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Identity of Judge, Parties, and Counsel 

The following is a complete list of the names and addresses of all parties and 
counsel in this case. 

Trial Judge: Honorable Bert Richardson, sitting by appointment; 
Court of Criminal Appeals, Supreme Court Building, 201 West 14th 
Street, Austin, Texas, 78701. 

Appellant: Former Governor James Richard “Rick” Perry, c/o 
Anthony G. Buzbee, JPMorgan Chase Tower, 600 Travis Street, Suite 
7300, Houston, Texas 77002. 

Appellant’s Counsel:  Anthony G. Buzbee, JPMorgan Chase Tower, 
600 Travis Street, Suite 7300, Houston, Texas 77002; Thomas R. 
Phillips, 98 San Jacinto Blvd., Suite 1500, Austin, Texas 78701-4078; 
and David L. Botsford, 1307 West Avenue, Austin, Texas, 78701 
(Lead Counsel on Appeal). 

State of Texas:  Attorney Pro Tem Michael McCrum, 700 N. Saint 
Mary’s Street, Suite 1900, San Antonio, Texas 78205; Assistant 
Attorney Pro Tem David Gonzalez, 206 East 9th Street, Suite 1511, 
Austin, Texas, 78701. 
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