
City of Swartz Creek 
AGENDA 

Regular Council Meeting, Monday March23, 2009, 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 of March 9, 2009    MOTION Pg. 7,10-16 
  
5. APPROVE AGENDA 
 5A.  Proposed / Amended Agenda      MOTION Pg. 7 
   
6. REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS: 

6A. City Manager’s Report (Agenda Item)     MOTION Pg. 7,2-6 
 6B. Monthly Fire Report         Pg. 17-72 
 6C. Local Street Repair Options (Agenda Item)      Pg. 73-81 
 6D. Municipal, County Levy Comparison       Pg. 82-89 
 6E. REI Design & Bid Proposal (Agenda Item)      Pg. 90 
 6F. Lawn Care Bid Returns (Agenda Item)       Pg. 91-127 
 6G. Vehicle Sale, Confiscated Property (Agenda Item)     Pg. 128-131 
 6H. County MPO Letters, Grant Award, Asset Management     Pg. 132-134 
 6I. Comcast Correspondence, Channel Changes      Pg. 135 
 6J. Legislative Updates         Pg. 136-149 
 6K. CNN Article, National Job Losses       Pg. 150-151 
  
7. MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 

7A. General Public Comments 
 
8. COUNCIL BUSINESS: 

8A. Morrish Road Construction Projects     DISC.  Pg. 
8B. Local Street Repair Options      DISC.  Pg. 8,73-81 
8C. Miller Road & I-69 Repairs, Appropriate Design Fees   RESO.  Pg. 8,90 
8D. Appropriation & Bid Award, Lawn Care Services    RESO.  Pg. 8,91-127 
8E. Vehicle Sale, Confiscated Property     RESO.  Pg. 8,128-131 

 
9. MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 

9A. General Public Comments 
 

10. REMARKS BY COUNCILMEMBER’S: 
 

11. ADJOURNMENT:        MOTION N/A 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(Additional Files Included With CD: Earmarks With Federal Omnibus Funding Package, 
Michigan City-County Levy Comparative) 
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City of Swartz Creek 
CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

Regular Council Meeting of Monday March 23, 2009  7:00 P.M. 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor, Mayor Pro-Tem & Council Members 
FROM: PAUL BUECHE // City Manager 
DATE:   20-March-2009 
 
OLD / ROUTINE BUSINESS – REVISITED ISSUES / PROJECTS 
 

 2009-2010 FISCAL BUDGET (Status) 
“THE BUDGET” coming soon to a theater near you…Tentative schedule: 
 

April 13th:  Present Draft, Discussion, Set Public Hearing 
 

  May 11th:     Public Hearing, Discussion 
 

Special Meeting: If Desired By Council 
 

May 25th:  Adopt Budget 
 

June 8th: Truth in Taxation Hearing, Set Levy, Set 2009-2010 
Meeting Schedule, Year End Fiscal Adjustments 

 
June 22nd:  Buffer Date, If Needed 

 
June 30th:  Fiscal Year End  

 
 PERSONNEL POLICIES & PROCEDURES (Status) 

Pending. 
 

 DISASTER, EMERGENCY RESPONSE POLICY COMMITTEE (Status) 
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) 
The Raubinger Bridge Project has a tentative start date of July 2009. 

 
 OVERHEAD UTILITY REORGANIZATION PROJECT, VERIZON INVOICE (Status) 

As we discussed, the utility companies have lobbied the passing of a number of pieces 
of legislation that have stripped us of virtually all control of our rights of way.  In regards 
to the aesthetics, we have little power other than to pay for changes.  The next step is to 
get a contractor’s quote for the second round of the technical review of the poles.  From 
here, we may have some power by filing complaints on the safety issues.  REI is getting 
a quote together from their survey division and should be back with it shortly.  My 
thinking is to narrow down the inventory to the downtown, Miller & Elms and Bristol 
Road.  This will hold the cost down and we can always go back and pick up additional 
sections of the City. Regarding the invoice we sent to Verizon, we have someone’s 
attention here.  I have sent data that was requested by Verizon under FOIA.  I will keep 
the Council informed. 
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 MAJOR STREET FUND, TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS (See Individual Category) 
 2010-2013 T.I.P. APPLICATION (Status) 

Pending. 
 MILLER & I-69 REPAIRS (Resolution) 

As the Council is aware, the concrete section of Miller between Elms and Tallmedge 
Court have a number of deteriorated areas.  We repaired some of them last summer  
but there are many more.  A re-construct of this concrete area will be unaffordable.  If 
we can chip away at repairs and get this section to a position where it’s in good 
condition, it will free up funds down the road to help make the asphalt sections closer 
to affordable.  I originally was going to wait for additional repairs on this section, but 
given that we received the ARRA Stimulus funds for Morrish South, we can get away 
with another $50k in saw cut repairs.  REI has given us a quote to do a quick design 
and bid package, $2,832.  I have a resolution to bid included with tonight’s agenda.  
Given the economy, we should be able to get some great returns back. 

 TRAIL SYSTEM, PHASE I ELMS ROAD – PARK ENHANCEMENTS (Status) 
Lang Construction of 8065 Sunset, Flint is the contractor for this project.  Cost as 
follows: 

Construction $ 14,450 
Design Engineering $   2,840 

Consumer’s Lighting $ 21,238 
Project Total: $ 38,528 

Less C.D.B.G. Funds -$ 32,021 
City Match: $  6,507 

This work is scheduled to start soon with completion by the end of April. 
 MORRISH ROAD CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS - MEIJER’S (Discussion) 

We have a handful of glitches in this project.  I have set it for a brief discussion to 
bring the Council up to date.  
 

 LOCAL STREET FUND, TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS 
 2008 REPAIR ROSTER (Discussion) 

As you recall, late summer bid results for Chesterfield from Seymour to Winston, 
Jennie Lane, Worchester from Winston to Daval and Daval from Oakview to Winshall 
came back at $398,154.  We have spent the better part of the winter exploring 
options for repair of local streets.  The only option for the repair of local streets is a 
levy.  We’ve taken a look at taxes for the City, the County, and how we compare with 
the rest of the state.  Included with tonight’s packet is a copy of our findings.  
Interestingly, the City is the lowest in the state on a levy, the County is among the 
highest in the state with little logic as to why (we will have a further evaluation with 
theories in the near future).  The bottom line is, given the economy, a levy request is 
not a viable option today.  It may be at some future point.  We have a small amount of 
money to spend towards local streets.  The problem is what direction we take.  We 
can reconstruct a block or two of very poor road surface, or we can slow the 
deterioration of a considerably higher number of miles.  I have set this for a 
presentation and discussion. 

 
 TRANSPORTATION ASSET MANAGEMENT EVALUATION (Status) 

REI has a draft completed however, it was not available at publish time.  We may have 
some related discussion associated with local street repairs at tonight’s meeting. 
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 SEWER REHABILITATION PROJECT, I&I, PENALTIES (Status) 
Phase II was approved on October 13th and is underway.  I will keep the Council posted 
on progress.  The manhole rehabilitation program is under contract and work has 
begun. 

 
 FIRE DEPARTMENT EVALUATION, CONTRACT RENEWAL, BUDGET (Status) 

I have had a couple of meetings with Mr. Beatty.  We are working on a draft. 
 

 WWS INTERGOVERNMENTAL JURISDICTION SEWER ORDINANCE (Status) 
WWS has some changes they desire in our draft.  In my opinion, they are related more 
to form.  Discussion between the City Attorney’s office and the attorney for WWS are in 
progress.  We are on opposite ends of the spectrum on the IJA (Inter Jurisdictional 
Agreement).  The County’s position is that under Act 342 (in which the WWS 
Consortium is set up under), we have to sign it.  Mine, supported by Mr. Figura’s is we 
do not.  If Act 342 gives them the power to do what they need to do to operate such a 
system, then why do we need an agreement?  As of yet, we have not set a public 
hearing.  We will do so after the text issues with the ordinance are settled.   

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

Mr. Stephens has a concept drawing into the Zoning Administrator’s office for review.  
We are awaiting a draft lease from Mr. Figura. 

 
 SPRINGBROOK, HERITAGE STREET-LIGHTING  (Status) 

Frankly speaking, we simply do not have any additional funds to consider any new 
adventures.  I will be looking for “nickels & dimes” in funding that we have in our system 
that can be transferred, i.e., amphi-theater lawn-care, youth football lawn-care, etc.  
This probably fits that category.   

 
 LABOR CONTRACTS & RETIREE HEALTHCARE (Status) 

Mr. Kehoe still needs a basic employment agreement and the Supervisor’s contract has 
a wage re-opener.  I will be back, probably at the next meeting with these. 

 
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.     
 
The POLC, AFSCME and the Supervisor Contracts will expire on June 30th.  In review, I 
anticipate a 1% - 3% decrease in the levy collection this year.  On our other revenues, I 
can only predict that they will also decline, maybe significantly.  The first line of defense 
here in preserving the level of services that we can provide will most likely be a freeze 
on all contract wage increases for all employees, on a year-to-year basis.   
 

 MARATHON STATION BLIGHT & NON-CONFORMING USE (Status) 
Patiently waiting for an open door.   

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

Pending. 
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 FEES, RATES & SERVICE CHARGES (Status) 
As you are aware, we have two water rate increases and a sewer rate increase now in 
effect.  We can float for a bit using Fund Balance, but we will have to do something by 
this summer.  As we have discussed in the past, we need to go to a ready to serve 
charge with a commodity purchase charge.  Sewer will either be as the County desires, 
a unit charge or water use calculated capacity charge.  As we have discussed at past 
meetings, we have some models that can be very easily implemented.  The only loose 
end is how we manage irrigation systems if the County desires a capacity use sewer 
charge.  We are working to resolve this now.  I have a tentative August date in mind for 
the billing system switch and implementation of the new rates.   

 
 SALE OF CITY PROPERTY 5129 MORRISH ROAD (Status) 

Pending. 
 

 WWS, STORM WATER MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT (Status) 
We are still looking at this. 

 
 2009 MASTER PLAN & ZONING CODE REVIEW  (Status) 

The City’s Master Plan was last updated in 2004. Since these plans need to be revisited 
every five years or so, the City shall update the Master Plan sometime during the next 
calendar year.  This can be quite a cumbersome process due to the requirements of 
State law; however, the impact of these plans is tremendous on all aspects of local 
governance. Since the last plan was adopted, there has not been significant change to 
the circumstances or assumptions that were used in the framing of that plan. As such, I 
expect a general review and acceptance will be in order, resulting in little substantial 
change to the 2004 Master Plan. We shall see. Expect this to show up in the form of a 
workshop in late spring or early summer.  Additionally, the Planning Commission is 
having a public workshop to discuss updates to the Zoning Appendix A and zoning map.  
Expect some minor changes to the general provisions and the sign ordinance and some 
additional changes to the zoning map. There will eventually be an official public hearing 
and subsequent review by the City Council. Throughout this process, there may be 
some provisions of the Zoning Appendix A (concerning animals and parking) that shall 
be located within the standard book of ordinances.   
 

 SWARTZ AMBULANCE AGREEMENT (Status) 
Pending.  

 
 NEIGHBORHOOD STABILIZATION PROGRAM (Status) 

Watching. 
 

 MDOT PARK & RIDE (Status) 
Pending an agreement to be drafted by MDOT.   

 
 AED, CPR & FIRST-AID TRAINING  (Information) 

Officer John Sheerin will conduct an AED (the heart shocker device we have in the 
lobby), CPR and kind of a crash First Aid Course for anyone who wishes to attend.  Our 
office staff will attend.  The training session will be held on Wednesday March 25th from 
2:00 PM – 4:00 PM at City Hall Council Chambers.  If you have an interest, please let 
me know. 
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NEW BUSINESS / PROJECTED ISSUES & PROJECTS 
 

 BID AWARD & APPROPRIATION, LAWN CARE SERVICES  (Resolution) 
The two-year contract for lawn care services ended with the ending of the mowing 
season in October 2008.  We went to bid and received thirteen returns ranging from the 
low of $760 per cut (week) to a high of $2,275.  The lowest bid is $90 per cut less than 
the last two-year award.  The low bidder is Mike’s Services of 1041 Scottwood, Flint.  
Mr. Svrcek has interviewed the owner and inventoried his equipment.  Tom advises the 
company should be capable of handling the contract.  On another note, we were 
contacted by the previous awardee, J&S Landscaping (originally Leedle’s Lawn Care, 
company sold mid contract to J&S).  They request that the City allow them to keep the 
contract and they will meet the low bid ($760, letter included with packet).  Leedle’s, 
followed by J&S did an excellent job with the cutting services for the City.  The unknown 
is always the problem.  In this case though, and certainly as far as the administrative 
staff is concerned, our hands are tied.  In order to preserve the integrity of the bid 
process, staff recommends award of the contract to the low bidder, Mike’s Services.  
Mr. Payne of J&S Lawncare may be at tonight’s meeting to request consideration to 
their offer.   

 
 VEHICLE SALE, CONFISCATED PROPERTY (Resolution) 

The Police seized a vehicle pursuant to a multiple offense drunk driving arrest in March 
2008.  Title was transferred to the City by way of 7th Circuit Court Order, Judge 
Neithercut.  The vehicle has towing and storage charges against it and Rick would like 
to sell it to settle the charges.  Any leftover funds would revert into the General Fund.  A 
resolution to seal bid sell the vehicle is included with tonight’s agenda.   

