CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
Bennett Recreation Center — 7:00 P.M.
925 W. Grand River - Howell, M1 48843

HOWELL . . . .
MICHIGAN Visit the City of Howell website at www.cityofhowell.org
Monday, March 9, 2015
COUNCIL - 1. Regular Meeting Called to Order
MANAGER
GOVERNMENT

Council members and

other officials normally

in attendance:

1.

2.

Dennis L. Perkins
City Attorney
Nick Proctor
Council Member
Jeffrey Hansen
Council Member
Doug Heins
Council Member
Shea Charles
City Manager
Al Schlittler,
Mayor Pro Tem
Jane Cartwright
City Clerk

Scott Niblock
Council Member
Steven L. Manor
Council Member

SEATING:

Above list arranged
according to seating
order; left to right.

2. Pledge of Allegiance (all stand)

3. Approve Minutes, Regular Meeting held February 23, 2015
4. Citizens’ Comments (items not on agenda)

5. Reports by Council Members Serving on Commissions

6. Council Correspondence:
A. Request to Waive Park Fees, Howell High School Class of 2015

7. Discussion — Appointment of Mayor (action postponed 2/23/2015)

8. Discussion/Approval — Local Governing Body Resolution No. 15-02, Charitable
Gaming License, Livingston County Concert Band

9. Discussion/Approval — Extension of Moratorium, Medical Marijuana Dispensaries

10. Discussion — City Hall Vibration & Measurement Study (action postponed
2/23/15)

11. Discussion/Approval —Engineering Service Agreement

12. Discussion/Approval — 2015 Management Agreement for Howell City Park
13. Discussion/Approval — Agreement for Auditing Services

14. Discussion — Bennett Center Parking Lot Design

15. Approve payment of bills ending 03/09/2015 in the amount of $714,177.45 and
payroll to cover the period which ended 03/07/2015

16. City Manager’s Report:
A. Road Funding Proposal
B. Status of HRC Contract

17. Old Business

Visitors are cordially invited to attend all meetings of the Council.
If you wish to address the Council, you will be recognized by the Mayor.
Please refer to the printed guidelines on the back of the agenda.



March 9, 2015
18. New Business

19. Adjournment

Public Comment Guidelines
Members of the public are permitted to address a meeting of Council upon recognition by the Mayor. Each
person shall begin by stating their name and address and shall be permitted to speak once on each agenda item for three
(3) minutes. Agenda item 4 allows for Citizens’ Comments on any non-agenda item. Where the Agenda provides Public
Hearing comment, each person addressing the Council shall be limited to five (5) minutes regarding the specific agenda
Public Hearing item. The Mayor may allow additional time at his/her discretion.

All remarks shall be addressed to the Council as a body, and not to any member. No person, other than members
of the Council and the person having the floor, shall be permitted to enter into any discussion, either directly or through
the members of the Council. No questions shall be asked the Council Members, except through the Mayor. Any person
making personal, impertinent or slanderous remarks, or who shall become boisterous, while addressing the Council, may
be requested to leave the lectern.

Interested parties, or their authorized representatives, may address the Council by written communication in
regard to any matter concerning the City’s business or over which the Council has control at anytime by direct mail or by
addressing the City Clerk, and copies will be distributed to Council Members.



Regular Meeting of the Howell City Council
Monday February 23, 2015
Bennett Recreation Center

925 W. Grand River
Howell, Michigan 48843
517-546-3502

The regular meeting of the Howell City Council was called to order by Mayor
Pro-Tem Al Schlittler at 7:00 p.m.

Council Members Present: Jeff Hansen, Doug Heins, Scott Niblock, Nick
Proctor, & Mayor Pro-Tem Al Schlittler.

Council Member Absent: Steve Manor.

Also Present: City Manager Shea Charles, City Attorney Dennis Perkins and City
Clerk Jane Cartwright.

Others in Attendance: Police Chief George Basar, Finance Director/Treasurer
Catherine Stanislawski, DPS Director Erv Suida, Community Development
Director Tim Schmitt, IT Director Mike Pitera, DDA Director Cathleen Edgerly,
Kevin Pybus, Jan Lobur, Michael Mulvahill, Michelle Schlittler, Ann Heins,
Ryan Boote, Bill & Judy Boote, Steve MacDermaid, Jack Pearce.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

APPROVED MINUTES:

MOTION by Proctor, SUPPORT by Hansen, “To approve the minutes of the
regular City Council meeting held February 9, 2015.” MOTION CARRIED (5-
0).

MOTION by Heins, SUPPORT by Proctor, “To approve the minutes of the
executive session held February 9, 2015.” MOTION CARRIED (5-0).

CITIZENS COMMENTS
e None.

REPORTS - COUNCIL MEMBERS SERVING ON COMMISSIONS

e Member Proctor reported on the February 18, 2015 Planning Commission
meeting. Extended the site plan for Regal Auto Salvage and approved a lot
split on Fowler Street adjacent to St. Joseph Catholic Church. Also discussed
the mixed use ordinance amendment for the Kroger complex to allow for
drive through restaurants, and the proposed medical marijuana ordinance.
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e Member Niblock reported on the February 18, 2015 Howell Area Fire
Authority meeting. Discussed the possibility of having to replace the engine
housed in the Cohoctah sub-station.

e Member Hansen reported on the February 17, 2015 Howell Area Parks &
Recreation Authority meeting. Approved budget items; other topics of
discussion included a possible new recreation facility built by Genoa
Township, and the prior agreement transferring the Melon Festival from the
DDA to the Recreation Authority.

6. COUNCIL CORRESPONDENCE

e Letter of Resignation — Mayor Phillip Campbell. MOTION by Proctor,
SUPPORT by Hansen, “To accept the resignation of Phillip Campbell from
the office of Mayor with reluctance and regret.” MOTION CARRIED (5-0).
Member Niblock stated the City was well served by Mayor Campbell noting
he brought a level of energy to the office. City Manager Charles stated
pursuant to City Charter, the Council has 30 days to fill the Mayor’s position.
In 2000 when there was a vacancy in the Mayor’s office, the City Council
appointed the Mayor Pro-Tem; other options include appointing another
Council member or someone from the public. MOTION by Heins, SUPPORT
by Hansen, “To appoint Dr. Allen Schlittler as Mayor.” Member Proctor
indicated that Council member Manor who is on vacation has requested that
Council postpone the decision until the next meeting to allow him to
participate in the decision. Discussion followed on the unexpected resignation
and time limitations for filling the vacancy as well as a potential City Council
member vacancy. MOTION by Niblock, SUPPORT by Proctor, “To
postpone the appointment of Mayor until the March 9, 2015 meeting.”
Member Heins stated the importance of moving forward noting he was not
asked to postpone the decision and this was the second meeting Member
Manor has been on vacation. MOTION CARRIED (4-1). Member Heins
opposed.

7. APPROVED - CIVIC EVENT APPLICATION, RIDE TO REMEMBER,
MAY 16, 2015
MOTION by Proctor, SUPPORT by Hansen, “To approve the civic event
application submitted by Rolling Thunder Chapter 5 for the Ride to Remember
scheduled for May 16, 2015 contingent upon receipt of certificate of insurance.”
MOTION CARRIED (5-0).

8. APPROVED - REQUEST TO PURCHASE MERS SERVICE CREDIT:
A. Linda Small. MOTION by Proctor, SUPPORT by Niblock, “To approve
the request of Linda Small to purchase one year of additional MERS service
credit at a cost of $17,320 with the total cost of the additional service credit paid
by the employee.” MOTION CARRIED (5-0).
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

B. Jeffrey Freestone. MOTION by Proctor, SUPPORT by Niblock, “To
approve the request of Jeffrey Freestone to purchase five months of additional
MERS service credit at a cost of $4,297 with the total cost of the additional
service credit paid by the employee.” MOTION CARRIED (5-0).

CITY HALL VIBRATION & MEASUREMENT STUDY

MOTION by Proctor, SUPPORT by Heins, “To postpone action on soliciting
engineering proposals for City Hall repairs until the March 9, 2015 meeting.”
MOTION CARRIED (5-0).

APPROVED — PAYMENT OF BILLS

MOTION by Heins, SUPPORT by Hansen, “To approve payment of bills ending
February 23, 2015 in the amount of $472,414.47 and payroll to cover the period
which ended February 21, 2015.” MOTION CARRIED (5-0).

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

e The Planning Commission recommended that City Council extend the
moratorium on Medical Marijuana dispensaries until the end of the year. This
topic will be scheduled on the March 9, 2015 agenda.

e A drop in style meeting with the business owners regarding Parking Lot #4
and the Alley has been scheduled for March 5, 2015 at the Howell Chamber.

e Will be providing information from MML on the May 5, 2015 road funding
proposal and the fiscal impacts for the City.

OLD BUSINESS:

e Member Proctor requested an update on the HR Director’s education. City
Clerk/HR Director Cartwright reviewed recent progress as well as classes
scheduled to renew the Certified Human Resources Specialist certification.

e Member Heins questioned the expiration of the HRC contract for general
engineering services. City Manager Charles stated that all current projects are
based on separate professional services agreements approved by City Council.
Member Heins requested the City Attorney review the expired agreement and
the City’s current relationship with HRC.

e Member Hansen questioned when the Council Chambers was expected to be
completed. DPS Director Suida indicated the reconstruction was expected to
be finished by the end of March.

NEW BUSINESS

e MOTION by Hansen, SUPPORT by Niblock, “To excuse member Steve
Manor from the February 23, 2015 meeting due to vacation.” MOTION
CARRIED (5-0).

ADJOURN
MOTION by Heins, SUPPORT by Hansen, “To adjourn the regular meeting of
the City Council at 7:22 p.m. MOTION CARRIED (5-0).
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Allen R. Schlitter, D.C., Mayor Pro-Tem

Jane Cartwright, City Clerk



NOTES




CITY OF HOWELL
MEMORANDUM

To: MAYOR & CiTY COUNCIL

FROM:  SHEA CHARLES, CITY MANAGER

DATE: MARCH 5, 2015

RE: CLASS OF 2015 HOWELL HIGH ScHOOL PARK REQUEST

Please find attached a park fee waiver request from Howell High School Class of
2015 for their end of the year picnic. Staff is supportive of the request and recommends
approval.

ACTION REQUESTED:

A motion to approve the request to waive park fees from Howell High School
Class of 2015 for their end of the year picnic scheduled for May 20, 2015.

Shea Charles



“At Howell Public Schools,
we commit all our energy and resources in support of our
students while they’re with us, so that they will shine in the
world when they leave us.”

To Whom It May Concern:

| am writing this letter on behalf of the Class of 2015 at Howell High School.
Each year the graduating seniors look forward to celebrating with their
classmates after their final day at HHS. This celebration usually takes place at
the city park at Thompson Lake.

We are asking City Council to waive the fee associated with renting this space
so that we can use the limited funds that we have to create a great picnic for our
graduating class. We would like to have the picnic on Wednesday, May 20" at
10:30am.

We look forward to hearing back from you about this highly anticipated event!
Respectfully,

Andrea Brady
Class of 2015 Advisor

Howell High School 1200 W. Grand River, Howell, MI 48843



CITY OF HOWELL
MEMORANDUM

To: MAYOR & CiTY COUNCIL
FROM:  JANE CARTWRIGHT, CITY CLERK
DATE: MARCH 4, 2015

RE: APPOINTMENT OF MAYOR

At the February 23, 2015 meeting, Council accepted the resignation of Mayor
Phillip Campbell and postponed action on the appointment to fill the vacancy of his
current term which expires November 2015. As you know this appointment must be
made within 30 days from the date Council accepted the resignation or March 25, 2015.

If the office of Mayor is filled from the current membership, Council must also
move forward with the appointment of a new Council member to serve for the balance of
their current term within 30 days of the new vacancy.

Our records indicate that the last Mayor to resign was in 2000. At that time, City
Council appointed the Mayor Pro Tem to fill the vacancy and then advertised for
candidates to fill the vacant City Council seat. As we move forward with this process,
staff has prepared a list of potential methods that may be used to accomplish an
appointment where multiple candidates express interest in filling a vacancy:

e "Filling Blank" method. Under this method a City Council member would make
the following motion: "I move to appoint "blank" to fill the vacant seat.” This
motion would require a second. Once each member has an opportunity to offer
one name for consideration, the Chair opens the floor for discussion on the
suggested candidates. If more than one name is proposed, the Chair would call
for a vote on each name, in the order that they were offered, until one name
receives a majority vote. Each City Council member would only be allowed to
vote for one name. If no name receives a majority vote, the Chair would then go
back to the top of the list and start over, repeating the procedure until there is a
majority vote. The name that receives the majority vote is inserted in the blank to
complete the original motion. The floor is again opened for discussion prior to
voting on the original motion.

e Nomination method. This procedure is very similar to the filling blank method.
The Chair would open the floor for nominations from the list of candidates.
When all nominations have been received, the Chair would declare the
nominations closed. After nominations have been closed, a majority vote is
required to reopen them. The candidates are voted on in the order of which they
were nominated. As soon as one of the nominees receives a majority vote, no
further votes are taken on the remaining nominees.




e Appointment by motion. After being recognized by the Chair, any member can
move to appoint one of the candidates to the position. A second would be
required and discussion would follow. If the motion is defeated (which includes a
tie vote), members could offer subsequent motions.

Whichever method is used, it is important to note that all votes must be publically
disclosed.

REVIEWED & APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles, City Manager



CITY OF HOWELL
MEMORANDUM

To: MAYOR & CITY COUNCIL

FROM:  JANE CARTWRIGHT, CITY CLERK

DATE: MARCH 4, 2015

RE: CHARITABLE GAMING LICENSE, LIVINGSTON COUNTY CONCERT BAND

LCCB is in the process of obtaining a Charitable Gaming License to raffle off
donated items for the 150" anniversary of the end of the Civil War. In order to obtain a
Charitable Gaming License, organizations must submit a resolution from the local
governmental body stating that they are a recognized non-profit organization in the
community.

Attached is the standard resolution which contains the language required by the
Michigan Charitable Gaming Division along with their request, information on their
event, and Articles of Incorporation.

ACTION REQUESTED:

A motion to adopt Resolution No. 15-02, Local Governing Body Resolution for
Charitable Gaming License, recognizing Livingston County Concert Band as a nonprofit
organization operating in the City of Howell.

REVIEWED & APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles, City Manager



MICHIGAR Chanitable Gaming Division
C+% W, Box 30023, Lansing, M| 48909
%%y OVERNIGHT DELIVERY
-,/ 101 E.Hillsdale, Lansing MI 48933

EEY (517 3355780
LOTTERY wwaw michigan govicg

Resolution NO. 1502

LOCAL GOVERNING BODY RESOLUTION FOR CHARITABLE GAMING LICENSES
[Required by MCL.432.103(K)(ii)]

Ata RGQUIar (regular or special) meeting of the HOWG” CI'[V COUI’\CI| (Twp, City or Village Council/Board)

called to order by Mayor Pro-Tem Schlittler ~ on _ March 9, 2015 @ga_ 7:00 p.m.

(time/am or pm)

the following resolution was offered:

Moved by and supported by

That the request from __Livingston County Concert Band  (vame of organizationy IN ___ City Of
Howell , (City)

County of _Livingston , county name) @SKING that they be recognized as a nonprofit

Organization operating in the community for the purpose of obtaining charitable gaming

|IC€ﬂS€S, be COﬂSIdered fOI‘ aDDrova| . (approval/disapproval)
Approval Disapproval
Yeas: Yeas:
Nays: Nays:
Absent: Absent:

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of a resolution offered and adopted by

the CItV COUI’]CI| (Twp, City or Village Council/Board) at @ requ |al‘ (regular or special) meeting
heldon March 9, 2015 . (date)
S I G N ED (Township, City or Village Clerk)

Jane Cal‘tWI’Ight, HOWE” Clty Clerk (Printed Name and Title)



,CCo

LIVINGSTON COUNTY
CONCERT BAND

P.O.Box 774
Howell, MI 48844

March 4, 2015

Shea Charles, Howell City Manager &
Howell City Council Members

611 East Grand River

Howell, MI 48843

Dear Mr. Charles and City Council Members:

As you may or may not know, the Livingston County Concert Band has been serving Livingston County since the mid-
1970’s. As a Non-Profit organization, our mission has always been to provide a place for community musi  ns to
practice their art through performance. We welcome musicians of all ages, backgrounds and skill levels w.  he hopes of
promoting lifelong participation and appreciation for personal enrichment. We also sponsor a scholarship;  zram for
Livingston County high school band members who seek to grow as musicians through attending band camps, private
lessons or international tours.

We are planni  a big event to recognize the 150" anniversary of the end of the Civil War. The event will > place on
Saturday, May 2, 2015 at Parker Middle School. It will begin with a period appropriate dinner, catered by  'stal
Gardens at 5:00pm. During dinner, actors portraying President and Mrs. Lincoln will be speaking about th  me period
and the war. When the actors are not speaking, a string quartet will perform. There will be several period-  ropriate
kiosks for history buffs to enjoy as well. The dinner will be $35 per person, and $30 for seniors and studen At 7:00, the
Livingston County Concert Band will perform a free concert of Civil War Era music. There will be a guest  loist, as
well as a moving narration by the actor portraying President Lincoln.

So far, we have received several larger donations from places like Crystal Gardens, Bordine’s, Hartland Ins  nce
Agency, First National Bank and Meijer. We are anticipating many smaller donations as well, and we plan to host a raffle
for these items. In order to host a raffle, we need to become officially licensed through the state of Michigan. As part of
that process, we are required to have a Local Governing Body Resolution Form filled out. Please find that: n attached,
as well as a description of our event, our Articles of Incorporation, proof of our Non-Profit status from the Department of
Licensing and Regulatory Affairs as well as our 990-N E-file receipt to the IRS. I have also included our latest copy of

our by-laws for your reference.

Thanks for your consideration.

Vice President

The Livingston County Concert Band is a 501(c)(3) organization.
Our Federal Tax I.D. is #38-2173253.
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| | TRUE COPY
MIGEBEAN DEPARTMENT
OF COMMERCE

C A 5102

(Non-Profit Domestic Corporations)

ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION

. These Articles of Incorporation ore signed by the incorporators for the purpose of forming a non-profit corpora-
tion pursuant to the provisions of Act 327, Public Acts of 1931, as amended, and Act 284, Public Acts of 1972, ,

ARTICLE 1. }B:W?"

Livingston County Concert Band :

as amended, as follows:

© The name of the corporation is

ARTICLE H. : -

The purpose or ‘purposes for which the corporation is organized are as foliows:
1. To provide a media for gualified musicians of all ages to
exhibit their earned talent as a performing group, thereby providing
incentive to the young people of the community because of the lifetime
value of this musical talent, and to people beyond school ages for the

therapeutic value that musical performance can provide.
2. To provide the county with its own musical organization,

which in addition to being useful on many occasions, will develop a
wholesome community pride and establish cultural dignity.

3. To place emphasis on the importance of music to the county,

thereby having an indirect positive influence on the character and
the degree of this culture being offered at all educational levels.

ARTICLE IR. X

Sgid corporation is organized upon a non-stock basis. N
{Stock-shore_or non-stock) -

(a)

(If upon a stack-share basis fill in the following)

The total number of shares of stock which the corporation shall have authority to issve is

of the par value of § per share.’

A statement of all or any of the designotions and the powers, preferences and rights, and the qualifications,

limitations or restrictions thereaf is as follows:




(b)

(if upon @ nan-stock basis sirike out paragraph (a) above and fill in the following)

The amount of assets which said corporation possesses is:

None

*Real Property:

*Personal Property: __Music $1439.50; File Cabinet $145.00; French Hor
$250.00; Cash $97.00

*(Give description and value. If none, insert “none”)

Said corporation is to be financed under the following general plan:

Yoluntary Donations

ARTICLE V.

The address of the initial registered office is

511 Highlander Way : Howell Michigan ___488
B (No. and Street) (Town or City) (Zip Code)

The mailing address of the initial registered office is (need not be completed unless different from the above
address):

N/A Michigan
{No. and Street) {(Town or City) (Zip Cods}

The name of the initial resident agent at the registered office is

Leroy E. Lane

: C ARTICLE V.
The nomes ond addresses of 1he incorporotors are as follows:

Neames _ Residence or Business Address

Thomas F. Higby, President 726 Demxshlze_,_ﬁawlemu_lle_,_/ix__w_snd
Thomas M. Quinn, Vg.ce PreswdenL_iﬂﬁ_Alsm:tJmelL,ﬁﬁ_fﬂg-_ﬂL__

Edwin S. Woodworth, Preasurexr 433 Caiedonis, Howell , f’f:.giusmd

Marcia L. Bohnsack, Secretary 6520 E. Highland, Howell,Micuicne

Lercoy E. Lane 621 W. Grand River, Howell Micwissd




ARTICLE VI
The names and addresses of the first board of directors {or trustees) are as follows:
NAMES RESIDENMCE OR BUSINESS ADDRESS '

ARTICLE Vil

(Here insert any desired additional provisions outhorized by the Acts)

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned, the incorporators of the ahove nomed corporation, have hereunto

signed these Articles of Incorporation on this j/ 51//' day of ﬁéébf 19 95 .

Thomas F. Higby

Thomas M. Quinn

Marcia L. Bohnsack

Edwin 5. Woodworth

Leroy E. Lane

{See Instructions or Reverse Side)



(Please do not wrile in spaces below — for Depariment use}

MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE — CORPORATION AND SECURITIES BUREAU

Date Received

NOV 2 51975 FILED

NOY 251975

DIRLCTOR

Michlgan Depariment of Coniecres

C & 5102

INFORMATION AND INSTRUCTIONS

Articles of Incorporation—Non-Profit Corporations
(Excluding Ecclesiastical Corporations)

Article Il should state, in general terms, the specific purpose or object far which the corporation is
arganized.

Article V—At leost three incorporators ore required. Article Vi—At least three directors (or trustees)
ore required. The oddresses should include o street number and name (or other designation), in
oddition to the name of the city and state.

The duration of the corparation should be stated in the Articles only if the duration is net perpetval,

The Articles must be signed in ink by each incorporatar. The names of the incorporators as set out in
Article V should correspond with the signatures, .

An effective date, not later than 90 daoys subsequent ta the dutfe of filing, may be stoted in the Anicles
of incorporation.

Gne origina! copy of the Articles is required. A true copy will be prepored by the Corporation and
Securities Bureau and returned to the person submitting the Articles for filing,

FEES: $10.00 filing plus $10.00 franchise; total $20.00. Checks or money arders shauld be made
payable to the State of Michigan.

Mail Articles of Incorporation and fees to:

Michigan Department of Commerce
Corporation and Securities Bureau
Corporation Division

P. O. brawer C

Llansing, Michigan 48904




CITY OF HOWELL
MEMORANDUM

To: MAYOR & CiTY COUNCIL

FROM:  TIMOTHY R. SCHMITT, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
DATE: MARCH 4, 2015

RE: ORDINANCE AMENDMENTS RELATED TO MEDICAL MARIJUANA

At Council’s January 26, 2015 meeting, staff brought forward the Medical Marijuana
moratorium for discussion regarding extending its time frame. At the time, the moratorium was
nearing expiration and the State legislature had not taken action to clarify the regulations during
the 2014 lame duck session. At that meeting, City Council extended the moratorium until the end
of March. Staff then prepared a memorandum for the February 9" meeting discussing the City’s
options for regulating the new industry. The Council discussed the matter at length and referred
the matter to the Planning Commission for further review.

The Plannin% Commission reviewed the existing ordinance and the options for regulation
at their February 18" meeting. A copy of the draft minutes are attached for the Council’s review.
After much discussion, the Planning Commission made the following motion.

MOTION by Proctor, SUPPORTED by Britten, “To recommend to City Council to
continue the moratorium on Medical Marijuana until December 31, 2015 at which time
the ordinance should be reconsidered given any further state guidance on a regulatory
framework. The ordinance should come before the Planning Commission in
October/November of 2014 for re-evaluation.”” MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

The Commission made no recommendation on the proposed ordinance to regulate
Medical Marijuana, Ordinance #14-017, which they last reviewed in August of 2014. At this
time, staff would recommend extending the moratorium on medical marijuana related facilities
in the City, in accordance with the Planning Commission recommendation.

ACTION REQUESTED:

A motion to extend the moratorium on medical marijuana facilities to December 31,

2015.

REVIEWED & APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles, City Manager



City of Howell
Planning Commission
February 18, 2015
611 E. Grand River Avenue
Howell, MI 48843

The regular meeting of the Planning Commission was called to order by Chairman Streng at 7:00 p.m.

PRESENT: City Manager Shea Charles, Paul Streng, Jeanette Ambrose, Robert Spaulding, Nick Proctor,
Stewart Howe, Erin Britten, Mayor Phillip Campbell, Police Chief George Basar, City Attorney Dennis
Perkins, Dick Carlisle of Carlisle Wortman Associates, Community Development Director Tim Schmitt,
and Recording Secretary Deanna Robson.

ABSENT: Maryanne Vukonich.
GUESTS: Tony Kisiel, Vern and Jane Brockway.
APPROVAL OF December 17, 2014 MINUTES

MOTION by Proctor, SUPPORTED by Spaulding, “To approve the December 17, 2014 minutes as
presented.” MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

CALL TO THE PUBLIC
None.

STAFF REPORT
Chairman Streng introduced Timothy Schmitt, Community Development Director, and recognized him
for his past work/educational experience and professional accomplishments.

Mr. Schmitt reviewed the staff report and provided the Commission with updates regarding the Kroger
Fuel Project, Livingston County Jail, Taco Bell, Thai Summit, National Sewer CIPP, Gallery Park and the
Master Plan. He also stated that the Thai Summit project will be moving forward and a modification is
expected for Gallery Park.

Mayor Campbell updated the Planning Commission on the February 9, 2015 City Council meeting and
stated that Council denied the sidewalk waiver request for the Livingston County Jail. The City should
expect a sidewalk to be installed in the summer.

NEW BUSINESS

#15-001 — Regal Auto Salvage Site Plan Extension

Timothy Schmitt, Community Development Director, introduced the agenda item regarding Regal Auto
Salvage and stated that the Planning Commission had previously approved their site plan. He updated the
Commission that some work has been completed over the last year; delays previously occurred due to the
unexpected passing of the company’s engineer; and Regal requested an extension in November. They
have recently provided a detailed timeline for completing the project.

On November 19, 2014, the City of Howell received a letter from Paul Bohn, the attorney representing
Regal Auto Parts, requesting a one year extension of the site plan that was due to expire the next day. The
Regal Auto Parts auto salvage operation was expanded illegally in December, 2012 and the City sent the
owner of the property a violation letter for the expansion. The plans for addressing the violations and
expanding the auto salvage business were approved in 2013. There were a number of items to be
addressed at that time and the applicant’s attorney has provided an up to date status of the major items in
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their letter, dated January 13, 2015. The applicant has nearly addressed all of the major visually related
issues, but major site related issues remain. They have committed to addressing them within the next nine
months. If they are not finalized, Staff will be forced to consider enforcement action that would result in
the expansion being ceased and the operation reverting back to the main site only.

Commissioner Spaulding inquired if the site plan could be revoked if timelines are not met. Mr. Schmitt
confirmed and stated that Staff recommends conditional approval based upon timelines outlined in the
letter from Regal’s attorney.

