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QUESTION(S)PRESENTED

DO I HAVE ANY RIGHTS/THE LIGHT WAS BLINKING!

DO I HAVE ANY RIGHT/I HAD TWO LAWYER, MR.JESSIE A.NaSH (79465
" ANp €. JARED I,SHOUEY(75877)WAS THEIR TO HELP MR.NASH
WITH HIS FIRST LAWEUFT CASE.MR.SHOUEY DID NOT SHOW UP

THE SECOND DAY TO HELP MR.NASH AND MR.NASH LOST ON THE
SECOMD: paY O A TECH M ICELITS

DO I HAVE ANY RIGE#T TO  HAVE MY WITNESS TESTIFY IN COURT.
before CLOSEMG. MY CASE.

DID I NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO HAVE BOTH LAWYERS IN COURT" RODOHM.
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LIST OF PARTIES

[¥1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:

file no.16-08952~-ni

romeo wilson plaintiff, defendant. debra sue gabites
jordan gabites

RELATED CASES

17 circuit court nods-¢08952-ni
state appeal court no.342477

state supreme sc.159938



TABLE OF CONTENTS

JURISDICTION..<3 Zote.. Catéond....
CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED Cal“/@//(f,,
STATEMENT OF THE CASE .&A..ﬂ;..@ﬁ/ﬂé&ﬁ/&.m.ég[mm....’»’m/ad.mm. 7

: - l
L wJad 1. Conlent e, dag<
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRITﬂM%}ﬁZﬂﬁgﬁfgﬂdﬁﬁﬁ%wfr/o v

L Cam Qoo en gmg |y o’ broke pipeck
CONCLUSION ?ff@. ﬁf‘uwﬁv 2eyss mlf}?/m@/ L,ﬁ ot E‘d £ 77L 225 o LT
ch,uja-t (’A‘ffy

o

7 l’@ /4
INDEX TO APPENDICES ﬂ/

T APPENDIXA S+gle coait OFIN/07) /=4 P~ o (LRt
wle feb - 7 2009

7 APPENDIXB Stete Rrief [4-0895s ~{ /~ & Pages

‘ Wl /- ¢ 1b-085Cy At

[T APPENDIX G S €el™ complard i >

Feole Conld et ’I/éffa./ Tene K-25 uﬂ/puA/zsth MB39297
/ = bPage5
iAPPEND|XE 776 Sw/ren

g APPENDIXD 5
< Cocrt 5y S373Y Otarch ) =200 () Peges

7 w g HLARTSiDe H éa/Th cele Dotley Teaen Tafsma vale G123/
APPENDIX F ..
(D gage - O1ag 05 1y ConesT

A
J



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES STATE CIRCUIT 17th60URT 16-,08952-NI 7~ -+ PAGE NUMBER

T TRAN-(1I1)pllABOUT WORKING 1725
4£ TRAN.-(11)p.(16)ABOUT BIKE PEDAL 12/25
- TRAN.(11)P.(17)ABOUT CROSING THE STREET 1/25
71 TRAN (11)P.(18)ABOUT FREAK ACCIDENT 1/10
3/ TRAN.(11)P.(55)ABOUT SLIP AND FALLING 5/25
Y TRAN.(11)P(57)ABOUT FALLING TO KNEE 1/25
jEQC.TRAN.(ll)P(56)ABOUT INJURY GOING TO HOSPITAL 1/25
NI TRSN.(110 P(58)ABOUT SUICIDE 1725
XI  TRAN.(11)P.(63)ABOUT INJURY TO ME 1/25
KX TRAN.(11)P.(64)ABOUT MS.GABITE CALL TO THE STAND 1/25
X TRAN.(11)P.(67)ABOUT BUSY STREET 5/25
¥ TRAN.(110P(6§)ABOUT MS.GABITE SLAMING ON HER BRAKES 1/25
L TRAN(11)P.(69)ABOUT UTILITY TRUCK 1/25
TRAN.(71)accident at light 1/25

STATUTES AND RULES

~+ STATE 17#CIRCUIT:i COURT RULE JHN.30-2018

Z STATE APPEAL COURT RULE JUNE 18-2019
T STATE SUPREME COUR? RULE MARCH 30-2020
OTHER

IN COURT MY LAWYER IN COURT AFTER IOSING MY CASE
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

to

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not.yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[X, For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix Tzt 4 to t}ze petition and is

b reporteséﬂ“ at 1/ > CAlC it QCpud ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the 5/?674/ : /71/5 2 7 court
appears at Appendix7zi £ to the petition and is
k(] reported at _ ea| Cpwy ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished. ‘



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was -

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[}{ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court dec1ded my case was Jan-30 ;"/ 5
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix 7.

[Ad A tlmely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
st -{p-Qe (7 and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendlxﬂq_é)_

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND B3TATUTORY PROVISEONS INVOLVED

[

The  accident in question took place on September 23-2015
at the intersection of Jefferson in Grand Rapids.At trial,I
testified thatiwalking my bike from my apartment on Ransom

to the intersectiofi of Fulton and Jefferson,when§ got to the
padstrian.traffic. signal gaid-“*walk" so I started walking across

the crosswalk. The signal started blinking, so I hopped on my
bike and stared peddling across the crosswalk. Since the signal
was blinking and a big utility truck was obstructing traffic
view,I hurried and tried to be extra careful".The signal was stéf@
blinking when Zpassed the utility truck,As soon as my front tire
went up on the sidewalk/curb,Ms,Gabites,car struck the back end

of my bike.pedal,which caused me to flip over my bike handlebar,

causing me to come down on my head.