 
 2009 FEDERAL OMNIBUS APPROPRIATIONS BILL  (Information) 

At the last meeting we discussed, all be it briefly, the flow of grants from federal levels 
and how elected officials in DC influence this.  As a bit of interesting reading, I have 
included a copy of the 2009 Federal Omnibus Appropriation Bill earmarks.  The 
document is rather large.  You can find it in two forms as side files on your CD, an excel 
workbook and an Adobe .pdf file.  If you are proficient with excel, view the columns in 
ascending and descending order to track Michigan as a recipient of funds.  Also, 
compare the various elected officials from throughout the state and the direction where 
funds are steered and by whom.  Surprising.  If you desire to look at this data and 
cannot, get with me and I will set up a meeting.  If there is enough interest in knowing, 
we can set a presentation at the next Council Meeting.   

 
Council Questions, Inquiries, Requests and Comments 
 

 C.S.O. Plaques, Lobby.  I am looking at options. 
 Mast Arm Traffic Lights, Street Sign Anchors (Silver vs. Black).  I have passed this along 

to our engineer who is checking into the replacement.   
 Council Name Tag Replacements.  I am getting ready to order new nametags for 

Councilmember’s Binder & Krueger.  Anyone else who needs a replacement, please get 
with me and we will add you to the order. 

6



 
City of Swartz Creek 

RESOLUTIONS  
Regular Council Meeting, Monday March 23, 2009 7:00 P.M. 

 
 
 
Resolution No. 090323-4A MINUTES, MARCH 9, 2009 

 
Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council hereby approve the Minutes of the Regular 
Council Meeting held March 9, 2009, to be circulated and placed on file. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For:_______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________  

 
 
Resolution No. 090323-5A 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 23, 2009 to be circulated and 
placed on file. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 
Resolution No. 090323-6A CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the City Manager’s Report of March 23, 
2009, to be circulated and placed on file. 
  
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 
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Resolution No. 090323-8C APPROPRIATION FOR DESIGN & BID ENGINEERING, 
MILLER & I-69 REPAIRS 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the City of Swartz Creek appropriate an amount not to exceed $2,832 to the 
City’s Engineer, Rowe Incorporated, for the design, preparation and bid of repairs, 
consisting of saw cut and pour concrete, for deteriorated areas of Miller Road between 
Elms Road and Tallmedge Court, total estimated construction costs of ±$50,000, and 
further, to bring bid returns back to the Council for review and determination. 
  
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 
Resolution No. 090323-8D APPROPRIATION & BID AWARD, LAWN CARE 

SERVICES 
 

 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 
 
I Move the City of Swartz Creek accept the low bid of $760 per cut, from Mike’s 
Services of 1041 Scottwood, Flint Michigan, for lawn mowing services as per the 
specifications set forth in the bid package, and further, direct the City Manager to draft 
and execute a contractor services agreement, period extending from April 2009 through 
October 2010. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 
Resolution No. 090323-8E VEHICLE SALE, POLICE CONFISCATED PROPERTY 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
WHEREAS, in March 2008, the Police Department arrested and charged a multiple 
offender with Operating Under the Influence of Liquor; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Michigan Compiled Laws, Section MCL 257.625n and MCL 
600.3801, a complaint for forfeiture of a 1997 Pontiac Bonneville, Vehicle Identification 
Number 1G2HX52KXBH205199 was filed and an order signed by 7th Circuit Judge 
Neithercut ordering the title transferred to the City of Swartz Creek; and 
 
WHEREAS, there are no liens, secured parties, co-owners or any other interests in the 
vehicle; and 
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WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the City to sell, by sealed bid to the highest 
bidder, the forfeited vehicle and settle any and all-outstanding debts. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, I Move the City of Swartz Creek direct the staff to sell by sealed 
bids, to the highest bidder, a 1997 Pontiac Bonneville, Vehicle Identification Number 
1G2HX52KXBH205199, and further, direct the clerk to execute a transfer of title.   
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that all proceeds be distributed in accordance with MCL 
257.625n and all appropriate postings within the General Fund at the direction of the 
City’s Finance Director. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 

9



 
City of Swartz Creek 

Regular Council Meeting Minutes 
Of the Meeting Held 

Monday March 9, 2009  7:00 P.M. 
 

CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 
SWARTZ CREEK, MICHIGAN 

MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL MEETING 
DATE 03/09/2009 

 
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:  Abrams, Binder, Hicks, Hurt, Krueger, Porath, Shumaker. 
 
Councilmembers Absent:   None. 
 
Staff Present: City Manager Paul Bueche,   Deputy City Clerk/Finance 

Officer  Mary Jo Clark,   City Attorney Mike Gildner, Director 
of Public Services Tom Svrcek, City Engineer Mike  Royalty. 

 
Others Present: Tommy Butler,  Bob Plumb, Boots Abrams,  John Gilbert, 

Ron Schultz, Jim Florence, Sharon Klein, Drain 
Commissioner Jeff Wright. 

 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
 Resolution No. 090309-01       (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Mayor Pro-Tem Porath 
  Second by Councilmember Hurt 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council hereby approve the  Minutes for the Regular 
Council Meeting,  held February 23, 2009, as presented,  to be circulated and placed on 
file. 

 
YES:  Binder, Hicks, Hurt, Krueger, Porath, Shumaker, Abrams.  
NO:    None. Motion Declared Carried. 

 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
 Resolution No. 090309-02       (Carried) 

 
Motion by Councilmember Krueger 
Second by Councilmember Hurt 
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I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the Agenda, as amended, for the 
Regular Council Meeting of March 9, 2009 to be circulated and placed on file. 

 
YES: Hicks, Hurt, Krueger, Porath, Shumaker, Abrams, Binder. 
NO: None.  Motion declared carried. 

 
REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 
 
City Manager’s Report 
 
  Resolution No. 090309-03       (Carried) 
 

 Motion by Councilmember Shumaker 
Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 

I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the City Manager’s Report of March 9, 
2009, to be circulated and placed on file. 
 
Discussion Took Place. 
 

YES: Hurt, Krueger, Porath, Shumaker, Abrams, Binder, Hicks. 
NO: None.  Motion declared carried. 

 
All other reports and communications were accepted and placed on file. 
 
MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 
 
Drain Commissioner Jeff Wright talked about the County meeting with Detroit on Tuesday 
about an offer that is going to be extended to the County regarding partnering on a water 
pipeline.  Mr. Wright spoke about Genesee County passing on its first water rate increase 
since 2002.  Mr. Wright stated that the increase includes the Detroit increase of 16.9% as well 
as an electrical rate increase from Consumer’s Energy.  Mr. Wright advised that in August 
2009, Detroit is raising their rates another 9.6%.   
 
Mike Hogan, 4457 Windsor Ct. Apt. 3, talked about the sidewalks on Miller Road not being 
cleaned off this winter.  Mr. Hogan questioned whether something could be done to make the 
sidewalks more passable for next year.  City Manager Bueche stated that the City will look at 
this issue over the summer and see if something can be resolved.  Mr. Hogan also stated that 
he would like the sidewalk that goes from the City parking lot to Mari-Dan Apartments 
extended through to Burkshire Apartments.  Mr. Bueche stated that he would turn it over to 
Assistant City Manager Zettel to possibly add the area to the trail program. 
 
COUNCIL BUSINESS:    
 
Set Public Hearing, Sewer Use Ordinance Amendment 
 
 Resolution No. 090309-04       (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Hicks 
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  Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 

I Move the City of Swartz Creek direct the staff to set a public hearing before the 
Council, in accordance with the City Charter, to hear comments on the proposed 
amendment to the City’s sanitary sewer ordinance. 

 
Discussion Took Place. 

  
YES:  Krueger, Porath, Shumaker, Abrams, Binder, Hicks, Hurt. 
NO:   None. Motion Declared Carried. 

 
Brief recess.  Re-convened at 8:10pm. 
 
Appropriation, Design & Construction Engineering, Morrish Road South Project, 
American Recovery & Re-Investment Act Funded 
 
 Resolution No. 090309-05      (Carried)  
     
  Motion by Councilmember Binder 
  Second by Councilmember Hurt 

 
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 Morrish Road from the I-69 viaduct to the North City Limit at Bristol 
Road and further, repairs have been allocated in the Genesee County Traffic 
Improvement Program and is scheduled for construction in the summer of 2009; and,  
 
WHEREAS, in conjunction with this project, the City initiated preliminary design on 
December 15, 2008, in the amount of $11,162 to the City’s Engineer, Rowe 
Professional Services, to repair, mill, re-surface and configure to three lanes, Morrish 
Road from I-69 to the CNA Rail Crossing, approximately .9 miles; and 
 
WHEREAS, an emergency funding package, titled the American Recovery & Re-
Investment Act, designed to create jobs and stimulate the economy, was enacted, 
appropriated and distributed by the United States Congress and the office of the 
President, the package resulting in an additional allocation of $9.3 million dollars in 
transportation money to Genesee County Street Authorities, funds limited to use on 
Federal Aid Eligible Highways and “shovel ready” projects that can be submitted to the 
Michigan Department of Transportation for Grade Inspection within 45 days; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Morrish Road South Project was submitted to the Genesee County 
Traffic Improvement Program for criteria evaluation and found to meet the specifications 
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and qualifications for funding and was subsequently approved for funding at $300,000 
maximum in the first round of projects; and  
 
WHEREAS, the allocation specifics are 100% of construction and construction 
engineering funded, design engineering being the agency responsibility, cost estimates 
as follows: 
                                             Federal & MDOT                     City Match   Sub-Total           % 

Construction $ 250,000 -0- $ 250,000 100 - 0 
Design Engineering -0- $ 31,028 $  31,028 0 - 100 
Const Engineering $ 49,824 -0- $  49,824 100 - 0 

     
TOTALS $ 299,824 $ 31,028 $ 330,852 91 - 9 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Swartz Creek approve the 
Morrish Road South Project and appropriate an amount not to exceed $31,028 from 202 
Fund, to the City’s Engineer Rowe Professional Services for design engineering, the 
remainder of the costs including construction and construction engineering to be 
participating costs of the project, total obligated project funds not to exceed $300,000. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the an additional 5% construction contingency 
($16,500) is appropriated, and further, the staff is hereby directed to make all necessary 
adjustments, transfers and project entries within Fund 202. 

 
  Discussion Ensued. 
 
   YES: Porath, Shumaker, Abrams, Binder, Hicks, Hurt, Krueger. 
   NO: None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
 
Appropriation & Bid Award, C.D.B.G. Phase I Trail System, Elms Park-Road 
Enhancement 
 
 Resolution No. 090309-06        (Carried) 
 
   Motion by Councilmember Hurt 
   Second by Mayor Pro-Tem Porath 
 

WHEREAS, on July 14, 2008, the City of Swartz Creek amended its three year 
Community Development Block Grant Distribution Plan, in the total amount of $37,672, 
and authorized 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 Phase I in the amount of $32,021.02; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Elms Road Enhancement Project consists of lighting, landscaping, and 
other streetscape amenities; and 

 
WHEREAS, all CDBG projects must be approved by the GCMPC to be bid in 
accordance with federal statute, the City’s engineer having prepared design and 
construction plans approved by the GCMPC; and 

 

13



WHEREAS, Consumers Energy is, by contract, the sole provider of public lighting 
services on city streets and is responsible for all installation of new lines and lights and 
therefore exempt from the bidding process.  An amount of $21,237.23 was appropriated 
at the February 9, 2009 Council Meeting for the Elms Road Enhancement Project 
lighting; and 

 
WHEREAS, the remainder of the enhancement improvements were let to bid by the 
City’s Engineer, Rowe Professional Services, bids opened and tabulated on 
Wednesday March 4, 2009, the low bidder being Lang Construction of, 8065 Sunset 
Drive, Flint, in the amount of $14,450, total project costs as follows: 
                              

Construction $ 14,450 
Design Engineering $   2,840 
Consumer’s Lighting $ 21,238 

Project Total: $ 38,528 
Less C.D.B.G. Funds -$ 32,021 

City Match: $  6,507 
 
WHEREAS, after the checking of references, the City’s Engineer recommends approval 
of the low bid. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the City of Swartz Creek hereby accepts the 
low bid from Lang Construction of 8065 Sunset Drive, Flint, and appropriate an amount 
not to exceed $14,450 plus 10% contingency, funds to be allocated from 101 General 
Fund with re-imbursement of a total project amount of $32,021 C.D.B.G. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that an amount estimated at $6,507 will be needed to 
complete this project, be transferred from 202 or 203 Funds at the discretion of City 
Administration in order to make all necessary financial adjustments. 

 
Discussion Took Place. 

 
   YES:  Shumaker, Abrams, Binder, Hicks, Hurt, Krueger, Porath. 
   NO: None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
 
Proclamation, Annual Observance of Law Day, May 1, 2009-Genesee County Bar 
Association         
 
 Resolution No. 090309-07      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Mayor Abrams 
  Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 

I Move the City of Swartz Creek Council affirm the Mayor’s Proclamation in observance 
of Law Day, as follows: 
 
WHEREAS, this country was founded on the principle that voluntary adherence to the 
rule of law expands, rather than limits, the opportunities for freedom; and  
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WHEREAS, a viable democracy requires understanding of the nature and basis of our 
freedoms and recognition of the individual responsibilities which those freedoms 
impose; and 

  
WHEREAS, the Law Day 2009 theme “A Legacy of Liberty – Celebrating Lincoln’s 
Bicentennial”, encourages all Americans to explore the legacy of Abraham Lincoln, 
regarded by many as one of our nation’s greatest and most eloquent presidents.   

