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AFFIDAVIT - of yet another BRICK - NOT suitable
for throwing thru Judge Chris Martin glass door

Sec. 31.03. THEFT. (a) A person commits an offense if he unlawfully
appropriates property with intent to deprive the owner of property.

Sec. 31.01(4) THEFT. “Appropriate” means: (A) to bring about the transfer or
purported transfer of title to or other nonpossessory interest in property,
whether to the actor or another; [for you non-lawyers: like judgments, liens.

Generally such as easements etc]

preface

THIS UNHOLY MESS started to go bat shit crazy - when in the pattern of

“too much — and never enough” — phrase courtesy Mary Trump — the

perpetrators did - “bring about” — “unlawful appropriation” — “of a non-

possessory interest in property” — (i.e. unlawful judgment liens) — textbook
penal Sec. 31.03 white collar THEFT - “appropriate” per Sec. 31.01(4) -
by FORGING themselves not one — but TWO additional “judgments” —

making for a total of THREE - all in the same case! There can of course

only be ONE.

background

How did | come to so openly taunt — or rather have to taunt - our new

District Judge, Hon. Chris Martin - with whom | had no personal or court

proceeding conflict —

Who has not done me any wrong — but who has clearly come to see - as

evidenced by our referenced AUDIOS - that “there is something rotten in

the state of Denmark”. Such phrase of course from Hamlet — even two

lowly palace guards recognizing that something is awry in the chambers of

power — in that case — murder by the new king — of his brother, the old king.
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“And between the two of us etc.” — as indicated by two AUDIOS - one at the

county clerk’s counter — when | “accidentally on purpose” met Mr. Martin,

when he was still our district attorney.

“And between the two of us etc.” — at our following other lengthy exchange

— this one in the DA lobby - when on my way to our courthouse with my
rusty wheelbarrow — for yet another — and more dramatic attempt “to be

heard” — else arrested — see my Why | need to get them to arrest me.

“And between the two of us etc.” — at our second meeting - no one else in

the lobby — Mr. Martin immediately coming out of his office and joining me
on the bench — my wheelbarrow between the two of us — and me again
plunking down THREE small digital voice recorders — this time onto the
wheelbarrow — me acknowledging the recorders — with my “these things

don’t always work” - -

With my earlier run-in with then DA Martin best summarized in my

criminal complaint upon DA Martin. Same for my underlying criminal

complaint upon Judge Paul Banner.

summary
“And between the two of us etc” — our Second AUDIO - no need to listen to

it at this time — best just read these comments of mine upon it. Then listen
later to the AUDIO. And again — and again — it WILL come through.
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conclusions
To me, Mr. Martin came across as a totally honest and frank person — but
still naive of the evils of our courts — or rather how our courts can be — and

are being misused by “bad people”.

As for “bad people” - see my civil RICO suit against Judges Banner and Chapman — all
documents on my web — and my one hour or so audio before Judge John McCraw.
Ignorance of civil RICO., the constitutional limits on civil sanctions — i.e. that such have
to be “coercive, forward-looking, keys-to-own-release, forbidden for COMPLETED
anything, etc. -

And for completeness, Mr. Martin got his law license about 2006, and garden variety
crimes ever after.

As a pro se, however, | have been “at it” ever since that fraudulent beaver dam case
against me in 1994 — and those obscene sanctions starting in 2002 — and TWICE all the
way up - Dallas Court of Appeals - Texas Supreme Court - US Supreme Court). ALL
documents on my web — even earlier once before all-the way up.

ALL upon due process and the limits on judicial immunity per the US Supreme Court.

To me, Mr. Martin seemed to be more concerned that | had been “so unfair”
to then district judge Teresa Drum” — than he was concerned about that
obscenely unlawful $62,885 and $125,770 punishment judge Paul Banner
and judge Ron Chapman had put upon me — Mr. Martin almost childishly

innocent of knowledge of evil in high places.

Take for example the at 6:24 excerpt out of our second meeting — Mr.

Martin more trusting in Judge Paul Banner’s CYA lies onto a frapping

piece of paper - than the official court transcript pronouncing me “well-

intentioned” — and memorializing Judge Banner then-and-there
PUNISHING me $62,885 for HAVING made a counter-claim —a First

“Yes, he said it — but I am saying it doesn’t say that in the court

documents — that he did it out of retaliation”.

“Childishly innocent of knowledge of evil in high places”.
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And for completeness — there is the motion for sanctions — seeking

punishment upon me — for in essence “making a mockery of all lawyers

and the entire judicial system™ — Judge Banner’s ruling of “well-

intentioned” thereon as caught by the court reporter — Judge Banner’s

Order on Motion for Sanctions devoid of any reason of WHY as required by

Rule 13 — with the forgery of “this judgment rendered” — the fraudulent

all-poison Eindings of Fact and Conclusions of Law referred to at 6:24 —

the 12 year later “revival” by writ of scire facias — of the forged now newly

re-christened as “sanction judgment” - and the menagerie of the three

abstracts of judgments - on the three judgments - the three writs of

executions.

re the sin of omission
A man does not sin by commission only,
but often by omission. Marcus Aurelius. 121-180

Canon 3: Performing the Duties of Judicial Office Impartially and Diligently
D. Disciplinary Responsibilities.(1) A judge who receives information
clearly establishing that another judge has committed a violation of this
Code should take appropriate action. A judge having knowledge that
another judge has committed a violation of this Code that raises a
substantial question as to the other judge's fitness for office shall inform
the State Commission on Judicial Conduct or take other appropriate action.

PS: | am SURE - that there exists a suitable BRICK.
This the 13th day of September, 2020

UDO BIRNBAUM

540 VZ County Road 2916
Eustace, TX 75124

903 479-3929
BRNBM@AOL.COM
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