PROBATE
In the February 14, 2019 Order dismissing Plaintiff Curtis jurisdictional challenges the court ruled:
4) Cause No. 2013-05455, filed by Carl Brunsting, as Executor of the Estate of Nelva Brunsting, in the 1641th Judicial District Court of Harris County, Texas on January 29, 2013 against Candace Kuntz-Freed and Vacek & Freed as the only defendants (the "District Court Case" ), which claims are the subject of a separate Order on Motion to Transfer District Court Proceedings to Probate Court No. 4 signed on even date herewith, finds that subject matter jurisdiction is proper in Harris County Probate Court No. 4 with regard to the Estates of Nelva and Elmer Brunsting as well as the assets contributed to Trusts related to those Estates. The Court also finds that no other court has dominant jurisdiction regarding claims related to these Estates. Therefore, the Pleas in Abatement, the Plea to the Jurisdiction and all other relief requested by the pleadings first enumerated in this Order, filed by Candace Curtis, lack merit and should be, in all things, DENIED.
The questions raised by the Bill of Review are simple and straight forward. The record contains all the necessary facts. Those facts are clear and inarguable and the law is well settled.
ELMER AND NELVA BRUNSTING HAD POUR OVER WILLS 
a. Did Elmer and Nelva have pour over wills? YES
b. Did both wills provide for Independent administration? YES
c. Was there an independent administration? YES
d. Was the Sole devisee the Family Trust? YES
e. Were verified inventories submitted? YES, March 27, 2013
f. Were verified inventories approved? YES, April 4, 2013
g. Were Drop Orders issued? YES, April 4, 2013
h. Did the clerk remove the estates from the active docket and “close” the files? YES
Once an estate is closed, certain ministerial actions can still be taken and controversies over property within the inventory can be resolved but no further actions can be had in the probate court without reopening the estate. Once an estate has been closed it can only be reopened by Bill of Review. 

If everything I just said is true THEN there was no pending estate on April 9, 2013 when ancillary matter -401 was filed, matter -401 was filed ancillary or pendent to nothing and the probate court lacked the jurisdiction to hear those claims. 
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