FEB-10-2006(FRIT 14: 28 office (FREISIC 244 3771 P noe/os

05-973-C395

CHARLES EDWARD LINCOLNIII,  § IN THE DISTRICT COURT
Individually and as Next Friend of §
CHARLES EDWARD ANDREW §
LINCOLN IV, - §
Plaintiff, § 395™ JUDICIAL DISTRICT
§
v. §
§
WILLIAMSON COUNTY et. al, §
Deféndants §

OF WILLIAMSON COUNTY, TEXAS

ORDER NUNC PRO TUNC IMPOSING SANCTIONS

On January 12, 17, 18, 19, 20, 25 and 26, 2006, a hearing was héid on Defendanls’ Motion
for Sanctions in the above-styled and numbered cause. After considering the Defendants’ Motion
for Sanctions, the response, the evidence and arguments. of counsel, this Court finds as follows:

This Honorable Court finds that there is good cause 10 issue the sanctions imposed under
Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 13 and Texas Civil Practice and Remedies Code Sections 9-10, and
in support thereof would make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law, All findings
of fact that would be more properly made as conclusions of law are so designated and vice versa :

Findings of Fuct:

1. Charles Edward Lincoln Il brought suit and bas filed pleadings’ against Defendants,

Williamson County, the Honorable Michael Jergins, Mike Dawvis, Laurie Nowlin, and
J. Randall Grimes, the Honorable Burt Camnes, the Honorable Billy Ray Stubbleficld,
the Honorable Ken Anderson, the Honorable Suzanne Brooks, the Honorable Tim
Wright and the Honorable Don Higginbotham, alleging civil rights violations under

the Constitution of the United States and the laws of the State of Texas.

!*-l

Charles Edward Lincoln Il has admitted in open court to drafting the pleadings in this

case.

! Unless otherwisc noted, the plcadings at issue here are Plaiatiff’s Motion to Modify, the
resulting Petition, Plaintiff's Original Petition and 2ll amendments and supplements to same that
Plaintiff has filed and/or were incorporated into cause number 05-973-C395 ILED
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3. Attomey Valorie Davenport has provided lier signature to the pleadings in this matter
drafted by Mr. Lincoln. She claims to haves '%i pleadings and has 1n open court
and on the record adopted and ratified the pleadings.

4, Attorney Francis Wayne Williams Montencgro has provided his sippnature to the
pleadings in this matter drafted by Mr. Lincoln. He has signed on behalf of Davenport
with her permission and auﬂ:oﬁty.

5. Charles Edward Lincoln I also has appeared pro se in this litigation by signing and
filing pro se pleadings with the District Cletk’s office in this case,

6. Onor about October 23, 2003, after severat failed mandamus actions, the Austin Third
Court of Apbcals ordered Charles Edward Lincoln TI1 and his attorney, Francis
Montencgro, to “refrain from filing subsequent groundless, frivolous motions, briefs,
and pleadings in connection with the underlying child custody litigation -cir.her in this
court, or in the district courts below”. Charles Edward Lincoln IT and attomcy
Francis Montenegro were also ordered 1o pay Laurie Nowlin and J. Randall Grimes
attorneys fees as sanctions by the Third Court of Appeals. They have failed to pay the
sanctions and they have failed to submit writien proof to the Third Court of Appeals
as ordered.

7. The Thitd Court of Appeals has stated that Charles Edward Lincoln I and Francis
Montenegro’s claims brought before them were frivolous, brought in bad faith and
vexatious . The claims brought by Plaintiff in the writs of mandamus filed in the
Third Court of Appeals involve the same ciajms and nucleus of operative facts as
those raised in the {ederal lawsuits, federal appeals, and in this lawsuit. Lincoln and
his lawyers have Gled a new lawsuit in the district court in Travis County challenging
the decision of the Third Court of Appeals. Lincoln and his attorneys did not appeal
the decision of the Third Court of Appeals.