MOTION by Campbell, SUPPORTED by Spaulding, “To conditionally extend the site plan and
special land use for 945 Lucy Road, parcel id number 4717-06-300-004, subject to the applicant
immediately addressing all outdoor storage issues that can be addressed in the short term and the
applicant addressing all other site plan and special land use conditions prior to October 31, 2015,
based on the applicant’s attorney letter of January 13, 2015.” MOTION CARRIED
UNANIMOUSLY.

#15-002 — Geroux Lot Split Reguest, vacant Fowler Street property

Community Development Director Schmitt stated that the applicants, Lloyd and Janice Geroux, are
requesting to split an existing lot, located to the rear of 409 Fowler Street. The property is currently
vacant and the proposed split would create two new lots. The property has access to a platted Right-of-
Way and that the applicants are proposing to split the property in two pieces and sell one piece to St.
Joseph Catholic Church. The division of Lot 13 is currently proposed to provide 38.6 feet to the church,
leaving 27.4 feet with the remainder parcel. This adds up to 66 feet in total. The original plat, however,
indicates that Lot 13, along with lots 11, 12, 14, 15, and 16, are all 63 feet in width. The applicant will
need to modify the dimensions proposed for the church and remainder parcel prior to final approval or
further clarify the situation with City Staff. If this split is approved, the applicant will sell the easternmost
created lot to the Church. Staff would then expect to see a lot combination application from the Church,
combining the new lot with their existing lot. This would be done administratively and not brought to the
Planning Commission for their review.

Commissioner Ambrose inquired if the property will have to be rezoned before it is combined. Mr.
Schmitt responded that the property and lot are already zoned residential, consistent with their use.

MOTION by Proctor, SUPPORTED by Howe, “To conditionally approve the land division
application (#15-002) for the vacant property on Fowler Street, parcel id number 4717-36-302-034,
subject to the applicant correcting and/or clarifying the amount of property being split and amount
of property remaining after the division of Lot 13.” MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

OLD BUSINESS
MXD amendment discussion
Community Development Director Schmitt provided background from the November 19, 2014 Planning
Commission meeting where City Manager Charles supplied information regarding a request from Tony
Kisiel, developer of Crossroads Town Center. Mr. Kisiel had contacted Staff expressing a desire to rezone
the center from MXD, Mixed Use District, to B-2, General Business District, to open up the development
opportunities on the site. Mr. Charles and Dick Carlisle, of Carlisle Wortman Associates, met with Mr.
Kisiel to discuss the request and the MXD zoning in general. Mr. Kisiel pointed out three main areas of
concern he had with the current MXD zoning, which was prompting his desire to rezone the property:

1. Prohibition on fueling stations in the MXD district (item has been addressed)

2. Limited signage in the district, specifically not permitting pole signs in the district

3. No ability to have fast food restaurants with drive throughs
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At the November meeting, the Planning Commission discussed the matter and the Commission asked
Staff to compile information regarding the zoning and the potential business opportunities that are being
missed as a result of the current zoning, as well as “to work with Mr. Kisiel to compile information and
specific examples of potential business developments for future discussion with the Commission.” Staff
met with Mr. Kisiel on January 14, 2015 to discuss the situation. Mr. Kisiel reiterated the points he raised
regarding the changes he wanted to see to the ordinance.

The MXD zoning district was created to respond to the goals and objectives set forth in the Northeast
Area/M-59 Target Plan. It provides broad flexibility in uses intended to be pedestrian oriented in nature,
creating a neighborhood feel with modern amenities and design. Vehicular dominated uses and strip
center type developments are discouraged. Over the years, the City has modified some regulations,
notably the complete prohibition on fueling stations, to provide some flexibility, while still maintaining
the overall structure of the district.

Adding drive through restaurants as a permitted use (the request of the applicant) or even as a special land
use similar to the fueling station approach, would be a fundamental shift from the intent of the district.
Drive throughs are intended to be ancillary uses only in this district, not as a primary use. Mr. Schmitt
asked for direction if the Commission would like changes to the zoning language.

Dick Carlisle of Carlisle Wortman Associates advised the Commission that the issues raised by Mr. Kisiel
are not new, and that some past issues have been addressed and changes have been made. He cautioned
the Planning Commission to put their decisions into broad context. Mr. Carlisle reminded the
Commission that the MXD was originally created for cohesiveness with the City and to extend the pattern
of high quality mixed use developments — and that many others have made investments in the area reliant
on the Town Commons MXD plan.

Chairman Streng noted that a public hearing is required for any zoning changes.

Commissioner Ambrose asked Mr. Carlisle if the deed restrictions within the development had been
resolved. Mr. Carlisle confirmed that they were resolved and that they had been imposed by Kroger. Mr.
Kisiel agreed.

Chairman Streng asked Mr. Kisiel what he would like from the Planning Commission. Mr. Kisiel stated
that he would like to see flexibility in the development, which he referred to as a mini regional center. He
advised the Commission that he believes that more flexibility is better for the City and for future
development. Mr. Kisiel read (out loud) his correspondence dated February 18, 2015 that he sent to City
Manager Charles and which was also distributed to the commissioners prior to the meeting per his
request.

Mayor Campbell asked Mr. Kisiel if he was asking for the development to be rezoned to B-2 or an
amendment to MXD. Mr. Kisiel did not give a definite answer and responded that he is open to either
option.

Commissioner Proctor inquired if the requested change could be accomplished through a Special Land
Use, instead of amending current zoning. Mr. Schmitt responded that Mr. Kisiel would need to request
rezoning to B-2 or amend the MXD because drive throughs are not allowed currently in the MXD.
Discussion followed regarding variances, Special Land Uses, amending the MXD, and exploring
mechanisms to develop a proposal. Mr. Schmitt stated that Mr. Kisiel has three options: 1. Request a Use
Variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals; 2. Request an amendment to the MXD; or 3. Request that
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the development be rezoned to B-2. Mr. Carlisle also noted that any amendments would need to go before
the joint committee due to the Act 7 agreement with Howell Township. City Manager Charles stated that
the property was transferred to the City through Act 7, and the agreement states that any site plans or
changes to zoning districts must go through the joint planning committee (as they have since the property
was transferred).

Discussion continued regarding rezoning to B-2 and amendments to the MXD. Mr. Carlisle cautioned that
if the MXD is amended, it will be amended for the entire area — and the majority of the site has already
been successfully developed in compliance with the current ordinance requirements. Mr. Kisiel disagreed
and stated that the MXD has been amended several times due to development and that more changes are
needed. Discussion followed regarding which specific properties are zoned MXD. Mr. Carlisle advised
the Commission to examine this request in the context of the overall plan, and not in the context of a
specific request. Commissioner Ambrose noted that building structures could be affected if the property
was rezoned to B-2. Mr. Kisiel responded that his potential developers want to continue the quality and
scale of the project. Mayor Campbell stated that he supports allowing driving throughs and proposed
rezoning to B-2. He asserted that the Planning Commission should not be bound by the direction and
vision originally agreed to for the property, and further stated that Crossroads Town Center is the only
commercial property in the City with MXD zoning. Mayor Campbell recommended that the property be
rezoned to B-2 as part of the Master Plan. Chairman Streng commented that the Commission should hear
from the people that they work for — the people in the City — to ensure that they are serving those who live
in the surrounding areas, and not just those who are passing through. He also expressed concern about
future owners of the property and the preservation of the initial vision. Commissioner Spaulding
conveyed his concern that rezoning to B-2 may result in a loss of aesthetic consistency within the
development. Commissioner Proctor noted that he would not support changing the whole development to
B-2, but may support flexibility in the MXD to develop a single parcel for a fast food drive through. Mr.
Kisiel responded that he is requesting that the City allow restaurants with drive throughs and inquired as
to the path of least resistance. City Manager Charles stated that the MXD currently allows for some
restaurants with drive throughs and clarified with Mr. Kisiel that he is seeking for a change to allow drive
through dominated restaurants such as fast food establishments.

Chairman Streng stated that it is not the role of the Planning Commission to initiate requests, and he
directed Mr. Kisiel to work with Staff, compile his request, and come back to the Planning Commission
with a proposal. He advised Mr. Kisiel that he himself must make the decision regarding what he is
specifically requesting, and that Staff and the Planning Commission cannot make that decision.

Ordinance #14-017 — Medical Marijuana Regulations

Community Development Director Schmitt presented information regarding Medical Marijuana
regulations in the State of Michigan. Initiated Law 1, adopted by the voters of Michigan in November
2008 and allowing for the use of Medical Marijuana in the State, was vaguely written and contained
virtually no information about how to implement regulations for this new industry. This led to a multitude
of court cases and very little action from the State legislature to try and figure out how to apply the
provisions of the law. Since March of 2014, the City has had a moratorium on all marijuana related
businesses. Staff prepared an ordinance, Proposed Ordinance 14-017, that was brought forward to the
Planning Commission in July 2014 to establish regulations for the growing, processing, and sale of
medical marijuana in the City of Howell. An initial public hearing was held by the Planning Commission
at their August 13, 2014 meeting. The matter was tabled at that time to await progress from the State
legislature. Since then two bills that were introduced were not acted upon in the lame duck session. At
this time, there is little to no clarity in the regulatory landscape regarding Medical Marijuana at the State
level. Staff brought the matter back to the City Council at the February 9, 2015 meeting, seeking guidance
on how Council would like to proceed.
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Given the lack of action from the State legislature, cities and townships are left to address Medical
Marijuana uses on their own. At this time, the City of Howell is the only municipality in Livingston
County that is considering permitting these types of uses. There are essentially four courses of action that
can be taken at this point: 1. Take no action; 2. Prohibit all medical marijuana related businesses; 3.
Prohibit provisioning centers, but allow home occupations; and 4. Regulate provisioning centers, grow
operations, and other related businesses.

Chairman Streng introduced City of Howell Police Chief George Basar. Chief Basar stated that current
case law indicates that Medical Marijuana dispensaries and provisioning centers are not allowed, but
municipalities can allow them through ordinances. Although most law enforcement officials are not
opposed to people getting the medicine that they need, they are forced to voice their opposition due to the
number of holes in the current law. Law enforcement is placed in the position of trying to separate out
how to allow Medical Marijuana for those who legitimately need it as opposed to people who are using it
for recreational use. Chief Basar noted that he is currently on a committee with a variety of organizations
to work with sponsors and others to create a regulatory framework. He recommended that the City
continue the moratorium on Medical Marijuana until the end of the year to see what decisions are made
by the State legislature and to learn the operational impacts of the recent court cases. Chief Basar also
noted the challenges of ensuring the safety and correct dosages in Medical Marijuana edibles. He stated
that the requirements for safety centers are different than those for provisioning centers, and clarity is
needed regarding patients growing marijuana at home for their personal use being able to sell overages to
provisioning centers. Chief Basar also explained that current law may state how many plants can be
grown in each type of facility, but the law does not state how large each plant can be. Discussion followed
about inspecting properties that house grow operations, and the potential for mold and strong odors
therein that also affect surrounding properties.

City Attorney Dennis Perkins stated that his recommendation would be to continue the moratorium due to
concerns about enforcing a law which provides very little guidance from the State. At this point allowing
provisioning centers could result in unintended consequences, such as mandatory zoning changes and
establishment of future no-conforming uses.

City Manager Charles commented that the issue has come up again because the original language was
deemed unconstitutional under case law. City Council spoke about the issue at the February 9, 2015
meeting and received many different opinions from Council members and the public (those who voiced
support for Medical Marijuana regulations reside outside of the City). Mayor Campbell noted that
Council discussed the issue and heard from many people, and that City Council needs a recommendation
from the Planning Commission. Commissioner Proctor stated that his position is and will be to support
medicinal marijuana, but he would not support legalization for recreational use. Further, he would support
a moratorium and would prohibit all Medical Marijuana related businesses. In the interim, he would
recommend prohibiting all Medical Marijuana related businesses until firm regulatory guidance is
provided by the State.

Commissioner Ambrose inquired if a Medical Marijuana card holder could obtain the product and take it
home to use. Chief Basar confirmed that someone who has been issued a Medical Marijuana card could
grow their own product, or obtain the product from a caregiver or a provisioning center.

Chairman Streng asked if the City would need an ordinance to institute a ban on Medical Marijuana
related businesses. Attorney Perkins responded that an ordinance is not necessarily required because a
moratorium is legally defensible.
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MOTION by Proctor, SUPPORTED by Britten, “To recommend to City Council to continue the
moratorium on Medical Marijuana until December 31, 2015 at which time the ordinance should be
reconsidered given any further state guidance on a regulatory framework. The ordinance should
come before the Planning Commission in October/November of 2014 for re-evaluation.” MOTION
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

MOTION by Spaulding, SUPPORTED by Britten, “To excuse Commissioner Vukonich from the
February 18, 2015 Planning Commission meeting.” MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

MOTION by Proctor, SUPPORTED by Spaulding, “To adjourn the meeting at 9:25 p.m.”
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Deanna Robson, Recording Secretary



CITY OF HOWELL
MEMORANDUM
To: MAYOR & CiTY COUNCIL
FROM:  SHEA CHARLES, CITY MANAGER
DATE: MARCH 5, 2015
RE: CiTY HALL — EAST WALL

Pursuant to City Council’s request HRC has prepared the attached additional
information regarding City Hall’s east wall. Nancy Faught and Structural Engineer Fred
Schreiber will be in attendance to address any City Council questions.

Shea Charles
City Manager
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Memorandum

To: Shea Charles
From: Jon Booth

Date: February 19, 2015

Subject:

City Hall — East Wall Evaluation HRC Job No. 20140750.22

In preparation for our attendance at the February 23, 2015 Council meeting, you had asked us to provide
additional information on this topic.

The firs
updated
wall of

t item you requested was a more detail plan/exhibit of our findings at City Hall. Attached is an
exhibit that includes 2 new details. The top detail on the left shows how much the existing east
City Hall is out of plumb at the top (roughly 1”). The lower detail at the left shows the existing

wall in cross section and illustrates that if the wall continues to move outwards, it will become unstable

duetog

ravity.

You indicated that Council member’s raised questions at the last meeting that required additional
clarification. They are:

How fast is the wall moving? Unfortunately, we cannot answer that question at this time. Since
we have only taken one set of measurements, we do not have a second set of data to compare our
findings against. If the City desires, we could scan the wall again in the future and use that data
to determine how much the wall has moved over a given period of time.

Is the west wall moving similar to the east wall? From our measurements, we can confirm it is
not. We believe this is due to several factors, such as: the single story building at the ground
floor (Police Department) is helping to support the west wall, there are more 90° corners on the
west wall to help stiffen it (the longest straight section of wall the west side of the building is 18’
between 2-90° corners, while the longest straight section of wall on the east side of the building is
64’ between 2-90° corners), and the west wall is the typical windward side of City Hall (in this
area, the prevailing winds come out of the west) and we believe it’s the “vacuum” action on the
downwind side of the building that is applying stress to the wall causing it to move outwards.

Why is the situation urgent now? If the wall becomes more than 1.31” out of plumb, gravity will
start to have an effect on the wall’s stability. From our measurements, we know that the wall has
already moved roughly 1” out of plumb. Therefore, there is only 0.31” (5/16”) of factor of safety
remaining.

Y:\201407\20140750\06_Corrs\Studies\2015 02 19 Memo to Shea_final.docx
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Nancy Faught and Fred Schreiber (head of our Structural Department) will be in attendance at the Council
meeting on the 23" to elaborate further on the above information and to answer additional questions
Council may have.

Cc: HRC: N. Faught, T. LaCross, F. Schreiber, M. Darga

Y:\201407\20140750\06_Corrs\Studies\2015 02 19 Memo to Shea_final.docx Engmee"ng - Environment. Excellence.
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February 9, 2015

City of Howell
611 E. Grand River
Howell, Michigan 48843

Attn:  Shea Charles, City Manager

Re: City Hall Walls
Design and Construction Estimates HRC Job No. 20140750
Dear Mr. Charles:

Hubbell, Roth & Clark, Inc. (HRC) has recently completed an evaluation of the east
and west walls at City Hall. The evaluation was performed to investigate visible
cracks in the stairwells.

Per our letter of January 28, 2015 it is believed that the east wall has moved outward
while the west wall has shown little movement. HRC utilized the existing building
design plans as part of the investigation. Our review of these plans revealed that there
was no connection detailed to connect the walls to the floor and roof construction. This
is typically how exterior walls are supported to resist lateral wind loads applied to
them. This condition was confirmed in our initial site visit. Additionally, according to
the original wall section drawings, the wall construction is a “mass” type assembly,
with no air space between the brick veneer and concrete masonry unit backup.

The City has requested us to provide a design and construction cost estimate to
mitigate movement of the east wall. Further investigation would need to be completed
prior to finalizing the scope of work and this would involve a full day of work on site.
This investigation could be completed for approximately $2,000.

At this time we believe the construction work is likely to involve:

e Connecting the east wall to the existing second floor construction, third floor
construction and roof deck with continuous steel supports. As the wall is a
“mass” type, these supports would need to be secured all the way through the
wall to the outside of the face of the brick. This solution would require that an
architectural element be installed over the exterior mounting locations for
aesthetic purposes.

e Another option is complete reconstruction of the east wall, which offers a more
aesthetically pleasing outcome (no change in appearance) as well as
eliminating the root cause of the issue instead of just resolving its effects.

For the design and construction estimate we are providing a range of costs. The
estimated ranges are:

Engineering Design (both Options) - $17,000 to $25,000

Option 1 Construction — $130,000 to $180,000

Option 2 Construction — $275,000 to $330,000

Based on our review of site conditions and our understanding of the issues, we

recommend that construction remedies should be undertaken as soon as weather
permits and that in the interim the wall should be temporarily shored to prop the wall

Y:\201407\20140750\06_Corrs\20150209_Estimate_Design_costr_AMM_FES.docx
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or the area at the east side of the building should be cordoned off.to prevent personal
injury should a portion of the wall collapse..

If you have any questions or require any additional information, please contact the
undersigned.

Very truly yours,

HUBBELL, ROTH & CLARK, INC.

Log WiPF1H

Nancy M.D. Faught, P.E.
Vice President

NMF/nmf
pc: HRC; A. Melchior, F. Schreiber, J. Booth, File
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CITY OF HOWELL
MEMORANDUM

To: MAYOR & CiTY COUNCIL
FROM:  SHEA CHARLES, CITY MANAGER
DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

RE: CITY HALL REPORTS

HRC has completed their City Hall vibration study and building measurement
projects (reports attached). The vibration study shows that while the building is
experiencing vibrations from large vehicles, it is not causing structural issues. The laser
measurement confirms that the end walls are moving. HRC’s review of the architectural
plans shows the end walls were not tied to the building.

HRC is preparing a preliminary cost estimate to address the wall issue. They note
the wall issue poses no danger at this time but does need to be addressed in the
foreseeable future. Once we have the preliminary repair estimates staff will solicit design
quotes and look to incorporate in the 2015-2016 budget cycle.

Shea Charles
City Manager
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February 03, 2015

City of Howell
611 E. Grand River
Howell, Michigan 48843

Attn:  Shea Charles, City Manager

Re: Vibration Monitoring Study
City Offices HRC Job No. 20130632
Dear Mr. Charles:

In accordance with our proposal, HRC performed vibration monitoring and
corresponding traffic counts in an attempt to correlate the movement of trucks on
Grand River Avenue and the vibrations being felt by staff on the second and third
floors. HRC contracted to have vibration monitoring equipment installed. HRC
provided traffic counters to establish truck traffic timing.

The monitoring period was from October 10 through 17", 2014. The purpose of the
one week study was to determine if there is a correlation of truck traffic to vibrations
being felt and if so the magnitude of the vibrations.

The vibration monitoring was performed by G2 Consulting, Inc., Troy, Michigan, for
HRC. A sensor was placed in the basement at the column line D-1 and another directly
above on the third floor same column position. See Figures A and B for position of
vibration sensors, respectively. The purpose for the two sensors in a vertical alignment
is to measure the amplification of a vibration that is transmitted from the foundation up
into the third floor. The date and time was recorded with each vibration measurement.

Concurrently HRC installed a traffic counter on the Westbound Grand River Ave. to
document vehicle class, measure speed, and record the date/ time of the event. HRC
also installed a traffic counter on the Eastbound Grand River Ave. lane to record
similar information.

Eastbound traffic has a posted speed of 35Mph starting at Fowler St. and proceeding
easterly past the site. The Westbound traffic has a posted speed of 35Mph just East of
Elm Street. The speed does not change to 25Mph until West of Fowler St. No sign was
evident indicating a speed reduction was going to occur. The posted speeds on Grand
River Avenue are indicated on Figure C attached.

The classification of wvehicles as measured by FHWA (Federal Highway
Administration) is attached as Figure D. Trucks for the purpose of this study are those
vehicles in Class 8 through 13, Heavy Trucks. A composite average and maximum
speed in each lane direction was determined for the study period on the range of data
collected for Class 8 through 13 vehicles.

The Westbound average speed of the heavy truck traffic was calculated as 31 mph with

a maximum recorded of 38 mph. The Eastbound average speed of heavy truck traffic
was calculated as 31 mph with a maximum recorded of 39 mph.

Y:\201306\20130632\03_Studies\20150203_Report\20150203_Vibration Study.docx
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Mr. Shea Charles

February 03, 2015

HRC Job Number 20130632
Page 2 of 3

The effects of traffic related vibrations on buildings has been studied by many entities
and a standard practice has been established by AASHTO (American Association of
State Highway and Transportation Officials). The Evaluation of Transportation-
Related Earthborne Vibrations, AASHTO Designation: R 8-96(2009) has been
published. A copy is included as Exhibit One.

There is a distinct difference between what a structure can withstand in vibration terms
versus the human perception. The Figure 1 of page R 8-2 within Exhibit One shows the
safe vibration limit recommendation for a residential structure. The Figure 2 of page R
8-3 within Exhibit One shows the same vibration limits when plotted with the human
perception.

As is evident in the graphs the human perception is much lower than a potential impact
on a structure. The Figure X2.1 on page R-8-11 within Exhibit One provides the
comparison between US and European vibration guidelines based upon structure type.
Line 1 of this graph provides the general commercial acceptable levels.

The data collected by the vibration monitors is summarized in two event reports. The
data from the basement sensor is provided in Exhibit Two, as nine (9) recordable
events. Each event is logged and graphed relative to the benchmark established in
AASHTO Designation: R 8-96(2009), Exhibit One.

The data from the third floor sensor is provided in Exhibit Three, as 23 recordable
events. Each event is logged and graphed relative to the benchmark established in
AASHTO Designation: R 8-96(2009), Exhibit One.

The vibration recorded events do correspond to heavy truck traffic. There were over
600 heavy trucks that traveled on Grand River Ave. during the study period. Only 23
vibration events were considered to be recordable on the third floor by G2 Consulting,
none of them exceeded the values associated with the detrimental effect on the
building. They are however considered to be perceivable by humans, building
occupants, depending on your distance from the source of the vibration. Approximately
4% of the heavy truck traffic on Grand River Ave. is providing vibrations perceptible
to humans.

Upon walking through the three floors of the building and the basement there does not
appear to be drywall cracks or surface feature damage evident from the vibrations the
building is experiencing. This is supported by the data collected as part of this study.
We also want to point out the vibrations into the building appear to be independent of
the stairwell exterior wall cracking. The stairwells were covered by a separate report
issued by HRC on January 28, 2015.
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CONSULTING ENGINEERS SINCE 19215

Mr. Shea Charles

February 03, 2015

HRC Job Number 20130632
Page 3 of 3

Upon your review of the enclosed information, if you have any questions please do not
hesitate to contact me. If you would like I can stop by, at your earliest convenience,
and discuss our findings.

Very truly yours,
HUBBELL, ROTH & CLARK, INC.

Thomas D. LaCross, P.E.
Sr. Associate — Special Projects

Attachment:  Figure A Vibrations Sensor location Basement, D-1, one page
Figure B Vibration Sensor location Third Floor, D-1, one page
Figure C Speed Limit Sign Location Map, one page
Figure D FHWA Vehicle Classification, one page
Exhibit One: AASHTO Designation: R 8-96(2009), 14 pages
Exhibit Two: Basement Sensor Recordable Vibration Events, 9 pages
Exhibit Three: Third Floor Sensor Recordable Vibration Events, 23

pages
pc: HRC; Nancy Faught, P.E.
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City of Howel

Vibration Study

HRC Job No. 20130632

Figure 1

FHWA VEHICLE CLASSIFICATION

HEAVY TRUCKS

DESCRIPTION NO. OF AXLES

MOTORCYCLES 2

ALL CARS CARS

CARS W/ 1-AXLE TRAILER

CARS W/ 2-AXLE TRAILER

PICK-UPS & VANS

1 & 2 AXLE TRAILERS 23,84

BUSES 283

2-AXLE, SINGLE UNIT 2

3-AXLE, SINGLE UNIT 3

4-AXLE, SINGLE UNIT 4

2-AXLE, TRACTOR, 3

1-AXLE TRAILER (2&1)

2-AXLE, TRACTOR, 4

2-AXLE TRAILER (28.2)

3-AXLE, TRACTOR, 4

1-AXLE TRAILER (381)

3-AXLE, TRACTOR, 5

2-AXLE TRAILER (382)

3-AXLE, TRUCK 5

W/ 2-AXLE TRAILER

TRACTOR W/ SINGLE TRAILER 687

5-AXLE MULTI-TRAILER 5

B-AXLE MULTI-TRAILER 6
ANY 7 OR MORE AXLE 7 or more
NOT USED

15

UNKNOWN VEHICLE TYPE
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Standard Practice for

Evaluation of Transportation-
Related Earthborne Vibrations

AASHTO Designation: R 8-96 (2009)’ AASHIO

THE VOICE OF TRANSPOREATION

1. SCOPE

1.1. This standard practice is to provide guidance for the assessment of potential or alleged structural
damage due to earthborne vibrations related to transportation facility construction, maintenance, or
operation.

2. INTRODUCTION

2.1, The construction, maintenance, and operation of transportation facilities generate vibrations,

which are transmitted through the air and earth and are subsequently received or “sensed” by
structures or inhabitants. Only earthborne vibrations are addressed in this standard practice (see
Section X2.8, Appendix X2).

2.2 Currently accepted practice in monitoring earthborne vibrations considers two parameters—earth
particle velocity and wave frequency—determined at the site of concern (Siskind et al., 1980; see
Figure 1). Sensing instruments are usually set out on the ground adjacent to the subject structure.
For determination of safe vibration control limits, special concerns may dictate placement of
sensors directly on specific parts of a structure such as the foundation, a supporting column,
or awall.

2.3. Much of the data concerning structural damage have been determined from blasting activities.
Blasting is a commonly used construction-related procedure that produces vibrations characterized
by a wide frequency range and potentially high intensities but of very short duration.

Transportation-related activities, such as vehicular or rail traffic, may be the source of repetitive,
cyclical vibrations of much lower intensity than those caused by blasting. There may be concern in
this regard because of potential for fatigue of structural components. Documentation of specific
damage due to such transportation-related vibrations is scarce (Whiffin and Leonard, 1971;

Ames et al., 1976).

