Petitioner has been and continues to be subjected to knowing and intentional violations of his civil rights and the due course of the laws, in an effort to punish petitioner for assisting a friend by teaching him about law, how to defend himself before the courts, and how to pursue civil action as remedy.  

The statement will begin with facts about Mr. David Baugh.  It may seam off topic, but the relevance will quickly become clear. 

Statement of facts

On the ____ day of ____, the Jacksonville Police arrested a visitor at the abode of petitioner.  Without probable cause, a Jacksonville Police Officer, ___________, approached David Baugh and _______ while they were engaged in quiet conversation standing on a private parking lot at 300 S Main in Jacksonville, Texas.  When Mr. Baugh objected to the rude and aggressive manor of the officer and refused to contract with the officer, Mr. Baugh was arrested for failure to identify.  As the courts have struck down the requirement to identify absent probable cause, Mr. Baugh subsequently sued the Jacksonville Police Department.  

In an act of retaliation, on the 11th day of May, 2008, Jacksonville Police smashed the door at 300 S. Main, Jacksonville, Texas and stormed the building with automatic weapons in hand and Subsequent investigations show that no such warrant existed at the time.  The Jacksonville Police alleged that a fugitive warrant from Missouri existed for Mr. Baugh.  Subsequent investigations show that no such warrant existed.  It is the specific contention of petitioner that the aforesaid acts were perpetrated as acted intended to render Mr. Baugh unable to prosecute the civil action.  Rather that was the intent or not, that has been the effect as Mr. Baugh has been trapped in jail for over 90 days so far with no bond of any kind.  This has effectively stifled his ability to pursue the civil action.  

As Mr. Baugh was a guest of petitioner, petitioner quickly became a target of the Jacksonville Police Department's terror campaign.  At the first forced entry, the officers broke a door without a warrant in order to arrest.  While inside, they searched the closed dental office at the front of the building and found antibiotics left there by a dentist.  At the time the officers confiscated half the antibiotics and left the other half.  The police then returned with a warrant to search for the antibiotics they had purposely left the first time and to seize records relating to the sale of drugs.  

As petitioner had no knowledge of the drugs and would have had no interest if he did have knowledge as he was only the caretaker of the building and had not authority over the contents, there were no records of drug sales.  The Jacksonville Police, however, took all of petitioner's records and computers, files, and most everything else they could get their hands on.  

The first entry was without a warrant, therefore, if they had found a pile of dead bodies they would have been without legal power to act as their entry was a criminal act breaking and entering and criminal trespass.  They used information gathered at this time and deliberately left some of the antibiotics found as a premise for a second search.  At the second search, they took records that were not included in the search warrant they had illegally obtained.  So, even if the search warrant was valid, the records they took would be outside the scope of the warrant anyway.  

At the second entry, the officers arrested petitioner and took petitioner straight to jail.  The petition for a warrant to arrest petitioner is included and it states that the officer has knowledge that warrants exist for the arrest of petitioner.  If there were warrants for petitioner's arrest, the officer would not need another, and the fact that a warrant exists can hardly be cause to issue another.  In fact, no warrants existed for petitioner.  In any case, petitioner was eventually brought before a magistrate and charged with a number of counts on position of controlled substances, and illegal practice of law.  

If the court checks the court records in Cherokee County, it will find no record of petitioner's arrest.  There is no court record of petitioner at all.  After arrest, a person arrested is required to be brought before a magistrate for a determination of probable cause.  After the hearing, on a finding of probable cause by the magistrate, the magistrate is commanded by Article 16.17 Texas Code of Criminal Procedure to prepare an order.  After the hearing, the magistrate is required by Article 17.30 Texas Code of Code of Criminal Procedure to seal all documents had in the hearing, cause his name to be written across the seal, and forward them to the court of original jurisdiction.  In as much as Article 27.11 Texas Code of Criminal Procedure only grants petitioner 10 full days after arrest in which to file motions in the case, it is imperative that the court timely abide by Article 17.30 supra.  In the instant cause, the records of the case have never been sent to the court and it has been over 60 days.  Although petitioner has put up on the order of sixty thousand dollars in bonds, there is no case against petitioner.  

In as much as chief of police of the City of Jacksonville Police Department has publicly bragged that he has more jail cells than petitioner has papers, it is the clear intent of Chief Reese Daniel to keep arresting petitioner until he runs out of bail money.  That is the reason the police stole all of petitioner's office equipment so that he could no longer make a living.  

Now, the police have petitioned a magistrate for a warrant to arrest petitioner for barratry.  Although not filed with the court, petitioner has been charged with the illegal practice of law, now the district attorney is attempting to stack charges of barratry on top.   That is like saying, if you approach me with a firearm and push me, I can charge you with simple assault and aggravated assault  

Petitioner moves the court to enter a finding of no probable cause for the allegation of barratry and, thereby stay this illegal prosecution at least pending an adjudication on the allegations of illegal practice of law.  If the district attorney wishes to pursue, then it would be prudent to first confer with the county attorney to determine which charge should be filed, but both are stacking and double jeopardy and therefore improper on their face.  