8. Charles Edward LincolnIII Mmﬁ%@rmmm
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to file frivolous pléadi.ngs on Lincoln’s behalf in connection with the civil rights
litigation in this District Court. Charles Edward Lincola [l aad-ettemeys Davenpor
m@demmvg:e-haée?@itrassed Judge Jergins by having him served at night at his
home and in front of his children. :';Lg:;cfgs; g};s;scd J. Randall Grimes by serving
bim federal pleadings 2s he left the hearing before the Th irc_l C ourIt of Appeals the day
Lincoln and Montenegro were sanctioned by that Court. Marasscd J.Randal
Grimes by serving him at home and in front of his children. Charles Edward Lincoln
I has failed to atiend proceedings before this court as requested, and on Januvary 12,
2006, failed to appear dcspite having been served with a subpoepa to appear. He was
aitached and forced to appear before the Court.

S. Charles Edward Lincoln Il and attorney Montenegro filed two lawsuits in The United
States District Court for the Westermn District of Texas raising these same issues
without success. Davenport attempted to represent Lincoln in that lawsnit but was
denicd admission pro Aac vice by the Court. Charles Edward Lincoln Il and attorneys
unsuccessfully appealcd the dismissal of those lawsuits to the United States Court of
Appeals for the Fifth Circut without success and sought a rehearing en banc for that
Court and an extension of time to fle a Petition for Writ of Certioran from the United
States Supreme Court aller filing this lawsuit. Undeterred by prior losses and orders
on January 17, 2006, 'I.i.nco].n.and his atlorgeys then filed a new lawsuit in Cause
Number D-/-GN-06-0163, Charles Edward Lincoin and Francis Williams
Montenegrov. Laurie Nowlin and Elena Lincoln, 98" Judicial District Court, Travis
County, Texas, allegedly attacking the judgment of the Third Court of Appeals.

10, This case numbered 05-973-C395 is litigation that is in conncction with the
underlying action being brought by Charles Edward Lincolr I involving his son,
Charles Edward Andrew Lincoln IV in causcnumber 02-1490-F395. This lawsuit was

filed while the cases were still pending in the federal courts. Lincoln and his lawyers

ORDLER IMPOSING SANCTIONS 1
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failed to verify the petition and follow the other mandates of the Texas Civil Practice
and Remedies Code when theffiled the lawsnit against Judge Jergins in the family law
case.

Charles Edward Lincoln IT on, August 4, 2005, filed an apphication for an ex parte
order in Travis County while this litigation was pending in Williamson County in an
attempt to circumvent the Williamson County courts. Lincoln and Davenport failed
to notify the ad litem and the attorney tepresenting the mother they were filing the
application for ca parte order.

Charles Edward Lincoln I claims representation by atiomeys Davenport and
Montenegro while at the same time filing pro se pleadings if, and when, it suits his
strategy.

There is no reasonable probability of Charles Edward Lincoln I aad:-i;wvs-
mmm succeeding at trial in this litigation. Plaintiff Charles
Edward Lincoln [II and attorneys Davenport and Montenegro have filed allegations
of alleged civil rights violations by the Judge presiding over the custody case, the
lawyer representing his ex-wife, the ad litem appointed by the court, the lawyer

representing the lawyer for Plaintiff's ex-wife, and ail the other judges in Williamson

County, Texas, as well as the County itself. fLhe allegations and writings of Plaintifi® y

werce clearly in the first person, scurrilous, defamatory and withoul any basis in law
or fact, By way of illustration and without limiting the vile nature of other scurrilous
allegations the Court find the pleadi.ngsl contained references to the firmn or Grimes and
Copenhaver as “Grimes and Gropengrabher”. These pleadings and allegations were
filed in bad faith without rcaso;:able inquiry into the validity of the allegations or the
law. |

Plaintiff and his'‘counsel have testified that they are awarc that an attorney cannot be

liable for simply representing a clicnt. Plaintiff and his counsel admitted that Mike
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Davis was not involved in the family law litigation and first appeared when he simply
represented J. Randall Grimes in the Federal Court matter. |

