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NOTICE:  THIS DOCUMENT CONTAINS SENSITIVE DATA 

 

NO. 43,647 

 

IN THE MATTER OF § IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

THE MARRIAGE OF §  

 §  

ALLISON GELBE-PINKUS §  

AND § 510TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

MARK PINKUS §  

 §  

AND IN THE INTEREST OF §  

TODD PINKUS, THOMAS PINKUS 

AND LUCY PINKUS, CHILDREN 

§ 

§ 

 

DENTON COUNTY, TEXAS 

 

PETITION TO ANNUL MARRIAGE OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, 

FIRST AMENDED PETITION FOR DIVORCE 

1. Discovery Level 

Discovery in this case is intended to be conducted under level 2 of rule 190 of the Texas 

Rules of Civil Procedure.  

2. Objection to Assignment of Case to Associate Judge 

Petitioner objects to the assignment of this matter to an associate judge for a trial on the 

merits or presiding at a jury trial. 

3. Parties 

This suit is brought by ALLISON GELBE-PINKUS, Petitioner. The last three numbers 

of Petitioner’s driver’s license number are 274.  The last three numbers of Petitioner’s Social 

Security number are 397.  

MARK PINKUS is Respondent. 

4. Service 

Process should be served on Respondent by and through his attorney of record, Cindy 

V. Tisdale at Tisdale, Indelicato & Key, 227 Oak Street, Suite 1200, Denton, Texas 76201, 

in accordance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure. 

 

5. Protective Order Statement 

No protective order under title 4 of the Texas Family Code, protective order under 

chapter 7A of the Texas Code of Criminal Procedure, or order for emergency protection under 
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article 17.292 of the Texas Code of Criminal Procedure is in effect in regard to a party to this suit 

or a child of a party to this suit, and no application for any such order is pending. 

6. Dates of Marriage and Separation 

The parties were married on or about December 27, 2008 and ceased to live together as 

husband and wife on or about June 1, 2018. 

Petition for Annulment 

7. Jurisdiction to Annul Marriage 

 The parties were married in Texas. Petitioner is domiciled in Texas. 

8. Grounds for Annulment 

Respondent induced Petitioner to enter into the marriage by fraud as permitted under Tex. 

Fam. Code section 6.107.  

Respondent induced Petitioner to enter into the marriage by fraud.  Due to Petitioner’s 

strongly held religious beliefs, before becoming engaged and marrying Respondent, Petitioner 

specifically asked Respondent whether he had been previously married and divorced.  

Respondent denied that he had been previously married or divorced. Respondent further 

stipulated in writing within a Premarital Agreement signed by the parties prior to marriage that 

Respondent had “…never been married.”    

Petitioner subsequently learned that Respondent lied to Petitioner and was married for 

approximately four months in 2005, with the prior marriage ending in divorce on October 21, 

2005. Having knowledge of his prior marriage and divorce, Respondent was aware that his 

statements to Petitioner were false. Respondent’s misrepresentations were made with the express 

intention that Petitioner would rely and act on them.  Respondent knew that Petitioner would not 

marry him if she were aware of his 2005 marriage and divorce. 

Respondent’s false statements constitute material representations.  A representation is 

material if “a reasonable person would attach importance to [it] and would be induced to act on 

the information in determining his choice of actions in the transaction in question.” Italian 

Cowboy Partners, Ltd. v. Prudential Insurance Co. of America, 341 S.W.3d 323, 337 (Tex. 

2011).  Petitioner acted in reliance on Respondent’s material misrepresentations and agreed to 

marry Respondent on December 27, 2008. As a result of Respondent’s material 

misrepresentations, Petitioner has suffered severe injury.    

Petitioner has not voluntarily cohabited with Respondent since learning of the fraud. 

The recent discovery by Petitioner of Respondent’s admitted material misrepresentations 

gives rise to this cause of action for annulment, in that Respondent used fraud to induce 

Petitioner into marrying him in 2008 and Petitioner relied on the misrepresentations to her 

detriment.  If Respondent had not lied about his prior marital status and divorce, Petitioner would 

not have married Respondent or suffered injury. 
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9. Property 

 The parties during their marriage accumulated property that the Court should divide in a 

manner that the Court deems just and right, as provided by law. 

