MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT

ELIZABETH A. WEAVER August 1, 2007
JUSTICE

To: Honorable Governor Jennifer M. Granholm

Senate Majority Leader Michael R. Bishop; Senate Minority Leader Mark Schauer

House Speaker Andy Dillon; House Minority Leader Craig DeRoche
Michigan Senate Members; Michigan House of Representative Members

Re: JusticeCavanaghandJusticeWeaverOBissentingStatementso the Releasef the
SCAO Judicial Resources Recommendations Report to the Legislature

At the July 25, 2007 Michigan SupremeCourt administrativeconferencethe
Omaijorityof 40O(Chief JusticeTaylor, and JusticesCorrigan, Young and Markman)
voted to releasethe State Court Administrative Office (SCAO) Judicial Resources
Recommendation&eportto the Legislature. JusticesCavanaghWeaverand Kelly
dissented to the majorityOs decision.

On July 30, 2007, JusticeKelly spokewith the StateCourt Administrator,Carl
Gromek,who thenconsultedwith Chief JusticeTaylor. Carl Gromekindicatedthatthe
SCAOwould notincludeJusticesCavanagtandWeaverOdissentingstatementsvith the
transmittalto the Legislatureandthat JusticesCavanaghWeaver,andKelly could ask
the Clerk of the Court, CorbinDavis, to sendthe statementsut. OnJuly 31,2007,Clerk
Davis saidthathe would promptly sendthe dissentingstatementso the sameaddressees
to which the SCAO JudicialResourcefRecommendationReportwasbeingsent. Later
onJuly 31, 2007,Clerk Davis called JusticesCavanagrand Weaverandinformedthem
that Chief JusticeTaylor, by telephonecall from SupremeCourtLegal Counsel Michael
Gadola,orderedClerk Davis not to sendthe dissentingstatementshut to retainthemin
the ClerkOs office for purposes of the minutes.

The Omajorityof 40hasseenfit, onceagain,to selectivelytransmitinformation,
andto therebydeprivethe recipientsof all the pertinentinformation, specifically the
dissentingstatementsignedby threejusticesof this Court. The dissentingstatements
from JusticesCavanagh(signedby JusticesWeaverandKelly) and Weaver(signedby
JusticesCavanaghand Kelly) are attachedto this cover letter for your review. Also
attachedis Justice YoungOsstatementjoined by Chief Justice Taylor and Justice
Corrigan, concurring in the majorityOs decision.

Justice YoungOsstatementshows the politicization by the Omajorityof 40
regardingthe eliminationof judgeships. JusticeYoungOsver-dramatize@ppealto the
peopleto Oreducehe cost of government@uring OMichiganOsconomicduressQs
irrational. The purposebehindthe dissentingstatementss not to ignore MichiganOs
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economiccondition,but ratherto point out the majorityOsompletefailure to examineall
of the factorsinvolved beyondsimple numbers. Certainlythe statecan savemoneyby
eliminating judgeshipsput the majority hasfailed to considerthe long term costsand
negativeconsequencesnposedby the majorityOslecision,for example,an increased
backlog of cases in courts.

Justice WeaverOslissentingstatementnotes that the mannerin which the
Omajorityof 40hasagainmishandleda judicial administrativedecisionis disorderly,
unprofessionaland unfair to the other justices;the counties,courts, and the judges
affectedby the Judicial ResourcefRecommendationReport;the Legislature;andthe
peopleof Michigan. Theseconcernshavenot beenanswerednor hasduedeliberation
and careful consideration been given to this Report before releasing it to the Legislature.



