
Agenda 
Tuscola County Board of Commissioners 

Committee of the Whole - Monday, June 11, 2018 - 8:00 A.M. 
HH Purdy Building - 125 W. Lincoln, Caro, MI 

(Board Meeting to Follow Committee of the Whole Meeting) 

FinancelTechnology 
Committee Leaders-Commissioners Kirkpatrick and Bierlein 

Primary Finance/Technology 

1. Multi-Year Financial Plan Development (See A) 
2. Former Vassar Foundry Legal Services Retainer (See B) 
3. Delinquent Tax Legal Chargeback Requirement for Former Vassar Foundry (See C) 
4. Out of State Travel Request (See D) 
5. Senate Bill 1031 -Implications of County/Local Government Revenue Loss (See E) 
6. Indigent Defense Plan Funding Update (See F) 
7. MGT Contract for Central Service Cost Allocation Plan (See G) 
8. Northstar Bank Donation to County 
9. Enhanced Access Fees (See H) 
10. State Revenue Sharing Update 
11. MMRMA Net Asset Distribution Check 

On-Going and Other Finance 

1. Review of Alternative Solutions Concerning the Caro Dam 
2. Update Regarding Potential Dental Clinic 
3. Continue Review of Road Commission Legacy Costs 
4. Wor1< to Resolve Remaining AssessinglTaxation Disputes with Wind Turbine Companies 
5. Water Rates Paid for County Facilities Along M24 and Deckerville Roads 
6. Medical Examiner System 
7. Opioid Lawsuit 
8. Update Regarding Airport Zoning Board of Appeals 
9. MSU-e Building Costs 
10. Update Regarding Personal Property Tax Changes 
11. Brownfield Board 
12. Raise the Age for Juveniles Funding Proposal 
13. State Proposed Assessing Changes 

Personnel 

Committee Leader-Commissioner Bardwell 


Primary Personnel 

1. Animal Control Update from Director 
2. GIS Position Interviews 
3. Medical Director Let1er of Resignation (See I) 
4. Introduction of MSU - New 4-H Director 
5. Recycling Committee Vacancy 



On-Going and Other Finance 

1 Reporting Relationship (Nepotism Policy) 

2, Process to Replace County Health Department Medical DireclOr 


Building .nd Grounds 
Committee Leaders-Commissioners Young and Vaughan 

Primary Building and Grounds 

1. Vanderbilt Park Update 
2. Recycling Update 
3. Bids for Driveway to Human Services Complex 

On-Going and Other Building and Grounds 

1, County Property Ownership Identification 
2, Review Potential Acquisition of Land from State Near Cero Regional Center 
3, Update 10 Year Capital Improvement Plan 
4, 2018 Budgeted Driveway, Parking Lot and Sidewalk Repairs 
5 Update Regarding County ReC<Jrd Storage Needs 

Other Items Not Assigned to a Committee 

1, 2018 MAC Priorities 
2. Cass River Greenways 
3. On-Going Economic Development Activity Updates from EDC Director 
4. Review County-Wide Economic Development Strategic Plan 

5 Dairy Farmers of America Phase 2 - Cass City 

6, Road Commission Organizational Alternatives - Next Steps 

7, Sunday Retail Sales of Spirits, Beer and Wine - August 2018 Vole 


Other Business as Necessary 

Public Comment Period 
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SECTION 4 - 2018-2022 Revenue and Expenditure Projections and Analysis 

Development of a 2018·2022 financial plan requires projecting revenues and eKpenditures based on certain assumptions. The 
following information projects GF revenue, GF expenditures and then interrelates them to determine if there is a funding gap. If 
it is determined that eKpenditures are projected to exceed revenues then potential actions to balance revenues and expenditures 
will be developed. 

GF Revenue 

Table 4 and Graph 5 on the next page project GF revenue using three alternatives which are based on different assumptions. 
The most important assumption is how many, if any, additional WT will be built during the next five years. More than any other 
factor, 'NT development will impact county revenue and overall financial capabilities during the next five years. GF revenue 
growth is flat other than potential increases from WT development. 

