




Plaintiff does not dispute that he failed to disclose the number of his previous civil actions 

or appeals in his original complaint. Although plaintiff is a pro se litigant who ordinarily would 

be entitled to leeway in his pleadings, Hughes v Rowe, 449 US 5, 9; 101 S Ct 173; 66 L Ed 2d 163 

(1980), the Court of Appeals concluded in Komejan, Tomzek, and Doe that the plain language of 

MCL 600.5507(2) and (3) requires dismissal for failure to comply with the disclosure requirements 

in the PLRA. Accordingly, the Court must award summary disposition to defendants under MCR 

2.l 16(C)(7). In light of that decision to award summary disposition to defendants, all the pending

motions filed by plaintiff are denied as moot because no further litigation is necessary in this case 

to reach a final resolution of all claims. 

This is a final order that resolves the last pending claim and closes the case. 

Date: March 28, 2024 

-3-

Hon. Christopher P. Yates 
Judge, Court of Claims 


