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OPINION

This is an attempted appeal from an interlocutory order granting a temporary

injunction, signed May 9, 2000.

OnJune 12, 2000, appelleefiledamotionto enforce the temporary injunction and for

expedited referral to the trial court pursuant to Tex. R. App. P. 29.4. On June 15, 2000, we

Issued an order referring the enforcement proceeding to the trial court and directing the trial

court either to hear evidence and grant the appropriate relief or make findings and

recommendations and report them to us.



On July 11, 2000, appellants filed a motion to dissolve the May 9th temporary
injunction order and to reverse and render. Attached to this motion was the trial court’s
order, signed June 29, 2000, stating the trial court’s finding that the conduct sought to be
enjoined in the May 9th temporary injunction order was vague, indefinite and not specific
enough to enforce through contempt. Accordingly, the June 29th order denied appellee’s
motion to enforce the temporary injunction. Based on this order, appellants requested that

we dissolve the temporary injunction and reverse and render judgment in favor of appellants.

On July 14, 2000, the trial judge filed a letter stating that a hearing on appellee’s
motion to amend the May 9th order was begun, but had been continued to allow additional
argument, affidavits and objections. Thetrial court advised that it would forward any rulings
as soon as the rulings were made. On July 20, 2000, appellee filed a motion to stay the
filing of appellants motion to dissolve based on the trial court’s hearing of the motion to
amend the May 9th order. On July 28,2000, the trial court faxedacopy of itsamended order

granting atemporary injunction.

The May 9, 2000, order appealed from has effectively been withdrawn because it was
superseded by the July 28, 2000 order. Therefore, this appeal is moot.

Accordingly, the appeal is ordered dismissed.
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