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OPINION

Thisis an interlocutory apped from an order dissolving atemporary injunction, sgned August 7,
2000. See TEX. CIV. PRAC. & REM. CODE ANN. § 51.014(a)(4) (Vernon Supp. 2000).

Appdleefileditsbrief on September 7, 2000, asserting that the trid court granted afind summary
judgment on August 30, 2000, whichrendered theappeal moot. On September 18, 2000, notification was
transmitted to dl parties of the Court’ sintent to dismissthe appeal for want of jurisdictionunlessaresponse
was filed demonsgtrating that the apped was not moot. See TEX. R. APP. P. 42.3(a).



On September 29, 2000, gppe lant filed amotionto consolidate this appea with the apped of the
find summary judgment signed by the tria court on August 30, 2000. Theapped of thefina judgment was
docketed in the First Court of Appeds under Cause No. 01-00-00986-CV, but was subsequently
transferred to the Thirteenth Court of Appeals, under Cause No. 13-00-00610-CV.

Appdlant dso filed itsobjectionto dismissa of the appeal. The response failsto demondrate that
the apped isnot moot. The Texas Supreme Court has held that if the trid court renders afind judgment
while anorder granting or denying atemporary injunctionis on apped, the interlocutory apped isrendered
moot. See Isuani v. Manske-Sheffield Radiology Group, P.A., 802 SW.2d 235, 236 (Tex.
1991).

Accordingly, the appedl is ordered dismissed. All pending motions are denied as moot.

PER CURIAM
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