ame the Association as a party defendant in the original - .
A- Car Inc and"_Gregory Ferrebee. . The underlying facts are. -
yield at a stop sign and collided with plaintiff, who was
it of the accxdent Ferrebee was dnvmg avan .
msured by the Ideal Mutual Insurance Company, a: .
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‘Association Act: MCL 500, 7911 MSA 24, 17911 Itis comprxsed_df
- disability msurers) which, as a condmon of domg busmess in ‘this stat , are requ

Id; Metry, Met[y, Sanom & Ashar eV MlChl an Pro er

- j_f_f" constitute "cover d
y { 24 17931(1) ;

 that'it. would be’ sub]ect:'to thi
' chapter _‘50,__ [MCL 500 5000 et

| reconciliation of §§ 7911(3) and 7931(2) and; therefor'e,
chhxgan Millers Mutual Ins Co 0 v Farm Bureau General Ins Co, 156
“(1986), lv den 428 Mich 881 (198




Sl Contr
i j‘,-jbecause § 793
o f;defendant

plaintiff argues, we do beheve the nght embodted in § 3030 i is. mapphcable sxmply“f’ o
rtam fights available to the Association and the right not to be named a party - . -
merated rights. - The doctrine of expressio unijus est exclusio alterius (the -
lies the exclusion of other similar thmgs) does not apply. A fair readmg of the
ad ,‘tqthe conclusron that the rights enumerated therein are all-inclusive,

gi ture mtended to limit the Assocnatlons nghts to those - specrﬁcaﬂy:-»
31(2 t_c uld have done ‘'so expressly. 'Because it dtd not we dechne to read §: 7931(2) m
ed intiff.

‘his position that the Assocratton was not mtended ;
':,Aused in MCL 500. 3030 ‘MSA 24 13030. - 'We find. plamttff’s claim”
story cited by ‘plaintiff is sunply a'restatement of the law as expressed in §°
S not subject 1o the general provisions of the i msurance code and is dependent '
' L5 7901 et__q MSA 24 17901 et_q SRR

I aim that the pohcy consxderatrons underlymg the law whtch forblds S
e of habrhty insurance is no longer applicable today. - Plaintiff asserts "[tlhereis <. oy
j ry='today who. does. not know, from: his" personal knowledge outside -the

rance is involved in ]USt about every personal injury claim." Be that as it may, the

laintiff' claim s ‘that 'MCL 500.3030; MSA 24.13030" and MRE 411 remain ‘in effect. =

und to follo them regardless of whether thc underlymg pohcy consxderatxons aret’« G

oint 0 this time_ that the purpose of- MCL 500 3030 MSA 24 1303() is o prcvent SN AT
. The law does not. just protect insurance companies from being assessed unusually o

: ] dc<:p pockcts " Indeced, especially in cases mvolvmg the Assocxatlon a jury may

the mj cd..p ty.-The Association i is funded by.its mdlvrdual member i insurance. ‘companies. -
MSA' 941 No doubt thc compamcs obtain those funds’ by passing the: costs on.to

f iums. “If a juror knows that a large verdict could result in bemg charged

may be ‘reluctant to compensate  the- injured party fully.” When insurance

in. ltugatmg an ongmal tort claim, the door of potential jury bias swmgs both ways, -

24.13030is meant to prevent mﬂammg a jury for or agamst etther party L '

th the Assocxatton was wrongly drsmrssed from the lawsutt because he would
tory duty of the Association to pay his covered claim unless it contmued to be -
‘ his ‘argument 'is without merit. " The . Association's liability, if any, is. derivative of -
;nszerrebees and ‘McDonaId Rent-—A-—Cars If a judgment is obtained ‘against those parties, p]amttff would
_,'f:;sunply proceed’i ccordance w1th plan of operatton established by the Association. MCL 500. 7914; MSA
i ' as a. gnevance with the Association directly (not denvatlvely), he would be entitled to.”
just as. he would be able to bring suit against any private insurance company. Because
ctton ‘the Assocrattons joinder as a party defendant was tmproper Consequently, -
om the‘ sutt was the approprtate remedy MCR 2 207 ' :

i I/ Elizabeth A. Weaver *
“ /s/ Richard M. Maher
s/ Charles W. Simon, Jr.




