






cannot be renewed under O.C.G.A. § 9-2-61. Bass v. Milledgeville, 121 Ga. 151, 152 

(1904) (a certiorari that is “void for any reason... cannot be renewed’); see also Buckler 

v. DeKalb County, 290 Ga. App. 190, 191 (2008). However, ACC’s original certiorari 

petition was not void, but merely voidable. 

Georgia law provides that “a valid bond may by amendment be substituted for a 

void bond or no bond at all” (O.C.G.A. § 5-4-10) and, because a “valid bond may be 

supplied by amendment,” lack of a bond is not necessarily fatal to a certiorari action 

Scott v. Oxford, 105 Ga. App. 301, 305 (1962); see also Buckler v. DeKalb County, 290 

Ga. App. 190, 192 (1) (2008); Williams v. City of Douglasville, 354 Ga. App. 318, 319 

(2020). Though lacking a bond, ACC’s original certiorari petition was timely because 

it was “applied for within 30 days of the final determination of the case” and was 

“filed in the clerk’s office within a reasonable time after sanction by the superior court 

judge” O.C.G.A §5-4-6(a) and (b). The lower tribunal’s decision in this case was 

handed down on September 16, 2022. ACC needed to — and did — apply for its writ 

no later than October 17, 2022. Filing the writ and sanction on October 25, 2022 (or 

sooner as urged by ACC) is not so unreasonable as to make the writ void.4 

A merely voidable case can be renewed under O.C.G.A. § 9-2-61 (a). And this 

would be true even if this Court had dismissed the case for any of these procedural 

4 Cf. City of Atlanta v. Hector, 256 Ga. App. 665 (2002) (allowing a petition filed 34 days after final 

decision because of intervening holidays, but without discussing when the petitioner applied for the 

writ). 
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failures. See Fisher v. City of Atlanta, 212 Ga.App. 635 (1994). Because ACC’s initial 

petition was “merely voidable” when it was voluntarily dismissed, it can be renewed 

under O.C.G.A. § 9-2-61. Dunwoody v. Disc. Prac. Mgmt., 8338 Ga. App. at 137 (2016). 

As a result, Respondents’ Motion to Dismiss (Dkt. 7) is hereby DENIED. 

Ill. Respondents’ Motion for Expedited Briefing Schedule and Final 

Hearing and Petitioner’s Motion for Stay 

ACC requests a stay of the case until the resolution of its appeal of the Murray 

County dismissal (Dkt. 4). Conversely, Respondents seek expedited briefing and a 

hearing, despite the pending — and potentially dispositive — appeal. (Dkt. 10) All 

parties anticipate a decision from the Court of Appeals on or before November 18, 

2023. Absent further appellate litigation, affirmance of the Murray County dismissal 

means this certiorari action would proceed, while a reversal likely means the case 

would return to Murray County. 

Given this procedural posture, the Court believes it is advisable to await the 

Court of Appeals’ decision before addressing the merits. However, all parties assert 

a desire to litigate this matter expeditiously and the record from the lower court has 

already been filed. (Dkt. 15) In those circumstances, a blanket stay will not serve the 

interests of the parties or judicial economy and efficiency. The standard of review on 

the merits in either Court will be virtually the same,* such that preparing briefing on 

the merits of the lower tribunal's decision will not be wasted effort. Therefore, 

5 Certiorari - DeKalb Cty. v. Bull, 295 Ga. App. 551, 552 (2009); Neal v. Augusta-Richmond Cnty. Pers. 

Bd., 351 Ga. App. 340 (2019). Appellate Practice Act — O.C.G.A. § 5-3-5. Administrative Procedures 

Act — O.C.G.A § 50-30-19(h), Georgia Pro. Standards Comm'n v. Lee, 333 Ga. App. 60 (2015); Georgia 

Dep't of Agric. v. Brown, 270 Ga. App. 646, 649 (2004). 
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Petitioner’s Motion for Stay (Dkt. 4) is DENIED. Because the date of briefing and 

hearing will be after the Court of Appeals’ decision (and therefore not expedited), 

Respondents’ Motion for Expedited Briefing Schedule and Final Hearing (Dkt. 10) is 

likewise DENIED. 

Briefing and Hearing Schedule 

When a petition for review is filed, the reviewing court is obligated to establish 

filing deadlines and schedule necessary hearings. O.C.G.A. § 5-3-9.6 On or before 

December 8, 2023, each party may submit briefing to the Court — not to exceed 30 

pages — as to the legal and factual issues presented by the petition and the lower 

tribunal’s decision. On or before December 18, 2023, each party may submit rebuttal 

briefing to the Court — not to exceed 10 pages — responding only to the issues asserted 

in the other party’s initial briefing. This matter shall be set for in-person hearing at 

9:30 a.m. on December 21, 2023. The parties shall notify this Court of appellate court 

decisions and/or further appellate litigation that might necessitate changes to — or 

obviate the need for — this briefing and hearing schedule. 

IT IS SO ORDERED, this 18 day of September, 2023. 

MR hrs 
HQN. RACHEL R. KRAUSE 
Superior Court of Fulton County 

Atlanta Judicial Circuit 

® See also, O.C.G.A. § 5-4-11 (“Certiorari cases shall be heard ... upon reasonable notice to the parties, 

at any time that the matters may be ready for a hearing.”) 
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