2.4. People “sense” or respond to a much broader range of vibration frequencies and intensities than do
structures. Intrusive vibration levels can annoy humans at much lower intensities than levels
considered critical for structures (see Figure 2). Such sensitivity causes concern for structural
damage potential even at the extremely low levels of vibration that are a recognized nuisance to
people. Various threshold limits have been recommended in standards aimed at minimizing
damage to various structures. Recommended safe vibration limits are based upon the appearance
of “threshold cracks” or cosmetic cracking. Such cracks appear at lower vibration levels than do
architectural or minor damage. The applicability of specific limitations is often the subject of
litigation requiring expert witness opinion.
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Figure 1—Safe Vibration Limit Recommendations for Residential Structures (USBM RI 8507)

2.8, Concerns of anticipated or perceived damage can be related to structures or their contents.
Practically all buildings contain fine cracks or imperfections that are not noticed until cancern
1s stimulated by perception of abnarmal vibrations. Evaluation of the potential effects of
transportation-related earthborne vibrations requires documentation of the background or
pre-existing condition of the structure or component of concern. Such an evaluation should also
include a determination of the intrusive vibration characteristics (amplitudes and frequencies) at
the point of interest. Dowding (1992) reviews the various methods for determining ground
vibration frequencies. Analysis of the results may necessitate modification at the vibration source
or mitigation of effects at the location of concern.

3. PROCEDURE

3.1. A survey of tle site should be made by personnel capable of locating, evaluating, and
documenting significant or apparent evidence of distress. Such surveys preferably should be made
before the onset of any ahjectionable vibration-producing activity. The scope of the inspection
should be appropriate for both the subject of concern and the intensity of the vibrations.
Photographic or video documentation of the inspection is recommended. Any procedures
requiring intrusion on property should be specifically permitted by the property owner, preferably
in writing. Specialists in vibration monitoring are often contracted for survey services.
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Figure 2—Safe Vibration Limit (USBM RI 8507) and Human Perception (Rathbone)

3.2.

3.3.

All vibrations arriving at the monitoring location within the selected sensitivity range of the
seismograph are recorded. For comparison purposes, it is often useful to obtain recordings of the
normal or background vibrations at the site when the specific objectionable source is not present.
The sensitivity range of the instrument should be selected so that recording is initiated below the
intensity of the objectionable vibrations and extends above the highest expected intensity. It may
be necessary to estimate or predetermine the expected intensity level to be sensed in order to select
the appropriate instrument range setting to be used during monitoring. It is necessary to determine
the time when the vibration source is active. Specific activities of the vibration source, such as
driving of piles, as opposed to extraction, vibratory compaction, or pavement-breaking activities,
should be indexed in time for proper correlation with the arrivals on the vibration records. Because
the determination of frequency is important, instruments that provide a time-history or waveform
of each velocity component for a vibration event are preferred.

A field calibration procedure should be conducted before the start of monitoring and recording.
The incoming ground vibrations should be measured on the ground at foundation level, as close to
the structure as possible, to be consistent with studies providing safe vibration limits (Siskind and
Stagg, 1985). The transducer is positioned with the longitudinal axis (indicated by an arrow)
toward the vibration source or parallel to the structure. Transducers must be adequately coupled
with the ground or the structural component being monitored (see Section X1.5, Appendix X1).
Instrument manufacturers provide appropriate instructions and recommendations for special
installations. Some published threshold criteria are based on specific monitoring procedures.
Consistent procedures in the placement and location of transducers during monitoring are
recommended for comparison of results.
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3.4, Records of the incoming vibrations are typically displayed in a waveform plot or strip chart plot.
The peak particle velocities in longitudinal, transverse, and vertical planes are shown along with
the respective dominant or principal frequencies. The highest recorded particle velocity among the
three planes is indexed to its time of occurrence within the recorded interval. This velocity is
reported as the peak particle velocity for a particular event.

3.5. The recorded peak particle velocity is compared with criteria appropriate for the subject of
concermn. Many currently used digital instruments produce a record that displays the particle
velocities and associated zero-crossing frequencies, or arrivals plotted against a base of the U.S,
Bureau of Mines (USBM) RI 8507 curve, which is a commonly accepted criterion for threshold
cracking concerns in the United States (see Figure X2.1). Other criteria may be applicable in
special circumstances (see Appendix X2).

3.6. In the event of a complaint, a site visit should be made as soon as possible to assess the situation
and to compile necessary documentation. A report document should include all relevant data, such
as the basis for the investigation, time and date of the survey, persons involved, and a description
of the property. It should also include a description of the instrumentation; a description and log of
the monitoring procedure; the monitoring results; and the conclusions reached based on
comparison with applicable criteria, standards, or expert recommendation.

3.7. The following information should be obtained when complaints of intrusive vibrations
are received:

3.7.1. Time and date of the complaint;

3.7.2. Name, address, and phone number of the complainant;

3.7.3. The alleged damage or complaint, or both;

3.7.4. The time and date on which the damage occurred;

3.7.5. The type and location of the alleged damaging or intrusive vibration source;

3.7.6. A photograph or sketch of the physical problem;

3.7.7. Any actions that are demanded; and

3.7.8. Reference to any previous complaints by the complainant or in the vicinity,
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APPENDIXES

(Nonmandatory Information)

X1.

X1.1.

X1.1.1.

X1.2.

X1.2.1.

X1.3.

X1.3.1.

X1.4.

X1.4.1.

X1.5.

X1.5.1.

X1.5.2.

X1.5.3.

GENERAL INFORMATION

Threshold:
The point at which a physiological or psychological effect is initiated.

Threshold Cracking:

The manifestation of cosmetic damage; the formation of the most superficial interior cracking,
which occurs in all homes because of various environmental factors and household activities. Safe

vibration limits are set to avoid these types of cracks.
Architectural or Minor Damage:

Nonstructural damage that does not affect the strength or function of a structure, such as cracked
plaster or wallboard, cracked or broken windows, or hairline cracks in masonry walls.

Major Damage:

Damage resulting in serious weakening of a structure; for example, substantial settlements or
shifting of foundations, distortion or weakening of the superstructure, large cracks in foundation or
bearing walls, or walls out of plumb.

Transdhicers:

Velocity-sensing transducers (geophones) with response capability in three mutually perpendicular
axes or components: one vertical and two horizontal (radial and transverse). The frequency
response of the transducer should be linear from at least 4 Hz to more than 200 Hz. Sensitivity
should range from less than 0.02 in./s to more than 5.0 in./s.

Accelerometers are sometimes used as transducers in specialized applications. Such applications
include low-frequency studies, structure response analyses, and high-frequency or close-in work
(Oriard, 1980; Stagg and Engler, 1980). Accelerometers measure acceleration, the rate at which
particle velocity changes, in terms of g, the acceleration of gravity. The recorded signal can be
electronically integrated to produce a record of particle velocity.

It is extremely important that transducers are adequately coupled to monitoring surfaces (Stagg
and Engler, 1980; Siskind and Stagg, 1985). Sandbags are not always sufficient (Duvall, 1961;
Robertson, 1993). In general, surface placement techniques are adequate only for low-frequency,
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low-amplitude levels (less than 1.0 in./s at less than 20 Hz) and acceleration levels of less than
0.2 g (Stagg and Engler, 1980). A study by Blair (1987) suggests a lower acceleration value of
0.1 g. The preferred emplacement method of the USBM is to bury transducers in soils and to
firmly anchor (such as by gluing or bolting) transducers to hard surfaces.

X1.6. Limiting Velocity:

X1.6.1. Maximum vibration levels not to be exceeded to prevent threshold cracking or damage.

X1.7. Peak Particle Velocity (PPV):

X1.7.1. The maximum recorded particle velocity from any one of the three axes of movement (vertical
[¥,], horizontal [V/,], and transverse [7;]) for a recorded vibration event.

X1.8. Resultant or Vector Sum:

X1.8.1. See Peak True Vector Sum.

X1.9. True Vector Sum (V):

X1.9.1. The resultant of vectorially adding the three components of velocity at the same instant of time.
V=JV2+V+V? (X1.1)

X1.9.2. Peak True Vector Sum:

X1.9.2.1. The highest true vector sum value of the three components of velocity during the record interval.

X1.10. Peak Pseudo Vector Sum:

X1.10.1. The resultant of vectorially adding the maximum velocity from each of the three traces
regardless of the time at which they occurred on the record. This practice, although sometimes
used, is not appropriate.

X111, Dominant or Principal Frequency:

X1.11.1. The frequency associated withthe peak particle velocity. It may be found by zero crossing,
Fourier frequency, or response spectrum techniques as described by Dowding (1992).

X1.12. Natural or Resonant Frequency:

X1.12.1. A structure will continue to oscillate when the source of excitation is discontinued. This motion by
the structure is called free vibration. The number of times per second a structure vibrates during
free vibration is the natural frequency of the structure. The amplitude of vibration will be the
greatest when the frequency of the incoming ground vibration is the same as the natural frequency
of the structure. Natural frequencies of residential structures were calculated by Dowding et al.
(1981). For whole structures, they ranged from 3 to 11 Hz, and for individual walls, they ranged
from 12 to 20 Hz.

X1.13. Time-History:

X1.13.1. The waveform plot, as in velocity versus time (velocity time-history) or acceleration versus time
(acceleration time-history), of a vibration event.
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X1.14. Background Vibrations:

X1.14.1. Vibrations normally present prior to the onset of any activity generating vibrations of
special interest.

X1.15, Site Inspection or Survey:

X1.15.1. The systematic documentation of the existing condition of a structure or site. The extent or
content of the inspection depends on the site. Dowding (1985) gives an example of such an

investigation form.

X1.18. Liguefaction:

X1.16.1. A condition in which a cohesionless soil will lose its strength and undergo large deformations
because of the buildup and maintenance of high pore pressures that are equal or close to the
confining pressure in the soil (after Seed, 1979). The pore pressure buildup may be due to static
stresses, but more commonly it is due to cyclic stress applications. For more information, the
reader is referred to, among others: Seed, 1979; Seed et al., 1983; Tokimatsu and Seed, 1987;
Kramer and Seed, 1988; Rollins and Seed, 1990; and Fiegel and Kutter, 1994.

X2. CRITERIA FOR LIMITING VIBRATIONS
X2.1. Threshold for Earthborne Vibrations:
X2.1.1. At the present, there is no universally accepted standard for limiting earthborne vibrations.

Various approaches are being implemented to address specific concerns. In the United States, the
USBM RI 8507 threshold recommendations are most commonly referenced. The German
guidelines DIN 4150 (see Figure X2.1) and the British Standard BS 7385 (see Figure X2.2) are
examples of criteria used in other countries as a basis for evaluation of potential damage. Note that
the basis for the guideline levels of DIN 4150 are unknown; however, they are considered safe and
very conservative (Dowding 1992; Siskind 1994). Special interest groups, such as historical
preservation societies as one example, issue threshold guidelines for concerns within their
jurisdiction. The basis for the guidelines should be established in any particular application.
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Figure X2.1—Vibration Guidelines—USBM RI 8507 (Solid Line) Compared to DIN 4150 (Dashed Line)

X2.2.

X2.2.1.

X2.3.

X2.3.1.

X2.3.2.

Peak Particle Velocity and Frequency:

The current USBM threshold recommendations and the other aforementioned criteria recognize
the relationship of peak particle velocity and frequency. The USBM recommendations are the
result of tests on essentially residential structures. Recommendations include a caution that
threshold damage may occur at displacements greater than 0.030 in. at frequencies below 4 Hz and
0.008 in. at frequencies between 12 and 40 Hz (see Figure 1).

Peak True Vector Sum Particle Velocity:

The threshold recommendations of the USBM for assessing damage potential are based on the
maximum particle velocity without preference to any of the three components. Some instruments
provide a value known as the true vector sum or resultant. This value is sometimes used to express
the maximum intensity of a vibration event. The peak true vector sum is a conservative estimate of
the peak particle velocity, as it is always greater than the maximum particle velocity from any one
of the three components.

There is no frequency associated with the true vector sum. Therefore, the true vector sum or the
resultant cannot be used in conjunction with the USBM RI 8507 curve. The use of the true vector
sum is limited to a few regulations requiring compliance with a specified peak particle velocity
limit without regard to frequency. Most of these regulations are historically linked to two USBM
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publications: RI 5968, published in 1962, and Bulletin 656, published in 1971 (Siskind, 1991).
Both publications advocated the use of particle velocity as the best descriptor of ground vibration
damage. RI 5968 was the first to recommmend a maximum single component amplitude of 2.0 in./s,
without regard to frequency, as a safe particle velocity criterion.

X2.4. Pealk Particle Velocity for Underground Structures:

X2.4.1, Threshold cracking recommendations are developed for specific categories of structures.
USBM 8507 is based on residential structures. The application of such criteria to markedly
different types of structures, such as foundation walls, buried pipelines, and other underground
structures is common and inaccurate. Whereas aboveground structures have freedom to respond to
ground motion, buried structures are restrained in their response.

X2.4.2. Recent studies have demonstrated that the vibration amplitude at ground level is much greater than
that actually measured on a buried pipeline (Linehan et al., 1992; Siskind and Stagg, 1993). It can
be shown that a ground-strain criterion is analytically more appropriate for buried structures than a
criterion based on velocity. Hence, the use of strain and resulting stresses to develop criteria for
buried structures is advocated (Dowding and Corser, 1981; Esparza, Westine, and Wenzel, 1981).
A buried steel pipeline can sustain allowable strains at vibration levels of 5.0 in./s to 45.0 in./s.
(Westine et al., 1978; Linehan et al., 1992; Siskind and Stagg, 1993). At least one major utility has
established a criterion of a peak particle velocity of 4.0 in./s over its buried optical fiber cables.

X2.4.3. A tunnel with a shotcrete liner can experience a particle velocity of 36.0 in./s before the
appearance of threshold cracking (Hendron, 1977). A restrained snonolithic concrete block can
experience a particle velocity of 10.0 in./s before cracking (Crawford and Ward, 1965; Oriard,
1987). Prediction equations for stresses and strains in buried pipelines are presented in Esparza
(1981, 1991) and Dowding (1985).

X2.5. Cumulative Effect of Repeated Ground Vibration:
x2.5.1. There is considerable concern about the cumulative effect of repeated ground vibration or fatigue

on a structure. Documentation in the literature is limited. For example, mast large metropolitan
areas have many residential structures in close proximity to subway systems. Over the years, such
structures have been exposed to numerous cycles of low-level vibrations without any apparent
attributable damage. Comprehensive studies were conducted by the USBM (Stagg et al., 1984),
Tests in a residential structure subjected to repeated, mechanically induced vibration levels equal
to 0.5 in./s on the ground outside produced threshold cracking after 56,000 cycles.

X2.6. Continuous Ground Vibrations:

X2.6.1. The vibration levels that can be tolerated from a transient or short duration event, such as a blast,
are higher than the levels from a steady-state or continuous vibration source, such as a vibratory
compactor (Wiss, 1981). Guidance on human response to vibrations of various durations is
provided by ANSI §3.29-1983 and the British Standard BS 6472:1992. Because of their longer
duration, incoming continuous ground vibrations with dominant frequencies close to the natural
frequency of a structure are more likely to be amplified because of structural resonance (Crum and
Siskind, 1993). With regard to threshold cracking, Wiss (1967) stated, common practice for
continuous vibrations is to reduce the allowable transient level of 2.0 in./s by as much as
80 percent.
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Figure X2.2—Vibration Guidelines—USBM RI 8507 (Solid Line) Compared to BS 7385 (Dashed Line)

X2.7.

X2.7.1.

X2.8.

X2.8.1.

Soil Liquefaction:

Building damage due to the potential liquefaction of certain soils or the permanent displacement of
the ground as a result of vibrations is another area of concern. Saturated, loose, and uniformly or
poorly graded sands and silts are sensitive to cyclic vibrations such as might be produced by
vibratory pile dnving (Clough and Chameau, 1980; Wiss, 1981), vibratory compaction (Tynan,
1973), or vibrating tampers conducting a seismic reflection survey (Hryciw et al., 1990). In some
cases, these materials may liquify as a result of a single impact (Tschebotarioff, 1973; Tynan,
1973) or densify as due to an explosion (Dowding, 1994). These activities can produce noticeable
settlement even at low vibration levels (0.1 to 0.7 in./s) that are known not to produce threshold
cracking (Dowding, 1994; Kim et al., 1994; Leathers, 1994; Leznicki et al., 1994). In such cases,
the limiting criteria may be dictated by the soil conditions.

Airborne Vibrations:
Only earthborne vibrations are addressed in this standard practice. However, airborne vibrations

can also produce noticeable structural responses. For information on airborne vibrations, the
reader is referred to, among others, Siskind et al., 1980(1); Stachura et al., 1981 and 1984.

! An earlier version of this standard, R 8-81 (1990), was deleted by the Subcommittee on Materials in 1993 and did
not appear in the 17th Edition. R 8-96 (2009) is a major revision of this standard practice.
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Histogram Finish Time 06:15:01 November 11, 2014
Number of Intervals 376.00 at 1 minute

—— s s =~

Qeridl Nnumuoer
Battery Level
Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

BE11242 v 10.74-5.1 ¢ Mminiviate rFius
6.8 Volts

Range Ge0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FLOA.NEO
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name:  Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10 | L | L .
Project Number: 143070 T ! o ' T +
City/State Howell, Ml + +
5l No velocity above 0.04 in/s 1T
Tran Vert Long | |
PPV 0.015 0.020 0.025 in/s
ZC Freq 12 16 14 Hz
Date Nov 11/14 Nov 11 /14 Nov 11/14 -
Time 01:11:38  01:50:38  01:50:38 @
Sensor Check Passed  Passed  Passed £
Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz =
Overswing Ratio 39 3.7 4.0 8
Peak Vector Sum 0.027 in/s on November 11, 2014 at 01:50:38 §.’
0.4+ +
0.051 -+
0.0394 | e : e |
1 2 5 10 20 50 100
Fraquencv (Hz)
Tran Vel Long
L LT DL |mnnmmmnnnhnn|||||1|m|m|||||||||||||||m|||]J
| I
Long e JL —
Vert —
Tran
| | | I | | I ! |
00:01:38 00:49:38 01:37:38 02:25:38 03:13:38 04:01:38 04:49:38 05:37:38  06:15:01
Nov 11 /14 Nov 11 /14 Nov 11 /14 Nov 11 /14 Mo dd Nov 11 14 Nov 11 114 N A4 4a W 44 1qg

Time Scale:2 minutes /div. Amplitude Scale:Geo: v.uovu invsraiv

Sensor Check



mswyidain Juart 1une 06:20:15 November 11, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 19:45:00 November 11, 2014
Number of Intervals 805.00 at 1 minute

—— e s e — - -

serial Number
Battery Level

BE11242 v 10./2-5.1( NInIMate Flus
6.8 Volts

Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

Range Ge0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL0S.9R0
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name:  Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10 L | L
Project Number: 143070 T L ! R
City/State Howell, Ml + +
5__ —
Tran Vert Long 1 |
PPV 0.020 0.045 0.035 in/s -
ZC Freq 51 39 12 Hz
Date Nov 11 /14 Nov 11 /14 Nov 11/14 -
Time 10:50:15  10:50:15  14:26:15 < -
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £ -
Frequency 7.3 74 7.2 Hz 2 .
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 4.0 3 -
Peak Vector Sum 0.046 in/s on November 11, 2014 at 10:50:15 §
0.1+ -+
0.05+- -
0.0394 — -+ } } f———
1 5 10 20 50 100
Frequencv (Hz)
Tran Vert Long
nonnnonmoodwn oo e liewoeeeeoodieomo e elneeesmeend oo oo o e ol o
T N\
Long l‘“>
Vert —]
Tran
06:2|5:15 08:2'5:15 10:2'5:15 12:2|5:15 14:2|5:15 16:2IS:15 18:2|5:15 19:4I5:00
Nov 11 /14 Nov 11 /14 Nov 11 /14 Nov *4 14 Mo 11 /14 Nov 11 /114 pro-dd e mieoaa g

Time Scale:5 minutes /div. Amplitude Sca

le:Geo: v.uou Inrsiav

Sensor Check



mawyiaril owaiu 1 1mne

—— e e — -~

19:50:14 November 11, 2014

Histogram Finish Time 23:59:28 November 11, 2014

Number of Intervals

249.00 at 1 minute

serial Number
Battery Level

BE11242 v 10./2-8.1/ Minivate FIus
6.8 Volts

Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

Range Ge0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL1T.RQO
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name: Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10 | T | L ,
Project Number: 143070 T ‘ o ! o T
City/State Howell, Ml + +
sl No velocity above 0.04 in/s 1
Tran Vert Long | i
PPV 0.015 0.015 0.020 in/s
ZC Freq 73 19 18 Hz
Date Nov 11 /14 Nov 11 /14 Nov 11/14 R
Time 23:57:14 23:28:114  23:28:14 @
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz 2
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 4.0 3
Peak Vector Sum 0.023 in/s on November 11, 2014 at 23:28:14 §
0.1 4
0.05+ -+
0.0394 : bt : — =
1 2 5 10 20 50 100 >
Frequencv (Hz)
Tran Vert Long
Lo dinoon e m|||1||||||||||[||||ruu1uuu||mmm||||lJ‘
Long ﬁ 0.
T
Vert J’ v 0.
Tran 0.
19:52:14 20:40:14 21:2|8:14 22:1|6:14 23:Dl4:14 23:5|2:14‘
Nov 11 /114 Nov 11 /14 Nov 11 /14 Maw 44 14 Nov 11 114 Mo 44 144

Time Scale:2 minutes /div. . Amplitude Scale:Geo: u.ubu In/sraiv

Sensor Check



—— e s e - -

23:59:38 November 11, 201.

Histog_]ram Finish Time 06:15:01 November 12, 2014
376.00 at 1 minute

Number of Intervals

Battery Level
Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel
M242FL25.BEO

BE11242 v 10.72-8.1/ MInIMate Fius

6.8 Volts

USBM RI8507 And OSMRE

Range Ge0:10.000 in/s File Name
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes
Project Name:  Howell City Hall Vibration Study - |
Project Number: 143070 T !
City/State Howell, Ml E
5__
Tran Vert Long |

PPV 0.015 0.020 0.020 in/s
ZC Freq 43 17 15 Hz
Date Nov 12 /14 Nov 12/14 Nov 12 /14 R
Time 05:54:38 05:41:38  05:41:38 %
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed =

Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz z

Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 4.0 b
Peak Vector Sum 0.027 in/s on November 12, 2014 at 05:41:38 §

0.1+

0.05+

I

No velocity above 0.04 in/s

PR
[

0.0394

Frequencv (Hz)

Tran Vel Long

Long
Vert
Tran
00:01:38 00:49:38
Nov 12 114 Nov 12 14

01:37:38
Nov 12/14

03:13:38

Rlmus 49 J4 4

02:25:38
Nov 12 14

Time Scale:2 minutes /div Amplitude Scale:Geo: v.usu I/sraiv

04:01:38
Nov 12 H4

0.
|
04:49:38 05:37:38  06:15:01
Nov 12 M4 NAv 49 M4 Mauv 49 1{4
Sensor Check




06:20:15 November 12, 2014

LI yrain wwaiy 1une

QElldl NuUImoer

BE11242 v 10U.72-8.1/ Minimate FIus

Histogram Finish Time 19:45:00 November 12, 2014 Battery Level 6.8 Volts
Number of Intervals  805.00 at 1 minute Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel
Range Ge0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL2M.XR0
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name: Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10- | N | | | -
Project Number: 143070 T T K o Tt
City/State Howell, MI + +
5_‘“_ No velocity above 0.04 in/s 1
Tran Vert Long 1 |
PPV 0.015 0.030 0.035 in/s
ZC Freq 17 12 13 Hz
Date Nov 12 /14 Nov 12/14 Nov 12 /14 —
Time 07:25:15 08:49:15  16:00:15 @
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 74 72 Hz 2
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 4.0 3
Peak Vector Sum 0.039 in/s on November 12, 2014 at 16:00:15 §
0.1+ __0_
0.051 4
0.0394 | — i —
1 2 5 10 20 50 100
Frequencv (Hz)
Tran Verl Long
Lo oo nnoeenmdemnonon oo bonmoo e leonooeo oo o oo
Long {L
Vert Jl
Tran
06:2ls:15 08:2;5:15 10:25:15 12:25:15 14:25:15 16:25:15 18:25:15 19:45:00
Nov 12 14 Nov12/14 Nov 12 /14 Nov 42 14 M~ 42 /14 Nov12/14 procanees e ~ 14

Time Scale:5 minutes /div  Amplitude Scale:Geo: uv.uou uusruiv

Sensor Check



nswyidar dait 1une 19:50:14 November 12, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 23:59:28 November 12, 2014
Number of Intervals 249.00 at 1 minute

—— = s e — = -

Serial Number
Battery Level

BE11242 v 10.74-5.1 ¢ wnniviate rius
6.8 Volts
Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

fti+

Range Ge0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL30.FQO0
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name: ~ Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10 | N | L
Project Number: 143070 1 I T
City/State Howell, Ml +
51 No velocity above 0.04 in/s ]
Tran Vert Long | |
PPV 0.010 0.015 0.020 in/s
ZC Freq >100 18 21 Hz
Date Nov 12 /14 Nov 12/14 Nov 12 /14 -
Time 19:51:14  20:42:14  20:53:14 @
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz =
Overswing Ratio 3.9 37 4.0 8
Peak Vector Sum 0.023 in/s on November 12, 2014 at 20:42:14 ;’
0.4+ 4
0.051
0.0394 | e e
1 2 5 10 20 50 100
Frequencv (Hz)
Tran Vert Long
Lo e oo oo b bl
Long
' /K//
Vert =
i ]
Tran
19:52:14 20:40:14 21:28:14 22:16:14 23:04:14 23:52:14
Nov 12 /14 Nov 12 /114 Nov 12 114 Mov 42 144 Nov 12 /14 Mo da a4

Time Scale:2 minutes /div Amplitude Scale:Geo: v.usu In/sraiv

Sensor Check



m@wyiail Jwait 1ine 23:59:38 November 12, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 06:15:01 November 13, 2014
Number of Intervals 376.00 at 1 minute

deral Numper
Battery Level

BE11242 v 1u.1£-6.1¢ vinuvidie rius
6.8 Volts

Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

Range Geo0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL3Z.ZEQ
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name: Howell City Hall Vibration Study 16 | L [ L L
Project Number: 143070 T ' L ' R
City/State Howell, MI + i
s No velocity above 0.04 in/s 1
1 4
Tran Vert Long
PPV 0.015 0.020 0.020 in/s
ZC Freq 9.8 20 26 Hz
Date Nov 13 /14 Nov 13/14 Nov 13 /14 -
Time 02:21:38 01:21:38  01:21:38 9
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz Fy
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 4.0 3
Peak Vector Sum 0.021 in/s on November 13, 2014 at 01:21:38 2
0.1+ 4+
0.05- JF
0.0394 1 —t—f——t——+ T
1 2 5 10 20 50 100
Frequencv (Hz)
Tran Vert Long
LU TP GO L O |m|||||umuuumlmn||||||mum||||||||mnm|mnlJ‘
Long —
1 N
T N
Vert ][‘
Tran
00:01:38 00:49:38 01:37:38 02:25:38 03:13:38 04:01:38 04:49:38 05:37:38  06:15:01
Nov 13 /14 Nov 13 /14 Nov 13 /14 Nov 13 /14 Mossaa a4 Nov 13 114 Nov 13 /14 N~ 42 a4 M~ aa g

Time Scale:2 minutes /div Amplitude Scale:Geo: u.uou Inssrarv

Sensor Check



LnDwyian viait 1 une 06:20:15 November 13, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 09:40:15 November 13, 2014
Number of Intervals 199.00 at 1 minute

Range Geo0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL4H.LRO
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name:  Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10 | N [ oy
Project Number: 143070 T ' ! ! ! ! T
City/State Howell, MI T+ +
5+ —+
Tran Vert Long | 1
PPV 0.025 0.085 0.040 in/s
ZC Freq 51 19 30 Hz
Date Nov 13/14 Nov 13/14 Nov 13/14 -
Time 09:37:15  09:37:15  09:37:15 2
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz o
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 3.9 8
Peak Vector Sum 0.088 in/s on November 13, 2014 at 09:37:15 §
0.1+ £
0.05- 4
0.0394 | —— +— bt
1 2 5 10 20 50 100 >
Frequencv (Hz)
Tran Verl Long
Long 0.
/\/’J
Vert 0.
Tran 0.
06:21:15 06:45:15 07:09:15 07:33:15 07:57:15 08:21:15 08:45:15 09:09:15 09:33:15
Nov 13 /14 Nov 13 114 Nov 13 /14 Nov 13 /14 Rine a2 sa4 M~ 13114 Nov 1314 Nov 13 /14 Now 42144

—— e s e — - -

Serial Number BE11242 v 1u.74-5.1 1 viniviate Fius
Battery Level 6.8 Volts
Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

Time Scale: 1 minute /div Amplitude Scale:Geo: u.ubu inrsraiv

Sensor Check



mDwyiali Qwait 1 i 09:46:27 November 13, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 19:45:00 November 13, 2014
Number of Intervals 599.00 at 1 minute

serial Numper
Battery Level

BE11242 v 10.72-8.1/ Miniviate rius
6.8 Volts

Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

Range Geo0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL4R.5F0
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name: Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10 | e | N
Project Number: 143070 T CoEr ‘ RS
City/State Howell, MI T T
5l No velocity above 0.04 in/s T
Tran Vert l.ong | 1
PPV 0.015 0.025 0.030 in/s
ZC Freq 26 12 16 Hz
Date Nov 13 /14 Nov 13/14 Nov 13 /14 -
Time 09:47:27 09:47:27  13:12:27 K4
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz 2
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.6 40 8
Peak Vector Sum 0.035 in/s on November 13, 2014 at 15:35:27 S
0.1 4
0.05-+ 4
0.0394 | — | —
1 2 5 10 20 50 100
Frequencv (Hz)
Tran Verl Long
lJHIIIIIIIHIIIIIIHHI LU L et e bt e e iryes IIJLl_llIlIIIJIIH[IIIILLLIILHIIIIIIIIIIIIIIl[]
L.ong
| ]
[
Vert
Tran
09:51:27 11:51:27 13:51:27 15:51:27 17:51:27 19:45:00
Nov 13 114 Nov 13 /14 Nov 13 114 M~ 43 /14 Nov 13 14 Nnv 42 (14

Time Scale: 5 minutes /div. Amplitude Scale:Geo: u.usu invsraiv

Sensor Check



mnwyralil oware Hiine

Number of Intervals

19:50:14 November 13, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 23:59:28 November 13, 2014
249.00 at 1 minute

—— e er— e — - =

serial Numper
Battery Level

BE11242 v 1U./24-5.1/ VIniviate rius
6.8 Volts
Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instante!

