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MEMORANDUM OPINION 

 
Jamie Lee Bledsoe, proceeding pro se, has filed a petition for a writ of mandamus.  Upon 

reading Bledsoe’s petition, we infer that he is complaining of a ruling in the trial court denying 

Bledsoe’s request for habeas corpus relief.1  Bledsoe has failed to provide this Court with any 

record upon which the relief he requests could be granted.    

While Bledsoe has filed copies of several documents, we find nothing in the record to 

establish that he has asked the trial court for any relief.  The relator is obligated to “provid[e] this 

Court with a sufficient record to establish his right to mandamus relief.”  Walker v. Packer, 827 

S.W.2d 833, 837 (Tex. 1992) (orig. proceeding).  Hence, there is nothing this Court could 

compel the trial court to do.  Further, if we were to infer that Relator seeks continued review of 

discretionary matters already presented and decided in his past direct appeal and habeas corpus 

proceedings, mandamus is not an appropriate vehicle.     

We deny the relief sought. 
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1Bledsoe’s petition says he “received a ‘white card’ from the Court of Criminal Appeals, where they dismissed the 

writ [of habeas corpus] without written order.”  Again, Bledsoe has provided no documents to substantiate these 

assertions. 


