC Term, Outside Counsel and Outside Counsel's subcontractors are independent contactorsofAgencyorthe State of Texas and arenotemployeesofAgencyorthe State ofTexas.

9.1.1 Outside Counsel will besolelyand entirely responsible for its acts and the acts ofits agents, employees, subcontractors, and representatives in the performanceofthis OCC.
9.12 Outside Counsel agrees and acknowledges that during the OCC Term, Outside‘Counsel shall be entirely responsible for the liability and payment for Outside Counsel or‘Outside Counsel's employees or assistant, of all taxes of whatever kind, arising out of the.performances in this OCC. Other than the payments described in this OCC, Outside Counselagrees and acknowledges that Outside Counsel or Outside Counsel's employees or assistantsshall not be eniitled to any State benefit on account of the services provided hereunder.AGENCY SHALL NOT BE LIABLE TO OUTSIDE COUNSEL, ITS EMPLOYEES,AGENTS, OR OTHERS FOR THE PAYMENT OF TAXES OR THE PROVISION OFUNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE ANDIOR WORKERS’ COMPENSATION, OR ANYBENEFIT DUE TO A STATE EMPLOYEE. IfAgency or the Stateof Texas shall nonethelessbecome liable for such payments or obligations, Outside Counsel shall promplly pay ofreimburseAgencyorthe StateofTexasfor such lability or obligation.

92 Assignment of OCC. Outside Counsel may not assign this OCC, or assign any right ordelegate any duty under this OCC,withoutprior written approvalfromAgency.
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93 Survival. The obligations of Outside Counsel under the following sections andsubsections shall survive the terminationorexpirationof this OCC: 33,4, 5, 64, 7.1, 7.3, 7.4,88,97,98,9.11,and 9.13.

94 Copyright/Intellectual Property. Outside Counsel shall take reasonable measures toprotect Agency from material risksofAgency liability known to Outside Counsel for any‘copyright or patent infringement or disclosureoftrade scorets resulting from the use of any‘equipment, material, information, or ideas furnished by Outside Counsel pursuant to this OCC(other than equipment, materials, information, or ideas supplied or required by Agency or itsemployeesor other agents). Ouiside Counsel and Agency agree to fumish timely writen noticeto each other of any claim of copyright, patent, trade secre, or other intellectual propertyinfringement rising outofservicesunderthis OCC.
95 Media Releases or Pronouncements. Outside Counsel understands that Agency doesnot endorse any vendor, commodity,orservice. Outside Counsel, its employees, representatives,agents, or subcontractors may not participate in any media event or issue any media release,advertisement, publication, editorial, article, or public pronouncement that pertains to this OCGor the services or project to which this OCC relates or that meations Agency without the priorwriten approvalofAgency.
96 Written Notice Delivery. Any notice requiredorpermitted to be given under this OCCby one party to the other party shall be in writing and shall be given and deemed to have beengiven immediatelyifdelivered in person to the recipient’ addresssetforth in this subsection, oron the date shown on the certificate of receipt if placed in the United States mail, postageprepaid, by registered or certified mail with returm receipt requested, addressed to the receivingparty a theaddress hereinafter specified.

961 Outside Counsel's Address. The address for Outside Counsel for all purposes‘under this OCC and for all notices hereunder shall be:

Brandon Cammack
Cammack Law Firm PLLC
4265 San Felipe St #1100
Houston, Texas 77027
Phone: 713-300-9291

Email: randon@cammacklawfirm. com

9.62 OAG’s Address. The addresses for the OAG for all purposes under this OCC,except as provided by Subsection 6.1.3, and for all notices hereunder shall be:
Officeofthe Attomey General

‘General Counsel Division, Mail Code 074
Post Office Box 12548

Austin, Texas 78711-2548
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97 Dispute Resolution.

97.1 The dispute resolution process provided for inChapter2260 of the TexasGovernment Code shallbeused, as further described herein, by Agency andbyOutside Counselto attempt to resolve any claim for breachofthis OCC made by Outside Counsel,
9:2 Outside Counsel's clims for breachofthis OCCthat the Parties cannot resolve inthe ordinary course of business shall be submitted to the negotiation process provided in‘Chapter 2260, Subchapter B,ofthe Govemment Code. To initiate the process, Outside Counselshall submit written notice, as required by Subchapter B, to the Agency's contact with acopy tothe Texas First Assistant Attomey General or hisfher designee. Said notice shall specificallystate that the provisions ofChapter 2260, Subchapter B, are being invoked. A copyofthe noticeshall also be given to all other representativesof Outside Counsel and Agency otherwise entitledto notice under this OCC. Compliance by Outside Counsel with SubchapterB is a conditionprecedent to the filingofa contested case proceeding under Chapter 2260, Subchapter C,oftheGovemment Code.

9.7.3 The contested case process provided in Chapter 2260, Subchapter C,ofthe Texas‘Government Code is Outside Counsel's sole and exclusive process for seeking a remedy for anyand all alleged breaches ofthis OCC by Agency or the StateofTexasifthe Parties are unable toresolve their disputes under Section 9.7.2ofthis OCC.
974 Compliance with the contested case process provided in Chapter 2260,Subchapter C,ofthe Texas Government Code is a condition precedent to seeking consent to suefrom the Legislature under Chapter 107 of the Texas Civil Practices and Remedies Code.Neither the execution of this OCC by Agency nor any other conduct of any representative of‘Agency relating to this OCC shall be considered a waiverofsovereign immunity.
975 The submission, processing, and resolution of Outside Counsel's claim is‘govemedbyTitle 1, Chapter 68 ofthe Texas Administrative Code adopted by the OAG pursusntto Chapter 2260, as currently effective, hereafter enacted, or subsequently amended, shallgovem.

98 ConflictofInterest.

9.8.1 Neither local funds nor funds appropriated by the General Appropriations Act maybe expendedto pay the legal fees or expensesofOutside Counsel in representing Agency in any‘matter ifOutside Counsel is representing a plaintiff in a proceeding seeking monetary damagesfrom the State of Texas or any of its agencies. For these purposes, “proceedings seekingmonetary damages” do not include actions for tx refunds, compensation for exerciseofeminent‘domain authority, of reimbursementof costs oftigation and attomey’s fees.
9:82 Neither local funds nor funds appropriated by the General Appropriations Act maybe used to pay the legal fees or expensesof Outside Counsel under this OCCifOutside Counsel

Outside Counsel Contract
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currently represeats, has represented in the six months preceding this OCC, or will represent inthe six months following the terminationofthis OCC, a client before Agency.
98.3 Outside Counsel shall regularly conduct conflicts analyses on its interests and thoseof its clients and any subcontractor and immediately disclose, in writing, to Agency any actual orpotential conflict with respect to Agencyorthe Stateof Texas.
9.84 Outside Counsel has a continual and ongoing obligation to immediately notifyAgency, in writing, upon discovery ofany actual or potential conflict to Agency or the Sate ofTexas.

99 Taxes. This OCC shall not be construed so as to supersede the lawsofthe United Statesor the Stateof Texas that accord the State of Texas, Agency, and al departments, agencies, andinstrumentalitesofthe Stateof Texas exemptions from the payment(s) of all taxesofwhateverkind. ‘To the extent allowed by law, Agency will provide, upon the requestof Outside Counselduring this OCC Term, all applicable tax exemption documentation.
910 Signatories. Having agreed to the terms herein, the undersigned signatories herebyrepresent and warrant that they have authority to enter into this OCC and are acting in theirofficial capacities.

9.11 Applicable Law and Venue. This OCC is made and entered into in the StateofTexas,end this OCC and all disputes arising outofor relating to this OCC shall be govemed by the1awsofthe Stateof Texas, without regard to any otherwise applicable conflict of law rules orrequirements.
Outside Counsel agrees that Agency and the State of Texas do not waive any immunity(including, without limitation, site or federal sovereign immunity). Outside Counsel furtheragrees that any properly allowed litigation arising outof or in any way relating to this OCC shallbe commenced exclusively in a courtof competent jurisdiction in Travis County, Texas. OutsideCounsel thus hereby irrevocably and unconditionally consents to the exclusive jurisdiction ofacourt of competent jurisdiction in Travis County, Texas for the purpose of prosecuting ordefending such litigation. Outside Counsel hereby waives and agrees not to assert: (s) thatOutside Counsel is not personally subject to the jurisdiction ofa court of competent jurisdictionin Travis County, Texas, (b) that the suit, action or proceeding is brought in an inconvenientforum, (c) that the venueofthe suit, action or proceeding is improper, or (4) any other challengeto jurisdiction or venue.

912 Amendments. This OCC, including addenda hereto, may be amended only upon writtenagreement signed by the Parties.

9.13 Severabllity/Interpretation. The fact thet a particular provision in this OCC is held‘under any applicable law 10 be void or unenforceable in no way affects the validity of otherprovisions, and this OCC will continue to be binding an both Parties. Any provision that is heldto be void or unenforceable will be interpreted by the Partiesorthe courts to be replaced withlanguage that is s close as possible o the intentofthe original provision so as to effectuate the

OutsideCounsel Contact
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purpose of this OCC. Any ambiguousorconflicting terms shall be interpreted and construed insuch & manner as to accomplish the purposeofthis OCC.
9.14 Insurance Required. Outside Counsel will undertake reasonable efforts to obtain and‘maintain during this OCC Term malpractice insurancein anamountnot less than $10,000.00 orthe amount specified in Section 4.1ofthis OCC, whichever is more.
Further, Outside Counsel agrees to give notice to Agency inthe event any amountof malpracticeinsurance is canceled. Outside Counsel also agrees to fumish to Agency certified copies ofsuchinsurance policies when requested. Outside Counsel agrees that no claim by Agency and theStateof Texas for damages resulting from breach of Outside Counsel's duties to Agency underthis OCC shall be limited to the amount of malpractice insurance maintained by OutsideCounsel.

9.15 Additional Terms. Any additional terms agreed to by Outside Counsel and Agencyshall be listed in an optional Addendum C. These terms shall not be inconsistent with orcontrary o theContract terms listed above, and nothing in Addendum C shall remove or modifyterms contained in Sections 1-9. In the event of any conflict, ambiguity or inconsistencybetween the terms of Addendum C and Sections 1-9 of this Outside Counsel Contract,Sections 1-9 shall takeprecedenceand control.
916 Counterparts. This OCC may be executed in multiple counterparts.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, THE PARTIES HAVE SIGNED AND EXECUTED THISocc.

Cammack Law Firm PLLC Office of the Attorney GeneralofTexas

By: Brandon Cammack fromeyLr or désignee4265 San Felipe St #1100 :
Houston, Texas 77027
Phone: 713-300.9291
Email: brandon@cammacklawfirm.com
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OUTSIDE COUNSELCONTRACT

OAG Contract No.

Addendum A

Services

The Travis County District Attorney's Office referred a criminal complaint o the OAG.The District Attomey's Office requested that the OAG conduct a review of theallegations, which include complaints of potential criminal violations made by certainstate and federal employees.
State law allows the OAG to provide assistance to a prosecutor's office, such as the‘Travis County District Attomey's Office, in the prosecutionofcriminal cases. See Tex.‘Gov't Code §§ 402.028(s); 41.102(5).
Outside Counsel will conduct an investigation, under the authorityofthe OAG, of thecriminal allegations contained in the complaint referred to the OAG by the DistrictAuomey's Office and shall prepare a report documenting any potential criminal chargesthat may be discovered in the courseofthe investigation. Notwithstanding anything tothe contrary contained in this OCC, Outside Counsel shall conduct ts investigation onlyas consistent with the complaint referred to the OAG and only as directed by the OAG,Except for Outside Counsel's duty to providea post-investigation repos, this OCCexpressly. excludes legal services relating to any ofher postinvestigation activities,including, but not limited to, indictment and prosecution.
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OUTSIDE COUNSELCONTRACT
OAGContractNo. ____

Addendum B
Rates

Attomeys working on Agency matters, including necessary and appropriate personalappearances before the Court, as requested and authorized by Agency Counsel shall be paidaccording to the following terms:
Name(s)ofLead Counsel: Brandon Cammack

Timekeeper classification Hourly Rate (in United States Dollars)
Brandon Cammack $300.00

Billing Period. The billing period for this OCC shall be: Monthly

‘Travel Rate. Anattomey's travel rate maynot excecd one-halfoftht attomey's hourlyate listed above. If no hourly rate is identified above or no travel rate(s) listed below, OutsideCounsel may not charge Agency for time spent traveling on Agency matters,

OutsideCounsel Contract
Page 16016
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From: Bonds,CancTo WehrfrSubject Fd: [CATION EXTERAL General.
Date: Honda, coher, 202032832Atachments: OMG feralbyteucRevie aostFo usted08.21.0200

2nd referral

Brandon R. Cammack

Cammack Law Firm, PLLC
4265SanFelipeStreet,Suite1100Houston,TX77027
Office: 713-300-9201
Fax: 817-323-8683

Downtown Rotary Club of Houston
Vice President

Houston Bar Association
Chair Elect

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Don Clemmer <Don.Clemmer@traviscountytx.gov>
Date: September 24, 2020 at 2:01:18 PM CDT
‘To: "Brandon R. Cammack" <brandon@cammacklawfirm com>
Subject: RE: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] General

The request to investigate and referral etter from myoffceare attached.

From: Brandon R. Cammack <brandon @cammacklawfirm. com>
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2020 1:54 PM
To: Don Clemmer <Don Clemmer @traviscountybx.gov>
Subject: Re: [CAUTION EXTERNAL) General

Thank you for getting back tomeso soon.

BrandonR. Cammack.

Offica ofthe Attorney GenoralofToxas.
‘Speci Prosecutor

‘Cammack Law Firm, PLLC



4265 San Felipe Street. Suite 100 Houston, TX 77027
Office 713300201
Fax 17.5258

‘Downtown Rotary Club of Houston
Vice President

Houston Bar Association
Chai Elect

On Sep 24, 2020, at 1:52 PM, Don Clemmer
<DonClemmer@traviscouniytxgov> wrote:

We are teleworking and my office is currently closed. | will email you the
complaint and our request that it be reviewed by the OAG.

On Sep 24, 2020, at 1:47 PM, Brandon R. Cammack
<brandon@cammackiawfirmcom> wrote:

ATION: This emails from OUTSIDE Travis Coun.
Links or attachments may be dangerous. Glick the
Phish Alert button above ifyou think this emails
maiicious.

Good afternoon Don,

I've been instructed that | can come pick up the referral from
Youroffice ona request to investigate a matter complained
Of by Mr. Nate Paul. I'm in Austin, when can | come by and
pick up the referral?

Respectfully,

Brandon. Cammack

Officeofthe Attorney Genoral of Texas
Specal Prosecutor

‘Cammack Law Firm, PLLC
4265 San Felipe Stee, Sue 1100 Houston, TX 77027
Office 7133005291
Fax 17.5238683



‘Downtown Rotary ClubofHouston
Vice President

Houston Bar Association
Chair Elect
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OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT ATTORNEY£.0.Box 185, Avi, TX 8767MARGARET oORE Cn iNDY yoNTEORDSS CET ae

September 23, 2020

Mr. Brandon R. Cammack
Office of the Attorney GeneralofTexas
4265 San Felipe Street, Suite 1100
Houston, Texas 77027

Dear Mr. Cammack:

1am forwarding to you the attached complaint which was recently received by my office from Mr. Nate Paul
regarding allegationsofmisconduct taking place as partof a federal bankruptcy proceeding. The complainant
alleges that the misconduct involves various attorneys and a federal magistrate, along with other individuals
‘named in the complaint. My office would typically forward a complaintofthis nature to the Public Integrity
Unit ofthe Texas Rangers for review. However, because Mr. Paul has previously filed a ‘complaint, which
‘was also referred to your office, alleging misconduct in an unrelated matter by agents ofthe Department of
Public Safety, ofwhich the Rangers are a part, it would appear inappropriate to direct this matter to them. I
am therefore requesting that your agency conduct the review.

‘Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

/s/ Don Clemmer

Don Clemmer
Director, Special Prosecutions Division
‘Travis County District Attorney’s Office

Cima scCnr, 09. 11 Ste, Austin, Tos 5701
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From: Webster Bs
To! DonCeomeunscounnesco;AmyMere OUSCILG0x
Subject: Nat Paul Compl:

Date: Thursday, Odber, 2020 SLASH
Atachments: FuExatsdOMGOCC

[rearath G1bosoncack GO)

Good Evening Don and Amy,
General Paxtonrecently appointed me to be hs First Assistant Attorney General. One of my tasks isto collect our agency documents and other evidence to determine what has transpired internally
with our agency, regarding the referral you sent to our office on June 10, 2020, which is attached. Isthis the only referral? | understand there were two, but | have been unable to locate the second
one. |also wish to update you on what | have discovered.
This collection of documents and emails is on-going. If you have any documents or emailcommunications you are willing to release to me that would assist me in understanding what hastranspired, | would appreciate it.
‘The Attorney GeneraldidcontractwithBrandonCammock

1 have confirmed that General Paxton did sign a contract with Brandon Cammock to fulfil theinvestigative role that your office requested in the referralls). (See page 15 regarding jobdescription) | am providing those documents to you with this email. General Paxton informs methat this outside contract was signed in early September, and before Brandon Cammock contactedyour officefor Grand Jury subpoena assistance. | do not know why there is no contract number. It is‘on my list to learn how those number are assigned and why no number was assigned. Regardless ofthe number issue,theGeneralconfirmedtha hedidSgn
TerminationbyFirstAssistantJeffMateer
‘Then acting First Assistant Jeff Mateermailed a letter to Brandon Cammock terminating the contracton October 1, 2020. Jeff Mateer resigned on October 2, 2020. The contract termination was notauthorized by General Paxton.

Deputy Assistant Attorney General Mark Penley prepared a motion to quash to submit to the courtthat omitted the fact that the Texas Attorney General had hired Brandon Cammack to address thisinvestigation. Additionally, Brandon Cammock had also forwarded a copy of the signed contract todeputies in the Attorney General's office one day before the motion was filed. Having been a Texasprosecutor for 10 years, | believe this fact is so substantial, that the omission causes this motion tobe substantially misleading, or at a minimum, was afact any reasonable judge or ADA would want toknow. Unfortunately, | am stil investigating email communications and looking for intemaldocuments relating to_this specific issue, So | cannot provide you any further documents or‘explanations on this matter at this time. Mark Perley is currently on administrative leave,
NextSteps
Given the nature of what has transpired, | believe it is important that our office be completelytransparent and up front with what has occurred so that we can continue to have 3 good workingrelationship with the Travis County District Attorney's Office.
Can we discuss this tomorrow at your convenience? If neither of you are avaiable, is there an ADA inthe office that | could talk with regarding this investigation? Moving forward, |will be the point ofcontact on this situation.
Thank you,
Brent Webster
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Webster, Brent

From: Brandon R. Cammack <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com>
Sent: Monday, October 5, 2020 3:29 PM
To: Webster, Brent
Subject: Fwd: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: TCDA Public Integrity Unit - GJ Subpoenas Request

Application for grand jury subpoenas to Travis County DA Office. I did not appear before a grand jury.  

Brandon R. Cammack 
 
 
 
 
Cammack Law Firm, PLLC 
4265 San Felipe Street, Suite 1100 Houston, TX 77027  
Office: 713‐300‐9291 
Fax: 817‐523‐8683 
 
 
Downtown Rotary Club of Houston 
Vice President  
 
 
Houston Bar Association 
Chair Elect 
 
Sent from my iPhone  
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Bailey Molnar <Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx.gov> 
Date: September 25, 2020 at 8:35:57 AM CDT 
To: "Brandon R. Cammack" <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com> 
Subject: RE:  [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: TCDA Public Integrity Unit ‐ GJ Subpoenas Request 
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Please find the last 13 attached!  
  
Thank you so much!  

From: Bailey Molnar  
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2020 8:35 AM 
To: 'Brandon R. Cammack' <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com> 
Subject: RE: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: TCDA Public Integrity Unit ‐ GJ Subpoenas Request 
  
Please find an additional 13 attached.  
  

From: Bailey Molnar  
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2020 8:34 AM 
To: 'Brandon R. Cammack' <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com> 
Subject: RE: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: TCDA Public Integrity Unit ‐ GJ Subpoenas Request 
  
Good Morning Mr. Cammack,  
  
The subpoenas were signed overnight so I am going to send them over to  
you in batches once again. The first 9 are attached! If you have any questions please let me know.  
  
Thank you so much and I hope you have a wonderful weekend,  
Bailey Molnar  

From: Bailey Molnar  
Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2020 3:35 PM 
To: 'Brandon R. Cammack' <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com> 
Subject: RE: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: TCDA Public Integrity Unit ‐ GJ Subpoenas Request 
  
Fantastic! Thank you so much. As soon as the Judge signs them I will get them over to you! Looks like he hasn’t viewed them yet.  
  
Thanks again,  
Bailey Molnar  
  

From: Brandon R. Cammack <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2020 3:00 PM 
To: Bailey Molnar <Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx.gov> 
Subject: Re: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: TCDA Public Integrity Unit ‐ GJ Subpoenas Request 
  
Signed the remaining two docusign documents 
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Brandon R. Cammack 
  

Cammack Law Firm, PLLC 
4265 San Felipe Street, Suite 1100 Houston, TX 77027  
Office: 713-300-9291 
Fax: 817-523-8683 
  
Downtown Rotary Club of Houston 
Vice President  
  
Houston Bar Association 
Chair Elect 

  

On Sep 24, 2020, at 2:14 PM, Brandon R. Cammack <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com> wrote: 
  
I got the first docusign email.  
 
Brandon R. Cammack 
  

Cammack Law Firm, PLLC 
4265 San Felipe Street, Suite 1100 Houston, TX 77027  
Office: 713-300-9291 
Fax: 817-523-8683 
  
Downtown Rotary Club of Houston 
Vice President  
  
Houston Bar Association 
Chair Elect 

  

On Sep 24, 2020, at 12:45 PM, Bailey Molnar <Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx.gov> wrote: 
  
Please find 13, for Sprint and Verizon Wireless attached for review! 
  
Thank you so much again, 
Bailey Molnar  
  

From: Bailey Molnar  
Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2020 12:45 PM 
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To: 'Brandon R. Cammack' <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com> 
Subject: RE: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: TCDA Public Integrity Unit ‐ GJ Subpoenas Request 
  
Please find the 10 for AT&T Wireless attached for review.   
  

From: Bailey Molnar  
Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2020 12:44 PM 
To: 'Brandon R. Cammack' <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com> 
Subject: RE: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: TCDA Public Integrity Unit ‐ GJ Subpoenas Request 
  
Thank you for the information! I have created the 35 subpoenas. Our office now asks that you review them 
before they are sent before the Judge. Due to the volume, I will be sending them in three batches to ensure they 
all go through to you!  
  
If there are any corrections that need to be made, please let me know! They are named by subpoenaed party 
and the number after the name corresponds to your forms. 
  
Thank you so much! The first 12 for Earthlink, Google, Hotmail and Yahoo are attached. 
  

From: Brandon R. Cammack <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2020 9:52 AM 
To: Bailey Molnar <Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx.gov> 
Subject: Re: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: TCDA Public Integrity Unit ‐ GJ Subpoenas Request 
  
Also, in case you need to know, well be serving the subpoenas through a private process server 
 
Brandon R. Cammack 
  

Cammack Law Firm, PLLC 
4265 San Felipe Street, Suite 1100 Houston, TX 77027  
Office: 713-300-9291 
Fax: 817-523-8683 
  
Downtown Rotary Club of Houston 
Vice President  
  
Houston Bar Association 
Chair Elect 
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On Sep 24, 2020, at 9:44 AM, Bailey Molnar <Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx.gov> wrote: 
  
Received! Thank you. Confirming that for each box filled out with different requested materials 
in the form is an independent subpoena? So for example we will issue five different subpoena 
for Verizon? 
  
Thank you!   
  
  

From: Brandon R. Cammack <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2020 9:35 AM 
To: Bailey Molnar <Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx.gov> 
Subject: Re: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: TCDA Public Integrity Unit ‐ GJ Subpoenas Request 
  
CAUTION: This email is from OUTSIDE Travis County. Links or attachments may be 
dangerous. Click the Phish Alert button above if you think this email is malicious. 

 
  
Here are the subpoena requests. I do need business record affidavits for each of these 
subpoenas and they are not provided. I do need a secrecy provision and grand jury warning. 
Email response is preferable.  
  
Please let me know if you need anything else, you have a been a huge help.  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
 
Brandon R. Cammack 
  

Cammack Law Firm, PLLC 
4265 San Felipe Street, Suite 1100 Houston, TX 77027  
Office: 713-300-9291 
Fax: 817-523-8683 
  
Downtown Rotary Club of Houston 
Vice President  
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Houston Bar Association 
Chair Elect 

  

On Sep 24, 2020, at 8:17 AM, Bailey Molnar 
<Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx.gov> wrote: 
  
Good Morning Mr. Cammack,  
  
Attached you will find our subpoena request form. If you already have a form 
created with the information in the form attached, go ahead and just send 
yours! You do not need to use our form, this is just a helpful go‐by. As long as I 
have your contact information, the subpoenaed partied information, and the 
description of requested material, I can make it work. Once I receive the 
requests, I will create the subpoenas, send them back to you for a final review, 
and then send them to the ADA and Judge for signature!  
  
All of this can be done through email!  
  
Thank you so much, 
Bailey Molnar  
  
  
  

From: Brandon R. Cammack <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, September 23, 2020 6:00 PM 
To: Bailey Molnar <Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx.gov> 
Subject: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: TCDA Public Integrity Unit ‐ GJ Subpoenas 
Request 
  
CAUTION: This email is from OUTSIDE Travis County. Links or 
attachments may be dangerous. Click the Phish Alert button above if you 
think this email is malicious. 

 
  
Thank you Bailey, could you send me your grand jury subpoena form or would 
you like me to use the one I created? I can email you them tonight and maybe 
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we can get them issued tomorrow. Also, I’ll be in Austin tomorrow on business if 
I need to come by your office or emailing them to me would be preferable.  
  

Respectfully,  

Brandon R. Cammack 
  

  

Cammack Law Firm, PLLC 
4265 San Felipe Street, Suite 1100 Houston, TX 77027  
Office: 713‐300‐9291 
Fax: 817‐523‐8683 
  

Downtown Rotary Club of Houston 
Vice President  
  

Houston Bar Association 
Chair Elect 
  
Sent from my iPhone  
  

On Sep 23, 2020, at 5:02 PM, Bailey Molnar 
<Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx.gov> wrote: 

  
Good Afternoon Mr. Cammack,  
  
I am the legal secretary for the Public Integrity Section at the 
Travis County District Attorney’s Office and Amy Meredith, our 
section chief has asked me to contact you. Please let me know 
how we can help you with Grand Jury subpoenas. I create all the 
requests for our section so I am happy to assist in whatever way 
you need! 
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Thank you so much. I hope you have a wonderful night and look 
forward to working with you soon, 
Bailey Molnar  
  
  
  

 
 
This electronic mail message, including any attachments, may 
be confidential or privileged under applicable law. This email is 
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to which it 
is addressed. If you are not the intended recipient of this email, 
you are notified that any use, dissemination, distribution, 
copying, disclosure or any other action taken in relation to the 
content of this email including any attachments is strictly 
prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify 
the sender immediately and permanently delete the original 
and any copy of this email, including secure destruction of any 
printouts. 

<Subpoena Request Form.doc> 

  
<4946 (Sprint‐1).docx><4947 (Sprint‐2).docx><4948 (Sprint‐3).docx><4949 (Sprint‐4).docx><4950 (Sprint‐
5).docx><4951 (Sprint‐6).docx><4952 (Sprint‐7).docx><4953 (T‐Mobile ‐1).docx><4954 (Verizon Wireless‐
1).docx><4955 (Verizon Wireless‐2).docx><4956 (Verizon Wireless‐3).docx><4957 (Verizon Wireless‐
4).docx><4958 (Verizon Wireless‐5).docx> 

  

  
<4946 (Sprint‐1).docx.pdf> 
<4947 (Sprint‐2).docx.pdf> 
<4948 (Sprint‐3).docx.pdf> 
<4949 (Sprint‐4).docx.pdf> 
<4950 (Sprint‐5).docx.pdf> 
<4951 (Sprint‐6).docx.pdf> 
<4952 (Sprint‐7).docx.pdf> 
<4953 (T‐Mobile ‐1).docx.pdf> 
<4954 (Verizon Wireless‐1).docx.pdf> 
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pom Deinhos Exh:Yas,ca,De:tic,oitaco,DntSabet: Pc To 6 Spd ovom= WarSener3 0054431Jr er cro
Heya,
received cal yesterday fom tis attorney, Steve Lemmon. He found me on the internet.

Anyway, he represents Ampify Credit Union here in Austin. Hi lent was served the atached grand
Jysubpoena duces tecum and he called me to see whether or not it was legitimate because i
seemed sketchy. And agree.

The subpoena was suedbyattorney Brandon Cammack, who purportst be “special prosecutor”
for our office (ne includesasignature line for Ken Paxton.). | checked our directory and he’s not an
AAG. He urns out beaSyear attorney in private practice in Houston.
have noidea what this i abou, bu sinc tis purported to beon our behalf, | wantedtocheck with

Y00 guysto see if there’ someting Im not aware of (which coud certainly be the cas). | was
thinking that giving Mr. Cammack a call to see what gives but wanted to check with y'all first.
(Incidentally, the purported grand jry subpoena doesn't give any Indication about wht the grand
Jory i investigating. a captiono anything ofthat ort)
| thought aboutut letting Mr Lemmon cll im, but inc it purports to berelate to ou office
thought was wort following up myself.

Incidentally, Mr. Lemmon aid that Cammack served theG) subpoena on the credit union himself,
which s aso rather odd.

Anyone have any dea? Thanks
uw

From: Stephen Lemmon <lemmon@siolipcom>
Sent: Wednesday, September 30, 20209:09 AM
Tot Tanner, Usa isa. Tanner@osg texas gov>
Subject:TexasAGSpecial Prosecutor Cammack

Subpoena attached
StpbenLemmon
STREUSAND | LANDON | OZBURN|LEMMON12Spygass Poin | 1801SouthMopac Express | Ste 320 | Aus, Teas T8745
(4)(512)220-2688 | (0)(512) 236.9900 | (1)(512) 236-9904
ennen@siolocon | onsklocen
hiscicmeneconpininoration mie aw ffSaad, Landon,sr &Lemmon,LL. The costsyep andcoun nd addfo eof he ded dct) oy. yo 08 ddShree htany icone, copy dation, tofcentsof 5 mesg PABA. 08 ceednr, le deleand coe 4coteBl4 or 19028.Takyn

IRSCire150 Disclose: Tocu compas wil eqircats mpoed he 8, we for 0 snUS. Fede



axadvice conned in tiscommsnicaton Gacadingay atachesis)bso tended 0b we,andcana bewed, x he
purposeof) viding esasude heneal Reve Codeo 1) promoting, marktia,o commending 1anche ary.Sey ssc o materadres bri,
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172 Chapter 6 Trial Preparation
|

Witnesses

Contributed by Melissa Hightower, Retired Chief Criminal Investigator, Williamson County Atomey's Office

Subpoenas arc an import tol hat will ss in gdhrin evidenceo insuring he auendance of ws 07 CE

Fr ype af subpocnas depending on the sists of the case. Sse abo “Securing OutofSue

Witnesses” later in this chapter]

GRAND JURY SUBPOENAS

Grand jury subpocnas ae commonly used oasis av forcement with gathering medical records, bth records and

ephane record durin th investigative sage of3 csc. Grand jury subpocnas may alo be he to bringa witness or

ove sh members of the grand jury to tesiya par of the Sats prescnation for an indictment

aft Texas Cod of Criminal Procedure authorizes th atorney representing the Sateo the foreman

of the gran joy to se summonsfo any witness i the county wher they are sing The summons, of subpocna,

ill wally spec dhe date and ime t appear without stating the mater under insesigation.

Ee oeaton of he records requested is within the county where th grand ju isthe grand jury sb

porn can be generated by sh discount torn’ office and ind by an Asians DACA [See sample 1] Any

Ds ffcer cn serve this spa. Ie is important © understand the diffrence between fn county ndout-of county

md fry pos. Adicoally, make sr grand jury is ally in session before sccking grand jury subpoena

ee Soe 1. He, 491 S34 833 (Tex. Crim. Ap 2016); Se Jel, No. 10-11-166-CR.

5013 Tex. App. LEXIS 930 (Te. App. — Waco Jan. 31, 2013, no pee) (nat for publicaricn)
EL cationof th records requested located ina coun diffrent than that of the grand ju an ov

omer tnd ry sbpocra se be wid. Arce 20.1 of the CodeofCriminal Procedure ris ha hs ory

oven he Se of he grand jry foreman male wien application o the dic court §ine the name and

a thas bis mony is “believed to be materi." To acquire an oucof-councy grand fury

och he disc or county stone's office must complete an appliction or outof court wits and ake this appii-

Beecou ode (sully the og whose rand jury i i session) approved, the ude wil order

Co uea spot. See sample 2The subpoena shall be served and sunncd s prescribed by Aric

24, Teas Code of Criminal Procedure.
he any atone and dict acomey may make usc of grand jury subgosnas. Failure o obey grand Ju

ben cher by euing 0 esciy or by not appearing, s punishable b ine not exceeding S540 sno om

ee al he is willing to cy (Arce 20.15 CCP). [For mre on grand juies, sce the section on “Grand

Jury” earlier in cis chapter]

COURT SUBPOENAS

A Scour” subpocnais subpoena described by Aricle 24 nthe Texas Codeof Criminal Procedure. This peofsubpoena

5 wally tc tosubpoena theses andlor records afc case has been fled snd has received cue umber from the

aceces. Tis type of sabpocna will be syed ith hat cause number, and ices pars dhe Bcdeendanc

tora ~~ hal mak an applicion in wing or by electronic means” (0 the clk fo cach wis

desired (Ar. 24.03). [See sample 3.
Count sbpocnas punishable by in not 0 exceed $500in elomy case and ot 10 exceed S100

in a misdemeanor case (Article 24.05 CCP).
Key consideration on subpoenas (ithe cou or GY: Ihe subpocna i fr records, mak sre to specify to the person

amply ih he subpoena. Most ofth ime, you don want he person subpoenaed 0 scully ©17

eb heeds can bo med or provided lctonialy saving both you and he custodian salusbe

Bur ifyou dori indicat thi, the custodian may jus show up unexpectedly
me fuualy hospital) ill not accept 4 subpoena tht is nox “signed” by a judge. Remember aninS970

eran jury subpocna docs need ude’ igntur, and mast likly anyoutofcounty grand jury ibpoenss and court

‘subpoenas will have been signed by a clk afer the judge signed your application. You can remedy this by having the

cents a copy ofthe application and include his certified application with the signed subpocni. |
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Webster, Brent_—_—
From: Bangert Ryan we!
Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2020 521 PM ries
To: Bangert, Ryan woke?

Subject: Letter
Attachments: Letterdocx

1



Dear Mr. Cammack:

It has come to our attention that you appeared before the Travis
County grand jury on September 28, 2020 and represented yourselfto be
a Special Prosecutor for the Office of Attorney General. It further has
come to our attention that you served a subpoena today on at least one
private business.

You have no authority to represent yourselfto anyone as a “Special
Prosecutor for the Office of Attorney General.” You have not been
retained or authorized by this office and your actions are entirely
inappropriate and may be illegal. We demand that you immediately cease
and desist from taking any actions in which you purport to be acting
pursuant to authority conferred by the Office of Attorney General.



Webster, Brent c—————
From: Sangert, Ryan

Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2020 534 PM
Tos Horsey, Brittany
Subject: FW: Letter
Attachments: Letter.doc

RyanL Bangert
GBR, | Deputy Fist sistant Attorney General

Ei Po Office ofthe Attorney General
RIE | ro sors
GEE | austin, Teas 787112588

(512530631

From: Banger, Ryan <Ryan Banger! @0ag texas gov>
Sent: Tuesday, September 29,2020 5:21 PM
To: Bangert, Ryan <Ryan Bangert@0ag texas gov>
Subject: Letter

:



Dear Mr. Cammack:
It has come to our attention that you appeared before the Travis

County grand jury on September 28, 2020 and represented yourselfto be
a Special Prosecutor for the Office of Attorney General. It further has
come to our attention that you served a subpoena today on at least one
private business.

