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Haintiff appeds as of right from the summary dismissa of his negligence action on the ground
that the action is barred by governmenta immunity. MCR 2.116(C)(7). We affirm. This caseis being
decided without oral argument pursuant to MCR 7.214(E).

The trid court determined that defendant was entitled to immunity because broken glass on a
public sdewak did not conditute a defect in the sdewak itsdf and the highway exception to
governmental immunity, MCL 691.1402; MSA 3.996(102); MCL 691.1401(e); MSA 3.996(101)(e),
did not apply in the absence of a defect in the sdewak. Thetrid court reached the correct result, albeit
for awrong reason. Gray v Pann, 203 Mich App 461, 464; 513 NW2d 154 (1994).

Defendant provided the tria court with an excerpt from plaintiff’s minor's depostion which
reflects that plaintiff’s minor testified that he dipped on broken glass located in the grass adjacent to the



dreet, fel into this grass and cut himsdf on the glass laying in the grass. Flaintiff is bound by this
admisson. Kaufman & Payton, PC v Nikkila, 200 Mich App 250, 256-257; 503 NwW2d 728
(1993). This admission establishes that the public Sdewak played no role in plaintiff’s minor's fal or
injury. Absent the involvement of the sdewalk, the highway exception does not apply and defendant is
entitled to immunity. Scheurman v Dep’'t of Transportation, 434 Mich 619, 630; 456 NW2d 66
(1990); Cox v City of Dearborn Heights 210 Mich App 389, 392; 534 NwW2d 135 (1995);
Messecar v City of Detroit, 172 Mich App 519, 522; 432 NW2d 311 (1988). Accordingly, thetrid
court correctly determined that the highway exception was ingpplicable on the facts of this case. We
will not disturb a correct decision reached for the wrong reason. Gray, 203 Mich App at 464.

Affirmed.
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