
City of Swartz Creek 
AGENDA 

Regular Council Meeting, Monday March 24, 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, March 10, 2008    MOTION Pg. 8, 16-21 
  
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. 22-39 
 6C. MDOT Advance Const Contract, Elms Road Project (Agenda Item)   Pg. 40-66 
 6D. MDOT Jobs Today Pull-Ahead Loan Contract (Agenda Item)    Pg. 67-77 
 6E. MDOT Contract Routing Letters (Agenda Item)      Pg. 78-79 
 6F. Police Vehicle Auction Report (Agenda Item)      Pg. 80 
 6G. Seymour Road Project Meeting Sign-In       Pg. 81 
 6H. County EMS Ordinance Meeting Notice       Pg. 82-83 
 6I. County GIS Pictography Notice        Pg. 84-85 
 6J. Bid Notice, Fire Hall Drain Repairs       Pg. 86 
 6K. Marathon Blight Violation Report       Pg. 87-90 
 6L. LSL Update, Zoning Enabling Legislation      Pg. 91-96 
 6M. Article, Headlee – Prop A Taxable Effects      Pg. 97-98 
 6N. Mayor’s Letter, MTA         Pg. 99 
 6O. Journal Article, Police K-9        Pg. 100 
 6P. Legislative Updates         Pg. 101-106 
 6Q. Recycling Notice         Pg. 107-110 
  
7. MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 

7A. 6th District Commissioner Pat Lockwood     COUNTY UPDATE 
7B. General Public Comments 

 
8. COUNCIL BUSINESS: 

8A. Elms Road Project, MDOT Construction Contract   RESO.  Pg. 9, 40-66 
8B. Elms Road Project, MDOT Jobs Today Pull Ahead Agreement  RESO.  Pg. 10, 67-77 
8C-G. MDOT Act-51 Road Certifications - Deletions    RESO.  Pg. 11-14 
8H. Police Vehicle Auction       RESO.  Pg. 15, 80 

 
9. MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 

9A. General Public Comments 
 

10. REMARKS BY COUNCILMEMBER’S: 
 

11. ADJOURNMENT: 
 
 

1



City of Swartz Creek 
CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

Regular Council Meeting of Monday March 24, 2008  7:00 P.M. 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor, Mayor Pro-Tem & Council Members 
FROM: PAUL BUECHE // City Manager 
DATE:   21-March-2008 
 
OLD / ROUTINE BUSINESS – REVISITED ISSUES / PROJECTS 

 
 PERSONNEL POLICIES & PROCEDURES (Status) 

Mr. Nottley is caught up.  He advises that we will schedule a day when he can meet with 
the supervisor’s for notes that he needs before he can get a draft together. 

 
 DISASTER, EMERGENCY RESPONSE POLICY COMMITTEE (Status) 

We are back meeting.  I hope to get this cleared up by summer.   
  

 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 and is working on a price.  I 
qualify this with we are in the bid process for engineering services.  This probably needs 
to be settled first.  I will keep the Council posted. 

 
 MAJOR STREET FUND, TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS (See Individual Category) 

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

REI is working on final payouts.  I am trying to get a handle on what, if any additional 
costs that were added to the project due to Verizon’s lack of cooperation.   

 SEYMOUR RE-SURFACING PROJECT (Status) 
We held a meeting with the residents on Seymour.  Only a small number turned out.  
All went well.  The project is scheduled to begin on May 1st, weather permitting. 

 ELMS ROAD RE-SURFACING PROJECT (Resolutions) 
Design is complete, approved and will go to bid in April.  This project is a pull ahead 
wherein we will be borrowing funds from the state at 4% interest until the scheduled 
year of project fund release from the Fed’s (2010).  Included with tonight’s agenda 
are two MDOT Contracts for this project, an advance construction contract and a loan 
agreement for the pull ahead.  As indicated in the past, I am disturbed by the 
changes in the funding ratios.  It will drain our 202 Fund long before we get to fixing 
Miller Road.  Our match portion of this project will be 36.3% of construction, all of the 
design engineering, all of the construction engineering, and 4% of the loan amount 
from the date of the contract until release of the funds, being September 30, 2010 
(estimated to be about 26 months).  Here is the breakdown on design, construction, 
construction engineering and interest:   
 

2



                                             Federal & MDOT                 City Match           Sub-Total 
Construction $ 581,250 $ 331,450 $ 912,700 

Design Engineering -0- $  30,000 $  30,000 
Const Engineering -0- $  75,000 $  75,000 
Jobs Today Loan 
Interest (4%, 26 

Months, $465,000) 
-0- $  40,300 $  40,300 

TOTALS $ 581,250 $ 476,750 $ 1,058,000 
 

If we had done this project say, 5 years ago at the same estimated construction cost 
of $912,700 using the same numbers for design and construction engineering, the 
match ratios would have been $227,540 City Match and $760,160 MDOT / Federal.  
It will get worse.  This project includes an additional $116,250 thrown at it by the state 
as an incentive for participation in the Local Jobs Today Program.  When this 
program concludes, expect our match ratio to be close to 50%.  At any rate, we have 
no apparent choice other than to continue complaining to our higher elected offices, 
and do the project.  The grant money for the project is obligated, the road approved in 
the TIP.  We could scale the project back and delete the curbs, gutters and storms.  I 
would advise against this as a lot of the road deterioration is related to inadequate 
drainage.  The proposed project fixes this and adds a great deal of longevity to the 
road.  We could also eliminate the 1,200’+ feet of road that is on the border.  I also 
advise against this as all of the residents that live in this border section are in the 
City.  We are still negotiating with the County Road Commission to pay a portion of 
this section.  On the upside, Lou tells me he believes the construction estimates are 
high.  He is hopeful that we will get better prices at bid letting.  Another concern, all 
through the loan contract the state has back doors in the event that the anticipated 
money from the Federal Highway Administration is reduced, eliminated or diverted.  
Guess who is responsible to pay the loan back if the Feds back out?  At any rate, 
appropriation and resolutions are included with tonight’s agenda. 

 MORRISH ROAD RE-CONSTRUCTION PROJECT (Status) 
We need to begin the planning on this project.  As you may be aware, this has been 
submitted to the TIP as a total reconstruction project with a request for a very low 
amount of funding.  Because of this, it has been approved.  Meijer’s will be making a 
sizeable contribution ($1.5 Million).  This money, coupled with funding that we would 
have had to pay if Meijer had not been approved should be ample to pay the costs of 
widening, storms, curbs, gutters and traffic signals.  Right now, we are awaiting a 
draft development agreement from Mr. Gildner that we will enter into with Meijer’s 
that covers many of these items.   

 GM-SPO ISLAND CUTS (Status) 
We will be back to discuss this project as soon as we get some long-term road 
revenues and expenses calculated for this fund. 

 MILLER ROAD REPAIRS (Status) 
We will look to do this work in the spring. 

 
 LOCAL STREET FUND, TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS (Status) 

 2008 REPAIR ROSTER (Status) 
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.  Bid returns from the Seymour Project are in and the project has 
been awarded.  REI is working with the contractor and should be back in the near 
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future with a contract.  If this fails, we always have the Elms Road Contractor to work 
with. 

 NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENT - T.I.F. DISTRICT (Status) 
Adam is looking into this.  We will be back for additional discussion in the near future.   

 
 FIRE DEPARTMENT EVALUATION, 2008 CONTRACT RENEWAL (Status) 

Mr. Nottley met with the Fire Board for a workshop meeting on March 17th, with 
favorable results.  Additionally, I have met several times with Mr. Shumaker regarding 
the contract.  We have identified a handful of areas that need addressing.  As of writing, 
I am waiting for the return of Mr. Figura in order to go over a few items with him prior to 
preparing a draft.  He is due back at the end of the month. 

 
 WATERMAIN SALE (Status) 

We have heard nothing more from the County on this.  My guess is the state of the 
economy, fueled by the sharp decline in property values and subsequent building, has 
sent this to the way-back machine (Rocky & Bullwinkle, for those that remember).  I am 
going to drop interest in it for now.  If we are approached later by the County, we can 
look at it again. 

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

At the last meeting, we awarded the bid to Liqui-Force based on unit prices.  We’ll 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. 

 
 HERITAGE PARK & NON-MOTORIZED TRAIL SYSTEM (Status) 

As you are aware, w are looking to construct the first phase of our trail system in 
conjunction with the Elms Road Re-surfacing Project.  We are still searching for 
additional grant funding to offset the local match 

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

Pending. 
 

 SPRINGBROOK, HERITAGE STREET-LIGHTING  (Status) 
Mr. Gildner is still working on a draft development agreement for Heritage.  In 
conjunction with the agreement, a resolution of dedication of the streets in Phase I will 
accompany the agreement.  Springbrook streetlights are tied with an agreement for 
service and maintenance of their water system.  We will have something shortly for 
Council consideration. 

 
 SWARTZ CREEK SCHOOLS, CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT CAMPAIGN (Status) 

It appears that due to the state’s economy, the school district has placed a hold on their 
capital improvements.  

 
 LABOR CONTRACTS (Status) 

On Mr. Kehoe, he is currently a payroll employee and needs an employment 
agreement.  I will look to get something together and back before the Council soon.  
Additionally, the Police have a wage re-opener for the July 1, 2008 through June 30, 
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2009 segment of their contract.  I have begun negotiations with them and will be back 
as soon as I have something concrete.   
 
