
City of Swartz Creek 
AGENDA 

Regular Council Meeting, Monday July 26, 2010 7:00 P.M. 
Elms Road Park Pavilion #2, 4125 South Elms Road, 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 July 14, 2010    MOTION Pg. 7,9-13 
  
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. 14-30 
 6C. 2011 Draft Fire Budget         Pg. 31-45 
 6D. Sidewalk & Concrete Bids (Agenda Item)      Pg. 46-57 
 6E. Kiwanis Park Request, Art in the Park (Agenda Item)     Pg. 58-63 
 6F. Park System Views (Agenda Item)       Pg. 64-69 
 6G. City Attorney C/A Decision, Utility Easements      Pg. 70-73 
 6H. MTT Settlement, Sports Creek        Pg. 74 
 6I. Library Closure Notice         Pg. 75 
 6J. DDA Notice, Ice Cream Social         Pg. 76 
 6K. Retirement Notice, Officer Pirochta       Pg. 77 
 6L. News Article, Bell CA Salaries        Pg. 78 
 
7. MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 

7A. General Public Comments 
 
8. COUNCIL BUSINESS: 

8A. Bid Award & Appropriation, Sidewalk Repairs    RESO.  Pg. 8,46-57 
8B. Elms Park Use & Fee Waiver Request, Kiwanis Art in the Park  RESO.  Pg. 8,58-63 
8C. City Parks Discussion, Update      DISC.  Pg. 5,64-69 

 
9. MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 

9A. General Public Comments 
 

10. REMARKS BY COUNCILMEMBERS:  
  
11. ADJOURNMENT: 

11A. General Motion       MOTION 
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City of Swartz Creek 

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 
Regular Council Meeting of Monday July 26, 2010  7:00 P.M. 

 

TO:  Honorable Mayor, Mayor Pro-Tem & Council Members 
FROM: PAUL BUECHE // City Manager 
DATE:   23-July-2010 
 

OLD / ROUTINE BUSINESS – REVISITED ISSUES / PROJECTS 
 

 PARK COUNCIL MEETING  (Status) 
Tonight’s Meeting Will Be Held At Elms Road Park Main Pavilion #2, 7:00 PM.  We 
will have a picnic type dinner at 6:00 PM.  The staff should be able to provide everything 
we need, thanks to Rowe Engineering who donated the food.  

 
 2009-2010 FINANCIALS (Status) 

We are awaiting the year end finals and audit.  I’ll pass along the year end projected as 
soon as we have good numbers. 

 
 MTT APPEALS, GM BANKRUPTCY (Status) 

No new updates. 
 

 PERSONNEL POLICIES & PROCEDURES (Status) 
I had hopes of completing this during the holidays, but got sidetracked on other issues.  
I’ll try and complete it in the near future 

 
 DISASTER, EMERGENCY RESPONSE POLICY COMMITTEE (Status) 

As above, I have similar hopes on this project. 
 

 MAJOR STREET FUND, TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS (See Individual Category) 
 2011-2014 T.I.P. APPLICATION (Status) 

Here is a schedule of City projects that are funded or in the queue (shaded).   
 

TABLE #1 2011-2014 TIP, ALL PROJECTS, FUNDED & QUEUE (shaded) 
Project Year Grant City Match P.E. C.E. Total

Miller Between Elms & 
Tallmadge 2011 $338,997 $85,749 $28,000 $45,000 $497,746 

Bristol Road @ GM-
SPO 2013 $54,912 $13,728 $8,000 $16,000 $92,640 

Trail, Elms Park to 
Heritage 2013 $296,000 $221,000 $25,000 $45,000 $587,000 

Miller Between 
Tallmadge & Dye Unfunded $951,602 $237,901 $76,000 $120,000 $1,385,503 

Miller Between Seymour 
& Elms Unfunded $1,635,357 $408,839 $100,000 $160,000 $2,304,196 

 
City Funded Totals - - $967,217 $237,000 $386,000 $1,590,217

 
 TRAIL SYSTEM (Status) 

Addressed above.    
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 MORRISH ROAD NORTH CONSTRUCTION PROJECT - MEIJER’S (Status) 
As a note, we have talked about the repair of the area at Morrish & I-69 in front of the 
racetrack, in connection with this project.  So as the Council is aware, we currently 
have no plans to fix this.  As a re-cap, we checked the pricing for both concrete and 
asphalt repairs.  Both were high.  The current contractor isn’t excited about the work 
as most of it would be sub-contracted.  In addition, I think MDOT should be paying for 
all, or a portion of this.  We’ll keep looking for an equitable solution for the repairs.  I’ll 
keep the Council posted on developments.  
 

 MORRISH ROAD SOUTH ARRA PROJECT & GUARDRAIL (Status) 
Pending final reconciliation of construction engineering fees.  We are looking at 
options for replacing the guardrail and will be back for discussion in the near future. 

 
 LOCAL STREET FUND, TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS 

 2008 REPAIR ROSTER (Status) 
Jennie Lane was approved at the meeting of June 14th, total amount being $123,955 
($7,920 of this being construction engineering fees).  The low bid contractor is “Mike 
& Son Asphalt Inc”, of Bath Michigan.  Work is underway with a two week completion 
estimate.  Although we have bid the Cape Seal portion, we are not yet ready to award 
it as we are in the process of looking at the drainage structures on these streets for 
repairs that will have to be done before the sealing process.  I estimate the cost for 
this work at around $10,000.   The total for the Cape Seal is $103,526 ($1,980 of 
which is construction engineering fees).  As we discussed, the Cape Seal project 
could be scaled back, in that we could eliminate half or more of the streets we bid for 
the process.  The problem here is that each of the streets we drop will end up in the 
“hugely expensive to fix” category very soon.  Before either of these projects, we 
have about $160,000 fund balance in 203 Local Streets.  At the June 14th meeting, 
we decided to use contributions from the garbage fund for damages from the 
vehicles, and general fund supplements.  Here is an estimate of the cost distribution: 
 

   Total Project Cost      101 Fund              203 Fund        226 Fund 
Jennie Lane $124,000 $16,800 $70,000 $37,200 
Cape Seal $104,000 $2,800 $70,000 $31,200 

TOTAL $228,000 $19,600 $140,000 $68,400 
 

We will be back with the Cape Seal appropriation and award as soon as we have the 
costs for the catch basin work. 

 
 WWS SEWER USE – IPP ORDINANCE (Status) 

Pending.   
 

