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CAUSE NO. ___________ 

THE STATE OF TEXAS,     
EX. REL. COLBY WILTSE 

           Relator-Plaintiff 

v. 

MARK GONZALEZ, IN HIS OFFICAL 
CAPACITY AS DISTRICT ATTORNEY               
OF THE 105th JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

         Respondent-Defendant 

§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

 IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 

  NUECES COUNTY, TEXAS 

 _____ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PETITION TO REMOVE 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY FOR THE  105th JUDICIAL DISTRICT PURSUANT 

TO TEXAS CONSTITUTION, ART. V., § 24 & CHAPTER 87, LOCAL GOV’T CODE 

TO HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

NOW COMES THE STATE OF TEXAS, by relation of Plaintiff, COLBY 

WILTSE (hereinafter “Plaintiff”), in his capacity as a citizen of Nueces County, Texas, 

and hereby files this Petition for Removal seeking to remove Defendant, District Attorney 

for the 105th Judicial District of Nueces County, Texas MARK GONZALEZ (hereinafter 

“Defendant”), as pursuant to Art. V, § 24 of the Texas Constitution and Chapter 87, Local 

Gov’t Code, and in support thereof, respectfully submits the following: 

I. INTRODUCTION

1. THE STATE OF TEXAS, by relation of Plaintiff COLBY WILTSE, seeks

to have Defendant MARK GONZALEZ permanently removed from public office due to 

incompetency, official misconduct, and failure to give bond. 

Filed 
1/20/2023 4:21 PM

Anne Lorentzen
District Clerk

Nueces County, Texas

2023DCV-0244-G
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 2.       The District Attorney for the 105th Judicial District holds positions for 71 

attorneys, investigators, and technical staff, and is funded by an annual operating budget 

of approximately $6,500,000.00. Defendant’s office has the sole responsibility for 

prosecution of all criminal offenses and is the Chief Law Enforcement Officer responsible 

for the administration of justice for thousands of felony and misdemeanor crimes in 

Nueces County. 1  Defendant represents the State of Texas and is expected to enforce duly 

enacted law, administer justice, and guard the public welfare for the people of Nueces 

County. 

 3.       In order to accomplish its declared mission and fulfill the official duties 

assigned by law, the District Attorney for the 105th Judicial District of Texas must be of 

high integrity, thoroughly committed to the efficient and effective administration of 

justice, and capable of ensuring the just enforcement of duly enacted laws.   

 4.       As required by the Texas Constitution, Defendant swore an Oath of Office 

to “faithfully execute the duties” and further “preserve, protect, and defend the 

Constitution and laws of the United States and of this State.”2  

 5.   Defendant’s incompetence and official misconduct under the guise of 

prosecutorial discretion is a failure to properly administer justice, resulting in the 

nullification of duly enacted law.  This failure undermines the legislative, executive, and 

 

1 See Texas Gov’t Code §43.148 (a): “The district attorney [for the 105th Judicial District] serves all the district, county, 
and justice courts of Nueces County.” And §43.148 (b): “The district attorney shall attend each term and session of the 
district, county, and justice courts of Nueces County and shall represent the state in criminal cases pending in those 
courts.” 

 
2 See Texas Oath of Office Requirements, Art. 16: General Provisions §1 (a).  
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judicial branches of government in Texas and far exceeds Defendant’s authority.  

Defendant has intentionally reshaped and reimagined the District Attorney’s authority 

to ignore duly enacted law passed by the Texas Legislature and signed by the Governor 

of Texas. Defendant’s nullification of duly enacted law is an abuse of authority and 

violates Defendant’s oath to faithfully execute his duty to preserve, protect, and defend 

the Constitution and laws of the United States and Texas. 

 6.      As laid forth in this petition, Defendant's conduct in public office has been 

thoroughly tainted with incompetence and official misconduct, thereby justifying his 

removal.  Defendant has proven himself unfit and unable to discharge his official duties 

promptly and properly as District Attorney for the 105th Judicial District of Texas. This 

Honorable Court should immediately issue citation, and allow this matter to proceed 

pursuant to Texas Local Gov’t Code § 87.016. 

II.  JURISDICTION, VENUE & RULE 47 DISCLOSURES 

 7.     Pursuant to Texas Local Gov’t Code § 87.015, this petition for removal is 

being filed in the county residence of Defendant.  

 8.      The subject matter is within the jurisdiction of this Court and all parties 

are subject to this Court’s personal jurisdiction. 

 9.     Pursuant to Rule 47, Plaintiff seeks non-monetary relief that is properly 

allowed pursuant to Art. V., § 24 of the Texas Constitution and Chapter 87, Texas Local 

Gov’t Code.    
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III.  DISCOVERY CONTROL PLAN 

 10.       Plaintiff intends to conduct discovery pursuant to Rule 190.4, Texas 

Rules of Civil Procedure (Level 3). 

IV.  PARTIES  

 11.      The STATE OF TEXAS, on the relation of Plaintiff, COLBY WILTSE, 

files this suit and seeks to remove Defendant MARC GONZALEZ from the Office of 

District Attorney of the 105th Judicial District of Texas, pursuant to Art. V., § 24 of the 

Texas Constitution and Chapter 87, Texas Local Gov’t Code.  

 12.         Plaintiff is a resident of Texas who has lived in Nueces County for at 

least six (6) months and is not currently under any indictment, nor has he ever been under 

indictment in any jurisdiction.3 

 13.       Defendant is District Attorney for the 105th Judicial District of Nueces 

County, Texas.  On information and belief, Defendant is a resident of Nueces County, 

Texas, and may be served with citation at 901 Leopard Street Corpus Christi, TX 78401.  

V.  LEGAL GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL 

 14.      Art. V., § 24 of the Texas Constitution authorizes the removal of certain 

named officers, as well as “other county officers” by district judges for official misconduct 

and other causes, upon the cause “being set forth in writing and the finding of its truth 

by a jury.”4  This provision, in place since 1876, is self-executing.5 

 

3 Plaintiff meets the requirements of Tex. Loc. Gov’t Code § 87.015: Petition for Removal. 
4 See Tex. Const. V, § 24: Removal of County Officers. 
5 See Trigg v. State, 49 Tex. 645, 652–53 (1878). 
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 15.     The Texas Legislature enacted a statutory removal process for county 

officers in subchapter B of Chapter 87 of the Local Gov’t Code.6  Chapter 87 authorizes 

the removal of a county officer for official misconduct and other causes by petition to the 

district judge, a formal citation on the officer, and a trial by jury, with the right to appeal 

the court’s final judgment.7 

 16.       A district attorney may be removed from office upon petition and trial 

if, after trial, a jury finds evidence that at least one of the statutory grounds for removal 

alleged in the removal petition is true. 8 

 17.      The statutory grounds for removal are found in § 87.013(a), Texas Local 

Gov’t Code, providing a public officer may be removed from office upon proof of 

incompetency or official misconduct.9 

 18.     “Incompetency” is defined as “(A) gross ignorance of official duties; (B) 

gross carelessness in the discharge of those duties; or (C) unfitness or inability to 

promptly and properly discharge official duties because of a serious physical or mental 

defect that did not exist at the time of the officer’s election.”10 

 19.   “Official Misconduct” is defined as “intentional, unlawful behavior 

relating to official duties by an officer entrusted with the administration of justice or the 

 

6 See Tex. Loc. Gov’t Code §§ 87.011–.019. 
7 See Id. §§ 87.015 (petition), .016 (citation), .018 (trial), .019 (appeal). 
8 See Tex. Loc. Gov’t Code § 87.018(c). 
9 See Tex. Loc. Gov’t Code (a)(1),(2). 
10 See Tex. Loc. Gov’t Code § 87.011(2). 
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execution of the law. The term includes an intentional or corrupt failure, refusal, or 

neglect of an officer to perform a duty imposed on the officer by law.”11 

 20.   Texas Code of Criminal Procedure Art. 3.04 also defines “official 

misconduct” as “an offense that is an intentional or knowing violation of a law committed 

by a public servant while acting in an official capacity as a public servant.” An elected 

officer can be removed for official misconduct only if he violates a specific statutory duty 

that amounts to unlawful conduct.12 

 21.     The statutory grounds for removal is found in § 87.014, Texas Local Gov’t 

Code, providing that a county officer who is required by law to give an official bond may 

be removed if the officer fails to execute the bond within the time prescribed by law or 

does not give a new bond or an additional bond or security if required by law to do so.13  

VI.  FACTUAL GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL 

 A.         General Factual Allegations 

 22.        Defendant was first elected to the position of District Attorney for the 

105th Judicial District of Nueces County, Texas in November of 2016 and assumed his 

official duties on January 1, 2017.    

 23.       Defendant was reelected in November of 2020 and assumed his duties 

on January 1, 2021, with his current term set to end on December 31, 2024.   

 

11 See Tex. Loc. Gov’t Code § 87.011(3). 
12 See Stern v. State ex rel. Ansel, 869 S.W.2d 614,619–23 (Tex. App. - Houston [14th Dist.]1994), writ denied. State ex rel. 
Edwards v. Reyna, 160 Tex. 404, 333 S.W.2d 832 (Tex. 1960). 
13 See Tex. Loc. Gov’t Code § 87.014(1), (2).  
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 24.     As set forth in this petition, Defendant’s conduct met the statutory 

grounds for removal extending into or occurring during the current term of office which 

began on January 1, 2021.    

 25.        The official duties of this public office include: 

DUTIES OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. Each district attorney shall 
represent the State in all criminal cases in the district courts of his district and in 
appeals therefrom . . . It shall be the primary duty of all prosecuting attorneys, 
including any special prosecutors, not to convict, but to see that justice is done. 
They shall not suppress facts or secrete witnesses capable of establishing the 
innocence of the accused.14 
 

     26.       Defendant assumed the official duties of his second term on January 1, 

2021, taking the Oath of Office by swearing or affirming the following: 

I, [Mark Gonzalez], do solemnly swear (or affirm), that I will faithfully 
execute the duties of the office of District Attorney of Nueces County and of the 
State of Texas, and will to the best of my abilities preserve, protect, and defend 
the Constitution and laws of the United States and of this State, so help me God.15 

 
     27.       Pursuant to § 87.015(c), Texas Local Gov’t Code, THE STATE OF 

TEXAS, by relation of Plaintiff COLBY WILTSE, contends that the following facts are 

grounds for removal of Defendant from the position of District Attorney for Nueces 

County, Texas.  

