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SUMMARY

The Eighth District Court of Appeals of Texas dismissed Devoris Antoine Newson’s attempted appeal

for want of jurisdiction. The court held that no appealable written order denying his pretrial habeas

application appeared in the record, the habeas proceeding was moot because the underlying criminal

case had been dismissed, and a defendant may not appeal the dismissal of a criminal charge.
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Newson attempted to appeal the trial court's oral denial of his pretrial
application for a writ of habeas corpus. The court of appeals dismissed

the appeal for want of jurisdiction.

The court reviewed its own appellate jurisdiction de novo and
dismissed because no appealable written order appeared in the record

and the habeas application was moot.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court of appeals had jurisdiction over an attempted appeal from the trial court's oral denial
of a pretrial habeas application when no written order had been signed.

2. Whether the pretrial habeas application became moot after the underlying criminal charge was dismissed

and Newson was released from confinement.

3. Whether the notice of appeal could be construed as an appeal from the dismissal of the underlying
criminal charge.

HOLDINGS

1. A written trial-court order is a prerequisite to invoking the court of appeals' jurisdiction in a habeas

proceeding; an oral pronouncement on the record is not an appealable order.

2. A pretrial habeas application is moot when the underlying offense is dismissed and the applicant is

released from confinement on that charge.

3. A criminal defendant may not appeal a trial court's order dismissing a charge against the defendant.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In a habeas proceeding, “a trial court’s oral pronouncement is not appealable until a written order is
signed.”” (at 2)

“A written order is a prerequisite to invoking this Court’s jurisdiction in a habeas proceeding.” (at 2)

“a pretrial application for writ of habeas corpus is rendered moot when the offense for which the applicant

was being held is dismissed and the applicant is released from confinement on the charge.” (at 2)

€<«

[a] criminal defendant is not permitted to appeal a trial court’s order dismissing a charge against him.””
(at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Newson filed a pretrial habeas application while being held on an underlying criminal charge. The trial court
orally denied the application, but the record contained no written order ruling on it. After Newson filed the
application, the trial court granted the State's motion to dismiss the underlying criminal case, and Newson was

released from confinement on that charge.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Newson filed a pretrial application for writ of habeas corpus on November 7, 2025. He later filed a notice of

appeal from the trial court's verbal denial of the application. After the underlying criminal case was dismissed on
the State's motion, the court of appeals issued a show-cause order concerning its jurisdiction; Newson did not

respond. The court dismissed the appeal and denied any pending motions as moot.
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