COURT OF APPEALS OF TEXAS, THIRTEENTH DISTRICT, CORPUS

CHRISTI-EDINBURG
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SUMMARY

The Thirteenth Court of Appeals of Texas dismissed two appeals by a juvenile from an order waiving

juvenile-court jurisdiction and transferring the cases for trial as an adult. The court held that the

notices of appeal were untimely and that the appellant’s response, even if construed as a motion for

extension, was filed after the applicable grace period.
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Appeal from a juvenile court order waiving exclusive original
jurisdiction and transferring the juvenile's cases to district court for
trial as an adult. The court of appeals reviewed the timeliness of the

notices of appeal and dismissed for want of jurisdiction.

The court reviewed its appellate jurisdiction and compliance with the
deadlines governing accelerated appeals. Appellate jurisdiction cannot
be enlarged beyond the authority provided by the Texas Rules of
Appellate Procedure.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the notices of appeal from the juvenile court's certification and transfer order were timely under

the accelerated-appeal deadlines.

2. Whether the court could treat D.M.M.'s late response as a motion for extension of time when the

response was filed after the fifteen-day Rule 26.3 grace period.

3. Whether the appeals had to be dismissed for want of jurisdiction under Texas Rule of Appellate
Procedure 42.3.

HOLDINGS

1. Appeals from an order certifying or transferring a juvenile to stand trial as an adult are accelerated

appeals, and the notice of appeal is due twenty days after the judgment is signed.

2. To obtain an extension under Rule 26.3, the appellant must file the notice of appeal in the trial court and
a compliant motion for extension in the appellate court within fifteen days after the filing deadline;

merely filing a late notice or a later explanation is insufficient.

3. When a notice of appeal is untimely and the Rule 26.3 requirements for an extension are not met, the
court of appeals must dismiss the appeal for want of jurisdiction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because appellant’s notice of appeal was untimely as to both causes, we lack jurisdiction over the appeals.

Accordingly, we dismiss both causes in their entirety for want of jurisdiction.” (opinion at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The juvenile court signed an order transferring D.M.M.'s cases to district court for trial as an adult on April 22,
2026. D.M.M. filed notices of appeal on May 13, 2026, after the twenty-day deadline but within the fifteen-day
grace period authorized by Rule 26.3. D.M.M. did not file a motion for extension within that grace period; her

response explaining the late filing was submitted on May 31, after the grace period had expired.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Matagorda County juvenile court signed an order on April 22, 2026, waiving exclusive original jurisdiction
and transferring D.M.M.'s cases to the appropriate district court to stand trial as an adult. D.M.M. filed notices of
appeal on May 13, 2026, within the fifteen-day grace period but after the twenty-day deadline for accelerated
appeals. After the appellate clerk notified D.M.M. that the appeals appeared untimely, D.M.M. filed an
explanation on May 31, 2026, but did not file a motion for extension within the Rule 26.3 grace period. The

court dismissed both appeals for want of jurisdiction.
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