UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
MICHIGAN, SOUTHERN DIVISION

Mohamad Charafeddine, et al. v. Carson Freight, LLC, et al.

Charafeddine - No. 24-cv-11266 - Decided March 10, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan granted in part and denied in part
defendants’ motion for summary judgment in a motor-vehicle accident case. The court held that
judicial estoppel did not bar plaintiffs from relying on injuries allegedly caused by the later accident
and that a material factual dispute existed regarding whether the plaintiff suffered a serious
impairment of body function under Michigan law. The court granted summary judgment on the direct
negligence claims against the employer for negligent hiring, retention, training, and supervision, while

leaving the vicarious-liability claim based on the driver’s alleged negligence unresolved.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved for summary judgment on Plaintiffs' negligence-

based claims arising from a motor-vehicle accident.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Summary judgment is proper under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
56 when there is no genuine dispute as to any material fact and the
movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law. The evidence must
be viewed in the light most favorable to the nonmoving party, and a
material factual dispute concerning the nature and extent of a motor-
vehicle injury precludes resolving the serious-impairment issue as a

matter of law.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order; persuasive rather than precedential



PARTIES Mohamad Charafeddine, Wadad Charafeddine v. Carson Freight, LLC,
Jesus Odilfo Orduno

TOPICS

summary judgment  negligence  negligent hiring  negligent supervision  civil procedure

PRACTICE AREAS

torts  civil procedure  motor vehicle negligence  bankruptcy = employer liability

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether judicial estoppel barred Plaintiffs from relying on Mohamad Charafeddine's disc herniations as
the alleged threshold injury because he had previously reported spinal injuries and loss of his trucking

business in a bankruptcy proceeding.

2. Whether a material factual dispute concerning the nature and extent of Mohamad Charafeddine's injuries
precluded summary judgment on whether he suffered a serious impairment of body function under
Michigan law.

3. Whether Plaintiffs presented sufficient evidence to proceed on direct negligence claims against Carson

Freight for negligent hiring, retention, training, and supervision of Orduno.

HOLDINGS

1. Judicial estoppel did not bar Plaintiffs from relying on disc herniations allegedly caused or aggravated
by the 2024 accident because that cause of action did not exist when Mohamad Charafeddine filed for
bankruptcy, and the bankruptcy court therefore did not accept the same position concerning the current

claim.

2. Summary judgment was inappropriate because the parties presented a material factual dispute
concerning the nature and extent of Mohamad Charafeddine's injuries. The jury must decide whether the
2024 accident caused an objectively manifested serious impairment of body function that affected his
general ability to lead his normal life.

3. Carson Freight was entitled to summary judgment on Plaintiffs' direct negligence claims because
Plaintiffs offered no evidence creating a material factual dispute regarding negligent hiring, retention,
training, or supervision.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“But “[i]f there is a material factual dispute regarding the nature and extent of the person’s injuries, the court

should not decide the issue as a matter of law.”” (at 8)

“As a result, the jury must decide whether Mr. Charafeddine suffered a threshold injury.” (at 10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



On February 9, 2024, Jesus Odilfo Orduno was driving a Carson Freight truck in the course of his employment
when he rear-ended Mohamad Charafeddine's truck, which was parked along the side of the road. Charafeddine
did not report an injury at the scene but sought medical treatment several days later and identified neck and back
injuries. The parties offered conflicting evidence regarding the nature and extent of his spinal injuries, including

competing interpretations of MRI images and medical records.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiffs brought the action in Michigan state court after a February 9, 2024 collision involving Mohamad
Charafeddine and Carson Freight employee Jesus Odilfo Orduno. Plaintiffs asserted claims against Carson
Freight for negligent entrustment, hiring, retention, training, and supervision, as well as vicarious liability for
Orduno's alleged negligence. Defendants removed the case to the Eastern District of Michigan and moved for
summary judgment. The court granted the motion in part as to the direct negligence claims against Carson

Freight and denied it in part as to whether Plaintiffs established a Michigan no-fault threshold injury.
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