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SUMMARY

The Texas Court of Appeals, Third District, dismissed the appeal for want of prosecution after the pro

se trustee of a trust failed to obtain counsel and file an amended notice of appeal. The court held that a

trustee may not represent a trust pro se and that a nonattorney’s filing of documents on behalf of a trust

constitutes unauthorized practice of law.
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The trust appealed a May 4, 2026 trial-court order through a notice of
appeal filed by its pro se trustee. The court of appeals notified the
trustee that a trust may not appear through a nonattorney
representative and required an attorney to file an amended notice of
appeal; no attorney did so and the trustee filed no response in this

appeal.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether a trustee may represent a trust pro se in an appeal.
2. Whether the appeal should be dismissed when no licensed attorney files an amended notice of appeal on
behalf of the trust after the court directs that one be filed.
HOLDINGS

1. A trustee may not appear pro se in a representative capacity on behalf of a trust; a licensed attorney must

represent the trust.

2. The appeal must be dismissed for want of prosecution when no attorney files the required amended
notice of appeal on behalf of the trust and the trustee does not respond.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A trustee may not appear pro se in his representative capacity as a trustee.” (at 1)

“Therefore, because a nonattorney trustee cannot represent a trust, and no attorney has filed an amended

notice of appeal on behalf of the Almericas Veterans Mortgage Trust, we dismiss this appeal.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Almericas Veterans Mortgage Trust filed a notice of appeal through its trustee, Ronnie Dansby, who was acting
without counsel. The appellate court determined that Dansby could not represent the trust in a representative

capacity, notified him that an attorney needed to file an amended notice of appeal, and received no attorney
filing or response in this appeal.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The appeal arose from an order of the 368th District Court of Williamson County. After initial review, the court
of appeals informed the trust that its trustee could not represent the trust pro se and that an attorney needed to
file an amended notice of appeal to avoid dismissal. Because no attorney filed an amended notice and the trustee

did not respond, the court dismissed the appeal for want of prosecution.
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