Alternative 1 • Optimistic 

Alternative 1 is the optimistic revenue alternative. Major assumptions with this alternative are 96 additional WT are constructed, 
2.5% non·wind property tax revenue growth but no major new development, 1% annual state revenue sharing increase, 
delinquent taK earnings transfer to GF held constant at $705,000, no state revenue cuts to special revenue funds such as the 
Health Department and childcare and most other revenue sources remain relatively constant. 

Even though this is the optimistic alternative, average annual revenue growth is estimated at only 2.1%. GF 2018 total revenue 
is projected at about $13,269,000 compared to 514,403,000 for 2022. This is a five year increase of $1,134,000. Most of this 
increase would occur in 2019 and 2020 when the two new WT projects may come on-line. Forthe total five year planning period, 
total GF revenue is estimated at about 570,106,000. 

Alternative 2 - Middle 

Alternative 2 is the middle revenue alternative. Major assumptions with this alternative are 33 additional WT are constructed, 
2.0% non-wind property tax revenue but no major new development, 1% annual state revenue sharing decrease, delinquent tax 
earnings transfer to GF at $680,000, no state revenue cuts to special revenue funds such as the Health Department and childcare 
and most other revenue sources remain relatively constant. 

Average annual revenue growth is estimated at only 0.9%. GF 2018 total revenue is projected at about $13,194,000 compared 
to $13,662,000 for 2022. This is a five year increase of about $468,000. Most of this increase would occur in 2020 when one new 
WT project may come on-line. For the total five year planning period GF revenue is estimated at about $67,204,000. This is 
$2,902,000 less than the Alternative 1 optimistic scenario. 

Alternative 3 • Pessimistic 

Alternative 3 is the pessimistic revenue alternative. Major assumptions with this alternative are no additional WT are 
constructed, 2.0% non-wind property tax revenue but no major new development, 1% annual state revenue sharing decrease, 
delinquent tax earnings transfer to GF held constant at 5680,000, no state cu ts to revenue to speCial revenue funds such as the 
Health Department and childcare and most other revenue sources remain relatively constant. 

Average annual growth is estimated at a dismal 0.4%. GF 2018 total revenue is projected at about $13,194,000 compared to 
$13,429,000 for 2022 . This is a five year increase of only about $234,000. For the total five year planning period GF revenue is 
estimated at about $66,414,000. This is 53,692,000 less than the Alternative 1 and 5790,000 less than Alternative 2 



TABLE 4-General Fu nd 2018-202 2 Revenue Projections 

Annual Annual 
Alternative 3 

Annual 
Alternative 1 Alternative 2 

Percent PercentYear 
Optimistic 

Percent 
Middle Pessimistic 

Increase Increase Increase 

2017 Actual $13,164,178 $13,164,178 $13,164,178 

2018 $13,269,631 0.8% $13,194,448 0.2% $13,194,448 0.2% 

2019 $13,885,304 4.6% $13,191,620 0.0% $13,191,620 0.0% 

2020 $14,279,697 2.8% $13,578,241 2.9% $13,298,750 0.8% 

2021 $14,267,721 -0.1% $13,577,639 0.0% $13,300,927 0 .0% 
2022 $14,403,595 1.0% $13,662,182 0.6% $13,428,507 1.0% 

Total 2018-2022 $70,105,948 2.1% $67,204,130 0.9% $66,414,252 0.4% 

GRAPH 5-General Fund 2018-2022 Total Revenue Projections 
$15,000,000 

$14,500,000 

1$14,000,000 

;$13,500,000 

:$13,000,000 

$12,500,000 

,$12,000,000 

2017 Actual 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 

- Alternative 1 Optimistic - Alternative 2 Middle Alternative 3 Pessimistic 

WT Revenue Critical Factor 

Without question, WT development is the most important factor impacting county revenue and overall financial ability. This has 
been the case since 2013 when the first WT were built in the county and will continue to be the case for years into the future. 
Table 5 on the next page shows actual county WT revenue from 2013 to 2017 and prOjected county revenue from 2018 to 2030. 

It is important to remember that the amount of revenue received from current WT declines annually under the multiplier 
schedule. For example, the county now receives approximately 30% less property tax revenue from the NextEra project in Gilford 
Township compared to 2013. All WT value changes are incorporated in Table 5 and Graphs 6 and 7. Even with new WT 
development the amount of revenue the county receives declines with time. 