10. Premarital Agreement 

Petitioner and Respondent have entered into a premarital agreement to alter their marital 

property rights in certain property on and during their marriage. Petitioner requests the Court to 

find after annuling the marriage that this premarital agreement never went into effect, the 

agreement being contingent on the parties being married. 

First Amended Petition for Divorce 

 In the alternative to her Petition to Annul Marriage, Petitioner pleads the following: 

11. Domicile 

Petitioner has been a domiciliary of Texas for the preceding six-month period and a 

resident of this county for the preceding ninety-day period. 

12. Grounds for Divorce 

The marriage has become insupportable because of discord or conflict of personalities 

between Petitioner and Respondent that destroys the legitimate ends of the marriage relationship 

and prevents any reasonable expectation of reconciliation. 

Respondent has committed adultery. 

13. Premarital Agreement 

Petitioner and Respondent have entered into a premarital agreement to alter their marital 

property rights in certain property on and during their marriage. Petitioner asks the Court to find 

that the premarital agreement is unenforceable in part or in whole. Petitioner asks the Court to 

find that Respondent is estopped from enforcing some or all of the terms of the premartial 

agreement.  

Petitioner further asks the Court to set aside the premarital agreement because the parties 

signed an incomplete document. Petitioner did not voluntarily sign the “agreement” because 

there was no agreement at the time of signing, making the premarital agreement unenforceable. 

14. Division of Community Property 

Petitioner requests the Court to divide the estate of Petitioner and Respondent in a 

manner that the Court deems just and right, as provided by law. 

Petitioner should be awarded a disproportionate share of the parties’ estate for the 

following reasons, including but not limited to: 
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a. fault in the breakup of the marriage; 

b. benefits the innocent spouse may have derived from the continuation of 

the marriage; 

c. disparity of earning power of the spouses and their ability to support 

themselves; 

d. health of the spouses;  

e. the spouse to whom conservatorship of the children is granted; 

f. needs of the children of the marriage; 

g. future employability of the spouses; 

h. tax consequences of the division of property; 

i. earning power, business opportunities, capacities, and abilities of the 

spouses; 

j. need for future support; 

k. nature of the property involved in the division; 

l. community funds used to purchase out-of-state property; and 

m. attorney’s fees to be paid. 

15. Separate Property 

Petitioner owns certain separate property that is not part of the community estate of the 

parties, and Petitioner requests the Court to confirm that separate property as Petitioner’s 

separate property and estate. Specifically, Petitioner asks the Court to find that part of the famous 

Ranchton online game was her separate property, which has now mutated into 800,000 shares of 

stock of Xynga, Inc. 

16. Interception of Wire, Aural and Electronic Communications 

 

 In violation of state and federal law, on or about the following dates Respondent 

intercepted electronic communications on Petitioner’s iPhone and personal laptop: January 7, 

2019 through January 9, 2019.  Specifically, Respondent without Petitioner’s knowledge or 

consent, wirelessly connected to Petitioner’s iPhone, intercepted all electronic communications, 

and simultaneously transferred the electronic communications to Respondent’s MacBook. 

Thereafter, Respondent maintained the connection and continued to access the electronic 

communications on Petitioner’s iPhone by synching and creating an automatic back up to his 

MacBook.  Respondent acquired Petitioner’s call logs, calendar information, contacts and notes, 

including but not limited communications between Petitioner and her attorneys and recorded 
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sessions with Petitioner’s life coach.  Respondent also accessed Petitioner’s personal MacBook 

and copied all of Petitioner’s sessions with her life coach to Respondent’s flash drive.  In all 

there were 5 occurrences of interception. 
 

 Additionally, between January 7, 2019 and January 9, 2019, Respondent intercepted 

Petitioner’s e-mails while they were in transmission, and in storage.   

