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SUMMARY

The Ninth Court of Appeals of Texas denied Mitchell William Blakeley’s petition for a writ of
mandamus and motion for temporary relief in an underlying divorce and custody proceeding. The
court held that Blakeley had not shown entitlement to mandamus relief concerning interim attorney’s
fees, an order on a motion for leave, or designation of an expert.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Blakeley demonstrated a clear abuse of discretion by the trial court warranting mandamus
relief.

2. Whether Blakeley lacked an adequate remedy by appeal.

3. Whether temporary relief should issue in connection with the mandamus petition.

HOLDINGS

1. Blakeley did not show that he was entitled to mandamus relief because he failed to establish the
requirements for mandamus, including a clear abuse of discretion and the lack of an adequate remedy by
appeal.

2. Temporary relief was denied.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“An abuse of discretion occurs when a trial court’s ruling is arbitrary and unreasonable, made without regard
for guiding legal principles or supporting evidence.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The underlying proceeding was a divorce and custody suit. The trial court entered an Order on Motion for
Interim Attorney’s Fees and Expenses and Trial Retainer and an Order on Petitioner’s Motion for Leave, both
dated January 14, 2026. Blakeley sought to compel the trial court to vacate those orders and permit him to
designate George S. Glass, M.D. as an expert.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Blakeley sought mandamus relief from the 418th District Court of Montgomery County, Texas, requesting that
the trial court vacate orders concerning interim attorney's fees and expenses and leave to designate an expert, and
grant him leave to designate George S. Glass, M.D. The Court of Appeals reviewed the petition and the
submitted record and denied both the petition and the motion for temporary relief.
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