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 M E M O R A N D U M   O P I N I O N 

 Kelli Sue Bouget, Appellant, has filed a notice of appeal from an order 

holding her in contempt for failing to comply with a previous order of the trial 

court regarding the possession of her children.  Upon filing the appeal, the clerk of 

this court notified Appellant by letter that it did not appear this court had 

jurisdiction to entertain her direct appeal from an order of contempt.  We requested 

that Appellant respond by May 5, 2014, and show grounds to continue the appeal.  

Appellant has not filed a response addressing the jurisdictional issue.  We dismiss 

the appeal.   
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 A judgment of contempt is not appealable on direct appeal.  Tex. Animal 

Health Comm’n v. Nunley, 647 S.W.2d 951, 952 (Tex. 1983); In re Smith, 310 

S.W.3d 908, 913 (Tex. App.—Eastland 2010, orig. proceeding); Tracy v. Tracy, 

219 S.W.3d 527, 530 (Tex. App.—Dallas 2007, no pet.).  The only available 

means of review from an order of contempt are writs of mandamus and writs of 

habeas corpus.  In re Long, 984 S.W.2d 623, 625 (Tex. 1999) (orig. proceeding).  

Because this is a direct appeal from a contempt order, we have no jurisdiction.  

Accordingly, we must dismiss this appeal.  

 The appeal is dismissed for want of jurisdiction.  
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