 
NOW THEREFORE I Richard B. Abrams, the Mayor of the City of Swartz Creek do 
hereby proclaim Friday, May 1 2008 as Law Day.  I urge the citizens, schools, 
businesses, legal professionals, and the media for the City of Swartz Creek to use this 
occasion to preserve and strengthen the rule of law. 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand that on May 1, 2009, Law Day in 
and for the City of Swartz Creek, Genesee County Michigan. 

    
  YES: Abrams, Binder, Hicks, Hurt, Krueger, Porath, Shumaker. 
  NO: None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
 
Park Fee Waiver, Elms Park, Fire Department 
 
 Resolution No. 090309-08      (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Krueger 
  Second by Councilmember Shumaker 
 

I Move the City of Swartz Creek waive fees associated with the use of Elms Road Park 
Pavilion #4, on Saturday June 27, 2009, for the Swartz Creek Area Fire Department, 
from 10:00 AM to 7:00 PM, for their annual picnic. 

 
  YES:  Binder, Hicks, Hurt, Krueger, Porath, Shumaker, Abrams, 
  NO: None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
 
MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC 
 
None.  
 
REMARKS BY COUNCILMEMBERS: 
 
Councilmember Hicks talked about going to the Capitol Conference in Lansing.  Ms. Hicks 
talked about energy efficiency money available through the EECBG.   
 
Councilmember Binder thanked everyone who helped raise funds for the Veteran’s Memorial.  
Ms. Binder stated that the Memorial still needs more money.   
 
Councilmember Hurt stated that he found this meeting to be very enlightening.   
 
Councilmember Shumaker questioned a flyer that was put out by the County in reference to 
recycling in the City.  Mr. Shumaker asked if the flyer was accurate as to what materials are 
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acceptable and not acceptable.  City Manager Bueche stated that he would check into it.  Mr. 
Shumaker stated that the Veteran’s Memorial Committee was hoping to have the Air Force 
statue installed by Memorial Day.  Mr. Shumaker talked about concerns of deficiencies, such 
as low water hydrants,  in  the Springbrook and Heritage subdivisions.  City Manager Bueche 
stated that he is aware of the issues and that they will be addressed.  
 
Councilmember Krueger questioned how many lanes are planned on Morrish Road.  City 
Manager Bueche advised that there were three lanes planned.   Mr. Krueger stated that he 
plans to contact people that he knows fairly well on the County Commission and talk to them 
about the Land Bank acquisition of foreclosed and abandoned homes in the City.  Mr. Krueger 
stated that he spoke to the City Manager and they agree that the City would prefer to handle 
these homes instead of the Land Bank taking them over.  Mr. Krueger talked about the MML 
workshop that he and Mayor Abrams attended.  
 
Mayor Pro-Tem Porath spoke about energy costs going up in the future. 
 
Mayor Abrams talked about the MML Conference that he attended. Mr. Abrams talked about 
matching funds and MTA receiving federal grants. Mr. Abrams thanked Commissioner Wright 
for attending the Council meeting. 
 
ADJOURNMENT:  
 
There being no objection, Mayor Abrams declared the meeting adjourned at 8:59 p.m. 
 
 
Richard Abrams, Mayor    Mary Jo Clark, Deputy City Clerk  
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County Taxes City Taxes School Taxes Total Taxes
City Taxable Value Taxes Rate Taxes Rate Taxes Rate Taxes Rate

 WALKER*  1,022,648,755 5,460,437.78 5.34 3,204,995.55 3.13 20,889,238.30 20.43 29,554,671.63 28.90
 CARSON CITY**  65,747,384 124,322.95 1.89 381,335.30 5.80 585,609.17 8.91 1,091,267.42 16.60
 STEPHENSON***  13,130,519 115,503.91 8.80 78,783.11 6.00 148,861.95 11.34 343,148.97 26.13
 HARBOR SPRINGS  214,310,989 1,280,679.59 5.98 1,291,738.04 6.03 3,903,092.82 18.21 6,475,510.45 30.22
 SWARTZ CREEK  218,856,629 2,070,624.41 9.46 1,631,576.15 7.45 3,656,496.16 16.71 7,358,696.72 33.62
 IONIA  120,312,955 716,138.78 5.95 920,100.78 7.65 2,645,984.61 21.99 4,282,224.17 35.59
 BURTON  776,406,404 7,345,658.60 9.46 5,973,139.03 7.69 13,671,377.56 17.61 26,990,175.19 34.76
 BLOOMFIELD HILLS  889,551,260 4,132,944.09 4.65 7,383,275.45 8.30 15,602,240.97 17.54 27,118,460.51 30.49
 NORTON SHORES  890,717,774 5,984,589.07 6.72 7,558,362.16 8.49 16,018,547.88 17.98 29,561,499.11 33.19
 ORCHARD LAKE  387,197,780 1,798,959.59 4.65 3,339,968.02 8.63 6,312,420.37 16.30 11,451,347.98 29.57
 GRAND RAPIDS  4,731,960,104 24,331,223.79 5.14 41,460,062.50 8.76 82,510,740.47 17.44 148,302,026.76 31.34
 MACKINAC ISLAND  183,203,978 1,034,168.13 5.64 1,639,675.57 8.95 1,582,460.34 8.64 4,256,304.04 23.23
 HARRISVILLE  16,330,037 102,462.78 6.27 148,655.58 9.10 202,888.06 12.42 454,006.42 27.80
 KENTWOOD  2,056,123,000 11,045,373.73 5.37 19,117,670.32 9.30 47,940,240.49 23.32 78,103,284.54 37.99
 WHITTEMORE  4,811,410 26,675.87 5.54 45,695.39 9.50 57,466.82 11.94 129,838.08 26.99
 ROCHESTER HILLS  3,724,993,280 17,306,691.26 4.65 36,154,784.73 9.71 59,266,261.38 15.91 112,727,737.37 30.26
 GALESBURG  28,314,944 190,168.80 6.72 277,078.71 9.79 660,652.75 23.33 1,127,900.26 39.83
 TROY  5,537,921,385 25,729,736.53 4.65 54,659,284.05 9.87 111,712,126.00 20.17 192,101,146.58 34.69
 LAKE ANGELUS  67,032,390 311,439.18 4.65 667,448.21 9.96 642,937.59 9.59 1,621,824.98 24.19
 FRANKENMUTH  267,133,427 2,012,823.63 7.53 2,701,234.84 10.11 4,243,315.84 15.88 8,957,374.31 33.53
 GRANDVILLE  702,210,040 3,762,316.16 5.36 7,173,092.22 10.22 15,699,876.45 22.36 26,635,284.83 37.93
 NOVI  3,532,730,280 16,413,418.14 4.65 37,240,629.48 10.54 71,099,049.14 20.13 124,753,096.76 35.31
 STERLING HEIGHTS  5,116,095,850 25,632,151.80 5.01 54,870,127.97 10.72 79,241,753.36 15.49 159,744,033.13 31.22
 LUNA PIER  101,141,740 636,707.48 6.30 1,093,979.40 10.82 2,060,709.14 20.37 3,791,396.02 37.49
 LAPEER  249,574,971 1,189,050.02 4.76 2,732,845.92 10.95 3,868,119.75 15.50 7,790,015.69 31.21
 STURGIS  267,096,490 1,955,841.96 7.32 2,952,707.39 11.05 6,713,875.51 25.14 11,622,424.86 43.51
 AUBURN HILLS  2,316,212,260 10,756,991.59 4.64 25,815,761.11 11.15 52,568,847.67 22.70 89,141,600.37 38.49
 HUDSONVILLE  231,775,660 1,006,645.31 4.34 2,610,871.56 11.26 4,908,035.01 21.18 8,525,551.88 36.78
 ZEELAND  289,388,315 1,260,922.76 4.36 3,294,801.71 11.39 7,219,907.11 24.95 11,775,631.58 40.69
 ST JOHNS  212,618,398 1,213,370.67 5.71 2,446,217.17 11.51 3,836,961.76 18.05 7,496,549.60 35.26
 LIVONIA  5,077,787,940 40,808,150.53 8.04 58,470,220.32 11.51 76,710,542.49 15.11 175,988,913.34 34.66
 FERRYSBURG  149,443,839 651,156.68 4.36 1,730,978.05 11.58 1,675,007.67 11.21 4,057,142.40 27.15
 HUDSON  52,299,701 293,547.75 5.61 608,867.88 11.64 1,030,115.28 19.70 1,932,530.91 36.95

