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SUMMARY

The Texas Second Court of Appeals dismissed the appeal for lack of jurisdiction because the trial court
had not signed a written order on the appellant’s habeas application. The court held that a certificate of
proceedings was not an appealable order and that the appellant failed to respond to the court’s
jurisdictional concerns.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the court of appeals had jurisdiction over an appeal from a habeas proceeding when the trial
court had not signed a written order.

2. Whether a certificate of proceedings could be treated as an appealable order.

HOLDINGS

1. The court of appeals lacked jurisdiction because the trial court had not signed an appealable written
order on the habeas application.

2. A certificate of proceedings is not an appealable order and cannot supply appellate jurisdiction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because Appellant has not filed a response showing that the trial court has signed an appealable written
order or otherwise showing grounds for continuing the appeal, we dismiss this appeal for lack of
jurisdiction.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Rajat Kumar sought habeas relief in the trial court. The trial court had not signed a written order on the
application. In response to the appellate court's jurisdictional notice, Kumar submitted a certificate of
proceedings but did not establish that an appealable written order existed.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The appeal arose from an application for habeas relief in Tarrant County Criminal District Court No. 4. The
court of appeals notified Appellant that it appeared to lack jurisdiction because no written order had been signed
by the trial court. Appellant submitted a certificate of proceedings, but did not respond to the court's continued
jurisdictional concern or show that an appealable written order existed. The court dismissed the appeal for lack
of jurisdiction.
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