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 
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) 

Mr. Gildner has prepared a base agreement that leaves only the specifics to be filled in 
by the staff.  I am working on tailoring them in line with specific contracts to which the 
specific employee went out on.  I should have them back soon for Council review. 

 
 MEIJER’S (Status) 

Pending.  
 

 MARATHON STATION BLIGHT & NON-CONFORMING USE (Status) 
The second round of litigation has been filed in District Court.  In short, we are asking 
the District Court Judge for Injunctive Relief of the pylon sign and general property 
conditions.  I expect a default in the matter.  We had to have our crews padlock the 
building as a door was found open and in the determination of the Police Chief, a 
danger.  The property owner failed to return calls to us. 

 
 GENERAL LEDGER & ACCOUNTING SOFTWARE (Status) 

Pending. 
 

 COUNTY E.M.S. ORDINANCE, AMBULANCE SERVICE (County Update) 
Not much explaining need be done here, as it appears as if all Council Members were 
present.  I think a lot of good information was traded at this meeting.  One thing clear to 
me is that a lack of communication can breed mistrust.  We will see where this issue 
goes.  On the other issue, Commissioner Lockwood indicates she will attend tonight’s 
meeting.  I have her on the agenda. 

 
 2008-2009 BUDGET (Status) 

It’s that time of year again.  For the last three to four years, we have been dodging the 
deficit by reductions and adjustments in the way we do business.  So far, we have been 
successful.  It appears that this year will be the first where we will see less revenue than 
the previous year in our levy.  Expect this to get worse, maybe much worse, before it 
gets better.  We look for no additional money this year.  It will be an effort to maintain 
the same level of services.  A tentative budget schedule is as follows: 
 

April 14th: Present Draft, Discussion, Set Public Hearing 
 

  May 12th:              Public Hearing, Discussion 
 

Special Meeting:       If Desired By Council 
 

May 26th: Adopt Budget 
 

June 9th: Truth in Taxation Hearing, Set Levy, Set 2008-
2009 Meeting Schedule, Year End Fiscal 
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Adjustments, Review City-Wide Fees and 
Charges for Services 

 
June 30th:         Fiscal Year End  

 
In reviewing of our financials, it is the same story as last year. We are going to find 
ourselves short in a number of categories.  Our MERS defined benefit retirement plan 
took significant jumps as did the medical insurance.  Additionally, we are seeing 
skyrocketing costs in just about every aspect of business.  Revenues related to uncaps 
(real property transfers that uncap or reset taxable values) are plummeting.  New 
housing starts are non-existent.  The result is shortfalls in a number of the general fund 
departments.  I’m going to try my best, for at least one more year, to bring our finances 
in with revenues in excess of expenses. 

 
 FEES, RATES & SERVICE CHARGES (Status) 

Water, sewer and various service fees need some adjustments.  We are watching the 
County and awaiting the new software installations before we make any changes.   

 
NEW BUSINESS / PROJECTED ISSUES & PROJECTS 
 

 MDOT ROAD CERTIFICATION, ADDITIONS & DELETIONS (Resolutions) 
We have a couple of addition and deletions to our MDOT Act-51 Report.  This is a 
housekeeping item that only makes its way back to the Council when additions or 
deletions are needed from the prior year(s).  Being added this year is the last phase of 
Parkridge Subdivision (Parkridge Drive, Birch Lane, Hickory Lane and Mountain Ash).  
This subdivision is now completed.  The section of Raubinger Road (including the 
bridge) that we passed along to the County in December is being deleted from our 
roster.  Resolutions are included with tonight’s agenda. 

 
 POLICE VEHICLE AUCTION (Resolution) 

Rick has a vehicle that is no longer needed.  A check with County Purchasing indicates 
that they would like to put together an auction for just vehicles in late April or May, but 
as of now have not done so.  If they can get it together, we have a resolution to sell with 
tonight’s agenda.  If they cannot, I would prefer not to keep it another year (insurance 
costs, depreciation, etc.).  We will look at other options if this happens and come back 
for another resolution. 

 
 COUNTY PICTOMETRY RENEWAL (Information) 

Included with tonight’s packet is a letter from the County I.T. department for a renewal 
of our Pictometry license.  It appears that the County has delayed a round of new aerial 
photographs for one more year, 2009.  In order to continue using the software, we have 
a fee of about $150.  Our total cost when a new flight is scheduled in 2009 is estimated 
to be $1,367.  We should see an agreement of some sort from the County in the near 
future. 
 

Council Questions, Inquiries, Requests and Comments 
 

 Park & Ride Improvements, Miller & I-69.  Pending 
 Z.B.A. Compensation.  Pending. 
 Signs, Blackmore & Rowe (in right of way?).  We are still checking into the Blackmore 

and Rowe sign. 
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 Sunoco, 5012 Holland, Yellow Drop Box.  I think I have the owners in agreement to 
relocate it alongside the building near the southeast corner. 

 After-Hours Clinic, Location Within City Limits.  Short of supplying and funding a building, 
we cannot regulate free enterprises.  We will continue to look for such a use and 
promote it wherever we can.   

 

Are We There Yet... ? 
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City of Swartz Creek 

RESOLUTIONS  
Regular Council Meeting, Monday March 24, 2008 7:00 P.M. 

 
 
 
Resolution No. 080324-4A MINUTES, MARCH 10, 2008 

 
Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council hereby approve the Minutes of the Regular 
Council Meeting held March 10, 2008, to be circulated and placed on file. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For:_______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________  

 
 
Resolution No. 080324-5A 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 March 24, 2008 to be circulated and 
placed on file. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 
Resolution No. 080324-6A CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the City Manager’s Report of March 24, 
2008, to be circulated and placed on file. 
  
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 
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Resolution No. 080324-8A ELMS ROAD PROJECT, M.D.O.T. ADVANCE 
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek is a Local Governmental Unit and recognized 
Street Authority eligible to receive funding from the Michigan Department of 
Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration; and,  
 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek is a member of the Genesee County Metropolitan 
Planning Alliance, an urban transportation planning cooperative charged with allocating 
funds to eligible street authorities in Genesee County; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek has identified a need to make repairs and  
improvements to Elms Road from the I-69 viaduct to the North City Limit, in 
conformance with the design plans prepared by the City’s consulting engineer and 
approved by the Michigan Department of Transportation; and,  

 
WHEREAS, the Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance and the Swartz Creek City 
Council has considered the making of such repairs and improvements in open session 
following the review of documents and the hearing of comments on the need from the 
city’s engineer, staff and from the public, and further, design engineering plans have 
been drafted, submitted and approved by the Michigan Department of Transportation; 
and,  

 
WHEREAS, the Elms Road Repair and Improvement Project has been obligated for 
funding and let for bid under the Michigan Department of Transportation using Surface 
Transportation Program funding sources, projected total project costs as follows:  
 
                                             Federal & MDOT                 City Match           Sub-Total 

Construction $ 581,250 $ 331,450 $ 912,700 
Design Engineering -0- $  30,000 $  30,000 
Const Engineering -0- $  75,000 $  75,000 
Jobs Today Loan 
Interest (4%, 26 

Months, $465,000) 
-0- $  40,300 $  40,300 

TOTALS $ 581,250 $ 476,750 $ 1,058,000 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved that the City of Swartz Creek appropriate an 
amount not to exceed $331,450, plus 5% contingency, from 202 Major Street Fund, for 
a total of $348,022, as identified by MDOT Project / Contract Number STP-0825(013) – 
08-5082, and further, direct the Mayor and City Clerk to enter into and execute an 
MDOT Advance Construction Agreement, a copy of which is attached hereto. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 
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Resolution No. 080324-8B ELMS ROAD PROJECT, M.D.O.T. JOBS TODAY PULL 
AHEAD LOAN AGREEMENT 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek is a Local Governmental Unit and recognized 
Street Authority eligible to receive funding from the Michigan Department of 
Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration; and,  
 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek is a member of the Genesee County Metropolitan 
Planning Alliance, an urban transportation planning cooperative charged with allocating 
funds to eligible street authorities in Genesee County; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek has identified a need to make repairs and  
improvements to Elms Road from the I-69 viaduct to the North City Limit, in 
conformance with the design plans prepared by the City’s consulting engineer and 
approved by the Michigan Department of Transportation; and,  

 
WHEREAS, the Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance and the Swartz Creek City 
Council has considered the making of such repairs and improvements in open session 
following the review of documents and the hearing of comments on the need from the 
city’s engineer, staff and from the public, and further, design engineering plans have 
been drafted, submitted and approved by the Michigan Department of Transportation; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek has approved, executed and entered into 
Michigan Department of Transportation Contract # STP-0825(013) – 08-5082 for the 
repair of South Elms Road from the I-69 viaduct to the North City Limits; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Governor’s Office for the State of Michigan introduced a plan that was 
adopted by the Michigan State Legislature, entitled “Local Jobs Today Pull Ahead 
Program” that provides for low interest loans to local street authorities to construct 
approved highway projects from future Federal Funding Years, allowing projects to be 
pulled ahead and constructed before the distribution of obligated funds; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Elms Road repair and improvement project is an approved and 
obligated project for the year 2010 and qualifies for the Michigan Local Jobs Today Pull 
Ahead Program, and further, application has been submitted and approved by the 
Michigan Department of Transportation for advance construction, in the amount of 
$465,000 with an additional $116,250 to be provided by the State of Michigan for 
participation in the program; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Elms Road Repair and Improvement Project Local Jobs Today Pull 
Ahead Program construction loan and amortization schedule is estimated to be as 
follows: 
 
