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Case Briefs
Texarkana v Jones
Citation: Texarkana Memorial Hospital, Inc., d/b/a Wadley Hospital, Relator v. Hon. Guy Jones, No. B-6279, SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS, 551 S.W.2d 33; 1977
Facts: In this case, Texarkana Memorial Hospital is precisely seeking a writ of mandamus to compel Honorable Guy Jones (Judge of the 202nd Judicial District) to withdraw his discovery order, which requires the hospital to produce the minutes of various hospital groups.
Issue: Seeking if all of the meeting minutes could be discoverable, which the hospital has been ordered to produce under Article 4447d, section3.
 Holdings: No
Rationale: Provision of such statute, especially when read in their entirety, could depict that the legislation is purposed to restrict unauthorized use of patient data that is retrieved from examination and treatment records by hospitals, physicians, or any other healthier organization. 
Dissent: the trial could as well needs to be precisely ordered to prohibit from the discovery of the minutes and reports of any healthcare facility charged with the function of review.
Jordan v Court of App.
Citation: Jordan v Court of App., No. C-3990, SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS, 701 S.W.2d 644; 1985
Facts: Presentation of opinions or evidence to any healthcare Committee during its deliberation does not, in any case, make that opinion or evidence privileged if proved or offered by means apart from the Committee records. The statute prevents the discovery and the use of the proceedings and records of the hospital committee. 
Issue: If a privileged exists to except the various documents from discovery under article 447d, sec. 3, and if so, has the privileged been properly preserved and claimed.
Holdings: Yes, documents are discoverable
Rationale: A waiver has been put on the determination by the court that the privilege claimed by the petitioners. Due to this, it is not constitutionally permissible to make the determination of whether there would have been any privilege on every document on every envelope. 
Dissent: One of the factors against finding a waiver should be the public policy of vigorous prosecution of those who violate the law. Due to the cooperation with the Grand Jury, the statutory privilege has been waived. Therefore, the court precisely discourages full disclosure by those with knowledge of relevant facts. 
Barnes v. Whittington
Citation: No. C-6754, SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS, 751 S.W.2d 493; 1988
Facts: Barnes seeks a writ of mandamus that is precisely directing the district court to revoke its order that most of the documents are protected from discovery. 
Issue: If the documents would be provided in a medical malpractice case.
Holdings: No
Rationale: All documents are subject to discovery and concur in the result of the majority. 
Dissent: N/A