You have no authority to represent yourselfto anyone as a “Special
Prosecutor for the Office of Attorney General” You have not been
retained or authorized by this office and your actions are entirely
inappropriate and may be illegal. We demand that you immediately cease
and desist from taking any actions in which you purport to be acting
pursuant to authority conferred by the Office of Attorney General.



Webster, Brent

From: Bangert, Ryan
Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2020 543 PM
To: Hornsey, Brittany

Subject: Letter
Attachments: Letterdocx

1



Dear Mr. Cammack:

It has come to our attention that you appeared before the Travis
County grand jury on September 28, 2020 and represented yourself to be
a Special Prosecutor for the Office of Attorney General. It further has
come to our attention that you served a subpoena today on at least one
private business.

You have no authority to represent yourselfto anyone as a “Special
Prosecutor for the Office of Attorney General.” You have not been
retained, authorized, or deputized by this office as such and your actions

are entirely inappropriate and may be illegal. We demand that you
immediately cease and desist from taking any actions in which you
purport to be acting pursuant to authority conferred by the Office of
Attorney General.



Webster, Brent

From: Bangert, Ryan
sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2020 6:13 PM
To: Homsey, Bittany

Subject: Letter
Attachments: Letter.docx



Dear Mr. Cammack:
It has come to our attention that you appeared before the Travis

County grand jury on September 28, 2020 and represented yourselfto be
a Special Prosecutor for the Office of Attorney General. It further has
come to our attention that you served a subpoena today on at least one

private business.
You have no authority to represent yourself to anyone as a “Special

Prosecutor for the Office of Attorney General” You have not been
retained, authorized, or deputized by this office as such and your actions
are entirely inappropriate and may be illegal. We demand that you
immediately cease and desist from taking any actions in which you
purport to be acting as a Special Prosecutor pursuant to authority
conferred by the Office of Attorney General or under a delegation of
authority by the Travis County District Attorney.



Webster, Brent—_—
From: Vassar, Ryan

Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2020 623 PM
To: Bangert Ryan
Subject: Document!
Attachments: Document! docx

1



You have no authority. .. . The Office of Attorney General may be authorized by a
district attorney to provide assistance in the prosecution of criminal matters. TEX.
GOV'T CODE § 402.028(a); see id. §41.102(b). Assistance in this matter, however, does
not include prosecuting a criminal case, such as obtaining a subpoena from a grand
jury. The Officeof Attorney General may only prosecute criminal matters upon being
appointed to do so by a district attorney. Id. Moreover, the law only allows a district
attorney to appoint an assistant attorney general as an assistant prosecuting
attorney. Id. No such appointment has been made in this case.

The subpoena you obtained and served has no connection to any criminal
investigation authorized by, or referred to, the Office ofAttorney General.



Webster, Brent

From: Bangert, Ryan
Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2020 7:13 PM
To: Homsey, Brittany
Subject: Letter

Attachments: Letter docx

1



Dear Mr. Cammack:
It has come to our attention that you appeared before the Travis County grand

jury on September 28, 2020, and represented yourself to be a Special Prosecutor for
the Officeof Attorney General. It further has come to our attention that you served a
subpoena today ‘on at least one private business. The subpoena you obtained and
served has no connection to any criminal investigation authorized by, or referred to,
the OfficeofAttorney General.

‘You have no authority to represent yourself to anyone as a “Special Prosecutor
for the OfficeofAttorney General.” The Office ofAttorney General may be authorized
by a district attorney to provide assistance in the prosecution of criminal matters.
TEX. GOVT CODE § 402.028(a); see id. § 41.102(b). Assistance in such matters,
however, does not include prosecuting a criminal case, such as obtaining a subpoena
from a grand jury without being appointed to do so by a district attorney. Id.
Moreover, the law only allows a district attorney to appoint an assistant attorney
general as an assistant prosecuting attorney. Id. You have no such appointment.

‘You have not been retained, authorized, or deputized by this office as such and
your actions are entirely inappropriate and may be illegal. We demand that you
immediately cease and desist from taking any actions in which you purport to be
acting as a Special Prosecutor pursuant to authority conferred by the Office of
Attorney General or under a delegation of authority by the Travis County District
Attorney.
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September 30. 2020

Brandon R. Cammack
Criminal Defense Attorney
(Cammack Law Firm. PLLC
4265San FelipeSt.#1100
Houston. Texas 77027
Dear Mr. Cammack:

It has come 10 our atiention that you appeared before the Travis County grand jury on
‘September 28, 2020, and represented yourselfto be a Special Prosecutor for the OfficeofAttorney
General. It further has come to our attention that you served a subpoena today on at least one
private business. The subpoena you obtained and served has no connection to any criminal
investigation authorized by. or referred to, the Office of Attomey General,

You have no authority to represent yourself to anyone as a “Special Prosecutor for the
Office of Attorney General.” The OfficeofAttorney General may be authorized by a district
attorney to provide assistance in the prosecution of criminal matters. TEX. Gov't CODE §
402.028(a):see id. § 41.102(b). Assistance in such matters. however, does not include prosecuting
a criminal case. such as obtaining a subpoena from a grand jury without being appointed to do so
bya district attorney. fd. Moreover, the law only allows a district attorney to appoint an assistant
attorney general as an assistant prosecuting attorney. /d. You have no such appointment.

You have not been retained, authorized,or deputized by this office as such and your actions
are entirely inappropriate and may be illegal. We demand that you immediately cease and desist
from taking any actions in which you purport to be acting as a Special Prosecutor pursuant to
authority conferred by the Office of Attorney General or under a delegation of authority by the
Travis County District Attorney.

Respectfully.

Heb

J. Mark Penley
Deputy Attorney General for Criminal Justice

|



Webster, Brent-_—
From: Penley, Mark
Sent: ‘Wednesday, September 30, 2020 9:18 AM
Tor Brandon@cammacklawfirm.com
Subject: See Attached Letter from Office of the Attorney General
Attachments: CammackLetter 09302020,pdf

Please see attached letter from the Office of the Attorney General.

Mark Penley
Deputy Attorney General for Criminal Justice

1
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Webster, Brent—_—
From: Homsey, Brittany
Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 4:36 PM
To: Webster, Brent
Subject: FW: Letter
Attachments: Cammack Letter_09302020.pdf

From: Hornsey, Brittany
Sent: Wednesday, September 30, 20208:06AM
To: Penley, Mark <Mark Penley@oag texas gov>
Subject: Letter

1
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Webster, Brent

From: Vassar, Ryan
Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2020 7:53 PM
To: Bangert,Ryan Mase, Lacey;Penley, MarkiMaxwell, DavidCary,KatherineMcCarty,

Darren;Brickman, Blake
Subject: Document
Attachments: Document2docx

1



Dear [[Texas Rangers]):

‘This letter is intended to serve asa formal complaint 10 report a potential violation of law
committed by Warren K. Paxton, Jr, in his official capacity as the current Attomey General of
‘Texas. We are providing this report pursuant to TexasGovernmentCode section 554.002.

‘We have reason to believe the Attomey General may be violating state law, including prohibitions
relating to improper influence and abuse of office. Each signatory below has knowledge of facts
relevant to these potential offenses and is willing to provide testimonyofthose facts to appropriate
law enforcement officials. Given the potential repercussionsofthis report upon the businessof the
Office ofAttorney General and the Stateof Texas, we request that this report be held in the strictest
confidence.



Webster, Brent

From: Vassar, Ryan
sent: Wednesday, September 30, 2020 1222 AM
To: Bangert, RyanMase, Lacey;Penley, MarkiMaxwell, David;Cary, Katherine; McCarty,

Darren;Brickman, Blake.
Subject: RE: Document?

Attachments: Document2.docx

From: Vassar, Ryan
Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2020 7:53 PM
‘To: Bangert, Ryan <Ryan.Bangert@3g.texas.gov>; Mase, Lacey <lacey.Mase@0agtexas.gov>; Penley, Mark
<Mark Penley@oagtexas.gov>; Maxwell, David <David Maxwell@o3g.texas.gov>; Cary, Katherine
<Katherine.Cary@oag.texas.gov>; McCarty, Darren <Darren.McCarty@oagtexas.gov>; Brickman, Blake
<BlakeBrickman @oag texas gov>
Subject: Document?

1



Dear [[Texas Rangers]:

This letter is intended to serve as a formal complaint to report a potential violation of law
committed by Warren K. Paxton, Jr, in his official capacity as the current Attomey General of
Texas. We are providing this report pursuant to Texas Government Code section 554.002.

‘We have reason to believe the Attorney General may be violating state law, including prohibitions
relating to improper influence and abuseof office. Each signatory below has knowledgeoffacts
relevant to these potential offenses and is willing to provide testimonyofthose facts to appropriate:
lawenforcement officials. Given the potential repercussionsofthis reportuponthebusinessofthe
OfficeofAttomey Generalandthe StateofTexas,we request that this reportbeheld in the strictest
confidence.

A brief summaryoffacts follows:

L._Mr. Natin “Nate” Paul is a contributor to Attomey General Paxton’s state officeholder
campaign.

Open Records Request
2. On or about August 14, 2019. the Federal Bureau of Investigation, in conjunction with

officers of the Department of Public Safety, executed search warrants for multiple
properties owned or controlled directly or indirectly by Mr, Paul.

3._After the execution of these warrants became public. the OAG was required to rule on
whether records relating to the underlying investigation must be disclosed to the public
under the Texas Public Information Act. At least one request for these records was
submitted by an individual who was believed to be representing Mr. Paul.

4._On or about [[May xx, 2020,)) Attomey General Paxton asked OAG staff about the status
of the OAG’s pending ruling involving the request submitted by Mr. Paul's presumed
representative.

5._In conversations with Attomey General Paxton, he announced his intent for the OAG to
find a way to order that the records be released, because he did not trust the FBI, the State
‘Securities Board, or the Department.

6. Unable to reach such a conclusion under the law, the OAG issued a determination that it
‘could not issue aruling on the request submitted by Mr. Paul's presumed representative in
‘2 manner that comports with the due-process requirementsofthe PIA.

‘The Mitte Foundation
2._{[Add Mitte Foundation background]

AdditionalBackground
8. (14d additional background. as applicable]

Criminal Referral
9. On or about [[August xx, 2020.11 Mr. Paul submitted a complaint to the Travis County

District Attomey’s Office alleging potential criminal conduct committed by employees of
the State Securities Board, the Department, the BL. and the United States Attomey’s



Office for the Western Districtof Texas, as partofthe investigation precipitating the search
‘warrantsthatwere executed in 2019.

10. On or about [[August xx, 2020.) the District Attorney's office referred the matter to the
OAG and requested that the OAG conduct a review of the allegations. It was later
discovered that Attorney General Paxton had accompanied Mr. Paul to the District
Attorney's office and had notified the District Attorney's office that the OAG would accept
areferral to investigate the matter.

11. On or about[Augustxx, 2020.) OAGstaffreviewed the complaint and interviewed Mr.
Paul, and determined further investigation by the OAG was not warranted.

12. [Add Penley and Maxwell backgroundon initial review of Travis County referral

3. [[Add meeting introduction with Brandon Cammack)

investigate a criminal referral from the Travis County District Attorney's Office.
5. On or about August 24, 2020, Attorney General Paxton asked OAG staffto prepare a

contract to retain Mr. Brandon Cammack, a criminal defense attorney in Houston, Texas,
to investigate the allegations in the Travis County complaint.

16.0n or about September 3, 2020, a contract was prepared by OAG staff and began
circulating for agency approval and signature.

17. On or about September 16, 2020, OAG staff notified Attomey General Paxton that staff
refused to approve the request to retain outside legal counsel to investigate the Travis
County complaint because approving the request was not in the State's best interest.

8. On or about September 28, 2020, Attorney General Paxton requested information involving
'OAGpoliciesandprocedures regardingthe approvalandexecution ofoutside legalcounsel

contracts.
19.0noraboutSeptember28,2020,AttoreyGeneralPaton inquired whetherhehad

authoritytosignanoutsidelegalcounselcontractonbehalfoftheOAG.
20. On or about September 28, 2020, Attorney General Paxton asked OAG staff to prepare a

‘memorandum documenting his authority to execute contracts on behalfofthe QAG.
21.0n or about September 29, 2020, OAG staff discovered that at least one grand jury

subpoena had been obtained on or about September [[xx]]. 2020. The subpoena sought
information that involved certain financial recordsat a local bank. Not thing in the subpoena
sought information that related to the allegations contained in the Travis County complaint,
which involved potential criminal conduct by employees of certain state and federal
‘agencies.

22.0n or about September 29, 2020, OAG staff discovered that the subpoena had been
personally served by Mr. Cammack upon the target of the subpoena. Mr. Cammack
represented himself as a “Special Prosecutor of the Office of Attorney General.” Mr.
‘Cammack was accompanied at the time ofserving the subpoena by Mr. Michael Wynne. a
private attorney representing Mr. Paul's interests.

23. All facts considered, we have reasonable suspicion to believe Attorney General Paxton
‘may have approved or maybedirectly supervising the unlawful use of criminal processto
further private, nongovemmental interests. In particular, the information sought in the
‘subpoena has no reasonable connection to the allegations contained in the Travis County
complaint. And the appearance by Mr. Paul's private attorney at the location of Mr.



Cammack’s personal service of the subpoena undercuts any reasonable argument that the
‘subpoena was obtained for official purposes.

24. On or about September 30, 2020, OAG staff demanded Mr. Cammack cease and desist
representing himselfas an employee of the OAG.

25.Onor about September 30, 2020. OAG staff submitted this report to the Department of
potential violations oflaw committed by Attorney General Paxton.

Natureofallegations
26. State law prohibits, inter alia, offering, conferring, agreeing, sol iciting, or accepting any

‘benefit as consideration for the exercise of discretion as a public servant or in a judicial
proceeding. Tex. Penal Code § 36.02. Insofar as Attorney General Paxton has offered,
conferred, agreed. solicited, or accepted any benef; directly or indirectly from Mr. Paul as
consideration for Attorney General Paxton’s exerciseofdiscretion as a public servant or in
2 judicial proceeding, Attorney General Paxton may be guilty of bribery under state law.

27. State law prohibits apublic servant from, with intent to obtain abenefit or harm or defraud
‘another, intentionally or knowingly violating a law relat ting to the public servant's office
or misusing anything of value belonging to the government that has come into_the
possession of the public servant by virtue of the public servant's office. Tex. Penal Code
§39.02. Insofar as Attorney General Paxton has, with intent to obtain a benefit from Mr.
Paul, intentionally or knowingly violated a law relating to the public servant's office or
‘misused anythingofvalue belonging to the OA( Attomey General Paxton may be guilty
ofabuse of official capacity under state law.

28. State law prohibits, infer alia, a public servant acting under color of his officefrom
intentionally subjecting another to mistreatment or search or seizure that he knows is
unlawful or intentionally denying or impeding another in the exercise or enjoyment of any
right, privilege, power, or immunity, knowing his conduct is unlawful. Tex. Penal Code§
39.03. Insofar as Attorney General Paxton has acted under color of his office and
intentionally subjected another to mistreatment or search or seizure that he knows is
unlawful, or intentionally denied or impeded another in the exercise or enjoymentofany
right, privilege, power, or immunity, knowing his conduct is unlawful, Attomey General
Paxton may be guiltyofofficial oppression under state law.

+29. State law prohibits, inter alia, a public servant from, with intent to obtain a benefit,
disclosing or using information for a nongovernmental purpose that he has access toby
‘means of his office and that has not been made public. Tex. Penal Code§ 39.06. Insofar
‘as Attomey General Paxton has, with intent to obtaina benefit from Mr. Paul, disclosed or
used information that he has access to by virtueofhis office, and that has not been made
public, for a nongovernmental purpose, such as to further Mr. Paul’s interests, Attomey



Webster, BrentEE —
From: Bangert, Ryan

Sent: ‘Wednesday, September 30, 2020 9:26 AM
To: Vassar, Ryan
Subject: Document!
Attachments: Document1.docx

1



This letter is intended to serve as a formal complaint to report a potential violation of law
committed by Warren K. Paxton, Jr. in his official capacity as the current Attorney General of
Texas. We are providing this report pursuant to Texas Government Code section 554.002.
‘We have reason to believe the Attomey General may be violating state law, including prohibitions
relating to improper influence and abuseofoffice. Our concerns arise from multiple, repeated acts
by the Attomey General over a spanof several months to use the resourcesofthis office to benefit
the personal interestof Natin “Nate” Paul. Mr. Paul is under criminal investigation by federal and
state law enforcement. Despite this, the Attomey General has, against advice of his staff,
‘personally intervened in the operation of this office to benefit Mr. Paul’s personal and financial
interests, These actions include:

1. The Attomey General directed the Open Records Division (ORD) to issue a ruling more
favorable to Mr. Pauls interest than then-existing open records policy would allow.
Specifically, ORD was requested to rule on whether records relating to the underlying
investigation into Mr. Paul must be disclosed to the public under the Texas Public
Information Act. The Attomey General Paxton announced his intent for the Agency to find
a way to order that the records be released, because he did not trust law enforcement,
Unableto reach such aconclusionunderthe law, ORDcraftedadetermination that it could
not issue a ruling on the request submitted by Mr. Paul's presumed representative in a
manner that comports with the due-process requirements of the PIA, a novel result that
ORD would not otherwise have reached absent pressure from the Attomey General.

2. The Attomey General directed the agency’s Financial Litigation Division (FLD) to
intervene ina lawsuitbetweenacharitabletrustnamed the Mitte Foundation and Mr. Paul's
company, World Class. The court had imposed 2 receivership on World Class assets in‘which Mitte had invested, and it became clear that counsel for World Class desired our
office’s intervention to prevent the receiver from fulfilling its court-ordered duty. After
FLD intervened, the Attorney General pressured counsel to seek an immediate stay of all
proceedings, to investigate the conduct of the charity and the receiver, and to pursue a
settlement whereby World Class would purchase Mitte’s interests in the investment.

3. The Attorney General frantically insisted that an informal guidance document concerning
foreclosure sales be drafted and released over the course of onc weekend. The Attorney
General indicated that the guidance document would help homeowners but could not
identify an authorized requester who had asked for the guidance. Rather, he directed staff
to a private citizen who had no knowledgeofthe issue, and then insisted thatstaffprocurean elected state official to prepare a request for guidance. After the guidance was issued,
the Attomey General insisted, against advice of staff, that a press release be issued
concerning the guidance, eventually settlingfor awebsite posting, The guidance document
appears directly suited to assist Mr. Paul, who has placed several of his properties into
bankruptey, and who faces the prospect of foreclosure sales by banks holding notes on
those properties.

4. The Attomey General submitted a complaint to the Travis County District Attomey’sOffice alleging potential criminal conduct committed by employeesofthe State Securities
Board, the Department, the FBI, and the United States Attorney's Office for the Western



District of Texas, as partofthe investigation precipitating the search warrants that were
executed in 2019. On or about [Augustxx,2020,)] the District Attorey’s office referred
the matter to the OAG and requested that the OAG conducta reviewof the allegations. It
was later discovered that Attomey General Paxton had accompanied Mr. Paul to the
District Attomey’s office and had notified the District Attomey’s office that the OAG
would accept a referral to investigate the matter. On or about [August xx, 2020,]}, OAG
staff reviewed the complaint and interviewed Mr. Paul, and determined further
investigation by the OAG was not warranted. ([4dd Penley and Maxwell background on
initial review of Travis County referral] [[Add meeting introduction with Brandon
Cammack]] On or about August 18, 2020, Attomey General Paxton asked OAG staff for .advice concerning the legal requirements to hire outside legal counsel, on behalf of the
AG, to investigate a criminal referral from the Travis County District Attomey’s Office.
On or about August 24, 2020, Attomey General Paxton asked OAG staff to prepare a
contract to retain Mr. Brandon Cammack,a criminal defense attorney in Houston, Texas,1 investigate the allegations in the Travis County complaint. On or about September 3,
2020,acontract was prepared by OAGstaffand began circulating for agency approval and
signature. On or about September 16, 2020, OAGstaffnotified Attomey General Paxtonthat staff refused to approve the request to retain outside legal counsel to investigate the‘Travis Countycomplaintbecause approvingtherequestwasnot inthe State's best interest.‘Onor about September 28, 2020, Attomey General Paxton requested information involvingOAG policiesand proceduresregarding theapprovalandexecutionofoutside legal counselcontracts. On or about September 28, 2020, Attorney General Paxton inquiredwhetherhehad authority to sign an outside legal counsel contracton behalfofthe OAG. On or aboutSeptember 28, 2020, Attomey General Paxton asked OAGstaffto prepare a memorandumdocumenting his authority to execute contracts on behalf of the OAG. On or aboutSeptember 29, 2020, OAGstaffdiscovered that at least one grand jury subpoena had beenobtained on or about September [[x}, 2020. The subpoena sought information thatinvolved certain financial records at a local bank. Nothing in the subpoena soughtinformation that related to the allegations contained in the Travis County complaint, whichinvolved potential criminal conduct by employeesofcertain state and federal agencies. Onor about September 29, 2020, OAGstaff discovered that the subpoena had been personallyserved by Mr. Cammack upon the target of the subpoena. Mr. Cammack representedhimselfas a “Special Prosecutorofthe Office of Attomey General.” Mr. Cammack was‘accompaniedatthetime ofservingthesubpoena by Mr. Michael Wynne,aprivate attorneyrepresenting Mr. Paul’s interests. All facts considered, we have reasonable suspicion tobelieve Attomey General Paxton may have approved or may be directly supervising theunlawful use of criminal process to further private, nongovemmental interests. Inparticular, the information sought in the subpoena has no reasonable connection to theallegations contained in the Travis County complaint. And the appearance by Mr. Paul'sprivate attomey at the location of Mr. Cammack’s personal service of the subpoenaundercuts any reasonable argument that the subpoena was obiained for official purposes.On or about September 30, 2020, OAG staff demanded Mr. Cammack cease and desistrepresentinghimselfas an employeeofthe OAG. On or about September 30, 2020, 0AGstaff submitted this report to the Departmentofpotential violations of law committed byAttomey General Paxton.



‘Through this courseof conduct, the Attorney General has actively faciltated—against repeated
and strong objections by staff—the commandeeringofthis office’s resources, time and talent by
Nate Paul. The only plausible explanation for this conductby the Attomey General is that he has
been, and continues to be, under improper influence from Nate Paul, with whom the Attomey
General has formed a strong personal bond, and with whom the Attorney General increasingly
spends large portions of his free time. We are deeply concemed about the impacts of this
relationship upon the Attorney General personally and this agency. We make this report out of
concern for both.

Each signatory below has knowledgeoffacts relevant to these potential offenses and is willing to
provide testimony of those facts to appropriate law enforcement officials. Given the potential
repercussions of this report upon the businessofthe Officeof Attomey General and the State of
‘Texas,we request that this report be heldinthe strictest confidence.



Webster, Brent—_—
From: Vassar, Ryan
Sent: ‘Wednesday, September 30, 2020 10:46 AM
Tor Bangert, Ryan
Subject: Document (003)
Attachments: Document(003)docx
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‘The following draft is the Word Document titled “This letteri intended to serve as a formal complaint
to reporta potential violationoflaw committed by Warren K"* by Ryan Bangert, believed to be one of
two final draftsofthe criminal complaint against General Paxton
*Note that when| (Brent Webster) open this document it adds an extra (002) to the endofthe word
title.



‘This letter is intended to serve as a formal complaint to report a potential violation of law
committed by Warren K. Paxton, Jr, in his official capacity as the current Attomey General of
Texas. We are providing this report pursuant to Texas Government Code section 554.002.

‘We have reason to believe the Attorney General may be violating state law, including prohibitions
relating to improper influence and abuseofoffice. Our concerns arise from multiple, repeated acts
by the Attomey General over a span ofseveral months to use the resourcesofthi office to benefit
the personal interestof Natin “Nate” Paul. Mr. Paul is under criminal investigation by federal and
state law enforcement. Despite this, the Attomey General has, against advice of his staff,
‘personally intervened in the operation of this office to benefit Mr. Paul's personal and financial
interests. These actions include:

1. The Attomey General directed the Open Records Division (ORD) to issue a ruling more
favorable to Mr. Paul's interest than then-existing open records policy would allow.
Specifically, ORD was requested to rule on whether records relating to the underlying
investigation into Mr. Paul must be disclosed to the public under the Texas Public
Information Act. The Attorney General Paxton announced his intent for the Agency to find
a way to order that the records be released, because he did not trust law enforcement.
Unabletoreach such aconclusionunderthe law, ORDcraftedadetermination thatit could
not issue a ruling on the request submitted by Mr. Paul’s presumed representative in a
manner that comports with the due-process requirements of the PIA, a novel result that
ORD would not otherwise have reached absent pressure from the Atiomey General.

2. The Attomey General directed the agency’s Financial Litigation Division (FLD) to
intervene in a lawsuit betweenacharitable trust named the Mitte Foundation and Mr. Paul's
company, World Class. The court had imposed a receivership on World Class assets in
which Mitte had invested, and it became clear that counsel for World Class desired our
office's intervention to prevent the receiver from fulfilling its court-ordered duty. After
FLD intervened, the Attomey General pressured counsel to seek an immediate stay of all
proceedings, to investigate the conduct of the charity and the receiver, and to pursue a
settlement whereby World Class would purchase Mitte's interests in the investment.

3. The Attomey General frantically insisted that an informal guidance document concerning
foreclosure sales be drafted and released over the course of one weekend. The Attomey
General indicated that the guidance document would help homeowners but could not
identify an authorized requester who had asked for the guidance. Rather, he directed staff
10a private citizen who had no knowledge ofthe issue, and then insisted thatstaffprocure
an elected state official to prepare a request for guidance. After the guidance was issued,
the Attomey General insisted, against advice of staff, that a press release be issued
concerning the guidance, eventually settling for a website posting. The guidance document
appears directly suited to assist Mr. Paul, who has placed several of his properties into
bankruptcy, and who faces the prospect of foreclosure sales by banks holding notes on
those properties.

4. The Attomey General submitted a complaint to the Travis County District Attomey’s
Office alleging potential criminal conduct committed by employeesofthe State Securities
Board, the Department, the FBI, and the United States Attomey’s Office for the Western



District of Texas, as part of the investigation precipitating the search warrants that were
executed in 2019, On or about [[Augustxx, 2020,]] the District Attomey’s office referred
the matter to the OAG and requested that the OAG conducta reviewofthe allegations. It
was later discovered that Attomey General Paxton had accompanied Mr. Paul to the
District Attorneys office and had notified the District Attomey’s office that the OAG
‘would accept a referral to investigate the matter. On or about [[August xx, 2020.1, OAG
staff reviewed the complaint and interviewed Mr. Paul, and determined further
investigation by the OAG was not warranted. (Add Penley and Maxwell background on
initial review of Travis County referrall) [[Add meeting introduction with Brandon
Cammack]) On or about August 18, 2020, Attomey General Paxton asked OAG staff for
advice concerning the legal requirements to hire outside legal counsel, on behalf of the
OAG, to investigate a criminal referral from the Travis County District Attomey’s Office.
On or about August 24, 2020, Attomey General Paxton asked OAG staff to prepare a
contract to retain Mr. Brandon Cammack, a criminal defense attomey in Houston, Texas,
to investigate the allegations in the Travis County complaint. On or about September 3,
2020,a contract was prepared by OAGstaffand began circulating for agency approval and
signature. On or about September 16, 2020, OAG Staff notified Attomey General Paxton
thatstaffrefused to approve the request to retain outside legal counsel to investigate the
Travis County complaint because approvingtherequest was notin the State's best interest.
On or about September 28, 2020, Attorey General Paxton requested information involving.
AGpoliciesandprocedures regarding the approval and executionof outside legal counsel
contracts. On or about September 28, 2020, Attomey General Paxton inquired whether he
had authority to sign an outside legal counsel contract on behalfof the OAG. On or about
September 28, 2020, Atiomey General Paxton asked OAG staffto prepare a memorandum
documenting his authority to execute contracts on behalf of the OAG. On or about
September 29, 2020, OAGstaffdiscovered that at least one grand jury subpoena had been
obiained on or about September [[xx]], 2020. The subpoena Sought information that
involved certain financial records at a local bank. Nothing in the subpoena sought
information that related to the allegations contained in the Travis County complaint, which
involved potential criminal conduct by employeesofcertain state and federal agencies. On.
or about September 29, 2020, OAGstaffdiscovered that the subpoena had been personally
served by Mr. Cammack upon the target of the subpoena. Mr. Cammack represented

himselfas a “Special Prosecutor of the Office of Attomey General” Mr. Cammack was
‘accompanied at the timeofserving the subpoena by Mr. Michael Wynne, a private attomey
representing Mr. Paul's interests. All facts considered, we have reasonable suspicion to
believe Attomey General Paxton may have approved or may be directly supervising the
unlawful use of criminal process to further private, nongovemmental interests. In
particular, the information sought in the subpoena has no reasonable connection to the
allegations contained in the Travis County complaint. And the appearance by Mr. Paul's
private attomey at the location of Mr. Cammack’s personal service of the subpoena
undercuts any reasonable argument that the subpoena was obtained for official purposes.
On or about September 30, 2020, OAG staff demanded Mr. Cammack cease and desist
representinghimselfas an employeeof the OAG. On or about September 30, 2020, OAG.
staff submitted this report to the Department of potential violations of law committed by
‘Attomey General Paxton.



Through this course of conduct, the Attorney General has actively facilitated—against repeated
and strong objections by staff—the commandeeringofthis office's resources, time and talent by
Nate Paul. The only plausible explanation for this conduct by the Attorney Generalis that he has
been, and continues to be, under improper influence from Nate Paul, with whom the Attomey
General has formed a strong personal bond, and with whom the Attomey General increasingly
spends large portions of his free time. We are deeply concemed about the impacts of this
relationship upon the Attomey General personally and this agency. We make this report out of
concern for both.

Each signatory below has knowledge of facts relevant to these potential offenses and is willing to
provide testimony of those facts to appropriate law enforcement officials. Given the potential
repercussionsof this report upon the businessofthe Office of Attomey General and the State of
‘Texas, we request that this report be held in the strictest confidence.



‘The following drat is the Word Document titled “Document (003)(002)"* by Ryan Bangert, believed to
be one of two final drafts of the criminal complaint against General Paxton
“Note that when | (Brent Webster) open this document it adds an extra (002) to the end of the word
title,



This letter is intended to serve as a formal complaint to report a potential violation of law
committed by Warren K. Paxton, Jr, in his official capacity as the current Atiomey General ofTexas. We are providing this report pursuant to Texas Govemment Code section 554.002.
‘We have reason to believe the Attomey General may be violating state law, including prohibitions
relating to improper influence and abuseofoffice. Our concems arise from multiple, repeated actsby the Attomey General over a spanofseveral months to use the resourcesofthis office to benefit
the personal interestof Natin “Nate” Paul. Mr. Paul is under criminal investigation by federal andstate law enforcement. Despite this, the Attomey General has, against advice of his staf,
personally intervened in the operationofthis office to benefit Mr. Paul's personal and financial
interests, These actions includes:

1. The Attorney General directed the Open Records Division (ORD) to issue a ruling more
favorable to Mr. Paul's interest than then-existing open records policy would allow.
Specifically, ORD was requested to rule on whether records relating to the underlying
investigation into Mr. Paul must be disclosed to the public under the Texas Public
Information Act. The Attorney General announced his intent for the Agency to find a way
0 order that the records be released, because he did not trust law enforcement. Unable to
reach such aconclusion under the law, ORDcraftedadetermination that it could not issue
a nuling on the request submitted by Mr. Paul’s presumed representative in a manner that
‘comports with the due-process requirementsofthe PIA, a novel result that ORD would not
otherwise have reached absent pressure from the Attorney General.

2. The Attomey General directed the agency’s Financial Litigation Division (FLD) to
intervenein alawsuitbetweenacharitable trustnamedtheMitte Foundation and Mr. Paul's
company, World Class. Staff had reviewed the file in months previously and had declined
to get involved.Thecourthad imposedareceivership on World Class assets in which Mitte:
had invested, and it became clear that counsel for World Class desired our office’s
intervention to prevent the receiver from fulfilling its court-ordered duty. After FLD
intervened, the Attomey General pressured counsel to seek an immediate stay of all
proceedings, to investigate the conduct of the charity and the receiver, and to pursue a
settlement whereby World Class would purchase Mitte’s interests in the investment.

3. The Attomey General frantically insisted that an informal guidance document concerning
foreclosure sales be drafted and released over the course of one weekend. The Attomey
General indicated that the guidance document would help homeowners but could not
identify an authorized requester who had askedforthe guidance. Rather, he directed staff
toaprivate citizen who had no knowledgeofthe issue, and then insisted that staff procure
an elected state official to prepare a request for guidance. The Attorney General directed
OAG staff to prepare guidance concluding that foreclosure sales were not lawfully
‘permitted to continue under then-existing executive orders. Afer the guidance was issued,
the Attomey General insisted, against advice of staff, that a press release be issued
conceming the guidance, eventually settling for a website posting. OAGstaff later learmed
that the OAG’s guidance may have been intended to directly benefit Mr. Paul, who has
placed severalofhis properties into bankruptcy, and who faces the prospectof foreclosure
sales by banks holding notes on those properties.



4. The Attomey General, accompanied by Nate Paul, submitted a complaint to the Travis
County District Attomey’s Office alleging potential criminal conduct committed by
employeesofthe State Securities Board, the Department, the FBI, and the United States
Attomey's Office for the Western District of Texas, as part of the investigation
precipitating the search warrants that were executed in 2019. On or about [August xx,
2020,)] the District Attomey'’s office referred the matter to the OAG and requested that the
OAG conducta review of the allegations. It was later discovered by OAG staff that
Attomey General Paxton had accompanied Mr. Paul to the District Attomey’s office and
had notified the District Attomey’s office that the OAG would accepta referral to
investigate the matter. On or about [[July 21, 2020, and August 5, 2020,]}, OAG staff
reviewed the complaint and interviewed Mr. Paul, and determined further investigation by
the OAG was not warranted. [[4dd Penley and Maxwell background on initial review of
Travis County referral) [Addmeeting introduction with Brandon Cammack]) On or about
August 18,2020, Attorney General Paxton asked OAGstaffforadvice concerning the legal
requirements to hire outside legal counsel, on behalfofthe OAG, to investigate a criminal
referral from the Travis County District Attorney's Office. On or about August 24, 2020,
Attorney General Paxton asked OAG staff to prepare a contract to retain Mr. Brandon
Cammack, a criminal defense attomey in Houston, Texas, to investigate the allegations in
the Travis County complaint. On or about September 3, 2020,a contract was prepared by
OAGstaffand began circulating for agency approval and signature. Onorabout September
16, 2020, AG staff notified Attomey General Paxton that staff refused to approve the
request to retain outside legal counsel to investigate the Travis County complaint because
‘approving the request was not inthe State’s best interest. On or about September 28, 2020,
Attomey General Paxton requested information involving OAG policies and procedures
regarding the approval and execution of outside legal counsel contracts. On or about
September 28, 2020, Attomey General Paxton inquired whether he had authority to sign
an outside legal counsel contract on behalfofthe OAG. On or about September 28, 2020,
Attomey General Paxton asked OAG staff to prepare a memorandum documenting his
authority to execute contracts on behalfofthe OAG. On or about September 29, 2020,
OAG staff discovered that at least two grand jury subpoenas have been obtained on or
about September [[28]], 2020. The subpoenas sought information that involved certain
financial records at local banks. Nothing in these subpoenas sought information that
related to the allegations contained in the Travis County complaint, which involved
‘potential criminal conduct by employeesofcertain sateand federal agencies. On or about
September 29, 2020, OAG staf discovered that these subpoenas had been personally
served by Mr. Cammack upon the targets of the subpoena. Mr. Cammack represented
himself in each of the two subpoenas as a “Special Prosecutorofthe Office of Attomey
General.” Mr. Cammack personally served these subpoenas andwasaccompanied by Mr.
Michael Wynne, a private attomey representing Mr. Paul’s interests, while serving at least
one of the subpoenas. All facts considered, we have reasonable suspicion to believe
Attomey General Paxton may have approved or may be directly supervising the unlawful
use of criminal process to further private, nongovernmental interests. In particular, the
information sought in the subpoenas has no reasonable connection to the allegations
contained in the Travis County complaint. And the appearance by Mr. Paul’s private
attomey at the locationof Mr. Cammack’s personal serviceofat least oneofthe subpoenas
undercuts any reasonable argument that the subpoena was obained for official purposes.



