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CAUSE NO:

KEN PAXTON, in his official capacity § IN THE DISTRICT COURT
as Texas Attorney General and §
THE STATE OF TEXAS §
§
Plaintiffs, § o
§ HARRIS COUNTY; TEXAS
V. § NS
§ @)
FIEL HOUSTON, INC. § 2o
5 o
Defendant. § @)ICIAL DISTRICT

NS
THE OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL AND T@ STATE OF TEXAS’
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY INJUNCTION A ROPOSED] PETITION
IN THE NATURE OF QUO WA NTO

O
The Office of the Attorney General (“OAG”)<7 @%he State of Texas (collectively, the

Q
“State”) file this Application for Temporary Injunct!@n and [Proposed] Petition in the Nature of

Quo Warranto (“Quo Warranto Petition”). T@a‘[e’s Quo Warranto Petition seeks an order
terminating and revoking Defendant FIE @ton, Inc.’s (“FIEL”) registration and certificate of
formation to do business in Texas. Sei@e@ Gov’t Code § 402.023; Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code
§§ 66.001 et seq. And the App}cﬁé@n for Temporary Injunction seeks an immediate injunction
halting FIEL’s operations iz f, g/ln support hereof, the State would show as follows:
Q@‘Q PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

Corporatiorgs{;%vganized under the federal Internal Revenue Code as 501(c)(3)
organizations e@@%gniﬁcant benefits. See 26 U.S.C. § 501(c)(3). At the federal level, they enjoy
exemption federal income tax. And at the State level, they enjoy significant benefits under
State tax law, including an exemption from taxation on real and personal property, Tex. Tax Code

§ 11.18, franchise taxes, /d. at § 171.063, and sales and use taxes, /d. at § 151.310. 501(c)(3) status,

however, comes with a tradeoff. Namely, to obtain these significant benefits, 501(c)(3)



organizations must be “operated exclusively for” one of an enumerated set of purposes, such as

“charitable” purposes or “for the prevention of cruelty to children or animals.” 26 U.S.C.

§ 501(c)(3). In addition, they must not “participate in, or intervene in (including the publishing or

distributing of statements), any political campaign” /d. and they must not engage 'Qécarrying on
S

O

)

Defendant FIEL openly flouts these rules. It has engaged in elec@?ﬁﬂeering, such as by

Q)
depicting Donald Trump as the “Son of the Devil” in the heart of the @ion season. Its website

propaganda, or otherwise attempt[] to influence legislation.” /d.

prominently features material supporting Joe Biden. And, althou%@\IEL generally supports Joe
Biden and his agenda, it paradoxically has widely announced if he does “not deliver on [his]
campaign promises, we will deliver — [his] exit ticke<7 «@gof the White House.” Moreover, its
social media is littered with material that openly att@?s to defeat Texas legislation, and carries
on propaganda. FIEL obsessively campaign&é@%ains‘[ Texas legislation, and boosts federal
legislation and related Executive actions. {&%ﬂ, FIEL systemically violates the 501(c)(3) rules.

It is well-settled that the SOI(S@@exempﬁons are justified on the basis that the exempt
entity confers a public beneﬁt;\ @ Jones Univ. v. United States, 461 U.S. 574, 591 (1983)
(emphasis added). But here,%éféndant FIEL instead seeks to confer a political benefit to its
preferred candidates an@@%. The State embraces the First Amendment’s value that Americans

)
generally should hqyg%peir voices heard on all types of political matters and campaign vigorously

N
in support of o@andida‘[e or another. But it has long been the law that entities cannot enjoy
501(c)(3) @@ while doing so. Regan v. Taxation With Representation of Wa., 461 U.S. 540, 550
(1983). The First Amendment protections that might otherwise apply simply have no bearing on

whether an entity is complying with its Section 501(c)(3) commitments and, by extension, their
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commitments to the State of Texas set forth in their corporate charters. Organizations remain “free
to argue [their] position vigorously to the Congress, to the President and to the American public.”
Fund for the Study of Econ. Growth v. IRS, 161 F.3d 755, 760 (D.C. Cir. 1998). And they are free
to insult elected officials. But “as the Supreme Court has noted, controversies suc%@ these must

be conducted without public subvention” that Section 501(c)(3) status confer%
)
The Office of the Attorney General has authority to enforce again@bis abuse of Section
N

501(c)(3) status. When FIEL registered as a corporation with the State o%exas, it filed a certificate
NS

of formation avowing that it would operate strictly “within the meaning of Section 501(c)(3) of

the [federal] Internal Revenue Code . . . and the Texas Tax Co@@%ecﬁon 11.18.” It is black-letter-

law that corporations have no right to “exercise a poweg7 i@%nanner inconsistent with a limitation

9

on the purposes of powers of the entity contained i@m governing documents.” Tex. Bus. Orgs.

Code § 2.113. And the State may enforce wheg%% a corporation is “engaged in acts of conduct
0

in violation of” its “governing documentsg”&@a‘[ § 12.153; see also Tex. Gov’t Code § 402.023.

For the reasons set forth below,@?%ourt should immediately issue a temporary injunction
enjoining FIEL’s operations. And@@r an opportunity for consideration on the merits, the Court

O

should revoke and terminate g?ﬂ’s corporate registration and certificate of formation, dissolve

Q)
its existence, enter a per@b@% injunction prohibiting FIEL from transacting business in this State,
)

and appoint a receiyer;tp wind-up its affairs.

0

N

O
@ 1. DISCOVERY CONTROL PLAN
O
1. §f§isoovery is intended to be conducted under Level 2 of Rule 190 of the Texas Rules

of Civil Procedure.
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111, THE PARTIES
2. Plaintiff, Ken Paxton, is the elected Attorney General of the State of Texas. The
Office of the Attorney General has offices located at 300 W. 15th Street, Austin, Texas 78701.
3. Plaintiff, the State of Texas, is a state of the United States of A\p%erica and a
o o | N
sovereign entity that “has an intrinsic right to enact, interpret, and enforce its @%@ws.”