 SEWER REHABILITATION PROJECT, I&I, PENALTIES (Status) 
Phase III was approved at the December 7 Council Meeting.  I’ll keep the Council 
informed on progress.  As we have discussed, the County has always informed us that 
as long as we continue to work towards the reduction of infiltration and inflow, the 
penalties will not be assessed.  Our relining and manhole rehabilitation should be much 
more than adequate to accomplished this. 

 
 WWS STORM WATER ORDINANCE (Status) 

We are still looking at this. 
 

 KAREGNONDI WATER AUTHORITY (Status) 
Still out there. 
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 MARATHON STATION BLIGHT & NON-CONFORMING USE (Status) 
I’ve had a number of conversations with Doug Weiland, the Executive Director of the 
Genesee County Land Bank, regarding options we have.  Mr. Weiland is sympathetic to 
our concerns and pledges to work with the City.    In conversation, we decided that it 
would be best to let the property take it’s “course” through the foreclosure process, 
ownership eventually ending up with the Land Bank.  The Land Bank has an internal 
process wherein they can “bundle” groups of property and offer them for sale, satisfying 
the public auction requirement, with conditions such as environmental remediation, 
demolition of structures, etc.  If unsold as a bundle, which is virtually every time, 
ownership transfers to the Land Bank.  This process will take another 5 months or so.  
In the meantime, the City could work with the Land Bank in a couple of areas, one to 
attempt to get Marathon Oil Company to pay for some of the environmental remediation, 
and the second, begin development of an RFP to conditionally sell the property after the 
foreclosure process is complete. 

 
 SALE OF CITY PROPERTY 5129 MORRISH ROAD (Status) 

Pending a report back to the Council with recommendation on the structure as well as 
the house the City owns at Morrish & Fortino.   

 
 SWARTZ AMBULANCE AGREEMENT (Status) 

All funding related to the City’s contribution towards the ambulance base has been 
terminated.  I have spoken with Swartz Ambulance and they do desire to stay within the 
City.  I plan to meet with them and discuss the future of the base and options that may 
exist. 

 
 MDOT PARK & RIDE (Status) 

MDOT has reimbursed us for the snow removal, salt and law cutting services.  I’ll keep 
the Council posted on whether they pay the light installation bill. 

 
 LABOR CONTRACTS (Status) 

We approved no change to wages and extending the wage re-opener for the POLC and 
AFSCME agreements out to December, and thereafter, on six month increments, to 
meet and review finances.  I look to do the same with the Supervisor’s, as well as 
individual employment agreements.    

 
 GO GREEN, PUBLIC SAFETY BUILDING HVAC GRANT (Status) 

The work was approved and awarded to Garno Brothers Heating & Cooling at the bid 
award price of $36,934.  Construction has been completed and we are awaiting the 
finish a couple of final punch list items before signing off on the project. 

 
 BOARDS & COMMISSIONS (Status) 

We still have a bit of clean up appointments, foremost being the Park Board. 
 

 FIRE DEPARTMENT: 2011 BUDGET & COST RECOVERY (Status) 
As you recall, a small committee was appointed to look into this.  The committee met 
and discussed various options, arriving at the decision to gather additional information 
before scheduling another meeting.  In the meantime, I met with the Fire Chief and 
Clayton Township Supervisor Brian Sepanak on the 2011 proposed budget.  The two 
issues, being the proposed budget and the cost recovery, are related in that it depends 
on what the Township’s desires may be.  The Township is exploring their options via a 
series of meetings and look to join up with our committee when they figure out which 
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direction the board wants to proceed in.  I have included a copy of the 2011 draft budget 
for your review.  I am not looking for any action on the draft tonight.  I have asked the 
Township to appoint a couple of committee members to meet with our committee as 
soon as they are prepared.  If you have comments on the budget, please let me know 
and I’ll make sure they end up with the committee.  I’ll keep the Council posted on 
developments.   

 
 SPRINGBROOK EAST & HERITAGE ASSOCIATION CONCERNS (Status) 

As we have touched on briefly in the past, we have two subdivisions that are in the early 
stage of construction and quite likely, it will be a long time, if ever, before they are 
completed.  Both associations, being Springbrook East and Heritage Village, have been 
to the City seeking help.  Springbrook East is further along in searching for solutions.  
Although the problems for the two associations are very similar, the association savings 
and ability to fund improvements differ.  I have met several times with both associations 
and have additional meetings set with them as they continue to work towards a solution.  
I’ll keep the Council posted. 

 
 REQUEST TO FORFEIT PROPERTY, DYE ROAD (Status) 

Under referral to the Planning Commission.   
 
NEW BUSINESS / PROJECTED ISSUES & PROJECTS 
 

 BID AWARD, SIDEWALK & MISCELLANEOUS CONCRETE REPAIRS (Resolution) 
Mr. Zettel has compiled a list of sidewalks that need repaired.  Additionally, he has 
solicited bids for concrete repairs at three depths, being 4”, 6” and 8” per square foot.  
Although the vast majority of the sidewalk work is 4” depth, the returns will allow us to 
use the pricing of the contractor we award the work to for other concrete work we may 
need.  The low bidder is Donaldson and Sons of Flushing.  The staff recommends the 
bid award to Donaldson & Sons. 

 
 SECOND ANNUAL KIWANIS ART IN THE PARK, ELMS PARK (Resolution) 

Mr. Mattson is scheduled to appear tonight to address the Council with a request to 
dedicate Elms Road Park for the Second Annual Kiwanis Art in the Park event.  The 
dates for the event are Friday August 27th (set up day) and Saturday August 28th, the 
day of the event.  The park will re-open late Saturday evening.  The request is for 
dedicated use along with permission to place campers with over-night stay and the 
waiver of fees.  Included with tonight’s packet are some drawings of the event plan. 

 
 STATE OF THE PARKS (Discussion) 

The theme for tonight’s meeting is an update on the state of the parks, henceforth the 
setting.  Our thanks to both Councilmember Krueger for his culinary skills and to Rowe 
Professional Services for their contribution towards food.  We have invited the Park 
Board members to chat about any ideas or concerns they may have.  Other than 
updates, I have no significant items for the parks, but feel free to formulate any 
questions, comments or concerns. 
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Council Questions, Inquiries, Requests and Comments 
 

 Traffic Lights, Bristol-Miller, GM-SPO.  Pending the direction that GM takes.  New traffic 
counts as to warrants would need to be taken. 

 Sr. Center Budget, Statement, Building Cost Reconciliation.  Pending obtaining 
documents. 

 Deteriorated Retaining Walls & Planters at City Buildings.  The north wall at the Public 
Safety Building behind the Police Department collapsed.  We are looking at solutions to 
take care of this more pressing problem first. 

