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RESPONDENT’S FORMAL OBJECTION TO ANY
PURPORTED SEALING OF RECORDS

DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS

Respondent, Jason McKemie, files this Formal Objection to any Purported Sealing of Records in this
matter and gives notice to the Court that no valid sealing order has been noticed, heard, or entered
on the record with Respondent’s participation.

Respondent has never been served with a motion to seal, afforded notice of any request to seal, or
provided an opportunity to be heard in related matters. Respondent has nevertheless discovered
an unsigned and unentered document titled “Order to Seal Court Records” [EXHIBIT Z] embedded
within Petitioner’s discovery materials, despite the absence of any corresponding motion, hearing,
findings, or signed order on the docket.

Respondent objects to any attempt—formal or informal—to treat court records in this matter as
sealed.

I. NO NOTICE, NO HEARING, NO FINDINGS — NO SEAL

Under Texas law, sealing court records requires, at minimum:
1. Proper notice to all parties;
2. Anopportunity to be heard; and

3. Specificjudicial findings establishing a compelling interest that outweighs the
presumption of open courts and that the sealing is narrowly tailored.

None of these prerequisites have occurred during these proceedings.
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protective order application was filed—it was Respondent, not Petitioner, who
first contacted law enforcement. On that date, Respondent called 911 after
discovering documentation reflecting prior instances of false police reporting,
improper protective order filings, and other related litigation measures.

During that call, Respondent advised that he was about to retain divorce counsel
and expressed that he felt that there was a significant probability that Petitioner
would respond by initiating false police reports and ultimately seeking a
protective order against him. (See Exhibit A) Within 3 days, multiple police
contacts were initiated by Petitioner, followed by the filing of the protective
order petition 5 days later. The sequence of events unfolded precisely as
predicted in that recorded call.

Moreover, Petitioner’s description of events on December 12, 2024 differs
materially across multiple sources: her sworn protective order petition (Exhibit
B), her statements to law enforcement (Exhibit C), and the contemporaneous
text message exchanges between the parties (Exhibit D). These accounts are not
merely framed differently—they present inconsistent narratives regarding tone,
conduct, and sequence of events.

Where credibility is central and the record reflects material inconsistencies across sworn
filings, police narratives, and contemporaneous communications, independent third-party
verification may be necessary to ensure a complete and accurate record. To the extent the
Court determines that limited third-party subpoena process is warranted, such process would
serve the Court’s truth-seeking function by clarifying—not expanding—the factual record.

Having chosen to publish accusations through the Court’s processes, Petitioner may not later
seek secrecy merely because objective verification may contradict those allegations.
Adjudication—not concealment—is the proper mechanism for resolving disputed facts. The
possibility that further corroboration could undermine Petitioner’s narrative is not a lawful basis
for sealing.

Texas law does not authorize sealing to preserve narrative control, to avoid scrutiny, or to
insulate a litigant from the consequences of allegations voluntarily placed into the public
record. Embarrassment, reputational impact, employment consequences, or litigation
disadvantage are not legally sufficient grounds to overcome the strong presumption of
openness governing judicial records—particularly where sealing would suppress scrutiny of
allegations already made public and would impede the record’s ability to correct a false or
misleading public narrative.

RESPONDENT'S FORMAL OBJECTION TO ANY PURPORTED SEALING OF RECORDS
DF-24-18010 5 0f 23

Copy from re:SearchTX



IV. PUBLIC INTEREST, THIRD-PARTY RELIANCE, AND INTEGRITY OF THE
JUDICIAL PROCESS

The issues implicated by sealing in this case extend beyond the private interests of the parties.

Judicial filings asserting allegations of misconduct and safety concerns carry foreseeable
consequences for third parties who rely on the accuracy of court records, including employers,
family members, and professional contacts. When a party has used public filings to advance
serious allegations, transparency serves an important public interest by ensuring
accountability, protecting reliance interests, and preserving confidence in the judicial process.

Sealing under these circumstances would risk obscuring conduct that bears directly on the
proper use of judicial mechanisms and the integrity of the Court’s processes.

V. THE EVIDENTIARY RECORD’S ROLE IN ASSESSING CREDIBILITY,
CORRECTING SWORN CONTRADICTIONS, AND PRESERVING DUE
PROCESS FORECLOSES SEALING

The Court should further consider that the existing and anticipated evidentiary record in this
matter bears directly on the accuracy of sworn testimony, the credibility of allegations
affirmatively placed into the public record, and the record’s essential corrective and exonerative
function. These considerations weigh decisively against any attempt to seal.