)
4. Defendant FIEL Houston, Inc. is a non-profit corporation or@ized under the laws

<,

Q)
of the State of Texas. Its registered agent is Cesar Espinosa, who may%ﬁewed at 7642 Shavano

Q'
Ln., Cypress, Texas 77433.
9
IV.  STATEMENT OF RELIEF
5. Pursuant to Rule 47(c) of the Texas %}@%of Civil Procedure, the State seeks
Ox
monetary relief of $250,000 or less and non-moneta%ﬁ\selief
V. THE ATTORNEY GENE %ENFORCEMENT AUTHORITY
0
6. OAG has broad autho@ “investigate the organization, conduct, and
management of a filing entity or foreig@f@l?ng entity to determine if the entity has . . . engaged in
acts or conduct in violation of” iﬁ@overning documents” or any “law of [Texas].” Tex. Bus.
N
Orgs. Code § 12.153; accord Tex. Const. art. IV, §22.
R
7. In addit@@t is well-established that the Attorney General can terminate a
corporation’s right, t@o business in Texas when “sufficient cause exists.” Tex. Gov’t Code
N

§ 402.023. Indegé@@the Attorney General is authorized and required by [both the Constitution and

statute] to &@wch action in the Courts as may be proper and necessary to prevent any private

! State v. Naylor, 466 S.W.3d 783, 790 (Tex.2015)
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corporation from exercising any power . . . not authorized by law.” Day v. State, 489 S W .2d 368,
372 (Tex. App.—Austin 1972).

8. Sufficient cause may exist in a host of situations involving legal violations. See,
e.g., Humble Oil & Refining v. Daniel, 259 S.-W.2d 580, 589-90 (Tex. App.—B&a&nont 1953),

)
328 S.W.2d 479, 482 (Tex. App—Eastland 1959); State v. Sw. Bell Tel. CO@S;% S.w.2d 526, 531
N

SN
writ refused n.r.e. (Tex. 1953), cert. denied, 347 U.S. 936 (1954).; Chesterﬁel@ Co. v. Wilson,

(Tex. 1975). In addition, sufficient cause exists as a matter of law Wpe%vcorporation exercises a

NS
power not granted in its governing documents. See Tex. Bus. Orgs @de §§2.113, 12.153; accord

2

Washington Am. Life Ins. V. State, 545 SW.2d 291, 294 (Tex; App.—Austin 1977) (sufficient
cause existed where company “was not licensed to conou®&business it was operating in Texas).
%)
9. The State’s authority to terminate a @oraﬁon for exercising powers not granted
by its governing documents or law reflects the 12%} anding principle that an entity’s right “to exist
0

as a corporation, and its authority, in that ﬁ%‘[y, to conduct the particular business for which it

was created, [is] granted, subject to the@)ndition that the privileges and franchises conferred upon

%

it should not be abused, or so e ed as to defeat the ends for which [the corporation] was

=0

used or misemployed, they may be withdrawn or reclaimed by

Q)
the state.” Chicago Life@. v. Needles, 113 U.S. 574, 480 (1885).
)

VL. O%TION 501(C)(3) BACKGROUND & REQUIREMENTS
N

established, and that, when s%

10. %@’9&0 § 501 states that organizations that fall under subsection (c) shall be
exempt fr deral taxation under the subtitle. Among the categories of corporations that fall
within subsection (¢) include those “organized and operated exclusively for religious, charitable,

scientific, testing for public safety, literary or educational purposes.” 28 U.S.C. § 501(c)(3).
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11. Texas Tax Code § 11.18(a) states that charitable organizations that qualify are
exempt from taxation on buildings and tangible personal property that it owns. To qualify as a
“charitable organization” for purposes of this section, the organization must be “organized
exclusively to perform religious, charitable, scientific, literary, or educational %rﬁposes” and,
except for a few exceptions not relevant here, perform one or more activities s@%d in a laundry
list of charitable functions. Tex. Tax Code § 11.18(d). ©\J

12.  Federal regulations also implement the 501(c)(3) req@ments “In order to be
exempt as an organization described in section 501(c)(3), an (@mza‘uon must be both [1]
organized and [2] operated exclusively for one or more of@ purposes specified in [Section
501(c)(3)].” 26 C.F.R. § 1.501(c)(3)-1 (emphasis adde<7 an organization fails to meet either
the organizational test or the operational test, it is n@gempt.” Id. The present action concerns
how FIEL is operated; therefore, the legal bac%%md provided below focuses on that aspect of
the 501(c)(3) requirements. Q§

13.  Generally speaking, ig@e@%rmining whether an organization complies with the

Q.

501(c)(3) rules, a court must %@@r “the actual objects motivating the organization and the
subsequent conduct of the or@gfigz%tion.” Taxation With Representation v. United States, 585 F 2d
1219, 1222 (4th Cir. 19@@Q

14. The p%ence of a single substantial purpose that is not described in Section
501(c)(3) will @?501(0)(3) treatment. Better Bus. Bureau v. United States, 326 U.S. 279, 283
(1945). §

15. An organization is disqualified from 501(c)(3) status if it substantially “[c]ontacts,

or urges the public to contact, members of a legislative body for the purpose of proposing,
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supporting, or opposing legislation” or otherwise“[a]dvocates the adoption or rejection of
legislation.” 26 C.F.R. § 1.501(c)(3)-1. Legislation is defined to include both federal and state
legislation. /d.

16.  An organization is also disqualified from 501(c)(3) status if iLengages in

S

“[a]ctivities [that] constitute participation or intervention in a political campaieﬁ)@?behalf of or in
)
opposition to a candidate,” which “include, but are not limited to, the put@aﬁon or distribution
Q)
of written or printed statements or the making of oral statements on ‘Q@ of or in opposition to .
Q'
.. acandidate.” 26 CF R. § 1.501(c)(3)-1. o
VII. FACTUAL BACKGR(@ D
17.  On January 21, 2011, FIEL filed its O@Sﬁca‘[e of Formation of a Nonprofit
Ox
Corporation with the Secretary of State of Texas. H@an Aff Ex. A. The Certificate states that
FIEL “is organized for charitable, religious, scig%ﬁ%, literary, or educational purposes” and, “[i]n
0
particular[,] the Corporation shall offer@aﬁonal forums, workshops, sessions and other
activities focusing on immigration al@ education as it affects immigrant families and youth
struggling with these issues.” /d. %
@)

LN .
18.  FIEL’s webs1t%epresents that the nonprofit corporation advocates on behalf of
Q
immigrants and their f: s’for access to social justice, education, and laws benefitting these
©
communities. . %
O
19. I@ remarkable number of respects, however, FIEL has openly flouted the
501(c)(3) g\ﬁrements and, thus, its governing corporate documents. As shown below, its public

conduct indicates that it is not shy about that fact.

