
  
 

   
 

  

 
  

 

              

     

    
   

   
 

            

  

             
           

             
     

          
               

               
          

              
              

          
       

           
             
            

    

             
            

          
             

         
          

Dykema Gossett PLLC 
Capitol View 
201 Townsend Street, Suite 900 
Lansing, MI 48933 

WWW.DYKEMA.COM 

Tel: (517) 374-9100 

Steven C. Liedel 
Direct Dial: (517) 374-9184 
Email: SLiedel@dykema.com 

February 1, 2024 Via Email 

Michigan Independent Citizens Redistricting Commission 
P.O. Box 30318 
Lansing, MI 48909 
E-Mail: WoodsE3@michigan.gov 

Re: Response to Notice under Const 1963, art 4, § 6(3)(e)—Commissioner Anthony Eid 

Dear Commissioners: 

On behalf of our client, Commissioner Anthony Eid, we submit this response to the notice dated 
December 14, 2023 (the “Notice”) filed with the Michigan Independent Citizens Redistricting 
Commission (the “Commission”) pursuant to Const 1963, art 4, § 6(3)(e) by Commissioners 
Rebecca Szetela and Rhonda Lange (the “Complaining Commissioners”). 

Commissioner Eid responds in detail to the false, misleading, and baseless accusations 
included in the Notice in a written response attached as Exhibit 1. And he confirms in his sworn 
statement attached as Exhibit 2 that (1) he satisfies all of the requirements under the Michigan 
Constitution to continue his service as a member of the Commission, (2) he has never engaged 
in any conduct as a member of the Commission, including drafting activity, intended to favor any 
member of, or candidate for, the Michigan House of Representatives, and (3) as a member of 
the Commission he has endeavored to perform his duties in a manner that is both impartial and 
that reinforces public confidence in the redistricting process. 

The Notice is an unnecessary distraction from the important work entrusted to the Commission 
by the People of the State of Michigan as the Commission devotes extensive time and effort to 
ensure that the district plans for the Michigan Legislature fully comply with the state and federal 
constitutions and the Voting Rights Act. 

We respectfully urge the Commission to reject the Notice and decline to conduct any hearing 
relating to the Notice. Why? In short, the Notice doesn’t cut it. In legalese, the Complaining 
Commissioners fail to provide a sufficient legal basis for the Commission to find either 
substantial neglect of duty or gross misconduct in office. Facts matter. But regurgitation of social 
media posts, speculation unsupported by actual evidence, and attempted guilt by association 
that together result in little more than a glorified Internet conspiracy theory do not. 

Ca l i fo rn ia | I l l ino is | Mich igan | Minnesota | Texas | Wash ington , D.C. | W iscons in 
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Michigan Independent Citizens Redistricting Commission 
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By submitting the Notice, the Complaining Commissioners ask the Commission to remove 
Commissioner Eid from office pursuant to Const 1963, art 4 § 6(3)(e),1 which provides that the 
office of a member of the Commission becomes vacant: 

After written notice and an opportunity for the commissioner to respond, a vote of 
10 of the commissioners finding substantial neglect of duty, gross misconduct 
in office, or inability to discharge the duties of office. [Emphasis added.] 

Const 1963, art 4, § 6(3)(e) limits the legal basis for removal from office to (1) substantial 
neglect of duty, (2) gross misconduct in office, or (3) inability to discharge the duties of the 
office of member of the Commission. 

This provision of the Michigan Constitution mirrors a similar, earlier provision from the 
Arizona Constitution, which provides: 

After having been served with written notice and provided with an opportunity for 
a response, a member of the independent redistricting commission may be 
removed by the governor, with the concurrence of two-thirds of the senate, for 
substantial neglect of duty, gross misconduct in office, or inability to 
discharge the duties of the office. [Ariz Const, art 4, pt 2, § 1(10) (emphasis 
added)]. 

For starters, the third reason for removal—inability to discharge the duties of the office—is not at 
issue here. The Complaining Commissioners do not claim, and the Notice includes no facts or 
evidence supporting a finding, that Commissioner Eid is unable to perform his duties as a 
member of the Commission. Indeed, Commissioner Eid, suffering from no disability or inability, 
is not unable to perform his duties. He currently is actively doing so as the Commission acts to 
comply with the orders issued by the United States District Court for the Western District of 
Michigan in Agee v Secretary of State (Docket No. 1:22-cv-272). 

That leaves two potential grounds for the requested constitutional removal: first, substantial 
neglect of duty; and second, gross misconduct in office. The Notice fails to demonstrate that 
Commissioner Eid has engaged in either. 

1. Commissioner Eid Has Not Substantially Neglected His Duties as a Commissioner 

So what does “substantial neglect of duty” mean? The phrase is not defined in the Michigan 
Constitution. However, it has been interpreted by the Arizona Supreme Court to mean a 
“substantial failure to perform a duty” implying “wrongdoing, some act or omission or 
commission in office the law required to be done which was not done or if done was done in an 
unlawful manner” that is “categorical and egregious”. Ariz Indep Redistricting Comm v 
Governor, 229 Ariz 347, 356; 275 P3d 1267 (2012). The Michigan Supreme Court has held that 

1 See Exhibit 3 for the complete text of Const 1963, art 4, § 6. 

Ca l i fo rn ia | I l l ino is | Mich igan | Minnesota | Texas | Wash ington , D.C. | W iscons in 
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“gross negligence” means the “intentional failure to perform a manifest duty.” Bolger v Detroit 
Common Council, 153 Mich 540, 547-548 (1908). 

Before determining whether a duty has been neglected, the duty first must be identified. But the 
Notice fails to identify with any specificity any particular duty of Commissioner Eid as a member 
of the Commission that he intentionally failed to perform. 

Even if the Complaining Commissioners’ first stated reason to remove Commissioner Eid from 
office—that Commissioner Eid drafted State House District 20 to favor House candidate Noah 
Arbit—were true (it is not), the duties of the Commission relating to the proposal and adoption of 
district plans are vested by Const 1963, art 4, § 6(13) in the Commission as a body, not 
individual commissioners. The duty is the Commission’s as a body and not Commissioner Eid’s 
as an individual member because Commissioner Eid has no authority to draw or adopt maps for 
the Commission on his own. He cannot violate a duty relating to the drawing of maps because 
he has no authority to draw maps on his own. 

Similarly, even if the Complaining Commissioners’ second stated reason to remove 
Commissioner Eid from office—that Commissioner Eid drafted State House District 15 to favor 
House candidate Bilal Hammoud—were true (also false), the Notice again falls short. No duty, 
no negligence. 

As a result, nothing included in the Notice provides a legal basis for a finding by the 
Commission that Commissioner Eid substantially neglected his duties as a member of the 
Commission. 

2. Commissioner Eid Has Not Engaged in Gross Misconduct in Office 

While the phrase “gross misconduct in office” is not defined in the Michigan Constitution, the 
Arizona Supreme Court has indicated that the phrase consists of “a public officer’s corrupt 
violation of assigned duties by malfeasance, misfeasance, or nonfeasance” that is a “knowing 
and willful violation of a legal duty.” Ariz Comm, 229 Ariz at 356. A officeholder engages in 
malfeasance when the officer engages in conduct without legal authority. Id. Misfeasance is 
doing what the law requires in an wrongful manner. Id. Nonfeasance has the same meaning as 
neglect of duty. Id. 