15.  Plaintiff and his counse] have failed to properly investigate the law or the facts
supporling the allcged claims. Lincoln’s petition asserts claims against Defendants
under 42 U.S.C. §1983 and Texas law based solely on rulings by Judge Jergins in this
cause. The Austin Court of Appeals expressly referred Lincoln and Montenegro to
TEX.CIV.PRAC. & REM.CODE §30.017(a)(2), whichit paraphrased as requiring that
“claims against [a] judge filed in [the] underlying lawsuit may not be based on rulings
[the] judge made in {the] pending cause.” In re Lincoln, 114 SW.3d at 727 n.2. As
pointed out in separately filed special exceptions, Lincoln failed to comply with any
of the requirements of §30.017 - the petition was based solely on rulings in the family
law pending case, it was not under oath, and Lincoln did not pay the filing fees or
obtain a separatc cause number

16.  District Judges do not make policies for the county in which they serve. Specifically,
the Honorable Michael Jergins does not make policy for Williamson County. Any
actions taken, or not taken, by the Fonorable Michacl Jergins are not attributable to
Williamson Counfy. County’s do not have solicitor generals as alleged by Plaintiff
and his attomeys. Mike Davis is not an employee of Williamson Couaty, Texas but
merely serves as outside counsel in Hitigation for the county.

17.  Lincolnhada ca].lér id in his home that saxd “kill judge jergins”. Lincoln is 2
disbarred attorney. Lincoln has admitted to sending emails flaunting his service of
lawsuits on Judge Jergins and J. Randall Grimes at their homes. Plaintiff sent
Defendants and this courta 168 page {ax at approximately 10:00 p.m. at nighf, the day
before the deadline, to respond to matters for the November 18, 2005, hearing.

1S Finsel v s base his Fivalous Alings.onbl . o

“misapplications of law. Lincoln, Davenport, and

dﬂl J.rﬂ’ \
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19.  Lincoln asserts that t.auric Nowlin is not entitled to derived judicial immunity based
upon her statis as court-appoi.nt.ed guardian ad litem for Charlie Lincoln IV. He has
asserted this claim not only as to the “civil rights” claims, but also as to the legal
malpractice/breach of fiduciary duty claims specifically against Ms. Nowlin. Under
Lhe doctrine of “derived judicial immunity”, settled law in the State of Texas, a court
appointed officr ofthe court receives the same immunity as ajudge acting in his or her
official capacity - absolute immunity from Iiabliiy for judicial acts performed within
the scope ofhis or her jurisdiction. As such, Lincoln’s claims against Ms. Nowlin are,
In their entirely, groundless in that they have no basis in law(TRCP Rule 13) and are
upwarranted by existing law (CPRC 10.001(2)).

20,  Innumerous pleadings in this litigation, Mr. Lincoln has asserted claims on behalf of
his minor son against Ms. Nowlin for, i.ntcr.alia., legal malpractice and breach of
fiduciary duty. However, the Final Decree in Lincoln’s divorce from his former wife
Elena Lincoln, prdvides that Elena Lincoln has the exclusive right to represent the
child in legal action. In sum, Lincoln lacked authority, at all relevant times, to assert
claims against Ms. Nowlin (araong others) on béhalf of his minor son. As such,
Lincéln’s claims against Ms. Nowlin asserted on behalf of his minor son are
groundless in that they have no basis in law (TRCP Rulc 13) and are unwarranted by

existing law (CPRC § 10.001(2}).

ORDER IMPOSING SANCTIONS 6




FEB-10-e006(FRI) 14:85 nffice (FRXIS512 244 37T) P 095/018

21.  Lincoln alleges that Nowlin “agrced to represent the best interests of both Plaintiffs
father and son and generally alleges that he had attorney-client relationship with Ms.
Nowlin. These allegations are factually groundless and they form the basis for an
alleged breach of a promise that, if madc, was illegal and unenforceable as against
public policy; i.e. analleged promise to act as Lincoln’s attorney while simultaneously

-serving as ad litem for Lincoln's son. ‘Morcover, these allegations of an attorney-
client relationship beﬁveen Mr. Lincoln and Ms. Novﬁin form the basis for the legal
malpractice and breach of fiductary duty claims Lincoln asserted on his own behalf.
These claims arc groundless both legally and factually.

