IN THE SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE
AT JACKSON

B -V ANG (Pro Se)

PLAINTIFF-APPELLANT,
No. W2023-00627-COA-R3-CV

Shelby County Circuit Court
CT-2449-22

VS.

_ HOLT, an indivisual and

resident of Tennessee;

MGA, an insurance company

DEFENDANTS-APPELLEES.

NOTICE OF EVIDENCE OR/AND EXHIBIT

1. PLAINTIFF-APPELLANT, ||l EWANG (Pro Se) gives the Court
this NOTICE OF EVIDENCE OR/AND EXHIBIT.

2. Additional comments about the evidence or/and exhibit are contained or
attached to this notice. The evidence or/and exhibit is attached to this document

as below.

Respectfully submitted,



Dated: September 23, 2024, Monday (09/23/2024).

Additional Comments about the evidence or/and exhibit

3. The date on the envelope was March 15, 2024. (“MAR 15 2024).

4. PLAINTIFF-APPELLANT HWANG saw and found the envelope and the
letter in it on September 19, 2024, Thursday (09/19/2024).

5. HWANG visited and checked his P.O.Box at a post office on September 19,
2024, Thursday (09/19/2024).

6. HWANG gives/submits/files this notice both for the record and for the

subsequent or follow-up actions.
cc (carbon copy):

Tennessee Bureau of Investigation (TBI)

Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)

Shelby County District Attorney General


mailto:kyuhwan.hwang@gmail.com
mailto:TipsToTBI@tn.gov
mailto:info@scdag.com

HWANG does NOT trust Memphis Police Department(MPD) and Shelby County
Sheriff's Office. Therefore, he does not send this notice to those agencies this

time.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have sent (or will sent) a copy of the foregoing

electronically or via Email to:

B ~icoson

LEITNER, WILLIAMS, DOOLEY & NAPOLITAN, PLLC

CC:

/s/ - Hwang (Pro Se)

Dated: On or about September 23, 2024, Monday (09/23/2024).

[The End]
This is the end of the documents. The total pages are three (3) pages.


mailto:jeff.nicoson@leitnerfirm.com
mailto:appellatecourtclerk@tncourts.gov
mailto:lynn.zeno@leitnerfirm.com
mailto:marc.kisner@leitnerfirm.com
mailto:Circuit.Division5@shelbycountytn.gov
mailto:Jonika.N.Cox@shelbycountytn.gov
mailto:kyuhwan.hwang@gmail.com
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Court of Appeals — Western Division
Appellate Court Clerk’s Office - Jackson
Supreme Court Building

& Hwy 45 Bypass

Jackson, TN 38301

Re: W2023-00627-COA-R3-CV - | 1WANG v. i HOLT ET AL.

Motice: Opinion - Filed

Attached to this cover letter, please find the referenced notice issued in the above case. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call our office at the number provided.

ce; - Hwang
B icoson
Judge Rhynette N. Hurd

Additional case information can be found at www.tncourts.gov




IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF TENNESSEE
AT JACKSON

B Y ANG v. Bl HOLT ET AL.

Shelby County Circuit Court
CT-2449-22

No. W2023-00627-COA-R3-CVY

Date Printed: 03/15/2024 MNotice / Filed Date: 03/15/2024

NOTICE - Opinion - Filed

The Appellate Court Clerk's Office has entered the above action.

If an application for permission to appeal in the Tennessee Supreme Court is made pursuant to
Rule 11 of the Tennessee Rules of Appellate Procedure, you must file an original and five copies
of the application with the Appellate Court Clerk. ** You must attach a copy of the
Opinion/Order of the Court of Appeals to each application. The application must be filed within
60 days after the Court's judgment was filed.

Mo extensions will be granted.

James M. Hivner
Clerk of the Appellate Courts




IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF TENNESSEE
AT JACKSON
Assigned on Briefs January 10, 2024

B 1V ANG v. ] HOLT ET AL.

Circuit Court for Shelby County FILED
No. CT-2449-22 MAR 15 2004

Clerk of the Appellate Courts
Rec'dBy ﬂE’E

No. W2023-00627-COA-R3-CV

JUDGMENT

1. This cause came to be regularly heard and considered by this Court, and for the
reasons stated in the Opinion of this Court, of even date, it is ordered, adjudged, and
decreed that the appeal is dismissed, and the case is remanded for such further proceedings
that are necessary and consistent with this Opinion.

2. The costs of the appeal are assessed to the Appellant, || 11wang. for
which execution may issue, if necessary.

ARNOLD B. GOLDIN, J.
1. STEVEN STAFFORD, P.J., W.S.
KENNY ARMSTRONG, J.




IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF TENNESSEE

AT JACKSON F"—ED

Assigned on Briefs January 10, 2024
MAR 15 2024

I 1 ANG I HOLT ET AL 111 g o

Rec'dBy. 25

Appeal from the Circuit Court for Shelby County
No. CT-2449-22  Rhynette N. Hurd, Judge

No. W2023-00627-COA-R3-CV

The trial court dismissed Appellant’s lawsuit for failure to comply with discovery. Tenn.
R. Civ. P, 37.02(C) and 41.02(1). Because Appellant’s brief fails to comply with the
requirements of Tennessee Rule of Appellate Procedure 27 and Tennessce Court of
Appeals Rule 6, we do not reach Appellant’s issues and dismiss the appeal.

Tenn. R. App. P. 3 Appeal as of Right; Appeal Dismissed

ARNOLD B. GOLDIN, I., delivered the opinion of the Court, in which J. STEVEN STAFFORD,
P.J.. W.S., and KENNY ARMSTRONG, 1., joined.

- Hwang, Memphis, Tennessee, appellant, pro se.

I 1icoson, Memphis, Tennessee, for the appellees, I ol and MGA.

MEMORANADUM OPINION'

On June 19, 2021, Appellant [JJJJJJ] Hwang and Appellee I ot were
involved in a motor vehicle accident. On June 16, 2022, Mr. Hwang filed suit against Ms.
Holt and MGA., an insurance company.> Asserting claims for negligence and intentional

! Rule 10 of the Tennessee Court of Appeals Rules provides:

This Court, with the concurrence of all judges participating in the case, may affirm, reverse

or modify the actions of the trial court by memorandum opinion when a formal opinion

would have no precedential value. When a case is decided by memorandum opinion it shall

be designated SAEMORANDUM OPINION", shall not be published, and shall not be

cited or relied on for any reason in any unrelated case.

2 Mr. Hwang did not effectuate service on MGA, and the trial court dismissed MGA when
dismissing the lawsuit. MGA did not file a brief in this appeal, and no issue has been raised concerning the

dismissal of MGA.




