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BILL OF COSTS 

In the Interest of J.V.G., a child 

Cause# 25DC 23996 

Richard Badu; PETITIONER 

Attorney for Petitioner: Bobby Dale Barina 

Theneshia Yvonne Glaze; RESPONDENT 

Attorney for Respondent: PRO SE 

. TO OFFICERS OF COURT 

Court's Fee: FOR CLERKS RECORDS $175.00 

$175.00 

04/13/2026 

TOTAL: 

BALANCE PAID: 

A true and Correct Account 

ATIEST: 
JAa/fl{1tf,tu.~~~ 

Clerk, Court z7th District Lampasas County, Texas 

By: Linda Kay Burkett, Deputy 
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CAUSE NO. i50C 231196 

., .. ~ .. '!~~ ll•:Q,4\1 
E:h' 'A'e~~ ,,... . .,,,. 
.... -~CoQll!tr T.,,. 
"-·- !,.~M:ll\q 

W Rt: THC PAICL'fT-OtllD RE.A.notri5HIP § I 'Ii M CkSflJCT (OlAT 

Of K>lDAH \'OH..!(£ GU..?E, A CHU> § .... l 

JtlCMAAD l. !ADU. ?etitionet, ~St. I 27nt JVOICIAI. OISl~l(f 

.. l 

11-IENESHll.. V!JONN~ GWE, A.~:>!)()nd~nt. I 
'IUC L GWE. Propo>eo Nec~ss.ar, P~ny I lAMPASA.S courm. TEXAS 

ORIGIN.o\L PETITION FOR 811..L 01' IU!Vlll'.V 

TOTll£ JiONORABLE JtlDCE OF S1\l D COl'R..1': 
·111111 Jl(t.ition i! ''-·ri.ficd. Soe Llns..,,·orn llecb1rw.t1on. 

COMES NOV\1• Richarci K. &du, Petitioner, • t-'r>e•ring pro N. and respcctfu.llr files 
lhls Orlglr1a! PMilion for 6ll1 (Jf Ke\'itw ll'I Sd 11clde lht Api1l 77, 2016 Order 
£5tabais1U.."tg the Pa.'"t'nl~ Rdatioosh.lp ln Cit.at No. 1941'6. ln $Uppurt ~ 
Petitioner ,.,wld sbcrli-· tbi? Coun as (~lows. 

l. DISCOVERY LE\:'£1. zU.'D PARTIES 

t. ~'nf m. this m.atttr sblll be ooadtictcd vodcr ~ a punu.m to Rak 
190oflheTex:t$ ltttlisofei\il Protedure. 

'L Pf'ritiocltt, Riebard K. Bad"-"""' 1he ~odc:at in the vriginal Suit 
Affttting the P!l..~m.-Chi!d Rt!atiocishl'J) ( "SAPCR.1 under this Ca\l.K' 
S1tn1ber. The tilt thra- digits o( Pffitk'i:ttr's drhtr'1 licewe aN S40. a:i.d 
the Wt thrtt; digits of his $(1d:1I So;ourits nunibtr :ire 937. i"elitioner's teg:tl 
domicile is Orlando. Floridllb 

.I· &~pond<.'ot, Thcn~hia Y\•on~e Cla'l.e (ah1u litJ\V""" Wf"l1iene~•.a \ '. 
Cttlpcpper-C-laze). is an incli,•idual and \\'Ill the Pttitiuncr ;o the origirwl 
SAPCR. He1• last kn<r..,1'!. address is 1610 Sto11cbrookc Drh·..-. Edv.<Vdi;vOJc, JL 
62025. 

4. Erie L Glaze. a presumed r•thcr of the c:hUd, U. u l 'rojX)ljl--d Nec.lti.it1a13· 
Party. The last kn°"TI addreslt for Eric Clue from the: fll11Jyland dh'Orcc 
1'rvceeil111gs {Caire N1). 0R.C-14·0~0R39) \'o'.Ji' 11~11 F Heron Lan-e .• 
\•.faJd..,rf. ~ID ~0603 Pc:tit10n~1" bo"''l:\'er. fu111 ret'eUll» di'Jl'.O\'\"~ t.i.rougb 
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diligent i.M"?Stig!.tion that Erie C..laie·s "11n'tnl addrtu U. bcJoro't'd lO be 6,i38 
()(dQI St. \\ '.,-kbi. )t0 !!0603 

IJ . J URLl)l>ICTIOS . .\.."10 ~ 

.;. ThUCoort retainseootbtnng. c:,dll1i¥1:" J4•nii4lamon oo.wdlt' ~odmJ 
rdati;,mbjp ur.derTex."ti Family Code t1iss.ooa ~'Oll'W' it t'Ml.!ltt\"C the 
2016ordtt. 

6 A bUJ o! ~i.," 1t.tt;.11;king the Texas judpnfl\t rropcrQ li.·11 i~l th ill court. The 
Court bas tx:rsooal jurudkt'°n over P~t itiontr (by filing) a.ct! R.c~pOt'ld-ent 
(a.~ origioal S.'\PCR pctitiouer). 

7. Venue! i11 pf\'lpi!!' ilt Lampa.i;a..'i <.:~nt)' pur~u.u1 1 to 'I ~a.;i Ci.1;; } Pr<act:i«: and 
kem«i~ COOP-~15 .002(a)( 1). 

111 . 1 .1~,.\I. S'fAND.~ftDS 

8. 1'hi11 Bill of Re,·iC'\\' i11 go~-ernvi1 by tlut 1.'<1ull11t.lo mi11d11.rds rtquiring proof 
Qf: 

a) <i mtriliJri<>111 d?fenlle, 

bl that Petitioner W i1$. prt,·cntcd fnJ1n ~Siterl inir. it by the 
01~i11g parry·, fraud, .and 

e) that thl$ "''U ttDmixt'd '"'ith l'dtlM)nf!'f' • wn t.Wt. Stt c.ldweU 
' '· ts.anws. 975 S.\•l.2d US CTn. tt;9S): IY1'1 hnch.. Jue., .. 
Oi.apmon.118 S.W,:)d 7<:>, 75i-52 (TC<. 2003) l~ul<hi~ 
e.nriD:sit from i1.tri'""° fnud). In ttw l•tettst ofawd •. ll.C. 
(202:.!h the appclla~ co.an cm~ tNt :1 ntltsutftneOt 
cq.a.rdir.g puerttqe lrilhin a procietdbg i& inUinsk fnud. 
"'iidl docs niJ11. suVPOO a ~.n ot kl!i.~· b«tl.lM' it cou&d h;n-,: 
bee!l l~at!d imtially lo con1,_., f'e litlon.e:r's ~ 
in,·ol" es e.rtrinsic h-•ud. Rupondcnt d elibc.rately 
w nceaJcd h.e r dl'\·orce and the prc".!Jllrncd fa ther's 
identity. prcvenling un:, rnc:1nlngru1 opportunity tn d1.-frotl. 
l li ill s-tr1:cturol mjsconduct ju . .-tUic. ctluit11ble rt.lief under a Bill 
of Re1;1ev;. 

1\1• ~1\'l'lJR£OF surr A:.'l'DS'f ,\ 'l'V'f £ 0 1' l.l/\.11'1'AT(0~S 

9. '111is ilt 11 direct, equitable action tu .set aside tb.., A1.1nl 2?. 2D16 ~Orde; 
&1abliihiJ1t. lhi! l'arf!1ll·Olild RclationJh\p" (l>t' which l1ehUr1ner rtqu.cst.s 
th.is C.ourt take judicxa) nut ice). 

11). Allhwlth m<>tl: thiin f(ll.1r ye.at s ha\•e elapaod. Pt-hlt0aer 11.$.~l'ls that tbr 
four·)Tl.f statute of lim11a11ons fur 1h~ a.ct.ton, pu_rSt1ant to Tmr;. c;i\'. f'rae. & 
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Rem. Code§16..t151, b.u borr. tq111lably l~Ucd by Rn.pondenfsa~ 
£rlud. f>d:itionc?r plead$ th~t thit M.'tioo ~'U f1Jfd W"it.hin I re:f,~ time 
after the a~~·~ $illid M ud. 

IL This :.s taot a p.il.Cnutym.l~u~Tf\.. Fam. Cock §160.601. bGt a 
dita.'I equ!table attack oo the 2016 ~ Mitd u• ~triluiic fnNd. Thf' 
limilalio."t:> •1-..00r: W KOO."'ef'Dl..'d br equbb~ ~ • .and the miJwl 
fou.r·)'CU period i:s subject \o 1olliA,1. 

\ '. L'rlERJTORJOUS oi:;.r-r.Ns1-: TO O k!OfNA.L ACTION 

1.:i Pctitioner-h~ ;i n;erittJriuus defeu~ lt) the finding that b (I b the (11.th~r tlf 
Jord;1.n Vonnc.> Glaze., born OctaMr tc>, 20&4. 

13. On April 4, ;r.u14. Rc$pon<ltlll, 'rhen.,.s hl• Yvn111u~ Clue, tU1.-d a Com .. 
plaint (or Absoolulc Oi\'Orte ag:aln11t 1~~11<' T .. Oh•7.fl in the CS.n:uit Cw.rt for 
<..U;,a.rle~ C4>u;1ly, ).11111•hvul {Cue No. u8..C.14•00otJ:19). ·111e ?-tulyl1111d 
<h>d<et te.Oects that the divoroo ¥-'ll4 fln"ll zc.•d on J u.nt. 12, 2014, and that 
the chiJd in thi.sc~ Wl\S born nft"r th1> divvrcl' WI~ Kranted. Sub&equ.ent 
docket entries iJl lOl811h()W ~eui111dy ·~r \'il1t4lioo I Slues" being addn:$S;ct.I 
In thl!: .uin~ -~laryla.nd case. \Vbilt- lhe dockA:c &x-1 not ~1>rdf,. "''hid! child or 
children W'l'n' th.i! subjctt o( 1he 2018 c1 u11otty / \•hula hon 1>roceeding. it nuno­
tbdt$$ <ktn<.>o:strd.les ll..-i f'..ric L Cla~e ~n_t1lncd acth~ ia Marylaod flun· 
ii~· li tigation attar the TO!Xai SAPCll WU flkd, coolinnlutr. lh.a1 he ~·as a 
kno\..-n and loeatabl~ party. 

t4.11te J ud,g.ment or Ahilolute Di\'Ol'tt WU Cfttim'd on Jun.c t2-, 2014-1be 
blrtb of the mild on Ortobcr 10·, 2.01.o& orcurred l20 di}-. after the 
d.ivort"<' judgment. -...ell •ithln lltt- 301-.d•y .C.t:utory "'indow under 
Tex. Fam .. Code§ 1M).204(a)(2). utarins 1 lqal pren_m.prion that 
F..rlc- L Glaze is the child'• (11th.er . 

1-\· 1he ~larylanJ dtd:.M further S~'S tl:tal £rl.c t... CIAl.e W&$ llon"..,.i with 
pt'OttSS? filfd U! .\ns"Wf'r OD ,\pril 1$. '<t0l4 Ir.Id p;t"k:ipated in tht cfu;'Oftt 
pcocccdbg. He- "-"aS then:!Ott !. knl)'.,•n, Snnarablt. and legally prnumed 
father <1t the time t_he le.xu SAPC R wu tJ.lcd_ 

16. t:nderTe."(. Fam. C-odc §f.t60.603 rend 160.6o4 .11. presumed !athkr is a 
oci.:c.~ry P'trtY to :uw pn>eeedins to adjudicatto tht pa~n~c-of a ehild. 
·11,c ·1'exas oourt was rt'qt1ired to join Rrlci 1 .. <U•'.l..c before ls.suing 
any order establishi.n~ anothttr nuan'A p1re11tage. · 

17. Because Eric L Glue \•'<1:; 110\Jo1nc(I~ the Aantl 27, 2ol6 order was rc:n~ 
de red .,.,•ithcut jurisdiction ovt'r all JWl.'('¥¥ary l)(tl'tleS, 1'\l!IUlting in a dcttcti\'C 
<1nd vuld;i.bk• jud~vu~11 . 

tS. 'M1t~ C:oi.rt w3.'I (IOI n13d~ a"'IU'e of Eric Claie'• l<'iW prt: .. ~u1uptlon of 
paternity a.'td ttcn"forc pru«Mbd in ~rrur. 'J1,t Original Order "'' ILS issued 
'"'itbout Pinder~ a tl~~~· P3rt)'. tendmnJ: it d.:tcctr." . 
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\ rJ .• EA.'TRLNSIC FRAUD t\.~ll DUE P ROCF.SS \ 101..i\llON 

I~ Pd:LllQOl.T a.~ Jlft!\"er.lfC f!oom ~ 1hu Je<cNe due lo Respondmt'i 
extrins'.c. c'Ollattral fraud. 

20.ln Mt J anuary a,s, :ao1s /.Yrst Am«nd~ h tfrion in thl$8<\PCK, Re­
spocckot ~ .s•'OfY: '"Tht dilld, JOl.0 • ..\1\ \'Omt6 Gl.ao\1.F_ bu no ptt-
5u_med., aeknowt.tclg.tod. or •dj'udlcated r111h~r."' 

21. Tbi5 st.U.t:o:.ent ~ mattti.IUy fa!~ M 1hc dmt stw tikd tbt'f '"'°'" ~nd~ 
ing in T~ Resp<.>ntl"nt: 
a. ICltd r~1tlyobtai:r.ed a ru .. '(lett. from Er ic: I .. (*lau in ) l uyl.and: 
h. Had addressed custo<f..,·or vl=tltittion lu11u rtprding the child in tlu1t 
~lar:>l.and pnx-.e(c,!tng; and 
(:.. K.ru:w that the chil<f~ hirtb date fcll ,,itblo lbt 301-dlliy pre~umption 
1w:riod. 1n1tking Eric L. Olu"c lhc p "'-.itU1t1L'(( father under Tex. F';:an1. 
Code §160.204(1l)(i) . 

22. '111e ~lafyland court record oonfirlns tl1111 Ht1Jpontlen1 kneh' lhc wbrrca• 
bouts.of Eric L. Olaze. as he htid btien 1~1·80nAll)' 11cn •od, filod an i\n~\'~r, 
andan h·(<:ly parti.<:i~1al e<I In the Maf)111;1\d CllllO. 

23. Respondeor.fs misreprtttnu1tkln WliL~ uulcutne""1tlt rminathv bcc.-iuise h p ro:­
' "t'ntrd the 1'e.'til$ wurt from applyinit the ma.nd&tury preii.1nni•ti()I) of pater· 
nity and joiuder pro\•isions of Tex. Fun. Code C.1uptcr 16n. This omiss.ion 
tom1?tcd the !!~"Ork of the p~inR •nd dtnitd Petitioner a f•ir Qp­
portuoity to defeod againsf the Cllfl •bli,hmmt od pa_rcntqC'. 

2.4.. Tht fraud "''as n1rinsic in •l&tutt bi.ftus.e 11 Upc. tht Ttui rou,;. f.roc.;s 
comidcr.ag .. ;oo;,.,......ble P""> and cleprh'Od Pedtioo.,-cl • """ciJ>dul 
oppc:>.-tunily lu a.uert a compldr dcil.lftH. T1N: .itrudural dmd io OOl cured 
~· the pas.vg oi timl! and Wlmillb ~"~~t! ttll«f lbroagb mis BilJo( Re­
TI<w. 

VII. NO f'A tJLT OR ~UCE."'°Ct Bl' Ptrrm0~£R. 

~. Prtitiool:-r's tai.lurt" to ~nt hit di!~nu wu ~-nth a.n,-f;tult or 
negli;i;e.nee.. He but no ,·eriClllbl.: botoo.l~ite or ltnP'>Jld(![lf5 prior mar~ 
llOd rttit(l (!nlirely hn btr swotn&latrnu:nt. The r..1aM11.nd uoord \\'!IS no: 
reasonal>I}' di::;c.'Q\~r<lb!e u1 the time dut to otu"°f•ll<ttc LloJck.:l uuf.'lntiliarity. 
tack of idt?otifying intoTTruttinn to "''" lll fMt:ll!d seiaN:ht5, o.nd R.'lian.tcQn 
Resr>0Lldent's sworn statc1t1(·11 t-c. 

:!5· Petition~·r CXl'ni::;OO dili.{t.tlfl(l(! bul did nr,1 dl~r the frauJ. untiJ Auitust 5, 
2025. \Vhile p'Cl.'paring for, and io th\l 11Rc·1·1r111lh of. a Juty 2;3. 2025 h~3rln~ 
ln ;'!! f'J()rida .::hlld ;rupport proocC1.lin1 (Cu~ :-to. •8-:te>24·0R..(J09#4-0), 
Petitioner ;:(1111.luc:t\'(! ind~pend.cnt rciec~rch ll:t.l lod tu lhe dilleovery of 
proviou.sl)· cunccal..-d infurmation. 

21. Petitioner filed 1b11l PP..1hlon within a rtilOft.lble tln1e 110,.r diseo\•ety. 
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28.As a di.n:<.1 result of R.ee.1,.u1dt!.nt's a.>lta.1~ral l\li31-epresen1atk;n, Petitiuner 
v::t."> denied hill day in cou1l on lbe pU.N.'Olif3c (r;un~""'llrk a_1ld hll.!1 been 
rn'e"\'ented fto1n establishing an)· 1·clationship witb t he 1,:h ilcJ. 
Petitioner has nt::\·er met the child, who is no~· nearly ll yean; old. 
ibc same misrcpre5':"nlation t hflt corrupted tli.~ (r;:t1l1n~·•)rk aOO produced 
ongi>ing depri,·ation. Rqu.ity $hou.ld not a!IO\~· ajudgmcJ1l rfnl\¢() in a 
$tn1('lUl"Al dcf~N 1(1 $f:l:'te'! 'l'Jhii!re th~ ('lelitioner acted promptly upon 
d.i.SOO\'et)'. 

LX. NO OTHER .'\DEQl,;1\TE l..J}GAt R.~?tt fJ>Y 

29. Petitioner h1ld uoopPQrh11)ity to a1>1)t".al ar r.iove for 2 ne"' trial. as the fraud 
V.71$ not di$CO\'l'nxl in time. 

X. Plt.t\Yl£.R l·'()I:( R_lil.l.llf 
Petitioner respoi:tfully requests tb<4t th\:; Court: 

1. 1.>s1X'.1:11:c1i .. n II> 1'ht-11 t-~:h i:ia \' ~'Oii.At Ctazt a!ld Eric L~mont Glau: 
2. S.:t t!u;-1 fl)llltt r fiX" s1: C\•idi:l'ltiacy he3ri11f: 
3 V:ll.:'-!lc the .Aptil 11. 2016 SAPCR order i1~ Cous.¢ ~o l941(): 
~. Upon "'lttaling 1~ SAPCR. J;-.;.Ji.,,e funber jvrisdictll)n 1.mcl(r thi: U<:(:JEA ~nJ 

rransfcr th¢ m..st1¢1' 10 Uh:no•.t-a$ lilt-~ cvn,·c:nient (Qrum uildt:f 1'e:<u f'ao1Jly 
( :-0c:1t: § 1s1. i11'7~ 

!!. In tht aJtt"m21i~'"' if tJ1t Cuurt ~ta.lot Jurlsdktloa: 
a. Kcoj'lC!'l ti~ issu·~ of pal\-:11.tg~ under T(',xas F11mily Code: ('.b;apln 161) and j<1u1 
Eric L Glut u a p.lJty: 

b, Orde/ g~Delic 1e~lit;J,! undi:r ·rexax f • mily (:udi: § 160.502: ai:J 
c Pl!rrnit :thc:m:uh•c: St'n'•c' \1nde1 lt11~106 ii'nto.'\.'ll~1y : 

t.. C>nk r Xc::iponlknJ ~.., p!I)' :1uo11)t:y's f<*>.. eo!>ls, a.'\d e.\~Mes as 1q1propritltc; 
7. 1~.:u" i n <lnltr pc\)h!b1ung .:uforceru::•:i.t of d~ \':'lea\ed iexas ocd« in ooy l)l!)e( JI!· 

ri>d.ictio.u. i.nc!OOiu:~ fl\11ida {C1$t No . .&~ZOl~.OR-l)OC)..t.44-0); ~"d 
$. Graut i<ICb other and funl!:ier ~ief tQ wili(;I\ Perhl()(lcr i~ julllly c:ntelh:J. 

US$\ V(>KN Ot-.:C:l..r\KA'fl(>X 

~·ly ti.inn<! is Ri,:hard K. IJ."tdi.:, 1ny d11:te tJfb111h ls.July 14. 1980, and my ackir~i;l> is 
123 :\.spire Dr .. IGssin.lntee. FL :.~·t747· 

I 1Jocl<.\re under pen.alt)· (Ii j)trjury th.at the for~oing is true and oonoct­

l·:.~e..':liled in Ot-.inge County. fl<,lida. on .-'\ugu.6t 15. :!0:!5. 
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EXHllllTS 
• t\:11:h1bit A: Trt1e :tnd corri!(;t priotout from the M~IJ)·Ja..,d Judiciary 

Cu..w Search for Case No. 08-C-•4·000839 (Charles Coun1y 
Circuit Coun). TI1enesh.ia Y. GlllU-v. Eric-1,. Gla?.f!. 
'l'h.is docket is puhiit ly 3~$ible <1nd ca:. be i1~,l -:pcndc:olly Vi:rified 
by the Cciun at 
bJ.W;LL~~~$:t-;errt1.1.,)~111:'(.1;aw,ntd.1:$_j\'3,~-.··rrh! 
(S,•arch: C<nu'f S~ecl\ - > Circuit Court; C>·u<•ty - :. C..'harlcs: Case 
Numhcr : 08C14ouo839} 

R~-pectfully 1)1:bmitt(·d. 
B)': / 9/ Kid1llrd K. Badu 
Ril'.bard K. Badu, Prv Se 
12:} A1pire f>r. 
Kis.~hnuu::c, FL $174 7 
rb:hardbadu~prntonwail.com 
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~faryl11nd Judiciary Case Scuc.h 

"Exhibit A" 

Maryland Judi.ciary case Search 

. .. ~ 

NOTICE: Available 

Case Detail 

Case Information 
Court Systern : Circuit Coiurt For Charle• Cou.nty·~ Famity 

l ocatlOn: Charles CirCuit Court 
Case Number: ·oa-c.14-0..0:0839 
'fltle: Theneshia (ilaze vs Eric Glaze 
Case Type: Divorce• Absolute 
Fiiing Date: 04/04/2014 
Cata Stab.is: Closed 

JuCllcfa( Officer: To Be Auljned, Judge 

Involved Parties Information 
Co~verted' fee Party 

Name: FeePal".ty1 Converted 

Defend.ant 

Namf!: Glaze, Eric 

Address: 11211 F Heron lane 
Clfy: Waldorf state: MD Zip COde: 2G603 

- --·- .. .. _ ., ______________ _ 
Plalntlff 

Name: Glaze, Theneshia 

Address: 1610 stoneb~ke Drtve 
City: fDWARDSVIU.E State: I.L Zip Code: 62025 

Attomey(s) for the Plaintiff 

Name:. 9uNDl-ACH, PHIUP L 
Appeara~ Date: 04/04/~014 
Aemo...-al Da~e: 09/02/2016 

··- ··· .. -----·--

- - - · . ------- .. _ ....... __ _ 
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. ., 

Addross UM l: PA HOTCHKISS a ASSOC 

Address UM 2: P.O &OX 465 

0\y: l\10£R'!'OOD Slate: MD Zip COC.: 21139 

Court Schedulrng Information 

!.'v•nt Type even~ ·oate !vent ·Judge 'COtJrt L.oution Time 
H~arlng • 

o.308/2018 09:00:()0 Cooley, Ch•rt•• County 
settlement Douglas c. F•mlly M•glstrate 
40 Hearing · 

os/2•i:io11 14:00:00 
BroWn, ct\1r1u County 

Support Monlse A. F1mUy MaQi.tVatc 

Court 
Room 

Court 
RoomF 

Ruult 

°"'.duded/ 
Held 

- - -···- - ---·-·········--··--··· --------·· 
Judgment Information 

Judgment Ey1nt Tyl)*; ConV9r1*d Jud9m•nt event Type 

lud9t: 

Document Information 
Are Oite: 04/CM/201.4 
Doc.lmt<\t 
N~me: 

Compla lnt - Absolut. Divof':'e 

Motion: 1 Seo,uence: o ·ereate lnttl_als: 8RH Creite oato: 04/04/1014 Update Initials: BG 
Update Date: Q&/16/2014 DIDA · Complaint tor Abtolub!: Otvorce wi~ Separation 
Agreement and Clse lnformetlon Report FAeC:h 04/04/2014 Pa.rty: PLT PartyNum: 1 
PartyName: Thenuhia G.laze 

·--------- - ----- -·----·· 
A lt Oat• : 
Document 
Nal'r.t: 

Ale o~t•: 

Doa.lrtnl 
Name: 

fi le O.te: 
Documont 
Name: 

04/04/2014 

CustoClv or Vl~tatlon. ts.sues 

"°9:Jon: 2 Sequence: 0 C~te lnltia.ts: BRH C,...tlll cnte: 04/04 / ·201.i Update Initials: BG 
Updat• D.te: 06/ 16/ 2014 SCUV - ••o..&atiody or VIJltlllfon l ssUesa:• Red: 04/ 04/ 2014 
P•rty: PLT PartyNum: 1 PartyHatne: TheMShfa Gltt• 

. ---------
04/04/2014 

summon& IAved (SC'rli;!:e Event) 

Modoni 3 Sequence: o O"eate lnldals : IRH O"ute D~•: 04/ 04/ 2014 NWSU - Wr1t of 

Summons· Civil ISsued Fi:led: 0-4/04/2.014 P•rty; Dl!f hrtyNum: 1 PartvName: Eric Glaze 
Rou~ng: 04/04/2014 

04/04/2014 

Service Issued 
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Comment~ 

Fiie Date: 
Oowmen: 
Name: 

Comment: 

SerVedDate; Apf 1S 2014 12:00AM Servk::eAgen<y: Retumieo;d To Attorney RotponseO.ate: 
Hay 15 2014 12:00AM .Party Nanie: Erit: Glaze 

...... - ····-········-·-- ····· ········----
04/15/2014 

Motton: 1 Sequence: .1 Create Initials: RR Cr~e Date: 04/17 /.2014 Up~te Inttials: BG 
Update Date: 015/16/~014 DANS - Answer to complaint for ab.foluto divorce Flied: 
04/15/202:4 ·p•rty: D!P·PartyNum: 1 .PartyName: Eric Glaze 

- ------ ------··-- ·-·····-··----···--- --- ·-·------· . ·- .. - ······· 
::ne l)ate: 
oocument 
f'lame~ 

Comment: 

Aft! oate: 

Document 
Nanle: 

Comment: 

file oate: 
Document 
Name: 

Comment: 

04/17/2014 

One Prose Party Whon An•wer Received 

Motion: 4.Se<Jueoce: ocreace Inlttals: RR Create Date: 04/17/2014 Update Jnitialt• BG 
Update Date: 06/16/.2014 SPSA - One ProSe Party.when Answer Received Filed: 
04/~7 /2014 Routfng:·04/17 /2014 

..... ····--······---· - - -·-····-- ·-··--.. ---··-····-
04/21/2014 

Affidavit of·Service 

MotiOn: S S.equence: 0 Create I'riitials: ABH Create Date: 04/~/20i4 Update lnttlals( ABH 
UPcfate Date: 04/22/2014 OAFS - Affldavtt of Process servke Flied: 04/21/2014 

---·--·-
04/21/2014 

Motion 

Modon : 6 Sequencei o create Initials: ABH cre~to Dal'e: 04/22/2014 Update Inltlats: BG 
Update Date: 05/08/201·4 MMOT- MOIJon .to Take Testimony Fii~: 04/21/2014 Party: PLT 
PartyNum: 1 PartyNamc: Thaneshili Glaze Decision: Granted· 05/08/2014 

~----·----.,.··-·-····-.... -··-·······-- - ···-···--··-·-. --··-·-------···- .. ··--·--·-·--· 
AJ.e Oa~e: 

Document 
Name: 

Comment: 

05[08/2014 

Res.pOn.so/Reply 

Motion: S Sequence: 1 Create Initials: ·aG .Create Date: 05/08/2014 Update lnltlals: BG 
Update o~e: 06/16/201.4 ooec- Order tht matter be referred to• Standing Examiner for 
taking of testimony. Copy mailed· pit atty and deft. Filed: 05/08/2014 

·---.-. ...... ·····-····-··· ---·- - - - - - - - -- - - --·- ... ------
file Dal'O: 

b ccument 
!\'ame: 

Con1ment: 

F.l ll Date: 

05/19/2014 

Mt.oellaneous 

Motion: 7 So~uenc:.e: O Create lnitiaj•: ABH Creat. D~te: 05/20/l.0~4 Update Jnitiall: BG 
Update Date: 06/16/2014 OTTE- Notice of Tim.e/Pface of Taking EVldence Flied: 
05/19/2014 

- - -·· < • < + -······--··•++++++++<•"- -•+++•• ... - ..... M .. 