B. The Brenna Wood Murder Case 
 

28. On January 11, 2021, during Defendant’s current term of office, Defendant 

and his office were recused from all criminal court cases related to the 2016 murder of 

 

14 See Tex. Code Crim. Proc., Art. 2.01. 
15 See Tex. Const. Art. XVI, § 1.  
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Breanna Wood.    

29. In Cause No. 17-FC-5191-D, State of Texas v. Sandra Vasquez, one of the 

criminal cases pending for the murder of Brenna Wood, the Court examined the facts of 

Defendant and his office and found credible evidence of “gross incompetence, 

negligence and/or carelessness on the part of the Nueces County District Attorney’s 

Office in the prosecution and investigation of the cases.” (105th Jud. Dist., Aug. 30, 2022) 

A true and correct copy of the Court Order Denying Motion to Set Aside and/or Dismiss 

the Indictment for Prosecutorial and State Misconduct is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

30. Defendant failed to provide adequate oversight, supervision, and 

expediency to the Breanna Wood murder cases. A media article published in the Caller 

Times describing Defendant’s request to be recused from the Breanna Wood murder 

cases is attached hereto as Exhibit B. 

C. Defendant’s Failure to Provide Office Oversight, Policies, and 
Procedures  
 
31. Defendant has failed to enact policies for the handling or accountability of 

evidence in high profile cases, often leading to significant delays in the administration 

of justice. See State v. Sandra Vasquez, No. 17-FC-5191-D (105th Jud. Dist., Dec. 28, 2017) 

and State v. Juan Villarreal, No. 18-FC-4900E (148th Jud. Dist., Oct. 11, 2018).  Media 

articles describing the incompetence of Defendant in a local OBGYN sexual assault case 

and further in the aforementioned Breanna Wood murder cases are attached hereto as 

Exhibit C.  
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32. In Cause No. 18-FC-4900E, State of Texas v. Juan Villarreal, Defendant’s 

failure to establish proper procedures for the handling of evidence resulted in a loss of 

evidence in a case with 14 alleged victims of sexual assault.  In that case, defense 

attorneys for the accused sought a dismissal of the indictment and requested the 

“District Attorney’s Office to establish a procedure for handling of evidence” (148th Jud. 

Dist., Oct. 11, 2018). Attorneys for Villarreal cited the previous ruling in State of Texas v. 

Sandra Vasquez (105th Jud. Dist., Dec. 28, 2017), alleging that “the District Attorney’s 

office acted with gross incompetence and negligence in maintaining evidence….” See 

Exhibit C. 

33. In the highly visible United States Supreme Court death penalty case of 

John Ramirez, Defendant unsuccessfully submitted a Motion to Withdraw Order Setting 

Execution after his office moved for an execution date on the death warrant.  Defendant 

attempted to rescind the death warrant in his motion, stating the “Assistant District 

Attorney who most recently moved for an execution date in the cause was not aware of 

my desire in this matter and did not consult me prior to moving for an execution date.” 

A true and correct copy of the Motion to Withdraw Order is attached hereto as Exhibit 

D. 

D. Defendant’s Failure to Pursue Indictments in Support of Motions to 
Revoke Probation 

 
34. Defendant has failed to pursue indictments in support of motions to 

revoke probation filed by the Nueces County Community Supervision and Corrections 

Department (CSCD). A media article describing Cause No. 22-FC-2253-B, State v. City of 
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Lara (117th Jud. Dist., May 19, 2022) is attached hereto as Exhibit E. 

35. In State v. Jason Edward Lara, Lara was charged with the alleged capital 

murder of multiple persons on May 10, 2022.  Prior to Lara’s arrest for capital murder of 

multiple persons, CSCD requested Defendant’s office revoke Lara's probation twice in 

an eight-month period: once in July 2021 and again in March 2022. Instead of revoking 

probation, Defendant abandoned an aggravated robbery charge which had a direct 

result on the ability to revoke probation, allowing Lara to remain free to commit the 

alleged capital murder of multiple persons. See Exhibit E. 

36. In May 2022, Defendant declined to prosecute another motion to revoke 

probation for a defendant with three previous driving while intoxicated convictions and 

more than 150 violations. See Exhibit E. 

E. Defendant’s Dismissal of Cases and Total Court Dispositions  
 
37. In March 2021 and March 2022, approximately 865 felony-level cases were 

dismissed including aggravated assault or attempted murder, sexual assault, family 

violence, aggravated robbery, burglary, theft, drug sale or manufacturing, and felony 

driving under the influence (DUI). The Nueces County Felony Case Activity Detail 

(March 2021-March 2022) is attached hereto as Exhibit F. 

38.  In March 2021 and March 2022, nearly two thousand (1,978) misdemeanor 

cases were dismissed including DUIs, theft, drug offenses, family violence, and assault.  

The Nueces County Misdemeanor Case Activity Detail (March 2021-March 2022) is 

attached hereto as Exhibit G. 
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39. From January 1, 2021, until December 31, 2022, 8,690 misdemeanors were 

dismissed—out of 10,055 court dispositions. The Nueces County Misdemeanor Case 

Activity Detail (Jan 2021-Dec 2022) is attached hereto as Exhibit H.  

40. During the previous District Attorney’s tenure, only 4,882 misdemeanors 

were dismissed out of 13,831 total court dispositions from January 1, 2015, until 

December 31, 2016. The Nueces County Misdemeanor Case Activity Detail (Jan 2015-

Dec 2016) is attached hereto as Exhibit I.  

41. From January 1, 2021, until December 31, 2022, only 3,862 felonies were 

dismissed out of 11,672 total court dispositions including aggravated assault or 

attempted murder, sexual assault, family violence, aggravated robbery, burglary, theft, 

drug sale or manufacturing, and felony DUI. The Nueces County Felony Case Activity 

Detail (Jan 2021-Dec 2021) is attached hereto as Exhibit J. 

42. From January 1, 2021, until December 31, 2022, a total of 21,535 felony 

cases were on the court docket. See Exhibit J.  

43.      During the previous District Attorney’s tenure, only 1,001 felonies were 

dismissed out of 8,765 total court dispositions from January 1, 2015, until December 31, 

2016. The Nueces County Felony Case Activity Detail (Jan 2015-Dec 2016) is attached 

hereto as Exhibit K.  

44. Defendant has an approximate 286% increase in felony dismissals from the 

previous District Attorney to include aggravated assault or attempted murder, sexual 

assault, family violence, aggravated robbery, burglary, theft, drug sale or 
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manufacturing, and felony DUI.16 In other words, the Defendant lacks competency to 

prosecute the majority of cases assigned to his office. 

F. Defendant’s Failure to Represent the State Government in the 
Prosecution of Criminal Offenses, Ignoring Duly Enacted Texas Law, and 
Nullifying the Criminal Justice System 
 
45. On or about June 24, 2022, Defendant stated he will not pursue criminal 

prosecutions or seek assistance from the Texas Attorney General for violations of Texas 

abortion prohibitions, which are duly enacted law. A media article on Defendant’s 

failure to prosecute abortion cases upon the Supreme Court’s reversal of Roe v. Wade, is 

attached hereto as Exhibit L. 410 U.S. 113 (1973). 

 
“We will not be prosecuting cases where someone saw any kind of 
medical assistance regarding any type of pregnancy,” Gonzalez said. 
“Whether it’s an abortion or anything in between. We feel that we just 
shouldn’t be involved in a woman’s decision between her and her 
healthcare provider.”  
 
…"Each individual district attorney has to allow or welcome the Attorney 
General to come in and prosecute a case, right? They have to ask them to 
take a case and then the Attorney General has to agree to do that, "So I 
will not be asking them to assist in these types of cases, and therefore they 
won't be able to do so." 

 
46. On February 18, 2022, Texas Attorney General Ken Paxton issued Office of 

Attorney General Opinion No. KP-0401 that described elective procedures on children 

for gender transitioning as child abuse. See Texas Attorney General Ken Paxton AG 

 

16 A 286% increase in felony dismissals compares the tenure of the previous District Attorney from the same time 
period, January 1, 2015-December 31, 2016 (1,001 dismissals) and January 1, 2021-December 31, 2022 (3,862 
dismissals).  
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Opinion No. KP-0401, attached hereto as Exhibit M. These would include reassignment 

surgeries that can cause sterilization, the performance of mastectomies, the removal of 

otherwise healthy body parts, and the administration of puberty-blocking drugs or 

supraphysiologic doses of testosterone or estrogen.17 

47. On June 29, 2021, in a press release for Fair and Just Prosecution, attached 

hereto as Exhibit N, Defendant pledged to ignore laws that prohibit gender 

transitioning for children, stating such laws “…go against my duty to protect every 

member of my community and to pursue equity and justice.” 

G. Defendant’s Failure to Represent the 105th Judicial District  
 

48. Defendant is the Chief Law Enforcement Officer and Legal Officer of the 

105th Judicial District.  

49. In June 2022, Chief Felony Prosecutor Angelica Hernandez told the Nueces 

County Board of Judges that Defendant’s “office was down 13 prosecutors” and “we no 

longer have enough prosecutors to man the courts” and “the situation is desperate, and 

the office is on the brink.” Media articles on office staff shortages and mismanagement 

are attached hereto as Exhibit O. In July 2022, Defendant was on the agenda to attend 

two special meetings called by Nueces County Board of Judges to address the growing 

backlog of cases and shortage of prosecutors raised by Chief Felony Prosecutor Angelica 

Hernandez. See Exhibit O.    