Alternative 1 is the optimistiC scenario and assumes 63 NextEra WT are built in 2018 in Juniata and Fairgrove Townships and 33 
Consumers Energy wr are built in 2019 in Columbia Township. Alternative 2 is the middle scenario and assumes the 63 NextEra 
WT are not built but the 33 Consumers Energy WT are built in 2019 in Columbia Township. Alternative 3 assumes no additional 
WT are built. 
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Considering both the GF and special purpose millage funds, total county revenue over the 18 year period is estimated at 
$42,171,000 under Alternative 1, $32,260,000 under Alternative 2, and $27,670,000 under Alternative 3. There is a significant 
$9,911,000 difference between Alternatives 1 and 2. This is because the NextEra project are higher taxable value WT that 
produce more tax revenue. If no additional \NT are constructed, the county would receive approximately $14,500,000 less 
revenue than if the potential 96 additional WT are constructed. Highlighted in yellow in Table 5 is the year of highest and lowest 
revenue for each of the alternatives. After 2030 the amount of revenue remains constant. 

TABLE 5-Actual and Projected County Wind Turbine Revenue 

Alternative 1 Optimistic (96 WT) Alternative 2 Middle (33 WT) Alternative 3 Pessimistic (0 WT) 

General 
Special 

General 
Special 

General 
Special 

Year 
Fund 

Revenue Total 
Fund 

Revenue Total 
Fund 

Revenue Total 
Funds Funds Funds 

2013 $383,162 $448,153 $831,315 $383,162 $448,153 $831,315 $383,162 $448,153 $831,315 

2014 $721,121 $659,199 $1,380,320 $721,121 $659,199 $1,380,320 $721,121 $659,199 $1,380,320 

2015 $1,127,177 $1,079,343 $2,206,520 $1,127,177 $1,079,343 $2,206,520 $1,127,177 $1,079,343 $2,206,520 

2016 $1,042,518 $1,024,912 $2,067,430 $1.042,518 $1,024,912 $2,067,430 $1,042,518 $1,024,912 $2,067,430 

2017 $975,701 $1,096,327 $2,072,028 $975,701 $1,096,327 $2,072,028 $975,701 $1,096,327 $2,072,028, 
2018 $1,076,413 $1,209,490 $2,285,903 , $1,076,413 $1,209,490 I $2,285,903 $1,076,413 $1,209,490 $2,285,903 

2019 $1,545,045 $1,736,059 $3,281,104 $977,985 $1,098,893 $2,076,878 $977,985 $1,098,893 $2,076,878 

2020 $1,702,493 $1,912,972 $3,615,465 $1,180,406 $1,326,340 $2,506,746 $900,915 $1,012,295 $1,913,210 

2021 $1,567,461 $1,761,246 $3,328,707 $1,090,840 $1,225,700 $2,316,540 $834,128 $937,251 $1,771,379 

2022 $1,458,066 $1,638,326 $3,096,392 $1,005,605 $1,129,928 $2,135,533 $771,930 $867,364 $1,639,294 

2023 $1,370,150 $1,539,542 $2,909,692 $937,262 $1,053,136 $1,990,398 I $715,494 $803,950 $1,519,444 

2024 $1,272,066 $1,429,331 $2,701,397 $877,073 $985,505 $1,862,578 $664,859 $747,056 $1,411,915 

2025 $1,172,600 $1,317,569 $2,490,169 $807,882 $907,761 $1,715,643 $614,466 $690,657 $1,305,123 

2026 $1,069,185 $1,201,368 $2,270,553 $731,660 $822,115 $1,553,775 $553,514 $621,945 $1,175,459 

2027 $979,227 $1,100,289 $2,079,516 $668,354 $750,982 $1,419,336 $503,689 $555,951 $1,069,650 

2028 $908,270 $1,020,559 $1,928,829 $624,541 $701,753 $1,326,294 $473,214 $531,718 $1,004,932 

2029 $870,324 $977,922 $1,848,246 $598,477 $572,457 $1,270,944 $460,748 $517,708 $978,456 

2030 $836,936 $940,406 $1,777,342 $584,514 $656,890 $1 ,241,504 $452,599 $508,554 $961,153 