VI. SWORN TESTIMONY REGARDING EMPLOYER SETTLEMENTS AND
SUBSEQUENT DOCUMENTARY CONTRADICTION

At the January 7, 2025 hearing, Petitioner testified under oath in response to direct questioning
by Respondent’s then-counsel, Brant Webb, regarding whether she had received settlements
from prior employers, including AlG and AllianceBernstein, and whether she had sought or
received any settlement from Cognizant Technology Solutions. Petitioner was questioned
separately and distinctly as to each employer. In each instance, she denied having received a
settlement and denied having sought or received a settlement from Cognizant.

Subsequent proceedings and later-produced documents established that this sworn testimony
was materially inaccurate. By March 2025, Petitioner had received a settlement in the amount of
approximately $148,000 from Cognizant Technology Solutions. Settlement agreements involving
AlG and AllianceBernstein were also introduced into the record, each directly contradicting
Petitioner’s prior sworn denials.
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The existence of multiple settlements—each resolved in connection with employment
separation and allegations asserted at the time of departure—is material to credibility.
Petitioner’s categorical denial of all such settlements when questioned individually and under
oath invites judicial scrutiny. The later disclosure of these agreements, combined with their
subsequent characterization and use in financial disclosures, mediation representations, and
employment positioning, bears directly on the reliability of sworn testimony and the integrity of
representations made to the Court.

Sealing the record under these circumstances would obstruct the Court’s ability to evaluate
sworn contradictions and would prevent the record from performing its corrective and
exonerative function with respect to allegations previously placed into the public domain.

VII. MEDIATION REPRESENTATIONS AND THE CHARACTERIZATION OF
SETTLEMENT PROCEEDS

The record further reflects that, notwithstanding Petitioner’s sworn denials at hearing, she had
in fact been pursuing settlement proceeds from Cognizant Technology Solutions at the time
relevant to these proceedings.

During mediation, Petitioner’s counsel represented to Respondent that any Cognizant
settlement constituted tort-based recovery, that Respondent was therefore not entitled to any
community interest, and that Respondent should abandon the issue. Counsel further
represented that, had the proceeds been characterized as compensation, a community claim
would exist.

The subsequently produced settlement documentation reflects that the settlement was paid as
compensation, rendering the mediation representations materially inaccurate. Community
resources were expended in pursuit of that litigation, and the disposition and characterization of
those funds have not yet been adjudicated by the Court.

These events are memorialized in the record and remain subject to judicial review. Sealing would
improperly insulate these contradictions from examination.

VIIl. PUBLIC ALLEGATIONS OF SURVEILLANCE AND SECURITY THREATS
CONTRADICTED BY OBJECTIVE EVIDENCE

Petitioner and her sister also presented sworn allegations asserting the discovery of
surveillance devices, concealed monitoring equipment, armed security involvement, and
tracking devices at the marital residence and on Petitioner’s vehicle. These allegations were
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publicly asserted and carried foreseeable reputational and safety consequences for
Respondent.

The evidentiary record now reflects that:

e No surveillance devices were discovered at the marital residence;

¢ Theitem identified as a concealed surveillance device was a commercially available
household hygrometer, which Petitioner herself identified by name and function in
recorded video;

e The alleged vehicle tracking device belonged to Petitioner, as confirmed by her own
discovery materials; and

e Video evidence documents the removal and destruction of home security equipment by
Petitioner.

The objective evidence contradicting these allegations is already in the record, with additional
corroborating evidence anticipated. Where serious allegations are publicly asserted and later
contradicted by documentary and video evidence, sealing would impede the Court’s ability to
assess credibility and would freeze an inaccurate narrative in place.

IX. SEALING IS IMPROPER WHERE THE RECORD BEARS ON CREDIBILITY,
ACCOUNTABILITY, AND EXONERATION

Embarrassment, reputational harm, employment consequences, or strategic disadvantage do
not constitute valid grounds for sealing court records, particularly where the record bears
directly on the accuracy of sworn testimony and the potential to exonerate a party against
whom serious allegations were publicly made.

Having elected to invoke public judicial processes and to place serious accusations into the
public record through sworn testimony and public filings, Petitioner may not seek secrecy at the
point where documentary and objective evidence contradicts those accusations. Sealing under
these circumstances would impede judicial evaluation of credibility, obstruct the corrective
function of the record, and undermine due process.

Transparency in this context is not punitive. It is essential to the integrity of the Court’s
processes, public confidence in judicial proceedings, and the vindication of a party against whom
serious allegations were publicly asserted and later contradicted by evidence.
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ﬁ understand. Same.>

/Gwen, | shouldn't have committed to leave the house

today. I'm broken. Physically, mentally, and
emotionally. My back is in so much pain. I'm really
having a tough time. And I've been told not to leave the
house as well.