 

 

17See Tex. Fam. Code § 261.001(1)(A)–(D) (defining “abuse”). 
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50. The Nueces County Jail was at 100% capacity in June 2022. See Exhibit O.  

51. Defendant failed to attend either of the two meetings and was unable to 

be reached. Chief Felony Prosecutor Angelica Hernandez did not know where he was. 

See Exhibit O. 

52. Rather than attend the July 2022 special meetings to address the backlog 

of cases and shortage of prosecutors, Defendant traveled to Cabo San Lucas, Mexico, 

and failed to inform Chief Felony Prosecutor Angelica Hernandez where he was located.  

H. Defendant’s Misuse of Government Resources to Obtain a Private  
Benefit 
 
53. On January 26, 2022, Defendant registered a for-profit LLC with the 

Nueces County clerk as the owner of a privately held business, a BBQ restaurant called 

“Cruiser’s Country Store.” A true and correct copy of the registration is attached hereto 

as Exhibit P. 

54. Since January 26, 2022, and during his current term, Defendant has made 

social media posts from the District Attorney’s office advertising for the privately held 

business. 

55. On September 7, 2022, Defendant used government property and official 

time to advertise food and drink specials for his registered for-profit LLC.   

56. On or about September 28, 2022, Defendant used government property 

and official time to advertise food and drink specials for his registered for-profit LLC.   

I. Defendant’s Failure to Disclose Travel Benefits Provided by the Fair and 
Just Prosecution Organization 
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57. As a District Attorney public officeholder, Defendant is required to file an 

annual Personal Financial Statement with the Texas Ethics Commission under Chapter 

572 of the Texas Gov’t Code. 

58. On September 20, 2022, Defendant submitted his Calendar Year 2021 

Personal Financial Statement under penalty of perjury. A true and correct copy of 

Defendant’s Personal Financial Statement is attached hereto as Exhibit Q.  

59. Defendant’s Calendar Year 2021 Personal Financial Statement was 

submitted with the statement, “I swear, or affirm, under penalty of perjury, that this 

financial statement covers calendar year ending December 31, 2021, and is true and 

correct and includes all information required to be reported by me under Chapter 572 

of the Government Code.” 

60. On October 1, 2022, Defendant traveled to New York to attend an event 

sponsored by the Fair and Just Prosecution organization. Social media posts featuring 

the Defendant’s attendance at the October 1 event are attached hereto as Exhibit R. 

61. On December 10, 2021, Defendant traveled to Los Angeles, California to 

attend an event sponsored by the organization, Fair and Just Prosecution. Social media 

posts featuring the Defendant’s attendance at the December 10th event are attached 

hereto as Exhibit S.  

62. Fair and Just Prosecution is a fiscally sponsored project of The Tides 

Center, a 501(c)(3) nonprofit organization. The Fair and Just Prosecution Information 

Page w/Link is attached hereto as Exhibit T.  
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63. On September 20, 2022, Defendant did not disclose travel-related benefits 

under Chapter 572 of the Gov’t Code for his attendance at the Fair and Just Prosecution 

events as a gift in Part 8 of his Personal Financial Statement for Calendar Year 2021. 

64. On September 20, 2022, Defendant did not disclose travel related benefits 

under Chapter 572 of the Gov’t Code for his attendance at the Fair and Just Prosecution 

events as expenses accepted under the honorarium exception of his Personal Financial 

Statement for 2021. 

65. Defendant did not file any vouchers in 2021 for official travel 

reimbursement to attend Fair and Just Prosecution events during 2021. Defendant’s 

Public Information Response for Official Travel Vouchers is attached hereto as Exhibit 

U. 

66. The term “gift” in Texas Gov’t Code § 572.023(b)(7) is broader than the 

term “gift” in Penal Code Chapter 36 (bribery and gift laws).18 

67. Section 36.02 of the Texas Penal Code makes it a crime of bribery for a 

person to offer, confer, or agree to confer, or for a public official or employee to accept, 

agree to accept or solicit, any benefit as consideration for a decision, opinion, 

recommendation, vote, or other exercise of discretion.19 

68. The Penal Code defines a prohibited “benefit” as anything reasonably 

regarded as pecuniary [monetary] gain or pecuniary advantage, including benefit to any 

 

18 See Tex. Ethics Comm’n Op. No. 71 (1992). Some examples of gifts that may require disclosure include a reception 
to honor a state officer (see Tex. Ethics Comm’n Op. No. 415 (1999), and waiver of a symposium fee (see Tex. Ethics 
Comm’n Op. No. 29 (1992). 
19 See Tex. Pen. Code § 36.02(a). 
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other person in whose welfare the beneficiary has a direct and substantial interest.20 

69. Defendant is prominently featured in the Fair and Just Prosecution 

organization as part of “the movement.”21 

J. Defendant’s Failure to Give Bond within the Time Prescribed by Law  

70. As the elected District Attorney for the 105th Judicial District, Defendant 

is required to give bond within the time or manner prescribed by law.22 

71. On information and belief, Defendant has neither given bond within the 

time or manner prescribed by law for his current term. Nor has he obtained coverage 

from the Nueces County risk management pool. Nor has he been self-insured by an 

order adopted by the Nueces County commissioner’s court. Defendant’s bond 

paperwork is attached hereto as Exhibit V.  

VII. CAUSES OF ACTION & ARGUMENTS/AUTHORITIES 

A.  Removal under Local Govt Code § 87.013(a)(1) 

72. Plaintiff incorporates the preceding paragraphs as if fully repeated here. 

73. What is set forth above herein establishes Defendant as wholly 

“incompetent” and who must therefore be removed from office. The Defendant has 

acted with gross ignorance of his official duties or gross carelessness in the discharge of 

those duties.  Defendant’s actions amount to more than a mere error in judgment.   

 

 

20 Id. § 36.01(3) 
21 See Fair and Just Prosecution, Meet the Movement (last visited January 17, 2023).    
22 See Tex. Gov’t Code § 43.002. 
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74. During Defendant’s current term of office, he has mishandled and 

mismanaged murder cases, motions to revoke, and has intentionally nullified duly 

enacted law in violation of his oath of office. When compared to the previous District 

Attorney, Defendant has a 286% increase in felony dismissals, significant increases in 

misdemeanor dismissals, and continues to build a backlog of cases. As the Chief Law 

Enforcement Officer and Legal Officer of the 105th Judicial District, Defendant’s 

incompetence has failed to represent the State of Texas or administer justice for the 

citizens of Nueces County. 

75.  Under the Defendant’s charge and supervision, the criminal justice system 

in Nueces County is in a crisis, with backlogged cases and a shortage of experienced 

professional prosecutors.  In July 2022, despite representations of Defendant’s office as 

“down 13 prosecutors” which “no longer ha[d] enough prosecutors to man the courts” 

and which was subsequently characterized as “desperate” and “on the brink”, 

Defendant was wholly incompetent in representing the 105th Judicial District as the 

Chief Law Enforcement Officer and Legal Officer when called upon, choosing to be 

unavailable and unreachable to address the crisis with the panel of judges. See Exhibit 

O. 

76. As the Chief Law Enforcement Officer and Legal Officer of the 105th 

Judicial District, Defendant’s use of his elected position and government resources in 

September 2022 to advertise his private business for pecuniary gain is incompetent by 

showing a gross ignorance and carelessness in the discharge of his official duties. 
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77. As the Chief Law Enforcement Officer and Legal Officer of the 105th 

Judicial District, Defendant is incompetent and has displayed gross ignorance and 

carelessness in the discharge of official duties by failing to meet Personal Financial 

Statement reporting requirements for his position under Texas Gov’t Code §572.023.  

78. On September 20, 2022, Defendant committed perjury when he prepared, 

swore, and affirmed a Personal Financial Statement and submitted to the Texas Ethics 

Commission as well in his failure to list or report gifts or travel exceptions from the Fair 

and Just Prosecution organization by Texas Gov’t Code §572.023.  Defendant’s actions 

of committing perjury are incompetent and constitute gross ignorance and carelessness 

related to the discharge of official duties. 

B.  Removal under Local Gov’t Code § 87.013(a)(2) 

79.  Plaintiff incorporates the preceding paragraphs as if fully repeated here. 

80. Defendant’s actions amount to “official misconduct,” and Defendant must 

be removed from office on that basis. Defendant’s official misconduct demonstrates his 

intentional, unlawful behavior relating to official duties with his failure, refusal, or 

neglect in the administration of justice and the performance of duties imposed on the 

officer by law. Defendant’s official misconduct has undermined the administration of 

justice, improperly usurping the Texas Legislative and Executive branches of 

government by picking and choosing which laws to enforce. Defendant’s nullification 

of duly enacted laws of the State of Texas has interfered with his official duties and 

demonstrates his failure, refusal, or neglect with the administration of justice and the 

performance of his duties. 
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81.  Defendant has violated a specific statutory duty that constitutes unlawful 

conduct.23 Defendant’s conduct is without reasonable grounds and is therefore not in 

accordance with lawful behavior.24  The Texas Penal Code provides criminal penalties 

relating to a public officer’s office or employment in support of the constitutional 

requirement to use public money for a public purpose. § 39.02(a)(2) of the Texas Penal 

Code states that a public servant may not, with intent to obtain a benefit,25 intentionally 

or knowingly “misuse” government property, services, personnel, or any other thing of 

value belonging to the government that has come into the public servant’s custody or 

possession by virtue of the public servant’s office or employment.26 Defendant, by using 

his official title, official office, and official government resources to advertise events, 

specials, and solicitation of the public to his privately-owned venue, has violated Texas 

Penal Code and the special trust and confidence that the citizens of Nueces County have 

placed in him as the District Attorney.  

82. Defendant has failed to meet the statutory requirements of Chapter 572 of 

the Gov’t Code of personal financial disclosure, standards of conduct, and conflicts of 

interest with gifts of travel and other benefits he received from the Fair and Just 

Prosecution organization.   

