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SUMMARY

The Michigan Supreme Court held that electronic copies of property tax records requested from a

county treasurer are subject to the fee schedule in the Transcripts and Abstracts of Records Act, rather

than the Freedom of Information Act. The court concluded that an electronic reproduction qualifies as

a “transcript” under the statute and overruled conflicting precedent from the Michigan Court of

Appeals.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether fees for electronic copies of county treasurers' property-tax records are governed by the
Freedom of Information Act or the Transcripts and Abstracts of Records Act.

2. Whether an electronic copy of a property-tax record constitutes a "transcript" under the Transcripts and
Abstracts of Records Act.

3. Whether Oakland Co. Treasurer v. Title Office, Inc. should be followed.

HOLDINGS

1. The TARA fee schedule, rather than the FOIA fee provisions, governs fees for copies of property-tax

records because TARA specifically provides the amount of the fee for copies of records on file in a
county treasurer's office.

2. An electronic copy of property-tax records is a "transcript” within the meaning of TARA, and its

reproduction fees are governed by TARA.

3. Oakland Co. Treasurer v. Title Office, Inc. is overruled because it improperly limited TARA to paper or
written copies.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The unambiguous language of both statutes leads us to conclude that the fees are to be computed according
to the fee schedule provided in TARA.” (676 N.W.2d at 207)

“"Transcript," as used in the statute, is a much broader term, intended to apply to any reproduction of a
record on file in the treasurer's office.” (676 N.W.2d at 211)

“An electronic copy of property tax records qualifies as a "transcript" for purposes of TARA.” (676 N.W.2d at
211)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On February 27, 1998, Title Office requested electronic copies of Van Buren County's 1996 and 1997 property-
tax and delinquent-tax records. The county treasurer calculated the copying fee under the Transcripts and
Abstracts of Records Act and estimated the charge at $26,700. Title Office made similar requests in other

counties and challenged the use of the TARA fee schedule rather than the Freedom of Information Act schedule.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Title Office sought mandamus relief in several counties, asking the courts to require the counties to calculate

copying fees under the Freedom of Information Act rather than the Transcripts and Abstracts of Records Act.



The circuit court granted plaintiff's motion for summary disposition. The Court of Appeals affirmed, relying on
Oakland Co. Treasurer v. Title Office, Inc. The Michigan Supreme Court consolidated the defendants'

applications for leave to appeal, granted leave, reversed the Court of Appeals, and overruled Oakland Co.

Treasurer.
DISPOSITION

reversed
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