Taxable Values, Tax Rates, Michigan Cities, 2007
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 NEW BUFFALO  190,361,631 1,081,254.05 5.68 2,220,339.97 11.66 3,706,792.13 19.47 7,008,386.15 36.82
 FENTON  466,867,417 4,411,918.16 9.45 5,476,899.87 11.73 10,002,118.66 21.42 19,890,936.69 42.61
 WIXOM  925,982,940 4,302,209.32 4.65 10,904,037.76 11.78 20,520,591.54 22.16 35,726,838.62 38.58
 ROCKFORD  213,420,336 1,144,422.18 5.36 2,523,017.59 11.82 5,132,116.40 24.05 8,799,556.17 41.23
 FLUSHING  242,534,082 2,294,639.15 9.46 2,871,967.32 11.84 3,120,922.33 12.87 8,287,528.80 34.17
 COLDWATER  323,420,487 2,510,752.91 7.76 3,853,710.07 11.92 7,854,676.35 24.29 14,219,139.33 43.96
 PORTAGE  2,012,146,071 13,498,899.30 6.71 24,076,184.67 11.97 38,546,635.36 19.16 76,121,719.33 37.83
 POTTERVILLE  44,982,300 343,120.45 7.63 545,428.37 12.13 800,140.98 17.79 1,688,689.80 37.54
 ROYAL OAK  2,434,419,450 11,310,556.19 4.65 29,525,405.46 12.13 42,804,710.94 17.58 83,640,672.59 34.36
 ROMULUS  1,296,588,952 10,416,455.79 8.03 15,755,632.45 12.15 36,035,323.42 27.79 62,207,411.66 47.98
 MIDLAND  2,511,296,800 21,347,786.00 8.50 30,572,204.43 12.17 44,988,703.66 17.91 96,908,694.09 38.59
 FARMINGTON HILLS  4,430,071,930 20,582,557.18 4.65 54,034,473.31 12.20 82,601,462.24 18.65 157,218,492.73 35.49
 ROOSEVELT PARK  125,291,397 843,925.23 6.74 1,547,223.45 12.35 2,563,447.18 20.46 4,954,595.86 39.54
 LINDEN  115,421,402 1,092,013.40 9.46 1,429,159.32 12.38 1,709,339.09 14.81 4,230,511.81 36.65
 WYOMING  2,247,384,747 12,122,393.32 5.39 28,108,715.21 12.51 46,411,554.45 20.65 86,642,662.98 38.55
 READING  13,899,795 94,963.36 6.83 174,167.21 12.53 217,644.17 15.66 486,774.74 35.02
 MCBAIN  22,276,767 158,465.76 7.11 282,493.90 12.68 228,322.14 10.25 669,281.80 30.04
 MORENCI  39,956,333 221,802.87 5.55 507,635.70 12.70 821,028.33 20.55 1,550,466.90 38.80
 STANTON  23,552,964 123,758.64 5.25 300,462.52 12.76 527,848.41 22.41 952,069.57 40.42
 HARRISON  50,205,726 292,172.21 5.82 643,004.81 12.81 828,530.05 16.50 1,763,707.07 35.13
 GRAND BLANC  287,280,750 2,717,991.86 9.46 3,705,375.83 12.90 4,973,081.46 17.31 11,396,449.15 39.67
 NORTH MUSKEGON  144,509,735 973,374.20 6.74 1,869,074.45 12.93 2,593,598.04 17.95 5,436,046.69 37.62
 FENNVILLE  24,721,683 145,793.64 5.90 322,578.40 13.05 449,068.81 18.16 917,440.85 37.11
 LAKE CITY  26,206,769 186,421.84 7.11 342,771.43 13.08 497,723.87 18.99 1,026,917.14 39.19
 MUSKEGON  728,447,087 4,806,235.44 6.60 9,599,732.92 13.18 17,532,933.13 24.07 31,938,901.49 43.85
 OLIVET  15,079,300 115,023.37 7.63 199,993.74 13.26 352,628.82 23.38 667,645.93 44.28
 GRAND HAVEN  534,839,776 2,330,403.85 4.36 7,129,489.90 13.33 10,385,800.29 19.42 19,845,694.04 37.11
 ROCHESTER  783,875,330 3,641,963.16 4.65 10,449,371.69 13.33 12,504,532.62 15.95 26,595,867.47 33.93
 KEEGO HARBOR  114,592,380 532,407.64 4.65 1,532,077.19 13.37 2,312,792.99 20.18 4,377,277.82 38.20
 HART  53,233,652 413,614.11 7.77 714,225.11 13.42 654,611.92 12.30 1,782,451.14 33.48
 ALGONAC  126,235,582 921,797.44 7.30 1,713,988.85 13.58 1,682,240.79 13.33 4,318,027.08 34.21
 EATON RAPIDS  130,899,400 998,487.52 7.63 1,778,778.84 13.59 2,524,754.98 19.29 5,302,021.34 40.50
 BERKLEY  532,106,280 2,472,218.97 4.65 7,275,943.01 13.67 6,782,251.28 12.75 16,530,413.26 31.07
 DEWITT  144,875,347 826,774.63 5.71 1,984,560.44 13.70 3,109,932.59 21.47 5,921,267.66 40.87
 TRAVERSE CITY  713,567,433 5,339,308.45 7.48 9,797,163.78 13.73 13,713,644.17 19.22 28,850,116.40 40.43
 JACKSON  765,040,784 4,507,538.98 5.89 10,552,062.85 13.79 14,977,631.84 19.58 30,037,233.67 39.26
 WESTLAND  2,305,801,563 18,519,833.72 8.03 31,796,962.36 13.79 38,432,551.13 16.67 88,749,347.21 38.49
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 NEW BALTIMORE  455,131,441 2,280,254.02 5.01 6,324,278.92 13.90 8,249,520.91 18.13 16,854,053.85 37.03
 GREENVILLE  233,389,851 1,300,080.20 5.57 3,248,436.55 13.92 5,352,272.69 22.93 9,900,789.44 42.42
 SAGINAW  740,327,344 5,165,982.10 6.98 10,312,367.58 13.93 11,869,007.83 16.03 27,347,357.51 36.94
 LITCHFIELD  50,330,691 343,859.26 6.83 704,413.24 14.00 977,344.74 19.42 2,025,617.24 40.25
 DOUGLAS  128,345,891 756,907.04 5.90 1,805,826.66 14.07 2,668,387.07 20.79 5,231,120.77 40.76
 PETOSKEY  519,567,275 3,104,830.10 5.98 7,313,428.92 14.08 10,872,967.49 20.93 21,291,226.51 40.98
 ST LOUIS  50,081,730 342,764.23 6.84 707,971.93 14.14 983,331.20 19.63 2,034,067.36 40.61
 CHARLEVOIX  233,493,038 1,537,715.08 6.59 3,307,831.56 14.17 4,297,808.61 18.41 9,143,355.25 39.16
 CHARLOTTE  219,785,620 1,676,502.69 7.63 3,141,044.20 14.29 4,407,034.64 20.05 9,224,581.53 41.97
 MEMPHIS  27,938,482 159,527.74 5.71 399,388.97 14.30 491,979.39 17.61 1,050,896.10 37.61
 PORTLAND  92,504,225 550,612.88 5.95 1,328,120.14 14.36 1,707,349.87 18.46 3,586,082.89 38.77
 HANCOCK  72,238,530 731,877.42 10.13 1,039,620.80 14.39 1,534,397.02 21.24 3,305,895.24 45.76
 YALE  38,959,101 284,487.13 7.30 562,218.78 14.43 766,404.95 19.67 1,613,110.86 41.41
 OTSEGO  115,748,897 681,655.07 5.89 1,701,409.89 14.70 2,368,623.15 20.46 4,751,688.11 41.05
 SYLVAN LAKE  102,217,265 474,911.62 4.65 1,507,438.85 14.75 1,236,945.65 12.10 3,219,296.12 31.49
 PINCONNING  28,191,423 304,737.97 10.81 417,134.39 14.80 559,281.18 19.84 1,281,153.54 45.44
 GRAYLING  58,767,729 548,637.86 9.34 869,762.38 14.80 1,245,430.35 21.19 2,663,830.59 45.33
 MASON  217,919,006 2,050,617.83 9.41 3,227,380.46 14.81 4,915,391.32 22.56 10,193,389.61 46.78
 DAVISON  123,326,276 1,166,802.19 9.46 1,835,316.96 14.88 2,031,681.18 16.47 5,033,800.33 40.82
 COOPERSVILLE  122,811,711 530,072.14 4.32 1,830,187.63 14.90 2,836,774.72 23.10 5,197,034.49 42.32
 OMER  4,950,875 41,697.22 8.42 73,885.86 14.92 84,498.12 17.07 200,081.20 40.41
 OWOSSO  276,889,379 2,008,306.33 7.25 4,162,852.50 15.03 3,912,468.94 14.13 10,083,627.77 36.42
 SOUTH LYON  406,801,690 1,890,041.32 4.65 6,126,474.11 15.06 6,860,499.22 16.86 14,877,014.65 36.57
 PERRY  49,542,113 359,333.89 7.25 747,040.56 15.08 823,391.14 16.62 1,929,765.59 38.95
 GROSSE PTE FARMS  822,477,119 6,609,919.58 8.04 12,445,065.76 15.13 12,620,487.69 15.34 31,675,473.03 38.51
 BIG RAPIDS  169,343,898 1,267,454.38 7.48 2,563,652.75 15.14 4,263,860.76 25.18 8,094,967.89 47.80
 SOUTH HAVEN  330,643,972 2,375,825.23 7.19 5,025,027.83 15.20 7,697,086.26 23.28 15,097,939.32 45.66
 BIRMINGHAM  2,102,129,461 9,766,703.68 4.65 31,976,332.06 15.21 40,540,261.85 19.29 82,283,297.59 39.14
 GRAND LEDGE  213,894,625 1,631,521.35 7.63 3,294,302.71 15.40 4,359,436.07 20.38 9,285,260.13 43.41
 FREMONT  144,101,852 1,060,157.29 7.36 2,226,330.37 15.45 3,223,395.25 22.37 6,509,882.91 45.18
 EVART  52,376,625 480,954.84 9.18 812,880.80 15.52 1,125,980.83 21.50 2,419,816.47 46.20
 TECUMSEH  286,675,767 1,609,053.72 5.61 4,456,030.77 15.54 5,981,842.32 20.87 12,046,926.81 42.02
 ADRIAN  449,886,997 2,525,125.72 5.61 7,019,991.69 15.60 9,585,723.35 21.31 19,130,840.76 42.52
 GROSSE POINTE  403,129,589 3,239,791.21 8.04 6,301,399.20 15.63 6,550,369.61 16.25 16,091,560.02 39.92
 HOLLAND  1,152,440,551 5,683,602.47 4.93 18,014,591.97 15.63 21,605,221.35 18.75 45,303,415.79 39.31
 ESSEXVILLE  85,567,047 924,945.52 10.81 1,348,801.77 15.76 1,169,172.39 13.66 3,442,919.68 40.24
 SAUGATUCK  111,140,268 655,438.60 5.90 1,751,792.88 15.76 2,326,161.38 20.93 4,733,392.86 42.59
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 CEDAR SPRINGS  73,788,426 384,862.48 5.22 1,165,960.66 15.80 1,666,562.24 22.59 3,217,385.38 43.60
 GROSSE PTE PARK  620,805,028 4,989,161.65 8.04 9,840,504.63 15.85 9,606,700.64 15.47 24,436,366.92 39.36
 MONROE  973,884,120 6,127,675.72 6.29 15,446,313.84 15.86 18,948,870.68 19.46 40,522,860.24 41.61
 WHITEHALL  116,281,582 783,237.82 6.74 1,850,830.67 15.92 2,877,665.03 24.75 5,511,733.52 47.40
 HILLSDALE  160,957,005 1,099,658.25 6.83 2,561,662.92 15.92 2,930,329.63 18.21 6,591,650.80 40.95
 BATTLE CREEK  1,487,072,110 9,419,767.40 6.33 23,672,212.16 15.92 37,757,037.61 25.39 70,849,017.17 47.64
 AUBURN  53,448,507 577,756.94 10.81 855,176.10 16.00 802,485.50 15.01 2,235,418.54 41.82
 HASTINGS  188,164,112 1,458,177.76 7.75 3,016,327.16 16.03 2,878,037.29 15.30 7,352,542.21 39.08
 GLADSTONE  92,932,090 649,567.41 6.99 1,496,401.79 16.10 1,890,356.90 20.34 4,036,326.10 43.43
 MARYSVILLE  429,161,383 3,131,732.14 7.30 6,909,178.76 16.10 9,128,468.28 21.27 19,169,379.18 44.67
 REED CITY  56,861,999 522,283.13 9.19 916,382.27 16.12 1,184,991.56 20.84 2,623,656.96 46.14
 NILES  209,406,109 1,189,914.86 5.68 3,374,595.66 16.12 2,887,282.07 13.79 7,451,792.59 35.59
 LAINGSBURG  27,239,736 197,572.52 7.25 441,128.45 16.19 508,537.64 18.67 1,147,238.61 42.12
 FRANKFORT  69,970,348 536,819.45 7.67 1,133,687.55 16.20 1,127,036.52 16.11 2,797,543.52 39.98
 ALLEN PARK  1,083,716,911 8,709,399.29 8.04 17,588,725.42 16.23 18,205,559.08 16.80 44,503,683.79 41.07
 ST CLAIR  246,900,797 1,802,918.97 7.30 4,023,347.22 16.30 3,794,509.64 15.37 9,620,775.83 38.97
 BRIDGMAN  104,564,314 590,276.33 5.65 1,705,482.95 16.31 885,421.44 8.47 3,181,180.72 30.42
 E GRAND RAPIDS  512,437,340 2,764,087.00 5.39 8,403,716.13 16.40 9,278,699.40 18.11 20,446,502.53 39.90
 PLYMOUTH  477,443,521 3,837,022.57 8.04 7,869,701.53 16.48 7,409,872.21 15.52 19,116,596.31 40.04
 NORTHVILLE  383,137,508 2,467,628.78 6.44 6,331,987.71 16.53 5,465,125.19 14.26 14,264,741.68 37.23
 FARMINGTON  423,586,650 1,968,025.92 4.65 7,028,107.31 16.59 7,845,154.52 18.52 16,841,287.75 39.76
 WARREN  4,749,524,345 23,223,105.04 4.89 78,824,800.85 16.60 90,349,013.26 19.02 192,396,919.15 40.51
 GLADWIN  69,635,095 610,687.00 8.77 1,159,761.00 16.65 980,390.69 14.08 2,750,838.69 39.50
 HOWELL  394,314,927 1,531,598.02 3.88 6,587,306.86 16.71 7,636,108.68 19.37 15,755,013.56 39.96
 STANDISH  39,450,508 332,260.03 8.42 659,778.18 16.72 954,550.11 24.20 1,946,588.32 49.34
 ITHACA  59,239,906 374,859.99 6.33 991,103.41 16.73 783,000.66 13.22 2,148,964.06 36.28
 BEAVERTON  19,387,577 182,363.39 9.41 324,460.78 16.74 334,471.63 17.25 841,295.80 43.39
 MARLETTE  37,718,441 281,496.46 7.46 631,342.57 16.74 442,930.99 11.74 1,355,770.02 35.94
 LUDINGTON  252,109,538 1,903,783.02 7.55 4,222,328.44 16.75 4,822,569.74 19.13 10,948,681.20 43.43
 DOWAGIAC  101,578,118 623,902.94 6.14 1,702,886.02 16.76 1,855,503.91 18.27 4,182,292.87 41.17
 WEST BRANCH  63,009,839 492,554.19 7.82 1,058,682.65 16.80 1,138,177.13 18.06 2,689,413.97 42.68
 HARTFORD  29,828,186 204,438.71 6.85 501,550.29 16.81 604,615.55 20.27 1,310,604.55 43.94
 ST JOSEPH  389,256,461 2,098,950.17 5.39 6,543,028.68 16.81 5,815,044.70 14.94 14,457,023.55 37.14
 PLAINWELL  89,244,055 525,716.36 5.89 1,505,682.58 16.87 1,692,525.37 18.97 3,723,924.31 41.73
 CADILLAC  247,435,069 2,562,388.06 10.36 4,173,961.78 16.87 4,777,653.07 19.31 11,514,002.91 46.53
 GOBLES  12,618,146 90,831.71 7.20 213,020.79 16.88 259,552.88 20.57 563,405.38 44.65
 BELDING  97,176,983 576,795.85 5.94 1,642,506.22 16.90 1,878,006.01 19.33 4,097,308.08 42.16
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 PORT HURON  786,670,402 5,744,424.59 7.30 13,329,597.53 16.94 13,318,306.91 16.93 32,392,329.03 41.18
 LOWELL  110,134,208 594,063.91 5.39 1,867,039.14 16.95 2,530,880.76 22.98 4,991,983.81 45.33
 HOUGHTON  109,059,765 1,104,928.08 10.13 1,852,663.65 16.99 2,349,427.84 21.54 5,307,019.57 48.66
 SPRINGFIELD  87,889,453 559,970.06 6.37 1,494,120.69 17.00 2,381,202.25 27.09 4,435,293.00 50.46
 SALINE  453,007,825 2,571,634.79 5.68 7,714,859.14 17.03 10,179,167.02 22.47 20,465,660.95 45.18
 SOUTHFIELD  3,716,186,782 17,265,775.39 4.65 63,302,806.21 17.03 96,302,367.93 25.91 176,870,949.53 47.59
 MONTAGUE  78,256,076 527,109.43 6.74 1,334,187.83 17.05 1,731,081.23 22.12 3,592,378.49 45.91
 MILAN  244,575,579 1,467,836.08 6.00 4,197,997.08 17.16 5,873,112.13 24.01 11,538,945.29 47.18
 FLAT ROCK  415,572,713 3,339,791.64 8.04 7,168,504.61 17.25 9,441,758.17 22.72 19,950,054.42 48.01
