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SUMMARY

The Texas Court of Appeals for the Second District dismissed Sheik Tehuti’s appeal for want of
jurisdiction. The court concluded that the challenged interlocutory transfer orders were not appealable
and that the appeal was moot to the extent it sought transfer of the underlying case.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the appeal could be maintained when the challenged transfer orders were not appealable
interlocutory orders and no final judgment had been entered.

2. Whether the appeal was moot to the extent appellant sought transfer of the case to a different court and
judge.

3. Whether an order denying a motion to recuse or disqualify is an appealable interlocutory order.

HOLDINGS

1. The court lacked appellate jurisdiction because the denied transfer orders were not appealable
interlocutory orders or a final judgment.

2. The appeal was moot to the extent appellant sought transfer of his case to a different court and judge
because the case had already been transferred.

3. An order denying a motion to recuse or a motion to disqualify is not an appealable interlocutory order
under the circumstances presented.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, we dismiss this appeal for want of jurisdiction.” (at 2)

“Thus, this appeal is moot to the extent that the transfer of Appellant’s case to a different court and judge was
the relief he sought.” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Sheik Tehuti sought transfer of his case and asserted claims of judicial misconduct in motions filed in the trial
court. The motions were denied on November 7, 2017. On that same day, the underlying case was transferred
from the 342nd District Court to the 48th District Court, rendering the requested transfer relief moot to that
extent.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The underlying case was transferred from the 342nd District Court to the 48th District Court on the same day
that the challenged motions were denied. The trial court entered the challenged orders on November 7, 2017.
The court of appeals notified the parties that the orders did not appear appealable and that the transfer-related
relief appeared moot; after receiving no response, it dismissed the appeal.
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