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Before: Corrigan, C.J,, and Y oung and M.J. Tabot*, JJ.
MEMORANDUM.

Maintiff sues in tort for a trip and fal involving an dlegedly defective Sdewak. Summary
disposition was granted to defendant on the basis of the two-inch rule, Howard v City of Melvindale,
27 Mich App 227, 230; 183 NW2d 341 (1970). That doctrine was abandoned in Rule v Bay City,
387 Mich 281, 283; 195 NW2d 849 (1972), and the question presented is whether the two inch rule
was resurrected by the 1986 amendments to MCL 691.1407(1); MSA 3.996(107)(1). Thiscaseis
being decided without oral argument pursuant to MCR 7.214(E).

The gatutory amendment addresses only the ligbility of the State, not that of municipdities.
Hence, the two-inch rule has no gpplication to municipaities such as defendant City of Ironwood, and
plantiff’s complaint therefore pleads a viable cause of action under the highway exception to
governmentd immunity. Glancy v City of Roseville, 216 Mich App 390; 549 Nw2d 78 (1996).

Reversed and remanded for further proceedings consistent with this opinion. We do not retain
juridiction.

/s MauraD. Corrigan
/9 Robert P. Young, Jr.
/9 Michadl J. Tabot

* Circuit judge, Sitting on the Court of Appeals by assgnment.
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