Court of Appeals, State of Michigan
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The Court orders that the motion for leave to file a reply to the answer to the motion to
remand is GRANTED.

The motion to remand is DENIED for failure to persuade the Court of the necessity of a
remand at this time. We note that this is without prejudice to the ability of appellants to ask the case call
panel to take judicial notice of appropriate matters or to argue the merits of their position that the Court
of Claims erred in not allowing them to pursue discovery to develorp a factual record.
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