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I.  Preface
This memo analyzes an initiated law that would repeal the SBT at the end of 2007. 

Campaign Finance Act Disclaimers
This memo is an analysis, not a campaign document for voter contact, or solicitation for funds. 
This analysis is based on the petition as drafted on this date. It may be provided to other parties for 
their information and analysis of the proposal itself, and may be updated over time with additional 
information.

The name of the Ballot Question Committee that has been organized to distribute this petition is 
“Repeal SBT.” Please see the contact information below for this committee and any campaign 
issues.

A portion of the work to prepare this memo was provided as an in-kind contribution to the 
committee by Anderson Economic Group LLC, and the remainder has been paid for by Repeal 
SBT.

Campaign Committee Address
The address of Repeal SBT is: Repeal SBT, 124 W. Allegan, Suite 800, Lansing, MI 48933.

The committee has a website at: http://repealsbt.com, and a telephone number 1-888-SAYNOSBT.

Requests for petitions, offers to donate funds, and all other campaign-related inquiries should be 
directed to the campaign office. 
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II.  Ballot Language
INITIATION OF LEGISLATION

An initiation of legislation to repeal 1975 PA 228, entitled “Single Business Tax Act,” (MCL 201.1, et seq.); to provide for
the collection of taxes due under current law on business activity in this state through December 31, 2007; and to encourage
the legislature to adopt a tax that is less burdensome and less costly to employers, more equitable, and more conducive
to job creation and investment.

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN ENACT:

1.  Purpose

Sec. 1. The purpose of this initiated law is to:

(a)  Repeal the single business tax on business activity in this state after December 31, 2007; and
(b) Encourage the legislature to adopt a tax that is less burdensome and less costly to employers,
more equitable, and more conducive to job creation and investment.

2.  Tax at Zero-Rate After Effective Date

Sec. 2. The department of treasury shall prorate the liability for the tax imposed under the
single business tax act as necessary to impose the equivalent of a tax at the rate of zero on
business activity after December 31, 2007.

3.  Affirmation of Existing Tax Liabilities
Sec. 3. Except as specifically provided, this initiated law shall not affect the administration,
allocation, or apportionment of the tax; payments to counties; nor any appropriation.  The
obligation of taxpayers and the state for taxes levied or collected on business activity on or before
December 31, 2007 is affirmed.

4.  Severability

Sec. 4. This act is declared to be severable.

5.  Repeal

Enacting Section 1.The single business tax act, 1975 PA 228, MCL 208.1 to 208.145, is repealed
effective for tax years that begin after December 31, 2007.

III.  Suggested Ballot Description
An Initiated Law to Repeal the Single Business Tax

This initiated law would:

1. Repeal the Single Business Tax on business activity after December 31, 2007.
2. Establish a rate of zero for the tax after December 31, 2007, and pro-rate the tax for tax years 

extending beyond that date.
3. Encourage the state to adopt a tax that is less burdensome to employers and less discouraging 

to investment.
4. Affirm the obligation of taxpayers and the state for taxes imposed on business activity through 

December 31, 2007.

Shall this initiated law be adopted?
70 words (100 words is the maximum)

pla 8 March 2006.      See CFA Disclaimer on page 1.                                                                                    



Analysis of “Repeal SBT” Initiative, March 8, 2006
IV.  Form of Proposal
1. The proposal will be an initiated law, as opposed to a constitutional amendment. The power 

of the initiative is “reserved to the people” under Article II section 9 of our Constitution.

2. The repeal is intended to occur at a date certain in 2007, leaving the replacement after that 
date to future decisions of the legislature and governor, both of which will be newly elected 
for terms beginning January 1, 2007.

3. We considered two options for the statutory codification of the initiated law: 
(a) an amendment to the present SBT Act providing for a repeal of the Act as of a date 
certain, and
(b) a new act establishing transition provisions and including a section providing for the 
repeal of the SBT on a date certain.

This initiated law uses the latter approach, which allows for the supermajority protection to 
be applied to only the smaller initiated law.

4. Long experience suggests that the actual language of the proposal be as short as possible. 
Long experience also suggests that the language of a ballot proposal should, wherever 
possible, mimic or reference the same language in other Michigan statutes or Constitution. 
Thus, the approach taken for this initiated law is to find the shortest possible language 
relying as much as possible on existing statutes and Constitution. This is 180 degrees 
different from the typical legislative approach, which is to enumerate and qualify as much as 
possible, regardless of length. 

