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In re RSR Corporation, 475 S.W.3d 775 (2015)
59 Tex. Sup. Ct. J. 116

475 S.W.3d 775
Supreme Court of Texas.

In re RSR Corporation and Quemetco Metals Limited, Inc., Relators

NO. 13-0499
Argued September 2, 2015

Opinion delivered: December 4, 2015

Synopsis

Background: Licensor of anode-production information brought action against licensee for
breach of contract and misappropriation of trade secrets, and licensor’s counsel hired licensee’s
former finance manager and reviewed his documents. The District Court, Dallas County, Carlo
Cortez, J., , granted licensee’s motion to disqualify. Licensor petitioned for writ
of mandamus, which the Dallas Court of Appeals, , denied. Licensor petitioned the
Supreme Court for writ of mandamus.

Holdings: The Supreme Court, Devine, J., held that: [

manager was a fact witness relating to litigation, and

(21 presumptions applicable to disqualification analysis involving a side-switching paralegal do not
apply to fact witnesses, disapproving

Mandamus relief conditionally granted.
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In re RSR Corporation, 475 S.W.3d 775 (2015)
59 Tex. Sup. Ct. J. 116

Disqualification in general

Disqualification of counsel is a severe
remedy.

Cases that cite this headnote

21 Mandamus
Modification or vacation of
judgment or order Mandamus
--Specific acts

A party whose counsel is

improperly  disqualified has no

adequate remedy by appeal, and thus,

if a trial court abuses its discretionby
disqualifying

counsel, an appellate court may grant

mandamus relief.

Cases that cite this headnote

BI' Appeal and Error
Abuse of discretion

A trial court abuses its discretion if it
incorrectly analyzes or applies the
law.

Cases that cite this headnote
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