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MEMORANDUM.

In these consolidated appeals, plaintiffs appeal by right the trial court’s grant of summary
disposition in favor of defendants and the trial court’s denia of plaintiffs motions for summary
disposition. The appeals present the same facts and issues as the appeal this Court decided in
Auto-Owners Ins Co v Estate of Kathleen O’ Neill et al., unpublished opinion per curiam of the
Court of Appedls, issued July 19, 2011 (Docket No. 297534). The parties have presented no
facts, law, or issues that distinguish this case from the O’'Nelll case. Accordingly, we adopt the
analysisfrom O’ Neill and affirm the trial court’s decision.

Like the plaintiff in O’ Nelll, plaintiffs in these appeals failed to present facts to support
their claims against defendants. Plaintiffs presented no facts to give rise to a contract implied in
law or in fact with defendants. See Inre Lewis Estate, 168 Mich App 70, 74-75; 423 NW2d 600
(1988); Erickson v Goodell Oil Co, 384 Mich 207, 211-212; 180 NW2d 798 (1970). Plaintiffs
also presented no facts to support a negligence clam against defendants. See Fultz v Union-
Commerce Assoc, 470 Mich 460, 467; 683 NW2d 587 (2004).

Affirmed.

/sl Stephen L. Borrello
/s Peter D. O’ Connell
/sl Michael J. Talbot