A similar meaning of “official misconduct” is well established in Michigan law. “The term 
‘misconduct in office’ or ‘official misconduct’ is broad enough to include any willful malfeasance, 
misfeasance, or nonfeasance in office. People v Coutu (On Remand), 235 Mich App 695, 706; 
599 NW 2d 556 (1999) (citation omitted). Misconduct warranting removal from office must be 
something a public officer did in an official capacity, not as a private individual. Wilson v 
Highland Park Council, 284 Mich 96, 98; 278 NW 778 (1938). See also, Krajewski v Royal Oak, 
126 Mich App 695, 696-698; 337 NW2d 635 (1983); Carroll v Grand Rapids Comm, 265 Mich 
51, 58; 251 NW 381 (1933). 
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Much of the information included in the Notice relates to conduct by others or to private conduct 
by Mr. Eid and not to his conduct in office, including his attendance at events unrelated to the 
Commission, activities while a student, social media comments, and conversations with 
individuals on matters not relating to redistricting activities. None of that relates to his official 
duties as a member of the Commission and therefore cannot be misconduct in office. That 
information included in the Notice is neither relevant nor material to a finding under Const 1963, 
art 4, § 6(3) that Commissioner Eid engaged in gross misconduct in office. 

While irrelevant matters may be distracting, they do not hide the fact that the Complaining 
Commissioners have failed to demonstrate how Commissioner Eid knowingly or willfully 
engaged in malfeasance. He did not in his capacity as a member of the Commission knowingly 
or willfully do something that was positively wrong or unlawful that he lacked the authority to do. 
The Complaining Commissioners also have not provided sufficient evidence to indicate that 
Commissioner Eid in engaged in misfeasance. They have not demonstrated how he performed 
some specified duty as a member of the Commission in a wrongful or illegal manner. No 
misfeasance. No malfeasance. No basis for a finding by the Commission that Commissioner Eid 
engaged in gross misconduct in office. 

Finally, the third reason stated by the Complaining Commissioners in the Notice seeking the 
removal of Commissioner Eid—that Commissioner Eid’s position with “APIA Votes MI” violated 
the Conflict of Interest Policy—is both wrong and not a legal basis for removal. The Notice 
specifies no duty associated with this claim. Nothing in Const 1963, art 4, § 6 imposes any duty 
on a member of the Commission to comply with a conflict of interest policy. What is the legal 
basis permitting the Commission to remove a member of the Commission for violating a conflict 
of interest policy?2 There is none. 

Because the information included in the Notice submitted by the Complaining Commissioners 
fails to establish a sufficient legal basis for the Commission to find under Const 1963, art 4, § 
6(3)(e) that Commissioner Eid either substantially neglected his duty as a Commissioner, or 
engaged in gross misconduct in office, we respectfully urge the Commission to reject the Notice 
and decline to conduct any hearing relating to the Notice. 

For the benefit of future members of the Commission, the Commission should establish a high-
bar, not a low one, for the evidence necessary to compel a member of the Commission to 
vacate their office. The Commission has the opportunity to establish precedent here. Set the 
right one. Efforts to remove a member of the Commission should be rare, firmly grounded in the 

2 While Const 1963, art 4, § 6(4) permits the Commission to adopt its own rules of procedure for the 
conduct of its Commission business, the People of the State of Michigan have not authorized the 
Commission to adopt any standards of conduct for members of the Commission that exceed standards of 
conduct provided for in Const 1963, art 4, § 6. The rulemaking power of the Commission “‘extends only to 
matters of practice and procedure,’ and it ‘is not authorized to enact . . . rules that establish, abrogate, or 
modify’ the law, especially the provisions enacted by the People in article 4, § 6.” OAG, 2021-2022, No 
7,317 (November 22, 2021) (citation omitted), quoting People v Glass, 464 Mich 266, 291 (2001). 
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law, and not rooted in petty disputes. So we urge the Commission to dispose of this removal 
request expeditiously and return to your pressing business. 

Thank you for your consideration of this submission and for your public service as members of 
the Commission. 

Respectfully yours, 

Dykema Gossett PLLC 

Steven C. Liedel 

SCL/scli 
Attachments 

cc: Edward Woods III, Executive Director 
David Fink, Esq. 
Nathan Fink, Esq. 

125379.000001 4862-3781-2386.3 
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EXHIBIT 1 

Response of Commissioner Anthony Eid to 

Nofice Under Subsecfion 6(3)(e) of Arficle 4 of the Michigan Consfitufion 

February 1, 2024 

Commissioners: 

I am wrifing in response to the Nofice Under Subsecfion 6(3)(e) of Arficle 4 of the Michigan Consfitufion 
(Nofice) submifted by Commissioner Rebecca Szetela and Commissioner Rhonda Lange. I categorically 

deny the allegafions levied against me in the Nofice. They are both frivolous and defamatory in nature. 

The allegafions in the Nofice lack substance, unfairly tarnish my reputafion, and create a false percepfion 
of dysfuncfion within our ranks. The informafion included in the Nofice is speculafive and at best 
circumstanfial, and easily rebufted. I am disappointed by the Nofice as it sows discord among the 

Commissioners and distracts us from our important consfitufional dufies on behalf of the People of the 
State of Michigan. 

I want to emphasize that as a Commissioner, my acfions have always been guided by adherence to the 

Michigan consfitufional criteria, parficularly focusing on communifies of interest and a comprehensive 
analysis of all available data. I did not possess prescient knowledge of future officeholders or draft 
districts with any ulterior mofives. 

While the Nofice specifically focuses on House Districts 20 and 15, the nofice ignores my deep 
understanding of these areas. Being from and being a registered voter in the Orchard Lake/West 

Bloomfield area, and as the sole Middle Eastern member of this Commission, I have a personal lived 
experiences that informs my awareness of the nuances of these communifies. 

I remain commifted to the Commission's objecfives and trust that a fair examinafion of the facts will 
reveal the baselessness of these accusafions. 

1. House District 20 

1a. How House District 20 was drafted: 

The first false accusafion included in the Nofice improperly alleges that I crafted House District 20 with 
the intenfion of benefifing Mr. Noah Arbit. This accusafion is both false and misleading, lacking support 

in the official records of the Commission. 

To shed light on the actual drafting of House District 20, it is crucial to clarify that I did not originate the 

configurafion of District 20. The record clearly indicates that during the Commission's meefing on 
September 22, 20211, Commissioner Dusfin Witjes took the lead in drafting the district around the 
7:30:00 minute mark. The composifion included West Bloomfield, Orchard Lake, Keego Township, Sylvan 
Lake, and the easternmost precincts of Commerce Township. Subsequently, at approximately the 7:36:00 

1 9/22/2021 Independent Cifizen's Redistricfing Commission Meefing (youtube.com) 

https://youtube.com


           

       

                

               

              

                  

                

 

             

            

              
                

               
         

          

           
                
          

 

         
               

              
             
              

             
  

            

              

                

            

           

                   

               

             

                 

                

                

 

mark, Sarah Reinhart of the Michigan Department of State asked Commissioner Witjes to explain his 

reasons for the district's design. He provided the following explanafion: 

“COMMISSIONER WITJES: When we were at our public hearing in Novi, we got a lot of public 

comments stafing that the Orchard Lake area as well as West Bloomfield should be kept 
together. Which I'm doing here. This is also taking into account the individuals who do not have a 

parficular box to check on the census form that live in this parficular area. And that would be 
how I would take into account the diverse populafion of Michigan in this parficular District as 
drawn.” 

Given Commissioner Witjes' comprehensive rafionale already documented on the record, I deemed it 
unnecessary to further discuss communifies of interest (COI) considerafions relafing to district. 

Responding to claims included in the Nofice about the meefing on October 29, 2021 regarding the 
Greater West Bloomfield COI idenfified in public comments, it is essenfial to clarify that the discussion 
on that day pertained to the Michigan SENATE district, not the Michigan HOUSE district, as might be 
misconstrued without context. Furthermore, Commissioner Janice Vallefte expressed agreement with 
the senate configurafion of the area2. The record of Commission proceedings provide: 

“COMMISSIONER EID: Cultural communifies do not extend to [northern] Oakland County. They 
are situated in Orchard Lake, West Bloomfield and Walled Lake, Commerce; but do not go up 
into Independence [Township] or Highland [Township] or White Lake [Township] or Waterford 
[Township]. 

