


















a result, the Court must deny declaratory relief to the plaintiffs on their claims in Counts IV and V 

of the complaint that R 168.24 fatally conflicts with the Michigan Constitution and Michigan law 

in the form ofMCL 168.766a and other related provisions of the Michigan Election Law. 

III. CONCLUSION

For all the reasons set forth in this opinion, the Court declares that the "initial presumption" 

of validity in signature verification of absentee-ballot applications and envelopes mandated by the 

December 2023 guidance manual issued by defendants is incompatible with the Constitution and 

laws of the State of Michigan. For similar reasons, the Court declares that the catch line referring 

to an "initial presumption of validity" in R 168.22 is incompatible with the Constitution and laws 

of the State of Michigan. Accordingly, those provisions must be excised from the guidance manual 

and the catch line in R 168.22. In contrast, the Court concludes that R 168.24 is permissible under 

the Michigan Constitution and the law of the State of Michigan in all respects, so the Court shall 

deny the plaintiffs' request for declaratory relief with respect to Rule 4. Finally, because the Court 

has ruled in the plaintiffs' favor on the merits in addressing the guidance manual, the Court need 

not consider whether the guidance manual was promulgated in violation of the AP A. The Court 

hereby invites the plaintiffs to submit a proposed judgment under MCR 2.602(B)(3) memorializing 

the Court's rulings and, if appropriate, closing the case. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Date: June 12, 2024 
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Christopher P. Yates 
Judge, Court of Claims 