 

23 Stern v. State ex rel. Ansel, 869 S.W.2d 614,619–23 (Tex. App.Houston [14th Dist.] 1994, writ denied). State ex rel. 
Edwards v. Reyna, 160 Tex. 404, 333 S.W.2d 832 (Tex. 1960). 
24 Meyer v. Tunks, 360 S.W.2d 518 (Tex.1962) (orig. proceeding); State ex rel. Edwards v. Reyna, 160 Tex. 404, 333 S.W.2d 
832 (Tex. 1960). 
25  "Benefit” is defined, in pertinent part, as “anything reasonably regarded as economic gain or advantage.” Penal 
Code § 1.07(a)(7). 
26 “Public Servant” includes an elected officer or agent of government, as defined in § 1.07(a) of the Penal Code. 
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83. As a public servant, Defendant committed the offense of bribery for 

accepting a "benefit" in exchange for his decision, opinion, recommendation, vote, or 

other exercise of official discretion.  See Penal Code § 36.02.  

84. Defendant’s failure to disclose his acceptance of benefits from the Fair and 

Just Prosecution organization, his affiliation with which has bolstered his national 

notoriety, casts doubt on whether or not these benefits were given in exchange for 

Defendant’s decisions, opinions, recommendations, or other exercise of his official 

discretion.  

C.  Removal under Local Gov’t Code § 87.014(1),(2) 

85. Plaintiff incorporates the preceding paragraphs as if fully repeated here. 

86. A search of public records indicates Defendant has failed to give bond 

within the time or manner prescribed by law. The only available record, which 

Defendant signed, indicated bond was first obtained on February 1, 2019. Defendant 

also listed an incorrect commencement date of office that exceeded the date as required 

by law by over two years. See Exhibit V. 

87. Although Defendant’s failure to post bond occurred in his first term, there 

is no indication that bond has been filed in the time or manner prescribed by law for the 

current term of office, thereby subjecting Defendant to removal. Should Defendant rely 

upon the previous bond alleging the requirement is met, it should be noted that the 

previous bond does not indicate the proper date of taking office in the manner as 

prescribed by law and is therefore, on information and belief, null and void.  
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D.  Removal under Art. V., § 24 of the Texas Constitution 

88. Plaintiff incorporates the preceding paragraphs as if fully repeated here. 

89. In addition to incompetency, official misconduct, and failure to give bond, 

the Texas Constitution also allows for removal based on “other causes defined by law.” 

Plaintiff incorporates by reference the arguments made in paragraphs 70-85 as if fully 

repeated, since such arguments can be made under Texas Constitution Art. V., § 24 and 

Chapter 87, Local Gov’t Code. 

E. Suspension under Local Gov’t Code § 87.017 

90.  Plaintiff incorporates the preceding paragraphs as if fully repeated here. 

91.  After the issuance of the order requiring citation of the officer, a district 

judge may temporarily suspend the officer and appoint another person to perform the 

duties of the office.27 

92.  Plaintiff requests that this Court immediately suspend Defendant from 

serving as District Attorney for the 105th Judicial District of Nueces County, Texas to 

guard the public welfare and protect the interest of the people of Nueces County. 

VIII. MOTION TO ISSUE CITATION 

93. Plaintiff requests that the Court order an issuance of citation and service 

by certified copy of this Petition pursuant to Texas Local Gov’t Code § 87.016(a) and § 

87.016(d) to Nueces County Attorney Jenny P.  Dorsey, and require her to file an answer 

as required.  An application for citation and proposed order will be forthcoming.  

 

27See Local Gov’t Code § 87.017. 
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IX. DECLARATION OF PLAINTIFF 

94. Plaintiff swears to the filing of this petition as required by Local Gov’t 

Code § 87.015(b). Plaintiff’s signed verification form is attached hereto as Exhibit W.  

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, THE STATE OF TEXAS, on the 

relation of Plaintiff, COLBY WILTSE, respectfully requests that: 

a. The Court order that citation and a certified petition be served on 

Defendant to answer this suit within the time required by law; 

b. The Court enter an order temporarily suspending Defendant from the 

public office of District Attorney for the 105th Judicial District during the 

pendency of this case, and appoint another person to perform the duties of that 

office during that suspension;  

c.      The Court, upon the jury trial of this cause, enter a final judgment 

permanently ousting and removing Defendant from his public office as District 

Attorney for the 105th Judicial District; 

d. After trial on the merits, a jury finding is entered that Defendant warrants 

permanent removal pursuant to Local Gov’t Code Chapter 87 because he is (1) 

incompetent, and/or that he (2) committed official misconduct, and/or that he 

(3) failed to post bond, and/or that he (4) should be removed based on “other 

causes defined by law” under Texas Constitution Art. V., § 24, and that Defendant 

be so removed; and 

 



e The Court award attorney’s fees and court costs to the State and/or

Plaintiff andto any other relief to which it may be entitled.

Respectfully submitted,

{5 fonathan K. Hulihan

Representing Relator-Plaintif

Texas Bar No.

Tel.
com

com

CERTIFICATEOFSERVICE
hereby certify thata true and correct copy of the foregoing document has been

delivered to Nueces County District Attorney Mark Gonzalez on January 20, 2023, via

electronic means in accordance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

£s/ Jonathan K. Hullihan_

Jonathan K. Hullihan
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“The Court furtherfinds that the mererefusal of police detecive to accepta largeenvelope.
containingitemsofevidencefrom Fallon Wood,themotherofthe victimoftheoffense, without
disclosing the:contentsofthe envelope or proving the-claimed evidence was relevant andlor
‘material totheVasquezTejeda cases,docsnotamount prosecutorial misconduct.

Dr. Adel Shaker,theformerMedical ExaminerofNuecesCounty, appearediresponsetoa
subpoena. Dr. Shakerischargedin multiple indictmentsfor acts commitedduring his tenureas

the Medical Examiner. Aftertaking the Gathof & witness,Dr.Shaker assested his.Fifth
Amendmentrightnottotesify. CounselforVasquezsuggestedthatDr.Shaker’sassertionof
isFifth Amendmentsight maybeconstruedasan implicit admissionofmiscoaduct. TheCourt

finds thatthe mere assertionofthatrightcannotbe held tobeanadmissionofmisconduct.

Ms.Hemandeztestifieda thefirst hearingthtshewrotethemotion torecuseMr.Gonzalez
andhisoffice on behalfof Mr. Gonzalez inwhichshe wrote thatMs. Wood threatened civil
litigation against Judge Jack Pulcher’. AfterMs.Wood testified todaythatshe never threatened
10sucJudgePulcherorthatsheso toldanyone,including Ms. Hernandez,thedefenseclaimed
thatMs.Hemandezfalsely stated inthe motion that Ms. Wood'sthreatofcivil litigation against
Judge Pulcher forced Judge Pulcher 16 recusehimselffromthese causes. Evenifthe litigation
Statement weretrueandlorthat JudgePulcher recusedhimselffor thatreason,theCourt finds
thatthedefense failedtoshowhowthe rights.of either Defendantwereviolatedbythealleged
mistepreseatationbyMs.HemandezorbyJudge Pulcher’srecusal.

Fortheforegoingreasons,the Court will denythemotiontodismiss the indictment.

ITISTHEREFOREORDERED(hat the, DefendantVasquez” “Motion toSctAsideandlor
Disaiss the TndicumentforProsecatorial andStateMisconduct” be andi hereby DENTED.

Signed onAugust30,2022.

SEMANUEL BANALES
(ORJUDGEPRESIDINGBYASSIGNMENT

Sendeopiesto: ©
JamesHaugh,Divict AttomeyPro Tem fom ushZangcosasRonyPeres.sysperroaziasar

DovidKiki silaGant
GeosPia. Sorpcznitalcom
Frodo,fogasst comDosAunTors,dasa ons tomslast comLisiHamis,Jifamdnsczsalonson

J “lodgePuteri thsdocefoeof hisCou.

Page20f2



wmso SopeampSanTs Pl
s
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news
1 . 1,Enough is enough’: After 5 years,
Breanna Wood cases to get newjudge,
prosecutor

Kailey E. Hunt
Corpus Christi Caller Times

Published 7:30 a.m. CT Jan. 13, 2022 | Updated 12:53 p.m. CT Jan. 13, 2022

It has been five years since the body of Breanna Wood was discovered in an abandoned oil

field trailer surrounded by brush off State Highway 666 near Robstown.

However, three of the seven people indicted for crimes in connection with Wood's death —

including Joseph Tejeda, accused of murdering Wood, his ex-girlfriend, in 2016 — are still
awaiting trial.

In the latest turn of events, 105th District Court Judge Jack Pulcher has recused himself from

the cases and been replaced, and Nueces County District Attorney Mark A. Gonzalez also has
asked to recuse himself.

More: Christopher Gonzalez takes plea deal in Breanna Wood's killing, gets 10 years

More: Two more suspects in Breanna Wood's death take pleas

“Five years is just not acceptable,” said Breanna Wood's mother, Fallon Wood, who is also
known for having built the Nueces County Victims' Memorial Garden. "Enough is enough
with all the delays."

Three people — Christopher Gonzalez, Gregorio Cruz, and Magdalena Yvette Carvajal — took
plea deals in 2018, and one, Theodore Allen, died in jail in 2020.

Trials for Tejeda, as well as Sandra Vasquez and Rosalinda Musella (Tejeda’s mother), have
been repeatedly delayed over the years — most recently due to the COVID-19 pandemic.

However, Fallon Wood said it is not just the delays that stand in the way of getting justice for
her daughter. She claims the Nueces County District Attorney's Office has treated her

see cometh eta i AS ”
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daughter's cases with negligence, as well as failed to provide proper communication.

In October 2021, Wood alleged Gonzalez blocked her personal email address.

As a result, Wood said, she filed a grievance with the Texas Attorney General's Office and the
Texas State Bar.

Now, Nueces County court records show that a new judge has been assigned to all cases
involving Breanna Wood's death.