\

You are more than welcome to come here, shower,
change clothes, get a suitcase together, and whatever
else you might need. Katie's here and | know she’s
dying to see you. But my request would be that you
could find a hotel for tonight. I'm really hurting and |
just need to lay down and be still and try to relax. I'm
about to run over to the CVS because my doctor just
called me and some more pain meds.

And you're more than welcome to take Katie if you want
to. She's missed you a ton. So | know she'd love a
night with you. And if you need me to come grab her
tomorrow or something like that to watch her whether
it's one week or two weeks, that's totally fine too. | love
her and I'd take real good care of her. But she's
definitely your dog. So it's whatever you want for her.

I'm sure this sucks to hear after traveling all week. But |
am absolutely destroyed, and I'm so wrecked mentally
and emotionally. | just need to follow instructions right
now. Stuart's even driving by here in a little bit check
on me.

| hate doing this. But honestly, | don’t have the energy,
or even really the ability to get in a car and ride
somewhere with my back like this. The only reason I'm
driving across the street CVS is for those meds.

\I hope you have a safe flight and sorry about this

Thu, Dec 12 at 6:27 PM

Ok | understand. | don't know | can manage a hotel
jason. | have to work tonight and be packed to leave by 16 of 23
noon. | just honestly don't know | can turn myself
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hotel - we really have no money jason. My next
paycheck is spoken for. It's all just going on a credit
card.

Again let me see what | can do. )
LA

Hey, just do what you Gotta do and come here when
you gotta come here. It will all work out.

Text Message + SMS

/Ok | understand. | don't know | can manage a hotel )

jason. | have to work tonight and be packed to leave by
noon. | just honestly don't know | can turn myself
around fast enough. | will see what | can do. On the
hotel - we really have no money jason. My next
paycheck is spoken for. It's all just going on a credit

card.
Again let me see what | can do. )
LA
iMessage
fl definitely can sleep on the floor in my office. With a A
hotel - | won't be done prepping work stuff , printing
some materials , until late, and | have a 8am meeting. |
understand you can't leave.
I'm really truly sorry you are in pain jason. | am. | won't
approach you to talk. )
LA

(That won't be necessary.>

Thank you

~

/It will be OK and you don’t have to avoid me or
anything. It's not like that. I'm not angry. Definitely not
vengeful or anything like that. Actually, I'm pretty
embarrassed about the whole thing and...

Q’m, I'm just really sorry | made your day so fucked

Ok. Well I will give you a lot of space. | don't mind
sleeping on the air mattress. | think | know where it is.

| assume Stuart has some idea about what's going on,
Copy from re:SearchTX
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kyes ? Just want to be aware )

Found out | can have you on my healthcare through
cobra for 6 months. In case.

That's really kind of you. But don’t worry about that
right now. Just focus on your work, all that shit will
work out.

(Stuart knows that we're having a tough timel

Thu, Dec 12 at 8:46 PM

I'm just packing for Wl up here. Just letting you know.
It'll take me another 30-45 mins or so. Then I'll just be
working. I'll sleep in my office. It's fine.

Thu, Dec 12 at 11:07 PM

/I came upstairs to get my pillow & saw that you had )
gotten yours.

I'm sleeping on the couch. | already have my CPAP
down here and | sleep hard anyway.

Go on up to bed when you're able to wrap up.

N A~

Jason ... I'm really concerned about you sleeping on the
couch with your back. I'm up at 6:00am and | don't
want to wake you. Pls sleep in the bed. But it's up to
you.

C’m sure. It's all yours. Might make your morning fasterl
too.

Fri, Dec 13 at 1:01PM
18 of 23
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that a true and correct copy of this Emergency Motion and all exhibits were served on Petitioner and
any counsel of record via e-service/e-filing on February 17, 2026.

~ser Mleorie
JasWK—eﬂTﬁe’f—-r
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This automated certificate of service was created by the efiling system.

Automated Certificate of eService

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 still provide a
certificate of service that complies with all applicable rules.

Envelope ID: 111323549
Filing Code Description: Objections - Misc
Filing Description: RESPONDENT'S - TO ANY PURPORTED SEALING

OF RECORDS

Status as of 2/17/2026 10:34 AM CST

Case Contacts

Name BarNumber | Email TimestampSubmitted | Status
Jason McKemie jmckemie@mckemie.net | 2/17/2026 7:34:33 AM | SENT
Gwendolyn Ulijasz McKemie GUlijasz@gmail.com 2/17/2026 7:34:33 AM | SENT
Gwendolyn Ulijasz gulijasz@gmail.com 2/17/2026 7:34:33 AM | SENT
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