
City of Swartz Creek 
AGENDA 

Regular Council Meeting, Monday July 28, 2008  7:00 P.M. 
City Hall 8083 Civic Drive, Swartz Creek Michigan  48473 

 
 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER: 
 
2. INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 
  
3. ROLL CALL: 
 
4. MOTION TO APPROVE MINUTES: 
 4A. Regular Council Meeting, July 14, 2008     MOTION Pg. 8, 17-24 
  
5. APPROVE AGENDA 
 5A.  Proposed / Amended Agenda      MOTION Pg. 8 
   
6. REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS: 

6A. City Manager’s Report (Agenda Item)     MOTION Pg. 8, 2-7 
 6B. Monthly Fire Report**         Pg. 25-41 
 6C. Engineering Bids, Q.B.S. Process (Agenda Item)      Pg. 42-74 
 6D. Phase I Trail System, Estimates & Map (Agenda Item)     Pg. 75-76 
 6E. Local Street Project, Survey’s (Agenda Item)      Pg. 77-95 
 6F. Topvalco (Kroger) Dev Agreement (Agenda Item)     Pg. 96-102 
 6G. Cummings Harley Agreement, Police Motorcycle (Agenda Item)    Pg. 103-107 
 6H. City Property Sale, 5129 Morrish, R.F.P. (Agenda Item)     Pg. 108-111 
 6I. Comcast Letter, Channel Changes       Pg. 112 
 6J. City Attorney Zoning Class Info        Pg. 113-114 
 6K. City Attorney Letter, Soliciting        Pg. 115 
 6L. Flint Twp. Miller Road Project Update       Pg. 116 
 6M. Flint River Watershed Update        Pg. 117-124 
  
7. MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 

7A. General Public Comments 
 
8. COUNCIL BUSINESS: 

8A. Engineering Services, Q.B.S. Bid Award     RESO.  Pg. 9,42-74 
8B. Construct Phase I, Non-Motorized Trail System    RESO.  Pg. 12,75-76 
8C. Local Street Projects       DISC.  Pg. 77-95 
8D. Addendum, Topvalco (Kroger) Agreement    RESO.  Pg. 13,96-102 
8E. Lease Extension, Police Motorcycle, Cummings Harley   RESO.  Pg. 15,103-107 
8F. Sale of City Property, 5129 Morrish     DISC.  Pg. 108-111 

 
9. MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 

9A. General Public Comments 
 

10. REMARKS BY COUNCILMEMBER’S: 
 

11. ADJOURNMENT: 
 
 
**Personnel correspondence removed from this report.  If desired, please see Fire Chief. 

1



City of Swartz Creek 
CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

Regular Council Meeting of Monday July 28, 2008  7:00 P.M. 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor, Mayor Pro-Tem & Council Members 
FROM: PAUL BUECHE // City Manager 
DATE:   25-July-2008 
 
OLD / ROUTINE BUSINESS – REVISITED ISSUES / PROJECTS 

 
 PERSONNEL POLICIES & PROCEDURES (Status) 

The staff met a second time with Mr. Nottley and after review, sent him back with a 
handful of revisions.  When we get this draft back, it should be close to a final draft. 

 
 DISASTER, EMERGENCY RESPONSE POLICY COMMITTEE (Status) 

We are back meeting and have a draft for review.  We should be back before the 
Council for discussion on this in the near future. 

  
 VETERANS MEMORIAL (Status) 

Nothing New. 
 

 NON-RESIDENT SERVICES STUDY, RAUBINGER BRIDGE  (Status) 
Pending. 

 
 OVERHEAD UTILITY REORGANIZATION PROJECT (Status) 

We are trying to get a contractor’s quote for the second round of the technical review of 
the poles.  REI has expressed an interest in the project; however, we need to select the 
City’s engineering firm via the Q.B.S. process before proceeding with this.  The Q.B.S. 
Selection is set for tonight’s agenda. 

 
 ENGINEERING SERVICES, QUALIFICATION BASED SELECTION  (Resolution) 

Bids for Engineering Services have been tabulated, reviewed and logged (due to 
volume, I did not include any of the bids.  If anyone desires to see them, give me a call).  
Thirteen companies submitted.  They are as follows: 
Hubble, Roth & Clark, Howell:  Lapham & Associates, Clare:  Gould Engineering, Flint:  
Kraft Engineering, Flint:  Wilcox Engineering, Saginaw:  Rowe Engineering, Flint:  Trans 
Environmental Engineering, Flint:  CHMP, Grand Blanc:  Flint Surveying & Engineering, 
Swartz Creek:  Wade-Trim, Flint:  Spicer Group, Saginaw:  Williams & Works, Grand 
Rapids:  Workhorse Civil Design, Howell.  Scoring was done by Mr. Zettel, Mr. Svrcek 
and myself (copies of the scoring templates are included).  All three of the evaluators 
agree on the top three firms, being Wilcox, Wade-Trim and Rowe.  Scoring totals are as 
follows: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2



Firm Zettel Bueche Svrcek Average
     
Hubbell, Roth & Clark 85 80 83 82.66 
Lapham & Associates 69 69 67 68.33 
Gould Engineering 81 84 81 82.00 
Wade-Trim 87 88 84  86.33* 
Spicer 85 83 83 83.66 
Williams & Works 81 81 79 80.33 
Kraft Engineering 78 80 78 78.66 
Wilcox Engineering 87 87 84  86.00* 
Rowe Engineering 87 87 88  87.33* 
Trans Environmental Engineering 77 71 74 74.00 
C.H.M.P.  79 73 73 75.00 
Flint Surveying & Engineering 78 80 79 79.00 
Workhorse Civil Design 71 66 61 66.00 
*Denotes Top Three in Bid Placement 
90 Total Points Possible 

    

 
The three top selections, as indicated above, were asked to submit a price list.  The 
submittals are as follows: 
 
 ROWE INC. WILCOX WADE-TRIM 
    
Project Manager $ 116.00 $ 110.00 $ 110.00 
Project Engineer $   99.00 $   90.00 $  90.00 
Graduate Engineer $   88.00 -- $  75.00 
Engineer Technician $   77.00 -- $  65.00 
Sr. Const. Observer $   88.00 $  80.00 $  85.00 
Construction Observer $   83.00 $  60.00 $  75.00 
Project Surveyor $   94.00 -- $  85.00 
Survey Crew (2 Person) $ 142.00 $ 140.00 -- 
Survey Office Technician $   82.00 $60 - $90 $  60.00 
 
POINTS (10 Total Possible): 9 10 10 
 
** Partial Price List.  See Firms’ Submittals For Entire Price List 
**Personnel Title’s Vary, Comparatives Are Approximates.   See Firms’ Submittals          

For Details. 
 

 
The total maximum points, inclusive of Qualification and Rates, is 100.  The following 
top three candidate firms are ranked as follows: 

 
 ROWE INC. WILCOX WADE-TRIM 
    
Total Points, Qualifications/Rates   96.33 96.00 96.33 

 
In review, the top three firms finished very close.  REI landed slightly higher in rates and 
originally set their prices as good only through April 2009.  I spoke with Jack Wheatley 
and discussed pricing.  He agreed to extend the rates through April 2011.  I did not 
contact the other two finalists, Wilcox and Wade-Trim, on the effective dates.  The staff 
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recommends we continue with REI.  They have done very good work for the City at a 
reasonable cost.  Regarding billing, REI gives a quote for a job that is all-inclusive.  The 
work never exceeds the quoted price unless we initiate a change order.  They will also 
look to use their construction inspectors in dual roles for multiple jobs at a single price, 
wherever they can.  We have had trouble with consulting firms in the past that give us a 
quote and then “side fee” us to death.  I fear that we run this risk if we switch. 

 
 MAJOR STREET FUND, TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS (See Individual Category) 

 BRISTOL ROAD T.I.P. PROJECT, BRISTOL EXTENSION (Status) 

The contractor is looking for an additional $50k on this project.  They claim additional 
engineering, change orders, and additional work, some of which is related to the 
Verizon poles.  MDOT has a grievance procedure in which the contractor has 
initiated.  Two steps have been completed with a recommendation for an additional 
$15k.  The ball is in the contractor’s court as to whether they desire to move to the 
next process.  We will see where it heads.  

 SEYMOUR RE-SURFACING PROJECT (Status) 
Complete, with the exception of the installation of signage, which should be soon.  

 ELMS ROAD RE-SURFACING PROJECT (Status) 
Construction began on Monday June 16th and is progressing nicely and ahead of 
schedule.  It should be completed by late August.  Our match for this project is 
$294,477.  The County has budgeted $21,000 for their half of the 1,300’ border 
section and have given us a verbal approval for participation.  We have been unable 
to get them to proceed with the written agreement.  At this point, I guess we trust 
them for their share. 

 MORRISH ROAD RE-CONSTRUCTION PROJECT / MEIJER’S (Status) 
Meijer’s has informed us that they have placed this project on their early 2009 
construction schedule.  Although not yet certain, they advise they may be asking for a 
revised site plan later this summer that will downsize the store a bit, to around 
160,000 sf.  They are reviewing the development agreement and will be back shortly 
with a decision on how they wish to handle the road construction (private or via the 
TIP).   

 GM-SPO ISLAND CUTS (Status) 
This project remains in the 2009 TIP.  We are still evaluation the cost vs. benefit ratio. 

 MILLER ROAD REPAIRS (Status) 
The repair work has been completed.  We will be looking at a 10-year repair fix this 
summer for all of Miller Road. 

 
 LOCAL STREET FUND, TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS 

 2008 REPAIR ROSTER (Discussion) 
Bids are back for the following streets: Chesterfield from Seymour to Winston, Jennie 
Lane, Worchester from Winston to Daval (a portion of this is a Major Street, eligible 
for 202 funding) and Daval from Oakview to Winshall.  The low bidder is Lois Kay at 
$398,154.  After we pay our $75,000 share of the Raubinger Road Bridge, we will 
have about $150,000 - $200,000 to spend.  We sent a survey to the residents of 
these streets to get a feel for a special assessment to help stretch the dollars.  
Results have been booked and are included along with comments related to 
assessment and general services.  I have set this for a discussion to talk about the 
results and explore options.   
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 FIRE DEPARTMENT EVALUATION, 2008 CONTRACT RENEWAL (Status) 
I have met several times with Mr. Shumaker regarding the contract.  We have identified 
a handful of areas that need addressing.  Mr. Figura has provided a draft and we are 
reviewing it.  I will be back for some additional conversation in the future.   

 
 SEWER REHABILITATION PROJECT, I&I, PENALTIES (Status) 

At a past meeting, we awarded the bid to Liqui-Force based on unit prices.  We will be 
back before the Council shortly with a contract for Phase II of the program. 

 
 WWS INTERGOVERNMENTAL JURISDICTION ORDINANCE (Status) 

The County has turned up the pressure to adopt both the ordinance and the agreement 
that transfer enforcement (and probably anything else they deem fit) over to them.  We 
are working with Mr. Figura evaluating our options. 

 
 NON-MOTORIZED TRAIL SYSTEM, PHASE I (Resolution) 

As we have discussed recently, we would like to begin Phase I of our trail system.  As 
you recall, we have looked to use both the 10 year 1% Act 51 requirement in 
conjunction with CDBG funds for the project.  There are two sections to Phase I, one is 
the widening of the existing sidewalk from 5’ to 10’ and the second is the 
enhancements, being lighting, stamped concrete “bump-out” rest areas with benches.  
The Phase I section of the trail will run from the corner of Miller and Elms, north in front 
of McDonalds, under the overpass and stop at the main entrance of Elms Road Park.  
As you recall, we approved the City’s sidewalk repair bid at the last meeting.  The 
awardee was Badgley Construction at an eye-opening low bid of $4.25 per square foot, 
finished and graded.  In discussions with the staff and our engineer, we can save a lot 
of money if we use this bid for the Phase I concrete portion.  In discussion with the 
contractor, he will honor his costs for the project, with a little help from us in borrowing 
barricades for pedestrian control and providing sand.  The original engineer’s estimate 
for the concrete portion of this work is $56,400.  Using the Badgley bid price of $4.25 
per SFT at 5,700 SFT, the cost for this work is $24,225.  Once we get project clearance 
from the County MPO, we will look to bid the enhancement portion, estimated to be 
$42,000.  I have a resolution to proceed with the concrete portion included with tonight’s 
agenda. 