 Tabled Garbage Collection Policy.  Resting comfortably… for now. 
 Construction Codes Used by the City.  At the last meeting, the question arose which 

construction code(s) served as a base for the City’s enforcement.  The State of Michigan 
publishes their own building (residential & commercial), electrical, mechanical and 
plumbing codes.  There are minor variations from the national and international codes, 
but substantially, they are nearly identical. 

 Youth Programs in Park. Looking into this.
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City of Swartz Creek 

RESOLUTIONS  
Regular Council Meeting, Monday July 26, 2010 7:00 P.M. 

 
 
 
Resolution No. 100726-4A MINUTES, JULY 14, 2010 

 
Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council hereby approve the Minutes of the Regular 
Council Meeting held July 14, 2010 to be circulated and placed on file. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For:_______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________  

 
 
Resolution No. 100726-5A AGENDA APPROVAL 
 

Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 
 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the Agenda as presented / printed / 
amended for the Regular Council Meeting of July 26, 2010 to be circulated and placed 
on file. 

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 
Resolution No. 100726-6A CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the City Manager’s Report of July 26, 
2010, to be circulated and placed on file. 
  
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 
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Resolution No. 100726–8A BID AWARD & APPROPRIATION, SIDEWALK REPAIRS 
& MISCELLEANOUS CONCRETE WORK 

 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
I Move the City of Swartz Creek accept the low bid of Donaldson & Son Construction, of 
Flushing Michigan, for the repair of deteriorated sidewalk sections as designated by the 
City. The costs of such repairs being $3.99 per S.F. 4”, $4.50 per S.F. 6”, $8.28 per S.F. 
8”, and $100.00 for an edge grind in accordance with the specifications as set forth in 
the bid documents.  Property owners shall be billed the actually amount invoiced to the 
City for repairs, and failure to remit payment on this shall result in the assessment of 
those costs to the tax roll.  

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

 
Voting For: ______________________________________________________ 
Voting Against: ___________________________________________________ 

 
 
Resolution No. 100726-B ELMS PARK RESERVATION, FEE WAIVER REQUEST, 

ART FAIR 
 
 Motion by Councilmember: ________________ 

 
WHEREAS, the Swartz Creek Chapter of Kiwanis International, a local not-for-profit 
organization, desires to continue its annual Art Festival in Swartz Creek for the purpose 
of raising funds to support children’s activities, and 

 
WHEREAS, the previous location for this outdoor event is Elms Park; and  

 
WHEREAS, the event would consist of a set-up day on Friday, August 27th  and a 
Saturday, August 28th show including approximately fifty artists, six food vendors, a 
“kids’ zone”, pavilion use, overnight RV parking, Saturday vendor and patron parking, 
private security, and live music; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City may allow exclusive use (Ord. 11-50), as well as overnight 
‘sleeping’ within a city park (City Ordinances 11-49) with the written permission of the 
City Manager.  

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Swartz Creek City Council approve 
the exclusive use of Elms Park for the Second Annual 2010 Kiwanis Art in the Park 
Festival on August 27-28, 2010, conditional upon Kiwanis providing insurance for the 
event naming the City as an additional insured party. 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the park fees for the use of park pavilions shall be 
waived.   

 
Second by Councilmember: _______________ 

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

Regular Council Meeting Minutes 
Of the Meeting Held 

Monday July 14, 2010  7:00 P.M. 
 

CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 
SWARTZ CREEK, MICHIGAN 

MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL MEETING 
DATE 07/12/2010 

 
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, Hurt, Krueger, Porath, Shumaker. 
 
Councilmembers Absent:   Hicks. 
 
Staff Present: City Manager Paul Bueche, Deputy City Clerk Mary Jo Clark. 
 
Others Present: Boots Abrams, Tommy Butler, Sharon Shumaker, Shirley 

Oliver. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
 Resolution No. 100712-01       (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Mayor Pro-Tem Porath 
  Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 

I Move the Swartz Creek City Council hereby approve the Minutes of the Regular 
Council Meeting held June 28, 2010, to be circulated and placed on file. 
 
 YES:  Binder, Hurt, Krueger, Porath, Shumaker, Abrams. 
 NO:   None.  Motion Declared Carried. 

 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
 Resolution No. 100712-02       (Carried) 
       

Motion by Councilmember Krueger 
Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 

I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the Agenda, as amended, for the 
Regular Council Meeting of July 12, 2010 to be circulated and placed on file. 
 

YES: Hurt, Krueger, Porath, Shumaker,  Abrams, Binder. 
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NO: None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
 
REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 
 
City Manager’s Report 
 
  Resolution No. 100712-03       (Carried) 
 

 Motion by Councilmember Shumaker 
Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 

 I Move the Swartz Creek City Council approve the City Manager’s Report of July 12, 
2010, to be circulated and placed on file. 

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

  
All other reports and communications were accepted and placed on file. 
 
MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC: 
 
City Manager Bueche introduced Blake Thorne who has recently been assigned to the City of 
Swartz Creek by the Flint Journal.   
 
Jim Thompson, 8196 Miller Road, thanked the City Council for what they do for the city 
residents.  Mr. Thompson stated that the residents are safe, the City is clean, and the City is 
the best place that he knows of to raise children.  Mr. Thompson mentioned that there are 
churches in the city that have a Community Food Basket.  On Sunday, August 1, 2010, there 
will be a concert to benefit the Community Food Basket.  The concert will be at 3:00pm at the 
Mary Crapo auditorium.  The price for admission is canned goods or other items that will help 
people in need.   
 
COUNCIL BUSINESS:    
 
U.S. Military Community Covenant & Partnership Program 
 
 Resolution No. 100712-04       (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Binder 
  Second by Councilmember Hurt 
 

WHEREAS, the Community Covenant Program is a formal commitment of support by 
state and local communities to Active, Guard and Reserve Soldiers and their families; 
and  
 
WHEREAS, the Community Covenant Program is designed to foster and sustain 
effective state and community partnerships with the United States Armed Forces to 
improve the quality of life for soldiers and their families, both at their current duty 
stations and as they transfer to other states or foreign countries; and  
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WHEREAS, the strength of service members comes from the strength of their families, 
and the strength of families is supported by the strength of the community; and  
 
WHEREAS, the strength of the community comes from the support of employers, 
educators, civic and business leaders as well as its citizens; and  
 
WHEREAS, it is vitally important that local communities across America be aware of 
and recognize the sacrifices of soldiers and their families; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Unites States Army is the founder of the Community Covenant 
Program but due to its success, it is fitting that the program be extended to all branches 
of the United States Armed Forces in recognition that many community efforts support 
all service members and their families regardless of the uniform they wear; and  
 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek recognizes with sincere appreciation the 
commitment and sacrifices service members and their families are making every day;  
 
NOW THEREFORE LET IT BE RESOLVED, that the City of Swartz Creek declares its 
commitment to building partnerships that support the strength, resilience, and readiness 
of service members and their families; and  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Swartz Creek City Council supports the signing 
of the Military Community Covenant in partnership with all Federal, State, County and 
Local Governments.  

