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MEMORANDUM  OPINION 

 
 Appellant Colette Savage filed a pro se notice of appeal stating that she is 

appealing two orders:  (1) the “Order Granting Dismissal of McDonald as Defendant and 

Ordering Sanctions Against Colette Clara Savage” and (2) the “Order Regarding 

Requests for Admissions Filed by Colette Savage.”  Both orders were signed by the trial 

court on February 17, 2016.  However, all pending parties and claims have not been 

disposed of in this case; therefore, there is no final judgment.  See Lehmann v. Har-Con 

Corp., 39 S.W.3d 191, 192-93 (Tex. 2001).   
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 This Court has no jurisdiction to hear an appeal from a judgment that is not final, 

unless there is specific statutory authority permitting an appeal before final judgment.  

See TEX. CIV. PRAC. & REM. CODE ANN. § 51.012 (West 2015).  None of the exceptions to the 

rule that only final judgments can be appealed applies in this case.  See id. § 51.014 (West 

Supp. 2015) (listing interlocutory judgments that may be appealed before final judgment 

is rendered in the case).   

 We notified Appellant that her appeal might be dismissed for want of jurisdiction 

unless she filed a response within ten days showing grounds for continuing the appeal.  

Appellant filed a response, but it does not show grounds for continuing the appeal.  This 

appeal is therefore dismissed for want of jurisdiction.  See TEX. R. APP. P. 42.3.  Appellant’s 

request for more time to conduct more research is dismissed as moot. 
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