 ZILWAUKEE  43,430,467 327,244.19 7.53 752,723.79 17.33 697,731.76 16.07 1,777,699.74 40.93
 DEARBORN  4,418,153,749 35,506,934.39 8.04 76,743,330.60 17.37 99,947,346.07 22.62 212,197,611.06 48.03
 MT PLEASANT  408,144,866 3,733,545.95 9.15 7,116,373.04 17.44 8,395,194.74 20.57 19,245,113.73 47.15
 BROWN CITY  25,728,091 182,628.89 7.10 449,019.60 17.45 395,914.55 15.39 1,027,563.04 39.94
 MARQUETTE  536,140,164 4,047,268.45 7.55 9,353,267.00 17.45 7,358,021.59 13.72 20,758,557.04 38.72
 DEARBORN HTS.  1,603,216,897 12,884,412.89 8.04 28,066,876.88 17.51 20,235,854.76 12.62 61,187,144.53 38.17
 BESSEMER  25,335,711 213,048.67 8.41 444,138.66 17.53 409,731.96 16.17 1,066,919.29 42.11
 CLARKSTON  48,306,020 224,434.59 4.65 847,277.92 17.54 820,205.61 16.98 1,891,918.12 39.17
 CHELSEA  254,390,491 1,444,123.90 5.68 4,464,025.97 17.55 5,886,304.85 23.14 11,794,454.72 46.36
 ST IGNACE  86,383,544 487,626.46 5.64 1,516,895.02 17.56 1,503,722.91 17.41 3,508,244.39 40.61
 BOYNE CITY  186,137,550 1,225,846.03 6.59 3,271,851.38 17.58 3,245,328.33 17.44 7,743,025.74 41.60
 PONTIAC  1,437,075,310 6,676,795.58 4.65 25,279,735.46 17.59 25,065,446.25 17.44 57,021,977.29 39.68
 ESCANABA  255,990,965 1,789,300.03 6.99 4,505,440.96 17.60 4,630,519.27 18.09 10,925,260.26 42.68
 WAYLAND  92,974,610 548,308.45 5.90 1,649,360.27 17.74 1,909,667.04 20.54 4,107,335.76 44.18
 BRONSON  40,299,155 313,257.38 7.77 718,566.16 17.83 726,859.44 18.04 1,758,682.98 43.64
 GRANT  17,709,279 130,287.13 7.36 316,202.68 17.86 461,727.24 26.07 908,217.05 51.28
 BELLEVILLE  104,057,660 836,269.77 8.04 1,862,632.11 17.90 1,432,211.36 13.76 4,131,113.24 39.70
 EAST TAWAS  82,314,079 456,373.92 5.54 1,473,858.27 17.91 804,742.07 9.78 2,734,974.26 33.23
 ALLEGAN  168,075,389 991,207.78 5.90 3,012,633.68 17.92 4,066,608.83 24.20 8,070,450.29 48.02
 MONTROSE  26,988,654 255,342.33 9.46 483,790.51 17.93 519,130.52 19.24 1,258,263.36 46.62
 MANTON  18,469,372 191,265.10 10.36 332,448.69 18.00 405,339.89 21.95 929,053.68 50.30
 AU GRES  37,091,770 312,352.17 8.42 669,804.35 18.06 691,250.60 18.64 1,673,407.12 45.12
 BRIGHTON  438,709,835 1,704,036.73 3.88 7,939,858.31 18.10 7,987,758.82 18.21 17,631,653.86 40.19
 FRASER  608,497,670 3,048,634.15 5.01 11,037,052.42 18.14 11,255,185.50 18.50 25,340,872.07 41.64
 WAKEFIELD  20,183,087 170,032.07 8.42 368,065.15 18.24 283,963.07 14.07 822,060.29 40.73
 CROSWELL  46,582,120 325,865.01 7.00 853,365.14 18.32 593,491.13 12.74 1,772,721.28 38.06
 MOUNT CLEMENS  449,803,420 2,248,364.80 5.00 8,239,147.48 18.32 10,400,985.63 23.12 20,888,497.91 46.44
 WOODHAVEN  602,093,778 4,838,786.84 8.04 11,036,378.95 18.33 13,263,512.44 22.03 29,138,678.23 48.40
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 ST CLAIR SHORES  1,998,929,450 10,014,836.42 5.01 36,643,575.06 18.33 26,894,133.11 13.45 73,552,544.59 36.80
 ALPENA  261,081,598 2,093,805.99 8.02 4,790,632.73 18.35 4,007,203.23 15.35 10,891,641.95 41.72
 CLIO  49,461,577 467,960.88 9.46 908,222.94 18.36 871,378.15 17.62 2,247,561.97 45.44
 FLINT  1,693,727,807 15,460,741.31 9.13 31,136,174.95 18.38 29,465,992.96 17.40 76,062,909.22 44.91
 MARINE CITY  131,070,307 957,101.58 7.30 2,412,440.73 18.41 2,144,883.56 16.36 5,514,425.87 42.07
 MANISTEE  199,145,282 1,653,685.99 8.30 3,665,348.45 18.41 3,512,514.83 17.64 8,831,549.27 44.35
 RICHMOND  204,462,555 1,024,895.18 5.01 3,778,999.59 18.48 2,706,636.94 13.24 7,510,531.71 36.73
 WALLED LAKE  257,851,889 1,198,005.65 4.65 4,767,449.34 18.49 4,564,591.67 17.70 10,530,046.66 40.84
 BANGOR  28,029,908 198,018.52 7.06 519,958.84 18.55 508,457.41 18.14 1,226,434.77 43.75
 RIVERVIEW  387,330,472 3,112,820.04 8.04 7,184,980.24 18.55 5,366,207.20 13.85 15,664,007.48 40.44
 THREE RIVERS  181,091,914 1,334,900.91 7.37 3,368,702.06 18.60 4,364,774.03 24.10 9,068,377.00 50.08
 WILLIAMSTON  120,770,931 1,136,454.42 9.41 2,249,575.97 18.63 2,912,327.05 24.11 6,298,357.44 52.15
 MADISON HEIGHTS  1,206,556,570 5,605,782.46 4.65 22,479,596.72 18.63 27,919,371.34 23.14 56,004,750.52 46.42
 CORUNNA  61,480,657 445,925.33 7.25 1,145,710.48 18.64 930,400.49 15.13 2,522,036.30 41.02
 LESLIE  41,902,518 394,302.66 9.41 781,900.96 18.66 1,196,781.85 28.56 2,372,985.47 56.63
 PARCHMENT  48,030,252 322,580.76 6.72 896,628.73 18.67 1,097,025.67 22.84 2,316,235.16 48.22
 ANN ARBOR  4,732,586,355 26,865,946.20 5.68 88,517,821.90 18.70 104,019,224.50 21.98 219,402,992.60 46.36
 TAWAS CITY  63,555,645 352,371.54 5.54 1,189,863.36 18.72 854,797.16 13.45 2,397,032.06 37.72
 PLEASANT RIDGE  134,868,950 626,614.62 4.65 2,526,473.03 18.73 1,893,045.31 14.04 5,046,132.96 37.42
 VASSAR  53,153,993 449,666.78 8.46 996,020.77 18.74 771,136.51 14.51 2,216,824.06 41.71
 ALMA  152,148,736 1,063,078.41 6.99 2,852,945.86 18.75 3,061,859.15 20.12 6,977,883.42 45.86
 WHITE CLOUD  20,665,983 152,039.61 7.36 387,921.16 18.77 555,534.47 26.88 1,095,495.24 53.01
 GIBRALTAR  166,847,836 1,340,889.30 8.04 3,133,402.35 18.78 2,800,643.28 16.79 7,274,934.93 43.60
 GARDEN CITY  716,911,804 5,761,533.38 8.04 13,488,623.88 18.81 9,169,742.44 12.79 28,419,899.70 39.64
 CHEBOYGAN  116,513,739 717,456.64 6.16 2,195,037.25 18.84 1,887,213.69 16.20 4,799,707.58 41.19
 MT MORRIS  45,854,977 433,838.48 9.46 865,808.96 18.88 721,345.38 15.73 2,020,992.82 44.07
 ROSE CITY  13,939,739 108,968.30 7.82 263,572.56 18.91 271,051.17 19.44 643,592.03 46.17
 COLOMA  33,236,564 187,968.94 5.66 628,620.51 18.91 433,084.26 13.03 1,249,673.71 37.60
 NORWAY  52,678,497 454,104.41 8.62 1,005,126.77 19.08 855,945.36 16.25 2,315,176.54 43.95
 GAYLORD  199,348,490 1,605,453.03 8.05 3,806,119.19 19.09 3,860,582.18 19.37 9,272,154.40 46.51
 EAST JORDAN  70,100,701 461,662.16 6.59 1,339,056.57 19.10 1,269,357.75 18.11 3,070,076.48 43.80
 CLAWSON  407,597,860 1,893,740.41 4.65 7,795,013.70 19.12 6,308,513.61 15.48 15,997,267.72 39.25
 BUCHANAN  84,367,683 478,204.59 5.67 1,621,469.69 19.22 1,486,439.31 17.62 3,586,113.59 42.51
 NEWAYGO  56,326,745 414,395.84 7.36 1,083,354.81 19.23 1,014,378.03 18.01 2,512,128.68 44.60
 CRYSTAL FALLS  21,315,885 251,424.23 11.80 410,091.88 19.24 239,398.77 11.23 900,914.88 42.26
 ONAWAY  15,243,587 113,102.82 7.42 294,951.20 19.35 231,832.43 15.21 639,886.45 41.98
 MARSHALL  226,450,245 1,442,782.44 6.37 4,385,603.64 19.37 5,397,771.15 23.84 11,226,157.23 49.57
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 GROSSE PTE WOODS  866,948,818 6,967,320.83 8.04 16,791,064.66 19.37 13,921,379.12 16.06 37,679,764.61 43.46
 COLEMAN  17,584,737 150,446.18 8.56 341,680.22 19.43 262,059.40 14.90 754,185.80 42.89
 LATHRUP VILLAGE  191,183,720 888,258.66 4.65 3,735,190.18 19.54 5,009,586.98 26.20 9,633,035.82 50.39
 LANSING  2,458,019,618 22,924,330.01 9.33 48,060,183.65 19.55 50,428,746.98 20.52 121,413,260.64 49.39
 MUSKEGON HEIGHTS  133,612,865 898,261.31 6.72 2,613,959.80 19.56 4,102,976.92 30.71 7,615,198.03 56.99
 BAD AXE  88,204,772 559,632.80 6.34 1,726,460.74 19.57 1,783,659.67 20.22 4,069,753.21 46.14
 BAY CITY  641,063,143 6,929,636.12 10.81 12,610,370.79 19.67 11,102,951.98 17.32 30,642,958.89 47.80
 NEGAUNEE  71,640,211 540,804.76 7.55 1,422,373.39 19.85 847,740.72 11.83 2,810,918.87 39.24
 IRON MOUNTAIN  206,411,613 1,779,330.01 8.62 4,124,498.42 19.98 3,947,616.64 19.12 9,851,445.07 47.73
 ROGERS CITY  65,857,937 488,529.63 7.42 1,324,801.59 20.12 827,737.28 12.57 2,641,068.50 40.10
 GAASTRA  3,493,630 42,191.48 12.08 70,355.76 20.14 31,853.25 9.12 144,400.49 41.33
 CLARE  82,543,827 513,293.34 6.22 1,670,942.89 20.24 1,549,110.61 18.77 3,733,346.84 45.23
 PETERSBURG  23,941,700 150,717.78 6.30 484,709.27 20.25 327,089.75 13.66 962,516.80 40.20
 SCOTTVILLE  24,511,457 184,846.46 7.54 499,793.57 20.39 501,969.44 20.48 1,186,609.47 48.41
 LINCOLN PARK  780,245,697 6,270,522.54 8.04 15,919,977.13 20.40 13,632,197.85 17.47 35,822,697.52 45.91
 SOUTHGATE  888,693,985 7,142,078.04 8.04 18,163,305.38 20.44 13,827,215.69 15.56 39,132,599.11 44.03
 IMLAY CITY  115,310,326 549,372.97 4.76 2,363,861.67 20.50 2,426,712.18 21.05 5,339,946.82 46.31
 DURAND  74,610,004 541,153.80 7.25 1,535,735.00 20.58 1,228,193.28 16.46 3,305,082.08 44.30
 SANDUSKY  74,397,435 549,766.49 7.39 1,536,121.29 20.65 1,364,203.23 18.34 3,450,091.01 46.37
 ROCKWOOD  97,062,377 780,051.46 8.04 2,006,279.32 20.67 1,641,541.57 16.91 4,427,872.35 45.62
 KINGSFORD  115,918,805 997,601.48 8.61 2,444,972.72 21.09 1,723,920.52 14.87 5,166,494.72 44.57
 HARBOR BEACH  54,927,805 348,500.41 6.34 1,162,167.97 21.16 1,107,381.42 20.16 2,618,049.80 47.66
 SAULT STE MARIE  274,739,555 2,379,601.69 8.66 5,819,615.66 21.18 3,505,148.37 12.76 11,704,365.72 42.60
 EAST LANSING  937,302,420 8,560,439.12 9.13 20,014,948.00 21.35 25,249,801.01 26.94 53,825,188.13 57.43
 ROSEVILLE  1,378,255,275 6,896,972.13 5.00 29,433,856.53 21.36 24,235,022.14 17.58 60,565,850.80 43.94
 IRON RIVER  49,230,480 594,541.71 12.08 1,053,027.01 21.39 733,289.34 14.90 2,380,858.06 48.36
 WAYNE  604,987,857 4,862,045.38 8.04 12,983,039.35 21.46 12,751,172.88 21.08 30,596,257.61 50.57
 UTICA  222,907,844 1,116,790.57 5.01 4,787,124.27 21.48 4,269,496.89 19.15 10,173,411.73 45.64
 TRENTON  835,801,451 6,717,001.92 8.04 18,044,953.30 21.59 12,887,673.09 15.42 37,649,628.31 45.05
 MANISTIQUE  63,145,890 450,773.21 7.14 1,367,948.35 21.66 462,812.40 7.33 2,281,533.96 36.13
 HUNTINGTON WOODS  318,917,610 1,481,723.09 4.65 6,916,940.22 21.69 3,313,014.47 10.39 11,711,677.78 36.72
 ISHPEMING  87,387,636 659,680.50 7.55 1,902,210.35 21.77 1,370,907.35 15.69 3,932,798.20 45.00
 ALBION  116,591,591 739,890.32 6.35 2,545,781.54 21.84 2,673,126.92 22.93 5,958,798.78 51.11
 CASPIAN  12,057,804 145,618.44 12.08 263,970.64 21.89 157,021.88 13.02 566,610.96 46.99
 WATERVLIET  30,682,324 170,419.92 5.55 675,598.04 22.02 382,722.93 12.47 1,228,740.89 40.05
 WYANDOTTE  706,503,168 5,642,310.92 7.99 15,558,326.19 22.02 12,371,477.59 17.51 33,572,114.70 47.52
 MUNISING  63,243,210 431,868.89 6.83 1,411,765.52 22.32 1,039,294.48 16.43 2,882,928.89 45.58
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 BENTON HARBOR  126,523,272 579,917.55 4.58 2,844,689.72 22.48 2,169,573.03 17.15 5,594,180.30 44.21
 CENTERLINE  252,580,573 1,265,453.91 5.01 5,713,953.48 22.62 5,517,227.38 21.84 12,496,634.77 49.48
 EASTPOINTE  788,493,596 3,950,431.75 5.01 18,839,285.75 23.89 10,005,775.81 12.69 32,795,493.31 41.59
 FERNDALE  640,311,660 2,974,951.99 4.65 15,316,082.88 23.92 12,428,814.58 19.41 30,719,849.45 47.98
 HARPER WOODS  428,982,618 3,447,561.68 8.04 10,271,958.76 23.94 8,431,327.74 19.65 22,150,848.18 51.64
 OAK PARK  721,761,580 3,353,376.47 4.65 17,552,375.50 24.32 13,421,251.94 18.60 34,327,003.91 47.56
 HAZEL PARK  341,078,270 1,584,683.74 4.65 8,309,370.26 24.36 6,208,630.34 18.20 16,102,684.34 47.21
 MENOMINEE  159,768,713 1,405,421.44 8.80 3,925,441.74 24.57 2,142,517.31 13.41 7,473,380.49 46.78
 HAMTRAMCK  239,989,171 1,928,696.95 8.04 6,157,443.49 25.66 4,975,954.95 20.73 13,062,095.39 54.43
 KALAMAZOO  1,687,593,293 11,304,452.56 6.70 43,843,522.41 25.98 39,388,547.58 23.34 94,536,522.55 56.02
 TAYLOR  1,801,145,753 14,475,087.93 8.04 47,444,880.81 26.34 26,370,709.68 14.64 88,290,678.42 49.02
 IRONWOOD  74,726,660 635,184.06 8.50 2,238,826.38 29.96 1,318,387.47 17.64 4,192,397.91 56.10
 MELVINDALE  233,764,405 1,878,670.99 8.04 7,218,457.78 30.88 3,432,905.33 14.69 12,530,034.10 53.60
 ECORSE  263,756,386 2,119,704.55 8.04 8,152,287.84 30.91 7,544,857.62 28.61 17,816,850.01 67.55
 YPSILANTI  414,092,007 2,350,717.47 5.68 13,192,322.66 31.86 10,431,915.50 25.19 25,974,955.63 62.73
 DETROIT  9,468,676,802 75,235,350.57 7.95 307,503,051.70 32.48 295,598,092.81 31.22 678,336,495.08 71.64
 INKSTER  357,721,069 2,874,861.12 8.04 11,677,518.09 32.64 7,463,365.60 20.86 22,015,744.81 61.54
 HIGHLAND PARK  179,068,592 1,439,102.61 8.04 5,938,953.08 33.17 4,294,494.57 23.98 11,672,550.26 65.18
 RIVER ROUGE  339,311,845 2,723,838.51 8.03 11,810,457.17 34.81 10,967,201.99 32.32 25,501,497.67 75.16