06/02/2014 

"'~·- ... -- .. -- .. 
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f'lfacyl.ao:t Jw:lieiay Case Seuri:b 

. -· 

Dowrnent 
Name: 

Com moot; 

Ale Date: 

Dowment 
Name: 

ccmmeot: 

H'otic• ·of Piling ~ecord 

Mption: (I .Seq_ueoce~.O Create l'riltials: ABH Creabe Date: 06/03/ 2014· Update Initials:. BG 
Upd:ttc.Date:· 06(16/2014 Df)IFR - .Notice of the Date ot Filing· the Record Fl~d: 
06/Q2/2!)1<t 

-----------------------··----·· -······-·--
06/02/2014 

:restimony Takon 

Motk>n: 9 .Sequence: 0 Cre;a;t:e Initials: ABH Create o·ate: 06/03/2014 UpClate lnit~la:: 
ABH Update Date: 06/03/201'4 DRPE- Testimon'( Filed: 06/02/2014 

----------------------·- ········· ... .. ·--·-··--
Fll.e: Oat~: 
Document 
Name: 

Comment: 

06/12/2014 

Judgment of Abs.olUto·oivorce 

Motion: 10 Sequence:·o create lnltlals: BG Create Date: 06/1:6/2014 Update Initials: BG 
Update Date: 06/.16/2014 DD:JA .. Judgment of Absolute Divorce entered, c.opy malled 
atty eni:I deft. Flied: 06/12/2014 

--·· . .. . ... ..... -·-···-····························-····· ····- -··-------------
Fiie o·a~e: 

0oo.irncnt 
Name: 

Comment: 

FU& Date: 

Document 
Name: 

Comment: 

File Oate: 
OOOJ111ent 
Name·: 

Comment: 

06/16/2014· 

One Prose Party'When case Closed 

Motlon:.11 s.queftCe; O ~~· Initials: •G c;r~teDaJe: 0'/16/2014 Update lnitfals: BG 
Upda1:e Date: 06/J.6/2014 SPTD - One ProSc Party whe.n ~se Closed Fl~; 06/1,6/2014 
oeclsk>n.: ~ral\ted - 06/16/2014 

------- ---- - - -·······--····· ----- - -
06/16/2014 

Copy of Judgment tor Dlvor.ce 'Fwd ~Paper Vl~ton Sc:anni11g 

Motion: 12 SCql.len.ce: O Cteate lnldails: BG Create Date: Q4/16/2014 XD1V .. Copy of 
Judgment f<W Divorce forwarded to Paper Vision Scanning Filed: 06/16i2014 

·----·--·-··- --···· ....... _.. _______ ., ..... --·--- - ---

09/02/20!6 

Attorne.v · Appearance Tenn"1at.ed 

Hotk>n: 13 Sequence: O Create Initials: SK Create ODtc: 09/02/2016 SATO - Attcwney 
Appearance Terminated PhlUp L Gundlach Flied: 09/02/2016 Party: PLT P11rtyNum: 1 
Par'tyName: Theneshlai Glaze 

- ······-- - ---- - ·- ·---··-·--- ··------·- ···· .. ··--·-·-------··· ... , :.- ··-
File Date: 12/20/2017 
Document t;ame: Motion/Petition to Modify (Summons) 

Comment: Child SYpport 

----··--------·-----------------··---··~· ~., ........ -·· ·--
file. Data: ·12)20/ 2017 

Document Name: F'in.e'hci.aJ Statement 

... ·-·-..... -· . 
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F111e Date: 12/;J.0/ 2017 
Document Natne: Reopen 

Comrr141r.t: for Motion to Modify Chlld Support 

- - ------ --··· ·--
Fite Doto: 12/20/2017 
Ooc:umant r.iamc: SunH'r'OflS Issued (Service Evertt) 

Comment: Forw• rded to CCSO for Service. Monev 0..-dw for Sherltf Submltted with Motion. 

01/ 10/ 2018 
OoaJrMt:t lQ,me: Sberitfs Return 

Co'Tlmeot: Service f« Off 

- - - ------- ..--···-·----- - - ---- ------- - --------
Flt• Oult: 02/08/2018 
Document: Narr.~: Answer 
C,omrr1ent: 

------ ---- --- ------
Fiio Date: 

°""""""' Harne: 

02/27/2018 

Hearing Notice U•Yecl 

---- -----

Notice of ScttN:mcnt Conference sest for 03/28 /lOll It 9am before Magi:&ttaU 

~-

·-------- -·· 
fill• bate: 03/27/2018 
Oocurnt nt Name: Corretpondencc 

comment: Requesting to Appo1r bv Phone. Per Magistrate nottrtktn, MOOT. 

~ ·--·--- - - ---- --
Alt o.&te: 03/28/2011 
Ooa.ament Name: Title 40 Hearing Sheet 

Comment: 

File o~te: 04/0~/2018 

Document Name; He.a.ring Notke.11.ued 
Commont: Marfng set fo,. 5/24/18 ~ 2ptrt •. Notices sent Qy M•glstrate'• Office. 

·----- --- -------· --· _________ .... -
l'lle Date: 04/16/2018 
Document Name: Retumed/Undellvtrjbl• Mall 
Commt:nt: 4cf returned m•ll 

fie Dab! : 0Snll/20U 
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~-furyl;io.:l JudJciaryC:isc Sear:h 

D·:>cumeht Name: Child SUpport G.uldelln,si Worksheet 
Com men:: 

-----·- ·-··········--··----·-----·---··- -·-- -·-------··-·····-
Fil-e.E>ate: 05/ 29/2018 
DOcument Name: Title 40 Magistrate's R.epon and Recommeni:lation 
Comment: Findings And Recommendations Of The Family Magistrate from hearing on 5/24i18 

- --- - --···--..... _ ,.....,., ,_. ___ __ ·--····-- - ·--·------.--------··-----
Fiie Date: 

Document 
Name: 

06/06/2018 

Tltle 40 Order 

Comment : 
Order·Of Court. Ordered that the Findings and Recommendations of•thc Family Mogi1trate 
dated OS/'Z4/1B 11re·adopted and Incorporated fnto this Order of Court. Copies to PLT, 
D!F, DSS/OSC 

·------------ --·---------- - -·······----·-·-···-····- -- - -·--·--·- ·--
File Date: 06/15/l020 
Document ~~mo: Rotumed Papiar Filing Status N.otlce • MD~C..Actioc, 

Comment: 

-----·---
Service Information 
Servke Jype Is9ued Date 
Writ of summons 04/04/2014 

Summons Issued 12/20/'2017 

Tl]I$ i~ a(I efcctronh: case r«0rd. Fu/! ca~Jntor:ma~ot1 ·snnot be mMe avt:ilable either because Of legal restrictions 
011 acce.ss to case r'ecotr.ls tourid In Mdry/and fl,ule$, or /J«4u$e of the praCf!c".al dlfflc'J/tie$ Inherent In redudr.g a ~· 

reoord into an electronic forrr.at. 

COP'flight © 2025. Mary!and .Judiciar;. /\ II rights reser.•ed. 

Ser..ice o .. k: (410) 2&J-1fl4 
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F'e:t 9/\8.'20251:24 ~1 
Edltl W8Gner Hirrl$~ri 
CJi&.!rlct Cleit: 
lal!"P~ Co;irty, T !US 
Rt'Aewed By. I)~ t.t:in.'11 

CAUSE NO. 25DC 2399' 

IN RE: THE PARENT-CHlLO Rf.LA110NSffiP p 
OFJ.V.G,ACH!LD ~ 

§ 
Al'ID § 

§ 
IUCHARJ.) K. BADU, Petitioner, Pro Sc § 
~ G 

§ 
THENl!SHIA YVONl\E GLAZE, § 

Respoadent § 
!!RIC L. GLAZE, § 

Proposed N=soary Party § 

IN TRE DISTRICT COURI 

27TH JUDICIAL DISTIUCT 

LAMPASAS COUNTY, TEXAS 

RP.SPONDENI'S ORIGINAL A:-ISWER TO PETITION FOR BILL OF REVD:W 

TO nm HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

COMES NOW, Tbeoeshia Yvonne Glaze, Respon<knl in the above-entitled and numbered 
cause, and tilts this Original Ans1,1;er to Petitioner's Bill of Review, and in .support thereof 
rospcclt\illy •hows the Court me followins: 

I. GEJlfERAI, DENIAL 

l'utsUlllt to Ruk 91 of the Te=• Rule" of Civil Procedure, R.cspondcnl gen.,..lly denies C'\'CI)' 

allegation oontllined in Petitioner's Petitioo for Bill of Review, and demands strict proof thereof 
by a preponderance of the evidence as required by the laws of tho State of Texas. 

IL SPECIFIC DENIAL 

Without waivi113 the foregoing general dealal, Rcspondcut specifically denies me following 
allept!ons :md requests for rclicf contain:<! in Pe<itloott' s Petition. as foUow.: 

I. Delllal oCExtrirui<Fraud 
RA:opondcot dcniO<I Cbat my Jiiwd, accident, or wroagful act pr<:Yontcd Petitioner from 
f\Jlly participating in the original case, In rh• lnr~st of J. Y. G .• a Child. 17tli Disrrict 
Courl. LampasaJ Counly, Te.Tas, Cause :Vo. 19476. Cowt records reflect th.at Petitio~ 
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\''as aware of Respondent's prior marital status. R~spon<lent denies that any 
misrcprcscntarion during the original case occurred tmd den:atlds suict proof of such 
llll~gllti.ons. Additionally, Petitioner compiled with court-ordered genetic testing, which 
concl.usively ~tablished Pe.titioner as die biological facher. Petitioner did not contest the 
results. 

2. Denial of Non·Jolndcr Defect 
Respondent denies that the judgment is void duo to failure to join a "'necessary party." 
While R""lloodcnt's prior marriage ended within JOI da)'S orlhe child's birth, miating a 
rcbuuable presump1ion of patcruity wider Tex. Fam. Cade§ 160. 204(a)(2), that 
preswnption was fully rebutted by court-<>rdered genetic testing, which confumed 
Petitioner as tM biological Jatber. Court records re flea that Petitioner was a\vare of 
Respondent's prior marital status and bad the opportunity to raise joinder issues during 
the-procc:oding, y:bich be did not. Non-jomdcr does not constitute extrinsic fu\ud or 
render the judgment void. 

3. Denial ofl\feritotiou.s Defense Rued on Prior ~1arrlage and Presumption Argu_n1ent 
Under Tex. Fam. Code§ 160.204 
Respondent denies that Petitioner has any meritorious defense to the finding of paternity 
based on Respondent's prior marria,ge. While Rts:poudent was pre\i.ously married, albeit 
geographically and legally separated, that marriage was dissolved fo11r (4) n1onths before 
the child's birth. Court recottk reflect that Petitioner was aware of Respondent's prior 
marital status. lvloreover, Petitioner oompllcd with court-ordered genetic testing, which 
conclusively established him as the biological father. Under Tex. Fam. Code§§ /60.204 
and 160.631, any preswnption of palel'llity atislrl8: &om Respondent's prior marriage was 
fully rebutted by the genetic cest resu!ts. AcCordingly, Pctitiuncr cannot e.\tablish a 
meritorious defense to the original judgment.. 

4. D~oi:11l Rcgai:din.g Ex.-ilusband as Necessary Party 
Respondent denies that Respondent's former husband'is a necessary party to this Bill of 
Review proceeding. The ex.husband has no legal or factual role i.J1 the matters raised by 
Petitioner. Under Tcxa.s Rule of Civil Pr0<.:edw·e 39, a neteS$.tll)' party is one whose 
prosonce is required to afford complete relief or protect their interest. 1'hc: ex-husband 
does 1101 meet this standard, and his attendaitce at any hearing in th.is matter is oeithec 
required nor appropriate. 

3. Denial of False Statement Allegotion 
Respondent denies l'et.itioner•s clairr. that Respondent "fillsely stated the child has P-0 
presumed, acknow1cdgcd, or adjudicated father" in the origin.al case. At th.e tipte of the 
original proceeding, Respondent's prior marriage had been dissolved tour (4) months 
bcfure the child's birth, and therefore, no pre5Wlted t3ther existc~ \mder Tex. Fam. Code 
§ I 60. 204. The pleadings in question WCI<> prepared and flied by Respondent's attorney 
of record, not by Respondent personally. Jn. any event, the sca.tement \\'35 legally correct 
al the time: the child had no &ek:J10\Vledged or adjudicated father until the court-ordered 
genetic testing confirmed Petitioner 11$ the biological father. This allegation cannot 
support a Dill ofReviev;. 

6. Denial of Custody Issues in Divorce Proceedings 
Respondent denies Petitioner's cl.Um that c~tody of the child at ~uc in this case \\'as 
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addressed during Respondent's divorce proceedings.. The only child reletenced in 
Respondent's di\'o:tc was the child shared •Aith Re&pondent's ex·lwsband. The child at 
iS$ue here was nl)l in.eluded ln those proceedings, and no custody or paternity orders 
relating to chis child were entered in the dCvotce decree. Petitioner's allegation is taJse 
and does not support his claim for Bill of Review relief. 

7. Denial of Ongoing Deprtvatlon Claim 
Respondent denies Potitioner's allegation th.at he has been prevented ti'om establisb.ing a 
rclatioosbip with the child. Respondent nutde reasonable efforts over the years to inform 
Petitioner of the child'!! \Yelfarc und to open a line of comnlunication. lUJ.y lack. of 
telationship is due to Petitioner's own inaction and not any fraud or interference by 
Respondent. 

8. Denial orRequ.,.ttd Relief 
Resp0nd.mt denies !hat the original l>'uit Afrectin& the Parent..Child Relationship 
(SAPCR) should be vacated, that the Co\Ut should decline further jurisdiction under the 
UCCJEA, or that the matter should be transforrod w Illinois. While lhe child now resides 
io Illinois and the Petitioner resides i:n Flt.irida, the Texas court had proper jurisdiction 
over the original proceedings., a.nd the paternity lioding was supported by court-ordered 
DNA testing. Petitioner has no e.winsic fraud or meritorious defense v.•arranting s.uch 
relief. Florida. is the home state fur child support cnfoi:ccmcnt, and any request to vacate 
or t..TQnsfer the.case is v1ithout merit and should be denied. 

9. Denial of Relief Prohibiting Enforcement in Other Jurisdi<tions 
llespondent denies that tbe Court should issue any order prohibiting enfOrcement of the 
order in an)' other jurisdiction, including Floi.da. Petitioner'~ child support case is 
pending in Florida, 9.'hich is the 'P~titioner's home stl'.lte, and Florida bas proper 
jurisdiction over P~titionc.f for child support enforceinern. Texas docs not have autborit}' 
t() control entOrcement in Florida or lllinois, and Petitioner's request is. beyond the 
Court's PO"-'Cf and without merit. 

10. Denial o(E\'id-.'Rtiary He.ari.Dg 
Respondent aektto\vledges that Petitioner requests an e\'identiary hearing. Respondent 
denies that such a hearing· is necessary, as tOO allegations in the Bill ofRevie~v are 
\\'ithout merit and can be decided based oo the existing n:cord. 

11. Denial of Hyphenated Name 
Respondent denies !hat •he is legally known by any hyphenated name as alleged by 
Petitioner. Art)' reference t<.> such a name in l'etitioncr's filing is inaccurate; Respondent's 
legal name is 'fh:nesWa Yvonne Gla:£e. 

12. Denial of Concealed Information 
R~pondcnt denie$ Petitioner's allegation that the divorce ~·as conceded. The divorce 
was a matter of public record. Regardless~ the status oftbe di'\•Orce h.a.~ no bearing on the 
validity of the original paoornity fioding or the aJlegations in the Bill of Review. 
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ru. R£FERENCE TO EVJDENCE (NO E.XBIBITS A TT ACllEDJ 

Respondent has not attochcd oidul>its to this Answer. Respondent may rely on public!y 
filed court r~ords, personal k_aowledgc, or ocher evidence if tequested by the Court or at 
1my hearing scheduled on tti.is 11mn:cr. 

lV. ~IATIVE DEFENSES 

I. Sta.tute of Limilllllo1u 
RC5p0Dda\t acs..u that Petitioner's Bill of Review is b•JTed by t!>e statute of limitations. 
Under Ta. Ch. Pnu. cl Rtm. Code§ 16.0S/, a Bill of Review must be Ii.led u'ithin four 
(4) yeais after the judlJllCGI is signed, unless thejudgint111 is void. Pctitiooer's filing is 
untimely and should be dismis>cd. 

1. No Extrinsic Fraud 
Re..o;pondeot d~nies that aoy extrinsic fraud occurred. Petitioner w11.s &\\'are of 
Respondent's prior mtlni"8c before and during the origio..11 prooeedjnss. Petitioner 
complied \vi th court·ord~rcd genetic testing, \\1lich conclusively established him as the 
biological rather. Any cht.ito or uondi.sc:lostuc is without meril 

3. lmprop..- l'urpo,. and Oela.y of Child S•pport 
Respondeot asserts !hat Petitioner filed this Bill of Review for lbc improper pwposc of 
delayiog cbe cn!On::cmcnt of child suppon. Petitioocr lw previot.Lsly Ii.led multiple 
motioos in Florida 10 dtby child support proceedings, all of which ,...,,, denied. 
Pecitioner r<ecotly filed an Em•ri<n<Y Motion ro Stay ProctedlJ>gs P•ndiDg 
R!Solution of T exos Jllll o.r JI..,;.,. :n Florida, and the virtaal h<arlng fo r this moUon 
has been .. t for 31 October 2025 at 10:45•m EST. ~·frivolous motions Juve 
caused unnecessary dela)'1 ond multiplied procccdin~. Filing Ibis Bill of Review in 
Texas cons1irutes an nbuse of tho judicial proce11s and furtbor supports disoUssal 

4. No Defect from Non...J'olnder of Presumed F•ther 
Petitioner acgucs the origina.1 order WM dcfccti\•c due to noo*joicdcr of a presumed father 
(Respondent' s fonner husband). This argument fails. Vndcr Tex. Fam. Code§ !60.204, 
ao.y presumption of paternity v.-u: rebuttOO by genetic tcjting, which oonfumcd Petitioner 
as the biologioal flllhc:r. Pclitiooet CO!llj)licd with the ~emf genetic testi:tg and 
had tho oppor11.1oiry co raise u.y joinder is.sue at the time of the ongiDal p<o<""'liog Noo­
joinder i1 ""'extrinsic 5'.llld, docs °"' doprive the coon oC jwildiction, and does Ml 

render the judgment void. At most, it is. an intrinsic matt.cf thnt cannot support a Bill of 
Rc.,·i~·. 

V. RESPONSE TO l'ETJTlONER'S PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

l:lespondel:it specific•ll)' d~n,les that l)etitioner is entitled to any of the rcUcf requested in his Bill 
or Review, including but oot limited to setting aside prior orders, vac11tiog established paternity. 
or interfering with child support enforoetnenL R.cspond:nt pray• that all such rcli:fbc denied in 
its c.o.tircty. 
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VL REQG£ST FOR ATIORl'iEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

Respondent re<amcd ooumd in florid& to puBl'e lho C$labli5hmeo1 and eoforcc:ncol of child 
suppon for lhc child. Filillg was delay«! du; tO Ra.-pond<nl "°' knowiag Petitioner'• physical 
locatioo for scV<ral ycan. Ona: Petitioner's l0<•t1i'"1 W0$ discoveml, Rc..poO<lt:ot promptly filed 
rbc case in Florida. Pctitionet'5 s.tatc of ~den.ce. 

Pctilioner•s repeated frivolous motions in Florie.la and oow in Tex·1s have needless:)· multiplied 
praceedicgs tmd directly inc.."Ca.Sod Respondent's litigation colts. Respondent has been fOrced to 
cxpcud attorney's foes in Florida solely as a result of Perltioner's improper t.actlcs, and is now 
forced to <Jcfcnd against lhis baseless Bi11 oflt.C\'1.C\\• in Texas, 

Accordingly, Respondent respeccfully re(iuests that this Coun tl\\''artt her teasonable attorney's 
Cets, costs. and expenses, including chose incuncd in Florida procccc:lings necessitated by 
Pe1illooer's couduc4 pursuant to Tex. Ctv. />nu;, & Rem. Cod•§§ 9.1111-9.012, 10.001-10.004, 
3nd tho Court's i.11\lc:rcnt authority to sanction abusl\'e litlgaliOA practices. 

VIL PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE. PR.EMISES COKSIDERED, Respoadetl1 rupectfuUy prays that !he Court: 

I. Deny and dismiss Petitioo.,.•s Bill of Review, wi1h prejudice; 
2. Coo!ir.n !he validity of the prior adjudi<:atioo of palcmil)' and rebb:d orders; 
3. Award R<spond<o1 bcr reasonable auomey's r..s, coota, znd ••Jl<1l!l<S, including those 

iacum:d in Florida, ptm1uant to 'lex. Ciw Proc. & !Um. Code§§ 9.011-9.012. 10.00/-
10.004, and the Court's inherent :ruthority 10 sanction a..bu&tvc litigation practices; 

4. Set this matter for hearing as soon as pra.ctii:ablc: and expedite cor.side!ll.lion of the Bill of 
Review; and 

S. Otani Respondent such other and further relief, at hl\V or in cquit)', to which she may be 
justly entitled. 

Vlll. SIGNATURE AND VERIFICATION 

l declare under pooalty of pctjwy under the law• of tho Store of Texas th&t the foregoing is true 
md CO!TC<l. 

Exeaued oo this l8rJa day of Srpttmbr.r ?O?S. by: 

hi Tll'EHESH.IA YVONl\E GLAZE 
n!ENJ;SHIA YVON!\ 'E GLAZE 
Rcoponclen~ Pro Se 
1610 S1oocbrookc Drive 
EdwanlsviUc, ll. 62025 
tbCfls:SbjaQl@g.-nai l.COr'll 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true and corr<<:t copy of the foregoing RESPOl"DENT'S ORIGINAL 
ANSWER TO PETITION FOR BU.L OF RE\.1EW was served on Pe{itionor, Richard I<. 
Badu, Pro Sc· at 123 Aspire Dr. Kis.sllnmee, :FL 34747, &jcblt¢.badu:@protonLnajl.con1. on this 
18"' day of September 2025, by: 

ll1J Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested 
0 Email (by consent) 
D Hand Dolivery 
f2I efileTtxas Elecrronic Service 

Isl TllENESHIA YVONNE GLAZE 
THENESH!A YVONNE GLAZE 
Respondent, i'l'o Se 
1610 Stonebrooke Drive 
Edwardsville, IL 62025 
thcncsbia03@!!!!!!!il.com 
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Automated Certificate of eServlce 
This automated certificate of service was created by the eflllng system. 
The flier served this document via email generated by the efiling system 
on the date and to the persons listed below. The rules governing 
certificates of service have not chan9ed. Filers must stlll provide a 
certificate of service that complies with all applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 105778656 
Filing Code Description: Answer/Response 
Flllng De.scription: Respondenrs Original Answer to Petition for Bill of 
Review 
Status as of 9/19/2025 10:54 AM CST 

Case Conlacts 

Name BarNumbtr Emal! TimHllllTlpSubmltted 

Theneshla Yvonr.eGlaz.o thcnoshla03@gtnail.com 9118/2025 1 :24:55 PM 

Eric l..ftmontOlaze erlcgt3zc11@horm.ail.com 9118/202!5 1:24:55 PM 

Richard K.Badu ~&l'd.beclu@pro<onm3'1.corn 911e/202ll 1:24:55PM 

S1atu9 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 
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Fl'.ild 9/18l'l02S 1:24 PM 
Edith '1\'agnerHlllrison 
Db-:ii~Clerit 
UI~ County, i e;ice9 
R-ei;iswed By. D9$C8 ' COJ\.<8 

CAUSE NO. lSDC 23.996 

IN RE: THE PARENT·CHILD RELATIONSHIP § 
Of J.V.G,ACHILD § 

§ 
.<\ND § 

§ 
RICHARD K. BADO, Petitioner, Pco Se § 
V. § 

§ 
THENESHIA YVONNE GL1IZE, § 

Respondont § 
ERIC L OLAZll, § 

Proposed NeoeS8ary Party § 

IN TIIE DISTRICT COURT 

2?TH JUDlCl.ALDISTRICT 

LAMPASAS COUNTY, TEXAS 

Rl?Sl'ONDENT'S J.\IOTION TO DISMISS PETITIONER'S B!LL OF REVlE\V 

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

COM.ES NOW, Thcneshia Yvonne Glaze, Respondent, respeccfully moves this Cowt to dismiss 
Petitioner's Bill ofRcvicw for failure to st.ate a valid claim upon which relief can be granted, and 
in support thcrcof'\\'Ould show tbe Court the follo'\\•ing: 

I. Nature of the Case 

Petitionet seeks to set aside u prior adjudication of paternity through a Bill of Revie\V. Petitioner 
alleges be was Wlaware of Responder.t•s prior marriage. Petitioner's claim fails as a matter of 
la~· because: 

1. He y.·as fully aware of R.espot1dent's prior marriage; 
2. DNA testing confioned his p•temity; 
3. He had a full and fair oppomuiity to be heard in prior proceedings, and 
4. His Bill o(R::view is time-baned. 

