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SUMMARY

The Georgia Supreme Court held that Wang failed to demonstrate an abuse of discretion in the trial
court’s denial of his motion to dismiss on forum non conveniens grounds. The court concluded that the
trial court erred by converting an interlocutory injunction into a permanent injunction without
adequate notice or the parties’ consent. The denial of dismissal was affirmed, and the permanent-
injunction order was vacated while the interlocutory injunction remained in effect.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by denying Wang's motion to dismiss under Georgia's forum
non conveniens statute.

2. Whether the trial court could convert the interlocutory injunction into a permanent injunction without
notice of a hearing addressing permanent injunctive relief or the parties' consent.

HOLDINGS

1. A trial court ruling on a motion to dismiss under OCGA § 9-10-31.1 must place on the record the
essential reasoning supporting its decision so that meaningful appellate review is possible, although
specific findings on each statutory factor are not absolutely required in every case. Because Wang
approved the form of the unexplained order and therefore could not demonstrate an abuse of discretion,
the denial of the forum non conveniens motion was affirmed.

2. Before entering a permanent injunction, a court must provide notice of a hearing at which permanent
injunctive relief will be considered, unless the parties agree otherwise. Because Wang received no such
notice and did not consent, the trial court erred in making the interlocutory injunction permanent.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“What is required to permit meaningful appellate review is that the trial court set out upon the record the
essential reasoning that forms the basis for its exercise of discretion to grant or deny a motion to dismiss
under the doctrine of forum non conveniens.” (571)

“Accordingly, we vacate the order making permanent the interlocutory injunction, leaving the previously
entered interlocutory injunction in full force and effect.” (573)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Liu alleged that Wang held stock in a Chinese company on Liu's behalf, had misappropriated the stock, and had
wrongfully withheld distributions and other funds derived from it. The trial court entered an interlocutory
injunction prohibiting Wang from transferring certain assets while the litigation was pending. The trial court later
stayed the case pending related Chinese litigation and purported to make the interlocutory injunction permanent.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Liu sued Wang in Fulton County concerning Wang's alleged holding and misappropriation of stock in a Chinese
company and related distributions. The trial court denied Wang's forum non conveniens motion, stayed the
action pending resolution of related litigation in China, and made an interlocutory injunction permanent. The
Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed the denial of the motion to dismiss but vacated the order making the
injunction permanent.
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