 
Discussion Took Place. 
 
  YES: Krueger, Porath, Shumaker, Abrams, Binder, Hurt. 
  NO: None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
 
Renew Police Fang Assignment 
 
 Resolution No. 100712-05       (Carried) 
 
  Motion by Councilmember Hurt 
  Second by Councilmember Binder 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek has assigned an Officer to the Flint Area 
Narcotics Group from June 2004 through June 2007, under the specifications set forth 
in the original Resolution #040223-10, as follows: 

 
Flint Area Narcotics Group (FANG) Position 

 
  Resolution No. 040223-10     (Carried) 
 

Motion by Councilmember Shumaker, 
Second by Mayor Pro-Tem Christie, 
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The Swartz Creek City Council approves the assignment of one 
police officer to the Flint Area Narcotics Group, subject to a 
minimum 50% funding contribution from or through the Flint Area 
Narcotics Group, for a term not to exceed three years and/or 
subject to termination at the discretion of the City Council, in 
accordance with the membership agreement between the City of 
Swartz Creek and the Flint Area Narcotics Group and operating 
rules set forth by the Executive and/or Operation Boards of the Flint 
Area Narcotics Group. 
 
Discussion ensued. 

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

 
And; WHEREAS, on February 12, 2007, June 23, 2008, and September 14, 2009,  the 
Swartz Creek City Council extended the assignment for an additional years, expiring in 
June 2010; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Swartz Creek finds it feasible, economical and in the interest of 
the safety and well being of the community to continue and extend this assignment for a 
period of one year. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Swartz Creek hereby approve 
the re-assignment of one police officer to the Flint Area Narcotics Group, subject to a 
minimum 50% funding contribution from or through the Flint Area Narcotics Group, for a 
term  not  to exceed one year, expiring in June 2011, and further, such assignment shall 
be subject to termination at the discretion of the Swartz Creek City Council, in 
accordance with the membership agreement between the City of Swartz Creek and the 
Flint Area Narcotics Group and operating rules set forth by the Executive and/or 
Operation Boards of the Flint Area Narcotics Group. 

 
  YES: Porath, Shumaker, Abrams, Binder, Hurt, Krueger. 
  NO: None.  Motion Declared Carried. 
   
Property Forfeit, 3350 & 3386 S. Dye Road    (Discussion Topic) 
 
City Manager Bueche spoke about Ms. Gail M. Ricketts wanting to turn over two lots that she 
owns to the City and the pros and cons of doing so.  The matter was referred to the Planning 
Commission. 
 
Proposed Condominium Association Streets   (Discussion Topic) 
 
Councilmember Shumaker expressed concerns about the fact that there was no bonding to 
have the roads in the Association completed, as well as whether there are certain deficiencies 
in the existing water system.  Mr. Shumaker stated that he most concerned that there is not 
adequate fire protection for the existing units.   
 
MEETING OPENED TO THE PUBLIC 
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Shirley Oliver, 4413 Springbrook, questioned when Meijer would be open.  She was advised 
that construction schedule would be reviewed in September.   
 
Tommy Butler, 40 Somerset, spoke about a news story that he read about someone wanting to 
build a convention center in Genesee County.  Mr. Butler asked about a handgun law that 
states that you can carry a handgun on your belt, and questioned how it would affect Swartz 
Creek.   
 
REMARKS BY COUNCILMEMBERS: 
 
Councilmember Shumaker asked whether the improvements at the Public Safety Building 
were completed.  City Manager Bueche advised that it is completed and appears to be working 
fine.  Mr. Shumaker questioned a letter from City Manager Bueche to the Genesee County 
Land Bank in reference to the property at 7026 Miller Road, the abandoned Marathon station. 
 
Councilmember Krueger spoke about the next Council meeting being held at the Elms Road 
Park.  Everyone is to congregate at 6:00pm for food first and then the meeting would begin at 
7:00pm. 
 
Mayor Pro-Tem Porath commented on the gentlemen from the Army that attended the 
meeting.  Mr. Porath stated that the families that are left behind when the servicemen go 
overseas need help in various ways and if anyone is interested in helping, that would be a 
good cause. 
 
Adjournment 
 

Resolution No. 100712-06        (Carried) 
 

Motion by Councilmember Hurt 
Second by Councilmember Krueger 

 
I Move the City of Swartz Creek adjourn the Regular Session of the City Council 
meeting at 8:13 p.m. 

. 
 YES: Shumaker, Abrams, Binder, Hurt, Krueger, Porath. 

NO: None.  Motion declared carried. 
 
 
Richard Abrams, Mayor     Juanita Aguilar, City Clerk  
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__________________________________________________________________________________________ 
8083 Civic Drive 

Swartz Creek Michigan 48473 
Phone:  (810)-635-4464  Fax:  (810)-635-2887 

www.cityofswartzcreek.org       ftp://cityofswartzcreek.org 
 

Adam Zettel 
Assistant City Manager/Zoning Administrator 

azettel@cityofswartzcreek.org 
 
 

___________________________________________________________________ 

Date: July 20, 2010 
 
To:  Paul Bueche, City Manager 
From:  Adam Zettel, Assistant City Manager 
Subject:  Sidewalk Repair Contractor 
 
Hi Paul: 
 
The sidewalk program for the summer of 2010 is underway.  As in years past, the City audited the 
sidewalks of the City and shall notify property owners of any defects that require repair or replacement.  
The City published a notice for bids to perform sidewalk replacement work as the City’s contractor.  
Property owners will have the option to repair the defects themselves or to use the low bid received by 
the City.   
 
The notice of the sidewalk bid was published in the June 13th edition of the Swartz Creek News, and I 
also sent out solicitations for bids to ten contractors with a known interest in the work.  The bids were 
collected and opened on Friday June 25th, 2008 at 2:00 p.m. in the City Offices.   
 
The City received the following bid proposals: 
 
Badgley Construction  4”: $4.20  6”: $5.15 8”: $5.90 Edge Grinding: $12 
Donaldson & Sons*  4”: $3.99  6”: $4.50 8”: $8.28 Edge Grinding: $100 
Bill’s Cement Work  4”: $4.50  6”: $6.00 8”: $8.00 Edge Grinding: $40 
Fick Excavating*  4”: $5.36  6”: $6.80 8”: $9.06 Edge Grinding: $100 
*Proof of insurance submitted with bid. 
 
