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Before the Court is the State’s May 25, 2021 Petition for Writ of Mandamus 

and Emergency Motion for Temporary Relief.  In its petition, the State requests the 

Court compel the trial court to vacate its order issued under article 39.14 of the code 

of criminal procedure compelling the State to notify the defense of the approximate 

dates, locations, and conduct of the predicate acts the State will rely upon to 

prosecute the defendant on a charge of continuous sexual abuse. 

To be entitled to mandamus relief, the relator must show (1) it has no adequate 

remedy at law and (2) what it seeks is a ministerial act.  In re State ex rel. Weeks, 

391 S.W.3d 117, 122 (Tex. Crim. App. 2013).  An act is ministerial if the relator has 
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a clear right to the relief sought.  Id.  The relator has a clear right to relief when the 

facts and circumstances dictate but one rational decision under unequivocal, well-

settled, and clearly controlling legal principles.  See id. 

After reviewing the State’s petition and the record, we conclude the State has 

not carried its burden to show the trial court violated a ministerial duty in issuing the 

discovery order.  See id.; see also In re State ex rel. Skurka, 512 S.W.3d 444, 447 

(Tex. App.—Corpus Christi 2016, orig. proceeding) (concluding discovery order 

under article 39.14 requiring State to designate which jail recordings it would admit 

into evidence at trial did not exceed scope of trial court’s authority so as to justify 

mandamus relief in light of standard of review, work-product doctrine, facts and 

circumstances of case, and trial court’s discretion in determining issues related to 

discovery).   

We deny the State’s petition for writ of mandamus.  Having denied the State’s 

petition, we also deny as moot the State’s emergency motion for temporary relief. 
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