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A Tennessee Supreme Court Rule 10B petition for recusal appeal was filed in this Court
after the trial court denied a motion for recusal. Because the petition for recusal appeal
was not timely filed in accordance with Tennessee Supreme Court Rule 10B, we dismiss
the appeal.

Tenn. Sup. Ct. R. 10B Interlocutory Appeal as of Right; Appeal Dismissed
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" The recusal motion filed in the trial court was asserted on behalf of attorney Gilbert’s client and
attorney Gilbert himself. Although it is not completely clear, attorney Gilbert evidently sought recusal in
his personal capacity due to the entry of a show cause order by the trial court that was directed against
him as a respondent.
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OPINION

This appeal, which follows the Williamson County Circuit Court’s denial of a
recusal motion, is governed by Tennessee Supreme Court Rule 10B. Under that rule, if a
trial court judge enters an order denying a motion for the judge’s disqualification or
recusal, a party is entitled to an “accelerated interlocutory appeal as of right.” Tenn. Sup.
Ct. R. 10B, § 2.01. Such an appeal is effected by the filing of a petition for recusal
appeal in the appropriate appellate court “within twenty-one days of the trial court’s entry
of the order.” Tenn. Sup. Ct. R. 10B, § 2.02. It should be noted that this time period for
filing a petition for recusal appeal is jurisdictional and cannot be extended. Tenn. Sup.
Ct. R. 10B, § 2.08.

In this case, because the trial court’s order denying the motion for recusal was
entered on March 20, 2018, a petition for recusal appeal should have been filed in this
Court on or before April 10, 2018. However, the instant petition for recusal appeal was
not filed until April 11, 2018. Given the jurisdictional mandate in Tennessee Supreme
Court Rule 10B section 2.02, we lack subject matter jurisdiction over the belatedly-filed
petition. Accordingly, this appeal is dismissed. The case is remanded for such further
proceedings as may be necessary and consistent with this Opinion.
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