 
 SR. CENTER, LEVY, BUILDING & FUTURE FUNDING PLAN (Status) 

Pending. 
 

 SPRINGBROOK, HERITAGE STREET-LIGHTING  (Status) 
We need to talk on a number of issues similar to this.  I am working on a 
recommendation and a policy in handling our condominium associations in an effort to 
treat them all the same.  I will be back at a near future meeting for discussion and the 
adoption of a policy.   

 
 LABOR CONTRACTS (Status) 

Mr. Kehoe still needs a basic employment agreement and the Supervisor’s contract has 
a wage re-opener.  I will look to meet with them very shortly.  
 
On my contract, it probably needs visiting for update purposes.  I would like to take a 
pass on any rate increases for another year or two and until we are on better financial 
ground.  I am not sure how the Council desires to handle an evaluation.  As you recall, a 
couple of years ago I created a list of accomplishments and shortfalls as I saw them.  I 
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could bring the list up to date and then bring it back to the Council for discussion and 
review.  Unless the Council has strong input one way or the other, I will do this and set it 
for a discussion item, hopefully soon.  We can then go from here. 

 
 RETIREE HEALTH CARE (Status) 

Nearly everyone whom we have on retirement is now Medicaid-Medicare eligible.  It 
may not be necessary to do individual agreements.  This topic may be better covered in 
the City’s personnel policy manual.  We will be discussing this within the next couple of 
meetings.   
 

 MARATHON STATION BLIGHT & NON-CONFORMING USE (Status) 
The pylon sign and the canopy have been removed by the owner.  The building 
remains.  We are awaiting the executed order, which is waiting for affidavits of service 
before the judge will endorse it.  As you recall from previous discussions, we have a 
third party of interest here, being the bank.  Earlier information we had received was 
that the bank was going to move for default foreclosure in August.  The property owner 
was pushing for a quick sale to recover some of their losses.  It does not appear that 
this may happen, foreclosure being likely.  I’m unsure what the bank’s position will be if, 
and when we move to raze the building.  We are working with them to get this question 
answered.  I do believe that they may easier to work with than the current owner.  I will 
keep the Council posted. 

 
 GENERAL LEDGER & ACCOUNTING SOFTWARE (Status) 

Software installation is complete.  We are still working on the customization of some of 
the modules. 

 
 COUNTY E.M.S. ORDINANCE, AMBULANCE SERVICE (Status) 

Pending. 
 

 FEES, RATES & SERVICE CHARGES (Status) 
We are still reviewing the best method for the installation of the new rate structure.  As 
an afterthought, it appears that we will be getting another rate increase from Detroit… 
about 16%.  We have not received official notice, but the Detroit and Local Newspapers 
are reporting this.  Although we do need to visit water and sewer, as we have 
discussed, I would like to wait a bit, into the late summer or fall before we make a 
decision on this, as well as other fees. 

 
 SALE OF CITY PROPERTY 5129 MORRISH ROAD (Discussion) 

We have a baseline environmental report back.  I did not include a copy due to its 
volume.  Anyone who desires to see it, please give me a call and I will get it to you.  
There are no surprises in it.  The study identifies owner and uses dating back to the 
1940’s, none of which appear to create any environmental concerns.  The study does 
recommend proceeding to soil bore analysis to be certain.  I do not believe we need to 
proceed at this point.  I think we can sell the property along with the study and stipulate 
that the purchaser proceed to the next level, depending on the intended use.  Adam has 
prepared an R.F.P. for review.  I have a short discussion to make sure everyone is on 
the same page before we go to market with the R.F.P. 
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 ZONING ENABLING CLASS (Status) 
I have included a copy of the attendance roster.  Mr. Figura put on a very informative 
class on MZEA and the MPEA.  If you missed it, please get with me and I can get you 
Mr. Figura’s reference material for review. 

 
 
NEW BUSINESS / PROJECTED ISSUES & PROJECTS 
 

 ADDENDUM, KROGER DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT (Resolution) 
As you may recall, we approved an addition to the Kroger store on January 14, 2008.  
We need to tack down a couple of items via an addendum to the original development 
agreement with Kroger (Topvalco).  Included with tonight’s packet is a copy of the 
original agreement. 

 
 LEASE EXTENSION, POLICE MOTORCYCLE (Resolution) 

Included with tonight’s agenda is a 12-month lease extension with Cummings Harley 
Davidson for the Police Road King Motorcycle.  Cummings decided to extend the price 
for an additional 12 months and instead of issuing a new cycle, leave the existing ones 
with the agencies.  This is a far better deal, in that we do not have the costs of mounting 
radios and other electronics.  This is a budgeted item.  A resolution to extend is included 
with tonight’s agenda. 
 

Council Questions, Inquiries, Requests and Comments 
 

 Z.B.A. Compensation.  Pending. 
 Signs, Blackmore & Rowe (in right of way?).  It is.  Upon checking, a small piece of our 

curb may be on private property also.  We have had some activity on the sale and 
development of this property.  We will take care of all these problems when the property 
develops 

 Mast Arm Traffic Lights, Street Sign Anchors (Silver vs. Black).  We are looking into this. 
 Legal Opinion, Soliciting.  I checked on what we had on file here.  All we have is an 

opinion from Mr. Gildner (to a challenger) dated March 2006 that addresses the City’s 
authority to set reasonable time, place and manner restrictions.  A copy is included. 
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City of Swartz Creek 

RESOLUTIONS  
Regular Council Meeting, Monday July 28, 2008 7:00 P.M. 

 
 
 
Resolution No. 080728-4A MINUTES, JULY 14, 2008 

 
Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council hereby approve the Minutes of the Regular 
Council Meeting held July 14, 2008, to be circulated and placed on file. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For:_______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________  

 
 
Resolution No. 080728-5A AGENDA APPROVAL 
 

Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 
 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the Agenda as presented / printed / 
amended for the Regular Council Meeting of July 28, 2008 to be circulated and placed 
on file. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 
Resolution No. 080728-6A CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the City Manager’s Report of July 28, 
2008, to be circulated and placed on file. 
  
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 
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Resolution No. 080728-8A ENGINEERING SERVICES, QUALIFICATION BASED 
SELECTION BID AWARD 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
WHEREAS, it is the duty of the City of Swartz Creek to provide for the safety of its 
citizens and, in so doing provide for the safely designed, engineered, and constructed 
public roads, highways, bridges, drainage systems, and improvements of all kinds to 
real property; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the city to protect people by demanding and 
insuring that qualified engineers and land surveyors, also known as design 
professionals, render services which will assist in making any construction project safer 
for public use; and 
 
WHEREAS, selection based upon the qualifications of the design professional to 
perform the required services rather than selection merely upon price, even though 
price may be important, is more likely to produce a better and safer result; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek desires to comply with federal and state 
requirements and guidelines with respect to selection of design professionals; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City developed a comprehensive policy / process which, when fully 
executed to the extent of selection of a design professional, shall eliminate, for a period 
of three (3) years, at the option of the city, the need to engage in additional selection 
processes on a project by project basis; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City’s Staff consulted with the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning 
Commission and the Michigan Department of Transportation and obtained and 
implemented engineering services bid guidelines and requirements by Federal and 
State funding sources for the use of C.D.B.G, Brooks Act, FHA and gas and weight tax 
funds; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Swartz Creek City Council adopted a comprehensive process for 
qualification based selection of a design professional, at a regular meeting held on 
January 28, 2008; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City received thirteen submittals, which were reviewed and rated in 
accordance with the terms as set forth in the R.F.P., the top three qualified firms being 
Wade-Trim, Rowe Engineering Incorporated and Wilcox Engineering, with the Staff 
recommendation that the City continue with Rowe Engineering; and 

 
WHEREAS, a proposed contract with Rowe Engineering is as follows: 
 

AGREEMENT FOR CONSULTING SERVICES 
BETWEEN THE 

CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK, MICHIGAN 
AND 

ROWE INCORPORATED, 
A PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING FIRM 
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THIS AGREEMENT, made as of the 28th day of July, A.D., 2008, by and between the City of 

Swartz Creek, Michigan, a Michigan Municipal Corporation, hereinafter called the “City”, and Rowe 
Incorporated, a professional engineering firm, hereinafter called the “Engineer”. 
 

WHEREAS, City desires to employ an Engineer for a period of three years upon execution of 
this agreement to render professional engineering services for consultation, reports, specification 
preparation, designs or representations in connection with additions to and/or extensions of the 
municipal utilities systems or other public work assignments, community development or government 
operations. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, City and Engineer in consideration of their mutual covenants herein 
agree in respect of the performance of professional engineering services by Engineer and the payment 
for those services by City, as set forth below. 
 
SECTION 1   BASIC SERVICES OF THE ENGINEER 

The Engineer shall: 
 
1.1 Serve as Engineer and advise City on various matters when so required. 
 
1.2 Consult with City to determine City’s requirements for an authorized project and review 

available data. 
 
1.3 Perform specific studies, grant applications, planning, or design project(s) upon written 

authorization from City and serve as City’s Engineering representative for the project(s), 
program(s) or service(s) authorized. 

 
1.4 Secure and maintain such insurance as will protect the City from claims under the Workers 

Compensation Acts and from claims for bodily injury, death, or property damage, which may 
arise from the performance of the services under this Agreement. 

 
1.5 Designate a person to act as Engineer’s representative, with respect to an authorized project.  

This person shall have the authority to make decisions and bind the Engineer. 
 
1.6 Assist City in securing rights of entry upon public and private lands as required for Engineer to 

perform authorized work. 
 
1.7 Engineer agrees to refrain from private work within the City. 
 
SECTION 2 CITY’S RESPONSIBILITIES 

The City shall: 
 
2.1 Provide Engineer with complete information concerning the background and requirements of 

the authorized project(s), program(s), or service(s).  
 
2.2 Give thorough consideration of all reports, sketches, estimates, drawings, specifications, 

proposals, and other documents as presented by Engineer and inform Engineer of all 
decisions within a reasonable time as not to delay the work of Engineer. 

 
2.3 Provide prompt notification to the Engineer of any defects or suspected defects in the 

Engineer’s services of which the City becomes aware. 
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2.4 Designate the City Manager, or other individual, to act as City’s representative with complete 
authority to transmit instructions, receive information, interpret and define City’s policies and 
decisions with respect to the authorized work. 

 
SECTION 3    PAYMENT 

3.1 For services rendered by Engineer under the terms of this Agreement, City shall pay Engineer 
on an agreed upon basis per project or assignment.  Included with this Agreement is a listing of 
hourly rates.  Such rates shall be utilized by the Engineer, commencing on the effective date of 
the Agreement through April, 2011.  Annually thereafter, hourly rates shall be negotiated 
between the parties. 

                     Rates:  
  
Project Manager $ 116.00 
Project Engineer $   99.00 
Graduate Engineer $   88.00 
Engineer Technician $   77.00 
Sr. Const. Observer $   88.00 
Construction Observer $   83.00 
Project Surveyor $   94.00 
Survey Crew (2 Person) $ 142.00 
Survey Office Technician $   82.00 

 
3.2 Payment for services rendered and properly invoiced shall be made within 30 days following 

presentation thereof. 
 
SECTION 4    MISCELLANEOUS 

4.1 Opinions of probable construction cost, financial evaluations, feasibility studies, economic 
analysis of alternate solutions and utilitarian consideration of operations and maintenance costs 
prepared by Engineer hereunder will be made on the basis of Engineer’s experience and 
qualifications, and represent Engineer’s best judgment as an experienced and qualified design 
professional.  It is recognized, however, that Engineer does not have control over the cost of 
labor, material, equipment or services furnished by others or over market conditions or 
contractor's methods or determining their prices, and, therefore, Engineer does not guarantee 
that proposals, bids or actual costs will not vary from opinions, evaluations or studies submitted 
by Engineer to City hereunder. 

 
4.2 The Engineer shall furnish to the City the final engineering drawings of the facility that is being 

constructed on a medium as selected by the City.  The original shall remain the property of the 
Engineer.  They are not intended or represented to be suitable for reuse by City or others in 
extensions of the facility beyond that now contemplated or on any other facility.  Any reuse by 
City without written verification or adaptation by Engineer for the specific purpose intended will 
be at City’s sole risk and without liability or legal expense to Engineer. 