 

 Respondent committed offenses against Petitioner when he: 

 

 (1) intentionally intercepted, endeavored to intercept, or procured another person to 

intercept of endeavor to intercept wire, oral, or electronic communications; 

 

 (2) intentionally disclosed or endeavored to disclose to another person the contents of 

a wire, aural, or electronic communications and he knew or had reason to know the information 

was obtained through interception of a wire, oral, or electronic communication in violation of the 

Federal Wiretap Act and/or Texas Criminal Wiretap Act; 

 

 (3) intentionally used or endeavored to use the contents of a wire, aural, or electronic 

communication when he knew or was reckless about whether the information was obtained 

through the interception of a wire, oral, or electronic communication in violation of the Federal 

Wiretap Act and/or Texas Criminal Wiretap Act; 

 

 (4) knowingly or intentionally effected a covert entry for the purpose of intercepting 

wire, oral, or electronic communications without court order or authorization; or 

 

 (5) intentionally used, endeavored to use, or procured any other person to use of 

endeavor to use any electronic, mechanical, or other device to intercept any oral communications 

when the devise: 

    

  (a) is affixed to, or otherwise transmits a signal through a wire, cable, or other 

connection used in wire communications; or 

 

  (b) transmits communications by radio or interferes with the transmission of 

communication by radio. 

 

 On information and belief, Respondent has intentionally disclosed the contents on the 

electronic communications to other persons and has used the contents of these electronic 

communications every day since their interception in crafting his discovery and pleadings, and 

otherwise for the purpose of advancing his goals in these divorce proceedings. Respondent’s 

actions have, upon information and belief, caused injury to Petitioner.  Respondent’s accessing, 

interception, disclosure and use of Petitioner’s communications was illegal, outrageous, 

malicious and morally culpable. 

 

 Petitioner requests statutory damages of $10,000.00 for each occurrence of interception 

of the communications and other statutory and common law damages for these acts.  Petitioner 

further requests punitive damages in an amount determined by the jury and reasonable attorney’s 
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fees and costs.  Texas Criminal Wiretap Act, Tex. Pen. Code § 16.02; Tex. Code of Crim. Proc. § 

18.20; Federal Wiretap Act 18 U.S.C. §§ 2510-2520; Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem Code §123.002.  

 

 As a direct and proximate result of Respondent’s wrongful conduct alleged above, 

Petitioner has suffered certain actual damages, including, but not limited to physical pain, 

suffering and mental anguish.  Petitioner has been forced to incur the expense of prosecuting this 

cause of action and paying costs as a result of Respondent’s alleged conduct.  The damages 

sought by Petitioner are within the jurisdictional limits of this Court. 

 

17. Intentional and Unauthorized Access to Stored Communications 

 

 In violation of state and federal law, Respondent intentionally and without authorization 

accessed Petitioner’s iPhone and personal laptop and all information stored therein on or about 

the following dates: January 7 – 9, 2019.  Specifically, Respondent, without Petitioner’s 

knowledge or consent, connected Petitioner’s iPhone to Respondent’s personal MacBook, 

intercepted all electronic communications, and simultaneously transferred the electronic 

communications to Respondent’s MacBook. Thereafter, Respondent maintained the connection 

and continued to access the electronic communications on Petitioner’s iPhone by synching and 

creating an automatic back up to his MacBook.  Respondent accessed Petitioner’s call logs, 

calendar information, contacts and notes, including but not limited electronically stored 

communications between Petitioner and her attorneys and certain recorded sessions with 

Petitioner’s life coach. Respondent also accessed Petitioner’s personal MacBook and copied all 

of Petitioner’s sessions with her life coach to Respondent’s flash drive.   

 

 Additionally, between January 7, 2019 and January 9, 2019, Respondent intercepted 

Petitioner’s e-mails while they were in in storage.   

 

 Respondent committed offenses against Petitioner when he: 

 

 (1) intentionally obtained access without authorization to a facility through which a 

wire or electronic communications service is provided; or 

 

 (2) intentionally exceeded an authorization for access to a facility through which a 

wire or electronic communications service is provided. 

 

 On information and belief, Respondent obtained, altered, or prevented Petitioner’s 

authorized access to wire or electronic communications while the communications were in 

electronic storage on her personal, password protected, iPhone and laptop by intentionally 

obtaining access without authorization from Petitioner, or her computer service provider, through 

which wire or electronic communications are provided. 

 

 Petitioner requests all actual damages incurred by Petitioner as a result of the violations 

of Respondent, but in no event damages less than the statutory minimum of $1,000.00 per 

incident.  Petitioner further requests punitive damages in an amount to be determined by the jury 

as the violation was intentional and willful.  Petitioner further requests all costs, attorney’s fees, 
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and expenses to enforce Respondent’s liability.  See 18 U.S.C. §§ 2707, 2710; Tex. Pen. Code § 

16.04. 