On or about September 30, 2020, OAG staff demanded Mr. Cammack cease and desist
representing himselfas an employee ofthe OAG. On or about September 30, 2020, 0AG
staff submitted this report of potential violations of law committed by Attorney General
Paxton.

‘Through this course of conduct, the Attorney General has actively faclitated—against repeated
and strong objections by staff—the commandeering of this office's resources, time and talent by
Nate Paul. The only plausible explanation for this conduct by the Attomey General is that he has
‘been, and continues to be, under improper influence from Nate Paul, with whom the Attorney
General has formed a strong personal bond, and with whom the Attorney General increasingly
spends large portions of his free time. We are deeply concerned about the impacts of this
relationship upon the Attorney General personally and this agency. We make this report out of
concern for both.

Each signatory below has knowledgeoffacts relevant to these potential offenses and iswillingto
provide testimony of those facts to appropriate law enforcement officials. Given the potential
repercussionsofthis report upon the businessofthe OfficeofAttomey General and the State of
‘Texas, we request that thisreportbe held in the strictest confidence.
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EXHIBIT 24



From: Bandon,CncTor ase fainSubjects Foc: OCC Invi Epese SubmisionDat Wednesio,Sperber , 2020 9:52:01

Hey Ryan,
1did not expect to run into this issue, however, Ill forward over the fully executed contract
tomorrow.

Respectfully,

Brandon R. Cammack

Cammack Law Firm, PLLC2 0 01
Office: 713-300-929]
Fax: 817-523-8683

Downtown Rotary Clubof Houston
Vice President

Houston Bar Association
Chair Elect

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: GeneralCounsel <General.Counsel@oagexasgov>
Date: September 30, 2020 at 5:12:36 PM CDT
“To: "Brandon R. Cammack” <brandon@cammacklawfirmcom>
Ce: GeneralCounsel<General Counsel@oag.texas.gov>
Subject: RE: OCC Invoice & Expense Submission

‘We are unable to pay this invoice. In order topay tis invoice, we need acopyof the
executed contact. We do not have a copy ofthe executed contract.

From: Brandon R. Cammack <brandon@cammackiawfirm.com>
‘Sent: Wednesday, September 30, 2020 12:31 PM
To: GeneralCounsel <General.Counsel @osgtexas gov>
Subject: OCC Invoice & Expense Submission

Please see attached. A check maled to the address below s acceptable.



Respectfully,

Brandon R. Cammack

‘CammackLawFirm, PLLC
4265 San Fee Stree, Sule 1100 Houston, TX 77027
Office: 713.300.0291
Fax 617.623.0683
‘Downtown Rotary GlubofHouston
Vice Prosidont

HoustonBar Association
hai Elect:

This transmission maybe: (1)subjectto the Atormey-Clent Pilg, (2)atorneyworkproduct or
(@)sticty confidential Ifyou are notth intended recpento this message. you may not disclose,print.copyordisseminatethis information. Ifyou have fecaived isn ror, pease reply‘and not the sender (oly) and delete the message. Unauthorized ntercopton ofthis e-mail is aviolationoffederal cimina law. Unless otherwise noted, his message does notcreate an‘atomey-clent relationship in the absenceofsuchanexisting relationship.



EXHIBIT 25



From: HomerBaanTo! jerSubject: FW:Mabor ccesost: Tuesday November 17, 20204:35:43PH_—
fi

From: Hornsey, Brittany<Brittany Hornsey@oagtexasgov
Sent: Wednesday, September 30, 2020 2:09 PM
To: Mase, Lacey <Lacey. Mase@0ag.texas.gov>
Subject: Mailbox Access

HiLacey— Afew weeks back, we spoke about ITS completing 2 mail buxaccess audit for Executive‘Administration. Below is 2 summary of those finds as well as actions. ten effective at 11:30 AM
today. Please let me knowif any additional changes need to be male Thank you, Brittany.
_—

Leff Mateer
« Only has Brittany Hornsey on Read & Manage (no actiertaken)

Ryan Bangert
» removed Grace Moody from Read & Manage, Sendas,ad Send on behalf

Missy Cary.
« removed Grace Moody from Send on behalf

Lacey Mase
removed Gracie Hilton from Read & Manage, Send as, d Send on behalf
removed Sarah Burgess from Send on behalf

Ryan Vassar
« removed Gracie Hilton from Read& Manage, Send as, 2d Send on behalf
« removed Grace Moody from Send on behalf

Mark Perley
* removed Grace Moody from Read & Manage, Sendas,ad Send on behalf

David Maxwell
« no delegation

Kyle Hawkins.
* no delegation

Alejandro Garcia .
« no delegation

Ryan Fisher
« no delegation

Tina Mcteod
« no delegation

Darren McCarty
« removed Sarah Burgess from Read & Manage, and Senden behalf

Patrick Sweeten
« no delegation



Ben Willams
+ removed Grace Moody from Send on behalf

David Hacker
« removed Grace Moody
« removed BrittanyHornseyfrom Send on behalf

Paul Singer
« no delegation

Blake Brickman
« removed Grace Moody from Read & Manage, Send as, and Send on behalf
* removed Brittany Hornsey from Read & Manage, Send as, and Send on behalf
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Webster, Brent eeeeee
From: Don Clemmer <Don Clemmer@traviscountytxgov>

sent: Wednesday, September 30, 2020 7:15 PM
To: Penley, Markmarkpenley@oagstate gov

Subject: Fuud: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: Grand Jury Subpoena

Mark,
“This is the email we received. Note that we did not know what case he was talking about when this was first received.
‘We were initall just tring to assist with helping a duly authorized AAG with access to the grand jury.

Begin forwarded message:

From: Don Clemmer <don.clemmer@«raviscountytxgov>
Date: September 23, 2020 at 4:31:57 PM CDT
To: "Brandon R. Cammack" <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com>
Subject: Re: [CAUTION EXTERNAL] Re: GrandJury Subpoena

Thanks. ll have Amy Meredith, my Publi Integrity chief, contact you to assist with whatever you need.

On Sep 23, 2020, at 425 PM, Brandon R. Cammack <brandon@cammacklawirm.com>
wrote:

I've been appointed on a referral from your office to the AG's office regarding a matter
involving public corruption. | am trying to get grand jury subpoenas issued.

Respectfully,

Brandon R. Cammack

Cammack Law Firm, PLLC
4265 San Felipe Street, Suite 1100 Houston, TX 77027
Office: 713:3009291
Fax: 817-523-8683

Downtown Rotary Club of Houston
Vice President

Houston Bar Association
Chair Elect

Sent from my iPhone.

1



On Sep 23, 2020, at 4:00 PM, Don Clemmer
<Don.Clemmer @traviscounty. gov» wrote:

Brandon,
Let me know what typeofcase this investigation involves so |can get
the right people to assist you. Thanks.

Don Clemmer
Director, Special Prosecutions Division

On sep 23, 2020, at 3:21 PM, Gayla Schwab
<GaylaSchwab@traviscountyx gov> wrote:

Hi, Brandon.

1 wasdirected to forward your request to Don Clemmer,
Director of our Special Prosecution Division, to handle
this matter.

Thanks,

Gayla R. Schwab
st. Legal Secretary
Trial Court Division
Grand Jury Unit
Travis County, Texas
416 W117 Street
Austin Texas 78701
512.854.1323

From: Brandon R. Commack
<brandon@cammacklawfirm.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 23, 2020 3:12 PM
To: Gayla Schwab <GaylaSchwab@traviscountytrgov>
Subject: Grand Jury Subpoena

FEEEEEEE
County. Links or attachments may be dangerous.
AEP AT
EEE

Hey Gayla,

Here is a sample form of the applicationforgrand jury
subpoena. Can you reply back with the form you would
prefer that I use? | am waiting to get an email account

2



set up. Also, |will be in Austin tomorrow| can come
directly to your office and have these issued after if
thats an option. | need these by Friday.
Respecttuly,

Brandon R. Cammack.

Office of the Attomey Generalof Texas
Special Prosecutor

Cammack Law Fim, PLLC
4265 San Felipe Steet, Suite 1100 Houston,TX 77027
Offce: 713.300.9291
Fax: 817.623.8683
Downtown Rotary Club of Houston
Vice President
HoustonBarAssociation
Chair Elect

<ATT_Travis_County_Grand_lury_Subpoena.docx>

3
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Webster, Brent

From: Stephen Lemmon <Lemmon@slollp.com>
sent: Wednesday, September 30, 2020 1055AM
To: Penley, Mark
Subject: subpoena
Attachments: 20200930.090734 pa

Stephen Lemmon
STREUSAND | LANDON | OZBURN | LEMMON 1p
Spyglass Poin | 1801 South MoPac Expressway | Suite 320 | Austin,Texas 78746

(@)(512)220.2638 | 0) (512) 2369900 | () (512)236.9904
lemmon@slalo com | wun ilo com

Tis lecroicmesageconan informationfom thelwfmofSewsand, Landon,Osborn& Lemmon, LLP.Th contentsmaybe privileged nd
confidential andar ended forthe seofthe ened adresses)only. Iyouar noc an endedade,note at anydiscos, copying, Auton,oreofthe contentsof tis message profited. Ifyou receivedti mall in ro, please delet it and all copes andcontactme at encshllycom.0dr(512)20.2688. Thankyou.
IRSCirca 230 Disclose: Toensurecompliance witheqisrents imposedbythe RS, w inform you that any U.S. Federalta adieconned in his
communication, acludinganySachets) ntnended0bsad, ndcantbesed Tor the puro of) voicing penis ude the eral
Revne Codeor i) promoting,martin,or recommending 0anotherpayany Gansacion a mateaddressedherein.

1
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Webster, Brent

From: Brandon R. Cammack <brandon@cammacklawfirm com>
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 822 AM
To: GeneralCounsel
ce Vassar, Ryan

Subject: Re: OCC Invoice& Expense Submission
Attachments: Fully Executed OAG_OCC.pdf; OAG Expenses; September Invoice pdf

Please see the attached OCC agreement so you can pay the attached invoices.

Respectfully,
Brandon R. Cammack

Cammack Law Firm, PLLC
4285 San Felipe Sreet, Suit 1100 Houston, TX 77027
Offce: 713.300.9291
Fax 817-523-8683
Downtown Rotary Ciub of Houston
Vice President
Houston Bar Association
Chair Elect

“Ths transmission may be: (1) subject othe Atiormey-Cilnt Privilege, (2) atorey work product,o (3) strictly confidential. If you are.
ot the intended recipientof this message, you maynot disclose, prin, copy or disseminale this information. Ifyou have received this
in'eror, please reply and notify the sender (on) and deleta he message. Unauhorized interceptionofthis e-mail i a violation of
foderal criminal law. Unless ofherwise noled, this message doesno creas an aomeyent elaionship in the absenceofsuch an
existing relationship.

On Sep 30, 2020, at 5:12 PM, GeneralCounsel <General. Counsel @0ag texas gov> wrote:

We are unable to pay this invoice. In order to pay this invoice, we need a copy of the executed contact.
We do not have a copy of the executed contract.

From: Brandon R. Cammack <brandon@cammacklawfirm.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September30, 2020 12:31 PM
To: GeneralCounsel <General Counsel@oag texas gov>
Subject: OCC Invoice & Expense Submission

Please se attached. A check mailed to the address below is acceptable.

Respectfully,
Brandon R. Cammack

Cammack Law Firm, PLLC
4265 San Felipe Sree, Sulte 1100 Houston, TX 77027

1



Office: 713.300.9261
Fax 817-523:8683
‘Downtown Rotary Club of Houston
Vice President
HoustonBarAssociation
Chair Elect

“This transmission may be: (1)subject othe Attomey-Cient Privlege, (2)attomeywork product, or (3) strictconfidential. Ifyou are not th intended recipientoftis message, you maynol disclose, prin, copyosseminate
his informaion. you havereceivedthisin ror, please reply and not he sender (oly) and delete
the message. Unauthorized interceptionof this e-maili a vioiationo federal criminal law. Unless otherwise noted,
hismessagedoes no create an atomey.cien relationship in the absenceofsuch an existing relationship.

2
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From: ascfanTor frreSubject: RE: Adina formationrecentshgationsouter Monday, Ocuber12,2020 17:57.Atachments:  inass0200-_—
Brent:

Speakingoftransparency, | think the questions |asked this morning are fair questions, and I'd
appreciate direct answers. Inthe meantime, ve answered your questions below.

+ What did you do with that information? Detailed information s appreciated.

1confirmed that the agency had no record of an approved agreement with Mr.
‘Cammack. | determined that the contract emailed to me lacked a contract number,
which further indicated that it had not been approved through the agency's
contract-approval process. | also determinedthatthere was not an approved
Signature Authorization Request for the Attorney General's signature on this
contract, which is a routine agency procedure.

* Which individuals in the office were made aware of the fact that Mr. Cammock provided you a
contract with the Generals signature one it? Names, please.

Then-First Assistant Jerey Mater and other members of the executive staff who
would have been involved in the processof approvingacontract such as Mr.
Cammack's

+ Did you notify General Paxtonof the information you had just received?

No, report directly to the deputy first assistant, so | reported ths information
through my immediate chain-of-command. Moreover, the Attorney General was
traveling out-of-state during this time. Therefore, then-FirstAssistant Mateer was
obligated to perform the Attorney General's duties in his absence. Tex. Gov't Code §
402.001(2).

Thank you in advance for your answers. You're welcome. Please immediately correct the
agency's public statement falsely suggesting that | approved the Cammack contract or
provided it totheAttorney General for his signature. |expect an answer today.

Thank you,
Ryan

From: Webster, Brent <Brent Webster @0agtexas.gov>
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:53 AM
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Webster, Brentte
From: Sanger, Ryan

Sent: Thursday, October 1,2020 12:56 PMTo: brandon@cammackiawfimcomce Mateer,JefVassar, Ryangangert, Ryan” ~~
GeneralCounsel

Subject Notice, Refusal and Termination
Attachments: Lirto Cammack 10-1-20 pat

Dear ir. Cammack

Attached pleas find a communication from Fist Assistant Attorney General Jeffrey Mateer.
Regards,
Ryan Bangert

| ayant sangert
SIR,|veputy Firs sistant ttormey General
GEENA[orcs ore rvomeyGenera
RI| ro. aoxsee
Gs Austin, Texas 78711-2548

(121530831

:



eh

October 1, 2020

Via email (brandon@cammacklawfirm.com)

Mr. Brandon R. Cammack
Cammack Law Firm, PLLC
4265 San Felipe Street, Suite 1100
Houston, Texas 77027

Dear Mr. Cammack:

‘This letter serves to reiterate and confirm, again, that you have no valid contract with the Office of
Attomey General. Moreover, to the extent you claim to have a valid agreement, this letter provides
‘noticeoftermination, effective immediately, ofany agreements that ‘may exist between the Office of
Attorney General and you or your firm.

You provided us with a copy ofadocument that purports to retain you as outside legal counsel on
‘behalfofthis office. The document appears to have been signed by Attorney General Ken Paxton. To
be clear, this office has norecordauthorizing such a retention under our agency's operating policies
and procedures. The Office of Attomey General, moreover, has. grave concerns about the validity of
this purported agreement. We believe this purported agreement is unlawful, invalid, unenforceable,
‘against public policy, and may have been executed by the Attorney General under duress.

‘We further understand you have submitted an invoice for services that you claim to have rendered
under this purported agreement. Because this purported agreement is unlawful, unauthorized, and
unenforceable, the Officeof Attorney General refuses to approve paymentofthe invoice. Moreover,
we have leamed that the work you are performing, purportedly in furtherance of this alleged
‘agreement, has no connection whatsoever to any legitimate functionofthis office.

Finally, the Office of Attorney General has been notified that you are representing yourself to
‘membersofthe public and government officials as a “Special Prosecutor”ofthe Office ofAttorney
General. The Office of Attomey General does not employ an outside legal counsel as a special
prosecutor. Impersonating a public servant is a third-degree felony. TeX. PENAL CODE § 37.11
Continuing to represent yourself as a special prosecutor or other representative of the Office of
Attorney General may constitute a crime under state law. We demand, ‘again, that you immediately
cease and desist from all activities purportedly taken on behalf of the Office of Attorney General,
Please immediately confirm your compliance with this demand.

Reg

e. Mate
‘irst Assistant Attomey General
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12:58 wl F -

< nO0@¢

7 people

Today 12:49 P

General Paxton, yesterday,

each of the individuals on this
text chain made a good faith
report of violations of law by
you to an appropriate law
enforcement authority
concerning your relationship
and activities with Nate Paul.
We request that you meet with
us today in the eighth floor
conference room at 3:00 p.m.

i to discuss this matter.

EC )

POD O00
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Webster, Brent
eee

From: Penley, Mark
Sent: ‘Thursday, October 1, 2020 120 PM
To: Don Clemmer
Subject: GJ Subpoenas.
Attachments: Letter.DClemmer.10.1.20 (002)docx

Don:
Please see the attached letter. Thanks for your help.

Regards,

Mark Penley
Deputy AG for Criminal Justice
512/936-1595

1
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October 1, 2020

Via email (don.clemmer@traviscountytx.gov)
Mr. Don Clemmer
Director, Special Prosecutions Division
Travis County District Attomeys Office
Austin, Texas

Dear Mr. Clemmer:
It has come to our attention that attomey Brandon Cammack of Houston, ostensibly acting es a
“Special Prosecutor” for the Office of Attomey General, has recently requested and obtained the
issuance ofanumberofsubpoenas from the Travis County Grand Jury. To be clear, Mr. Cammack
is not properly authorized to take any action on behalfofour office. Any representations he makesto the contrary are false, and he should not be permitted by you to take any further actions on
behalfofour office.

Mr. Cammack has been notified that he s not properly authorized to act asa special prosecutor for
the Office of Attorney General and has been directed immediately to cease and desist from all
activities taken in that purported capacity. At your earliest convenience, please provide me, by
email addressed to me at mark penley(@oag.texas.gov, with copiesofeachof those subpoenas for
our review any further appropriate action.

Thank you for your assistance.
Respectfully,
J. Mark Penley

J. Mark Penley
Deputy Attorney General for Criminal Justice:
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Webster, Brent

From: Vassar, Ryan
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 251 PM
Tor Jsutton@asheroftawirm.com
ca Mateer, Jef 8angert, Ryanrickman, BlakeiMcCarty, Darren Mase, Lacey Perley, Mark
Subject: Scans fom OAG

Attachments: image2020-10-01-131628 pe

Johnny,

Please see attached, per your request.

Ryan M. Vassar
5 Deputy Attorney General for Legal Counsel

GERRY, [0c of ttomey Generar Kem parton
BEES | oo cor rosis
QELS | rutin ras 77112500
GE | (5121075 4200

This message may contain confidential and/or privileged attorney-client communications or attorney work product and
be excepted from required disclosure under the Texas Public Information Act, Texas Government Code chapter 552. The
contentsof this message should nt be disclosed without theexpressautharizaton ofthe Attorney Genera,
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Webster, Brenta —
From: Perley, Mark
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 8:45 PM
To: Jsutton@ashcroftiawfirm.com
Subject: FW: Subpoens

Attachments: 054 - 1dooupdf 49550“ -2)docxpd, 4956 (V 3doccpdfsSTe CW + hoops 4958(
~5)docpdt 4979 (4° docx; 4980 (

)docxpdf 4981 (
\dooxpf 4982 )docxpdf

Johnny:
Please forward to the law enforcement agency.

Thanks,
Mark Perley

From: Don Clemmer <Don.Clemmer@traviscountytxgov>
Sent:Thursday, October1, 2020 2:07 PM
To: Penley, Mark <Mark Penley@0ag texas gov>
Subject: FW: Subpoenas

From: Bailey Molnar <Balley. Molnar @lraviscountytxgov>
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 12:54 PM
To: Don Clemmer<Don Clemmer@traviscountytxgov>
Cc: Amy Meredith <Amy.Meredith@traviscountyt gov>
Subject; RE: Subpoenas

And the final9are attached. The total is 39 not 40, as| previously told Amy. My apologies!

Ifyou have any questions please let me know.

Thank you so much,
Bailey Molnar

From: Bailey Molnar
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 12:52 PM
To: Don Clemmer <Don Clemmer@traviscountytgov>
Ce: Amy Meredith <Amy. Meredith @traviscountytgov>
Subject: RE: Subpoenas

Please find an additional 15 attached.

From: Bailey Molnar
Sent: Thursday, October 1,2020 12:52 PM
To: DonClemmer<DonClemmer@iraviscountytxgov>

1



Ce: Amy Meredith <Amy. Meredith@traviscountytx.gov>
Subject: RE: Subpoenas

Good Afternoon Judge Clemmer,

Dueto the volumeof subpoenas | will have to send them in three batches. I it iseasier for viewing please know that allsigned subpoenas are also saved here: J\GENS\CASES\Referred to AG's Office\BC Subpoenss\Completed Subpoenas.

Please find the first 15attached! Thank you!

From:Amy Meredith <Amy.Meredith@traviscountytx.gov>
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 12:46 PM
To: Bailey Molnar<Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx gov; Todd Bircher <Todd Bircher2 @traviscountytx.gov>; Don
‘Clemmer <Don.Clemmer@traviscountytx.gov>
Subject: Subpoenas

Afternoon-Bailey can you forward all the subpoenas you prepared to Don please? Go ahead and cc me too so | can save.
Justin case.

Let me knowifyou have any questions!

Thanks!

“This electronic mail message,includingany attachments, maybe confidentialor privileged under applicable law. This
‘email i intended solelyforthe useofthe individual orentity to which it is addressed.Ifyou are not the intended
recipient of this email, you are notifiedthat any use, dissemination, distribution, copying, disclosure or any other action
taken in relationto the contentofthis email including any attachments s strictly prohibited. If you have received this
email in error, please notify the sender immediately and permanently delete the original and any copy of this email,
including secure destruction of any printouts.
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Webster, Brentee
From: Penley, Mark
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 8:46 PM
To: Jsutton@ashcroftiawfirm.com

Subject: FW: Subpoenas
Attachments: 4926 ( -2dooxpd 4927" -3)docxpdf;4928(¢  - 4)docxpd;

4929(C _ -5)docxpdf; 4930 - 6)docxpdf; 4931, [3
1).docpdf, 4932( 2)dooxpdf; 4933 <1) docxpdf; 4934. 1c-2).doocpds; 4935 <3 )docxpd; 4936 (- 1
)doocpds, 4937( ++--2 ) docxpdf; 4938 ( 3) docxpdf; 4924
” Odocxpd; 4925 - 11docxpdf

Johnny:
Please forward to the law enforcement agency.

“Thanks, Mark

From: Don Clemmer <Don.Clemmer@traviscountybxgov
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 2:07 PM
To: Penley, Mark <Mark Penley@0ag.texas.gov>
Subject: FW: Subpoenas

From: Bailey Molnar<Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx.gov>
Sent; Thursday, October 1, 2020 12:52 PM
To: Don Clemmer <Don,Clemmer@traviscountytx.gov>
Ce: Amy Meredith <Amy. Meredith@traviscountytx gov>
Subject: RE: Subpoenas.

Good Afternoon Judge Clemmer,

Due to the volumeofsubpoenas will have to send them in three batches. If it seasierforviewing please know that all
signed subpoenas are also saved here: J\GENS\CASES\Referredto AG's Office\BC Subpoenas\Completed Subpoenas.

Please find the first 15 attached! Thank you!

From: Amy Meredith <Amy.Meredith @traviscountytx.gov>
‘Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 12:46 PM
To: BaileyMolnar <Bailey.Molnar@traviscountytx.gov>; ToddBircher <Todd Bircher2 @traviscountytx.gov>; Don
‘Clemmer <Don Clemmer@traviscountytxgov>
Subject: Subpoenas

‘Afternoon-Bailey can you forward all the subpoenas you prepared to Don please? Go ahead and cc me too | can save.
justin case.

Let me knowif you have any questions!

1



Thanks!

“This electronic mail message, including any attachments, may be confidential or privileged under applicable law. This
‘email i intended solely for the useofthe individual or entity to which it is addressed. If you are not the intended
recipient of this email, you are notified that any use, dissemination, distribution, copying, disclosure or any other action
taken in relation to the contentofthis email including any attachments s strictly prohibited. Ifyou have received this
‘email in error, please notify the sender immediately and permanently delete theoriginal and any copy of this email,
including secure destructionofany printouts.

2



Webster, Brent_-_——_7——
From: Perley, Mark

Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 847 PM
To: Jsuton@asheroftawfrm.com
Subject: FW: Subpoenas
Attachments: 4950 (* 5)docx pdf; 4951 (© 6).docxpdf 4952 (~ )docx pdf; 4953 (

“)docxpdf 4939 Wireess-4)dooxpdf 440 Vireless-5
)doocpdf; 4941 ¢ 6) docoxpdf 4942 ( 57) dockpd; 4943
. 8) docxpdf, 4344 ( 5.9) docx pf; 4945 (

10).docxpdf; 4946 ).docxpdf, 4947 )docxpdf;4948
© docxpdf ase” doocpdl

Johany:
Please forward to the law enforcement agency.

Thanks, Mark Penley

From: Don Clemmer <Don.Clemmer@traviscountytxgov>
Sent: Thursday, October 1,2020 207 PM
To: Penley, Mark <Mark Penley@oag texas. gov>
Subject: FW: Subpoenas

From: Bailey Molnar <Bailey.Molnar@traviscountyxgov>
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 12:53 PM
To: Don Clemmer <Don Clemmer@raviscountytxgov>
Ce: Amy Meredith<Amy.Meredith@traviscountybgov>
Subject: RE: Subpoenas

Please find an additional 15 attached.

From: Bailey Molnar
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 12:52 PM
To: DonClemmer <Don Clemmer@iraviscountytxgov>
Ce: Amy Meredith <Amy. Meredith @traviscountybgov>
‘Subject: RE: Subpoenas

Good Afternoon Judge Clemmer,

Due to the volumeof subpoenas |will have to send them in three batches. If it is easierforviewing please know that all
signed subpoenas are aso saved here: L\GENS\CASES\Referred to AG's Offce\BC Suboenas\Completed Subpoenas.

Please find the first 15 attached! Thank you!

From: Amy Meredith <Amy.Meredlth@traviscountytx gov>
‘Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 12:46 PM

1



To: Bailey Molnar <Bailey. Molnar@traviscountytx.gov>; Todd Bircher <Todd.Bircher2@traviscountytx.gov>; Don
Clemmer <Don Clemmer@traviscountytx.gov>
Subject: Subpoenas

Afteroon-Bailey can you forward a the subpoenas you prepared to Don please? Go ahead and cc me too 50 can save.
Justin case.

Let me knowif you have any questions!

Thanks!

“This electronic mail message, including any attachments, may be confidentialor privileged under applicable law. This
‘email is intended solelyforthe use ofthe individual or entity to which it is addressed.Ifyou are not the intended
recipient of this email, you are notified that any use, dissemination, distribution, copying, disclosure or any other action
taken in relation to the content ofthis emailincludingany attachments s strictly prohibited. Ifyou have received this
‘email in error, please notify the sender immediately and permanently delete the original and any copyofthis email,
including secure destruction of any printouts.

2
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Inventoryof 1 Mateer Office Items Relocated to PDB 802
Focus: IdentifyState Records and Property

October 7, 2020

PART 1: Summaryof Findings

“The items reviewed fo tis inventory were originally located n Mr. Mateers office The items were
boxed and relocated to PDB 8026 by Ms. Brittany Hornsey earlier in the week. Ms. Apri Norris
conducted a reviewof these items in PDB 802G on 10/7/2020.

In total, twelve standard record bores, large shipping bos, 1 black briefcase, and 13 individual tems
‘were reviewed. The large shipping box (containing framed paintings/photos), the black briefcase (minus
1.0AG shoulder bag), and the 13 Individual items (primarly framed paintings/photos/posters and
personalized award certificates) were determine to not be tate record or property.

Ofthe twelve record boxes reviewed, seven were determine to not contin stat record or property.
‘Theremainingfive boxes (numbered and labelled 1, 5, 7, 8, and 11) were found to contain state records
‘and/or property. The identified items were removed from the original boxes: state records were
consolidated into Box 7, and sate propertywas turned aver to Ms. Hornsey. By request, Box 7 was
placed in Ms. Hornsey’ office (witnessed by Ms. Hornsey) at the conclusion ofthe review.

Part2.ofthis report provides detailsofth identified staterecords and property, including actions
needed and recommended records classification. Part 3of his report provides a summarized inventory.
ofthe twelve numbered bores.

‘Agency Property Items
The items listed below were removed from the reviewed items and given to Britany Hornsey to tore or
disseminate, as appropriate:

+ Shoulder bag: Gray, embossed with the OAGagencysea. (Bag was empty)
+ Book: At the End ofthe DaybyLewis Senior.
«Book: Blockchain and the Low by Primavera De ilppi.
«Business card holder: brown, embossed w/ OAG agency seal
« Pensets: 2 sets of wooden pen, imprinted with OAG agency name, includes wooden boxes
+ 0AG agencysea stickers: small stack
«Fil Portfolio black, embossed with AG state seal
«Fil Portfolio: brown, embossed with State Police seal & personalized with Mr. Mateers name



State Records
‘The items listedbelow were identified as state records and reorganized into Box 7, labeled “Journals.”
‘These items have been classified accordingto the current agency Records Retention Schedule (RRS).

* DigitalstorageUSBkeys(17count)
© ACTION NEEDED - these items need to be reviewed to determine if agency records are.

stored on each USB device. The ITS and/or PIC divisions may be able to provide
assistance.

+ Handwritten notes on loose, ined paper-threesets
© Two sets appear to be notes taken by Mr. Mateer while attending conference and/or

training sessions; the third set appears to be notestaken by Mr. Mateer during his
agency orientation

© Recommended Records Classficationforall three sets of records
© AIN GIF: Transitory Information (located on page 24of the OAG RRS)
© Retention: AC, with AC = Purpose of record has been fulfled

«File folder labeled “Speeches”
© Printed, working papers for undated speeches
© RecommendedRecordsClassification

© AIN 56: Speeches, Papers and Presentations (page 16of the OAG RRS)
© Retention: AC, with AC = Endofterm in office or termination of service Ina state.

position.
© NOTE: This records series has an Archival Code and can not be dispositioned

before consulting with the Texas State Archives.

* Journals
© Atotal of 34 “Journal” items were identified as state record. Al tems share the same

recommended records classification
* AIN 12: Calendars, Appointment and Itinerary Records (page 6 of the OAG RRS)
* Retention: CE, with CE =Calendar year end.
= NOTE: This records series has an Archival Code for Mr. Mateer's position and

cannotbe dispositioned before consulting with the Texas State Archives.
= NOTE:These records contain both professional and personal details. Al of these.

records should be managedas confidential/sensitve Information and should be
reviewed by the PIC Officer prior to any use/copy/release.

© DetailofJournal Items
= One leather bound journal, embossed with “Hopefor the Heart”

© The leather binding may be returned to Mr. Mateer. The inside journal
is identified as state record (3/2015-5/2016).

= Ten black tinerary Journals
© Four journals for 2018

= 1/2018-3/2018
« 4/2018-6/2018



= 72018-92018
= 10/2018-12/2018

© Four journalsfor2019
* 1/2019-3/2019
= 4/2019-6/2019
+ 72019-92019
* 10/2019-12/2019

© Twojournalsfor2020
= 1/2020-3/2020
* 4/2020-6/2020

* Twenty-threesmallnotebooks
© NOTE: The leatherbindingfor notebook dated 11/2019—1/2020 may
bereturned to Mr. Mateer. The inside journal i identified as state

record.
o Fourfor 2016

= 6/2016-6/2016
= 7/2016-9/2016
= 8/2016-10/2016
= 10/2016-12/2016

o Sixfor2017
= 12/2016-2/2017
= 22017-42017
= 5/2017-6/2017
= 6/2017-8/2017
= 82017-13/2017
= 1/2017-1/2018

o Sevenfor 2018
= 1/2018-3/2018
= 4/2018 (appears tobereadingnotes from “TurntheShip)
= 32018-5/2018
= 5/2018-6/2018
= 7/2018-8/2018
= 9/2018-10/2018
= 10/2018-12/2018

o Sixfor2019
= 12018-12009
= 1/2019-3/2019
= 3/2019-4/2019
= 5/2019-6/2019
= 772019-1172019
® 11/2019-1/2020 (leatherbinding)



PART 3: Inventory of Numbered Boxes

Box 1: Books (26 count); Removed state property
Removed book 1: At the Endofthe Day by Lewis Senior. This book was inscribed to
“Missy.” Gave book to Brittany Hornsey to see if it belonged to Missy Cary.
Removed book 2 Blockchain andthe Law by Primavera De Flipi. This book was
stamped as state property. Gave book to Brittany Hornsey.

Box2: Books (35 count); No state records or marked property
Box3: Books (16 count); No state records or marked property
Boxd: Cups, travel mugs & other items; No state records or marked property
Box: DeskDrawer Small tems, Drink coasters, Small Speaker& FamilyPhotos; Removed state records

and property:
«Removedflefolderlabelled “Speeches”
«Removed 17 UsB keys
«Removed OAG embossed pleather business card holder, inside OAG business cards for

Mr. Mateer.
Removed 2 0AG imprinted wooden pen sets, including 2 wooden storage boxes
Removed small stackofsmall, round OAG seal stickers.

Box6: Bobble-Head statutes, bookends & award plaques; No state records or marked property
Box7: Journals (52 items); Removed non-agency records and property:

NOTE: Thisbox was managed differently as the majorityof the contents were identified
as state record. Therefore, the non-agency items were removed and the agency items
were left in the box. Detail of identified records from this box (34 tems) provided in
PART 2ofthis report.

« Non-agency items removed included: 1 large Ziplocbagof K-kups, 3 coples “The
Constitution of the United States" booklet, 1 copy “The Declaration of Independence”
booklet, and 1.copy ofthe 2018 85° Texas Legislature Roster

B0x8: Small statuary & green sweater; Removed state records and property
«Removed black, portfolio embossed with OAG state seal, inside OAG business cards for

Mr. Mateer.
«Removed brown portfolio embossed with State Police seal & personalized with Mr.

Mateer's name.
«Removed loose, handwritten state records

8x9: Small framed items (17 items); No state records or marked property
80x 10: Books (28 book);No sate records or marked property
Box 11: Books (17 books); Removed state records

«Removed journalfor2*Quarterof 2020 (4/2020-6/2020)
Box 12: Books (30 books); Nostate records or marked property.
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Nate Paul Case

1. Can we get the original document? No

2. Establish a timeline from when the person created the

original document to current date. “they believe the

document was received in an altered state”.
3. How was the document created?
4. How was the documented encrypted?

5. What did he encrypt the file with?

6. What application did he use?

7. Who did it go to regarding “chain of custody”?

a. Email, electronic, word document, PDF, Scanned

8. Was an application utilized on the AUSA phone to open the

original sealed document?

9. The original, how was it created? Was it a word document?

Was it scanned?

10. How was the document saved?

11. Did the Judge sign/resend the document?

12. Can we talk to the AUSA Alan Buie?

13. If using an anti-virus, does it automatically scan email

attachments?

14. What Forensic Examiner/Company did he use?

15. At what point was information redacted?
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KEN PAXTON
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TERS

June 2,2020

Ms. ML. Calcote
Assistant General Counsel
Texas DepartmentofPublic Safety
P.0. Box 4087
Austin, Texas 78773-0001

Dear Ms. Calcote:

You ask whether certain information is subject to required public disclosure under the
Public Information Act (the “Act”), chapter 552ofthe Goverment Code. Your request
was assigned IDA §28622 (ORR 20-0983).

The Texas Department of Public Safety (the “department”) receiveda request for
communications regarding specified topics and a specified address. The department claims
the submitted information is excepted from disclosure under section 552.108 of the
Government Code. The department also states, and provides documentation showing, it
notified the Federal BureauofInvestigation (the “FBI")ofthe department’ receipt of the
request for information andofthe FBI's right to submit arguments to ths office as to why
the requested information shouldnotbe released.’ See Gov't Code § 552.304 (interested
party may submit comments tating why information shouldorshould not be released). We
have considered the claimed exception and reviewed the submitted information. We have:
also received and considered comments submittedby FBI.

