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SUMMARY

The Seventh District Court of Appeals of Texas dismissed Richard A. Dunsmore’s appeal for want of
prosecution. The court held that the appellant failed to file a brief and motion for extension despite

repeated directives and warnings.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appellant appealed from the trial court's order of dismissal. The court

of appeals dismissed the appeal for want of prosecution after appellant

failed to file a brief and motion for extension despite multiple

directives.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the appeal should be dismissed for want of prosecution when the appellant failed to file an

appellate brief and failed to comply with repeated directives to file the brief with a motion for extension.

HOLDINGS

1. The appeal was dismissed for want of prosecution because appellant failed to file a brief and motion for

extension after being given repeated notice and opportunities to comply.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We dismiss the appeal for want of prosecution.”

“Accordingly, we dismiss this appeal for want of prosecution.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The appellant sought review of a trial-court order of dismissal. He did not timely file his appellate brief, and an
attempted electronic filing was rejected because it lacked a motion for extension. Despite two subsequent

appellate-court directives setting deadlines and warning of dismissal, he filed neither the required brief nor a

motion for extension.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The 154th District Court of Lamb County, Texas, entered an order of dismissal. Appellant's brief was due
December 29, 2025, but was not filed. After the appellate court notified appellant that the appeal was subject to
dismissal and gave repeated opportunities to file a brief with a motion for extension, appellant failed to comply

or communicate further. The court dismissed the appeal for want of prosecution.
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