Range Ge0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL5J.3Q0
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name:  Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10 | N T
Project Number: 143070 T ' L o il R -
City/State Howell, MI ] 1
5l No velocity above 0.04 in/s 1
Tran Vert Long
PPV 0.015 0.020 0.025 inls
ZC Freq >100 16 15 Hz
Date Nov 13/14 Nov 13/14 Nov 13/14 .
Time 20:20:14 20:15:14  20:15:14 @
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz 2
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 4.0 8
Peak Vector Sum 0.030 in/s on November 13, 2014 at 20:15:14 §
0.1 L
0.05+— i
0.0394 | - } —
1 2 5 10 20 50 100
Frequencv (Hz)
Tran Vert Long
Do oo oo oo u||11|1||||m||||||||»l||1am|||mmm||1hn|1‘ ’
Long
i
Vert
Tran
19:52:14 20:40:14 21:28:14 22:16:14 23:04:14 23:52:14
Nov 13 /14 Nov 13 114 Nov 13 M4 Mo 42144 Nov 13 /14 Moard2 144

Time Scale: 2 minutes /div. Amplitude Scale:Geo: u.ubu In/s/aiv

Sensor Check



ruswyram awan 1une - 23:59:38 November 13, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 06:15:01 November 14, 2014
Number of Intervals 376.00 at 1 minute

—— e e s e — -~

Serial Nu

Battery Level

mper

BE11242 v 10./2-8.1/ MInIMate rius
6.8 Volts

Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

Range Ge0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL5U.NEO
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name: Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10 | L | L
Project Number: 143070 - ! S L
City/State Howell, MI -+ T+
i No velocity above 0.04 in/s T
Tran Vert Long il 1
PPV 0.015 0.025 0.035 in/s
ZC Freq 21 12 16 Hz
Date Nov 14 /14 Nov 14 /14 Nov 14 /14 -
Time 05:22:38  05:22:38  05:22:38 2
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 73 74 72 Hz 2
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 4.0 8
Peak Vector Sum 0.040 in/s on November 14, 2014 at 05:22:38 §
0.1+ -
0.05-— -
0.0394 | ————+ : —
1 2 5 10 20 50 100
Frequencv (Hz)
Tran Verl Long
il s o sonaoelooeoowoodeooo e oo
N
Long I
Vert l "
Tran
00:01:38 00:49:38 01:37:38 02:25:38 03:13:38 04:01:38 04:49:38 05:37:38  06:15:01
Nov 14 /14 Nov 1414 Nov 14 /14 Nov 14 /114 Moo 44 04 Nov 14 114 Nov 14 /14 Nnv A4 144 N 44 114

Time Scale:2 minutes /div Amplitude Scale:Geo: v.uou inisraiv

Sensor Check



rmswyram swine e 06:20:15 November 14, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 19:45:00 November 14, 2014
Number of Intervals  805.00 at 1 minute

— - —emm e, — =~

serial Numper
Battery Level

BE11242 v 1U.72-8.1 ¢ MIniviate rius
6.8 Volts

Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

M242FL6C.9R0

USBM RI8507 And OSMRE

ey Ly

1 1 1 1 t— Tt

No velocity above 0.04 in/s

Range Ge0:10.000 in/s File Name
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes
Project Name: Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10
Project Number. 143070 T
City/State Howell, MI T
5__
Tran Vert Long Il
PPV 0.015 0.030 0.035 in/s
ZC Freq 26 12 12 Hz
Date Nov 14 /14 Nov 14 /14 Nov 14/14 —
Time 07:06:15  14:03:15  16:07:15 2
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 74 72 Hz 2
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 3.9 8
Peak Vector Sum 0.037 in/s on November 14, 2014 at 14:03:15 §
0.1+
0.05-—
0.0394
i i [
Long
Vert
Tran
06:25:15 08:25:15 10:25:15 12:25:15 14:25:15
Nov 14 14 Nov 14 {14 Nov 14 /14 Nov 44 14 M~ 14114

Time Scale:5 minutes /div Amplitude Scale:Geo: v.ubu invsraiv

b b : 1 i
5 10 20 50 100 >
Frequencv (Hz)
Tran Verl Long
0.
J)‘I
[\/'”
/
= — 0.
0.
16:25:15 18:25:15  19:45:00
Nov 1414 Mo 44 M4 Novd4jqg
Sensor Check



HIDwoyialil Suart [ e 19:50:14 November 14, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 23:59:28 November 14, 2014
Number of Intervals 249.00 at 1 minute

—— —me= - m— g —

Serial Number
Battery Level

BE11242 v 10.72-8.1 / MinivMate Plus
6.8 Volts
Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

Range Ge0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL7D.RQO0
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name:  Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10 | L | T R
Project Number: 143070 T ! T T L
City/State Howell, Ml + I
sl No velocity above 0.04 in/s 1
Tran Vert Long i il
PPV 0.015 0.015 0.020 in/s
ZC Freq 85 27 18 Hz
Date Nov 14 /14 Nov 14/14 Nov 14 /14 -
Time 20:24:14  20:04:14  23:56:14 9
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz Fy
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 4.0 8
Peak Vector Sum 0.024 in/s on November 14, 2014 at 23:56:14 2
0.1+ -+
0.05 -
0.0394 { — } —
1 2 5 10 20 50 100
Frequencv (Hz)
Tran Vert Long
cnnncn e e b mn|mlm||11111|11|1111mHuumlmmlud_”
T N
Long —
1 B /\/
Vert v
Tran
19:52:14 20:40:14 21:28:14 22:16:14 23:04:14 23:52:14
Nov 14 /14 Nov 14 114 Nov 14 14 s I Nov 14 /14 Mo a4 144
Time Scale: 2 minutes /div Amplitude Scale:Geo: u.UbU In/sraly Sensor Check



2wyl an Jwan e 23:59:38 November 14, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 06:15:01 November 15, 2014
Number of Intervals  376.00 at 1 minute

—_—— e e e — -~

Serial Number
Battery Level

BE11242 v 10./2-8.1/ MInIMate Flus
6.8 Volts

Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

Range Geo0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL7P.BEO
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name: Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10 | L L | N
Project Number. 143070 3 ' LA I
City/State Howell, MI + +
5l No velocity above 0.04 in/s T
Tran Vert Long 1 1
PPV 0.015 0.015 0.020 in/s
ZC Freq 39 28 18 Hz
Date Nov 15 /14 Nov 15/14 Nov 15/14 -
Time 03:47:38 04:46:38 05:57:38 4
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz 2
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 4.0 S
Peak Vector Sum 0.022 in/s on November 15, 2014 at 05:57:38 §
0.1+
0.05— -+
0.0394 - } -
1 2 5 10 20 50
Frequency (Hz)
Tran Vert Long
]IIIHI]IHIIIIIIIIIIIII P O O s P L IlHIIIIHIIIIIIIIIIII‘lHHlIlIIIHIIIHH]lII[IIIllIEII]IIII|III| ’
Long
Vert | —
! ]
Tran
00:01:38 00:49:38 01:37:38 02:25:38 03:13:38 04:01:38 04:49:38 05:37:38  06:15:01
Nov 15 114 Nov 15 (14 Nov 15 14 Nov 15 14 Mo 48 144 Nov 15 14 Nov 15 114 N~ 424 Masae g

Time Scale:2 minutes /div  Amplitude Scale:Geo: u.ubU In/s/av

Sensor Check



HIDwoytaii Jait 1 e 06:20:15 November 15, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 19:45:00 November 15, 2014
Number of Intervals 805.00 at 1 minute

—— e m - e — - =

Leridl Nnumper
Battery Level

BE11242 v 10./2-5.1/ MIniMate Fius
6.8 Volts

Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

M242F[86.XR0

USBM RI8507 And OSMRE

Range Ge0:10.000 in/s File Name
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes
Project Name: Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10
Project Number: 143070 T
City/State Howell, MI +
5__
Tran Vert Long I
PPV 0.015 0.020 0.025 in/s
ZC Freq 64 14 12 Hz
Date Nov 15/14 Nov 15/14 Nov 15/14 -
Time 10:46:15 08:14:15 12:08:15 @
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz 2
Overswing Ratio 3.9 3.7 41 8
Peak Vector Sum 0.031 in/s on November 15, 2014 at 12:08:15 §

01—+

0.0ﬁ

!
o

| | ; '
—t+—— + }

No velocity above 0.04 in/s

0.0394
1

Frequencv (Hz)

Tran Vert Long
|IIIJ_LLLJIlllllLlUl|III LCEC T L IHIHIIIIIIIIHIIIHJLIIIIIllllllIIIIIIIIlIII]\IIIIHHI]IIHIIIIIIII|I]IIIIJ\IIIHHI
Long S
\\,/’{
Vert —]
Tran
1 1 1 1 | | ] |
06:25:15 08:25:15 10:25:15 12:25:15 14:25:15 16:25:15 18:25:15  19:45:00
Nov 15 14 Nov 15 114 Nov 15 /14 Nov 4= 14 Mo 15 /14 Nov 15 /14 P mear 4
Time Scale: 5 minutes /div  Amplitude Scale:Geo: u.uou inisraiv Sensor Check



mnpwyralll oware e

Number of Intervals

19:50:14 November 15, 2014
Histogram Finish Time 23:59:28 November 15, 2014
249.00 at 1 minute

—. e e — -~

Serial Number
Battery Level

BE11242 v 1u.r<-5.1/ vuniviate rFius
6.8 Volts

Unit Calibration July 16, 2014 by Instantel

Range Geo0:10.000 in/s File Name M242FL98.FQO
Sample Rate 1024sps
Notes USBM RI8507 And OSMRE
Project Name: Howell City Hall Vibration Study 10 | o | L
Project Number: 143070 T ' IR ' T ]
City/State Howell, MI + p
‘rr’; No velocity above 0.04 in/s T
Tran Vert Long Il
PPV 0.010 0.010 0.010 in/s
ZC Freq >100 >100 >100 Hz
Date Nov 15/14 Nov 15/14 Nov 15/14 .
Time 19:51:14 19:51:14  19:51:14 2
Sensor Check Passed Passed Passed £
Frequency 7.3 7.4 72 Hz =
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Charles E. Hart

January 28, 2015

City of Howell
611 E. Grand River
Howell, Michigan 48843

Attn:  Shea Charles, City Manager

Re: Laser Scan for Stairwell Wall
Crack Monitoring City Offices HRC Job No. 20140750
Dear Mr. Charles:

In accordance with our proposal, HRC performed laser scanning of the East and West
stairwells. The purpose of the scan is to verify wall movement has occurred and how
much has it moved. The laser scanning performed provides a benchmark for the
current conditions.

The laser scan performed by HRC was started on the East side of the building using
known survey control points. The exterior of the building was scanned. The control
was then surveyed into the stairwell. Control was then used to scan into the basement
of the stairwell and up to the third floor by traversing using laser targets. The crew was
supervised onsite by one of our Professional Surveyors. This process was repeated for
the West stairwell.

The scanned images were then brought into the office and combined together to
reconstruct each stairwell and the exterior of the building in 3D. The final product also
includes photographic documentation that links the laser scan and the photograph
together. An electronic copy of the TruView file will be delivered under separate cover
for review with you.

The scan of the East stairwell has revealed the third floor exterior brick wall has
migrated easterly an average of one inch at this level. The base of the wall remains
plumb.

The East stairwell masonry block, for this exterior wall, has migrated easterly an
average of 5/8 inch. The base of the block wall remains plumb.

We also reviewed the three other interior walls of the stairwell. They appear to be as
constructed, within construction tolerance, except where tearing may be occurring in
the high corner.

Included herein is Figure S4 which documents our measurements taken. Each
measurement is taken from a projection of the lower level masonry units extended
vertically through the floors. We identify the area of concern with a detail. The East
exterior wall is migrating outward starting from second floor.

We subsequently reviewed the building construction plans to find details of this stair
well framing. We have included Figures S1, S2, and S3 for the three floor levels.
Indicated on the figures are three alpha designations “A, B, C”. They are defined as
follows:

Y:\201407\20140750\03_Studies\Working\20150128 HRC_Memo_Laser Scan.docx



Mr. Shea Charles

January 28, 2015

HRC Job Number 20140750
Page 2 of 2

o Bubble “A”: No evidence of structural steel framing connection to
masonry block in design plans.

o Bubble “B”: No evidence of stairway block connection detail to
masonry exterior wall in design plans.

e Bubble “C”: Callout in design plans for floor joist connection to
masonry exterior wall.

As verified in the field, the floor joists are constructed parallel to the exterior East wall.
There appears to be no connection specified to be made to hold the masonry block wall
or brick exterior to the joists at the roof level. There is a connection specified on floors
2 and 3 North of the stairwell only. No connection is specified South of the stairwell.
This has not been field verified to the existence or absence of the connections. See
Figures S1, S2 and S3 for the coded locations.

The scan of the West stairwell has revealed the exterior block wall is still within
construction tolerance. The masonry block wall is exhibiting stress at the third floor 90
degree corner associated with the outside wall. Cracks are also evident in some mortar
joints. Under the window there is a vertical crack but this does not appear to be
relevant to wall rotation. The base of the wall remains plumb.

We also reviewed the three other interior walls of the stairwell. They appear to be as
constructed, within construction tolerance, except where tearing may be occurring in
the high corner.

As verified in the field the floor joists are constructed parallel to the exterior West
wall. There appears to be no connection specified to be made to hold the masonry
block wall or brick exterior to the joists at the roof level. There also appears to be no
connection specified on floors 2 and 3 to the masonry block. This has not been field
verified to the existence or absence of connections. See Figures S1, S2 and S3 for the
coded locations.

Upon your review of the enclosed information, if you have any questions please do not
hesitate to contact me. |1 would like to stop by, at your earliest convenience, and
provide the TruView file. 1 will also show you how to review the information
contained therein.

Very truly yours,
HUBBELL, ROTH & CLARK, INC.

Thomas D. LaCross, P.E.
Sr. Associate — Special Projects

Attachment:  Figures S1, S2, and S3 Building Floor Framing Plans
Figure S4 Laser Scan Plan and Section East Stairwell

pc: HRC; Nancy Faught, P.E.
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CITY OF HOWELL
MEMORANDUM

To: MAYOR & CITY COUNCIL

FROM: ERv SuiDA, DPS DIRECTOR

DATE: MARCH 3, 2015

RE: ENGINEERING SERVICE AGREEMENT

On January 29, 2015, Staff developed a Request for Qualification (RFQ) and
invited six engineering firms to submit proposals for a 5 year Engineering Service
Agreement. Three proposals where received at the Clerk’s office on February 17, 2015.
The firms that submitted were; the Spicer Group, Fleis and Vandenbrink (F&V) and
Hubbell Roth and Clark (HRC). | have included these proposals with the packet.

Copies of each proposal where dispersed to the review committee along with
evaluation forms for their independent review of each proposal. The Committee was
rating each firm on the following six categories; firms experience, professional agreement
structure, rates and fees, team makeup, cost and time savings and approach to general
engineering.  The review committee met on March 3™ to compare and discuss the
individual ratings for each firm and decide if additional review or interviews would be
necessary. The review team consisted of the City Manager, the DPW Superintendent, the
Community Development Director and Public Service Director.

Based on the results of the individual reviews it was clearly and unanimously
determined that the City should continue its relationship with HRC for providing general
engineering services. While all the firms invited have adequate levels of expertise and
experience, HRC provided the clearest proposal, a high level of expertise and experience,
a favorable agreement and competitive rates. Additionally, HRC operates a full time
office in Downtown Howell making them extremely accessible. HRC also has 11 years of
service with the City making them intimately familiar with our systems and processes.

For these reasons the committee feels that additional interviews and evaluations
are unnecessary and will provide no further benefit to the decision. We are comfortable
making the recommendation to Council to continue the relationship with HRC and enter a
5 year agreement with HRC for General Engineering Services.



ACTION REQUESTED:

A motion authorizing Staff to enter a 5 year Engineering Service Agreement with

HRC as outlined in their submitted proposal and agreement to be made effective March
16, 2015.

REVIEWED & APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles, City Manager



Clarification of Engineering Services

The RFQ for engineering services will be based on an as needed basis determined by the City over a 5
year period. The following types of services may be requested during the terms of the agreement:

e Plan review for private and public developments

e Structural evaluations

e Feasibility studies, estimates and conceptual designs
e Water and Wastewater process evaluations

e Grant submittals

e Permit assistance

e Utility mapping

e GIS assistance

e  Civil Design

e MDOT project compliance

e Construction Engineering/ project management/ project Inspection and Testing
e Small road and Utility projects

e Basic engineering consultation

Larger projects may be subject to separate RFQ’s and will be based on complexity and at the discretion
of the City Manager.



Request for Qualifications
General Engineering Services Agreement

City of Howell

I. Objective

The City of Howell, wishes to obtain a Consultant for a 5 year General Engineering
Service Agreement for miscellaneous projects on an as needed basis as determined by the City.

It is the intention of the City of Howell to recommend award to a single Consultant.
Negotiations will be undertaken with the Consultants, whose qualifications and professional
service agreement, as well as other factors show them to be qualified, responsible and able to
perform the scope of services. The City reserves the right to accept and reject any and all firms.

The City does not intend to award a contract solely because of any response made to this
request, nor otherwise pay for the information solicited or obtained preparing this Request for
Qualifications (RFQ).

The City of Howell is not liable for any costs incurred by Consultants before issuance of
a contract.

I1. Instructions to Interested Firms

Please include the main office to be used for consultant /owner interactions and a list of
those individuals and their role in providing Engineering Services. The Howell City Council
will approve the final contract.

Packets should be prepared simply and economically, providing a brief description and
history of the consulting firm. Your response should also include an example of the professional
service agreement and a fee schedule that describes all rates, multipliers, billables and all other
expenses related to this contract.

The Consultant to whom the work is awarded will be required to have a State of
Michigan registered Professional Engineer. The Consultant will perform the work under the
direction of the City of Howell, City Manager, Howell, Michigan, 48848, (517) 546-3502 or
designate.



The City may request, from potential Consultants, additional information or interpretation
of items contained within their submittal during the review process.

I11. Selection Process

Each response to this RFQ will be evaluated on the following, at a minimum:

1. Experience

2. Structure of the Professional Services Agreement
3. Fees and rates

4. Team make-up

1V. Review/Interview

Each Consultant should include a brief narrative of the following:

1. Describe the Benefits expected for entering into a General Engineering
Service Agreement with your firm.

2. Description of the Firms approach to a General Engineering Agreement.

3. Any cost, time savings measures you can propose.

V1. Submittal Requirements

Include as part of your submittal a brief statement concerning recent experience of
the Person(s) acting as contacts.

Fee / Rate Schedule

Sub-consultants: provide the name, address, and assigned staff for each proposed
sub-consultant, if any.

Deliver four (4) copies in a sealed envelope with your Firms name and the words
“Engineering Services” clearly marked on the envelope to the office of City
Manager, 611 E. Grand River Ave., Howell MI, 48843 on or before February 17,

2015.

Saved as: rfql0yrprogram



Engineering Services RFQ Evaluation Form

*ratings are on a scale between 1 and 5, 1 being the lowest score and 5 being
Reviewer: the highest. Times the weight by your rating for the score then add all totals up
at the bottom.

Firms Name:
CATEGORY RATING ~ x WEIGHT = TOTAL

A. Firms experience in General Engineering Services X 5
(in house services -vs- subs, other communities and how long, etc.)

B. Professional Service agreement structure X 2
(does it provide security to the City, easy to understand, clear and direct)

C. Ratesand Fees X 4
(competitive rates and minimal fees)

D. Team Makeup X 5
(individual qualifications of those on the Team, location and availability of team members)

E. Benefits and cost/time savings X 4

F.  Firms approach to General Engineering X 2

GRAND TOTAL:










































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Hubbell, Roth & Clark, Inc.
2015 Hourly Rate Schedule

City of Howell

Category

Principal

Senior Associate/Managing Engineer
Associate/Managing Engineer
Department Manager

Senior Project Manager

Senior Project Engineer/Architect
Project Engineer/Architect

Staff Engineer/Architect
Graduate Engineer/Architect I/ll
Transportation Specialist

GIS Specialist

Right of Way Specialist

Senior Staff Environmental Analyst
Senior Designer

Designer

Senior Cadd Technician

Survey Office Supervisor
Registered Surveyor

Graduate Surveyor

Senior Survey - Office Technician
Survey - Party Chief

Survey - Instrument Person
Survey - Instrument Operator
Survey - Survey Assistant

Field - Supervisors

Field - Project Representatives
Construction - Office Technician
Senior Construction Observer
Construction Observer /1l
Construction Engineer

Testing Engineer

Testing Operations Manager
Supervisor Field Testing

Testing Technician
Administrative Support*

Maximum Base = Maximum Billable

Hourly Rate Hourly Rate
57.00 159.60
57.00 159.60
50.60 141.68
49.70 139.16
48.00 134.40
55.00 154.00
41.00 114.80
33.50 93.80
36.80 103.04
40.00 112.00
28.40 79.52
42.80 119.84
26.80 75.04
42.50 119.00
41.50 116.20
32.80 91.84
39.30 110.04
31.50 88.20
29.00 81.20
30.20 84.56
34.60 96.88
25.50 71.40
23.50 65.80
21.00 58.80
34.90 97.72
39.70 111.16
20.50 57.40
32.00 89.60
23.00 64.40
43.70 122.36
28.70 80.36
26.10 73.08
27.90 78.12
28.70 80.36
34.40 96.32

Billable rates for Hubbell, Roth & Clark, Inc. include Unemployment and Payroll
taxes, contributions for Social Security, Retirement benefits, Medical and Life
insurance benefits, normal printing cost, telephones, fax, computer time,

mileage, other overhead costs and profit.

*This Category includes Computer, Reproduction and Administrative Staff.
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925 W. Grand River Ave.

I\! ‘ Howell, Michigan 48843

HOWELL AREA PARKS &

RECREATIGN  517-546.6018 Fax

AUTHORITY .
— www.howellrecreation.org

DATE: March 9, 2015

TO: Howell City Council

FROM: Paul Rogers — Executive Director

SUBJECT: MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT FOR HOWELL CITY PARK

The Howell Area Parks & Recreation Authority would like to propose the continuation of the
management contract with the City of Howell to manage and hire the staff for the Howell
City Park Beach and Boat Launch for the summer of 2015.

The attached Letter of Understanding is essentially the same from last year except for
changes in the year and payment schedule.

DATES THAT A DAILY OR SEASONAL STICKER REQUIRED

Howell City Park Entry: Friday prior to Memorial Day through Labor Day
Boat Launch Entry: May 1, 2015 through September 30, 2015

DATES THAT A PERMIT FOR RENTAL WILL BE REQUIRED

Pavilion Rentals: May 1, 2015 through September 30, 2015

Howell City Park Fee Collection

HAPRA is recommending that we not change the fee collection system at Howell City Park.
HAPRA would again hire seasonal staff to work both the entrance booth and at the
concession stand during peak hours each day and to collect fees from each vehicle that
enters without a seasonal pass. The current daily fee is $10/vehicle and HAPRA
recommends that this not be changed. All proceeds to be deposited with the City of Howell.
Groups wishing to be exempt from paying the daily entry fee must get City Council approval
in advance. As in the past, the seasonal pass and daily entry fees would be required
between the Friday prior to Memorial Day through Labor Day.

Boat Launch Fee Collection

All daily stickers and seasonal passes are available for purchase at the Bennett Recreation
Center during regular business hours and from the Friday prior to Memorial Day through
Labor Day at the Howell City Park Guard Booth. The current daily fee to launch a boat is
$20/vehicle and HAPRA recommends that this not be changed. All proceeds to be deposited
with the City of Howell. Groups wishing to be exempt from paying the daily entry fee must
get City Council approval in advance.



A seasonal or daily pass will be required to park at the facility and those not possessing
either will be ticketed. (Duties will be assigned to the Howell Parks & Recreation Beach
Supervisor to check the site throughout the day and regularly call the Howell City Police to
enforce the parking ordinance by issuing tickets for those not in compliance.) The current
fine schedule for those vehicles parked at the Boat Launch without a daily or seasonal park
sticker are $30 if paid within 48 hours, increasing to $60 after 48 hours, and if not paid
within 10 days the fine will be increased to $80.

