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May 3, 2024 
 
Via email and U.S. Mail 
 
Cole V. Lussier     Robert J. Bezotte 
Dickinson Wright    4155 Prairie Rose Dr 
123 W Allegan St, Suite 900   Howell, MI 48843 
Lansing, MI 48933    buzz3737@att.net 
CLussier@dickinson-wright.com 
 
Dear Mr. Lussier and Mr. Bezotte: 
 
This office is in receipt of the May 1, 2024 letter from Mr. Lussier, which was in response to the 
challenge raised by Daniel Wholihan by letter dated April 24, 2024, alleging that the statement 
of Mr. Bezotte’s residential address on his Affidavit of Identity was false.  The challenge was 
supported by a sworn statement by Shelia Bezotte.   
 
Pursuant to MCL 168.558(2), an Affidavit of Identity must contain the candidate’s residential 
address.  Further, MCL 168.558(4) states: 
 

An officer shall not certify to the board of election commissioners the name of a 
candidate who fails to comply with this section, or the name of a candidate who 
executes an affidavit of identity that contains a false statement with regard to any 
information or statement required under this section. 

 
Upon review of your May 1, 2024 letter and the accompanying Affidavit of Robert Bezotte, and 
based upon all of the evidence provided, the Livingston County Clerk has concluded that Mr. 
Bezotte’s recitation of his residential address on the Affidavit of Identity was false.   
 
He did not provide any evidence that the stated residential address was his actual residential 
address in light of the challenge, did not state what his actual residential address is, and did not 
provide any evidence that his actual residential address is within the electoral district.   
 
Therefore, the Livingston County Clerk has disqualified Robert J. Bezotte from the ballot as a 
candidate for State Representative for the 50th District, and will not certify his name to the 
Livingston County Board of Election Commissioners. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Elizabeth Hundley 
Livingston County Clerk 
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May 1, 2024 

VIA E-MAIL AND FIRST CLASS MAIL 

Joseph Bridgman, CERA, MMC, MiPMC 
Elections Coordinator/Deputy Clerk 
Livingston County Elections 
200 E. Grand River Avenue 
Howell, MI 48843-2399 

Re: Robert Bezotte 

Dear Mr. Bridgman: 

This law firm represents Representative Robert J. Bezotte and the Bob Bezotte for State 
Rep Committee regarding a complaint that Daniel J. Wholihan submitted to the Livingston County 
Clerk on April 24, 2024 (the “Complaint”), challenging Rep. Bezotte’s Affidavit of Identity 
(“AOI”). Please accept this letter as Rep. Bezotte’s response to the Complaint.  

Mr. Wholihan alleges that Rep. Bezotte “is staying at” 4155 Prairie Rose Drive in Howell, 
Michigan. According to Mr. Wholihan, the AOI “is falsified”—not because Rep. Bezotte failed to 
disclose the above Prairie Rose address—but because Rep. Bezotte did so under the “mailing 
address” section of the AOI form instead of in the “residential address” box. Of course, the Prairie 
Rose address is located within the 50th House District where Rep. Bezotte seeks reelection.  

Despite admitting that the AOI actually includes the Prairie Rose address (where 
Rep. Bezotte is alleged to live), Mr. Wholihan believes that the voters of the 50th House District 
should be denied the choice to consider Rep. Bezotte’s candidacy on the ballot. But Rep. Bezotte’s 
AOI contained all information required by the Michigan Election Law, and Mr. Wholihan’s 
request to deny Mr. Bezotte access to the ballot is meritless.  

Under Michigan law, there is no statutory defect in Rep. Bezotte’s AOI. In relevant part, 
MCL 168.558(2) requires that an “affidavit of identity” include the candidate’s “residential 
address.” So long as an AOI includes “all of the requested and required identification information 
and statements … it strictly complies with the requirements of MCL 168.558(2).” Stumbo v Roe, 
332 Mich App 479, 487 (2020) (which allowed a candidate to stay on the ballot—even though the 
AOI form contained a “facially obvious defect”—where a candidate’s signature was dated 
differently than the date of notarization). That is true even if the required information is mistakenly 
placed in the wrong section of the AOI form. As the Michigan Court of Appeals found in a recent 
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binding decision, “although certain requirements were not completed in the box provided, they 
were nonetheless on the form, rendering it facially compliant. To conclude otherwise would elevate 
form over substance.” Nykoriak v Napoleon, 334 Mich App 370, 381-82 (2020) (emphasis added).  

That is exactly the case here. Even if Mr. Wholihan’s allegation is true and Rep. Bezotte 
resides at the Prairie Rose address, that fact provides no legal reason to deny Rep. Bezotte access 
to the ballot. As Michigan courts have made clear, so long as the required statutory information is 
provided on the AOI, the AOI is proper. In this case, Rep. Bezotte clearly and accurately listed the 
address of the location where he allegedly lives (see enclosed copy of AOI). An AOI that 
accurately lists the alleged address—even if not in the right section of the form—is not a legal 
basis to prohibit a candidate from appearing on the ballot.  

The purpose of the affidavit of identity requirement is also instructive. As the Michigan 
Supreme Court explained in Sullivan v Hare, “[i]t has been the legislature’s constant purpose to 
insist upon full and complete identification of candidates for public office in order to provide the 
electorate with the information necessary for the electorate to cast their ballot of choice.” 373 Mich 
627, 630-31 (1964). Here, the voters have all such information at their disposal as required by 
MCL 168.558(2). If Rep. Bezotte had hoped to conceal the address where he allegedly lives, listing 
that address on his public AOI would have been a curious way to do so. It of course was never 
Rep. Bezotte’s intention to conceal anything—which is why he included the Prairie Rose address 
in full accordance with MCL 168.558(2). This is simply not a case where a candidate is accused 
of concealing his actual address from voters. Not by any measure. Rep. Bezotte instead fully 
disclosed both addresses associated with him—in strict compliance with MCL 168.558(2).  

Last, Mr. Wholihan claims that “it is known” that Rep. Bezotte has spent much of the past 
five months in Arizona or Illinois. Mr. Wholihan fails to specify who supposedly “knows” this 
information, as well as how often in the last five months Rep. Bezotte has allegedly stayed out of 
state. The allegation contains no information regarding specific addresses in Arizona or Illinois, 
nor does it even definitively allege that one of these states is actually where Rep. Bezotte resides. 
Such an allegation is conclusory, void of any details or evidence, and lacks any support from an 
affiant or other identifiable witness. Regardless, as Rep. Bezotte makes clear in the enclosed 
affidavit, he is not a resident of Arizona or Illinois. As he explains, he took one trip to these 
locations since the Legislature convened in mid-January, and he did so to visit his ailing sisters. 
The Complaint’s vague, unsupported allegation regarding out-of-state travels do not come close 
to demonstrating that any information in the AOI is false—and is by no means a reason not to 
certify Rep. Bezotte’s name on the ballot.  

To conclude, the Complaint is facially without merit. Assuming for the sake of argument 
that Rep. Bezotte lives at the Prairie Rose address, he indisputably listed that address on the AOI. 
Such strict compliance with MCL 168.558(2) does not provide grounds to deny Rep. Bezotte from 
appearing on the ballot. Respectfully, the Complaint should be dismissed as an unfortunate waste 
of public resources that attempts to exploit Rep. Bezotte’s ongoing family matter.  
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Thank you for your consideration of this response, and please do not hesitate to contact me 
if you have any questions.  

 Sincerely, 

Cole V. Lussier 
 

CVL:lmp 
Enclosures 
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