‘We note the requested information i the subjectofpending litigation in Joseph Larsen .
Texas Departmentof Public Safety, Cause No. D-1-GN-20-002155, in the 459th Judicial
District, Travis County, Texas. Not withstanding pending litigation, our office generally
will iss a determination under Government Code section 552.306 where our office has
not previously ruled on the precise information at issue. See Open Records Decision No.
687 at3 (2011) (“Section 552.306 does not authorize [this office] to refuse to perform the
duty to issue an open records ruling simply because the samedisclosure question is pending
before a Texas Court”). However, in this instance, we note the litigation at issue and the
corresponding determination regarding applicability of the claimed exceptions involve
factual questions that can be more appropriately—and conclusively—adressed through the.

Although the depariment received the request on March 12, 2020, th depariment id nok noi he FBI of
the department's receipt ofthe request until May 5, 2020, Our offic received comments from the FB on
May13,2020.

Post Office Box 12648, dustin, Texas T81112548 + (12) 463.2100 + sinntcssatomepgeneil gov



Tr Ms. MLL. Calcote-Page2

judicial process where the partes may engage in discovery and more fully develop their
factual claims and defenses.
Additionally, the failure ofDPS to timely notify the FBIofthe underlying request and the
FBI's provision of substantially redacted comments to the requestor prevenis our office
from issing a rling in accordance with the statutory requirements specified in section
552.306ofthe Government Code. See Gov't Code § 552.306 (providing tht the attomey
‘general shall promprly render a requested decision “consistent with the standards of due
process”). Accordingly, we are closing our file assigned ID# 828822 without issuing a
decision and vill allow the rialcourtto determine whether the information at issue must
be released to the public.
Sincerely,

James L. Coggeshall
Assistant Attomey General
Open Records Division

LC/m
Ref: IDA 528822

Enc. Submitted documents
© Requestor

(wo enclosures)
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: . Filed00Ap23 PA:16 |Ala RodriguezMendoza
District Clerk 'No. DVD Darace |

ATTORNEY GENERAL GREG § IN THE DISTRICT COURT!oe

ABBOTT, § pS

ON BEHALF OF THE PUBLIC § & i
INTEREST IN CHARITY, i Q |

Plaintiff 2 Se
§ TRAVISCour,TEXAS

v. $ o
i

THEROY F. AND JOANN COLE 5 S$
MITTE FOUNDATION, A TEXAS §

NONPROFIT CORPORATION 8 pe
nd 3 TUDICIAL DISTRICT

Defendant

stonemasonsCimon !
COMES NOW, Attorney General Gregne (“Attorney General"), onbehalfof

the public interestin charity, complainingof theRef Joann Cole Mitte Foundation, (“the
NY

Mitt Foundation”, & Texas nonprofit an for Ggofaction vould show.

10 preg comaL ;

1.1 The AttomeyGo to conduct discovery under Level 3ofRule 190

ofthe Texas Rulesof Civil Proceddis® i

20 wpe OF ATTORNEY GENERAL AND |
NATURE OF THIS SUIT i

21 TienesGe isis suit pursuant totheauthoritygranted him |

underthecomma the Constitutionof Texas, Chapter 123ofthe Texas Property Code’, the

nN
2«&&

S&L |
3 rocrnon conewsss 1230011205 |

SE |



‘Texas Non-Profit Corporation Act, the Texas Miscellaneous Corporation Laws Act, and acting !

‘within the scopeofhis duty to protect the public interestincharitable funds heldintrust orgs

public. &

3.0 JURISDICTION AND VENUE Q

31 Jurisdiction in this Court is proper under § 115.001 ofageProperty

(Trust) Code and venue is proper in Travis County under §123.005(a) of es Property

(Trust) Code because this is a proceeding brought by the AttorneyGentregin, ‘among other

things, breachoffiduciary duty. &

4.0 PARTIES od

4.1 Greg Abbot, Attomey General of the,SheeofTexas, is the petitionerin this

suit, acting on behalfofthe publicinterestin nin 3 Attorney General's principal office is

locatedat 209 West 1thStreet,8thFloor, Ausf +Gs78701.

42 Defendant, the Mitteais aTexas , nonprofit corporation with its

‘principal placeofbusinessin Travis Gros Serviceofprocess by serving its registered

agentforserviceis not nesesary fbi timeasit sunderstoodthat counsel fo the Mite i

Foundation will accept in 5 |

&5.0 STATEMENT OF FACTS . i

Q |
o——

peRAA AtSIT |
Fe |

C.STAT ANN, As. 1302-101 tirugh 1302-709. Ins pleading, the ails ofthe |
erscisrsde NCL A TCL 1302- i

> Page20f 7 i

|



5.1 The Mitte Foundation is a Texas nonprofit corporation founded by Roy F. and

Joann Cole Mitte in 1994. Historically, the Mitte Foundation's activites have incuie?
providing scholarships to higher education institutions for qualified individuals; gies

academic grants to selected higher education institutions for academic pop ent‘making

awards or grants to or for the benefit of qualified nonprofit charitable,education scientific, or

religious organizations, or other programs or projects administered byopin.

52 At the time of its original incorporation in 1994,PN and business of

the corporation were managed by the Board of Directors.ng members of the Mitte

Foundation at the timeofthe original incorporation, Roy F. henCole Mitte served on the

orignal BouofDirectors, In 2003, he AtleofIncorg§ion vere amended t0 add Michael

Scott Mitte (“Scott Mitte?) as the third memberon toporaion. In 2004, the Articles of

Incorporation were amended to stateNp business and affairsofthe corporation

shall be vse in he members fhe copa. Th corporion may li ieaorofhe

Board of Directors to whateverextent@ebay be set forth in the Articles of Incorporation and

Bylaws.” © !

53 By 200s, fms the deathsofRoy F. and Joann Cole Mitte, Scott Mitte |

wsmrt She Fudeion,
54 i2008, Scott Mittewasarrested for asecondtimefor possession |

ofcocaine.SetHE Ft st nd otbon revs th Bardof Distr of heMit i

omdaions2 nd srs vo vtod sl |
48 Following the reporting of Scott Mitte’s arrest the Office of the Attomey |

Gene)opened an investigationofthe Mitte Foundation on April 24, 2008, sending out a

Seto examine documents pursuantto the Texas Miscellaneous Corporation Laws Act. i

Page3of 7 |
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56 The Attomey General's extensive investigation of the Mitte Foundation and

Scott Mitte's role in the Mitte Foundation revealed the following improper actions by ScottoF

inhiscapacityas amemberandofficerof theMitte Foundation: &

a improperuseofMitte Foundationord catfor piaswebySooMie

b. improperpersonal useof Foundation property by Scottpe

Scott Mitte’s failure to secure board approval far3000 worth of

renovations to the carriage house property behindhi Mie Foundation

offices, ata time when the Foundation was in difficulty;

d Scott Mitte's authorization and wee of excessive executive

opin &
e. failure of the members of the 3 Fomdsion to conduct 2 meaningful

salary and performance. igoMitte;

£ filetoreview th pgfmarceof Sut Mitein bs wl as Mice

Foundation president

g improper pnp vieFoundation assets on travel by Scot Mitte;

h breach oftry of loyalty by Scott Mitte in his insistence onreceivingfull !

pay erie while taking a year's leave of absence in lieuofstepping |

um eeofthe Board; |

i (or management and investingofMitte Foundation funds by Scott Mitte; |

or oversight by members ofthe Mite Foundation over finances ofthe Mitte }

&° ‘Foundation; !

&£ k retaliatory removal of adissenting directorbyScottMitte.

oS Page dof 7



57 Inthefaceofpressurefrom the Attomey General's Office, ScottMitte resigned

25 Member, Officer, and Director ofthe Mitte Foundation. Ned
6.0 CAUSES OF ACTION ~ i

Violations ofthe NECA .
61 The Attomey General reassers the factual allegationssomo

5.1t05.7 above. 82

62 The Mitte Foundation is a non-profit, charitable ‘Biporation based in the

State of Texas and holds its assets in charitable trust onwali.public subject to the

Statutory dutiesofofficers and directors. The MitteFounai@ibet esa fiduciary duty to the

public and other statutory duties imposed bytheNon Prog Serporaion Act (NPCA®).

63 The Mitte Foundation violatedaban of the NPCA by distributing the

‘assetsofthe corporation to Scott Mitte as aneeemployeeofthe corporation, in excess

of sonal compnsion for sisgnfeos ofthe haliinofte

corporation. ©

6.4 This violation orca the Mitte Foundation amounts toa breach of ;

its fiduciary duties to theriley i

Common Law BreachotfieryDuty i

65 TagihsGeneral reasserts the factual allegations contained in paragraphs i

5.11 above. CE |

5 "As the Mitte Foundation holds its assets in trust for the benefit of the public

anda‘purposes for which the non-profit corporate entity is dedicated, the Mitte |

re owes a fiduciary duty to the citizens of the State of Texes to use the nonprofit |

o PageSof 7 |

|
|



corporateassets held forthe missionandpurposesintended,andfornoother. SincetheMitte

Foundation has failed to properly hold these assetsintrustithas breached its fiduciary duties, @s

InjunctiveRelief Sought ©

67 Basedontheabove-recited facts, the Attomey General requeslsohCourt :

issue a TemporaryInjunction and aftertrial hereof, a Permanent Injunction iplthe Board

from allowing Scott Mitte to participate in the Mitte Foundation asmenor the Board of

Directors, an Officer, or an employee. Based on Scott Mitte’s past whe of fiduciary duty, i

the Attorney General believes that it would be in the best tee se foundation and the :

‘public’ interest incharity that Mr. Mitte’s be barred from tsa participationin the

affairsofthe Mitte Foundation. &

68 The Attomey General's swomwg demonstrates that he has pleaded a :

cause of action upon which he will ro gfe the merits. There is no remedy at law

which vill adequatelyprotectthe public's inte in charity. The granting of the extraordinary

‘relief requested isin thepubliciGA willprotectthepublic'sinterestin charity. |

2EPTTORNEYSFEES !

71 Due tothe ) the Mitte Foundation, the Attorney General has found it |

‘necessary to investigateat Siee this action. Consequently, the Attorney General requests |

that this Court aia ‘The Mitte Foundation, all attorneys’ fees, investigators’ foes and

costs of coutpf fo TEXGOV'T. CODE ANN., § 402.006(c), TEX.PROP. CODE ANN.SS

1230050),gan14.064. |

O° i
& |
o

SF |
Page 6 of 7 |



PRAYER

"WHEREFORE, Attorney General Greg Abbott, on behalf of the public neg

charity, respectfully prays the Court

1. To waive citation as it is anticipated this cause will be resolved through an
agreed judgment; Ne

2. Award all relief, whether legal or equitable, as may benese to vindicate: |
the public's interest in charity; and o> !

| 3. Award the Attomey General his costs ofcour, ding his reasonable !
| storeysfees andinvestigatory expenses, |

| Respectfully pre {

GREGApart }
A eralofTexas

Cc WEBER :
stant Attomey General || |

: L.ROSE {
(© "DeputyFirstAssistant Attomey General |

© PAUL D. CARMONA, Chief i
«@ Consumer ProtectionandPublic Health Division t

Rhee pn |§ Robert. Bleck
StateBarofTexas No. 00790320KR ‘sistantAttorneyGenerel

< Charitable Trusts Section
P.O.Box 12548 MCOI10

> Austin, Texas 78711-2548
~ (512) 475-4360 Direct Dial
2 (512)322-0578 Facsimile
& robert blech@oagstate cus |

oO {

Page 7of 7 |



No. @ i

ATTORNEY GENERALGREG 5 INTHE DISTRICTcoms? |ABBOTT, Q
ON BEHALFOFTHEPUBLIC § i

. INTERESTIN CHARITY, s ~

Plaint
: id s TRAVISaf TEXAS

v. 5 @

THEROYF.ANDJOANN COLEMITTE N\
FOUNDATION, A NONPROFIT a

CORPORATION s « éJUDICIALDISTRICT
Defendant 5 O

AGREEDspeared .

COMES NOW, Plaintiff, Attomey Genego Abbot, ( *Attomey General”), on

behalf of the public interest in charity, gy the Roy F. and Joann Cole Mitte

Foundation Texas nonprofit corporation snd to the entryofthe following AGREED

JUDGMENT, and would show as og) i

The Off of the Attorsy Gl of Texas COAG") an bel of the public rst in

charity and as the nts hey over charitable nonprofit corporations, filed this action |

against the Roy F. andsghooe Mitte Foundation ("Mitte Foundation) to address certain

issuesrelatedtothe andbreachesofdutybyScott Mitte inhis roleasthesole

member end C1 Foundation. The Mitte Foundation has fully cooperated vith the i

Atomeycag reviewing and revising is articles of incorporation, bylaws , corporate

posBecrn en tnGetsons
aay, the Mitte Foundation has voluntarily made the following changes and agrees to |

|fhe sscans

-— |



1. Amendmentofthe AilesofIncorporation ofthe Mit Foundation, 0 eliminate he 7,
‘member class from the corporation; © i

2 Amendmentofth Avice of corporation ofthe Mite Foundation to chi he i
- corporation from member managed and controlled nonprofit corporation, tofenprofit i
- corporation managed and controlled bys bos of directors; & i

3. Acceptanceofthe resignation ofChief Executive Officer, @ im of the ;
Bord of Divs, nd Lime Bowed of Disors member, Nghe Son Mite (Sot

Mite); > 1
3. Amendment of the Aticles of Incorporation wads to remove al provisions ;

specifically ested to Scott Mitt; OF i
4. Amendment ofthe Bylaws to raise thenn‘which Roy F. Mitte I and Laciaane |

Cole Carriere shall become lifetime directors5eighteen to twenty-one;
Mitte Foundation further agrees to: ___, :

nin imeroi onMis sing
mentor htninboo Dtors i

5) Mite Foundaigbmorate officer; i
tseetncapt

@an!ser ofthe Mitte Foundation BoardofDirectors; or |

©peofacommittee or a committee chair; }

2 Jie Fontes ses py Sst Mis 50 masha $3057 fo |
pupoge@Simbucemen of continuing medica nurse beset a iol seen of ny i
poilim. Th Boar uth as ht Scot Mit will ot bs ths eciintofanyMis |Som |

|
|



|

3. The Mitt Foundation agrees to expand the board of directors fom four diestors toy !
seven directors with the additionofthreeston tos ve soc vinrr i

thedatethis Judgment is signed; Q i
: 4. The Mitte Foundation agrees to use its best efforts in seeking qualied ouside :

: directors10serveontheMitte Foundationboard; £2

5. eontl isso 8 0 |

ll tre of te fine diesrs ofthe Mite Foundation have sage tee positions on the |

board,attheageof21. As rt i ofbsNP, sor !
directors shall not be les then eight; © i

6. The Mitte Foundation agrees that its lifetime Gon Roy F. Mitte Il and Lacianne }
NN

Cote Catos sll tein zing 2 Fvndotfon axipeot asagones, roso Jtng the !

board; & }
7. The Mitte Foundation agrees gv the Attomey General's office $25,000 for its i

Attommey's fees and costsofnvestigaidh |

tit gaysQhgms itnec Eachparty istobear its own :

taxable costs. «& |

Gh wisdayof 2009. |

&f
N ESDNGIUDGE |
®
& |
& |

BN) s

|



Fo
&

. “

: Agreed and Accepted by: &

Office of the Attorney Generalof Texas &

ny Rider|.mlspte
State Bar No.00790320 @
Assistant Attomey General NE
Charitable Trusts Section <O
Consumer Protection Division ®,
Officeofthe Attomey General of Texas WO
P.O. Box 12548 &
Austin, Texas 78711-2548 RQ
Phone: (512) 475-4360 x2)
Fax: (512) 322-0578 oO

&
© :

Agreed as to Form: SL

Attorneys forthe Roy F. le Mitte Foundation |

wl — |
Shane W. Hudson i
StateBarNo. 2404 i
Fizer, Beck, Weyl) Bentley & Scroggins, P.C. |
1330 Post Ok Boslevard, Suite 2900
‘Houston, TeXBa77056 i

Phone: 7710
Fax: (163-8469

& i
& |

| NS) ‘

|



Agreed and Accepted: eo |‘The RoyF. apd JoannCpl Mitte Foundation & i

ALT Q* |Dilom Chandrasoma ~ |President, the Roy F. And Joann Cole Mitte Foundation > 1
i

Authorized Agent for the Roy £. and Joann Cole Mitte Foundation & |

THE STATEOF TEXAS § x ]
§

COUNTY OF § oF

x
On this 212day of Apel 2009, beforeof undersigned authority, personally

pt Dl Gdns visps tons mmcomics
bimsehereti bea ubrized agen froy. And Joan Cole Mis Foundation, ed :
ehsg, ig riddHccd pings dg 0s }

opose odcosineGQ by ging fos te Roy And ou,Cle Mite |

Foundationby bimselfas a ages uch. |
Dr iInwitnesswheatstay andsudo el |

Su |ee Notagy Pubic, Stateof Texas

BE] |Nd "gontot My CommissionExpires: le [27(8) !
NY i& |

&£ |NS) s

-
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GREGOR | WYNNE | ARNEY, PLLC

oeinTa
geCE
October 11,2020

Kanu
Attomey GeneralofTexas b
Officeofthe Attorney General

Brent Webster
First Assistant Attorney General
Officeof the Attomey General

—
Re: DEMAND FOR PRESERVATION OF DOCUMENTS AND LITIGATION HOLD

Dear Attorney General Paxton:

Please be advised ofthe enclosednoticeofdemand for preservationof documents regarding
recent events involving my client, Nate Paul, and actions and inactions by the Officeofthe Attorney
General (“OAG”), as detailed below. As you are aware, my client was subjected to governmental
searches during the course of which several egregious violations of state and federal law occurred
(the “Search™), and regarding which a complaint was filed under state law.

“The mishandlingofthis complaint as outlined below has risen to an alarming level. My client
was deprived ofa proper review of his complaint, as the review became the collateral damage of
‘apparent dysfunction in the OAG.

This dysfunction culminated in (i) my clients confidential complaint being leaked by your
office into the public domain’, (ii) the hasty citing of inapplicable statutes to “close” the review of
the complaint, and (iii) inaccurate statements proffered by employees of the OAG regarding the
‘complaint review and other matters, which appear intended to damage my client.

To this day, no formal review has been conducted to investigate the serious matters set forth

! The disclosure to mediaofconfidential governmentrecordsconcerning the Complaint Review is a violation of TexasTERLL



Accordingly, demand is hereby made that the Office of the Attorney General not
destroy,conceal oralter anypaperor electronicfiles,otherdatagenerated by and/orstoredon‘computer systems and storage media (e.g. hard disks, floppy disks, backup tapes) or any otherelectronic data. such as voicemails and text messages. that in any way relate to or concern the‘matters set forth in this notice. This includes, butit not limited to e-mail and other electroniccommunications; word processing documents; spreadsheets; databases: calendars; telephonelogs; contact manager information: internet usage files; offine storage or information stored‘on removable media; information contained on laptops oFother portable devices: and network.
‘accessinformation.

I Mishandlingof ComplaintReview
In May 2020, my client sought guidance on the protocol for reporting a complaint regarding

the Search, and you informed my client that such a complaint must be filed with the Travis County
District Attoney’s Office (“Travis County DA”). The Travis County DA's office in tum was
professional and provided us guidance regarding the process for filing a complaint, which my client
then filed (the “Complaint”).

On June 10, 2020,theTravis County DA determinedthatbecausethe Complaint involves an
employeeofthe Department of Public Safety (“DPS”) it would be inappropriate to refer it o the
Public Integrity Unit of DPS, which would normally be the appropriate agency. In lightof this, the
‘Travis County DA referred the Complaint to the Office of the Attomey General, and the OAG
accepted the referral (“Complaint Review”).

After nearly seven weeksofinaction, the OAG set an initial meeting with my client and me
to discuss the matters set forth in the Complaint. This meeting took place on July 21, 2020, at which
Mr. Paul, OAG DirectorofLaw Enforcement David Maxwell, and I were present (“Initial Meeting.

My client and 1 discussed the substance of the Complaint with Mr. Maxwell and were met
with open hostility. Mr. Maxwell said that having spent 40+ years as an employee of DPS, he would
never accept anyclaimthat law enforcementofficialsexecuted asearch without proper authorization,no matter what evidence we showed him. He berated and insulted my client for bringing the
‘Complaint and attemped to intimidate me and my clint to deter us from pursuing the mater further.

tis alarming that, while the Complaint was referred to the OAG rather than DPS specifically
0.avoid such bias, your office assigned the Complaint Review to Mr. Maxwell, a former DPS Texas
Ranger. Consistent with OAG protocol, the Initial Meeting was recorded, andyouroffice has in its
possession the original copy ofthe recording. It is our understanding that you, First Assistant AG Jeff
Mateer, and Deputy AG for Criminal Justice Mark Penley reviewed therecordingand expressed your‘own concerns about Mr. Maxwells inappropriate conduct.

A subsequent meeting was then scheduled with Mr. Maxwell and Mr. Penley wherewewere
regrettably met with the same hostile attitude. Mr. Maxwell in particular became more aggressive.
At one point, Mr. Maxwell yelled at my client and asked, “who [does] he thinks he is...” We
informed you ofMr. Maxwells troubling conduct.
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A third meeting was then scheduled where you joined Mr. Maxwell and Mr. Penley, along
With two OAG forensic experts. The meeting commenced with Mark Penley presenting a conclusory
summary, which suggested to us that he had actually reviewed themattercarefully. Nor had the OAG
forensic experts. My clientwasthen provided a laptop by your office and demonstrated in real-time
mistakes in the forensic assessment. He presented the errors to you, Mr. Maxwell, and Mr. Penley,
and the OAG forensics experts. The OAG forensics experts then agreed thal their review was flawed,
and that Mr. Pauls assessment was correct.

“This appearedtobean embarrassment to your office. Itwas agreed that further investigation
was necessary, at which time you left the meeting. Immediately thereafter, Mr. Maxwell again
became aggressively hostile to my client, yelling in his face and threatening him for pursuing his
Complaint. My client told Mr. Maxwell that he would not give in to his intimidation, and my client
and eft the meeting.

‘We then informed you that we were concerned with how the ComplaintReview,was being
conducted by your staff, ther limited study of the evidence presented and unwillingness to take
further obvious steps, and tactics that appeared intended to urge my client to drop the Complaint.

Accordingly, as it becamecleartheOAGstaff would not fairly fulfil its duties to review and
investigate the Complaint, you appointed an outside counsel to conduct the Complaint Review.

In September 2020, we meta few times with the new counsel, Mr. Brandon Cammack, to
discuss the Complaint and the underlying factually-intensive information, at which time he requested
certain further information necessary to conduct his review. 1 then began receiving phone calls from
Mr. Penley asking that we provide documents to him for the Complaint Review, even though he was
no longer formally assigned to the matter.

Recent media reports of communications from employees within the OAG suggest that Mr.
Penley “closedthe investigation for lacking merit” on August 20, 2020, whichi blatantly fase given
voicemails left for me by Mr. Penley as recently as September 14, 2020 in attempts 10 obtain
‘documentation and attomey.-client privileged information regarding the Complaint.

IL Events Beginning September 30, 2020
Mr. Cammack’s reviewofthe Complaint was thwarted by Mr. Penley on September 30, 2020,

setting offa chaotic public spectacle of allegations, mudslinging, and an apparent power struggle
within the OAG over the last week.

During the courseofthis spectacle, employeesof the OAG made numerous inappropriate and
false statements to the media, including allegations that my client's Complaint lacks merit. The
Complaint is meritorious and deserving of further review, as the OAG had to acknowledge in the
third meeting referenced above. The circumstances of the Search are among the most cgregious
examplesofinappropriate behavior by govemment officials tha I have witnessed in my professional
experience.
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As you are aware, just twoof the many examplesofthe evidence supporting the Complaint
filed by my Client include:

«Evidence of tampering with govemment records by certain individuals involved in the
searches that took place in August 2019.

* Swom testimony of an unaffiliated witness present during the Search that contradict
government records filed with the Court
‘The chaos within the OAG and public pressure created by the media spectacle resulted in

media reports late Friday indicating the “investigation is now closed.” We were never contacted by
the OAG regarding this apparently pressured decision, andassuch question whether this was in fact
an accurate and a legitimate communication from your office.

We then found a press release hastily issued at 4:30 p.m. on Friday, October 9, 2020 (“Oct 9
Press Release”) by an OAGstaff member who to our knowledge is not awareofthe satus of the
Complaint Review, in which it was stated that the OAG closed its investigation into my client's
Complaint. The Oc. 9 Press Release indicates that the investigation was closed on the basisof a
specific statutory provision.

However, the statute referenced in the Oct. 9 Press Release does not apply where the OAG is
conducting 2 complaint review. 1t applies only when the OAG is “assisting” the Travis County DA
with an actual prosecution once an investigation has been completed by outside counsel anda report
has been submitted resulting in a decision actually to prosecute.
TL OAG- Charitable Trusts Division

Given the wide rangeofmisinformation in the media disseminated evidently by your staf, |am also compelled to address false media reporting regarding the OAG Charitable Trusts Division'sintervention in aseparate matterinvolvingthe Roy F and Joann Cole Mitte Foundation, which is inthe midstoflitigation with oneofmy client's companies.
According to the OAG website, the "OAG represents the public interest in charity and acts toprotect that interest” and this includes, “Investigating and initiating legal action againstcharitable organizations and their managerial officialsto ensure that charitable donations arelawiully solicited and that assets held by the charitable organization are properly managed,invested, and expended,” as well as “Reviewing legal proceedings involving charitable trustspursuant to Chapter 123ofthe Texas Property Code which requires notice to the AG ofsuchproceedings, recognizes the AG's standing to intervene, and prescribes strict consequencesfor failure to comply.”
As you know, the Mitte Foundation failed to timely provide notice to the OAG, as requiredby statute. Accordingly, my client notified the OAG, following the statutorily prescribedrequirements.
Specifically, my client brought 10 the OAG's attention the fact that the Mitte Foundation hadspent overa million dollarsofcharitable donations for payments to its attomey and others in pursuitofa litigation strategyforwhich there was a path to resolution without the misuseofcharitable funds,
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evenaftrthe court determined, based on uncontroverted expert testimony, that its interest was worth
approximately $3.8 million. My client reported legitimate public concerns about the management
‘and stewardshipofthe charitable trust funds.

My client brought these issues to the attention of Joshua Godbey in the Charitable Trusts
Division, as well as to JeffMateer, Ryan Banger, and Darren McCarty, all ofwhom said they would
Took intothecompensation arrangements withMitt’s counsel, as well asthe governance and decision
making relating to the foundation's unusual expenditureof charitable funds. To our knowledge the
OAG never obtained this or any other critical information from the Mitte Foundation, despite our
continued requests.

In the course of the litigation, Jeff Mateer instructed that all questions regarding the Mitte
matter be directed through counsel to Darren McCarty. On September 27, 2020, Isent the attached
email to Jeff Mateer and Darren McCarty, indicating further concernoveran undisclosed conflict;
namely, the fact thatthe wife of Gregory Milligan, Layla Milligan, was hired as an OAG employes
during the Mitte litigation. Gregory Milligan stands to gain approximately $5,000,000.00. almost 50
times the market rat, from the Mitt litigation, and I requested information regarding the steps the
Charitable Trusts Division took to ensure this conflict did not impact the OAG’s involvement in the
matter. 1 never received a response, and instead, Joshua Godbey then nonsuited the OAG's
intervention in the Mitte matter entirely on September 30. Promptly thereafler, on October 2, Jeff
Mateer resigned. Then ensued the public media spectacle between Jeff Mateer, Ryan Bangert, Darren
McCarty, Mark Penley and other aides in the OAG.

Also troubling is an undisclosed June 16, 2020 phone call,thatwe leamed about only weeks
ago. The call was arranged by Gregory Milligan, the purported "neutral" receiver in the Mitte matter
and Ray Chester, counsel for the Mitte Foundation. The attendees included the subjects of the
‘Complaint from the FBI and DOJ, Gregory Milligan, and Ray Chester, and Ryan Bangert and Joshua
‘Godbeyofthe OAG.

We were informed that Joshua Godbey told OAG management that he was "threatened by the
FBI" on the call, which is presumably why he chose not to act on the Mitte Foundation matter. Ryan
Bangert and Joshua Godbey stated that the FBI and DOJ officials were probing OAG employees
about their decision to intervene, and discouraged them from giving proper reviewto the issues my
client raised. This inappropriate call took place after the OAG had accepted the Complaint referral
and it strongly suggests improper interference.

‘The contention that the OAG intervention somehow benefitted my client is preposterous. The.
OAG intervention was non-productive and only served to create confusion, frustrate any resolution,
and add to false media reporting about these events.
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IV. Response Needed
Asaresult ofemployeesofyouroffice providing false informationto the media and the public

regarding the events set forth herein, we are now forced to bring these issues into the public light.
‘The actions of employees of the OAG have severely harmed and disadvantaged a Texas

citizen and his familyoftheir constitutional rights and their right to privacy.
tis importantforthe OAG to address all of the matters set forth in this notice, and tosetthe.

record straight.

Regards,

Michael Wynne
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From: Michael Wynne 
Sent: Sunday, September 27, 2020 10:02 PM 
To: · Jeff.Mateer@oag.texas.gov' <Jeff.Mateer@oag.texas.gov> 
Cc: Darren.McCarty@oag.texas.gov 
Subject Undisclosed Conflicts of lnteres 

Dear Mr. Mateer 

i understand that you previously indicated to counsel that all communications regarding that certain litigation 
involving the Mitte Foundation (''Mitte Litigation") be directed to your attention. 

In your email correspondence on July 24, 2020, you acknowledged that the Office of the Attorney Gener<1l hris 
interv0ned 1n the Mitte Litigation pursuant to your statutory charge to the protect the public interest in 
charity. You also acknowledged that you received and appreciated the information provided to you to aid in 
your efforts to represent the public interest in charity. Voll also noted that not providing status updates on 
your efforts in respect of such matters is necessary to preserve the perception of impartiality. 

Understanding the foregoing, ! remain concerned that there has been little to no action by your or your office 
in any of the matters in which you have intervened, despite your knowledge of the immense waste of 
charitable funds by the Mitte Foundation that has been ongoing for over two and a half years 

fv1y concern was heightened when I learned that in May 2020, during the course of the proceedings, Layla 
Milligan, the wife of Gregory S. Milligan, the receiver in the Mitte Litigation was hired by the. Office of the 
Attorney General Bankruptcy and Collections Division. While it was al'eady concerning that: in more than 0'1e 
hearing in this matter Joshua Godbey of your office continually referenced prior engagements with Gregory s.
Milligan that were not otherwise disclosed, it is also entirely concerning that this ootential conflict with Layla 
Milligan was not disclosed. 

F1.:rther complicating matters is the involvement of Rachel Obaldo in the Mitte Litigation. As you know Rachel 
Obaldo also works in the Bankruptcy and Collections Division. Around the same time that Layla Milligan was 
hired, Rachel Obaldo began appearing in the Mitte Litigation as counsel for the O,�G, despite that the 
proceedings having no crossover with the Bankruptcy and Collections Division. 

As you are aware and as others in your office have acknowledged, C3regory s. Milligan stands to receive a 
significant, and nearly SO times above market, fee ("'$5,000,000) for his services as receiver in the Mitte 
Litigation. Given your previously expressed desire to maintain the perception of impartiality, it is gravely 
concerning to me that the aforementioned potential conflicts were not disclosed at any time in the 
proceedings or to the parties. The receiver fee agreement is a grotesque waste of charitable funds and clear 
self-deaiing that has been ignored. Now that we have learned that his wife is an employee in your office, and 
was hired while this litigation has been ongoing, further exacerbates the inaction. 

I am bringing this to your attention immediately for an explanation prior to us filing anything in regards to this 
serious issue. 

Best, 

Michael.J. Wynne 

GREGOR I WYNNE I ARNEY, PLLC 



TwoHoustonCenter
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Houston,Texas 77010
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KEN PAXTON
FTGRNRY GENERAL OF ThGAS

August 1, 2020

Honorable Bryan Hughes
Texas Senate
P.O. Box 12068
Capitol Station
Austin, TX 78711

Dear Senator Hughes,

You ask whether local governmental bodies have authority to limit in-person
attendance at a judicial or non-judicial foreclosure sale to 10 persons or fewer. Your
question concerns local emergency orders restricting or delaying such sales during
the current COVID-19 pandemic. We conclude that a foreclosure sale of residential
or commercial real property that is conducted outdoors is subject to the limitation on
outdoor gatherings in excess of 10 persons imposed by Executive Order GA-28.
Accordingly, an outdoor foreclosure sale may not proceed with more than 10 persons
in attendance unless approved by the mayor in whose jurisdiction the sale occurs, or
if in an unincorporated area, the county judge. However, to the extent a sale is so
limited, and willing bidders who wish to attend are not allowed to do so as a result,
the sale should not proceed as it may not constitute a “public sale” as required by the
Texas Property Code.

When a mortgage loan is in default, a mortgagee may elect to institute either a
judicial foreclosure or, when permitted by the deed of trust, a non-judicial
foreclosure. A judicial foreclosure begins with a lawsuit to establish the debt and fix
the lien.? The judgment in a foreclosure lawsuit generally provides that an order of
sale issue to any sheriffor constable directing them to seize the property and sell it
under execution in satisfaction of the judgment? After the sale is completed, the
sheriff or other officer must provide to the new buyer possession of the property
within 30 days.¢

*Bonilla v. Roberson, 918 SW.24 17,21 (Tex. App—Corpus Christ 1996,nowri).
Id a2,
TEX. Civ.P. 309;butsee dl. (excepting judgments against executors, administrators,andguardiansfrom orders of sal). The procedures for the saleunder judicial foreclosure gensrally follow the same
procedures as sales under non-judicial foreclosures. Compare id. 646a-648 with TEX. PROP. CODE§51002.
“Tex. R. Civ. P.310,



A non-judicial foreclosure, in turn, must be expressly authorized in a deed of trust.3
The Property Code prescribes the minimum requirements for a non-judicial sale of
real propertyunderapowerof sale conferred by a deedoftrust or other contract lien.s
The Code requires that a sale under a non-judicial foreclosure be “a public sale at
auction held between 10 a.m. and 4 p.m. of the first Tuesday ofamonth,” unless that
day is January 1 or July 4, in which cases the sale must be held on the first
Wednesday of the month.” The deed of trust or other loan document can establish
additional requirements, and if such requirements ave established, those
requirements must likewise be satisfied in order for there to be a valid foreclosure
sales

We understand that many foreclosure sales in Texas, both judicial and non-judicial,
are held outdoors. Frequently, such sales occur on the stepsof a courthouse.

With this background in mind, we address your question concerning attendance
limitations. Governor Abbott ordered in Executive Order GA-28 that “every business
in Texas shall operate at no more than 50 percentofthe total listed occupancyofthe
establishment."s This general limitation, however, is subject to several exceptions.
One such exception is found in paragraph five of the order, which limits outdoor
gatherings to 10 persons or fewer without approval by the mayor or, in the case of
unincorporated territory, the county judge in whose jurisdiction the gathering
occurs.9Accordingly, to the extent a foreclosure sale occurs outdoors, attendance at
the sale is limited to 10 persons or fewer unless greater attendance is approved by
the relevant mayor or county judge.

‘While certain services are exempt from the outdoor gathering limitation in Executive
Order GA-28, we do not conclude that foreclosure sales are included within them.
Executive Order GA-28 exempts from its limitations on outdoor gatherings services
described in paragraphs 1, 2, and 4 of the order. Relevant here, paragraph 1 exempts
from capacity limitations, inter alia, “any services listed by the U.S. Department of
Homeland Security's Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Workforce, Version 3.1 or any
subsequent version."!! (CISA Guidance). Among the services listed in version 3.1 of

+SeeTex. PROP. CODE§ 51.002
© Seeid. § 51.002.
+ 1d. §§ 510026), (1);see also id. § 51.0020 (requiring a sale to be held on or after the 90th day
after the date the commissioners court recordsa designationofasale at an area other than an aroa at
the county courthouse).
©SeeBonilla, 918.5 W.2dat 21.
*Gov. Greg Abbott Exec. Order GA-25.
191d. at 3 (as amendedbyGov. Grog Abbott Proc.of July 2, 2020).
Id at2.
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the CISA Guidance are “[rJesidential and commercial real estate services, including
settlement services."!?

