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BORRELLO, J. (dissenting):

| agree with the majority’s conclusion that defendant’s ouster from the Highland Park
Board of Education was mandated by MCL 600.4515 to be permanent. However, | disagree with
the majority’s conclusion that MCL 600.4515 does not preclude the Board from appointing
defendant to the very same office after her ouster. As the majority correctly observes, if the
language of a statute is unambiguous, then we assume that the Legislature intended its plain
meaning, and the statute must be enforced as written. Alvan Motor Freight, Inc v Dep't of
Treasury, 281 Mich App 35,39;  NW2d _ (2008). In this case, the plain language of the
statute requires that “defendant be ousted and altogether excluded from that office[.]” The words
“ousted and altogether excluded” are plain and unambiguous and unequivocally require
permanent exclusion from the office for which an individual was ousted under MCL 600.4515.
The words “that office” refer to the specific Board seat that defendant was elected to on May 8,
2007. While | would agree that the statute would not prevent defendant from being elected or
appointed to the Board at some future date, in my view, the statute clearly prohibits the Board
from appointing defendant to the particular seat for which she was elected on May 8, 2007, and
from which she was ousted. In my view, the majority’s conclusion that “no part of MCL
600.4515 prohibits the Board from appointing defendant after her remova” is contrary to the
plain language of the statute.



For these reasons, | respectfully dissent.

/s Stephen L. Borrello