11. L~-g•l Standiord 

A Bill ofRevicv.• is an extraordinary rented}'. available only when a petitioner demonstrates: 

I. ,!\ mc.ritorious defense; 
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2. 1·bat he was prevcntOO from asserting it due to fraud, accident, or Y.TOngful act or the 
oppo.sing party; and 

3. He was oot ot fault or negligent. Caldwell v. Barnes. 154 S. W.3d 93, 96 (Tex. 2004). 

Only extrinsic fraud that prevented participation in rhe original proceeding may support a Bill 
of Review. Ki11g Ranch. Inc. v. Chapman. 118 S.W.3d 742, 752 (/'ex. 2003j. 
·rhe burden is strictly on the rcritioner, and failure to establish each element requires dismissal. 

lll. Statute o! Limitations 

A Bill of Review must be filed wialin four (4) years of the judgment being challenged. Tex. Ci>'. 
Prac. & Re11c Code§ 16.05/. ln family law cases involving paternity, a party must challenge 
adjudication \vi.thin one (1) year unless neYll)' discovered ceneljc evidence exists. Tex. Fa111. 
Code§ 160.609. 

Here, DNA testing oonc:lusi"·eJy established paternicy, aru:l Petitioner was adjudicated the father, 
and no ne.w!y discovcf\.~ genetic evideDce e.~ists. Petitioner's Bill of Review is therefoK 
untimcl}'. 

JV. Failure as a l\olatter of Law 

Petitioner?s Bill of Review ~its as a matter of la'\\' because pater..ity was c:onclusive[y 
adjudicated through court-ordered DNA testing in the prior proceedings (In ths Interest of JV. G. 
a Child, 27th Disb·ict Court, Lampasas C<>unty, Texas, Cause No. 19476). Texas law prohibits 
relitigMion of adjudicah:d paternity in a Bili of Revie-.v absent newly discovered genetic 
evidence, which does oot exist here. 

V. Failure !Al State a Claim/Extrinslc Fra~d Not Alleged 

Petitioner alleges he was unawetre of the respondent's prior Jltarriage; however, the record shows 
he was fully aware before the original proceedings. This does not constituro extrinsic fraud. 
Petitioner's allegations, even if taken as true fur purposes oftbis motion, do not cor.stirote 
extrinsic fraud a.·od thcroforc do not support a Bill of Review. 

VI. l'atttrn o( Delay 

Petitioner has repeatedly filed unsuocessful motions in Florida to challenge child support 
enforcement - alt 1notior~ denied. The present Bill of Review appears to be another attempt to 
delay his obligations and should be dismissed. 

vu_. Objection to I.oitiat Disclosures and DiSCO\'tr)' 

Respon<!ep.t objects to any rccr;i.rOO initial di:;closurcs or discovery at this time~ as the Petitioner's 
Bill ofRevie\v is subject ro dismissal under Respondent's Motion to Dismiss. Requiring 
disclosures or discovery before. a ruling on diS.m.i.sS:tll would be premature, unnecessary, and 
burdensome becaw;e the Bill of Review fails to rnei& tile legal !>tandard tbr extrinsic fraud and 
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otha- clements ncccssal)' to proceed. Respondent reser,•es the right to comply \\•ith any disoovery 
or disclosures if tnd only if the Court denies the l\i(otiou to Dismiss and allows tho case to 
proceed. 

VIII. Dismissal of Proposed N•ces••ry l'•rty 

Respondent respectfully requests that the Court dismiss Eric .L. Glaze a.(! a Necessar)' Parcy. Y.le 
bas oo legal or facn1al role in tilis Bill of Review proceeding. \Jndt!· Texas Rul• of Civil 
Procedure 39, a necessary party is one ~vhosc· presence L(i required to afford complete rotiof or to 
proteet cheir fntttcst. El:ic L . Glaie does cot meet this standard. His attendance at any bearing or 
participation in this action is neither rt.quired nor appropria1.e. 

IX. Prayer 

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, Respondent respectfully ?tays that the Court: 

I. Grant th.is l\1otion; 
2. Disrui~ Petitioner's Bill ofRevic\v \.\' ith prejudice; 
3. Dismiss Eric L. Glaze as a Necessary Party; 
4. A'vml Resp();)dcot costs and fees incunOO in defending against this prooocding. as 

justice requires; and 
5. Grant S"Jcb other relief to which Respondent muy be justly entilled. 

Rc:spec.tfully submitted, 

Isl THENESHIA YVONNE GLAZE 
Tl:!ENESHIA YVONNE GLAZE 
Respondent, Pro So 
1610 S!Qnebrooke Drive 
Edwardsville, IL 62025 
theoeshia03@gmail.com 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of this N!ot.ion to Oi:,-miss ~'88 SCI'\'ed on Petitiooer, 
Richard K. Badu, Pro Se at 12.l A>'Pin: Dr. Kissimmoe, FL 34747, 
Richard.baduCfflproto1unail.com. on this 1st" da)' of Seotember 2025. by: 

1i!1 Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested 
0 Email (by consent) 
0 Hand Delivery 
181 cFiloToxas Electtonic Service 

151 THENESl!TA YVONNE GLAZE 
TIIENESHIA YVONNE GLAZE 
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Automated Certificate of eServlce 
This automated certificate of service was created by the effii!)l:I system. 
The flier served this document via email generated by the effiing system 
on the date and to the persons listed below. The rules governing 
oertlfrcates of sefVioe have not chan9.ed. Filers must still provide a 
certificate of service that compiles with all applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 105778656 
Filing Code Description: Answer/Response 
Filing Description: Respondenfs Original Answer to Petition for Bill of 
Review 
Status as of 9/19f2025 10:54 AM CST 

Case Contacts 

Name BarNumbor Em•JI TlmoatampSuhm1ttod 

Thlflnhl~ YvonneGlaze thene.V!la03@gmall.com 911812025 1~24:55PM 

Eric l.emontGlaze ttlcgfaze 11@hotmaU.oom 9118120251:24:55 PM 

Richard K.B$C!t: rfdiar(l.badu@pcoton..'T\:8il.oom 9118/20251:24:55PM 

Statua 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 
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flld *'22t2025 1~ AV 
EQi. ~ t"..-iao'I - Cal 

CAUSE :SO. 25DC 23996 
La~:; Col;rty, f tU;I 
RIM&Wed By. DC' .. 1 A.bM 

IN RE: THE PARENT-CHILD RELATIONSHIP § IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

OF J.V.G, A CHILD § 

AH() § 

RICHARD K. BAOU, P,,tit1oner. Prose, § 27TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

v. § 

THENESHIA '1VONNE GLAZE, Respondent § 

ERIC L. GLAZE, Proposl!d Net=•rv Party i LAMPASAS COUNTY, TEXAS 

PETITIONER'S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO RESPONDENT'S MOTION TO DISMISS 

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OP SAID COURT. 

Pe<idontt, Rldwd K. Badu. •t>P<>rlng pro se, respectfully files this Consolidated Response in 
Opposition 10 Respond<n<'s Modon 10 Dismiss and -.Id show the Court u follows: 

P!Jrsuan< 10 '.lexas Rult of CM/ Pra<tdure 2l c, die minor child who is th• sub}ICI of this suit Is referrrd 
ro by die initials J. v.a. 

L INTRODUCTION 

Respondent ,.i!ks dismissal while avoiding lb• centtal dcfoct of tbe 2()16 iud&m•ot: it was procured by 
oxn1nsk fm.td. By .-.ting In her SAPCR petition !hit tho child had •no prtsUD:l!d t 11ber,• 
Respondem conc..Ued me e:mtence of Eric L. GW., o preswned father und<r Texas Family Code 
§160.2()4. 

This conceahnent deprived che Court of jurisdiction over a necessary party and denied Petitioner A ralr 
opponW'Jl)I to co.nlest pareruag" Texas law does not bless a judgmem obt.'lined through sD'Uctural 
fraud. Respondent's &1otion to Dis0li5$ is without merit and must be denied. 

n.srANDARD 
10 thf! P..ttcot Respondent proceeds under Rule 91a. dismissa.L Is proper onJy when the pleading has no 
ba5is in Jaw or fact, with alt weU-pleaded facts taken as mil:' and construed lo th~ non~movant's C11vor. 
A Bill of Re\i ew is cin equitable actJ011; relief is avallii.blc wl1en the petilioner (L) has a meritorious 
d.C....., (2) was prev•11ttd from asserting it 1>y th• fraud, accidont, or wrongful act of th• oppos!J1& 
pony, and (3) the failure was unmbct d with tbr pflitioatr'• ""'" ntgligtn<t. Ste Ca.ldwdl v. Bunt1, 
975 S.W.2d S3S. 537 (I'ex. 1998); Kmc Ranch. Joe. v. Ch• pman, 118 S.W.3<1 742, 751(Tux.2003)-
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Ill.ARGUMENT & AlTTHORil'IES 

A. ContNiment of a PrHUmed Father Constitute; Extrinsic Fraud 

.l\s, es.tab! ishcd by the stand:ud nbovc, Petitioner rouse p-mvc d:tree elements. He 1neets every eJt'Wellt. 
beginning with the Respondent's wrlnslc fraud that prevented him from asserting his meritorio<L< 
delense. 

1. Presumption of Pattmity Is Undisputed. 
The child was born Octobtt 10, 2014, Just 120 days after Rtspondent"s Mmyland divorce from 
Eric L. Glaz~ on June 12, 2014. Under Tu. Fam. Code §160.204(•)(2), Mr. Glaze ls a 
presumed t.uher by opttallon of Law. 

2. Mandatory Joindtt Wu tanoml. 
Te.•. F=. Code §§160.603-.604 mtui""1 Eric L Glau to be joined as a pony in the 2016 
adjudication. This was not optional; Lt was a jurisdic.cional prertquisite. 

3. Respondent's Faist Stattm~nt. 

Respondent swore in her 20 LS SAPCR tbat the child had "no presumed father." That swement 
was materially f• lse. Her A.nswer confirms the divorce and birth tlmeline that prove its falsity. 
Het atccn1pt to shi.ft blar.1e <O her onomey L~ una\,~JUng; "(s)uuemeots of an auomey .in 
pleadings are admissions of the clienL." Johnson v. Andrews, 9 S.W.3d 123, 129 ('Tex. App.­
Houston [14th Disc] 1999). 

Filing a knowingly lal$t m.,,,,.ot In• judicial proceec!Jng also cocslitu:es aggrav•<rd pttjuty 
under Tex. Pe!ial ~ §37.03, which is dassilied as a ihlnklegm l<lony punishable 1mdec 
lex. Penal Code §12.34by 2-10 J'l'al'S coofU1em<nl and a fine up toSl0,000. While Petitioner 
does not sec-k criminal sanctions., the serlOUSW$S ot R.espondtm.'.s conduct und.erscoces wtiy 
equity cannot sustain the 2ll16 judgment: 

4. The Fraud Was Extrin$it. 
Concealment or a nooossa.y pony kept the Court from ocquh!ngjurl>dictlou over Eric Glaze 
and prevenroo a Wr advei>arlal process. This ls cbe classic definition of utrinsit fro.ud. 
A!olt(gomery v. ~nnedy. 6&.I S.W..2d 309, 312 (Tux. 1984). 

8. DNA 'fisting Cannot !Utroaaivdy Curo Jurisdlcdonal Def.cu 

R~ aJllue5 tlm DNA trstinqj "n!bulred" the presumption of patcmlty. This is legally lm!evant. 
A pmumption may only be rebuued In• valid procttding wid! Ill MCHsary parties joined. 
l'raudulently omittillg a pmumed father and then claiming DNA evtd•nce later valldall!d the resuh 
cannot cure the jurisdictional defect. /n ,. ll.R .. 385 S.W.3d 552, 566 (Ttx. 2012). 

C. L.intitations Are 'l'olled by Fraudulent Coocealrne11t 

Respondent clainlS tllis actio1\ is untl.mcly. This fails. Texas la\\' tolls llmiuuio1\s where fraud prevents 
<llsoovery. llrowning v. Prostol<. 165 S.\\f.3d 336, 349 (Tux. 2005). 
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• l'«itionec hod nn wrifllblt knowltdg• of Respoodenc's pri« manlog• or of Eric Glau's 
pn!$Ulil<d srann. H• roasooably <tiled on Resp•mdem'& sworn Slatemem that no prosum<d father 
exlstro. 

• Pelldoner discovered the con<..,al.d Maryland divorce and the presumption on August 5, 2025, 
dwing Florida child suppo11 proceedings. He filed this BiU ot Rovlew wlthln ten days. 

This is diligence, not negligence. 

D. Respondent's Credibility is Destroyed by a Pauern of Mis...,presentation 

In htt verified Ans.,'et', Respond"'' denlc. Under penalty of pttjwy that sl-.e Is known by a hyphenated 

name. 'I>i.s S1>'001 mtemnu Is d<mONtrllbly folse, as P'O''"" by the collection of public records 
attached hemo as Exlubit A.~ evldeuot shows Rfspondeot activtly and oonsistanly uses a 
hri1hena1Rd name in ber prote..lonlll ur. across multiple platforcns. 

This is not a minor moonststency; It Is o CAiculated falsehood. As shown In Exhibit A, Respondent 
morkeu herself across multiple pl01(onms as either "Th•n••hla CulpepP<r-Gla1.e" or ''Theneshia 
Gla.z•·Culpepp.r.~ This includes: 

• Her offlclal realror profiles wlth Coldwell Banker Brown Realtors. 

• Her personal realtor webs!tr, where U.. URL il5cll colMins the hyphenated name. 

• Other professional real esi.tt plolfomis, such as BmWls. 

• Her public profile as a running coach. "ii"" she is lclendfted as "1beneshla Gla:ze.Qtlpepper." 

This eosily wdliable falsehood, made under oath about the <lmplt matter o( bor own name. 
democsuate> a de.tr panem of mJJrepr-..entati<ln. It ratally undermines her credibility on aU Oilier 
matters before this Coun. II Respondent i$ willing to mlsl03d the Court on such• basic fact, her self· 
servlng dr.nials regarding the extrinsic fraud that corrupted the origlnal Judgmeut cannot be considered 
credible. 

£.Respondent's Request for Attorney's Fees Is Meritless 

Rt'JlOndeot requests that the Court order Petitioner to pay hor auom<y's fees. Including thooe from • 
separate Florida actioo, as a sanc!lon. This request should be deoitd Cot two prlm.uy reasoos. 

F'U$1, this llifi uf Review, ~ ID clocumem<d txtrloslc fraud and m•nda<c>iy joinde.- staWICS, Is a 
necessary and prcper equit•bl• iiClio" It J.s not a frivolous or bod-faith pleading that would warrant 
sanctions under lhc Texas Civil Pratdce and Remedies Code. 

Second, and more irnporta111Ly. equity does not reward a parry \\'hose own rraudulcnt conduct is tJ1e sole 
reason fol' lhc cunoot litigacion. ll via:; Res11oodcm•.s false stateme:n1 in the original proceeding that 
o~ated the defective judgment, fnrdnG Petitioner to setk this rcmedy.1o awatd her fees would be to 
sanction the very fr.ud this Court is being asked ro ooncct. 
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IV. EQUITY & THE BEST INTBRESTS OF THE CHILD 

1't.las law etovaros th• hos! inteftSI of !ht dUid as the Court's primal)' COll$1dtration. S<e 'Itx. flam. 
Cod• § ISJ.002. Here, equity and btst inttttsts align wllh correcting ~ 2016 error: 

• No bonding or relationship: Petitioner has never 1nrt I. V.G .• has never been treated as OI' 

called "father/dad," and has never functioned as a parent In any capacl!y. 

• Child's sumarne: J.V.C. rani.ts Bric Glaze~s iumamt, which reinforces the statutor')' 
presumption and rile pracrical understanding of "no the Jaw presumed to be father. 

• ChUd's • i:t (nearly 11): Undolna a misdirected 2016 adjudlcadoo does not se•er or destabiliu 
any parcnr-diild reLlriomhlp, beciuse none bas...,. exl<red hen....., Prlitlooer and J.V~. 

Instead, ir rostoros legal ID«gJity consi.steu: with the reality the c:hlld bas alwo\)'S livM. 

• F.llrntis and du• procw: Enlwctment of a judgment procured by conc .. Jing •presumed 
father warps parentage Jaw and risk• mlsallocadng legal and financial obllgatioas conaary to 
bocb equity and best interest:!. 

Correcting an adjudJcatlon produced by extrinsic fraud: wilh no counrervailing bond to dosrabllize: 
b ••• ctly what a court of equity should do. 

V.PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, Petiriooer respeafully pray> that the Court: 

I . DEl'i'Y Respood"1t'5 Motion to Dbmhs in its entirely; 

2. DEl'iY Respondenr's r<que« for attorrte},s fees; 

3. Alte111,1dv"1y, grant ltavt 10 amtnd if th• Coult b•llwes any additional [actual detoil is 
warranred; 

4. Set this inaaer for .ut Mdentlary hea:ri11g on the 11aertts of the SW of Review (or hear merits 
conteruporaneous\y with any dismissal hearing); ond 

S. Grant such oth•r and fultMr rtllef, at law or in equity, to which P<tlliODeI may be justly 
entitled. 

~pectfully submitted, 

/I/ Rlch•rd K. Badu 
Richard J( Badu 
Pe ti1foner, Pro Se 
123 Aspire Dr. 
Kissimmee, FL 34747 
dcbard,badu@protonmail.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that a trve and correct copy of the foregoing document wos served on 
Respondent. Theneshla Yvonne Gh..,1, at tho email addl'ffS providltd in h•rflftngs 
Clbtnnhia03@gmall.coml, WI the tiectronic service system (eFileTexao..gov) and by 
email on this 22"' day of Sepi.mb*, 2025. 

/ I/ Richard It Badu 
Richacd K. Sadu 
Petitioner, Pro Se 
123 Aspire Dr. 
Kissimmee, FL 34747 
cicbard.badu@protonmail.com 
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" EXHIBIT A" 

• Her offic!al realtor profiles with Coldwell Bank0< Brown Realtors. 

• Her pel'50nal realtor websi~. ""·here tlte URL itsel r concains the hyphcn.:itcd name. 

32

32



- . ·- - ... ·~ _, ... . . . .• • >••·· . . . . ...... ~ - ._ .,. 

• ['<"_l._O.•• ·~- •• • " 

Theneahiil Culpepper-Glaze 

\,, (ffi)M&:Liot ,~ .... ~ ... "' 

D ClK')..t.t i;WI (U"·'.S 

el Nii!M~n-.l.IJ!I• 

lb , .... , .,_ ll!t.-}lto!IQ 

..., ~ .... ~-,,·· ..,. __ . ..,,, .. _ 

Thonttllhia CtSlp&pper-Olaze1a Ottlo• 

~' l'!'.' •·<;; ·" e.s.~ \ 
' . 

Contac t 

I l'\oll lfitl" .- (11 "'1R1} ____::= ==: 
, ... o1 . ... , ... -~~ii .. ~ 

---.-.iW~ 

r 
···~ .. 

, - .··­
i 

------. 

-~ L---···--·-. 
Theneshia Culpepper-<ilaze 

.~,....-;:.:,J 1...,. a..o:i-~us 

,..~ .. lie l 
-·--- - - - -· -·---- _____ _, ~ - - ·-----J 

i 
' i 
\ erownRealtors 

I ~:·::"'""w~omm"ri'""'' 

l---.. - ··-·-·----· 

- - -·-- - -- - -
r-- .----' ~~~ r-.... -.· - - -

.' · . ... . ' ' '-.. ; .. • 

.. . 
J • • , • •.• •.• 

... :-f ". ;·r-. ~ ...... "·' 

--- ------···- . .. -. -·-··------'"·-----l .. -··----·. Ill~ - -----

33

33



• Her public profile os a running coach, wbero she Is ident!fied as "Tll4ocsbia Glaze-Culpepper." 

:::. -. ' . ~ .• - ( • ' - .,. . .~' • · . . !: . ~.., J ~- ":" 

... 

• .. 

. . 

. . 

. . . 

\VICI!. l'*' wttJtlt 0111MWh1dl)1t 11111,t ttiq)!Xtbo, tne tnrt• GilrM OWlnoo: Coac:htt wm 
till~ to todr/11101)1!10' 10 11elpyouunicekyc1SM-P>\1:1Mi:ilo11 t1•11 J""1<.. 

&i'Mlftl\!mtf:AMu11H~tW.ltl ... ~NP"$.Dol.la.W'ldHeellhE • 
• MIC.,~is~M ..... ....,..._ ~ltttw:9M1~ 
..ir'-=o~&ld~--.~~-~·~~f<MIUHR . '. 

·Pot'lo.nr.:. .• eria RoGU~ Rt.W~lkl.,.s°,~ h'dAll2Wt to l•onf~~ 
!trt•bt'... . . . . . 

' 
,'ll:!lnMn-.O!Ul::CW!G.t (C~h. Tti coeei f, ~ !h8't fOncf/ ~llW.'\. is a~:~ . 
01iUlitd r1Jf(?Qi:h,.¢r0oeo11Mrv OOtd\. an:J • L.MI 1 llsA Ttd a. Ft9>J'ootiii, Sit 
tlMDl Jltr~!S In~ pC.;~:'¥'°'~loi'\tttbh1, ~tl.W'Sl .,.....°"*..._ . . . . . . 
rirw t1«t'.n: w-1111 over fi~~.Or IUlll1nll~rict\~ nmn, r .. a ~rof*llJSATF' 
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Automated Certificate of eSarvice 
This automated certificate of service was created by the efiling system. 
The flier served this document via email generated by the efiling system 
on the date and to the persons listed below. The rules governing 
certiftcates of service have not changed. Filers must still provide a 
certlftcate of service that complies with all applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 105889530 
Fifing Code Description: Answer/Response 
Fllfng Description: Petitlone~s Response in Opposition to Respondent's 
Motion to Dismiss 
Status as of 9/221202511:10 AM CST 

Case Contacts 

Nome Barffumiber Email Th1e1t•mpSubmHted 

RJd>onl K. Bodu ric:hard.badu@pn>lonmd.com 9/22/2025 10:37:110 AM 

Elle LomontG- arioglazal 1~.com 9/22/202510-.37:llO AfJ --y- ~lcom 9t22/202510:37:00 AM 

Status 

sarr 
sarr 
SEKT 
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NICI S/291'2:25 :2:00 AM 
te~ttm.. ..,_"""' 
UllT~dl COJRCy. T•llU 
R~d Sy. Deet.:i r.10r11• 

CAUSE NO. 25DC: 23996 

JN RE: THE PARENT-CHILD RElATIO~HIP 
OF J.V.G, A CHILD 

AND 

RICHARD K. MDU, Petitioner, Pro Se, 

v. 

THENESHIA YVONNE GLAZE. Responden~ 
ERIC L GlAZE, Proposed Neces•ory Party 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

JN THE DISTRICT COURT 

27TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LAMPASAS COUNlY, TEXAS 

FIRST AMENDED ORIGINAL PETITION FOR BILL OF REVIEW 

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

This petition is verified. See Unswom Declaration. 

COMES NOW, Richard K. Badu, Petit!oner. appearing pro se, and respectfully files this 
First Amended Original Petition for Bill of Review to set aside the April 21, 2016 Order 

Es1ablislling the Parent.Child Relationship in Cause No. 19476. 

This First Amended Petition amends and supersedes the Original Petition previously 
filed in this cause. 

This fillng complies with TeXls Rule of Civil Procedu"' 21<: the minor child is 

referred to h•r•in only by the Initials J.V.G. and birth datt! with month and year. 

In support then!Of. Petitioner would show the Court as follows: 

I. DISCOVERY LEVEL AND PARTIES 

1. Discovery in this matter shall be conducted under Level 2 pursuant to Rule 190 of 
the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. 

2. Petitioner. Richard It Bad.., was 11'.e Respondent in the original Suit Affecting the 
Parent.Child Relationship ("SAPCR") under this caaSB Number. The last thttt 
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digits of Petitioner's driver's license are 540, and the last throe digits of his Social 
Security number are 937. Petitioner's legal domicile is Orlando, Florida. 

3. Respond•n~ Theneshi1 Yvonne Glaze (also known as Th4'neshia Y. 
Culpepper-G!aze), Is an indlvidual and was the Petitioner in tho original SAPCR. 
Her last known addnKs is 1610 Stonebrooke Drive. Edwardsville, ll 62025. 

4. E.ric L Glue, a presumed fatMr of ltle c:hllcl. is a Proposed Necessary Party. 

The last known addr= for Eric Glaze from the Maiyland diVOtCe proceedings 
(Case No. 08·C·1'-000839) was 11211 F Heron Lane, Waldorf, MD 2~3. 

Petitioner, however. has recently discovered through diligent investigation that 

Eric Glaze's current address is believed to be 6438 O<;elot St, Waldorf, MD 20603. 

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

S. This Court retains continuing, exclusive jurisdiction over the parent~child 
r<'latio.nship under Texas Family Code §1S5.001 because it rendered the 2016 

order. 

6. A bill of review attacking the Texas judgment properly lic!s in this court. The Court 
has personal jurisdiction over Petitioner (by filir.g) and Respondent (as original 

SAPCR petitioner). 

7. Venue is proper in Lampasas County pursuant to Texas Civil Practice and 

Remedies Code §15.002(a)(1). 

111. LEGAL STANDARDS 

8. This Bill of Review is governed by the equitable standards requiring proof ot 

al a meritorious defense. 

b) that Petitloner was prevented lrom US4rting It by the opposing 

party's fraud. and 

cl that this was unmixed with Petitioner's own fault See Caldwell v. 
Barnes, 975 S.W.2d 535 (Tex. 1998); King R;inch, Inc. v. Chapman, 

118 S.W.3d 742, 751 -52 (Tex. 2003) (distinguishing eX1rinsic from 
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intrinsic fraud). In the Interest of Child v. H.C. (2022), the appellate 

court emphasizod that a misstatement regarding parentage within a 
proccedng is intrinsic fraud, wtvch does not support a Sil of Review 

because it could have been 6tigated initially. In contrast. 
Petitioner's case Involves extrinsic fraud: Respondent 

delib1r1tely conce1l1d her divorce and the presumed father'• 
identity, preventing any meaningful opportunity to defend. This 

structural mi5eonductjustifies equitablo relief undor a Sill of Review. 

IV. NATURE OF SUIT Al'ID STATUTI OF LIMITATIONS 

9. This is a direct, equitable action to set aside !he April 27, 2016 "Order Establishing 
tho Parent-<:hild Relationship" (of which Petitioner requests this Court take 
judicial notice). 