A court's main objective in construing the law is to give effect to the intent of its
provisions. And there is no better indication of that intent than the words that are
chosen.14 One dictionary defines a “service” as “[w]ork that is done for others as an
occupation or business."!s A periodic foreclosure auction conducted at a courthouse—
whether by an officer of the court, an attorney, an auction professional, or another
person serving as trusteel®—does not constitute the type of dedicated real estate
service work contemplated by the CISA Guidance. Accordingly, we conclude that
outdoor foreclosure sales are not exempted from the 10-person attendance limitation
imposed by paragraph 5of Executive Order GA-28.

If a foreclosure sale is subject to, and not exempted from, the 10-person attendance
limit imposed in Executive Order GA-28, it should not proceed if one or more willing
bidders are unable to participate because of the attendance limit. “[A] sale of real
‘property under a power of sale conferred by a deed of trust or other contract lien must
be a public sale at auction held between 10 a.m. and 4 p.m. of the first Tuesday of a
month." The purpose of the public sale requirement is to “secure the attendance of
purchasers and obtain a fair price for the property.” Strict compliance with the
Property Code is required for a trustee to properly make a foreclosure sale.’ If an
attendance limit precludes the conduct of a public sale for the purpose of securing.
sufficient bidders to obtain a fair price, the proprietyof a foreclosure auction may be
called into question. Accordingly, to the extent attendance at a foreclosure sale is
limited to ten or fewer persons, and that limit precludes the attendance of one or more
willing bidders who otherwise would have appeared in person, the sale should not go
forward as it likely would not comport with the Property Code requirement that the
sale be a “public sale.”

2 See Guidance on the Essential Critical Infrastructure Workforce: Ensuring Community and
National Resilience in COVID-19 Response, at 16, available athttps://wwwiss.govisites/default/iles/
publications/Version3.1CISA_Guidance_on_Essential_Critical Infrastructure_Workers pdf.12 See Summers, 262 SW.3d at 437.
1 See id. ("Where text is clear, textisdeterminative ofthat intent.)
15 Am. Heritage Dictionary (5th ed. 2020), available at https:/swvew.ahdictionary.comivword/search html2q=service; see also Greater Houston Phip v. Paxton, 468 S.W.34 51, 58 (Tex. 2015)
(applying an undefined term's ordinary meaning, unless the context of the law in which the term
appears suggests a differentor more precise definition).16 The Texas Property Code does not set forth specific professional requirements for a foreclosure
trustee, providing only that “[o]ne or more persons may be authorized to exercise the power of sale
under a security instrument” TEX. PROP. CODE § 51.007(a).
17 Tex. Prop. CODE § 51.002(a) (emphasis added).
1 Reisenberg v. Hankins, 268 S.W. 904, 910 (Tex. Civ. App.—Amarillo 1924, writ dismissed w.0,).1 Myrad Props. v. LaSalle Bank Nat1 Asso. 252 S.W.3d 605, 615 (Tex. App.-Austin 2008), rev'd on

other grounds, 300 S.W.3 746 (Tex. 2009).
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We trust this letter provides you with the advice you were seeking. Please note this
letter is not a formal Attorney General opinion under section 402.042 of the Texas
Government Code; rather, it is intended only to convey informal legal guidance.

Sincerely,

Ryan Bangert
Deputy First Assistant Attorney General
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INRE: §  INTHEDISTRICTCOURT OF

GRAND JURY INVESTIGATION ~~ § TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS

§  460™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT

MOTIONTOQUASHSUBPOENASDUCESTECUM
TO THE HONORABLEJUDGE OF SAID COURT:

COMES NOW the StateofTexas, by and through her Attorney General, and moves the

Courttoquashanyandallsubpoenasdeuces tecumissuedtooratthe requestof Brandon

Cammack, ofthe Cammack Law Firm in Houston, ostensibly acting as a “Special Prosecutor” for

the Office of the Attomey General, and for cause would show the Court the following:

L

In the Grand Jury Subpoenas Mr. Cammack issued,he represented that he wasactingon

‘behalfofthe OfficeoftheAttomey General as a Special Prosecutor. He isnot properly authorized
0 act as a Special Prosecutoron behalfof the Office ofthe Attorney General, and has been notified

ofthat fact on September30 andOctober1, 2020.

A

‘Texas Code of Criminal Procedure Asticle 20.03 sets out who may appearbefore a grand
jury (and by extension, issue grand jury subpoenas). Only an attorney representing the State may
doso. Article 20.03 sets forth that only “the Attorney General, district attomey, criminal district
attorney,orcounty attorney may be the attorney representing the State.” Mr. Cammack is none
ofthose. Thus, he has no authority to appear before the grand jury or issue grand jury subpoenas.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, the StateofTexas prays that the Court grant
this motion andquash all grand jury subpoenas issued by Mr. Cammack.



Respectfully submitted,

SL. Mark Penley.
1 Mark Penley
Deputy Attorney General for Criminal Justice
P.O. Box 12548
Austin, Texas 78711
Phone: (512) 936-1595
Fax: (512) 936-0545
State Bar No. 15750700
‘mark.penley@oag.lexas.gov

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

‘This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing State’s Motion to Quash

‘Subpoenas Duces Tecum was emailed to Brandon Cammack at Brandon@cammacklawfirm.com

on thistheJatdayofOctober, 2020.
md

SLL Mark Penley,
J. Mark Penley
Deputy Attorney General



INRE: §  INTHEDISTRICTCOURT OF

GRAND JURY INVESTIGATION § TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS

§ 460TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

. ORDER

Onthisthe____dayofOctober,2020cametobeheardtheState's MotiontoQuash

‘Subpoenas Duces Tecum and the same is hereby GRANTED/DENIED.

SIGNEDthis _ dayof 2020.

JUDCEPRESDING
460™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
TRAVISCOUNTY,TEXAS
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2019 ATTORNEY GENERAL AUTHORITY1 
 

I. TEX. CONST.  Art. IV, § 22  
“The Attorney General shall represent the State in all suits and pleas 
in the Supreme Court of the State in which the State may be a party, 
and shall especially inquire into the charter rights of all private 
corporations, and from time to time, in the name of the State, take such 
action in the courts as may be proper and necessary to prevent any 
private corporation from exercising any power or demanding or 
collecting any species of taxes, tolls, freight or wharfage not authorized 
by law.  He shall, whenever sufficient cause exists, seek a judicial 
forfeiture of such charters, unless otherwise expressly directed by law, 
and give legal advice in writing to the Governor and other executive 
officers, when requested by them, and perform such other duties as may 
be required by law.” 

OSG, 
GCD 

 
 

II. Tex. Agric. Code Ann.  
§13.007 May sue to enjoin violations of the laws and regulations for 

Weights and Measures 
Consumer 
Protection 

§14.086 May sue to collect the civil penalty for violation of 
regulations for Public Grain Warehouse 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

§18.009 May sue to collect civil penalty or enjoin violations of 
Standards and Regulations on Organic Designation 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

§18.054 
 

May sue to collect civil penalty or enjoin violations of 
Agricultural Product Standards 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

§19.013   May sue to collect civil penalty or enjoin violations of 
Citrus Budwood and Citrus Nursery Stock Program 
Regulations and Standards 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

§41.1011 May sue to enforce Agricultural Department orders, and 
collect penalties for violations 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

§46.013 May sue to collect civil penalty for violating the terms of 
use of the “Go Texan” Partner Program logos and for 
violation of rules adopted by the Agricultural Department 
for “Go Texan” Program 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

§58.041 May approve and review bonds issued by the Texas 
Agricultural Finance Authority 

PFD 

 
1 Updated February 2020 



 

2 

§59.014 May approve and review bonds issued by the Texas 
Agricultural Finance   Authority for the Farm and Ranch 
Finance Program 

PFD 

§61.017 May institute proceedings against a person for violating 
provisions dealing with the inspection, labeling, and sale 
of agricultural and vegetable seed 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

§74.008 May investigate violations of Cotton Pest Control laws and 
regulations and institute a cause of action 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

§76.154 May investigate violations of Pesticide and Herbicide laws 
and regulations and institute a cause of action 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

§102.169 May investigate violations of Transportation of Citrus 
Fruit laws and regulations and institute a cause of action 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

§131.104 May investigate violations of Bees and Honey laws and 
regulations and institute a cause of action 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

§132.0715 May investigate violations of Nonlivestock Industry Eggs 
laws and regulations and institute a cause of action 

Gen Lit, 
ALD, 
EPD 

  
 

III. Tex. Alco. Bev. Code Ann.  
§5.15 May appoint as many as six assistant attorneys 

general to enforce the Alcoholic Beverage Code 
ALD 

§101.70 May sue to enjoin a common nuisance Gen Lit, ALD 
§103.14 May sue for forfeiture of property seized GCD, Gen Lit 
§204.02 May approve bonds for licensing of alcoholic 

beverages 
PFD 

§206.02 May file as an exhibit in a suit for taxes due under the 
alcoholic beverages code 

Tax 

   
 

IV. Tex. Bus. & Com. Code Ann.  
§ 15.02 preserves OAG constitutional and statutory 

authority to bring actions under state and federal law 
OSG, Antitrust  

§15.03  
 

May apply for an order granting a person immunity 
from prosecution and compliance with a demand or 
request 

Antitrust 

§15.10 May issue civil investigatory demands in 
monopoly/anti-trust cases, orders 

Antitrust 
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§15.20   May sue to collect penalty or to enjoin businesses in 
violation of anti-trust regulations 

Antitrust 

§15.40 May sue to recover state damages provided in Fed. 
Antitrust laws (and join with others in such a suit) 

Antitrust 

§ 17.47 authorizing Consumer Protection Division to bring 
action in the name of the state to restrain deceptive 
methods, acts, or practices made illegal under the 
DTPA and obtain penalties 

Consumer 
Protection 

§ 17.501 authority to intervene in DTPA class action brought 
by a consumer 

Consumer 
Protection 

§ 17.61 may execute in writing a civil investigative demand 
on person in possession of documents relevant to the 
subject matter of an ongoing investigation 

Consumer 
Protection 

§ 17.62 may seek penalties for failure to comply with civil 
investigative demand 

Consumer 
Protection 

§ 17.93 may bring action to enjoin illegal advertisement 
related to “going out of business” sale 

Consumer 
Protection 

§ 17.903 may bring suit to enjoin unauthorized advertisement, 
promotion or conduction of certain live musical 
performances 

Consumer 
Protection 

§ 17.904 may bring suit to recover civil penalty for violating 
laws related to advertisement, promotion or 
conduction of certain live musical performances 

Consumer 
Protection 

§ 17.926 may bring action to recover civil penalty for violating 
regulations related to collection or solicitation by for-
profit entitles of certain public donations 

Consumer 
Protection 

§17.953 May bring an injunctive action against a person who 
has communicated a bad faith claim with that the end 
user has infringed a patent 

Consumer 
Protection 

§20.11 May sue to enjoin or for penalties against consumer 
credit reporting agencies for violations of regulations 
of their business (Ch. 20) 

Consumer 
Protection 

§21A.003 May bring suit for injunctive relief and civil penalties 
for violations laws and regulations for Residential 
Real Estate Deeds 

Consumer 
Protection, 
Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit  

§51.303 May review copy of a company’s disclosure that they 
are offering their business for sale and may sue to 
enjoin the seller from transacting its business until 
the disclosure statement is corrected 

Fin Lit 

§52.156 May sue for invention development services 
violations - injunction and penalty 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 
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§52.156 May sue for disposal of business records containing 
personal identifying information 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit, 
Consumer 

§73.006 May sue for failure to register as a dental support 
organization 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit, 
Consumer 

§91.103 May sue for a rental car company not complying 
damage waiver requirements 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit, 
Transportation 

§101.005 May sue for violations of the regulations and laws 
governing International Matchmaking 
Organizations 

Gen Lit,  
Fin Lit 

§102.004 May seek injunction against a registered sex offender 
who owns or operates a sexually oriented business 

Criminal 
Investigations, 
Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§107.005 May bring an action to recover civil damages from a 
pay-to-park or valet parking service 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§106.007 May seek injunction or file suit to recover civil 
penalty for violations of the Internet Dating Safety 
Act 

Gen Lit, 
Consumer 
Protection 

§109.006 May sue for injunctive relief or a civil penalty for the 
improper publication of criminal record information 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§204.004 May inspect records, investigate violations, and sue 
for civil penalties against those who violate the 
regulations and laws concerning the sale of plastic 
bulk merchandise containers 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§301.101 May investigate complaints dealing with violations of 
the rules and laws concerning Telephone 
Solicitations 

Consumer 
Protection 

§301.102 May petition a district court for a temporary 
restraining order to stop violation of the regulations 
on Telephone Solicitations 

Consumer 
Protection 

§302.301 May enjoin a person from violating the telephone 
solicitation statute 

Consumer 
Protection 

§303.058 May request the records from a law enforcement-
related charitable organization 

Fin Lit, Gen 
Lit, ALD, 
Consumer 

§303.153   May sue to revoke registration, enjoin from 
continuing violation, transacting business in Texas, 
and civil penalty for a person who violates the 
regulations on telephone solicitation for law 
enforcement-related charitable organizations 

Consumer 
Protection, Fin 
Lit, Gen Lit, 
ALD 
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§304.252 May investigate violations of the Regulations on 
Telemarketing 

Consumer 
Protection 

§321.102 May sue to recover civil penalty or injunctive relief 
against the misuse of E-mail 

Consumer 
Protection 

§321.107 May sue to recover civil penalty for a violation of the 
regulations concerning E-mail 

Consumer 
Protection 

§321.108 May intervene in an action for damages caused by a 
violation of the regulations concerning E-mail 

Consumer 
Protection 

§323.003 May sue for a civil penalty against a provider of an 
interactive computer service for a fee that does not 
also provide a free software that allows the user to 
automatically block or screen material on the 
internet 

Consumer 
Protection 

§324.102   May sue to recover the civil penalty of injunctive 
relief against a violator of the anti-Spyware statute 

Consumer 
Protection 

§325.006   May sue to recover a civil penalty and injunction for 
violated the Anti-Phishing Act 

Consumer 
Protection 

§501.201   May sue to recover a civil penalty of injunction for 
disclosing or improperly using a consumer’s driver’s 
license or social security number 

Consumer 
Protection  

§501.053 May file suit to obtain a civil penalty against a person 
who requires the disclosure of an individual’s social 
security number to obtain goods or services 

Consumer 
Protection 

§502.002 May sue to enjoin or for a civil penalty an entity that 
prints credit and debit card numbers on its receipts 

Consumer 
Protection 

§502.003 May sue to recover a civil penalty for use of a check 
form stolen when a check form provider delivers the 
check and it is stolen 

Consumer 
Protection 

§503.001   May sue to recover a civil penalty for unlawful use of 
a person’s biometric identifiers 

Consumer 
Protection 

§504.002    May bring an action against a person who illegally 
possesses crime victim or motor vehicle accident 
information 

Consumer 
Protection 

§506.006    May bring an action against a person who attempts 
to reidentify deidentified information 

Consumer 
Protection 

§521.053 Shall require businesses to notify the AG if a data 
breach of system security affects 250 residents or 
more of the state (effective January 1, 2020) 

Consumer 
Protection  

§521.151 May sue to recover the civil penalty for a violation of 
the identity theft statute 

Consumer 
Protection 

§604A.003 May bring an action to enforce a civil penalty against 
a person who knowingly imposes a surcharge on a 

Consumer 
Protection 
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buyer who uses a debit or stored value care instead of 
cash, check, credit card, or similar means of payment. 

§621.205 May request documentation concerning the major 
prize winners and the prizes won by each winner in a 
contest 

Consumer 
Protection 

§622.201 May bring an action for violation of laws concerning 
sweepstakes 

Consumer 
Protection 

§2004.005 May seek a declaratory judgment from a federal 
district court that the laws regulating the Intrastate 
manufacture of incandescent light bulbs is 
constitutional 

OSG 

  
  
 

V.  Tex. Bus. Org. Code Ann.  
§9.051 May sue to enjoin a foreign filing entity from 

transacting business in this state 
Fin Lit 

§11.303 May seek termination of an entity’s existence Fin Lit 
§12.151 May inspect books/records (expansive) of a business 

as he considers necessary 
Fin Lit 

§12.153 May investigate organization, conduct, and 
management to determine if entities have been in 
violation of laws or its own governing document 

Fin Lit 

§12.155 May shut down a business for failure to abide by 
previous two provisions 

Fin Lit 

§21.802 May enjoin a violation of late filings Fin Lit 
§251.452 May enjoin a misuse of the name “Cooperative” Fin Lit 
§252.010 May inspect non-profit books and records Fin Lit 

 
 
 

VI.  Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code Ann.  
§12.003 May initiate a suit for a fraudulent lien filed against 

real or personal property 
Gen Lit, ALD, 
Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§66.002 May initiate a suit in a district court ALD, LED, 
GEN LIT 

§101.103 Shall defend all government units Tort 
§104.004   Shall defend public servants and may settle these 

cases 
General Lit, 
LED 

§125.002   May bring suit to enjoin or abate a common nuisance Criminal 
Investigations, 
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Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§125.045   May sue on violations of bonds posted for nuisance 
actions 

Criminal 
Investigations, 
Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§125.070   May sue for money damages on behalf of the state or 
a governmental entity 

Criminal 
Investigations, 
Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§140.003   May bring suit for Civil Racketeering related to 
Human Trafficking 

Special 
Prosecutions 

 
  
 

VII. Tex. Crim. Proc. Code Ann.  
§2.021
  

May assist the county or district attorney in a  
prosecution of a crime where the victim is younger  
than 17 years old 
 

Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§2.1385 May sue to collect a civil penalty against a state 
agency which fails to submit the incident-based data 
in law enforcement vehicular stops 

Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§2.139-
.13951 

Must create a form for use in officer-involved 
shootings and post an online report within 5 days of 
a completed form from a law enforcement agency.  
Must submit an annual report summarizing prior  
year’s incidents. 

Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§18A.503 May bring suit against a person who transmits 
electronic communication without permission 

Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§49.18
  

Shall review the correctional facility report to 
determine privileged information on inquest of 
prisoner’s death 

Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§56.065 May reimburse local agency for medical examination 
for sexual assault victims 

Crime Victim 
Services, 
Budget 

§56.35 May determine the type of state assistance to give a 
victim 

Crime Victim 
Services 

§56.38 May investigate/subpoena witnesses to perform 
above 

Crime Victim 
Services 

§56.40-43 Shall determine the compensation and attorney’s 
fees for crime victims 

Crime Victim 
Servies 
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§57.02
  

Shall develop forms for confidentiality of records of 
sexual offenses victims 

Crime Victim 
Services 

§57A.02 Shall develop forms for confidentiality of records of 
stalking victims 

Crime Victim 
Services 

§57B.02 Shall develop forms for confidentiality of records of 
family violence victims 

Crime Victim 
Services 

§57D.02 Shall develop forms for confidentiality of records of 
human trafficking victims 

Crime Victim 
Services 

§59.06-62 Shall compile an annual report of the total amount of 
funds forfeited or credited by April 30 and bring suit 
against a law enforcement agency if the state auditor 
determined the agency knowingly violated the rules 
governing forfeiture of assets 

GCD, ALD, 
LED 

§63.010
  

Shall require law enforcement to comply with the 
missing children investigations and reporting 
requirements 
 

Law 
Enforcement 

  
 

 
VIII. Tex. Educ. Code Ann.  

§12.122 May sue open-enrollment charter school for breach of 
fiduciary duty by member of the governing body 

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD 

§34.009 May approve contracts for transportation Fin Lit, 
Transportation 

§45.0011 May approve school district bonds and credit 
agreements 

Public Finance 

§1001.501 May join in a class action suit against drivers’ 
education 

ALD 

 
 

IX. Tex. Elec. Code Ann.  
§123.065 May seek a writ of mandamus against an authority 

that fails to file an annual voting system report 
GCD, 
Elections, OSG 

§273.001 May investigate to determine if crime occurred 
relating to an election, and prosecute it 

Criminal 
Investigation, 
Elections, OSG 

§273.003 May impound election records, ballots, rosters etc... Elections, OSG 
§273.021 May prosecute a criminal offense prescribed by 

election laws and appear before the grand jury 
Elections, OSG 

§273.022 May direct the county or district attorney in which a 
violation of the election laws has occurred to 

Elections, OSG 
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prosecute or to assist the attorney general in 
prosecuting the offense 

§273.023 May direct DPS to serve a subpoena for a violation of 
the election code 

Elections, OSG 

 
 

X. Tex. Fam. Code Ann.  
§§33.012, 
33.014 

Enforcement of judicial bypass law for notice and 
consent to abortion, including civil penalty 
assessment 

Special Lit, 
OSG 

§151.002 May being suit against an abortion provider who 
fails to provide the appropriate medical treatment to 
a child born alive after an abortion 

ALD, ORD, 
OSG, Gen Lit, 
GCD 

§159.103 Designates the OAG as the support enforcement 
agency 

CSD 

§159.308 May order support enforcement agency to provide 
services, or provide the services itself 

CSD 

§231.001 Designates the OAG as the Title IV-D agency CSD 
§234.105 May sue employer who fails to report employee info 

for collection 
CSD 

§264.109 May contract with a statewide organization with 
expertise in the establishment and operation of 
children’s advocacy center programs 

CSD 

§264.609 May adopt rules necessary to implement the court-
appointed volunteer advocate program 

CSD 

§264.610 May not disclose information that would identify a 
person working at or receiving service from a 
volunteer advocate program 

CSD 

§264.612 May solicit and receive grants or money from either 
private or public sources to implement the court-
appointed volunteer advocate program 

Grants, GCD 

   
 

XI.  Tex. Fin. Code Ann.  
§12.106 Shall defend an action brought against an officer or 

employee of the banking department or finance 
commission 

Fin Lit 

§14.055 Shall defend an action brought against an officer or 
employee of the consumer credit commissioner 

Fin Lit 

§14.258 May sue to collect a penalty for violation of Title 4 of 
the finance code (interest, loans, financed 
transactions, pawnshops), and Chapter 394 (debtor 
assistance) 

Fin Lit 
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§15.211 Shall defend an action brought against an officer or 
employee of the credit union department or 
commission 

Fin Lit 

§62.560 May sue for equitable relief on behalf of the 
commissioner for violations of orders or laws issued 
regulating the change of control of a Financial 
Association 

Fin Lit 

§89.051 Shall defend an action brought against an officer or 
employee of the mortgage and loan savings 
department 

Fin Lit 

§89.102 May sue a S&L that violates S&L provisions (Ch. 89) Fin Lit 
§92.560 May apply for equitable relief for violations of orders 

or laws issued regulating the change of control of a 
Savings Bank 

Fin Lit 

§119.201 May sue a savings bank that violates savings 
regulations (Ch. 119) 

Fin Lit 

§154.410 May institute quo warranto proceeding against 
prepaid funeral service violations (30 days after 
notice, if problem isn’t corrected) 

Fin Lit 

§156.302 May sue to collect admin. penalty for violation of 
mortgage broker rules 

Fin Lit 

§156.402 May sue to enjoin a violation of the laws regulating 
Residential Mortgage Loan Companies 

Fin Lit 

§157.023 May sue to collect an Administrative Penalty levied 
against a Mortgage Banker and Residential 
Mortgage Loan Originators 

Fin Lit, ALD, 
Consumer 
Protection 

§157.027 May bring an action to enjoin an violation of the laws 
regulating Mortgage Bankers and Residential 
Mortgage Loan Originators 

Fin Lit, ALD, 
Consumer 
Protection 

§271.003 May report a possible violation indicated by the 
reports required under the Financial Transaction 
Reporting Requirements to the appropriate law 
enforcement agency 

Fin Lit  

§278.101 May bring a suit to recover the civil penalty or to 
enjoin a violation of the regulations of currency 
transmissions 

Fin Lit 

§349.005 May petition court to recover civil penalty for 
violations of injunctions under loans and financed 
transactions regulations 

Fin Lit 

§371.302 May sue to enjoin someone violating or about to 
violate pawn shop rules 

Fin Lit 

§392.403 May sue to enjoin someone violating or about to 
violate debt collection rules 

Bankruptcy 
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§393.502 May sue to enjoin a violation of the laws regulating 
Credit Services Organizations 

Fin Lit  

§394.214 May sue to enjoin someone violating or about to 
violate debt counseling rules 

Bankruptcy 

§397.009 May sue to enjoin someone violating or about to 
violate debt cancellation agreements for leased 
vehicles 

Bankruptcy 

 
XII.  Tex. Gov’t Code Ann.  

§22A.001
  

May petition the chief justice of the Texas 
Supreme  

Court to convene a special three-judge district 
court 

in which the state is a defendant on a challenge to 
school finance or involving apportionment of 
districts 

SL, OSG 

§34.004 May review candidates for judicial office who have 
violated a Canon of the Code of Judicial Conduct 

SL, OSG 

§41.102 May offer assistance to a prosecuting attorney and 
in the prosecution of criminal offenses concerning 
the Texas Youth Commission 

Criminal 
Prosecution 

§74.141 Upon judge’s request, shall defend state district 
judges, presiding judge of administrative region, 
presiding judge of probate courts, and active, 
retired or former judges in action where judge is 
defendant because of his office 

ALD 

§76.006 Shall defend an action brought against an officer 
or employee of the department 

Law 
Enforcement 

§153.057 May sue to collect the administrative penalty 
levied for a violation of the regulations on court 
professions 

ALD 

§301.028 May provide assistance to the standing 
committees of the House and Senate 

ALD, GCD, IRD 

§305.035 May enforce the regulations requiring the 
Registration of Lobbyists 

ALD 

§306.006 May enforce the regulations prohibiting using 
legislatively produced materials for commercial 
use 

ALD 

§402.009 May employ and commission peace officers to help 
with prosecution assistance and crime prevention 

Criminal 
Prosecution 
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§402.021 Shall prosecute and defend all actions in which the 
state is interested before the supreme court and 
courts of appeals. 

OSG 

§402.0212 Shall provide legal services for state agencies and 
approve outside counsel contract for state agencies 

Fin Lit, GCD 

§402.0213 May use videoconferencing technology for court 
appearances and for any proceeding, conference, 
or training required under Chapter 56 of the Code 
of Criminal Procedure or Chapter 57 of the Family 
Code 

ITS, Legal 
Technical 
Support 

§402.023 Shall seek judicial forfeiture of a private 
corporation charter if cause exists 

Fin Lit 

§402.0231 The corporate integrity unit is created within the 
OAG with duties assigned by law; shall assist 
district attorneys and county attorneys in the 
investigation and prosecution of corporate fraud 

Criminal 
Prosecution 

§402.024 Shall defend a district attorney in federal court or 
defend a state grand juror if requested 

ALD, CI, CP, 
LED, GEN LIT 

§402.0241 Shall defend a local entity in suits relating to 
immigration detainers if requested 

ALD, CI, CP, 
LED, GEN LIT 

§402.025 Shall provide advice to the agent of the state and 
consent to the sale of a property and deliver the 
deed of trust to the purchaser 

Fin Lit, EPD 

§402.026 Shall inspect the offices of the comptroller and 
persons responsible for collection or custody of 
state funds and bring suit to recover funds; may 
bring criminal charges against a person who  has 
illegally applied or retained state funds 

Fin Lit, 
Criminal 
Prosecution 

§402.027 Shall prepare state forms for contracts, obligations 
and other instruments. 

Fin Lit 

§402.028 May provide assistance in prosecution of criminal 
cases at the request of a district attorney, county 
attorney, or criminal district attorney 

Criminal 
Prosecution 

§402.0281 Shall establish a database of Internet service 
providers in this state 

ITS 

§402.030 Shall modify policies and procedures to permit full 
participation of fathers in functions performed by 
the OAG related to children 

CSD 

§402.031 Shall prepare the landowner’s bill of rights 
statement 

EPD 

§402.034 Shall establish the human trafficking prevention 
coordinating council and issue a five-year strategic 
plan 

Special 
Prosecutions 
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§402.035 Shall establish the human trafficking prevention 
task force and issue a policy report biennially, 
prior to each session 

Special 
Prosecutions, 
Criminal 
Prosecutions, 
Criminal 
Investigations, 
GCD, ORD 

§402.0351 Shall prescribe by rule the posted signs to be 
displayed at transportation hubs on human 
trafficking 

Special 
Prosecutions 

§402.036 May administer and spend the Choose Life 
Account on specified activities 

Grants 
Administration, 
GCD, 
Accounting, 
Budget, ALD 

§402.037 Shall establish the Choose Life Advisory 
Committee 

GCD, ALD, 
Communications 

§402.038 Shall establish a transnational and organized 
crime division to provide assistance to local 
prosecutors in investigating and prosecuting 
trafficking of persons and related crimes 

Special 
Prosecutions 

§402.039 Shall create a domestic violence high risk grant 
program 

Grants, GCD 

§402.042 Shall issue a written opinion on a question 
affecting the public interest for a person allowed to 
request an opinion 

Opinion 

§402.044 Shall advise proper authorities for issuance of 
bonds 

Public Finance 

§403.019 Shall approve contracts to collect out-of-state debt Fin Lit 
§403.037 May certify to the comptroller that money awarded 

to the state in a settlement should be credited to a 
particular appropriations account if it is not clear 
under applicable law to which account the money 
should be credited 

Fin Lit 

§403.215 May inspect the tax and fee records of a person 
accused of owing taxes after an injunction is issued 
against them 

Tax 

§403.276 May investigate, prosecute, and recover theft, 
damage, or loss of state property 

Criminal 
Prosecution, 
Criminal 
Investigations 

§404.125 May review and approve note issued by the 
comptroller 

Public Finance 
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§411.180 May represent DPS is a hearing conducted after 
the revocation of a license 

LED, ALD 

§411.209 May sue to collect civil penalty in which a 
government entity posts a communication that 
prohibits the carrying of a concealed firearm that 
in which a concealed firearm is not expressly 
prohibited by law from being carried 

ALD, GCD 

§418.193 May provide legal counsel to a political subdivision 
subject to a declared state of disaster on issues 
related to disaster mitigation, preparedness, 
response, and recovery 

Executive 
Administration, 
GCD 

§419.906 May sue for an injunction against a violation of the 
rules and regulations for Fire Protection 

ALD 

§420.004 Shall administer the Sexual Assault Prevention 
and Crisis Services 

Crime Victim 
Services, 
Budget, Grants 

§§420.005-
420.014 

The regulations and powers of the Attorney 
General when administering the Sexual Assault 
Prevention and Crisis Services 

Crime Victim 
Services, 
Budget, Grants,  

§420.031 Shall develop protocols for evidence collection for 
sexual assaults 

Crime Victim 
Services 

§421.021 Shall serve on the Homeland Security Council Law 
Enforcement 

§424.002 Shall establish the Payment Fraud Fusion Center 
in the City of Tyler 

CPD, ALD, 
Criminal 
Investigations, 
Fin Lit, GCD, 
ITS 

§424.006 Shall adopt rules for the Payment Fraud Fusion 
Center (credit card skimmers) 

CPD, ALD, 
Criminal 
Investigations, 
Fin Lit, GCD, 
ITS 

§441.192 May petition to have state records in possession of 
private person seized 

Special 
Prosecutions 

§442.012 May sue for civil penalties and injunctions for 
violations of Chapter 191 of the Natural Resources 
Code 

EPD 

§466.018 May investigate a violation of the regulations and 
rules regarding the State Lottery 

Fin Lit, Gen Lit, 
ALD 

§467.105 May seek injunctive or declaratory relief to enforce 
laws or rules adopted by lottery commission 

ALD, Fin Lit 
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§499.109 May authorize a prison institution to increase the 
inmate population of the division above 100 
percent 

Law 
Enforcement, 
GEN LIT 

§531.018 Shall review the form and terms of contracts for 
health care services valued at $250 million or 
more. 