In a court order dated Dec. 20, 2021, Pulcher motioned to recuse himself from cases
involving Tejeda, Vasquez and Musella.

Court records also show Presiding Judge of the 5th Administrative Judicial Region Missy
Medary subsequently assigned Senior Judge J. Manuel Bañales to the cases on Dec. 27, 2021.

The reassignment came just days after  Gonzalez asked to recuse himself and his office from
any cases involving Wood’s death.

In a motion filed on Dec. 15, 2021, Gonzalez said the office became aware of Fallon Wood's
"grievance against the Nueces County District Attorney (although it was dismissed by the
State Bar)" and “has concerns they will not be able to fulfill their obligation under the victim's
bill of rights.”

Additionally, Gonzalez claimed in the motion that Fallon Wood had “threatened civil
litigation against the Nueces County District Attorney's Office, CCPD and the Honorable
(105th District Court) Judge Jack Pulcher.”

Fallon Wood disputes this claim. In a text message to the Caller-Times, Wood said she never
threatened the Nueces County District Attorney’s Office with litigation; instead, Wood said
she told the office it needs to be “responsible and accountable.”

Wood said she first became aware of the state's motion for recusal “in an email, not a phone
call,” from Nueces County First Assistant District Attorney Angelica E. Hernandez, who also
served as the state’s lead prosecutor in all of the cases involving Wood’s death.

The Caller-Times obtained that email, in which Hernandez wrote, “I fully admit that this case
could have been handled better, should have been handled better, from the very beginning.”

More:Death penalty taken off table against Breanna Wood murder suspect
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https://www.caller.com/story/news/2022/01/13/enough-enough-breanna-wood-cases-get-new-judge-prosecutor/9168945002/ 3/3

When asked by the Caller-Times to comment, Hernandez declined, citing a gag order signed
by Pulcher in 2018.

While the state's motion for recusal has yet to be granted, Fallon Wood said her only hope
now is that "a professional DA, a caring DA comes in and handles this case with some
compassion for us victims."

"I have been through five years of emotional distress, and enough is enough," she said.

Kailey E. Hunt covers breaking news and public safety in South Texas. Help support more
local coverage with a subscription at caller.com/subscribe.

More:New court dates set for two Woodsboro teens charged in alleged hate crime

More:Coastal Bend families honor loved ones lost to violent crime
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| A. . .
DA's office missing evidence in local OB-GYN

sexual assault case

‘CORPUS CHRISTI,Texas— A prosecutor assigned to a high-profile sexual assault case with 14

alleged victims became aware evidence was missing in late June, and never notified the judge —nor
the defense attorneys assigned to the case, according to testimony during a hearing Wednesday.

Defense attorneys for former local OB-GYN Dr. Juan Villarreal filed a motion to designate and

disclose lost evidence earlier this month.

‘That hearing began Wednesday and will resume Friday in the 148th District Court.

Recent Stories from kristv.com

Nueces County District Attorney Felony Chief Prosecutor Will Greenlee testified he first learned
evidence was missing on June 30, the date he was assigned the case.

An evidentiary hearing was held on July 11andGreenlee stated on the stand he did not disclose the

‘missing evidence during that hearing.

"I was very optimistic that we were going to find it. I have text messages showing we were very
optimistic,” Greenlee testified. "We were up here on Saturdays, we were here on Sundays searching for
it so, at that time, I was optimistic. It was after we conducted that exhaustive search — I mean every
office, multiple times— every box was opened. It was after that I started to realize we were not going
to be able to find it."

In early August, Greenlee said he asked the Corpus Christi Police Department to recreate the file,
believing one to two boxesofevidence was missing.

He said he learned files were missing by speaking with former prosecutors assigned to the case.

‘And while CCPD was able to provide several files, they informed Greenlee that the document
retention date had expired on two witness statements and could not be provided.

‘That's a problem, Ron Barroso said, oneof two defense attorneys representing Villarreal.

He said that it means the DA's office cannot comply with its obligationtoturn over all evidence, which

is established under the Michael Morton Act.

Barroso said that the failure by Greenlee to inform the court,or the defense of the missing evidence
during the evidentiary hearing on July 11 was also a violation of the Michael Morton Act.

He added while the DA's office may not have acted in bad faith in losing the files, it did so in not

informing the defense that they had been lost.

"think i’ serious violation ofthe Michael Morton ac,” he sad. “The Michael Morton was passed
specifically for this purpose. You want to turn over tothe defense all evidence that you have, any



evidence that may be material, any evidence that may be exculpatory. And this certainly, in our
opinion, violates this act."

Barroso also said it is impossible for the DA's office to recreate a file it doesn't have.

A fact Greenlee stipulated to on the stand.

“They stil don't know what is missing, but more than that they know there's at leasta box full of
evidence that is missing, not knowing exactly what it is really hampers our ability to prepare a defense
and also infringes on Dr. Villarreal's right to a fair trial," he said.

Barroso and defense attomey Lisa Greenberg are asking that the indictment against Villarreal be
dismissed.

They also ask the DA's office establish a procedure for the handlingof evidence, citing the ruling by
Visting Judge Manuel J. Banales that the DA's office acted with gross incompetence and negligence in
‘maintaining evidence in the cases related to Breanna Wood.



Thanks for trying out Immersive Reader. Share your feedback with us. © G3 x

Tejeda, Vasquez cases will proceed in Breanna

‘Wood capital murder case

~~] he| |
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CORPUS CHRISTI — The capital murder cases against Joseph Tejeda and Sandra Vasquez will
proceed after motions to dismiss were denied Tuesday.

‘The state will waive the death penalty for both.

Tejeda and Vasquez are accusedofkilling Tejeda's ex-girlfriend Breanna Wood in 2016.

Tejeda's attorney filed the motion claiming prosecutorial misconduct after it came to light that the
Nueces County District Attorney's Office granted Wood's mother, Fallon Wood, access to case files
Recent Stories from krisv.com
“The very notion tht the evidence in tis case could be trustworthy is out the window,” said Vasquez's
defense attorney David Klein.

‘Torres and Klein both said the boxes that were made accessible to Fallon Wood were not accessible to
the public
“Between 1010 13 boxes that she was categorizing and that she was putting in order forth district
attorney's office, and yet we have one box and halfa box,” said Tejeda's defense attorney De Ann
Torres
The judge in the matter Manuel Banales agreed that the circumstances are unusual.

“No DA's office that I have ever heard of would ever do that he said. "It's never been done until now:
And i's a matter of great concer to this court.”



But after hearing testimony from Fallon Wood, Nueces County District Attorney Mark A. Gonzalez,
first assistant district attorney Angelica Hernandez, and the district clerk's office, Banales sided with

the state.

“Ido not find that whatever incompetence, negligence or carelessness may have occurred— that'd
beendoneby the DA's office, in this county, on this case— it does not rise to the level that requires
this court to dismiss the indictment.”

Nueces County First District Attomey Angelica Hernandez has admitted that Fallon Wood had seen
files pertaining toherdaughter's case, but only those that had been entered into the public record.

Klein argued that this posed a problem.

“The only way that I have been able to see these documents was when I issued a subpoenafor the clerk
0 bring the file up here,” he said. "So Number 1, we are starting off with —it is not correct that
anybody can go to that computer terminal and look at those documents."

Banales and Texas assistant attomey general James Hough were assigned to the Breanna Wood murder
case after 105th District Court Judge Jack Pulcher and Nueces County District Attorney Mark A.
Gonzalez recused themselves from the case.

Hough agreed that what the Nueces County District Attorney's Office did shouldn't have happened.

“Iagree with that,” he said. "But, I don’t understand how that affects the rightof the defendant. Or, I
definitely don’t understand how it taints this case.”

Gonzalez said he recusedhimselfbecause Wood threatened to sue both he and Pulcher.

“They stated in their motion that Mrs. Wood intended to sue Judge Jack Pulcher,” Torres said. "Which
is why Jack Pulcher recused himself. Which we know now based on her testimony that that wasn't the
case.”

“How does that affect the rightsofeach of these defendants?" Banales said. "How are they denied a
fair trial? It doesn’t matter who the judge is.”

Tejeda’s trial is set to begin in January 2023 and Vasquez is expected to begin in March.

This is a developing story. Check back with KRIS 6 Newsfor more.





13Mark Goagaley

Mark Gonzalez

‘State Bar No. 24055565
District Attomey

105th Judicial District of Texas.

901 Leopard, Room 206
Corpus Christi, Texas 78401

(361) 888-0410
FAX:(361) 888-0399
‘mark gonzalez@nuecesco.com

‘CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1certifythat trueandcorrectcopyof theforegoing State'sMotionto Withdraw

OderStingExceutio hasbeen -srvedon Apel 14, 202, onthe Applicant’ Asomeys,

Mr SethKets, asth@betzefim.com, andMsEi Alle, a erie@ericallenacom,

and on the Office of Copial and Forensic Weis, Mr. Bejamin Wolf, at

Benjamin WolT@octcxas gov.
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District and Statutory County Courts
Felony Case Activity Detail EXHIBIT F
March 1, 2021 to March 31, 2021
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District and Statutory County Courts
Felony Case Activity Detail

March 1, 2021 to March 31, 2021
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County-Level Courts
Misdemeanor Case Activity Detail

March 1,2021 to March 31, 2021
Count Surces
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County-Level Courts
Misdemeanor Case Activity Detail

March 1,2022 to March 31, 2022
County: Nocces
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County-Level Courts
Misdemeanor Case Activity Detail

March 1,2022 to March 31, 2022
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County-Level Courts EXHIBIT H
Misdemeanor Case Activity Detail
January 1, 2021 to December31, 2022
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County-Level Courts
Misdemeanor Case Activity Detail
January 1, 2021 to December 31, 2022
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County-Level Courts EXHIBIT |
Misdemeanor Case Activity Detail
January 1, 2015 to December 31, 2016
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County-Level Courts
Misdemeanor Case Activity Detail
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Count Sunes