10. Although more than four years have elapsed, Petitioner asserts that the four-year 
statute of 6mitations for this actiol\ pursuant to Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code 
!16.05 I, has been equitably tolled by Responden(s extrinsic fraud. Petitioner 

pleads that this action was filed within a reasonable time after the discovery of 
said fraud. · 

11. This is not a paternity challenge under Tex. Fam. Code §160.607, but a direct 
equitable attack on the 2016 judgment based on extrinsic fraud. The limitations 
question is governed by equitable principles, and the residual four-year period is 
subject to ton:ng. 

V. MERITORIOUS DEFENSE TO ORIGINAL ACTION 

12. Petitioner has a moritorious defense to the finding that he is the father of the mi­
nor child, J.V.G, bom October 2014. 

13. On April 4, 2014, Respondent. Thennhla Yvonne Glaze, filed a Complaint for 
Absolute Divorce agoinst Eric L Glau in the Circuit Court for Charles County, 
Maryland (Case No. 08-C-14-0001139). The Marylarn! dod<et reflects that tho di­
""'ce was finalized on June 12. 2014, and that the child in this case was bom af-
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ter the divorce was granted. Subsequent docket entries in 201 8 show "Custody or 
Visitation Issues" being addressed in the same Maryland case. While the dodcet 
does not specify which child or children were the subject of the 2018 custodyMs­
itation proceeding, it nonetheless demonstrates that Eric L Glue remained ac· 
tive in Ma ryland family litigation afte r the Texas SAPCR was fi led, co nfirming that 
he was a known and locatable party. 

14. The Judgm<mt of Absolute Divorce was entered on June 12, 2014. The birth of 
the child in October 2014 occurred 120 days •tt.r the divorce Judgment. well 
within the 301-day statutory window under Tel(. Fam. Code t160.204(a)(2), 
creating a legal pr11umption that Eric L Glue is the child's father. 

:s. The Maryland dodce: further shows that Eric L. Glllll was~ with process, 
filed a n Answer on April 15, 2014, end participated in the divorce proceeding. 
He was therefore a known, locatable, and legally presumed father at the time 
the Texas SAPCR wu filed. 

16. Under Tex. Fam. Code H160.603 and 160.604, a presumed father is a necessary 
party to any p roceeding to adjudicate the parentage o f a child . The Texas court 
was required to join Eric L Glue bofore issuing any order establishing an · 
other man'.s parentage.. 

17. Because Elle l. Gian wa.s not joined, the April 27, 2016 order was rendered with· 

out jurisdiction over all necessary p.irties, resulting in a defective a nd voidable 

judg ment 

18. This Court was not made aware of Eric Glaze's legal presumption of paternity and 
therefore proceeded in error. The Original Order was issued without joinder of a 
necessary party, rendering it defective. 

VI. EXTRINSIC FRAUD AND DUE PROCESS VIOLATION 

19. Petitioner was prevented from presenting this defense due to Respondent's 

extrinsic, collateral fraud. 
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20. In her Jonuary 23, 2015 First Amendfil Petition In this SAPCR, Respondent 
falsely swore: "The child, J.V.G, has no presumed. adtnowled9ed, or adjudl­
Clllt od father." 

21. This statement was materially false. At the time she filed this sworn pleading in 
Texas, Respondent: 
a. Had recently obtAlned a divorce from Eric L Glaxe in Maryland; 
b, Had addressed CU$tocly or visitatioo issues regarding the clvld in that Maiytand 
proceeding; and 
c. Knew that the child's birth date fall within the 301 -clay presumption period, 
making Eric L Gian the presumed fathM under Tex. Fam. Code §160.204(a) 
(2). 

'2'2. The Maryland court record confirms tha'. Respondent knew the whereabouts of 
Eric L. Glue, as he had been personally served, filed an Answer, and actively par­
ticipated in the Maryland case. 

23. Respondenrs misrep~ntation was outC()me-determinativc because it pre­
vented !!le Texas court from applying the mandatory presumption of patem:ty 
andjolnder provisions of Tex. Fam. Code Chapter 160. This omission corrupted 
the frameworl< of lhe proceeding and denied Petitioner a fa ir opportunity to do· 
fend against the establishment of parentage. 

24. The f'Taud was extrinsic in nature be<:ause it kept the Texas court from consider· 
ing an Indispensable party and deprived Peti1ionor of a meaningful opportunity 
to assert a complete defense. This structural defect is not cured by ttie passage of 
time and warrants equitable relief through this Bill of Review. 

vn. NO FAULT OR NEGLIGENCE BY PETITIONER 

25. Petitioner's failure to present his defense was unmixed with any fault or 
negligence. He had no verifiable knowledge of Respondenrs prior marriage and 
relied entirely on her sworn statem.ent. The Maryland record \Vis not reasonably 

discoverable at the time due to out·of-state docket unfamiliarity, laclc of 
identifying infurmadon to run targeted searches, and reliance on Respondent's 
sworn statements. 
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26. Petitioner exercised diUgence but did not discover the fraud until August 5, 2025. 

While preparing 10<, and in the aftermath of. a July 23, 2025 hoaring in a Aorida 
child suppon proceeding (Case No. 48·2024·DR·009444·0). Petitioner conducted 

independent research that led to the discovery of previously concealed 
information. 

27. Petitioner filed this Petition within a reasonable time after discovery. 

vm. DEPRIVATION OF FAIR OPPORTUNITY AND ONGOING HARM 

28. As a direct result of Respondent's collator a I misrepresentation, Petitioner was 

denied his day in courl on the parentage framework and h<ls been prevented 
from establishing ony relationship with the child. Petitioner hos never met 

the child. who Is now nearly 11 years old. The same misrepresentation that 
corrupted the lramewo<k also produced ongoing de?rivation. Equity should not 
allow a judgment rooted in a structural defect to stand where the petit ioner 

acted promptly upon discovery. 

IX. NO OTHER ADEQUATE U:GAL REMEDY 

29. Petitioner had no opponunity to appeal"' move for a new tria~ as the fraud was 
not discovered in time. 

X. PRAYER FDR RELIEF 
Pothioner respectfully requests that this Court: 

I. Issue citation to Thenoshia Yvonne Gian and Eric Lemont Gi.re; 
2. Set this matter for an "'"dentiary hearing; 
3. Vacate the April 27, 2016 SAPCR order in Cause No. 19476; 
4. Upon vacating the SAPCR. decline further jurisdiction under the UCCJEA and 

transfer the matter to Illinois as the more convenient forum under Texas Famity 
Code 1152.207 (Mother and Child are residence of Illinois of more than 10 
years); 

5. In the alternative, If the Court retains jurisdiction: 
a. Reopen the issue of parentage under Texu Famly Code Chlpter 160 and 
join Eric L. Glaze as a party; 
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b. Order gonotic testing under Texts Family Codt S 160.502; and 
c. Permit alternative i:ervico under Rule 106 if necessary; 

6. Order Respondent to pay attorneys fees, costs. and exper.ses as appropriate; 
7. Issue an order prohibiting enforcemern of the vacated Texas order in any other 

jurisdiction, induding Florida {C..Se No. 48-2024-DR-009444-0); and 
8. Grant such other and further relief to which Petitioner Is jusUy entitled. 

UNSWORN DEClARATION 

My name Is Richard K. Badu, my date of binh is July 14, 1980, and my address is 123 
Aspire Dr., Kissimmee, FL 34747. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and co«eet 

Executed in Orange County, Florida, on September 27, 2025. 

EXHIBITS 
• Exhibit A; True and correct printout from the Maryland Judiciary Case 

Search for case No. 08-C-14-000839 (Chartes County Circuit Court), 

Theneshia Y. Glue v. Eric L. Glaz.e . . 
This docket is publicly accessible and can be independently verified by the 

Court at: 
bnosi//casese1a;h.courts.st1tt.md.us/casestarch/ 

(Search: Court System- > Circutt Coun; County - > Charles; Case Nul1'.ber. 
08C14000839) 

Respec1fully submitted, 
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By: /s/ RichM'd K. Badu 

Ri<:hard K. Badu, Pro Se 

123 Aspir~ Or. 

Kissimmee, FL 34747 

richard.badu@protonmail.com 
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Automated Certificate of eService 
This automated certificate of service was created by the eflllng system. 
The filer served this document via email generated by the efiling system 
on the date and to the persons listed below, The rules governing 
certificates of service have not changed. Filers must stm provide a 
certificate of service that complies with all applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 106163306 
Filing Code Description: Amended Fil!ng 
Filing Description: First Amended 'Original Petition for Bill of Review 
Status as of 9/29/2025 8:21 AM CST 

Case Contacts 

Name BarNumber Email TimutampSubmltt.d Status 

Rk::ha:d K.Badu tichan:!.badu@protonmail.com 9127(.1025 1 :53:31 PM SE.NT 

Eric LcmontGaazo erioglaze11@hotma;1.com 9127/20251:53:31 PM SEITT 

Theneshia YvoMeGlaze thoneshiaOS@gmail.-:om 912712025 1:53:31 PM SENT 
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Ftoe:I 1Ol1lllJ2.S3:57 P.M 
E4':!1 Wagier ~ri~Cfl 
Diiltid Clett 

CAUSE NO.~:.::.::' .. 

IN Rf: THE PARENT-CHILD REIATION;H!P § IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

OF J.V.G, A CHILD § 

AND § 

RICHARD K. BADU, Pcrttioner, Pro Sc, § 27TH JUDICIAL DIS'TRICT 

v. § 

THENESHIA YVONNE GLAZE, Respondent, § 

ERIC l. GLAZE, Proposed Ne<J!ssary Party § LAMPASAS COUN'TY, TEXAS 

MOTION FOR ENTRY OF DEFAULT AND TO DEEM ERIC L GLAZE IN DEFAULT 

TO TliE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

Peti~oner, Richard K. ll>du. appearing prose, respectfully moves for enll}' of default against 
Eric L. Glaze. a presumed l•ther and necessaiy party to this Bill of lleview, and would show 
the Court as follows: 

I. SV\VICE OF PROCESS 

1. On Sep<embet 15, 202.5, Erk L. Gla:zt was penooally semd a1 6C8 Orelol S....., 
WaJdod, M>Jyland 20603. widl a aue and coma oopy ol tbt Ciratioo and Origtn.>I · 
Petition for BW of Roview, as confirmed by <he AITldavi1 of Service filed wilh dJis 
Coort on Seprember 18, 202.5 (Proof of Service by Y''°"" Butler, Waldorf Legal 
Services, LLC) 

Exhibit A: Proof o( Se<V!ce..Eric Glaze. 

2. The citation wa• properly issued and served in accordance with Texas Rules of Civil 
l'rocedore 99, 106, and 107, and more .rutn twenty (20) days have elapSed since the 
date o( service. 

U. FAILURE TO APPEAR OR ANSWER 

3. 1's of October 6, 2025, Eric L. Glaze bas DOI Oled "'Answer, made any •ppea<11110<. 0< 

OL'len.>l.se ruponded IO the Ciialioo and Pl'.lilion. 

4. Elie L. Glaze also faUed to appear at the Oe<obcr 2, 2025 hc•rlng on the Bill of Review. 

5. Accord.lngly, he Is wholly In default undec fuas llult of Civil Procl?durt 239, and hi• 
default should h• entered of record. 
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Ill. LEGAL BASIS 

6. Under Rule 239, when a derendanl has been duly served and fails to file an ar.swer 
within the time allowed by law, tl1e plalnt1Il is entitled to judgment by default. 

7. Enlr)' of default hero is parti<l!Jarly imponant be.:ause Eric L. Glau is a statutorily 
P""umod t.rther undcrThlols Family Cod• §160.204(a)(2). His default therefore 
satisfies d1e requirement that be be joined and afforded an opporrunlty to respond b1 tbJs 
Bill of Review. 

8. Having been served a.ud affor~d due p1acess, his non .. raspowe removes any 
jurisdictional impedt~1lt lO the Coun's ruling on the Bill of Revic\V" and vacating the 
2016 order. 

IV.PRAYER 

WHEltEFORE, PREMISES CONSIDER.ED, Petitioner respectfuUy requests tl>at the Coun: 

1. Find that Eric L. Glaze was duly served on September 15, 2025; 

2. Find that the time for filing an Answer expired on October 6, 2025; 

3. Enter of recorn that Eric L. Glaze is in default under Rule 239; and 

4. Grant such oti1er and further relief in la,., ot ht equicy ro which Pelitioner may be justly 
entitled. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Richard K. Badu 
Richard K. Badu 
Petitioner, Pro Se 
123 Aspire Dr. 
Kissimmee, FL 34747 
rjcha(d.~@protonmail.com 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion for Entry of Default 
Against Eric L. Glaze has been serv&d on the following parties via the Texas eFlle 

system and by email on this 7th day of October, 2025: 

• Theneshia Yvonne Glaze, Respondent, at thtme.~higll.~@pmqjl.com 
•Eric L. Glue, Necessary Part)', ar ericolazell@hocmali.com 
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Is/ Richard I<. hclu 
Richard K. 8adu 
Pelitioner, Pro Se 
123 Aspire Or. 
Kissimmee. FL 34747 
rlcbard.badu@protonr:naif.com . 
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Auto111ated Certificate of eServlce 
This automated certifrcale of service was created by lhs eftllng system. 
The filer served this document via email generated by the efiling system 
on the date and to the persons listed below. The rules governing 
certificates of service have not chan~ed. Filers must still provide a 
certificate of service that complies with au applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 106561305 
Fifing Code Description: Motion (No Fee} 
Filing Description: Motion for Entry of Default and to Deem Eric L. Glaze 
in Default 
Status as of 1019/2025 12:34 PM CST 

Case Contacts 

Nanie BarNumbtr Email rimeat•mpSu.bmJtted Status 

Ric:hard K.Badu richan1.badu@protonmelt.com 10/7/2025 3:57:26 PM SENT 
E'ric lsnonlGlaz.e ericglal•• ·~.-.. t0/7fl025 3::>7:26 PM SENT 

Th&.'leshia YvonneGtaze theneshlo03~mail.com 10fl/2025 3:57:?.6 PM SENT 
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Rkd :CW1Ql'2025 l ';Q AM 
Hirt Vl_,,a Ha'r"l9CW. 
...... Cl!<> 
l arnp;isu O!u'll'/ r-­
Revk!wed Dy: Niel~ Roe~ 

CAUSE 1\0. 25DC 23996 

IN RE: THE PARENT.CHILD RELATJO~SHIP § 
OF J. V.G, A CHILD § 

* . .\l\ll ~ 

f 
RICHAJW K. BADU, Petitiootr, Pro Se § 
V. § 

§ 
THENESlllA YVO:-INE GLAZE, § 

Respondent ~ 
ERIC L. ULAZB, ~ 

Proposed Neceswy Pany ~ 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

27TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LAMPASAS COUNTY, l'EXAS 

RESPQ~))f;N'r•s OBJECUON TO P IITITIONER'S MOTl ON FOR ENTRY OF 
DEFAVL T A'.'ID TO DEEM ERIC L. GLAZF, TN DEFAULT 

TO THE HONORAilLE JUDGE Of SAID COURT: 

COMES ~OW, Theoeshia Yvonne Glaze, Responden~ respectfully submits this Objection to 
Pctitionu'• Motion for Default Judgma>t, and in sopport lbaoof re.-pectfitlly Slllh:s the 
follo"·fng: 

I. Otl 1 October 2025, Petitioner filed a ~1ot(on for Default Judgment: agnin~l Eric Glaze due to 
his failure to file an Aoswer LO clle Petition for Bill of Review, and the Petitioner asserts that l!rlc 
Glaze's non·rcsponse removes any jurisdietionaJ impediment Co vacaling, the 2016 onler, \\fhieb 
is lcplly inaccurate under Tc::us Law. EnJry of a dtfllult judgmeo< agauw Eric Glaze would not 
relic~ Petitioner of his burdeo to"'°''" the requiRd dcments O{ a Bill of R<view undet 'feus 
law, ,... would it affect tile substantive issues alre>dy presented and argued before this Coun. 

2. \\'hile r•cri.t.ioncr may have the procedural right tn request a default ago.inst a non·r:::sjiondina 
party. chis Motion is unQmelJ', procedurally improper, and unneceMary. The Court butt 
already couduclcd a h~.uing (02 October 2025) on tho Dill ofRe ... le'''• at \\11.ieh ail parties "'ere 
afforded due process, and tbc m&ttcr was taken under advisement by the Court. 

3. lmponau.tly, Eric Gla-.te was not i.D ddaulr at the rtme of the bear1mg,, IDd Pctiticmer"s filin& 
of this moLion after the hearing appear.; to be an attempt to supplement or inHuence the Court's 
pending ruling. The timing of tho molion further undcnicores its lack of procedural necessity and 
raimtst. 

49

49



4. FurthcJmorc1 the RQ.pe>ndenl 'i appt.1rance and opposition preserve lhit Coun's obligation to 
evaluate lhe Bill of Review on its merits. 1' exas cour.s ha\-c cun'1sttn~ly held that when ooc 
dcfcmJ.ant det'hults and another aru1,1,·crs, the plaintiff roust still prove his ca5C as to the an.~~·ering 
vartY· A default by one pany docs not bind '"affect the rights of o.nothc:r who has appeared, 
Frymire Engineering Co. v. Grantham, 524S.W.2d 68U ('fe.t. 1975). 

PRAYER 

WlfEREfORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, Respondent rc.pcclfully requests tllllt this Court 
deny or disreprd Pt?lltloner11 ~fotlon for Default Judgment as untimely. proccdwaJly 
improper, aud moot, and for such ocher a.od l\uthcr relief to "'hkh Rcspoodc:nt may be justly 
cutitlod. 

R.,pcctfully submitted, 

/$/ TTIENESlilA YVONNE CT.AZJ'.: 
T HE1'ESHIA YVONNE GLAZE 
Respondent, Pro Se 
1610 Stonebrook< Drive 
Edward>Ville, IL 62025 
thsracshia03@gmaH.com 

CERTIFICATE OF SF.RVJCE 

I heteby cenify that• true ond c:on<ct copy o~this Rcspoocknt's RCS(>OIU<: to Pelitiooer's Motion 
for Default Judgment was sem:d on Peatioocr, Richard K. Badu, Pro Sc:. to the email•~ 
provided in his filings, Rjcha[(l.Mdn@protonmail.wm. a!ld rhrou&h lhe eFileTexas Electronic 
Service on this 101n. day of Ottober 2015, by: 

181 Email 

181 cf'ileTexas Electronic Service 

/ti THF..NESllJA YVO'.'iN!t GLAZE 
THENf:.SlUA YVONNB 01.A7.E 
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Automated Certificate of eService 
This automated certificate of service was created by the eflllng system. 
The filer served this document via email generated by the eflling system 
on the date and to the persons listed below. The rules governing 
certificates of service have not chan9.ed. Filers must still provide a 
certificate of service that complies with all applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 106702377 
Filing Code Description: Answer/Response 
Filing Description: Respondenrs objection/response to Petitioner's Motion 
for Default Judgment 
Status as of 1011412025 9:43 AM CST 

Case Contacts 

Name S.rNumbtr Email Timo1tampSubmittod Slotu• 

Richard K.Badu rlohard.badu@protonmail.com 10110/2025 11 :43:46 AM SENT . 
Eric LemontGiaz& •~laze11@hotmai.oom lo/1012025 11 :43:46 AM SENT 

TheneJhia YVOIYleGlaz:C 11ienesrna03@gmall.oom 10!10/202511:43:46AM SE.NT 
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CAUSE'NIJMRER lSDC23996 

A100 10.•2ai202s 3:41 Pl\1 
Edith Vi'#j~: Hett Mr 
Pl$~ C$a;!I( 
LrnpeU$ C<:urrty, l'e,x.a; 
Revler.>eO 6y: Dil!lte IAo:'\I& 

RICHARD K. BADU IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

\'$. 2TI'll JUDJCLU. DISTRICT 

THENESHL\ YV01''NE GLAZE LAl'IP.o\SAS COUNTY, 
TEXAS 

MEMORANDUM RULING 

This case came befo(e the Coun on October 2, 2025. Petitioner, Richard K. 
Ba du: appeared in pe<sou as a self·reptcscntcd litigant. R.csP<1ndenL, Tbeneshia Yvonne 
Glaze, appeared in p<:rson as a sel~-representcd litigant A substi!Ule Court Reporter 
served as the Official·Court Reporter for the 27'" Judicial Disttict Court. Based upon the 
C'-ourt's revie\v of the tt$timon)' , exhibits, and the underl}•ing Order Establishing 
Paternity, the Court IJ"l.akes 1he. following interim finding and ruling: 

( J) The Coun fwds that thel'e L~ a futal tla''' ilt Petitioner's pleadings. The Order 
he seeks to vacate is an Order Establisbing·Pacemity, which \Vas heard· on 
April 27, 2016, and th• Or<k.'T signed by the Court ou January 25, 2017. 
Petitioner \Vtl.~ represented by an attorney at the heari11s,. The State or~rexas 
became a party in the case on June 17, 2015, when the Child Support Division 
of the 1'exas t\ttorney General's Office intervened in the case. This Bill of 
Revie-.v does not in.elude the Stat~ ofT~·~a!j ms a pa.'1)•. Bnd they must ha1;e an 
opportunity to respo nd to Petltionet''S request to vacate the Order Establishing 
Paternity. 

(2) TI1us, the Court· cannot issue a final appeaJable ruling on PetitJoner•s Bill of 
Review at d1is time. Petitioner is ordered to tile an amer.ded pleading 
including fhe Srate of Texas as a party to his Bill ofRevic\v, The amended 
Potition must bo efiled with the Lampasa.s County District Clerk on or be(Oxe 
November 26, 20Z5, and Petitioner most promptly serve it on the Child 
Support Division of the Texas Attorney General's Otlice, who represent$ the 
Stace of Texas in this matter. 

Signod this 28°' day of. October, 2025. 

Judge Presiding 
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Automated Certificate of eService 
This automated certificate of service was created by the efiling system. 
The filer served this document via -email g.enerated by the efiling system 
on the date and to the persons listed below. The rules governing 
certificates of service have not changed. Fliers must still provide a 
certificate of service that complies witt.i all applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 107392470 
Filing Code Description: No Fee Documents 
Fiiing Description: Memorandum Filing 
Status as of 10/28/2025 3:45 PM CST 

case Contacts 

Name Bart.lumber Email 

Richard K.BadlJ richard.bsdu@,-,rotonmall.com 

Eric LemontGiaze ericgla~1 1@hotmail.oom 

Theneshla YvonneGlaie theneshia03@_gmail.oom 

Tlme$1ampSubmtttod 

10flBl2025 3:41:46 PM 

10128120i5 3:4 1:46 PM 

10,128/2025 3:41:46 PM 

Status 

SENT 

SENT 
SENT 

53

53



f lleC: IOJ3l\'2C2510:10 A\ I 
Edith \V;ion" H;arri;Otl 
Ol!ltiet CIHk 
Um;it1~$ ~rf,y. T~:;; 
R&-19¥o'9d &r. C9$o:S l;lon.:e 

CAUSE NO. 2SDC 23996 

IH RE: THE PARENT·CHltO ltElATIONSHIP OF J.V'.G, A 

CHILD .... 
~!CHARI> K. MDU, P«titiaru:w, P."Q Se, 

•. 
THENESHIA YVOtlNE GLAZE, 
AND 
ERIC L, GlAZE. 
AND 
THE srATE OflEXt.S 8)1; r~l. 
OFFICE CF lllf ATTOR~EY GENE"R/ll, 
CHllDSUPPOR7 OIVIS!OI(, 
lespcmdents. 

§ 

§ 

§ 

IN THE DISTRICrCOURT 

§ Z7TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

§ 

§ 

§ LAMPASAS COUNTY, TEXAS 

§ 

§ 

SECOND AMENDED ORIGINAL PETITION FOii Bill. OF REVIEW 

TO THE HONQRABLE Jl)DGE OF SAID COURT: 

This petition is verirled. See Unswom Declaration. 

COMES NOW, Richard K. Badu, Petitioner, appearing prose, and respectfully flies this Sect>t'1d 
Amended Original Petition for Biii of Review to sot aside the Ordet Estobllshlng the Parent·Child 
Reladonship signed by this Court on January 25, 2017, following a hearing held on April 27, 
2016, in cause No. 19476. 

This Second Amended Petition al'hends and supersedes all prior petitions previously filed ln this 

cause. 

This flllng co~plles v1ith Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 21c; the minor cltlld is referred to herein 

only by the initials J.V.G. a!ld by month and year of birth. 

COMPLIANCE Wmf COURT'S OCTOBER 28, 2025 MEMORANDUM'RULING 

Petitioner files this It.mended Verified Original Petfb'on for Bifl of Review pursuant to the Court's 
Memor<\ndum R\Jllng dated October zg, 20·2s, to Join as an additional respondentthe'State of Texas ex 
re l. Offke of the Attorney GQ"'ral, Child Support Division ("OAG"), The OAG ,,,..8$ a nom1tu:il Intervenor 

in the underlying 2016 SAPCR proreeding (Cause No. 1947G) but was not named In the prior Dill of 
Revie•N fi lings. This amendment cures that omission and ensures ilt necessary parties a~ properly 
before the Court. 
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In support thereof, Petitioner \vould show the Court as follows: 

I. DISCOVERY LEVEL AND PARTIES 

1. Discovery in this matter shall be conducted under Level 2 pul'$u3nt to Rule 190 of the 

Texas Rules of Civil Protedure. 

2. Petitioner, Richard K. Badu1 was the Respondent in the original Suit Affecting the 

Parent-Child Relationship ("SAPCR"J under this cause Number. The last three digits of 

Petitioner's driver's license are S40, and the last three digits of his Social SK-Jrlty 

number are 937. Petitioner's legal dorr..iclle Is Orlando, Florida. 

3. Respondent, Tbeneshla Yvonne Glaze (also known as Thenesh~ Y. Culpepper-Glaze), is 
an individual and was.the Petitione-r in the original SAPCR. Her last known address is 

1610 Stonebrooke Drive, Ed\vardsville, ll 62025. 

4. Eric l. Glaze, a presumed father of the chitd, is a Proposed f\!ecessary Party. The last 

kno\vn address for Eric Glaze from the Maryland divorce proceedings (Case No. 08-C-14-

000839) was 11211 F Heron Lane, Waldorf, MD 20603. Petitioner, however, has recently 

dlscove,~d through diligent investigation that Eric Glaze's current address is believed to 

be 6438 Ocelot St, Waldorf, MD 20603. 

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

5. This Court retains continuing. exclusive jurisdiction over the parent-child relationship 

under Texas Famity Code §155.001 because it rendered the 20 lti order. 

6. A bill of review attacking the Texas judgment properly lies In this court. The Court has 

personal jurisdiction over Petil.1oner (by flllng.) and Respondent (as original SAPCR 

petitioner). 