State Totals 153,448,387,479 974,750,110 6.35 2,494,017,425 16.25 3,027,468,068 19.73 6,496,235,603 42.33

*Levies a 1% Income Tax
**2008 Rate is 17.1724 mils (2007 rate may have been an error)
***2008 Rate is 7.5000 mils
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Paul Bueche 

From: Lou Fleury [LFleury@rowepsc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2009 1:45 PM
To: Paul Bueche
Subject: FW: Miller Road Pavement Repairs 

Page 1 of 1

3/18/2009

  
  

From: Lou Fleury  
Sent: Thursday, February 12, 2009 11:46 AM 
To: 'PBueche@cityofswartzcreek.org' 
Cc: 'Adam Zettel' 
Subject: Miller Road Pavement Repairs 
  
Paul, 
Tom requested a price for bidding out another segment of pavement repairs on Miller Road. The following is a breakdown 
of our fee: 
Fieldwork / Drawings 
12 hrs @ $92 = $1,104 
Prepare Contract Docs including: 
Technical specs 
Bonds/insurance requirements 
Agreement 
1 hr @ $92 = $92 (will be using tech. specs from first phase) 
QA/QC (internal review of bid package) 
2 hrs @ $120 = $240 
2 hrs @ $92 =   $184 
SUBTOTAL =    $424 
Advertise for Bidding 
4 hrs @ $50 = $200 
Prepare bid tabulation, check contractor references, & prepare recommendation letter 
4 hrs @ $50 = $200 
2 hrs @ 116 = $232 
SUBTOTAL =  $432 
Review successful bidders bonds / insurance, prepare contract copies for city, engineer, and contractor 
2 hrs @ $116 = $232 
Conduct pre‐construction meeting 
3 hours @ $116 = $348 
TOTAL FEE        $2,832 
Please give me a call with any questions. 
thanks 
Louis P. Fleury, P.E. 
Project Manager 

 
P. O. Box 3748 
Flint, MI  48502 
tel  810.341.7500 
fax  810.341.7573 
cell  810.240.2414 
email  LFleury@rowepsc.com 
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MICHIGAN VEHICLE CODE (EXCERPT)
Act 300 of 1949

257.625n Forfeiture of vehicle or return to lessor.
Sec. 625n. (1) Except as otherwise provided in this section and in addition to any other penalty provided

for in this act, the judgment of sentence for a conviction for a violation of section 625(1) described in section
625(9)(b) or (c), a violation of section 625(3) described in section 625(11)(b) or (c), a violation of section
625(4), (5), or (7), or a violation of section 904(4) or (5) may require 1 of the following with regard to the
vehicle used in the offense if the defendant owns the vehicle in whole or in part or leases the vehicle:

(a) Forfeiture of the vehicle if the defendant owns the vehicle in whole or in part.
(b) Return of the vehicle to the lessor if the defendant leases the vehicle.
(2) The vehicle may be seized pursuant to an order of seizure issued by the court having jurisdiction upon a

showing of probable cause that the vehicle is subject to forfeiture or return to the lessor.
(3) The forfeiture of a vehicle is subject to the interest of the holder of a security interest who did not have

prior knowledge of or consent to the violation.
(4) Within 14 days after the defendant's conviction for a violation described in subsection (1), the

prosecuting attorney may file a petition with the court for the forfeiture of the vehicle or to have the court
order return of a leased vehicle to the lessor. The prosecuting attorney shall give notice by first-class mail or
other process to the defendant and his or her attorney, to all owners of the vehicle, and to any person holding a
security interest in the vehicle that the court may require forfeiture or return of the vehicle.

(5) If a vehicle is seized before disposition of the criminal proceedings, a defendant who is an owner or
lessee of the vehicle may move the court having jurisdiction over the proceedings to require the seizing
agency to file a lien against the vehicle and to return the vehicle to the owner or lessee pending disposition of
the criminal proceedings. The court shall hear the motion within 7 days after the motion is filed. If the
defendant establishes at the hearing that he or she holds the legal title to the vehicle or that he or she has a
leasehold interest and that it is necessary for him or her or a member of his or her family to use the vehicle
pending the outcome of the forfeiture action, the court may order the seizing agency to return the vehicle to
the owner or lessee. If the court orders the return of the vehicle to the owner or lessee, the court shall order the
defendant to post a bond in an amount equal to the retail value of the vehicle, and shall also order the seizing
agency to file a lien against the vehicle.

(6) Within 14 days after notice by the prosecuting attorney is given under subsection (4), the defendant, an
owner, lessee, or holder of a security interest may file a claim of interest in the vehicle with the court. Within
21 days after the expiration of the period for filing claims, but before or at sentencing, the court shall hold a
hearing to determine the legitimacy of any claim, the extent of any co-owner's equity interest, the liability of
the defendant to any co-lessee, and whether to order the vehicle forfeited or returned to the lessor. In
considering whether to order forfeiture, the court shall review the defendant's driving record to determine
whether the defendant has multiple convictions under section 625 or a local ordinance substantially
corresponding to section 625, or multiple suspensions, restrictions, or denials under section 904, or both. If
the defendant has multiple convictions under section 625 or multiple suspensions, restrictions, or denials
under section 904, or both, that factor shall weigh heavily in favor of forfeiture.

(7) If a vehicle is forfeited under this section, the unit of government that seized the vehicle shall sell the
vehicle pursuant to the procedures under section 252g(1) and dispose of the proceeds in the following order of
priority:

(a) Pay any outstanding security interest of a secured party who did not have prior knowledge of or consent
to the commission of the violation.

(b) Pay the equity interest of a co-owner who did not have prior knowledge of or consent to the
commission of the violation.

(c) Satisfy any order of restitution entered in the prosecution for the violation.
(d) Pay any outstanding accrued towing and storage fees.
(e) Pay the claim of each person who shows that he or she is a victim of the violation to the extent that the

claim is not covered by an order of restitution.
(f) Pay any outstanding lien against the property that has been imposed by a governmental unit.
(g) Pay the proper expenses of the proceedings for forfeiture and sale, including, but not limited to,

expenses incurred during the seizure process and expenses for maintaining custody of the property,
advertising, and court costs.

(h) The balance remaining after the payment of items (a) through (g) shall be distributed by the court
having jurisdiction over the forfeiture proceedings to the unit or units of government substantially involved in
effecting the forfeiture. Seventy-five percent of the money received by a unit of government under this
Rendered Tuesday, February 17, 2009 Page 1 Michigan Compiled Laws Complete Through PA 586 of 2008
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subdivision shall be used to enhance enforcement of the criminal laws and 25% of the money shall be used to
implement the crime victim's rights act, 1985 PA 87, MCL 780.751 to 780.834. A unit of government
receiving money under this subdivision shall report annually to the department of management and budget the
amount of money received under this subdivision that was used to enhance enforcement of the criminal laws
and the amount that was used to implement the crime victim's rights act, 1985 PA 87, MCL 780.751 to
780.834.

(8) The court may order the defendant to pay to a co-lessee any liability determined under subsection (6).
The order may be enforced in the same manner as a civil judgment.

(9) The return of a vehicle to the lessor under this section does not affect or impair the lessor's rights or the
defendant's obligations under the lease.

(10) A person who knowingly conceals, sells, gives away, or otherwise transfers or disposes of a vehicle
with the intent to avoid forfeiture or return of the vehicle to the lessor under this section is guilty of a
misdemeanor punishable by imprisonment for not more than 1 year or a fine of not more than $1,000.00, or
both.

(11) The failure of the court or prosecutor to comply with any time limit specified in this section does not
preclude the court from ordering forfeiture of a vehicle or its return to a lessor, unless the court finds that the
owner or claimant suffered substantial prejudice as a result of that failure.

(12) The forfeiture provisions of this section do not preclude the prosecuting attorney from pursuing a
forfeiture proceeding under any other law of this state or a local ordinance substantially corresponding to this
section.

