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December 22, 2025     Via Texas eFile & eServe 

Hon. Blake Hawthorne  

Clerk, Supreme Court of Texas 

RE: Tex. Case No. 25-0674 

STYLE:  In Re Abbott  

CASE TYPE: The Original Quo Warranto Writ as a direct action in the state court 

of last resort in Texas 

The Petition for Quo Warranto Writ as direct 

action filed from one Private Citizen with the 

Supreme Court of Texas is the best example of 

democratic legal tool created by the Texas 

Legislature 

The writ of quo warranto (Latin for "by what authority?") is a legal action that 

challenges a person's right to hold a public office or franchise or one corporation. If 

successful, the legal maneuver can result in the person being removed from their 

position and to be unlawfully and unconstitutionally holding an office in flagrant 

violation of the Texas Constitution, article XVI, Section 1(c) about the lack of 

legitimacy as one legitimate and constitutionally of holding an office as office 

holder. 

FILED
25-0674
12/22/2025 7:18 PM
tex-109390829
SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS
BLAKE A. HAWTHORNE, CLERK

mailto:abudri64@gmail.com


2 
 

The writ has its origins in 13th-century England, where the monarch used it to 

challenge the legality of privileges and powers exercised by subjects. 

In the United States, quo warranto actions are generally initiated by a state's 

attorney general and are used to ensure that public officials are rightfully holding 

lawfully and constitutionally their public positions in one determined public office 

as elected or appointed official. 

This specific legal tool has used to invoke several recent cases and being generally 

initiated by a state’s attorney general, but when a state’s attorney general has failed 

to abide with his basic ministerial duties and to protect the Texas Constitution and 

against office holders as wrongdoers, then the private persons in Texas can file 

directly their petitions for quo warranto writs and directly with the Supreme Court 

of Texas and not needing the assistance and the good will of one state attorney 

general in Texas to file such direct action with the Supreme Court of Texas. 

Governor Abbott initiated his constitutional right as private person and has filed 

directly with the Supreme Court of Texas his petition for quo warranto writ and 

without need the assistance of the state’s attorney general of Texas. He stated in his 

petition for quo warranto writ that an elected state officer who refuses to perform 

his duties should be stripped from the public office that they are holding and 

mainly when the elected state officer has sworn or affirmed his official oath of 

office affidavit and having been signed and notarized publicly and also has signed 

his anti-bribery statement (statement officer) and before to take an public office in 

Texas. 

But, and about the elected and appointed state officers and that even don’t comply 

with the Texas Constitution, Article XVI, Section 1(c) and to hold legitimately a 

public office as a legitimate office holder in one public office in Texas as required 

by the Texas Constitution? 

How many state officers are holding unlawfully and unconstitutionally public 

positions in public offices of the Texas Government Agencies, Texas Public 

Corporations, Texas Government Bodies, Texas Government Units, Government 

Boards, Government Commissions; Government Committees and even from 

Government Panels and et cetera? 

The texts clearly described in the Texas Constitution, Article XVI; Section 1(c) has 

been tore down, every day and from the part of illegitimate and unconstitutional 

office holders and allotted in different public offices in Texas. 
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For example, it is unclear if the incumbent Chief Disciplinary Counsel Seana 

Beckerman Willing and holding a statewide public office located in one statewide 

public corporation and also being one statewide administrative agency of the 

judicial department of the Texas Government has legitimately and constitutionally 

holding such statewide public office called the Office of Chief Disciplinary 

Counsel of the State Bar of Texas and being one appointed state level officer and 

also occupying a seat in the Board of Directors of the State Bar of Texas as Ex-

Officio Official and without have the right to vote in the Board of Directors of the 

State Bar of Texas and that is a government unit inside of the government body of 

the State Bar of Texas and having the same state officer multiple immunities as a 

shield to avoid liabilities of the official capacity that she hold as Chief Disciplinary 

Counsel of the State Bar of Texas. 

