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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Alabama addresses consolidated appeals arising from a Madison Circuit Court

writ of mandamus concerning protection-from-abuse and domestic-violence proceedings involving

Jordan Ray Henshaw. The Court dismisses Judge Linda F. Coats's appeal for lack of standing and

dismisses Henshaw's appeal in part, transferring it to the Court of Criminal Appeals. The opinion also

discusses the authority to conduct a pretrial hearing under Alabama's stand-your-ground immunity

statute.
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Separate appeals from a Madison Circuit Court order granting the
State's petition for writs of mandamus against Judges Linda F. Coats
and Patricia D. Demos. The Supreme Court of Alabama dismissed
Judge Coats's appeal, dismissed the portion of Henshaw's appeal
concerning the writ directed to Judge Coats, and transferred the
remaining portion of Henshaw's appeal concerning the criminal case to

the Court of Criminal Appeals.

De novo review applies to a circuit court's issuance of a writ of
mandamus when the issues presented are questions of law and the

facts are undisputed.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether Judge Coats had standing to appeal the Madison Circuit Court's mandamus order.

2. Whether the Madison Circuit Court had supervisory jurisdiction to issue a writ of mandamus directing

Judge Coats, who was acting as a special circuit judge, to vacate part of her PFA order.

3. Whether the portion of Henshaw's appeal challenging the mandamus order directed to Judge Coats could

proceed when that order was void.

4. Whether Henshaw's appeal challenging the mandamus order directed to District Judge Demos in the

criminal case belonged in the Supreme Court of Alabama or the Court of Criminal Appeals.

HOLDINGS

1. Judge Coats lacked standing to appeal the mandamus order because she had no personal, legally

protected interest or injury in fact resulting from the order.

2. A circuit court lacks supervisory jurisdiction to issue a writ of mandamus directing a judge acting as a

special circuit judge to vacate an order entered in that capacity.

3. The mandamus order directing Judge Coats to vacate part of her PFA order was void, and neither Judge

Coats's nor Henshaw's appeal from that portion of the order could proceed.

4. Henshaw's appeal concerning the mandamus order directing District Judge Demos to vacate the
dismissal of the criminal case belongs in the Court of Criminal Appeals.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Circuit courts do not have supervisory jurisdiction over one another.” (22)

“SC-2025-0493 -- APPEAL DISMISSED. SC-2025-0535 -- APPEAL DISMISSED IN PART AND
TRANSFERRED.” (28)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Mikaela Williams filed a protection-from-abuse petition alleging that Henshaw had assaulted her during an
altercation. Linda F. Coats, a district judge sitting as a specially appointed circuit judge, presided over the PFA
proceeding and conducted a pretrial hearing under Alabama's stand-your-ground immunity statute, finding
Henshaw immune from criminal prosecution and civil action. Patricia D. Demos, the district judge presiding
over the related domestic-violence prosecution, relied on Coats's order and dismissed the criminal charge. The

Madison Circuit Court later issued writs of mandamus directing both judges to vacate their orders.
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Williams filed a protection-from-abuse petition against Henshaw in Madison Circuit Court. Special Circuit
Judge Coats conducted a statutory immunity hearing in the PFA case and entered an order finding Henshaw
immune from criminal prosecution and civil action; District Judge Demos then dismissed the related domestic-
violence charge. The Madison Circuit Court granted the State's mandamus petition, ordering Coats to vacate the
immunity ruling and Demos to vacate the dismissal and restore the criminal case. Coats and Henshaw separately
appealed.

DISPOSITION

dismissed

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The appeal in SC-2025-0535 concerning the mandamus order directed to Judge Demos was transferred to the

Court of Criminal Appeals. No remand instructions were issued to the Madison Circuit Court.
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