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OPINION

This is an atempted gpped from ajudgment, Sgned August 27, 1999. Appdlant filed atimdy
moationfor new trid on September 21, 1999. Appdlant’ snatice of apped wasfiled November 25, 1999.

When gppdlant hasfiled atimdy mation for new trid, mation to modify the judgment, mation to
reindete, or arequest for findings of fact and condusions of law, the natice of goped mugt befiled within
ninety days after the date the judgment issgned. See TEX. R APP. P. 26.1(a).

Appdlant's natice of goped was nat filed imey. A mation for extendon of time is necessaxily
implied when an gopdlant, acting in good fath, files anotice of goped beyond the time dlowed by Rule
26.1, but within thefifteen-day grace period provided by Rule 26.3for filingamation for extenson of time.



See Verburgt v. Dorner, 959 SW.2d 615, 617-18 (1997) (congiruing the predecessor to Rule 26).
However, the gopdlant must offer areasonable explanation for falling tofilethe natice of goped inatimdy
manne. See TEX. R APP. P. 26.3, 10.5(b)(1)(C); Verburgt, 959 SW.2d at 617-18. Appelant's
notice of gpped was nat filed within the fifteen-day period provided by rule 26.3.

On February 24, 2000, natification was tranamitted to dl parties of the Court’ sintent to dismiss
the goped for want of jurigdiction. See TEX. R. APP. P. 42.3(a). Appdlant filed no response.

Accordingly, the goped is ordered dismissed.

PER CURIAM

Judgment rendered and Opinion filed March 16, 2000.
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