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On order of the Court, notice of the proposed changes and an opportunity for 
comment in writing and at a public hearing having been provided, and consideration having 
been given to the comments received, the following amendment of Rule 7.216 of the 
Michigan Court Rules is adopted, effective January 1, 2021. 

 
[Additions to the text are indicated in underlining and 

deleted text is shown by strikeover.] 
 
Rule 7.216  Miscellaneous Relief 
 
(A)-(B) [Unchanged.] 
 
(C) Vexatious Proceedings; Vexatious Litigator. 
 

(1)-(2) [Unchanged.] 
 

(3) Vexatious Litigator.  If a party habitually, persistently, and without 
reasonable cause engages in vexatious conduct under subrule (C)(1), the 
Court may, on its own initiative or on motion of another party, find the party 
to be a vexatious litigator and impose filing restrictions on the party. The 
restrictions may include prohibiting the party from continuing or instituting 
legal proceedings in the Court without first obtaining leave, prohibiting the 
filing of actions in the Court without the filing fee or security for costs 
required by MCR 7.209 or MCR 7.219, or other restriction the Court deems 
just. 

 
 

Staff comment: The amendment of MCR 7.216 enables the Court of Appeals to 
impose filing restrictions on a vexatious litigator, similar to the Supreme Court’s rule 
(MCR 7.316).



 
 

I, Larry S. Royster, Clerk of the Michigan Supreme Court, certify that the 
foregoing is a true and complete copy of the order entered at the direction of the Court. 
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Clerk 

 
 

The staff comment is not an authoritative construction by the Court.  In addition, 
adoption of an amendment in no way reflects a substantive determination by this Court.  
 
    