District and Statutory County Courts
Felony Case Activity Detail EXHIBIT J

January 1, 2021 to December 31, 2022

County: Nases
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District and Statutory County Courts
Felony Case Activity Detail

January 1, 2021 to December 31, 2022
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District and Statutory County Courts
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District and Statutory County Courts
Felony Case Activity Detail EXHIBIT K

January 1, 2015 to December 31, 2016

Cou: Nases

re Smt Sot Demy aaco ar Are Awat wait Vike Mbsat: Ste swe mot hi “O momy

eens «ow «a ow 5 a -

Forme an - " ow “ w «

rt Copce = w OE = = = =
opto:

Por oe s 5 . = w “ » »
cen . s . H | Y . f
comin 3 = v = = = a 0
a a ett imtcnin . s . ™ . » » “

pre o o o . 3 o ' o
ac . : . u . . : .

rare : T v = 3 : T v

omeibeaed . ' o m 5 w , «

omeeps . . . s : . : :

tent gt ) - 2 - . BN ~
eh ety . : = = 3 - - z

Lira . . . “ ; . . a

oe . . . : . : : .
were asren errs
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE MEDIA CONTACT
June 29,2021 Alyssa Kress

akress@firandiusiprosecution org
215-264-9665

Over 75 Criminal Justice Leaders Condemn the Criminalization

of Transgender People and Gender-Affirming Healthcare
Electedprosecutors and law enforcement leaders say legislation discriminating
against transpeople harmspublic safety andpledge to not use limited resources

to criminalizegender-affirming healthcare

‘Today, 76 elected prosecutors and law enforcement leaders ~ including Attorneys General,
District Attomeys and law enforcement heads, as well as Law Enforcement Action
Partnership and the National Organization of Black Law Enforcement Executives — issued a

jointstatement condemning efforts by state legislatures across the country to criminalize
‘transgender people and gender-affiring healthcare. In 2021 alone, a least 105 bills that
discriminate against transgender people have been proposed in 34 states and 10 have become
law. The signatories emphasize that these efforts are a threat to public safety, serve no legitimate
‘purpose and erode trust that is critical to protecting all membersofour community.

“Transgender people experience unconscionably high ratesofviolent victimization, and
discriminatory laws will only heighten that danger,” said Miriam Krinsky, Executive Director
of Fair and Just Prosecution, the organizerof the statement, “These laws have no public safety
benefit and only put transgender members of our communities more at risk. Elected prosecutors
have a responsibility to use their discretion to promote the safety and well-beingofevery person
they are charged with protecting ~ these laws are in direct contraventionof those obligations.”

‘The joint statement deems the recent fideofanti-trans bills “blatantly unconstitutional attacks on
someofthe most vulnerable Americans [which] will deeply harm public safety.” It notes that the
high rateofviolence against trans people is “both a moral travesty and an obstacle in our
collective efforts to prevent crime, build public trust, and promote community well-being.”
Accordingly, signatories state: “[W]e pledge to use our settled discretion and limited resources
on enforcementoflaws that will not erode the safety and well-being ofour community. And we
do not support the useofscarce criminal justice and law enforcement resources on
criminalizationofdoctors who offer medically necessary, safe gender-affirming care to trans
‘youth, parents who safeguard their childs health and wellbeing by seeking out such treatments,
‘or any individuals who use facilities aligned with their gender identity.”

“My community elected me to make decisions about how to use limited resources in the pursuit
ofjustice and public safety. Laws criminalizing and discriminating against transgender people go



against my duty to protect every member of my community and to pursue equity and justice,”
said Nueces County, Texas District Attorney Mark Gonzalez, a signatory to the statement

Among themostconcemingof theseefforts areproposals topreventtransyouthfromaccessing
life-saving gender-affirming healthcare, with some going so fa as to criminalize parents who
allow their children to receive these treatments. In 2021 alone, 20 state legislatures have
‘considered these bills, which would only put trans youth in harm's way —research has found that
access to gender-affirming healthcare reduces suicide risk, which is critical given a 2020 survey
that found over halfoftrans and non-binary youth had seriously considered suicide.

“Efforts to discriminate against any group of people within my community undermine the trust I
work every day to build as a law enforcement leader,” said Charlottesville, Va. Police Chief
RaShall M. Brackney,a signatory to the statement. “We must investin the strategiesprovento
improve public safety and not allow the bias and bigotryofsome to become the starting point for
our law enforcement or criminal legal systems.”

Readthe joint statement Lire and see the full lstofsignatories below.

Hh

Fairand Just Prosecution is a national networkofelectedprosecutors working towards
common-sense, compassionate criminaljustice reforms. To learn more about FIP's work, visit

our website andfollow us on Facebook, Fitter, and Linkedin,

List ofSignatories

Diana Becton
District Attomey, Contra Costa County, California

Wesley Bell
Prosecuting Attomey, St. Louis County, Missouri

Buta Biberaj
Commonwealth's Attomey, Loudoun County, Virginia

Richard Biehl
Chief, Dayton Police Department, Ohio

Sherry Boston
District Attomey, DeKalb County, Georgia

Chesa Boudin
District Attomey, City and County of San Francisco, California



RaShall M. Brackney, Ph.D.
Chief, Charlottesville Police Department, Virginia

Aisha Braveboy
State’s Attomey, Prince George's County, Maryland

John Choi
County Attomey, Ramsey County, Minnesota

Jerry L. Clayton
Sheriff, Washtenaw County (Ann Arbor), Michigan

Shameca Collins
District Attorney, 6® Judicial District, Mississippi

Scott Colom
District Attomey, 16th Judicial District, Mississippi

John Creuzot
District Attomey, Dallas County, Texas

Satana Deberry
District Attomey, Durham County, North Carolina

Parisa Dehghani-Tafti
Commonwealth's Attomey, Arlington County and the CityofFalls Church, Virginia

Steve Descano
Commonwealth's Attomey, Fairfax County, Virginia

‘Thomas J. Donovan, Jr.
Attomey General, Vermont

Michael Dougherty
District Attomey, 20® Judicial District (Boulder), Colorado

Mark Dupree
District Attomey, Wyandotte County (Kansas City), Kansas

Matt Ellis
District Attomey, Wasco County, Oregon

Keith Ellison
Attomey General, Minnesota



Kim Foxx
State's Attorney, Cook County (Chicago), Ilinois.

Kimberly Gardner
Circuit Attomey, Cityof St. Louis, Missouri

José Garza
District Attomey, Travis County (Austin), Texas

George Gascon
District Attomey, Los Angeles County, Califoria
Former District Attomey, City and Countyof San Francisco, Califomia
Former Chief, San Francisco Police Department, California
Former Chief, Mesa Police Department, Arizona

Sarah F. George
State's Attomey, Chittenden County, Vermont

Sim Gill
District Attomey, Salt Lake City, Utah

Joe Gonzales
District Attomey, Bexar County (San Antonio), Texas

Deborah Gonzalez
District Attomey, Wester Judicial Circuit (Athens), Georgia

Eric Gonzalez
District Attomey, Kings County (Brooklyn), New York

Mark Gonzalez
District Attomey, Nueces County (Corpus Christi), Texas

Andrea Harrington
District Attomey, Berkshire County, Massachusetts

Mark Herring
Attomey General, CommonwealthofVirginia

Jim Hingeley
Commonwealth's Attomey, Albemarle County, Virginia

John Hummel
District Attomey, Deschutes County, Oregon



Natasha Irving
District Attomey, 6” Prosecutorial District, Maine

Letitia James
Attomey General, New York

Kathy Jennings
Attomey General, Delaware

Zach Klein
City Attomey, Columbus, Ohio

Justin F. Kollar
Prosecuting Attomey, County of Kaua'i, Hawaii

Lawrence S. Krasner
District Attomey, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Brian S. Mason
District Attorney, 17* Judicial District, Colorado

Beth McCann
District Attomey, 2° Judicial Distriet (Denver), Colorado

Ryan Mears
Prosecuting Attomey, Marion County (Indianapolis), Indiana

Spencer Merriweather
District Attomey, Mecklenburg County (Charlotte), North Carolina

Marilyn Mosby
State's Attorney, Baltimore City, Maryland.

Jody Owens
District Attomey, Hinds County (Raymondand Jackson), Mississippi

Alonzo Payne
District Attomey, 12% Judicial District (San Luis), Colorado

Joseph Platania
Commonwealth's Attorney, CityofCharlottesville, Virginia

Bryan Porter
Commonwealth's Attorney, CityofAlexandria, Virginia



Abdul Pridgen
Chief, Seaside Police Department, California

KarlA. Racine
Attomey General, District ofColumbia

Kwame Raoul
Attomey General, Stateof Hlinois

Rachael Rollins
District Attomey, Suffolk County (Boston), Massachusetts

JeffRosen
District Attomey, Santa Clara County, California

Ellen Rosenblum
Attomey General, Oregon

Marian Ryan
District Attomey, Middlesex County, Massachusetts

Tori Verber Salazar
District Attomey, San Joaquin County (Stockton), California

Dan Satterberg
Prosecuting Attomey, King County (Seattle), Washington

Eli Savit
Prosecuting Attomey, Washtenaw County (Ann Arbor), Michigan

Mike Schmidt
District Attomey, Multnomah County (Portland), Oregon

Daniella Shorter
District Attomey, 22* Judicial District, Mississippi

Carol Siemon
Prosecuting Attomey, Ingham County (Lansing), Michigan

David Soares
District Attomey, Albany County, New York

David Sullivan
District Attomey, Northwestern District, Massachusetts



Shannon Taylor
Commonwealth's Attomey, Henrico County, Virginia

Rail Torrez
District Attomey, Bemalillo County (Albuquerque), New Mexico

Gregory Underwood
Commonwealth's Attorney, CityofNorfolk, Virginia

Suzanne Valdez
District Attomey, Douglas County, Kansas

Matthew Van Houten
District Attomey, Tompkins County (Ithaca), New York

Cyrus R. Vance
District Attomey, New York County (Manhattan), New York

Andrew Warren
State Attorney,13* Judicial Circuit (Tampa), Florida

Todd Williams
District Attomey, Buncombe County (Asheville), North Carolina

Monique H. Worrell
State Attomey,9th Judicial Circuit, Florida

Organizations

LawEnforcementAction Partnership

National Organizationof Black Law Enforcement Executives
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Nueces County DA says he informed
judges he would miss meeting on staffing
shortage
The Boardof Judges discussedDistrict Attorney Mark Gonzalez's whereabouts after he
didn't attend their meeting. However, he said thejudges were told ahead oftime that he
would miss the meeting.