 
4.3 This contract may be terminated by (a) City with or without cause upon seven (7) days written 

notice to Engineer; and (b) Engineer upon thirty (30) days written notice to City.  In the event 
of any termination, Engineer will be paid for all services and reimbursable expenses rendered 
to the date of termination.  Further, Engineer shall be required to complete any ongoing 
projects should City require same. 

 
4.4 City and Engineer, and their representative partners, successors, executors, administrators, 

assigns and legal representative of each are bound by this Agreement to the other party to this 
Agreement and to the partners, successors, administrators, assigns and legal representative of 
such other party in respect of all covenants, agreements and obligations of this Agreement. 
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4.5 Nothing herein shall be construed to give any rights or benefits hereunder to anyone other than 

City or Engineer. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed this Agreement as of the 

day and year first above written. 
 
 
CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK, MICHIGAN  ROWE INCORPORATED 
 
________________________________   _____________________________ 
RICHARD B. ABRAMS, Mayor    It’s 
 
 
 
________________________________   _____________________________ 
JUANITA AGUILAR, City Clerk    It’s 
 
 
 
________________________________   _____________________________ 
Witness:       Witness: 
 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Swartz Creek Council accepts 
the recommendation of the City Manager and Staff, and appoint Rowe Engineering 
Incorporated as the City’s Engineer and Engineering Consulting Firm within the terms 
as set forth within, and further, directs the Mayor and City Clerk to execute and endorse 
the agreement in behalf of the City. 
  
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 
Resolution No. 080728-8B CONSTRUCT NON-MOTORIZED TRAIL SYSTEM, PHASE 

ONE 
 

 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the public’s health, safety, and welfare to create a 
viable non-motorized transportation network, locally and regionally, to provide residents 
with safe alternatives to driving, recreational opportunities, and opportunities to connect 
communities and the natural environment; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek has adopted a non-motorized trail-way plan that 
has also been included into the Genesee County Regional Trail Plan; and  
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WHEREAS, Section 10K of Act 51 requires that 1% (~$30,000) of the City’s Act 51 
allocation be spent on non-motorized engineering or construction over a ten year 
period; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Elms Road corridor and Elms Park are crucial links in the City’s and the 
County’s trail-way system; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City has accepted the lowest bidder, Badgley Construction, to perform 
all sidewalk work on the City’s behalf for the 2008 construction season at a rate of $4.25 
per square foot (4”) and will extend this price to the construction of Phase I of the City’s 
Non-Motorized Trail Way System. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Swartz Creek City Council approve 
the construction of Elms Road sidewalk expansion from Miller to the main park entrance 
to be completed by Badgley Construction at a cost of $24,225 (5700 square feet) plus a 
15% contingency and the cost of sand; funds to be allotted from the Major Street Fund.   

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 
 
 

Resolution No. 080728-8D ADDENDUM, TOPVALCO (KROGER) DEVELOPMENT 
AGREEMENT 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the City of Swartz Creek enter into an addendum agreement with Topvalco and 
direct the Mayor and City Clerk to execute the agreement, as follows: 
 

ADDENDUM TO PLANNED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 
Between the 

CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 
And 

TOPVALCO, INC. 
 
 This Addendum to Planned Development Agreement (the “Addendum”) is made this 
___ day of August, 2008 by and between the City of Swartz Creek, a Michigan municipal 
corporation with principal offices at 8083 Civic Drive, Swartz Creek, Michigan 48473 (“City”) 
and TOPVALCO, Inc., an Ohio corporation with principal offices at 150-C 39810 Grand River 
Avenue, Novi, Michigan 48151 (“Developer”). 
 
 WHEREAS, Developer was approved to construct a supermarket, commercial building, 
and gas kiosk (“Project”) at 7114 Miller Road in accordance with the City Council approvals of 
November 26, 2001, the PDD site plan dated November 15, 2001, and the subsequent 
Planned Development Agreement signed February 11, 2002 (“Agreement”); and 
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WHEREAS, the City has adopted a Planned Development District that master plans the 
Project as it relates to Miller and Elms Roads as well as the surrounding parcels; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Developer has completed construction of the Project, as approved, 
except for a small segment of service drive in the northwest corner of the Project that is to 
service adjacent parcels (“Drive”); and 
 

WHEREAS, the Developer and City desire the Drive to be complete at such a time 
when future development of the Miller/Elms Planned Development District can benefit from this 
connection; and 

 
WHEREAS, this Addendum adds to and becomes a part of the previous Agreement; 

 
 NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of 
which are hereby acknowledge, the City and Developer hereby AGREE AS FOLLOWS: 
 
1. Access Improvement. 
 
 Developer shall construct or otherwise fund the construction of the Drive as shown in 
the approved site plans. 
 
2. Timing. 
 
 Developer shall commence work on the Drive at a time chosen by the City.  Until such 
time, Developer shall be relieved of the burden of construction of the Drive; however, such 
obligation shall be enforce when the specific needs of the Miller/Elms PDD are determined.  
 
3. Deviations from Plans 
 
 In an effort to efficiently and safely connect sites and users within the Miller/Elms PDD, 
the Developer and City acknowledge that rational and reasonable deviations from the Drive’s 
original design may be required. The Developer agrees to construct the Drive in such a 
manner that grading, location, width, and similar elements are conducive to the on-going build-
out of the Miller/Elms PDD providing that the relative and proportionate cost, as adjusted by 
any inflation, remains the same to the Developer. The Developer shall permit the City or its 
subordinates to substantially modify the design of the Drive, if necessary to meet grades, 
standards, or other needs, as long as additional costs are borne by a third party beneficiary.   
 
4. Construction by City of Swartz Creek 
 
 In the event that the Developer is unwilling to construct the Drive, or if the Developer so 
desires, the City shall construct or cause to be constructed the Drive and charge all costs 
incurred back to the Developer.  Such charge shall be a lien on the real property in the form of 
a special Assessment and shall be collected in the same manner as property taxes.  
Developer shall provide all easements necessary to the City and its designees.   
 
5. Continued Validity of Planned Development Agreement. 
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 Except as modified by this Addendum, all of the terms and provisions of the Agreement 
remain in full force and effect. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Addendum to the Planned 
Unit Development Agreement as of the date first above written. 
 

CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 
 
_____________________    _______________________ 
Witness      Richard Abrams, Mayor 
 
       _______________________ 
       Juanita Aguilar, Clerk 
 

_______________________ 
       Date 
 
 

TOPVALCO, INC., an Ohio Corporation 
 
 
_____________________    By:______________________ 
Witness       

Name: ___________________ 
   

       Its: ______________________ 
 
       _______________________ 
       Date 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
_________________________ 
Richard J. Figura, City Attorney 

 
 

Second by Councilmember: _______________ 
 

Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 

Resolution No. 080728-6E POLICE MOTORCYCLE LEASE RENEWAL, CUMMINGS 
HARLEY DAVIDSON 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the City of Swartz Creek approve a 12 month extension of a lease with 
Cummings Harley-Davidson of Burton, Michigan, for one (1) HD Road King police 
motorcycle under the terms and conditions as set forth in the Lease Agreement, a copy 
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of which is attached hereto, and direct the Mayor and City Clerk to execute the 
agreement on behalf of the City of Swartz Creek. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 
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City of Swartz Creek 

Regular Council Meeting Minutes 
Of the Meeting Held 

Monday July 14, 2008  7:00 P.M. 
 

CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 
SWARTZ CREEK, MICHIGAN 

MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL MEETING 
DATE 07/14/2008 

 
The meeting was called to order at 7:00 p.m. by Mayor Abrams in the Swartz Creek City 
Council Chambers, 8083 Civic Drive. 
 
Invocation and Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. 
 
Councilmembers Present:  Mayor Abrams, Adams, Mayor Pro-Tem Christie, Hicks, 

Hurt,  Shumaker. 
 
Councilmembers Absent:   Porath. 
 
Staff Present: City Manager Bueche, City Attorney Mike Gildner, Assistant 

City Manager Zettel, City Clerk Juanita Aguilar. 
 
Others Present: Boots Abrams, Tommy Butler, John Gilbert, David Krueger,  

Jim Florence, Betty Binder, Laura Angus, Kal Nemer, John 
Czarnecki, Brian Scott, David Nemer, Walter Melen. 

  
Mayor Abrams questioned City Manager Bueche about the absence of Councilmember Porath.  
Mr. Bueche stated that on Friday Mr. Porath advised him that he may miss the Council 
meeting.  Mr. Bueche stated that they would excuse the absence at the next meeting. 
  
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
 Resolution No. 080714-01      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Mayor Pro-Tem Christie 
  Second by Councilmember Adams 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council hereby approve the Minutes of the Regular 
Council Meeting,  held June 23, 2008, to be circulated and placed on file. 

 
YES:  Adams, Christie, Hicks, Hurt, Shumaker, Abrams. 
NO:    None. Motion Declared Carried. 

 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
 Resolution No. 080714-02      (Carried ) 
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Motion by Councilmember Shumaker    
Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 

I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the Agenda as amended for the Regular 
Council Meeting of July 14, 2008 to be circulated and placed on file. 

 
YES: Christie, Hicks, Hurt, Shumaker, Abrams, Adams. 
NO: None.  Motion declared carried. 

 
Commissioner Lockwood made a brief presentation reference updates on what the County is 
working on at this time. 
 
REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 
 
City Manager’s Report 
 
 Resolution No. 080714-03      (Carried) 
 

 Motion by Councilmember Hicks 
Second by Mayor Pro-Tem Christie 
 
 I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the City Manager’s Report of July 

14,  2008, to be circulated and placed on file. 
 
Discussion Ensued.  

 
YES: Hicks, Hurt, Shumaker, Abrams, Adams, Christie. 
NO: None.  Motion declared carried. 

 
All other reports and communications were accepted and placed on file. 
 
MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 
 
Jim Florence, 4296 Springbrook, spoke about Project Fresh. He stated that there are certain 
requirements to being eligible for the vouchers and that anyone interested could contact the 
Senior Center for details.  
 
David Krueger, 7399 Miller Road, spoke about the City paying for an ad in the Flint Journal 
about the Farmer’s Market.  Mr. Krueger mentioned that the Entertainer section in the Flint 
Journal has an ad for Durand’s Farmer’s Market, but not Swartz Creek.  He stated that he 
believes that it is a free listing and that someone should contact them.  Mr. Krueger also spoke 
about the local street fund and the change in the funding.  He stated that maybe the entire City 
should be assessed to cover the costs of repairs instead of just the residents of the streets in 
question. 
 
John Gilbert, 7459 Miller Road, questioned an item on page 41 of the Council packet; the price 
of the Movie in the Park sign.  City Manager Bueche stated that the price of $1000 was for all 
of the Movie in the Park sandwich signs, not just one.  Mr. Gilbert also questioned the 
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purchase of t-shirts on page 44 of the packet.  He was advised that they were Camp 911 
shirts. 
 
Assistant City Manager Zettel stated that the DDA paid for the Farmer’s Market ads. He stated 
that he just became aware of the free ad in the Flint Journal and plans to use it. 
 
COUNCIL BUSINESS:    
 
Special Land Use Permit, Assisted Living Facility, Woodside Builders, Parcel #58-36-
400-003, 7276 Miller Road 
 

Resolution No. 080714-04      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Adams 
  Second by Councilmember Hurt 

 
Whereas, the City of Swartz Creek Council has reviewed and approved a Planned Unit 
Development Site Plan for Springbrook East and, 
 
Whereas, the Planned Unit Development satisfies the eligibility criteria of Section 11.01 
of the City of Swartz Creek Zoning Ordinance; and, 
 
Whereas, the Planned Unit Development District included senior housing on the site at 
the location illustrated in the site plans attached hereto; and, 
 
Whereas, the Swartz Creek Planning Commission received application for and 
conducted a public hearing wherein comments from the public were heard on the 
proposed nursing convalescent home special land use; and. 
 
Whereas, the Special Land Use is designed and constructed in a manner harmonious 
with the character of adjacent property and surrounding areas; and, 
 
Whereas, the Special Land Use is adequately served by essential public facilities and 
services, such as roads, pedestrian or bicycle facilities, police and fire protection, 
drainage systems, water supply, and sewage facilities; and, 
 
Whereas, the Special Land Use does not have an unacceptable significant adverse 
effect on the quality of the natural environment in comparison to the impacts associated 
with a conventional development; and, 
 
Whereas, the Special Land Use application for a nursing & convalescent home satisfies 
all general and specific standards for review. 
 
