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DISMISSED 
 

Pro se appellant Oscar Flores’s brief was originally due on July 26, 2013.  This court 

granted a first extension of time to file the brief until September 9, 2013.  In our September 10, 

2013 order, we granted Appellant’s second motion for extension of time to file the brief until 

October 24, 2013, and we warned Appellant “NO FURTHER EXTENSIONS WILL BE 

GRANTED.”  On October 24, 2013, Appellant filed a brief that flagrantly failed to comply with 

Rule 38.1.  See TEX. R. APP. P. 38.1 (Appellant’s brief requirements).   

On October 25, 2013, we notified Appellant that his brief did not comply with Rule 38.1 

because, inter alia, it failed to include Identity of Parties and Counsel, Table of Contents, Index of 

Authorities, Statement of the Case, Any Statement Regarding Oral Argument, Statement of Facts, 

Summary of the Argument, Prayer, or Appendix.  See id.  No part of the brief contained any 



04-13-00393-CV 
 
 

citations to the record.  See id. R. 38.1(g), (i).  The brief failed to list or cite any authorities to 

support Appellant’s arguments.  See id.  The brief contained no certificate of service.  See id. R. 

9.5(e).  Moreover, the brief contained copies of numerous documents that were not identified as 

being taken from the appellate record.   

In our October 25, 2013 order we struck Appellant’s brief and ordered Appellant to file an 

amended brief not later than November 4, 2013.  See id. R. 38.9(a).  We warned Appellant that if 

the amended brief failed to comply with our order, we could “strike the brief, prohibit [Appellant] 

from filing another, and proceed as if [Appellant] had failed to file a brief.”  See id. R. 38.9(a); see 

also id. R. 38.8(a) (authorizing this court to dismiss an appeal if an appellant fails to timely file a 

brief); id. R. 42.3 (authorizing this court to dismiss an appeal for failure to comply with an order); 

Sheffield v. Seidler, 04-03-00554-CV, 2004 WL 839653, at *1 (Tex. App.—San Antonio Apr. 21, 

2004, no pet.) (mem. op.) (dismissing an appeal for failure to file an amended brief as ordered).   

Appellant did not file an amended brief as ordered.  Instead, Appellant filed a third motion 

for extension of time to file the brief.  Appellant’s motion for extension of time is denied.  This 

appeal is dismissed.  See TEX. R. APP. P. 38.8(a)(1), 42.3(b),(c).  Costs of this appeal are taxed 

against Appellant Oscar Flores. 
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