COMMISSIONER VALLETTE: I agree with Commissioner Eid. I think that those upper northern 
communifies would be befter with the other ones. I agree with what he is saying.” 

COMMISSIONER EID: I just want Orchard Lake and West Bloomfield to be somewhere else. 
However we achieve that, that is up to the Commission, but that is my strong opinion. This 
needs to be somehow either with Farmington Hills, Novi, [or] Commerce; and that way we can 
as Commissioner Vallefte said, we can then have the northern Oakland County Townships be 
together as well.” 

Addifionally, the Nofice references a tweet from my public Twifter account, misrepresenfing its contents. 

The tweet, shared a couple of weeks after the Commission voted to adopt maps, highlights my favorite 

districts in which I had a role in drawing as part of the Commission. They are my favorite districts 

because of their adherence to the Commission’s consfitufional criteria, including communifies of 
interest, and because they are responsive to public comments that we heard as Commissioners. The 

reference in the Nofice to the phrase "hand in drawing" in the tweet seems to incorrect imply that I 

single-handedly created the district. However, as previously clarified above, this is not the case. These 
districts represent the collaborafive public work of the Commission. The Commission adopted the 

collaborafive Hickory plan with 11 out of 13 commissioners vofing in favor. It is my belief that every 

Commissioner contributed to the creafion of every district, and each had the opportunity to make edits 

or propose other changes or other plans. It is also important to note that the tweet cited in the Nofice 

2 MICRC_Meefing_Transcript_10_29_2021.pdf (michigan.gov) 

2 

https://michigan.gov


               

               

               

      

               

                 

                

                

  

                 
                  

              
            

             
   

        

                

            

             

              

    

            

             

              

                

         

              

               

            

             

            

             

                 

     

            
               

       

 

specifically names various communifies of interest supported in the maps and does not menfion any 
polifical candidate, as suggest in the Nofice. The tweet concludes with the statement, “So happy we 

adopted collaborafive maps with Biparfisan support!” – a senfiment supporfive of the work of the 
Commission and hardly indicafive of any misconduct. 

Lastly, the Nofice cites various news arficles about Mr. Arbit but fails to provide evidence indicafing my 
awareness of those arficles, instead suggesfing guilt by associafion. I have never read any arficle in the 
Jewish Insider, with the excepfion of one authored by Commissioner Szetela. It is crucial to recognize 

that the mere existence of news arficles is circumstanfial and does not establish my knowledge or 
engagement with the content. 

Conclusion: It is imperafive to recognize that I was not the inifiator or primary drafter of House District 
20. It was adopted by the Commission as a body after extensive public comment. Any suggesfion that I 
drafted it to favor a specific candidate is unfounded. The Commission collecfively supported the 
configurafion presented by Commissioner Witjes, a decision grounded in the Community of Interest 
feedback received from the community and the consfitufional standards applicable to the Commission 
and the maps it adopts. 

1b. The Greater West Bloomfield Community of Interest: 

The asserfion in the Nofice that the Greater West Bloomfield Community of Interest (COI) recognized by 
the Commission lacked public support and was solely endorsed by Mr. Noah Arbit is inaccurate and 

contradicted by the comprehensive record of the Commission. A brief examinafion of the Commission's 

proceedings reveals that the Greater West Bloomfield COI garnered significant backing from both wriften 
comments and in-person tesfimony. 

Public senfiments expressed through wriften comments and live tesfimony consistently highlighted the 

interconnectedness and shared interests within the Greater West Bloomfield COI. As someone infimately 
familiar with this community, having grown up, lived in, spent a significant porfion of my fime in, and as 

a voter in this area, I aftest to the accuracy of this COI. It is a diverse community that encompasses 

Jewish, Chaldean-Chrisfian, African-American, Arab, Indian, and Japanese communifies. The shared 
aftributes of a school district, police and fire services, libraries, community centers, social services, 
museums, vofing locafions, a historic island, and more collecfively define it as a genuine community of 

interest. The public comments also describe how West Bloomfield was split between mulfiple 
congressional, Michigan House, and Michigan Senate districts for polifical gain in the prior redistricfing 
cycle. 

During the Commission meefing on September 30, 20213 in Oakland County—the locafion of the COI— 

community members voiced their support for the COI and the Commission's drafting of the area. 
Notable live tesfimonies include Ali at the 43:49 minute mark, Chris at the 45:56 minute mark, and 
Ashley at the 48:29 minute mark. 

Wriften tesfimonies from the Commission's public comment portal further illustrate the widespread 
support for the Greater West Bloomfield COI. Notable submissions include ID: F15234 by Noah Arbit, 

3 
09/30/2021 Independent Cifizen's Redistricfing Commission Meefing #2 (youtube.com) 

4 MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

3 

https://michigan-mapping.org
https://youtube.com


        
             

             
               

              
              

                   
    

           

            

     

                                                                  

 

 

 

 

 

   

    

  

  

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

which was supported others, including Irma, Barbara Rosenthal, Jeannine Weiner, Francie, Lauren 
Koenigsberg, and Cathy Cantor. ID: O35005 by Ian Sandler-Bowen. ID: W30456 by Sharon. ID: p17727 by 
Trent Varva. ID: C8768 by Debbie Binder and supported by Irma Glaser. ID: W24669 by Sharon. ID: 
P806610 by Yousif. ID: W829911 by Johnathan E. ID: P747512 by Will F. ID: C584813 by Londyn Williams. 
ID: P476614 by K. ID: C524715 by Judah Karesh. ID: O528816 by Jordan. ID: W455617 by Eugene 
Greenstein. ID:W73718 by PJ. ID: W124919 by Bruce Timmons. ID: W136820 by Diane Anderson and ID: 
C181121 by Alicai Pearlman. This is only a cursory look at the public comment supporfing the COI, and a 
more thorough search would provide hundreds more. 

Importantly, it should be noted that Commissioner Szetela, in her individual house map submission, 

endorsed the same configurafion for District 20, demonstrafing broad agreement among Commissioners 
with the Greater West Bloomfield COI. 

Commissioner. Szetela's HD 20 from her own HD 20 in the Hickory Collaborafive Map. 
individual mapping submission. 

5 
MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

6 MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 
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MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

8 MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

9 
MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

10MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

11
MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

12 
MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

13 
MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

14 
MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

15 
MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

16 
MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

17 
MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

18 MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 
19 MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

20 
MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 

21 MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 
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Finally, Mr. Arbit has publicly denied the allegafions included in the Nofice regarding House District 20. 
According to the Detroit News22: 

“Arbit dismissed the allegafions Friday as "lazy, circumstanfial and offensive." He said he was one 
of many advocafing for keeping greater West Bloomfield together after past gerrymandered 
districts had split it apart. He hadn't talked to Eid prior to the June 2021 meefing and has never 
received a campaign contribufion from him, he said.” 

Conclusion: House District 20 was drawn to recognize the Greater West Bloomfield COI, receiving 
widespread support from the community and even acknowledgment from Commissioner Szetela. This 
configurafion adheres to all seven Michigan consfitufional criteria, encompassing Vofing Rights Act 
(VRA) compliance, community of interest representafion, adherence to city/township boundaries, and 
compactness. In my opinion as a Commissioner, it stands as the Commission’s singularly best-drawn 
district in the enfire plan for the Michigan House of Representafives. 

1c. My right to assemble under the First Amendment of the United States Consfitufion: 

The Nofice also raises issues regarding my aftendance at a speaking engagement featuring Mr. Arbit. The 

Nofice omits the fact that I am a voter in the district and aftended the event to gather informafion about 
candidates appearing on my ballot. I approach this responsibility in a biparfisan manner, aftending 
similar events for Republican candidates and candidates without party affiliafion to make informed 

vofing decisions. This acfivity is well within the protecfion of the 1st Amendment of the United States 

Consfitufion, reflecfing my commitment to exercising my right to vote responsibly. While we surrender 

certain consfitufional rights when serving as Commissioners, nothing in the Michigan Consfitufion 
requires us to surrender our right to aftend polifical events or to support polifical candidates of our 
choosing. 