Pavilion Rental Policy and Fee Schedule

The Howell Area Parks & Recreation Authority will continue to schedule and administer the
pavilion rentals at Howell City Park utilizing the system software (Active.com) that is already
in place within the Recreation Authority. All pavilion rental fees collected will be deposited
in the City of Howell’s accounts.

The Howell Area Parks & Recreation Authority recommends continuing to rent pavilions
during 4 hour increments, 3 times each day to capture additional revenues and to
accommodate additional groups wishing to use the park. If parties wish to extend their use
of the pavilions, they would be charged for another 4 or 8 hour increment:

Morning — 8 am — 11:00 am
Mid-Day — 11:30 am — 3:30 pm
Evening — 4 pm — 8 pm

HAPRA also recommends the continuation of accommodating all guests who will be
attending parties and events at the pavilions FREE entry into the park through their rental
agreement. This creates good will for those wishing to schedule events at the pavilions and
will increase rentals at the pavilions throughout the season. Renters would be given a
special dated and timed pass (only available at Bennett Recreation Center) that they Xerox
and give to each of their guests. HAPRA recommends continuing the current rental fees of:

$150 for large pavilion for weekend, $100 for large pavilion for weekday
$100 for small pavilion for weekend, $75 for small pavilion for weekday

Groups wishing to be exempt from paying the pavilion rental fee must get City Council
approval in advance.

Purchase and Distribution of Seasonal Stickers

The Howell Area Parks & Recreation Authority recommends continuing to recognize the
contributions of Oceola Township, Marion Township, Genoa Township and the City of Howell
to the Recreation Authority by offering 2 free annual passes to each resident of these
municipalities. HAPRA also recommends keeping annual sticker prices the same — 2 free
for City of Howell, Genoa Township, Marion Township and Oceola Township ($20 for
additional stickers), and $40 for non-residents (there is no discount for additional stickers).
The City of Howell will continue to purchase 5 distinctly shaped and colored stickers each
year to accommodate the sticker distribution. To reduce overhead, the Authority is
recommending that annual passes only be available for purchase or pickup at the Bennett
Recreation Center reducing overhead of initial mailing and daily maintenance of
address/resident books by the gate staff, city staff and township staff.



Howell City Park Pass Policy

We recommend that the attached park pass policy used in 2014 continue as it worked very
well and made issues for our staff easy to rectify.

Letter of Understanding — Management of Park and Boat Launch

The Howell Area Parks & Recreation Authority would like to propose that the City of Howell
again contract with us during the summer of 2015 to hire the staff and arrange for the
supervision and work that needs to be accomplished at the Howell City Park Guard Booth,
Beach Front and the Boat Launch. We will continue to also add family friendly programming
to the Howell City Park during the summer months. HAPRA believes that the continued
partnership between the City of Howell and the Howell Area Parks & Recreation Authority for
operation of the beach and boat launch is in line with the City Council’s goal of supporting
recreation and creates an environment conducive to other joint projects and events, as well
as positive public relations and marketing opportunities.

Attached is a Letter of Understanding outlining the proposed services and associated fees
for the period of May 1, 2015 through September 30, 2015.

ACTION REQUESTED: A motion to approve the Letter of Understanding between the City of
Howell & Howell Area Parks & Recreation Authority to operate the City Park Guard Booth,
Beach Front & Boat Launch for the summer of 2015 for a management fee of $35,000



2015 PARK PASS POLICY

Business Property Tax Pavyers:

1 Pass per address - $ 20 for each additional
Verification is property tax bill with valid driver’s license

Residential Property Tax Payers:

2 Passes per address $20 for each additional
Verification is property tax bill with valid driver’s license
If rental property owner picks up passes - Residents cannot

Residential Renters:

2 Passes per address - $ 20 for each additional
Verification is State of Michigan issued ID — Driver’s License

If rental property owner picks up passes - Residents cannot

Non-Residents: O Passes per address - $ 40 for each
Commercial Renters: 0 Passes per address

Water/Sewer Customers: 0 Passes per address

Daily Park Entry: $ 10 per vehicle

Daily Boat Launch: $ 20 per vehicle

City Park Operating Hours Friday of Memorial Day-Labor Day

Boat Launch Operating Hours ~ May 1 — October 31

Pavilion Rentals May 1 — September 31



LETTER OF UNDERSTANDING
CITY OF HOWELL & HOWELL AREA RECREATION AUTHORITY
OPERATION OF HOWELL CITY PARK GUARD BOOTH
BEACH FRONT & BOAT LAUNCH

May 1, 2015 — September 30, 2015
Staffing
HAPRA proposes hiring a part-time seasonal staff with a full-time supervisor at the Howell
City Park for the summer of 2015. The responsibilities of the staff would include collecting
daily fees and monitoring stickers at the entrance gate at Howell City Park, depositing fees
with the City of Howell that are collected, operating and cleaning the restroom and
concession facilities at the beach, cleaning up the goose droppings on the grass surrounding
the beach area, providing weekly water testing, working in collaboration with the Fire
Department to set up and remove the buoys and rope lines, enforcing parking ordinances,
and other duties that are assigned for a smooth and efficient operation this coming summer.
All staff would undergo customer service training, and have their CPR/First Aid Certificates
updated for their summer assignments.

Seasonal Passes

The Recreation Authority will only sell or distribute seasonal passes at the Bennett
Recreation Center during normal office hours (M-Th 9 a.m. -7 p.m., Fri. 9 a.m. — 5 p.m.
and Sat. 9 a.m. — 1 p.m.). City of Howell, Genoa Township, Marion Township and Oceola
Township residents will receive 2 free passes ($20 for additional pass), and all others will be
charged $40/pass.

Pavilion Rentals

The Recreation Authority will provide pavilion rental reservation system utilizing the system
software (Active.com) that is already in place. All pavilion rental fees collected will be
deposited in the City of Howell’'s accounts. We have estimated that it would require 6 hours
a week to process reservations for a 5 month period (May — September).

Park Entrance Guard Booth

HAPRA proposes that the park entrance guard booth be staffed daily (weekdays and
weekends) during the following hours beginning the Friday prior to Memorial Day and
continuing through Labor Day from 10 a.m. — 7 p.m. Staff would be required to arrive 1/4
hour before the booth opens to the public and stay 1/2 hour after it closes to account for
funds and close down the area. All park entrance fees collected will be deposited in the City
of Howell’s accounts. In the event of inclement weather, the Park Supervisor will have the
authority to close the park and send staff home.

Concession Stand/Beach Area

HAPRA proposes that the concession stand at the beach be staffed daily (weekdays and
weekends) during the following hours beginning the Friday prior to Memorial Day and
continuing through Labor Day from 10 a.m. — 7 p.m. Staff would be required to arrive ¥z
hour before the area opens and stay %2 hour after it closes for cleaning and general
maintenance. The Recreation Authority would purchase all concession supplies and keep
the revenue generated from these sales.

Boat Launch Entrance

HAPRA proposes no staffing at the Boat Launch. Daily and Seasonal passes will be available
at the Bennett Recreation Center during normal hours of operation. A supervisor or other
staff member will be assigned to record all parking violations at this site and make sure that
a valid seasonal or daily pass is readily displayed in all vehicles. They will be authorized to



contact Howell City Police to enforce the ordinance. The boat launch area will be overseen
and controlled by recreation staff from May 1 — September 30.

City of Howell Expenses
The City of Howell will pay the full costs of the following:

Seasonal Stickers

Daily Passes

Weekly Water Testing

All maintenance and cleaning supplies (Including toilet paper)

Beach Staff t-shirts

Daily sand raking and grass mowing at beach area

Cleaning and maintenance of the restroom facility at the front of the park
Electricity, telephone, water and trash collection

General grounds maintenance for the park, sand area of the beach, roads and
parking lots at Howell City Park and Boat Launch areas.

Sighage

Building improvements to the concession stand, restroom facilities, park booth,
pavilions, etc. and placement and removal of park booth at start and end of
season.

L. Contractual Services with Goose Works to control the Canadian Geese population

SIeMMOUOW

A~

Management Fee
The Howell Area Parks & Recreation Authority would provide the staffing services outlined in
this proposal for a management fee of $35,000.

Payable on or before May 1, 2015

Effective Date

This Letter of Understanding shall be in effect from May 1, 2015 through September 30,
2015 upon approval of the Howell City Council and Howell Area Parks & Recreation Authority
Board.

CITY OF HOWELL HOWELL AREA PARKS & RECREATION AUTHORITY
BY: BY:
Todd Smith
Its: Mayor Its: Chairman
BY: BY:
Jane Cartwright Paul F. Rogers
Its: Clerk Its: Executive Director
Approved by Howell City Council Approved by Howell Area Parks & Recreation Authority

Date: Date:




CITY OF HOWELL
MEMORANDUM

To: MAYOR & CiTYy COUNCIL
FrRoOM: CATHERINE M STANISLAWSKI, TREASURER/FINANCE DIRECTOR
DATE: MARCH 5, 2015

RE: AUDIT PROPOSALS

The City received five responses to its request for auditing services. Attached is a
synopsis of the proposals received.

The proposals were evaluated by a review committee consisting of the City
Clerk, Deputy Treasurer and Finance Dir/Treasurer. The firms were ranked based on their
qualifications, experience and references. The review committee also took into
consideration if the firms addressed any future factors that may affect the financial
reporting of the City. Beginning with the upcoming June 2015 fiscal year, the City will
be required to significantly revise the current accounting and reporting of our defined
benefit plan. This will require additional effort on the part of the Finance staff and audit
firm.

As the attached scoring results indicate, Rehmann Robson scored the highest of
the firms reviewed. We have just completed a five year contract with Rehmann and found
the firm to be very professional and knowledgeable. The current fees proposed are $1,250
higher than their 2010 contract.

Based upon the review by the Audit Committee, the level of service required by
the City and the fees proposed, we are recommending that the City Council enter a five
year agreement for auditing services with the firm of Rehmann Robson.

ACTION REQUESTED:

Motion to enter a five year agreement for auditing services with the firm of
Rehmann Robson from Jackson, Michigan.

REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles, City Manager



BID TABULATION - CITY OF HOWELL
2015 AUDIT PROPOSALS

17-Feb-15
Plante Rehmann Stewart Abraham Bethiaume
& Moran Robson Beauvais Gaffney & Co

Qualifications (0-35) 35 35 28 34 12
Prior Experience (0-30) 28 29 21 27 17
References (0-25) 25 25 20 20 20

Technical Score 88 89 69 81 49
Fee (0-10) 2 6 5 8 10

Total 90 95 74 89 59

Name 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Totals
3 YEAR PROPOSAL
Plante Moran (3 year) $42,000 $43,000 $44,000 $129,000
Rehmann Robson (3 year) $34,500 $35,250 $36,000 $105,750
Stewart Beauvais & Whipple (3 year) $35,500 $36,500 $37,500 $109,500
Abraham & Gaffney, P.C.(3 year) $29,800 $30,300 $30,800 $90,900
Berthiaume & Company $26,000 $26,500 $27,000 $79,500
5 YEAR PROPOSAL
Plante Moran (5 year) $40,000 $41,000 $42,000 $43,000 $44,000 $210,000
Rehmann Robson (5 year) $32,750 $33,500 $34,250 $35,000 $35,750 $171,250
Stewart Beauvais & Whipple (5 year) $34,250 $34,750 $35,250 $35,750 $36,250 $176,250
Abraham & Gaffney, P.C.(5 year) $29,800 $30,300 $30,800 $31,300 $31,800 $154,000
Berthiaume & Company $26,000 $26,500 $27,000 $27,500 $28,000 $135,000

BIDS OPENED BY CATHERINE STANISLAWSKI, JANE CARTWRIGHT & CORLEEN KRUZEL




CITY OF HOWELL
MEMORANDUM

To: MAYOR & CiTY COUNCIL
FROM:  ERVINJ. SUIDA

DATE: MARCH 5, 2015

RE: BENNETT LOT DESIGN

During the January Work Session, Council expressed interest in reviewing the
Bennett parking lot plans. The included plans are in the final review stage and available
for any comments and changes Council may request. The current plans and engineering
estimate of $115,000 is based on a basic crush and shape design, minor ADA sidewalk
improvements, entrance approach improvements and a wooden dumpster screen with a
concrete pad. Staff is in the process of completing their review and will incorporate any
additional Council comments or changes.

Once all the review comments and recommendations are made to the engineers,
the plans will be updated and finalized for bidding. Per the Council direction this project
will be bid with a start date of after July 1, 2015.

In order to continue to move this project forward staff is seeking direction on the
following; approval and/or modifications to the proposed Bennett Lot design and
incorporating the Maple Street curb and mini circle removal project into the bid
document.

REVIEWED AND APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles, City Manager



Opinion of Probable Cost

Bennett Recreation Center Parking Lot

City of Howell
Livingston County, Ml
March 2, 2015

Iltem  Estimated Unit
No. Quantity Unit Description Price Amount
1. 300 Sg. Yd. Pavement Removal $5.00 $1,500.00
2. 3250 Sqg. Yd. HMA Base Crushing and Shaping $3.00 $9,750.00
3. 235 Lin. Ft Curb, Conc. Det F2 $23.00 $5,405.00
4, 150 Sqg. Yd. Agg. Base, 9-inch, 21AA $20.00 $3,000.00
5. 730 Ton HMA, 5E3 $95.00 $69,350.00
6. 190 Sq. Yd. Conc Pavt, Nonreinf, 8-inch $35.00 $6,650.00
7. 1 Lump Sum  Pavement Markings $2,000.00 $2,000.00
8. 1550 Sq. Ft. Sidewalk, Conc., 4-inch $4.00 $6,200.00
9. 1 Lump Sum  Dumpster Enclosure $1,000.00 $1,000.00
10. 1 Lump Sum  Traffic Control, Modified $1,000.00 $1,000.00
11. 1 Lump Sum  Sediment and Erosion Control $1,500.00 $1,500.00
12. 29 Each Bumper Blocks $35.00 $1,015.00
13. 1 Lump Sum  Site Restoration $2,000.00 $2,000.00
Sub-Total - Construction Cost $110,370.00
Contingencies $4,630.00
Total Cost $115,000.00
L:\proj2014\121978SG2014 - Bennett Recreation Parking Lot\Design Info\Bennett Rec Center PEC 3-2-15

Page 1 of 1
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PLAN INDEX

FILE NO. DESCRIPTION NO.
D—-5121-01 COVER SHEET Cc1.1
D—-5121-02 EXISTING CONDITIONS AND DEMOLITION PLAN 2
D-5121-03 SITE\GRADING PLAN 3
D—-5121-04 STANDARD DETAILS 4

GENERAL NOTES

EXISTING UTILITIES
CONTRACTOR SHALL CALL "MISS DIG” (1-800-482—-7171 OR 811) A MINIMUM OF 3 WORKING DAYS PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION.

THE EXISTING UTILITIES ON THESE DRAWINGS HAVE BEEN SHOWN ACCORDING TO THE BEST AVAILABLE INFORMATION. THE
CONTRACTOR SHALL FIELD LOCATE ALL UTILITIES PRIOR TO BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION AND SHALL NOTIFY THE ENGINEER AS
TO WHERE POSSIBLE CONFLICT EXISTS.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ANY DAMAGE TO THE EXISTING UTILITIES DURING THE CONSTRUCTION OF THIS

PROJECT.

£ I MARKI,

/

ALL PERMANENT PAVEMENT MARKINGS, SHAPES, AND DIMENSIONS SHALL CONFORM WITH MDOT PAVEMENT MARKING TYPICALS.

/i

IMENTA T]

APPROPRIATE SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENTATION CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE IN PLACE FPRIOR TO EARTH—-DISTURBING

ACTIVITIES.

IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CONTRACTOR TO ENSURE THAT SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENTATION CONTROL MEASURES
ARE IN PLACE AND MAINTAINED UNTIL THE CONTRACT HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND ACCEPTED. MEASURES SHALL ONLY BE

PAID FOR ONCE.

PROPERTY OWNERS
PROPERTY OWNERS' NAMES, WHERE SHOWN, ARE FOR INFORMATION ONLY, AND THEIR ACCURACY IS NOT GUARANTEED.

SAWCUTS

PAYMENT FOR SAWCUTS REQUIRED TO REMOVE MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS, PAVEMENT AND,/OR CURB AND GUTTER SHALL BE
INCLUDED IN THOSE REMOVAL [TEMS.

ALL DISTURBED LAWN AREA SHALL BE TOP SOILED, MULCHED, AND SEEDED.

PRIOR TO COMMENCING CONSTRUCTION, THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR OBTAINING ALL PERMITS REQUIRED BY THE
APPROPRIATE MUNICIPALITIES. CONSTRUCTION PROCEDURES SHALL CONFORM TO THE REQUIREMENTS THE APPROPRIATE
MUNICIPALITIES. DRIVES AND APPROACHES SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED ACCORDING TO REQUIREMENTS OF THE APPROPRIATE
GOVERNING AUTHORITY.

P I

WORK SHALL COMMENCE AFTER JULY 1, 2015 AND ALL WORK INCLUDING RESTORATION SHALL BE COMPLETED BY AUGUST 30,

2075.

ALL EROSION CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE IN PLACE PRIOR TO BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION

BY [ MARK REVISIONS DATE

THE WORK REPRESENTED BY THIS DRAWING WAS DESIGNED BY THE ENGINEER FOR THIS
SPECIFIC APPLICATION AND SPECIFIC LOCATION DESCRIBED HEREON IN ACCORDANCE
WITH THE CONDITIONS PREVALENT AT THE TIME THE DESIGN WAS DONE. THE ENGINEER
DOES NOT GUARANTEE AND WILL NOT BE LIABLE FOR ANY OTHER LOCATION, CONDITION,
DESIGN OR PURPOSE.

BENNETT RECREATION CENTER
CITY OF HOWELL
LIVINGSTON COUNTY, MICHIGAN

COVER SHEET
PARKING LOT REPLACEMENT
PROJECT

|| DUNDEE OFFICE
125 Helle Blvd., Suite 2
Dundee, MI 48131
Tel. 734—-823-3308

oo —group www.SpicerGroup.com
DE. BY: J7H CH. BY: RCW PROJECT NO.
DR. BY: J7H APP. BY: PAW 121978562074
STDS. SHEET 7 OF 4 C
DATE  MARCH, 2015 FILE NO. 1 1
SCALE NOT TO SCALE D=5121-01 .










ACAD FILE:

F.B. PG.

RET.

PLOTTING SCALE:

NG &
\//\
I

AL L Y,
SN

NI, N
SN NN &
DI I
ASPHALT P RIZE A
TYPICAL CROSS SECTION

NOT TO SCALE

PROP

ﬁé%%zo
050505050
NN\ e

DR,

A

-

I
N K

N N

DUMPSTER PAD
[YPICAL CR

NOT TO SCALE

71

A

e
050505050

A

-

—— NEEDED WITH MDOT 21AA CRUSHED AGGREGATE

7,
e

EX. EARTH

Z7 / PROP. 8" CONCRETE

7
\_/Léc / EX. BASE

PROP. 4” 5F ASPHALT PLACED

IN 2-2 INCH LIFTS COMPACTED
/7’0 97% DENSITY.

25" PULVERIZED LAYER—EXCAVATE/FILL AS

TO MEET PROPOSED GRADES SHOWN ON PLAN.

6" x 6" TREATED /
wooD POST

2” x 4” TREATED _/
WOOD RUNNERS
1” x 6” STAGGERED / -

PRIVACY FENCE BOARDS

RLAY

12°-0"
IE 0 O
3
[ ] Q
3
ol O N
Ly
g N
o
I
L N S
]

I
g\rw;w 1-1" x 6” ONTO

FACE OF POST

DUMPSTER ENCLOSURE PLAN

PROP. 8" 21AA CRUSHED

7 AGGREGATE BASE OR CRUSHED ASPHALT
ééc/ COMPACTED TO 95%Z MAXIMUM DENSITY.

EX. EARTH

NOT 7O SCALE

PROP. 47 5E ASPHALT
PLACED IN 2-2 INCH LIFTS

SPREAD CRUSHED HMA FPAVEMENT OR Z21AA CRUSHED

PROP. 8" CONCRETE

/ AGGREGATE TO MEET PROPOSED GRADES

2
&
ok
o
:

EX. AGGREGATE BASE

6" x 6" TREATED

/' wooD POST

2” x 4" TREATED
" WoOD RUNNERS

1" x 6" STAGGERED
| _PRIVACY FENCE BOARDS

APPROX. GRADE

SET POST IN
FORMED CONCRETE

72”

DUMPSTER POST DETAIL

NOT TO SCALE

EROSION CONTROL MEASURES

2—#4 BARS

7 ’_6. ”»
KEY SESC MEASURE SYMBOL WHERE USED
” ” When bare soil is exposed, temporarily or permanently, to erosive forces from
51/ 2 1 3/4 1 SEEDING wind and or water on flat areas, mild slopes, grassed waterways and spillways,
diversion ditches and dikes, borrow and stockpile areas, and spoil piles.
On flat areas, mild slopes, grassed waterways and spillways, diversion
~ 7% - 2 MOLCH ditches and dikes, borrow and stockpile areas, and spoil piles when areas
. 7/8" |2 are subject to raindrop impact, and erosive forces from wind or water.
Q "y y ’ 7 ’VFT [ (0
2 o 2°R—] i 'd' / 60 STORM DRAIN INLET Around the entrance to a newly constructed catch basin or an inlet that wil
Ay _ Lo ey f ‘ R PROTECTION capture runoff from an earth change activity.
- < /'f_—'_q— == )
4 . ﬁ]
4 4 a9 4 / 4 As a temporary measure used to capture sediment from sheet flow. May also
. _ 61 SILT FENCE )
divert small volumes of sheet flow to protected outlets.
Q
4 4

N
» §
~

BAR MAY BE LOCATED

SYMBOLOGY FOR INSERTION INTO CONSTRUCTION DRAWINGS:

ABOVE OR BELOW LANE

7IE.
.‘3‘, = PERMANENT MEASURE
R, RE A [TER
MDOT DETAIL F2 @ = TEMPORARY MEASURE
NOT TO SCALE
CONSTRUCTION NOTES
ALIGN DRIVEWAY RETURN
0 FIT OPENING IV IS A4S 1. REMOVE AND REPLACE CONCRETE SIDEWALK AS SHOWN ON THE PLANS.
CURE AND GUTIER SHOWN PLANS 2. RAISE ASPHALT TO MATCH THE SIDEWALK CURB AS SHOWN ON PROPOSED CONDITIONS.
OR AS DIRECTED
BY THE ENGINEER 3 CRUSHED SHAPE PARKING LOT AND DRIVEWAYS TO TOP OF SUB-BASE.
A 4. REPLACE EXISTING ASPHALT WITH 4" 5E HMA.
- — N FL_OM_/ ;v; il e— __;, i) 5 REUSE BASE COURSE OF AGGREGATE. ADDITIONAL 21AA MAY BE REQUIRED TO ENSURE PROPER
\ oW N OSED PAVEMENT / DRAINAGE SURFACE AND TO MEET PROPOSED GRADES.

\— 17 EXPANSION
JOINT

PLANE OF
WEAKNESS JOINTS

GUTTER PAN

TOPSOIL AND FILL WILL BE REQUIRED TO MATCH THE LANDSCAPE WITH NEW PARKING LOT GRADE.
7. REPLACE EXISTING PAVEMENT MARKERS WITH PROPOSED PAVEMENT MARKERS.

8. KEEP ALL SIGNS UNLESS REMOVAL IS NEEDED. ANY DAMAGED SIGNS WILL BE REPLACED AND PAID
FOR BY CONTRACTOR.

CONCRETE DRIVEWAY OPENING — DETAIL M

NOT TO SCALE

7 EX. EARTH p
R R KIK, LN LY L, GUTTER | 1=6" PLUS
ERERKREERRERK \/\\/\\/\\/\\/\\/K . |CURB & GUTTER WIDTH
NI N NIINIINSINIININ < |CURE & U
R REK GRGRGRAL &
MAVAFAN AN NN NN KRR :
DI I I NIININT e -7}
PAVEMENT - :
DRIVEWA Y APPROACH PROP ASPHALT FOR PARKI THICKNESS _y A+ 1. L
[YFICA R I [YFICA it Z7 \RHNFORCEMENT AS IN
NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE ADJACENT CURE & GUTTER
PROP. EDGE S‘E C‘ 7’/0/\/
Ex £0GE PROP. TOPSOIL (3” MIN.), SEED AND MULCH NOT TO SCALE
EX. GRASS SURFACE
i 70 444,
e s e,
ZENNNNNIN e
IR
QNN NN NS
> /\\//\\//\\//\\//\\//\\//\\ ANNAN
N
QC /\\\//\\\//\\\//\\\//\\\/ - STOP SIGN INSTALLED 2 BARRIER FREE PARKING SIGN
N \\//\\//\\//\\//\\// : : W LANDSCARE AREA @ Zv_s ;f;%f Dnﬁp?'?%f SL ,CZ-ZC,NG LOCATE SIGN DIRECTLY OVER PAVEMENT STRIPE (OR
NN | = BEHIND WALK) AS SHOWN ON PLANS.
RS o 1 a0 TS SIGN TO SIGNS REQUIRED ON BOTH SIDES OF POST IF
$ N N r_ :‘ j AlLL VAN ACCESSIBLE SPACES OPPOSE EACH OTHER.
LT PARKING SPACES SHADED LINES INDICATE ADA BLUE COLOR
oA/ I 6 FT. (MIN.) GALV. STEEL NON—SHADED LINES INDICATE
12 FT. MIN. STEEL U-2 SIGN POST. YELLOW OR WHITE COLOR
TYPICAL CROSS SECTION ?;f;@’gg . (3 LB. CLASS) (OWNER TO SPECIFY)
NOT TO SCALE SIDEWALK_CONSTRUCTION NOTES: ' R i //‘%i 2L —5 —
. | ' _ STANDARD STANDARD
PROVIDE EXPANSION JOINTS: S ~ I 6" STEEL PIPE FILLED W/ CONC. [ o ) SPACE SPACE
— AROUND STRUCTURES LOCATED WITHIN N ,l | PAINT YELLOW
THE SIDEWALK. N W X | BY |MARK REVISIONS DATE
\l % | | IS . THE WORK REPRESENTED BY THIS DRAWING WAS DESIGNED BY THE ENGINEER FOR THIS
= AT SLAB ADJACENT 70 DRIVEWAY ¥ $ i Y S B e G s i
VARIES CROSSING. QQ: RESERVED N Bg;% NN%T? %UUARF::%\ISLEE AND WILL NOT BE LIABLE FOR ANY OTHER LOCATION, CONDITION,
, | 2°-0" < FOR :
— AT 50" MAXIMUM SPACING. ~WIN_ 70 N . . HANDICAPPED BENNETT RECREATION CENTER
* 8" THICK CONCRETE AT DRIVEWAYS R CURB s LANDSCAPE S ~ o o ) CITY OF HOWELL
4” THICK CONCRETE SIDEWALK* O ENON R, Q o } ‘ PAVING ( o M ' | LIVINGSTION COUNTY, MICHIGAN
EXISTING GRADE. TOPSOIL, SEED AND MULCH OR SANANANA AN YOO s Jrt+—F26525 ACCEoSBLE |
PROPOSED HMA O OO ¢ ~ (O~ BASE I I 9’ 9’ Py 9’ 9’
MAX SLOPE 1/4"/1° 1T . | __° _ J\jﬁp S o O - ~OF 9.5 OF 95 |
.I-O.Wfﬁz.). S_T_I?U/P.A_RK_/.NG N I © PARKING SPACES DETAILS
— Y e o : T ™ o 4 VAN ACCESSIBLE SPACES SHALL BE ADJACENT TO
T e L | s == 8’ WIDE NO—PARKING AREAS AND SHALL INCLUDE
— == | e CONC. FTG. AN ADDITIONAL SIGN READING "VAN ACCESSIBLE™
COMPACT 6” MDOT CLASS /I SAND. FiLL REQUIRED TO 4 g 12” x 18" SEE SIGN DETAILS. DUNDEE OFFICE
THIS AREA SHALL MEET PROPOSED GRADES SHALL BE INCLUDED IN THE a 4 12" x 8” u D OPICE uite 2
gg %Zgg’;ggl? UNIT PRICE FOR SIDEWALK. N 24" i WHITE ON BLUE LINES SHALL BE 4” WIDE, WATERBORNE—TYPE Dundee, Mi 2348’; 3
. el. —823—
IN PLACE PER COMPACT SUBGRADE SPPROVED BY MpOT T AL BE A sm=—Garoup www.SpicerGroup.com
SPECIFICATIONS.
PARKING SPACES DETAIL OBV SR B Ao ovaens,
CONCRETE SIDEWALK SITE. SIGN POST DETAILS SIGN FACE DETAILS LARKING ol ACEo De JAIL OR. BY: U7 APP. BY: PAW 121978562014
NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE STDS. SHEET 4 oF 4 C
DATE  MARCH, 2015  |FILE NO. 4 1
SCALE  AS SHOWN D-=5127—-04 .




