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Dear Ms. Johnson:

Re:  City of Troy; Library Millage Election

We represent the petitioner who filed the fir
Troy under Section 10a of the City,
MCL 397.210a to place a library millage on the ballot at the
purpose of the ballot proposal submitted by our client was to
Library. As you may be aware, the Library is scheduled to clo
no longer be funded by the City of Troy. To that end
petitioners prepared and filed a petition and also submitt
understand that you accepted the Fir
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Annz ¥, Gibsen

Liza €. Moore

First Proposal included a millage request for .9885 mill for 10 years.

After the First Proposal was filed and accepted, 3 additional petitions and bal
filed with the City. These petitioners used the exact language, including the s
the First Proposal but slightly changed the millage amount. The second pro
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mill for 10 years. The third proposal was for .9855 mill for 3 years (but the ballot proposal
indicates it will be collected from 2011 to 2020, which would actually be a 10 year proposal) and
the fourth proposal was for .9995 mill for 10 years. Our understanding is that the 3 additional
proposals have been submitted to your office and will also be on the November ballot.

Based on the fact that the last 3 petitioners changed the millage-amount only slightly on each of
the three proposals, it is clear that the last three proposals submitted to your office were done so
to confuse voters. These proposals vary from the First Proposal only by a small fraction of a mill.
One is .0110 mill greater; one is .0030 mill less and one is .0300 mill less than the First Proposal.
It was reported in the Qakland Press on Monday, August 23, 2010, that you opposed the
“deceptive” Tea Party because it could send a "dangerous precedent that people could start all
kinds of parties trying to deceive people,” Here, there will be a similarly dangerous precedent set.
Based on the minimal change in millage amounts, it appears that the last three ballot proposals
were submitted to disrupt the democratic election process. It will now be difficult for voters to
vote "yes" or "no” on the library tax; they will first have to try and figure out what is the "right"
millage proposal submitted by the petitioners whose only interest is to save the Troy Library.
Further, this type of action will cause the ballot length to "grow exponentially,” a concern also
cited by you in the August 23, 2010 Qakland Press article. We share your concerns about
deceptive practices designed to fool voters and that is the purpose of this letter.

In our opinion, based on the minimal change in the millage amounts, the obvious reason the last
three millage proposals were submitted was to cause voter confusion. To that end, we request
that the County reconsider its decision to permit the last three petitions and millage proposals
from appearing on the November 2, 2010 ballot.

At the very least, we request that the County refuse to certify for-inclusion on the ballot the millage
proposal for .9855 mills. Section 24f of the General Property Tax Act, requires that the ballot shall
state the "duration of the millage in years." MCL 211.24f(2)(c). The ballot language for the .9855
mill request states that it is a 3 year millage but also states the duration will be from 2011 to 2020
inclusive, which would be a ten year millage. This is contradictory and confusing. Further, Section
10a of PA 164 requires that the petition (1) state the rate of taxation and {2) the number of years
for which the tax shall be levied. Here, the petition for .9855 mill states it shall be a 3 year millage
beginning in 2011. The statute further requires the City Clerk to give notice of "the rate and any
duration mentioned in the petition.” MCL 211.24f. The ballot proposal provides two separate
durations, not simply the duration specified in the petition. Thus, the ballot language does not
meet the standards imposed by PA 164; therefore, the ballot proposal is defective and should not
be included on the November 2, 2010 ballot.
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We understand the deadline for printing ballots is fast approaching, so we would appreciate your
immediate consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

FOSTER SWIFT COLLINS & SMITH PC
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Anne M. Seurynck
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