                                            Fed Advance        State Match           City Match       Total Construction 

Construction $ 465,000 $ 116,250 $ 331,450 $ 912,700 
$465,000 @ 4% 

Interest, Estimated 26 
Months @ $1,550 Per 

Month 

-0- -0- $  40,300 $  40,300 
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NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved that the City of Swartz Creek accept the advance 
construction loan under the terms of the Michigan Local Jobs Today Pull Ahead 
Program, in the amount of $465,000 and appropriate an amount not to exceed $40,300, 
plus 15% contingency, from 202 Major Street Fund, for a total of $46,345, loan interest 
as identified by MDOT Project / Contract Number STP-0825(013) – 08-8082, and 
further, direct the Mayor and City Clerk to enter into and execute an MDOT and City of 
Swartz Creek Local Jobs Today Program Loan Contract, a copy of which is attached 
hereto. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 
Resolution No. 080324-8C ADDITION OF SECTIONS OF PARKRIDGE PARKWAY TO 

THE MDOT LOCAL STREET SYSTEM MAP – 
PARKRIDGE PARKWAY 

 
Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek has acquired title to Parkridge Parkway before 
December 31, 2007; and,  
 
WHEREAS, it is necessary to furnish certain information to the State of Michigan to 
place this street within the City Street System for the purpose of obtaining funds under 
Act 51, P.A. 1951 as amended. 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED,  
 
1. That the centerline of said street is described as: 
 

All that part of Park Ridge Parkway as platted in the recorded plat of Park Ridge 
Subdivision No. 3 recorded in Liber 76, Pages 34 & 35 and Park Ridge 
Subdivision No. 4 recorded in Instrument #200107050066921, Genesee County 
Records.   

 
2. That said street is located within a City right-of-way and is under the control of 

the City of Swartz Creek. 
 
3. That said street is a public street and is for public street purposes. 
 
4. That said street is accepted into the City Local Street System and was open to 

the public before December 31, 2007. 
 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 
 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 
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Resolution No. 080324-D ADDITION OF BIRCH LANE TO THE MDOT LOCAL 
STREET SYSTEM MAP 

 
Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek has acquired title to Birch Lane before December 
31, 2007; and,  
 
WHEREAS, it is necessary to furnish certain information to the State of Michigan to 
place this street within the City Street System for the purpose of obtaining funds under 
Act 51, P.A. 1951 as amended. 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED,  
 
1. That the centerline of said street is described as: 
 

All that part of Birch Lane as platted in the recorded plat of Park Ridge 
Subdivision No. 3 recorded in Liber 76, Page 34 & 35, Genesee County Records.   

 
2. That said street is located within a City right-of-way and is under the control of 

the City of Swartz Creek. 
 
3. That said street is a public street and is for public street purposes. 
 
4. That said street is accepted into the City Local Street System and was open to 

the public before December 31, 2007. 
 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 
 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 
Resolution No. 080324-E ADDITION OF HICKORY LANE TO THE MDOT LOCAL 

STREET SYSTEM MAP 
 
Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek has acquired title to Hickory Lane before 
December 31, 2007; and,  
 
WHEREAS, it is necessary to furnish certain information to the State of Michigan to 
place this street within the City Street System for the purpose of obtaining funds under 
Act 51, P.A. 1951 as amended. 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED,  
 
1. That the centerline of said street is described as: 
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All that part of Hickory Lane as platted in the recorded plat of Park Ridge 
Subdivision No. 4 recorded in Instrument #200107050066921, Genesee County 
Records.   

 
2. That said street is located within a City right-of-way and is under the control of 

the City of Swartz Creek. 
 
3. That said street is a public street and is for public street purposes. 
 
4. That said street is accepted into the City Local Street System and was open to 

the public before December 31, 2007. 
 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 
 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 
Resolution No. 080324-F ADDITION OF MOUNTAIN ASH LANE TO THE MDOT 

LOCAL STREET SYSTEM MAP 
 
Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek has acquired title to Mountain Ash Lane before 
December 31, 2007; and,  
 
WHEREAS, it is necessary to furnish certain information to the State of Michigan to 
place this street within the City Street System for the purpose of obtaining funds under 
Act 51, P.A. 1951 as amended. 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED,  
 
1. That the centerline of said street is described as: 
 

All that part of Mountain Ash Lane as platted in the recorded plat of Park Ridge 
Subdivision No. 3 recorded in Liber 76, Pages 34 & 35, Genesee County 
Records.   

 
2. That said street is located within a City right-of-way and is under the control of 

the City of Swartz Creek. 
 
3. That said street is a public street and is for public street purposes. 
 
4. That said street is accepted into the City Local Street System and was open to 

the public before December 31, 2007. 
 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 
 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 
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Resolution No. 080324-G DELETION OF RAUBINGER ROAD BRIDGE FROM THE 
MDOT LOCAL STREET SYSTEM MAP 

 
Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek and the Genesee County Road Commission 
entered into an agreement on December 17, 2007 that provides for the transfer of 
jurisdiction from the City to the Genesee County Road Commission, along with all 
interest, responsibilities for repair and maintenance, of a portion of Raubinger Road and 
the Bridge on Raubinger Road south of Miller Road; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Genesee County Road Commission has accepted the bridge under its 
jurisdiction along with a Critical Bridge Funded Repair Grant; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City, in compliance with the terms of the agreement with the Genesee 
County Road Commission, desires to abandon its certification under the State of 
Michigan Local Street System for the purpose of obtaining funds under Act 51, P.A. 
1951 as amended, and transfer its authority as such to the Genesee County Road 
Commission. 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the City of Swartz Creek hereby vacates the 
Raubinger Road Bridge as described below: 
 
1. Bridge Number B01 of 25-10-29 
 
2. Structure Number 2870. 
 
3. A parcel or land described as beginning at the North ¼ corner of Section 1, 

Township 6 North, Range 5 East, Gaines Township, Genesee County, Michigan;  
thence N 88°12’29” E along the line common to the Townships of Gaines and 
Clayton 33.00 feet to the easterly right of way line of Raubinger Road; thence S 
01°47’31” E along said easterly right of way line  and parallel with the North and 
South ¼ line of Section 1, 213.55 feet to the centerline of Swartz Creek;  thence 
S 70°09’36” W along said centerline, 69.42 feet to the westerly right of way line of 
Raubinger Road;  thence N 01°47’31” W along said westerly right of way line and 
parallel with the North and South ¼ line of Section 1, 51.05 feet; thence S 
88°12’29” W along said westerly right of way line, 17.00 feet; thence N 01°47’31” 
W along said westerly right of way line and parallel with the North and South ¼ 
line of Section 1, 184.00 feet to the line common to the townships of Gaines and 
Clayton;  thence N 88°12’29” E along said township line, 50.00 feet to the point of 
beginning.  Parcel contains 0.41 acres of land (17,932 square feet). 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that all interest be transferred to the Genesee County 
Road Commission 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 
 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 
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Resolution No. 080324-8H AUCTION SALE OF USED POLICE VEHICLE 
 

 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 
 
I Move the City of Swartz Creek authorize the competitive auction of a used police 
vehicle, being a 2004 Ford Crown Victoria Police Interceptor, VIN: 
2FAHP71W74X139405, Black 4 Dr, showing 80,226 odometer miles, at the Genesee 
County Purchasing Departments’ Governmental Auction, date and location yet to be 
determined, vehicle to be sold in accordance with Genesee County Purchasing Policy, 
proceeds to be placed into the City’s Motor Pool Fund.  

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

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

Regular Council Meeting Minutes 
Of the Meeting Held 

Monday March 10, 2008  7:00 P.M. 
 

CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 
SWARTZ CREEK, MICHIGAN 

MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL MEETING 
DATE 03/10/2008 

 
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, Porath, Shumaker. 
 
Councilmembers Absent:   None. 
 
Staff Present: City Manager Bueche, City Attorney Mike Gildner, Financial 

Officer/Deputy Clerk Mary Jo Clark, DPS Director Tom 
Svrcek. 

 
Others Present: Steve Shumaker, Jamie Adams, Tommy Butler, Bob Plumb, 

Phillip Bracey, Lou Fleury, Carl Conner, Ron Schultz, Brent 
Cole, Jim Florence. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
 Resolution No. 080310-01      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Porath 
  Second by Councilmember Hicks 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council hereby approve the Minutes of the Regular 
Council Meeting held February 25, 2008, to be circulated and placed on file. 

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

 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
 Resolution No. 080310-02      (Carried ) 

 
Motion by Mayor Pro-Tem Christie   
Second by Councilmember Shumaker 
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I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the Agenda as presented for the Regular 
Council Meeting of March 10, 2008 to be circulated and placed on file. 