72.  Plaintiff and his counsel bave asserted groundless clairns that reasonable inquiry
would have shown them were without merit, precluded by settled law, and without a
good faith argument for the révision or extension of current law, including claims
against Judge Michael Jergins that were precluded by judicial immunity, without a
good faith argument for the extension, modification, or reversal of cxisting law.

23.  PlunGff and his counsel have asserted groundless claims that reasonable inquiry
would have shown them were without merit, precluded by settled law, and withouta
good [aith argument for the revision or extension of current.law, including claims for
prospective relief against Judge Michael Jergins even after it became moot when he
no longer presided over Lincoln’s family law case.

24.  Plaintiff and his counscl have asserted groundless claims that rcasonable inguiry
would have shown them were withoit merit, preciuded by settled law, and without a
good faith argument for the revision or extension of current law, including claims for
prospective injunctive reliel against all the other Judges of Williamson Coumry
without a reasonable basis to believe that any had inflicted, or was likely to inflict a
legally cognizable injury.

25.  Plaintiff and his counsel have asserted groundless claims that reasonable inquiry

ORDER IMPOSING SANCTIONS 7
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would have shown them were without merit, precluded by settled law, and without a
good faith argument for the revision or exteasion of current law, including claims
against Judge Jergins asserted in the family law case over which all the allegations
pertain to or were inextricably bound up with his rulings in that case,.

26.  Plaintiff and his counsel have asserted groundless claims that reasonable inquiry
would have shown them were without merit, precluded by scttled law, and without a
good faith argument for the rsx.rision or extension of current law, including claims of
prior rlcstrai.nt of First Amendment-protected speech in an order Lincoln agreed 1o on
the record in 0per1'court, imposing restrictions similar to those sought by Lincoln
himself in the divorce action, after acquiescing in the Cowurt of Appeals’ refusal to
mandamus Judge Jergins on the same allegations of free speech deprivation.

27.  Plaintiff and his counsel have asserted groundless claims that reasonabte inquiry
would have shown them were without merit, precluded by settled law, and without a
good faith argument for the revision or cxtension of current law, including claims
agaimst Defendants Grimes and Davis for conduct which Lincoln admitted all occurred
in the cowrse of, and was ﬁldjstinguishablc from, their representation ol their
respective clients against Lincoln.

28.  Plaintiff and his counsel have asserted groundless claims that reasonable inquiry
would have shown them were without merit, prectuded by settled law, and without a
good faith argument for the revision or extension of current law, including claims
wherein Lincoln purports to represent an assert claims on behalf of Charles Edward
Andrew Lincoln IV, and although Elena Lincoln has the exclusive right under the final
divorce decree, which has not been superseded, to represent and act as next friend for
the child in litigation.

29.  Plaintiff and his counsel have asserted groundless claims that rcasonable inquiry

would have shown them were without merit, precluded by settled law, and without a

OFDER IMPGSING SAMCTIONS 1 LINCOLN4
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good faith argument for the revision or extension of curmrent law, including claims
brought against Williamson County for alleged violations of 42 U.S.C. §1983.

30.  Plaintiff's pleadings wecre not filed in good faith.

31.  Counscl for Defendants have expended extensive financial resources and time in
defending the litigation brought by Charles Edward Lincoln [0 and attorneys
Davenport and Montenegro.

32.  Plantiff and his attorneys have made arguments and/or pleadings that were intended
to harass Defendants. Counscl for Defendanls have proven inconvcnience,
harassment, and expenses associated with defending the claims brought by Charles
Edward Lincoln III and attorneys Dannport and Montenegro.

33.  This Court has the inherent power to assess sanctions. The Court also has the power
to assess sanction under the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure and the Texas of the Civil
Practice and Remedies Code.