 

 Petitioner further requests that the Court grant her judgment against Respondent, and the 

community estate for Petitioner’s damages, exemplary damages, pre and post-judgment interest, 

and court costs of this action, and attorney’s fees incurred in the prosecution of this case as 

authorized by Texas  Practice & Remedies Code section 123.004(5), Texas Code Criminal 

Procedure article 18.20, section 16(a)(2), Texas Code Criminal Procedure article 18.21, section 

12(a), and 18 United States Code sections 2520(b)(2) and 2707(C). 

 

 As a direct and proximate result of Respondent’s wrongful conduct alleged above, 

Petitioner has suffered certain actual damages, including, but not limited to physical pain, 

suffering and mental anguish.  Petitioner has been forced to incur the expense of prosecuting this 

cause of action and paying costs as a result of Respondent’s alleged conduct.  The damages 

sought by Petitioner are within the jurisdictional limits of this Court. 

 

18. Unauthorized Access of a Computer, Computer Network, or Computer System 

 

 In violation of federal law, Respondent intentionally and without authorization accessed 

Petitioner’s personal laptop and all information stored therein on or about January 7, 2019.  

Specifically, Respondent, without Petitioner’s knowledge or consent, accessed Petitioner’s 

personal MacBook and copied all of Petitioner’s sessions with her life coach to Respondent’s 

flash drive.   

 

 Such occurrence has resulted in loss to Petitioner in the aggregate of at least $5,000.00 

during a one-year period.  Pursuant to the clear test of the law, Petitioner seeks actual damages 

compensatory damages, injunctive relief, and other equitable relief to compensate Petitioner for 

said loss. 18 USC §§ 1030; Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code §§ 143.001-002. 

 

 As a direct and proximate result of Respondent’s wrongful conduct alleged above, 

Petitioner has suffered certain actual damages, including, but not limited to physical pain, 

suffering and mental anguish.  Petitioner has been forced to incur the expense of prosecuting this 

cause of action and paying costs as a result of Respondent’s alleged conduct.  The damages 

sought by Petitioner are within the jurisdictional limits of this Court.   

 

19. Invasion of Privacy – Intentional Intrusion on Seclusion or Private Affairs of Another 

 

 Respondent intentionally intruded on Petitioner’s seclusion and private affairs when 

Respondent intentionally and without Petitioner knowledge or consent accessed Petitioner’s 

password-protected iPhone and laptop on or about the following dates: January 7 -10, 2019.  See 

Valenzuela v. Aquino, 853 S.W.2d 512, 513 (Tex. 1993); Billings v. Atkinson, 489 S.W.2d 858, 

860 (Tex. 1973); Collins v. Collins, 904 S.W.2d 792, 796 (Tex. App.—Houston [1st Dist.] 1995, 

writ denied).  Specifically, Respondent, without Petitioner’s knowledge or consent, connected 

Petitioner’s iPhone to Respondent’s personal MacBook, intercepted all electronic 

communications, and simultaneously transferred the electronic communications to Respondent’s 

MacBook. Thereafter, Respondent maintained the connection and continued to access the 
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electronic communications on Petitioner’s iPhone by synching and creating an automatic back up 

to his MacBook.  Respondent accessed Petitioner’s call logs, calendar information, contacts and 

notes, including but not limited electronically stored communications between Petitioner and her 

attorneys and certain recorded Skype sessions with Petitioner’s life coach that had been stored 

therein.  Additionally, Respondent accessed Petitioner’s personal MacBook and copied all of 

Petitioner’s sessions with her life coach to Respondent’s flash drive.  In all, there were 5 

occurrences of intentional intrusions on the seclusion and/or private affairs of Petitioner. 

 

 On information and belief, Respondent has intentionally disclosed the contents of these 

private communications to which he was not a party to other persons and the Court and has used 

the contents of these communications every day since their interception in crafting his discovery 

and pleadings, and otherwise for the purpose of advancing his goals in these divorce 

proceedings. Respondent’s actions have, upon information and belief, caused injury to Petitioner.  

Respondent’s accessing, interception, disclosure and use of said private communications was 

illegal, outrageous, malicious and morally culpable. 

