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In the second round through the District and Fifth
Circuit Court I submitted fresh information that, the
Dallas Appeal Court, through multiple Rulings and a
denial of the Defendant’s Petition of the Texas Su-
preme Court in 2020, confirmed that the proposed Pey-
ton Jr. Orders were in fact incomplete/nonlegal orders
as they were not signed by the Court.

In May 2020 the Dallas Probate Court #3 at-
tempted to rectify this issue with a sophomoric at-
tempt to validate the then 7 year old orders. Upon
review, the Dallas Appeal Court stated it was, “too lit-
tle too late” and the Dallas Probate Court #3 effort did
not legitimize the proposed Peyton Jr. Orders.

After the 2020 Rulings by the Dallas Appeal
Court, I asked the Defendant to remove Abstract he
placed on me in the Fall of 2013. He refused and I then
repeated my request many times including the latest
in May of this year.

Instead of removing the Abstract, based on now
voided Peyton Jr. proposed Orders, the defendant filed
a Motion with the Dallas Probate Court #3 on June 9,
2022 requesting that the Probate Court sign the Pro-
posed Peyton Jr. Orders to make them Final State Or-
ders [copy of a portion of the first page is attached]
(App. 1). The Court originally set the Hearing for this
Motion for September 19, 2022 but recently postponed
it to an undetermined date. By the very presentation
of this Motion, the Defendant admits that the Proposed
Peyton Jr. Orders are not valid without the Court sig-
nature. Yet again for a third time, I prove without
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Any representation that it existed or it exists and can
invoke the Rooker Feldman Doctrine is deceitful and
completely without merit.

I again pray that this Court accept this Petition
and place this on the Supreme Court docket to hear my
case for the denial of my civil rights to have a fair trial
in the Texas Court system in accordance with Texas
Law.

Respectfully submitted,

CAroL M. Kawm, Pro Se
9039 Santa Clara Dr.
Dallas, Texas 75218
214-801-4901
carolmkam@gmail.com

September 16, 2022