18 .. 
Year $20,On,915 $22.093.013 $42.,110,928 $15,410,791 $......... $32,259_ $l3,249,W ~ $27.-.. 
Total 
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GRAPH 6-Actual and Projected County General Fund 
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GF Expenditures 

Unlike revenue, GF expenditures were projected without using alternatives. Some of the major factors that can impact 
projections are: ability to not add staff, health insurance actual increases, inmate medical cost increases, GF appropriations to 
other funds and no more state mandates without the funds. Assumptions and variables used in projecting expenditures include 
the following: 

• No staffing increases (1 new position adds on average $60,000 to $75,000 in new permanent costs) 
• 2% annual wage increases and step increases continued 

• Retirement system costs held constant but 5% annual health insurance increases 
• 2.5% annual court appointed attorney cost increase 

• Election/Non-Election year cost increases 
• Computer service contract, maintenance and repair costs increase 3% annually 

• Inmate medical costs increase by 4% (this is a major unpredictable factor) 
• County property, liability and related insurance remain stable with only 1% increases 
• Drain-at-Large county costs decline by about $85,000 in 2020 when the northwest drain bonds are paid 
• GF appropriation increases to other funds are limited to 2% annually 
• Most departmental line item costs increase 1% annually 

• Child care costs are contained with annual increases of about 2.0% 
• No more state mandates without state funding 
• Equipment and capital improvement costs will be funded 

Table 6 below projects 2018 to 2022 total GF expenditures based on the assumptions above. GF expenditures are expected to 
increase from approximately $13,552,000 to $14,750,000 over this period. A factor of 99% of actual projected expenditures was 
used because history has shown slightly underspent budgets. This is a four year increase of an estimated $1,773,000. The average 
expenditure increase per year is about $346,000 or about 2.5%. These are moderate increases which are at or below inflation 
cost increases. The county is subject to changes in the above major expenditure assumption which can quickly impact the 
financial situation. 

TABLE 6-General Fund 2018-2022 Expenditure Projections 

Year 
Projected 
Amount 

Dollar Increase 
from Previous 

Year 

Percentage 
Increase from 
Previous Year 

2017 Actual $13,016,195 

2018 $13,552,051 $535,856 4.1% 

2019 $13,806,860 $254,809 1.9% 

2020 $14,121,506 $314,646 2.3% 

2021 $14,324,865 $203,359 1.4% 

2022 $14,749,637 $424,772 3.0% 

Total 2018-2022 $70,554,919 $1,733,442 2.5% 
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Analysis of Revenue and Expenditure Projections 

Table 7 and Graph 8 below and on the next page compare revenue and expenditure projections over the next five years using 
the three previously identified alternative revenue scenarios. Tuscola is a county of modest financial means. The ability to 
maintain current county service !evels without miHage or some other funding source over the next five years rests almost entirely 
on whether VifT are developed. 

Alternative 1 

This is the optimistic scenario with 96 additional Vv'T constructed. Even under this optimistic scenario, average annual revenue 
growth is only estimated at 2.1% compared to average annual expenditure growth of 2.5%. Most of the revenue increase occurs 
in 2019 with construction of the NextEra 63 WT and in 2020 with construction of the Consumers Energy 33 INT. GF revenue is 
estimated at $70,106,000 compared to GF expenditures of $70,555,000. Considering the entire planning period, expenditures 
would still exceed revenues but by only $449,000. Most of this gap does not occur until the last year of the planning period. This 
is a more manageable financial situation than Alternatives 2 and 3 where the revenue/expenditure gaps are much larger. 

Alternative 2 

This is the middle scenario with only 33 additional WT constructed. Average annual revenue growth is only 0.9% compared to 
average expenditure growth of 2.5%. The 63 NextEra WT are not constructed, but the 33 Consumers Energy WT are constructed 
generating revenue for the 2020 county fiscal year. GF revenue is estimated at $67,204,000 compared to GF expenditures of 
$70,555,000. Considering the entire planning period, expenditures would exceed revenues but by a concerning $3,351,000. Of 
course the gap cannot be allowed to grow and compound over the five year period. Adjustments must begin as soon as it is 
learned that the next 63 NextEra 'NT will not be constructed. Solving the problem would require identifying significant new 
sources of revenue or significant. expenditure reductions. 