Chase Rogers

Corpus Christi Caller Times
Putra 37.ty 25022 | Vets 53m.uy 20,2022
Nueces County District Attorney Mark Gonzalez said he is on vacation this week and thus

‘was unavailable to attend a specially called Board ofJudges meeting to discuss staffing

shortages in his office.

‘Thejudges last week asked to speak with Gonzalez about the office's efforts to hire and retain

‘prosecutors, expressing concern that further staff shortages could compound an extensive
court backlog and ballooning jail population in the wake of the COVID-19 pandemic.

In a text message to the Caller-Times on Friday, Gonzalez said he was on vacation he had
planned six months in advance. His first assistant district attorney, Angelica Hernandez,
emailed judges on Tuesday and informed them he would not be able to attend, he said.

District Judge Carlos Valdez, the presiding judge over the monthly meetings, told the Caller
Times he did not see this email, which was sent to all of the judges. It is not immediately
clear how many of thejudges saw the email and knew Gonzalez wouldnotbe able to attend.

However, Valdez said the discussion was already on the agenda for the Thursday meeting
and, even if he had seen the email, the item would not have been removed.

‘The board voted to reconvene next week to meet with the district attorney.

“I'm on vacation. A vacation that was planned over (six) months ago. All the judges knew I
wouldn't be there. I'm not sure why anyone would make it seem asif I was going to be there



and was a no show," Gonzalez wrote. "I will be at the next meeting."

Speaking with media after the Thursday meeting, Hernandez said she did not know where
Gonzalez was last week when the judges first asked. This week, she said he was out of town.

During the meeting, Hernandez said Gonzalez would be calling in to speak with the judges.
However, she could not reach him and he did not call. Asked about this, Gonzalez said, "I
wasn't (going to) to be available, but if I could, I would and will always take a call or even a
(Z)oom. Just didn't work out."

Valdez on Friday said he was "surprised" to hear Hernandez say she did not know where
Gonzalez was.Gonzalez, who said he is not normally asked to attend the monthly meetings,
said most of the judges have his contact information and can call or text him with any
questions.

"My understanding is that Valdez was calling the meeting. And the (first) meeting, I wasn't
even aware they wanted me there," Gonzalez said on Friday. "Most judges have my cell
phone. If they need to ask me a question, they simply call me or text me."

Valdez, who was Nueces County's district attorney from 1992 to 2010, said he is unsure to
what degree the judges could assist the office and whether such help would be appropriate.

"The system is based on adversarial relationships. … We've got the defense on the other side.
If we're trying to help the DA, we're losing that impartiality that is required of the judiciary,"
Valdez said on Friday. "But the judges want to hear from (Gonzalez). There might be
something we could do, but I am not sure what it would be."

At least one of the judges, District Judge Sandra Watts, wants to address the looming court
backlog and how it is expanding, according to her calculations of inmates in the jail who have
been there for more than 100 days.

She estimates at least 315 inmates currently in the jail have been in custody for more than
100 days and are waiting to go to trial. On June 16, when Watts began tracking that metric,
she said about 281 inmates were waiting for the same.

"We have to find a way to dispose as many cases are coming in, and the problem is we are not
— we're adding to the number," Watts said on Thursday. “(Gonzalez's) problem is that as we
continue to try to unload this backlog that we got, we have got to have the ability to have the
prosecutors move on these cases and not request time, not request continuances for cases
that have been in jail for over 100 days."



An Agua Dulce native, Gonzalez ran as a Democrat for the office and won in 2016. He then
won reelection in 2020. He has previously indicated he would not run for reelection when his
term is up.
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Board of Judges to reconvene on Nueces. -
County's prosecutor staffing issues after
DA is a no-show
The whereaboutsofNueces CountyDistrictAttorney Mark Gonzalez has come in up in the
board's two meetings this month.

Chase Rogers
Corpus Christi Caller Times

PetsretetoamGthayth iz
Last week, the Board ofJudges during their regular monthly meeting made plans to convene

again to get more information on staffing issues in the Nueces County District Attorney's
Office.

The judges expressed that the dwindling staff could compound issues the local criminal
justice system is already contending with in the wakeofthe COVID-19 pandemic, including
an extensive court backlog and ballooning jail population — the latterofwhich the sheriff
said led to the jail falling out ofcompliance with state regulators.

‘Among other issues, the primary reasoning for holding the Thursday special meeting was so
judges would get a chance to hear from the office’s elected leader, Mark Gonzalez, about his

plan to address the issue and the office’s path forward.

However, Gonzalez did not show.

Gonzales first assistant district attorney, Angelica Hernandez, said the district attorney was
out of town and would be attending the meeting by phone. However, she could not reach him
during the meeting.

She then offered to provide an update on the district attorney's office, as she had during the
meeting last week when thejudges requested to speak with Gonzalez.

The judges insisted on getting an update from Gonzalez.



“Some of the other judges wanted to put this on the agenda for him to be here with us,” said
District Judge Carlos Valdez, the presiding judge over the board. “Whenever we're talking
about any problems, I always prefer to talk face to face instead of Zoom. It's always better to
have a face-to-face conversation.”

About an hour into the meeting, Hernandez said Gonzalez would be available next week to
meet with the judges. The board then made arrangements to meet with him on Tuesday,
which will mark the third time the district attorney’s office was the subject of a meeting and
the second time it was the subject of a specially called meeting.

Gonzalez did not immediately respond to an inquiry from the Caller-Times on Thursday.

Staffing issues

At the Board of Judges meetings in June and earlier this month, Hernandez said the staffing
deficiencies in the district attorney's office are a result of a statewide shortage of seasoned
prosecutors that has made them a "top commodity."

Other district attorney's offices in the state, she said, are countering the shortage by offering
higher salaries for incoming prosecutors. Those salaries often “greatly surpass” what Nueces
County is currently offering.

The Nueces County Commissioners Court approved raises for employees in the district
attorney's office as well as other departments in September. However, Hernandez said the
salaries on offer for incoming prosecutors are not enough to attract many applicants.

“It's not an excuse. (That) is just a fact," Hernandez said, adding that Nueces County's
salaries are $10,000 to $15,000 less than those of other counties.

Last week, Nueces County Judge Barbara Canales disagreed with Hernandez’s reasoning,
saying a job in public service such as a district attorney is likely to come with a lower salary.
Instead, she said efforts should be made to find candidates eager for prosecutorial experience
or public service.

Hernandez said the office is engaged in recruiting efforts with law schools and by purchasing
ads to be displayed on the Texas State Bar website.

Valdez said he felt the judges could not have a heavy hand in helping the district attorney's
office because it could make the judges appear to favor the state. However, he said the issue
needs to be addressed before “something explodes and a serious, serious problem occurs.”



“Be a little creative in trying to address these problems,” Valdez said to Hernandez.

Missing in action

The whereabouts of Nueces County’s district attorney has come in up in the two Board of
Judges meetings this month.

Speaking with media after the Thursday meeting, Hernandez said she did not know where
Gonzalez was last week, when the judges first asked. This week, she said he is out of town.

Asked where Gonzalez currently is, Hernandez suggested searching his Facebook page. The
public Facebook page did not give a clear indication of where he was.

Hernandez, who said she does not see the district attorney every day in the office, said she is
tasked with running the office when Gonzalez is out.

The level of involvement Gonzalez has had in recent weeks as the district attorney's office has
struggled with staffing issues was not immediately clear.

Running as a Democrat, the Agua Dulce native was first elected in 2016 and won reelection
in 2020. He spent most of his career as a defense attorney before running for office. He
previously indicated he would not run for reelection when his term is up.

Backlog is growing

District Judge Sandra Watts expressed fears the court backlog is growing, an issue she
worries could worsen as the district attorney’s office struggles to hire and retain prosectors.

Watts estimates that at least 315 inmates currently in the jail have been in custody for more
than 100 days and are waiting to go to trial. On June 16, when Watts began tracking the
figure, she said about 281 inmates were waiting for the same.

“We have to find a way to dispose as many cases are coming in, and the problem is we are not
— we're adding to the number,” Watts said. "(Gonzalez’s) problem is that as we continue to
try to unload this backlog that we got, we have got to have the ability to have the prosecutors
move on these cases and not request time, not request continuances for cases that have been
in jail for over 100 days."

In June, the judges voted to remove most of the board's COVID-19 restrictions dictating
where juries can be selected and establishing an alternating schedule limiting how many



trials can be held simultaneously on courtroom floors. They did, however, keep an order
permitting virtual hearings over Zoom.

That decision could see the courts return to a pre-pandemic pace, which could chip at the
backlog and subsequently the jail population. However, a district attorney's office with a
dwindling staff could slow the process and bottleneck ongoing cases.

Partial relief may be coming

Some upcoming initiatives — both temporary and permanent — could make a positive
impact on the jail population and court backlog.

In October, the county will set up an additional court to tackle the backlog. Presided over by
a visiting judge and operated by temporary staff, the auxiliary court will focus on cases
assigned to inmates who have been in jail for 100 days.

The additional court, which will be paid for with a nearly $1 million grant from the state's
Office of Court Administration, was originally slated to start hearing cases in August, but that
date was pushed back.

A more permanent fixture will be the Nueces County Mental Health Public Defender's Office,
which a newly established oversight board is shooting to have operational in January 2023.