I hold my right to vote in high regard, understanding its significance, parficularly given my unique 
background. My family has only had the right to vote for one generafion. Both of my parents are 

immigrants, and my mother fled an oppressive dictatorship in Iraq under Saddam Hussein. Their journey 
to the United States aimed at securing the American Dream, and I do not take lightly any aftempt to 
diminish my rights while holding public office. 

Addressing the allegafion that I spoke on this issue during a public meefing23 as a calculated response to 

statements in the YouTube Chat, that’s false. First, I do not read or interact with the YouTube Chat 

associated with Commission meefings, having disengaged from it when it became apparent that it 

harbored negafivity and hosfility towards the Commission. Second, the record clearly demonstrates that 

my inifial statements were made to defend Commissioner Lange, who sought clarificafion on the 
definifion of "support" during the meefing at around the 31:00 mark. She stated24: 

“COMMISSIONER LANGE: Okay and I have one more quesfion then. What is the definifion being 
used for support? I'll be forthcoming because I'm honest like that. I aftended and actually me 

22 hftps://www.detroitnews.com/story/news/polifics/2023/12/16/redistricfing-commissioners-claim-colleague-tailored-maps-for-

candidates/71934006007/ 
23 9/21/23 Michigan Independent Cifizens Redistricfing Commission Meefing (youtube.com) 
24 Microsoft Word - 9.21.2023 MICRC Transcript (michigan.gov) 

5 
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and a friend hosted a meet and greet because people in my area were not aware of who their 
candidate even was. So we invited them to come at our expense and meet our public. And 
answer quesfions that they have. I did not come out and support this person. I did not aftend 
the fundraiser, but it was purely to get to know who the candidate is. Because as voters we have 
the right to due diligence to make sure that the person we are vofing for lines up with how we 
feel. I feel every voter should do that. Again when you are saying support, publicly support, are 
you saying give an endorsement to? I think we need to be really clear on this. That's my 
quesfion. More clarificafion, please. 

Subsequently, I voiced my agreement with Commissioner Lange, emphasizing the importance of voters 
undertaking due diligence to understand the candidates they support. I highlighted at that fime that 
individuals have the consfitufional right to assemble. 

“COMMISSIONER EID: Yeah, you know I certainly agree with what Commissioner Lange said. I 
think all of us as individuals and as voters have a responsibility to learn about the folks we are 
vofing for. And take that responsibility seriously. And knowing what that person stands for. And 
if we want to vote for them or not. 

I was simply trying to support Commissioner Lange and say that there was no issue with her behavior, 
just as there isn’t with mine, as we all have the consfitufional right to assemble. 

The Nofice also raises concerns about a photo taken of me at the speaking event and aftempts to portray 
it as evidence of wrongdoing. While this may be evidence that I aftended the event, this is not evidence 
of any wrongdoing. Therefore, it is essenfial to provide context and correct any misconcepfions 
surrounding this issue. The Nofice fails to acknowledge that the screenshot of the Instagram post 

included in the Nofice includes at least seven (and likely more) other photos in the collage. The capfion 
accompanying the post is a general descripfion of the event, not specifically directed at me, as suggested 

by the Nofice. The post menfions numerous individuals by name, and my name is notably absent from 
the list. It is crucial to emphasize that a photograph, in this context, is circumstanfial and cannot be 
deemed as conclusive evidence of any wrongdoing. Drawing definifive conclusions based solely on a 
photograph is an oversimplificafion and patently unfair25 . 

Conclusion: My aftendance at candidate events and subsequent statements were driven by a 

commitment to responsible vofing and upholding consfitufional rights and unrelated to my dufies as a 
Commissioner. The full record supports the asserfion that my comments were not a calculated response 
to external influences but rather an expression of support for fundamental civic values and fellow 
Commissioners. 

25 The Nofice also alleges that I have described myself as a "friend" of Mr. Arbit, but she provides no evidence to support this claim. Instead, 

she points to the same Instagram post where Mr. Arbit referred to me as a friend. The absence of any direct statement from me describing our 

relafionship as "friends" underscores the importance of considering the broader context of such references. 

In fairness, it is essenfial to recognize that terms like "friend" in a public context can be subjecfive and may not always imply a personal 

relafionship. Context mafters, and a single menfion in an Instagram post should not be taken as conclusive evidence of the nature of our 

relafionship. 
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1d. Communicafions outside of public meefings: 

The Nofice also includes false accusafions that I privately contacted Commissioners outside of public 

meefings to influence the drafting of districts. To support this claim, she provides a text message that I 

sent to her when experiencing car trouble on my way to a meefing. No quorum rules and no provisions 

of the Consfitufion were violated with this message. It was sent out of necessity rather than an aftempt 
to improperly influence the drafting process. 

Conclusion: The allegafions of private communicafion influencing district drafting included in the Nofice 
are meritless. It is crucial to maintain accuracy and fairness in assessing communicafion pracfices among 

Commissioners, fostering a focus on construcfive dialogue and adherence to established rules for the 
benefit of our work and the People we serve. 

2. House District 15: 

2a. How House District 15 was drafted: 

When it comes to House District 15, the central accusafion in the Nofice asserts that I somehow crafted 
House District 15 with the intenfion of benefifing Mr. Bilal Hammoud. Wrong. I must stress that this 

accusafion is both incorrect and misleading, lacking support in the official records. I find it abhorrent26 . 

To properly refute these false claims, let’s examine how District 15 was drawn. The Nofice correctly 

indicates that I edited the configurafion of District 15 on November 3, 2021 during the Commission’s 

collaborafive map drawing process. The Nofice falsely claims that the purpose of the edit it was to favor 

Mr. Hammoud. In actuality, a thorough review of the Commission record reveals that the district was 

instead drawn to align with the preferred Community of Interest (COI) configurafion in collaborafion with 
the Commission's Vofing Rights Act (VRA) expert. 

The primary and publicly-expressed goal was twofold: to create three districts (15, 3, and 4) that could 

reasonably support the large Middle Eastern and North African (MENA) COI in the area while 

simultaneously establishing a VRA opportunity district for African-American voters in District 4. This 

decision was data-driven, supported by an analysis indicafing that Middle Eastern voters in Dearborn and 
Black voters in Detroit often vote for the same candidate. Notably, the commission relied on elecfion 
results, not just demographic data, to demonstrate that the districts would perform well for the MENA 

community. 

Excerpts from the November 3, 202127 Commission meefing further clarify the rafionale: 

COMMISSIONER EID: There we go. Those are the changes. Instead of splifting the Arab 
community all around into a whole bunch of different districts this splits it into three prefty 
compact districts. I don't think it brought the BVAP up above anything what we went over 

26 This secfion of the Nofice contains several inaccuracies and misleading statements. For instance, it erroneously depicts Mr. Hammoud and me 

as simultaneous Psychology students and members of the University student government. However, it fails to menfion that we were not 
involved in these acfivifies concurrently. I never shared classes with Mr. Hammoud, as I transifioned to the Department of Biology after 
complefing my Psychology degree requirements. Our fimelines in the psychology department and in the university student government did not 
overlap. After my term in the student government of the main campus, which extended from my undergraduate studies through my master’s 
degree, I pursued a different campus leadership posifion when entering my doctoral program. While Mr. Hammoud and I were both campus 
leaders, I do not recall any direct one-on-one interacfions with him at any point in fime. 
27MICRC_11_03_21_Mtg_Transcript.pdf (michigan.gov) 
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yesterday. I'd be interested to see the elecfion results to see if this did actually increase the 
amount of Arab Americans in these districts 

COMMISSIONER EID: We know that from our data that we got this week from Dr. Handley that 

Arab Americans by and large vote similarly to Black Americans in this area. So I think it's 

appropriate. I think it's what the community has been calling for. From our public hearings and 

what is on our public comment portal. And I think something like this should be applied to both 

of the two different configurafions that we have right now. And you can do it on both prefty 
easily. The other one is slightly different because it includes Melvindale in a Dearborn District if I 
recall correctly but it is possible. 