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

 
REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 
 
Additional Reports and Communications added to agenda: 
 Golden Gem pamphlet 
 Michigan Emergency Management Assistance Compact 
 
City Manager’s Report 
 
 Resolution No. 080310-03      (Carried) 
 

 Motion by Councilmember Shumaker 
Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 
 I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the City Manager’s Report of 

March 10, 2008, to be circulated and placed on file. 
 

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

 
Discussion Took Place. 
All other reports and communications were accepted and placed on file. 
 
MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 
 
Steve Shumaker, 4084 Jennie Lane, spoke about the Police and Fire Protection Act 33 of 
1951.   He stated that he wondered if the City was organized properly.   
 
COUNCIL BUSINESS:    
 
Senior Center Presentation 
 
President Jim Florence made a presentation about the senior center and its current status. 
 
Director Melinda Soper made a short presentation about the Senior Center activities and 
opportunities. 
 
Discussion Took Place. 
 
2008 MDOT Safety Grant Applications 
 

Resolution No. 080310-04      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Hicks 
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  Second by Mayor Pro-Tem Christie 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek is a local government unit eligible to receive 
funding from the Michigan Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway 
Administration; and,  

 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek, through advice from its Staff and Engineers, has 
identified a need to make safety improvements to the intersection of Miller & Seymour 
Roads and/or to the intersection of Paul Fortino Drive at Morrish Road, in conformance 
with the plans prepared by the City’s consulting engineer; and,  

 
WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the making of such improvements in open 
session following the hearing of comments on the need for the improvements from the 
city’s engineer, staff and from the public; and,  

 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek council recommends the following projects be 
submitted for funding:  Morrish Road and Fortino Drive intersection re-alignment, and 
Miller Road and Seymour Road signal upgrades. 

 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the City of Swartz Creek, located in the County 
of Genesee, hereby approves the following projects to be submitted for FY 2009 Safety 
Projects funding:  Morrish Road and Fortino Drive intersection re-alignment, and Miller 
Road and Seymour Road signal upgrades. 
 

Discussion Ensued. 
 
  YES:  Hurt, Porath, Shumaker, Abrams, Adams, Christie, Hicks. 
  NO:    None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
  
RFP Bid Approval, Six-Year Sewer Rehabilitation Program 
 
 Resolution No. 080310-05      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Adams 
  Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 

I Move the City of Swartz Creek, upon recommendation of the Staff, accept the RFP of 
Liqui-Force, for the City’s six-year Sewer Rehabilitation Plan, and further, direct the City 
Manager to prepare a Phase II contract and bring it back to the Council for review and 
decision. 

 
City Engineer Lou Fleury made a short presentation. 
 
Discussion Took Place. 

 
YES:   Porath, Shumaker, Abrams, Adams, Christie, Hicks, Hurt. 
NO:    None. Motion Declared Carried. 
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Swartz Creek Area Veterans Memorial Committee, Recognize As Charitable 
Organization 
 
 Resolution No. 080310-06      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Hurt 
  Second by Mayor Pro-Tem Christie 
 

I Move the City of Swartz Creek, at the request of the Swartz Creek Area Veterans 
Memorial Committee, a not-for-profit charitable organization located in the City of 
Swartz Creek, Genesee County, Michigan, hereby recognize and proclaim that the 
organization is a not-for-profit charitable entity engaged in the business of community 
service, by raising funds and construction of a public memorial for veterans of all 
branches of the United States Military, and further, recommends that the Michigan State 
Lottery and Gaming Commission recognize the organization as such and permit, under 
the authority of the office, the application and consideration of charitable gaming 
licenses. 

  
  YES:   Shumaker, Abrams, Adams, Christie, Hicks, Hurt, Porath 
  NO:     None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
  
Fire Board Appointment, City Swing Position 
 
 Resolution No. 080310-07      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Porath 
  Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 

I Move the Swartz Creek City Council confirm the Mayor’s appointment of Ray 
Thornton, of 5367 Greenleaf Drive, 635-9205, to the Swartz Creek Area Fire 
Department’s Fire Board, term to run from April 1, 2008 through March 31, 2009. 
 
Discussion Took Place. 
 
 YES:  Abrams, Adams, Christie, Hicks, Hurt, Porath, Shumaker 
 NO:   None. Motion Declared Carried. 
 
M.M.L. Capitol Conference 
 

 Resolution No. 080310-08      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Mayor Pro-Tem Christie 
  Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 

I Move the City of Swartz Creek approve the attendance of Councilmembers at the 
Michigan Municipal League’s 2008 Capitol Conference, to be held in Lansing on April 1st 
and 2nd, inclusive of all actual and necessary expenses and in accordance with the 
terms as set forth in the City’s purchasing ordinance.   
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  YES:  Adams, Christie, Hicks, Hurt, Porath, Shumaker, Abrams. 
  NO:    None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
 
Boards & Commissions Networking Luncheon 
 
 Resolution No. 080310-09      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Shumaker 
  Second by Councilmember Adams 
 

I Move the City of Swartz Creek approve  actual and necessary expense associated 
with a networking luncheon, for the Council, Staff, Boards & Commission Members, 
date yet to be determined, and direct the City Staff to make the necessary 
arrangements, within the terms as set forth in the City’s Purchasing Ordinance. 

 
Discussion Took Place. 
 
  YES:  Christie, Hicks, Hurt, Porath, Shumaker, Abrams, Adams. 
      NO:   None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
 
Fire SCBA Purchase       (Discussion Topic) 
 
City Manager Bueche made a brief presentation.  Mayor Pro-Tem Christie spoke about an 
upcoming report that will be included in the next Fire Board report.   
 
Discussion Ensued. 
 
MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 
 
Tommy Butler, 40 Somerset, talked about the Lockwood letter and asked if the letter had been 
signed by the entire City Council.  He was advised that it was signed at the request of the City 
Council and the City Manager wrote the letter.  Mr. Butler also spoke about MDOT and asked 
whether they were going to re-do Miller Road from Dye Road to M-13.  He was advised that it 
was exclusive of Swartz Creek.   
 
 
REMARKS BY COUNCILMEMBERS: 
 
Councilmember Hicks thanked the Fire Department for their CPR class.  She stated that they 
did a good job. 
 
Councilmember Adams stated that he didn’t understand Pat Lockwood’s non-responsiveness.  
He stated that he is not happy with the EMS situation and the Senior Center Millage situation.   
 
Councilmember Hurt stated that he thought Steve Shumaker’s ideas about ambulance service 
are worth keeping in mind for the next year.   
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Mayor Pro-Tem Christie talked about heading into District court for the Marathon station issue.  
He questioned whether it had been filed yet.  City Manager Bueche stated that it would be filed 
this week.  City Manager Bueche talked about possible foreclosure. 
 
Mayor Abrams talked about the Small Cities and Villages Association meeting.  He stated that 
it was a good meeting.  Mr. Abrams stated that he spoke to Patty O’Dwyer, a Councilor from 
Linden, about art in the MTA bathrooms.  He stated that the art in the bathrooms was mosaic 
tile and graffiti was not a problem. 
 
ADJOURNMENT:  
 
There being no objection, Mayor Abrams declared the meeting adjourned at 8:30 p.m. 
 
 
Richard B Abrams, Mayor    Mary Jo Clark, Finance Officer/Deputy Clerk 
 

21



22



23



24



25



26



27



28



29



30



31



32



33



34

Paul
Pencil

Paul
Pencil



35



36



37

Paul
Pencil

Paul
Pencil



38



39



40



41



42



43



44



45



46



47



48



49



50



51



52



53



54



55



56



57



58



59



60



61



62



63



64



65



66



67



68



69



70



71



72



73



74



75



76



77



78



79



80



81



82



NOTICE OF 
MEETING 

____________________________________________________ 
 
 
 

A quorum of the Swartz Creek City Council may be 
present at a meeting called by Genesee County 6th 
District Commissioner Pat Lockwood.  The meeting will 
be held at the Swartz Creek City Hall Council Chambers, 
8083 Civic Drive, Swartz Creek Michigan, at 2:00 P.M. 
on Wednesday March 19, 2008.   
 
The meeting has no agenda and no action will be taken.  
The purpose of the meeting is informational, the topic 
being the recently enacted Genesee County Ordinance 
regulating Emergency Medical Services. 
 
The public is welcome to attend. 
 
 

____________________________________________________ 
 
 
Posted: 3/18/2008 5:00 PM @ Swartz Creek City Hall Lobby 
Open Meetings Act, PA-267, 1976 
City Clerk Juanita Aguilar 
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1

Paul Bueche

From: Paul Bueche [PBueche@cityofswartzcreek.org]
Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2008 9:31 PM
To: Paul Bueche (Home)
Subject: FW:  Planning & Zoning Alert
Attachments: image002.jpg; image004.png; image006.jpg; image007.jpg; New Planning Enabling Act 

Newsletter.pdf

  
 

From: April Cheeseman [mailto:cheeseman@lslplanning.com]  
Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2008 4:01 PM 
To: strader@lslplanning.com; LeBlanc; lazdins@lslplanning.com; Carmine; moore@lslplanning.com; Steve Van 
Steenhuyse; Rose Scovel; Sherrin Hood; Rob; Sara Schillinger ; borden@lslplanning.com; Eric Frederick; 
Maise@lslplanning.com; Cramer, Robert; Purdy; Langworthy Strader LeBlanc & Assoc.,Inc.; Karen Droski; Steve Trott 
Subject: Planning & Zoning Alert 

 
 

 
 

In the past 20 days, two new Michigan Public Acts have been signed that have significant implications on planning 
in our great state.  Please take a moment to review the highlights of each act, listed below, as they pertain to your 
community.  For additional information and reference, we have also attached an in-depth summary of the new 
Acts.  The attached alert can also be found on our website at www.lslplanning.com/firm/news.html. 
 
