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DISMISSED FOR LACK OF JURISDICTION
On October 3, 2014, the trial court denied appellant Charlotte Leal’s “Motion to Suppress
Blood Evidence.” Five days later, on October 8, 2014, appellant filed a notice of appeal. We
conclude we lack jurisdiction over the appeal.
The right to appeal in a criminal case is a statutorily created right. See McKinney v. State,
207 S.W.3d 366, 374 (Tex. Crim. App. 2006); see also TEx. CODE CRIM. PROC. 44.02 art. (West
2006) (providing right of appeal for defendant); TeEx. R. App. P. 25.2(a)(2) (rules for appeal by

defendant). As a general rule, appellate courts may consider appeals by criminal defendants only
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after conviction. Wright v. State, 969 S.W.2d 588, 589 (Tex. App.—Dallas 1998, no pet.).
Intermediate appellate courts have no jurisdiction to review interlocutory orders absent express
authority. Ex parte Apolinar, 820 S.W.2d 792, 794 (Tex. Crim. App. 1991); Wright, 969 S.W.2d
at 589.

Orders denying pretrial motions to suppress are not appealable interlocutory orders. See
Wright, 969 S.W.2d at 589 (identifying types of appealable interlocutory orders). Therefore, we

have no jurisdiction over this appeal, and order the appeal dismissed for lack of jurisdiction.
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