7. Venue is proper In.Lampasas Countv pursuant to Texas Civil Practice ar.d Remedies Code 

§15.002(•)(1). 

Ill. LEGAi. STANDARDS 

8. This Bill of RevieY/ is governed by the equitable standards requiring proof of: 

a) a meritorious defense, 

b) that Petitioner v1as prevented from asserting it by the opposing party's 

fraud, and 

- - - --------------
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c) that this was unmixed with Petitioner's own fault. s~ Caldwell v. Barnes, 

975 S.W.2d S35 \Tex. 1998); King Ranch, Inc. v. Chapman, 118 S.W.3d 

742. 751-52 {Tex. 2003) (distinguishins extrinsic from intrinsic fraud). In 

the Interest of Child v. H.C. (20221, the appellate court emphasized that a 

misstatement regarding parentage within a proceeding is intrinsic fraud, 

which does not $Upport a Bill of Revfew because it could have been 
litigated Initially. In contras1

1 
Petttlon~r's case Involves extrinsic fraud: 

Respondent deliberately concealed her divorce and the presumed 

fa'ther>s identity, preventing any meaningful opportunity to defend. This 

structural misconduct justifies equitable relief under a Bill of Review. 

IV. NATURE OF SUIT AND STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS 

9. This is a direct, equitable action to set aside the April 27, 2016 "Order Establishing the 

Parent -Child Relationship" {of which Petitioner reque.sts this Court take judicial notice). 

JO. Although more· than four years have elapsed, Petitioner asserts that the four-year 

statole of lirnltations fol' this action, pur.suant to Tex. Clv. P.rac.. & Rem. Code §16.051, 

has Deen equftably tolled bV Respondent's extr:lnslc. fraud. Petitioner pleads thJt th'.s 
action was filed within a reasonable time after the discovery of said fraud. 

11. Th.fs is not a paternity challenge under Tex. Fam. CoCc §160.607, bat a direcl equitable 

attack on the 2016 judgmen~ based on extrinsic fraud. The (imitations question is 

governed by equitable principles, and the residual four-year period is subject to tolling. 

V. MERITORIOUS DEFENSE TO ORIGINAL AcnON 

12. Peij~oner has a meritorious defense to the finding that he Is the father or the minor 
child, J.V.G, born October 2014. 

13. On Aprll.4, 2014, Respondent, Theneshla Yvonne Glaze, filed a Complaint for Absolute 
Divorce agJinst Eric L Glaza in the Circuit Court for Charles County, Maryland (Case No. 
08-C-14·000839). The rvlaryland doc.ket reflects that the dlvorc~ was flnallzed on June 
12, 2014, and that the child in this case was born 3fter the divorce wa$ granted. Subse­
quent docket entries In 2018 show ll'Custociy or Visitation Issues" bein.g addressed in the 
same Maryland case. Whlie the docket doe-snot specify which child or children were the 
subject Qf the 2018 custody/visitation procee<Jing, it nonetheless demonstrates that Erh: 
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l. Glaze rerr.ained active in Maryland family litigation after the Texas SAPCR was filed, 
confirming that he was a known and locatable party. 

l4. The Judgment of Absolute °'vorca was entered on June 12, 2014. Th~ birth of the child 
in October 2014 0«urred 120 days after the dlvor1;e judgment, •Nell within the 301-day 
statutory window under Tex. Fam. Code §160.204(a)(2J, creating a legal presumption 
that Eric L. Glaze is the child's father. 

15. Th-e Maryland docket f'-lrther shows that Eric L. Glue was served 't\lith proc~s. fl ied an 
Answer on April 15, 2014, and participated in the divotce proceeding. Me was therefore 
a known, (ocatable, and legally presumed father at ttie time the Texas SAPCR was filed. 

16. Under T••· Fam. Code §§160.603 and 160.604, a presumed father is a necessary party 
to any proceeding to adjudicate the parenUtge of a chlld. The Texas court was required 
to joJn Erle L. Glaze before issuing any order establishing another man's parentage. 

17. Bc~ausc Eri~ l. Glaze v1as not joined, the April 27, 2016 order \vas rendered without ju­

risdiction over all necessary parties, resulti:ig in a defective and voidable judgment. 

18. This Court was not made aware of Eric Glaze's legal presumption of paternity and 
tharefore proceeded in error. The Original OrC:er was issued withoutjoinder of a 
necessary party, rendering it defective. 

VI. EXTRINSIC FRAUD AND DUE PROCESS VIOLATION 

19. Petittoner was p~evented from pr~enting Lhis defer,se due to Respondent's extrinsic, 

collateral fraud. 

20. In her January 23, 2015 First Amended Pttlt;on In this SAPCR, Respondent falsely 
swore: ''The child. J.V.G, has no presumed, acknowledged, or adjudicated hither;" 

21. Thi$ statement was materially false. At the time she filed this S\vorn plead Ing In Texas, 
Respondent: 
a. Had recently obtained a divorce from Erle. L Glaze in Maryland; 
b. Had addressed custody or visitation Issues regardir.g the child In that Maryland pro­
oeeding; and 
c. Knew that lhe child's birth date fell within the 301-day prewmption period, making 
Eric L. Glaze the presumed father under Tex. Fam. Code §160.204{a)(2). 
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22. The Maryland oourt record confirms that Respondent knew the·whereabouts of Eric l . 
Glaze, as he had been personally served,. filed an Answer,. and actively participated in 
the Maryland case. 

23. Respondent's misrepresentation \Vas outcome-<:leterminative because It pre-vented the 
T~as court from applying the mandatory presumption of paternity and joinder provi­

sions of Tex. Fcim. Code·Chapter 160. This omission corrupted the framework of the pro­
ceeding and denied Petitioner a fair opportunity to defend against the esta:b(ishment of 
parentage. 

24. The fraud was extrinsic in nature because it kept the Texas court from considering an 
Indispensable party and deprived Petitioner of a meaningful opportunity to assert a 
complete defense. This structural defect is not cured ':Jy the passage of time and war­
rants equitab!e relief througl'l this Bill of Review. 

VII. NO FAULT OR NEGLIGENCE BY PETITIONER 

25. Petitioner's failure ~o present his defense was unmixed with any fault or negligence. ·He 

had {lO verifiable knowledge of Respondent's prior marriage and relied entirely on her 

sworn statement. The ry'laryland record was not reasonably discoverable at the time due 

to out·of-state docket unfamiliarity, lack of identifying information. to tun targeted 

searches, and reliance on Respondent's sworn statements. 

26. Petitt oner elCerclsed diligence but did not dlsoovcr tti.e fraud until August 5, 2025. While 

preparing tor, and in the aftermath of, a July 23, 2025 hearing in a·Florida child support 

proceeding (Case No. 48-2024-DR·009444-0), Petition~!' conducted independent 

research that led to the discovery of previously concealed information. 

27. Petitioner filed this Petition v1ithin a reasonable tirr.e aft.er discovery. 

VIII. DEPRIVATION OF FAIR OPPORTUNITY AND ONGOING HARM 

28. As a direct result of Respondent's collateral misrepre$entation, Petitioner was denied 

his day in court on .the parentage framework and has been prevented from Mtabllshlng 
any relationship with the child. Petidoner has never met the child, who ls now nearly 

11 years old. The same misrepresentation that corrupted the framework also produced 

ongoing deprivation. Equity should not allo•H a judgment rooted' In a structural defect to 
stand where the petitioner acted promptly upon discove:y. 

IK. NO OTHER ADEQUATE LEGAL REMEDY 

58

58



29. PeUUonet had no opponunity to appeal 0< ""°"" 10< a new b'iol. as the fraud was not 
discovered In time. 

X. PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Petitioner respectfully requests that this Cot1rt: 

I. Issue citation to Theneshia Yvonne Glaze and Erle t.mont Glaze; 
2. Set this matter for an ev·identiary hearing; 
3. Vacate tho Aprll 27, 2016 SAPCR order in Couse No.19476; 
4. Upon vacating t he SAPCR, decline further jurf!dlctfon undor the UCCJEA and transler the 

mQttCr to Illinois as the more convenient forum undor Tuas Family Code§ 151.207 
(Mother and Child are re<idence of l!llnols of more than 10 years); 

5. In th• alternatlve1 lf the Court retains jurisdldfon: 
ii. Reopen tt>.c ;ss.ue of parentage under Texas Family Code Chapter 160 and join Eric L 
Glaze as a party; 
b. Onie< genetic tering under Texas F• mily Code§ 160.502; and 
c. Permit alternative service under Rule 106 if necessary; 

6. Order Re.spondent to pay attorne:Ys fus, costs, and expenses as ippropriate; 
7. ls!ut an ordtr ptohlbflfn: enforcement of tM vacated TexasOtd@r in any othe!' Jurisdic· 

don, Including Florido (Case No. 48·2024.0R.C09444-0); and 
8. Grant such odu!r and further relief to which Pttltt0<11r Is justly entitJed. 

UNSWORN DEClARATION 

My name is Richard K. Badu, my date of birth Is July 14, 1980, and my address is 123 Aspire Dr., 
Klsslmmee, FL 34747. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing Is true and coN'ecl. 

F.xec:,ted 1n Orange County, Florida1 on October 30, 2025. 

EXHIBITS 
• Eld\ibit A: True and correct printouc from the Maryland Judiciary Case Search tor 

c ... No. 08-<·14-o00839 (Chart•• County Cltcuit CO<rtl, Thenuhla Y. Glai• v . 

~LGlau. 

This docket is publicly atceslible and c•n i.. fndtP<!ndently verified by the Court 

at: hrtps://ca.sesea rch.courts.St<'I tg .md. ys/c1ss:;search/ 
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{Search: Court System-> Circuit Court; Counly-> Charles; Case Number: 
08C14000839) 

Respectfully submitted, 

By: /s/ Richard K. Badu 

Richard K. Badu, Pro Se 

123 Asp Ir• Dr. 

Kissimmee, FL34747 

richard.badu@protonmail.com 

CERTIFICA~E OF SERVICE 

I certify tha: a true and correct copy of this Second Amended Original Petition for Bill of Reviev1 
\Vas served on Oc;tober 30, 2025, as follo\VS: 

.... Via electrontc setvlce through eFlleTexas and by cer.tified mail, re~um «!celpt requested, to: 

Office of the Attorney General-Child.Supt:iort Dfvtslon 

Attn: Mar.aging Attorney I Lea:al Docker 
3011 Sali$.bury Or:Ve 
Temple, TX 76504~2273 

Email: CSD-tegol-704@texo$attorneygenerol.gov 

-Via electronic service to all other parties of record. 

Rosp•ctfully submitted, 

By: /•/ ruchard K. Badu 

Richard K. Badu, Pro Se 

123 Aspire Dr. 

Kissimmee, Fl 34747 

richard.badu@protonmail.com 
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IN 111£ ll'IT'£REST Of J, V •. C.. .< Cl11IJ> -'T."f» '~ D.ISn!CT C'LDlK 
'T ' -w,... 

L.UUM.<8 COUNTY, TEXAS 

OOCJ(JJT NO. IM16 

Cltadon 

•RJCllAJU) K 8AllU, 'llll soum UOWAJU> AVJ;llUE,SUITF.10~24, TMIPA, FL 3!6jl6 

You .. had>)' commooded to °"".., bd<>'" tbc Zl"IUDICIAL DISTRICT COURl' of LMIPAS/\S CDllllly, Tern by 
lilinc a wrilten ._.,ID Ole pclition of pllloWTat 01before10 o·e-A.M. of tbc Monday..., al)cr lhe apintion of 
20daya allc< tbc i!.ie of ....ice hmof, 1 copyofw~ ~ thiJ eft>tloll, PlllST AM.ENDED l'ETITlON JN 
!UT'A>rCCTINO PAl<Eh'r -OllLO JU!lATIONSJ!IP N'ltl TO /\DJUDICJ.TE PAIUOO' /\QB ;.·...,. ....i.nd 
19''6, Jl}'lcd lNTHEl!iTERESTOF J. V. 0, ACUILO, nmlEs!uA YVONNB<Jl..A2E.PlaloHlf""RJalARD It 
BAllU. R•f9"' .... 61"Huaidcomt .. tbc13"dqor ,_,,:WIS. 

Tbe"""" "'6-.. .i ... _ fOr plMrriff; or lhc-of~U. 
TIIOMASJ. a.ucn,,,. EASTCE>l'lllA.LAVDttlESTI: IN,)IELTOH, TX1'613 

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT>: You '-n<e beeo sued. You may miploy 11('1 Miomt1. 1f )'Oil or your attonlC)' do 
not lilc • w.rittm aoswa With tbt tlcr'i; wbo iuucd this c.itatian by lO;OO 1.ni: oo. tM "tooda,y nQl Collowias·tbe mpindan 
of "'"'Y (10) d<r> after Jl'lG ..... ......i uir. c;,,.;,,,.oo.s potitloll, • -· jud ...... l!UIY llc 1>ken igUost )i>u. 

WITNBSS, TERRI CO~, a"koftbc'21"' JUDlCIALDISTRICTCOURT afLAMPASl\ll County, Texas. 

b...., llDCI P'" oodcrmyl\aM and•l<Al lhii 2!" doy Of Jmnwy, 2PlS. 

TEIUUCOX. Oetl:o{tbc21" JUDICIAL Dlli'IKICTCOllRT ofLOO,..sAS Counly, Tau. 
l.AMPASAS COUNn' ~'Rnrous&P,O. 8ox327 LAMPASAS, TEXAS765$0 

By • ~ 
8y $,,, ; 

; .. 
OClc:cd~ p.,.. R40n. 

Camc1obnlontbo_dayof 20__.at o'dock _ .M. E:co::utcdat(~ddn:os) 
_ U:Jlhc:~Of Tc:w.,.at __ _ 
o'olod<_.M. on tbc _ day of 20_ by dcl"'°'"" "'---~---~ 
~~------~["person a tru.ccopy of thil Citadnn totdhlfr whh the acX:ompanyibg,___ oopy(ict) 
of the Pcdiioo•l.tll(;bcdtbeteto and I endOftOd oo. lllld,ciopyortM Citation thcdalcot' 
c141M:cy. . • 
To cmify whl<h I arr.,. m'i bNia ofliciaJJy 11U, _day of_~.,.,_~.,..... :w_. 
FEB: s Ddiwr.d by: ------ - ---

------...,--- Cowtcy, T,... 

___________ _ _ r-towyPubUo 

_, 

' . 

a - --- ---- --· -

-·~·~· .. 
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'.\'OJ'JCE: THIS llOC'V:\IENT 
C01''TA1NS SF.NS!TlVE DATA 

L'IT1Ui llfltREST QF 

J.V.G. 

ACJIILD 

liQ.19.f76 
. f fN TIO! DISTRlCT COll"RT 

f 
f rrTll JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
t 
f LAMl'ASAS COmITY, TEXAS 

Dl!ST AMENPED P!i:! ITION IN SUIT AFJ!flCT!NG PAREJ!IT·CBILD· 
Rl!LATIONSlllP ANp TO ADJVP!CAD PARENTAG!\ • 

I. Dlscowry C..vel 

Discovery in 1his c:ase js intended to bo eooductcd under Icy cl 2 or rule 190 of the Tew 

RW.1 of Civil Procedure. 

2. P•llttonu 

This suit is ·m.ibt by 'fHENESl'{IA VVOl-.'NB OLAZI!, P•litiOl>et. Pecitiooer is tile 

molh« of oho child. 

The losl three lllll!d>en of Pctitionel's driva's !lccnrc 1>1rnl>or01< 112. The las! -

r.om:.r.off.citloo.n ~ 5-ity number.,. 77A. 

J. .huilditli<Ht 

No court h• contirluing.Jix;sdiction of this su\t cw or the chikl Ult subjec.t of this sdt. 

4, llquirid lllf0nttatirm oboui 0.lld 

Information 1<quixod by :;cction 1$4. I& l(b) of th<> Tex., Family Code i> providm in the 

SIOl"1'Alll an.died as Exhibit A. &~~ ~-
$. Chlld 

Tho follo ""ing cllild is the s.ubjctt of this suit: 

Name: JORDAN VOl\"NB GLAZB 
Sex: Female 
Bir1bda1<: October 10,:WI• 
County of n:.odeac.:: Lampasas 
Home St&le: T <.<as 

-
J~N < 3 2015 

llO:cliil!Qelll?JlKYOl!!H!i'G~f>BnoJ>IDum•(.">Clofo><r!1!g!!f,-.r;,<!l!i•l!!'.i.~ 

I (&'iii!. 

I d. Pu .IOlfJ Ltllt.lld to CltariOlf 

j The allcg<d ruhcr of the child. JORD"N VOl\"NE GLAZE, !be wbjcct of lliis Ml is 

i 
I 
I 

l' __ e._. _____ _ 
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r ·- -

1 

RICHARD K. B"AOU. 

Pro~~ sbouJd be scrve'1at70.J South How.ud Avenue, Suite 106--424, TanlJ>4. Florida 

33606. 

There are no court-ordi:rcd consc:valor$hips, cOWt-ordeted gu.ardiaq.s.hips, or other 

oowt"°rdorCd relationsbips,affectlng the child the subject of this suit. 

7. Nonre.sldtnl En1/tltd 10 CitoJfr;>n 

RICfCARD K. BADU, named above, js 1' noor.~dCnt ofl'exas. 

the oonresidcnt petso·n haJ traveled to and,in t e.x.a.s in Pd::>ruazy 20J 4 before dte fiJjng of 

lhis suit. 

The child the subject of this suit cesi~ in Texas as a result of the a.cts or directives of chc 

tlomcSldcnt person. 

8. Pr0ptrty 

No propeny of consequence is owned or possessed by the ~hJJCI the st:bjet;t of this suit. 

.9.. Purpose o/Sulr 

The P'WJ,'IOSe of :tbiS· suit is to establish the pa:rem.-cbild ~Jajio~~ip between RICHARD 

K. BA:IiU and lhe Child die subject oflhis suit 

JO. Consef'Wltorihlp 

'The best intcre.'ll of the child lhe ~cct of lb.is 3Uit will Ile served by the appahwnent of 

'f.H.ENESHlA YVO~'NE GLAZE as joint manpg,jng conservator with the exclusive ri&ht t(I 

desigm.te the prDn.vy residence of the Child. ud Petitioner so requeSts. Pelitionct 'f'•.irtber 

rcquesU lhat appropriate orders be made for access to the child and the aUocatior. of !he rights 

aud dw;es of the tonservator.s. 

II. .&.pport 

Petitioner tequests· that appropriate orders " made for support of the dtild, includiog 

retoac<ive child suppon. 

Pc<itioncr 1cqucN lba: RtCffARD K. BADU be ocdcred to pay an equitable portion of 

all prenatal ond pa<lilaial health-care expen= of ihe moU1er and <he chlld, JORDAN VONNE 

OLAZS. 

I z. Attorney's Fees, Expenses. Costs, and lnltre~·t 

It ......,, nt(;tsS:IUy f01· Petitioner co secure tlw services of Thomas J. Baker, a ttccnsod 

auon1ey, to p.n."Jllll'C and p~c this suit. J~rment for :~nable attorney's fus, ex~. 

1 
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and .COSIS through trial and appeal sboold >e pan ltd against RICHARD K. BADU and in· finw 

of Pctitjoner for the use aod bcn·etit of Petitioner's attorneys aod be otderod pa.id din:COy !o 

Pe\itjoncr's attorney, y.•bo may enforce the judg;inent ic the ·artomey's own name. Pctitioocr 

rcq·JC~bi postjuc:Jgme:nt iatercst as allo\\'ed by law. 

11. Gentlic Testing 

Pelitionet tequests $at gtncl.lc tr:Stin.g be ordered in acoordabce With chapter l60 of the 

Texas Fa..'l\Jly Code as soon· as all ncc;cssary par1ics are·bcfote lhc Court. Petlrioaer rcques.ts that 

the a:n-Mgements prescribed by the Cowt for genetic tcsliog iocludt pro,·isions for making 

btcod. buccal celJs, bone, hait, or othtr body tissue or OWd samples avaJJabl~ to Petitiooer's 

experc, who js quaJified in g~etic testitlg and ~ Is erilployed by Petitioner .. 

I~ T •"'P0"11')1 Orders 

Petitioner requests tfte Court or. notice and hearing·to render a iemporuy order for child 

support if the alleged father iS sho\\•n by clear and convt~lng evidence to be the father. 

Petitior.(t requests tbe Court· on notice and hearing to render a temporary order 

ap-pointing THBNESHIA YVONNE Gl..AZB as joint managing conservatcw With che exclusive 

right to·dcsignatc tile primary: residence. of the child·. Petitioner, further requests thal appropriate 

temporary orders be madc·for access to the ehild and the allocation of the ri~hts and duties of the 

conservators. 

l>ttitionet requt:J.ts the Court, after aotice and hearing. to ma.\ce cempor&I)' ocdcrs for the· 

SAfety and Y.'elfato of the child, lncludlng but .not limited to the follo'i\ing: 

Eajoinin11 l!ICHARD K. SADU f1Qm rornoving the child beyond a !.""'ll"J>bkal 

area identified by the Court, !ICling.d.irectly ur ln conctrt with others. 

Ordering· RlC}{AJU> K. BAJ)U to produce copies of income Jax tetumS (Of tax 

years2012 and i013. a financisJ slitcment, and currcbf pay stubs by adat~ccrt.alli. 

1.5. Reque11 f<V Temporary Rurraining Order 

The Lampa.$AS ar.d Bell countiC$~ Stanclina .Order ia au.ached hacto a.nd is incorporated 

herein Oy rtfercnce as if set forth 'n full. 

16. RequesJ for Temporary Orders and lnjun,·tlon 

Petitioner req~sts the £oun to dispense wi!h (he necesSity of a bond, and .PcGtioncr 

requ~ that. a1er notice and hearing, RlCHARD K. Bl\OU be fW'th;r n::straiocd <:!pd mjoille~ 

pending 11\c funhc: order of this Coun, from: 

' 
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Distlll'bing the child or Petltiooet or inteffcritig in any way \\ith Petitioners 

possession of the cltlld by takiog or attempting lo cake pOsstS$iOn of tt.e child, dirtctJy or 

through any other person, from the residonce, scbooJ, or any ocher place. 

WittKtrawi.ng the child tiom enrollment in the scOOol or day-care facility where 

the child is presently enroll~d. 

Hiding or sc::e«Ung th~ child from Petitioner. 

M.aking disparaging recuarks regarding Petitioner or Petitlontr'J family in the 

preseoce or .... ithir. the hearing of the child. 

Conswnir.g alcohol ''"'tth.in the 24 boors before or during the period of pos.1e.'Ssioa 

of or aocess to the chifd. 

17. Prtl}'fr 

Petitioner prays that citation and r.otioe is.we as required by law. 

Petittoner prays for an order adjt?dicatlr,g parentage, that TJ-IBNESffiA YVOk~ 

GLAZE be appointed joint man~ing con.se:rv-.ator with the cxclus:i.,•e right to designate ltlC 

primary rc.riCcnce of the c.hild, that appropriate orderS be made fur the support of the child and 

fur payment of an equitable portion of all ·prcnautl and postnaral Maid .. care expcmcs of lb:: 

mother and chikl, and payment of the fees .• expenses, Md costs of retictOfk::r in brin&ing this 

ac1ion. 

Petitioner prays for attorney's fees;, expense!>, co:sU, and interest 11.J requested al;iov~. 

Petitioner prays; for ger.eral relief. 

THOMAS J. SAKF..R 
100 West Central Texas Expres$Way, Suitc 303 
Harker Heights, Texas 76548 
Tel: (254) 634-11600 
Fax:(2.54)554-<l686 

By: ~~B~· 
Thomas J. Baker 
State Bar No. Oll9~ 
thomasjbal<cr _ atty@bocmail.com 
·°'uomcy for Pcti:ioner 

• 

": ___ _ 
LI ---- · ·-- ··---'----&_. _____ ___ _ _ _ _ _ 
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Li\MPAS,\S COUNTY ST ANDING ORDER REGABDJNG 
qnLiiili!i:i.PROPERTY, AND C01'1lUCT OF THE .PA.l\'UES 

THE LAMPASAS COUNTY DISTRICT COIJRT ·STANDING OR.01£11 
REGARDING.CHILDJU!N, PROPERTY, A."ID CONDIJCT OF THE PARTll!S IS 
BINDING ON (I) THE PARTIP.S, (2) THE PARTIES' OFFlci!.Rs, AGENTS, 
SERV ANl'S, EMPLOYEES; AND .A TIORl'(EYS, AND (3) MY Ol'HER PERSON 
WHO ACfS L"I CONCERT WITH THE .PARTIES QR THEIR .AGENTS AND 
WHQ RECEIVES ACTUAL NOTICE OF TRE$E OllDEllS, AND IS 
RNFQRCEABLE llY CONTEMPT OF COURT, INCLVJ)ING Flr.1! ANDIOR 
IMPRISONMENT. 

No pany in tb:is lawsuit bu requested·lbis otdero Rarhcr. this order is a ii:tanf\l.i.fl& 
order of the Lampasu Co:unty Oi11tria Court thal..apt>lies in every divorce suit and every 
suit affecting the paean-child reW.lopship flled In La.mpt;sas Couru.y, Texas. The 
l.&mpesas County Di11trict Court ha.\ adopted thi$ order because: chc pa.'1ies and their 
childt<n shoold bo protccte<I and their propeny preserve.I while the lawsuit is pending 
bdofe the Court. The tcnn ''party~· as· used io:this order does not include the Attorney 
Oeneral of Texas. or ihe Lampasas Counly Dlstrlci and· Cowu y AtlOlmy. 

I. NODlSBIJPilON OF CH!LDJ1EN. All parties are ORDERED w refrain from 
doing the followiug acts.p)ne(m.ing the childtCI\ 'l''ho are JubjCCU. of this caµse: 

1.1 Removing. ihe children from the Stat~ of Texas for the purpo9C of 
changing the chl!dren's ck>mi<ilc or resldeoce. 1Cllng dl~y or lo ~ 
with o$:B.. without cho 'Yfi.ttm agreement Of all parties or an Order of th.is 
Cowt; provided. howcvtt. lb.at thls paragraph .sball ·OOI prO;ftibit or restrict 
a pan)' from removing chC Children if an acliv'e priorcOurt order gives thllil 
party the right to deslgntte the cblldren's primAr)' resi<kaoc OllUidc the 
State of Texu or without regard· to geogrilph.ic lcicati.on. 