Now Therefore,  the Swartz Creek City Council approves of the Special Land Use for a 
nursing & convalescent home to be constructed at, 7276 Miller Rd, Tax ID No. 58-36-
400-003, applicant Woodside Builders, subject to the following conditions and 
stipulations: 
 

1) Final site plan approval by the City Council. 
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2) Identified waivers in the staff SLU review letter dated June 24, 2008 are 
approved by the City Council. 

3) Housing for the elderly shall not be converted to any other use without 
complying with the provisions of the zoning ordinance in effect. 

 
Discussion Took Place. 
 

YES:   Hurt, Shumaker, Abrams, Adams, Christie, Hicks. 
  NO:    None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
  
Final Site Plan Approval, Assisted Living Facility, Woodside Builders, Parcel #58-36-
400-003, 7626 Miller Road 
 
 Resolution No. 080714-05      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Hurt 
  Second by Councilmember Adams 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council hereby approve the Final Site Plan for a  nursing 
& convalescent home to be constructed at 7276 Miller Road, Tax ID No. 58-36-400-003, 
applicant Woodside Builders, subject to the following conditions and stipulations: 
 

1) Approval by City Council of the special land use application dated May 27, 
2008 (nursing and convalescent home). 

2) The completion of the water main loop and installation of a second hydrant 
per the SPR staff letter dated June 24, 2008. 

3) Addition of face stone to the east entrance elevation as noted in the SPR 
letter dated June 24, 2008. 

4) The addition of one (1) canopy or deciduous tree to the site plan, per 
administrative approval. 

5) The relocation and addition of sidewalks per administrative approval. 
6) Administrative approval of exterior building lighting and parking lighting. 
7) Addition of decorative street lighting along Kroger Drive, per administrative 

approval. 
8) The acceptance and incorporation or waiver of review comments of all other 

consultants, departments, and review agencies; specifically the staff SPR and 
SLU letters dated June 24, 2008, and the Rowe, Inc, letter dated June 24, 
2008. 

9) Housing for the elderly shall not be converted to any other use without 
complying with the provisions of the zoning ordinance in effect. 

10) The use of a screening fence between the four-plex and assisted living facility 
shall be subject to administrative approval. 

11) The assisted living facility shall provide exactly 25 rooms for dementia    
assisted living and 26 rooms for assisted living. 

 
YES:  Shumaker, Abrams, Adams, Christie, Hicks, Hurt. 
NO:    None. Motion Declared Carried. 

  
Public Hearing, Special Needs, C.D.B.G. Project Amendment 
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Assistant City Manager Zettel gave a brief presentation on the Community Development Block 
Grant. 
 
Tommy Butler, 40 Somerset, asked Mr. Zettel to clarify the area he was speaking about in 
reference to using the grant money.  Mr. Butler stated that he is pleased with the progress on 
Elms Road.  Mr. Butler talked about the Swartz Creek sign on the corner of Morrish and Miller 
Roads.  He believes that money could be spent repainting that sign. 
 
Jim Florence, 4296 Springbrook, talked about possibly using some of the grant money to 
expand on the Senior Center.  Mr. Bueche advised that the money had to be used by the end 
of April and the plans for the Senior Center are not far enough along for that to happen.  Re-
captured CDBG pool would be a better source for building. 
 
C.D.B.G. Three-Year Project Amendments 
 

 Resolution No. 080714-06      
 (Carried) 

 
  Motion by Mayor Pro-Tem Christie 
  Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council held a public needs hearing on October 23, 2006 to hear 
public comments for the use and distribution of Community Development Block Grant 
Funds allocated to the City for the three year funding cycle; and 
 
WHEREAS, at a Special Meeting held on October 30, 2006, the following resolution 
was passed by a quorum of members of the City Council: 
 

Resolution No. 061030-02    (Carried) 
 
Motion by Councilmember Plumb,  
Second by Councilmember Shumaker,  
 
The Swartz Creek City Council accepts the three-year Community 
Development Block Grant Distribution in the total amount of 
$37,672, and authorizes these funds to be allocated as follows:  
15% to the Swartz Creek Area Senior Citizens, Inc. in the amount 
of $5,650.08, and the remaining 85% to the Downtown Sidewalk 
Enhancement Program continuation project in the amount of 
$32,021.02. 
 
YES: Abrams, Christie, Hurt, Plumb, Porath, Shumaker. 
NO: None.  Motion declared carried. 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council, upon recommendation of its Staff and the hearing of 
comments from the public, considered the following potential projects that are eligible 
for CDBG Funds:  

1) Demolitions on Dye Road or Marathon 
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2) Elms Road Enhancements 
3) Downtown Streetscape 
4) Elms Park improvements 
5) Improvements to City owned land on the east side of Raubinger 
6) New sidewalk construction 
7) Improvements to Civic Area 
8) Construction of a Water Park 
 

 WHEREAS, the City Council finds it feasible and in the best interest of the residents to 
amend the three year Community Development Block Grant Funding Plan. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, I Move the City of Swartz Creek amend the three-year 
Community Development Block Grant Distribution, total amount of $37,672, and 
authorize these funds to be allocated as follows: 15% to the Swartz Creek Senior 
Citizens Operations in the amount of $5,650.08, and the remaining 85% to: 
the Elms Road Enhancement Project, in the amount of $32,021.02. 

 
Discussion Took Place. 

 
 YES:  Shumaker, Abrams, Adams, Christie, Hicks, Hurt. 
 NO:    None. Motion Declared Carried. 
 
Bid Returns, Local Street Repairs     (Discussion Topic) 
        
City Manager Bueche presented the bids that were received for the Local Street repairs, 

and the options associated with them.   
 
Discussion Ensued. 
 
Park Fee Waiver Request, Genesee County Deputy Sheriff’s Association 
 
 Resolution No. 080714-07       (Carried) 
 

 Motion by Councilmember Shumaker 
 Second by Councilmember Hicks 
  

I Move the City of Swartz Creek waive fees associated with the use of  Elms Road Park 
Pavilion #4, for the Genesee County Deputy Sheriff’s Association, a not for profit 
organization, on Saturday August 16, 2008, from 10:00 AM to 7:00 PM, for their annual 
picnic. 
 
Discussion Took Place. 
 
 YES:  Abrams, Adams, Christie, Hicks, Hurt, Shumaker. 
 NO:    None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
 
Appropriation, Bid Award, Sidewalk Repair 
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 Resolution No. 080714-08      
 (Carried) 

 
  Motion by Councilmember Hicks 
  Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 
I Move the City of Swartz Creek accept the low bid of Badgley Construction, Swartz 
Creek Michigan, for the repair of deteriorated sidewalk sections as designated by the 
City, costs of $4.25 per S.F. 4” and $5.15 per S.F. 6”, and in accordance with the 
specification as set forth in the bid documents.   
 
Discussion Ensued. 
 
  YES:  Adams, Christie, Hicks, Hurt, Shumaker, Abrams. 
  NO:    None. Motion Declared Carried. 
 
Gain Report         (Discussion Topic) 
 
Councilmember Hurt asked for an update on GAIN.  Mayor Abrams advised that no 

updated reports have come forth as to the status of the GAIN unit.   
 
FANG Report        (Discussion Topic) 
 
Councilmember Adams gave a brief presentation about the status of the FANG unit. 

 
Discussion Took Place. 
 
MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC 
 
Tommy Butler, 40 Somerset, remarked on the C.D.B.G. grant money.  Mr. Butler suggested 
that the City use some of the money to build a football field for the youth football league.  Mr. 
Butler also commented on the use of the funds for the local street fund.  He suggested that 
ideas should come from the residents who live on the streets that are to be fixed.   
 
David Krueger, 7399 Miller Road, talked about the MML passing a 2% increase in state 
revenue sharing.  Mr. Krueger mentioned a link to his church website from the City website.  
He stated that a good portion of people visiting his site come from the City site.  He 
encouraged other business owners to establish a link to the City website.   
 
REMARKS BY COUNCILMEMBERS: 
 
Councilmember Shumaker responded to Jim Florence’s question on solicitation.  Mr. 
Shumaker referred to the City’s ordinance.  Mr. Shumaker spoke about the work done on 
Seymour Road and suggested that a letter be sent to the company expressing the City’s 
satisfaction with their work. 
 
Councilmember Hicks mentioned a letter from a Swartz Creek resident that was included in the 
Council packet.   
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Councilmember Adams spoke about the new black and white street signs.  Mr. Adams spoke 
about a round-a-bout he came upon in Bridgeport.  He felt that it worked very well, even at a 
high traffic time.  Mr. Adams responded to Mr. Butler’s comments about how to use the local 
street fund.   
 
Mayor Abrams spoke about political signs being in the right of way and wondered if anyone 
was checking on the problem.  City Manager Bueche stated that it is being monitored.   
 
ADJOURNMENT:  
 
There being no objection, Mayor Abrams declared the meeting adjourned at 9:17p.m. 
 
 
 
Richard Abrams, Mayor    Juanita Aguilar, City Clerk  
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1

Paul Bueche

From: Lou Fleury [LFleury@roweincorp.com]
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2008 11:31 AM
To: Paul Bueche
Cc: Adam Zettel
Subject: Billing Rates

Attachments: rates

rates

Paul,
Please see our billing rates attached. For any pending proposals that were submitted with the old 
rates (such as Morrish Road), we would provide our services at that old rate versus using our new 
rates.
Give me a call with any questions
thanks

Lou Fleury, P.E.
Project Manager
 
Rowe Incorporated
540 S. Saginaw St., Suite 200
Flint, MI 48502
 
Phone: 810-341-7500
Fax:  810-341-7573
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Hourly Rates  
 

 
CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 

Professional Engineering Services 

 
Category Billing Rate 
Project Manager........................................................................................................................................ $116 
Project Engineer ......................................................................................................................................... $99 
Graduate Engineer ...................................................................................................................................... $88 
Engineering Technician.............................................................................................................................. $77 
Senior Construction Observer .................................................................................................................... $88 
Construction Observer................................................................................................................................ $83 
Project Surveyor ......................................................................................................................................... $94 
Survey Crew (2 person) ........................................................................................................................... $142 
Survey Office Technician........................................................................................................................... $82 
 
* The above rates are valid through April 7, 2009. Rowe Incorporated adjusts billing rates every April. The new 

rates will be forwarded to our clients at that time. 
** Reimbursable expenses, such as travel, meals, equipment and reproduction are included in the above rates. 
*** Subconsultant/third party services - We encourage clients to allow us to coordinate these services, but the 

client is welcome to contract directly with the subconsultant. However, if the subconsultant is hired by 
ROWE, we will invoice the client at 1.1x the actual cost for those services provided by the subconsultant. 
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1

Paul Bueche

From: Lou Fleury [LFleury@roweincorp.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2008 11:31 AM
To: Paul Bueche
Subject: Fwd: billing rates 2008 Rowe.doc

Attachments: billing rates 2008 Rowe.doc

billing rates 2008 
Rowe.doc

Paul,
Thanks for giving us an opportunity to revisit this, please see attached.
As we discussed, billing rates pertain more to "T&M" fees; as you are aware we provide a letter 
proposal for each project with a "not to exceed" price that typically falls within or below industry 
average for compensation based on the project construction cost.
thanks again

Lou Fleury, P.E.
Project Manager
 
Rowe Incorporated
540 S. Saginaw St., Suite 200
Flint, MI 48502
 
Phone: 810-341-7500
Fax:  810-341-7573
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Hourly Rates  
 

 
CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 

Professional Engineering Services 

 
Category Billing Rate 
Project Manager........................................................................................................................................ $116 
Project Engineer ......................................................................................................................................... $99 
Graduate Engineer ...................................................................................................................................... $88 
Engineering Technician.............................................................................................................................. $77 
Senior Construction Observer .................................................................................................................... $88 
Construction Observer................................................................................................................................ $83 
Project Surveyor ......................................................................................................................................... $94 
Survey Crew (2 person) ........................................................................................................................... $142 
Survey Office Technician........................................................................................................................... $82 
 
The above rates will be valid until April 2011. 
 
The rates above include all normal business expenses such as travel, phone, equipment, printing, etc. 
 
Staff attendance at council meetings is not billed to our clients. 
 