Conclusions of Law:

1. A pleading is sanctionable under Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 13, or Chapters 9

and/or 10 of the Civil Practice and Remedies Code if it is groundless and was brought

n bad faith or for the purposc of harassment.

t

A groundless plcading is one Lhat has no basis in law or fact and is not warranted by

a good faith argument for the extension, modification, or reversal of existing law.

vy

Charles Edward Lincoln II did not make a reasonable inquiry into the legal and
factual basis of the claims he presented in his pleadings drafted for Ms, Davenport
and/or Mr. Montenegro’s signature, |

4. Attorney Valorie Davenport did not make a reasonable inqﬁiry into the Jegal and
factual basis of the claims that were presented in Plaintiff’s pleadings to which Ms.
Davenport certified by her signlatu.re upon same under Texas Rule of Civil Procedure

Rule 13, and Chapters 3 and/or 10 of the Civil Practice and Remedies Code.

ORDER IMPOSING SANCTIONS .9
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5. Altorney Francis Wayne Williams Montenegro did not make a reasonable inquiryinto
the legal and'fa.ctu_al basis of the claims that were presented in Plaintiff’s pleadings to
which Mr. Montenegro certified by his signature upon same under Texas Rule of Civil
Procedurc Rule 13, or Chapters 9 and/or 10 of the Civil Practice and Remedies Code.

6. Plamntiff's pleadings were signed in violation of Rule 13, Texas Rules of Civil
Procedure and Chapters 9 and/or 10 of the Civil Practice and Remedies Code, by
attomey Valorie Davenport because they contain groundless claims brought in bad
faith and for the purposes of harassment.

7. Plaintiff’s pleadings were signed in violation of Rule 13, Texas Rules of Civil
Procedure and Chapters 9 and/or 10 of the Civil Practice and Remedics Code, by
attorney Francis Wayne Williams Montenegro because they contain groundl ess claims
brought in bad faith and for the purposcs of harassment.

8. Charles Edward Li.ucﬁln IT did not make a reasonable inquiry into the legal and
factual basis of the claims he presented in his pleadings he drafted as a pro se litigant.

5. Plaintiff’s pro se pleadings were sigﬁcd in violation of Rulc 13, Texas Rules o[ Ciwvil
Procedurc and Chapters 9 and/or 10 ofthe Civil Practice and Remedics Code, by pro
se litigant Charles Edward Lincoln III because it contains groundless elaims brought
in bad fajth and [or the purposes of harassment. |

10.  Charles Edward Lincoln ITI, Valone Davenport and Francis Montenegro were aware
that there existed no good faith cause of action against Williamson County, Texas,
Milce Dawvis, or Randall Grimes.

11, Plaintiff has no cause of action under 42 USC 1983 against Mike Davis for
representing J. Randall Grimes nor against J. Randall Grimes for representing Ms.
Lincoln.

12. The littigation in the above-referenced cause number, 05-973-C395, was brought

against Williamson County, Texas, Mike Davis and Randall Grimes in bad faith by

QRDER. IMPOSING SANCTIONS 1
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Plaintiff Charles Edward Lincoln T, Valode Davcnpoﬁ and Francis Montenegro,
Such actions by Charles Edward Lincoln I, Valoric Davenport and Francis
Montenegro are sanctionable conduct.

13.  Plaintiff's pleadings that were signed by attorneys Davenport and Montenegro and
filed with the District Clerk were filed to needlestly prolong litigation and create
UANCCESSAry eXpense. _ _

14.  Plaintiff's pro se pleading that was signed by Charles Edward Lincoln III and filed
with the District Clerk was filed to needlessly prolong litigalion and create
unnecessary expense.