1.2 Dimipting ar withdrtwlog the cblldren Crom ·tilt school or dty-oare 
facility where tbc cb.itdrcn are pn:.scntly cmolled w~ut the writtco 
agreement of Ill parties or an Otder of this Court: provldtd, however tba:t 
tl>is paragraph shall not P.fOh.i"bii or restrict a party from M> \\1ltbdrawing·thc 
cliildrcn mim a school or day-care !aclllty ~ tbtl pony Is clwlgihg the 
cbi~'s dom~i~ or res.idcnoe·"'ithin tb:at.pan)•'s rights .pursuant to an 
active prior cowt otdtr U described ia S«:e~on 1.1 aboVt. 

l.J llidiag ouecr<ting die children from the odli:r party. 
1.4 Ch.angi.ng lhe chlidren's cw:reot place· of abode without ·ihe WTinen 

agreement of WI parties or an Order of1NJ.Co.n:; pc0vlded, hO)lo'CY.«. dull 
this P.artgf'9h shall not prohibit or restrict a party ·from cban;ing aucb 
place of abode if an active p1;lor order gi...,'Cs that P.C\Y' the right to 
designate the-childtcn's pritnby lcstdQnCc withow geographic ~Ktiocl. 
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ot If the new plaoe of abode Lic:t within I.he i«>....,mc linzits C$.1ablished 
by ""' ..,;.. prior """' oolcr. 

I ..I DUlurbiog fie pcocc cf lhe chiJdl,,n. 
1.6 MWog disfW'iQia mnatk> 1bou1111- porty « _,,., pony'1 family 

mtmbm. indudlng bu1 nee llmll<d 10 !he child'• snodpumt•. auon. 
uncln.., steppm::ntt, or •n..)"OM with whom Cbt other party bas a datiJI& 
teWionship. . 

1.7 Dt5cu1sing with !:he chiJdrea.. or with 1ny otber pe:non in the pmeooe of 
dlt children. any Utlg•lon 1el11ed to the children or the other ptity. 

1.8 IC this is an otfgiaal d~rce action. llllowf.n& anyOM with \\'born die pany 
has a dating re.Jatioiuhip to be in the s:amc dwclli.Qg or on tle same 
(RomiiCi ovc:mighl while in pOll.IC.\tloo of the chlld. Ovemlght is defined 
from 10:00 p.m. ufllll 7:00 a.m. 

2. CONQUC! OF T!!ll fA!ITIRS DI/JUNG Till CASE. All pottleure 
ORDSR.P..D la refrain from doina the following ICU whh tho intctil to b.uass. annoy, 
alarm, abuse, lQmlent, or ernbanass anotht:t" party: 

2.1 Using vulgar. proflOe., obscene. COVIC. olfc:rnh'C or jndca:at (mp.ace to 
commuakalc Wh oOQlhor porty, whether la pOt'IOll, by ldeplloat, or in 
wri1ing. lodudlag by email. IUI -. « "1Y odla eloclnmic -2.2 Thm!eoiDg UI01ll« pony in - by u:lqllooM, cc in ..-., induding 
b1 cmai. tc.tt ~ or my other et«trOf:dc commmication. co Qke 
unlawful action 111in11 !Ill: pony, 0< member of die potty'• fomily, 
lad!J!llog 00! ao< Umll<d IO 111yone wi!h "1I0111 Gle poll)' llas a dollrlg 
relati<>n•hip, or die party" pmpcny. 

2.3 Placing or a:ansmitti1'g one or moni tclcphooe ctlb., email.a., text messages. 
or othtr electronic oonimunicadons to lllOChcr puty at ara wvca.rouable 
how, in an offCa6i~ or rcpctitJou.s ~ uiwnymowly, or withoot 
legitimate purpose of c::oamunlcadon. 

3. l'!IJlSQVATIQN OF PllQPERTY AND I/Si 011 FUND.S OOR1NG 
DJlOBCE CASE. If this is a divorce cuo. botb panic• to tho m&rTbigc are ORDERED 
to ,.mill from Ille following conduce 

l. I Destroying. removing, ooncealla,,g. eBCumbe.riJI&, tram Caring,« Olbetwise 
hamtlng or redt.Jcin& the \•alueof the popc:ny of one or both of the partie.\, 
regirc[ie» of whelher ~ is p......W or real property and whelhcr it is 
chicned • sepan.te or oommunity propcn:y. 

3.2 MU~ or relusfna IO - LO Ibo Olhet P"\Y or IO lll< econ, 
on propu r~t. tK ex~ acnouru. or ~ of .ay property of. 
... or bocb of lhe panie>. «ptdlcu of wbcchc• k Ir pcncml er R3I 
P"'!'<"Y ...i wb<dler it it clainud as Ml'"'* or CO!lllJlllfti1y _.y. 

3.3 ~J. destroying or ump<ri11g will! die llnCil>le P"'l""'Y of°"" or 
boch of the pMies. induding any documcAt ~1 rcpre:seots or embodies 
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an)1h~ of YJ!ut. ttprdle.ss of wberhcr ii Ls pmOtLal ·or real property &I 
.. 1'elhtr it is cbiD><d u - """'1111ni17 (lt'lllOl't)'. 

3.4 Scll;,,g. li>mfctristg, w~morta.Ps. ~."'in &ny<llhcr '°"""'" alienatil\g .. y of the property pf either pony, res...Uas ol 
Whether it is per&onat or real property and whtther it is cli.imed u sepiraie 
or coltllllUIUty property, except.., spe<ificllly lllllhorizod by tbi1 Order or 
• wbteq-Otdor of lhi• Court. 

3 • .! lnc:urrioi any iildebtccmus. inclodl•& c.uh advanoa from • crodit <ltd or 
lt.ie ol aedil. other cho lcpl upeoso in - "'ilh d>li •.n. aoopc 
u apeci1ically aulhori:r.od by tbit Order « 1. subscqalnt Ofdcr of dtis 

°'""· 3.6 Making Widldro.wal1 or 1ransfers from ·iu1y account in 1111y fin:anciol 
i.n11itutiori. for any purpoH. e•cept as· speciflaJJy 4Uthorized by this Order 
or a subs<qu<nt Order·of lhll C<>wt. 

3.7 ~ my sum of cub in <idler party's posseosion or...,bjea· IO eilber 
pony'• - fO< IQ)' pw-. c=p< .. ¢i5al!J ·-by diis 
Onllr or a.subse!l'leal Order ol rhls Omt. 

3.8 Withdrawing 0< bonow[ng in any pt..,., fur any purposo fiom any 
rotlttmcrit, prolit.,hari111. pcn•ion, death, or o.lhcr cmpl~ beneOI plan 
or em.ployce &avinp plU or fmm any tndi,idtW tee~ tceowit or 
Koop """''""· except 11 spocifiolly IUd>JrilJCCI by !his Oid« .or a 
~ Oriler of this Court. 

3.9 Sl.,U1111 °' cildoaifl& the other patty'•,,..,,. oo &ny nepiablc """"°""" 
dleck. otdraft,.uch.a•w ictunds, loJurw:epaymenlS, ilfld divide¢, or 
au.empting <o negotlato "lY nc&Qfublc lnitnmen1 payiblc IC> «he ocher 
puty willu>Ul the pcflOMJ oignaoire of tM ucllu party. • 

3.10 Taking any acoion to tcnninate. closo, rcscria; or llmh llnos of =lit, 
Cttdit cants. clw1c c:anls. or finaildal IOOOW<i in tllo'"""" of or subject 
co m. CCllXrol of the other party. ~ owned iodlvldwlly "'joirlll7, 
ttcepl by subw:quclll Onl<r 0< writll:n _., siped by """' parti 
permitting wch action. 

3.11 £mering. opcndng. 9r e:~ercising cootrQI OVtr: the mocor vebtcle in lhe 
"°"°"Ion of .Ilic other p111ty. 

3.12 D~ing or tloering the wilhholdJni f« fedcrll income tuts on 
....... "' •Wry .rhilc this .... ;, pcod!JI&. 

3.Jl Tcrmirmi~ oc Ur .uy mRlnCt lff'ediq die J«llicc of wsic:r1 elc:ctdcily. 
1~. &depbone. cabk: ceBevia-ion. or other catllact1l2l urvioei. such as 
security, pest contrql. la.ods.caping. or y-.ard maimcnancc st the o<ber 
pany's re.rldeooc or In any manrtCI' attempling to withdnw II\)' d.cpOSit\ 
for JcrVice in ~ioa. wUh luch $Cn1oe&. 

3.14 Unlawfully buroeptlng or rcaxdiJ\& lhC ocher party'• clecuorilc: -.. 
3, 15 Opc'"'1g. div«'iCll. or dbposirlg of nail -.....S to the Olbe! pony. 
3.16 S.c:ludinc a •pow• !rem lhc use ,.,.S Ct\JOym<n< of d>e lll"ri!lli midence ;n 

whO:h dtc •pOOSC b>d been residing wiAllln Ille lhfrty (30) day period prior 
to tbi: date the original petition for diwrce Wiit filed. 
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3.17 Commw:iicati.n.g ·"·i~ the other party's employer or a~ with whom 
the other (KtnY h~ a busiilci;s rc.laJjomhip widlOU1 a legitimate purpo.w.. 

3.18 ~icrtng any $8.ftdeposil box ln the oamc of or.&Ubjcct to the control of a, 
p-u1.y, wt.ether owned indiv.idoaUy or jointly, except by subsequenl Court 
Onler or wrictm ag>:ecmeol Ngned by each party peanittlng such «1lnnCe. 

4. P1!l!$0NAI, AND BUSINESS Rl!CONJS. !N DJYQ&CE CASE, If this is a 
divorce case, boch p!IJ!ios to the mll!tlage are ORDEReo "' n:fiain from doioa lb$ 
ioUowing acts: 

4.1 Conoeoling or destroying any iamily nx:c>rtb. property =or<b, financial 
tcc:Ords., business rcc~ds or any reootds or iooocne. debts. ·or othcf 
obligatioo,s. 

4.2 f.aJ&.~ying an_y WtitiRg of record' reladag lO tbt property of eithCI' party. 
4.3 "Records .. inaudes c-inail or other digital or electroni.; data, wbe<ber 

SIOtfd OD i computer hard drfve, dlsktlle Or ocher .elec.tron)c Storage 
devloe. · 

~. JN.SJJI!l\l'.!C&),\'!,DlYORCj CASF.. If this is a diV«ce cue. both partlt$ 10 the 
m~ are ORDERED iO •offain lrom·doiilg the follo<\ing •CIS. ·excep< by· written 
,_em signed bY each party pcmiittiog suCluCIS: 

S.1 W~\hdiawiog or bonow:ing in any· manner all .or any patt of. the. cash 
wm:ilder value of life Insurance poJk:i'es ui1 tte Ufe of either pany, c.loept 
u spedl1cally aulho<iziil by ihU ·Orocr or a sub$oq- Onltt of thls 
Court. 

S.2 O!anglng or in'aey nwmtr alterinJ !he b<:o<llciary desiJnaljon on aoy·life. 
insurance on the life of either patty or the parties• dilldrea. 

~.3 C.OC.ling. al~. or lo my ""'"""' .ifccting any caooa11y, IUIOmObile. 
or hcat1h insQnnce. policies insuring the parties' ~ or pcnons 
htcludi:ng the partlcs' injnor chiktrcn. 

-6. SPECIJ1YC AUJRQ!\!ZAT!ON IN D!YOICE CASE. If lhis is a Divocce 
case, both pan:l.e.s ro the nwriagt are speclfically authorized to do.the foUowiag: 

6.J To cnp.gc·jn acts.JC1130gable an:d·nccessary to the cocduct or thlLl party's 
llloal business and occu~arlon. 

6.2 To make expenditures ind ~c i~bf.odne$$ for reasonable anomey' s 
ftes and tJr.penses in connec:don wlth this suit. 

6.l To make expenditure& and incur indeblOdness for reasooablt .111\d 
ntCc$$ary Uving expenses. 

6.4 To make wi.lhdrawals. from accooots in ·rina.nci.al inscilutlons only foe lhc 
purpose; authorized ~y this order. 
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7. SiiRVICE !\NJ) Al'l'L!CATioJI! Of T1QS OJ!D!lR. 

7.1 The P~joncr shall at~~ a copy of this Order to~ original p9'tition aa~ 
tQ c-ach copy o( the petition. At the time the petitlon is flJed, ir·ttte 
Pet~loncr ha< foiled ta attach a copy of this Ord<r to the pctilion,and any 
copy of th• pclilion. th• Clerk shall •••urc «bot a copy of· !hi> Order is 
attached to the petition and every copy of tU petition presented. 

1.~ This oro.r is offec•i•• upon. tb• filing of tlio original petltiO!! and shall 
remain in fuh force and effect· as a Temporary Rnuaining ~ for 
foUtl<on da)> .. flel the.date of tbt ming of 1k origioal J1C6tioo. If .• afttr 
sarvice,, oo patty ·conresu this Otder by ·presenting evMeuce at a bearing 
on ur berore Fotl.1'1ccn-da)" alter the: date ~f ·secv~ o,f the original petitioo. 
tbis Order shall col\linue in full. force and c(f~ 8.$ a'T~~ Injunction 
until· furtht:r Otda of thU COUit. This c~ire Otder wiU tcnnina.tc.ahd wilt' 
oo IOl)8or be effecti>e only "90• futthe< C)rdcr of the COlllt, <ftltY ol a 
E-1nal Order O<· di.~mi.tsal of !be case. 

7 .3 ln addition to ,ny other rcmedies available for the e.nforcemet\t of th.is· 
Order, at th& Court's dis<:Ntion, th& Court may .,warct rcuonablc and 
Dtc0$$Mf ~ey foe& 1pinst i .Pa;t)' ftiund'to have Violated l- provjsjon 
of tbl! ordet. 

$. EFFECT OF OTHER.COURT OBDERS· If eoy P'!l of !hi> Order c:OOflicts 
¥.!i~ an.Y ptirt of·a Protective Order tb~t h1!$ already been cttqed o~ is 1.--er «lltred, the. 
Prrit<c~ve Onli:r p<Ovisiom prevail. !\oy palt•Of this Ordet Ml chai>gi:d by'°'"" I..., 
Oeder remains in full foite and effect until the COW't s.igns, a F'"mal Decree. other Final 
Order, or a OisrnUsal Order. 

9. PARTIES ENCQ\!RAGBD TO Mfill!A. TE/C0.41\BOl\ATE. The pirtito 
ate encoura.ced to tcttlc their di.!putcs amicably without Court it*t'VCntioo. ~panic;, 

·ate UlCOJ!l'~god to use al!~ive ~1pule re.sQluticin mechods, such a.s mediation or the 
coUaborativc·faw procoU, to rcsolve·thc oonfl~ lha.l n'ay arise in tbit lawJU\L 

10. PAJ!ENT !O>UCA T'.ION Alv'D STABD.!IZAIION, Pa!ClllS of mlo<>< child= 
are ORDER.SD to attend a parent education 3lld stabilization propam or an appmvcd 
prr<corting cW! within: sixty (60) days of tbe filing date of the Petition for Dlvon:e and/or 
Suit A!fec"ling the P.arent Child Relatio•shlll. unless waived by tbt Coort. 

II. APfLICATIONFOjlEXlARJJIOBD£l!S 
By presen1ing any application for.an ~l part~ order. oou;Oscl 4i dectmd to.rcprcr.ci;:it .to!.® 
Court that: 

L to the bcsc of couaae:l's kriowlcdge, Utc·party against whotnthe rtlief 
is sought is not repces.eoted byC(IUnsel; or 

b. if the party api0$t )Yhoili the relief is soup! i$ rcpt""Oled by c°"""i 
that (i) such couotel ha$ boc:n notified of the ~licoition and dc>t$ n.ot wisb 

- ··· ·~ . 
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~o ~ h~ by· the Court ·ibercon; or (ii) counsel prq,cnting the appJ.ic.ati.on 
ha. diligently attcm!"'d to notify opp0•ing <OWL1el, lw b.een UMble to do 
i;o. and the clrcwn1tan.c:cs do not petm.it a6:li.dQnal cfforti: tO ·give MICh 
notice. 

12. 'l'IME LIJIDTS IN I!!MPOl!ARY HEARll\'GS. In all mattl!rs 1n which 
temporai.y managing ron.servatOnhip ii in ia.iu.e. the parties .sb11l be grant~ not more 
·than l\\'O <i> ho\l.rs to prcscqt die cas.e. whidt tin'lC 5halJ tic t!qualJy dh,.ided. ln all other 
temporary matters. i~iflg a mo4ffica1ion of a 1emp:orary order. ch.e partjes !Shall be 
granted DOl more than ooe (1~ hour ·co present the c.ue. which time shall be eq,Ually 
divided. Counsel shouki request a special setting ILi: the tlme the ·aJ!plication for 
1emponry relief is pres<11ted to lhe Cwtt 'for tcheduling when, bcmise of unusual 
circumstances .. d\e time limi~ are W1'11'9rkable or inapp~ri11e. The Court &hall then 
determine the amoWll oftlJ.ne that shall be al!ottod for lhe heuiog .. 

ll. DOCUMENJ'S !ll:O!!!!IED IN TEMPOMRX BEAA!NGS. In all cases in 
which IClllpOl'ary '!llpport of a sp6usc .and/or lhe child is la W..e, eadt pa,rty lhall b.e 
required to furnish: 

ll. l A state:mtnl of mOathly income and expcnte.1 in a form substantially 
similar to the foan found in the ooneot Tex.as FaaUJy Law Prattic:e 
manual pubUShed by the Sta:te Bar of Tcllas or in irfonn approved by tbLs 
Court. 

l~.2 Cop;c. oft!\" patty's federal incoine ,., . ..,"""for the 1wocaleriibr.ye.m 
prior to the temporary hearing. 

13,3 All payroll. statolll«IA>, pay stubs, W2 forms, and 1099 forms which 
cvideocc thll party'~ eanilngs for the calendar year prior t.q the tcmporary 
hearing ,.4· &e;m January I or the comnt >"" through lbe !lale of .lhe 
temponcy heiring. 

14. PROPQSED PJlOPllRD WV!SIONfORM REQUIRED 

14.t la all Wes in which the ch1n1ccer, Value or diVisiOri of property ordeblS is 
in issU¢, each party shall. file. nut lcu that ten (JO) days prior to·triaJ. a 
propootd property ~;,,;- form induding all of the sepat'1e and 
comnw.nity property owned or cl.timed by die parties and all debts and 
liabilittca ·awed· by the partie·s. It i5 rccomnlcllded.tbat each party file thii 
propooed prope.ty di\'Ulon.form 'in 4 form su"""1Q>lly simU~ io the fonn 
found in the current Texas family ~w Practice nia:o9al published by the 
State Bat· of Te:ta.s or in a roan approV'Cd by the Court. 

14.2 \fa party Of ihe p~ics fuil to P«!"J" and/or fil< the eropqoed P"'l'ert)' 
division fonn US required, the CQUi"t may conduct. a pretrial ~iftg a.td 
mike ' .uch «di:rS with fCgard to the flilwe ~ are jlJ,<!:t. including bu1. oot 
limited .to, sanctiOJ'IS Pwsuant 10 Role 215(2)(b) of the Texas Rules of 
avil Procedure, &$ &mcQdcd. 

---- ----·------.--------------·--" _ ,. .. .... -! B 
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THIS LAMPASAS COL'NTY DISTRICT COURT STANDING ORDER 
REGARDING CIDLDRJ:N, PROPl!RTY, AND CONDIJCT OF THE PAll11ES IS 
EFFECTIVE IN ALL DIVORCE Sl!lTS AND SUITS AFFECTING THE 
PARENT .CIULD llELATIONSHIP FILED ONO.RAFTER OCTOBER 15, 2013. 

~,,~ 
JUDGio~AVNTT 
27" DISTRICT COURT 

---- ----··------------·· ·----1 li 
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a£RX. OFTHECOl.'RT 

ToniC.. 
P.O.BM<U7 
~Tv.as16SJO 

... 
--·---

NO'I1CE TO SHOW CAUSE 

AITORNEY FOR: PLAJNTIPF 98. f'LAOOIPP 

1'bonm I &br 
100 WCst ¢Calral TC.lu ~wuy, Slliee 303 
Harbr H~, Teas iOO 

NohCB TO J>U'l?(DAl"i'f: "You haV. bcaJ,$QeL •• Yo11 may ea11&oy •• •"°""'1· JI )'G• or JJl'llt 11Honl~y du oOt Ilk 
a 'ffliUI• 111~ with U.. dttlc who Jalled th;• DOtke by 10:11) a.m. on Bl.e Mcmdo.y ant foUowlnc ~ e·spir1dott .t tw«O~ 
da)'S afttt1"U.""" Rned alt •od.tt aod ptdtlff. a ddaolt j•d.-e•t wUl IN tabft qpilJt you:.'' 

TKF. STATE OF TEXAS TOIUCHAROKBADU 
701 SOUTHROWARDA~UE, StlT1E 106-4l4 
TAM!?.\. Fi.33606 

.aiu:b'TING~ 
WIIER.EA'.~. ~'ESHIA \'VCINNE Cl,AZE, ortlw C~y of L&mpeaas., St:Me otteus. dJd ot1 tho'l)fd do>·ol !anouy, 

101$ fj5¢ Uribe Oi'.lillic:I Qian ofl.Ju'npaiaS ORDER ssnnro HEARING Suit No. 19'76ca dv: Ci\il Docket or sliil Court. •fltreitl 
IN'mE JNTSR.ES T OF JORDAN VQNNB GLAZe. Plaitdt, 11.0d JUCKAlU> K BADU. Defel:ldlnt aod allc&ea ea i>Jlow&: . 

S£6A1TACHED: 

SEE ATTACHED 

AND WJtEREAS, the Mid NOTICE OF HEAIUNG POR TliMPORA.RY ORDERS 111;1l be b=afd by the Wd 0xwt. 8' ~l!IW' 
T-. • ·ck 10111 cb!J' o<'P.tll...ary, UIS, at Ot:t~Clt' o~ a.a, 

'THESE ARE. THEREJ!ORE, to·mpft you to appeal at the lialie 8.llld place 11 above ·~ .ad llllSWU" "3d Show~ 
~e Ulde, ff''"->' )'9'J CM,·""1 nmcab.oWd oot·bc ~· 

Gt.a under rrrybind Md~ of Nid Court, alof&ce la lampaN, Tcus, this the 23rd day ot JllWlll')', 2015. 

La~ DiS1riel C1«k 

27111 D~aict CclCl1. t.arnpuu Co~. T~ 

By ___ ~~-~~-~·~-~DismaCkrit. 

By .,d.,u:«•:i..• -'/--'.'./,"-d:""· ~--___ Depllty. 

- ~··· 
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NOTICE: TlllS DOCIJM£.'IT 
CONTAINSSl!Nlll11VEDATA 

No 1'476 

IN THE INTEREST 011 
. - - --...,.---,,== 

§ IN Tlf£ DISTRICT COURT 

J.V.G. 
§ 
§ mu Jlfl)ICIAL DISTRICT 
§ 

AClllLD. I LAMPASAS COIJNTY, TEXAS 

M<mON roRT1tMJ>OJ!ARY ORDW 

This mo6oo is b<ouil>< by THEl'ESHIA YVONSE GLAZE, P«ilioncr, who :shows in 

.. ppon: 
l. TIIENESHIA YV01''NE OLl\ZE _., dmt che Court oe< a 11eario3 ml iSSllC 

llPP«opr;..: order> for genetic toot .... inclw!ing the ..,.._""""''of collS wl additiocally. 

2. ·remporary orders for support, cooservator.lhip. ood ooc ... sboold be n:adered 

pending fU>Al bearina In this caoo. 

3. RICHARD K. BADU llho"1d be Qldered ro l"Y cbllil support ro THEKESH!A 

YVO~ GLAZE for !llo bcn<Bt of "1e child. 

4. Oilld support ll>oWd be paid 10 Peli6oner by RICHAAD K. BADU, lhe alleged 

falha. wbo bas - idcalBod .. the fAlbcr duooah pe<ic i.moc. 
S. IBD.'ESHIA YVONNB OLAZE "'JV<SS dmt lh• C.... Id a bearins Uld U.... 

appt0priote ordcci !Dr tho saflcy ud ,...um. of the c:bild, in<ludina but ""' limit<d to-

.. N"""" THl'.NESHIA YVONNI! OLAZE Tcmpo<aty Primuy Joint 

M>Niins Consorvotor wilh the exclusive right ID design11e tho prlo1uy n:oicknce of the 

ohild. 
b. Namlna RICHARD K. BADO Tcmp<n1y Stoondacy Joint Managing 

Comen .. toc of lhe child. 

c. Ordoliua IUCllARD K. BADIJ ro pa7 child IUPl'OI' to nu;:NESHJ!. 

YVONNE ()I.\Zll for tho.,. ud benefit of !he c:hild. 

d. 

cbild. 

•• Ordcrina thot. ofter notice and bearlnQ. RICHARD K. BAOIJ be 

rcs~alned and eajolnod, pending the tlirthc<onlu oft!W Court, liom: 

'ni11twblog the c:hild or the other pct}' or Interfering in any v.1ay with ~ 

1r--- - --...--..5r------· ····-

74

74



other putJ'1 poamion of lhe cbiJ4 by tal:izlg or 1ncmptq to tab possessioo of 

die <hild, dirocdy or lhtough any other ~n. l'rom the .. -. >Choo!, or any 

o!Mr pW:o. 

Withdrawing the child f~m enrollment ln tbo JChool or day-care faeility 

wbtre the child Is pn:scnUy enrolled. 

HldJJ>& or sec..Ung tbc child ftom the otl>or pany. 

Mlldqi dlapotqjng n:ma:b rogardi.,g Pdidooer or Potitioocr's family In 

the prescocc or • i lhln Ille hearing of the cltild. 

~ llcobol wilbii> the l 4 lloors before Cl: duriq die period of 

possession of Cl' llXCss to Ilic. child. 

f. Otdclna RJCl!APJ) K. 'BADU 10 p1y ttuomblc 1110roey's f,.s and 

e~en.\C&. 

6. l'HENESHIA YVONNE OJ..Al.ll p<•ys 11w die Court '°' a hearing and grant tho 

roqutsred relief. 

THENESHIA YVO~ OLA.Zll pt•!'• for attorney's fao~ 

'll!EN6SHIA YVON!.'ll GLAZ5 p<t)~ for geoml relic£ 

'IHOMAS J. 'BAXER 
100 W.,..c..mt TCD1 El<-"'>'· S...,303 
RuUr Heigbl!. Tau 76.l~S 
Tel: (254) 634-8600 
Fait: (254) S54~16 

By: :Jf..hviM ;/ (jCJtt,<-
'Thomu 1. BIOO:r V 
Slab: Bar No. ~IS9S700 
thomasjbak.,_atty@ho4.lllail.com 
Anomey fot THE!o!ESH!A YVONNE OLAZll 

I cet1ify llw a lrue COV1 of the r.boYo """' ..,...i m each .,..""Y of ......d 0t puty in 

u:c:<>tdan<e with the Texaa Roles of Ovit Procedure on Dec<mbor ~ 2014 • 

..:1Hn1PA / §M,/.-1_. 
ThomJ.<J. Bmr 
Anomty for '!11EN'ESHIA YVONNE GLAZL 

' 

a 
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NO'l1CE: THIS DOCUMENT 
CONTAINS SENSlTIVE DATA 

IN THE INTEREST Of 

J.V.G. 

