
On July 10, I believed a wrong had been made right when Judge Quist dismissed the felony charge against me with prejudice. In his order, he wrote that the seizure, my arrest, was “inherently unreasonable” and a “violation of the Fourth Amendment.” I have told some people the decision felt anticlimactic because I already knew, on the night of my arrest, that what was happening to me was wrong. Still, it was the first time someone in power had chosen to see, hear, and speak the truth.
Quist’s decision had a real impact. It meant no more bond restrictions, no more limits on out-of-state travel, no more reporting to court services, no more random drug testing, and no more hearings. More than that, the weight of the charge lifted in a way I cannot fully describe. For the first time in months, I could think beyond the next court date. I could breathe.
But that feeling was short-lived.
Earlier this month, I learned that the Kent County Prosecutor’s Office decided to appeal Judge Quist’s dismissal. That decision was made by the Prosecutor’s Office under Chris Becker’s leadership.
For context, Judge Quist is the Chief Judge Pro Tem of the 17th Circuit Court, the top criminal judge, and has years of bench experience. His decision to dismiss my case did not come lightly. An appeal of a dismissal at this stage, particularly involving a defendant with no prior criminal record, raises important questions about the legal and public-interest rationale for continuing the prosecution.
According to the Supreme Court in Berger v. United States, “a prosecutor’s duty is not simply to win cases, but to ensure that justice is done so that guilt does not go unpunished and innocence does not suffer.”
When Becker came into office, he stated, “[people]… very often see the prosecutor as merely a tool of the police. We do work with the police but in no way are we some sort of ‘rubber stamp’ for them. We have as much responsibility to protect the rights of defendants as we do for the victims of a crime.”
How does this appeal protect the constitutional rights of this defendant?
A prosecutor may have legitimate reasons to appeal a dismissal, such as believing the judge erred or, less commonly, seeking to clarify the law for future prosecutions. I recognize that possibility. The Prosecutor’s Office is entitled to disagree with Judge Quist and to ask an appellate court to review his ruling.

But why?
Judge Quist’s dismissal is factually detailed and constitutionally grounded. The appeal means that the Prosecutor’s Office believes the dismissal should not stand, but on what grounds and how does correcting that error advance justice in this case?
The appeal also raises broader questions about institutional interests. Does continuing this prosecution serve a legitimate legal purpose? Is the office seeking to preserve a practice or position that the court has now found unconstitutional? Could the decision affect how similar cases are handled in the future? And, ultimately, is the continued prosecution advancing justice or simply defending the position the office took at the beginning of this case?
I do not pretend to know every reason behind the Prosecutor’s Office’s decision to appeal. But I do know the consequences of that decision.
The Price of Continuing This Prosecution.
This appeal is not without cost to me, my livelihood, my family’s well-being, and the taxpayers of Grand Rapids and Kent County.
According to Chris Becker, the Prosecutor’s Office is overwhelmed, with open cases numbering in the thousands over the past five years due to staff shortages and increased case volume. With such a backlog, Becker’s office was awarded a $4.8 million grant from the Michigan Department of Justice earlier this summer to help reduce the county’s growing backlog.
Every hour Becker’s staff spends preparing for this appeal is an hour they cannot spend addressing other cases in an office already confronting a mounting caseload. Every dollar spent on this appeal is a public resource that could instead go to the thousands of cases and victims awaiting resolution. This is not simply about me.
Thank you for standing with me.
With an appeal pending, expungement of my record and full closure must wait. The prosecutor knows this. The very real threat of a criminal conviction continues to hang over my medical license and career; the appeal process will take additional months and add insult to injury.
Many of you have written cards, attended hearings, sent messages, and prayed for me. Your collective support has been a steadying force. Thank you. I am asking for your continued prayers for wisdom for my new appellate legal team, for courage, and for clear eyes and full hearts in those who hold the power to end this.
In a meaningful way, my stalled GoFundMe campaign has become more than a fundraiser. It has become a protest and declaration: This is not justice; I will not look away, and I will invest my resources in the fight for truth. Every dollar and every share is a voice saying: “This is not right.”
Again, I ask for your continued support and voices.
Please donate & share: gofund.me/95916fde0
The Prosecutor’s Office has chosen to appeal a judge’s finding that my arrest violated the Constitution. That decision means this case remains unresolved and the consequences for me continue.
What specific legal error does the Prosecutor’s Office believe Judge Quist made? How does overturning his decision protect constitutional rights, strengthen the community, or promote fairness? And at what cost?
If the appeal truly serves justice, then it begs to question: justice for whom? 
Respectfully,
Nicolas K. Fletcher, MD