15.  There is no reasonablc probability of Plaintiff succeeding at trial.

16.  Plaintiff'spleadings in this cause ofaction (specifically Plaintiff’s Motion to Modify,
Petition and amendments or supplements thereto) were signed and filed in violaton
of Texas Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 13, and Chapters 9 and/or 10 of the Civil
Practice and Remedies Code. Aﬁart from chapters 9-10 and Rule 13, under Tex.
Const. Art. 2 §1 and Art. 5, §8, the court has the inherent authority to sanction parties
for bad-faith abuses i(it finds that to do so will aid in the exercise of its jurisdiction,
in the administration of justice, and in the preservation of its mdepcngicnce and
integrity. Sanctions majfbe imposed against the pariy, his aftorncy, or both. Roadway
Express, Inc. v. Piper, 447 U.S. 752 (1980); King v. First Nat. Bank of Buaird, 161
S.W.3d 661, 663 (Tex.App. - Eastland 2005, no pet.his.). Liability for sanctions is
joint and several. Kugle v. Daimlerchrysler Corp., 88 S.W.3d 355, 364 (Tex.App. -
San Antonio 2002, no pet.) (e.ﬁ banc).

17. Plaintiff’s pleadings in this nmpbercd action 05-973-C395 are fnvolous, groundless,
without merit and brought in bad faith {or the purposes of harassment of Defendants.

18.  Charles Edward Lincoln [I] and his counsel Valone Davenport and Francis Williams
Montenegro have violated Texas Civil Practice and Remedies Code Chapter 9 and/or
10 and Tcxas Rule of Civil Procedure Rule 13 by signing pleadings and motions that
were groundless, in bad faith, aind submitted for the purposcs of’ harassmgut\a\.nd delay.

“d
2
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19.  Plaintiffand hisco ﬁnsei, Davenport and Monlenegro, have asserted groundless claims
that reasonable inquiry would have shown them were without merit, precluded by
seliled [aw, and without 2 good faith argument for the revision or extension of current
law.

20.  Plaintiffand his counsel, Davc;jport and Montenegro, have made aliegations or other
factual contentions in a pleading or motion that lacked evidentiary support or, are not
likelv to have evidentary support afler a veasonable opporwunity for further
investigation or discovery.

21.  The imposition of sanctions in this case ts made appropriate and is justified by the
circumstances and evjdenc’é presented before this Honorable Court. The Court finds
that the sanctions imposed herein are the minimum sanction sufficient to dcter the
conduct by Charles Edward Lincoln I, Valonie Davenport and Fra.ﬁcis Montenegro,
or comparable conduct by others similarly situated.

22.  The Court further finds that it is within this Honorable Court’s isherent power as
provided by Texas Government Code, § 21.001, to sanction Plaintiff and his attorncys
Valorie Davenport and Francis Wayne Wilhams Montenegro. |

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREEDat Defendants” Motion
for Sanctions is hereby GRANTED. The Court imposes the following monetary sanctions against
Charles Edward Lincoln III, and against Valorie Davenport, and Francis Williams Montenegro,
attorneys for Charles Edward Lincoln III:

This Court hereby FURTHER ORDERS that Charles Edward Lincoln III pay monetary
sanctions m the amount 0£$50,000.00 to MichaclP. Davis, The Texas Attorncy General and Michacl
Johnson, counsel for Defendants Williamson Counly, The Honorable Judge Jergins, the Honarable
Burt Carnes, the Honorable Biily Ray Stubblefield, the Honorable Ken Anderson, the Honorable
Suzanne Brooks, the Honorable Tim Wright and the Honorable Don Higginbotham, Mike Davis, 1.

Randall Grimes, and Lauric Nowlin for the filing of this fivolous lawsuit, and to deter hirn from
further filings.

