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MEMORANDUM.

Faintiffs gpped as of right from summary disposition granted in favor of defendant on the
ground of resjudicata. This apped is being decided without ord argument pursuant to MCR 7.214(E).
We dfirm.

In dismissing an effectudly identical complaint againg the same defendant, the Wayne Circuit
Court ruled that Counts | and Il through VI of plaintiffS complant were time bared, MCR
2.116(C)(7), and that dismissal as to Count Il was based on lack of a genuine issue of materid fact,
MCR 2.116(C)(10). Asthat order of dismissal was not based ether on lack of jurisdiction or failure to
join aparty under MCR 2.205, and the Wayne Circuit Court did not specify otherwise in its order for
dismissal, that order operated as an adjudication on the merits. MCR 2.504(B)(3). Accordingly, the
Oakland Circuit Court properly dismissed this action based on principles of precluson. Sherrell v
Bugaski, 169 Mich App 10, 13; 425 NW2d 707 (1988).

Affirmed.
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