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THE LAW OFFICES OF

G. DAVID WESTFALL, P.c.

Plaintiff

v.

UDO BIRNBAUM

Defendan tiC 0unter- Plain tiff

G. DAVID WESTFALL, CHRISTINA
WESTFALL, and STEFANI PODVIN,

Counter-Defendants
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT

294th JUDICIAL DISTRICT

VAN ZANDT COUNTY, TEXAS

ORDER ON MOTIONS FOR SANCTIONfi

On Aprill, 2004, came on to be heard, defendant, Udo Birnbaum's ("Birnbaum") Motion

for Recusal of Judge Paul Banner. Prior to th~ hearing, the Court and Mr. Birnbaum were each

ser/ed with notice of a Motion for Sanctions filed by G. David Westfall, P.C., Christina Westfall,

and Stefani Podvin (referred to herein collectively as the "Sanctions Movants") and that Motion for

Sanctions was also heard. The Sanctions Movants appeared by their attorney of record. Birnbaum,

appeared in person, pro se. All parties announced ready for the hearing.

Based upon the pleadings of the parties, the evidence presented at the motion hearing, and

the arguments of counsel and the arguments of the pro se defendant, the Court is of the opinion that

Birnbaum's Motion to Recuse Judge Paul Banner should be in all things be denied.

Based upon the pleadings of the parties, the evidence presented at the motion hearing, and

the arguments of counsel and the arguments of the pro se defendant, the Court is of the opinion that

the Sanctions Movants are entitled to pre\'ail on their claim for sanctions against the Defendant,

Udo Birnbaum.

Order on Sanctions
PAGE 1 of8 westfall\udo\pleadings\Order 02