CITY OF HOWELL

3/10/2015

Name Amount Description
TOTAL $ -

BALANCE FORWARD $ 714,177.45

TOTAL $  714,177.45 Hkkk

PAYROLL 2-21-2015 $ 147,872.96 included*****



03/05/2015 09:11 AM

User: Daus

INVOICE APPROVAL BY INVOICE REPORT FOR CITY OF HOWELL Page
EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015

1/29

DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
AMER WATER A WWA 02/11/2015 0001049176 GEN CHLORINE STANDARDS
66734 PO BOX 972997 03/10/2015 N 299.00
02/11/2015 DALLAS TX, 75397-2997 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 299.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-564-957.000 EDUCATION / TRAINING 299.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 299.00
ASCAP ASCAP 02/20/2015 500637635 GEN LICENSE FEE 2015
66703 21678 NETWORK PLACE 03/10/2015 N 335.83
02/20/2015 CHICAGO IL, 60673-1216 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 335.83
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-248-840.000 DUES & MEMBERSHIPS 335.83
VENDOR TOTAL: 335.83
PERF/BONDS B5 CONTRACTOR SERVICES LLC 02/19/2015 PB14-182 GEN BONKER'S FROZEN YOGURT
66609 3510 BROPHY RD 03/10/2015 N 300.00
02/19/2015 HOWELL MI, 48855 /o 0.0000 Y 0.00
02/19/2015 N 300.00
PD CK# 81473 02/19/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-000-283.000 DEV ESCROW 300.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 300.00
BASIC BASIC 02/11/2015 84621 GEN HRA ANNUAL PLAN ADMIN
66735 9246 PORTAGE INDUSTRIAL DR 03/10/2015 N 864.00
02/11/2015 PORTAGE MI, 49024 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 864.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-270-801.000 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 864.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 864.00
HERO QUEST BLR-BUSINESS & LEGAL RESOURCES 02/13/2015 16482523 GEN EMPLOYER STATE LAW ALERT POSTER
66741 P.O. BOX 5094 03/10/2015 N 437.00
02/13/2015 BRENTWOOD TN, 37024-5094 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 437.00

Open
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A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-301-900.007 SUBSCRIPTIONS & PUBLICATIONS 437.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 437.00
BOB MAXEY BOB MAXEY FORD OF HOWELL 02/20/2015 106661 GEN BRAKE REPAIR TRUCK #34
66657 2798 E GRAND RIVER 03/10/2015 N 1,384.21
02/20/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,384.21
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-930.006 REPAIR & MAINT. VEHICLES 1,384.21
BOB MAXEY BOB MAXEY FORD OF HOWELL 02/01/2015 106832 GEN TRUCK #10 REPAIR
66658 2798 E GRAND RIVER 03/10/2015 N 1,291.82
02/01/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,291.82
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-930.006 REPAIR & MAINT. VEHICLES 1,291.82
BOB MAXEY BOB MAXEY FORD OF HOWELL 02/24/2015 107381 GEN TURN SIGNALS REPAIRED
66709 2798 E GRAND RIVER 03/10/2015 N 268.48
02/24/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 268.48
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-930.006 REPAIR & MAINT. VEHICLES 268.48
VENDOR TOTAL: 2,944 .51
BOBCAT OF BOBCAT OF LANSING 02/10/2015 W02882 GEN REPAIRS
66659 3237 WEST MILLER RD 03/10/2015 N 257.02
02/10/2015 LANSING MI, 48911-4431 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 257.02
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-930.006 REPAIR & MAINT. VEHICLES 257.02
VENDOR TOTAL: 257.02
BODMAN LLP BODMAN PLC 02/16/2015 537327 GEN PROFESSIONAL FEES
66710 6TH FLOOR AT FORD FIELD 03/10/2015 N 1,454.80

1901 ST ANTOINE ST
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DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
02/16/2015 DETROIT MI, 48226 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,454.80
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-270-801.000 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,454.80
VENDOR TOTAL: 1,454.80
CARLISLE CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOCIATES INC 02/09/2015 2134531 GEN BUILDING ADMIN FOR JAN 2015
66642 605 S MAIN ST 03/10/2015 N 3,000.00
SUITE 1
02/09/2015 ANN ARBOR MI, 48104 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 3,000.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-371-801.000 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 3,000.00
CARLISLE CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOCIATES INC 02/09/2015 2134532 GEN BLDG INSPECTIONS
66641 605 S MAIN ST 03/10/2015 N 1,540.00
SUITE 1
02/09/2015 ANN ARBOR MI, 48104 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,540.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-371-801.000 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,540.00
CARLISLE CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOCIATES INC 02/09/2015 2134533 GEN MEETING 1-6-2015
66643 605 S MAIN ST 03/10/2015 N 112.50
SUITE 1
02/09/2015 ANN ARBOR MI, 48104 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 112.50
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-371-801.000 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 112.50
CARLISLE CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOCIATES INC 02/09/2015 2134672 GEN 2014 MASTER PLAN REVISION 1-28 & 1-3
66644 605 S MAIN ST 03/10/2015 N 150.00
SUITE 1
02/09/2015 ANN ARBOR MI, 48104 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 150.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-722-967.000 PROJECT COSTS 150.00
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DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
CARLISLE CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOCIATES INC 02/11/2015 2134673 GEN PLANNING CONSULTATION FOR JAN 2015
66645 605 S MAIN ST 03/10/2015 N 1,865.00
SUITE 1
02/11/2015 ANN ARBOR MI, 48104 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,865.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-722-801.000 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,865.00
CARLISLE CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOCIATES INC 02/11/2015 2134674 GEN REGAL SITE PLAN
66782 605 S MAIN ST 03/10/2015 N 360.00
SUITE 1
02/11/2015 ANN ARBOR MI, 48104 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 360.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-000-283.000 DEV ESCROW 360.00
CARLISLE CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOCIATES INC 02/01/2015 2134675 GEN ZONING ADMIN JAN 2015
66781 605 S MAIN ST 03/10/2015 N 900.00
SUITE 1
02/11/2015 ANN ARBOR MI, 48104 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 900.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-722-801.000 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 900.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 7,927.50
CARTWRIGH CARTWRIGHT, JANE 02/03/2015 02042015 GEN FMLA/ADA/WORKERSCOMP SEMINAR
66780 03/10/2015 N 42 .84
02/03/2015 , / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 42 .84
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-215-860.000 CONFERENCE /TRANSPORTATION 42.84
VENDOR TOTAL: 42 .84
CONVENIENC CD OKEMOS 10, LLC 02/17/2015 15522 GEN KEROSENE
66671 03/10/2015 N 99.69
P.O. BOX 708
02/17/2015 HOWELL MI, 48844 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 99.69

Open



03/05/2015 09
User: Daus

:11 AM

INVOICE APPROVAL BY INVOICE REPORT FOR CITY OF HOWELL Page

EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015

5/29

DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 99.69
VENDOR TOTAL: 99.69
CERT DOC CERTIFIED DOCUMENT DESTRUCTION 02/17/2015 76407 GEN SHREDDING
66736 300 W CHESTNUT ST 03/10/2015 N 49.27
02/17/2015 WAUSEON OH, 43567 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 49.27
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-215-930.010 RECORDS MAINTENANCE 49.27
VENDOR TOTAL: 49.27
CHAMPION CHAMPION CHEVROLET, INC 02/12/2015 CVs175277 GEN REPAIRS POLICE CAR
66660 5000 E GRAND RIVER 03/10/2015 N 381.32
02/12/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843-9101 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 381.32
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-930.006 REPAIR & MAINT. VEHICLES 381.32
VENDOR TOTAL: 381.32
HOWELLCITY CITY OF HOWELL 02/12/2015 2015TAX GEN MARION ST TAX 2015
66611 611 E GRAND RIVER 03/10/2015 N 92.70
02/12/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/19/2015 N 92.70
PD CK# 81475 02/19/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
298-283-918.000 PROPERTY TAX PAYMENTS 92.70
VENDOR TOTAL: 92.70
COMCAST COMCAST CABLE 02/11/2015 09588/3/2015 GEN CITY HALL INTERNET
66708 P O BOX 7500 03/10/2015 N 147.85
02/11/2015 SOUTHEASTERN PA, 19398-7500 / 0.0000 Y 0.00
02/24/2015 N 147.85
PD CK# 81493 03/02/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-228-850.008 COMMUNICATIONS - INTERNET 147.85
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Due Date 1099 Net Amount
VENDOR TOTAL: 147.85
CONTINENTA CONTINENTAL LINEN SERVICES 02/28/2015 20627/2/2015 GEN UNIFORMS
66790 4200 MANCHESTER 03/10/2015 N 44.07
02/28/2015 KALAMAZOO MI, 49001 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 44 .07
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
641-441-741.002 UNIFORMS/CLEANING/ RENTAL 44.07
CONTINENTA CONTINENTAL LINEN SERVICES 02/28/2015 20630/2/2015 GEN FLOOR MATS LOBBY
66792 4200 MANCHESTER 03/10/2015 N 44.06
02/28/2015 KALAMAZOO MI, 49001 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 44.06
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-265-804.005 CONTRACT SERV - MAT CLEANING 44 .06
CONTINENTA CONTINENTAL LINEN SERVICES 02/28/2015 20631/2/2015 GEN UNIFORMS
66793 4200 MANCHESTER 03/10/2015 N 335.10
02/28/2015 KALAMAZOO MI, 49001 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 335.10
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-741.002 UNIFORMS/CLEANING/ RENTAL 30.00
641-441-741.002 UNIFORMS/CLEANING/ RENTAL 250.10
591-564-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 55.00
335.10
CONTINENTA CONTINENTAL LINEN SERVICES 02/28/2015 20632/2/2015 GEN UNIFORMS
66789 4200 MANCHESTER 03/10/2015 N 81.68
02/28/2015 KALAMAZOO MI, 49001 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 81.68
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-564-741.002 UNIFORMS/CLEANING/ RENTAL 81.68
CONTINENTA CONTINENTAL LINEN SERVICES 02/28/2015 28427/2/2015 GEN FLOOR MATS -POLICE DEPT LOCKER ROOMS
66791 4200 MANCHESTER 03/10/2015 N 17.60
02/28/2015 KALAMAZOO MI, 49001 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 17.60
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-265-804.005 CONTRACT SERV - MAT CLEANING 17.60
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Due Date 1099 Net Amount
VENDOR TOTAL: 522.51
CORRIGAN CORRIGAN OIL COMPANY 02/10/2015 6025934 GEN OIL
66661 775 N SECOND ST 03/10/2015 N 1,328.25
02/10/2015 BRIGHTON MI, 48116 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,328.25
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-751.001 VEHICLE OIL & VARIOUS SUPPLIES 1,328.25
CORRIGAN CORRIGAN OIL COMPANY 02/17/2015 6029179-IN GEN FUEL
66677 775 N SECOND ST 03/10/2015 N 3,946.87
02/17/2015 BRIGHTON MI, 48116 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 3,946.87
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-751.000 GASOLINE & DIESEL FUEL 3,946.87
VENDOR TOTAL: 5,275.12
D&G EQUIP D & G EQUIPMENT INC 02/17/2015 272845 GEN NUTS & BOLTS FOR 1445 BLOWER
66680 2 INDUSTRIAL PARK DR 03/10/2015 N 18.66
02/17/2015 WILLIAMSTON MI, 48895 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 18.66
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-751-740.019 OPER SUPP/SMALL EQUIPMENT 18.66
VENDOR TOTAL: 18.66
D&K TRUCK D & K TRUCK COMPANY 02/06/2015 627578 GEN DASH PANEL
66662 319 E NORTH ST 03/10/2015 N 110.60
02/06/2015 LANSING MI, 48906 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 110.60
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 110.60
VENDOR TOTAL: 110.60
DAWDA MANN DAWDA MANN MULCAHY & SADLER PLC 02/01/2015 237263 GEN DIAMOND CHROME SITE
66711 39533 WOODWARD AVE 03/10/2015 N 245.00
SUITE 200
02/01/2015 BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI, 48304-2815 / 0.0000 N 0.00
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DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
03/10/2015 N 245.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
202-538-801.000 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 245.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 245.00
DEWOLF & A DEWOLF & ASSOCIATES 02/27/2015 867 GEN SUPERVISION FTO - FOGO
66771 P.0O. BOX 793 03/10/2015 N 595.00
02/27/2015 BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI, 48303 /o 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 595.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
274-301-957.000 EDUCATION / TRAINING 595.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 595.00
DEZURIK DEZURIK WATER CONTROLS 02/17/2015 RPI/61002970 GEN SWING CHECK VALVE FOR WELL #6
66737 8619 SOLUTIONS CENTER 03/10/2015 N 2,400.00
P.0O. BOX 1450
02/17/2015 CHICAGO IL, 60677-8006 / 0.0000 Y 0.00
03/10/2015 N 2,400.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-564-930.008 REPAIR & MAINT - PUMP STATION 2,400.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 2,400.00
DORNBOS SI DORNBOS SIGN & SAFETY INC. 01/29/2015 INV19096 GEN SIGNS
66794 619 W HARRIS 03/10/2015 N 175.08
01/29/2015 CHARLOTTE MI, 48813 /7 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 175.08
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
202-474-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 87.54
203-474-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 87.54
175.08
DORNBOS SI DORNBOS SIGN & SAFETY INC. 02/06/2015 INV19169 GEN SIGNS
66663 619 W HARRIS 03/10/2015 N 446.75
02/06/2015 CHARLOTTE MI, 48813 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 446.75

Open
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Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
202-474-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 150.00
203-474-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 150.00
101-747-740.000 OPERATING SUPPLIES 146.75
446.75
VENDOR TOTAL: 621.83
DET EDIS DTE 02/17/2015 6970299 GEN STREET LIGHTS, HOLIDAY LIGHTING & SI
66679 03/10/2015 N 29,924.24
P.0O. BOX 630795
02/17/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45263-0795 / 0.0000 Y 0.00
02/24/2015 N 29,924.24
PD CK# 81488 03/02/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-448-920.000 UTILITIES - ELECTRICITY 29,791.01
202-474-920.010 ELEC/TRAFFIC SIGNAL ENERGY 101.92
101-751-920.000 UTILITIES - ELECTRICITY 31.31
29,924.24
DET EDIS DTE 01/29/2015 6971246 GEN 1191 PINCKNEY RD - WWTP
66606 03/10/2015 N 7,062.72
P.0O. BOX 630795
01/29/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45263-0795 /7 0.0000 Y 0.00
02/19/2015 N 7,062.72
PD CK# 81477 02/19/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-564-920.000 UTILITIES - ELECTRICITY 7,062.72
VENDOR TOTAL: 36,986.96
DET EDISON DTE ENERGY 01/29/2015 3/4/2015 GEN CITY UTILITIES
66605 P O BOX 740786 03/10/2015 N 1,610.36
01/29/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45274-0786 / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/19/2015 N 1,610.36
PD CK# 81478 02/19/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-536-920.004 601 WEST ST LIFT STA 154.84
590-536-920.004 1420 W GRAND RIVER AVE LIFT STA(HS) 447.07
101-276-920.000 920 ROOSEVELT - CEMETERY BLDG 187.69
591-564-920.005 601 HENRY ST WELL 500.46
101-751-920.007 UTILITIES / ELEC / BARNARD 39.04
591-564-920.005 416 THOMPSON WELL 94.39
590-536-920.004 425 AUBREY ST LIFT STATION 70.56
590-536-920.004 1502 MCPHERSON PARK LIFT STATION 116.31
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Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
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1,610.36
DET EDISON DTE ENERGY 02/17/2015 5295506-2-2015 GEN CITY UTILITIES
66678 P O BOX 740786 03/10/2015 N 68.76
02/17/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45274-0786 / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/24/2015 N 68.76
PD CK# 81489 03/02/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-536-920.004 1158 LAKESIDE - LIFT STATION (AROUND 7TH 68.76
DET EDISON DTE ENERGY 02/20/2015 MARCH 2015 GEN CITY UTILITIES
66704 P O BOX 740786 03/10/2015 N 6,908.52
02/20/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45274-0786 / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/24/2015 N 6,908.52
PD CK# 81489 03/02/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-564-920.005 3255 NORTON RD WELL #5 1,613.22
591-564-920.005 3147 NORTON RD WELL # 6 1,856.19
591-564-920.005 3175 NORTON RD WELL #8 1,657.52
591-564-920.005 3145 NORTON RD WELL #4 1,781.59
6,908.52
VENDOR TOTAL: 8,587.64
ECONO PRIN ECONO PRINT INC 02/23/2015 55146 GEN PRINTING AND SUPPLIES ASSESSMENT NOT
66738 10312 DEXTER- PINCKNEY RD. 03/10/2015 N 1,947.03
02/23/2015 PINCKNEY MI, 48169 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,947.03
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-191-900.004 PRINTING BUDGET 1,947.03
VENDOR TOTAL: 1,947.03
ENVIRONMEN ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE ASSOCIATES 02/09/2015 744411 GEN WATER TESTING
66664 DEPT CH 19753 03/10/2015 N 1,079.72
02/09/2015 PALATINE IL, 60055-9753 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,079.72
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-564-801.000 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1,079.72

VENDOR TOTAL:

1,079.72
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EQ-THE ENV EQ-THE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMPAN 02/01/2015 128803 GEN ACID SPILL DUMPSTER
66712 P.O. BOX 673974 03/10/2015 N 543.86
02/01/2015 DETROIT MI, 48267-3974 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 543.86
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-564-804.000 CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 543.86
VENDOR TOTAL: 543.86
FERRELLGAS FERRELLGAS 02/17/2015 1086235554 GEN PROPANE GRAVE THAWER
66682 P.O. BOX 173940 03/10/2015 N 55.46
02/17/2015 DENVER CO, 80217-3940 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 55.46
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-276-740.000 OPERATING SUPPLIES 55.46
FERRELLGAS FERRELLGAS 02/17/2015 1086425616 GEN PROPANE FOR GRAVETHAWER
66681 P.O. BOX 173940 03/10/2015 N 73.50
02/17/2015 DENVER CO, 80217-3940 /o 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 73.50
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-276-740.000 OPERATING SUPPLIES 73.50
FERRELLGAS FERRELLGAS 02/20/2015 1086451305 GEN PROPANE FOR GRAVE THAWER
66713 P.O. BOX 173940 03/10/2015 N 106.41
02/20/2015 DENVER CO, 80217-3940 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 106.41
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-276-740.000 OPERATING SUPPLIES 106.41
VENDOR TOTAL: 235.37
FIRST IMPR FIRST IMPRESSION PRINT & MARKETING 02/09/2015 60801 GEN PRECINCT MAPS
66665 2020 E GRAND RIVER AVE 03/10/2015 N 40.00
02/09/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 /o 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 40.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-262-727.000 OFFICE SUPPLIES 40.00
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BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
VENDOR TOTAL: 40.00
FISHER, DA FISHER, DAVID 02/20/2015 2-20-2015 GEN TRAINING
66655 203 ISBELL 03/10/2015 N 133.47
02/20/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 133.47
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-247-712.002 BOARD OF REVIEW WAGES 133.47
VENDOR TOTAL: 133.47
FLATTERY FLATTERY, WILLIAM 02/20/2015 2-23-2015 GEN TRAINING
66654 241 VICTORIA PARK CT 03/10/2015 N 133.47
02/20/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 133.47
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-247-712.002 BOARD OF REVIEW WAGES 133.47
VENDOR TOTAL: 133.47
FOWL COM S FOWLERVILLE COMMUNITY SCHOOLS 02/12/2015 1415-19 GEN DTE POLE RENTAL FEE
66610 7677 SHARPE RD SUITE A 03/10/2015 N 248.74
P.O0. BOX 769
02/12/2015 FOWLERVILLE MI, 48836 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 248.74
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-228-822.001 NETWORK SUPPORT 248.74
VENDOR TOTAL: 248.74
GOCH, M GOCH, MARCEL 02/24/2015 0224-2015 GEN LUNCH FOR WORKERS ON FROZEN LINES
66683 03/10/2015 N 37.03
02/24/2015 ’ / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 37.03
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-536-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 37.03
VENDOR TOTAL: 37.03
GRAINGER GRAINGER 02/11/2015 9664143923 GEN HIP WADERS
66714 DEPT 825552573 03/10/2015 N 78.84
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DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
02/11/2015 PALATINE IL, 60038-0001 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 78.84
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-564-740.000 OPERATING SUPPLIES 78.84
VENDOR TOTAL: 78.84
GRUNDYS AC GRUNDY'S ACE HARDWARE 02/10/2015 78229 GEN PAINT BRUSH
66716 1250 E GRAND RIVER 03/10/2015 N 2.99
02/10/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 2.99
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-276-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 2.99
GRUNDYS AC GRUNDY'S ACE HARDWARE 02/12/2015 78239 GEN AUTO SOAP
66717 1250 E GRAND RIVER 03/10/2015 N 5.39
02/12/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 5.39
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-276-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 5.39
GRUNDYS AC GRUNDY'S ACE HARDWARE 02/24/2015 78261 GEN BULBS FOR COURT ST BRIDGE
66684 1250 E GRAND RIVER 03/10/2015 N 8.08
02/24/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 8.08
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-443-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 8.08
GRUNDYS AC GRUNDY'S ACE HARDWARE 02/19/2015 78273 GEN LIGHTERS
66715 1250 E GRAND RIVER 03/10/2015 N 2.96
02/19/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 2.96
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-276-740.000 OPERATING SUPPLIES 2.96
VENDOR TOTAL: 19.42
HACH CO HACH COMPANY 02/12/2015 9240074 GEN LAB SUPPLIES
66739 2207 COLLECTIONS CENTER DR 03/10/2015 N 1,076.13
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User: Daus EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015
DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
02/12/2015 CHICAGO IL, 60693 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,076.13
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-564-775.003 LABORATORY SUPPLIES 1,076.13
VENDOR TOTAL: 1,076.13
HOW GUN HOWELL GUN CLUB 02/12/2015 2015 GEN RANGE FEES 16 ASSOCIATE / AND CHIEF
66718 3210 JEWELL RD 03/10/2015 N 1,150.00
P.0O. BOX 53
02/12/2015 HOWELL MI, 48844 /o 0.0000 Y 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,150.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-301-887.001 GUN RANGE 1,150.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 1,150.00
HOW HARDW HOWELL HARDWARE 01/28/2015 73843 GEN SHELVING BRACKET
66607 1076 S MICHIGAN AVE 03/10/2015 N 25.83
01/28/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/24/2015 N 25.83
PD CK# 81480 02/19/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-536-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 25.83
VENDOR TOTAL: 25.83
HOW SOFT HOWELL SOFT CLOTH CAR WASH 02/22/2015 FEB 2015 GEN PROPANE
66719 1009 S PINCKNEY RD 03/10/2015 N 126.89
02/20/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 126.89
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-536-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 126.89
HOW SOFT HOWELL SOFT CLOTH CAR WASH 02/23/2015 FEB 2015 DETAIL GEN DETAILING 2 CARS
66720 1009 S PINCKNEY RD 03/10/2015 N 80.00
02/18/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 /7 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 80.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 80.00
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EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015
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DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P

Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description

Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount

Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount

VENDOR TOTAL: 206.89

HUBBELL HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK 02/25/2015 0134554 GEN RAW WATER MAIN REHAB EVAL

66743 P O BOX 824 03/10/2015 N 1,260.00

02/25/2015 BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI, 48303-0824 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,260.00

Open

GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

591-536-801.004 ENGINEERING SERVICES 1,260.00

HUBBELL HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK 02/25/2015 0134556 GEN STRUCTURAL INVESTIGATION

66721 P O BOX 824 03/10/2015 N 1,292.06

02/25/2015 BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI, 48303-0824 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,292.06

Open

GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

101-447-801.004 ENGINEERING SERVICES 1,292.06

HUBBELL HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK 02/25/2015 0134557 GEN STRUCTURAL INVESTIGATION

66722 P O BOX 824 03/10/2015 N 2,310.40

02/25/2015 BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI, 48303-0824 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 2,310.40

Open

GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

101-447-801.004 ENGINEERING SERVICES 2,310.40

HUBBELL HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK 02/25/2015 0134558 GEN LAVE VIEW CEMETERY BLDG EVAL

66742 P O BOX 824 03/10/2015 N 520.82

02/25/2015 BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI, 48303-0824 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 520.82

Open

GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

101-276-931.000 BUILDING MAINTENANCE 520.82

HUBBELL HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK 02/25/2015 134552 GEN DESIGN STANDARDS & DETAILS

66795 P O BOX 824 03/10/2015 N 2,870.85

02/25/2015 BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI, 48303-0824 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 2,870.85