V.  Paragraph-by-Paragraph Description
The draft includes a preface and five paragraphs, each with a specific purpose. These are described 
below, along with cross-references to portions of the explanatory memo that discuss the specific 
language and describe the origins of specific words and phrases: 

Preface: This preface states what the act does, in terms of repeals or provisions. The style is 
the same as in legislation except the preface begins “an initiated law” rather than “an act.”
1. Purpose
This states the purpose. This is important in that it also conveys the political intention of the 
signatories, and of the voters should it reach the ballot.
The two subdivisions indicate the purpose of repealing the tax on business activity after a 
certain date, and that any new tax be “less burdensome and less costly” as well as more 
conducive to employment and investment in this state. This makes it clear that a 
replacement tax that simply re-arranges the system, and taxes employers just as heavily, is 
not the purpose of the law.
2. Zero-Rate Tax After Effective Date
This section establishes a rate of zero on any “business activity” after the effective date, and 
requires the department of treasury to prorate the tax for fiscal years that extend beyond that. 
Note that the combination of the repeal sections and the zero-rate section have the effect of 
twice preventing the state from levying a SBT on activity after the effective date.
See CFA Disclaimer on page 1. Page 4 of 10



Analysis of “Repeal SBT” Initiative, March 8, 2006
See “Repeal of the Tax Under Existing Sunset” on page 7, “Proration of Partial Tax Years” 
on page 7, “Effective Date of Repeal” on page 5.
3. Affirmation of Existing Tax Liabilities
The next section states affirmatively that the purpose, repeal, and zero-rate sections do not, 
except by specific operation, affect the “administration, allocation, or apportionment of the 
tax; payments to counties; nor any appropriation.” 
It then affirms the obligation of taxpayers and the state for taxes levied on business activity 
before the effective date. 
See “Repeal of the Tax Under Existing Sunset” on page 7, and “Proration of Partial Tax 
Years” on page 7. 
4. Severability
This ensures that each section is given an independent meaning and purpose, and can be 
implemented separately from the others. For example, the legislature could amend one 
section (such as the Repeal section) with the required majority or supermajority vote, and 
not claim such a change required amending all the others. 
Enacting Section 1. Repeal
This accomplishes the repeal. Chapters 1 and 2 of the SBT Act impose the tax in various 
forms, define the tax base for various types of companies, provide for allocation and 
apportionment, and establish a myriad of credits and special provisions. Chapters 3 through 
6 of the Act provide for the administration of the tax. The entire law would be repealed, for 
tax years after the effective date. For years before then, or for taxes collected, or levied but 
not collected, the law would still govern as under the “affirmation” section.

See “The various “Single Business Tax” taxes” on page 6, “Imposition of the Tax; Use of 
Words and Phrases” on page 7, “Credits” on page 9.

VI.  Effective Date of Repeal
Richard McLellan summarized this issue as follows: 

Because you want the Legislature and Governor to have time to consider a response to the 
repeal of the SBT, the effective date of any repeal is important. The following issues relate 
to the effective date of a repeal.
i. If the proposed initiated law is adopted by vote of both houses of the Legislature, it will 

take effect approximately April 1, 2007. (The Governor does not have the ability to veto 
a law initiated by the people and approved by the Legislature.)

ii. The Legislature could adopt the initiated law and also give it immediate effect by a 2/3 
vote in both houses, in which case it takes immediate effect.

iii. If the petition goes to a vote of the people and is adopted, the new law takes effect 10 
days after the official declaration of the vote, probably late November or early 
December, absent litigation.

iv. Regardless of the date the initiated law takes effect, language in the petition should 
provide when the repeal of the SBT takes effect. For example, the initiated law could 
take effect in late November, 2006 but provide that the SBT repeal does not take effect 
until December 31, 2007.
See CFA Disclaimer on page 1. Page 5 of 10



Analysis of “Repeal SBT” Initiative, March 8, 2006
This initiated law sets the date of repeal at the first day after December 31, 2007. Adopting this 
date (which mean that no tax is levied on business activity after December 31, 2007) means that 
the fiscal year in which the November 2006 election is held, and the fiscal year in which the 
newly-elected governor and legislature are inaugurated, is not directly affected by the repeal. In 
addition, the state would have an additional 3 months to adopt and implement a new tax in the 
2007-08 fiscal year.