History: Add. 1996, Act 491, Eff. Apr. 1, 1997;⎯Am. 1998, Act 349, Eff. Oct. 1, 1999;⎯Am. 2008, Act 463, Eff. Oct. 31, 2010;⎯
Am. 2008, Act 539, Imd. Eff. Jan. 13, 2009.
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REVISED JUDICATURE ACT OF 1961 (EXCERPT)
Act 236 of 1961

600.3801 Nuisance; injunction; abatement; guilt.
Sec. 3801. Any building, vehicle, boat, aircraft, or place used for the purpose of lewdness, assignation or

prostitution or gambling, or used by, or kept for the use of prostitutes or other disorderly persons, or used for
the unlawful manufacture, transporting, sale, keeping for sale, bartering, or furnishing of any controlled
substance as defined in section 7104 of the public health code, Act No. 368 of the Public Acts of 1978, being
section 333.7104 of the Michigan Compiled Laws, or of any vinous, malt, brewed, fermented, spirituous, or
intoxicating liquors or any mixed liquors or beverages, any part of which is intoxicating, is declared a
nuisance, and the furniture, fixtures, and contents of the building, vehicle, boat, aircraft, or place and all
intoxicating liquors therein are also declared a nuisance, and all controlled substances and nuisances shall be
enjoined and abated as provided in this act and as provided in the court rules. Any person or his or her
servant, agent, or employee who owns, leases, conducts, or maintains any building, vehicle, or place used for
any of the purposes or acts set forth in this section is guilty of a nuisance.

History: 1961, Act 236, Eff. Jan. 1, 1963;⎯Am. 1988, Act 2, Eff. Apr. 1, 1988.
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Paul Bueche 

From: Pestle, John W [jwpestle@varnumlaw.com]
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2009 5:46 PM
To: Pestle, John W
Subject: 7% PEG Channels on AT&T Cable

Page 1 of 1

3/10/2009

Comments filed at the FCC today in the AT&T PEG channel case by the League and MTA show that 
there are PEG channels on only 7% of AT&T's cable systems in Michigan!  See the comments at 
http://www.varnumlaw.com/Services/Cable-Telecommunications/Recent-Developments   
7% is an extremely low number.   
  
Other comments filed on behalf of Detroit and municipalities and municipal groups from four states 
representing over 6 million people support the City of Lansing and Alliance for Community Media 
Petitions against AT&T regarding PEG channels, and that of Dearborn/Meridian Township against 
Comcast for its treatment of PEG channels. See  
http://www.varnumlaw.com/Services/Cable-Telecommunications/Recent-Developments  
  
FCC Staff has indicated they will receive additional comments until March 24 - - particularly in light of 
the 7% figure for AT&T's Michigan cable systems, municipalities should file comments by then, if they 
have not done so already.  
  
Regards, 
  
John W. Pestle 
Partner 
Direct: 616 / 336-6725 
Email: jwpestle@varnumlaw.com 
 

  

  

Varnum, Riddering, Schmidt & Howlett LLP 
333 Bridge Street NW 
Grand Rapids, Michigan 49504

Main: 616 / 336-6000 
Fax: 616 / 336-7000 
www.varnumlaw.com
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Paul Bueche 

From: Michigan Municipal League [nbrown@mml.org]
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2009 12:00 PM
To: Paul Bueche
Subject: MML Legislative Link 3-10-09

Page 1 of 4MML Legislative Link 3-10-09 - 3/10/2009 11:45:43 AM

3/10/2009

March 10, 2009 

 State Affairs Report The Buzz  

New Economy Initiative 
Supports Michigan's 
Economic Transition 
Great Lakes IT Report 
3/2/09 

What's New  

Municipal League's 
Prosperity Agenda Might 
Be the Boost Michigan 
Needs 

Michael Boulus and Arnold 
Weinfeld: Some facts 
about the Michigan budget 
 
 
No Resolution to Cable 
Dispute Resolution 

Save the Date 

Cost Effective Use of 
Preventive Maintenance 
Treatments in MI 
Okemos, March 31 

Right to Farm and State 
Construction Code 
Meetings 

Community Ties to 
Entrepreneurship  
March 21, Traverse City 
March 28, Marquette 
April 4, Gaylord 

   
Contact Your Senator! Cable Dispute Resolution 
Up in Senate – Last week, HB 4247 passed the House. An 
amendment was put on the bill calling for “reasonable and non-
excessive” attorney fees. The League agreed to back off on the 
bill until it could evaluate the amendment. After research, the 
amendment does not fix the problem. The bill still contains the 
“loser pays” provision that would require a local unit of 
government to pay “reasonable and non-excessive” attorney 
fees. It is critical to contact your Senator to let them know that 
HB 4247 and the Senate companion, SB 190 would be harmful 
for your community as introduced. Contact: Samantha Harkins 

OPEB Bills Pass House – Last week, HBs 4074, 4075, 
and 4077 passed the House. They would allow local units of 
government to bond for other post employment benefits 
(OPEB) liabilities. The League previously testified in support of 
these bills however, the bills were amended and now indicate 
that bonding for benefits constitutes a contract, which is posing 
some problematic legal issues. Rep. Schuitmaker (R-Lawton) 
tried to strip the language on the floor, but the substitute was 
defeated on a mostly party line vote. We are now planning to 
work with the Senate to get that language removed. Contact: 
Summer Minnick 

Foreclosures Cost Municipalities – Last week, the 
League was invited to testify in the House Banking Committee 
about the affects of foreclosures on communities. According to 
data provided by Lighthouse Community Development (a 
group that has done extensive studies on this subject), a home 
that is foreclosed on but back on the community’s tax rolls 
within 3 months costs society (to homeowner, investor, 
municipality, neighbors) $22,330. However, if it is back on the 
community’s tax rolls after 18 months, the cost jumps to 
$258,400. For municipalities alone, the cost of a 3 month tax 
hiatus is $430 per foreclosure; for 18 months, it is $34,200. 
This includes taxes, costs to maintain a foreclosed property 
(blight, cutting grass, etc). This does not include depressed 
prices in the neighborhoods, which falls under the “neighbors” 
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category. This results in millions or billions of losses to 
municipalities. As a result of these impacts of foreclosures, the 
League testified in support of HBs 4453, 4454, and 4455 which 
create a 90-day moratorium on a foreclosure and require 
people to go through counseling and specific programs to keep 
them in their house. Contact: Andy Schor 

Capital Conference Re-Cap – Did you miss something 
at Capital Conference? We have you covered! Click here to 
view the presentations from each session as well as the 
Capital Buzz blog. 

Water and Sewer Projects Selected for Stimulus 
Money – The list of projects selected to receive funding from 
the water and sewer portions of the stimulus funding was 
released last week. Much like the transportation situation, there 
is not enough money coming from the federal government to 
address all of Michigan’s needs. Because of this, DEQ has 
used those projects that have currently been submitted for 
consideration for Michigan's environmental loan programs to 
help with the determination for the federal money. Please 
continue to work with your contacts at DEQ to line up projects 
for the second part of this program for FY 2010. Contact: Dave 
Worthams 

Local Bridge Project Applications Available – 
MDOT is looking for applications for candidate projects for the 
Local Bridge Program. Selected projects will be funded during 
the 2012 fiscal year. Click here for the full application letter and 
packet. It is important that all applications must include the 
requirements listed on the enclosed pages. All bridge 
applications submitted in previous years that have not been 
selected for funding have been discarded. The Region Ridge 
Councils and the Local Bridge Advisory Board will only 
consider applications submitted during the current year's call. 
Incomplete applications will be rejected and will be returned to 
the local agency. Applications must be postmarked no later 
than June 1, 2009. Applications postmarked after June 1, 
2009, will be rejected and returned to the local agency. We 
encourage you to submit your applications early if they're 
complete. Contact: Dave Worthams 

Local Officials Invited to Attend Property Tax 
Workshop – On Thursday, March 12, the House Local 
Government Caucus along with Wayne State University and 
Michigan State University is organizing a workshop to review 
national, state and local trends in property tax issues resulting 
from mortgage foreclosures, declining home values and the 
credit crises and explore how Michigan's property tax policies 
may be exacerbating fiscal problems. Presenters will include 
the League, Genesee County Treasurer Dan Kildee, 
Professors from Wayne State and Michigan State as well as 
David Sjoquist, Professor and Director of the Fiscal and 
Economic Research Center at Georgia State University. The 
event will take place in the Mackinac Room of the House Office 
Building in Lansing from 9 until noon. There is no pre-
registration or charge to attend the event. Contact: Arnold 
Weinfeld 

  

Form Based Code 
Training  

Concrete Repair Seminar  
June 4, Marquette 

Regional Seminars 
Friday's April - June, 
Seven Locations 
Statewide (EOA)  

Grants & Projects 

Local Bridge Program 
Applications 
June 1, 2009 

Local Bridge Programs 
Applications  
Apply by June 1 

Michigan Humanities 
Council Grants/Events 

MI Housing Community 
Development Funds 

Safety Program Projects  
Apply by March 27 

Federal Brownfield 
Funding 

Related Links 

MI Legislature 

MI Senate 

MI House of Reps 

Resources 
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Form Based Code Training Available – The League 
is pleased to announce a series of form-based code trainings 
conducted through the Form-Based Codes Institute. Form-
based codes is a land development regulatory tool that places 
primary emphasis on the physical form to help create a sense 
of place. All courses will be taught by nationally prominent 
form-based coding practitioners, professionals in the fields of 
planning, architecture and urban design, and land use law 
through the Form-Based Codes Institute. MI-CNU and the 
Michigan Association of Planning is partnering with the League 
on these trainings. Space is limited and registration is currently 
only open to Michigan local officials and consultants. Putting 
communities at the center of Michigan's economic turnaround 
has its challenges and opportunities - both of which start by 
creating a "sense of place." The Michigan Municipal League is 
committed to providing educational programming advancing 
strategies that will assist communities in becoming more 
vibrant places for the 21st century. Click here for more 
information on the sessions as well as registration. Contact: 
Arnold Weinfeld 

Looking for Other Issues or Past Legislative Link 
Issues? – Check out Inside 208 - the League advocacy blog 
- and use the search box to find past Link and Blog issues 
 
  

 Federal Update  

   

Stimulus Information Available – The League has set 
up an Economic Stimulus Webpage for information on 
programs of interest to locals. Most recently added is 
information on the COPS program and Byrne Justice 
Assistance Grants. Check the webpage regularly for updates 
as well as our Inside 208 blog on our homepage. Use the 
search feature on the blog and type in "stimulus" to see all 
entries. Contact: Arnold Weinfeld 
 
NLC Congressional Cities Conference – Local 
officials from across Michigan and the nation will converge on 
Washington, DC March 14-18 to hear updates on issues 
important to communities and to lobby Congress. The League 
is scheduling meetings with members of the Michigan 
Congressional Delegation to discuss priority items including 
federal budget issues, transportation and infrastructure. Look 
for daily updates during the conference in our Inside 208 blog. 
Contact: Arnold Weinfeld  

 
 
 
 
 

 

 Email Management  
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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 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: Pestle, John W [jwpestle@varnumlaw.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2009 3:31 PM
To: Pestle, John W
Subject: Contact Senators Now

Page 1 of 1

3/10/2009

  
Contact Your Senator! Cable Dispute Resolution Up in Senate – Last week, HB 4247 passed the House. 
An amendment was put on the bill calling for “reasonable and non-excessive” attorney fees. The League agreed 
to back off on the bill until it could evaluate the amendment. After research, the amendment does not fix the 
problem. The bill still contains the “loser pays” provision that would require a local unit of government to pay 
“reasonable and non-excessive” attorney fees. It is critical to contact your Senator to let them know that HB 
4247 and the Senate companion, SB 190 would be harmful for your community as introduced.  Please call or 
write them now!! Contact: Samantha Harkins   
  
John W. Pestle 
Partner 
Direct: 616 / 336-6725 
Email: jwpestle@varnumlaw.com 
 

  

  

Varnum, Riddering, Schmidt & Howlett LLP 
333 Bridge Street NW 
Grand Rapids, Michigan 49504

Main: 616 / 336-6000 
Fax: 616 / 336-7000 
www.varnumlaw.com
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Paul Bueche 

From: Representative Lee Gonzales [leegonzales@house.mi.gov]
Sent: Friday, March 13, 2009 4:16 PM
To: Paul Bueche
Subject: Capitol Update from Rep. Gonzales

Page 1 of 2Capitol Update from Rep. Gonzales

3/13/2009

 
Dear friend, 

Welcome to my e-newsletter. Below are important events and issues that have 
happened at the State Capitol over the last two weeks that I would like to share 
with you.  

Plan will Help Homeowners Avoid Foreclosure 

This week, I voted for a plan that would aid struggling homeowners and help 
keep more Michigan families in their homes. The plan gives homeowners who 
seek help more time to get back on their feet by offering a 90-day lifeline to 
residents at risk of foreclosure. The plan passed the House and now moves to 
the Senate. In this economy, it's very easy to fall behind on paying your 
mortgage if you've been laid off or you've lost your health insurance, and this 
plan will help homeowners who have worked hard and played by the rules, but 
have fallen on hard times. 

The plan will create a 90-day reprieve from foreclosure for homeowners who 
commit to working with their lender and a housing counselor. Counselors are 
available through the Michigan State Housing Development Authority (MSHDA) 
and the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). Michigan 
ranks sixth in the nation for foreclosures, according to RealtyTrac. More than 
145,000 properties were in foreclosure in 2008 – a 21 percent increase from 
2007 and a 108 percent increase from 2006. In February of this year alone, 
12,564 foreclosures were reported in Michigan, 716 of which were in Genesee 
County. Flint saw 307 properties enter foreclosure in February 2008, by far the 
most in the county. 