Alternative 3 

This is the pessimistic scenario with no additional 'lilT constructed. Average annual revenue growth is extremely low at only 0.4% 
compared to average expenditure growth of 2.5%. GF revenue is estimated at $66,000,000 compared to GF expenditures of 
$70,555,000. Considering the entire planning period, expenditures would exceed revenues but by an extremely concerning 
$4,555,000. Of course the gap cannot be allowed to grow and compound over the five year period. Adjustments must begin as 
soon as it is learned that the next 63 NextEra WT will not be constructed. Solving the problem would require identifying 
significant new sources of revenue or significant expenditure reductions. 

,,TABLE 7-Actual and Projected 2018 to 2022 Genera! Fund Revenues and Expenditures , 

Alternative 3 
,,,,,,,, 

Year 
Alternative 1 

Revenue Optimistic 

196WT) 

Alternative 2 
Revenue Middle 

133 WT) 

Revenue 
Pessimistic 

IOWT) 

Expenditures 

, ,,,,.... 2018 ,, $13,269,631 $13,194,448 $13,194,448 $13,552,051 
,,, 2019 

,,, $13,885,304 $13,191,620 $13,191,620 $13,806,860 
,, 2020 

,, $14,279,697 
,,, $13,578,241 $13,298,750 $14,121,506 

,,, 
,, 

2021 
2022 

, 

I ,, 
$14,267,721 
$14,403,595 

,, 
,, 

$13,577,639 
$13,662,182 

$13,300,927 

$13,428,507 
$111,324,86~_ 

$]4,749,637 
C ,, 5 Year Total l~ $70,105,948 

,,, $67,204,130 $66,414,252 $70,554,919 
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GRAPH 8-General Fund Actual and Projected Revenues/Expenditures 
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CLARK HILL 

CI;J,:~ Hill Pl( 
500 Woodward Awnllf' 
SUite 3500 

DeHoil, MI ~822fi 
May 31, 2018 	 T 313.965.8300 

F 313 965.8Z52 

ciarkhill.com rPatricia Donovan-Gray, Treasurer 
Tuscola County, MJ 
125 W. Lincoln St. 
Caro, Michigan, MI 48723 

RE: Chargebacks and Other Matters Related (0 Vasser Foundry Delinquent Taxes 

Dear Patricia: 

This letter serves to record the teons of our engagement to represent you and Tuscola County, 
MI, as a client, with regard to the captioned matter. We agree that the scope of our servIces in 
connection with the captioned the matter is as set forth in Appendix A attached hereto: 

John R. Axe w:ilJ be serving as counsel to you as Tuscola County Treasurer and to Tuscola 
County, MI in the captioned matter. 

John R. Axe wilJ be the principal attomey contact in this matter. We will bill on an hourly basis. 
We will transmit our billing to you depending upon what instructions we receive from you. 

This letter is supplemented by our Standard Terms of Engagement for Legal Services, attached, 
which are incorporated in this letter and apply to this matter and other matter(s) for which you engage 
us. If you agree that this letter provides an acceptable terms for our engagement in this matter, please 
sign and return a copy to me. 

I look forward to working with you. 

Sincerely, 

CLARK HILL PLC 

Enclosures 

219739005.1 09999/09998-3112 

http:ciarkhill.com


n:SCOLA COCNTY, \11 

Bv: 
- Pai;·Tc"la Dcnovan:(51::'v, Treasurer of Tuscola County 



STANDARD TERMS OF ENGAGEMENT 
FOR LEGAL SERVICES 

This statement provides tlle standard terms of our engagement as your attorneys. Unless 
modified in writing by mutual agreement, these tenns will be an integral part of ou r agreement with you. 
Therefore. we ast< thai you review Ill is statement carefully and contact us promptly if you have any 
questions. 