Note that the Governor is required by Constitution to propose a budget for the fiscal year that will 
begin October 1, 2007 at the beginning of the year. This is typically the first major responsibility, 
after assembling a cabinet, of a newly-elected (or re-elected) governor. This new budget proposal 
is then debated by the legislature through the spring and (sometimes) summer before adoption. 

VII.  Transition Issues
Even though the goal is simple, there are a number of transition issues that need to be addressed 
properly. Such issues include:

1. Preservation of the obligation for taxes due before the SBT is repealed. 

This is addressed through the “affirmation” section. Note that the obligations of both 
taxpayers and the state are affirmed. Therefore, any refund due for taxes paid before the 
effective date of the repeal will still be owed the taxpayer.

2. Preservation of collection mechanism for taxes due before repeal; and preservation of an 
adjudication process for tax due.

This is also addressed in the “affirmation” section.

3. Taxpayers have varying fiscal years. This will require that the petition anticipate the impact 
of partial fiscal years on taxpayers. 

This is addressed in the “zero-rate and proration” section.

VIII.  Tax Issues

The various “Single Business Tax” taxes
The Single Business Tax Act imposes a set of taxes and also creates a number of credits. The key 
taxes imposed are:

1. The SBT on the privilege of doing business. This includes the following versions: the 
“regular” SBT; the financial company SBT, the SBT with various reductions (Excess 
Compensation, Gross Receipts), and the “alternate” tax.

2. The “insurance tax.” This is a completely different animal. See “Note on Insurance 
Taxation” on page 8.

3. Numerous credits, including credits for taxes other than the SBT. See “Note on Credits” on 
page 9.
See CFA Disclaimer on page 1. Page 6 of 10



Analysis of “Repeal SBT” Initiative, March 8, 2006
Approach of this Initiative
This initiated law takes the approach of repealing the entire SBT Act, which includes any tax 
levied under the SBT Act, and all the credits established under this Act. Note that two other 
statutes take the identical approach, albeit at one with a later—or indefinite—effective date. (See 
“Repeal of the Tax Under Existing Sunset” on page 7.)

The “purpose” section is clear that the supporters of the initiative are calling on the legislature to 
enact a replacement tax, which could contain many of the current tax credits. 

Imposition of the Tax; Use of Words and Phrases
Section 31 of the SBT act, subsection 1, states:

...there is levied and imposed a specific tax upon the adjusted tax base of every person with 
business activity in this state that is allocated or apportioned to this state at the following 
rates for the specified periods...

Therefore, this initiated law uses the terms “imposed” and “business activity” and “allocation” and 
“apportionment ” as well as “rates.” The phrase “tax liability attributable to authorized business 
activity” is also used in section 38g (n), which deals with the “MEGA” credit. “Business activity” 
is also listed in the definitions section of the act.

See the discussion below for the words and phrases used in the Repeal and the Zero-rate sections.

Repeal of the Tax Under Existing Sunset
There are already two provisions of law that “repeal” the SBT under certain conditions, at certain 
times. Enacting section 3 of 1999 PA 115 provides:

Enacting section 3. The single business tax act, 1975 PA 228, MCL 208.1 to 208.145, is 
repealed effective on the January 1 of the year in which the rate under section 31 is reduced 
to 0.0%, and is not effective for tax years that begin on or after that date.

Enacting section 1 of 2002 PA 531 states: 
Enacting section 1. The single business tax act, 1975 PA 228, MCL 208.1 to 208.145, is 
repealed effective for tax years that begin after December 31, 2009.

This initiated law uses the same language for the repeal. Note that the actual “repeal” doesn’t 
occur until after all the tax years that start before the effective date are completed. 

Proration of Partial Tax Years
There are at least two sections of the Act that deal with prorating the tax in years in which the rate 
changes. 

Section 31 (6) states: “The department shall annualize the rate under this section as necessary, and 
the applicable annualized rate shall be imposed.” 

