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S DL Lnddm Aummob; Club“ nsurance -Association: ‘(ACIA) appedls by right from an ecntry of
" ”summary disposition by the Wdy c: Circu ‘,Covurt on plamuffs comp]dmt for first party no-fault benefits. The

~ circuit court hicld that plaintiffs* mjurlcs arose out of the owncrshrp, operation, maintenance or use of a motor
’ V(.thlL pursuant to MCL 500, 3105(1) MSA 24.13105(1). We agrcc wnh thc Cerull court and affirm.

L Thc facts of the prcscnt, are'r ‘t 1n d putc On Novcmbcr 20 1984 plaintiff Charles R. Musall,
. idrove hJS 1978 Ford pleup truck-into a coin opcrated self-serve auto wash for the purpose of cleaning his

truck. Plaintiff parked in one of the bays and Pplaced some coins into the coin box to start the wash machine.
. Plaintiff had not taken the wash «wand-out of the holder before- placmg his money in the machine, At that
trme, plamtlff was struck by lhe wash wa _d and su ered mjury to. hlS rrght eye

On appeal, defendant ACIA argues | lhat the circuit courl erred in grantmg summary disposition in
favor of plaintiffs. Defendant ACLA argues ‘that -plaintiffs' ‘injuries did not arise out of the ownership,
, operatron, maintenance or use of- the motor vehrcle, but rather, out of the use of the coin operated self- serve
washing system. Defendant argues ‘that any connection to mamtenance of the motor vehicle was incidental
~and therefore not sufficiently causally related to the use of the motor vehrcle to bring plaintiff's claim within

the pumew of the no—-fault Jaw. - We: dlsagree Pl

425 ‘Mich 643; 301 NW2d 320 (1986), the Supreme Court construed
he no-fault act

_In Thornton v Allsmte In Co,
the ”arlsmg out of" language of 3105 '

"In draftmg MCL 500, 3105(1) MSA 24 13105(1), the Leglslatun_ limited no-fault
PIP benefits to injuries arising out of the "use of a motor vehicle as a motor vehicle.” In our
view, this language shows that the Legislature was aware of the causation dispute and chose
to provide coverage only where the causal connecnon between the injury and the use of a

*Circuit judgc, sitting on the Cour’t:,of'Appeavlsbyyassi_gnrnent.’
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the ﬁrst consideration undcr MCL 500 3105(1) ‘MSA 24 13105(1) must be the. relaﬂo
“between the i mjury and the vch1cu1ar usc of a motor vehlcle ‘Wxthput a relatxon that:1s




