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FRADCO, INC., 

Petitioner-Appellee, 
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        Michigan Tax Tribunal No: 

00-409506 
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY, 

Respondent-Appellant. 
 

____________________________________/ 
 

On order of the Court, the motion for immediate consideration is GRANTED.  
The application for leave to appeal the October 30, 2012 judgment of the Court of 
Appeals is considered, and it is GRANTED.  The parties shall address:  (1) whether the 
running of the 35-day time period in MCL 205.22(1) for an aggrieved taxpayer to file an 
appeal in the Tax Tribunal from a final assessment is triggered when the respondent 
Department of Treasury complies with the notice provision of MCL 205.28(1)(a), or is 
there an additional notice requirement under MCL 205.8 when a taxpayer has filed a 
proper written request designating an official representative to receive copies of letters 
and notices; and (2) whether the tolling ruling adopted by the Tax Tribunal and the Court 
of Appeals is contrary to the finality language of MCL 205.22(4) and (5).   

 
 The motion to stay the precedential effect of the published Court of Appeals 
opinion, Fradco, Inc v Dep’t of Treasury, 298 Mich App 292 (2012), is GRANTED in 
part regarding the statutory tolling ruling, but DENIED in part regarding the respondent 
Department of Treasury’s compliance with the mandate of MCL 205.8.   
 
 We further ORDER that this case be argued and submitted to the Court together 
with the case of SMK, LLC v Dep’t of Treasury (Docket No. 146335), at such future 
session of the Court as both cases are ready for submission.   
 
 Persons or groups interested in the determination of the issues presented in this 
case may move the Court for permission to file briefs amicus curiae. 