. 
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1. Wilcox Labor Costs 
 

 Category     Billing Rate/Hour 
 
 Project Principal/Manager   $125.00 to $150.00 
 Project Professionals (Licensed)  $90.00 to $110.00 
 Staff Professionals (non-licensed)  $60.00 to $90.00 
 Technicians     $40.00 to $60.00 
 

Specific Personnel proposed to work on City of Swartz Creek projects as shown 
on the organizational chart provided is as follows: 

  
 Employee/Role     Billing Rate/Hour 
 Steve Warren, P.E. / Project Manager  $110.00  
 Steve Luoma, P.E. / QA/QC    $95.00 
 Andrew Harris, P.E. / Project Engineer  $90.00 
 Brent Barringer / Staff Professional    $80.00 
 Survey 2 person Crew    $140.00 
 Vanessa Warren, ASLA / Landscape Architect $80.00 
 Ryan Berquist, Construction Technician  $60.00 
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 
 

ROOM 223 – 1101 BEACH STREET                                    TELEPHONE (810) 257-3010 
FLINT, MICHIGAN  48502-1470                                                          FAX (810) 257-3185 

 
JULIE A. HINTERMAN 
  DIRECTOR-COORDINATOR  

 
January 22, 2008 
 
 
 
Mr. Adam Zettel 
City of Swartz Creek 
8083 Civic Drive 
Swartz Creek, MI 48473 
 
SUBJECT: Review of RFQ for Engineering Services 
 
Dear Mr. Zettel: 
 
Per your request, staff has completed a review of the Notice of Solicitation of Qualifications for 
Engineering Services.  The review was completed to ensure compliance with federal program 
requirements relating to the procurement of professional services.  Overall, the information provided met 
the requirements, however, staff does have some recommendations that you should consider.  We feel 
these recommendations will make the City’s proposal stronger. 

 
-       The “Disqualification of Applicant” section should include an additional provision that the 

firm must be in good standing with HUD and not included on the Debarment and 
Suspension List. 

 
 - Page 2 indicates that a “two-tiered” sealed process will be utilized by the City.  Staff 

recommends that a better explanation of that process be included in the proposal.  For 
example, our office completed a successful “two-tiered” process, through MDOT, by 
selecting the top three firms based on qualifications in tier one and assigning points to the 
top three firms based on costs for tier two.  The lowest priced firms, of the three, received 
ten points, the middle firm received five and, the highest priced firm received zero points for 
tier two. 

 
 -  Page 2 under the “General Scope of Required Services”, #1, indicates that the services will 

be limited to projects such as street construction (local and TEA-21).  For clarification 
purposes, TEA-21 is the old transportation legislation, it is now called SAFETEA-LU.  
However, we would recommend that you indicate “local, state, and federal” under that 
section, rather than limiting it to a specific source. 

 
If you have any questions or need further information, please contact myself or Mr. Jason Nordberg at 
(810) 257-3010. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Christine A. Kiesling, Principal Planner 
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission 
 
CK 
K:\cd\cdplan\2008\City of Swartz Creek RFQ review 

 
An Equal Opportunity Organization                                              Equal Housing Opportunity 
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Notice of Solicitation of Qualifications 
Professional Engineering Services 

 
CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK, MICHIGAN 

 
 
The City of Swartz Creek (pop. 5,300), in compliance with the qualified bidding selection 
process and the Brooks Act, is accepting sealed statements of qualifications from 
qualified firms to perform general engineering, surveying and landscape architecture 
services for the community.  The City’s selection of a qualified professional engineering 
firm will be for a period of three (3) years. 
 
Specifications are available online at www.cityofswartzcreek.org or may be picked up at 
the City Hall, 8083 Civic Drive, Swartz Creek Michigan, Monday-Friday, 8:30 a.m. to 
4:30 p.m.  Proposals shall be accepted at City Hall till Friday, March 14, 2008 at 
4:00 p.m., opening and tabulation to follow. 
 
The City of Swartz Creek has the right to accept or reject any and all proposals.  The City 
of Swartz Creek is an Equal Opportunity Employer. 
 
 

___________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
PUBLISH :   THURSDAY, JANUARY 31, 2008 
PROOF REQUIRED 
The Michigan Roads and Construction 
 
PUBLISH :   SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 2008 
PROOF REQUIRED 
The Flint Journal 
 
Please bill the:  City of Swartz Creek 
                         8083 Civic Dr. 
                            Swartz Creek MI 48473 
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Notice of Solicitation of Qualifications 
Professional Engineering Services 

City of Swartz Creek Michigan 
____________ 

 
GENERAL STATEMENT 
 
The City of Swartz Creek, in compliance with the qualified bidding selection process 
and the Brooks Act, is accepting sealed statements of qualifications from qualified firms 
to perform general engineering, surveying and landscape architecture services for the 
community. The City’s selection of a qualified professional engineering firm will be for a 
period of three (3) years from the date of successful award. 
 
DESCRIPTION OF THE COMMUNITY 
 
Swartz Creek (population ~5,300) is a municipal corporate suburb of the City of Flint, 
located in Genesee County, Michigan. Swartz Creek is a ‘home rule’ city with a council-
manager form of government. The city is about five (5) square miles and is currently 
experiencing relatively stable housing and commercial growth. The community is a full 
services government operating within a stable financial, political, and professional 
context. The City is in various stages of planning and implementation concerning sewer 
and water infrastructure improvements, trail-way design and construction, recreation 
planning, streetscape improvements, drainage, survey, and numerous street projects. 
 
SUBMISSION OF PROPOSALS 
 
All firms desiring to be considered as the City’s engineering firm and who are registered 
to practice in the State of Michigan, are invited to submit proposals in accordance with 
the terms as set forth within. Each firm submitting a proposal shall make themselves 
familiar with all conditions as described within. The City of Swartz Creek shall consider 
all applicants fully informed, unless the City is specifically notified in writing of all factors 
that would affect their proposal. All proposals shall be submitted in full detail, and all 
entries legibly made. An authorized corporate officer must sign the proposal.  
Statements of qualification along with any additional information the firms wish to submit 
will be accepted until 4:00 p.m., Friday March 14, 2008, at the Swartz Creek City 
Office, 8083 Civic Drive, Swartz Creek, MI 48473. At the aforementioned due date, 
time and location, proposals will be opened and tabulated as to their reception only. 
Awards shall be made after review as set forth within. Firms applying for consideration 
shall prepare and submit a single copy of the proposal to: 
 

PAUL BUECHE, CITY MANAGER 
CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 

8083 CIVIC DRIVE 
SWARTZ CREEK, MICHIGAN 48473 

 
Submission of a proposal will be construed as conclusive presumption that the applicant 
is thoroughly familiar with the proposal and specifications, and that the applicant 
understands and agrees to abide by each and all of the stipulations and requirements 

71



 

 

contained therein. Proposals can be delivered in person or sent via mail or similar 
currier, as addressed above. The outside of the entire package shall be clearly marked 
“PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES PROPOSAL” 
 
Proposals will not be accepted after the time designated for the opening of the 
proposals (Friday, March 14, 2008 4:00 P.M.). The applicant shall assume full 
responsibility for delivery of proposals prior to the appointed hour for opening same, and 
shall assume the risk of late delivery or non-delivery regardless of the manner the 
applicant employs for the transmission thereof. The City of Swartz Creek shall accept 
proposals only during normal business hours, said hours being 8:30 A.M. to 4:30 P.M., 
Monday through Friday, legal holidays excepted. 
 
RIGHT TO REJECT 
 
The City of Swartz Creek reserves the right to reject any or all proposals, or any part of 
the same, to waive any irregularities or informalities, and to make the award in part or 
entirety as may appear to the City of Swartz Creek to be in the best interest of the of the 
City. 
 
DISQUALIFICATION OF APPLICANT 
 
Although not intended to be an exhaustive list of causes for disqualification, any one or 
more of the following events, among others, may be considered sufficient for the 
disqualification of an applicant and the rejection of the applicant's proposal: 
 
A. Evidence of collusion among applicants. 
 
B. Lack of competency, incomplete submittals. 
 
C. Misrepresentation. 
 
D. Fraud or fraudulent statements. 
 
E.  Not in good standing with HUD; included on the Debarment and Suspension List 
 
GENERAL SCOPE OF REQUIRED SERVICES 
 
The City desires to retain a qualified professional engineering firm to provide general 
services for the following, typical local, state, and federally funded projects: 
 

1) Design engineering services to include, but not necessarily limited to, 
projects such as: street construction both new and re-construction; 
bridges; sidewalks; parks and park facilities, such as restrooms, trails and 
parking lots; storm water lines, structures and drainage studies; water and 
sanitary sewer mains, structures and facilities. 

 
2) Construction engineering including construction staking and 

inspection/observation. 
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3) Property surveys and legal description services. 

 
4) Review of development site plans to determine appropriate street 

construction design quality, utility/storm water design, detention capacity, 
traffic flow, and compliance issues regarding community policy and 
ordinance requirements. 

 
5) Project experience with respect to Genesee County CDBG projects. 

 
6) Provide continuing assistance with respect to state and federal grant 

opportunities; provide general assistance to city administrative and elected 
officials. 

 
7) Provide rational and creative leadership to staff and officials concerning all 

areas relating to the office of engineer. 
 
SUBMISSION CRITERIA 
 
The statement of qualifications shall, at a minimum, include the following information: 

1) A letter of transmittal containing the following information: 
 

a) A brief discussion outlining the firm’s understanding of the requested 
services. 

 
b) The name, title, address, telephone and fax number of the person 

authorized to represent the firm. 
 

2) The firm’s profile, including: 
 

a) Organization, size, Michigan office location(s). 
 
b) The office location where work associated with this proposal will be 

performed, including the number of professional staff by classification. 
 

c) Identify the person directly responsible for managing and supervising 
projects and relationships with City staff and elected officials. Submit 
resumes of all professionals likely to be assigned to community projects. 

 
d) Submit a list of municipal clients, including at least five of which are similar 

in character to the City of Swartz Creek for whom you have performed 
general engineering services for at least two years. Submit the name and 
telephone number of the local contact person. 

 
e) Submit a proposed contract for the services discussed in this proposal. 

 
f) Submit a single example of a work product, for work similar to projects 

discussed in this proposal. 
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g) Submit a “real life example” of an engineering review of a proposed site 

development. 
 

h) Submit a communication plan addressing how the firm/project manager 
will communicate with the City. 

 
i) Provide any other information considered important, not discussed in the 

RFP, limited to one (1) page, which may help the city better understand 
the firm. 

 
j) R.F.P.’s must be sealed. The outside of the entire package shall be clearly 

marked “PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES PROPOSAL”. 
 
SUBMISSION EVALUATION 
 
The City will review the proposals independent of rate schedules. After evaluation and 
ranking of proposals, negotiations will be commenced by the City Manager with the 
leading qualifier.  Subsequent negotiations may be commenced with the next most 
qualified firm if an agreement on rates is not reached. 
 
The evaluation is based on the following criteria: 
 

Ability to provide the service required, qualifications of personnel assigned, the 
quality of the communication plan, location of the office that will serve the 
community, compatibility of submission with respect to the RFQ requirements, 
reference analysis from other communities, work product submission, past 
experience of the firm with the community. 

 
The evaluation will be scored using the following relative weights: 
 

Criteria        Number of points 
 

Firm Experience and Qualifications:     20 
Project Manager:        15 
Staff:          15 
References, Quality Assurance:      15 
Capacity:         5 
Location, Accessibility:       20 
Rates:         10 
 
Maximum         100 points 
 

______________________________ 
 
 
 

The City of Swartz Creek is an Equal Opportunity Employer 
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CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK
PROPOSED TRAILWAY Rowe Incorporated

6211 Taylor Drive
PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATE Flint, MI  48507
7/10/2008

DESCRIPTION:

IMPROVEMENTS INCLUDE CONCRETE PAVEMENT, ORNAMENTAL LIGHTING, 
PRESSED COLORED CONCRETE, AND SITE FURNISHINGS.

WORK DESCRIPTION Quantity Unit Unit�Price Total
SIDEWALK ITEMS
Machine Grading 13 STA $800.00 $10,400.00
Concrete Pavement 5700 SFT $5.00 $28,500.00
Soil Erosion Control Measures 1 LSUM $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Cleanup and Restoration 1 LSUM $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Traffic Control 1 LSUM $7,500.00 $7,500.00
SUBTOTAL SIDEWALK $56,400.00

LANDSCAPING ITEMS
Electrical Supply 1 LSUM $15,000.00 $15,000.00
Ornamental Light 7 EA $3,000.00 $21,000.00
Pressed Colored Concrete 300 SFT $15.00 $4,500.00
Bench / Trash Receptacle 1 LSUM $1,500.00 $1,500.00
SUBTOTAL LANDSCAPING $42,000.00
CONSTRUCTION  TOTAL $98,400.00

STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS FROM ELMS PARK TO MILLER ROAD (APPROX. 1300 LF).

