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In re Moncla - No. 14-14-00297-CV - Decided August 11, 2014

SUMMARY

The Fourteenth Court of Appeals of Texas continued its abatement of an original mandamus
proceeding because the parties were still working toward a settlement. The court directed the parties to
report on the settlement status after thirty days and stated that the proceeding could be reinstated upon

a dispositive motion or the court’s own motion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the mandamus proceeding should remain abated while the parties continued settlement

negotiations.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The mandamus proceeding challenged a March 31, 2014 order overruling relators' special exceptions in the
underlying case. While the mandamus petition was pending, the parties agreed to settle the dispute subject to
execution of a mutually acceptable settlement agreement, but continued to work toward finalizing that

agreement.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Relators filed a mandamus petition on April 21, 2014. After the parties reported that they had agreed to settle the
underlying dispute subject to execution of a settlement agreement, the court abated the proceeding for successive
thirty-day periods. On August 4, 2014, relators reported that settlement efforts were continuing, so the court
continued the abatement for another thirty days and provided for reinstatement upon a dispositive motion, an

appropriate motion to reinstate, or the court's own motion.
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