NO. 1941' --'='----'-----
§ IN TDE DISTRICT COURT 
§ 
.§ 27Tll JlJDlCIAL Dl~7RICT 
§ 

ACHILD ·§ LAMPASAS COUNTY, TEXAS 
. 

ORDER SETTING HltARING 

On Of ·J,l ·IO!S !he Court considered the Motion for Temporary Orders filed by 

THENSSHIA YVONNE OLAZB, Potitiona. 

IT IS ORDERED that a heari.og is set on .J ·,;Jo ·.ii~>- at 9:.u _g_.M. 
The purpose of the bcarill$ ls to-nnine whether, while this case is pending, 

a. THBNllSHIA YV01''NE OLAZI! soould be oamed Temporary Primaty Joint 

Maoagi:D.g CoP.servator with the txclusive right.to dcsigna:Le the primary residence of the cbi!d. 

b. llfCHARD K. BADU should be named Temporary Secondary Joint Managing 

ConoeMlor of tho child. 

c. RICHARD K. BADU should be ordered to pay child :iupp<>rt to 111ENF.SHIA 

YV<1.'!Ni! GLAZE for tbe use and benefit of the child. 

d. lUCl!AlU> K. BADU should be awarded periods of acc<:11.• to ond pos,...,;on of 

the clilld. 

e. RICHARD K. BADU .OOuld be tt<ttalned and el\iolned, pending the further 

order of this Collrl, from: 

Disturlinc: 1he child or the other party or i.Dtetfcring in ari.y way with the other 

porty's posocssi0<1 of lhe child by Wcing or atremptiJ>g to take possession of lhe child, 

directly or tht<>ogh any other pmoa, fiom the residcncx:, school, o< any other pi>= 

Withdnwiog the cllild fiom cnrollr.it<!t ID the school or day-care faoilily wt.ere 

tbe child i• F="1tlY eorolled. 

Hiding "' secre<ing die ebild from the other part)'. 

Malcing disparaging n:mmts regarding Pctitiona <>r Pe<itioocf• family in tbc 

pn:scnee or wilhin tbo hwing oftbe child. 

B 
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Conslmina o!«>hol wltbin the 24 boun befin « durioa dw ;eriod of po<o<,.;oo 

of or acteSS to die child. 

f. RICHARD !{,. BAD!: abould be ordeRd ., poy reuOOiblo ·-r· c ... 8l!d 

expenses. 

SIGNED on _ .. JA,.=1_.;""3-',Z"'o"'14-( _ ___ ~,at _,J"--': Y.'-'v __ • _L.M. 

R.ESIDINO 

J~M 2 3 20\S 

• 

·- --· 

I 
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AFF!C!A\llT OF S~v1CE 

se.n.dTua• County of Lampua 

Cue Humbel: 19476 

Plalntil: 
IN THE INT£AEST OF JOROAN VONNE ~n1 A CHILD 

""· Oelendant: 
IUCHAAD K. BADU 

For. 
Thomas J. Baker 
100 WertCerual Texas~ 
SWl8303 
Ha.ti<• HeQMS, TX ?664ll· 

Recetved byTevltt Givens-on the 9th day 9(F8bru11y, 2015at 10:13 am Kl·bO tervecion R~anf K. Bedu, 
T01 So""' Howard Annuo, Sul,.106-, T.._ Fl-· 
l.' tevftt Givens. being dut}t swom. depOSe and sav\Mton t!'le tth day of fittwu1ry, 2115 st ,1:25 am, t 

SUBSTITIJTE served bf dslivering a !rut t;0/11 of the CU.~ flrsi .tpeiided P_..on In Sult Aff9Ctln1t· Plf4int· 
Child Rolattonttlip •nd To AdJud~ Parencage, lampaa Co~ St.idln:e Order ReganSlng Chlktren, · 
Property, and Conduct Of Tt. Parti••· Nob To snow Cawe, Motion For Temporary ORian, and Order 
s.ttlng Hoar1ft1i1 to~ Kaylln Mlgl n, a peraon lh charge at the nKipient's PRrYATE MAILSO)( location at the 
ad$'JSS at 701 Soath HowarCI Avenue, Ste 1GMZ .. Ttcnpa, FL 3$608; the ort/ adi;t'e&s 1mown aft8f' 
reaon&tte lnve5tlgstion .-M:I after OMamW!.ing "'8f the person or business 10 be eeiveCI miWains a mailbox a. 
1111$-, In ..,,,...,.,..wl1!1 SCSle·S!lllutee. 

Addhlonlll lnformlUon pertaining to tt'ia 8erv~· 
21912015 ~1 :25 .ri 'Ser/er obsetved fl• ri&.11d HdreS$·ls a IJPS Sten. Sefver spoke toe 23 ,ear okS, 
Caucasian woman. 5·3~ tell, 120 lbs, llroWn rw, and glnses named Kaylin ~n. ~lln ~ntwled herself as 
a UPS Stole Assoeiate who then sWeequenttf veriied thal bod-42• IMlongs to Richard I<. Salfu. Kartlin wag 
fhen gubsequentty sef\led. 

O.CrtpJ:Son of Person ~Mid; l'<Qe: 23, Sex: f ,, Rac:e/Skl\ C®r. Ceucaaiaii, Height: 5'3", Weight: 120.. 
Heir. BRNn. Glas$eg; '( 

I eertfytnat I am over the age ol 18, haw no interost in lheaDOYe acdon, and.am a Certified Pnxe&8 SeNat, 
lngood.-log, In .. Judicialcirc<la ilwhich lho p,.....~ 

--andSwomlO~fr""onu.e_17_ TOYlllG!YeM 
dayofj'tht'1.lc.1l> . , . by .. altiant. CP&f l z.<!81841 

0 ie pa~~ to nie-. 
Alh~e ProceM SeNk=ea, LLC 
4128 W.St Btadley Street 
Tampa.. FL 3311.6 
C813)1""'1108 

Our Job. Seri•I Number. T1V·20.15000016 

,----~-----r--•9--------- _, .. _ . ___ , __ . __ ..... 
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I· 
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVlc.E 

Stat8o1Tn:a Cov0!¥ of 1.amp ... bi&biot C"'9i; Court 

-: IN.THE INTEREST OF JOADNl"VONNE Gi.AzE. A CltlLD 

••• 
~ 
RICHARD K. 8ADU 

For. 
Thomas J. Baker 
100 \f\'eet Cenlral·Taxa& Expraesway 
&Jilo 303 
- Heigllls, lX 79548 

Rec:eived by TeYitt GWenaon the 9th dayof'FebruafY, 2018 at.10:13 am to be servedai Rtcbetd K. Badw. 
701 SoUlll _ A ... ue,-Sullo 1-. Tampo, FL sse.cie. 

.1, T evil Givens. ~ c:ltt,o swom, ·depote and say that on .the Ith dly of febnllry~ 20t 9 at 11:'2t am. ~ 

SUBS11T1.ITE ..-byd~ a 1Ne copy of,,,. Clfatlon, Flm Mended P<tlUon In.Sul! -.itng .P,i.rl· 
Chld -hlp .,d To ..... _. P1uwi1tage, La01peoa County SQndlnQ 6tdor "°91"1lng Clllldren, 
P'roparTr, and Conduct Of The hftl:ts. Notico ToShow<::amt. Motton f«Teinporuy Ordiara, 8nd·Order 

:::~~.:.r~~=~!i=~=~!~~~:::A~~:~-=~~.:the 
ruscnable lnYOsl!Qation and aftet oetetmlnlng UNiftie peison « btllinna ta be terv8d malntam a maJt>ox al 
Ills 1oOOllOn. ll compliance with S,.,.•SlolulOS. 

Addldonol.-- -'"'"9 .. "''• S<lr;lce: 
2/9/2015 1 fi2.5 am S«Yef' o~ the 118ted eddresa ta a UPS S&;n. se:rwr.&poke·to a 23-.vur old, 
·caueastan woman, s s• tan, 120 lbs, brown Nilr, and glaue;s named Kaytn ~gltrl. ~I~ hai'881f u 
a UPS-·-wllo then -uenltj Yeri!ieil thal bod 424 boloog& to Richerd K. Bodu. Koylin­
tflen il.*leequently 18'Y8d. 

DltCl'lptbt of Pef90n Setved: Age: 23, Sex:. F, ~k&n Color: c.aigeian, Hejght: 51l9, Weight 1~. 
Hair: Bn:Hm, Q'maea: Y 

I J*1lty that I 1m over 'the age of 18, tiave no intereat In 1he above ac:llon. and ·am a Certified P.rocasa ~. 
kigood sllildlog, In the judlclal ¢<:Ullin which lh• p-..~ 

&ibscll>edand&oomlo~_faonlhe 17 · T!"'!tlG!vona. 
doyof ~ .IWJ!>~bythoiif.iirt CPSll12"681&U 
w ol&~ tome. 

i· 

AJllanc. P"""88 Senoicn, LLC· 
me w..t erac11oy­
Tllft1pa, FL 3,3118 
C81S)85M$06 

Our Job Serial Number. TIV~2015000016 

- - --- ---
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Automated Certificate of eService 
This automated certificate of service was created by the efiling system. 
The filer served this document via email generated by the efiling system 
on the date and to the persons listed below. The rules governing 
certificates of service have not chan(Jed. Filers. must still provide a 
certificate of service that complies with all applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 107469968 
Filing Code Description: Amended Filing 
Filing Description: Second Amended Original Petition for Bill of Review 
(Compliance with Court???s Oct. 28, 2025 Memorandum Ruling) 
Status as of 10/30/2025 10:46 AM CST 

Case Contacts 

Name BarNtanber Email TlmestampSubmlttod 

Richard K.Ba~u fichard.·!:>adu@pf'O(Onmall.com f0/30/2025 1O:1O:18 AM 

Eric l.emontGfaze eric::glaze1 f@holmail.com 10/30/2025 10:10:18 M4 

Theneshia YvonncGlazt:1 theneshla03@gmall.com 10/3012025 10:10:18 AM 

ri..1anaglng A:tomey CSO-lcgal-704@texa.sattomeyganeral.gov 10/30/2025 10:10:18 AM 

Status 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 
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EXHIBIT A - Order for Parentage Testing 

NO'IICE: 1:HIS OOCl,li\nNr CONl'AINS"SElfilIIVEDA TA 
NCP N"""' RJCJIARD K DAD!/ 
Cl' Namt: THE.VESlllA YVONNE 0£..AZK 
OAO Number: 0013138237 

~l5El\WIBl!R 19,476 

JN l1lE INTEREST OF § II' TH£17TH.IUD/CIALDISTRJCTCOIJll.T 

JORIUN l'O . ..,.'E Guzi 

AatlLD 

§ OP 

§ UAIPASAS COll<TY, TEXAS 

ORDER FOR PARE\'J'AG£ 1lS11NC 

II ;. FOi.iND Ibo< the cakillg or blood, body fl.lid<'!' cMue smnpb (or 1eimcl6:.Jly accepted pa=!'&< tdtiog 

md cqminatim by expects is rec;uircd i& me above rwmbcrcd aftd cntit1td cause pursuain lo t~&"i Fam.iloj Code 

Cb•J*r 160. 
RICJMRD K BADU ~ ORDl!RED tO brill& o pboco ic!colifo:ftion (c.s- • drivcr1 liceose) aud ccpor< &$ dr"'ttd by 

the Offx:e oft.be Anoro.ey G«unl 10prcM:lc1amptc11 of blood, body fluid.or cissuc 11.roqul'al for pareruage leSting. 

T/IEJiESHU YYCA"''J! GLAZE ii ORDFl.te)J cu bmg a photo idonlif*'ocioo (&&- a dri>-.n. li=se) aod .-_. 

~ cho ("'1wag chid: 

Su Dallcllf'Blrdt. 

JQ'(()'2014 

M dlcce<d by the Office of the Altumoy-0.0..al to provide saropl'3 ofblood, body~ or tissuo a. rcquin:C f0< 

parentage testing. 

D.11(.A Diagnosliel awer. by if.s·itgents1 W APPOINTED as tbe.expe1t 10 porfonn parC'lltage tesling aod i is 

ORDllR.&> that sail cxpcr. ;, to idtmil)· 1be .rore .. 1mli>ncd pern1n~; co talle photoilflPl>s of th< afn<c:mcqMnod P''''""; 

Ind IO obtoio •sample ofbk>oci. body j\Jl:k or....,. from "1tli suffo:~ for par.,... cc.liog iD OC<ordaa:e ,..;;i; dlis 

order. sm eopen shall co::duc• ...,b "".q as is DO<qsary :o asc<r'"'1 ih< rosP>iily or tbe ollcgcd fld>et'• ~Y 

Sid io ""'We at bsl 99% of !llO malo pcv.ill<ion tn.m <he possaliy of bciaa Ibo fadla- of lt.e ml chli The 

l(orantnOOncd pcnons arc ORDER.ED t-0 rtp0tt Md pco._"kk: an ~l sampi:i ut b~ body ftro Ol' tli:sue if tbc 

cxp«t d .. ms addl:io&al sampb nc=.•ory. 

Upon complctioft of lhe }'.X\relU. le&tS, D1VA [)i.agnosJia Ceitter ihall pro111pdy report the rtit.:lts of I.be ftsts, ' 

Md ~- r..din&s .• ~-01x:kisioos., and opinioruo c:.oncicrning whether RJCHARD K HADUW lhc bi.>k>giclal fatl)C( o!' l}.e.cbild to , . , 
lhoAttomcy O..erol. JOIJ SA(,7SRUJl.Y DR/YE, T'EMPLE. lX 76504-217.J. The co•b "'4 e11peo .. s of Ille IO<ring, 

iockJc!io8 lhc ""'" of aoy rq>O!'l, deposibo.I or uiahppairance by WI expen sbol b< advMCcd by !be Altoroey 

lAGElc>rl 
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C'reoa11.l Soc.b Cl~ls antl c:tpcns~ still! be tm::Gd a~ cost~ in Lhi:; proceeding, a.'td adjudgtd as appropri:ne on final 

bwing. 

If a.ny party is iocacccratod in a cmtiD.11 correcti::>D faci'lity at the cimc be 5 to provide samples of bk>Od, body 

·fluij or ti.~suc as rtq~ ~ pQienl~'<= 1esting. it is O!mERED Lhat samples to ~.e 1aket1 from lhe iDcacccrated party by 

the cowt·appoilted expert shall be obtained iD the correction f.lc~" f\u:tllcr i is ORDIOOID lhat t~c currecliun agtltey 

shal allov.· access to cbc incarcerated pwty h)· the court appo~ ~ aruf.shall allow the court·appointed expert to 

pbotognpb 1be ;,,orcetat«I parl)'. 

ORDlll S!'.l'llr>G Hl'ARING 

The .purtit< are ORDERED to "Ppe<lf befOJe th~ Court, L-L\IPA&!S CN1Y OFFICE BLDG. 409 S PECL'I, 

U,.U'A.SA.S. ·rx 76jjQ. in person or by counsc~ a1 9:~ o'cSock.a.w., ·on tbt 25th day or· August, 20\5. {or'~ On 
the w.crit.~ . 

The Cooit notifJeS an pa.rties lhat refus.arro subQ'.!.it '» testitg as 0tdeted abov~ ma.y resuit iu. thc adjudication of 

pat~roity by tUc Court st th~ ~schcdul:id hearing, and/or a fndiog of cQntcmpt, pun1uanl to the 1'.e:xus Fanuly Code 

~ 160.622 
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Sign..."'<I this ___ ~· of ______ ~ 20 __ ~ 

JWGE PRESlDING 

Philip F. >ltrieo 
Da\vD &vdscn 
Kara Bojko 
Les lie Capacc 
I~~n G. Jenlcits 
Shioia l..iunl:at 
Al1omcy ofk..,ord 

SIN: 0Ll51500 
SBN: 24045430 
SBN: 24089994 
SBN: 24080621 
SIN: 240744A5 
SIN: 24060127 

Child Support Oivi"ion 
3011 S/\ULSlllRYDRJVE 
Tll.\1Pl.E, TX 76504-2273 
l?md CSO.le~ 7()4.$k'xa~,:irtome•jgcncral. gov 
TekphooeNo. (254)778-l.841 
Toll Free 1(800)252-$014 
FAX No. (254jJ71-2?91 

1110),~\S 1 Rl\KER- Sill<: 01595700 
Altomey fitr ()bligce 

RlCllARO Kll/\Pl\ Obligor 

FAG& 3 QI" 3 
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Automated Certificate of eService 
This automated certificate <lf service was created by tfle efiling system. 
The filer served this document via email generated by the efiling system 
on the dale and to the per.sons listed below. The rules governing 
certificates of service have not changed. Fliers.must still provide a 
certificate of service that cqmplles with all applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 110466389 · 
Fiiing C<lde Description: Motion (No Fee) 
Fiiing Description: Petitioner???s Motion lo Correct. Modify, or Clartfy 
Memorandum Rvling Signed January 22, 2026 (Or. in the AJlematiVe, 
Motion for New Trial) 
Status as of 112812026 4:41 PM CST 

' 

Case Contacts 

N•me . BarNumb4ir Emal I i:l~slampSubmittld 

Richard K.3adu rleherd.badu@protonmail.com 1126/20261:38:54 PM 

Eric LemontGlaze ericglaze1 l@hotmaa.~ 112612026 1 :38:54 PM . . 
Thoncshla YVoMe.G&aze 111enethio0~.Qom 1126/20'26 1:311:54 P•t . 
'Mw,.g;i,g AUomey CSl>leP.-704@! 1126/2026 1 :38:54 PM 

. 

St1tua 

SENT 

SE!fT 

SENT 

SEHT 
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RllXI 121S012025 4.:32 PM 
E'11h \'l'~;na: 'Mm-Mn 
O'.st:id O!f( . 

·~~.T~ 
Re:laacd a,: ee:tyv.-

CAUSE NO. 25DC 23996 
IN AE: THE PARENT·CHl\.D RP.l.ATIONSHIP § 
Of J,V.G, A CHILD 

AND § 
IUCHARO K. RAOU, Pe!tl1o.r.er, Pre St. 

•• 
lHE"HESKA YVONNE Gt.Alf.. 
AHO 

ERIC L. GLAZE. 

AND 

nit STArE Of lEXAS ~x rel. 
OFf lCE Of THE ATIOfl NF.YGf.Nl!HAL. 
CHILO SUPPORT O!VISION, 
Respondents. 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

27TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

LAMPASAS COUNTY, TEXAS 

PETITIONER'S STATEMENT TO STAND ON EXISTING TESTIMONY AND ARGUMENT 

COMES NOW Petitioner, Richard Badu. and respectfully files this Statement pursua nt 
10 the Court's instruction, and states as follows: 

l. Petitioner agrees to stand on lhe t.estimony. evidence, and oral •rsummt pteYioustv presented 
to the Court tn connection \viei tt'le ScconO Amended Origin;al 8il ol Revfe"'· 

2. Petitione ... does not n:-que-st tht presentation of addltlonal testimony, Qvid~nce, or oral 

argumen!. · 

3. Pcllt1oner respectfully ,..qut Jts that the Court constder the matter submitted on the existing 

record and issue its rulina \Yll.houl the need fe r a further hearing. 

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, Petitione r res.pectfully prays tha t tht COutt proce~ to rule on the 

Second Amended Of1gll\al Bil of fttvitw based or the exis:ti~ record. 

Respectfully submitted. 

By: /s/ Rich.trd K. Badu 

Richard K. Badu, Pro Se 

123 Aspire or. 
Kissimmee, FL 34747 

richnrd.badu@protomnall.com 
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Automated Certificate of &Service 
This automated certificate of service was created by the efiling system. 
The flier served this document via email generated by the efillng system 
on the date and to the persons listed below. The rules governing 
certificates of service have not changed. Filers must still provide a 
certificate of service that complies with all applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 109549092 
Filing Code Description: Request 
Filin\I Description: Petitioner???s Statement to Stand on Existing 
Testimony and Argument 
Status as of 12/3112025 10:05 AM CST 

Case Contacts 

Name BarNumber Erna II TlmestampSubmttted 

Richard K.Badu rlchard.badu@prO{on1nall.com 12/30/2025 4:32:02 PM 

Eric LemontGlaze encglaze1 l @hotmall.com 12/30/W25 4:32:02 PM 

Theneshia YvonneGlaze theneshiaOO@gmall.com 12/30/2025 4:32:02 PM 

Managing Attorney CSO-legal-704@texasattomcygonctal.gov 12/30/2025 4:32:02 PM 

Status 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 
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RICHABD K. BADU 

vs. 

CA USE NUMJ!1?.R 25DC23996 

Filf:d·112l'2028 6:1( A'i.t 
Cdtlh \'/8!j1lltr Hflrii9Qn 
Ci,lfic:! Clett 
Li'mp;tJ..uCoJn~. T~s 
RH.>:e-t.'$0 Sy. OMta ri.lont0i 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

ZTTJI Jtlll.JCIAL DJSTRICT 

THEN)?.SHIA YVONNE GLAZE LAMPASAS COUNTY, 
TEXAS 

' 
1\aMORAND\Ji\I RUUNG 

This case came bofure tho Court Oii October 2, 2025. Petiti911er, Richard K. 
Bado, appeared in person as a sclf-1cpti:sented litigant Respondent, 'Ibencsbia Yvonne 
Olaze, appeared ln person !Ill a self-represented litigant. A substitute Court ROportl:r 
served a.< the Official Court Reporter for the 27" Judicial District Court Following the 
October 2, 2025 bearing, tlie Child Support Division of the Attorney ·General's Office. 
was added as a neceswy pally and given notice of the.pending Bill ofRoviow. Tho 
Attnmoy Gen«al's Ollice did not file an Answer or make ~.ap~rance. Due to the 
long distances traveled and lbe associated costs far.both sclf-rcproscntcd litigants to 
appear 31 the hearing oo October 2, 2025, 1lw partlos Waived a bifurcated bearing, waived 
having a bearing IO present addition,J evidence aod further 01al argument. aod re<[uested 
that the Coutt rule·baoed upon the October 1. 2025 bearing, Thus, be.!ed upon 1be 
te~ony, Cl<biliits, and the closing arguments, the Court mllkes the following firidings 
and rulings: 

(I) Respondent's (Ms. Glazc's) Motion IO Dismiss l'elitiooler's Bill of Review is 
GRANTED; The Coun ll.ods ~t Pelitiooer did not make• prima facie e&S!' 
that he bad a meritorious defilnse to the paternity suit; and 

(?.}In additi0n, or in the·altematiVll, Petitioner's (!'<fr. D&du's} Bill ofReview;. 
DENIED; Pecitiooer did oot prove the e1emeots of his Bill of.Review by a 
prepondenmccofthcevid=; The Court foods that Ms. Glaze's prior husband 
was not a necessacy party to the po.temity suit, aod that Mr. Badu and !1iS 
attorney bad evt(Y opportunity in the hearing to question bee about any 
previom ma:rriagos; The Court also finds that in the undedyiag IV·D PatC<)l.ity 
suit, Petitioner. requested and agr<ed to a DNA Paternity Tes~ which 'found he 
wm not excluded as $ •biological father; The JV.'[j Court t!ten signed on 
Jo:nuaey 25,.7017, an Agreed Pateroity'Or<!er "Jtablisbing t~at Petitioner was 
the legal father of the child the subject of tho suit; Petitioner. was not prevented 
from preseniing his defense because of the Oldrinsic fn>ud ofROSJ)Ondent. 
(M.~ Qt.,;,e to prepare Order Gi>utiDg bor Motion IO J)i_~miss and Denying Mr'. 
Badu's em of Review) 

., 
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·' . 

Signed thi$ 22nd day of January, 2026. 

~XI.Ob-~ 
Judge Prosiding 
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Automated Certificate of eService 
This automated certificate of service was created by the efiling system. 
The filer served this document via email generated by the efiling system 
on the date and to the persons listed below. The rules governing 
certificates of service have not chan~ed. Filers must still provide a 
certificate of service that complies with all applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 110389963 
Filing Code Description: No Fee Documents 
Filing Description: Memorandum Ruling 
Status as of 1/23/2026 11 :29 AM CST 

Case Contacts 

Name BarNumber Ema II 

Richard K.Badu r·:chard.badu@protonmaJLcom 
. 

81c LemontGlaze ericglaze1 1@hotmail.com 

Theneshia Yvort10Gl3zc theneahia03@gmail.oom 

Managing Altorney CSO-lega1-704@t.P..xesstforneygeneral.gov 

· Tlmesta.mpSubmitted 

1/2312026 8:\ 4:33 Nii 

112312026 8:14:33 Nii 

1l23r.i:026 8:14:33 N A 

\/2312026 6:14:33 />J.1 

Stab.JS 

SENT 

S~NT 

SENT 

SENT 
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CAUSE NO. 25DC 23996 

Filed 1.'l&:!ll2~ 1 :~ 1-1•1 
E:ilt't W.agier Ha~n 
Dflinet O!d 
~~. Texas 
~&r.c.esle~ 

IH 11<: THE PARE~'T-OlllD REIATIONSHIP § IN Tl1E DISTRICT COURT 

OF J.V.G, A CHILO § 

AND § 

RICHARD K. BADU, Pocilioner, Pro Se, § 27TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

v. 

THENESHIA \'VONNE GLA7.£, 
ERIC L GlA2E, 

§ 

§ 

§ LAMPASAS coum, TEXAS 
THE STAT£ OF TEXAS ex rel. 
CHILO SUPPORT DMSIOH., 
Respondents. 

PETITIONER'S MOTION TO CORRECT, MODIFY, OR CLARIFY 

MEMORANDUM RULING SIGNED JANUARY 22, 2026 

(OR, IN TH E ALTERNATIVE, MOTION FOR.NEW TRIAL) 

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

COM£S NOW Petitioner, Rk:hard K. 8adu, appearing prose, and respectfully files this Morion 
to Correct, Modify, or CJarify t'he Memorandum Ruling signed. J1nuary 22, 2026, or, in the 
alternative, a Motion for New Trfat, and in support \VOuld respectfully sho\v ttie Court as 

'ollows: 

I. PROCEDURAL POSTURE AND LI MITED PURPOSE OF THIS MOTION 

I. This Motion is'not filed to reiligate evilience, retry tredibl!ity, ot reargue the merits of 
biological paren1>ge. 

2. Rather, this MotSon ls narrowly directed to: 

• Co rrect mat.erlal ml.sstatcments of the procedunail re-oord; 

• Clarify unad~ress~d itat\ltory prorequl.sltes expresstv raised in the pleadings; 

• Address lntervanlog pro~dural development~ ordered by the Court but not 

refl&ct~d in tht Memorandurn Ruling; 

• Preserve accuracy of the record p'ior to entry afi final order and any potennoil 

appeUatc ~ow. 
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3. Petitioner.files·this MotiOA'in good faith, with respect for the Court, an~ to ensure that 

the written ruling accurately refleds both the record and the governing statutory 
framev1ork.. · 

II. THE MEMORANDUM RULING CONTAINS MATERIAL MISCHARACTERIZATIONS 
OF THE RECORD REGARDING GENETIC: TESTING 

4. The Memorandum Ruling·states, in Sub~tance, that Petitioner .,requested and agreed 
to" genetic testins in the underlying IV-0 proceeding. 