The quoted dialogue illustrates, on the record, my specific reasons for configuring the districts, clearly 
not for any parficular potenfial candidate. The conversafion then shifts to Mr. Bruce Adelson’s analysis of 

how the districts were likely to perform: 

MR. BRUCE ADELSON: Madam Chair before we do that can we look at the El-Sayed primary 

results? 

Mr. Adelson and I then review primary elecfion results and discuss the margins on the three house 

districts in quesfion. 

COMMISSIONER EID: The margin on three is greater. The margins on 15 and 7 are similar. 

MR. BRUCE ADELSON: Sure, the elecfion results are as far as margin they are improved or 
comparable to yesterday. So and yesterday we had there were four districts, now there are three 

districts with large Arab American populafions am I correct about that? 

COMMISSIONER ORTON: Bruce or Mr. Adelson did you look at the overall demographics of those 

and make sure if there is any VRA districts we didn't mess anything up? 

MR. BRUCE ADELSON: It seems to me that the that there was a swap with two of the districts. 

But that the other districts, the districts appear to be strengthened over all for Black residents of 

Detroit in those districts. So the numbers to me all looked prefty good. And with the 
improvement of the electoral margins and also have the Arab American populafion in these 
three adjoining or nearby districts it seems to me to be a good change. 

Conclusion: The review of records disproves the false claim of biased edifing in House District 15 
included in the Nofice. The Commission's decision, as evidenced by the November 3, 2021 meefing, was 
driven by a commitment to Community of Interest (COI) considerafions and Vofing Rights Act (VRA) 
compliance. The process aimed at creafing fair and inclusive districts, considering community voices and 

adhering to consfitufional criteria. The intenfion was not to favor a specific candidate but to ensure a 
representafive and equitable redistricfing outcome. 

2b: The Middle Easter/North African Community of Interest: 

The MENA (Middle Eastern and North African) Community of Interest (COI) poses unique challenges in 

the redistricfing process due to its absence from census data, limifing available informafion for map-

drawing. As the sole Middle Eastern member of the Commission, this issue personally resonates with 
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me. To address this challenge, the Commission heavily relied on COI submissions and public tesfimony to 
understand and define the MENA COI. 

During the Commission's public hearing in Dearborn28, held before any maps were drawn, community 

members provided crucial tesfimony emphasizing the historical lack of representafion in the Dearborn, 
Dearborn Heights, Melvindale, and West Detroit area. Their insights played a pivotal role in shaping the 

Commission's understanding of the MENA COI and informed subsequent redistricfing decisions. 

Noteworthy live public comments on this mafter include Musffa Hammoud, Osama Sabline, Lamna 
Joseph, Kari Kassad, Bridget Foaz, Pete Patoske, #43, Abil Hammoud, Walie Edine, Adam Beddawi, Sara 

Moughni, and Madiha Tariq. Addifionally, there are hundreds, if not thousands, of wriften public 
comments echoing these senfiments. 

It's important to highlight that aftribufion in the Nofice of sole support for the Dearborn Heights 

configurafion only to Mr. Hammoud, fails to disclose addifional specific comments in (p429329 and 

p676430) supported by individuals such as Samir Hammoud, Shams Al-Badry, Sam Haidar, Reema 

Mansour, Mariam R, I, Ghada, Abdul, Ibrahim, Kenneth I, Denise Eileen, Rula Bazzi, Hassan A, 

Mohammed Chahrour, and Denise. These commenters expressed their support for the District 15 

configurafion, and a similar stance is evident in comment c3753, which also garnered one supporfive 
comment. 

In fact, when Commissioner Szetela for unknown reasons proposed a different configurafion for the 
area31, I immediately objected to this configurafion, cifing public map submission w1530:32 

COMMISSIONER EID: Mr. Adelson pointed this out, but we've had some very good communifies 
of interest maps that include West Detroit, along with this District that you're trying to draw. It is 

ID number W1530 by Mariam Oknon. She has a couple really good comments actually that I 

suggest everyone read. She is one of the community organizers with Access Clinic. And, you 

know, they work with this populafion every single day. She submifted a map. Along with a very 
powerful lefter fitled a lefter from an Arab American. And also maps for the access and APIA 

communifies in Hamtramck and Detroit. And the ones for the Dearborn/Detroit area go further 
in West Detroit than what we have here and do not include Redford or Taylor. 

Commissioner Szetela failed to alter her posifion when informed that members of the MENA community 

were in fact protected by the VRA: 

MR. BRUCE ADELSON: Yeah, I think that is a great point. As you know and I think Mr. Brace talked 

about this at the beginning the census does not have a tab or unique descripfion for people of 
Middle Eastern or Arab dissent. So he had suggested, and I concur, looking at addifional sources 
of informafion like the American community survey, that does breakout that populafion by race. 
And that's not the current 2020 census data. But this is an example of a populafion that is 
covered by the Vofing Rights Act. That is not defined as a specific race in the census data where 

28 6/03/21 Independent Cifizens Redistricfing Commission Dearborn Meefing & Hearing (youtube.com) 
29 MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 
30 MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 
31 09/09/2021 Independent Cifizen's Redistricfing Commission Meefing (youtube.com) 
32 MICRC Public Comment Portal (michigan-mapping.org) 
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they have been specific public comments referencing this community. That is important as you 
all were doing to look at it and make the considerafions that you are. But gefting data and 
informafion beyond the 2020 census data. Because that just will not separate out Arab 

Americans or people of Middle Eastern ancestry. 

After much deliberafion and debate between possible configurafions of this area, I said in honest 

frustrafion: 

COMMISSIONER EID: Let's be clear we are talking about a community that we just heard from 

our Vofing Rights Act expert is a community that is protected by the Vofing Rights Act. So we 
need to figure out a way to do this, to make that take priority here as that's the number one 
criteria which is even over communifies of interest. 

The discussion ends with me suggesfing that the Commission follow the MENA COI, advocafing for a 
senate district to include west Detroit. 

COMMISSIONER EID: What would make sense to me is going into western Detroit and taking the 

parts of it that are to the left of I-94 up unfil we get to Dearborn. 

Finally, the Nofice implies impropriety by nofing that Mr. Hammoud and I aftended the same community 
event in 2023, two years after the commission passed maps. A further improper aftempt at guilt by 
associafion. It is not uncommon for two community leaders to have shared interests in such events. In 

this instance, my aftendance was mofivated by a harm reducfion panel addressing the opioid epidemic 
within the MENA community, a topic I am trained in. My aftendance at this event not in my capacity as a 

Commissioner in no way supports any allegafions of misconduct as a Commissioner. 

Conclusion: The configurafion of House District 15 was crafted to ensure proper representafion for the 
Middle Eastern and North African (MENA) Community of Interest (COI). The Commission, recognizing the 

unique challenges faced by the MENA community, heavily relied on COI submissions and public 

tesfimony during the redistricfing process. Notably, live and wriften comments from community 
members played a significant role in shaping the enfire Commission's understanding of the MENA COI, 

ulfimately influencing redistricfing decisions. The aftempt in the Nofice to aftribute sole support for the 

Dearborn Heights configurafion to Mr. Hammoud overlooks broader community endorsements and fails 
to acknowledge the Commission's commitment to fair representafion. 

3. Conflict of interest claims: 

In response to conflict of interest claims included in the Nofice, it is crucial to clarify the facts 

surrounding the allegafions and the conduct actually restricted by the Michigan Consfitufion. The Nofice 
alleges conflict of interest based on percepfion, not facts. 

The primary contenfion revolves around my acceptance of a part-fime policy posifion with APIA Vote-MI; 

a non-parfisan 501(c)(3) community organizafion; a role for which I had the appropriate rights, experfise, 
and knowledge to hold. I accepted this posifion only after the Commission’s mapping work was 

completed and legally adopted. 