Open

GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

590-536-801.004 ENGINEERING SERVICES 717.71

591-536-801.004 ENGINEERING SERVICES 717.71

202-538-801.004 ENGINEERING SERVICES 717.71



03/05/2015 09:11 AM
User: Daus

INVOICE APPROVAL BY INVOICE REPORT FOR CITY OF HOWELL
EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015

Page

16/29

DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
203-538-801.004 ENGINEERING SERVICES 717.72
2,870.85
HUBBELL HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK 02/25/2015 134553 GEN WWTP DESIGN AND SPEC'S
66746 P O BOX 824 03/10/2015 N 2,701.66
02/25/2015 BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI, 48303-0824 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 2,701.66
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-564-801.004 ENGINEERING SERVICES 2,701.66
HUBBELL HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK 02/25/2015 134555 GEN HMY III CE & BIDDING ASSIST
66747 P O BOX 824 03/10/2015 N 780.50
02/25/2015 BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI, 48303-0824 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 780.50
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
202-463-967.015 STREET ASSET MANAGEMENT 780.50
HUBBELL HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK 02/25/2015 134559 GEN PARKING LOT #4 DESIGN
66744 P O BOX 824 03/10/2015 N 557.93
02/25/2015 BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI, 48303-0824 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 557.93
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-447-801.004 ENGINEERING SERVICES 557.93
VENDOR TOTAL: 12,294.22
KNAPHEIDE KNAPHEIDE TRUCK EQUIPMENT 02/17/2015 FR16435 GEN BELLY BLADE ON #36
66748 1200 S AVERILL 03/10/2015 N 5,541.56
02/17/2015 FLINT MI, 48503 /7 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 5,541.56
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-930.006 REPAIR & MAINT. VEHICLES 5,541.56
VENDOR TOTAL: 5,541.56
KROGER KROGER-COLUMBUS CUSTOMER CHARGES 02/17/2015 02-17-15 GEN CLEANING SUPPLIES AND MAINT SUPPLIES
66666 MICHIGAN CUSTOMER CHARGES 03/10/2015 N 71.79
3444 SOLUTIONS CENTER
02/17/2015 CHICAGO IL, 60677-3004 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 71.79

Open
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User: Daus EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015
DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-564-740.000 OPERATING SUPPLIES 8.97
591-564-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 33.82
641-441-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 29.00
71.79
VENDOR TOTAL: 71.79
LINDHOUT LINDHOUT ASSOCIATES 02/17/2015 1493.0215 GEN BARNARD ASSESSMENT
66667 10465 CITATION DR. 03/10/2015 N 1,761.00
02/17/2015 BRIGHTON MI, 48116 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 1,761.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-751-931.003 BLDG MAINTENANCE - BARNARD 1,761.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 1,761.00
LIV CONSER LIVINGSTON CONSERVATION DISTRICT 03/02/2015 2015SPRING GEN TREES
66723 P.O. BOX 916 03/10/2015 N 205.00
03/02/2015 FOWLERVILLE MI, 48836 / 0.0000 Y 0.00
03/10/2015 N 205.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-747-880.004 ARBOR DAY CELEBRATION 205.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 205.00
LIV CO IT LIVINGSTON COUNTY INFORMATION TECH 02/27/2015 1864 GEN FIBER CONNECTION
66740 304 E GRAND RIVER , SUITE 101 03/10/2015 N 3,000.00
02/27/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 3,000.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-228-822.001 NETWORK SUPPORT 1,500.00
101-000-677.014 IT SHARED SERVICES - BRIGHTON 1,500.00
3,000.00
LIV CO 1IT LIVINGSTON COUNTY INFORMATION TECH 02/24/2015 1865 GEN OSSI CONNECTIVITY JAN & FEB 2015
66773 304 E GRAND RIVER , SUITE 101 03/10/2015 N 850.00
02/24/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 850.00

Open
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DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-301-804.000 CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 850.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 3,850.00
LIV CNTY R LIVINGSTON COUNTY ROAD COMMISSION 02/24/2015 FEB2015 GEN COLD PATCH
66724 3535 GRAND OAKS DR. 03/10/2015 N 502.49
02/24/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 502.49
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-286-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 92.72
202-463-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 158.52
203-463-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 251.25
502.49
VENDOR TOTAL: 502.49
LOWES HOME LOWE'S HOME CENTERS INC 02/01/2015 0080668 GEN CREDIT RETURNS
66777 P O BOX 530954 03/10/2015 N (29.20)
02/01/2015 ATLANTA GA, 30353-0954 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N (29.20)
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-751-775.006 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES / PARKS (29.20)
LOWES HOME LOWE'S HOME CENTERS INC 02/01/2015 027650 GEN BEACH HOUSE REPAIRS
66775 P O BOX 530954 03/10/2015 N 39.20
02/01/2015 ATLANTA GA, 30353-0954 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 39.20
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-751-775.006 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES / PARKS 39.20
LOWES HOME LOWE'S HOME CENTERS INC 02/02/2015 0925553 GEN LIGHTS FOR CITY HALL
66778 P O BOX 530954 03/10/2015 N 28.48
02/02/2015 ATLANTA GA, 30353-0954 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 28.48
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-265-740.018 OPER SUPP/LANDSCAPING 28.48
LOWES HOME LOWE'S HOME CENTERS INC 02/01/2015 925831 GEN SPOT LIGHT FOR LIFT STATIONS
66776 P O BOX 530954 03/10/2015 N 77.37
02/01/2015 ATLANTA GA, 30353-0954 / 0.0000 N 0.00
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DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
03/10/2015 N 77.37
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-536-740.000 OPERATING SUPPLIES 77.37
VENDOR TOTAL: 115.85
VALLEY GAS MATHESON TRI-GAS INC 02/23/2015 10813926 GEN OXYGEN FOR TORCHES
66749 P.O. BOX 347297 03/10/2015 N 39.40
02/23/2015 PITTSBURGH PA, 15251-4297 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 39.40
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 39.40
VENDOR TOTAL: 39.40
MERIT LAB MERIT LABORATORIES 02/18/2015 64469 GEN MONTHLY CYANIDE TEST
66725 2680 EAST LANSING DR 03/10/2015 N 65.00
02/18/2015 EAST LANSING MI, 48823 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 65.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-537-801.000 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 65.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 65.00
MI PIPE MICHIGAN PIPE & VALVE 02/10/2015 L485099 GEN STOCK
66668 P.0O. BOX 4370 03/10/2015 N 556.50
02/10/2015 JACKSON MI, 49204-4370 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 556.50
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-536-775.000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 556.50
VENDOR TOTAL: 556.50
MICRO SOUR MICRO SOURCE INC. 02/18/2015 095969 GEN REPLACEMENT USB RECEIVER
66726 655 FAIRFIELD COURT 03/10/2015 N 61.81
02/18/2015 ANN ARBOR MI, 48108 /7 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 61.81
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-191-980.005 EQUIP / COMPUTER SOFTWARE 61.81
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DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
MICRO SOUR MICRO SOURCE INC. 02/18/2015 095976 GEN DISPLAY PORT ADAPTER
66727 655 FAIRFIELD COURT 03/10/2015 N 41.75
02/18/2015 ANN ARBOR MI, 48108 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 41.75
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-447-980.004 EQUIP /COMPUTER HARDWARE 41.75
VENDOR TOTAL: 103.56
MISC MILES, MELISSA 03/05/2015 03/04/2015 GEN UB REFUND FOR 107 E GRAND RV #201
66783 9827 BLACKBURN 03/10/2015 N 0.00
03/04/2015 LIVONIA MI, 48150 03/10/2015 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 117.66
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-536-643.001 2210-1 S RTS 33.25
591-536-644.000 1000-WTR USAGE 30.93
590-536-644.001 2000-SEW USG PL 21.32
591-536-643.000 1210-1 WTR RTS 19.86
590-536-644.005 2005-SEW USG.CM 7.13
226-528-635.001 3240-APT 1 COMP 5.17
117.66
VENDOR TOTAL: 117.66
NCL OF WI NCL OF WISCONSIN INC 02/11/2015 351198 GEN LAB SUPPLIES
66728 P O BOX 8 03/10/2015 N 283.21
02/11/2015 BIRNAMWOOD WI, 54414 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 283.21
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-564-775.003 LABORATORY SUPPLIES 283.21
VENDOR TOTAL: 283.21
NORTH EAST NORTH EASTERN UNIFORMS & EQUIPMENT 02/11/2015 3840 GEN UNIFORM - LOCKHART
66729 900 WEST NORTH AVE 03/10/2015 N 399.45
02/11/2015 PITTSBURGH PA, 15233 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 399.45
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-301-741.000 UNIFORMS/CLOTHING ALLOWANCE 399.45
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Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
NORTH EAST NORTH EASTERN UNIFORMS & EQUIPMENT 02/24/2015 3882 GEN UNIFORMS - WOODS
66772 900 WEST NORTH AVE 03/10/2015 N 106.00
02/24/2015 PITTSBURGH PA, 15233 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 106.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-301-741.000 UNIFORMS/CLOTHING ALLOWANCE 106.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 505.45
OFFICE DEP OFFICE DEPOT 02/10/2015 753978536002 GEN SMALL BINDERS
66648 P O BOX 633211 03/10/2015 N 3.18
02/10/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45263-3211 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 3.18
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-301-727.000 OFFICE SUPPLIES 3.18
OFFICE DEP OFFICE DEPOT 02/06/2015 754248536001 GEN CD CABINET
66730 P O BOX 633211 03/10/2015 N 188.08
02/06/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45263-3211 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 188.08
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-301-727.000 OFFICE SUPPLIES 188.08
OFFICE DEP OFFICE DEPOT 02/10/2015 754248658001 GEN SCREEN CLEANER
66651 P O BOX 633211 03/10/2015 N 23.70
02/10/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45263-3211 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 23.70
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-301-727.000 OFFICE SUPPLIES 23.70
OFFICE DEP OFFICE DEPOT 02/10/2015 754864886001 GEN OFFICE SUPPLIES
66649 P O BOX 633211 03/10/2015 N 50.10
02/10/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45263-3211 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 50.10
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-172-727.000 OFFICE SUPPLIES 50.10
OFFICE DEP OFFICE DEPOT 02/10/2015 754872757001 GEN BANDAGES

66650 P O BOX 633211 03/10/2015 N 5.99
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Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
02/10/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45263-3211 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 5.99
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-172-727.000 OFFICE SUPPLIES 5.99
OFFICE DEP OFFICE DEPOT 02/24/2015 7572871780010 GEN OFFICE SUPPLIES
66751 P O BOX 633211 03/10/2015 N 47.84
02/24/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45263-3211 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 47.84
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-172-727.000 OFFICE SUPPLIES 47.84
OFFICE DEP OFFICE DEPOT 02/25/2015 757287267001 GEN OFFICE SUPPLIES
66750 P O BOX 633211 03/10/2015 N 3.98
02/25/2015 CINCINNATI OH, 45263-3211 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 3.98
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-172-727.000 OFFICE SUPPLIES 3.98
VENDOR TOTAL: 322.87
OTIS ELEV OTIS ELEVATOR COMPANY 02/10/2015 CVI23624001 GEN RESET FIREMEN ALARM
66731 P O BOX 73579 03/10/2015 N 694.75
02/10/2015 CHICAGO IL, 60673-7579 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 694.75
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-265-930.002 REP & MAINT - ELEVATOR 694.75
VENDOR TOTAL: 694.75
PAYROLL PAYROLL FUND 02/21/2015 02-21-2015 GEN PAY ENDING 2/21/2015
66675 03/10/2015 N 147,872.96
02/21/2015 ’ / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/24/2015 N 147,872.96
PD CK# 81486 02/25/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-000-001.002 PAYROLL CHECKING 147,872.96

VENDOR TOTAL:

147,872.96




03/05/2015 09:11 AM
User: Daus
DB: Howell

INVOICE APPROVAL BY INVOICE REPORT FOR CITY OF HOWELL Page 23/29
EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015
BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN

A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
PETTY CASH PETTY CASH 02/25/2015 PD/81.29 GEN PETTY CASH REIMBURSEMENT DEC 2014 T
66752 03/10/2015 N 81.29
02/25/2015 ’ / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 81.29
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-301-740.000 OPERATING SUPPLIES 81.29
VENDOR TOTAL: 81.29
PROFESSION PROFESSIONAL PUMP, INC. 02/19/2015 5068548 GEN REBUILD HIGH SERVICE PUMP #3
66753 41300 COCA COLA DRIVE 03/10/2015 N 5,856.00
02/19/2015 BELLEVILLE MI, 48111 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 5,856.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-564-930.009 REPAIR & MAINT - EQUIPMENT 5,856.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 5,856.00
RELIABLE F RELTABLE FLEET SERVICES, INC. 02/03/2015 26605 GEN REPATIR #36 BRAKING
66754 P.O. BOX 2085 03/10/2015 N 654.04
3600 W GRAND RIVER
02/03/2015 HOWELL MI, 48844-2085 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 654.04
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-930.006 REPAIR & MAINT. VEHICLES 654.04
VENDOR TOTAL: 654.04
EMPLOYEE SELL, STEVE 02/04/2015 02042015 GEN MILEAGE / EXPO
66757 6484 CROFOOT 03/10/2015 N 40.25
02/04/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 40.25
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-564-957.000 EDUCATION / TRAINING 40.25
VENDOR TOTAL: 40.25
SKILLPATH SKILLPATH SEMINAR 02/23/2015 10912804 GEN EXCEL TRAINING - RIZZO
66652 P O BOX 804441 03/10/2015 N 99.00
02/23/2015 KANSAS CITY MO, 64180-4441 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 99.00
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User: Daus EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015
DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-301-957.000 EDUCATION / TRAINING 99.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 99.00
SPARTAN TI SPARTAN TIRE & SERVICE CENTER 02/11/2015 18588 GEN TIRE WORK
66672 716 S MICHIGAN AVE 03/10/2015 N 76.00
02/11/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 76.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-930.006 REPAIR & MAINT. VEHICLES 76.00
SPARTAN TI SPARTAN TIRE & SERVICE CENTER 02/17/2015 18619 GEN TIRES AND DISPOSAL
66755 716 S MICHIGAN AVE 03/10/2015 N 738.00
02/17/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 738.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
640-441-775.002 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES - TIRES 692.00
640-441-930.006 REPAIR & MAINT. VEHICLES 46.00
738.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 814.00
SPICER GRO SPICER GROUP 02/01/2015 175548 GEN PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
66756 230 S WASHINGTON AVE 03/10/2015 N 3,417.50
02/01/2015 SAGINAW MI, 48607 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 3,417.50
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-751-975.000 BUILDINGS /BLDG IMPROVEMENTS 3,417.50
VENDOR TOTAL: 3,417.50
DEQ STATE OF MICHIGAN 02/20/2015 905635 GEN STORM WATER
66705 MDEQ, CASHIER'S OFFICE-SESC 03/10/2015 N 260.00
P.O. BOX 30657
02/20/2015 LANSING MI, 48909-8157 / 0.0000 Y 0.00
03/10/2015 N 260.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
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User: Daus

INVOICE APPROVAL BY INVOICE REPORT FOR CITY OF HOWELL
EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015
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DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
590-564-840.001 REGULATORY FEES 260.00
DEQ STATE OF MICHIGAN 02/01/2015 906055 GEN ANNUAL PERMIT FEE STORMWATER
66759 MDEQ, CASHIER'S OFFICE-SESC 03/10/2015 N 2,000.00
P.O. BOX 30657
02/01/2015 LANSING MI, 48909-8157 / 0.0000 Y 0.00
03/10/2015 N 2,000.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
203-538-840.001 REGULATORY FEES 1,000.00
202-538-840.001 REGULATORY FEES 1,000.00
2,000.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 2,260.00
MDOT STATE OF MICHIGAN 02/14/2015 SE 373909 GEN SIGNAL ENERGY
66701 ATTN: FINANCE CASHIER 03/10/2015 N 122.45
P.O. BOX 30648
01/20/2015 LANSING MI, 48909 / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/24/2015 N 122.45
PD CK# 81494 03/02/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
202-474-920.010 ELEC/TRAFFIC SIGNAL ENERGY 122.45
MDOT STATE OF MICHIGAN 02/01/2015 SE367173 GEN REVISED AMOUNT
66702 ATTN: FINANCE CASHIER 03/10/2015 N 903.52
P.O. BOX 30648
02/01/2015 LANSING MI, 48909 / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/24/2015 N 903.52
PD CK# 81494 03/02/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
202-474-920.010 ELEC/TRAFFIC SIGNAL ENERGY 903.52
MDOT STATE OF MICHIGAN 02/04/2015 SM2 373836 GEN SIGNAL MAINT FEB 2015
66758 ATTN: FINANCE CASHIER 03/10/2015 N 501.33
P.O. BOX 30648
02/04/2015 LANSING MI, 48909 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 501.33
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
202-474-930.000 REPAIR & MAINTENANCE 501.33
VENDOR TOTAL: 1,527.30




03/05/2015 09:11 AM

User: Daus
DB: Howell

INVOICE APPROVAL BY INVOICE REPORT FOR CITY OF HOWELL Page
EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015

BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID

BANK CODE: GEN

26/29

A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
MISC STORM, HEATHER 03/05/2015 03/04/2015 GEN UB REFUND FOR 109 E GRAND RIVER #202
66784 107 E GRAND RIVER #201 03/10/2015 N 0.00
03/04/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 03/10/2015 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 112.90
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
590-536-643.001 2210-1 S RTS 41.84
591-536-644.000 1000-WTR USAGE 25.87
591-536-643.000 1210-1 WTR RTS 25.59
590-536-644.001 2000-SEW USG PL 14.70
590-536-644.005 2005-SEW USG.CM 4.90
112.90
VENDOR TOTAL: 112.90
TEGGERDINE TEGGERDINE, DAVID 02/20/2015 2-23-2015 GEN TRAINING
66653 809 S MICHIGAN 03/10/2015 N 133.47
02/20/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 /7 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 133.47
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-247-712.002 BOARD OF REVIEW WAGES 133.47
VENDOR TOTAL: 133.47
THE BKNY M THE BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON, N.A. 03/02/2015 MARCH2015 GEN DWRF2009, 2010 & 2011
66732 ATTN:POOLED FINANCE UNIT- JOANNE GU 03/10/2015 N 404,980.57
10161 CENTURION PARKWAY N
03/02/2015 JACKSONVILLE FL, 32256 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 404,980.57
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-906-991.000 PRINCIPAL 135,000.00
591-906-995.000 INTEREST 31,458.84
591-906-991.000 PRINCIPAL 130,000.00
591-906-995.000 INTEREST 31,517.26
591-906-991.000 PRINCIPAL 60,000.00
591-906-995.000 INTEREST 17,004.47
404,980.57
VENDOR TOTAL: 404,980.57
THE SPIRIT THE SPIRIT OF LIVINGSTON 02/25/2015 00009970 GEN NAME PLATE PLANNING COMMISSION
66761 3280 W GRAND RIVER 03/10/2015 N 12.00
02/25/2015 HOWELL MI, 48855 / 0.0000 N 0.00
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User: Daus EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015
DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
03/10/2015 N 12.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-172-727.000 OFFICE SUPPLIES 12.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 12.00
THE UPS THE UPS STORE 02/19/2015 332386913 GEN POSTAGE
66770 4337 E GRAND RIVER AVE 03/10/2015 N 10.51
02/19/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 10.51
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-301-730.000 POSTAGE 10.51
VENDOR TOTAL: 10.51
VAN METER VAN METER & ASSOCIATES, INC 02/20/2015 00-19245 GEN QUOTA FREE PRODUCTIVITY - MANNOR & F
66706 P.O. BOX 21313 03/10/2015 N 280.00
02/20/2015 COLUMBUS OH, 43221 / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/24/2015 N 280.00
PD CK# 81492 03/02/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
274-301-957.000 EDUCATION / TRAINING 280.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 280.00
VERIZON WI VERIZON WIRELESS 01/28/2015 9739803264 GEN CELLULAR COMMUNICATION
66608 P O BOX 15062 03/10/2015 N 214.22
01/28/2015 ALBANY NY, 12212-5062 / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/19/2015 N 214.22
PD CK# 81485 02/19/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
641-441-850.000 COMMUNICATIONS - TELEPHONES 214.22
VENDOR TOTAL: 214.22
VSP VSP 02/17/2015 MARCH 2015 GEN ACTIVE EMPLOYEE VISION
66669 03/10/2015 N 929.89
P.O. BOX 742788
02/17/2015 LOS ANGELES CA, 90074-2788 / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/24/2015 N 929.89
PD CK# 81487 02/25/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
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DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
101-000-081.001 DUE FROM REC AUTHORITY 49.02
101-290-714.000 EMPLOYEE MEDICAL INSURANCE 880.87
929.89
VSP VSP 02/17/2015 MARCH 2015 GEN RETIREES VISION
66670 03/10/2015 N 187.22
P.O. BOX 742788
02/17/2015 LOS ANGELES CA, 90074-2788 / 0.0000 N 0.00
02/24/2015 N 187.22
PD CK# 81487 02/25/2015
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-000-083.001 DF FORMER EMPLOYEE/HLTH INS 187.22
VENDOR TOTAL: 1,117.11
VWR INT VWR INTERNATIONAL LLC 02/11/2015 8040345938 GEN LAB SUPPLIES
66763 P O BOX 640169 03/10/2015 N 208.28
02/11/2015 PITTSBURGH PA, 15264-0169 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 208.28
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-564-775.003 LABORATORY SUPPLIES 208.28
VWR INT VWR INTERNATIONAL LLC 02/11/2015 8040350335 GEN LAB SUPPLIES
66762 P O BOX 640169 03/10/2015 N 45.79
02/11/2015 PITTSBURGH PA, 15264-0169 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 45.79
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-564-775.003 LABORATORY SUPPLIES 45.79
VWR INT VWR INTERNATIONAL LLC 02/11/2015 8040352523 GEN LAB SUPPLIES
66760 P O BOX 640169 03/10/2015 N 73.55
02/11/2015 PITTSBURGH PA, 15264-0169 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 73.55
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
591-564-775.003 LABORATORY SUPPLIES 73.55
VENDOR TOTAL: 327.62
WASTE MAN WASTE MANAGEMENT OF MICHIGAN 03/02/2015 226528804019 GEN FEB 2015
66733 ATTN: JENNIFER ADAMS 03/10/2015 N 39,283.95

48797 ALPHA DR SUITE 150
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User: Daus EXP CHECK RUN DATES 03/10/2015 - 03/10/2015
DB: Howell BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED OPEN AND PAID
BANK CODE: GEN
A/P
Vendor Code Vendor name Post Date Invoice Bank Invoice Description
Ref # Address CK Run Date PO Hold Gross Amount
Invoice Date City/State/Zip Disc. Date Disc. % Sep CK Discount
Due Date 1099 Net Amount
03/02/2015 WIXOM MI, 48393 / 0.0000 N 0.00
03/10/2015 N 39,283.95
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
226-528-804.019 CONTR SERV - CBD COMPACTOR 170.10
641-441-920.003 UTILITIES - RUBBISH 300.04
101-276-920.003 UTILITIES - RUBBISH 149.91
226-528-804.019 CONTR SERV - CBD COMPACTOR 1,909.44
226-528-804.019 CONTR SERV - CBD COMPACTOR 636.48
226-528-804.019 CONTR SERV - CBD COMPACTOR 954.72
226-528-804.019 CONTR SERV - CBD COMPACTOR 954.72
101-747-881.002 RECYCLE LIVINGSTON SERVICES 37.51
101-265-920.003 UTILITIES - RUBBISH 300.04
226-528-804.019 CONTR SERV - CBD COMPACTOR 954.72
226-528-804.020 CONTR SERV-CORRUGATED CARDBRD 131.04
226-528-804.020 CONTR SERV-CORRUGATED CARDBRD 148.72
226-528-804.020 CONTR SERV-CORRUGATED CARDBRD 223.08
226-528-804.020 CONTR SERV-CORRUGATED CARDBRD 297.44
226-528-804.020 CONTR SERV-CORRUGATED CARDBRD 223.08
226-529-804.015 CONTRACT SERV - YARD WST PROG 1,545.12
226-528-804.016 CONTRACT SERV - RESIDENT PICKP 24,842.27
226-528-804.017 CONTRACT SERV - RES CURB CART 5,145.72
226-528-804.017 CONTRACT SERV - RES CURB CART 359.80
39,283.95
VENDOR TOTAL: 39,283.95
MISC WYLIE, SUSAN 02/20/2015 3532 GEN OVER PAYMENT OF GRAVE
66656 1219 CURZON CT #103 03/10/2015 N 100.00
02/20/2015 HOWELL MI, 48843 / 0.0000 Y 0.00
03/10/2015 N 100.00
Open
GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
101-000-646.000 CEMETERY LOT SALES 100.00
VENDOR TOTAL: 100.00

TOTAL - ALL VENDORS:

714,177.

45



CITY OF HOWELL
MEMORANDUM

To: MAYOR & CiTY COUNCIL
FROM:  SHEA CHARLES, CITY MANAGER
DATE: MARCH 5, 2015

RE: ROAD FUNDING PROPOSAL

In December the Michigan Legislature voted to put before state voters a proposal
to provide increased road funding. The proposal will increase revenues overall by the
following means:

Eliminate the current 6% sales tax on gasoline & diesel sales
Raise the State Sales tax from 6% to 7%

Sets in place new wholesale fuel taxes

Increases assorted registration fees

The revenue proposals will result in net increases in funding once fully implemented
by the 2017-2018 fiscal year (numbers are in millions).

Michigan Transportation Fund $1,464.3
Comprehensive Transportation Fund $123.3
Recreation Account (Legacy Fund) $27.6
School Aid Fun $393.8
Constitutional Revenue Sharing $118.3
State General Fund $36.4
Total 2,040.3

The City will recognize increases in two revenue streams, Constitutional Revenue
Sharing ($83,824/annually) and Act 51 funds.

City of Howell Act 51 Revenue Projections
Current FY FY 16 FY 17 FY 18
Annual Increase $126,828 $126,827 $126,828
Total Act 51 Revenues $576,420 $703,248 $830,075 $956,903
Total Annual Increase once law fully implemented $380,483

Total combined revenues will be approximately $463,000 annually and would be
the first significant road funding increase from the State of Michigan in years. | have
attached a break down of the revenue impact for all Livingston County communities.
Livingston County is holding an informational session on Wednesday March 18" at the



Jack LaBelle Public Safety Complex (flyer attached). The Michigan Municipal League
has endorsed the proposal and recommends communities consider resolutions of support
(information attached).