As demonstrated by the bids, Donaldson & Sons had the lowest bid both the 4” and 6” work groups, 
which account for a vast majority of the work scope.  Since Donaldson & Sons has performed 
satisfactory work in City in the past, I recommend that the City Council accept this bid and retain them 
for sidewalk work for the 2010 sidewalk program.   
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Adam H. Zettel, AICP 
Assistant City Manager 
City of Swartz Creek 
azettel@cityofswartzcreek.org 
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CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 
SPECIFICATIONS AND INFORMATION 
FOR REPLACEMENT SIDEWALKS (4", 6”, AND 8") 
SUMMER 2010 
 
GENERAL INFORMATION 
 
The City of Swartz Creek is beginning the annual city-wide sidewalk repair program. Property 
owners will be notified of sidewalk on their property that is declared to be in a state of disrepair and 
be given thirty (30) days to repair same. Total repairs inventoried for this year total about 1,700 
square feet plus additional change orders requested by property owners. There are also twelve 
locations that will require grinding of approximately 2” or less. Note that some of these repairs may 
be carried out independently of this program. 
 
The City will be taking bids on 4", 6” and 8" (reinforced) sidewalk on a "square foot" cost to assist 
in repairing sidewalk.  Should the property owner want to use the successful bidder, they would 
make payment to the City in the amount invoiced by the successful bidder, who in return will pay 
the contractor after successful completion of the work. 
 
The work will be done on an "as needed" procedure to be determined by the City of Swartz Creek. 
Please contact Adam Zettel at the City Offices, 810.635.4464, if you have questions.  
 
 
GENERAL SPECIFICATIONS 
 
1. Existing broken sidewalk shall be removed and hauled away. 
 
2. Existing broken sidewalk removed at nearest joint.  The edge of existing sidewalk and 

driveway shall be smooth and straight before new concrete is poured next to them.  Saw 
cutting may be required to produce a smooth and straight edge. 

 
3. Existing tree roots, clay, etc., to be removed by contractor. 
 
4. Contractor to clean up, backfill, and seed area as needed. 
 
5. All concrete shall have minimum test strength of 3,000 psi in compression after twenty-

eight (28) days. 
 
6. Pitch all sidewalks downward toward the street at a minimum slope of 1/4" per foot. 
 
7. Expansion Joints:  Place 1/2" traverse expansion joints through the sidewalk at 100 foot 

intervals and at all points where the line of the sidewalk changes direction.  Expansion 
joints shall also be placed next to existing concrete driveways. 

 
8. Crack Control:  Joint Dummy; joints for crack control shall be placed at four foot (4') 

intervals for four foot (4') wide walk and five foot (5') intervals for five foot (5') wide walk. 
 
9. Thickness:  All walks shall be four inches (4") thick except at driveways where they shall be 

six inches (6") thick. 
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10. Width:  Unless otherwise required, all walks shall be of the same width as the existing walk. 
 
11. Finishing Concrete:  The concrete shall be spaded next to the forms to insure the removal 

of all voids in the concrete.  The finish surface of the concrete slab shall be trowelled 
smooth and brushed lightly with a stiff broom or brush.  Care shall be exercised to avoid 
overworking the finish and thereby bringing the fine material to the surface. 

 
12. Finished Joints:  All joints shall have a radius of 1/2" formed with the proper tools. 
 
CONSTRUCTION NOTES 
 
 Protection 
 
The concrete shall be protected at all times from damage by rain, hail, excessive heat, freezing 
temperatures, and vandalism during construction.  Any damage resulting from neglect or failing to 
cope with these conditions must be repaired at the expense of the resident/contractor. 
 
 Vehicle and Equipment 
 
The bidder shall furnish his own vehicles and equipment as necessary for the performance of his 
duties under this bid. 
 
 Insurance 
 
As a requirement of the bid accepted by the City of Swartz Creek, the successful bidder will be 
licensed and bonded to work within the street right-of-way.  All coverage’s shall be placed with 
insurance companies licensed and admitted to do business in the State of Michigan unless 
otherwise approved by the City.  Policies shall be reviewed by the City for completeness and limits 
of coverage.  All coverage’s shall be with insurance carriers acceptable to the City.   The Provider 
shall maintain the following insurance coverage’s for the duration of the Agreement. 
 

A. Commercial General Liability coverage of not less than one million dollars ($1,000,000) per 
person and two million dollars ($2,000,000) per occurrence combined single limit with the City, 
and including all elected and appointed officials, all employees and volunteers, all boards, 
commissions and/or authorities and their board members, employees and volunteers, named as 
Additional Insured.  The coverage shall be primary as to the Additional Insured’s, and not 
contributing with any other insurance or similar protections available to the Additional Insured’s, 
whether said other available coverage be primary, contributing or excess.   
 
B. Workers Compensation Insurance in accordance with Michigan statutory requirements 
including Employer’s Liability Coverage. 
 
C. Commercial Automobile-Vehicle Insurance in the amount of not less than $1,000,000 (one 
million dollars) per person and $5,000,000 (five million dollars) per occurrence combined single 
limit per accident with the City, including all elected and appointed officials, all employees and 
volunteers, named as an Additional Insured.   

 
 Payment 
 
Successful contractor is required to submit an itemized invoice within two (2) days of completion of 
work to the Code Enforcement Officer. 

55



 
The invoice will include the area or areas worked and the length and depth of sidewalk poured; 
also, the date completed. 
 
All invoices will be paid by the City monthly. 
 
 Completion 
 
All work must be completed by October 15, 2010.  
 
 Rejection/Award of Bid 
 
The City of Swartz Creek reserves the right to reject any and all bids or any portion of any bid 
which, in its opinion, is not in the best interest of the City, and to award the bid or bids according to 
City's interest. 
 
Sealed bids on forms prepared by the City of Swartz Creek (attached) will be received by the City 
of Swartz Creek at City Hall, 8083 Civic Drive, Swartz Creek, Michigan, 48473, until 2:00 P.M. on 
Wednesday, June 25, 2010. 
 