Fin Lit 

§531.103 Shall enter into an interagency contract with 
HHSC to develop and implement joint written 
procedures for processing cases of suspected fraud, 
waste, or abuse, as those terms are defined by 
state or federal law, or other violations of state or 
federal law under Medicaid 

CMF, MFCU, 
GCD 

§551.005 May provide and approve training courses and 
other materials on how to run a proper Open 
Meetings 

Opinion 

§552.011 May distribute and publish materials to maintain 
uniformity in the application of the regulations for 
making Public Information accessible 

ORD 

§552.012 May provide training and approve acceptable 
courses to ensure that government agencies are 
complying with the regulations for ensuring that 
Public Information is accessible 

ORD 

§552.1425 May sue to collect a civil penalty for the 
dissemination of certain criminal history 
information that is exempt from required Public 
Information disclosures 

ALD 

§552.321 May sue for Writ of Mandamus to compel a gov’t 
agency to make info public 

ORD, ALD 

§554.008   May sue to collect a civil penalty for a supervisor 
taking adverse action against an employee for 
reporting a violation of the law 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§557.013   May prosecute acts of sabotage Criminal 
Prosecution 

§574.004 May provide assistance to prosecuting attorneys of 
the state subdivisions 

Criminal 
Prosecution 

§653.010 May bring suit to recover losses covered by a bond 
over certain state officers and employees 

Fin Lit, Gen Lit, 
ALD 

§659.151 May sue to recover misapplied state employee 
charitable contributions 

Fin Lit, Gen Lit, 
ALD 

§742.003 May approve rules adopted to coordinate 
relationships between local governments and 
federal Agencies 

GCD, IRD 
Executive 
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§752.055   May bring writ of mandamus for equitable relief 
against a local entity or campus police department 
to compel compliance with immigrations laws 

ALD, CI, CP, 
LED, GEN LIT, 
GCD, OSG 

§808.102 May bring suit to enforce the prohibition of public 
pension investment in companies that boycott 
Israel 

Fin Lit  

§815.203 Shall represent the board of Employees 
Retirement System in all litigation 

Gen Lit, Fin Lit 

§825.203 Shall represent the board of Teachers’ Retirement 
System in all litigation 

Gen Lit, Fin Lit 

§865.014 May sue to collect unpaid accrued interest on 
required contributions to public retirement funds 

Fin Lit, Gen Lit 

§865.016 May sue to collect an administrative penalty for a 
local board’s failure to file reports required for the 
Texas Emergency Services Retirement System 

Gen Lit 

§1202.002-
3 

May define any term other than “issuance,” 
“issuer,” or “public security” in Chapter 1202 and 
approve public securities 

Public Finance 

§2001.202 May bring action to enjoin violation of agency’s 
final order or to compel compliance with that order 

ALD 

§ 2107.002 Must adopt uniform guidelines governing state 
agencies’ collection of delinquent obligations 

Bankruptcy 

§ 2107.003 May provide legal services to agencies for 
collection of delinquent obligations or may 
authorize the agency to obtain other to collect the 
obligation 

Bankruptcy 

§2107.007 entitled to collection fee arising from collection 
action 

Bankruptcy 

§2112.004 May assist in recovering a refund from audits 
performed by state agencies and institutions of 
higher education of their utility billing 

Fin Lit 

§2155.005 Shall prepare the certification statement that a 
bidder completes on compliance with antitrust 
laws 

Contract and 
Asset 
Management, 
Fin Lit, GCD, 
ITS, Internal 
Audit, 
Procurement, 
Antitrust 

§2158.122 May approve the printing and sale of extra copies 
of documents printed under a contract for printing 
services 

Fin Lit 
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§2206.155 May sue to collect a civil penalty against an entity 
that does not report their eminent domain 
authority to the comptroller for posting on a 
database 

EPD, Fin Lit, 
Gen Lit, ALD 

§2252.125 May institute an action to recover a civil penalty 
against a person or contractor who hires a person 
who illegally claims the disadvantaged or 
historically underutilized business status 

Gen Lit 

§2254.103 May enter into a contingent fee contract for legal 
services in the name of the state 

Fin Lit, GCD 

§2254.1038 Must review and approve political subdivision’s 
outside counsel contracts 

Fin Lit, GCD 

§2254.154 May require state agencies to obtain outside legal 
services through a competitive procurement 
process    

Fin Lit, GCD 

§2257.112 May sue to collect a penalty for violations of 
regulations over the pooling of collateral to secure 
deposits of Certain Public Funds 

Fin Lit 

§2272.004 May enter bring action against a governmental 
entity which enters into a taxpayer resource 
transaction with an abortion provider or affiliate 
of an abortion provider 

ALD, Fin Lit, 
Gen Lit, OSG 

§2306.0502 May sue to collect penalty for violation under 
Chapter 2306 (Housing & Community Affairs) 

Gen Lit 

§3000.003 May bring suit against a governmental entity 
which adopts residential or commercial 
construction in conflict with the national model 
code standards 

Gen Lit, ALD 

 
 

XIII. Tex. Health & Safety Code Ann.  
§12.003 Shall assign a special assistant to attend the 

department’s (DSHS) legal matters, and on the 
department’s request shall furnish necessary 
assistance to the department relating to its legal 
requirements 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit, GCD 

§13.039 May sue to collect cost of health services provided 
by department’s (DSHS) hospitals and respiratory 
facilities 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§§31.011, 
32.013 

May sue to recover cost of health services provided 
by the department of health programs, when that 
person could originally afford to contribute to 
payment 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 
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§33.038 May bring suit to recover costs for the Newborn 
Screening Program Services 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§35.008 May bring suit to recover costs for services provided 
to Children with Special Health Care Needs 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§36.010 May bring suit to recover costs for services provided 
pertaining Special Senses and Communication 
Disorders 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§41.006 May bring suit to recover costs for services provided 
pertaining to Hemophilia 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§42.010 May bring suit to recover costs for services provided 
pertaining to Kidney Health Care 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§43.011 May bring suit to recover costs for services provided 
pertaining to Oral Health Improvement 

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD 

§§81.151 Shall represent the department at its request for 
management of Persons with Communicable 
Diseases  

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD 

§81.353 May sue to collect penalty for violation of Animal-
Borne diseases control provisions 

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD, EPD 

§§108.0085   Shall furnish the department with advice and legal 
assistance that may be required to implement this 
chapter pertaining to Health Care Data Collection, 
including suing to enjoin violations 

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD 

§141.020 May at the request of the department bring a civil 
action to recover an administrative penalty under 
this chapter pertaining to Youth Camps 

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD 

§§142.013-
.0175 

Shall institute and conduct a suit at the request of 
the department and in the name of the state, 
including suit to collect the civil penalty and 
recover costs 

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD 

§144.078 May sue to enjoin violations of the Rendering 
regulations (dead animal treatment / food prep) 

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD, EPD 

§145.0121 May sue to enjoin or collect penalties for violations 
of tanning regulations 

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD, EPD 

§§146.019 May sue to enjoin or collect penalties for violations 
of tattoo/piercing regulations 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§161.0108 May sue to enjoin violations of immunization 
regulations 

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD 

§161.403 May bring an action for injunction against a 
contractor who is violating or threatens to violate 
the laws regulating asbestos 

EPD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, ALD 

§161.404 May sue to collect civil penalty for violation of 
asbestos regulations 

EPD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, ALD 
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§161.406 May sue to collect administrative penalty for 
violation of asbestos regulations 

EPD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, ALD 

§161.462 May sue to prevent violation of the regulations on 
the delivery of cigarettes 

Fin Lit, Gen 
Lit, ALD, EPD 

§161.609 May conduct reasonable audits of financial records 
to ensure that a cigarette company is paying a 
required fee 

Fin Lit 

§164.011 May sue for an injunction against violations of 
Treatment Facilities and Admission Practices 
regulations 

Fin Lit, Gen 
Lit, ALD, EPD 

§171.006 May, at the request of the commission or 
appropriate licensing agency, file an action to 
recover a civil penalty assessed under this 
subsection (Abortion Complication Reporting 
Requirements) and may recover attorney’s fees 

SL, Gen Lit, 
ALD 

§§173.003 May assist in the investigation of and prosecute an 
offense under this chapter (Donation of Human 
Fetal Tissue) 

ALD, CI, CP, 
GEN LIT, SL 

§181.201 May sue to enjoin or collect penalties for violations 
of medical records privacy 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§195.002 Shall, on the request of the state registrar, assist in 
enforcing this title (Enforcement of Vital Statistics 
Reporting) 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§223.031 Shall approve the bonds and contract if find that 
the bonds have been authorized in accordance with 
state law and any contract securing the bonds has 
been made in accordance with state law 

PFD 

§§241.054-
.059 

May sue to enjoin or collect penalties and other 
costs for  

violations of hospital licensing regulations 

ALD, Gen Lit 

§242.063 Must seek injunction to restrain violation of 
nursing home suspension order 

ALD, Gen Lit 

§§242.065 May sue to collect penalty for violation of nursing 
home regulations 

ALD, Gen Lit 

§242.073 Must work closely with Department of Aging and 
Disability Services throughout any legal proceeding 
requested by the department. 

ALD, Gen Lit 

§242.094 The department may request the attorney general 
to bring an action in the name and on behalf of the 
state for the appointment of a trustee to operate a 
home 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§242.098 Must bring action against nursing home to collect 
reimbursement of emergency assistance funds 

Fin Lit, Gen 
Lit, ALD 
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§§242.252 May represent Department of Aging and Disability 
Services in arbitration 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§242.316 May collect administrative penalty against nursing 
facility 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§242.319 Shall bring an action to recover a civil penalty 
established by this section 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§242.320 Shall provide legal assistance as necessary in 
enforcing the provisions of this subchapter 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§242.325 Must provide legal assistance as necessary to 
enforce provisions of subchapter relating to nursing 
facilities 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§243.012 Must seek injunction at request of Department of 
Health to enforce provisions of subchapter relating 
to ambulatory surgical centers 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§243.016 May sue to collect penalty for violation of 
ambulatory surgical center licensing regulations 

ALD, Gen Lit 

§244.012 Shall institute and conduct a suit authorized by this 
section at the request of the department 

ALD, Gen Lit 

§244.016 May sue to collect penalty for violation of birthing 
center licensing regulations 

ALD, Gen Lit 

§245.013 May institute and conduct a suit authorized by this 
section (Abortion Facilities Licensing) at the 
request of the department 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
SL 

§§245.020 May bring suit to recover administrative penalties, 
expenses, and costs 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
SL 

§246.092 The commissioner shall request the attorney 
general to apply for an order directing the 
appointment of a trustee rehabilitate or liquidate 
the facility (Continuing Care) 

Fin Lit, ALD, 
Gen Lit 

§246.115 The board may request that the attorney general 
bring an action to prohibit a person from engaging 
in an act or practice and to order compliance with 
this chapter 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§247.044 May institute and conduct a suite authorized by 
this section (Assisted Living Facilities) at the 
request of the department 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§§247.045
  

May institute and conduct a suit to collect a penalty 
and fees under this section (assisted living 
facilities) at the request of the department and 
shall work in close cooperation throughout any 
legal proceedings requested by the department 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§247.083 May, on the request by the department, represent 
the department in arbitration 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 
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§248.053 The department may request that the attorney 
general petition a district court to restrain a license 
holder or other person from continuing to violate 
this chapter (Special Care Facilities) or any rule 
adopted by the executive commissioner 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§248.109 May sue to collect an administrative penalty levied 
against a special care facility 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§248A.204 May institute and conduct a suit authorized by this 
section at the request of the department 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§§248A.205 May sue to collect a penalty and reasonable 
expenses for violation of Pediatric Extended Care 
Center regulations 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§251.063 May institute and conduct a suit authorized by this 
section (End Stage Renal Disease Facilities) at the 
request of the department 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§251.069 The department may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for collection of the amount of the 
penalty 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§251.071 May recover reasonable expenses and costs ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§251.092 The department may request the attorney general 
to bring an action in the name and on behalf of the 
state for the appointment of a temporary manager 
to manage an end stage renal disease facility 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§252.062 Shall, on the request by the department, bring and 
conduct on behalf of the state a suit authorized by 
this section 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§§252.064 May sue to collect penalty for violation of 
regulations regarding facilities for mentally 
retarded 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§252.070 May recover reasonable expenses and costs ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§252.093 The department may request the attorney general 
to bring an action on behalf of the state for the 
appointment of a trustee to operate a facility 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§252.096 Shall institute an action to collect money due under 
this section at the request of the department 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§§254.203 May sue to collect an administrative penalty levied 
against a Freestanding Emergency Medical Care 
Facility 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§262.049 Shall approve the bonds if find that they were 
issued in accordance with this chapter (Municipal 
Hospital Authorities) 

PFD 
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§264.049 Shall approve the bonds if find that they were 
issued in accordance with this chapter (County 
Hospital Authorities) 

PFD 

§265.047 Shall approve the bonds if find that they were 
issued in accordance with this chapter (Joint 
Municipal and County Hospitals) 

PFD 

§282.074 Shall examine and certify the bonds if determines 
that the bonds are issued in conformity with the 
constitution and law and that they are valid and 
binding obligations of the district (Hospital 
Districts in Counties of 75,000 or less) 

PFD 

§284.003 Shall approve the bonds (Hospital Districts) if find 
that they are authorized in accordance with law 

PFD 

§285.026 Shall approve the bonds if find that they were 
issued in accordance with this subchapter 

PFD 

§314.003 May investigate whether a cooperative agreement 
between hospitals meets legal standards and may 
sue to enjoin the cooperative agreement if it does 
not think it is legal 

Antitrust 

§341.012 Shall institute the proceedings or provide 
assistance in the prosecution of the proceedings 
(abatement of nuisance), including participation as 
an assistant prosecutor when appointed by the 
prosecuting attorney 

EPD 

§§341.048 Upon request of Commission for Environmental 
Quality, the attorney general shall institute a suit 
for injunctive relief, or civil penalty, or both to 
enforce drinking water violations 

EPD 

§341.092 May institute civil penalty for violation of 
sanitation requirements 

EPD 

§361.607 Shall, at the request of the executive director, bring 
an action to recover the amount owed and 
reasonable legal expenses 

EPD 

§361.959 May sue to enjoin a violation of the computer 
equipment disposal regulations 

EPD 

§361.985 May sue to enjoin activity related to the sale of 
covered television equipment 

EPD 

§362.034 Shall approve the bonds and contract (Solid Waste 
Resource Recovery Financing Act) if they have been 
authorized in accordance with state law 

PFD 

§363.134 Shall approve the bonds if find they have been 
authorized and a contract entered into in 
accordance with law 

PFD 
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§364.053 Shall approve the bonds and contract if find that 
they have been authorized and been made in 
accordance with state law 

PFD 

§§365.015, 
365.017 

May sue to enjoin violation of other waste disposal 
regulations, including sewage and radioactive 
materials 

EPD 

§366.092 May bring suit for injunction, civil penalty or both 
for violation of on-site sewage disposal Chapter 

EPD 

§369.003 Shall institute a suit to recover the civil penalty for 
violating the plastic container symbol requirements 

EPD 

§371.110 May, at the request of the commission, bring a suit 
under Subchapter D, Chapter 7, Water Code, to 
recover the penalty 

EPD 

§374.202 May, at the request of the commission, bring a civil 
action to recover amounts owed and court costs 
(Dry Cleaner Environmental Response) 

EPD 

§383.024 Shall approve the bonds and contract if they have 
been authorized in accordance with state law 

PFD 

§401.204 Shall, on request of the commission, institute 
condemnation proceedings to acquire fee simple 
interest in the mineral right 

EPD 

§401.342 Shall, at the request of the department, institute an 
action for violation of this chapter 

EPD 

§401.343 Shall file suit to recover security under this section EPD 
§401.381 May file suit to recover a civil penalty for violation 

of Radioactive Materials regulations 
EPD 

§403.0053 Shall represent the commission under this chapter 
(Texas Low-Level Radioactive Waste Disposal 
Compact) in all matters before the state courts and 
any courts of the United States 

EPD 

§431.047 May recover reasonable expenses incurred in 
obtaining injunctive relief under this section (Texas 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act) 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§431.049 The department may request the attorney general 
to bring an action in the district court in Travis 
County to recover the costs of the transfer 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§431.0495 The commissioner may request the attorney 
general to bring an action in the district court of 
Travis County to recover the costs of the recall 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§431.058 May, at the request of the department, bring a civil 
action to recover an administrative penalty 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§431.0585 Shall, at the request of the department, institute an 
action in district court to collect a civil penalty 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 
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§431.116 May investigate manufacturers to determine 
accuracy of price information provided, may use 
this information to enforce other state laws, despite 
confidentiality provisions 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§431.208 May investigate a distributor to determine the 
accuracy of prices to a retail pharmacy that the 
distributor was required to report 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§432.018 The commissioner may request the attorney 
general to institute a civil suit for violation of this 
chapter (Food, Drug, Device, and Cosmetic Salvage 
Act) and recover reasonable expenses 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§432.024 May, at the request of the commissioner, bring a 
civil action to recover an administrative penalty 
under this chapter 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§433.0245 The department may request the attorney general 
to institute a civil suit to enjoin the operation of 
certain low-volume livestock processing 
establishments until the department determines 
that the establishment has been sanitized and is 
operating safely 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§433.092 Directs district attorneys to enforce the 
requirements that Meat and Poultry 
manufacturers file require annual reports 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§433.098 May, at the request of the department, bring a civil 
action to recover an administrative penalty 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§433.099 May institute a civil suit to enjoin violation and 
recover reasonable costs 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§436.027 Shall, at the request of the department, institute an 
action to collect a civil penalty for violations 
regarding aquatic lives 

EPD 

§436.029 May bring an action to recover the costs of removal 
of the embargoed article 

EPD 

§436.030 May bring an action to recover the costs of recall of 
molluscan shellfish or crabmeat 

EPD 

§436.036 May bring a civil action to recover an 
administrative penalty 

EPD 

§437.0155 Shall institute a suit in the name of the state for 
injunctive relief (food establishments) 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§437.018 The department may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for collection of the amount of the 
penalty 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 
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§464.015 Shall institute and conduct a suit and may 
maintain an action for injunctive relief for a 
violation of this subchapter 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§464.017 May maintain an action for civil penalties for 
violation of this subchapter and conduct suit to 
recover reasonable expenses 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§464.019 May sue to enforce admin. penalties for drug 
treatment center violations 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§466.042 May request the attorney general to petition the 
district court for a temporary restraining order to 
restrain a violation of this chapter (Regulation of 
Narcotic Drug Treatment Programs) 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§466.045 May request the attorney general to institute a civil 
suit for the assessment and recovery of a civil 
penalty 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§481.128 May sue to collect penalty for improper 
administration of a controlled substance 

CPD, CMF, 
Gen Lit, ALD 

§481.309 May sue to collect an administrative penalty levied 
under the Texas Controlled Substances Act 

CPD, CMF, 
Gen Lit, ALD 

§483.076 If the board institutes a legal proceeding under this 
chapter (Dangerous Drugs), the board may be 
represented by the attorney general 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§484.003 May collect a civil penalty from a person who 
mislabels abusable synthetic substances.   

Gen Lit, ALD 

§485.019 May, if requested by the district or county attorney 
for that county, file suit for the issuance of a 
warning, the collection of a penalty, or the issuance 
of an injunction for a violation of this section 
(Aerosol Paint) 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§485.109 May sue to collect a penalty for violation of 
Abusable Volatile Chemicals’ regulation 

EPD 

§486.029 May sue to collect an administrative penalty for 
violations of the regulations on Ephedrine, 
Pseudoephedrine, and Norpseudoephedrine 

Fin Lit 

§501.036 The commissioner may request the attorney 
general to institute a civil law suit to enjoin a 
violation (hazardous substances) and may recover 
reasonable expenses 

EPD 

§501.037 The commissioner may request the attorney 
general to bring an action to recover costs of the 
recall 

EPD 

§501.109 May sue to collect penalty for improper disposal of 
hazardous substances 

EPD 
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§502.0142 The department may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for collection of the amount of the 
penalty 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§502.015 The department may request the attorney general 
to enjoin violation of Hazard Communication Act 

EPD 

§534.022 Must approve before issuance notes, obligations, 
and bonds for Community Services 

PFD 

§552.002 May sue to collect a civil penalty under this section 
(Carrying of Handgun by License Holder in State 
Hospital) 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§552.019 Shall represent the state if the county and district 
attorney refuse or are unable to act on the 
department’s request 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§571.021 Shall prosecute violations of this subtitle (Texas 
Mental Health Code) 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§§571.022-
571.026 

Shall, at the request of the department, institute 
and conduct a 

suit for violation of this subtitle or a rule adopted 
under this  

subtitle; or may, on his own initiative, maintain an 
action for a  

violation of this subtitle or a rule adopted under 
this subtitle 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§577.019 May on its own initiative institute a suit to enjoin a 
violation of the licensing regulations for mental 
health facilities 

ALD, Gen Lit 

§591.023 May petition a court to issue an injunction for the 
recovery of civil penalties under the Persons with 
Mental Retardation Act 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§591.024 Shall provide legal counsel to represent a 
department employee in a civil action brought 
against the person under this subtitle (Persons 
with Intellectual Disability Act) for a claim of 
alleged negligence or other act of the person while 
employed by the department 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§593.082 Shall represent the state if the county and district 
attorney refuse or are unable to act on the 
department’s request (Admission and Commitment 
to Intellectual Disability Services) 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§697.008 May, at the request of the department, sue to collect 
the civil penalty and reasonable expenses 
(Disposition of Embryonic and Fetal Tissue 
Remains) 

ALD, CI, CP, 
GEN LIT, SL 
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§711.051 Shall enforce violations by cemetery corporation ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§712.0441 The commissioner may report the violation to the 
attorney general, who shall bring suit or quo 
warranto proceedings for the forfeiture of the 
corporation’s charter and dissolution of the 
corporation 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§712.0445 May seek the appointment of a receiver in 
conjunction with a proceeding to forfeit the right to 
do business against a perpetual care cemetery 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§712.048 This subsection does not prevent an aggrieved 
party or the attorney general from maintaining a 
civil action for the recovery of damages caused by 
an injury resulting from an offense under this 
subsection 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§753.009 Shall, at the board’s request, bring suit against a 
person who appears to be violating or threatening 
to violate a rule adopted under this chapter 
(Flammable Liquids) 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§753.010 Shall, at the board’s request, institute and conduct 
a suit to recover the penalty 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
EPD 

§754.0233 May sue for an injunction for violations of Elevator 
and Escalator regulations 

ALD, Gen Lit 

§755.042 May sue for injunction for violation of Boiler 
regulations 

ALD, Gen Lit 

§756.043 Shall recover the civil penalty in a suit 
(Miscellaneous Hazardous Conditions) on behalf of 
the state 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
EPD 

§756.125 May bring a suit for injunctive relief to prevent or 
abate violation of this Subchapter 
 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
EPD 

§757.012 May enforce the Pool Yard enclosure regulations ALD, Gen Lit 
§766.055 May bring an action in the name of the state for an 

injunction to enforce this subchapter against the 
owner or person in charge of a residential high-rise 
building not in compliance with this subchapter 
(Fire Safety in Residential Dwellings) 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
EPD 

§§772.126 Shall approve the bonds if find that they have been 
authorized in accordance with law (Local 
Administration of Emergency Communications) 

PFD 

§§772.127, 
772.227 

Refunding bonds must be approved by the attorney 
general 

PFD 
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§773.063 May bring civil action to compel compliance with 
the licensing requirements for emergency medical 
services 

ALD, Gen Lit 

§773.067 The department may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for collection of the amount of 
penalty 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§773.069 May, at the request of the department, bring a civil 
action to recover an administrative penalty 
assessed under this subchapter 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§791.051 May sue to enjoin violations of regulations on fire 
escapes 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§796.006 A wholesale dealer, agent, and retail dealer shall 
permit the attorney general to inspect markings of 
cigarette packaging marked in accordance with this 
section 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§796.010 May sue for an injunction or civil penalty for 
violations of cigarette fire safety standards 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§826.025 May, at the written request of the department, 
bring suit or start other proceedings in the name of 
the state to collect the reimbursement owed the 
department for the vaccine or serum 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, EPD 

§826.054 May sue to enjoin operation of quarantine or 
impoundment facility failing to meet rabies 
standards 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
EPD 

 
XIV. Tex. Hum. Res. Code Ann.   

§32.0211 If it appears that this section has been violated, the 
commission may request the attorney general to 
conduct a suit in the name of the State of Texas to 
enjoin the prohibited activity and to recover the 
penalty provided 

Gen Lit 

§32.0391 With consent of local county or district attorney, the 
attorney general has concurrent jurisdiction with 
that attorney to prosecute violations of the 
regulations of Medical Assistance Programs 

Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§32.0421 May sue to collect penalty for failure to comply with 
info request by a medical assistance program 

ALD 

§36.007 May recover fees, expenses, and costs reasonably 
incurred 

MFCU, CMF 

§36.052, 
36.051  

May sue to enjoin or collect penalty for Medicaid 
fraud 

MFCU, CMF 

§36.053 May extensively investigate Medicaid fraud MFCU, CMF 
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§36.055 May sue as relator for violations of 31 USC 3730 
and may contract with a private attorney in 
connection with that suit 

MFCU, CMF 

§36.102 At the time the state intervenes, the attorney 
general may file a motion with the court requesting 
that the petition remain under seal for an extended 
period 

MFCU,CMF 

§36.105 May contract with a private attorney to represent 
the state in an action for Medicaid fraud 

MFCU, CMF 

§36.117 May recover a reasonable portion of recoveries for 
actions filed for Medicaid fraud 

MFCU, CMF 

§42.074 At the department’s request, shall conduct a suit for 
injunctive relief 

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD 

§42.078 Commission may refer the matter to the attorney 
general for collection of the amount of the penalty 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§101A.256 Shall represent the state long-term care 
ombudsman 

Gen Lit,  ALD 

§103.0091 May sue to enjoin violation of adult day care 
standards & licensing 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§103.016 The department may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for collection of the penalty and 
interest 

Gen Lit, Fin 
Lit, ALD 

§161.110 The attorney general shall represent the 
department in the action 

Gen Lit, ALD 

 
 

XV. Tex. Ins. Code Ann.   
Art. 1.09-1 The department, the State Board of Insurance, and 

the Commissioner shall be represented and advised 
by the Attorney General in all legal matters before 
them or in which they shall be interested or 
concerned. The department, the Board, and the 
Commissioner may not employ or obtain any other 
legal services without the written approval of the 
Attorney General 

Fin Lit, GCD 

§31.005 Shall defend the Commissioner of Insurance or 
employee of Department of Insurance 

Fin Lit, ALD 

§36.154 May, when representing the department, recover 
reasonable costs and fees, including attorney’s fees 
and investigative costs incurred in the proceedings 

Fin Lit, ALD 

§§83.101 The commissioner may refer the matters (violation 
of order and failure to pay a penalty) to the attorney 
general for enforcement 

Fin Lit 
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§84.047 If the person does not pay the administrative 
penalty and the enforcement of the penalty is not 
stayed, the commissioner may refer the matter to 
the attorney general for collection of the penalty 

Fin Lit, 
Bankruptcy 

§86.051 May bring on Department of Insurance’s behalf suit 
for violation of law relating to insurance 

Fin Lit 

§86.051 May bring an action for violation of any law relating 
to insurance 

Fin Lit 

§101.103 The commissioner may request the attorney 
general to recover a civil penalty 

Fin Lit  

§101.105 Shall, on the request by the commissioner, institute 
and conduct a civil suit for injunctive relief, to 
recover a civil penalty, or for both 

Fin Lit 

§101.154 The commissioner may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for enforcement if the 
commissioner has reason to believe that an insurer 
or person has violated a cease and deist order or 
failed to pay an assessed penalty 

Fin Lit 

§228.303 May sue to collect an administrative penalty levied 
against a certified capital company that violates the 
regulations providing tax credits for investments 

Fin Lit, Tax 

§§441.255 The commissioner may refer an insurer to the 
attorney general for remedial action 

Fin Lit 

§462.011 Shall defend any action to which this section (Texas 
Property and Casualty Insurance Guaranty 
Association) applies that is brought against the 
commissioner or others listed 

Fin Lit 

§463.005 Shall defend any action to which this section (Texas 
Life and Health Insurance Guaranty Association) 
applies that is brought against the commissioner or 
others listed 

Fin Lit 

§541.201 May sue for injunction or to collect penalty for 
unfair competition, or deceptive acts amongst 
insurers 

Consumer 
Protection 

§541.204 May request a civil penalty of not more than $10000 
for violation of the Unfair Methods of Competition 
and Unfair or Deceptive Acts or Practices 

Consumer 
Protection 

§§541.204-
541.206 

May request a civil penalty for violation of an 
injunction under the Unfair Methods of 
Competition and Unfair or Deceptive Acts or 
Practices     

Consumer 
Protection  

§541.251 The department may request the attorney general 
to bring a class action 

Consumer 
Protection  
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§541.303 The department may request that the attorney 
general file an action to enforce the department’s 
requirement to refund premiums 

Consumer 
Protection  

§542.010 Shall, at the request of the department, assist the 
department in enforcing the cease and desist order 
(Unfair Claim Settlement Practices) 

Consumer 
Protection  

§548.202 Shall, at the request of the commissioner, bring a 
suit to recover the civil penalty (Insurer Insider 
Trading and Proxy Regulation) 

Consumer 
Protection  

§549.101 May sue for an injunction or penalties for violations 
of Property Insurance Regulations 

Consumer 
Protection 

§553.004 The commissioner may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for appropriate enforcement 
(Insurance Policies Regarding Holocaust Victims) 

Consumer 
Protection 

§557.052 May sue to recover the civil penalty for violation of 
Lienholder Approval regulations for Personal 
Property insurance claim payments 

Consumer 
Protection 

§562.201 May sue for injunction for a violation of Discount 
Health Care Program regulations 

Consumer 
Protection 

§562.204 May request a civil penalty for unlawful practices 
under Bus. & Com. Code 17.46 

Consumer 
Protection 

§562.206 May sue for a civil penalty for violation of an 
injunction under 562.201 

Consumer 
Protection  

§601.102 May, after conferring with the commissioner, 
institute an action for injunctive or declaratory 
relief to restrain a violation of this chapter, 
institute an action for civil penalties, or recover 
reasonable attorney’s fees, costs, and expenses 

Consumer 
Protection, 
ALD, Fin Lit 

§602.102 May sue to enjoin for violations of privacy of health 
information by insurers 

Consumer 
Protection, 
ALD, Fin Lit 

§602.103 May sue to collect penalty for violations of privacy 
of health information by insurers 

Consumer 
Protection, 
ALD, Fin Lit 

§704.054 Shall coordinate enforcement efforts with respect to 
fraudulent insurance acts covered by this chapter 
relating to the Medicaid program or the child health 
plan program 

MFCU, CMF 

§821.004 Shall bring suit against the insurer for failure to 
comply with this subchapter (minimum insurance 
to be maintained) 

Fin Lit 
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§841.705 May sue to recover the penalty for failure to make 
investments or reports required of insurance 
companies 

Fin Lit 

§846.061 May sue to collect penalty or restitution for victims 
of violations of regulations regarding multiple 
employer welfare arrangements 

Fin Lit, 
Consumer 
Protection 

§§848.056      An application for a certificate of authority must be 
reviewed  

by the division within the office of attorney general 
that is  

primarily responsible for enforcing the antitrust 
laws of this  

state and of the United States 

Antitrust 

§848.151 Adopt reasonable rules in conjunction with the 
commissioner for the regulation of health care 
collaboratives 

Antitrust 

§848.153 May request records and documents from health 
care collaboratives 

Antitrust 

§848.203 May, at the request of the commissioner, bring an 
action to enjoin the violation and obtain other relief 
the court considers appropriate 

Antitrust 

§848.205 May investigate health care collaboratives for 
anticompetitive behavior and request penalties 

Antitrust 

§861.701 Shall request court appointment of a receiver for 
the general casualty company 

Fin Lit 

§861.703 May sue to collect penalty for violation of casualty 
companies regulations 

Fin Lit 

§881.702 May sue to collect penalty for violation of statewide 
mutual assessment companies 

Fin Lit 

§885.502 Shall bring an action in quo warranto against the 
fraternal benefit society if the attorney general 
determines that circumstances warrant the action 

Fin Lit, ALD, 
Gen Lit 

§886.702 Shall, at the request of the department, file any 
action necessary to wind up the affairs of an 
association and provide for the appointment of a 
receiver if necessary 

Fin Lit, ALD, 
Gen Lit 

§887.056 Shall investigate the charges and if satisfied that 
the officer violated the terms of the bond, the 
attorney general shall enforce the liability or file 
suit 

Fin Lit 

§887.101 Shall institute proceedings to restrain the 
association or person from writing insurance 
without a certificate of authority 

Fin Lit 
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§1109.055 Shall, on written notice of the claim, defend the life 
insurance company against the claim 

Fin Lit  

§1575.257 Shall bring a writ of mandamus against the 
employer to compel compliance with this 
subchapter 

Fin Lit, ALD, 
Gen Lit  

§1811.203 May, on the request of the commissioner, institute 
a suit for injunctive relief and recover civil penalty 

Fin Lit, ALD, 
Gen Lit 

§2202.207 May sue for an injunction for violations of Joint 
underwriting regulations 

Fin Lit, ALD, 
Gen Lit 

§2210.014 A class action may only be brought against the 
association (Texas Windstorm Insurance 
Association) by the attorney general at the request 
of the department 

Fin Lit 

§2602.008 Shall defend any action that is brought against a 
person listed in that subsection (Texas Title 
Insurance Guaranty Association) 

Fin Lit 

§2651.104 Shall investigate the charges and, on determining 
that a loss covered by the bond or deposit has 
occurred, shall enforce the liability (Title Insurance 
Agents and Direct Operations) 

Fin Lit 

§2652.105 Shall investigate the charges and, on determining 
that a loss covered by the bond or deposit has 
occurred, shall enforce the liability (Escrow 
Officers) 

Fin Lit 

§4005.110 May bring a proceeding for an injunction or bring 
any other proceeding to enforce this title (Conduct, 
Disciplinary Actions, and Sanctions) 

ALD 

   
 

XVI. Tex. Labor Code Ann.  
§21.403 May sue to collect penalty for disclosure of personal 

genetic information 
Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§51.033 May sue to enforce un-appealed order regarding 
child employment 

Gen Lit, ALD 

§51.034 May sue to enjoin repeat offenders of child 
employment code 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§61.020 May sue to enjoin employers who repeatedly fail to 
pay wages 

Tax 

§61.032 May sue an employer to furnish a bond as security 
for wage payments 

Fin Lit 

§61.033 Shall recover a penalty imposed by this section Fin Lit, Gen 
Lit, ALD 
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§91.0411 May file suit in the nature of quo warranto or for 
injunctive relief or for both 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§91.062 May file actions against violators of “Staff leasing 
services” regulations 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§101.204 May institute a suit for an injunction against the 
violation of regulations of secondary picketing by 
labor organizations 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§101.302 May bring an action to enjoin a violation of this 
subchapter 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

§213.001 shall designate an assistant attorney general to 
represent Texas Workforce Commission 

Tax 

§419.004 Shall, at the request of the commissioner, bring an 
action to collect a civil penalty (Misuse of Division 
Name) 

Tort, Fin Lit, 
Gen Lit, ALD 

§419.006 May, at the request of the commissioner, bring an 
action to enjoin or restrain a violation or threatened 
violation 

Tort, Fin Lit, 
Gen Lit, ALD 

§502.070 May bring and defend suits needed to ensure 
Worker's Compensation Insurance Coverage for 
employees of The Texas A&M University System 
And employees of institutions of The Texas A&M 
University System   

Tort 

§503.071 May bring and defend suits needed to ensure 
Worker's Compensation Insurance Coverage for 
employees of The UT System And employees of 
institutions of The UT System   

Tort 

§506.002 The workers’ compensation division of the office of 
the attorney general shall send to the comptroller a 
copy of each statement of amounts due from an 
agency or other instrumentality of state 
government that, with funds that are held outside 
the state treasury, reimburses the general revenue 
fund for workers’ compensation payments made out 
of the general revenue fund 

Tort 

 
 

XVII. Tex. Loc. Gov’t Code Ann.  
§105.091 May sue a designated officer for diverting money 

from or applying money to the purposes not 
designated in a municipal fund 

Fin Lit 

§113.005 May sue a county treasurer for misapplying funds Fin Lit 
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§202.005 May petition to have a local gov’t record in 
possession of an individual seized pending the 
outcome of litigation over the record 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§203.063 May sue to collect a civil penalty imposed by this 
section (Management and Preservation of Records) 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§212.0175 May take “any action necessary” to enforce water 
and sewer services regulation in municipal 
subdivisions 

EPD 

§229.001 May sue for an injunction against a municipality 
that adopts a law in contravention of the firearms, 
air guns, and explosives regulations 

Gen Lit 

§232.037 May sue to prevent violations of the minimum 
standards for sanitary water, of rules adopted by 
the water commissioners court, or of the platting 
requirements in counties near the international 
border 

EPD 

§232.040 May sue to prevent the sale of a lot that lacks water 
and sewer services 

EPD 

§232.080 May sue to enjoin a violation of the platting 
requirements for certain economically distressed 
counties 

EPD 

§236.002 May sue to enjoin a county from making a law 
relating to the ownership of a gun or the discharge 
of a gun at a sport shooting range 

GCD, OSG, Gen 
Lit, ALD, SL 

§254.059 May approve contracts relating to Revenue 
Obligations for the Acquisition and Development of 
Island Property 

Fin Lit 

§271.004 If the attorney general finds that the contract has 
been authorized in accordance with the law, the 
attorney general shall approve them (Purchasing 
and Contracting Authority of Municipalities, 
Counties, and Certain Other Local Governments) 

Fin Lit 

§271.007 Shall approve the contract if it has been made in 
accordance with the constitution and other laws of 
this state 

Fin Lit 

§271.050 Shall examine the proceedings relating to the 
authorization of the certificates 

Fin Lit 

§272.006 May bring an action to recover the civil penalty 
(Sale or Lease of Property by Municipalities, 
Counties, and Certain other Local Governments) 

ALD, LED, Tort 

§281.075 Shall approve the bonds (Municipal Civic Center 
Authorities) if find that they are authorized in 
accordance with law 

PFD 
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§293.053 Shall examine the submitted documents and shall 
approve the bonds and the lease contract, if any, if 
they are determined to be valid (County Building 
Authority Act) 

PFD 

§§306.052 Bonds (Park Board and Park Bonds: Municipalities 
with Population of more than 40,000) may not be 
delivered or refunded until approved by the 
attorney general 

PFD 

§320.075 Shall approve the bonds if issued in accordance 
with this subchapter (Park Board and Park Bonds: 
Counties with population of 5,000 or more) 

PFD 

§321.074 Shall approve the bonds if issued in accordance 
with this subchapter (Parks Board and Park Bonds: 
Island Parks of Coastal Counties) 

PFD 

§322.074 Shall approve the bonds if issued in accordance 
with this subchapter (Joint Parks Board and Park 
Bonds: Adjacent Counties with Populations of 
350,000 or More) 

PFD 

§324.093 Shall approve the bonds if find that they have been 
authorized in accordance with law (Park and 
Recreation District and Park Bonds: Counties with 
Frontage on Guadalupe and Comal Rivers) 

PFD 

§325.085 Shall approve the bonds if find that they have been 
authorized in accordance with law (Sports Facility 
District Established by County) 

PFD 

§334.043 The bonds or other obligations and the proceedings 
authorizing the bonds or other obligations shall be 
submitted to the attorney general for review and 
approval (Sports and Community Venues) 

PFD 

§335.073 The bonds or other obligations and the proceedings 
authorizing the bonds or other obligations shall be 
submitted to the attorney general for review and 
approval (Sports and Community Venue Districts) 

PFD 

§341.904 May sue to enjoin people from pretending to be law 
enforcement officers 

Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§§351.154 Shall approve the bonds if find that they have been 
authorized in accordance with law. The refunding 
bonds must be approved by the attorney general 
(County Jails and law Enforcement) 

PFD 

§361.054 All obligations, lease obligations, and the records 
and contracts relating thereto shall be submitted 
prior to their delivery to the attorney general of 
Texas for examination and, if he finds that they 

PFD 
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have been issued or incurred in accordance with the 
constitution and this Act and that they will be 
binding special obligations of the entity issuing 
same, he shall approve them (Municipal and 
County Authority Relating to Jails) 

