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Opinion by Justice Boatright 

Before the Court is relator’s petition for writ of mandamus in which relator complains of 

an order denying relator’s Rule 91a motion to dismiss. The denial of a Rule 91a motion to dismiss 

is subject to mandamus review. In re Essex Ins. Co., 450 S.W.3d 524, 526 (Tex. 2014). To be 

entitled to mandamus relief, a relator must show both that the trial court has clearly abused its 

discretion and that relator has no adequate appellate remedy.  In re Prudential Ins. Co., 148 S.W.3d 

124, 135–36 (Tex. 2004) (orig. proceeding). Although relator recited that standard of review in its 

petition, it did not attempt to identify anything the trial court did that was a clear abuse of 

discretion, nor did relator attempt to explain why it has no adequate appellate remedy. Because 

relator’s petition did not make its required showing, we must deny the petition. TEX. R. APP. P.  
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52.8(a). Accordingly, we deny relator’s petition for writ of mandamus. 
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