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JUDGMENT 
 

 This court has considered the record on appeal in this case and holds that 

the appeal should be dismissed.  It is ordered that the appeal is dismissed for 

want of jurisdiction. 
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FROM THE 352ND DISTRICT COURT OF TARRANT COUNTY 
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MEMORANDUM OPINION
1
 

 
------------ 

On October 18, 2012, the trial court granted Appellee Quantum Servicing 

Corporation’s motion to compel discovery responses against Appellant Kimberly 

Gafford, who appeared pro se.  Gafford then filed a motion for reconsideration, 

complaining that the trial court had also ruled in favor of Quantum Servicing 

Corporation on Gafford’s motion for default judgment.  The trial court denied 

                                         
1See Tex. R. App. P. 47.4. 
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Gafford’s motion for reconsideration on December 12, 2012.  Gafford then filed a 

notice of appeal, attempting to appeal “the Final Order enter[ed] on December 

12, 2012 from the hearing date November 15, 2012 on Motion to reconsideration 

[sic] base[d] on New information.” 

We notified Gafford of our concern that we lacked jurisdiction over the 

appeal because the order did not appear to be final or an appealable 

interlocutory order.  See Tex. R. App. P. 42.3(a); Lehmann v. Har-Con Corp., 39 

S.W.3d 191, 195 (Tex. 2001).  We informed Gafford that her appeal was subject 

to dismissal for want of jurisdiction unless she or any party desiring to continue 

the appeal filed with the court a response showing grounds for continuing the 

appeal.  Gafford has filed a response, but it does not show grounds for 

continuing the appeal.  Therefore, we dismiss the appeal for want of jurisdiction.  

See Tex. R. App. P. 42.3(a), 43.2(f). 
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