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OPINION

Appdlant, Beathard, doing business as Beathard Joint Venture (BJV), appeas an order, signed
April 5, 2000, granting a permanent injunctionagaingt BJV and granting appellant West Houston Airport’s
partid motion for summary judgment. We reviewed the record and find that the trial court’s order does
not dispose of al damsasto dl parties and is thus interlocutory.

To befina and gppedable, an order granting a motionfor summary judgment must dispose of dl
dams as to dl parties before the court. See Mafrige v. Ross, 866 S.W.2d 590, 591 (Tex. 1993).



When an order failsto dispose of dl clamsasto dl parties, it isinterlocutory and unappedable absent a

severance. Seeid.

The trid court’s order granting partial summary judgment fails to address appelle€’ s remaining
clams for quantum meruit and for attorney’ s fees, and does not address appdlant’s counterclams. The
order, however, aso grants a permanent injunction which is gppealable unless issues or parties reman
undisposed. See Jamesv. Hubbard, 985 SW.2d 516, 517 (Tex. App.—San Antonio 1998, no pet.).
Here, issues remain to be decided, so the permanent injunction is not separately appedable.

At ord argument, we gave appellantsthirty days to obtain aseverance order inthetriad court and
fileit with this court. After thirty days, no such order hasbeenfiledinthis court. Asaresult, we have no
jurisdiction to hear an appedl from the partid summary judgment and permanent injunction. Accordingly,

we dismiss this case for lack of jurisdiction.
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