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Before:  DONOFRIO, P.J., and MARKEY and OWENS, JJ. 
 
MEMORANDUM. 

 Plaintiff appeals by right the trial court’s judgment entered following a bench trial 
granting possession of a truck and several food trailers to defendant.  In this case of competing 
claims of breach of contract and fraud, the trial court based its verdict on alternate independent 
grounds: (1) the trial court found that the terms of the contract between the parties entitled 
defendant to possession of the property, and (2) the doctrine of judicial estoppel precluded 
plaintiff from disputing the terms of the contract in light of his testimony in a Florida proceeding.  
On appeal, plaintiff does not discuss or dispute the trial court’s application of judicial estoppel.  
“When an appellant fails to dispute the basis of the trial court’s ruling, ‘this Court . . . need not 
even consider granting plaintiffs the relief they seek.’”  Derderian v Genesys Health Care Sys, 
263 Mich App 364, 381; 689 NW2d 145 (2004)(citation omitted).  

We affirm.  As the prevailing party, defendant may tax costs under MCR 7.219.   
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