Transit Roadshow 

On March 6, I hosted the Michigan Environmental Council (MEC) Transit 
Roadshow at the First Presbyterian Church of Flint. MEC's Roadshows provide a 
chance for participants to exchange information and begin a dialogue regarding 
transportation needs in Michigan. Participants included state and local officials, 
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transit operators, business leaders, transportation advocates and others. 

The Transit Roadshow covered local transportation plans and initiatives, federal 
transportation policy, state legislative and administrative events and how they 
relate to the local area. We had the opportunity to discuss local transportation 
issues in light of state legislative efforts, as well as establish contacts with other 
local leaders interested in transportation policy. It was a worthwhile event that 
highlighted the direction Michigan needs to take regarding our transportation 
infrastructure. 

Gonzales Honored for Work on Behalf of Michigan Transportation 

On March 5, I was honored with the Distinguished Service-Highway Industry 
Award by the County Road Association of Michigan (CRAM) for working to 
protect and promote Michigan's county road system. If we are serious about 
attracting good-paying jobs to Michigan and stimulating our economy, we must 
invest in our transportation infrastructure system. 

The County Road Association of Michigan represents the state's 83 county road 
agencies, which manage more than 75 percent of all roads in Michigan. 

If you have any suggestions for items in the e-newsletter, please e-mail me at 
leegonzales@house.mi.gov. Please click on the links above to get more news 
about my activities here in Lansing. I look forward to hearing from you. 

Sincerely, 

Lee Gonzales 

State Representative 

District 49 

 

 
Click here to unsubscribe. 
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Paul Bueche 

From: Summer Minnick [amessinger@mml.org]
Sent: Tuesday, March 17, 2009 9:16 AM
To: Paul Bueche
Subject: ACT NOW! Urge Senators to Oppose Property Tax Cap!

Page 1 of 2ACT NOW! Urge Senators to Oppose Property Tax Cap! - 3/17/2009 9:03:04 AM

3/17/2009

Urge Lawmakers to Oppose Property Tax Cap 

Contact Legislators Today!  

ACT NOW! Contact your legislators and ask them to oppose SJR H (Pappageorge, R-
Troy), a devastating property tax cap that would inhibit a community’s ability to provide 
vital services. 

Click here to send your legislators a letter asking them to oppose SJR H (Pappageorge, 
R-Saugatuck), which is a property tax cap that would further erode a community’s ability 
to fund basic services. 

Following the passage of Proposal A, the State Constitution allows for a property’s 
taxable value (TV) to increase in a year by not more than 5 percent or the rate of inflation, 
whichever is lower. The proposed amendment, SJR H, would amend the State 
Constitution so that if a property’s assessed value decreases, the property’s taxable 
value (TV) would be the TV in the preceding year or the property’s assessed value, 
whichever is less. In the current housing market and economy, this cap is devastating for 
a local unit of government’s ability to provide services. 

SJR H is on the Senate’s agenda this morning. Contact your senator today to ask for 
opposition to this bill so that our communities can invest in infrastructure, fund basic 
services and be vibrant places to live and work. 

Contact: Summer Minnick  

  

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 from the Michigan Municipal 
League, please click here. 

144



 

 

Page 2 of 2ACT NOW! Urge Senators to Oppose Property Tax Cap! - 3/17/2009 9:03:04 AM

3/17/2009

145



Paul Bueche 

From: The League (Dave Worthams) [dworthams@mml.org]
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2009 11:46 AM
To: Paul Bueche
Subject: Urge Reps. to Support Stimulus Funding Bill by 1pm Today! 

Page 1 of 2Urge Reps. to Support Stimulus Funding Bill by 1pm Today! - 3/18/2009 11:33:25 AM

3/18/2009

Transportation Stimulus Funding Bill Moving Today – Urge Reps. to 
Support HB 4582 without Amendments 

Act Now - Please urge lawmakers to vote YES on HB 4582 (Gonzales, D-Flint) without 
amendments!!! The House is scheduled to consider HB 4582 at 1 pm today. Please call 
your representatives now! Visit our Action Center to log your conversation, which will give 
the League an idea of where your lawmakers stand on this issue.  

Talking Points:  

The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA) provides the State 
of Michigan $873 million in federal transportation funds for highways, roads, 
bridges and transit projects.  

According to the Act, 50 percent of these funds must be obligated (or let for bid) in 
120 days. The clock is ticking and the 120 day deadline ends June 28.  

To ensure funding can be spent this construction season by MDOT and by local 
road agencies; and to ensure we meet the 120 day deadline, the Michigan 
Legislature must swiftly enact a supplemental appropriations bill. HB 4582 is that 
bill and must be given to the Governor Granholm by April 2!!!  

If we miss the 120 day deadline, Washington will retract the ARRA funding from 
Michigan and give it to other states.  

According to the Act, transportation projects that will receive funding must be 
shovel-ready and most of these were pulled from existing MDOT 5-year plans.  

Seventy percent of the funds will be allocated by MDOT. The remaining funds will 
be spent by the urbanized areas of the state.  

MDOT’s list of projects matches population distribution so everyone gets their fair 
share.  

Local projects were selected by the metropolitan planning organizations: 
SEMCOG, Grand Valley Metro Council, Kalamazoo Area Transportation Study, 
Washtenaw Area Transportation Study, Battle Creek Transportation Study, Bay 
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County Area Transportation Study, Twin Cities Area Transportation Study, 
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission, Macatawa Area 
Coordinating Council, Jackson Area Transportation Study, Tri-County Regional 
Planning Commission, West Michigan Shoreline Regional Development 
Commission, Niles/Buchannan/Cass Area Transportation Study, St. Clair County 
Transportation Study, Saginaw Metropolitan Area Transportation Study, Michiana 
Area Transportation Study, Southwest Michigan Planning Commission and Toledo 
Metropolitan Area Council of Governments.  

Projects include road resurfacing, rehabilitation and widening, bridge rehabilitation, 
and transportation enhancement projects and will create or sustain 25,000 jobs. 
Tax payers can be assured every penny spent is being scrutinized. Governor 
Granholm must certify that every project funded is a good use of tax payer dollars 
and the progress of each project will be updated on the federal recovery website 
and Michigan's recovery website.  

It is important to remember this stimulus money is only a patch. It is not a cure to 
the transportation funding needs of Michigan.  

The total amount of transportation ARRA funding Michigan has been allocated is 
the equivalent of only one year of federal transportation funding and is less than 
one-third of the needs identified by the bipartisan Transportation Funding Task 
Force (TF2) to keep our roads and bridges from getting any worse.  

But this is a start and we must make sure we can use this money before the 120 
day deadline expires. PLEASE VOTE YES ON HB 4582 WITHOUT ANY 
AMENDMENTS!!!  

Contact: Dave Worthams 
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Paul Bueche 

From: Michigan Municipal League [amessinger@mml.org]
Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2009 2:16 PM
To: Paul Bueche
Subject: Stimulus Plan: Granholm & Biden Contact League 

Page 1 of 2Stimulus Plan: Granholm & Biden Contact League - 3/19/2009 2:06:07 PM

3/19/2009

Granholm & Biden Each Brief League  
on Stimulus Money 

Governor Commits to Working with Municipal Leaders to Maximize Dollars 

Conversations with Granholm & Biden 
The Michigan Municipal League Board of Trustees was briefed yesterday by Gov. 
Jennifer Granholm, at her request, about how communities can apply for and receive 
federal stimulus dollars. Board members participated via conference call, with Board 
leadership and League staff calling in from Washington, D.C. where they were lobbying 
members of Congress. Meanwhile, other League staff joined Vice President Joe Biden 
and federal officials to discuss how to maximize stimulus dollars. 

Areas of Stimulus Funding & Grants  
Gov. Granholm described the three areas of stimulus funding available: formula money, 
competitive grants and discretionary dollars. The conversation mostly focused on 
competitive grants, because formula dollars are dedicated through existing formulas and 
discretionary dollars will be dedicated to other areas. Michigan will be one of 16 states 
the federal Government Accountability Office will work with on oversight and 
transparency requirements. Examples of grants discussed on the call include: COPS 
grants for laid off or about to be laid off police officers, firefighter grants, infrastructure, 
housing, broadband, healthcare IT, renewable energy for buildings and buses and others. 
These grants will mostly be competitive nationally, with an open competition among 
communities. Small and large communities are eligible to apply however some grants are 
population-specific. All grants have strict reporting requirements above and beyond 
previous federal grants. 

Where to Go, Who to Call for Information 
The Governor indicated that, while she will not have a say in grant issuance, she will do 
anything within her power to advocate for Michigan community projects, including 
contacting President Obama's cabinet secretaries, FEMA or others. She also said if there 
are problems with program details or definitions that could preclude communities from 
applying, to contact Leslee Fritz, director of the Michigan Recovery Office and they will 
work to amend these rules or definitions. Contact Leslee at 517-373-0200 / email. The 
office is not fully staffed so you may have to leave a message; calls and emails will be 
returned promptly. League staff is working to keep members informed on program 
eligibility requirements and deadlines. As noted, we attended a meeting yesterday in 
Washington hosted by Vice President Biden where federal agency officials provided 
updates on the various programs of interest to locals. Details and contact information is 
available on the League's Economic Stimulus webpage, Michigan recovery website and 
federal recovery website. We are receiving new information daily and will continue 
updating you through our Inside 208 blog, weekly Legislative Link e-Newsletter, Issue 
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Advisories and group communications.  

For Questions 
For general questions, please feel free to contact Arnold Weinfeld, League director of 
public policy and federal affairs, at 517-908-0304 / email. 
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Jobless: 4 states above 10% 
The state-by-state readings come just 
days after the government reported 
nationwide unemployment of 8.1%. 
By Julianne Pepitone, CNNMoney.com contributing writer 
Last Updated: March 11, 2009: 12:39 PM ET 

NEW YORK (CNNMoney.com) -- As unemployment soared 
in January, four states' jobless rates climbed higher than 10%, 
according to federal data released Wednesday. 

In January, 49 states and the District of Columbia recorded 
month-over-month unemployment rate increases, the Labor Department reported. All 50 states and the District of 
Columbia had higher rates than the previous year. 

Nonfarm job totals fell in 42 states, increased in 7 states and the District of Columbia, and were unchanged in 
Vermont. 

Only Louisiana's jobless rate decreased. It fell to 5.1%, 0.4 percentage point lower than the previous month. 

The report also included information for Puerto Rico. TheU.S. commonwealth's jobless rate fell 0.5 percentage 
point from last month, but still stands at a whopping 13%. 

The state-by-state unemployment report for January came after the government reported Friday that employers 
slashed 651,000 jobs across the nation in February and a revised 655,000 jobs in January. 

That brought job losses over the last six months to more than 3.3 million. The nation's unemployment rate in 
February stood at 8.1%, its highest level in 25 years and up from 7.6% in January. 

Wednesday's report shows jobless rates in several states soared in January, with four surging through the double-
digit percentage level. Michigan, South Carolina, Rhode Island and California led U.S. jobless rates. 

Leading states: The jobless rate in Michigan led the pack, soaring 1.4 percentage points to 11.6%. The state lost 
69,000 jobs. 

The auto industry downturn has hammered Detroit - the state's manufacturing sector accounted for 53,000 of these 
jobs lost. 
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Michigan's current unemployment rate is the highest since May 1984, during another rough time for automakers, 
said Rick Waclawek, a director at the state's labor department. 

The state with the second-highest rate was South Carolina, where the jobless rate jumped 1.6 percentage points to 
10.4%. South Carolina tied with North Carolina and Oregon for the largest month-over-month rate increase. 

South Carolina also tied with North Carolina for the largest jobless rate increases from the previous year, at 4.7 
percentage points. 

The state with the third-highest unemployment rate, Rhode Island, capped a full year of consecutive job losses for 
the state. Its unemployment rate climbed 0.9 percentage point to 10.3%. 

The unemployment rate in California, the nation's most populous state, was the fourth highest. It climbed 1.4 
percentage points to 10.1%. 

Lowest rates: Wyoming had the lowest unemployment rate, at 3.7%. That's a 0.5 percentage point increase from 
December. 

North Dakota's jobless rate was second lowest. It climbed 0.9 percentage point to 4.2%. 

State budget issues: The job losses have weighed on state budgets. When people lose their jobs, they pay less in 
personal state income tax, they spend less money, and rely more on public-funded programs. 

It's a bitter cocktail for the states. At least 46 of them face shortfalls this year or next, according to Nick Johnson, 
director of the state fiscal project at the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities. 

States are leaning on the $140 billion included for them in President Obama's $787 billion package, which is meant 
to stimulate the economy and promote job growth. 

But that's only about 40% of states' combined budget gaps for the remainder of the current fiscal year and the next 
two years, Johnson said. 

Chad Stone, chief economist, said the Center is "pretty confident" the stimulus package will start to have an impact 
over 2009. 

"Given the momentum of the downturn, this money will merely slow the decline rather than turn it around," Stone 
said. "It's going to be hard to see the effect even if it's working well."  

First Published: March 11, 2009: 10:16 AM ET 
 
 
 
Find this article at:  
http://money.cnn.com/2009/03/11/news/economy/state_unemployment/index.htm 
 

 Check the box to include the list of links referenced in the article.  
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