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PER CURIAM.

Plaintiff gppeds as of right from an October 13, 1999, Kent Circuit Court order granting
summary dispogtion in defendants favor on the ground that MCL 500.3135(2)(c); MSA
24.13135(2)(c) barred plaintiff’saction. We affirm.

Rantiff sustained injuries when a vehicle that defendant Eddie Case was driving, while in the
course of his employment with defendant Cannonsburg Market, struck her vehicle.  Plaintiff then
brought suit againgt defendants to recover damages for her dleged serious impairment of body function
and permanent, serious disfigurement that she sustained in the accident. Defendants moved for
summary disposition on the ground that MCL 500.3135(2)(c); MSA 24.13135(2)(c) barred plaintiff’'s
suit because plaintiff’s automobile insurance policy had lgpsed one week before the accident.  Plaintiff
responded with a chalenge to the condtitutiondity of the statutory provison. The trid court uphdd its
conditutiondity and granted summary digposition in favor of defendants. Plaintiff now chalenges the
trid court’s determination that MCL 500.3135(2)(c); MSA 24.13135(2)(c) was congtitutiona.

This Court’s recent decision in Stevenson v Reese, 239 Mich App 513; 609 NW2d 195
(2000), is dispodtive. In Sevenson, this Court concluded that MCL 500.3135(2)(c); MSA
24.13135(2)(c) violated neither the Equa Protection nor the Due Process Clauses of the



Michigan Congtitution. 1d., 517-520. Wefollow Stevenson.
Affirmed.
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