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The Court having considered the pleadings, letters, Oaths and affidavits on file, to wﬂu
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Letter dated March 7, ZmﬁwdmuedeaeromgﬁomPeuhoszﬁrd
King, Jr. and filed on March 27, 2006;

Petition forQuoWarmrtoﬁled byﬂ'ae@mtasaMohm forHabeasCm’pnson
March 27, 2006

Plaintiff’s Mennommdum in Support of his Motion to Recuse filed April 17, 2006 and
denied on April 18, 2006

Motion for the Appointment of Counsel filed April 17, 2006 and denied April 18,
2006,

Affidavit of facts by Richard M. King, Jr. dated April 14, 2006 and filed on May 3,
2006;

Affidavit dated August 1, 2005 by Ruby Latimer attached to and made a part of the
Affidavit of Richard M. King. Jr. dated April 14, 2006;

Affidavit dated July 19, 2005 by Richard M. King, Jr. attached to and made a part of
the Affidavit of Richard M. King. Jr. dated April 14, 2006;
Affidavit dated August 21 2005 by Michael King attached to and made a part of the
Affidavit of Richard M. King. Jr. dated April 14, 2006;

The Oath of Office by Judge Webb Biard dated July 19, 1999;
Affidavit to Serve on Judicial Assignment dated January 2, 1997;

Application to Continve Eligibility for Judicial Assignment dated January 1, 1997 by
Judge Webb Biard.

Affidavit of Marvin Ann Patterson, Lamar County District Clerk, dated May 14,
2006 and filed on May 12, 2006;

Affidavit of Gary Young dated April 13, 2006 and filed April 13, 2006 with Exhibit
A attached, being the copy of the letter from Richard M. King, Jr. to Gary Young
date March 7, 2006 (same item listed in no. 1, above.)

The Court having considered all the above listed thirteen items, and further having reviewed
Eromﬂlereem'dsoftluscomttheﬁvepmwousapphcstmnsforhabmompusﬁhdbyRlchmiM
King, Jr. together with two divorce cases (one of which was divided into two cases) involving
him, The Court notes that in Richard M. King, Jr.’s pleading designated as PlaintifPs
McmmdummSupponnffhsMoﬂontoRncuse,peuuonmPlamhﬁpkadstlyumofﬂw
prior divorce cases involved him but failed to designate which one.

The court finds the following facts:

1.

Richard M. King, Jr., while in the custody of the Texas Department of Criminal
Justice, bmughtﬂnsald Writ of Quo Warranto in bad faith for the purpose of
harassing the Lamar County District Clerk Marvin Ann Patterson, Lamar County
Attomey Gary Youngmd District Judge Webb Biard, the visiting judge who heard
the original Cause #16,606
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2. Richard M. King, Jr., while in the custody of the Texas Department of Criminal
Justice, wrote the said letter dated March 7, 2005 in bad faith for the purpose of
harassing the Lamar County District Clerk Marvin Ann Patterson;

3. The Petition for Quo Wmtoishuebydismissedasaﬁ'ivolousormaliciom
lawsuit brought by Richard M. King, Jr., while in the custody of the Texas
Department of Criminal Justice, in bad faith for the purpose of harassing the Lamar
County District Clerk Marvin Ann Patterson.

4, The bad faith pleadings and harassment by Richard M. King, Jr. are disrupting the
ﬁmctionsinﬁwoﬁiewofﬂwlmCmnﬁyAtbmey,lmCountyDishictClak
de“Di:uietComtmquuiringﬁmoMneedstohedevotedmo&mcases.

. There is sufficient evidence to investigate Richard M. King, Jr.’s brother for
mimwmﬁnghimselfwthumComlyDisﬁctClerk’sofﬁoeasmmmey,
when he was not. This matter is to be reported to the Texas State Bar Committee that
deals with the Unlawful Practice of Law for prosecution.

The Court further finds as a matter of law that the relief sought by Richard M. King, Jr. in the
motions listedabwoismtpmpaeiﬂwundwﬂdsﬁnglawmmymmblemionsof
existing law.

The Court hereby finds that Richard M. King.Jr.throughaoon!inuingmurseofactionhnsand
will continue to file frivolous or malicious lawsuits unless prevented from doing so by this Court.
[tisthercforeordued.adjudgedanddacreedﬂmﬂﬁsCom“&ﬂnolmgerwoeptplwdhgsm
other materials for filing with the Clerk. All materials addressed to or routed to the Lamar County
District Clerk by anyone other than Judge Jim D. Lovett shall no longer be filed and shall be

destroyed,

All future pleadings, briefs, letters, claims and all other materials from or on behalf of Richard M.
King, Jr. ormyothcrpersonnotmmntlylieensedtomﬂiceluwbydw State of Texas must be
addmmdtoordeliwreddirectlytoludgsme.Loveﬁfonmlﬁnhmymﬁmﬁm of
whether Richard M. King, Jr. is entitled to the relief sought or that Richard M. King, Jr. can make
a reasonable argument for the extension of existing law for such relief. Any violations of this
rulingwillbedealtwithbythecomemptpowersofﬂliswmforimnﬁonofkichardm.
King, Jr. in the Lamar County jail after his release from the penitentiary.

All materials determined to be appropriste by Judge Jim D. Lovett will be ordered filed in the 6*
District Court and will be heard in due courser.

The latest pleadings filed by Richard M. King, Jr. styled Nofice of Appeal and Motion to Remove
Jurisdiction 1o the United States District Court, Paris Division, state no viable causes of action or
raiscmymmnablemgtmtsthalﬂweﬁsﬁnglawmbecxpandodtomcludethmnandﬂley
are denied without hearing or appeal.

Entered this 17th day of May, 2006.




