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MEMORANDUM OPINION

Pro se appellant Quinlon Dajuan Jenkins attempts to appeal the trial court’s
orders denying his Motion for Indigency and his Motion for Discovery and
Deposition. On October 23, 2018, we sent Jenkins a letter expressing our concern
that we lack jurisdiction over his appeals because the trial court had not entered any
appealable orders and had not signed a judgment of conviction. We instructed him
that unless he filed a response showing grounds for continuing the appeals, we could
dismiss them. See Tex. R. App. P. 44.3. Jenkins responded to our request, but his
responses do not show grounds for continuing the appeals.

In a criminal case, we generally have jurisdiction only when the trial court has
signed a judgment of conviction. McKown v. State, 915 S.W.2d 160, 161 (Tex. App.—
Fort Worth 1996, no pet.). “We do not have jurisdiction to review interlocutory
orders unless that jurisdiction has been expressly granted to us by law.” I4. Neither
of the rulings of which Jenkins complains is a final judgment of conviction or an
appealable interlocutory order. Therefore, we dismiss these appeals for want of
jurisdiction. Tex. R. App. P. 43.2(f); McKown, 915 S.W.2d at 161.
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