E:\Jul 28 Mtg Scans\elmstrail revised 7 10 08.xls Page 1
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Total

5 4 3 2 1 NA
Street maintenance (snow removal) 54 25 7 1 0 1
Street maintenance (repair) 34 17 14 8 13 2
Sidewalks (snow removal) 15 9 15 6 10 32
Sidewalks (repair) 22 17 19 9 4 16
Street trees 22 27 14 5 10 8
Street signs 44 26 11 0 2 4
Street storm water management 40 25 12 2 2 5

5 4 3 2 1 NA
Street maintenance (snow removal) 43 28 11 0 3 1
Street maintenance (repair) 2 5 21 17 42 0
Sidewalks (snow removal) 3 5 20 2 14 39
Sidewalks (repair) 3 10 33 7 11 20
Street trees 8 20 19 10 12 17
Street signs 23 32 19 0 2 10
Street storm water management 14 31 19 4 6 12

Yes No Unsure
66 4 23

Yes No Unsure
76 1 3

Light Medium Heavy
3 47 35

Yes No Unsure
17 49 15

$50 $100 $150 $200 $250+
5 15 3 4 1

Yes No Unsure
25 46 14

$100 $200 $300 $400 $500+
13 11 6 2 1

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?

If so, what level of repair do you think is appropriate?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "light repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "medium repairs" over 5 years?

Please Rate the Importance you place on YOUR Street's Infrastructure

Please Rate the Condition of YOUR Street's Infrastructure

Will you be living in/owning this property 5 years from now?

Do you feel your street is in need of street repair?
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Yes No Unsure
17 53 16

$250 $300 $500 $750 $1000+
11 6 1 1 0

Yes No Unsure
61 8 18

9am-12:pm12pm-3pm 3pm-6pm 6pm-9pm
14 11 9 54

Willing to Pay something
Yes No Unsure

40 38 13

If so, what general time-frame would work best for you?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "heavy repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?

Would you be willing to attend an informal public hearing with staff, neighbors, 
and electors to further discuss street repair?
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(Note: comments include grammatical and spelling errors as written by survey participants) 
 
Comments concerning your street (parking, widths, speeds, trees, other) 
 
Jennie Lane: “-Just certain small area need either light or medium repairs.  
“Under-cutting” is the method I would suggest; remove asphalt and dig out base, 
and sub-base, and punkic material to a inspected depth and replace with 
appropriate fill get (2) pave that evacuated area.  (3) then pave “1/2” or so all 
street. 
 
Cars run stop signs on the corner of Chesterfield and Daval all the time.  Trees 
are not trimmed on the city side 
 
I have lived in Chesterfield Dr for over 20 years and it is heavily traveled and 
most cars/vehicles, including school buses exceed the 25 mph speed limit.  In 
over 20 years I have never seen anyone ticketed for speeding on Chesterfield Dr. 
 
Good neighborhood 
 
I would like to have 2 cars pass each other without one stopping to allow the 
other pass. – width- 
I would like the speed to be posted and enforced on chesterfield dr. 
The streets are in need of heavy repairs but there are 3 foreclosures on my street 
alone.  Who picks up those property taxes for street repairs? 
 
We need a slow – children playing sign.  People drive way too fast. 
 
Chesterfield Dr is hilly.  Good street storm water management is very important.  
Any repair needs to consider that heavier vehicles (i.e. school buses) do use our 
street. 
 
The city dug up two sections of sidewalk in front of our house in order to repair a 
water shut off valve.  That was in May.  The workers covered the walkway with 
gravel and said they would come back and pour concrete to repair the sidewalk.  
This has not happened.  Now there is a sunken place in the walkway/sidewalk 
(possibly hazardous to foot traffic at night) and needs fixing.  When? 
 
Speed on Worchester, trash disobeying stop sign on Cappy and Worchester, 4 
way stop at Winston and Worchester. 
 
Pine trees hanging over sidewalks need trimming 
 
We were hearing that work on Chesterfield was going to start in July.  Just a lot 
of abandon houses make some yards, pools (backyards we kept up, including 
the ones that are owned Chesterfield on the North side between Seymour Rd 
and Daval Rd 
(Never mind, It was finally taken care of!!! 
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There has been a HOLE in front of my driveway for 4 years now!  Every attempt 
to fix it has been very poorly done and it is destroying my driveway.  PLEASE! 
FIX IT! FIX IT RIGHT! 
 
I’m a widow, and I don’t like surveys.  I’m Gods will. 
 
We pay enough taxes already.  Street repair should already be covered. 
 
Several trees have dead branches within them, a few are completely dead. 
Worchester needs immediate attention.  It ranks at the top of the worst roads in 
Genessee County.  It is only a matter of time when someone is severally hurt 
whether walking, running, biking or driving when they hit the bad areas or try to 
avoid them and the cars parked on the road. 
 
Because Chesterfield gets heavy bus traffic the level of road maintenance is 
higher than usual.  Heavier vehicles = more damage until you slow the buses 
down to 25 mph instead of the 45-50 mph speeds they currently run unhindered, 
road repair will be required at a greater level than normal no matter what type of 
repairs you perform. 
 
No.  That’s why I pay taxes 
 
It’s inconvenient to have parking only on one side of streets.  Post speed limit.  
Since we are so close to school.  The kids treat our streets like an expressway.  
It would be nice to have the “speed machine” on our street. 
 
We’ve lived here 24 yrs.  The streets were bad when we moved here, after all the 
taxes we have paid they are still bad. 
 
Chesterfield dr. is a disaster, the spot repairs are ineffective and wasteful. 
 
Just do the repair work and pull some maintenance and I think the entire street 
will be happy.  Forget the request for more money we are paying far too much 
already. 
 
I have been paying for road maintenance/repair for 40 years at this address and 
have had only a bumpy and potholed road all those years. 
 
Speed limits are not enforced enough.  Catch basin is directly in front of my 
house and is continuously plugged with leaves or debris, because the city fails to 
enforce ordinances regarding people placing fallen leaves, cut grass, trash, in the 
gutters.  During rains, the road floods.  Sometimes city crew will clean the 
catchbasin grill during a rain by shoveling the junk onto my lawn leaving it for me 
to clean up.  This makes me very angry.  Fine residents that allow 
leaves/grass/etc. to accumulate in their gutters. 
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#3 is unfair – how am I to know what needs to be done to fix my road. – I am not 
a road maintenance person.  This what I do know – by the stop sign on Jennie – 
at Yarmy BAD.  At the curb – other end BAD.  Seems like some areas are 
Medium & some are light. 
 
I am happy with the present speed limits.  The 30 mph is predominetly every 
where and I am satisfied with it.  There are still foolish speeders, but this includes 
both sexes, young people and many middle aged people.  In spite of this, there 
has been more attention paid to the speed limits.  I am happy with the police 
department. 
 
Large tree branch falling from front yard tree.  Dangerous to children. 
 
• More speed limit signs 
• Little wider streets to allow for better parking on roads 
 
Our street is so bad, when the snow plow goes through we get chunks of 
pavement in our driveway, then they go through our snow blower costing us 
money in repair. 
 
Worchester is in horrible condition!  It is sandwiched by nicely paved roads and 
ours is HORRIBLE!  It is the most in need of repairs street of whole sub.  Please, 
please repave us!  It’s our turn!  Also trees need to be cut if too high and 
branches falling off!  I’ve called 4 times in 2 years to have trimming done on tree 
but it never gets done.  The branches fall on our cars, property, bikes, etc. 
 
We have a continual problem of speeders.  I have personally offered our garage 
to the police department.  I can assure you there will be a day when a child gets 
injured that could have been prevented.  Hagstrom 635-3740 
 
I think we have a beautiful neighborhood and would like to see it maintained.   
 
How ever it is done we need to repair these streets. 
Streets around us get repair but not ours.  Their has to be some way to get this 
done. 
 
Chelmsford in bad need of repair as well. 
 
My tree need to be cut down.  It has a disease and is dying.  Was tagged in the 
spring to be cut down but as of today hasn’t been cut down.  Thank you 
 
Property taxes 
 
I’ve paid house taxes for over 20 years and so has everyone else.  There should 
be plenty saved up in your accts. to repair our roads. 
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∗ More speed limit signs throughout the village streets. 
∗ Nicer school xing signs for the kids and car drivers to see 
∗ Bus driver warning signs so they don’t speed – to many close calls of hitting a 

child      because they don’t like to go “slow”. 
∗ Parking signs that really determines violations and true meaning 
∗ Something posted about “Loud Music” in residence area 
 
The trees in front of my house need to be replaced! 
I’ve asked for the last 5 years. 
The streets have been patched enough now its time to really fix them 
 
People speed down street with loud music playing at all times of day and night.  
Streets are very potholed for bike riding which is very important nowadays! 
 
Any money we pay towards repairs needs to be tax deductible from both state 
and federal levels. 
 
My ash tree in front of my house is obviously dying – probably ash-borers. 
 

1. The tree in front of my house is bad and needs to be remove.  
2. The strom drain get blocked all the time will leafes, ice, and other things.  
3. The road is making my driveway crack by the road. 

 
I would consider paying some for med – street repairs, but not the listed above. 
 
Satisfied with street other than is need of medium repairs.  
 
Speeding seems to have become a real problem in the Village.  It is especially 
bad during the school year when the high school lets out for the day.  This really 
bothers me since I have two small children as well as many neighbor children 
that like to play outside. 
 
2 hour parking on all streets.  People are using streets for parking lots.  There 
should be no parking on the grass by winshall park. 
I think the city is doing a good job with what they have to work with. 
 
Out of town will be there late August. 
 
I am generally happy (living on Chesterfield) except the street is in poor repair. 
Also, I have asked for trees to be planted between the sidewalk and street 2 
different times.  Each year I am told the trees will be planted in the fall and the 
trees have never been planted. 
 
Taxes have been paid for over 35 years – Taxes, in my opinion, should be used 
to replace the worn out streets.  Drivers, to include school bus drivers, seem to 
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ignore the speed limit most of the time.  Sidewalks are marked for repair, then 
the repair seems to take forever to complete. 
 
There are trees marked to come since last year.  There are also trees that are 
deader that are not marked for coming down parking is fine.  
 

1. These cost should be covered by all, it should come out of property taxes. 
2. The majority of repairs have been caused by the buses! 
3. There needs to be more effort by our elected officials to insure the roads 

by safe  
 
Happy with our street but needs to be resurfaced. 
 
I think the no parking signs should be on the mail box side of the street. 
 
Should be total city problem not just selected area to pay. 
Your wasting our time and yours.  We pay taxes, you choose what to spend.  
People work to pay taxes. 
Beautification projects seem to have been chosen before street maintenance. 
Request of residents to pay for their street repairs is not good management of 
city council. 
 
I see no value in sending patching crews around to throw a pile of asphault in the 
potholes only to have worthless patching torn up by the street sweeper.  In my 
opinion, the street sweeper is a noisy, destructive nuisance and the patching 
crews are a waste of money when the roads get as bad as they are in the village.  
Also, the city needs a PLAN for regular SEALING and MAINTENACE of new 
streets instead of paving and then forgetting about them for the next 10-15 years. 
 
Please replant trees that were removed. 
 
I do not at this time feel that we should be charged such rates to have our street 
pave.  Our taxes keep going up while the assessment goes down.  There is no 
justice in this method. 
 
 
Other comments (anything related to government) 
 
Taxes have already gone up.  In a time when the economy is so bad, it is 
ridiculous to add more taxes when the streets should have been maintained all 
along.  Crime is up in S Creek and streets are full of foreclosed houses.  Who 
pays for their streets in front of their houses? 
 
• I would like to applaud the snow removal service and tree service departments.  
They do a great job. 
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• I realize that patrolling Chesterfield for speeders would be different but I sure 
wish people would slow down. – Especially school buses.  Thank you 
 
Why have you waited so long to do any Repairs?  Streets could have been 
repaired 10 years ago.  If you had not waited so long it may not have cost as 
much. 
 
