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MEMORANDUM OPINION

This is an appeal from a judgment signed January 14, 2022. The notice of
appeal was due February 14, 2022. See Tex. R. App. P. 26.1(a).! Appellant, however,

1 Although the notice of appeal could have been timely filed within six months after the
judgment was signed if this were a restricted appeal, see Tex. R. App. P. 26.1(c), this cannot be a
restricted appeal. The record reflects that appellant’s counsel participated in a January 13, 2022
hearing that resulted in the final judgment, and restricted appeals are limited to parties who “did
not participate—either in person or through counsel—in the hearing that resulted in the judgment
complained of.” Tex. R. App. P. 30.



filed his notice of appeal on March 30, 2022, a date more than 15 days after the due
date for the notice of appeal. See Verburgt v. Dorner, 959 S.\W.2d 615, 617 (Tex.
1997).2

On April 29, 2022, this court informed appellant by letter about the untimely
notice of appeal and warned him his appeal was subject to dismissal if he failed to
show meritorious grounds for continuing the appeal. Appellant filed no response to
the letter. Accordingly, due to the lack of any basis for exercising jurisdiction over

this appeal, we dismiss the appeal for want of jurisdiction.

PER CURIAM

Panel consists of Chief Justice Christopher and Justices Wise and Jewell.

2 Appellant dated his notice of appeal February 28, 2022, but the trial court clerk
filestamped the notice of appeal on March 30, 2022 to reflect its filing on that date. There is no
evidence that the notice of appeal was actually received by the trial court clerk within 10 days of
the February 28th deadline, see Tex. R. App. P. 9.2(b)(1), so this discrepancy cannot help
demonstrate the notice of appeal might be timely.
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