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SUMMARY

The Fourth Court of Appeals of Texas granted extensions of time to file notices of appeal in two
related criminal cases. The court retained both appeals, reinstated appellate deadlines, and
consolidated the cases for briefing, argument, and disposition while keeping the appellate records

separate.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether to grant extensions of time to file the notices of appeal in both appellate cases.

2. Whether to retain the appeals on the docket, reinstate appellate deadlines, and consolidate the two

appeals for briefing, argument, judgment, opinion, and mandate.



FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The opinion concerns two criminal appeals brought by David Stuart Bishop from proceedings in the 144th
Judicial District Court of Bexar County. Bishop sought extensions of time to file notices of appeal in both
matters. The Fourth Court of Appeals granted the extensions and consolidated the appeals for efficient

administration while preserving separate records.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The appeals arose from two cases in the 144th Judicial District Court of Bexar County, Texas. The court granted
extensions of time to file the notices of appeal, retained both appeals on its docket, reinstated the appellate
deadlines, and consolidated the appeals for briefing, argument, judgment, opinion, and mandate while keeping

the records separate.
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