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SUMMARY

The Texas Court of Appeals for the Second Appellate District affirmed the trial court’s final judgment
dismissing Darryl Heffner’s claims against the appellees. The court held that the judgment was final
because it disposed of all claims and parties, and it further held that Heffner waived his appellate
issues through inadequate briefing. The underlying claims included fraud, breach of fiduciary duty and

trust, and quiet-title or trespass-to-try-title claims.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the trial court's Final Judgment was final and appealable.

2. Whether Heffner adequately briefed his appellate complaints or waived them by failing to provide

coherent argument, substantive analysis, and appropriate citations.

HOLDINGS

1. The Final Judgment was final for purposes of appeal because it expressly stated that it was a final
judgment disposing globally and completely of all claims between the parties, and the record confirmed

that all claims had been dismissed, nonsuited, or severed.

2. Heffner waived his appellate issues because his briefing was confusing, disjointed, and largely
unsupported by cogent argument, substantive analysis, and appropriate citations to authorities and the

record.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Final Judgment in this case recites that it is “meant to be Final Judgment globally and completely

disposing of all claims between the parties asserted in this cause number.”” (at 5)
“We hold that Appellant has waived his Issues on appeal.” (at 9)

“Having concluded that the Final Judgment is final for purposes of appeal and having held that Appellant
has waived his Issues on appeal, we affirm the judgment of the trial court.” (at 9)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Heffner sued a judge and attorneys and law firms involved in earlier probate and civil litigation concerning his
wife's estate and a family lawsuit. He sought declaratory and injunctive relief and asserted claims including
fraud, breach of fiduciary duty and trust, and quiet title or trespass to try title. The appellees asserted immunity-
based pleas to the jurisdiction, and the judge also asserted that Heffner lacked standing to sue her. Heffner did

not respond to the pleas or attend the hearing at which they were granted.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Heffner filed suit seeking declaratory and injunctive relief and asserting various tort and title-related claims. The
trial court granted appellees' pleas to the jurisdiction, dismissed Heffner's claims with prejudice, found the
petition facially groundless and in violation of Texas Civil Practice and Remedies Code Chapters 9 and 10 and
Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 13, and later entered a final judgment after counterclaims were nonsuited and
other claims were severed. Heffner's motion for new trial was overruled by operation of law. The court of



appeals held that the judgment was final and that Heffner waived his appellate issues through inadequate

briefing, then affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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