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§ e % -
Plaintiffs, § £ S
- VS. § CIVIL ACTION NO. 4:12-CV- 5%}
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= ANITA KAY BRUNSTING, e al, §
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& Defendants. §
0
:.l ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO REMAND

The matter before the Court is the Plaintiff's Motion to Remand. Plaintiff seeks remand of
the case to state court on substantive and procedural grounds including a lack of complete
diversity between the parties and the existence of similar questions of law and fact currently
pending before Harris County Probate Court Number Four under Cause Number 412,249, The
Court finds that the remand should be GRANTED.

The Court finds that Plaintiff originally filed her Petition against Defendants Anita
Brunsting and Amy Brunsting as Co-Trustees of the Brunsting Family Trust and that diversity
jurisdiction existed between Plaintiff and Defendants. Plaintiff has sought and been granted leave
to file her First Amended Petition, in which she has named additional necessary parties including
Carl Brunsting, individually and as Executor of the Estate of Nelva Brunsting and Carole Ann
Brunsting, which has destroyed diversity jurisdictibn. Plaintiff's First Amended Petition also
alleges questions of law and fact similar to those currently pending in Harris County Probate
Court Number Four under Cause Number 412,249, and that the possibility of inconsistent

judgments exists if these questions of law and fact are not decided simultaneously. The Court

further finds that no parties are opposed to this remand and that no parties have filed any

objection thereto.
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ii It is, therefore, ORDERED that this case shall be and hereby is remanded to Harris
i County Probate Court Number Four, to be consolidated with the cause pending under Cause
i Number 412,429,

ng It is further, ORDERED that all Orders rendered by this Court shall carry the same force
m and effect through the remand that they would have had if a remand had not been ordered.

; SIGNED on this 15" day of May, 2014.

]

Kenneth M. Hoyt

THIS INSTRUMENT RETURNED
UNSIGNED BY JUDGE'S OFFICE
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