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CORNEL WEST, and MELINA ABDULLAH, 

Intervening Defendants. 
 

________________________________________/ 
 

On order of the Court, the motion for immediate consideration is GRANTED.  The 

application for leave to appeal the August 30, 2024 judgment of the Court of Appeals is 

considered, and it is DENIED, because we are not persuaded that the questions presented 

should be reviewed by this Court. 

 

CLEMENT, C.J. (concurring). 

I write separately to note that plaintiff Rosa Holliday raises a potentially meritorious 

argument that the Board of State Canvassers failed to fulfill a clear legal duty under MCL 

168.552(10) to investigate and resolve all challenges to nominating petitions before 

deciding to certify a candidate.  However, plaintiff failed to raise this argument below in 

her complaint for a writ of mandamus, and this Court does not typically address arguments 

that were not raised and decided below.  See Walters v Nadell, 481 Mich 377, 388 (2008).  

For this reason, the question whether MCL 168.552(10) establishes a clear legal duty to 

investigate and resolve all challenges to nominating petitions before deciding to certify a 

candidate is best left for another day when it is properly presented to this Court, and I 

concur in this Court’s order denying leave to appeal in this case. 

 

 


