From: David Dulio <ddulio@oakland.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, September 2, 2020 9:36 AM
To: Marsh, Sally (MDOS) <MarshS3@michigan.gov>
Cc: Sawyer, Jennette (MDOS) <SawyerJ@michigan.gov>
Subject: Re: letter for Secretary Benson
Hello Sally.
I hope this email finds you well.
Per Secretary Benson's letter of July 20, my colleagues and I are submitting a request and
supporting materials to the Redistricting Commission regarding a proposed research project for
review and consideration.
Everything should be in the packet attached here.
Please feel free to contact me should anyone have questions or need clarification on anything in
the packet.
Thanks, in advance, for your help.
Dave

--David Dulio
Director, Center for Civic Engagement
Professor, Department of Political Science
Oakland University
Rochester, MI 48309

November 16, 2020
Dear Members of the Independent Citizens Redistricting Commission:
Thank you for the opportunity to address the questions and concerns about our proposed
research project related to the Commission. We appreciate the chance to respond and thank the
Commission for their willingness to read our proposal.
In the email we received on November 12, 2020 from Ms. Sally Marsh, there were three questions
or concerns raised. We would like to respond to each of those in turn.
We use the term "invitation" as a general description of the process we will use to encourage
participation in the survey. Our current plan is to conduct a survey of everyone who submitted an
application to be selected to be on the Commission. The survey we are proposing will be
distributed by email for those applicants for whom individual email addresses are available; for
those where an email address is not available, we will use regular US mail. Regardless of the
mode of delivery, every applicant will be sent an invitation to participate. If by email, we will send
an email invitation that describes the reason for the survey, the survey content, informed consent
material, and a link to an electronic survey form. If by US Mail, we will send everyone a survey
packet that includes a cover letter with the same information as described above, as well as the
questionnaire in a paper-booklet format, and a pre-addressed, pre-paid return envelope. We
would like to note that we are not seeking to survey Michiganders in general about the
redistricting process; rather, only the applicants to the Commission. This will mitigate the issue
raised in the email about only certain individuals being comfortable participating. In a normal
survey project, these issues of representativeness would be paramount and if we were conducting
such a survey, we would pay close attention to this. But, since we are focused only on those who
applied to be a member of the Commission that concern is lessened as we presume those who
were able to fill out the application would also be able to fill out the survey. This is also helped by
the fact that the Secretary of State’s office worked to encourage applications from a wide range of
individuals from different backgrounds to apply to the process.
With respect to the research team doing this project, this process will be directed by Dulio,
Medvic, and Yost and carried out by the staff of the Center for Opinion Research (COR) at
Franklin & Marshall. Our training is established on the curriculum vitae included in the packet of
materials submitted to the Commission. In addition, all aspects of this project -- including a vetting
of those involved in handling the data that would come out of the project -- would have to go
through a review process through each institution’s Institutional Review Board (IRB).

The research team takes attention to detail very seriously and apologizes for the mistake in Prof.
Medvic's biography. The duplicated sentence in that biography was a rare oversight by scholars
with long records of publishing rigorous, meticulous research. We can assure the Commission
that we will not allow such a mistake to occur again in this project.
Thank you again for your willingness to consider our proposal. Should the Commission have any
other questions or concerns, please feel free to contact us.
Sincerely,
David A. Dulio
Stephen K. Medvic
Berwood A. Yost
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October 16, 2020
RE: Executive Director Selection
Dear Members of the Michigan Redistricting Advisory Committee,
Thank you for serving on this committee and Commission. I know that a condition of being a candidate
for the Commission was that you were not allowed to have been a recent partisan candidate for office. I
will say that as someone who has been in politics since the late 1980s (as city councilman, mayor, county
commission, state representative and now member of the State Board of Education), a position like
Executive Director (ED) of the Michigan Redistricting Commission is critical to the success and true
independence of the commission. The ED will, using his or her own biases (which we all have), filter out a
lot of information and options that could be presented to the Commission. As you go through the
process of redistricting, you will be given, say, five options for a key decision. The ED will have (either
directly or indirectly) whittled down the plethora of possible options down to the five you are given. The
ED’s biases will have informed that paring process, perhaps very significantly. Obviously, you will not
know what was not given to you.
Given the above, I would recommend that the Commission make public the list of anyone in the “final cut”
and allow the public a couple weeks, at least, to search for reasons why each candidate may hold biases
that the Commission should know about, before the final selection. Those in the final cut should be
required to reveal any social media posts that they have deleted in the last year and any other
requirements that would allow the Commission and the public to fully understand the biases of the ED
candidates.
I would like to add one option in selection of the ED, which would likely be very unconventional – that being to
have co-Executive Directors and choose one who is clearly partisan as a Democrat and one who is clearly
partisan as a Republican. That way each could check the other’s work and the commission could require that
both approve all options presented (and by implication options not presented) to the Commission. This may be
a way to help eliminate partisanship and political biases from options and information filtered out and options
and information given to the Commission.

I request that this email also be given to all members of the Michigan Redistricting Commission.
Sincerely,
Tom McMillin
Oakland Township, MI