Furthermore, acceptance of this posifion is not prohibited by the Michigan Consfitufion. 
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As a Commissioner, I commifted to abide by the rules outlined in the Michigan Consfitufion, which 
clearly delineate the restricfions on commissioners. The Michigan Consfitufion expressly prohibits 

Commissioners from serving as: 

(c) an officer or member of the governing body of a nafional, state, or local polifical party; 

(d) a paid consultant or employee of a federal, state, or local elected official or polifical candidate, of a federal, state, 
or local polifical candidate’s campaign, or of a polifical acfion commiftee; 

(e) an employee of the Michigan Legislature; 

(f) registered as a lobbyist agent with the Michigan Bureau of Elecfions; 

(g) an employee of any person registered as a lobbyist agent with the Michigan Bureau of Elecfions; or 

(h) an unclassified state employee who is exempt from classificafion in state civil service pursuant to secfion 5 of 
arficle XI of the Michigan Consfitufion of 1963. 

While the Consfitufion prohibits a Commissioner from being a paid consultant or employee of a polifical 
acfion commiftee, APIA-Vote-MI is not a polifical acfion commiftee. The Consfitufion also prohibits a 
Commissioner from being an employee of a person who is registered as a lobbyist agent with the Bureau 

of Elecfions. APIA Vote-MI is not and has not ever been registered as a lobbyist agent. The People of the 

State of Michigan have prohibited Commissioners from certain employment, but only those forms of 

employe specifically menfioned by the People in the Consfitufion, not others. 

Employment by APIA Vote-MI is not prohibited by the Michigan Consfitufion and is not a basis to remove 
a Commissioner from office under the Michigan Consfitufion. Everything else included in the Nofice is 
just a distracfion from these facts. 

Conclusion: The conflict of interest claims included in the Nofice fail to support a nofice to vacate under 
the Consfitufion. The accusafions are baseless and disconnected to the actual requirements included in 

the Michigan Consfitufion. 

4. Independent Status 

Since the submission of the Nofice, I have become aware of addifional quesfioning regarding my status 

as an independent Commissioner33 . I am an independent and not affiliated with either the Democrat 
Party or the Republican Party. This issue was previously reported on by MIRS News in September 2021 

when similar accusafions arose from parfisan groups. The MIRS News arficle, enfitled: A Deeper Dive Into 

Redistricfing Commissioners' Polifical Past34 stated that: 

“But after reviewing vofing records for all 13 commissioners, Pracfical Polifical Consulfing's Mark Grebner said, "None 

of these people look to me like they're secretly fied into either party." 

*** 

The right-leaning Washington Free Beacon recently published stories on both Eid and Szetela, which were promoted by 

the Michigan Republican Party (MRP) and Michigan Freedom Fund (MFF). Both the MRP and MFF called for the 

aforemenfioned commissioners to step down from their map-drawing dufies. 

33 COLUMN: Redistricfing commission hasn’t delivered fair, transparent process people were promised (gophouse.org) 
34 https://mirs.news/news/capsule/mirs-capitol-capsule-friday-september-10-2021#66309 
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*** 

But Grebner's review of Eid's vofing record showed a different take. 

He said Eid has never voted in a presidenfial primary -- one indicator he uses to determine a voter's likely parfisanship. 
He also looks at a voter's family for clues. He said Eid appears to come from a mixed family that has voted for both 

parfies. 

For 2020, Grebner also looked at who voted in-person and who voted absentee, as his research has shown that 

Democrats were more likely to vote absentee and Republicans in-person. 

For Eid, records show he voted in-person for 2020, which Grebner said he could have done so because "he believes in 

vofing in-person, or that he believed that Donald Trump was right" about discouraging absentee votes. 

*** 

Grebner found that Szetela voted in the Democrafic presidenfial primaries in 2020 and 2016, and signed the Voters Not 
Polificians (VNP) pefifion that created the commission she sits on, as well as a marijuana pefifion. 

"The Republicans got screwed by that draw," Grebner said.” 

I will take this fime to again reiterate I am an independent and not affiliated with a polifical party. I have 
a spectrum of polifical beliefs that are in constant evolufion, flux, and change. In every single general 
elecfion that I’ve voted in, I have voted for both Republican and Democrafic candidates (and somefimes 
third party) for various offices. One of my most ardent supporters on this Commission was a 
Republican—the late Commissioner, Douglas Clark. 

Mofives and effects: 

These unfounded allegafions have inflicted tangible harm on both my opportunifies and reputafion, 
adversely affecfing my physical and mental well-being. As demonstrated earlier, these accusafions are 
baseless and frivolous. Unfortunately, the submission of the Nofice that includes false accusafions based 
upon guilt by associafion fosters discord within the Commission, undermining its mission and standing 
with the public we serve. 

Even if the Commission summarily rejects the Nofice (as I expect and hope the Commission will), I don’t 
expect to receive any apologies for the effects caused by the misinformafion and inaccurate commentary 
that have become public since the Nofice was filed. 

I ask the Commission to reject the sort of behavior represented by the submission of the Nofice. The 
Commission should firmly take a stand against this unfair treatment and avoid sefting a precedent that 
encourages future Commissioners to sling false accusafions against others. Take a stand for decency, 
duty and the Consfitufion. I have repeatedly stood up for the noble work of the Commission. Today I ask 
you to stand up for me. Let’s dismiss this distracfion and move forward together with the important 
work of the Commission. 

Respecffully responding, 

Commissioner Anthony Eid 

Dated: February 1, 2024 
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SWORN STATEMENT 
OF ANTHONY EID 

I, Anthony Eid, state all of the following: 

1.� I am a member of the Michigan Independent Citizens Redistricting 
Commission (the “Commission”). 

2.� On�or�about�May�15,�2020,�I�submitted�an�application�(the 
“Application”) to serve as a member of the Commission. 

3.� On�or�about�August�17,�2020,�I�was�selected�as�a�member�of�the�
Commission. 

4.� At the time I submitted the Application I was, while a member of the 
Commission I continuously have been, and on the day I am signing 
this sworn statement (the “Signing Day”) I am, registered and eligible 
to vote in the State of Michigan. 

5.� During the period beginning six years before the day on which I 
submitted the Application and ending on the Signing Day, I have not 
been, and currently am not, any of the following: 

(a) a�declared�candidate�for�partisan�federal,�state,�or�local�office;�

(b) an�elected�official�to�partisan�federal,�state,�or�local�office;�

(c) an�officer�or�member of the governing body of a national, state, 
or local political party; 

(d) a paid consultant or employee of a federal, state, or local 
elected�official�or�political�candidate,�of�a�federal,�state,�or�
local political candidate’s campaign, or of a political action 
committee; 

(e) an employee of the Michigan Legislature; 

(f) registered as a lobbyist agent with the Michigan Bureau of 
Elections; 

(g) an employee of any person registered as a lobbyist agent with 
the Michigan Bureau of Elections; or 

(h) an�unclassified�state�employee�who�is�exempt�from�
classification�in�state�civil�service�pursuant�to�section�5�of�
article�XI�of�the�Michigan�Constitution�of�1963.�

6.� At the time I submitted the Application I was not, while a member of 
the Commission I have not been, and on the Signing Day I am not, a 
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STATE CONSTITUTION (EXCERPT) 
CONSTITUTION OF MICHIGAN OF 1963 

§ 6 Independent citizens redistricting commission for state legislative and congressional 
districts. 
Sec. 6. (1) An independent citizens redistricting commission for state legislative and congressional districts 

(hereinafter, the "commission") is hereby established as a permanent commission in the legislative branch. 
The commission shall consist of 13 commissioners. The commission shall adopt a redistricting plan for each 
of the following types of districts: state senate districts, state house of representative districts, and 
congressional districts. Each commissioner shall: 

