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A SUMMARY OF SENATE BILLS516 - 518 ASREPORTED BY HOUSE COMMITTEE

ON 6-8-05

The bills would amend various acts to specify that, notwithstanding any charter provision
(or in the case of a village, a provision of the General Law Village Act), a home rule
village, ahome rule city, and a village could pass aresolution (or in the case of avillage,
an ordinance) to provide for the terms of office of their elected officials and for the terms
to be staggered. The initial terms could be longer than alowed under the charter (or in the
case of a village, the General Law Village Act) in order to facilitate the staggering of
terms. However, this would not apply after December 31, 2006.

Notwithstanding any charter provisions (or in the case of a village, provisions of the
Genera Law Village Act), the local units also could pass a resolution (or in the case of a
village, an ordinance) to provide for any election provision that was consistent with the
Michigan Election Law.

Senate Bill 516 (H-1) would amend the Home Rule Village Act (MCL 78.24d). Senate
Bill 517 (H-1) would amend the Home Rule City Act (MCL 117.3b). Senate Bill 518 (H-
1) would amend the General Law Village Act (MCL 61.54).

FISCAL IMPACT:

The bills would have no fiscal impact on state or local government.

Legidlative Analyst: J. Hunault
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