 

 The intrusion was a kind that would be highly offensive to a reasonable person and the 

intrusion was unreasonable, unjustified, and unwarranted.  See Valenzuela, 853 S.W.2d at 513; 

Farrington v. Sysco Food Servs., 865 S.W.2d 247, 253 (Tex. App.—Houston [1st. Dist.] 1993, 

writ denied). Further, the intrusion was outrageous, malicious, and otherwise morally culpable.   

 

 Respondent’s wrongful acts caused injury to Petitioner, including humiliation, mental 

anguish, and harm to reputation and character.  Petitioner therefore requests that the Court grant 

her a judgment against Respondent and the community estate for Petitioner’s  

exemplary/punitive damages in an amount of no less than $10,000.00 per incident.  See Tex. Civ. 

Prac. & Rem. Code § 41.001(5).  Petitioner further requests pre and post-judgment interest, court 

costs of this action, and attorney’s fees incurred in the prosecution of this suit.  

Suit Affecting the Parent-Child Relationship 

In both her Petition to Annul Marriage and her alternative First Amended Petition for 

Divorce, Petitioner pleads the following: 

20. Children of the Marriage 

Petitioner and Respondent are parents of the following children of this voidable marriage 

who are not under the continuing jurisdiction of any other court: 

 Name:  THOMAS PINKUS 

 Sex:  Male  

 Birth date:  March 1, 2013 

 Name:  TODD PINKUS 

 Sex:  Male  

 Birth date:  March 1, 2013 

 Name:  LUCY PINKUS 
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 Sex:  Female  

 Birth date:  November 5, 2018 

 

This Court has entered temporary orders regarding the children.  

Information required by sections 152.209, 154.181(b), and 154.1815 of the Texas Family 

Code were previously filed with the Court. 

No property of consequence is owned or possessed by the children the subject of this suit, 

beyond savings accounts established for college tuition. 

Petitioner and Respondent, on final hearing, should be appointed joint managing 

conservators, with all the rights and duties of a parent conservator. Petitioner should be 

designated as the conservator who has the exclusive rights to designate the primary residence of 

the children, to receive and give receipt for periodic payments for the support of the children and 

to hold or disburse these funds for the benefit of the children, and to make education decisions 

for the children. Respondent should be ordered to provide support for the children, including the 

payment of child support and medical and dental support in the manner specified by the Court. 

Petitioner requests that the payments for the support of the children survive the death of 

Respondent and become the obligations of Respondent’s estate. 

The primary residence of the children should be restricted to Denton County, Texas. 

The requested orders are in the best interest of the children. 

Requests for Temporary Orders 

In both her Petition to Annul Marriage and her alternative First Amended Petition for 

Divorce, Petitioner pleads the following: 

21. Request for Temporary Orders Concerning Use of Property 

Petitioner requests the Court, after notice and hearing, for the preservation of the property 

and protection of the parties, to make temporary orders and issue any appropriate temporary 

injunctions respecting the temporary use of the parties' property as deemed necessary and 

equitable, including but not limited to the following: 

Awarding Petitioner the exclusive use and possession of the residence located at 5400 

Hwy 455, Little Elm, Denton County, Texas 76258, as well as the furniture, furnishings, and 

other personal property at that residence, while this case is pending, and enjoining Respondent 

from entering or remaining on the premises of the residence and exercising possession or control 

of any of this personal property, except as authorized by order of this Court. 

Awarding Petitioner exclusive use and control of the 2018 Toyota Highlander and 

enjoining Respondent from entering, operating, or exercising control over it. 
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22. Request for Temporary Orders Regarding Children 

Petitioner requests the Court, after notice and hearing, to dispense with the necessity of a 

bond and to make temporary orders and issue any appropriate temporary injunctions for the 

safety and welfare of the children of the marriage as deemed necessary and equitable, including 

but not limited to the following: 

Appointing Petitioner and Respondent temporary joint managing conservators and 

designating Petitioner as the conservator who has the exclusive rights to designate the primary 

residence of the children, to receive and give receipt for periodic payments for the support of the 

children and to hold or disburse these funds for the benefit of the children, and to make education 

decisions for the children.  

Ordering Respondent to provide support for the children, including the payment of child 

support and medical and dental support in the manner specified by the Court, while this case is 

pending. 

Ordering reasonable periods of electronic communication between the children and 

Petitioner to supplement Petitioner's periods of possession of the children. 

