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PER CURIAM
Plaintiff appeals from a December 3, 2015 order dismissing

his tort-based amended complaint (the +tort case) against



defendants Healing Hearts and Ocean County, for failure to state
a claim. R. 4:6-2(e). We affirm.

We glean from the amended complaint that plaintiff's claims
relate to ongoing divorce litigation in which there is a dispute
over custody and visitation. In his amended complaint in the tort
case, plaintiff asserted that, as part of the divorce case, the
Family Part referred defendant and his family to Healing Hearts,
a social services agency. Plaintiff asserted that Healing Hearts
wrongfully declined to provide reunification services and instead
made a referral to the Division of Child Protection and Permanency
(Division).* Judge Katie A. Gummer dismissed plaintiff's tort
claims for failure to file a timely Tort Claims Act notice against
Ocean County and Healing Hearts, which plaintiff's complaint

alleged was a County "affiliate and/or Department." See N.J.S.A.

59:8-3, -8. The Jjudge dismissed plaintiff's New Jersey Civil
Rights Act claim, N.J.S.A. 10:6-2, because Title 9 affords immunity
to a person or entity that makes a good faith referral to the
Division, N.J.S.A. 9:6-8.13, and because plaintiff did not
identify any independent substantive or due process right that

defendants allegedly violated.

! The complaint did not assert that Healing Hearts made the

referral in bad faith, but only that its actions were negligent.
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Having reviewed the record in light of the applicable legal
standards, we conclude that Judge Gummer's decision was correct,
and we affirm for the reasons she stated in her comprehensive
opinion issued on December 3, 2015. Plaintiff's appellate
arguments are without sufficient merit to warrant further
discussion here. R. 2:11-3(e)(l)(E).

Affirmed.
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