SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS

In the Estate of J. Hugh Wheatfall, Deceased

No. 24-0778 - No. No. 24-0778 - Decided February 13, 2026

SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Texas held that a probate order admitting a will and denying an application for
letters of administration was not final and appealable because it did not unequivocally dispose of
objections filed after a specified date. The court concluded that the will contest remained pending until
the trial court dismissed it on November 3, 2022, making the appeal timely. The court reversed the
court of appeals’ dismissal for want of jurisdiction and remanded for consideration of the appeal’s

merits.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the trial court's September 16, 2019 order admitting the will to probate and denying the
application for letters of administration was a final, appealable order when it expressly overruled only
objections asserted through September 4, 2019.

2. Whether the September 5, 2019 will contest remained pending after the September 16, 2019 probate
order.

3. Whether Wheatfall timely appealed the November 3, 2022 order dismissing his will contest.

HOLDINGS

1. The September 16, 2019 order was not final or appealable because it neither actually disposed of all
issues in the relevant probate phase nor clearly and unequivocally stated that it finally disposed of all

such issues.
2. Wheatfall's September 5, 2019 will contest remained pending after the September 16 probate order.

3. The November 3, 2022 order dismissing the will contest was the first final order regarding the issues

raised in the contest, and Wheatfall timely appealed that order.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under the general one-final-judgment rule, a judgment is final if it either “actually disposes of every
pending claim and party” or “clearly and unequivocally states that it finally disposes of all claims and all
parties.”” (at 6)

“We will not imply finality where the record and the order’s express language call finality into question.” (at
8)

“Accordingly, we agree with the court of appeals dissent and hold that (1) the trial court’s September 16,
2019 order was not final or appealable; (2) there was no final order regarding the issues raised in Wheatfall’s
will contest until the trial court rendered its November 3, 2022 order dismissing the contest; and (3) Wheatfall

timely appealed that order.” (at 9)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Hugh Wheatfall died in 2018. His son, Isaiah Wheatfall, applied for letters of administration alleging that Hugh
died without a valid will, while his granddaughter, Theresa DeBose, applied to probate an alleged 2009 will.
Before the trial court ruled on the competing applications, Wheatfall filed objections alleging improper
execution, lack of testamentary capacity, and undue influence. The trial court's September 16, 2019 order
admitted the will and denied Wheatfall's application but expressly overruled only objections asserted through
September 4, leaving the September 5 will contest unresolved.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Isaiah Wheatfall applied for letters of administration and later filed objections and a will contest after Theresa
DeBose applied to probate an alleged 2009 will. The trial court admitted the will to probate, denied Wheatfall's
application for letters, and overruled objections asserted through September 4, 2019, while Wheatfall's

September 5 will contest remained unresolved. The trial court later dismissed the will contest on November 3,



2022. The court of appeals dismissed Wheatfall's appeal, concluding that the 2019 probate order was final and
appealable and that Wheatfall had not timely appealed. The Supreme Court of Texas reversed and remanded for
consideration of the merits of the appeal.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The court of appeals must consider the merits of Wheatfall's appeal from the November 3, 2022 order dismissing

his will contest.
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