Restricting the primary residence of the children to Denton County, Texas. 

23. Request for Interim Attorney’s Fees and Temporary Support 

Petitioner requests the Court, after notice and hearing, for the preservation of the property 

and protection of the parties, to make temporary orders and issue any appropriate temporary 

injunctions regarding attorney’s fees and support as deemed necessary and equitable, including 

but not limited to the following:  

Petitioner requests that Respondent be ordered to pay reasonable interim attorney’s fees 

and expenses, including but not limited to fees for appraisals, accountants, actuaries, and so 

forth. Petitioner is not in control of sufficient community assets to pay attorney’s fees and 

anticipated expenses. 

Petitioner has insufficient income for support, and Petitioner requests the Court to order 

Respondent to make payments for the support of Petitioner until a final decree is signed. 

Petitioner requests that Respondent be ordered to pay estimated income taxes on the due 

dates as required by the Internal Revenue Service and under the Social Security numbers of both 

Petitioner and Respondent. 

Petitioner requests that Respondent be ordered to pay any ad valorem taxes and insurance 

premiums as due on the properties of the parties. 

24. Request for Temporary Orders for Discovery and Ancillary Relief 

Petitioner requests the Court, after notice and hearing, for the preservation of the property 

and protection of the parties, to make temporary orders for discovery and ancillary relief as 
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deemed necessary and equitable, including but not limited to the following: 

Ordering Respondent to provide a sworn inventory and appraisement of all the separate 

and community property owned or claimed by the parties and all debts and liabilities owed by 

the parties substantially in the form and detail prescribed by the Texas Family Law Practice 

Manual (3rd ed.), form 7-1. 

Ordering the parties to participate in an alternative dispute resolution process before trial 

of this matter. 

25. Notice Regarding Standing Order of Denton County. Texas 

Petitioner hereby provides notice to Respondent that, effective January 11, 2017, the 

Denton County District Courts have issued the Denton County Standing Order Regarding 

Children, Property and Conduct of the Parties (the "Standing Order"), which applies in every 

divorce case and every suit affecting the parent-child relationship filed in Denton County, 

Texas. A true and correct copy of this Standing Order is attached as Exhibit 1 to this Petition to 

Annul Marriage and, in the Alternative, First Amended Petition for Divorce and is incorporated 

herein as if set forth verbatim. 

26. Request for Change of Name 

Petitioner requests a change of name to ALLISON GELBE. 

27. Attorney’s Fees, Expenses, Costs, and Interest 

It was necessary for Petitioner to secure the services of the law firm of Hays, Haston & 

Wrampelmeier, licensed attorneys, to prepare and prosecute this suit. To effect an equitable 

division of the estate of the parties and as a part of the division, and for services rendered in 

connection with conservatorship and support of the children, judgment for attorney’s fees, 

expenses, and costs through trial and appeal should be granted against Respondent and in favor 

of Petitioner for the use and benefit of Petitioner’s attorneys and be ordered paid directly to 

Petitioner’s attorneys, who may enforce the judgment in the name of the firm. Petitioner requests 

postjudgment interest as allowed by law. 

28. Prayer 

Petitioner prays that citation and notice issue as required by law and that the Court grant a 

divorce and all other relief requested in this petition. 

Petitioner prays that Petitioner’s name be changed as requested above. 

Petitioner prays for attorney’s fees, expenses, costs, and interest as requested above. 

Petitioner prays for general relief. 
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Respectfully Submitted, 

 

Hays, Haston & Wrampelmeier 

1850 Sycamore Street,  

Denton, Texas 76025 

Tel: (xxx) xxx-xxxx 

Fax: (xxx) xxx-xxxx 

E-mail: Chris@HHW.com 

 

 

 

By: /s/ Christopher K. Wrampelmeier   

 Christopher K. Wrampelmeier 

 State Bar No. 00788721 

 Attorney for ALLISON GELBE-PINKUS,  

Petitioner 

 

 

Certificate of Service 

I certify that a true copy of the above was served on Cindy V. Tisdale through the 

electronic filing manager in accordance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure on January 9, 

2019. 

/s/Christopher K. Wrampelmeier  

Christopher K. Wrampelmeier 

Attorney for Petitioner 
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EXHIBIT 1 
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