FIEL’s Direct and Indirect Campaigning against Then-Candidate Donald Trump
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20. In 2016, then-candidate Donald Trump made the rescission of President Barack
Obama’s “Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals” (DACA) program a signature issue in his
presidential campaign.? FIEL, however, made numerous public statements and issued documents
encouraging people to vote against Trump, including for this very reason. %j

21. For example, in a September 20, 2016, post on FIEL’s Faw@&k@% account, the
organization encouraged its supporters to “VotaPorDACA” (Vote for P@&\S on election day,
November 8, 2016. See Hanlan Aff, Ex. B (authenticating a true and @%\c‘[ copy of that post, as

shown immediately below). @

% See, e.g., https://www pbs.org/newshour/politics/donald-trumps-10-point-immigration-plan.
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22. DACA, however, was not on any ballot. Instead, the most reasonable interpretation
of this post was as a statement in opposition to candidate Trump and to vote against him on
November 8, in favor of voting for candidates who supported DACA.

23.  FIEL’s subsequent communications in the 2016 election cycle conf%lthat indeed

SN

FIEL was messaging to supporters that they should oppose candidate Trump. \@)
@
24.  For example, a September 24, 2016, Facebook postiowith the hashtag

Q)
“#VOTEFORDACA” shows an image of what appears to be FIEL’SQO%Q with a blow-up sized

NS
doll of Donald Trump with duct tape over his mouth. Hanlan Aff, @ C.

S

O

99
&
N

§@

@@
o
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25. Less than one month later, on October 9, 2016, a FIEL Facebook post depicts a life-
sized image of Donald Trump with horns, accompanied by the statement, “El Hijo Del Diablo”
(The Son of the Devil). Hanlan Aff., Ex. D (authenticating a true and correct copy of that post, as

shown immediately below).

@

)

26 M \r
g@

encourage@ﬁ%rs to Vote for DACA. Hanlan Aff., Exs. E-G.
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FIEL’s Express Advocacy Against Texas Legislation in 2017

27.  In 2017, the Texas Legislature considered—and ultimately enacted—“SB-4,” a law
designed to require local governmental entities to comply with federal authorities regarding
immigration related offenses (“2017 SB-4”). (
S

28.  FIEL, however, engaged in a blizzard of advocacy throughout %@fbr purposes of

)
encouraging people to oppose 2017 SB-4 and otherwise attempting to inﬁ@we that legislation.
N
29. For example, on April 28, 2017, FIEL made a Facgb@% post stating, “Unidos,
i

Podemos retar la #SB4 en las cortes y en las calles.” (United, we %‘l allenge #SB4 on the courts
and on the streets). Hanlan Aff., Ex. H. @@

30. On April 30, 2017, FIEL posted on Face@o@%mtifying users and the general public

%)
of a television news story “sobre la marcha en contra @da deportaciones y laley” (about the march
against deportation and the law). Hanlan Aff., CF(§§
0

31 On April 26, 2017, FIEL @ly posted pictures featuring individuals carrying

signs reading “SB4 IS RACIST,” “@@GHORNS AGAINST SB4,” and “SB4 not 4 The
Q\Q

PEOPLE.” Hanlan Aff, Ex. I @&

32. On March 20, %(hi FIEL publicly posted a picture of individuals holding signs
Q)

with dashes through “S%@Qeading “#STOPSB4” and “#JOINFIEL.” Hanlan Aff., Ex. K.
)

N
users to “Marcl@ms‘t #SB4.” Hanlan Aff, Ex. L.

33. On t@ame day, FIEL posted on Twitter (now known as X.com), encouraging

O
FI Advocacy and Support for President Biden
34,  More recently, FIEL has boasted public support for President Biden and

encouragement for his key signature initiatives.
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35.  For example, FIEL’s website prominently depicts its members holding a massive
banner regarding President Biden & VP Harris. Hanlan Aff., Ex. M (authenticating true and correct

copy of the relevant portion of FIEL’s website, as depicted immediately below).

T T e
T QIWAYE WO

36.  Public reporting showﬁat FIEL openly attends political rallies where it uses
2O
bullhorns to engage in “shoutingﬁr%\thes” with Trump supporters. Hanlan Aff., Ex. N
@)
37. In addition, F@Buses social media to tout President Biden’s signature legal moves
Q

regarding immigration a{fﬁe border. Hanlan Aff., Ex O.

38. Parad@ally, however, FIEL on occasion expressly electioneers against President

P
N
Biden when it @President Biden is not doing enough to advance his own agenda.
O

39. @or example, FIEL has organized rallies to “push President Joe Biden’s

administration to start creating Comprehensive Immigration Reform that can be passed.” Hanlan

Aff Ex. P.
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40. At those rallies, FIEL’s leadership stated, “To the Biden administration, I say this,
‘Enough is enough. You have the power. If you do not deliver on your campaign promises, we
will deliver — your exit ticket out of the White House.”” Hanlan Aff., Ex. Q.

FIEL’s Express Advocacy Against Texas Legislation in 2023 and 2024 \pé
S

41.  FIEL has also very publicly engaged in express advocacy reg& recent Texas

)
DN
o\@Q
42. In particular, in 2023 the Texas Legislature pas§%and Governor Abbott
NS

legislation.

signed—another law known as “SB-4” regarding alien activity in as (2023 SB-4).

43.  FIEL issued a signing statement in the wake @%023 SB-4, publicly stating that
Governor Abbott had signed the law “because of perso<7 k&liﬁcal ambition, greed and hate.” The
signing statement further told its supporters that Go@xgr’s Abbott’s actions reflected an “attack

the immigrant community to fortify himself ang@ase.” Hanlan Aff, Ex. R.
0
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44, FIEL’s social media is also littered with advocacy against SB-4. For example, the
banner of its Facebook page is a picture of what appears to be its members holding a massive sign
stating “NO SB4” and shouting into bullhorns at a public rally. Hanlan Aff., Ex. S (authenticating

true and correct copy of the relevant picture, depicted immediately below).