(a) Be registered and eligible to vote in the State of Michigan; 
(b) Not currently be or in the past 6 years have been any of the following: 
(i) A declared candidate for partisan federal, state, or local office; 
(ii) An elected official to partisan federal, state, or local office; 
(iii) An officer or member of the governing body of a national, state, or local political party; 
(iv) A paid consultant or employee of a federal, state, or local elected official or political candidate, of a 

federal, state, or local political candidate's campaign, or of a political action committee; 
(v) An employee of the legislature; 
(vi) Any person who is registered as a lobbyist agent with the Michigan bureau of elections, or any 

employee of such person; or 
(vii) An unclassified state employee who is exempt from classification in state civil service pursuant to 

article XI, section 5, except for employees of courts of record, employees of the state institutions of higher 
education, and persons in the armed forces of the state; 

(c) Not be a parent, stepparent, child, stepchild, or spouse of any individual disqualified under part (1)(b) 
of this section; or 

(d) Not be otherwise disqualified for appointed or elected office by this constitution. 
(e) For five years after the date of appointment, a commissioner is ineligible to hold a partisan elective 

office at the state, county, city, village, or township level in Michigan. 
(2) Commissioners shall be selected through the following process: 
(a) The secretary of state shall do all of the following: 
(i) Make applications for commissioner available to the general public not later than January 1 of the year 

of the federal decennial census. The secretary of state shall circulate the applications in a manner that invites 
wide public participation from different regions of the state. The secretary of state shall also mail applications 
for commissioner to ten thousand Michigan registered voters, selected at random, by January 1 of the year of 
the federal decennial census. 

(ii) Require applicants to provide a completed application. 
(iii) Require applicants to attest under oath that they meet the qualifications set forth in this section; and 

either that they affiliate with one of the two political parties with the largest representation in the legislature 
(hereinafter, "major parties"), and if so, identify the party with which they affiliate, or that they do not affiliate 
with either of the major parties. 

(b) Subject to part (2)(c) of this section, the secretary of state shall mail additional applications for 
commissioner to Michigan registered voters selected at random until 30 qualifying applicants that affiliate 
with one of the two major parties have submitted applications, 30 qualifying applicants that identify that they 
affiliate with the other of the two major parties have submitted applications, and 40 qualifying applicants that 
identify that they do not affiliate with either of the two major parties have submitted applications, each in 
response to the mailings. 

(c) The secretary of state shall accept applications for commissioner until June 1 of the year of the federal 
decennial census. 

(d) By July 1 of the year of the federal decennial census, from all of the applications submitted, the 
secretary of state shall: 

(i) Eliminate incomplete applications and applications of applicants who do not meet the qualifications in 
parts (1)(a) through (1)(d) of this section based solely on the information contained in the applications; 

(ii) Randomly select 60 applicants from each pool of affiliating applicants and 80 applicants from the pool 
of non-affiliating applicants. 50% of each pool shall be populated from the qualifying applicants to such pool 
who returned an application mailed pursuant to part 2(a) or 2(b) of this section, provided, that if fewer than 30 
qualifying applicants affiliated with a major party or fewer than 40 qualifying non-affiliating applicants have 
applied to serve on the commission in response to the random mailing, the balance of the pool shall be 
populated from the balance of qualifying applicants to that pool. The random selection process used by the 
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secretary of state to fill the selection pools shall use accepted statistical weighting methods to ensure that the 
pools, as closely as possible, mirror the geographic and demographic makeup of the state; and 

(iii) Submit the randomly-selected applications to the majority leader and the minority leader of the senate, 
and the speaker of the house of representatives and the minority leader of the house of representatives. 

(e) By August 1 of the year of the federal decennial census, the majority leader of the senate, the minority 
leader of the senate, the speaker of the house of representatives, and the minority leader of the house of 
representatives may each strike five applicants from any pool or pools, up to a maximum of 20 total strikes by 
the four legislative leaders. 

(f) By September 1 of the year of the federal decennial census, the secretary of state shall randomly draw 
the names of four commissioners from each of the two pools of remaining applicants affiliating with a major 
party, and five commissioners from the pool of remaining non-affiliating applicants. 

(3) Except as provided below, commissioners shall hold office for the term set forth in part (18) of this 
section. If a commissioner's seat becomes vacant for any reason, the secretary of state shall fill the vacancy by 
randomly drawing a name from the remaining qualifying applicants in the selection pool from which the 
original commissioner was selected. A commissioner's office shall become vacant upon the occurrence of any 
of the following: 

(a) Death or mental incapacity of the commissioner; 
(b) The secretary of state's receipt of the commissioner's written resignation; 
(c) The commissioner's disqualification for election or appointment or employment pursuant to article XI, 

section 8; 
(d) The commissioner ceases to be qualified to serve as a commissioner under part (1) of this section; or 
(e) After written notice and an opportunity for the commissioner to respond, a vote of 10 of the 

commissioners finding substantial neglect of duty, gross misconduct in office, or inability to discharge the 
duties of office. 

(4) The secretary of state shall be secretary of the commission without vote, and in that capacity shall 
furnish, under the direction of the commission, all technical services that the commission deems necessary. 
The commission shall elect its own chairperson. The commission has the sole power to make its own rules of 
procedure. The commission shall have procurement and contracting authority and may hire staff and 
consultants for the purposes of this section, including legal representation. 

(5) Beginning no later than December 1 of the year preceding the federal decennial census, and continuing 
each year in which the commission operates, the legislature shall appropriate funds sufficient to compensate 
the commissioners and to enable the commission to carry out its functions, operations and activities, which 
activities include retaining independent, nonpartisan subject-matter experts and legal counsel, conducting 
hearings, publishing notices and maintaining a record of the commission's proceedings, and any other activity 
necessary for the commission to conduct its business, at an amount equal to not less than 25 percent of the 
general fund/general purpose budget for the secretary of state for that fiscal year. Within six months after the 
conclusion of each fiscal year, the commission shall return to the state treasury all moneys unexpended for 
that fiscal year. The commission shall furnish reports of expenditures, at least annually, to the governor and 
the legislature and shall be subject to annual audit as provided by law. Each commissioner shall receive 
compensation at least equal to 25 percent of the governor's salary. The State of Michigan shall indemnify 
commissioners for costs incurred if the legislature does not appropriate sufficient funds to cover such costs. 

(6) The commission shall have legal standing to prosecute an action regarding the adequacy of resources 
provided for the operation of the commission, and to defend any action regarding an adopted plan. The 
commission shall inform the legislature if the commission determines that funds or other resources provided 
for operation of the commission are not adequate. The legislature shall provide adequate funding to allow the 
commission to defend any action regarding an adopted plan. 

(7) The secretary of state shall issue a call convening the commission by October 15 in the year of the 
federal decennial census. Not later than November 1 in the year immediately following the federal decennial 
census, the commission shall adopt a redistricting plan under this section for each of the following types of 
districts: state senate districts, state house of representative districts, and congressional districts. 

(8) Before commissioners draft any plan, the commission shall hold at least ten public hearings throughout 
the state for the purpose of informing the public about the redistricting process and the purpose and 
responsibilities of the commission and soliciting information from the public about potential plans. The 
commission shall receive for consideration written submissions of proposed redistricting plans and any 
supporting materials, including underlying data, from any member of the public. These written submissions 
are public records. 

(9) After developing at least one proposed redistricting plan for each type of district, the commission shall 
publish the proposed redistricting plans and any data and supporting materials used to develop the plans. Each 
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commissioner may only propose one redistricting plan for each type of district. The commission shall hold at 
least five public hearings throughout the state for the purpose of soliciting comment from the public about the 
proposed plans. Each of the proposed plans shall include such census data as is necessary to accurately 
describe the plan and verify the population of each district, and a map and legal description that include the 
political subdivisions, such as counties, cities, and townships; man-made features, such as streets, roads, 
highways, and railroads; and natural features, such as waterways, which form the boundaries of the districts. 

