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MEMORANDUM.

Paintiff gppeds as of right from a judgment entered upon a jury verdict in favor of defendant
Colonid Life & Accident Insurance Company. We affirm.

Paintiff contends that he is entitled to a new trid because parole evidence was improperly
admitted to vary the terms of the written agreement. In contrast with his pogtion on gpped, plantiff
argued the exigence of ambiguity at tria and proffered parole evidence in order to dter and explain the
very terms he now contends are unambiguous. Given these contrary postions, any error in the
admission of parole evidence is not grounds for reversa. Living Alternatives v Dep't of Mental
Health, 207 Mich App 482, 484; 525 NW2d 466 (1994); Smith v Musgrove, 372 Mich 329, 337,
125 NW2d 869 (1964).

We find that the trid court did not abuse its discretion in denying plaintiff’s request to recdl a
witness to tedtify as a rebutta witness because the testimony could have been introduced in plaintiff’'s
ca=in chief. Winiemko v Valenti, 203 Mich App 411, 418-419; 513 NW2d 181 (1994).

* Circuit judge, Stting on the Court of Appeds by assgnment.
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Affirmed.
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