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ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

 On June 16, 2010, appellant, Jaicourrie Finley, filed a pro se notice of appeal 

with this Court indicating appellant’s desire to appeal the district court’s “denial of an 

injunction/protective order.”  On June 30, 2010, this Court received correspondence 

from appellant, entitled “Appellant’s Brief,” that indicates that appellant is attempting to 

appeal the denial of a motion for injunctive relief in his pending criminal prosecution.  

This “brief” expressly indicates that the motion for injunctive relief was filed by court-

appointed counsel.  The clerk’s record in this cause was received on September 9, 

2010.  The clerk’s record includes a “Motion for Order to Transfer to Another Unit,” 
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which was denied by the trial court, and appears to be the motion that appellant is 

seeking to appeal.  This motion was filed by counsel, and nothing in the clerk’s record 

indicates that counsel has ever been permitted to withdraw from representation of 

appellant in the underlying criminal proceeding. 

Because appellants are not allowed to have hybrid representation on appeal and 

because the record does not reflect that appellant’s counsel has been permitted to 

withdraw from representation in this matter, we may not consider the merits of 

appellant’s appeal.  See Ex parte Taylor, 36 S.W.3d 883, 887 (Tex.Crim.App. 2001). 

 Because this correspondence was filed by appellant pro se while appellant is 

represented by counsel, the Court hereby dismisses the appeal without prejudice to 

refiling by counsel. 

 

        Per Curiam 
 