 Deviations 
 
Any deviations from the general specifications, vehicle and equipment, or insurance, as herein 
required, should be brought to the attention of the Code Enforcement Officer for the City of Swartz 
Creek. 
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CITY OF SWARTZ CREEK 
SWARTZ CREEK, MICHIGAN 
BID SHEET 
2010 SIDEWALK REPAIR 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4" Concrete    $___________________________ PER SQUARE FOOT 
 

 
 

6" Concrete   $___________________________ PER SQUARE FOOT 
 
 
 
8” Concrete (Reinforced) $___________________________ PER SQUARE FOOT 
 
 
 
Edge Grinding   $___________________________ PER APPLICATION 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
NAME (PRINTED):__________________________________  DATE:____________ 
 
  
SIGNATURE: ___________________________________  DATE:____________ 
 
 
ADDRESS: _________________________________________________________ 
 
  _________________________________________________________ 
 
 
PHONE: _________________________________________________________ 
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CALL FOR ARTISTS 
ART IN THE PARK - FINE ARTS FESTIVAL 

 
Sponsored by the Kiwanis Club of Swartz Creek & Swartz Creek 

Chamber of Commerce. 

 

Endorsed by the Swartz Creek City Council; Swartz Creek 

downtown Development Authority; Swartz Creek Women’s Club 

 
WHEN: Saturday, AUGUST 28, 2010, 9:00AM to 5:00PM 

 

WHERE:    ELMS PARK, SWARTZ CREEK, MI. (4150 Elms Rd.) 

 

ARTIST    FEES:  $70 for a 15’ x 15’ spot;   $20 jury fee 

 

The art in the park - fine arts festival committee will present an 

extensive advertising drive to promote and attract visitors to 

the Festival.  Visitors to the Art in the Park - Fine Arts Festival 

will experience live music to accompany the beautiful art displays.  

 

Conditions of the Art in the Park - Fine Arts Festival: 

 

• SALES - Responsibility for Michigan sales tax 

collection/payment belongs to the artist. 

• Exhibit Booth Space - Artist booth space is pre-determined.  

Artists will receive a packet upon arrival which contains 

artist booth assignment and other vital information.  

Booth spot size will be 15’ x 15’.  Artists must provide 

everything for set up. Tents & canopies must be fire 

retardant.  Artist booths must be open and staffed during 

the show hours.  Artists must remove all exhibits & products 

by 8pm on August 28, 2010.  

• ART WORK - Art in the Park - Fine Arts Festival is a juried 

event.  Artwork and prints must be produced by the artist.  

No commercial patterns or import items will be accepted.  

Artists offering quality and uniqueness will be considered. 

• TO APPLY – Submit and application online or by downloading 

and mailing an application from the website. Also, submit (3) 

digital images of your finished art work and (1) image of 

your display booth.  This can be emailed to Richard Mattson 

at rpmattsonenterp@aol.com or mailed through 

conventional means. 
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• REGISTRATION - Artists may arrive at the Registration Area 

for early set up beginning at noon on Friday, August 27, 2010.  

Registration will open at 6:00am on Saturday, August 28, 2010.  

Your packet will contain your booth assignment and other 

useful information.  Complimentary coffee and snack foods 

will be available Saturday morning August 28, 2010 prior to 

the 9:00am Festival start.  Artists must be set up and vehicles 

removed from the festival area by 8:30am.  Security will be on 

the premises for artist’s displays that are set up Friday 

evening.   

• The City of Swartz Creek, Kiwanis Club of Swartz Creek and 

the Art in the Park - Fine Arts Festival committee assume no 

liability for loss or damage to art work or other property 

for any cause.  NOTE:  The Art in the Park - Fine Arts Festival 

committee/jurors reserve the right to disqualify and dismiss 

artists who violate these rules. 

• Complete/submit your application with images, (1) $ 70 via Pay 

Pal or check for booth rental and (1) non-refundable $ 20 

check for jury fee.  Make checks payable to:  Kiwanis Club of 

Swartz Creek.  Please include a self addressed, stamped 

envelope for return notification of application 

acceptance/rejection and slides.  APPLICATIONS MUST BE 

RECEIVED BY June 1, 2010. 

• Late applications will be received until August 2, 2010.  

However, the booth fee will be $ 85 and Jury fee is $ 30. 

• Notifications will be emailed the week of June 7
th

.  Late 

application notifications will be the week of August 9
th

.  

• No refunds will be given after your acceptance notification 

has been sent.  If not accepted the booth application fee will 

be returned to you.  Jury fees are not refundable.  A 

processing fee of $ 25.00 will be charged for checks of 

insufficient funds. 

• A “Best of Show” award of $100.00 will be determined by the 

show jurors. 

• Artists may advertise their business in the festival booklet.   

This booklet will be distributed in the weeks preceding the 

event. Ad fees are:  Full Page - $125; Half Page - $70; and 

Quarter Page - $50.  Advertisement artwork should be 

submitted in digital format (preferably .jpg).   Alternatively, 

an image submitted for jurying can be used (artist name; 

medium; and booth number will be included). 
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SWARTZ CREEK 
ART IN THE PARK – FINE ARTS FESTIVAL 

August 28, 2010 

 
Name:                 ____________________________________________________ 

 

Business Name:     ____________________________________________________ 

 

Address:                Street_____________________________________________ 

                                

City______________________ State_____ Zip__________ 

 

Telephone #:         Day___________________  Evening ________________ 

 

Art Medium:  (Circle) 

 

Painting/Drawing Glass   Sculpture  Wood 

 

Jewelry   Pottery  Textiles  Printmaking 

 

Photograph  Mixed Media Other: _________________________ 

 

Booth Space Fee:    $70 Per 15’ x 15’ Spot 

Jury Fee:   $20 Per Artist 

        Total Enclosed: ______________________ 
 
I, the applicant, have read the conditions of the Art in the Park Fine 

Arts Festival and agree to abide by the conditions.  Additionally, I 

expressly release the Art in the Park Fine Arts Festival committee and 

the City of Swartz Creek from any and all liability for any damage, 

injury to any person or loss of goods which may arise from the 

licensing and occupation of the exhibit space and agree to hold and 

save all producers and owners of the show site(s) harmless of any loss 

or damage by reason thereof.  I understand that if this license 

application is accepted I give permission to use my name/business name 

and slides/photographs submitted and any photographs taken at the 

show of me or my items for any and all purposes. 

 
Check box to confirm:
 

_____________________________________                                  ___________________ 

SIGNATURE                                                    DATE 

 

Please Return This Application, Required Slides/Photographs/CD’s And 

Payment To info@swartzcreekkiwanis.org or: 

 

Kiwanis Club Of Swartz Creek                                                                                                   

9251 W. Hill Road       

Swartz Creek, MI.  48473 
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Callout
Elms Park, Looking East
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Callout
Winshall Park, Looking North
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S T A T E  O F  M I C H I G A N  

C O U R T  O F  A P P E A L S  

EUGENE D’ANDREA and GINA LIVERPOOL, 

 Plaintiffs-Appellants, 

 FOR PUBLICATION 
 June 29, 2010 
 9:00 a.m. 

v No. 288483 
Wayne Circuit Court 

AT&T, LC No. 07-732049-CZ 

 Defendant-Appellee. 

