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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed dismissal of Teresa Watson's petition for writs of mandamus
and prohibition against a superior court judge. The court held that no hearing was required because no
mandamus nisi had issued and neither party requested oral argument. It further held that Watson had
an adequate remedy at law through discovery and appeal in the underlying defamation action.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Watson appealed the superior court's order granting Judge Matthews's
motion to dismiss her petition for writs of mandamus and prohibition.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The Supreme Court reviewed the dismissal of the mandamus and
prohibition petition for legal error.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court erred by ruling on Watson's mandamus petition without holding a hearing.



2. Whether mandamus and prohibition were available when Watson had an adequate remedy through
ordinary proceedings and appeal in the underlying defamation case.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not err by ruling on the petition without a hearing because no mandamus nisi had
issued and neither party requested oral argument under Uniform Superior Court Rule 6.3.

2. Mandamus and prohibition were unavailable because Watson had an adequate remedy through
discovery, ordinary judicial proceedings, and appeal in the underlying defamation action.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“However, no mandamus nisi issued, and Judge Matthews was served with the petition in the normal
manner.” (692 S.E.2d at 339)

“Accordingly, she has an adequate remedy at law, and writs of mandamus and prohibition are not available to
her.” (692 S.E.2d at 340)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Watson was sued for defamation in the Superior Court of Floyd County, where Judge Matthews presided. She
claimed that a hearing on her motion to dismiss had been scheduled but that Matthews denied the motion
without a hearing, and she sought access to a scheduling log book allegedly reflecting the scheduled hearing.
She had subpoenaed or attempted to subpoena the log book in the underlying defamation action and also pursued
access under Georgia's Open Records Act.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Watson sought to compel Judge Matthews to produce a scheduling log book and to prohibit interference with her
asserted right to appeal a criminal contempt matter. After the judges of the Rome Judicial Circuit recused
themselves, a superior court judge from another circuit was appointed. The appointed judge granted Matthews's
motion to dismiss without a hearing, and the Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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