Review of Recent Juvenile Cases (2009)
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In a juvenile case, absent a timely motion for new trial, a notice of appeal must have
been filed within thirty days of the date the trial court's judgment was signed. [In the
Matter of M.R.H.](09-4-6)

On October 2, 2009, the Dallas Court of Appeals held found that the judgment about which
appellant appears to complain was rendered in 2001, and was therefore untimely raised in 2009.

9] 09-4-6. In the Matter of M.R.H., MEMORANDUM, No. 05-09-00725-CV, _ S.W.3d__, 2009 WL 3153167
(Tex.App.-Dallas, 10/2/09).

Facts: On June 19, 2009, appellant M.R.H., whois now an adult, filed anotice of appeal "under56.01 Texas
Family Code from orderunderSection 54.11(1)(2)." The cited provisions relate to proceedings under the Texas
Family Code by which a juvenile whois adjudicated delinquent and committed to the Texas Youth Commission
istransferredtothe Texas Department of Criminal Justice. See generally Tex. Fam.Code Ann. § 54.11 ("Release
or Transfer Hearing"); § 56.01 ("Rightto Appeal") (Vernon 2008). Because the record reflects thatany
proceedings related to appellant's transfer orrelease fromthe Texas Youth Commission occurred in 2001, we
directedthe partiestofile letter briefs addressing ourjurisdiction overthe appeal. We specifically questioned
whetherthere were any appealable ordersissued from which the June 19, 2009 appeal was brought.

Held: Dismissed

Memorandum Opinion: Appellantfiled aletterbriefin which he asserts this Court has jurisdiction because he
cannot obtain relief by post-conviction writ of habeas corpus under article 11.07 of the code of criminal
procedure. Appellantalso contends the relevant sections of the family code do not place a time limiton
appealingthe orderatissue inthisappeal. The State responded thatasearch of the record shows no new
orderswere issued from which the June 19, 2009 appeal could be brought. The State asserts, therefore, that
this Court does not have jurisdiction overthe appeal. We agree with the State.

Section 56.01(b) of the family code states "[t]he requirements governing an appeal are asin civil cases
generally." Tex. Fam.Code Ann. § 56.01(b). To properly invoke this Court's jurisdiction, an appellant must
timelyfileanotice of appeal. See Tex.R.App. P. 25.1. Absent atimely motion fornew trial, a notice of appeal
must have been filed within thirty days of the date the trial court's judgment was signed. See Tex.R.App. P.
26.1.

Conclusion: Inthis case, the judgmentabout which appellant appearsto complain was rendered in 2001 and
the record does not reflect any otherappealable orders since that date. Appellant's June 19, 2009 notice of
appealisuntimely as toany 2001 judgment.
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Accordingly, we conclude we lack jurisdiction overthe appeal. See generally Verburgtv. Dorner, 959 S.W.2d
615 (Tex.1997). We dismiss the appeal.
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