APPENDIX=TRANSCRIPT (11)

PAGS(16)LINE 12/25 about bike pedal
page (17)LINE 1725 about crossing styset
page (69)line 1/25 about utility truck
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The Grand Rapids Police responded to the scene of the accident and conducted an
investigation. Officer Sean Lahuis’s report indicates that Jordan Gabites was the driver of
the vehicle which struck Mr. Wilson and that the “hazardous action” committed by Jordan
Gabites was that she “failed to yield.” Officer Lahuis reported that our client, Mr. Wilson,
landed face down on the street and was unresponsive with a head injury and was
transported to the hospital. Officer Lahuis reported that Mr. Wilson’s condition was serious
at the time the report was made and that Mr. Wilson sustained frontal skull injuries and a
C4 neck fracture, as reported by Doctor Shanaver.

Injuries and Damages

As a direct and proximate result of Jordan Gabites’s negligence, Mr. Wilson suffered
serious injuries, and will permanently suffer from mental and emotional anguish, and pain

and suffering. Mr. Wilson sustained serious impact wounds and lacerations on his face and -

head, and other resulting serious injuries to his left ear, neck, and shoulder, due to the force
of impact with the concrete road which resulted from Jordan Gabites striking him with the
vehicle which resulted from Jordan Gabites’s failure to yield. Mr. Wilson was transported to
the hospital by ambulance. Because of Mr. Wilson’s injuries and because Mr. Wilson is now
unable to do many of the activities he used to do before the accident, Mr. Wilson meets the
serious impairment threshold.

As a result of the accident, Mr. Wilson was hospitalized for 16 days and underwent
intensive rehabilitation and therapy for months until Safeco Insurance’s hired physician
determined through a 20-minute appointment that Mr. Wilson had convalesced; (I was
present). During Mr. Wilson's 16-day hospitalization, Mr. Wilson experienced severe head
and neck pain and swelling in his face and head which rendered him unable to move
independently or engage his normal daily activities. To counter this pain, the hospital
physicians administered morphine and other pain medications which generally left him
sedated, which further rendered him unable to move independently or engage his normal
daily activities.

Before the accident on September 23, 2015, Mr. Wilson worked as a lawn-care and
residential handyman subcontractor, which involved mowing picking up branches, raking,
carrying and using a blower, removing trash, moving furniture. It also involved painting
residential houses which included moving ladders and climbing up and down ladders. But
because of the accident Mr. Wilson is now unable to accomplish many of these tasks. Before
the accident, Mr. Wilson would regularly walk 2.8 miles twice in one day with a short break
between the two stretches. But because of the accident Mr. Wilson is now unable to
accomplish this task. Before the accident, Mr. Wilson lifted free weights as part of a daily
exercise routine. But because of the accident Mr. Wilson is now unable to accomplish this

Page 2 of 3



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

[

THIS WAS MR. JESSE A, NASH FIRST LAWYER SUIT CASE,AND HE NEEDED -
HELP,SO I ASH CAN I REPLACE HIM,AND I WAS TOLD (NO)

SO I ASH CAN I GET HIM SOME HELP,AND I WAS TODD(FES)

MR.JARED I, SHOUEY CAME TO COURT THE FIRST DAY,TO HELP MR. NASH
IN COURT.AND MR. NASH STOOD UP IN COURT AND SAY MR.SHOUEY WAS
THERE TO HELP HIM BECAUSE THISWAS HIS FIRST LAWSUIT CASE AND

HE NEEDED HELP.BUT MR. SHOUEY ONLY HELP MR.NASH WITH PICK OUT
THE JURY ONLY,AND DID NOY SHOW ON THE SECONDDAY.

AND MR. NASH LOST MY CASE ON THE SECONDDAY ON ATECHRICALITY.

WHEN THE ONLY THING HE HAD TO SHOW WAS MY DOCTOR STATEMENT HE
HAD ON THE TABLE IN FRONT @?MHIM.
MR. NASH CLOSE MY CASE BEFOR CALLING MY WITNESS TO-THE STAND.

THE DRUMP DRUCK DRIVER.

(1)DID I NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO REPLACE MR.NASH/?

(2)DID I NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO HAVE BOTH LAWYER IN COURT?

(3)DID I NOT HAVE THE RIGHT TO HAVE MY WITNESS TESTIFY IN COURT?

BEFOR CLOSING MY CASE.

I THANK MR.NASH WAS MAD HT Mg i 47 s B eflaec haim , Ard
WHEN THE CASE WAS OVER MR.NASH LEFT MY TABLE AND wdaik uer
THE DEFENSIVE 74be JUST LOOK BACK AT ME. °

TO PROVE MY POINT I WOULD LIKE TO ASH SUPREME FOR RULE ¢ 22/80
video tape or the courtroom or me.

JESSE A.NASH(79465)
JARED I.SHOUEY(75877)

OeA/ ‘k_m



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: !q ﬁﬂ’éf / % ;/"L(j