Shea Charles
City Manager



Proposal 1Ballot Issues

House Joint Resolution UU
May 5, 2015



Package Elements: Constitutional



Package Elements: Statutory

Legislative Analysis

FISCAL

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING PACKAGE

Mary Ann Cleary, Director
Phone: (517) 373-8080
hitp:/Avww.house.mi.gov/hfa

House Joint Resolution UU as adopted by the Legislature

Sponsor: Rep. Joe Haveman

House Bills 4539 and 5167 as enrolled
Public Acts 467 and 471 of 2014
Sponsor: Rep. Wayne Schmidt

House Bill 5492 as enrolled
Public Act 474 of 2014
Sponsor: Rep. Earl Poleski

Senate Bill 847 as enrolled
Public Act 469 of 2014
Sponsor: Sen. Gretchen Whitmer

House Bills 5477 & 5493 as enrolled
Public Acts 468 and 475 of 2014
Sponsor: Rep. Rob VerHeulen

Complete to 2-16-15

Senate Bill 80 as enrolled
Public Act 476 of 2014
Sponsor: Sen. Goeff Hansen

House Bill 4251 as enrolled
Public Act 472 of 2014
Sponsor: Rep. Kevin Cotter

House Bill 4630 as enrolled
Public Act 470 of 2014
Sponsor: Rep. Michael D. McCready

House Bill 5460 as enrolled
Public Act 473 of 2014
Sponsor: Rep. Dan Lauwers



All or Nothing

e Effective for FY 16 (10/1/2015) if approved by
voters

e All bills are tie-barred to adoption of the
proposal

e ThereisnoPlanB



Moving Parts

Summary: Transportation Funding Package Fiscal Impacts

Millions of Dollars

FY 2015-16 FY 2016-17 FY 2017-18
Rev #STF Other Rev # STF Other Rev #STF Other
Proposed Change GF/GP SAF Shar CTF Debt MTF TOTAL| | GF/GP SAF Shar CTF Debt MTF TOTAL| | GF/GP SAF Shar CTF Debt MTF TOTAL
Exempt motor fuel sales (94.9) (479.3) (49.0) (30.4) (653.6) (96.2) (568.5) (74.5) (36.0) (775.2)| | (101.0) (608.1) (81.6) (38.6) (829.3)
from sales tax (HJR
UU/HB 4539)
Increase Sales/Use Tax 558.0 7717 1389 16.7 1,485.3 5280 789.1 1883 158 1,521.2 543.1 808.1 1927 152 1,559.1
Rate by 1 Percent (HJR
UU/HB 4539/HB 5492)
Increase Motor Fuel 38.0 8653 3620 1,265.3 780 467.5 7220 1,267.5 129.2 1,183.7 1,3129
Taxes (HB 5477/HB 5493)
Registration taxes: 1.5 131 14.5 4.2 37.4 41.5 6.2 56.0 62.2
phase out depreciation
(HB 4630)*
Increase registration 1.3 1.9 13.2 2.7 239 26.5 4.0 358 39.8
taxes for trucks > 26,000
Ibs (HB 4630y
Impose registration surtax 0.1 05 0.6 0.1 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.5 0.6
on electric vehicles (HB
4630)*
Expand Earned Income 0.0 (260.0) (260.0)| [ (269.1) (269.1)
Tax Credit (SB 847)
TOTAL 463.1 2924 89.9 27.2 8653 3874 2,125.3 171.8 220.6 113.8 64.6 467.5 7838 1,822.1 173.0 200.0 1111 1161 0.0 1,276.0 1,876.2
Estimated distribution of new MTF revenue
(other than CTF and STF debt pay-down)
Recreation Improvement Account 19.6 20.2 20.9
Distribution to road agencies 367.8 763.6 1,255.1
State Trunkline Fund (39.1%) 143.8 298.6 490.8
County Road Commissions (39.1%) 143.8 298.6 490.8
Cities and Villages (21.8%) 80.2 166.5 2736
Notes:

* Phase out of depreciation of vehicle registration tax rates would be effective January 1, 2016. Estimates are presented on calendar-year basis.

** Increase in truck registration taxes would be phased in over three years beginning March 1, 2016. Estimates are presented on calndar-year basis.
*** Surtax on electric vehicle registrations would be effective beginning January 1, 2016. Estimates are presented on calendar-year basis.

# Allocation of motor fuel tax revenue to STF debt service assumes the distribution of only the additional revenue generated as a result of the enactment of House Bill 5477.



Brighton
Fowlerville
Howell
Pinckney

LCRC

Total

Road Funding

FY 15
$465,346
$207,751
$576,420
$150,719

$1,400,236

$12,838,431

FY 16
$567,734
$253,462
$703,248
$183,881

$1,708,325

$15,732,454

MTF Impacts As Projected

FY 17
$670,123
$299,173
$830,075
$217,043

$2,016,414

$18,626,477

FY 18
$772,511
$344,884
$956,903
$250,205

$2,324,503

$21,520,499

Increased
Dollars
$307,165
$137,133
$380,483
$99,486
$924,267

$8,682,068

$9,606,335



School Aid Fund

No Local Projections

S393M to the SAF per Senate Fiscal
The SAF would exclude Higher Ed
Would not likely be all K-12



Constitutional Revenue Sharing

Local Unit Type Unit Name Est(i:mugtin(t.];ﬁ\l,;vary T OSna:re]ztsemEt Rﬁzw'eéjsgﬂxem Ba|'|\g?ypfgggsal POt%r‘:;?:]eFthSZOIG
2015 Consensus) (PA 553/554) (HIR UU)

Township Brighton $1,412,967 $10,834 $1,423,80] $158,903 $1,582,704
Township Cohoctah $263,437| $2,020 $265,457] $29,626 $295,083
Township Conway $281,624 $2,159 $283,784 $31,672 $315,455
Township Deerfield $331,183 $2,539 $333,722 $37,245 $370,967
Township Genoa $1,574,190 $12,071 $1,586,261 $177,034 $1,763,295
Township Green Oak $1,383,899 $10,611 $1,394,510 $155,634 $1,550,144
Township Hamburg $1,680,931 $12,889 $1,693,820 $189,039 $1,882,858
Township Handy $406,632 $3,118 $409,750 $45,730 $455,480
Township Hartland $1,164,540 $8,929 $1,173,470 $130,965 $1,304,434
Township Howell $532,275 $4,081 $536,356 $59,860 $596,216
Township losco $301,877| $2,315 $304,191] $33,949 $338,141
Township Marion $793,885 $6,087 $799,973 $89,281) $889,254
Township Oceola $947,961 $7,269 $955,230 $106,608 $1,061,838
Township Putnam $462,306 $3,545 $465,851 $51,991 $517,842
Township Tyrone $795,792 $6,102 $801,894 $89,495 $891,389
Township Unadilla $267,329 $2,050 $269,379 $30,064 $299,443
Totals $12,697,449 $1,417,095 $14,114,543
City Brighton $591,205 $4,533 $595,738 $66,487 $662,225
City Howell $745,360 $5,715 $751,075 $83,824 $834,898
Village Fowlerville $229,207| $1,758 $230,965 $25,777 $256,741
Village Pinckney $192,753 $1,478 $194,231 $21,677 $215,908
Totals $1,772,009 $197,765 $1,969,772
Total Increase $1,614,86(




Fund

Net Analysis

Knowns

Unknowns

MTF

Increased Funding
Raises S600M less
statewide than
needed

Formula basis of
wholesale value
“Reform” language
might need tweaks

SAF

Increased Funding

Legislative
appropriation &
directives

K-12 allocation

Revenue Sharing

S100M increase
statewide
All Constitutional

Future
appropriations of
statutory RS



Resources

House & Senate Fiscal Agency reports
www.saferoadsyes.com

www.justfixthe roads.com

www.mml.org/advocacy/safe-roads-yes.html

www.milocalroads.com

At least one Public Meeting scheduled for
March 18% at 6:30 p.m.



Is it OK for our council to pass a resolution?

On occasion, there have been concerns raised whether or not a local government can pass a resolution taking a
position on a ballot proposal. We encourage you to take up any concerns you have with your local municipal attorney.
In talking with your attorney we suggest that you share the letters listed below from officials at the Michigan Secretary
of State, which oversees elections. The Secretary of State is periodically asked to interpret Sec 57 of the Michigan
Campaign Finance Act (MCFA), which is relevant to the actions of local governments.

In the more recent of the two letters, the S.0O.S. looked into this issue late last year regarding a city’s passage of a
resolution in support of the PPT ballot question. Although the letter ruling is only specifically applicable to the
particular circumstances, a key part of the letter is the last paragraph, which | have included below:

In sum, the MCFA's prohibition against using public resources to make a contribution or expenditure includes a
number of important exceptions that recognize the societal benefit of inviting public discussion of issues confronting
government agencies and public officials, thus enabling voters to make informed decisions based on an official's
expression of views or factual information concerning government operations. The City Council's discussion and
adoption of a resolution expressing support for Proposal 14-1, its hosting of a forum to discuss personal property tax
reform and other issues including business recruitment and worker training, and the Mayor's favorable comments
regarding Proposal 14-1 made during a City Council meeting fall squarely within the exceptions of MCL
169.257(1)(a)-(d).

e The Secretary of State's "Bourgoin" interpretive letter of Oct. 24, 2014:
http://www.mml.org/pdf/advocacy/2014-10-24-SOS-opinion-on-municipal-support-of-proposals.pdf

e The Secretary of State's "Murley" interpretive letter of Oct. 31, 2005:
http://www.mml.org/pdf/advocacy/2005%20Murley%20S0S%20Interpretive%20Statement.pdf

If you have questions regarding this feel free to contact:

Matt Bach, Director of Media Relations, Michigan Municipal League,

mbach@mml.org, 734-669-6317

William Mathewson, General Counsel, Michigan Municipal League,
wmathewson@mml.org, 734-669-6305

If you have questions specific to Proposal 1, please contact:

John LaMacchia, Legislative Associate, State Affairs, Michigan Municipal League
jlamacchia@mml.org, 517-908-0303



http://www.mml.org/pdf/advocacy/2014-10-24-SOS-opinion-on-municipal-support-of-proposals.pdf
http://www.mml.org/pdf/advocacy/2005%20Murley%20SOS%20Interpretive%20Statement.pdf
mailto:mbach@mml.org
mailto:wmathewson@mml.org
mailto:jlamacchia@mml.org

A Resolution in Support of
Proposal 1 for Safer Roads

WHEREAS, Michigan’s roads and bridges threaten driver safety and contribute to
countless accidents each year, as drivers swerve to avoid potholes and other road hazards;
and

WHEREAS, 38 percent of Michigan’s state- and locally-owned urban roads and 32
percent of the state’s state- and locally-owned rural roads are in poor condition; and

WHEREAS, Michigan has relied on Band-Aid, short-term fixes for our roads instead of
investing enough money to fix our roads for the long term; and

WHEREAS, Michigan invests less per capita in transportation than any state in the
United States of America; and

WHEREAS, the longer we wait to fix Michigan’s roads, the more it will cost us; and

WHEREAS, in addition to threatening public safety, Michigan’s crumbling roads hurt
our economy; and

WHEREAS, Proposal 1 on the May 5 ballot is Michigan’s last, best chance to finally fix
our roads with funds that the politicians can’t divert somewhere else — while also
supporting Michigan’s long-term future by investing in our public schools and local
communities;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: That the City/Village/Township of __ (your
city/village/township) supports Proposal 1 on the May 5 ballot to provide the
funding needed to finally fix our roads for the long term; and

RESOLVED: That the City/Village/Township of __(your city/village/township)
knows the 1-cent increase in the sales tax will benefit local communities and help ensure
drivers’ safety on the roads; and

RESOLVED: That the City/Village/Township of __(your city/village/township)
formally supports Safe Roads Yes! because if it passes, every penny we pay at the pump
In state gas taxes is guaranteed in the constitution to go to transportation.



MML Hand Out

About Proposal 1

This proposal would provide funding needed to fix our roads and bridges for the long-term. It would require that all
state taxes paid on gas go to transportation. State lawmakers would no longer be able to shift these taxes we pay on
gas somewhere else.

When do | vote: May 5, 2015

What'’s the impact on my community?: In addition to helping fix our roads, Proposal 1 would generate much-
needed additional dollars for our schools and communities.

Ballot language: Coming soon
Frequently Asked Questions:

Isn’t this is a special interest money grab because it sends money to a bunch of places other than roads?
Funding the agencies responsible for making our roads safe, for keeping our drinking water safe and clean, and
educating our children are not special interests. They provide the essential services we all demand as Michigan
residents and taxpayers. | would also note that this proposal would, for the first time, guarantee all state taxes we pay
on gasoline must be used for transportation and nothing else. For the first time, the politicians in Lansing would no
longer be able to shift state taxes on gas to some other place.

What do you say to those who argue there is already enough money in the state budget?

The answer is simple. No, there is not. $52 billion is a big number, and that’s the size of the state budget. But the vast
majority of that amount is federal funds that must be used for some purpose other than roads. Michigan now spends
less per resident on roads than any other state. Let me say that again: Michigan is now dead last in per-capita
funding for roads. We’ve neglected our roads and bridges, and we've let the politicians send road taxes away from
roads and transportation. This proposal solves two problems: It guarantees funds for safer Michigan roads by
guaranteeing that every penny we pay in state fuel taxes goes to transportation. This proposal is not perfect ...
nothing from Lansing ever is. But it's our last chance to fix Michigan’s roads for years if not decades and to end the
road tax shell game in Lansing.

What is the current condition of Michigan roads?

Awful — and they’re getting worse. Thirty-eight percent of Michigan’s state- and locally-owned urban roads and 32
percent of the state’s state- and locally-owned rural roads are in poor condition, according to the national
transportation research group TRIP.

Want to see how bad Michigan’s roads are? Just take a drive — and you'll see! The roads aren’t just “bad.” They were
bad 10 years ago. Now the condition of many of our roads and bridges is simply dangerous. Just take a look — and
you'll see!

Can’t we just fix Michigan’s roads and bridges with existing state money?

No. The state doesn’t have the money to fix Michigan’s roads and bridges today without drastically cutting essential
funding for our local communities, schools and public safety officers. And let’s face it: our local communities, schools
and public safety sustained massive budget cuts during Michigan’s decade-long recession.

Michigan invests less per capita in transportation than any state in all of America. We simply can’t fix our roads
without raising more revenue. Ohio — a state with a similar climate and road system to Michigan — invests more than
$1 billion more in its roads each year than Michigan does.

Waiting longer to fix Michigan’s roads will only cost us all more. For every $1 invested in maintaining our roads and
bridges we save at least $6 in reconstruction costs. Fixing this problem now will save money later. We lose nearly $3
million daily and over $1 billion annually in the value of the state’s transportation.

When was the last time Michigan raised taxes to pay for roads?

The last time Michigan raised taxes to pay for roads was 1997. Eighteen years later, it's time for Michigan to
modernize how it pays for roads and finally fix them. Proposal 1 not only modernizes our road funding system, it
guarantees in our constitution that every penny we pay at the pumps in fuel taxes must go to transportation. It ends
the Lansing shell game of diverting revenues for roads someplace else in the state budget.

Aren’t heavy trucks the reason for Michigan’s bad roads?
No; this is a common myth. If it was the case, roads outside of heavy shipping corridors like 1-94 and 1-96 would be in
good condition — but we know that is not the case.

The Michigan Department of Transportation has thoroughly studied this issue, and has found that the most important
factor when it comes to truck weight is the amount of weight distributed on each truck axle.

Reducing truck weight limits could cause more damage to Michigan’s road system, since more trucks would be
needed on the road (also increasing traffic congestion and raising safety concerns). Other states are considering


http://www.tripnet.org/docs/MI_Transportation_By_The_Numbers_TRIP_Report_Jan_2014.pdf

adopting truck axle weight laws like Michigan’s.

How will this proposal promote public safety?

Fixing our roads will make them safer by repairing dangerous potholes and improving roadway design. Today, many
drivers swerve to avoid dangerous potholes or lose control of their vehicles as a result of flat tires. According to TRIP,
a national transportation research organization, roadway design is a contributing factor in about one-third of fatal
traffic crashes. Between 2008 and 2012, 4,620 people died in Michigan car accidents — an average of 924 fatalities
per year.

How much will this cost me?

Fixing this problem now will save money later — both for the state, and for individual Michigan motorists. A January
2013 study by the Michigan Department of Transportation titled “State Transportation Investment Comparison” found
that Michigan ranks first for annual individual repair costs to registered drivers, at $357 per driver.

Michigan also ranks first (tied with Ohio) in total statewide annual repair costs. Michigan drivers spend over $84 per
year more in repair costs than the average of the five comparison states. Michigan drivers even spend as much as
$132 per year more in repair costs than neighboring Indiana.

Safer and better roads will cut down on motorists’ vehicle repair bills — not to mention reducing the risk of car
accidents.

Michigan’s sales tax rate would be the same as neighboring Indiana (7 percent) if this proposal passes, according to
the nonpartisan Tax Foundation. A 7 percent sales tax would be ranked 21stin the country.

What guarantees in Proposal 1 improve Michigan’s road funding system for taxpayers?
This proposal has three guarantees:

1. The proposal would guarantee, for the first time, that every penny we pay in state fuel taxes goes to transportation.
The politicians in Lansing would no longer be able to divert state gas taxes to some other state program or service.

2. The proposal would guarantee that all state and local government road construction projects include pavement
warranties. County, city and village road agencies will be required to submit warranty programs to the Michigan
Department of Transportation for approval.

3. This proposal requires road builders to provide their own guarantees in the form of warranties on the roads they
build. If the roads aren’t built right, the road builders will pay for the repairs, not taxpayers.

Which roads will be fixed?

Local, county and state governments have inventories of projects they haven’t been able to fund. The result: poor,
unsafe and crumbling roads, and bridges with plywood preventing concrete chunks from falling onto the roads.
Contact your local road commission or the Michigan Department of Transportation for more information about road
projects in your area.

Will this proposal hurt the poor?

No. This proposal is supported by organizations like the Michigan League for Public Policy (MLPP) because it also
would restore the state’s Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC). The MLPP estimates that more than 1 million Michigan
children are in families that will benefit from Passage of Proposal 1. The EITC targets low-income working families
with temporary assistance to remain in the workforce and get back on their feet. President Reagan once called the
EITC “the best antipoverty, the best pro-family, the best job-creation measure ever to come out of Congress.” Here’s
what the MLPP is saying about Proposal 1: “A 'yes' vote on May 5 would end the era of delaying needed road repairs
or paying for them with borrowed dollars. All with a penny sales tax increase. The sales tax increase to 7 cents will
put Michigan in the middle of the pack of states -- the same as Indiana's. For working families earning the least in
Michigan, the penny tax increase will be offset by a full restoration of the state Earned Income Tax Credit to
20 percent of the federal credit. The EITC is the best tool we have to reward work and lift families from poverty. More
than 1 million Michigan children will benefit. What a win-win!”

Facts & Figures

Ballot Proposal:
e Raises the sales tax from 6% to 7%
e Exempts sales tax from motor fuel
e Removes higher education funding from the School Aid Fund

e Dedicates a a portion of the use tax to K-12 education
Statutory Changes Effective Only if Proposal 1 Passes:

e Increases the tax charged on motor fuel


http://www.tripnet.org/docs/MI_Transportation_By_The_Numbers_TRIP_Report_Jan_2014.pdf
https://act.myngp.com/el/1643858372263413504/-6374416003919509760
https://act.myngp.com/el/1643858372263413504/-6302358409881581824

e Eliminates the depreciation on vehicle registration fees
e Increase registration fees on the heaviest trucks
e Requires more competitive bidding and road warranties

e Restores the Earned Income Tax Credit to 20% of the federal level
Revenue Generated:

e $1.3 billion in new revenue for roads, bridges, and transit resulting in a 60% increase in funding to
cities and villages

e An additional $100 million in Constitutional Revenue Sharing

e $300 million in new funding for the schools
e $260 million in tax relief through the Earned Income Tax Credit

e Roads - Nearly 30 percent of roads in Michigan are in poor or mediocre condition.

e Bridges - 27 percent of Michigan bridges are structurally deficient or functionally obsolete. To search for
deficient bridges in your community, click here.

e Car repair costs - Michigan ranks first for annual individual repair cost to registered drivers, at $357 per
driver

e Per capita spending - Michigan ranks last in per capita spending on roads at $154 (see chart below).

How much does Michigan pay per capita for roads compared to neighboring states? How much do we pay to
repair our vehicles on average compared to other states as a result of bad roads?

Investment in Roads Annual Repair
State Per Capita Cost Avg.
Michigan $154 $539
Ohio $214 $413
New York $239 $505
Minnesota $275 $369
Indiana $289 $391
Wisconsin $302 $502
lllinois $412 $449
Pennsylvania $530 $424

SOURCE: www.tripnet.org (extra vehicle repair and operating costs due to driving on roads in need of repair),
Census 2010

Is it true that Michigan would have the highest sales tax in the country if this passed?

No — not at all. Michigan’s sales tax rate would be the same as neighboring Indiana (7 percent) if this proposal
passes, according to the nonpartisan Tax Foundation. A 7 percent sales tax would be ranked 21st in the country
when it comes to average state and local sales tax rates.

State & Average Local Sales Tax

State Rate

Michigan (today) 6%
Michigan (if Proposal 1 7%
passes)

Indiana %
Ohio 7.11%
Wisconsin 5.43%
lllinois 8.16%
Pennsylvania 6.34%

New York 8.47%


http://www.mml.org/pdf/advocacy/2015-MTF%20to%20Cities%20Villages%20After%20Fuel%20tax%20Change%20Assuming%20Passage%20of%20Ballot%20Proposal.pdf
http://www.mml.org/pdf/advocacy/2015-MTF%20to%20Cities%20Villages%20After%20Fuel%20tax%20Change%20Assuming%20Passage%20of%20Ballot%20Proposal.pdf
http://www.mml.org/pdf/advocacy/2015-2-18-transportation-package-constit-revenue-sharing.pdf
http://www.mlive.com/lansing-news/index.ssf/2015/02/mapping_michigans_most_dangero.html#incart_river
http://www.tripnet.org/

Minnesota 7.19%

SOURCE: Tax Foundation, State and Local Tax Rates in 2014

What are the bill numbers that formed Proposal 1 and the road funding package?: HBs 4539, 5167, 5477,
5492, 5493, 5460, 4251, 4630 and Senate Bills 80 and 847.

e  Go here to view a legislative analysis of the package:

e Go here to look up each individual bill and the related legislative analysis. IMPORTANT: You will
need to change the Legislative session to 2013-14 before typing in the bill number).

Newsletter, e-newsletter, and blog article

State-Wide Road Funding Ballot Proposal Goes Before Voters on May 5

Michigan’s roads, bridges and highways were once the envy of the nation. Today, Michigan’s roads and bridges are
now a significant threat to driver safety, contributing to countless accidents as motorists swerve to avoid potholes.
You see and feel their teeth-jarring, crumbling condition every time you drive.

You've seen the sheets of plywood affixed beneath road and freeway bridges across our state to keep chunks of
concrete from falling on vehicles and pedestrians below.

Our kids are on Michigan’s roads and bridges — riding in our family vehicles and in school buses. Parents have to
constantly worry if their children are safe, and if the deteriorating roads are going to cause their teenage drivers to
have accidents.

Proposal 1 provides taxpayers with three guarantees:

If Proposal 1 passes, funding for safer roads will be guaranteed in Michigan’s constitution. The politicians in Lansing
no longer will be able to shift the taxes we pay at the pump to some place other than roads and bridges.

e Every penny you pay at the pump in state gas taxes is guaranteed in Michigan’s constitution to go
to transportation. The politicians in Lansing no longer will be able to shift the taxes we pay on gas
somewhere else.

e Every penny in the School Aid Fund is guaranteed in the constitution to fund education where it
helps our kids the most: our K-12 schools and community colleges. No more shell games with
education funding.

e  Warranties from the road builders. If their roads don’t last, they pay to fix them, not taxpayers.

If Proposal 1 fails the legislature has not provided a “Plan B” and it would be back to the drawing board with no
timeframe for coming up with a solution. In the meantime the likelihood that our roads will continue to get worse,
further threatening public safety and our economy will continue.

Voters can learn more about Proposal 1 at www.SafeRoadsYes.com.



http://taxfoundation.org/article/state-and-local-sales-tax-rates-2014
http://www.house.mi.gov/hfa/PDF/Transportation/Legislative_Analysis_Transportation_Funding_Package.pdf
http://legislature.mi.gov/(S(13zwt145agbqdmq1isuewf2g))/mileg.aspx?page=Bills
http://www.saferoadsyes.com/

CITY OF HOWELL
MEMORANDUM
To: MAYOR & CiTY COUNCIL
FROM:  SHEA CHARLES, CITY MANAGER
DATE: MARCH 5, 2015
RE: STATUS OF HRC CONTRACT
Pursuant to the request at the February 23, 2015 City Council meeting, attached is

a letter from City Attorney Perkins providing his opinion on the current relationship with
HRC since the expiration of the contract extension.

Shea Charles
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105 E. Grand River » Howell, MI 48843 March 5, 2015 (517) 546-6623 * FAX: (517) 546-6718

Shea Charles

Howell City Manager
611 E. Grand River
Howell, MI 48843

RE: HRC Professional Services Contract
Dear Mr. Charles:

At the last regular meeting of the Howell City Council on February 23, 2015, Councilman Heins
inquired of me under Old Business how the current relationship between HRC and the City could
‘continue without a written agreement.

There are various ways to establish a contractual relationship between two parties. Examples of a
contractual relationship is that it can be written, oral, actions and behaviors based upon custom and
usage or a combination of all of these types of relationships. Michigan law, like most juridictions,
has various statutory authority based upon the statute of frauds (any agreement for a term for more
than a year must be in writing), parol evidence (oral agreements). A written agreement is always
better than an oral or indefinite agreement. However, it is not unusual, while contracts are being
negotiated or bids are being received and reviewed, to continue with the same terms and conditions
of the old contract until a new contract is executed. :

In the instance of the HRC contract, it ended 18 months from July 3, 2013, being January 3, 2015,
according to Article IV of the contract. HRC has continued working for the City under the same
terms and conditions as the July 3, 2013 agreement. So long as HRC continues to work under the
same agreement and the City chooses to keep engaging their services, such a continuing relationship
would be considered an effective, legal contract. This type of agreement could continue unabated
for an indefinite term so long as the parties agree to same.

I look forward to answering any questions Council has relative to this matter.

innis L. Perkins
- DLP/
cc Jane Cartwright
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'CAPITAL CONFERENCE

MARCH 24-25, 2015 « LANSING CENTER, LANSING

Contact Information:

Municipality Name

Contact Name (person completing this form)

Address City, State, Zip

Phone Fax

Attendee Information (please complete another form if registering more than three attendees):
Attendee #
#1. Attendee Name Nickname

Title *Email

#2. Attendee Name Nickname
Title *Email

#3. Attendee Name Nickname
Title *Email

*Hotel housing code will be sent here

Registration Information:

Special Rate (for MML Full & Associate Members only who participate in Liability Pool or Workers Comp Fund)-see Registration Procedures
[] Liability Pool & Workers Comp Fund Member Attendee #(s) Qty: $

($100 per person)

Full & Associate Members/BAP Participants

[] Early Bird, through 2/24/15 ($175 per person) Attendee #(s) Qty: $
[] Regular, after 2/24/15 ($299 per person) Attendee #(s) Qty: $
Nonmember Government Entity Rates

[] Early Bird Rate ($299/person); Regular Rate ($375/person) Attendee #(s) Qty: $
[] Liability Pool & Workers Comp Fund Member ($205 per person) Attendee #(s) Qty: $

College Student Rates
The college student rate is available for full-time undergrad or graduate students, who are not municipal officials or employees, or members
of the Business Alliance Program.

[] College Student Attendee ($75 per person) Attendee #(s) Qty: $
Guests
[] Guest Attendee ($60/person before 2/24/15; $70/person after 2/24/15) Qty: $
Guest Name(s):
] MWIMG Coffee Talk (Free) Attendee #(s) Qty: $
Total: $

Special Accommodations
Do any of the above listed attendees require a vegetarian/vegan meal? If so, please list name(s) below:

Do any of the above listed attendees require special assistance/accommodations? If so, please specify below:

Registration Options:

Online: To register and pay online visit www.mml.org. On the home page located on the right hand side under “My League,” click on
“Log On" and sign in to your League account. After you are logged in, click on “Events” and select Capital Conference.

Fax: Please fax registration form to 734-669-4223, then mail with check payable to: Michigan Municipal League P.O. Box 7409
Ann Arbor, Ml 48107-7409

Registration Questions? Call 734-669-6371 or email registration@mml.org. For a full list of Capital Conference registration policies,
please visit www.mml.org, click on Training/Events, click on Capital Conference Registration Policies.
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