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MEMORANDUM OPINION
On June 12, 2026, the Montgomery County District Clerk notified this Court
that the Appellant, Eric Springstun, is not entitled to appeal without paying the $435
fee, and the Appellant has failed to pay the fee or make arrangements to pay the fee
for preparing the clerk’s record.
On June 12, 2026, the appellate clerk issued a notice that warned the parties

that the clerk’s record which was due June 12, 2026, had not been filed, the
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Appellant had not established indigent status for the appeal, and failure to file the
clerk’s record due to appellant’s fault is grounds for dismissal for want of
prosecution. See Tex. R. App. P. 37.3(b). The Clerk of the Court notified the parties
that the appeal would be dismissed for want of prosecution unless by Monday, July
13, 2026, we received either proof satisfactory arrangements to pay the fee for the
record have been made with the trial court clerk’s office, or a motion which states
the facts relied upon to reasonably explain the need for additional time to file the
record. /d.

On July 13, 2026, Springstun filed a motion for a seven-day extension of time
to complete payment arrangements for the clerk’s record. On July 16, 2026,
Springstun notified the Court that he filed an amended designation of the clerk’s
record with the District Clerk, and the District Clerk had not yet notified Springstun
of the cost of the clerk’s record under the amended designation. See id. As of this
date, Springstun has not shown that he paid the District Clerk to prepare the clerk’s
record.

We conclude the trial court clerk failed to file the clerk’s record because the
appellant failed to pay the clerk’s fee for preparing the clerk’s record and that the
appellant has had a reasonable opportunity to cure before dismissal. See id. 37.3(b).

Accordingly, we dismiss the appeal for want of prosecution. See id. 42.3(c), 43.2(f).



APPEAL DISMISSED.
PER CURIAM
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Before Golemon, C.J., Johnson and Wright, JJ.