LSL is ready to assist communities in preparing new master plans that meet the new requirements of the Planning 
Enabling Act.  LSL would be happy to assist communities in the necessary amendments to local zoning ordinances 
as a result of these new acts.  Additionally, LSL can help communities with developing a Capital Improvements 
Program. 
 
 
 
Michigan Planning Enabling Act 
(Michigan Public Act 33 of 2008) 
 
On March 13, 2008, the Governor signed Senate Bill 
206 that unifies the three current planning acts for 
municipalities, townships and counties into a single 
Michigan Planning Enabling Act (Michigan Public Act 33 
of 2008).  This Act provides for the formation of 
planning commissions and the procedures for 
preparing, adopting, amending, and implementing 
master plans.  A summary of the changes as they affect 
local planning include: 
 
1.         Planning commissions must consist of 5, 7 or 9 

members. 
2.         Planning commissions must meet a minimum of 4 

times a year. 

LSL Planning:  
Planning & Zoning Alert 
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3.         Planning commissions must make an annual written report to the legislative body 
4.         The master plan must include an explanation for how the land use categories on the future land use map 

relate to the districts on the zoning map. 
5.         Means of implementing the master street plan in cooperation with the county road commission and MDOT 

must be specified if the master plan includes a master street plan. 
6.         Provides for electronic copies of the plan to be substituted for printed copies. 
7.         Adjacent communities and the county are required to receive notice of the plan public hearing for townships. 
8.         Planning commission and legislative body approval of the master plan must be included in the plan and on 

the future land use map. 
9.         Adjacent communities have 42 days to review plans.   
10.     Subarea plans do not need to be provided to adjacent communities or the county unless they choose to 

receive it. 
11.     Planning commissions in townships with water or sewer systems must prepare a Capital Improvement 

Program. 
12.     Planning commission public hearings are required to be noticed and held for subdivisions. 
13.     The above represents a summary of the major substantive changes; please see the attached memo for a 

more exhaustive list of changes.  Communities should consult with their municipal attorney for an in-depth 
legal review of the specific implications to the community. 

 
Michigan Zoning Enabling Act Amendments (Michigan Public Act 12 of 2008) 
 
On February 29, 2008 the Governor signed House Bill 5032, which corrected problems with PA 110 (Michigan 
Zoning Enabling Act, July 2006).  A summary of the changes include a change in public hearing noticing, violations 
of zoning ordinances, basis for approving site plans, Zoning Board of Appeals membership and procedures, and 
appeals of zoning board of decisions. 
 

 
 
  
 
  
 
www.lslplanning.com 

Commitment to Excellence : Loyalty and Trust : Honesty and Openness : Leadership by Example : Adding Value to Communities  
 

92



 
 
 
 

 
Michigan Planning Enabling Act and Michigan Zoning Enabling Act Amendments 

Michigan Planning Enabling Act 
(Michigan Public Act 33 of 2008) 
 
On March 13, 2008, the Governor signed 
Senate Bill 206 that unifies the three current 
planning acts for municipalities, townships and 
counties into a single Michigan Planning 
Enabling Act (Michigan Public Act 33 of 2008).  
This Act provides for the formation of planning 
commissions and the procedures for 
preparing, adopting, amending, and 
implementing master plans.  The Act repeals 
the previous Municipal Planning Act (PA 285 
of 1931), County Planning Act (PA 282 of 
1945) and Township Planning Act (PA 168 of 
1959).  The intent was to create a more 
uniform process for preparing master plans.  
A summary of the changes as they effect local 
planning follows. 
 
Formation of a Planning Commission 
 
The new Act has specific procedures for 
creation of a planning commission.  The Act 
requires a planning commission to consist of 
5, 7 or 9 members.  The previous Township 
Planning Act specified 5 to 9 members (the 
new Act essentially requires an odd number of 
members).  The previous Municipal Planning 
Act required 9 members, except in cities and 
villages with populations less than 5,000.  The 
previous Municipal Planning Act provided for 
the mayor/president, a council member and 
the chief administrative official of the city or 
village to serve on the planning commission.  Townships, however, were only permitted to have 
one township board member on the planning commission and, based upon a Michigan Attorney 
General opinion; the township supervisor could not serve.  The new Act now allows one member 
of the legislative body or the chief elected official, or both, to be appointed to the planning 
commission. 

Summary of PA 33 of 2008 changes 
 
• Planning commissions must consist of 5, 7 or 

9 members. 
• Planning commissions must meet a 

minimum of 4 times a year. 
• Planning commissions must make an annual 

written report to the legislative body 
• The master plan must include an explanation 

for how the land use categories on the future 
land use map relate to the districts on the 
zoning map. 

• Means of implementing the master street 
plan in cooperation with the county road 
commission and MDOT must be specified if 
the master plan includes a master street 
plan. 

• Provides for electronic copies of the plan to 
be substituted for printed copies. 

• Adjacent communities and the county are 
required to receive notice of the plan public 
hearing for townships. 

• Planning commission and legislative body 
approval of the master plan must be 
included in the plan and on the future land 
use map. 

• Adjacent communities have 42 days to 
review plans.   

• Subarea plans do not need to be provided to 
adjacent communities or the county unless 
they choose to receive it. 

• Planning commissions in townships with 
water or sewer systems must prepare a 
Capital Improvement Program. 

• Planning commission public hearings are 
required to be noticed and held for 
subdivisions. 

 
The new Act provides a more detailed process for disqualifying a planning commission member 
from a vote on a specific item where there is determined to be a conflict of interest.  The process 
for removing commissioners has been specified as requiring a public hearing and vote by the 
legislative body. 
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Michigan Planning Enabling Act and Michigan Zoning Enabling Act Amendments 

The new Act requires planning commissions to 
meet a minimum of 4 times a year, consistent with 
what was required for townships.  This reduces the 
previous requirement for cities and villages, which 
were required to meet at least once a month. 

New Planning Tools 
 
The new Planning Enabling Act either creates or 
emphasizes planning tools that can help a 
community better prepare for the future. These 
include: 
 
• An annual report to the legislative body, to 

coordinate planning goals and keep the 
elected officials aware of planning 
initiatives. 

• A zoning plan to better connect the Master 
Plan to the zoning ordinance and zoning 
districts. 

• A master street plan that can reserve 
transportation corridors in areas where 
growth is expected. 

• A capital improvements plan to integrate 
capital needs such as streets, civic buildings, 
parks, etc. with the goals and policies of the 
Master Plan. Although townships that do not 
operate a sewer or water system are exempt 
from this requirement, a capital 
improvements plan is still recommended. 

 
The Township Planning Act required that the 
planning commission make an annual written 
report to the legislative body concerning its 
operations and the status of planning activities.  
This has now been extended to cities and villages.   
 
Master Plan 
 
The old Municipal Planning Act had a provision 
for a zoning plan; the new Act clarifies what the 
zoning plan is supposed to contain (the Township 
Planning Act didn’t mention a zoning plan).  The 
new Act requires a local unit of government that 
has a zoning ordinance, to include an explanation 
in the master plan for how the land use categories 
on the future land use map relate to the districts 
on the zoning map. 
 
If a master plan includes a master street plan, the means for implementing the master street plan 
in cooperation with the county road commission and MDOT must be specified in a manner 
consistent with the respective powers and duties of and any written agreements between these 
entities and the municipality.  This will help strengthen the link between land use and 
transportation plans. 
 
Subarea Plans 
 
The Township Planning Act specified that a subarea plan could be prepared for a specific 
geographic area within the township.  This was never explicitly provided for in the Municipal 
Planning Act, although it is common practice in many cities and villages.  The provision from the 
Township Planning Act has now been extended to all local units of government; however, the 
provision in the Township Planning Act that a site plan for a property located in the plan area 
shall comply with the subarea plan was not carried over into the new Act.  This provision had 
been used in townships to require developments to adhere to design standards, street 
alignments, etc.  It’s not clear how this previous practice will be affected. 
 
Master Plan Adoption Process 
 
The process for notification and coordination with adjacent communities, the county and other 
agencies at the beginning and throughout the process of preparing the plan has been retained in 
the new Act; however, if the master plan will include a master street plan, the county road 
commission and MDOT need to receive notices and a copy of the draft plan.  This will assist in 
coordinating the local desires for roadway improvements with road agencies.   
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Michigan Planning Enabling Act and Michigan Zoning Enabling Act Amendments 

 
The previous planning acts required that a draft 
of the plan be provided to adjacent 
communities, the county and other agencies for 
review and recommendation.  To minimize 
printing costs, some communities distribute 
electronic copies of the plan.  The new Act 
specifies that the distribution of electronic copies 
of the plan may be substituted for printed copies 
where the planning commission states that it 
intends to make such submittals by electronic 
mail and the entity receiving that notice does not respond by objecting to the use of electronic 
mail.  Providing the adjacent communities with a link to a website containing the plan is also 
provided for in the Act.   