Another section, 35, uses the following language: “For a taxpayer whose business activity is for a 
fractional part of a year, the exemption provided in this subdivision including the increase in the 
exemption shall be prorated for the period of the taxpayer's business activity.” This is similar to 
section 22f which includes the sentence: “The liability of a domestic insurer for the period before 
August 3, 1987 shall be determined on a calendar year basis and prorated based on the portion of 
the tax year before August 3, 1987.”
See CFA Disclaimer on page 1. Page 7 of 10



Analysis of “Repeal SBT” Initiative, March 8, 2006
This initiated law uses the “prorate” verb as it is more in keeping with common usage.

Repeal of Credits
The tax credits in the SBT act include refundable and nonrefundable credits, and credits for 
various reasons as well as credits based on actual tax liabilities other than SBT liabilities. This 
initiative repeals all the credits along with the tax. This is consistent with the existing sunset 
language, which also repeals nonrefundable credits such as the MEGA credit (section 38g) and the 
renaissance zone credit (section 39), as well as the personal property tax credits (e.g. section 35h).

Further discussion of credits are in “Suggestion to Legislature on Non-SBT Credits in SBT Act” 
on page 10.

IX.  Avoidance of Appropriations 
The power of the referendum, by Constitution, does not apply to appropriations. This is an 
initiated law, not a referendum. However, there are public policy reasons to avoid appropriations in 
an initiative as well as a referendum. This initiative respects those principles.

The SBT Act is not an appropriation act; it is a tax act. However, at some point the word 
“appropriation” came to be within the act:

Sec. 139. There is allocated and appropriated each fiscal year an amount sufficient to make 
the payments under this chapter.

It is unclear that this section has any effect, since one legislature has no power to bind another to 
make an appropriation. Furthermore, the department of treasury receives appropriations through 
annual appropriation bills, not the SBT Act. (There is also an appropriation for FY 1975-76 in 
section 144, which obviously no longer has any effect.) However, to be clear the initiated law 
includes a specific disclaimer about appropriations. 

Section 135 of the act provides for payments to counties for the tax that used to be collected on 
inventories, before the SBT took effect. This does not use the term “appropriation,” although 
section 139 says: “There is allocated and appropriated each fiscal year an amount sufficient to 
make the payments under this chapter.” The initiative disclaims any effect on this activity other 
than specifically provided for by the initiative.

The initiative does directly affect revenues to the state, by reducing the revenue from the SBT. 
This effect is “specifically provided” by the initiative. 

It is interesting to note that the existing sunset provisions cover all these sections.

X.  Note on Insurance Taxation
The “insurance tax” is levied under the authority of the SBT Act. Insurance companies actually 
face two taxes: the SBT (“insurance tax”) and the retaliatory tax, which is levied under section 
476a of the Insurance Code [MCL 500.476a]. Under the retaliatory tax, insurers from other states 
(“foreign” insurers) pay the greater of the SBT tax or the tax that would have been levied in their 
state on the same operation in Michigan. They pay these taxes (either the SBT tax or the retaliatory 
tax) to the state of Michigan.1

The relevant portions of the insurance code state:
See CFA Disclaimer on page 1. Page 8 of 10



Analysis of “Repeal SBT” Initiative, March 8, 2006
Sec. 476a. (1) Beginning August 3, 1987, whenever, by a law in force outside of this state or 
country, a domestic insurer or agent of a domestic insurer is required to make a deposit of 
securities for the protection of policyholders or otherwise, or to make payment for taxes, 
fines, penalties, certificates of authority, valuation of policies, or otherwise, or a special 
burden or other burden is imposed, greater in the aggregate than is required by the laws of 
this state for a similar alien or foreign insurer or agent of an alien or foreign insurer, the alien 
or foreign insurer of that state or country is required, as a condition precedent to its 
transacting business in this state, to make a like deposit for like purposes with the state 
treasurer of this state, and to pay to the revenue commissioner for taxes, fines, penalties, 
certificates of authority, valuation of policies, and otherwise an amount equal in the 
aggregate to the charges and payments imposed by the laws of the other state or country 
upon a similar domestic insurer and the agents of a domestic insurer, regardless of whether a 
domestic insurer or agent of a domestic insurer is actually transacting business in that state 
or country....

Sec. 476b. ...Beginning August 3, 1987, authorized insurers shall be subject to the tax as 
provided in section 476a if applicable or the single business tax, Act No. 228 of the Public 
Acts of 1975, being sections 208.1 to 208.145 of the Michigan Compiled Laws, whichever 
is greater.