Before:  SAAD, P.J., and HOEKSTRA and SERVITTO, JJ. 

SAAD, P.J. 

 Plaintiffs appeal the trial court’s order that granted summary disposition to defendant, 
AT&T.  For the reasons set forth below, we reverse and remand for further proceedings 
consistent with this opinion.   

I.  FACTS 

 Plaintiffs contend that defendant AT&T’s installation of new and additional utility 
equipment on an easement on their property, a private residence in the City of Grosse Pointe 
Farms, constitutes a continuing trespass.  The lot on which plaintiffs reside is part of a platted 
subdivision that was recorded in 1948.  The plat shows a dedication of a six-foot “Easement for 
Public Utilities” at the back of plaintiffs’ lot.  In the 1970s, AT&T installed a “crossbox cabinet” 
on the easement.  In 2005, AT&T replaced that cabinet with a new one, and also added an 
additional aboveground cabinet, and another cabinet beneath the ground.  AT&T placed these 
cabinets on a concrete slab and planted bushes around the site, but declined plaintiffs’ request to 
move the cabinets off of their property. 

 In their complaint, plaintiffs alleged that AT&T’s installation of the new cabinets in the 
utility easement materially increased the burden on their property because the new cabinets are 
much larger and, thus, further reduce plaintiffs’ useable backyard area by almost half, and thus it 
diminishes the market value of the property.  In its motion for summary disposition, AT&T 
responded that plaintiffs cannot establish a trespass claim because the cabinets were installed 
within the confines of the utility easement.  AT&T further maintained that the easement was 
lawfully dedicated in accordance with the Land Division Act (LDA), MCL 560.101, et seq., and 
the LDA does not limit the number or size of utility cabinets AT&T may install.  AT&T also 
argued that its use of the easement is lawful because the City of Grosse Pointe Farms and Wayne 
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County approved the installation of the equipment by issuing building permits for the work.  The 
trial court agreed with AT&T’s arguments and explained:  

 I think this case is governed by the Land Division Act, and it has its own 
limitations and rights of public utilities to use this area as they need to.  In 
addition to that, they got permits, which I think also -- I agree with you, that 
resolves the issue of reasonableness.  I don’t think that you would get a permit to 
erect a ten foot structure.  So your motion is granted.   

II.  ANALYSIS1

 Though AT&T installed the equipment within the confines of the utility easement, 
plaintiffs claim that AT&T overburdened the easement and thus committed a trespass on their 
private property.  “A trespass is an unauthorized invasion upon the private property of another.”  
American Transmission, Inc v Channel 7 of Detroit, Inc, 239 Mich App 695, 705; 609 NW2d 
607 (2000).  Our courts have held that “[a]ctivities by the owner of the dominant estate that go 
beyond the reasonable exercise of the use granted by the easement may constitute a trespass to 
the owner of the servient estate.”  Schadewald v Brule, 225 Mich App 26, 40; 570 NW2d 788 
(1997).2  As this Court explained in Anglers of Ausable, Inc v Dept of Environmental Quality,
283 Mich App 115, 129-130; 770 NW2d 359 (2009):

“[T]he use of an easement must be confined strictly to the purposes for which it 
was granted or reserved.”  [Blackhawk Dev Corp v Village of Dexter, 473 Mich 
33, 41; 700 NW2d 364 (2005)] (quotation marks and citation omitted).  Not 
surprisingly, these purposes are determined by the text of the easement.  Little v 
Kin, 468 Mich 699, 700; 664 NW2d 749 (2003).  “Where the language of a legal 
instrument is plain and unambiguous, it is to be enforced as written and no further 
inquiry is permitted.  If the text of the easement is ambiguous, extrinsic evidence 
may be considered by the trial court in order to determine the scope of the 
easement.”  Id. (citation omitted). 

Here, the language of the easement itself provides little guidance with regard to whether AT&T 
may place additional equipment within its confines; the grant merely states that it is an 
“Easement for Public Utilities.”   

1 We review a trial court’s grant of a motion for summary disposition de novo.  Beattie v 
Mickalich, 284 Mich App 564, 569; 773 NW2d 748 (2009).  Summary disposition under MCR 
2.116(C)(10) is proper when there is no genuine issue regarding any material fact and the 
moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.  West v Gen Motors Corp, 469 Mich 
177, 183; 665 NW2d 468 (2003).  Our Supreme Court has also held that, “[w]hen construing the 
LDA, we are mindful that our primary goal is to ascertain and give effect to the Legislature’s 
intent.”  Tomecek v Bavas, 482 Mich 484, 495-496; 759 NW2d 178 (2008).
2 The land served or benefited by an easement is called the dominant estate and the land 
burdened by an easement is called the servient estate.  Schadewald, 225 Mich App at 36. 
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 AT&T contends, and the trial court ruled, that plaintiffs failed to establish a trespass 
because AT&T was authorized to place equipment within the utility easement pursuant to the 
LDA.  We disagree that the LDA addresses the rights and limitations of AT&T’s development of 
the utility easement in this case.   

 Were we to hold that the LDA applies, the LDA simply does not address the issues raised 
by plaintiffs.  The LDA states that utility easements in subdivision plats must comply with 
certain size and location requirements (not applicable here) and the statute sets forth limited 
guidelines with regard to how the easement may be used.  MCL 560.139; MCL 560.190.  
However, these provisions merely state that public utility easements must be equitably shared 
among the public utilities and the statute limits the uses servient property owners may make of a 
utility easement.  None of the provisions address to what extent a utility may develop or build on 
a public utility easement placed on a subdivision lot.  AT&T argues that these limited guidelines, 
i.e., silence on this point, suggest that the Legislature intended that utilities have the unfettered 
right to place equipment within a utility easement, but nothing in the statute indicates that MCL 
560.190 was intended to define the extent to which a public utility may use an easement.  An 
appellate court cannot and we will not speculate about the Legislature’s “intent beyond those 
words expressed in the statute.”  Lash v City of Traverse City, 479 Mich 180, 194; 735 NW2d 
628 (2007).  Moreover, we decline to infringe on the private property rights of a landowner 
through unsupported implication, particularly when there is a complete absence of any legislative 
intent in the LDA to give a public utility free reign to build on an easement as it pleases.  
Because MCL 560.190 is simply silent on the matter and cannot reasonably be construed to set 
forth the rights or duties of AT&T with regard to its use of the easement, we hold that the trial 
court erred when it dismissed plaintiffs’ trespass claim based on the LDA.  

