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MEMORANDUM.

Paintiff gopeds as of right from the circuit court’s order granting judgment in favor of defendant
and dismissng his complaint. We affirm. This gpped is being decided without ord argument pursuant
to MCR 7.214(E).

Faintiff filed suit aleging that the Department of Corrections violated his conditutiond rights in
various ways. He dso dleged that this Court violated his rights. Plaintiff sought both equitable relief
and money damages.

The circuit court granted judgment in favor of defendant pursuant to MCR 2.116(1)(1) and
dismissed the case on the ground that the Court of Claims had exclusive subject matter jurisdiction over
the types of clams in plaintiff’'s complaint. MCL 600.6419(1); MSA 27A.6419(1); Lowery v Dep’'t
of Corrections, 146 Mich App 342, 348; 380 NW2d 99 (1985).

Pantiff argues that the circuit court erred by dismissng the case without adjudicating his
conditutiond clams. We disagree and affirm. Plaintiff’s complaint sought both equitable relief and
money damages. Such an action must be filed in the Court of Claims, because that is the only forum
capable of deciding the entire case.  MCL 600.6419a; MSA 27A.6419(1); Todd v Dep't of
Corrections, 232 Mich App 623, 628; 591 NW2d 375 (1998). The circuit court properly declined to
adjudicate plaintiff’s condtitutional dams aleging violaion of civil rights Lowery, supra. Theonly vdid
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act which the circuit court could undertake was to dismiss the case. Fox v Bd of Regents of the
University of Michigan, 375 Mich 238, 242; 134 NW2d 146 (1965).



Affirmed.
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