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SUMMARY:
The trial court did not err in characterizing plaintiff’s claims as medical-malpractice claims where his claims arose out of the medical diagnosis, care, and treatment by defendant doctor.
The trial court did not err in holding that plaintiff’s claims against defendant county commissioners were barred by claim preclusion where plaintiff’s claims involve the same parties, arose out of the same events and transactions that were the subject of a previous final judgment, and could have been litigated in the previous action.
The trial court did not err in denying plaintiff’s motion for a default judgment where defendant law firm’s time to respond to the complaint never began to accrue because plaintiff never perfected service upon defendant law firm.

JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
OPINION by CROUSE, J.; MYERS, P.J., and BERGERON, J., CONCUR.