The public defender's office will represent 45% of the mental health-related and 13% of non-
mental health-related indigent cases, introducing more attorneys to take on and move cases
through the system.
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Nueces County District Attorney's Office facing

shortage of more than a dozen prosecutors
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As Nueces County courts plan to return to a pre-pandemic pace for criminal jury trials, a new obstacle
has come up: a district attorney's office that is quickly losing its most seasoned prosecutors.

Chie Felony Prosceutor Angelica Hernandez on Tuesday told the Board of Judges that her office is
down 13 prosccutors, a deficit she says has stained the remaining attomeys and could hinder efforts to
tackle the cours growing backlog
Worse yet, she sad, three mor prosecutors could be leaving in the coming weeks
"We no longer have enough prosecutors to man th courts," Hernandez. said during the judge's monthly
meeting
Homandez, a former district judge, sid the staffing deficiencies area result of a statewide shortage of
seasoned prosecutors that has made them a “top commodity.
In addition, other counties in theregion offer more competiiv salaries, luring many of the office's top



prosecutors. They leave Nueces County, Hernandez said, for positions in civil law firms or
other district attorney's offices, where the pay is often higher and the workload lighter.

Hemande shared an example ofa prosecutor who left for a position as a misdemeanor prosecutor in
another county. That position boasted a salary that was $35.000 more than thatoftheir Nueces
County position

“The Commissioners Court approved raises for employees in the district attomey's office as well as
other departments in September. However, Nueces County Judge Barbara Canales said that may not
have been enough to be competitive in the current market.

Hemandez told the Caller-Times that the office currently has no intake attomeys, who are typically
tasked with determining the appropriate charges to file against a defendant based on the facts presented
by aresting law enforcement officers.

In lieuofintake attomeys, many prosecutors have added that work — which is critical to determining
whether the case will move forward — on topofwhat they were already doing, increasing the
workload and running the "risk now of redeveloping that backlog.” she said.

“The backlog, in part, has contributed to the overcrowding of the Nueces County Jail. Sheriff J.C.
Hooper on Tuesday Said the jail remained at 100% capacity, not including inmates housed in the
Victoria and Aransas county jails to alleviate overcrowding.

Hooper said the county has spent more than $420,000 for the out-of-county housingof inmates. The
Commissioners Court voted this month to use federal funds from the American Rescue Plan Act to pay
for that ongoing expense.

Courts to lift COVID restrictions

“The courts could soon be unburdened of plastic barriers, social distancing and other precautionary
COVID-19 measures.

Hemandez's comments came as the BoardofJudges unanimously approved a motion by District Judge
Sandra Watts to remove mostofthe board's COVID-19-related restrictions on where in the courthouse
juries can be selected and an aliemative schedule limiting how many trials can be held
simultaneously on the courtroom floors.

“The judges did, however, keep an order allowing judges to hold virtual hearings over Zoom.

Canales, who attends Board of Judges meetings to serve as a liaison between the judges and the
Commissioners Court, said it was time to get the courts running normally again. However, she
advised the judges against "throwing caution to the wind."

‘Watts, who said opening the courts up could cut nto the backlog, said jurors could wear masks and
take precautions if they want to.

'A state and national issue’

“The deficitofprosecutors is not unique to Nueces County.

Robert Kepple, theexecutive directorof the Texas District & County Attomeys Association, said the
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"We've got a numberofoffices with significant shortages,” he said.

On the low end, district attorneys coming to Nueces County are offered a salaryofmore than $63,500,
with incremental increases depending on the level ofexperience.

Kepple said he could not speak specifically to Nueces County, but more populous or suburban counties
offering salaries in the $60,000 range have struggled to attract and retain talent.

"Prosecution is a great job and there's a lot to it, but at some point, the salaries are going to have to get
better," he said. "I know our electeds are working hard to work with their commissioners to find a way
to increase the salaries.”

Some counties have opted to raisetheirsalaries inthe face of staffing issues. This weck, the San
Antonio Express-News reported that Bexar County commissioners voted to approve a 5% across-the-
board pay hike for county employees, including for the waning district attorney's staff.

A possible talent deficiency

‘The issuesofthe staffing shortages could bleed into the courtroom and, at worst, affect the outcome of
cases.

District Judge David Stith on Tuesday raised the issue, saying an inexperienced prosecutor assigned to
‘more complex cases — such as murder or crimes involving children — could result in the wrong
outcome.

“That affects everybody,” Stith said. "That's going to be a not guilty’ — that person's going to go back
out on the street.”

Hemandez agreed, later telling the Caller-Times that she worries for the new attorneys employed in the
office with fewer mentoring opportunities.

"We have tried to not doa trial by fire with prosecutors. We are at that point now," Hernandez told the
judges, adding that "brand-new prosecutors” who have never even tried a misdemeanor would be
‘irying murder and other high-level cases.

Kepple said retaining talented and specialized prosecutors can be a challenge for smaller to mid-sized
counties.

“It takes years to train up a good prosecutor. You hate to lose them because the salaries aren't good
enough," he said.

Commissioners may consider raises

Hemandez said her office has been working with Canales on resolutions to address the issue,
suggesting salary raises could make a difference.

But Canales said the Commissioners Court is in the middle ofplanning next fiscal year's budget. Any
broad change made now, she said, would only hold until Oct. 1 unless it was continued with full
approval of the court.
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Commissioners Court individually in the meantime. The court has done this before.

Earlier this month, the Commissioners Court unanimously approved raising the salary level for a
candidate interested in joining the district attomey's office as a gang prosecutor. Until a
broader change can be considered sometime during the beginningofthe next fiscal year, Canales said
this is the best process.

Hemandez said the situation is desperate and that the office is on the brink.

"We will endeavortodo our best aswealways do, and we understand youhaveto take everything on a
case-by-case basis," Hernandez told the judges. "But we literally may be about 16 prosecutors down in
the next three weeks."

Chase Rogers covers local government and industry in South Texas. Contact him at
chase.rogers @ecaller.com or on Twitter @chasedrogers. You can support localjournalism with a
subscription to the Caller-Times.

This article originally appeared on Corpus Christi Caller Times: Nueces County DAfucing shortage of
more than a dozen prosecutors
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fp Foran hist Prosecution
Bt Ocsoour 1. 2001-0

Ourtal convening wispaEd Up Wik td insight panels on the
future of auolic safely. Firs, aca Mayer Suante Myrick an Center
‘or Policing Equity's Hans Mesos discussed how we can refmagine aw
enforcement to reduce the footorint of policing and also promote
puslic safety foral. And our fins! pane festured Reframe Health and
Lustice's Kate D'Ademe, Transgender Law Center yy Egyes, Ei Savi
(Washtenaw County Prosecutor's Office), and Cecllia Gentil on
protecting the dignty snd safetyof pespe yaad inthesex trade
and the trans community.
A big nari you to 3 tne elected prosecutors in our network Who
joined us in New York. We lock forward to seeing how the important
information and innovations shared by a/l permeate offices and

communities around tre nation!
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fo Far and Just Prosecution
Bec Oecember 10.2021.

We wrapped up our convening ith conversations on topicsof grest
‘significance for reform-minded prosecutors. We first heard from Urban

Institute's Leigh Courtney and Andres Matei and Unversty of
Wisconsin-Madiso's Ceci Kingse onhowtouse data o props!
change and build research capac within prosecutors offices And
vith over 05 of cases anding in plea bargains. our final panel
featured Texas A&M University School of a's Cynthis Alkan, Wake
Forest Laws Ron Wight &Wison Center for Science and Justice at
Duke Law's Jennifer Teitcher on how to make plea bargaining more
fir and just
‘A big thank you to all the elected prosecutors in our network and the
experts inthe field whofined us in Los Angeles. We look forward to
sesing how the important information 3nd novation share by ai
Spread to offices and communities around the nation
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leo Room MARK A. GONZALEZ proc reo ovens
CorpusGran, anon DISTRICT ATTORNEY 3610000110 MISOEUEANOR DisonPp ers resViCT ADVOCATE
aaroFELDvn NUECES COUNTY

December 20,2022

Michael L_Rittgers

RE: Texas Public Information Act Request for Travel Vouchers/Receipts

Dear Mr. Rittgers:

“The Nueces County District Attorney's Officereceivedyour Texas Public InformationAct request via email on
December 19, 2022. We understand your request fo be for “Travel Vouchers and all receipis related fo the
travel expenses for Nueces County District Attorney Mark Gonzales and The First Assistant District Attorney
Angelica Hernandez, for theyears 2020, 2021 and 2022 to dare.”

Aftera diligent search and additional communications with the individuals, we were able to determine that there
are no vouchers and receipts as fo the First Assistant Angelica Hemandez for the years 2020, 2021 and 2022.
Ms. Hemandez has no traveled at the expense ofthe Nueces County District Attomey’s Office.

As to District Attorney Mark Gonzales, we have determined that there are no vouchers andnoreceipts as to his
county travel as well for the years 2020, 2021 and 2022.

Please do not hesitate to contact me directly ifyouhave any questions about this letter or ifImay be of any
assistance.

Sincerely,
Js Jason B. Supplee

ChiefofIntake
Nueces County District Attomey’s Office
901 Leopard St, Room 206
Corpus Christ, TX 78401
Tel: 361-888-0410
Fax: 361-888-0474
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EXHIBIT W

VERIFICATION

STATE OFTEXAS §

§
COUNTY OFNUECES §

Beforeme,the undersigned authority,on his daypersonallyappearedColbyWilts,the
Relatorin the above-referencedlawsuit,whouponhisoathstatedthat he hasreadthe foregoing
PetitionforRemovalandthatthefactsstatedintheforegoingpleading areallwithin hispersonal
knowledge,or informationandbelief, andaretrueand correct.

wie
Colby Wiltse

SUBSCRIBED TO AND SWORN BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this

/8 day ofJanuary, 2023.

MOORE ;(@) 5ssBE] Kee
115036 StateofTexas