How LSL Can Help: 

• Prepare new master plans that meet the 
criteria of the new Planning Enabling Act. 

• Prepare Capital Improvement Plans for the 
Planning Commission 

• Provide on-going assistance to the Planning 
Commission for review of subdivisions in 
addition to other Planning Commission and 
Zoning Board of Appeals reviews. 

 
A new requirement for townships in the new Act will be that adjacent communities, the county 
and other agencies are now also required to receive notice of the public hearing on the plan (this 
was already required for cities and villages).  
 
The Township Planning Act did not explicitly require master plan approval by resolution.  The new 
Act requires the resolution of adoption for the plan to refer expressly to the maps and descriptive 
matter of the master plan. A statement recording the planning commission’s and legislative 
body’s approval of the master plan, signed by the chairperson or secretary of the planning 
commission, must be included on the inside of the front or back cover of the master plan and, if 
the future land use map is a separate document from the text of the master plan, on the future 
land use map. 
 
The Act specifies that amendments to a master plan need to be submitted to adjacent 
communities and other agencies for a 42 day review (the previous acts specified 40 days).   
 
When a planning commission sends notice that it intends to prepare a subarea plan, the notice 
may indicate that the local unit of government intends not to provide that entity with further 
notices of or copies of proposed or final subarea plans unless the entity responds that it chooses 
to receive notice of subarea plans. 
 
Capital Improvement Plans 
 
Provisions for Capital Improvement Programs have been expanded in the new Act.  City and 
village planning commissions are now required to prepare a capital improvement program.  The 
planning commission of any township that operates a water or sewer system is now required to 
prepare a Capital Improvement Program – for those that don’t, it is optional. 
 
Subdivision Regulations 
 
Provisions for planning commission drafting and recommending subdivision regulations have 
been expanded.  A provision has been added requiring a planning commission public hearing, 
with notice published 15 days prior to the hearing in the newspaper and provided to adjacent 
property owners.   
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Michigan Planning Enabling Act and Michigan Zoning Enabling Act Amendments 

 
Transitional Provisions 
 
The Act takes effect September 1, 2008 and provides transitional provisions, so master plans that 
are in process and adopted prior to that date may continue under the old act.  Any plan adopted 
under the previous acts will remain effective, until a new plan or update is prepared.  Planning 
commissions formed under the previous acts or by charter continue in effect and need not be 
changed until July 1, 2011, unless the ordinance forming the planning commission is amended.  
However, the duties of the planning commission must follow the requirements of the Act. 
 
The above represents a summary of the major substantive changes.  Communities should consult 
with their municipal attorney for an in-depth legal review of the specific implications to the 
community.  Similar to the Michigan Zoning Enabling Act, which was recently amended to clean-
up problems found in application as described below, additional refinements to the Michigan 
Planning Enabling Act will likely be needed. 
 

Michigan Zoning Enabling Act Amendments (Michigan Public Act 12 of 2008) 
 
On February 29, 2008 the Governor signed House Bill 5032, which corrected problems with PA 
110 (Michigan Zoning Enabling Act, July 2006).  A summary of the changes follows. 
 
The 300-foot public hearing notices still need to include all property owners and occupants, but 
for a building that contains more than 4 units a notice can be provided to the owner with a 
request that it be posted at the building. 

 
In addition to a violation of the zoning ordinance being a nuisance it can also be a blight 
violation in cities and villages. 

 
Decisions on site plans may be based on "statutorily authorized and properly adopted" planning 
documents.   

 
Zoning Board of Appeals membership and procedures have been revised.  For a townships and 
counties, there must be one planning commission member on the Zoning Board of Appeals and 
there may be a member of the Township Board.  For cities and villages (unless the elected body 
acts as the ZBA), a member of the planning commission may be a member of the Zoning Board 
of Appeals.  However, on appeals of Planning Commission decisions, that member must abstain.   

 
Appeal of Zoning Board of Appeals decision to court must be within 30 days after the Zoning 
Board of Appeals issues its decision in writing signed by the chairperson or within 21 days after 
the Zoning Board of Appeals approves the minutes of its decision. 
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/ City Home page / Assessing Department  

With property values rising, why aren’t we receiving more revenue? 

That answer can be found in two major changes to the Michigan Constitution that were voted in by the people of 
Michigan and affect the way local government is financed. They are the Headlee Amendment and Proposal A. 

The Headlee Amendment was ratified in 1978. Its intent was to limit the ability of local governments to levy new taxes 
and to limit the growth of property tax revenue in general. It created the requirement of voter approval prior to 
implementing new taxes. 

Headlee requires that when growth on existing property, within a municipality, is greater than inflation, the local 
government must "roll-back" its maximum authorized millage rate so that the increase in property tax revenue caused 
by growth on existing property does not exceed inflation.  

This is known as a "Headlee Roll Back". 

Proposal A was passed by voters in March of 1994. Proposal A created another method to determine property values 
for tax purposes with the introduction of Taxable Value.  

Taxable value on an individual parcel cannot annually increase by more than the rate of inflation or five percent, 
whichever is less, unless the property is sold or "transferred" as defined by law, regardless of how rapidly existing 
property values may be increasing. The difference between assessed value and taxable value when a property is sold 
or transferred is commonly referred to as the "uncapped value". 

All of this looked real good on paper but now 10 years have passed. The problem stems from the passage of 
Proposal A and the result when combined with Headlee. An unintended compounding effect was created that was 
never part of what the voters approved. With the implementation of Proposal A, the legislature did two things. First, 
they used the "uncapped value" created by Proposal A to calculate the Headlee millage rate. Then they removed the 
ability of Headlee to move millage rates in both directions. This is a major issue in most municipalities, and the 
consequences are crippling municipal finances. 
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Without Headlee 
& Proposal A 

2005 Assessed Value 
2,871,525,690 

Millage Authorized 
by Charter 
11.0000 

Levy 
31,586,783 

Based on 
Current Law 

2005 Taxable Value 
2,157,160,530 

Millage Reduced  
by Headlee 

7.4806 
Levy 

16,136,855 

No Proposal A 
With Headlee 

2005 Assessed Value 
2,871,525,690 

Millage Reduced 
by Headlee 

7.4806 
Levy 

21,480,735 

No Headlee  
With Proposal A 

2005 Taxable Value 
2,157,160,530 

Millage Authorized 
by Charter 
11.0000 

Levy 
23,728,765 
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The chart above depicts 4 general scenarios of property tax revenues. The first row demonstrates how funding 
would be without Headlee & Proposal A with the millage rate being applied to the total assessed value multiplied 
by the full 11.0000 mils as authorized by City charter. The second row shows the current method based on state 
law, the millage rate as reduced by Headlee being applied to total taxable value. The third row demonstrates the 
effect on funding without Proposal A but with Headlee. And the fourth row shows funding without Headlee but 
with Proposal A. It is a very general yet quite telling depiction of the amendments effect on the tax levy. 

Most people believe that the City benefits whenever a property is sold and uncapped, but that does not happen. 
Instead, when an individual property is uncapped, the homeowner pays taxes based on the reset taxable value 
as was intended, but the unintended consequence is that the municipality must use this growth in calculating a 
Headlee rollback of the local millage rate. (The chart below shows the actual six year history of the millage rate 
reduced from 8.0993 to 7.4806). What this means is that even though an individual purchaser is paying more, 
the increased revenue isn’t realized by the City. It is nullified by virtue of a reduction in millage rate across the 
rest of the municipality. 

Headlee intended to fairly adjust millage rates in both directions to prevent run-away tax revenue growth during 
boom times, but it also recognized that there may be times that growth of property values would not keep pace 
with inflation. The pendulum needed to swing both ways. So Headlee allowed for a roll up as well as a roll back. 
With the implementation of Proposal A, millage rates can now go down when growth in value outpaces inflation, 
but cannot go up when inflation outpaces growth. 

In summary, the Headlee amendment was a fair and balanced approach to adjust and control taxes. Proposal A 
was a fair way to ensure that inflation and growth did not penalize someone that has been in their home for many 
years and sought to provide balance and control in a time of rapidly rising property values. The legislature needs 
to acknowledge that in implementing both proposals, mistakes were made that will continue to have ill effects on 
local government funding. 

Year 
Millage Authorized

by Charter 
Millage Reduced  

by Headlee 

2000 11.0000 8.0993 

2001 11.0000 7.9737 

2002 11.0000 7.8349 

2003 11.0000 7.7048 

2004 11.0000 7.5769 

2005 11.0000 7.4806 
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K-9 unit nabs girl 
SWARTZ CREEK 
THE SWARTZ CREEK NEWS 
Sunday, March 09, 2008 
By Robyn Rosenthal 

rrosenthal@swartzcreeknews.com • 810.766.6310 

A student at Swartz Creek Academy faces drug charges after an unannounced random search of the 
school by the Swartz Creek Police Department's canine unit.  

The student, a juvenile girl, allegedly hid marijuana in a classroom during the search. A teacher saw the 
substance hidden and alerted police, who were in the process of searching the Mary Crapo building.  

The search on Feb. 28 also included Swartz Creek High School and the middle school. No drugs were 
found in those buildings.  

This is the department's third unannounced search of the schools by its own canine unit since acquiring its 
dog, Ike, in November. This is the first arrest this school year. In past years, the department used canine 
units from outside the city to do random searches.  

