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MEMORANDUM OPINION
Appellant Zaza Mamulaishvili filed a notice of appeal attempting to appeal
from the trial court’s orders denying his Special Appearance and granting Appellee
Frontera Resources Corporation’s Application for a Temporary Injunction. On

April 20, 2022, Appellees Steve Nicandros, Luis Giusti, Tyler Nelson, and



Frontera Resources Corporation filed a “Notification of Facts Mooting Appeal of
Denial of Special Appearance and Grant of Temporary Injunction” stating that on
March 4, 2022, the trial court entered a final judgment ordering that Appellant take
nothing on his claims against Appellees, granting damages and attorneys’ fees to
Appellees on their counterclaims against Appellant, and entering a permanent
injunction against Appellant. Appellees stated that in light of the trial court’s final
judgment, Appellant’s appeal is now moot.

Pursuant to Texas Rule of Appellate Procedure 42.3(a), on any party’s
motion or on its own initiative, this Court may dismiss an appeal for lack of
jurisdiction. See TEX. R. App. P. 42.3(a). Specifically, if a case becomes moot, the
court must dismiss the case for want of jurisdiction. See Heckman v. Williamson
Cty., 369 S.W.3d 137, 162 (Tex. 2012).

On May 5, 2022, this Court notified Appellant that this appeal was subject to
dismissal for want of jurisdiction unless he filed a written response within ten days
of the notice, or May 16, 2022, explaining why, in light of the Final Judgment
issued on March 4, 2022, this Court has jurisdiction over his interlocutory appeal.
See TEX. R. App. P. 42.3(a), 43.2(f). The notice informed Appellant that if a
meritorious response was not received by the stated deadline, the Court could
dismiss his appeal for want of jurisdiction without further notice. Appellant did

not file a response.



Based on the trial court’s March 4, 2022 Final Judgment ordering that
Appellant take nothing on his claims against Appellees, granting damages and
attorneys’ fees to Appellees on their counterclaims against Appellant, and entering
a permanent injunction against Appellant, we conclude Appellant’s interlocutory
appeal is moot.

We dismiss the appeal for want of jurisdiction.

PER CURIAM

Panel consists of Justices Landau, Hightower, and Rivas-Molloy.



