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SUMMARY

The Texas Thirteenth Court of Appeals affirmed Ruben Trevino’s conviction for murder and fifty-year
sentence. The court held that Trevino failed to preserve his complaint concerning a limiting instruction
for extraneous-offense evidence, and it rejected his challenges to the denial of mistrials and his

claimed deprivation of a fair trial.

CASE DETAILS

COURT Court of Appeals of Texas, Thirteenth District, Corpus Christi—
Edinburg

WRITING FOR THE COURT Ysmael D. Fonseca; Justice Pefia; Justice West; Justice Fonseca

JURISDICTION Texas Court of Appeals, Thirteenth District, Corpus Christi-Edinburg

DECIDED June 25, 2026

DOCKET 13-25-00158-CR

DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE After a jury convicted Trevino of murder and assessed fifty years'

confinement, he appealed, challenging the lack of an extraneous-
offense limiting instruction, the denial of mistrial motions, and alleged

denial of a fair trial.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The denial of a mistrial is reviewed for abuse of discretion and will be
upheld if within the zone of reasonable disagreement. Preservation

issues are reviewed under Texas Rule of Appellate Procedure 33.1(a).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court erred by failing to give a limiting instruction concerning extraneous-offense

evidence in the jury charge or contemporaneously when the evidence was admitted.

2. Whether the trial court erred by denying Trevino's motions for mistrial based on references to extraneous

offenses and juror complaints about trial delays.

3. Whether Trevino was deprived of a fair trial because a complaining juror remained on the jury and

because the trial included a ten-day recess.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not err by failing to include a limiting instruction in the jury charge because Trevino
did not request a limiting instruction when the evidence was first admitted and did not object to the

testimony.

2. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by denying a mistrial based on the prosecutor's references to

Trevino's criminal history.

3. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by denying a mistrial based on jurors' complaints about trial
delays because the remarks reflected frustration with the pace and length of trial, not bias or partiality

against Trevino.

4, Trevino's fair-trial claim failed because he did not object that the juror was disabled or disqualified, and

the record did not show a condition preventing the juror from fully and fairly performing juror functions.

5. Trevino failed to establish reversible error or a constitutional fair-trial violation arising from the ten-day

recess because he did not object and did not show harm.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“If . . . the defendant fails to request a limiting instruction when evidence of extraneous bad acts and offenses
is first admitted at trial, the evidence is admissible for all purposes, and the trial court is not obligated to

include a limiting instruction in the jury charge.” (6)

“A mistrial is a device used to halt trial proceedings where error is so prejudicial that expenditure of further

time and expense would be wasteful and futile.” (7)

“We find the trial court was well within its discretion to deny Trevino’s motions for mistrial.” (10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Trevino was accused of fatally shooting Carlos Vasquez outside the Palace Men's Club in Corpus Christi on
August 4, 2021. Surveillance video showed Trevino approach Vasquez and fire at least three shots from
approximately fifteen feet away; Vasquez, who did not appear armed, was struck in the chest and died. Trevino
relied principally on self-defense and presented evidence of prior hostilities, including an earlier shooting

involving Vasquez and threats against Trevino. During cross-examination of Trevino's wife, the prosecutor



elicited references to Trevino's criminal history, and jurors later complained about trial delays and the expected

length of the proceedings.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Nueces County jury convicted Trevino of murder, a first-degree felony, and assessed punishment at fifty years'
confinement. The Thirteenth District Court of Appeals affirmed the judgment, holding that Trevino failed to
preserve his limiting-instruction and fair-trial complaints and that the trial court acted within its discretion in

denying the mistrial motions.
DISPOSITION

affirmed
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