§372.028 Shall approve the bonds if determine that they are 
authorized in accordance with the law 
(Improvement Districts in Municipalities and 
Counties) 

PFD 

§375.205 Shall approve the bonds if find that they have been 
authorized in accordance with law (Municipal 
Management Districts in General) 

PFD 

§377.073 The bonds or other obligations and the proceedings 
authorizing the bonds or other obligations shall be 
submitted to the attorney general for review and 
approval (Municipal Development Districts) 

PFD 

§392.088 Shall examine and pass on the validity of the bonds 
and if the proceedings conform to this chapter, shall 
certify in substance on the back of the bonds that 
the bonds are issued in accordance with the 
constitution and the laws of the state (Housing 
Authorities Established by municipalities and 
Counties) 

PFD 

§502.051 May sue to collect penalty against Type A or B 
corporation that compensates a third party that is 
involved in business recruitment or development 
unless under a written contract approved by the 
corporation’s Board 

Fin Lit 

§552.023 A contract used by the authority to secure bonds to 
finance its plant and facilities must be submitted by 
the authority to the attorney general for 
examination. If the attorney general approves the 
contract and bonds, the contract is incontestable 
(Municipal Utilities) 

PFD 

§601.038 May examine books/records of a municipal parking 
authority (601.038 on 4/1/09) 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

 
XVIII. Tex. Nat. Res. Code Ann.   

§11.071 Shall file suit to recover the value of the property 
and may compromise and settle any of these 
liabilities with or without suit. Shall pay all 
amounts collected or received to the permanent 

EPD 
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funds to which they belong (Regulation of Public 
Domain) 

§11.076 The governor may direct the attorney general to 
institute suit in the name of the state for the 
recovery of the land, damages, and fees (unlawful 
enclosures) 

EPD 

§11.079 If the state desires to utilize the power of eminent 
domain to obtain an easement under this section or 
access to a tract of land, the attorney general shall 
institute condemnation proceedings 

EPD 

§31.068 On the attorney general’s own initiative or at the 
request and on behalf of the general land 
commissioner, may bring suit to enforce the rights 
of the state under this section (standing to enforce 
restrictions) 

EPD 

§33.061 The School Land Board shall refer to the attorney 
general all cases warranting judicial remedies, and 
the attorney general shall immediately initiate 
judicial proceedings for the appropriate relief 

EPD 

§33.203 Shall issue an opinion as requested and determine 
whether the action is consistent with the goals and 
policies of the coastal management program; may 
protect the action and may adopt rules as necessary 
to implement this subsection 

EPD 

§33.208 Shall file suit to enforce this subchapter and may 
enter into settlement agreement 

EPD 

§40.254 On failure of the person to comply with the order or 
file a petition for judicial review, the commissioner 
may refer the matter to the attorney general for 
collection and enforcement 

EPD 

§40.255 All actions on behalf of the state to enforce this 
chapter shall be brought by the attorney general at 
the direction of the commissioner 

EPD 

§51.015 The commissioner shall adopt forms that are 
necessary or proper to transact business that he is 
required to transact and may request that the 
attorney general prepare the forms 

EPD 

§51.016 Shall furnish the commissioner with advice and 
legal assistance that may be required to execute the 
provisions of this chapter (Land, timber, and 
Surface Resources) 

EPD 

§§51.302-1 The penalty shall be recovered by the commissioner 
or in a civil action by the attorney general. The 

EPD, Tort, Fin 
Lit 
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commissioner or attorney general may also recover 
from a person who constructs, maintains, owns, or 
possesses a facility or structure on state land 
without the proper easement the costs to the state 
of removing that facility or structure 

§52.032 Any rules and changes of rules adopted under this 
section shall be submitted to the attorney general 
for his written approval before the rules or their 
changes become effective 

EPD 

§52.097 Shall bring suit on the bond to recover any loss to 
the state caused by the suit for injunction 

Fin Lit, EPD 

§52.140 May use otherwise confidential records information 
to enforce public domain oil & gas, minerals 
regulations 

EPD 

§52.189 The commissioner may request that the attorney 
general file an action or proceeding either to enforce 
the duties and obligations of the owner of the soil or 
to forfeit the then applicable agency rights of the 
surface owner 

EPD 

§53.028 May use information made confidential by this 
section and contracts made confidential to enforce 
this chapter or may authorize their use in judicial 
or administrative proceedings to which this state is 
a party 

ALD, EPD, Fin 
Lit 

§53.074 The commissioner may request that the attorney 
general file an action or proceeding either to enforce 
the duties and obligations of the owner of the soil or 
to forfeit the then applicable agency rights of the 
surface owner 

EPD 

§53.080 May use information made confidential by this 
section and contracts made confidential to enforce 
this chapter or may authorize their use in judicial 
or administrative proceedings to which this state is 
a party 

ALD, Fin Lit, 
EPD 

§§61.018 Shall, at the request of the commissioner, file suit 
to obtain injunction, penalties, costs, or declaratory 
judgment (Use and Maintenance of Public Beaches) 

EPD 

§63.181 Shall, at the request of the commissioner, file suit 
to enforce this section (Dunes) 

EPD 

§63.1814 The commissioner may request that the attorney 
general institute civil proceedings to collect the 
penalties, costs of restoration, and other fees and 
expenses remaining unpaid 

EPD 
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§81.0534 Civil penalties may be recovered in a civil action 
brought by the attorney general at the request of 
the Railroad Commission 

EPD 

§81.054 Shall enforce the provision of this title by injunction 
or other adequate remedy and as otherwise 
provided by law 

EPD 

§85.062 The commission and its agents and the attorney 
general and his assistants and representatives may 
examine the books and records of a person who 
produces, stores, transports, refines, reclaims, 
treats, markets, or processes oil or gas or the 
products of either as often as considered necessary 
for the purpose of determining the facts concerning 
matters covered by these sections 

EPD 

§85.064 May sue to forfeit charter rights, business 
privileges of corps guilty of oil & gas conservation 
requirements and recording requirements, or to 
collect penalty 

EPD 

§85.351 The commission, through the attorney general, 
shall bring suit in the name of the state to restrain 
the violation or threatened violation 

EPD 

§85.383 May sue to recover penalty for transporting oil or 
gas in a manner that causes waste 

EPD 

§85.3855 May sue to collect the administrative penalty EPD 
§86.223 May sue to recover the penalty for violations of the 

regulations and rules on Natural Gas 
EPD 

§87.241 May sue to recover the penalty for violations of the 
regulations and rules on sour Natural Gas 

EPD 

§89.043 May sue to enforce well plugging requirements EPD 
§89.083 At the request of the commission, the attorney 

general may file suit to enforce an order issued by 
the commission 

EPD 

§91.113 May sue to enforce an oil/gas or other 
environmental cleanup order 

EPD 

§91.260 Shall, at the request of the commission, bring a civil 
action against a person who has violated or is 
violating this subchapter or a rule adopted or an 
order or permit issued under this subchapter 

EPD 

§91.263 If the person does not pay the amount of the penalty 
and the penalty is not stayed, the commission may 
refer the matter to the attorney general for 
enforcement 

EPD 
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§91.456 The commission may have the attorney general 
institute a suit in a district court in the county in 
which the saltwater disposal pit is located for 
injunctive relief to restrain the person from 
continuing to operate the pit in violation 

EPD 

§91.457 The commission may direct the attorney general to 
file suits to recover applicable penalties and the 
costs incurred by the commission in closing the 
saltwater disposal pit 

EPD 

§91.459 Shall recover the civil penalty EPD 
§91.657 Shall, at the request of the commission, bring an 

action to recover the amount owed and reasonable 
legal expenses, including attorney’s fees, witness 
costs, court costs, and deposition costs 

EPD 

§111.092 The commission shall request the attorney general 
to bring a mandatory injunction suit against the 
common purchaser to compel the reasonable 
extensions that are necessary to prevent 
discrimination 

EPD 

§111.093 May sue to enjoin and prohibit from doing business 
a corp. that violates public utility or common 
carrier regulations 

EPD 

§111.094 May sue to cancel of the permit of a Foreign 
Corporation that violates the Common purchaser 
regulations and forever prohibit them from doing 
business in the state 

EPD, Fin Lit 

§111.221 May institute proceedings before the Railroad 
Commission relating to the enforcement of the rules 
and regulations of common carriers, public utilities, 
and common purchasers 

EPD 

§112.031 May sue to enjoin a dealer, peddler, or broker from 
continuing business for violations of the regulations 
and rules regarding Used Oil Field Equipment 
Dealers 

EPD 

§113.231 May sue to enjoin any violation of Liquefied 
Petroleum Gas provisions (Ch. §113) 

EPD 

§115.033 Shall bring an action in rem against the unlawful 
oil or petroleum product and against each person 
who owns, claims, or is in possession of the oil or 
petroleum product 

EPD 

§116.141 Shall, on the request of the commission, bring suit 
in the name of the state to enjoin a person from 

EPD 
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violating this chapter or a rule adopted under this 
chapter 

§116.146 May recover civil penalties for violations of the 
rules and regulations on Compressed Natural Gas 

EPD 

§117.052 Shall, at the request of the commission, institute 
and conduct a suit for injunctive relief to recover 
the civil penalty, or for both injunctive relief and 
civil penalty (Hazardous Liquid or Carbon Dioxide 
Pipeline Transportation Industry) 

EPD 

§119.007 A state agency may request the attorney general to 
represent the state agency in a legal proceeding 
that arises form an escape or migration of carbon 
dioxide captured or sequestered in connection with 
a clean coal project 

EPD 

§131.265 The commission may request the attorney general 
to institute a civil action for relief, including a 
permanent or temporary injunction, restraining 
order, or other appropriate order (Uranium Surface 
Mining and Reclamation Act) 

EPD 

§131.2664 Civil penalties owed may be recovered in a civil 
action brought by the attorney general at the 
request of the commission 

EPD 

§131.270 The commission may request the attorney general 
to institute a suit to recover civil or criminal 
penalties or to obtain injunctive relief or for both 

EPD 

§131.303 The commission may request the attorney general 
to institute an action to obtain a permanent or 
temporary injunction, temporary restraining order, 
or other appropriate order enjoining the violation or 
threatened violation, or to recover a civil penalty 

EPD 

§133.085 Shall, at the request of the commission, bring suit 
for injunctive or other relief, to recover civil penalty 
or other cost (Quarry Safety) 

EPD 

§134.173 The commission may request the attorney general 
to institute a civil action for relief, including a 
permanent or temporary injunction, restraining 
order, or other appropriate order (Texas Surface 
Coal Mining and Reclamation Act) 

EPD 

§134.178 May, at the request of the commission, bring a civil 
action to recover an administrative penalty 

EPD, Fin Lit 

§141.016 Civil penalties may be recovered in a civil action 
brought by the attorney general at the request of 
the commission (Geothermal resources) 

EPD 
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§152.024 May sue on behalf of Texas Forest Service against 
landowner that has infested timberland 

EPD 

§153.103 Shall, at the request of the department, initiate and 
conduct an action to obtain an injunction 
(Prescribed Burning) 

EPD 

§161.067 If a corporation fails or refuses to comply with the 
orders of the board, the corporation shall forfeit its 
right to do business in this state, and its permit or 
charter shall be canceled or forfeited by the 
attorney general 

EPD, Fin Lit 

§161.118 Shall approve the bonds if the record demonstrates 
that the bonds have been issued in accordance with 
the constitution and this subchapter 

PFD 

§161.214 The board may submit the title to the attorney 
general for examination and opinion 

EPD, Fin Lit 

§161.322 The board, by and through the attorney general, 
shall institute legal proceedings that are necessary 
to enforce the forfeiture or to recover the full 
amount of the delinquent installments, interest, 
and other penalties that may be due to the board at 
the time the forfeiture occurred or to protect any 
other right to the land 

Fin Lit, EPD 

§162.019 Shall, at the board’s request, take whatever action 
is necessary to protect the rights of the state and 
the veterans’ housing assistance funds in any 
matter concerning the program 

EPD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, ALD 

§162.038 Shall approve the bonds if the record demonstrates 
that the bonds have been issued in accordance with 
the constitution and this chapter 

PFD 

§191.172 May sue to enjoin or restrain violations or 
threatened violations of the antiquities code 

EPD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit, ALD 

§211.032 Shall, at the request of the commission, institute 
and conduct a suit under this section (Hazardous 
Liquid Salt Dome Storage Facilities) 

EPD 

§211.033 If the person does not pay the amount of the penalty 
and the enforcement of the penalty is not stayed, 
the commission may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for collection of the amount of the 
penalty 

EPD 

 
 

XIX. Tex. Occ. Code Ann  
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§51.308 May sue to collect penalty for violations of licensing 
requirements under 51.307(a) 

ALD 

§51.3512 May bring an action to enforce a subpoena issued 
under this section against a person who fails to 
comply with the subpoena 

ALD 

§51.352 May institute an action for injunctive relief to 
restrain a violation by and to collect a civil penalty 
from a person that appears to be in violation of or 
threatening to violate a law under this section; may 
recover reasonable expenses incurred in obtaining 
injunctive relief under this section, including court 
costs, reasonable attorney's fees, investigative 
costs, witness fees, and deposition expenses 

ALD 

§58.105   May bring an action in the name of the state to 
recover a civil penalty under this section, plus 
reasonable attorney's fees and court costs 

ALD 

§101.251 May file an action for violation of Health 
Professionals Council regulations (Ch. 101) 

ALD 

§101.252 May bring an action for an injunction to stop a 
violation or threatened violation of this chapter; 
may recover reasonable expenses incurred in 
obtaining an injunction under this section, 
including court costs, reasonable attorney's fees, 
reasonable investigative costs, witness fees, and 
deposition expenses 

ALD 

§102.009 May institute and conduct an action in a district 
court of Travis County or of a county in which any 
part of the violation occurs for an injunction or 
other process against a person who is violating this 
subchapter 

ALD 

§102.010 May institute and conduct an action authorized by 
this section in a district court of Travis County or of 
a county in which any part of the violation occurs 

ALD 

§110.255 May file suit to enforce the subpoena in a district 
court in Travis County or the county in which a 
hearing conducted by the council may be held 

ALD 

§110.458 May sue to collect penalty for violation of 
regulations of sex offender treatment programs 

ALD, Fin Lit 

§153.007 The board, acting through the attorney general, 
may file suit to enforce the subpoena (Power and 
Duties) 

ALD 

§153.013 The board shall be represented in court proceedings 
by the attorney general 

ALD 
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§160.010 Shall represent a member of an expert panel or 
consultant in any suit resulting from a duty 
provided by the person in good faith to the board 
(Report and Confidentiality Requirements) 

ALD 

§164.003 The board’s legal counsel or a representative of the 
attorney be present to advice the board or the 
board’s staff during informal proceedings 
(Disciplinary Actions and Procedures) 

ALD 

§165.006 May sue to collect administrative penalty if the 
enforcement of the penalty is not stayed 

ALD, Fin Lit 

§165.101 May sue to collect penalty for violation of Physician 
regulations 

ALD, Fin Lit 

§165.102 May not institute an action for a civil penalty 
against a person described by Section 151.053 or 
151.054 if the person is not in violation of or 
threatening to violate this subtitle or a rule or order 
adopted by the board 

ALD 

§165.103 May recover reasonable expenses incurred in 
obtaining a civil penalty under this subchapter 

ALD, Fin Lit 

§201.504 The board requires the presence of a representative 
of the attorney general or the board’s legal counsel 
to advise the board or the board’s employees during 
certain informal proceedings 

ALD 

§201.506 Must provide legal counsel to Chiropractor 
enforcement committee 

ALD 

§201.509 Must bring civil or criminal proceeding for 
chiropractor license revocation in county of person’s 
residence 

ALD 

§201.558 May sue to collect penalty for violation of 
Chiropractor regulations 

ALD 

§201.601 Must represent board in suit to enjoin unlawful 
chiropractic practice 

ALD 

§201.603 Must bring suit to recover civil penalty for unlawful 
chiropractic practice 

ALD 

§202.604 May sue to collect penalty for violation of Podiatrist 
regulations 

ALD 

§204.312 The physician assistant board’s legal counsel or a 
representative of the attorney must be present to 
advise the physician assistant board or the medical 
board’s staff during certain informal proceedings 

ALD 

§204.318 Shall represent the expert in any suit resulting 
from a service provided by the person in good faith 
to the physician assistant board 

ALD 

http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/GetStatute.aspx?Code=OC&Value=151.053&Date=6/28/2014
http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/GetStatute.aspx?Code=OC&Value=151.054&Date=6/28/2014
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§205.3541 The acupuncture board’s legal counsel or a 
representative of the attorney general must be 
present to advise the acupuncture board or the 
medical board’s staff during certain informal 
proceedings 

ALD 

§205.356
  

Shall represent the expert in any suit resulting 
from a service provided by the expert in good faith 
to the acupuncture board  

ALD 

§205.402 
  

May bring a civil action to compel compliance with 
this chapter or to enforce a rule adopted under this 
chapter; may bring a civil action to collect a civil 
penalty 

ALD 

§205.456 May sue to collect administrative penalty ALD 
§206.313 The medical board’s legal counsel or a 

representative of the attorney general must be 
present to advise the medical board or the board’s 
staff during certain informal proceedings 

ALD 

§263.007 The board’s legal counsel or a representative of the 
attorney general must be present to advise the 
board or the board’s staff during certain informal 
proceedings (license denial and disciplinary 
proceedings) 

ALD 

§263.008 The board may request the attorney general to file 
suit against a person who fails to comply with a 
subpoena issued by the board to enforce the 
subpoena 

ALD 

§264.008 
 

May sue to collect administrative penalty against 
dentist or hygienist 

ALD 

§264.052 Must present state in suit to enjoin person who 
practices dentistry in violation of state law 

ALD 

§264.102 Upon request, must sue to collect civil penalty 
against person who practices dentistry in violation 
of state law 

ALD 

§301.161 Shall provide legal assistance necessary to enforce 
this chapter 

ALD 

§301.464 Certain informal proceedings require the presence 
of a representative of the board’s legal staff or of the 
attorney general to advise the board or the board’s 
employees 

ALD 

§301.508   May sue to collect penalty for violation of Nursing 
regulations 

ALD 
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§351.151
  

The board may not adopt a substantive rule before 
submitting the proposed rule to the attorney 
general for a ruling on the proposed rule’s validity 

ALD 

§351.507 Rules adopted under this section must require the 
presence of the attorney general to advise the board 
or the board’s employees 

ALD 

§351.558 If the person does not pay the administrative 
penalty and the enforcement of the penalty is not 
stayed, the executive director may refer the matter 
to the attorney general for collection of the penalty 

ALD 

§351.603 The attorney general or board may institute an 
action for injunctive relief and civil penalty, plus 
court costs and reasonable attorney’s fees 
(Optometrists and Therapeutic Optometrists) 

ALD 

§353.204 May bring an action for an injunction to prohibit a 
person from violating this chapter or a rule adopted 
under this chapter 

ALD 

§453.353 May sue to enforce subpoena in case involving 
violations of physical therapist regulations, and to 
collect penalty (453.453) 

ALD 

§453.356 Certain informal proceedings require the presence 
of the board’s legal counsel or a representative of 
the attorney general to advise the board or the 
board’s employees 

ALD 

§453.451 May institute a proceeding to enforce this chapter, 
including a suit to enjoin or restrain a person from 
practicing physical therapy without complying with 
this chapter 

ALD 

§453.453 A civil penalty may be recovered in a suit brought 
by the attorney general 

ALD 

§454.304 Certain informal proceedings require the presence 
of the board’s legal counsel or a representative of 
the attorney general to advise the board or the 
board’s employees 

ALD 

§454.306 May sue to enforce subpoena in case involving 
violations of occupational therapist regulations, 
and to collect penalty (454.353) 

ALD 

§454.351 May institute a proceeding to enforce this chapter, 
including a suit to enjoin a person from practicing 
occupational therapy without complying with this 
chapter 

ALD 

§454.353 A civil penalty may be recovered in a suit brought 
by the attorney general 

ALD 
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§455.351 May institute an action for injunctive relief to 
restrain a violation by a person who; may recover 
reasonable expenses and costs 

ALD 

§504.310 May sue to collect penalty for violation of chemical 
dependency counselor regulations 

ALD 

§504.351 May institute an action in district court for an 
injunction, a civil penalty, or both 

ALD 

§505.506 Shall represent the executive council in an action 
brought to enforce this chapter (Social Workers) 

ALD 

§507.206 If a person fails to comply with a subpoena, the 
executive council, acting through the attorney 
general, may file suit to enforce the subpoena 
(Texas Behavioral Health Executive Council) 

ALD 

§507.305 Certain informal proceedings require the presence 
of a member of the executive council’s legal staff or 
an attorney employed by the attorney general to 
advise the executive council or the executive 
council’s employees 

ALD 

§507.358 If the person does not pay the administrative 
penalty and enforcement of the penalty is not 
stayed, the executive council may refer the matter 
to the attorney general for collection of the penalty 

ALD 

§507.401 Shall represent the executive council in an action 
under this section 

ALD 

§507.402 Shall bring an action to recover a civil penalty 
authorized under this section 

ALD 

§554.001 The board may be represented by counsel, including 
the attorney general, if necessary in a legal action 
taken under this subtitle 

ALD 

§566.005 The executive director may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for collection of the penalty 

ALD 

§566.051 May, at the request of the board, petition a district 
court for an injunction to prohibit a person who is 
violating this subtitle from continuing the violation 

ALD 

§566.102 Shall, at the request of the board, institute an 
action to collect a civil penalty from a person who 
has violated this subtitle or any rule adopted under 
this subtitle 

ALD 

§601.311 During certain informal proceedings, the advisory 
board’s legal counsel or a representative of the 
attorney general must be present to advise the 
advisory board or the medical board’s staff 

ALD 
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§601.316 Shall represent the expert in any suit resulting 
from a service provided by the person in good faith 
to the advisory board 

ALD 

§601.358 If the person does not pay the administrative 
penalty and the enforcement of the penalty is not 
stayed, the advisory board may refer the matter to 
the attorney general for collection 

ALD 

§601.361 May sue to collect administrative penalty for 
violation of radiology technologist regulations 

ALD 

§601.401 May sue to enjoined continued or threatened 
violation for injunctive relief or to recover the civil 
penalty 

ALD 

§602.2521 Certain informal procedures require the medical 
board’s legal counsel or a representative of the 
attorney general to be present to advise the medical 
board or the medical board’s employees 

ALD 

§602.3015 Shall, at the request of the medical board, bring an 
action to recover a civil penalty authorized under 
this section (Medical Physicists) 

ALD 

§602.352 May sue to collect the penalty ALD 
§603.407 Certain informal procedures require the presence of 

a representative of the attorney general or the 
medical board’s legal counsel to advise the medical 
board or the medical board’s employees 

ALD 

§603.451 The medical board may request the attorney 
general to commence an action to enjoin a violation 
of this chapter 

ALD 

§603.4515 Shall, at the request of the medical board, bring an 
action to recover a civil penalty 

ALD 

§603.508 May sue to collect the penalty ALD 
§604.209 During certain informal proceedings, the advisory 

board’s legal counsel or a representative of the 
attorney general must be present to advise the 
advisory board or the medical board’s staff 

ALD 

§604.214 Shall represent the expert in any suit resulting 
from a service provided by the person in good faith 
to the advisory board 

ALD 

§604.308 May sue to collect civil penalty for violation of 
respiratory care practitioner regs. 

ALD 

§604.311 May sue to collect administrative penalty for 
violation of respiratory care practitioner 
regulations 

ALD 
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§702.551 May investigate an alleged violation of this chapter 
enforce any penalty or remedy authorized by this 
chapter; may recover reasonable expenses and costs 

ALD 

§702.552 May file suit against a person who violates, or 
threatens to violate, this chapter to obtain an 
injunction to enjoin the person from violating this 
chapter; or recover a civil penalty under Section 
702.553 

ALD 

§702.554 The attorney general or a district or county 
attorney may file suit to recover a civil penalty 
against a person who violates an injunction issued 
under this subchapter in an amount not to exceed 
$25,000 for a single violation 

ALD 

§801.158 May sue to enforce subpoena in case involving 
violation of veterinarian regulations, and to collect 
penalty (801.503) 

ALD 

§801.408 Certain informal proceedings require the presence 
of the board’s general counsel or a representative of 
the attorney general during an informal proceeding 
to advise the board or the board’s employees 

ALD 

§801.458 The executive director may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for collection of the penalty 

ALD 

§801.502 May bring an action for an injunction, or a 
proceeding incident to an injunction, to enforce this 
chapter; or enjoin a person 

ALD 

§801.503 Shall, at the request of the board, bring an action to 
recover a civil penalty authorized by this section 

ALD 

§901.166 May sue to enforce subpoena in case involving 
violation of accountant regulations, and to collect 
penalty (901.557) 

ALD 

§901.510 The attorney general or an attorney employed by 
the board shall represent the board at each hearing 
under this subchapter 

ALD 

§901.557 The board may refer the matter to the attorney 
general for collection of the penalty 

ALD 

§901.6011 May, at the request of the board, petition a district 
court for an injunction 

ALD 

§1001.213 May sue to enforce subpoena in case involving 
violation of engineer regulations, and to collect 
penalty (1001.504) 

ALD 

§1001.603 The authority of the board to issue an advisory 
opinion under this subchapter does not affect the 

ALD 

http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/GetStatute.aspx?Code=OC&Value=702.553&Date=6/28/2014
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authority of the attorney general to issue an opinion 
as authorized by law 

§1002.154 Shall act as legal advisor to the board and shall 
provide legal assistance as necessary 
(Geoscientists) 

ALD 

§1002.455 May sue to collect administrative penalty ALD 
§1051.204 May sue to enforce subpoena in case involving 

violation of architect regulations, and to collect 
penalty (1051.458) 

ALD 

§1051.209 Shall act as legal advisor to the board and shall 
provide legal assistance to enforce this subtitle 

ALD 

§1051.458 The board may refer the matter to the attorney 
general for enforcement 

ALD 

§1051.502 The board may be represented by the attorney 
general 

ALD 

§1051.504 The board may refer the violation to the attorney 
general for further action 

ALD 

§1071.358 Shall promptly apply for a court order for license 
state land surveyor to cross land under this section 

ALD 

§1071.503 Shall, at the request of the board, bring an action to 
recover the civil penalty 

ALD 

§1101.157 May sue to enforce subpoena in case involving 
violation of real estate broker and salesperson 
regulations, and to collect penalty (1101.708) 

ALD 

§1101.608 May protect the real estate recovery trust account 
from unjust claims, and ensure compliance with 
trust recovery requirements under Ch. 1101 

ALD, Fin Lit 

§1101.708 May refer the matter to the attorney general for 
collection of the penalty 

ALD 

§1101.752 May enjoin a violation or potential violation of real 
estate broker/salesperson regulations 

ALD 

§1102.357 May act under this subsection to protect the fund 
from spurious or unjust claims or ensure 
compliance with the requirements for recovery 
under this subchapter 

ALD 

§1102.404 May bring an action to enforce this chapter or to 
abate or enjoin a violation of this chapter or a rule 
adopted under this chapter as prescribed by 
Sections 1101.751 and 1101.752 

ALD 

§1103.454 May file suit to enforce the subpoena ALD 
§1103.551 Shall act as legal advisor to the board and provide 

necessary legal assistance 
ALD 

http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/GetStatute.aspx?Code=OC&Value=1101.751&Date=6/28/2014
http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/GetStatute.aspx?Code=OC&Value=1101.752&Date=6/28/2014
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§1103.553 May bring an action in district court to recover a 
civil penalty under this section for frivolous 
complaints 

ALD 

§1103.5535 May bring an action to recover a civil penalty under 
this section for engaging in activity without 
required certificate or license 

ALD 

§1104.206 May file suit to enforce the subpoena ALD 
§1104.251 Shall act as legal advisor to the board and provide 

necessary legal assistance 
ALD 

§1104.252 May bring an action to recover a civil penalty under 
this section for engaging in activity without 
required registration 

ALD 

§1105.008 Shall represent the agency in any litigation and 
may assess and collect from the agency reasonable 
attorney’s fees associated with any litigation (Self-
Directed and Semi-Independent Status of Texas 
Real Estate Commission) 

ALD 

§1151.205 May sue to enforce subpoena in case involving 
violation of property tax professional regulations 

ALD 

§1201.409 Shall file suit for recovery of the amount due the 
manufactured homeowner consumer claims 
program 

CPD, Fin Lit, 
Gen Lit 

§1201.611 May sue to collect penalty for violation of 
manufactured housing regulations 

CPD, Fin Lit, 
Gen Lit  

§1301.256 May sue to enforce subpoena in case involving 
violation of plumber regulations, and to collect 
penalty (1301.712) 

ALD, Fin Lit 

§1301.505 Shall represent the board in an action to enforce 
this chapter (plumbers) 

ALD 

§1301.712 May sue to collect the penalty ALD 
§1305.302 May institute an action for an injunction or a civil 

penalty under this chapter (Electricians) 
ALD 

§1602.153 May sue to enforce subpoena in case involving 
violation of cosmetologist regulations 

ALD 

§1603.451
  

Shall initiate a suit for injunction and proceedings 
for suspension or revocation of the certificate,  
license, or permit  

ALD 

§1603.452   May sue to collect civil penalty for barbers and 
cosmetologist violations 

ALD 

§1603.454 Shall represent the department in an action to 
enforce this chapter 

ALD 

§1701.3545 A constable who does not comply with this section 
forfeits the office and the attorney general shall 

ALD, LED, Gen 
Lit 
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institute a quo warranto proceeding to remove the 
constable from office 

§1701.506 Shall represent the commission in the appeal ALD, LED 
§1702.382 May sue to enjoin for a violation by the private 

security of this chapter or administrative rule 
ALD, LED 

§1702.383 May institute a civil suit in a Travis County district 
court or in a district court in the county in which 
the violation occurred for injunctive relief under 
Section 1702.382 or for assessment and recovery of 
the civil penalty. 

ALD, LED 

§1703.401 If a person violates this chapter, the department, 
through the attorney general, shall apply in the 
state’s name for an order to enjoin the violation of 
or to enforce compliance with this chapter 

ALD, LED 

§1803.151 May request information from a public safety entity 
to verify a registration statement 

ALD, LED 

§1803.153 May sue to enjoin violation of solicitation of public 
safety organizations regulations, or to collect 
penalty 

ALD, LED 

§1804.201 May request information from veterans 
organization to verify a registration statement 

ALD 

§1804.203 May sue to enjoin violation of solicitation of 
veterans organizations regulations 

ALD 

§1901.404 Shall, at the request of the executive director, bring 
an action for injunctive relief, to recover a civil 
penalty, or for both (Water Well Drillers) 

ALD 

§1902.404 Shall, at the request of the executive director, bring 
an action for injunctive relief, to recover a civil 
penalty, or for both (Water Well Pump Installers) 

ALD 

§1951.204 May sue to enforce subpoena in case involving 
violation of structural pest control regulations, and 
to collect penalty (1951.558) 

ALD 

§1951.602 Shall, at the request of the commissioner, institute 
and conduct an action for the injunctive relief, to 
recover the civil penalty, or both 

ALD 

§1954.355 May sue to collect penalty for violation of asbestos 
regulations 

Fin Lit, Gen 
Lit, EPD   

§1954.401 The commissioner may request the attorney 
general to bring a civil suit for injunctive relief, the 
assessment and recovery of a civil penalty, or both 

Fin Lit, Gen 
Lit, EPD 

§1956.201 May initiate an action for an injunction to prohibit 
a person from violating this chapter 

EPD, ALD 

http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/GetStatute.aspx?Code=OC&Value=1702.382&Date=6/28/2014
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§1956.202 May sue to collect penalty for violation of metal 
recycling regulations; may recover reasonable 
expenses and costs 

EPD, ALD, Fin 
Lit 

§1957.004 May sue to collect penalty for violation of industrial 
hygienist regulations 

ALD 

§2001.157 May request that a commercial lessor disclose 
certain financial information 

ALD, Fin Lit, 
Gen Lit 

§2001.558 May sue to enjoin violations of Bingo regulations ALD 
§2001.560 May examine or cause to be examined the records 

of an authorized organization that is or has been 
licensed to conduct bingo 

ALD 

§2001.608 May sue to collect penalty for violations of Bingo 
Regulations 

ALD 

§2002.058 May sue to enjoin a raffle that would violate state 
gambling law 

ALD 

§2004.010 May bring an action for a permanent or temporary 
injunction or a temporary restraining order 
prohibiting conduct involving a raffle or similar 
procedure 

ALD 

§2022.012 Shall designate at least one member of the attorney 
general’s staff to counsel and advise the commission 
and represent the commission in legal proceedings 
(Texas Racing Commission) 

ALD 

§2025.101 Shall, on receipt of information relating to the 
violation, file suit for cancellation of the charter and 
revocation of the license 

ALD 

§2033.057 A complaint alleging a violation of this subtitle 
(Texas Racing Act) may be instituted by the 
attorney general 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§2033.106 The executive director may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for enforcement by injunction and 
any other available remedy and the attorney 
general is entitled to recover reasonable attorney’s 
fees 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§2051.403 May sue to enforce a subpoena in cases involving 
violations of athlete agent regulations, to enjoin 
violations (2051.405), and to recover penalty 
(2051.456) 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 

§2052.303 May file a civil suit to assess and recover a civil 
penalty under Subsection (a);  or enjoin a person 
who violates or threatens to violate this chapter or 
a rule adopted under this chapter from continuing 

ALD, Gen Lit, 
Fin Lit 
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the violation or threat in the realm of combative 
sports 

§2151.151 May sue to enjoin violations of amusement ride 
regulations 

ALD 

§2153.353 May file action against an unlicensed or 
unregistered coin-operated machine 
owner/operator  

ALD 

§2301.804 At the request of the board or the executive director, 
if authorized by the presiding officer of the board, 
the attorney general shall bring in the name of the 
state a suit for an injunction or a civil penalty (Sale 
or Lease of Motor Vehicles) 

Consumer 
Protection, 
ALD, Fin Lit, 
Gen Lit 

§§2303.301 May, at the request of the department institute an 
action for injunctive relief, civil penalty, or both, 
and recover reasonable attorney’s fees and court 
costs (Vehicle Storage Facilities) 

Consumer 
Protection, 
ALD, Fin Lit, 
Gen Lit 

§2308.502 May institute an action for an injunction or a civil 
penalty under this chapter (Vehicle Towing and 
Booting) 

Consumer 
Protection, 
ALD, Fin Lit, 
Gen Lit 

§2309.252 May institute an action for an injunction or a civil 
penalty under this chapter (Used Automotive Parts 
Recyclers) 

EPD, ALD, Fin 
Lit, Gen Lit 

§2310.003 May sue to collect penalty for violating motor fuel 
metering standards (Effective Sept 1, 2020) 

EPD, ALD, Fin 
Lit, Gen Lit 

§2352.204 May sue to collect a civil penalty under this section 
and may recover reasonable expenses 

Gen Lit, ALD, 
Fin Lit 

 
XX. Tex. Parks & Wild. Code Ann. 

 
§12.303 May sue to recover value for fish & animals illegally 

killed or taken. 
EPD 

§22.035 The attorney general shall approve the bonds if he 
finds that they have been issued in accordance with 
the constitution and this subchapter and that they 
will be binding special obligations of the 
department (State Parks) 

PFD 

§24.011 Shall file suit against a political subdivision or 
nonprofit that fails to comply with the 
requirements of this subchapter (State Assistance 
for Local Parks) 

EPD 
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§24.060 Shall file suit against a county, municipality, or 
nonprofit that fails to comply with the 
requirements of this subchapter 

EPD 

§47.052 Violations of the above sections may also be 
enjoined by the attorney general by suit filed in a 
district court in Travis County 

EPD 

§81.104 Condemnation suits under this subchapter shall be 
brought in the name of the State of Texas by the 
attorney general at the request of the department 
and shall be held in Travis County 

EPD 

§§82.203; 
.603 

Condemnation suits brought under this subchapter  
shall be brought in the name of the State of Texas 
by the attorney general at the request of the 
department  

EPD 

§86.025 Shall, at the request of the director, bring suit for 
injunctive relief, recover a civil penalty, recover the 
value of material taken in violation of this chapter, 
or for any appropriate combination of these 
remedies 

EPD 

   
 
  