. Fiel Houston
Sk

N TN i s
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45.  FIEL’s Instagram also contains numerous images and posts to the same effect. See

Hanlan Aff, Ex T (providing true and correct copies of the relevant images and posts from

Instagram, as depicted immediately below).

Suddagion R e

AR
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46. And FIEL’s X.com page also contains numerous images and posts emphasizing the
group’s advocacy against SB-4. Hanlan Aff., Ex. U (providing true and correct copies of the

relevant images and posts from X.com, as depicted immediately below).

March against 1 in Houslon.

for capturing the momentt

47. Indeed, f@@%as‘[ several months, FIEL’s social media presence indicates that the

organization does lg;@ther than advocate regarding SB-4. For example, on February 28, 2024,
P

FIEL quoted o@ts members and posted an accompanying news article, stating “”We’re not

going to st@@?y idly’: Houston immigrant rights groups prepare for SB4”. Hanlan Aff., Ex. V.

The very next day, FIEL posted, “BREAKING NEWS: A federal judge blocks SB4 from taking

effect on March 5™ #laluchasigue” (#thefightcontinues). Hanlan Aff., Ex. W. On March 19, 2024,
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FIEL posted, “Breaking news on #SB4 the Supreme Court went back on the decision issued
yesterday dealing a terrible blow to our community #PREPARE #RESIST”. Hanlan Aff,, Ex. X.
Other Political Activity
48.  FIEL also engages in other various activities that openly contradi@s 501(c)(3)
status. For example, on or around May 3, 2023, FIEL’s executive director i@pted Governor

)
Abbott’s remarks on parental empowerment, proclaiming “You’re a traitors» You gotta go. You

call people illegal, and they’re not. Gov. Abbott, get out!” Hanlan Aff, &\.Y.
NS

49. And on April 25, 2024, FIEL posted on X.com %@“Abbot‘t is a violent racist
Fascist man. We stand with the student organizers! #freepales@@%?” Hanlan Aff, Ex. Z.

50. On May 2, 2023, FIEL posted on Face&@%m response to an announcement by
Governor Abbott, stating “Shame on you @GregAb@?TX”. Hanlan Aff, Ex. AA.

51. On June 23,2023, FIEL posted a@o on Facebook featuring its executive director
in a shirt with text on it saying “Arrest Tr%& ot Migrants.” Hanlan Aff., Ex. BB.

52. On July 18, 2023, FIEE@(@S%ed a on Facebook, publicly stating “Governor Abbott,

You can’t hypocritically be ‘p @%’ and at the same time purposely put immigrant lives
Q

including children) in danger ﬁ/mi rantlivesmatter.” Hanlan Aff., Ex. CC.
g g g

9
VIII. BRIEF SUP@ING APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY INJUNCTION
)

<

FIEL’s ongoi&%@peraﬁons must be enjoined pending resolution on the merits of the State’s

. OF o |
quo warranto cl@ A court must grant a temporary injunction where the applicant proves: (1) the
existence 5@%% of action against the adverse party; (2) a probable right to the relief sought;
and (3) a probable, imminent, and irreparable injury in the interim if the sought-after injunction is

not awarded. Butnaru v. Ford Motor Co., 84 S'W.3d 198, 204 (Tex. 2002). The State satisfies all
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of the prerequisites here; therefore, the Court should enjoin FIEL’s ongoing operations until
resolution the State’s petition on the merits.

No question exists that the State has a cause of action in the present case. Indeed, “[t]he
[State] would be impotent to enforce its own laws if it could not temporarily enj oint\hgse breaking
them pending trial.” State v. Hollins, 620 S.W.3d 400, 410 (Tex. 2020). The S&%s an “intrinsic
right to enact, interpret, and enforce its own laws.,” State v. Naylor, 46? %}?gd 783, 790 (Tex.
2015), which includes the right to “enforce existing policy” as adopg@&he Texas Legislature,
City of EIl Paso v. Heinrich, 284 S.W.3d 366, 372 (Tex. 2009). Igg@j@es inflicted to this right are
sufficient to create standing to sue and demonstrate irrepara@@%arm. Valentine v. Collier, 956
F.3d 797, 803 (5th Cir. 2020); Texas v. EEOC, 933 F% , 447 (5th Cir. 2019); Texas Ass’n of
Bus. v. City of Austin, 565 S.W.3d 425, 441 (Tex. A@>.O—Austin 2018, pet. denied). Simply put,
the State 1s “the guardian and protector of all pl@@ rights” and has authority to sue to redress any
violations of those rights, Yert v. Cook, &@W 837, 842 (Tex. 1926), including through quo
warranto proceedings. 7@©

In addition, the State hasﬁ\ @g@ than ample proof to show at this stage of the proceedings
that injunction it has a “probag?ﬁght” to the relief sought. As shown in the petition, the State’s

Q
evidence will readily es@%@% that FIEL violated the law by exercising powers not granted in its
)

governing documegt@}
N

QO

A non- corporation organized under the laws of this State “may not [] engage in a
business or.detivity that [] is expressly unlawful or prohibited by a law of this state.” Tex. Bus.
Orgs. Code § 2.003; see also id. at § 22.051. Corporations have no right to “exercise a power in a

manner inconsistent with a limitation on the purposes of powers of the entity contained in its
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governing documents.” Id. at § 2.113. And the State may enforce whenever a corporation is
“engaged in acts of conduct in violation of” its “governing documents.” /d. at § 12.153.

Under the Constitution and by law, when a corporation acts unlawfully, the Attorney
General “shall” (1) act to prevent continuation of the conduct, and (2) seek judic%ﬁforfeimre of
the corporation’s charter. Tex. Gov’t Code § 402.023 (emphasis added); Tex. %ﬁ& art. IV, § 22.
Further, an injunction is a proper vehicle to prevent a corporation’s onogé};j/iolations of law.
Chesterfield Fin. Co. v. Wilson, 328 S'W.2d 479, 482 (Tex. App—@E@sﬁl&;d 1959); State v. Sw.

@\
Bell Tel. Co., 526 S'W .2d 526, 531 (Tex. 1975).

