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SUMMARY

The Court of Appeals for the Second District of Texas dismissed a father's restricted appeal from an
order dismissing a case for want of prosecution. Because the father filed his notice of appeal more than
six months after the order was signed, the court held that it lacked jurisdiction and dismissed the

appeal for want of jurisdiction.

CASE DETAILS

COURT Court of Appeals for the Second District of Texas at Fort Worth
WRITING FOR THE COURT Birdwell; Bassel; Womack

JURISDICTION Court of Appeals for the Second District of Texas at Fort Worth
DECIDED March 19, 2026

DOCKET 02-26-00079-CV

DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Father attempted to bring a restricted appeal from the trial court's order

dismissing the case for want of prosecution.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the court of appeals had jurisdiction over Father's restricted appeal when the notice of appeal

was filed more than six months after the trial court signed the challenged order.

HOLDINGS

1. A party seeking a restricted appeal must file the notice of appeal within six months after the challenged
judgment or order is signed, and that deadline is jurisdictional. Because Father filed his notice more than

six months after the trial court's order, the court lacked jurisdiction over the restricted appeal.

2. When the appellate court notifies an appellant of a potential jurisdictional defect and the appellant's

response does not establish grounds for continuing the appeal, the court may dismiss the appeal for want
of jurisdiction.
KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because Father did not file his notice of appeal within six months after the trial court’s order was signed, we

do not have jurisdiction over his restricted appeal.”

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

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The trial court signed its dismissal order on March 4, 2025. Father did not file his notice of restricted appeal until
February 5, 2026, more than six months after the order was signed. The appellate court notified Father of the
jurisdictional defect and gave him an opportunity to show grounds for continuing the appeal, but his response
did not do so.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The 442nd District Court of Denton County signed an Order of Dismissal for Want of Prosecution on March 4,
2025. Father filed a notice of restricted appeal on February 5, 2026. After notifying Father that the appeal

appeared untimely and jurisdictionally defective, the court considered his response and dismissed the appeal for
want of jurisdiction.
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