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SUMMARY

The Texas Court of Appeals for the First District dismissed Percival Dyer’s appeal for lack of
jurisdiction. The court held that an order denying a motion for reconsideration is not independently
appealable and noted that the notice of appeal was also untimely; all pending motions were dismissed

as moot.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Pro se appellant appealed the trial court's order denying her motion for

reconsideration of a motion for reinstatement. The court of appeals

dismissed the appeal for lack of jurisdiction.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court independently determined its appellate jurisdiction as a
threshold matter.
PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Memorandum opinion; precedential effect not established by the

opinion text.

PARTIES Percival Dyer v. Farah Law Firm, Claudia Fernanda Juarez Gonzalez,

Western Surety Company, Surety Bond, Nancy Hamren

TOPICS

appellate jurisdiction ~ motion for reconsideration  appellate procedure ~ mootness  civil procedure



PRACTICE AREAS

Appellate procedure  Civil procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether an order denying a motion for reconsideration is independently appealable.

2. Whether the court of appeals had jurisdiction over the appeal when the notice of appeal identified a
nonappealable order.

3. Whether the appeal was timely even assuming the order denying reconsideration were appealable.

HOLDINGS
1. An order denying a motion for reconsideration is not independently appealable.
2. When an appeal is from an order over which the court has no jurisdiction, the appeal must be dismissed.

3. Even if the order denying reconsideration had been appealable, the notice of appeal was untimely

because it was filed more than thirty days after the order was signed.

KEY QUOTATIONS
“An order denying a motion for reconsideration is not independently appealable.” (at 1)
“courts always have jurisdiction to determine their own jurisdiction.” (at 2)

“Accordingly, we dismiss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The trial court dismissed appellant's case on August 27, 2024. After the trial court denied appellant's motion for
reinstatement, appellant sought reconsideration, which the trial court denied on April 28, 2025. Appellant

attempted to appeal only the order denying reconsideration.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The trial court dismissed appellant's case on August 27, 2024. Appellant filed a motion for reinstatement on
December 26, 2024, which the trial court denied, and then filed a motion for reconsideration on February 18,
2025. The trial court denied reconsideration on April 28, 2025. Appellant filed her notice of appeal on June 24,
2025. After notifying appellant that the appeal appeared to be jurisdictionally defective and allowing fourteen

days for a response, the court dismissed the appeal and dismissed all pending motions as moot.
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