The initiative would repeal the SBT, but not the Insurance Code. Therefore, if no replacement tax 
was adopted, foreign insurers would pay the retaliatory tax rather than the SBT on their operations 
in Michigan. Michigan insurers (like all other Michigan firms) would pay no tax on their 
operations in Michigan. Michigan insurers (like all other Michigan firms) would pay tax to other 
states on their operations apportioned to those states, under those states’ tax laws.

XI.  Note on Credits

Credits
There also are a number of credits provided by the Act. These can be categorized in two different 
ways:

1. Refundable vs. Nonrefundable Credits

i. Nonrefundable credits, which act as a reduction of tax. An example is the community 
foundation credit (section 38c). The term “nonrefundable” appears in that section.

Some MEGA credits (section 38g) are nonrefundable, but allow, under some very 
complicated provisions that include administrative approval and subject the total 
amount of credits to limits, an “assignment” of the credit. The rehabilitation credit 
(section 39c) and low-grade hematite credit (section 39d) and pharmaceutical R&D 

1. The annotation to the MCLA states:
The retaliatory tax, and the amendments of it, are rationally related to the 
legitimate governmental purpose of promoting Michigan insurers in other states. 
Because the tax and its amendments do not violate equal protection, they also do 
not violate the Michigan Constitution's Uniformity of Taxation Clause (Const. 
1963, art 9, sec 3). TIG Ins Co Inc v Treasury, 464 Mich 548; 629 NW2d 402 
(2000).
See CFA Disclaimer on page 1. Page 9 of 10



Analysis of “Repeal SBT” Initiative, March 8, 2006
credit (section 39f) are also nonrefundable, but can be carried forward a limited number 
of years. 

ii. “Refundable” tax credits, which are sometimes subsidies or payments for non-SBT 
matters that are made, as a matter of convenience, through the SBT mechanism. 
Examples include the “next energy” and “alternative energy” credits (section 39e). The 
term “refunded” is used in the SBT act in these sections. 

There are also some MEGA credits that are refundable, such as those in section 
298.38(g)(25) and section 208.37(c)(5), which deal with credits for employment-related 
taxes.

2. Tax credits based on actual tax liabilities vs. tax credits for other reasons

i. Tax credits that are made on the basis of payments for other taxes have a special 
Constitutional significance, as they are excluded from state tax revenue under the 
“Headlee” revenue limit. See “The Constitution and Tax Credits” on page 10.

This includes the industrial personal property tax credits under sections 35d through 
35h. It is not clear that MEGA credits under 298.38(g)(25) and section 208.37(c)(5), 
which deal with credits for employment-related taxes, are “tax credits based on actual 
tax liabilities.”

ii. Most tax credits are based on other things, based on special provisions of the tax. These 
include most MEGA credits.

Suggestion to Legislature on Non-SBT Credits in SBT Act
This initiated law takes the approach that the repeal of the SBT carries with it the repeal of credits 
to the SBT that are established in the SBT Act. The legislature may wish to enact statutes that re-
establish credits for taxes that are not based on the SBT, outside the SBT Act. There is 
constitutional precedent for this, as discussed below.

The Constitution and Tax Credits
Article IX section 33, which was added by “Headlee” in 1978, defines state revenue for the 
purposes of the state revenue and spending limits. The text of the Constitution in this section 
defines “total state revenue” as follows:

Sec. 33. Definitions. The definitions of this section shall apply to Section 25 through 32 of 
Article IX, inclusive.
“Total State Revenues” includes all general and special revenues, excluding federal aid, as 
defined in the budget message of the governor for fiscal year 1978-1979. Total State 
Revenues shall exclude the amount of any credits based on actual tax liabilities or the 
imputed tax components of rental payments, but shall include the amount of any credits not 
related to actual tax liabilities....

This is based on the notion that “credits based on actual tax liabilities” are reductions in tax, and 
that the Headlee amendment reflects the peoples’ wishes that tax credits based on actual tax 
liabilities are intrinsically reductions in the tax. This is different from a tax deduction or a tax 
credit for another reason, all of which are properly considered to be tax expenditures. 
See CFA Disclaimer on page 1. Page 10 of 10



BUSINESS TAX REPEAL
Act 325 of 2006

An initiation of legislation to repeal 1975 PA 228, entitled “Single business tax act,” (MCL 208.1 to
208.145); to provide for the collection of taxes due under current law on business activity in this state through
December 31, 2007; and to encourage the legislature to adopt a tax that is less burdensome and less costly to
employers, and more conducive to job creation and investment.