(10) Each commissioner shall perform his or her duties in a manner that is impartial and reinforces public 
confidence in the integrity of the redistricting process. The commission shall conduct all of its business at 
open meetings. Nine commissioners, including at least one commissioner from each selection pool shall 
constitute a quorum, and all meetings shall require a quorum. The commission shall provide advance public 
notice of its meetings and hearings. The commission shall conduct its hearings in a manner that invites wide 
public participation throughout the state. The commission shall use technology to provide contemporaneous 
public observation and meaningful public participation in the redistricting process during all meetings and 
hearings. 

(11) The commission, its members, staff, attorneys, and consultants shall not discuss redistricting matters 
with members of the public outside of an open meeting of the commission, except that a commissioner may 
communicate about redistricting matters with members of the public to gain information relevant to the 
performance of his or her duties if such communication occurs (a) in writing or (b) at a previously publicly 
noticed forum or town hall open to the general public. 

The commission, its members, staff, attorneys, experts, and consultants may not directly or indirectly 
solicit or accept any gift or loan of money, goods, services, or other thing of value greater than $20 for the 
benefit of any person or organization, which may influence the manner in which the commissioner, staff, 
attorney, expert, or consultant performs his or her duties. 

(12) Except as provided in part (14) of this section, a final decision of the commission requires the 
concurrence of a majority of the commissioners. A decision on the dismissal or retention of paid staff or 
consultants requires the vote of at least one commissioner affiliating with each of the major parties and one 
non-affiliating commissioner. All decisions of the commission shall be recorded, and the record of its 
decisions shall be readily available to any member of the public without charge. 

(13) The commission shall abide by the following criteria in proposing and adopting each plan, in order of 
priority: 

(a) Districts shall be of equal population as mandated by the United States constitution, and shall comply 
with the voting rights act and other federal laws. 

(b) Districts shall be geographically contiguous. Island areas are considered to be contiguous by land to the 
county of which they are a part. 

(c) Districts shall reflect the state's diverse population and communities of interest. Communities of 
interest may include, but shall not be limited to, populations that share cultural or historical characteristics or 
economic interests. Communities of interest do not include relationships with political parties, incumbents, or 
political candidates. 

(d) Districts shall not provide a disproportionate advantage to any political party. A disproportionate 
advantage to a political party shall be determined using accepted measures of partisan fairness. 

(e) Districts shall not favor or disfavor an incumbent elected official or a candidate. 
(f) Districts shall reflect consideration of county, city, and township boundaries. 
(g) Districts shall be reasonably compact. 
(14) The commission shall follow the following procedure in adopting a plan: 
(a) Before voting to adopt a plan, the commission shall ensure that the plan is tested, using appropriate 

technology, for compliance with the criteria described above. 
(b) Before voting to adopt a plan, the commission shall provide public notice of each plan that will be 

voted on and provide at least 45 days for public comment on the proposed plan or plans. Each plan that will 
be voted on shall include such census data as is necessary to accurately describe the plan and verify the 
population of each district, and shall include the map and legal description required in part (9) of this section. 

(c) A final decision of the commission to adopt a redistricting plan requires a majority vote of the 
commission, including at least two commissioners who affiliate with each major party, and at least two 
commissioners who do not affiliate with either major party. If no plan satisfies this requirement for a type of 
district, the commission shall use the following procedure to adopt a plan for that type of district: 

(i) Each commissioner may submit one proposed plan for each type of district to the full commission for 
consideration. 

(ii) Each commissioner shall rank the plans submitted according to preference. Each plan shall be assigned 
a point value inverse to its ranking among the number of choices, giving the lowest ranked plan one point and 
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the highest ranked plan a point value equal to the number of plans submitted. 
(iii) The commission shall adopt the plan receiving the highest total points, that is also ranked among the 

top half of plans by at least two commissioners not affiliated with the party of the commissioner submitting 
the plan, or in the case of a plan submitted by non-affiliated commissioners, is ranked among the top half of 
plans by at least two commissioners affiliated with a major party. If plans are tied for the highest point total, 
the secretary of state shall randomly select the final plan from those plans. If no plan meets the requirements 
of this subparagraph, the secretary of state shall randomly select the final plan from among all submitted plans 
pursuant to part (14)(c)(i). 

(15) Within 30 days after adopting a plan, the commission shall publish the plan and the material reports, 
reference materials, and data used in drawing it, including any programming information used to produce and 
test the plan. The published materials shall be such that an independent person is able to replicate the 
conclusion without any modification of any of the published materials. 

(16) For each adopted plan, the commission shall issue a report that explains the basis on which the 
commission made its decisions in achieving compliance with plan requirements and shall include the map and 
legal description required in part (9) of this section. A commissioner who votes against a redistricting plan 
may submit a dissenting report which shall be issued with the commission's report. 

(17) An adopted redistricting plan shall become law 60 days after its publication. The secretary of state 
shall keep a public record of all proceedings of the commission and shall publish and distribute each plan and 
required documentation. 

(18) The terms of the commissioners shall expire once the commission has completed its obligations for a 
census cycle but not before any judicial review of the redistricting plan is complete. 

(19) The supreme court, in the exercise of original jurisdiction, shall direct the secretary of state or the 
commission to perform their respective duties, may review a challenge to any plan adopted by the 
commission, and shall remand a plan to the commission for further action if the plan fails to comply with the 
requirements of this constitution, the constitution of the United States or superseding federal law. In no event 
shall any body, except the independent citizens redistricting commission acting pursuant to this section, 
promulgate and adopt a redistricting plan or plans for this state. 

(20) This section is self-executing. If a final court decision holds any part or parts of this section to be in 
conflict with the United States constitution or federal law, the section shall be implemented to the maximum 
extent that the United States constitution and federal law permit. Any provision held invalid is severable from 
the remaining portions of this section. 

(21) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, no employer shall discharge, threaten to discharge, 
intimidate, coerce, or retaliate against any employee because of the employee's membership on the 
commission or attendance or scheduled attendance at any meeting of the commission. 

(22) Notwithstanding any other provision of this constitution, or any prior judicial decision, as of the 
effective date of the constitutional amendment adding this provision, which amends article IV, sections 1 
through 6, article V, sections 1, 2 and 4, and article VI, sections 1 and 4, including this provision, for purposes 
of interpreting this constitutional amendment the people declare that the powers granted to the commission 
are legislative functions not subject to the control or approval of the legislature, and are exclusively reserved 
to the commission. The commission, and all of its responsibilities, operations, functions, contractors, 
consultants and employees are not subject to change, transfer, reorganization, or reassignment, and shall not 
be altered or abrogated in any manner whatsoever, by the legislature. No other body shall be established by 
law to perform functions that are the same or similar to those granted to the commission in this section. 

History: Const. 1963, Art. IV, § 6, Eff. Jan. 1, 1964;⎯Am. Init., approved Nov. 6, 2018, Eff. Dec. 22, 2018. 

Compiler's note: The constitutional amendment set out above was submitted to, and approved by, the electors as Proposal 18-2 at the 
November 6, 2018 general election. This amendment to the Constitution of Michigan of 1963 became effective December 22, 2018. 

Constitutionality: The United States Supreme Court held in Reynolds v Sims, 377 US 533; 84 S Ct 1362; 12 L Ed 2d 506 (1964) that 
provisions establishing weighted land area-population formulae violate the Equal Protection Clause of the United States Constitution. 
Because the apportionment provisions of former art IV, §§ 2 - 6 are interdependent and not severable, the provisions are invalidated in 
their entirety and the Commission on Legislative Apportionment cannot survive. In re Apportionment of State Legislature—1982, 413 
Mich 96; 321 NW2d 565 (1982), rehearing denied 413 Mich 149; 321 NW2d 585; stay denied 413 Mich 222; 321 NW2d 615, appeal 
dismissed 459 US 900; 103 S Ct 201; 74 L Ed 2d 161. 

Transfer of powers: See MCL 16.132. 
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