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SUMMARY

The Thirteenth Court of Appeals of Texas dismissed the appeal for lack of jurisdiction because
appellants filed their notice of appeal after the applicable deadline. The court held that the timely
motion for new trial extended the deadline to ninety days after the judgment was signed, and

appellants’ Rule 306a request did not alter that deadline.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the notice of appeal was timely filed when the judgment was signed on June 25, 2025,

appellants timely filed a motion for new trial, and the notice of appeal was filed on September 25, 2025.

2. Whether the court of appeals had jurisdiction when the trial court denied relief under Texas Rule of Civil

Procedure 306a and appellants failed to cure the untimely appeal after notice of the defect.

HOLDINGS

1. When a party timely files a motion for new trial within thirty days after the judgment is signed, the
notice-of-appeal deadline is ninety days after the judgment is signed. Because appellants' notice was

filed on September 25, 2025, two days after the September 23, 2025 deadline, it was untimely.

2. Absent a timely notice of appeal, the court of appeals lacks jurisdiction and may dismiss the appeal for

want of jurisdiction when the appellant fails to cure the defect after notice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Absent a timely filed notice of appeal, this court lacks jurisdiction over the appeal.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The trial court signed the judgment on June 25, 2025, although the district clerk did not mark it filed until June
27, 2025. Appellants filed a motion for new trial on July 18, 2025, and a notice of appeal on September 25,
2025. After the trial court denied appellants' request under Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 306a to adjust post-

judgment deadlines, appellants filed an amended notice of appeal, but it did not cure the jurisdictional defect.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The district court signed the judgment on June 25, 2025. Appellants filed a motion for new trial on July 18,
2025, and a notice of appeal on September 25, 2025. After the appellate court questioned timeliness, appellants
sought relief under Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 306a; the trial court denied that relief. The court of appeals

reinstated the appeal, provided an opportunity to cure the jurisdictional defect, and dismissed after the amended
notice of appeal did not cure the untimeliness.
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