XXI. Tex. Penal Code  
§1.09 With the consent of the appropriate local county or 

district attorney, the attorney general has 
concurrent jurisdiction with that consenting local 
prosecutor to prosecute under this code any offense 
an element of which occurs on state property or any 
offense that involves the use, unlawful 
appropriation, or misapplication of state property, 
including state funds 

Criminal 
Prosecution, 
Criminal 
Investigation,  

§12.47 If requested to do so by a prosecuting attorney, may 
assist the prosecuting attorney in the investigation 
or prosecution of an offense committed because of 
bias or prejudice 

Criminal 
Prosecution, 
Criminal 
Investigation  

§31.03 With the consent of the appropriate local county or 
district attorney, the attorney general has 
concurrent jurisdiction with that consenting local 
prosecutor to prosecute an offense under this 
section that involves the state Medicaid program 

MFCU, CMF 

§32.32 With the consent of the appropriate local county or 
district attorney, the attorney general has 
concurrent jurisdiction with that consenting local 

Criminal 
Prosecution, 
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prosecutor to prosecute an offense under this 
section that involves a mortgage loan 

Criminal 
Investigation  

§§32.45 With the consent of the appropriate local county or 
district attorney, the attorney general has 
concurrent jurisdiction with that consenting local 
prosecutor to prosecute an offense under this 
section that involves the state Medicaid program 

MFCU, CMF 

§33.04 If requested to do so by a prosecuting attorney, may 
assist the prosecuting attorney in the investigation 
or prosecution of an offense under this chapter or of 
any other offense involving the use of a computer 

Criminal 
Prosecution, 
Criminal 
Investigation 

§33.05 With the consent of the appropriate local county or 
district attorney, the attorney general has 
concurrent jurisdiction with that consenting local 
prosecutor to investigate or prosecute an offense 
under this section (Voting Machine) 

Criminal 
Prosecution, 
Criminal 
Investigation  

§33A.06 If requested to do so by a prosecuting attorney, may 
assist the prosecuting attorney in the investigation 
or prosecution of an offense under this chapter or of 
any other offense involving the use of 
telecommunications equipment, services, or 
devices 

Criminal 
Prosecution, 
Criminal 
Investigation 

§34.03 If requested to do so by a prosecuting attorney, may 
assist in the prosecution of an offense under this 
chapter (Money Laundering) 

Criminal 
Prosecution, 
Criminal 
Investigation  

§35.04 May prosecute an insurance fraud case, or offer the 
prosecutor the AG’s resources 

Criminal 
Prosecution, 
Criminal 
Investigation 

§37.10 With the consent of the appropriate local county or 
district attorney, the attorney general has 
concurrent jurisdiction with that consenting local 
prosecutor to prosecute an offense under this 
section that involves the state Medicaid program 
(Perjury and Other Falsification) 

MFCU, CMF 

§39.015 With the consent of the appropriate local county or 
district attorney, the attorney general has 
concurrent jurisdiction with that consenting local 
prosecutor to prosecute an offense under this 
chapter (Abuse of Office) 

Criminal 
Prosecution, 
Criminal 
Investigation  
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§39.04 Shall have concurrent jurisdiction with law 
enforcement agencies to investigate violations of 
this statute involving serious bodily injury or death 

Criminal 
Investigation, 
Criminal 
Investigation  

§48.03 With the consent of the appropriate local county or 
district attorney, the attorney general has 
concurrent jurisdiction with that consenting local 
prosecutor to prosecute an offense under this 
section (conduct affecting public health) 

CI, CP, SL 

 
XXII. Tex. Prop. Code Ann.  

§5.207 May institute an action for injunctive or 
declaratory relief to restrain a violation of this 
subchapter regarding conveyances; may institute 
an action for civil penalties against a payee for a 
violation of this chapter  

Gen Lit, Fin Lit 

§12.017 May sue to collect penalty for knowing filing of 
false affidavit related to mortgages 

Fin Lit, 
Criminal 
Prosecution 

§71.109 The attorney general or the other person acting on 
behalf of the state in the escheat proceeding may 
make an appeal or file the writ 

Gen Lit, Fin Lit 

§71.301 As the comptroller elects and with the approval of 
the attorney general, the attorney general, the 
county attorney or criminal district attorney for 
the county, or the district attorney for the district 
shall represent the comptroller 

Gen Lit, Fin Lit 

§74.304 Shall, on written notice of the claim, defend the 
holder against the claim 

Fin Lit 

§74.702 May at any reasonable time and place, examine the 
books and records of any person to determine 
whether the person has complied with this title 

Fin Lit 

§74.703 May employ additional personnel necessary to 
enforce this title (Report, Delivery, and Claims 
Process) 

Fin Lit 

§74.704 If the comptroller requests, the attorney general 
shall assist the comptroller in enforcing this title 

Fin Lit 

§74.709 Shall, on the request of the comptroller, bring an 
action and may recover reasonable attorney’s fees 

Fin Lit 

§74.712 Shall, on the request of the comptroller, bring suit 
to enforce the subpoena 

Fin Lit 

§77.152 Shall, on written notice of the claim, defend the 
holder against the claim 

Accounting, 
Budget, CVS 
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§77.201 A claim under this subsection may be submitted by 
the attorney general or the comptroller on behalf of 
the state or state agency 

Accounting, 
Budget, CVS 

§77.302 May, at any reasonable time and place, examine 
the books and records of any holder 

Accounting, 
Budget, CVS 

§77.304 Shall, on the request of the comptroller, bring suit 
to enforce the subpoena 

Accounting, 
Budget, CVS 

§113.026 If the attorney general determines that one or more 
replacement charitable beneficiaries do not have 
the same or similar charitable purpose as the failed 
charitable beneficiary, the attorney general shall 
request in writing that a district court in the 
county in which the trust was created review the 
selection 

Fin Lit 

§113.030 May bring an action to enforce the provisions of 
this section 

Fin Lit 

§123.002 May intervene in proceeding involving a charitable 
trust and may join and enter into compromise or 
settlement relating to a charitable trust 

Fin Lit 

§123.003 receives notice of any proceeding involving a 
charitable trust or else any judgment in that 
proceeding is voidable 

Fin Lit 

§221.075   May sue to for collection of civil penalty and/or 
injunctive relief for violation of Texas Timeshare 
Act 

Fin Lit, 
Consumer 
Protection 

§301.086 On receipt of the commission’s authorization, the 
attorney general shall promptly file the action 

Fin Lit, 
Consumer 
Protection, Gen 
Lit 

§301.112
  

At the request of the commission, the attorney 
general shall sue to recover a civil penalty due 
under this section 

Fin Lit, 
Consumer 
Protection, Gen 
Lit 

§301.131
  

If a timely election is made, the commission shall 
authorize the attorney general shall file in a 
district court a civil action seeking relief on behalf 
of the aggrieved person 

Fin Lit, 
Consumer 
Protection, Gen 
Lit 

§301.132 May file civil action for appropriate relief against 
repeat offenders of Fair Housing Act 

Fin Lit, 
Consumer 
Protection, Gen 
Lit 

§301.133 May enforce the subpoena in appropriate 
proceedings in district court 

Fin Lit, 
Consumer 
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Protection, Gen 
Lit 

§301.155 On request of the commission, the attorney general 
may intervene in an action under this subchapter 
if the commission certifies that the case is of public 
importance 

Fin Lit, 
Consumer 
Protection, Gen 
Lit 

 
 

XXIII. Tex. Spec. Dist. Code Ann.  
§3503.203 Shall approve the bonds and the contract if find 

that the bonds have been authorized and the 
contract was entered into in accordance with law 

PFD 

§§5007.006 Approve bonds (Port of Houston Authority of 
Harris County, Texas) 

PFD 

§8101.262 If the attorney general finds that the bonds have 
been authorized and the contract has been made in 
accordance with law, the attorney general shall 
approve the bonds and contract (Athens Municipal 
Water Authority) 

PFD 

§8104.309 If the attorney general finds that the bonds or 
notes have been authorized and that the lease or 
contract has been made in accordance with law, 
the attorney general shall approve the bonds or 
notes and the lease or contract (Baytown Area 
Water Authority) 

PFD 

§8502.012 If the attorney general finds that the bonds have 
been authorized and the contract has been made 
and entered into in accordance with law, the 
attorney general shall approve the bonds and the 
contract 

PFD 

§8503.023 May sue to enforce compliance with public access 
rights to LCRA “lands” Lower Colorado River 
Authority 

EPD 

§8506.115 On notice by a resident of this state of a violation 
of this section, the attorney general shall institute 
the proper legal proceedings to require the 
authority or its successor to comply with this 
section (Upper Colorado River Authority) 

EPD 

§8801.105 Shall, at the request of the district, defend the 
district in suits brought against the district in all 
district and appellate courts of this state and in the 
courts of the United States (Harris-Galveston 
Subsidence District) 

EPD 
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§8801.204 Shall, at the request of the board, or the general 
manager if authorized by the board, institute and 
conduct an action against any person in the name 
of the district for injunctive relief or to recover a 
civil penalty, or both 

EPD 

§8834.118 Shall, if requested by the district, represent the 
district in the district courts and appellate courts 
of this state and in the courts of the United States 
(Fort Bend Subsidence District) 

EPD 

§8834.252 Shall institute an action under this section at the 
request of the board, or at the request of the 
general manager if authorized by the board 

EPD 

§8888.254 If the attorney general finds that the bonds have 
been authorized and the contract has been made in 
accordance with law, the attorney general shall 
approve the bonds and the contract 

PFD 

 
XXIV. Tex. Tax Code Ann.  

§111.002 If a forfeiture is not paid, the attorney general 
shall file suit to recover the forfeiture in a court of 
competent jurisdiction in Travis County or in any 
other county where venue lies 

Tax 

§111.003 The governor shall notify the attorney general, 
who shall institute criminal and civil proceedings 
in the name of the state against persons accused of 
a violation or negligence of duty 

Criminal 
Prosecutions 

§111.006 May use information otherwise confidential (e.g. 
tax returns) to enforce any provision of the tax code 
in relation to collection procedures; may disclose 
certain information to a municipality or county; 
information in possession of attorney general 
remains confidential 

Tax 

§111.0075 May institute and conduct a suit to collect the 
penalty authorized by this section and to restrain 
the person from continuing to violate this section 
(collection procedures) 

Tax 

§111.010
  

The attorney general shall bring suit in the name 
of the state to recover delinquent state taxes, tax 
penalties, and interest owed to the state 

Tax 

§111.011 May sue to enjoin continued business from an 
entity failing to file a tax report or failing to pay a 
tax 

Tax 
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§112.104
  

If the attorney general determines that the  
amount of a bond filed under this subchapter is  
insufficient to cover double the amount of taxes,  
fees, and penalties accruing after the restraining  
order or injunction is granted, the attorney  
general shall demand that the applicant file an  
additional bond 

Tax 

§112.105
  

In taxpayer suits, the attorney general or the state 
official authorized to enforce the collection of a tax 
to which an order or injunction under this 
subchapter applies may file in the court that has 
granted the order or injunction an affidavit stating 
that the applicant has failed to comply with or has 
violated a provision of this subchapter 

Tax 

§112.106 Taxes, fees, and penalties that are secured by a 
bond and remain unpaid after a demand for 
payment shall be recovered in a suit by the 
attorney general 

Tax 

§112.153 Shall represent the comptroller in a suit under this 
subchapter 

Tax 

§151.262 May sue to enjoin a person from selling sales or 
excise taxable items subject to imposed taxes 
without a valid permit or license 

Tax 

§151.471 Shall prosecute the action on the comptroller’s 
behalf and are entitled to recover court costs and 
reasonable attorney’s fees 

Tax 

§151.488 Shall prosecute the action on the comptroller’s 
behalf and are entitled to recover court costs and 
reasonable attorney’s fees 

Tax 

§151.601 the action shall be prosecuted by the attorney 
general (delinquent taxes) 

Tax 

§154.501 Shall bring a suit to recover penalties under this 
section (cigarette tax) 

Tax 

§155.201 Shall bring suits to recover penalties under this 
section (cigars and tobacco products tax) 

Tax 

§162.007 May file suit to collect unpaid motor fuel taxes Tax 
§171.210 May use information made confidential by this 

chapter; may authorize the use of the confidential 
information in a judicial proceeding in which the 
state is a party; general may authorize 
examination of the confidential information by 
another state officer of this state, a law 
enforcement official of this state, a tax official of 

Tax 
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another state or an official of the federal 
government if the other state or the federal 
government has a reciprocal arrangement with 
this state (as it applies to Franchise Tax) 

§171.303 Shall bring suit to forfeit the charter or certificate 
of authority of the corporation if a ground exists for 
the forfeiture of the charter or certificate 

Tax 

§181.103 May sue to enjoin a person who is cement tax-
delinquent from engaging in cement taxable 
activities 

Tax 

§182.103 Shall bring suits to collect penalties under this 
chapter (Miscellaneous gross receipts taxes) 

Tax 

§201.303 May enforce tax lien by filing suit in connection 
with gas production tax. If a tax imposed by this 
chapter is delinquent or if interest or a penalty on 
a delinquent tax has not been paid, the state has a 
prior lien for the tax, penalty, and interest on all 
property and equipment used by the producer to 
produce gas 

Tax 

§201.354 Shall bring a suit for the collection of a penalty 
imposed 

Tax 

§202.054 May sue to collect penalty for violation of oil 
recovery project termination notification 
requirements 

Tax 

§202.056 May sue to collect penalty for violating tax-
exemption protocols for formerly inactive oil wells 
(exemption for oil and gas from wells previously 
inactive); see also(202.059 exemption for 
hydrocarbons from Terra wells, 202.060 exemption 
for oil and gas from reactivated orphaned wells) 

Tax 

§204.009 May sue to collect penalty for misapplying new 
field discovery tax credits 

Tax 

§321.310 May disapprove of the institution of a suit by a 
municipality under Section 321.309(b) if certain 
conditions are met as listed in the statute 
(Municipal Sales and Use Tax Act) 

Tax 

§322.207 May disapprove of the institution of a suit by a 
taxing entity under Section 322.206(b) if certain 
conditions are met as listed in the statute (Sales 
and Use Taxes for Special Purpose Taxing 
Authorities) 

Tax 

§323.310 May disapprove of the institution of a suit by a 
county under Section 323.309(b) if certain 

Tax 

http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/GetStatute.aspx?Code=TX&Value=321.309&Date=6/26/2014
http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/GetStatute.aspx?Code=TX&Value=322.206&Date=6/26/2014
http://www.statutes.legis.state.tx.us/GetStatute.aspx?Code=TX&Value=323.309&Date=6/26/2014
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conditions are met as listed in the statute (County 
Sales and Use Tax Act) 

XXV. Tex. Transp. Code Ann.
§21.153 May sue to enforce subpoena in aeronautics 

investigation cases, and may bring suit for 
violation of aeronautics regulations (21.156) 

Transportation 

§21.154 Shall institute and conduct a suit for the penalty Transportation 
§21.156 May bring suit to enforce this chapter Transportation 
§22.157 If the attorney general determines that the 

obligations are issued in accordance with this 
chapter, the attorney general shall approve them 
(County and Municipal Airports) 

Transportation 

§52.006 Shall send the governor and the commissioner a 
list of each state or local agency that the attorney 
general determines has jurisdiction to administer 
laws regarding environmental protection, land 
and water use, and coastal zone management in 
the area in which the deepwater port is located 

EPD 

§61.007 Shall assist a board in the enforcement of this 
chapter (Compulsory Pilotage) 

EPD 

§111.058 For a penalty provided under this chapter that is 
recoverable by the state, the attorney general, or 
an attorney acting under the direction of the 
attorney general, may bring suit in the name of 
the state (Regulation by Texas Department of 
Transportation) 

Transportation 

§191.006 Shall immediately bring an action against a 
railroad company or other corporation, firm, 
partnership, or individual who violates this 
chapter to collect a civil penalty (Structures and 
materials near railroad or railway) 

Transportation 

§201.407 The department, in collaboration with the office 
of the attorney general, shall establish the 
content of the training (recognition and 
prevention of smuggling  and trafficking of 
persons) 

Special 
Prosecutions 

§201.943 If the attorney general finds that they will be 
issued in accordance with this subchapter and 
other applicable law, the attorney general shall 
approve them  

Special 
Prosecutions 



 

65 

§201.973 If the attorney general finds that they will be 
issued in accordance with this subchapter and 
other applicable law, the attorney general shall 
approve them 

Special 
Prosecutions 

§202.030 Must approve a transfer or conveyance that is 
made under this subchapter if the value of the 
real property transferred or conveyed is $10,000 
or more (Control of Transportation Assets) 

Transportation 

§203.054 Must bring suit to prosecute a condemnation suit 
for the transportation commission 

Transportation 

§222.004 If the attorney general finds that they will be 
issued in accordance with this section and other 
applicable law, the attorney general shall 
approve them and deliver them to the comptroller 
for registration (Funding and Federal Aid) 

Transportation 

§222.035 Shall monitor federal legislation for purposes of 
this section 

Intergovernmental 
Relations Division 

§222.075 On determining that the revenue bonds have 
been authorized in accordance with law, the 
attorney general shall approve the revenue bonds 

PFD 

§224.004 The commission shall direct the attorney general 
to initiate eminent domain proceedings on behalf 
of the state to acquire the right-of-way 

Transportation  

§228.108 If the attorney general determines that the 
bonds, the bond proceedings, and any supporting 
contract are authorized by law, the attorney 
general shall approve the bonds and deliver to 
the comptroller (State highway Toll Projects) 

PFD 

§228.154 If the attorney general determines that the 
agreement is in accordance with law, the 
attorney general shall approve the agreement 
and deliver to the commission a copy of the legal 
opinion of the attorney general stating that 
approval 

Transportation 

§366.116 If the attorney general determines that the 
bonds, the bond proceedings, and any supporting 
contract are authorized by law, the attorney 
general shall approve the bonds and deliver to 
the comptroller (Regional Tollway Authorities) 

PFD 

§370.116 If the attorney general determines that the 
bonds, the bond proceedings, and any supporting 
contract are authorized by law, the attorney 

PFD 
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general shall approve the bonds and deliver to 
the comptroller (Regional Mobility Authorities) 

§371.051 Shall provide a legal sufficiency determination 
and set the examination free (Comprehensive 
Development Agreements for Highway Toll 
Projects) 

Transportation 

§391.034 The department may direct the attorney general 
to apply for an injunction 

Transportation 

§391.035 May sue to collect penalty for violation of outdoor 
advertising regulations 

Transportation 

§391.125 The department may request the attorney 
general to apply for an injunction to require the 
screening of the junkyard 

Transportation 

§391.126 May sue to collect penalty for violation of 
junkyard and auto graveyard regulations 

Transportation 

§391.254 May bring suit to collect the penalty Transportation 
§392.0355 May sue to collect penalty for violation of 

highway beautification on state right-of-way 
regulations 

Transportation 

§394.081 May sue to collect the civil penalty (Regulation of 
Outdoor Signs on Rural Roads) 

Transportation 

§394.087 The department may direct the attorney general 
to apply for an injunction to require the removal 
of the sign 

Transportation 

§431.071 If the attorney general finds that the bond or 
note, and any supporting contract are authorized 
under this chapter, the attorney general shall 
approve them (Texas Transportation Corporation 
Act) 

PFD 

§451.355 If the attorney general finds that the bonds have 
been issued in conformity with the constitution 
and this chapter and that the bonds will be a 
binding obligation of the issuing authority, the 
attorney general shall approve the bonds 
(Metropolitan Rapid Transit Authorities) 

PFD 

§452.355 If the attorney general finds that the bonds have 
been issued in conformity with the constitution 
and this chapter and that the bonds will be a 
binding obligation of the issuing authority, the 
attorney general shall approve the bonds 
(Regional Transportation Authority) 

PFD 

§453.305 If the attorney general finds that the bonds have 
been issued in conformity with the constitution 

PFD 
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and this chapter and that the bonds will be a 
bonding obligation of the issuing transit 
department, the attorney general shall approve 
the bonds (Municipal Transit Departments) 

§457.254 If the attorney general finds that the bonds have 
been issued in conformity with the constitution 
and this chapter and that the bonds will be a 
bonding obligation of the issuing authority, the 
attorney general shall approve the bonds (County 
Mass Transit Authority) 

PFD 

§463.205 If the attorney general finds that the bonds have 
been issued in conformity with the constitution 
and this chapter and that the bonds will be a 
bonding obligation of the issuing authority, the 
attorney general shall approve the bonds 
(Regional Transit Authorities) 

PFD 

§503.092 May enforce this chapter and bring an 
enforcement action (Dealer’s and Manufacturer’s 
Vehicle License Plates) 

Transportation  

§521.062 May file a suit against a person with whom the 
department has contracted under this section, 
driver record monitoring pilot program, for 
injunctive relief or civil penalties; may recover 
reasonable expenses and costs (Driver’s Licenses 
and Certificates) 

Transportation 

§521.453 May bring an action to enjoin a violation or 
threatened violation of this section for a fictitious 
license or certificate 

Transportation 

§542.2035 The attorney general shall enforce this 
subsection (a municipality may not implement or 
operate an automated traffic control system with 
respect to a highway or street under its 
jurisdiction for the purpose of enforcing 
compliance with posted speed limits) 

Transportation 

§547.208 Shall represent the department in the suit (to 
prohibit the manufacture, offer, distribution, or 
sale of an item of vehicle equipment that is 
subject of a department order) 

Transportation 

§548.4045 May bring suit in the name of this state to recover 
on the bond 

Fin Lit 

§548.408 The district or county attorney or the attorney 
general shall represent the director in the appeal 

Transportation 
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§548.6015 May bring suit in the name of this state to collect 
the penalty for violation of compulsory inspection 
of vehicles regulation 

Transportation 

§623.273 May, at the request of the department, petition a 
district court for appropriate injunctive relief to 
prevent or abate a violation of this chapter or a 
rule or order adopted under this chapter and may 
recover reasonable expenses (Permits for 
Oversize or Overweight Vehicles) 

Transportation 

§643.255 May, at the request of the department, petition a 
district court for appropriate injunctive relief to 
prevent or abate a violation of this chapter or a 
rule or order adopted under this chapter and may 
recover reasonable expenses (Motor Carrier 
Registration) 

Transportation 

§644.152 May sue to collect penalty for failure to permit 
commercial motor vehicle inspection 

Transportation 

§644.154 Shall sue to enjoin a violation or a threatened 
violation of a rule adopted under this chapter on 
request of the director 

Transportation 

§728.004 May enforce this subchapter and may bring an 
action in the county in which a violation has 
occurred (Sale or Transfer of Motor Vehicles and 
Master Keys) 

Transportation 

§728.022 May bring an action to recover the civil penalty 
imposed 

ALD, LED, Tort 

§1001.006 Shall defend an action brought against the board 
or the department or an action brought against 
an employee of the department as a result of the 
employee’s official act or omission, regardless of 
whether at the time of the institution of the 
action that person has terminated service with 
the department 

Transportation, 
ALD 

   
 
 

XXVI. Tex. Util. Code Ann.  
§12.004 Shall represent the commission in a matter before 

a state court, a court of the United States, or a 
federal public utility regulatory commission 

EPD 

§15.021 Shall, on the request of the commission, apply in 
the name of the commission for a court order 
(Judicial Review, Enforcement, and penalties) 

EPD 
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§15.025 If the person does not pay the amount of the 
penalty and the enforcement of the penalty is not 
stayed, the executive director may refer the matter 
to the attorney general for collection of the amount 
of the penalty 

EPD 

§15.028 Shall file in the name of the commission a suit on 
the attorney general’s own initiative or at the 
request of the commission to recover the civil 
penalty under this section 

EPD 

§15.029 A civil penalty under this section is recoverable in 
a suit filed in the name of the commission by the 
attorney general on the attorney general’s own 
initiative or at the request of the commission 

EPD 

§39.151 May sue to compel independent organizations to 
comply with utility commission rules 

EPD 

§64.203 May investigate violations of mobile phone number 
publications, and may enjoin activity and collect 
penalty 

EPD, Consumer 
Protection  

§105.021 Shall, on the request of the railroad commission, 
apply in the name of the commission for an order 

EPD 

§105.023 Shall file in the name of the railroad commission a 
suit on the attorney general’s own initiative or at 
the request of the commission to recover the civil 
penalty under this section 

EPD 

§121.052 Shall enforce this section by injunction or other 
remedy (pipelines: monopolies subject to railroad 
commission) 

EPD 

§121.203 The attorney general, on behalf of the railroad 
commission, is entitled to injunctive relief to 
restrain a violation of a safety standard adopted 
under this subchapter 

EPD 

§121.205 A civil penalty may be compromised by the 
attorney general 

EPD 

§121.210 An administrative penalty may be recovered in a 
civil action brought by the attorney general at the 
request of the railroad commission 

EPD 

§141.005 At the request of the commission, the attorney 
general shall bring suit for the appointment of a 
receiver to collect the assets and carry on the 
business of a distribution system retailer 

EPD, Fin Lit, 
ALD 

§251.060 The corporation shall refer the recommended 
penalty to the attorney general, who shall institute 
a suit in a court of competent jurisdiction to recover 

EPD 
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the penalty (Underground Facility Damage 
Prevention and Safety) 

   
 
XXVII. Tex. Water Code Ann.  
§6.114 Shall seek a writ of mandamus and any other legal 

or equitable remedy and may recover reasonable 
attorney’s fees and costs (Texas Water 
Development Board) 

EPD 

§6.115 Shall bring suit for the appointment of a receiver EPD, ALD 
§6.190 The executive administrator, on behalf of the 

board, shall obtain the approval of the attorney 
general as to the legality of a resolution of the 
board authorizing state ownership in a project 

EPD, ALD 

§7.032 On request of the executive director, the attorney 
general or the prosecuting attorney in a county in 
which the violation occurs shall initiate a suite for 
injunctive relief 

EPD, ALD 

§7.072 An administrative penalty owed under this 
subchapter may be recovered in a civil action 
brought by the attorney general at the request of 
the commission 

EPD, ALD, Fin 
Lit 

§7.105 On the request of the executive director or the 
commission, the attorney general shall institute a 
suit in the name of the state for injunctive relief, 
to recover a civil penalty, or for both 

EPD, ALD, Fin 
Lit 

§7.106 The attorney general’s office and the executive 
director may agree to resolve any violation, before 
or after referral, by an administrative order issued 
by the commission with the approval of the 
attorney general 

EPD, ALD 

§7.110 Shall promptly consider any written comments 
and may withdraw or withhold consent to the 
proposed order, judgment, or other agreements … 

EPD, ALD 

§7.111 On request by the commission, the attorney 
general shall file suit to recover security 

EPD, ALD, Fin 
Lit 

§11.0842 If the person does not pay the amount of the 
penalty and the enforcement of the penalty is not 
stayed, the commission may refer the matter to the 
attorney general for collection of the amount of the 
penalty 

EPD, ALD, Fin 
Lit 
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§11.456 On the request of the commission, the attorney 
general shall seek injunctive relief to carry out the 
purpose of this section 

EPD, ALD 

§12.082 After the attorney general receives the notice, he 
may bring an action for injunctive relief, or he may 
bring quo warranto proceedings against the 
directors 

EPD, ALD 

§13.014 Shall represent the commission or the utility 
commission under this chapter in all matters 
before the state courts and any courts of the United 
States 

EPD 

§13.412 At the request of the utility commission or the 
commission, the attorney general shall bring suit 
for the appointment of a receiver to collect the 
assets and carry on the business of a water or 
sewer utility 

EPD 

§13.414 Shall institute suit on his own initiative or at the 
request of, in the name of, and on behalf of the 
utility commission or the commission in a court of 
competent jurisdiction to recover the penalty 
under this section 

EPD 

§15.212 Shall, at the request of the board, take all 
necessary legal action to assist the board in 
carrying out this subsection (Texas Water 
Assistance Program) 

EPD, ALD 

§15.435 If the attorney general finds that the agreement 
has been made in accordance with the constitution 
and other laws of this state, the attorney general 
shall approve the agreement and the comptroller 
shall register the (Bond Enhancement) agreement 

PDF 

§15.475 If the attorney general finds that the revenue 
bonds have been authorized in accordance with 
law, the attorney general shall approve the 
revenue bonds 

PFD 

§15.905 If the attorney general finds that the loan 
agreement and the promissory note are valid and 
binding obligations of the political subdivision or 
water supply corporation, the attorney general 
shall approve the documents and deliver them to 
the comptroller 

PFD 

§16.053 The attorney general, on request, shall represent a 
regional water planning group, a representative 
who serves on the regional water planning group, 

EPD, ALD 
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or an employee of a political subdivision that 
contracts with the regional water planning group 
in a suit arising from an act or omission relating to 
the regional water planning group 

§16.354 May sue to enforce a county or municipal rule 
adopted under 16.350, collect penalty under 
16.352, enjoin activity under 16.353, get damages 
under 16.3535, and enforce a political subdivision’s 
rules, all relating to economically distressed area 
water regulations 

EPD, ALD, Fin 
Lit 

§17.859 If the attorney general finds that the revenue 
bonds have been authorized in accordance with 
law, he shall approve the revenue bonds 

PFD 

§20.076 shall institute appropriate proceedings for 
mandamus or other legal remedies to compel the 
political subdivision or its officers, agents, and 
employees to cure the default by performing those 
duties that they are legally obligated to perform 
(Texas Water Resources Finance Authority) 

EPD, ALD, Fin 
Lit 

§26.3513 Shall file suit on behalf of the commission to seek 
the relief provided by this section (Water Quality 
Control) 

EPD 

§26.355 At the request of the commission, the attorney 
general shall initiate court proceedings to recover 
costs under this section 

EPD 

§27.103 At the request of the railroad commission, the 
attorney general shall institute and conduct a suit 
in the name of the State of Texas for injunctive 
relief or to recover the civil penalty, or for both 
(Injection Wells) 

EPD 

§29.053 At the request of the railroad commission, the 
attorney general shall institute and conduct a suit 
in the name of the state for injunctive relief or 
other appropriate remedy or to recover a civil 
penalty (Oil and Gas Waste Haulers) 

EPD 

§30.056 If the attorney general finds that the bonds are 
authorized and that the contract is made in 
accordance with the constitution and laws of this 
state, he shall approve the bonds and the contract 

PFD 

§36.181 If the attorney general finds that the bonds or 
notes have been authorized in accordance with 
law, the attorney general shall approve them, and 
they shall be registered by the comptroller 

PFD 
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§49.182 May sue to enjoin or quo warranto against 
directors for improper water construction and 
improvement projects 

Fin Lit 

§49.184 Shall carefully examine the bonds, with regards to 
the record and the constitution and laws of this 
state governing the issuance of bonds, and shall 
officially approve and certify the bonds if … 

PFD 

§51.427 Shall examine all the proceedings and shall 
require any further evidence and make any further 
examination which he considers advisable; then 
shall file an answer to the suit … (Water Control 
and Improvement Districts) 

PFD, Fin Lit 

§53.177 Shall carefully examine the bonds in connection 
with the record and the constitution and laws of 
this state governing the issuance of bonds; shall 
certify the bonds if he finds that they conform to 
the record and the constitution and laws of this 
state … (Fresh Water Supply Districts) 

PFD 

§55.405 Shall approve the bonds if they are issued in 
accordance with the provisions of this subchapter 
and the constitution, and the bonds shall be 
registered with the comptroller (Water 
Improvement Districts) 

PFD 

§56.205 Shall examine the bonds carefully and shall certify 
them if he finds that they conform to the 
constitution and laws of this state and are valid 
and binding obligations of the district (Drainage 
Districts) 

PFD 

§58.446 Shall examine the record and give his opinion on it 
(Irrigation Districts) 

PFD 

§58.447 If the attorney general finds that the bonds are 
issued according to law and are valid, binding 
obligations of the district, he shall officially certify 
the bonds and execute a certificate 

PFD 

§58.457 Shall examine all the proceedings and shall 
require any further evidence and make any further 
examination which he considers advisable; then 
shall file an answer to the suit 

PFD, Fin Lit 

§62.196 Shall examine and certify bonds PFD 
§63.253 Shall examine and certify bonds PFD 
§66.315 If the attorney general finds that the bonds have 

been authorized in accordance with law, he shall 
approve them 

PFD 
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XXVIII. Tex. Rev. Civ. Stats. Ann. arts.  
581-25-1 
  

May sue to appoint receiver if a business has  
engaged in fraud, or is otherwise necessary to  
protect the assets for the benefit of customers  

Bankrupcty 

581-3 In the event of the negligence or refusal of such 
attorney to institute and prosecute such violation 
(Under Article 581), the Commissioner shall submit 
such evidence to the Attorney General, who is 
hereby authorized to proceed therein with all the 
rights, privileges and powers conferred by law upon 
district or county attorneys, including the power to 
appear before grand juries and to interrogate 
witnesses before such grand juries. 

Fin Lit, 
Criminal 
Investigation, 
Criminal 
Prosecution 

581-32 May seek injunction, restitution, and penalty for 
violation of blue sky laws 

Fin Lit 

6228a-5 Under section 10(c), the attorney general may 
institute an action for injunctive relief to restrain a 
violation by a person who is or who appears to be in 
violation of or threatening to violate this Act; or to 
collect a civil penalty under this section. Under 
section 10(e), the attorney general may recover 
reasonable expenses. 

Fin Lit 

 
 
 



EXHIBIT 43



1

1 CAUSE NO. D-1-GN-18-007636

2 | THE ROY F. & JOANN COLE ) IN THE DISTRICT COURT
MITTE FOUNDATION )

ow. ) TRAVIS county, TEXAS
[we 1s avo menviTy, 12, )
s| wc 1st ano TRINITY, Gp,

LLC, WC 3RD AND CONGRESS, )
6| Le AnD we 3mD AND )
,| coneress, ar, 11¢ ) 126TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

8

9 JE

10 PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO EXPAND RECEIVERSHIP

1 CTT

12

13

14 On the 5th day of November, 2020, the following
15| proceedings came on to be held in the above-titled and

16| numbered cause before the Honorable Jan Soifer, Judge

17| presiding, held in Austin, Travis County, Texas, via

18| videoconference.

19 Proceedings reported in computerized machine

20| shorthand by a Texas Certified Shorthand Reporter,

21| certification Number 4471.

22

23

24

25
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1| attorney for a gentleman called Mr. Hardeman?

2 A. I am now. I was not then.

3 Q. Who is Mr. Hardeman?

4 (Dogs barking)

5 THE WITNESS: Sorry. My dog is killing

6 | the Amazon guy.

7 MR. CASSIDY: It's all right.

8 THE WITNESS: Somebody is trying to remedy

o| that.

10 Thank you

1 A. Please ask me your question again.

12 Q. (By Mr. Cassidy) Yes.

13 Mr. Riley's an attorney, and he has a

14| relationship with a gentleman called Mr. Hardeman; is

15| that correct?

16 A. correct.

17 Q. Who is Mr. Hardeman?

18 A. I don't know exactly. I think he may own some

19| car dealerships and is an individual who perhaps has

20| purchased, or what I read in the newspaper has purchased

21| other World Class debt.

22 ©. And he purchased that World Class debt from a

23| company called Amplify, correct?

24 A. I do not know that.

25 ©. Do you know that Amplify is represented by your
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1| attorney, Mr. Lemmon?

2 A. I do not know that.

3 MR. LEMMON: And, Your Honor, I object.

4 | Actually, I don't represent Amplify. My firm's

5 | represented Amplify for a couple of years. But the

6 | primary responsibility is one of my law partners.

7 Q. (By Mr. Cassidy) And are you aware that Amplify

8| was selling Mr. Paul's debt to Mr. Hardeman who is

9 | represented by Mr. Riley? Did you know that,

10 | ur. Milligan?

1 A. I did not know that.

12 Q. If you did know that, would you be concerned

13| that your attorney has relationships with a company

14| that's selling Mr. Nate Paul's debt to a third party,

15 [ mr. Riley?

16 MR. LEMMON: Objection; assumes facts not

17 | in evidence.

18 THE COURT: Sustained.

19 Q. (By Mr. Cassidy) Well, let me ask you this, sir.

20 To the extent that there's an

21| interrelationship between these individuals, do you

22| think it's important to at least notify the Court of a

23| potential issue? Even if there's not a real conflict,

24| say there's a perceived conflict that would worry

25| people, do you feel that you have an obligation to