Chief Rick Clolinger said department will continue to do unannounced searches to help the district maintain 
its zero tolerance policy.  

***  

 
Compiled by Robyn Rosenthal 

©2008 Flint Journal 

© 2008 Michigan Live. All Rights Reserved.
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Paul Bueche 

From: MML Legislative Link [LEGISLATIVELINK@LISTSERV.MML.ORG] on behalf of Andrea Messinger 
[amessinger@mml.org]

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2008 4:31 PM
To: LEGISLATIVELINK@LISTSERV.MML.ORG
Subject: MML Link - 3/10/2008

Page 1 of 5Untitled Document

3/10/2008

  

March 10, 2008

 State Affairs Report The Buzz 

Roads: To get beyond potholes, 
Michigan needs Capitol aid 
Lansing State Journal, 3/06/08 

Save the Date

MML Capital Conference 
Laugh with Keynote Speaker - 
Comedy Central’s Rob Riggle 
April 1-2, Lansing 

2008 Brownfields Conference 
May 5-7, Detroit...FREE! 
Register by April 4 

MI Highway Safety Planning 
Summit 
March 11-13, East Lansing 

Best Construction Practices for 
Chip Seals Seminar 
March 18, Lansing 

Stormwater Floodplain Annual 
Conference 
March 18-21, Grand Rapids 

Michigan Transportation Asset 
Management Conference 
April 3, Lansing; May 21, 
Marquette 

Michigan Youth Symposium  
April 4-5, Warren 

   
Submit Census Information through LUCA 
Program by March 31 – Because the Library of 
Michigan is registered to participate in the Local Update of 
Census Addresses (LUCA) on behalf of the entire state, it 
can submit addresses on behalf of any Michigan 
community that provides information by March 31, 2008. 
One of the most prominent uses of population data is in 
the distribution of federal funds. The Census Bureau 
estimates that each person counted by the census brings 
$130 in federal funds to their local, county and state 
governments each year—that's $1,300 over the ten-year 
period in which 2010 census data will be in use. Click 
here for more information.  

Committee Passes Corridor Improvement 
Authority Fix-it Legislation – The House New 
Economy and Quality of Life Committee passed SB 364 
(Jacobs, D-Huntington Woods) which corrects some of 
the problems stemming from the Corridor Improvement 
Authority (CIA) legislation (created two years ago). The 
bill would bring the CIA Act inline with other tax increment 
finance laws and make creating CIAs much easier for 
local governments. The League worked closely with the 
sponsor and indicated support for this bill. Contact: Andy 
Schor 

Downtown Package Moving – Two bills passed 
the Senate Commerce Committee last week, kicking off 
the Senate Downtown Package bills. SB 970 (Allen, R-
Traverse City) would allow communities to create 
business incubators in Downtown Development 
Authorities (DDAs) that would assist start-up and 
education businesses. An amendment was added to 
ensure current incubator-type projects are not affected. 
SB 972 (Hunter, D-Detroit) would allow a DDA to create 
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and operate a loan fund to help building owners make 
improvements to existing buildings including facades. The 
League worked with Chairman Sen. Allen and his staff on 
this legislation and will pursue further clarifications to 
provide appropriate economic development tools for 
locals. Contact: Andy Schor 

Great Lakes Water Compact & Water 
Withdrawal Assessment Tool – The Legislature 
continues to push towards the adoption of the Great 
Lakes Water Compact, a treaty that would help protect 
future use of Michigan's ground and surface water 
supplies. This week the Senate may schedule floor 
actions for their version of the bills. While the League 
continues to have concerns with the implementation of the 
Assessment Tool, we continue to support the Compact. 
Members are urged to contact their senators to express 
support for protecting Michigan's water through the 
adoption of the Compact with a delayed implementation of 
the Assessment Tool. Click here for talking points. 
Contact: Dave Worthams 

Targeted Annexation-Fix Legislation Passes 
Committee – Last week, the House Intergovernmental 
Committee considered two annexation bills, HB 5779 
(Corriveau, D-Northville) and HB 5859 (Meadows, D-East 
Lansing). After expressing strong opposition to the 
annexation bills in the Senate, which would create a 
statewide chilling effect on all annexations, these new bills 
were introduced to create a targeted fix for a situation 
among charter townships with 20,000 or more residents. 
League staff and members testified in support of the bills 
which passed committee 6-4 with the Democrats 
supporting and Republicans opposing. Contact: Andy 
Schor 

Bill to Allow Technical Fixes to PA 198 – SB 
218 (Basham, D-Taylor) was discharged from committee 
last week and is expected to be considered by the full 
Senate this week. This bill would allow administrative fixes 
when technical flaws arise in PA 198 abatements (such as 
minor problems in the applications or deadline errors), 
instead of seeking to change the law each time. It will 
allow communities to quickly approve these abatements 
and create jobs and economic development. The League 
has indicated support for the legislation and has worked 
with the bill sponsor. Contact: Andy Schor 

Local Jobs Today Transportation Program 
Extension Bill Moves out of Committee – The 
House Transportation Committee reported HB 5861 
(Valentine, D-Muskegon) Thursday. This bill would extend 
the Local Jobs Today program so that potential 2009 
transportation construction projects can advance into this 
year. The extension will ensure the cities of Iron Mountain, 
Jackson and Westland still receive funding from the 
program. Members are urged to express their support for 
this bill to their state representatives. Contact: Dave 

  

Fundamentals of Planning and 
Zoning 
March 13, 2008, 6-9 p.m. – 
Dearborn 

Michigan Local Government 
Benchmarking Consortium 
March 19, 10-2 p.m. – Lansing 

Better Meetings, Better Results: 
Getting through the Agenda 
with Parliamentary Procedure  
March 27, 6-9 p.m. – Dearborn 

MML Elected Officials Academy 
March 27, 9 a.m.-5 p.m. – 
Marquette 

Grants & Projects

Waterfront Redevelopment 
Grant Funds Available 
Apply by March 26 

Coastal Management Program 
Submit RFP by May 1, 2008 

MDOT Soliciting Local Bridge 
Program Project Applications 
Apply by June 2 

What's New 

Guest Blog – Albert McGeehan, 
Mayor of Holland  Going into 
this entirely new refuse 
program, I had no idea just how 
very controversial it would be to 
mandate this service... 

MML Action Center 

Related Links

Michigan Legislature 

Michigan Senate 

House of Representatives 

Links to Resources 
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Worthams 

Bill Pre-empts Local Massage Therapist 
Ordinances – A bill to create state licensing for 
message therapists utilizing the Public Health Code was 
considered by the House Regulatory Reform Committee 
last week. The League raised some concerns against the 
legislation, HB 5651 (Condino, D-Southfield), because it 
pre-empts local message therapist ordinances. The 
League testified neutral on the bill and is working closely 
with the sponsor and the industry representatives to 
ensure local concerns are addressed. To weigh-in on the 
legislation, please contact League staff and your 
legislator. Contact: Andy Schor 

Four MI Communities Receive 
Transportation Grants – The cities of Bay City, 
Eaton Rapids and Lansing and the village of Jonesville 
received Transportation Economic Development Fund 
(TEDF) grants to support transportation improvements 
that encourage private investments that encourage job 
creation/retention in Michigan. Click here for approved 
Category A projects that will break ground this year. 
Congratulations to these members for using the TEDF to 
the success of our cities and villages. Contact: Dave 
Worthams 

Urge Legislator to Move 2-Percent PEG Fee 
Bills! – HB 5047 (Johnson, D-Detroit) and SB 636 
(Thomas, D-Detroit), which require a video service 
provider to pay local units at least 2 percent for public, 
educational and government (PEG) access channels, are 
stalled in the Legislature. The 2-percent is part of what 
was promised to municipalities when the cable franchise 
legislation was enacted in 2006. Click here to write your 
legislators today and inform them of how important the 2-
percent is to your community. Contact: Samantha Jones 

Adopt a Resolution Urging Lawmakers to 
Fund Transportation – Welcome to March and the 
beginning of a so-called historic pothole season. With 
transportation dollars dwindling, League members will 
have a difficult time repairing the many potholes already 
peppering our roads and damaging residents' vehicles; 
the time for the Legislature to act on this is now! Put 
Michigan's transportation problems in the face of 
lawmakers immediately by adopting the League's sample 
resolution and forwarding it to your representatives, 
senators and Governor Granholm. Contact: Dave 
Worthams 

Local Government Benchmarking 
Consortium – To introduce members to a new 
initiative, the Local Government Benchmarking 
Consortium, the League and Michigan State University 
Extension are co-hosting a kickoff seminar March 19 at 
the League's capital office. The Consortium, which 
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focuses on performance measures and best practices, will 
provide cities, townships, villages and counties an 
opportunity to benchmark their performance in key service 
areas. The effort is supported by a number of local 
government associations including the League, Michigan 
Local Government Managers Association, Michigan 
Townships Association and Michigan Association of 
Counties. Click here for details and event registration. 
Contact: Arnold Weinfeld 

Asset Management Conference Coming April 
3 (Lansing) & May 21 (Marquette) – The 
Michigan Asset Management Council will sponsor the 
annual Michigan Transportation Asset Management 
Conference April 3, at the Lansing Center and May 21, at 
Upfront & Company in Marquette. The conference will 
provide a forum for state and local officials to examine the 
relationship between asset management, pavement 
management and road funding. This year's participants 
will learn more about Public Act 199 of 2007. To register 
for either conference, contact the Local Technical 
Assistance Program at 906-487-2102.  