History: 2006, Act 325, Eff. Dec. 31, 2007.

Compiler's note: This act was proposed by initiative petition pursuant to Const 1963, art 2, § 9. On August 9, 2006, the initiative
petition was approved by an affirmative vote of the majority of the Senate and the House of Representatives, and filed with the Secretary
of State.

Enacting section 1 of Act 325 of 2006 provides:
"Enacting section 1. The single business tax act, 1975 PA 228, MCL 208.1 to 208.145, is repealed effective for tax years that begin

after December 31, 2007."

The People of the State of Michigan enact:

***** 208.151.new THIS NEW SECTION IS EFFECTIVE DECEMBER 31, 2007 ***** 

208.151.new Purpose.
1. Purpose
Sec. 1. The purpose of this initiated law is to:
(a) Repeal the single business tax on business activity in this state after December 31, 2007; and
(b) Encourage the legislature to adopt a tax that is less burdensome and less costly to employers, more

equitable, and more conducive to job creation and investment.
History: 2006, Act 325, Eff. Dec. 31, 2007.

Compiler's note: This section was proposed by initiative petition pursuant to Const 1963, art 2, § 9. On August 9, 2006, the initiative
petition was approved by an affirmative vote of the majority of the Senate and the House of Representatives, and filed with the Secretary
of State.

Enacting section 1 of Act 325 of 2006 provides:
"Enacting section 1. The single business tax act, 1975 PA 228, MCL 208.1 to 208.145, is repealed effective for tax years that begin

after December 31, 2007."

***** 208.152.new THIS NEW SECTION IS EFFECTIVE DECEMBER 31, 2007 ***** 

208.152.new Proration.
2. Tax at Zero-Rate After Effective Date
Sec. 2. The department of treasury shall prorate the liability for the tax imposed under the single business

tax act as necessary to impose the equivalent of a tax at the rate of zero on business activity after December
31, 2007.

History: 2006, Act 325, Eff. Dec. 31, 2007.

Compiler's note: This section was proposed by initiative petition pursuant to Const 1963, art 2, § 9. On August 9, 2006, the initiative
petition was approved by an affirmative vote of the majority of the Senate and the House of Representatives, and filed with the Secretary
of State.

Enacting section 1 of Act 325 of 2006 provides:
"Enacting section 1. The single business tax act, 1975 PA 228, MCL 208.1 to 208.145, is repealed effective for tax years that begin

after December 31, 2007."

***** 208.153.new THIS NEW SECTION IS EFFECTIVE DECEMBER 31, 2007 ***** 

208.153.new Affirmation of existing tax liabilities.
3. Affirmation of Existing Tax Liabilities
Sec. 3. Except as specifically provided, this initiated law shall not affect the administration, allocation, or

apportionment of the tax; payments to counties; nor any appropriation. The obligation of taxpayers and the
state for taxes levied or collected on business activity on or before December 31, 2007 is affirmed.

History: 2006, Act 325, Eff. Dec. 31, 2007.

Compiler's note: This section was proposed by initiative petition pursuant to Const 1963, art 2, § 9. On August 9, 2006, the initiative
petition was approved by an affirmative vote of the majority of the Senate and the House of Representatives, and filed with the Secretary
of State.

Enacting section 1 of Act 325 of 2006 provides:
"Enacting section 1. The single business tax act, 1975 PA 228, MCL 208.1 to 208.145, is repealed effective for tax years that begin

after December 31, 2007."
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***** 208.154.new THIS NEW SECTION IS EFFECTIVE DECEMBER 31, 2007 ***** 

208.154.new Severability.
4. Severability
Sec. 4. This act is declared to be severable.
History: 2006, Act 325, Eff. Dec. 31, 2007.

Compiler's note: This section was proposed by initiative petition pursuant to Const 1963, art 2, § 9. On August 9, 2006, the initiative
petition was approved by an affirmative vote of the majority of the Senate and the House of Representatives, and filed with the Secretary
of State.

Enacting section 1 of Act 325 of 2006 provides:
"Enacting section 1. The single business tax act, 1975 PA 228, MCL 208.1 to 208.145, is repealed effective for tax years that begin

after December 31, 2007."
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