9

FIEL has violated the 501(c)(3) rules and, therefore, {#3/governing documents in at least

two respects. @$

First, FIEL makes “publication or distribu@n of written or printed statements or the
making of oral statements on behalf of or in op%éﬁﬁon to ... acandidate” in plain violation of the
501(c)(3) rules. 26 C.F.R. § l.501(c)(3)-]§%ﬁii). It does not even pretend to hide this fact; it
has openly used its social media and m@ public statements to campaign against candidate Trump,
supra gy 24 - 25, and aggressivelg@%@et Governor Abbott, supra §y 43,48 — 49, 50; 52. Moreover,
while FIEL generally appears%\_sﬁpport President Biden, it has boasted that it will “deliver [his]
exit ticket out of the W@&use” if he does not follow through on certain agenda items, supra

There 1&5@& doubt that this kind of overt electioneering about specific candidates crosses
a redline @91(0)(3) organizations and is plainly disqualifying for their 501(c)(3) status. For
example, in Christian Fchoes Nat. Ministry v. United States, 470 F.2d 849 (10th Cir. 1972), the

court concluded that an organization was disqualified from Section 501(c)(3) status because it
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“used its publications and broadcasts to attack candidates and incumbents who were considered
too” politically adversarial. Id at 856. Specifically, it “attacked President Kennedy in 1961 and
urge[d] its followers to elect conservatives like Senator Strom Thurmond and Congressmen Bruce
Alger and Page Belcher.” Id. Even though the organization did not “formally@dorse” any
candidate for office, the court nonetheless concluded that these public stat nevertheless
were disqualifying. . & .
o oy | N

Similarly, in Branch Ministries v. Rossotti, 40 F. Supp. 2d 15 g]{%ﬁ . 1999), the court held
that an organization was disqualified from Section 501(c)(3) sta%s@oecause it had published or
distributed a statement in opposition to a candidate for publi@l@”lce.” Id. at 21. Specifically, the
organization took out an advertisement to “express[]é@t@ncern about the moral character of
Governor Clinton” and his positions on “abortion or@gand, homosexuality and the distribution
of condoms to teenagers.” Id. at 17. The organ&i@on attempted to justify the advertisement as a
“warning to members of [its Church]” an%§ “participation in a political campaign.” /d. at 18.
Disregarding the defendant’s charactej@a@)on, the court concluded that its conduct disqualified it
from Section 501(c)(3) status. }Q@ZI. Both Christian Echoes and Branch Ministries involve
conduct materially similar ‘%%L’s described supra, because FIEL has attacked multiple
candidates specifically @@%s social media pages and in other public statements.

)

Second, FI@I\{;?S an established track record of improperly “advocate[d] the adoption or
rejection of leg@%ﬁgn.” 26 CF.R. § 1.501(c)(3)-1(c)(3)(i1)(b). It vigorously campaigned against
Texas’s 2@@13-4 and 2023 SB-4 legislation specifically. See supra [ 29-33, 41-44. And it also

aggressively campaigned to retain DACA protections for aliens. See supra f 21-26. Indeed, in

significant respects, FIEL’s public and social media presence allow for a reasonable inference that
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its entire operation is designed to advocate for or against legislation, such as the 2017 and 2023
SB-4s. See supra q129-33, 42-47. In significant respects, the majority of the public-facing
statements posted to its social media concern only defeating 2023 SB-4. See, e.g., Hanlan, Ex. T.

Similar to FEIL’s candidate-related statements, this legislation- dlre% conduct is
disqualifying for Section 501(c)(3) treatment. For example, in Fund for th@@iy of Econ. &
Growth v. IRS, 161 F.3d 755 (D.C. Cir. 1998), the court concluded th@aﬁ organization was
disqualified from Section 501(c)(3) status where the factual record \»%9 replete with examples
that the [organization] advocated a legislative agenda that favoreg@@eal of the current tax code,
and the installation of a flat tax.” Id. at 758, 760. And in Chiisfian Echoes, the court concluded
that it was disqualifying for a religious organization to %@gpublications “contain[ing] numerous
articles attempting to influence legislation by appeal@@ the public to react to certain issues.” 470
F.2d at 855. FIEL’s conduct is materially simila&ég%wse examples. Moreover, Section 501(¢)(3)’s
prohibition on advocacy rests on a cas% ding that the American Birth Control League’s
advocacy for the “repeal of laws preve@'ng birth control” amounted to disqualifying conduct. See
Christian Echoes, 470 F.2d at 8}%\@%ing Slee v. Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 42 F.2d 184
(2d Cir. 1930)). There is no m %%)r/ial difference between FIEL’s advocacy for repeal or defeat of
Texas’s 2017 and 2023@§and the conduct deemed disqualifying in the decisions discussed
immediately above, @

None oﬁg@% s potential responses would have merit. For example, FIEL may claim that

Amencan@@ a First Amendment right to engage in all of its challenged conduct. That is beside

the point because it is well-established that an organization does not have a right to 501(c)(3) status
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while it engages in this conduct. See Regan v. Taxation With Representation of Wa., 461 U.S. 540,
550 (1983).

FIEL might also argue that the IRS concluded it is entitled to 501(c)(3) status, and that
Texas has no right to second-guess that determination. But, as other State co%% have held,

SN

“evidence of an organization’s section 5S01(¢)(3) status, by itself, does not c&z presumption
that the entity 1s” compliant with overlapping State law. Greater Jamaica %@\ E'orp v. New York
City Tax Comm’n, 25 N.Y.3d 614, 627 (2015); see also Summers v. Che@%@ee Child & Fam. Servs.,
112 SW.3d 486, 531 (Tenn. Ct. App. 2002) (affirming Statef@@ssolutlon of 501(c)(3) for
violating applicable rules); New York ex rel. TZAC v. New ]sr@@und, 520 F. Supp. 3d 362, 385-
86 (S.D.N.Y. 2021) (501(c)(3)’s alleged false ceﬂiﬁ%@%tha‘[ is did not engage “in direct or
indirect political campaign activities” found mate@ to whether it unlawfully enjoyed State
benefits). The fact that the IRS, for whatever r ;%n, has not seen fit to exercise its enforcement
discretion to revoke FIEL’s Section SOl(c%@atus has no bearing on whether the State of Texas
must likewise honor that status, with t g@endant State tax benefits, when the State concludes that
the organization has engaged in dﬁi@alifying conduct.
)