New Composting Law Effective March 26 – 
Effective March 26, 2008, new waste regulations for 
composting yard clippings per Act 212 of 2007 which 
amends Part 115, Solid Waste Management, of Act 451 of 
1994 and administrative rules. Yard clippings includes 
leaves, grass clippings, vegetable or other garden debris, 
shrubbery or brush and tree trimmings less than 4 feet in 
length and 2 inches in diameter. It does not include 
stumps, agricultural waste, animal waste, roots, sewage 
sludge or garbage. The law identifies several options for 
managing yard clippings. Also, the departments of 
Environmental Quality and Agriculture will be posting 
guidance and forms here in the near future. For questions, 
please contact Matt Flechter at (517) 373-8422 or 
flechtem@michigan.gov. Contact: Dave Worthams 

  
 Federal Update 
 

Visit the League's Federal Webpage Today!

 Email Management 
 

The Michigan Municipal League respects your right to 
privacy. 

Click here to unsubscribe. 

Click here to manage your Michigan Municipal League 
email subscription preferences. 

If you no longer wish to receive any type of email notice 
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from the Michigan Municipal League, please click here.

Michigan Municipal League, 1675 Green Road, Ann Arbor, MI 48105
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Paul Bueche 

From: MML Legislative Link [LEGISLATIVELINK@LISTSERV.MML.ORG] on behalf of Andrea 
Messinger [amessinger@mml.org]

Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2008 4:01 PM
To: LEGISLATIVELINK@LISTSERV.MML.ORG
Subject: MML Action Alert - 3/18/2008
Importance: High

Page 1 of 1
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House to Consider 4-percent Statutory Revenue Sharing 
Increase Tomorrow - Contact Legislators Today!  

March 18, 2008 - Tomorrow, the House of Representatives will consider the 
2008-9 executive budget which calls for a 4-percent boost in statutory revenue 
sharing to communities!  

Please contact your representatives and ask them to support this increase; 
explain that it will give locals the opportunity to provide services and programs 
that create quality of life and attract the talent and employers Michigan needs to 
compete in the new economy. 

Visit the League's Action Center to complete and email a form letter to your 
representative.  

Also, if your legislator is a member of the House General Government 
Appropriations subcommittee or the House Appropriations Committee, please 
commend their efforts in seeing this legislation through to the House floor. 
Contact: Andy Schor 
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Saturday, May 17, 2008
10:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m.

Household Hazardous Waste Collection Day!

For more information, call:

MSU Extension at 
(810) 244-8524

Genesee County Health 
Department at
(810) 257-3603

Things you should bring...

Things you should NOT bring...

Aerosol cans
Batteries
Corrosives
Household pesticides
Herbicides
Mercury
Motor oil

Oil-based paint
Old prescriptions
Paint thinners
Solvents
Tires - up to 7*
*No tractor or semi tires 
and they must be off the 
rim.

Commercial waste
Explosive material
Industrial waste

Latex paint
Medical waste
Radioactive material
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Facility locations...

FLINT EAST - WATER SERVICE CENTER
3310 East Court Street10:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m.

MUNDY TOWNSHIP HALL

3478 Mundy Avenue

10:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m.

Coordinated by the Household Hazardous Waste Consortium of Genesee County including the Genesee County Health 
Department, Genesee County Recycling Coalition, MSU Extension, General Motors Environmental Staff in Flint, UAW Local 
599, Delphi Staff.  Major support provided by the Genesee County Board of Commissioners, Genesee County Metropoli-
tan Planning Commission, the City of Flint, and several local units of government.

Household Hazardous Waste Collection Day!
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Sponsored by Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission, CBC Recycling, Inc 

Free*
 lectronics 

  
 ecycling 

*Saturday, June 7, 2008 
10:00 am to 2:00 pm   
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Accepted Items: 

• Television Sets (No 
Consoles) 

• Computer Monitors 
• Laptops and Note-

books 
• Computer Processing 

Units (CPU) 
• Printers 
• Fax Machines 
• Copiers 
• Stereo Equipment 
• Video Cameras 
• DVD Players 
• VCR 
 

Directions: 

I-475 

Saginaw Street 

12th Street 

13th Stre
et 

Kennelworth
 Ave

. 

Beach Street 

14th Stre
et 

Harrison Street 

Residential Items Only 
Limit of 5 items 

CBC Recycling 

Roads 

CBC Recycling 
1801 S. Saginaw Street 

 Flint, Michigan 48503 
810.239.5040 
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Paul Bueche 

From: Jason Christie [jchristie@alliedmedia.net]
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2008 12:46 PM
To: Paul Bueche
Subject: FW: Request

Page 1 of 2

3/24/2008

Paul, 
  
Please include this as an addition to the fire packet as it was part of the meeting as well. 
  
Thanks, 
J 
  

Jason Christie 
Web Services Director 
240 Fenway Drive 
Fenton, MI 48430 
810-433-7333 direct 
810-397-5168 cell 
810-750-5272 fax 
www.alliedmedia.net 

 

  
  
 

From: Chief Brent Cole [mailto:bdcole4101@scafd.com]  
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2008 12:26 PM 
To: Christie, Jason 
Subject: Request 
 
Below is what I received from Captain Tabit (without any grammar changes) regarding the 
SCBA RFP that you requested. 
  
Brent, 
  
Here are some thoughts and information regarding the SCBA quote. 
  
AS I stated in the beginning, it is my opinion that we were going about this backwards.  The fire department 
should have embarked on product evaluations of the various brands of compliant SCBA that are out there, rather 
than soliciting quotes without having the opportunity to evaluate the units..Once evaluated, then begin the bid 
process....In conversations with Douglas Safety and Apollo, they indicated the same.. I compiled  list of features 
that I knew to be close to what we would like to see in a new unit, considering I have never seen or used any 
other brand of unit.  No where in the quote did I specify that it was for Avon /ISI breathing apparatus.  I know what 
features our units have, as well as the Viking since all of our neighbors use it, and I began form there. 
  
If you will notice in the proposal I have highlighted a statement that says "if your unit deviates from the conditions 
set forth in the scope of work, please describe it".. I put this statement in for just that reason, to NOT single out a 

pbueche
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particular vendor based on features their unit did or did not have.
  
When I emailed the quote out, I waited a few days and contacted each of them to verify they received it.  I spoke 
with Bob Waldrop from Westshore (who is not the person that Jason spoke to after the bids were closed) he 
indicated he received it, I never head from him again.  I spoke with Deb Jorgenson from Apollo after you did.. She 
indicated she talked to you and was not interested what I had to say.  I told her I was the one who prepared the 
RFP and asked if she had any questions.  She told to not waste her time with 12 pages of BS if I had no intention 
on buying her units.  She also stated that it was clearly a SCOTT quote.  I told her that no where in it did it require 
SCOTT SCBA and also indicated that there was a statement advising that if her unit was different, just explain it.  
She then began to lecture me about there not being 15 fire department that had 2007 compliant units, since they 
are not even shipping them yet.  I told her that was fine, to list as many as she could that used MSA SCBA so we 
could get and idea of the performance form its current users.  This was particularly important in her case because 
I do not know of any departments that use MSA.  She also found it hard to believe that we were asking for a quote 
having never seen her brand SCBA.  I told her that I was only familiar with ISI SCBA and if she would read on in 
the RFP it states that if we were interested in their product that they would be contacted for 2 demo units, fit 
testing and so on for a 60 day evaluation.  I'm not sure how she felt after getting off the phone, but I am surprised 
she did not bid, given our conversation. 
  
I requested bidders to make their quote good for 6 months.  My rational was this....3 manufacturers, each with a 
60 day evaluation, equals 6 months.  I built an evaluation period for all 3 brands into the RFP.  
  
Westshore..... 
I have reservations about accepting a late bid from Westshore.  It is not fair to the vendor that followed the rules. 
I also have a few questions that cast a doubt as to whether they submitted a bid on time.. It spells out in the 
proposal that they would be contacted with a date and time of the meeting when it would be discussed.. They 
never submitted anything so I never called them.  My problem is this: why did they not call for follow up since they 
had not heard of any meting or received any verification that we received a bid? This is $100,00 were talking 
about.  A call to verify that we received it is not out of the question, after all, I called them to make sure they 
received it initially. I also wonder why an RFP worth $100,000 would be mailed without a tracking number or a 
signature required. Douglas called to say they were overnighting it today and called the next day to se that we got 
it 
  
If Westshore did bid (on time), and it was lost in the mail, I guess that shows that the proposal was not so specific 
that no one else could bid on it.....  
  
Apollo.... 
I have to wonder why a letter dated Feb 12 was sent in March, and it was addressed to Tim Topolinski, who 
hasn't been employed her in at least 8 years.  She states in her letter that it is obvious that we want ISI, yet we 
have a mysterious bid here form Westshore, who sells SCOTT. Again, it spells out in the RFP that if your brand is 
different than what is in the RFP, just explain it. 
  
Fact of the matter is, anything is better than what we have now.  Now is the time to get the right product for us, it 
will be another 20 years before we get to try again.  
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