Thank you Mr. Beuche for taking time to speak with me on street repairs.  Also 
thank you for cutting down the trees near the street that were the cause of some 
of our sewage backups to our basement.  We no longer have the backups with 
those two trees removed.  I hope no trees are planted in their places. 
 
Thank you for the survey 
 
The downtown area is unsightly.  There are so many wires hanging every where.  
There is no other city of our size that haven’t fixed this problem.  Even the little 
town of Vernon has fixed theirs! 
 
I always brag to my friends, co-workers and family about the Swartz Creek 
Community and how good the services are, except when it comes to the hole in 
the street!  625-1620 – feel free to call 
 
No more low income housing projects.  Why do you want to bring more crime 
and drugs to S.C. (eg. Birkshire) 
 
Change local ordinance of parking in street to winter only 
 
I feel it has slipped since I’ve been living here on this st.  The road has not been 
fix since I have moved into the neighborhood over 37 years ago.  And 
government doesn’t seem too concerned.  I will vote for a chance of government 
on Aug 6.  Thank you.  P.S. the taxes are high enough now. 
 
Most people don’t shovel their sidewalks in a timely manner, or some not at all. 
 
Enforce the parking laws during the yearly garage/yard sale in Winchester 
Village.  Offenders make it very difficult to safely travel the roads.  Demolish the 
old gas station building at Miller & Elms roads.  No more trailer parks or low 
income apartment complexes – we have more crime today than we had before 
they were built.  Fortino’s store is a downtown eyesore. 
 
Seems a little much to ask us.  Like on the roads to pay for the repair even part 
of the repair.  Last time I checked we all we required to pay taxes.  I realize you 
are only talking 5. = To a month but I pay my taxes along with all my other 
expenses.  Everything is expensive these days.  Going no support for me when it 
comes to paying for road improvement.  This is the city’s responsibility.  I have to 

84



find a way to fix my home repairs, and additionally increase in expenses.  Also 
does the city need to do this? 
We need a “children at play – slow down” sign on Jennie as their has a # of small 
children riding bikes in the street! 
 
There is a candidate for Council position who wants “change.”  He almost sounds 
like a “poor” man’s Obama.  I am satisfied with our Council structured 
Government. 
I am a Senior Citizen who is on a fixed income, I have not realized a pension 
increase for many years, so taxes are beginning to be a major concern. 
 
We in the city should be able to park in the street, our driveways on Jennie ln. 
are very short we have kids with cars and we need a better place to park.  It 
works in surrounding towns and I don’t see any problems.  I also don’t know why 
we can’t park our boats in our driveway.  Looks better than on side of house.  
 
Please repave worchester! Besides the road, this is a great place to live! 
 
Please repave Worchester!  Besides the road, this is a great place to live! 
 
We had a very good response on Christmas Eve due to a water main break.  
Hagstrom 635-3740 
 
I am almost 80 years old, a widow living on a pension.  It’s very true the streets in 
the village need repairing, but it would be a hardship for me to pay any amount at 
the present time. 
 
Branches put out to the Rd. takes forever to get picked up by whomever hauls 
them away.  Up to 3 weeks or more making our front yards look bad. 
 
The city workers don’t fill the pot holes properly. 
They fill it when its either too cold out or its just rained and they never stamp the 
loose piles down into the holes.  This is a waste of our money. 
 
Modification of current overnight parking citations on streets in front of homes.  
Many homes in the village do not have adequate driveway space.  There are no 
options for overnight guest for parking without being fined.  City should provides 
residents with alternative options on these ocassions.  Possible parking pass or 
permit obtained in advance might be an option. 
 
Local government is becoming very slow at getting anything that needs to be 
done completed in a timely fashion! 
 
Repair of roads is far more important than expanding the senior center. 
 
Keep up the good work. 
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Our road needs to be done.  I’ve seen a lot of kids get hurt because of the bad 
road conditions. 
My road is so bad its hard to keep clean of ice, snow and leafs and stuff. 
So please help us with the road thanks for your time. 
 
My family loves the Farmer’s Market and all the other community activities. 
 
I feel I have paid more than adequate taxes for those services. 
I was told that Jennie Lane was supposed to be done over 3 years ago: I have 
been disappointed with repair service.  But I’m happy with snow removal. 
 
Why do I pay taxes? 
 
Parking is relaxed for home town days (one week) but never for village garage 
sale (1 day only) why is one event more important than the other? 
 
The people in city offices should have knowledge of what’s happening about yard 
waste starts and ends; when clipping is done. 
Is it done on a 1 wk-2wk ect baces  
They know what’s going oin with most everything else 
 
Re #7A if meeting held in fall before snow birds fly South might have better 
response. 
7B. Late afternoon – early evening 
 
With the taxes that I pay on this property – I don’t think that paying extra for 
general maintenance is necessary. 
 
Four employees to remove brush, driving two vehicles.  Poor use of manpower 
More waste of city money 
 
What have you done with our tax dollars?  Why is there no money for roads?  Of 
all the things we pay taxes for, road construction and maintenance has to be 
among the most important.  What other lower-priority (even frivolous) things has 
the city been allocating money for that has left us without an appropriate amount 
for street repairs?  Finally, I would like to know whether the residents along 
Seymour and Miller roads were asked to chip in for the resurfacing of those 
streets, or is it just folks in the Village who have to pay for their own street 
repairs? 
 
Most people in this subdivision pay close to 2000 a year in property taxes.  The 
roads in this subdivision should be in better shape then they are. 
Winston, Worchester, Cappy, and Fairchild are the most traveled in the 
subdivision because of the school and should have been kept up better than they 
have been. 
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We need more signs that say (slow down children at play) etc.  Cars speed 
around Daval and Chelmsford all the time its dangerous!  We have a lot of 
children around this corner! 
 
Chelmsford Dr. needs (medium repair) towads Seymour pot holes! 
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Chesterfield

5 4 3 2 1 NA
Street maintenance (snow removal) 19 5 2 1
Street maintenance (repair) 12 4 3 3 4 1
Sidewalks (snow removal) 9 3 3 1 4 7
Sidewalks (repair) 10 7 5 3 2
Street trees 9 9 4 1 4
Street signs 14 8 3 2
Street storm water management 15 6 3 1 2

5 4 3 2 1 NA
Street maintenance (snow removal) 15 9 1 1 1
Street maintenance (repair) 2 2 5 7 11
Sidewalks (snow removal) 2 2 5 1 5 12
Sidewalks (repair) 3 3 13 1 1 6
Street trees 4 6 7 2 3 5
Street signs 8 11 4 4
Street storm water management 5 9 6 3 4

Yes No Unsure
23 0 5

Yes No Unsure
16 0 1

Light Medium Heavy
0 11 15

Yes No Unsure
1 17 6

$50 $100 $150 $200 $250+
3 2 1 1 0

Yes No Unsure
5 15 5

$100 $200 $300 $400 $500+
5 1 2 0 0

Please Rate the Importance you place on YOUR Street's Infrastructure

Please Rate the Condition of YOUR Street's Infrastructure

Will you be living in/owning this property 5 years from now?

Do you feel your street is in need of street repair?

If so, what level of repair do you think is appropriate?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "light repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "medium repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?
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Yes No Unsure
7 13 7

$250 $300 $500 $750 $1000+
5 2 0 0 0

Yes No Unsure
21 2 4

9am-12:pm12pm-3pm 3pm-6pm 6pm-9pm
6 2 5 17

Willing to Pay something
Yes No Unsure

13 9 6

If so, what general time-frame would work best for you?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "heavy repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?

Would you be willing to attend an informal public hearing with staff, neighbors, 
and electors to further discuss street repair?
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Daval

5 4 3 2 1 NA
Street maintenance (snow removal) 9 4 1
Street maintenance (repair) 5 5 1 2 1 1
Sidewalks (snow removal) 3 4 3 2 1 2
Sidewalks (repair) 3 4 5 1 1 1
Street trees 4 4 2 1 3 1
Street signs 8 4 2 1
Street storm water management 8 4 1 1

5 4 3 2 1 NA
Street maintenance (snow removal) 6 5 2 1
Street maintenance (repair) 1 4 4 6
Sidewalks (snow removal) 1 3 5 1 3 2
Sidewalks (repair) 4 7 1 2
Street trees 1 3 4 3 4
Street signs 3 6 4 2
Street storm water management 2 5 3 2 1 2

Yes No Unsure
12 1 3

Yes No Unsure
14 1 0

Light Medium Heavy
1 10 3

Yes No Unsure
4 10 2

$50 $100 $150 $200 $250+
1 3 0 0 1

Yes No Unsure
6 8 2

$100 $200 $300 $400 $500+
2 2 1 1 1

Please Rate the Importance you place on YOUR Street's Infrastructure

Please Rate the Condition of YOUR Street's Infrastructure

Will you be living in/owning this property 5 years from now?

Do you feel your street is in need of street repair?

If so, what level of repair do you think is appropriate?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "light repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "medium repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?
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Yes No Unsure
2 12 2

$250 $300 $500 $750 $1000+
1 0 0 1 0

Yes No Unsure
12 1 2

9am-12:pm12pm-3pm 3pm-6pm 6pm-9pm
1 1 1 9

Willing to Pay something
Yes No Unsure

8 7 1

If so, what general time-frame would work best for you?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "heavy repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?

Would you be willing to attend an informal public hearing with staff, neighbors, 
and electors to further discuss street repair?
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Jennie

5 4 3 2 1 NA
Street maintenance (snow removal) 7 5 1
Street maintenance (repair) 6 3 1 2
Sidewalks (snow removal) 1 2 9
Sidewalks (repair) 1 1 9
Street trees 1 2 3 1 3
Street signs 6 3 2
Street storm water management 6 4 1

5 4 3 2 1 NA
Street maintenance (snow removal) 9 2 1
Street maintenance (repair) 1 3 8
Sidewalks (snow removal) 11
Sidewalks (repair) 1 10
Street trees 2 1 2 7
Street signs 4 2 4 1
Street storm water management 3 6 1 1

Yes No Unsure
8 1 5

Yes No Unsure
13 0 0

Light Medium Heavy
0 10 2

Yes No Unsure
5 7 0

$50 $100 $150 $200 $250+
0 2 1 2 0

Yes No Unsure
4 7 1

$100 $200 $300 $400 $500+
0 3 1 0 0

Please Rate the Importance you place on YOUR Street's Infrastructure

Please Rate the Condition of YOUR Street's Infrastructure

Will you be living in/owning this property 5 years from now?

Do you feel your street is in need of street repair?

If so, what level of repair do you think is appropriate?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "light repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "medium repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?
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Yes No Unsure
3 8 1

$250 $300 $500 $750 $1000+
1 2 0 0 0

Yes No Unsure
8 0 3

9am-12:pm12pm-3pm 3pm-6pm 6pm-9pm
2 2 2 8

Willing to Pay something
Yes No Unsure

5 7 1

If so, what general time-frame would work best for you?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "heavy repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?

Would you be willing to attend an informal public hearing with staff, neighbors, 
and electors to further discuss street repair?
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Worchester

5 4 3 2 1 NA
Street maintenance (snow removal) 19 11 4
Street maintenance (repair) 11 5 10 2 6
Sidewalks (snow removal) 3 1 9 3 3 14
Sidewalks (repair) 8 6 9 4 3 4
Street trees 8 12 5 2 3 4
Street signs 16 11 4 3
Street storm water management 11 11 7 1 4

5 4 3 2 1 NA
Street maintenance (snow removal) 13 12 7 1
Street maintenance (repair) 1 9 6 17
Sidewalks (snow removal) 10 6 14
Sidewalks (repair) 3 13 4 8 4
Street trees 1 10 6 5 5 5
Street signs 8 13 7 1 4
Street storm water management 4 11 9 2 2 5

Yes No Unsure
23 2 10

Yes No Unsure
33 0 2

Light MediumHeavy
2 16 15

Yes No Unsure
7 15 7

$50 $100 $150 $200 $250+
1 8 1 1 0

Yes No Unsure
10 16 6

$100 $200 $300 $400 $500+
6 5 2 1 0

Please Rate the Importance you place on YOUR Street's Infrastructure

Please Rate the Condition of YOUR Street's Infrastructure

Will you be living in/owning this property 5 years from now?

Do you feel your street is in need of street repair?