Finally, FIEL may arg ?Iﬁt although it has engaged in disqualifying conduct, that conduct
does not form a “substa@@%rt” of its overall activities, and so the organization should continue
to enjoy its Section\ (c)(3) status. See 26 U.S.C. § 501(c)(3) (containing “substantial part”
qualification). ?@b fails at the outset because where, as here, an organization “pubiishies} or
di\iﬁﬁuﬁL{@@&mfnem regarding “any political campaign on behalf of {or in opposition o) any

candidate for public office” the organization s disgualified from Section S01{c)(3) treatment

regardless of how “substantial” those statements are. fd Instead, the “substantial part”
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qualification pertaing only to the State’s aliemative ground for disqualification—mnamely, FIEL s
advocacy for the adoption or rejection of legisiation. But here too, FIEL s “substantial part”
detense would fail, FIEL 1s not similarly sttuated 1o many other Section 50Hc)}3) orgamzations
that episodically 1ssue a position on a particular policy 1ssue. Instead, as descﬁbe%%pm, FIEL s
raison o ‘efre appears to be to advocate for particular legislation; indeed, in si cant respects,
)
nearly its entire public facing communications have for months on ef@een dominated by
N
messaging to defeat Texas 2017 SB-4 and 2023 SB-4. That isor@ow Section 501(c)(3)
Q

organizations are supposed to behave. &

Courts typically eschew mathematical calculations f@@ﬁ)ow much of an organization’s
activities must be impermissible in order to constitute<7 ébs‘tantial part” of the organization’s

Ox

overall activities. See, e.g., Kuper v. C.L.R., 332 F.2§62, 563-64 (3d Cir. 1964). Instead, so long

<

as the improper activities are “not incidental,” ‘g{lﬁ%&ue disqualifying. Christian Fchoes, 470 F.2d
at 855; Krohn v. United States, 246 F. Su% 1 (D. Colo. 1965) (disqualifying to be more than
“incidental”). But it is clear here thatv@en by a mathematical formula, FIEL’s social media and
other public facing statements fi\@g@ppor‘[ of or opposition to legislation would constitute a
“substantial part” of its activi%i\g\s./Nationah’st Movement v. Comm’r, 37 F.3d 216, 221 (5th Cir.

)
907, 912 (6th Cir. 109% (“less than 5% of activities is not substantial).

Q)
1994) (“45%” of activit@s}@%bs‘[anﬁal “as a matter of law”); cf. Seasongood v. C.I.R., 227 F.2d
O
<§§\ PRAYER FOR RELIEF
Q) . . o
Tl@e incorporates by reference the preceding paragraphs and introduction as if fully
set forth herein. As explained above, FIEL is engaged in systemic violations of the 501(c)(3) rules

and, therefore, its governing documents that require compliance with such rules. Accordingly,
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FIEL has performed or omitted an act that requires a surrender or causes a forfeiture of its rights

and privileges as a corporation registered to transact business in Texas. See, e.g., Tex. Gov’t Code

§ 402.023; Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code § 66.001.

NOW THEREFORE, the State respectfully prays that the Court enter ]udgngét in its favor

and order the following:

a.

j.

ol
That the State has probable grounds to bring the instant q arranto proceeding

N

and has leave to file the instant petition; @

That the proposed quo warranto petition reﬂecte%@em is ordered and deemed

&
&

That quo warranto relief is warranted; 5 §
Ox
Temporary injunctive relief imme@ely halting FIEL’s operations pending

filed, with process to be issued,;

<

resolution of the petition on the %§h§s;
That FIEL forfeit its rights& rivileges as a registered corporation;

That FIEL’s registratim@ls immediately dissolved and void,;

Temporary and pe@@ent injunctive relief prohibiting FIEL from conducting any

Q

operations in T

A receivaé@Qappointed to wind up FIEL’s affairs;
)

Theﬁ@% be awarded all costs and expenses in prosecuting this Petition; and

N
?@@Q‘ta‘te be awarded any further relief to which it demonstrates entitlement under

@@%e law.
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CAUSE NO:

KEN PAXTON, in his official capacity as § IN THE DISTRICT COURT
Texas Attorney General, and THE §
STATE OF TEXAS §
§ L
Plaintiffs, § @T
v. § HARRIS C@@@TY, TEXAS
§ )
FIEL HOUSTON, INC. § . @\9
§ N
Defendant. § &DICIAL DISTRICT
§ @\
VYERIFICATION
Before me, the undersigned notary, on this day allv appeared Scott Froman, the

affiant, whose identity is known to me. After | ddmm% an oath, affiant testified as follows:

“My name is Scott Froman. [ am over 18 years of age and competent to make this
verification and to testify to the matters state ein, all of which are within my personal
knowledge as an Assistant Attorney General @ployed at the Office of the Texas Attorney
General. In my capacity as an Assistant Attiﬁ General, I have read the document entitled ‘The
Office of the Attorney General and the Stateof Texas’ Application for Temporary Injunction and
{Proposed] Petition in the Nature of Qu ranto,” and attest that the facts stated in paragraphs
17-52 of that document are true and CC@SCI

@%\
@QDQ%
@

SUBSCRIBED @g\@ SWORN TO BEFORE ME on this 2nd day of July 2024, to certity which

Scott Froman

witness my ha d official seal.

t:}..-r

- =
F'AM YEDIARES

o“vf e
Notary Publie-State of Texss! ~ I /

‘,,-‘ Tl

'f\

Commission Exp. JUNE 25, 2025 N'OTARY PUBL IN AND FOR

g

Notary 1D #126110828
THE STATE OF%Ié

Notary without Bond , EXAS



STATE OF TEXAS

COUNTY OF HARRIS

AFFIDAVIT OF RYAN HANLAN %é
@

. N\
Before me, the undersigned notary, on this day personally appeared; g‘% Hanlan, the
affiant, a person whose identity is known to me. After I administered ano@ to affiant, affiant
testified: Kj&
@Q{@

1. “My name is Ryan Hanlan. I am over 18 years of agefof sound mind, and capable of

making this affidavit. The facts stated in this afﬁdavi@ within my personal knowledge

and are true and correct.

$

2. 1 am an Investigator at the Office of the Attor %eneral of Texas, Consumer Protection
Division. My regular duties include assistin@e Division attorneys with investigations.

