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Waldrop into his chambers and stated he began apologizing for his behavior to Waldrop that same day 
and has made no excuses for his behavior.  The judge further indicated he has sought professional 
counseling to correct his behavior and believes he has taken responsibility for his actions. 

After considering the evidence before it, the Commission enters the following Findings and 
Conclusion: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
1. At all relevant times, the Honorable Clinton E. “Chip” Wells, Jr. was Judge of the 312th District 

Court, Houston, Harris County, Texas. 
2. In April 2019, Judge Wells presided over a 3-day bench trial in Cause No. 2017-77437; In the 

Matter of the Marriage of Rose Marie Alvarez and Moises Alvarez and in the Interest of S. M. A., 
E. A. A., and E. A. A., Children, (the “Alvarez case”). 

3. Throughout the trial, in open court, Judge Wells expressed irritation at both sides’ lawyers, 
including slamming a book on the bench, erupting in anger, using a harsh and sarcastic tone of 
voice, abruptly announcing recesses, and walking off the bench in frustration and anger. 

4. On April 17, 2019, at or near the end of proceedings, Judge Wells ordered Attorney Teresa 
Waldrop (“Waldrop”) to his chambers for “a discussion” while the parties and other counsel 
remained in the courtroom. 

5. On entering his chambers, Judge Wells cursed and then continued to use profanity to express his 
anger to Waldrop about the presentation of the case.   

6. As the in-chambers discussion with Waldrop progressed, Judge Wells confessed that he had lost 
his temper and created an irreparable mess of the trial, conceding he was known to “have a bad 
temper” and stating, “the reality has – has come to me that I may not be suitable for this.” 

7. Waldrop was frightened and intimidated by Judge Wells’ conduct in chambers and repeatedly 
asked to leave or have witnesses present.  The in-chambers meeting nevertheless continued for 
more than an hour. 

8. During the in-chambers meeting, Judge Wells expressed being “horrified by this”; wondered if he 
should “fling himself out the window”; and said he would “crawl under [his] desk.”  During that 
time, Judge Wells also called another lawyer by telephone regarding the situation he had created. 

9. At one point Judge Wells expressed that it would have been easier if Waldrop had come into his 
chambers and “fussed at him,” continuing, “Then we could have rolled around on the floor and 
strangled each other…” 

10. Judge Wells later invited the parties and other counsel into his chambers, expressed his apologies 
for the situation and suggested some procedures to complete the trial. 

11. Judge Wells recused from the case the day following the in-chambers events. 

RELEVANT STANDARDS 
1. Article V, Section 1-a(6)A of the Texas Constitution provides, in relevant part, that a judge shall 

not engage in “willful…conduct that…is clearly inconsistent with the proper performance of his 
duties or casts public discredit upon the judiciary…” 