 We further hold that the trial court erred when it granted summary disposition to AT&T 
on the ground that AT&T obtained building permits from the City of Grosse Pointe Farms and 
Wayne County before it placed the additional crossbox cabinets on the easement.  The trial court 
ruled that the city and county would only have issued building permits for “reasonable” 
construction within the easement and that this defeats plaintiffs’ trespass claim.  However, 
AT&T provided no legal basis, facts, or documentary evidence to establish that the city or 
county has the legal authority to decide on the nature, size, or scope of equipment a utility may 
install in a utility easement or whether the city or county actually considers said questions when 
they issue a building permit.  MCR 2.116(G)(3)(b).  Therefore, this part of the trial court’s ruling 
is unsupported by any legal authority or evidence.  Accordingly, it was error for the trial court to 
dismiss plaintiffs’ trespass claim on this basis.   
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 Reversed and remanded for further proceedings consistent with this opinion.3  We do not 
retain jurisdiction.

/s/ Henry William Saad 
/s/ Joel P. Hoekstra 
/s/ Deborah A. Servitto 

3 Plaintiffs contend that they had an agreement with AT&T to continue discovery after AT&T 
filed its motion for summary disposition.  The trial court should address this matter on remand. 
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Paul Bueche 

From: Deanna Korth
Sent: Tuesday, July 20, 2010 2:47 PM
To: Mary Jo Clark; Paul Bueche; Juanita Aguilar
Subject: Sports Creek Raceway MTT Settlement

Page 1 of 1

7/20/2010

All, 
  
As you may/may not be aware, the settlement for the above property has been accepted.  The 2010 tax 
bill is being adjusted and a corrected bill mailed tomorrow.  The reduction in 2010 General Fund revenue 
will be just over $13,000.  The reduction in Garbage Fund revenue will be just over $5,760.  I also wanted 
to let you know the effect the 2008 and 2009 reductions will have on our settlement check from the 
County next June.  The combined adjustment will be a reduction in General Fund of just over $20,275 
and Garbage Fund of just over $6,680. 
  
Deanna 
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 Free Ice Cream! 
 
 

With Funtastic Inflatables!!! 
(Pay to Play) 

 

Ice Cream Social and Farmers 
Market  

Local Produce Kickoff 
 

Sunday, July 25th!!! 
Starting at 10 AM 

8048 Miller Rd., Centerpiece Plaza 
 

FREE ICE CREAM!!! 
Sponsored by Swartz Creek  

Downtown Development Authority 
 

Come Enjoy 
 

• Free Ice Cream   • Live Music 
• Fresh Produce   • Fresh Baked Goods 
• Honey     • Plants/Flowers 
• Arts & Crafts   • And More! 
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Calif. town outraged to learn of officials' pay 

Fri Jul 23, 9:31 PM EDT  
Residents in this modest blue-collar Los Angeles suburb where one in six lives in poverty were angry: Their city manager was getting paid more than 
President Barack Obama and the police chief more than the commander of the nearly 13,000-member LAPD. 

They demanded and got the manager, the chief and another high-salaried official to resign. 

They looked for the culprits and found them in the very people they entrusted to lead their city of 40,000 people. Now, they're campaigning to boot them 
out of office. 

Their mayor and three of their four council members, people they see every day at the grocery store or church, approved the contracts, and put an 
obscure measure on the ballot that allowed council members to pay themselves any amount of money. 

And they did: collecting between $90,000 and $100,000 a year as part-time officials. 

"This is America and everything should be transparent," plumber and longtime Bell resident Ralph Macias said. 

In Bell, however, not many people really paid attention. The city of mostly small homes is like many American cities and towns: No newspaper covers 
them regularly, and the citizens spend what little free time they have with family and recreation. 

A few who kept tabs on City Hall said they were suspicious because the officials were secretive, brusque and quick to act without explaining 
themselves. 

"What caught us by surprise was the amount of money they were paying people," said Ali Saleh, who helped form the Bell Association to Stop the 
Abuse, whose acronym BASTA, translates to "Enough!" in Spanish. 

The salaries exploded into public view last week after a Los Angeles Times investigation, based on California Public Records Act requests, showed that 
the city payroll was bloated with all sorts of six-figure salaries: 

_ Chief Administrative Officer Robert Rizzo made $787,637 a year, getting a series of raises since being hired in 1993 at $72,000. President Obama 
makes $400,000. 

_ Assistant City Manager Angela Spaccia made $376,288 a year. 

_ Police Chief Randy Adams earned $457,000. Hired just last year to oversee a force of fewer than 50 people, he was making 50 percent more than 
Los Angeles Police Chief Charlie Beck's $307,000. 

All three Bell officials resigned after a late-night meeting Thursday. 

"To the residents of Bell, we apologize," Mayor Oscar Hernandez said. 

Now, Hernandez and the council members may be next. 

By law, the council would have had to approve the contracts in an open session, but several residents complained that officials are loathe to explain 
what they are doing and quick to race through matters at public meetings with little discussion. 

The Times said Hernandez, Vice Mayor and Councilwoman Teresa Jacobo and Councilmen George Mirabal and Luis Artiga are paid $8,000 a year, 
plus about $8,000 a month for boards and commissions they sit on. The other council member, Lorenzo Velez, said he is only paid the base $8,000 
salary. 

Earlier in the week, both Hernandez and Artiga said they deserved their salaries, adding that in addition to council meetings twice a month they are 
constantly on call for city business. 

"That would be obscene, to think we're getting paid for only two meetings a month," Artiga said. "But that's only half the story." 

The residents' group is demanding that the big salaries be cut by 90 percent or that the officials resign. 

If they don't resign, Saleh said, his group will initiate a recall. He gave the council until Monday's meeting to respond. In the meantime, organizers 
planned to paper Bell with 12,000 flyers over the weekend, urging people to attend the meeting. 

City officials have declined to respond to the recall threat. A message left on City Hall's public information line was not returned nor were messages left 
for Hernandez at the grocery store he owns or on Artiga's cell phone. 

The Los Angeles County district attorney's office and the state attorney general are looking into the salaries. 

Artiga said earlier in the week that while some employees may be overpaid, no one, at least so far, has accused officials of stealing money or shaking 
down contractors. Instead, its officials boast of the city's $22.7 million budget surplus, its well-kept parks, clean streets and programs at the community 
center for people of all ages. 

Still, the salary scandal has left residents suspicious. 

"I think they're a bunch of crooks," said Macias as he left City Hall after picking up a permit to install a water heater. "They should all be investigated by 
the feds." 
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Paul Bueche
Text Box
This is everything that is wrong with government today.  Although this is an extreme example, it occurs, to a lesser degree, in many governments today.
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