<

3. As part of my regular duties, I was assi %d to this investigation of FIEL Houston. Inc.

(“FIEL™). §@

4. As a part of my investigation @ FIEL, I extensively and personally reviewed the
statements, representations, and content that FIEL has posted on its webpage and social
media accounts. FIEL mai@n a public-facing website at https://fielhouston.org. That
website also contains 1 FIEL s social media accounts on Facebook, Instagram, and
TikTok. FIEL also mdingains an account on X.com (formerly known as Twitter), as
evidenced by the imag s its Facebook account reposts of this X.com account, as well as its
displaying of this ac@t’s username.

5. Attached to thi@©‘ﬁdavit as “Exhibit A” is a true and correct copy of FIEL’s Certificate
of Formation, Nonprofit Corporation, which can be accessed directly from the Texas
Secretary ate’s webpage.

IS

6. Attach this Affidavit as “Exhibit B” is a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s
Fa @k page dated September 20, 2016, and captured on May 28, 2024, available at
bi@klz}{es.

7. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit C” is a true and correct image of a post on FIELs
Facebook page dated September 24, 2016, and captured on May 28, 2024, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes.

Affidavit of Ryan Hanlan



8. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit D" is a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s
Facebook page dated October 9, 2016, and captured on May 28, 2024, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes.

9. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit E” is a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s

Facebook page dated October 15, 2016, and captured on May 28, 2024, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes.
' &

10. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit F” is a true and correct lmagoqt on FIEL’s
Facebook page dated October 4, 2016, and captured on May ” 24, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes. @

11. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit G” is a true and correg@iage of a post on FIEL’s
Facebook page dated September 30, 2016, and captured@ ay 28, 2024, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes. &

12. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit H” is a true an@/¢orrect image of a post on FIEL’s
Facebook page dated April 28, 2017, and cap@ on May 28, 2024, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes.

Q

13. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit I is @ue and correct image of a post on FIEL’s
Facebook page dated April 30, 2017, captured on May 28, 2024, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes. S

@
14. Attached to this Affidavit as “Ex <§J’ is a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s
Facebook page dated April 26 17, and captured on May 28, 2024, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes. @

15. Attached to this Afﬁdavié%%‘Exhibit K™ is a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s
Facebook page dated @reh 20, 2017, and captured on May 28, 2024, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes. %

16. Attached to this-Affidavit as “Exhibit L” is a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s
X.com (Twitter)account dated March 20, 2024, and captured on May 28, 2024, available
at bit.ly/4e1¢\/’§x

N

17. Attach this Affidavit as “Exhibit M™ is a true and correct image of FIEL’s webpage,
captur @on May 28, 2024, available at bit.ly/3XnYuMu.

18. A@xed to this Affidavit as “Exhibit N” is a true and correct copy of a news article, “Joe
Biden Visited Houston On Friday. Protestors Were There To Greet Him,” published by
Houston Public Media, captured May 28, 2024, available at bit.ly/3XhMigh.

19. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit O” is a true and correct image of a post on FIELs

Facebook page dated May 3, 2024, and captured on May 28, 2024, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes .
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20.

21.

22.

23.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit P” is a true and correct copy of a news article,
“Houston immigrant families to participate in nationwide demonstration on Monday,”
published by ABC13, captured May 28, 2024, available at bit.ly/3x63db7.

Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit Q” is a true and correct copy of a news article, “A
‘Day Without Immigrants’ in Houston,” published by Workers World, cazg\ﬁged May 28.
2024, available at bit.ly/4b3DCgA. @

Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit R” is a true and correct image 0@(11‘UC1€ on FIEL s
webpage, captured on May 28, 2024, available at bit.ly/3z91Aj;. @

Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit S$” is a true and corregt@ge of FIEL’s Facebook
page, captured on May 28, 2024, available at bit.ly /3ZI7R@

. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit T” is a true angrect image taken from FIEL’s

Instagram page, captured on May 28, 2024, available @bit.ly/3XnZznw.

. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit U” is a @d correct image of a post on FIEL’s

X.com (Twitter) account dated April 1, 2024, ‘atd captured on May 28, 2024, available at
bit.ly/4elVLIu. @

Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit &%\ a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s
X.com (Twitter) account dated F ebr@@, 2024, and captured on May 28, 2024, available
at bit.ly/4etVLJu. &

Attached to this Affidavit as “E @bit W is a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s
X.com (Twitter) account dm@bruary 29,2024, and captured on May 28, 2024, available
at bit.ly/delVLJu.

Attached to this Afﬁd 1t as “Exhibit X” is a true and correct image of a post on FIELs
X.com (Twitter) ac t dated March 19, 2024, and captured on May 28, 2024, available
at bit.ly/4eIVLJ@

Attached to y%z Affidavit as “Exhibit Y” is a true and correct copy of a news article,
“Abbott @s back against protestor disrupting parental empowerment event,” published
by The @ei Square, captured May 28, 2024, available at bit.ly/4bWZL1D.

O
A@ed to this Affidavit as “Exhibit Z” is a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s

(Twitter) account dated April 25, 2024, and captured on May 28, 2024, available at
bit.ly/4elVL]u.

Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit AA” is a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s

Facebook page dated May 2, 2023, and captured on June 11, 2024, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes.
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32. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit BB” is a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s
Facebook page dated June 22, 2023, and captured on June 11, 2024, available at
bit.ly/3z1zRes.

33. Attached to this Affidavit as “Exhibit CC” is a true and correct image of a post on FIEL’s
Facebook page dated July 18, 2023, and captured on June 11, 2024, available at

bit.ly/3z1zRes.
: &

@
O
&\@

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT 6@

@ F}M Hee
Q Ryan * Hanlan

x%

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BE.F@E ME on this ;_{'j;_ day of July 2024, to certify which
witness my hand and official seal. @

' mﬁ&g‘“‘""“ ;@mw ﬂ"? js’*@ﬁ'zf?f ‘,'%«{
s

Notary 1D #13076374.0
Exp. AUG, 24, 2024 %TARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR

Notary without Bond
@)© THE STATE OF TEXAS

4
oy
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FILED
In the Off;
Secretary of S?:tg 1u.::tth‘fexas
CERTIFICATE OF FORMATION OF JAN 21 2011

