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Before: Jansen, P.J., and Hoekstraand J. R. Cooper*, JJ.
MEMORANDUM.

Raintiff gppeds by right from the trid court’s grant of summary digpostion for defendantsin this
action dleging wrongful denid of al but one of plaintiff’s gpplications for renta property rehabilitation
grants. We affirm. This apped is being decided without ord argument pursuant to MCR 7.214(E).

On apped, plaintiff argues that summary digpostion was improperly granted because factua
disputes exist regarding whether the parties had reached an agreement to grant dl of plantiff's
goplications, upon which plaintiff detrimentaly relied and which defendants breached. We disagree.
Statements that the city would consider grant gpplications on a “first come, first serve’ bass and the
various other assurances that plaintiff alegedly received are insufficient to condtitute an actud, clear and
definite promise to grant al of plantiff’s gpplications. See Ypsilanti Twp v General Motors Corp, 201
Mich App 128, 134; 506 NW2d 556 (1993).

Affirmed.

/9 Kathleen Jansen
/9 Jodl P. Hoekstra
/sl JessicaR. Cooper

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