This Amicus Curiae has requested a copy of her anti-bribery statement signed 

(statement officer)and also about her official sworn or affirmed oath of office 

affidavit signed and notarized publicly and before to take a statewide public office 

located in the infrastructure of the State Bar of Texas as statewide public 

corporation and statewide administrative agency of the judicial department of the 

Texas Government, but at the present time, the incumbent Chief Disciplinary 

Counsel Seana Beckerman Willing did not show her constitutional filing 

documents and clearly required by the Texas Constitution, Article XVI, Section 

1(c) and to be a legitimate office holder of one statewide public office in the State 

of Texas.  

This Amicus Curiae has requested not only with the Office of Chief Disciplinary 

Counsel of the State Bar of Texas and from the part of the Public Affairs Counsel 

Claire Reynolds, but also with the Human Resources Department, the Executive 

Director’s Office, the Legal Counsel Office and with the Texas Secretary of State 

with the General Counsel Office and no department, section, and office has 

provided at least one copy of the anti-bribery statement signed and the official 

sworn or affirmed oath of office affidavit signed and notarized publicly and before 

her entrance as office holder of the Office of Chief Disciplinary Counsel of the 

State Bar of Texas on 03/04/2019. 

Also, and more recently, such request has been extended in relation the incumbent 

Executive Director of the State Bar of Texas, Ervin A. Apffel III, who took the 

office in December, 2017, but the result of the written request submitted has been 

absolutely unclear and having the same unclear response and from the request 

submitted with the incumbent Chief Disciplinary Counsel of the State Bar of 

Texas. 
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Also, such request for copy of anti-bribery statement signed and the official sworn 

or affirmed oath of office affidavit signed and notarized publicly has been 

submitted with the Texas Secretary of State about the incumbent Executive 

Director of the State Commission on Judicial Conduct in Texas, specifically, 

Jacqueline Habersham, and the answer from the Texas Secretary of State at 

General Counsel Office has been  that there is no responsive information in 

relation my request submitted, and in another words, such appointed state officers 

and occupying relevant statewide public offices in state government agencies are 

the first not to comply with the Texas Constitution, Article XVI, Section 1(c) for 

legitimacy as office holders and allotted in public offices of state government 

agencies of the judicial department of the Texas Government and to take an office 

legitimately as office holders and being in compliance of the Texas Constitution as 

legitimate office holders in public offices in Texas. 

Summary Table: Requirements for State Officers 

Requirement Provision Key Constraint 

Anti-Bribery 

Statement 

Art. XVI, § 1(b) 

& (c) 

Must be filed with the Secretary of State before 

the oath. 

Official Oath of 

Office 
Art. XVI, § 1(a) 

Must be signed, notarized, and sworn and filed 

with the Secretary of State before to take office. 

Consequence of 

Failure 

Case Law / 

Statutes 

Office may be declared vacant; legal standing can 

be challenged and the unconstitutional office 

holder can be summarily removed of the office via 

a direct action filed by a Private Citizen and 

directly with the Supreme Court of Texas and to 

request a direct removal of the illegitimate state 

officer and holding unconstitutionally one public 

office in Texas. 

 

Also, such written request of the copies of anti-bribery statements and oath of 

office affidavits are public documents and there are not constraints in relation 

“confidentiality” and to be released under the provisions of the Texas Public 

Information Act (“PIA”). 
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The office of Attorney General of Texas at Open Records Division is aware about 

such written requests and submitted to the specific government bodies of the Texas 

Government, but such written requests have been ignored by the Texas 

Government Bodies and same being copies of public documents and that are not 

confidential under the provisions of the Public Information Act (“PIA”). 

For this reason, the legal tool of one direct action and filed by any Private Person 

and directly with the Supreme Court of Texas is one of the most democratic legal 

tool created by the Texas Legislature and to any citizen to request and directly with 

the Supreme Court of Texas for a Petition for Quo Warranto Writ and to request an 

immediate unlawful and unconstitutional office holder and holding unlawfully and 

unconstitutionally a public office in Texas to be summarily removed of the office.  

Respectfully submitted,  

/s/ Adriano Kruel Budri 

Adriano Kruel Budri 

Amicus Curiae Citizen 

Email address: abudri64@gmail.com  

 

Citizen’s Amicus Curiae in support of neither party 
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any party or nonparty for doing so. Nor has any compensation been promised for 
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