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MEMORANDUM.

Plaintiffs appeal as of right from a circuit court order granting defendants' motion for
summary disposition. We affirm. This appeal is being decided without oral argument pursuant
to MCR 7.214(E).

Plaintiffs contend that they suffered injury and damages due to defendants failure to
investigate an alleged parental kidnapping and to institute criminal proceedings against the
perpetrator as promised. The trial court granted defendants motion for summary disposition
pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(8), finding that they did not owe plaintiffs a duty under the public
duty doctrine. Beaudrie v Henderson, 465 Mich 124, 141-142; 631 NW2d 308 (2001). Thetrial
court also granted defendants motion for summary disposition pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(7),
finding that plaintiffs’ tort claims were barred by governmental immunity. MCL 691.1407(2).

On appedl, plaintiffs clam that the trial court erred in concluding that the public duty
doctrine was applicable to their claim and that they failed to establish the necessary specia
relationship between themselves and defendants. Plaintiffs are not entitled to relief because they
have failed to address the court’s alternate ruling on the basis of governmental immunity, an
issue which must be reached in order to reverse the trial court’s ruling. Sargent v Browning-



Ferris Indus, 167 Mich App 29, 37; 421 NW2d 563 (1998); Roberts & Son Contracting, Inc v
North Oakland Dev Corp, 163 Mich App 109, 113; 413 NW2d 744 (1987).

Affirmed.
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