S. The record reflects otherV1ise. 

6'. Genetic testing was or.dered by the Court, pursuant to Tex.as Family Code Chapter 160, 
\ through an Order for Parentage Testing issued at the request of the Office of the 

Attorney Generar. A true.and cor:ec~ copy of the Order for .Parent~ge Testing is 
attached hereto as E>thibit A. 

7. The Order fiJr Parentage resting: 

• Contains maodatory language ("IS ORDERED'}; 

• Required Petjti'oner to report and submit samples as directed; 

• ·Does oot <;ontain a~reed-order langu~ge; 

• Does not reflect a negoti~ted or voluntary request by Petitioner. 

8. Compliaoce with a court-ordered genetic.test is not equivalent to requesting or 
agreeing to such testing and:should not be construed as a waiver, election, Or 

concession.for purPoses of a Bill· of Review anal~is. 

9., Petition~r respectfully r~~ests·that ttie Court correct of cfartty this p<;>rtlon of the 
M~morandum Ruling to aet.urately reflect that genetic testingoca.irred by court order·, 
not by Petitioner's votun'tary request . 

Ill. T!iE MEMORANDUM RULING DOES NOT ADDRESS COURT-ORDERED 
JOINDER AND SUBSEQUENT DEFA!.JLTS 

A. Joinder of the Texa.s Office of the Attorney General 

I 

10.Follo\ving the October 2, 2025 hearing, the ~oil ft expres.sly identified the abser~ce of 
the Texas Office of the Attorney General:(''OAG"') as.a pro«!dural de~ct and·afforded 

Petitioner Che opportunity to cure that defect. 

11.Petitioner titnely joined the OAG aS ordered. 

12.The OAG was properly served and did n?t fife an answer or otherwise appear. 

-····---·- - - --------- -----
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13.The .Memorandum Ruling o'oes not address: 

• The fact ot OAG Joi oder; 

• The OAG's default; 

• Whether the defect identified by the Court was deemed cured. 

14.Petitioner respertfully requests clar ificiltion as to ho\Y the CO!JI'! w~ighed, .or decll~ 

to weigh, this procedural posture in reaching its r.uling. 

B. Joinder and Default of Eric Glaze (Presumed Father) 

15:11 Is undisputed that: 

• ftespondent was.married to Eric Glare at the time of conceprlon and d1,1ring a 

substantial por·tion of the pregnancy;. 

• Texas Family Code.§160.204 creates a presumption of Qatt!r.l).ity ur.ider these 

circumstances; 

• Texas Family Code §1'60.603 l'nandates jc;>ind~r of a presumed fatht;tr in a pto«!~ding to 
adjudicate parentage. 

16.Eric Glaze v1as subsequ~ntly joi.1C!d iri this Sill of Review pto~eding. 

17.Eric Glaze did not file an answer, did not appear, and did not participate. 

18.Petltioner submitted a propo~d default order as to Eric Glaze; however, no default 
order was signed by the Court. 

19.The Memorandum Ruling states that Eric Glaze "'was nQt a necessary party," but does 
not address: 

• The· statutory basis·for dispensJng with mandatory joinder under 9160.603; 

• The effect, if ar:i'>" of Eric 'Glai:e''s nonappearance; 

• How the statutor:y prMumption under.§160.1.04 \Vas adjudicated, rebutted, or 

rendered i~appllcabl~. 

20.Petitioner does not argue that Eric Glazc's default retr9actlvely cur.es statutory di!fects. 

Rather, Petitioner respectfully submits that the.absence of findings on this issue aeates 
ambiguity and· internal· inconsistency warranting darlficatson. 
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IV. THE MEMORANDUM. RULING CON FIAT ES EXTRINSIC FRAUD WITH 
OPPORTUNITY FOR DISCOVERY 

2'1.The· Memorandum•Ruling acknQwledges concealment of Respondent's marital status 

but concludes that Pertt1oner was not prevented from presenting a defense f:iecause he 

had an opportunity to questfon Respondent. 

22.Petitiorier respectfully submits that concealment of a. legally presumed father.is not 

merely a credibility is.sue but implicates: 

Statutory joiildertequlreme-nts; 

• The identity of necessary parties; 

• The framework.within which parentage c:ould legally be adjudicated. 
. 

23.This Motion does not ask the Court to reverse.its fraud detennlnation but requests 

clarification as ·to whether the Court intended to classify the conceatme-nt as intrinsic 
fr-dud as a matter of la\Y, and !iow tllat classification interacts with m'andatory joinder 

statutes. 

V, THE ORAL RULING AND SUBSEQUENT MEMORANDUM CREATE PROCEDURAL 
AMBIGUITY 

24.0n October 2, 2025, the Court denied ResP.ondcnrs Motion to Oismis.S in open court 
and proceeded to hear the Bill of. Review on the·merits. 

25.The Court lat~r. identified a procedutal defect ~nd afforded Petitioner an opportunity 

to cure :t, .which PetirtOn'tr did. 

26.Thc Memorandum Rullns su&s-equentlv grants ihe Motian·to ·0 1s.miss bi.At.does-not 
expressly address: 

• The intervening joinder; 

• The defaults that followed; 

• Whether the ru!ing reflects reconsideration or·modification. of the Court's ea1lier oral 
' ruling$. 

27.Petidoner respectfully requests clarification to ensure the v1ritten ri.Jting accurately 

reflects the Court's intend~ ·procedural and lega'I determinations. 

VI. RELIEF REQUESTED 

Petitioner respectfully requests·that the•Court: 

1. Correct or clarHy the Memorandum RuUng to accurately reflect that genet1c testing 

was court-ordered: 

. ' 
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2. Clarify v1hether and hO\Y tJ1e joinder and default of the Texas OAG were considared; 

3. Clarify the Court's legal Das is for concluding that F.ric Glaze was :iota ne~ssary party 

ur.der Texas Family Code §160.603; 

4. Clarify whether concealment of CJlarital status v1as treated as intrinsic fraud as a matter 

of law; 

5. Alternatively, grant a new trial to allow these is.sues to be addressed on a comp!et~ and 

accurate record. 

VII. PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, Petitioner respectfully prays tl>at the Court grant this 
fVlotion to Correct. Modify, or Clarify, or altematively grant ill New Trial, ari.d for SL:Ch othec.and 

further re!ief to \Yhich Petitioner may be justlv entitled. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/sf Richard K. Badu 
Richard K. Badu 
Petitioner, Pro Se 
123 Aspire Dr. 
Kissimmee, fl 34747 
rich a rd .ba du@QcpJon ma 11.c<>tn 

iwEXHIBIT A - Order for .Parentage Testing'' 

CERTIFICATI: OF SERVICE 

I certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was served on Respondent, 
Theneshia Yvonne Glaze, at the email address provided in her filings 
(theneshia03@gmail.com), via the electronic se:rvlce system (eFfleTexas.gov) and by email, 
on this 26th day of Janua.ry, 2026. 

/s/ Richard K. Badu 
Richard K. Badu 
Petitioner, Pro Se 
123 Aspire Or. 
Kissimmee, FL 34747 
richard.badu@protonmail.com 
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CAUSE NO. 25DC 23996 

JN RE: 1:U: PARB>-'T·CHll.D R.EL.,>\TIO~SHJP 
C>F J.V.G,,\Clill.D 

:\ND 

IUCtt\.RO K. BADV, P~titiQll«', ho Se 
v. 

l llUr\ESf.llA Y'vONNE GLAZE, 
' ltts;ioode:'ll 

SRICLGJ..AZE 

JN THE Dt.S11UC'fCOUkl' 

i:71'H IUDICl:\L DISTRICI' 

Fl!ec 1/ZWl0264:.17P.\I 
Edilh "\lagm:r HatT:son 
Dbtrict Clerk 
Ulflll!11&8lCourlY. Texsa 
Re~ie .... 6d Dy: Oe.ita Mut118 

k \MPASAS COUNT\', TEXAS 

AND 
Tt.e Slatoo!'Ttxas ~x ttJ. 
Office ofr>ic Atwrocy'GcoeraJ. 
Clll.ld Supp0rt Oi.;WM, Res,;>(inc!cr:t • 

ORPER GRANTING RESPONDEi'<T'S MOTION TO DISMISS Al'\'D DENYING 
PETmONER'S BILL OF REVIEW 

On rttis day, the Court consi(lcrcd Res-pondentt.s l\fotion to Dismiss Petitioner's BUI of Re'\o·Jew 
and Petitioner's Orlglnal ll!j(I Am~nded Petition for Bill of Review, based"POD the pleadin,_qs, 
testimon,:;, e:dttb:Li; and argumentts·prcscntcd .at the bearing held on October 2, 2025, and the 
matters thereafter submitled to the Court. 

I. APPEARANCES AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

Respoodenr, l11eneshia Yvonne GJ~:(e. appeared la person and represented herself prose. 
Petitioner, Richard.K. Bado, appeared in per'Oo and rcprescnicd.himsclf pro sc. A substitute 
Court Reporter served as the Official Court Reporter fur Ibo 2ith Judicial District Coutt. 

Followi11g !he hearicg held on· October 2, 2025, die Child Suj>port'Divislon ofthe OfOce of the 
.Attorney General of Tc:xas .,. .. as adc.ictt as a nocessary party anti prO\'ided notice of the.pending 
Bill of Revi~" The· Office of the Attorney General did not fife an.Answer or make.an 
appearance. 

The parties waived a bifurcated hearing, tvaiv~ the _P.resentation of additional evid.ence and 
further oral aigument, and requested that the Coun rule based upon the cestimony; e .. ·idenec, and 
argu'rricn.ts presented llt the October 2, 2025 hearing. 
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,, 

TL Ffl\'DINGS k.'ID RULING$ 

After considering all 1ru1tk:n before the Court, the C'.ourt finds u follows: 

1. Respondent'-$ i\·Iotion to Olsmlsi l'ttltioner1s Rill ofltelitnv ls Gil.ANTED. The Court 
finds that Petitioner fai led to n1ake o prlm11·racie case that he had n 11teritorious defense to the 
underlying patcmit)• suit 

2. Jn addition, or i.a. the aftemativ .. , Petitioner' s Bill or Re·titw It DENIED. Tbe Court finds 
that Petitioner failed 10 pro•'C lbc: clcmc:!ls required for a Bill of Revic.v by a propoodenncc of 
the evidence. 

;, ·l'be Coun finds that :Respo11drc.t•1 prior husband was not t neecss.a.ry party to the 
underlying paternity suit. 

4. The Court finds that PtlltJonttr 1•11d hi!I attornc~· had fu.11 op1u>i:tun.lty in the underlying 
proctedln& to qui:stJon Respoode11t reg1rding· any prior m-a rrl11ges. 

S. Tho Coun finds d:al in the wlderlying TV-D paternity proc .. dlnc, court-ordered DNA 
tes ting w&s conducted., Petitioner did not eonte:st or object to r.bt ttstint, ' vu not eJ:cluded 
••th• bioloiiical father, aod L'>tttallct cnt:nxl into au Agreed Order or Paternity. signed on 
Januory 25, 20!7, odjudiC4ting Petitiom:r as both cbc legal IJld biologlcal father of lbc: child. 

UIORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDBIUll.) !bar: 

t. Respondent's fvlotion to Dis1nl!45 Petitioner's Bill ofRcvic\v is O&\N'l'E:D; 

2. Petitioner's Original and 1-\rnendtd Pctitio:l for Bill of Review m Dl!NIED in their en!i.rety; 

3. All re<ief requested by Pctilionct and not expressly granted herein is D~NTEO. 

This Order disposes of all claim• ond parties and is a Ib a!, appe.llable order. 

SIGNED on this rt of~ 2026 . • 

_J:J..,J. •. _ JJ. 1J,J..,_..,_ 
JUDGE PRESIDING 
27th Judicial District Court 
LampasKS County. Texas 

FILED 
_ .. _a.m'5' C-(»m. o'clod< 

FEB O 5 2026 
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. I • " .. - , 

Automated Certificate of eServlce 
This automated .certificate of service was created by the efillng system. 
The filer served this document via email generated by the efiling S}'$tem 
on the date and to the persons listed below. The rules governing 
certificates of service have not chan11ed. Filers must still provide a 
certificate of service that complies with all applicable rules. 

Envelope ID: 110475894 
Filing Code Description: Proposed Order 
Fiiing Description: Proposed Order GRANTING Respondenrs Motion to 
Dismiss BoR; DENYING PeUtloner's BoR . 
Status as of 1128/2026 4:47 PM CST 

Case Contacts 

Nome Bat.Num~r Emal! TlmestampSubmrttad 

R.lcllard K. Badv rlc.,,ard.badu@prot()(Jnal.<;:om 1126120264:17:31 Pt.4 

Elio L1mont0.a7.e 
. 

wicgSazt 11@hotcnall.eM'I ~12612026 4:17:31 PM 

Thenoshla YvonneGlaie thf)neshra03@gm.ai~eom 112612026 4:17:31 PM 

Ma~ AIJl>tr'tey 
. 

CSO-legal-704@iaxasa1Ulrnoyg0n0<11.g<n 1rb!l2026 • :17:31 PM 

.. 

Status 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 

SE.~T 
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' 

Fl$<l 2.•'19/"32i6 9i2~A>t 
Edi~h 11\lagnet Hetrtsor, 
Dis'±liet Clcrll 
lalll)~& CQ\,nty, Tcit:1~ 
Rt:-.i&....-00 S y: llr.<la 6 Urkelt . 

IN THE INTEREST OF 

J.V.G., 

A CHILD 

CAUSE N0: 25DC 23996 

· § IN THE r>iSTRICT COURT 
§ . 

· .. § 27TH DISTRICT COUltT 
§ 
§ 
§ LAMPASAS CQUNTY, TF~XAS 

PETITlbNEJi'S NOTICE 01" APPEAL 

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: . . . . 

. . 
. COllfES NO\V, Richard K:.Badu, Petitioner in the above-otyled •nd .. 

' 

numbm·~d cause: and files tliis X~tice of Appeal pursuant t-0 'l'exae Rul• of Appcllatc . . ·. . ·. . . 
Procedure 25.1, and in support shows the following: 

. . .. . 
l. Trial Court and Case Number This appeal \s taken from th<> 27th Judicial 

Di,trict Court of Lampasas Count):,: Te~~•. in Cause Number 2~00 239.96. 

. . 
2. Order Appeale<f Pctition~>' desires to appeal from the Ord•r Granting . . . . 

Rc~pondcnt's ~+lotion to Di_smiss and Den}i.~g PetitiOne-.·11) Bill .of"R0vicw, signed b)· 

the Court on Fclin1ary 5, 2026. 

8. Court of Appeals This appeal is ta.ken to the Third Court of Appeals of 

Tex.as, located in .Aust.in, 1'e.xas, which has appellate jutisdiCtion ovei· Lampasas . . . . . . . 
(Aiunty. 

. . . ' 

4. Party Filing Notice This ·<iotice ie iile<I by-Richard K: Badu, Petitioner, 

appearlx\s through counsel 

~fotio11 t.o l\fait\tain ~·asc. on the Doc_ltet. 

.. .. 

,Page 1of3 
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.,: Ti1;1cliness of Appeal. This appe>il is t i;.,ely fil•d. The judgment wa• sigried · . . 
on February 5, 2026. Petitioner filed a iWotior.-to Correct, M.odify, or Clarify 

i\fcmorandum Ruling.(Or, In the AlternatiU<, ,\fotion for N.ew 1'rk>I) on .January 26, 

2026. Pursuant to Texas Huie of Civil Procedure, 306c and Texas Ru le of Appellate . . 

Procedure 27.2, this pre~ature motion is deemed filed on the date of, hut 

subsequent to, t.he signing of the judgn·1E!r1t.. ·Accordingl}',. the deadline W file this 
. . 

Notice of • .\ppeal was extended to 90 (la.>·s arter.tl).e judgment ~·as sigoed }JUt'SWll\t 

to Texas Rule of Appellate Procedure 26. l(n}. . ·. 

6. Information Required by TRAP 25.l(d)(9) Tliis apJ>"e•I involves a matter . . . . . 

brought by or against-a governmental u nit (The Stat•. of Texas ex rel. Office of the 

Attorney Gen01·al. Chjld Support Divisioh). 

Rcspectfuliy submitt .. d, 

BARIN:A LAW GROUP, PLLC 
2207 Birdcree k Drive 
Temple; TX 76SO.Z · 

· 1s1 Bobby Dale Barina 
Bobby Dale Barina 
Attorney for Richard K.. l'ladu 
Dar no: 01738·\80 

· Office Phone: (254) 699-3755 
Email: serve@l>iirinalaw.com 

Motion to Maintain Case on the Docket Pago 2 of 3 
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Certificate of Service 

I te.rtify thts.t a t:rue co?y oft.his document wae ser,,·cd in acx:ordanee with Rule 

2ta of the T•x•• Rule& of Civil Procedure on the following on February 19, 2026: 

Theneshia Yvonne Gia•• Emnil: thcncshluOS@gmai l.oom 

Eric L. Glaze l!:mail: e<icglazell@hounuil.com 

Office of the Attorney Gener,.! - Child Support Oivieion Email: CSD·legal· 

704@tousattomeygeneral.go'• 

1$1 Bobby Dale !litrina 
Bobby Dalo Borina 
Attorney for Hicb8.•·d K. Badu 

Motion to Mnintoili Case on the Docke t Page 3 or 3 
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Automated Certificate of eServlce 
This automated certificate of service was created by the efiling system. 
The filer served lhis document via email generated by the efiling system 
on the date and to the persons llsted below. The rules govemlng 
certificates of service have not chan~ed . Filers must still provide a 
certificate of service that complies with all applicable rules. 

Bobby Sarina on behalf of Bobby Sarina 
Bar No. 1738480 
bobbydalebarina@barlnalaw.com · 
Envelope ID: 111444700 
Filing Code Description: Notice of Appeal 
Filing Description: Petitioners Notice of Appeal 
Status as of 2/1912026 11:03 AM CST 

Case Contacts 

Namo BarNumb•r Email 

Elie lemontGlaze ericglai:e11@hocmall.com 

Thene&hla YvonncGlaze theneshia03@gmall.eorn 

MElnaglng Attorney CS[)..leg~704@texasattomeyoeneral.gov 

BobbyDBama 1erve@b.clrinaJaw.com 

, 

nmostampSubmttted 

21191'2026 9:23:26 AM 

211912026 9:23:26 AM 

211912026 9:23:26 AM 

211912026 9:23:26 AM 

Stltu1 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 
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. IN THE INTEREST OF 

J.V.G., 

A CHILD. 

CAUSE NO. 25DC 23996 

t-11ecl 2127.+21>2S3:1'' Pl'•I 
Edilh Vl~gtl!!r Hsn1110fl 
Oiilrict Ckt6t 
Larr.pesae COJntY. r •~ 
Revic::v1ed By: Lhd:s Bwken 

§ IN THE DISTRICT COURT 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 27th JUDICIAL DISTRICT . 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ LAflPASAS COUNTY. TEXAS 

APPELLANT'S REQUEST FOR PREPARATION OF THE CLERK'S 
HECOitD AND Rl;PORTER'S RECORD. 

TO THE DISTRICT Cl.ERK OF LAMPASAS COUNTY k'1"D THE OFFICIAL 
COURT REPORTER OF THE 27TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT: 

COMES NOW, lticha:rd K. Bad\I, Petitionerl.~ppellant, thr<mgh his <lttorney, Robby 
Dale Barin•, &1.os .this .fu!quest for Prepnr .. tion of the Clerk'• Recora and Reporter's 
Record puniuant t-O 'l'exa$ Rules of Appellate Pt'OCedure 34.5 •nd a4.6. . . . 
I. REQUEST FOR CLERK'S RECORD Appellant requests that the District Clerk 
prepare the Clerk's'lteoord in this case. Pursu~nt to Texas R\lle of Appellate 
Vn>ofklure !Yl .5, -~1>pellant. requ~1:1t1:1 that t.he Cl~rk'$ Reooi-d includ& all itctns 
i-cquircd by TRAP :l4.5(a), including the court's docket sheet, as well as the. 
following specific documents and any.attached.exhibits filed in this caltse: 

1. Petit.loner's Original Pet.ition for Silt° of Heview ·(filed August 15, 2025)°; 

2. Respondent'• Origino.rA.nswer to Petition for llill of Re\'iew (filed Scptombor 18! 
2026); 

3. Resp0ndettt.1s ~rot.ion to Dismiss and f>roi>oscd Ord01· (filed ~eptember 18, 2025); 

4. Petitioner's Reaponse in Opposition to ~ler;pondent'A Ivlot.iur1 to Dismiss (filed 
September 22, 2025): 

o. Petitioner's First Amended Origi.nal Petition fo1· Bill of Review (filed September 
29, 2025); 

6. Petit!oO:er'.• IViotion for l!:ntcy ofD~fault .ind t<> Doom Eric L. Glaze in Default 
(filed Odoher 7, 2025): 
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7. Respo~dent's Objecl.ioolRe$JJOnae to Petition•l''s Moti~n for Default J udgll\ent 
(filed Octoher 10, 2025); 

8. The Court's Memoranduin Ruling (aigned October 28, 2026); 

9. Petitioner's Second Amended Origin•! Peoition for Bill of Reviow (filed October 

. 30, 2025); 

10. Petitioner's Statement to St.and 011 Exia ting Teatimony and Argument (filed 
December 30, 202S): 

l l . The C<>urt's Memomndwu Ruling (signed Januai:y 22, 2026); 

12. Petitioner's :\iotion to Correct, Modify, or Clarify Memorandum Ruling Signed 
January 22, 2026 (Or, In theAJterwJ ive, Motion for New Trial) (filed J anuary 26, 
2026); . . 

13. Order Gr~nting lle•pondenl;'• Motion' to Dismi.•s and Dcn~~ng Pet itioner's Bill of 
Review (signed Fehrua l'y 5,. 2026"'); 

14. Petitioner's Notice of Appeal (filed F•bruo<y 19, 2Jl26); 

15. This It.quest for Prepa ration of the Cle»k's Record and Reporter'• Record; and 

1.6. Any Sfatement of Inability to Afi'o»d Payment· of Court Coats fi led by Petitioner 
(if applicable). 

IL. REQUEST F.OR REPORTE!t'S RECORD P ul'$uant to Texas Rule of 
Appellate Procedure 34 .6(b), Appellat>t requests that, 1folinda Walker. t he Official 
Court Ito.porter (or th e substituto Court Rep,orter who served.on the date of t ho 
hearing) 1ir•parc n Reporter's Record of the proceedings. Appellant requosts that 
tlie Reporter's Record ~clttde the full tr$nscrip.t of all testimony, oral argt.t~ents, 
and all exhibits admitted or· offered into ovidetlce during the follo\\'ing heari11g: 

· 'Date': 0ctober 2, 2025 

· l\'la.ttei·: HAari11g on th·c h·{crits of Pet.itioner's Bill of l{evie'v and Respondent's 
l\fotion to Disnllss. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Harina Law Group, PLLC 
2207 Birdcreek Drive 
Temple, Tx 76502 
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/ • I Bobby Dole Baring 
Bobby.Dale Barimi 
State Bar No. 01738480 
Attorney for Richard K. Bndu 

CERTI~.ICATE OF SERVICE 

l hereby certify that a true and correct oopy of the fo:rcgoina dowment was served 
on all oounsel of record, UD.Npresentcd parties, and the Ofl'icial Court.Reporter for . . 
the 27th J udicial Oisrricl Court via the Texas e·filing aylltem·(cFlleTexas.gov), 
em.ail, and/or certified tr.nil on tbie 27 dny of February, 2026: . . 
Court Reporter, 27th J.ucjl olnl District Court. :\1eijnda l'{s lkcr, Lampasas 
County Courthouse Melwelker21:J@gmail.com 

Theneshia Yyonne Glaze Email: theneshia03@gmail.com 

Eric.L. Glaze Email:.oricglazoll@hotmail.com 

Office of the Attornoy General - Child Supp<> rt Division Email: CSD-legaJ. 
704$t.exasattomcygcneral.l(>v 

Isl Bobb,. pile &lei!!« 
Dobby Dale Barino 
Atwrnoy for Richnrd K. Badu 

104

104



Automated Certificate of eService 
This automated certificate of service was created by the efiling system. 
The filer served this document via email generated by the efiling system 
on the date and to the persons listed below. The rules governing 
certificates of service have not chan~ed. Filers must still provide a 
certf1lcate of service that complies with au applicable rules. 

Bobby Sarina on behalf of Bobby Sarina 
Bar No. 1738480 
bobbydalebarina@barinalaw.com 
Envelope ID: 111824852 
Filing Code Description: Request . · 
Filing Description: REQUEST FOR PREPARATION OF THE CLERK???S 
RECORD AND REPORTER???S RECORD 
Status as of 3/10/2026 8:4 7 AM CST 

Ca~e Contacts 

Namo BarHumbtt Email TimestampSubmittad 

Bobby 08111na sor.e@balir.alaw.com '2/27/'2026 3:14:10 PM . 
Ertel~ "'1<:glaze 11@hoomalloom 2127f1.026 3:14:10 PM 

TMnuhlo~ hone.sh&a03Qgmailo:m 2fl7l2026 3:14:10 PM 

.... noginG ...... ..,. ~704@-l!Of--.90" V27f'l026 3:14:10 ~ 

Bobby Barino bo~aleb8rlna@b4tlnelaw.com '2127/2026 3:·14:10 PP.I 

St.a tu a 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 

SENT 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE THAT Al'l'~:LLA'fE 
Rl<:COROS ARE TRUE A.'ID CORRECT 

The State of Texas 
Couuty of Lampasas 

I. Edith \\:ayncr l lal'rison. Cle1·k of the 27111 l)istrict (.'ou1t o f Lttmpusus Ct.11.n'lty, ·rexac:: do hereby 
cer1 ify thot the doc\u11cnts cor1taincd ir1 t11is rc..:ord lo v.·hi1.:h 1 hi~ ce11itication is attached arc ull <.1f 

the documents ~pccilied by ·re.xas Rule ()f Apf)ellate Pmc:cdurc 34.S(tt) und all 01Jl~r docunlents 
timely rcqucsi.ed 1l)' a party to this procoedhtg undl·r Tcxtts Rule of Appellate J•roccdurc 34.5(b). 
GIVEN CNDER MY HAND AND SEAL•• rny oft1oo in Lamp.is3.1. County. Tex.., 1hi$ 2R~ day 
ofM<U'l:h, 2024: 

Si811ll•uniorn.it ~ &.y ~ 
Xame o(Ckit _i_,·4 f{,o.'f airfeff 
Title _tl-pMt;.; bi,,'(;,,Cf IJ.d:_ 
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