Senator Cropsey offered the following concurrent resol ution:

Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 33.

A concurrent resolution to urge the Michigan Supreme Court to issue a temporary restraining
order to prevent the spending of taxpayer monies to fund benefits for homosexual unions until the
court has ruled on the congtitutionality of thisissue.

Whereas, Michigan voters overwhelmingly amended their constitution in November 2004,
adding Article I, Section 25, expressing a clear intent that marriage be limited to heterosexua
couples and that the “benefits of marriage” be secured for “our society and for future generations’;
and

Whereas, Attorney General Cox ruled as early as March 16, 2005, that governmental entities
may not offer benefits to same-gender partners, as such a practice is disalowed under Article I,
Section 25 of the Michigan Constitution; and

Whereas, The city of Kalamazoo has been offering benefits to city employees who are in
homosexua domestic partner unions mimicking marriage; and

Whereas, Governor Granholm has authorized negotiations with state employees to offer
benefits to same-gender people in unions mimicking marriage; and

Whereas, Suit was brought in the 30™ Circuit Court asking that the court uphold the ability of
governmental entities to offer benefits to homosexual couples in unions that mimic marriage despite
the constitutional language; and

Whereas, On September 28, 2005, the 30™ Circuit Court ruled, in the case National Pride At
Work, et al, v. Jennifer Granholm and Michael A. Cox, that governmental entities could offer
benefits to homosexual couplesin unions that mimic marriage; and

Whereas, The governor has stated publicly that she intends to implement “quickly” such
benefits for state employees in such unions; now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That we urge the
Michigan Supreme Court to issue a temporary restraining order to prevent the spending of taxpayer
monies to fund benefits for homosexual unions until the court has ruled on the constitutionality of
thisissue; and beit further

Resolved, That we urge the Michigan Supreme Court to take up this case quickly and to
resolve this public policy issue in an expeditious manner; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this concurrent resolution be transmitted to the Michigan Supreme
Court.



