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PER CURIAM.

In this medicad madpractice action, plaintiff gopeals as of right from the trid court’s order denying
her motion to reingate this case and granting defendants motions for summary digpostion under MCR
2.116(C)(10). We affirm.

The trid court determined that defendants were entitled to summary digposition because plaintiff
failed to present evidence of the “cause in fact” of decedent’s desth to a reasonable degree of medica
certainty and therefore could not establish a prima facie case of medica mapractice.

A motion under MCR 2.116(C)(10) tedts the factua support for a plaintiff’'s clam. Skinner v
Square D Co, 445 Mich 153, 161; 516 NW2d 475 (1994). In order to establish a primafacie case of
medica mapractice, a plaintiff must prove that the defendant’s negligence proximately caused the
plantiff’s injuries. Locke v Pachtman, 446 Mich 216, 222; 521 NW2d 786 (1994). “To establish
proximate cause, the plaintiff must prove the existence of both cause in fact and legd cause” Weymers
v Khera, 454 Mich 639, 647; 563 NW2d 647 (1997); Sinner, supra at 162-163. The “causein
fact” dement generdly requires showing that “but for” the defendant’s actions, the plaintiff’s injury
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would not have occurred. “A plaintiff must adequately establish cause in fact in order for legd cause or
‘proximate cause’ to become ardevant issue” Skinner, supra at 163.

Although a certified copy of a death certificate is “prima facie evidence of the facts stated in the
origind,” MCL 333.2886; MSA 14.15(2886), it does not necessarily follow that the certified copy is
prima facie evidence of the cause of deeth in the context of a medical mapractice action. This is
because a medica mapractice action requires proof affording a reasonable basis for the conclusion that
the dleged cause of death is more likely than not the causg, i. e, aprobability of more than fifty percent.
Weymers, supra a 647 n 11. The causes of death listed in the death certificate were cardiac
arhythmia, acute myocardid infarction and hypertensive cardiovascular disease. Dr. Myrtle McLain,
who completed the desth certificate, testified that there are numerous possible causes of cardiac
arhythmia, cardiac arrest and myocardid infarction. Moreover, she stated that the cause of desth listed
in the death certificate was the mogt likely cause, but she could not say that it was the cause to a
probability of more than fifty percent. Dr. Richard Shaffer’s affidavit, apart from being untimely, added
nothing to the causes listed in the death certificate towards identifying a cause in fact of the decedent’s
death to a reasonable degree of medical certainty.

Contrary to plaintiff’s assertion, we find no contradiction between Dr. McLan’'s depostion
testimony and her affidavit sufficient to creste aquestion of fact for the jury regarding the cause of deeth.
In both, she explained that she could only state the most likely cause of death, but could not state the
cause of death within a reasonable degree of medical certainty. Nor do these statements conflict with
the death certificate which, as Dr. McLain explained, merdly listed the “most likely” cause of deeth.

Fndly, plantiff's rdiance on Harrington v Interstate Business Men’s Accident Ass' n, 232
Mich 101; 205 NW 116 (1925), is misplaced. In that case, the Court stated that a prima facie case
was established by the officid death certificate “and admissions of cause of degth in the proofs of l0ss’
that were not “met by any competent contradictory evidence under which ajury could legdly ignoreit.”
Id. at 112. Here, for the reasons discussed above, the degth certificate did not establish a prima facie
case with regard to the cause of death, and no other competent evidence on this issue was presented.
Accordingly, thetrid court did not err in granting defendants motions for summeary disposition.

Affirmed.
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