If so, what level of repair do you think is appropriate?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "light repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "medium repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?
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Yes No Unsure
5 20 6

$250 $300 $500 $750 $1000+
4 2 1 0 0

Yes No Unsure
20 5 9

9am-12 12pm-33pm-6pm6pm-9pm
5 6 1 20

Willing to Pay something
Yes No Unsure

14 15 5

If so, what general time-frame would work best for you?

Would you be willing to pay for a portion of "heavy repairs" over 5 years?

If so, how much would you be willing to pay EACH year?

Would you be willing to attend an informal public hearing with staff, neighbors, and 
electors to further discuss street repair?
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
OLD CITY HALL PROPERTIES:  

CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK  
July 29, 2008  

Overview  
The City of Swartz Creek, Michigan is seeking proposals for the purchase and 
redevelopment of a single property located at 5129 Morrish Road; between Miller 
Road and Grove Street. The City of Swartz Creek owns the parcel, including the 
cinderblock storage structure. The structure has the potential to be renovated or may 
be demolished. The City would like lot property developed into a use conducive the 
downtown area (central business district zoning).  
 
The site is currently used for public use (storage). A Phase One environmental study 
has revealed NO contamination on the site; however, residential proposals are 
discouraged. Non-residential uses such as office shall be preferred over residential 
proposals. Industrial uses shall not be permitted. Innovative uses for the site are 
encouraged.  
 
Background on the City of Swartz Creek:  
The City of Swartz Creek is located approximately 7 miles West of Downtown Flint, 
Michigan, near the western edge of Genesee County. Swartz Creek has two (2) 
interchanges on I-69, at Morrish and Miller Roads. I-69 is an east-west highway that 
connects with I-75 to the immediate east, providing a north-south connection through 
the entire state. Miller Road is the primary east-west route through the city and 
provides access to the larger commercial areas in Flint Township to the east.  
 
General Information  
The property is a platted parcel, measuring approximately 130’ x 96’, located at 5129 
Morrish Road in downtown Swartz Creek.  The parcel is adjacent to one single 
family home to the north and one office building on Morrish Road to the south.  It 
also abuts the Swartz Creek City Department of Public Service Building to the east 
and an additional single family home to the east, on Grove Street. 
 
The structure on the property is a cinderblock building currently used by the City for 
storage of miscellaneous equipment and infrastructure components.  This building 
roof is rapidly deteriorating, but is otherwise suitable for rehabilitation.  The property 
has access to water, sewer, cable, phone, and gas utilities.  
 
Historical use of the structure is not fully documented. The Phase One 
environmental and other records indicate the site was used as a blacksmith shop, a 
single family home with garage, and as storage for the City. No contamination was 
discovered, but a BEA is recommended. 
 
Further information can be requested from the city staff. 
 
Coordinating Office  
All questions and additional information concerning this request for proposals should 
be directed to:  
Mr. Paul Bueche, City Manager  
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City of Swartz Creek  
8083 Civic Drive  
Swartz Creek, MI 48473-1498  
(810) 635-4464  
 
Deadline for Submission  
All proposals must be submitted to City Hall on or before 4:00 PM, Wednesday 
August 27, 2008 at the above address.  
 
Project Development Guidelines  
The proposals for development must incorporate the following guidelines:  
1. The City will allow development on the platted lot, meeting the dimensional and 
use requirements of the Zoning Ordinance for the Central Business District.  
2. If a new residential unit is proposed, the design must match the units in the 
neighborhood (1½ or 2 story structure complimenting the common era of 
construction). Garage doors must be side entry or recessed, if feasible.  
3. If a new residential unit is proposed, a Baseline Environmental Assessment shall 
be completed by the Developer. 
4. The exterior/facade of any new or rehabilitated structure shall have a quality 
appearance consistent with new residential or commercial construction and the 
design guidelines observed in the City’s Planned Unit Development Districts.  
6. Access and parking (if proposed) must be clearly identified in the proposal.  
7. Landscaping, pedestrian amenities, and other features are encouraged and must 
be identified.  
8. Rehabilitation of the existing structure will be considered.  
9. Combination with any adjacent parcel for use as an accessory use or open space 
shall also be considered. 
 
Evaluation Criteria  
All proposals will be reviewed and ranked by the City Administrative Staff with final 
approval by the City Council. The basis of the evaluation criteria and development 
objectives set forth below:  
1. Achievement of site goals and proposal guidelines.  
2. Capacity to complete project; commence construction in 2008 or 2009.  
4. Demonstrate and provide financial capacity to undertake project.  
5. Anticipated sale price of project (if applicable).  
6. Experience with similar development projects.  
7. Creativity of design and use of the land.  
8. Purchase price of property (selection will NOT be based solely upon price).  
 
Selection Process  
All proposals will be reviewed and ranked by the City administration. A written 
evaluation will then be forwarded to the Council rating each of the proposals and 
providing comments. The City reserves the right to ask any or all applicants to make 
a formal public presentation. The City may request additional proposal or financial 
information to further clarify or support the submission. The Council will then 
consider the proposals based on the above evaluation criteria and select a preferred 
developer.  
 

109



A purchase/development agreement will then be negotiated with the developer prior 
to final approval by the City Council. This agreement will contain the purchase price 
and any conditions related to development of the sites. If a purchase/development 
agreement is not concluded in a timely fashion, the City Council, at its option, may 
choose to initiate negotiations with the next highest ranked applicant. The City 
reserves the right to reject any or all proposals, to waive irregularities and/or 
informalities in any proposal, and to make the award in any manner deemed in the 
best interest of the City of Swartz Creek.  
 
Proposal Content and Format  
Three (3) copies of the proposal shall be submitted to the City and shall be formatted 
in the order outlined below. Each section of the proposal must be clearly identified 
with the appropriate headings. Brevity in response to the application is appreciated 
and the proposal need not exceed ten (10) pages in length. Additional copies may 
be requested if necessary. 
 
Proposal Format  
1. Project Description- provide written and/or graphic materials portraying the 
developer’s proposal for how the lot will be used and/or developed.  
2. Plans/Elevations - Provide a sketch plan of any new or rehabilitated structure; any 
proposed driveway, parking, or garage locations; and elevations or sample 
renderings/photos of the building exterior.  
3. Organization - State the full name and address of the organization. Indicate 
whether it operates as an individual, partnership corporation or limited liability 
company. Include copies of licenses to operate in the State of Michigan, certificate of 
insurance, and other pertinent legal documentation. Please indicate whether the 
organization or its principals has ever conducted business under any other name. 
This information shall be provided for all organizations participating in the 
development of the property.  
4. Prior Experience - Provide a description of other projects completed (as developer 
of as the contractor of the developer).  
5. Project Financing - Provide a description of the financial resources for completion 
of the project including time schedule required to assemble needed financial 
commitments.  
6. Schedule - Include a project completion schedule including starting and 
completion dates and other key dates as identified for action (i.e. breaking ground, 
initiation of rehabilitation, project completion).  
7. Purchase Offer - indicate the amount offered for the property and any 
contingencies proposed.  
8. Authorized Negotiator - Include the name, signature and telephone number of the 
person(s) in your organization authorized to negotiate an agreement with the City of 
Swartz Creek.  
 
Disclosure and Cost Liability  
All information in an applicant’s proposal is subject to disclosure under the provisions 
of Public Act No. 442 of 1976, known as the “Freedom of Information Act” except the 
description of financial resources if confidentiality is requested. This act also 
provides for the complete disclosure of contracts and attachments thereto.  
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The City of Swartz Creek assumes no responsibility or liability for costs incurred by 
the applicant. Total liability of the City of Swartz Creek is limited to the terms and 
conditions as stated in the RFP and any subsequent agreement with the City.  
 
Indemnification:  
The successful bidder agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City of 
Swartz Creek, its officers and members, and its respective employees and agents, 
from and against all claims, lawsuits, losses and expenses including attorney’s fees 
arising out of or resulting from the performance of this award.  
 
Pre-Bid Meeting:  
A pre-bid meeting for all interested applicants will be held at 2:00 p.m. on 
Wednesday, August 13, 2008 at the Swartz Creek Council Chambers, 8083 Civic 
Drive, Swartz Creek, MI 48473-1498. Members of the administration will be available 
to answer any questions about the site and proposal. The meeting may adjourn to 
the site for inspection of the property. If, as a result of the questions raised at the 
meeting, the RFP is revised or additional information is provided, this information will 
be sent to all interested parties.  
 
Schedule:  
The following dates have been established, but are subject to change at the City’s 
option. The City of Swartz Creek reserves the right to invite a presentation of the 
proposals.  
 
RFP Issued July, 2008  
Pre-Bid Meeting August 13, 2008 at 2:00 p.m.  
RFP Response Deadline August 27, 2008 at 4:00 p.m.  
Presentations by Invitation To Be Announced  
Council Selection Tentative, September 2008  
Agreement Negotiated/Approved Within 30 Days of Selection  
Commence Construction Spring, 2009  
 
Non Refundable Deposit:  
As a good faith commitment to proceed, a mutually agreeable, non-refundable 
deposit will be required upon the signing of a purchase agreement with the City. This 
money will be applied to the purchase price upon closing. If, however, the agreement 
is breached by the Developer, voided or rescinded, the deposit will be forfeited to the 
City. 
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Miller Road Reconstruction 
Weekly Update 

Issue 11  July 18, 2008 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Synopsis of work done 
Phases 2 and 3 continue 

 Intersection of Miller/Ballenger: 
o Paving of SE quadrant of Miller/ Ballenger 

intersection completed Thursday and Friday. 
o Grading, storm sewers and curbs complete. 

 Ballenger from Miller to Swartz Creek bridge: 
o  Pavement repair and resurfacing is complete. 
o Guardrail nearly complete. 

 Miller from Linden to Best Buy: 
o  Aggregate base installation is complete. 
o Curb lines 90% complete. 

 Miller from I-75 to Ballenger 
o Cold milling of asphalt complete. 
o A portion of the storm sewer is complete. 

What to expect next week 
Ballenger/Miller intersection open to traffic! 

 Crews will work this weekend. 

 SE quadrant of Miller/Ballenger intersection 
completed. 

 Ballenger from Miller to Swartz Creek Bridge: 
o Guardrail finished. 
o Final pavement markings complete. 
o This section opened to traffic! 

 Miller Road from I-75 to Ballenger 
o Pavement removal complete. 
o Storm sewer work complete. 
o  storm sewer construction, and grading and 

aggregate base placement will be started. 
 Miller Road from Linden to Best Buy 

o curb lines to be completed. 
o Driveways to be completed. 
o Paving on main roadway underway. 

 As always, driveway access and all 
businesses are open throughout the project! 

We still have no choice… 
During the first part of Phase 3, (July 8 to approximately 
August 1), as we reconstruct the south half of Miller 
between I-75 and Ballenger, we will be able to maintain 
only 2 lanes of traffic in that area.  The existing narrow 
configuration simply won’t accommodate a left turn lane. 
Left turns are discouraged in that area during this time.  

Your ideas, suggestions or comments are welcome. Contact Construction Manager John Plamondon at 767-4920 ext 232, or by 
email at jplamondon@gcrc.org.  Visit Miller Road Page on www.gcrc.org for the most current information and automatic updates.

Important Reminders! 
 Merchants, especially those on the north side of 

Miller Road: Please remove any sprinklers and 
decorative landscaping on the road side of the 
stakes by July 25th for an August 1st construction 
start!  

 Mailboxes will be relocated. Boxes not meeting US 
Postal standards will be removed. Contact Mike Steiner 
at the Cody Branch of the US Post Office for more 
information. His number is (810) 234-8342. This is 
especially important as we move into the more 
confined area of Phase 3, with only 2 lanes open. 

 Observe the 25 MPH speed limit! We have 
experienced one accident, and that’s one too many. 

What the Bloggers are saying: 
 

“I was on Miller Road last week, it is looking 
very good, will be so much better when it is 
done, probably just in time for the holidays. I 
think they are being smart in the way they have 
set up the rebuild, small sections at a time.” 
 

Posted by twoguysmom on Mlive.com 07/02/08 at 12:22PM 
as a comment to the Flint Journal article regarding 
completion of Phase 1. 
 
We designed this project in sections specifically to 
maximize accessibility to businesses and minimize the 
inevitable impact the project would have on motorists 
and Miller Road merchants given the volume of traffic 
there. 
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