ORDER TMPOING SANCTIONS Es
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This Courthereby FURTHER ORDERSthat Valorie Davenport pay monetary sanctions in
the amount of $25,000.00 to Michael P. Davis, The Texas Attorney General and Michael Johnson,
counsel for Defendants Williamson County, The Honorable Judge Jergins, T, Randall Grimes, the
Honorable Burt Carncs, the Honorable Billy' Ray Stubblcfield, the Honorable Ken Anderson, the
Honorable Suzanne Brooks, the Honorable Tim Wright and the Honerable Don Higginbotham, Mike
Davis, and Laurie Nowlin for the filing of this frivolous lawsuit, and to deler her from further filings.
This Court hereby FURTHER ORDERS that Francis Williams Montcne £TO pAy monetary
sanctions inthe amount 0f $25,000.00 to Michael P. Davis, The Texas Attomey General and Michael
Johnson, counsel for Defendants Williamson County, The Honorable Judge Jergins, the Honorable
Burt Cames, the Flonorable Billy Ray Stubblefield, the Honorable Ken Anderson, the Honorable
Suzanne Brooks, the Honorable Tim Wright and the Honorable Don Higginbotham, Mike Davis, J.
Randall Grimes, and Laurie Nowlin for the filing of this fivolous lawsuit, and to deter him from
further filings.
This Court FURTHER ORDERS that Charles Edward Lincoln Il is specifically prohibited
from filing lawsuits, or other legal actions, in courts of the Statc of Texas without first obtaining
1o Al dacigrn
permission from the Presiding Judge of the regmqu which he proposes to bring the action. This
requircment would be in effect until Charles Edward Lincoln T has satisfied the following
obligations in full:
I. Payment o[ the foregoing monetary sanctions against Charles Edward Lincoln III;
2. Payment of the sanctions awarded by the Texas Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit
in In Re Charles Edward Lincoln IIf: Cause No. 03-03-00459-CV. Sanctions were
awarded in the amount of $2,000.00 to J. Randall Grimes and $1,000.00 to Laurie J.
Nowlin.

3. Payment of the $7,500.00 awarded to Laurie J. Nowlin in the family law case styled
and numbered 02-1490-F395; In the Interest of Charles Edward Andrew Lincoln, A
Child gntcred by the Court 1o that case on October 21, 2003.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT the sanctions imposed as to Valorie Davcnporl and/or

Francis Williams Montenegro in Defendants’ Motion for Sanctions shall be susp Lﬁ:ﬂﬂas long as

St_\T“
2!
s
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Valarie Davenport and/or Francis Williams Momencgro do not aid, abet, or otherwise part1C1pate in SRONI: o

new litigation as counsel for Chafles Edward Lincoln ]]I,,gqu% s . . .

@__h,cmnee%-lﬂs-em}&ms. The tetms of this order do not prohibit Valorie Davenport and/or

Francis Williams Mentencgro from assisting Charles Edward Lincoln in the appeal of this case styled

Charles Edward Lincoln IT1, Individually and as Next Friend of Charles Edward Andrew Lincoln [V
v. Williamson Counfy er al., and numbered 03-973-C393, to the Third Coun of Appeals for the State
of Texas, or any other proper appellate court. |

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the District Clerk of Williamson County shall provide 2
copy of this Order to the District and County Clerks of the Region so that said clerks may be made
aware of this Order so that they may enforce same.

The terms of this Order shall have no effect upon Plaintiff’s right to appeal this case styled
Charles Edward Lincoln I, Individually and as Next Friend of Charles Edward Andrew Lincoln IV
v. Williumson County et al., and numbered 05-973-C395, to the Third Court of Appeals for the State
of Texas, or any other proper appeliate court. Further, the lerms of this Order shall have no cflcet
upon Plaintiff's right to maintain htigation in the family law cause of action styled and numbered 02-
1490-F395, or the appeal of same to the Third Court of Appeals for the State of Texas, ot any other

propcr agg%llgte court.

S RFURTHER-ORDERED-FHATroepy-of the orderchalt-besent-to-the State-Bar-ef-

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT the litigation in this cause of action numbered 05-973-
C395 and styled Charles Edward Lincoin I, Individually and as Next Friend of Charles Edward
Andrew Lincoln IV v. Williamson County et a.!. is hereby concluded with this Order. This Order of
the Court is a final and appealablc judgment.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT, Dcfendants are entitled to issuance of all writs
necessary to execute this judgment.

STGNED on gdm A

WM
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Mike Pavis Y _
Attorney for Defendant Williamson County
and J. Randall Grimes

* Mike Johnson
Attorney for Laurie J. Nowlin

Jim Todd
Attorney [or the Honorable Michael Jergins
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" Bal/3e/2806 B9:85 512-326-0677 OFC ATTY GEN GLD FaGE B2/02
JUDGE PRESIDING
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Mike Davis
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Mike Johnson
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