FIEL HOUSTON, INC. . _
ANONPROFIT CORPORATION  COTPOrations Section

This certificate of formation is submitted for filing pursuant to the applicable provisions
of the Texas Business Organizations Code. $

S
@
Article I - Entity Name and Type @
N
The name and type of filing entity being formed are: FIEL ton, Inc., a Texas
nonprofit corporation (hereinafier "Corporation"). RN
o@
Article II - Purpose @

purposes within the meaning of Section 501(cX3) of the al Revenue Code of 1986 (the
"Code"), and the Texas Tax Code, Section 11.18. In particular the Corporation shall offer
educational forums, workshops, sessions and other activities focusing on immigration and
education as it affects immigrant families and you 3

9
The Corporation is organized for charitable, mli@o@mﬁﬁc, literary, or educational

ngeling with these issues._
Article III - Restricti@%nd Limitations

0 .
Notwithstanding the foregoing or a@@njg to the contrary herein, the Corporation may

o

A. Engage in any activity ortake any action prohibited by the applicable provisions
of the Texas Business Organizations Code.

not:

B. Pay any dividend @distribute any part of the income of the Corparation to its
members, if any, directors, if any, or officers. However, the Corporation may pay
compensation in a re ble amount to its members, directors, or officers for services
rendered, may co efits upon its members in conformity with its purposes, provided
such compensati& d benefits are reasonable.

IS \/(,70
C. Makg'\@q\?s to the Corporation's directors.

D. Enigage in any activities, except to an insubstantial degree, that are not in
furthe of the purpose or purposes of the Corporation.

E. Conduct or carry on any activities not permitted to be conducted or carried on by
an organization exempt from taxation under Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue
Code and its regulations, or by an organization, contributions to which are deductible
under Section 170(c)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code and regulations.
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F, Scrve any private interest except if clearly incidental to the public benefit
provided by the Corporation.

G. Allow any of the Corporation’s net earning to inure to the benefit of the members,

if any of the Corporation, or any private individual. \C?

&
H. Engage in more than an insubstantial degree in the carrying propaganda, or
otherwise attempting, to influence legislation, and the Corporation'shall not directly or
indirectly participate in, or intervene in (including the publication or distribution of
statements) any political carnpaign on behalf of any candidate fof public office, except as
allowed by Internal Revenue Code and its regulations. . @Ky
I Make distributions at such time and in such mann@s to subject it to tax under
Section 4942 of the Code.

@

I Engage in any act of self-dealing which w be subject to tax under Section

4941 of the Code. @
K. Retain any excess business holdings @ would subject it to tax under Section
4943 of the Code. %

N

L. Make any investments whic@d subject it to tax under Section 4944 of the
Code.

M. Make any taxable expcndi@es which would subject it to tax under Section 4945

of the Code. @
o \@

Article IV @egistered Office and Registered Agent

Espinosa. The business of the initial registered agent and the initial registered office is:
7642 Shavano Ln, Cypr 77433,

o @ v

The initial registerc%@ent is an individual resident of the state whose name is Cesar

O
@% Article V - Organizer
The /&and address of the organizer is:

Name Address

Arturo D. DeLeon, Jr. 3605 Katy Fwy, Ste 102, Houston, TX 77007
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Article VI - Governing Auathority

Management of the affairs of the Corporation is to be vested in its board of directors.
The number of initial directors shall be three (3). The number of directors shall be set by the
bylaws of the Corporation as may be amended from time to time, provided that the number of
directors may never be less than three. The names and addresses of the persons %me to serve
as directors until the first annual meeting or until their successors are elected a@ ified are:

Name Addresg )

1. Leandra O. Espinosa 7642 Shavano Ln, Cyp&éiéf TX 77433
2. Cesar O, Barrera 180 Sharpstown Cg@'ﬁ Houston, TX 77036
3. Aura H. Barrera 7642 Shavano L@louston, TX 77433

@5@

Article VII - Organizational ture
D

The Corporation will not have members. @©

Article VIII - [@niﬁcaﬁon

0

To the full extent permitted by th (?icable provisions of Title 1, Chapter 8 of the
Texas Business Organizations Code and oftger applicable law, the Corporation shall advance or
reimburse expenses to and indemnify an}@'esent and former directors, officers, employees, and
agents of the Corporation and persom$ serving or formerly serving at the request of the
Corporation as directors, officers, TS, venturers, proprietors, trustees, employees, agents or
similar functionaries of another or domestic corporation, employee benefit plan, other
enterprise or entity against judgments, penalties (including excise and similar taxes), fines,
settlements and reasonable ex es actually incurred by the person in any threatened, pending or

completed action, suit or eding, whether civil, criminal, administrative, arbitrative or
investigative, any appeal h action, suit or proceeding and any inquiry or investigation that
could lead to such an as& suit or proceeding, because the person is or was acting in one of the
A ) /
capacities set forth ab@m
Q\Q@

é@ Article IX - Distribution of Assets Upon Winding Up

After all liabilities and obligations of the Corporation in the process of winding up are
paid, satisfied and discharged, the property of the Corporation shall be applied and distributed in
accordance with section 22.304, Texas Business Organizations Code,
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Article X - Effective Date of Filing

This certificate of formation becomes effective when the document is filed by the
secretlary of state.

(
Article XI - Execution @é
| g
The undersigned affirms that the person designated as registered agent/'has consented to
the appointment. The undersigned signs this document subject to the p ies imposed by law
for the submission of a materially false or fraudulent instrument and ies under penalty of
perjury that the undersigned is authorized to execute the filing ins

S
Date: January 5, 2011 @
@’@

%@r/zf

Arturo %\DeLeon Jr.
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Joe Biden Visited Houston On Friday.
Protestors Were There To Greet Him
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Houston immigrant families to participate in
nationwide demonstration on Monday
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A 'Day Without Immigrants’ in
Houston
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March against 8084 in Houston,

for capturing the momentt
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Celebrate The Center Square’s 5th Anniversary
May marks the 58 yesr of nonprofit, factbased news for sit Americans,
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Unfortunately yesterday was not the first time that Abbott has used the
to be violent against peaceful student protestors. In 201086 while

nationalist Richard Spencer gave a speech al TEXAS A&M which the

student body opposed.

FIEL Houston ¢
He called is the DPS to protect the racist and kick us out
racist Facist man. We stand with student organizerst
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