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OPINION

Thisis an attempted gpped from anorder of dismissa, sgned February 17, 2000. No motion for
new trid wasfiled. Appelant’s notice of gpped was filed July 10, 2000.

The notice of appeal mugt be filed withinthirty days after the judgment is sgned when gppellant has
not filed atimely motion for new triad, motion to modify the judgment, motion to reingtate, or arequest for
findings of fact and conclusons of lawv. See TEX. R. APP. P. 26.1.

Onduly 17, 2000, appelleefiled amotionto dismiss the gpped for want of jurisdiction. See TEX.
R. APP. P. 42.3(a). OnJuly 26, 2000, appellant filed aresponse which failsto demondtrate that this Court



has jurisdiction to entertain the apped.

Appelant asserts that he did not recelve timely notice of the tria court’s final judgment. He
contends he did not learn of the judgment until he received a response to his request for informationfrom
the didtrict clerk dated June 28, 2000. The gpplicable rules provide that if aparty hasnot recelved notice
or actual knowledge of ajudgment within twenty days after the judgment or order was signed, thenthe time
period for perfectingthe appeal may be extended by following the procedure outlined in Texas Rule of Civil
Procedure 306a.5. See TEX. R. APP. P. 4.2.(b). The party seeking to extend thetime period isrequired
to prove in the trid court, on sworn motion, the date he first either received notice or acquired actua
knowledge of the 9gning of the judgment. See TEX. R. CIV. P. 306a.5. After hearing the party’ smoation,
thetrid court must Sgn a written order that finds the date when the party fird either received notice or
acquired actual knowledge that thejudgment or order wassigned. See TEX. R. APP. P. 4.2.(c). Appdlant
did not file amotion pursuant to Rule 306a.5, make the required proof, or obtain the requiredwrittenorder.
Therefore, he has not established that heis entitled to additional time to perfect his gpped.

We grant appellee’ smotion. Accordingly, the apped is ordered dismissed.

PER CURIAM
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