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THE STATE OF TEXAS,
Plaintift
.

HILDA M. ARMENDARIZ and
MARCELING aRMENDARIZ d/5/a
APLICACIONDEOROE
INFORMACION,

Defendanis
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238" MUIDICIAL DISTRICT

FINAL JUDGMENT

OnJuly 7, 2003, this case was called for trial. Plaintiff, THE STATE OF TEXAS, acting hy
and through Attorney General of Texas, Greg Abbott and anncunced ready for trial. Defendants,
HILDA M. ARMENDARIZ and MARCELING ARMENDARIZ dba APLICACION DE ORO,
appeared through their attorney, Edward T. Garza and announced ready for trial.

All matters in cemiroversy, legal and factual, were submitted to the Court for its
determination. The Court heard the evidence and srpuments of counsel and announced its decision
for THE STATE OF TEXAS. The Plaintiff filed a motion for judmment based on the Court's
decicion.

The Court hereby RENDERS judgment for THE STATE OF TEXAS; and

The Court REAFTIRMS its ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFEF’S SUMMARY
JUDGMENT and incorporates the FINDINGS of that judgment herein as follows:

1. Trat Defendants violated Chaprer §406.017 TEX, GOV'T CODE ANN. by:

A Stating or implying that they are an attorney licensed w practice law in s
state.
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B Soliciting or accepling compensation 1o prepare documents for or otherwise
represent the interest of another in 2 judicial or adrainistrative proceeding
relating tn immigration to the United Stares; United States citizenship, or
related marters,

C. Spliciting or accepting compensation to obtain relief on behalf of another
from an officer, agency, or employee of this state or the United States,

D. Using the phrase “aotarie™ or “notario publico” to advertise the services of
a notary public.
L. Advertising the services of 2 notary public In g lanpuage other than Englishi,

by signs, pamiphlets, stationery, or other written commupication or by radio
ot television, without posting or otherwise including with the advertisement
a notice that complies with Subsection (b) of Cliaprer 406.017 TEX. GOV'T
CODE ANN.

2. That Defendants violated The Texas Degeptive Trade Practices Act (“DTPAY)
' Chrpter §17.46, by:

A, Providing false, misleading or deceptive information in the course of their
business as Aplicacion De Oro.

B. Representing that their services have sponsorship, approval, characteristics,
and benefits which they do not have or that they have sponsorship, approval
status, affiliation or connection which they do not have.

C. Representng that thelr agreement confers or inveives right, remedies or
obligation which it does not have or invelve, or which are prohibited by law.

ITIS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that Defendagts FHLDA
M. ARMENDARIZ and MARCELINO ARMENDARIZ end their agents, servants, employees and
representatives and al} persons or entities in active concert or participation with Defendants are
restrained and enjoined fruin doing We following acts and engaging in the following practices iy the
pursuit and conduct of trade or commerce within the State of Texas as follows:

A, Consulting with, advising, prepaving or filing legal decuments or forms.
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Representing or holding out that Defendants or their employees possess
skills, expertise or competence in matters affecting a persen’s legal
immigration status or legal fights.

Advertising, offering for sale, selling or providing irmigration services,

Accepting money or veluable consideration for performing immigration
services,

Accepring money or valuable consideration from any person seeking
assistance to obtain benefit under U, 8. Immipration laws.

Advising any person whether or not to file 2 petition, application or other
form 1o obtain a benefit under U.S. Immigration laws.

Preparing for any person a petition, application or other form to obtain a
bensfit under U. S. Immigration laws.

Holding themselves out by any means to the public as “notario publico™,
“immigration specialist”, “immigrarion counselor” or “immigration
consultant” and by any title or designation incorporating the word
“Immigration” or az abbreviauon thereof

Representing directly or by implication that Defendants have the skill,
expertise or competence to handle immigration matters.

Representing directly or by implication that Defendants cen obtain legal
status, a work permit or other benefit under U.S. Immigration laws for a
person who purchases their services.

THE COURT FURTHER ORDERED that TEE STATE OF TEXAS recover from the

Defendants, HILDA M. ARMENDARIZ and MARCELINO ARMENDARIZ , joirtly and severally,

judpment in the amount of $292,483.10 as foilows:

A.

B.

C.

Restitution to idenrifizble persons in the amount of $104,650.63
Rezsonzble and necessary atterey fees in the armount of $85,000
Additional attomey fees if appealed to the Texas Couwt of Appeals in the

amount of $20,000
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D. Additional atiorpey fecs if appealed to the Supreme Cows in the amowvar of
$10,000
E Investigative fees in the amount of $24.750.00
E. Reasanable and necessary costs and expenses in the amount of $8,042.47
a. Civil penalties 1o and for the State of Texas in the amount of $40,000. Said
civil pengities are awarded to the State of Texas as civil penalties and not ac
compensation for actual pecuniary loss.
1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that post-judgment interest shall accriic at the legal annua!
rate of 6.25%.
ITISFURTHER ORDERED that this judgment is final and disposes of all claims and all
parties and is appealable.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Defendants are to pay all court costs.
THE CLERK QF THE COURT is hereby directad 1o issue a Writ of Permarent Injunction
to Defendants and issue Writs of Execution and/or other process necessary to enforee this Final
Judgment and Permanent f&uncdcn.

-

SIGNED this f I

[FRE—

day of August, 2005,
\
\\\} ;
:UD?E JOHEN G. HYDE \X

v
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