GENERAL RlGHTS AND RESPONSlBILTTLES OF CLIENTS OF THE FIRM 

A client of {he fiml has the right to: (A) expect competent representation by the firm ; (B) 
determine the purposes to be served by the legal representation, so long as those purposes 8re legal and 
do not violate the firm's obligation 10 the profession or to lhej udiciary; (C) be kept reasonably illfonned 
aboul the status of the matter and have rhe firm respond promptly to reasonable requests for in fonnation; 
and (D ) terminate the representation al any time, with or witJlOUt cause, subj ect to the obl igation for 
payment of legal services provided and COSTs incurred by the firm. 

A client of the fi rm has the responsibi lity to: (A) be candid and truthful wl th the finn and the 
coun or OTher Irjbunal; and (B) pay the finn as provided by this agreement and any other agreemenls 
regarding payment fo r legal services and expenses. A cl ient may not: (A) demand that the finn use 
offensive tactics Or treat anyone involved in the transaction with anythjng bul courtesy and 
consideralion; (8) demand any assistaOce which violates the Rules of Professional Conduct; (C) pursue 
or insist upon a cOUrse of action which the firm believes to be illegal: fraudulent, offensive or Wl\\~se. 
The firm may terminate thi s agreemen t for reasons pennirted under the Rules of Professional Conduct. 

OBLIGATIONS OF A LA WVER 

All lawyers are required to observe and uphold the law, including applicable court ru les; and are 
governed by Rules of Professional Cond uct that pertain to our relationship with a client, wi th third 
persons, other professionals and the courts. All of these laws apply to our representation of you, and we 
welcome your inqui ry about them. 

WHOM WE REPRESENT 

TIle person or entity whom we represent is the person or enti ty identified ill our engagement 
letter and does not include any affi liates or related parties of the Concerned Citizens unless our 
engagement letter expressly provides otherwi se. 

THE SCOPE OF OUR WORK 

You shoul d have a c lear understanding of the legal services we wiIl provide. Any questions that 
you have should be dealt with promptly. 

We will a l all times act on your behalf to dle best of our ability. Any expressioos on our part 
concerning the outcome of your matters are expressions of our best professional judgment, but are not 
guarantees . Such advice is necessaril y limited by our knowledge of the facts and are based on the state 
of the facts at the time they are expressed. Your obligations to pay our fees as provided in this letter is 
not contingent upon a result or results in the matter. 

2197J9')IH.1 09999109998·) 112 



Our yelM;Onship wi] be considered ended upon the earlies( of (3) our completion of services in 
lhe mcttcr(s) for whIch you have engaged liS, (b) r:otif,cations by ym: TO us that you desire to terrninate 
suet. services, or (e) coO llca!ion by the finn of termination of our client relationship 

WHO WILL PROVmE THE LEGAL SERVICES 

Customr:rl1y, c-aeh c}Jcr:t of the finn j,'\ se;"ed by a principal attorney co;J"{.ac;. The princip,,; 
conta;;:';. shculd be someone in whom you have confIdence and v,I:th whom you enjoy working. You are 
free \0 reqll<!st a change of aUDmey at any time. Subject to ,he supervisory role of the principal atiorney, 
your work or parts of it may be perfonned by other Ja\vyers and legal assistar:ts in the firm, 

RETAINER AND TRUST DEPOSITS 

Cllc;;ts of lhe firm are smnet:mes asked to depcsit a retainer ""'1ith the firm, lJnless otherwise 
r.greed, the retainer depo~jt win t,¢ credited tuwa:tl your t:!lpe.id uwoiccs, :f any, at the conch.lsion of 
services, While Inc retain.;') )j; un deposit, yeu gru:t us a security interest ~ll s\Kb funds, At the 
conclusion of our lega: representation (If 31 such tin:e as the deposit is unnecessary or is appropriately 
reduced, the remr.ining balary(;.e <:r an appropriate pa:t of i: will be rett:rned to you, 

Deposits which are received 10 cover specific items w;U be disbursed as provided in our 
agreement W1t)) yoe, .and you will be notified from time 1<: Lime cf the amounts applied or withdrawn. 
Any amount remaining <lfler disbursement wiH be returned (0 ym], 

All trust deposits we receive from you wi!! be ptaced in a trust account fOT your ber.ciit Your 
deposit will be placed in a pooled account unless )'o~) request B segregated ecoount By Jaw, interest 
earned on the pooled account is payable to a charhable foundation, Interest earned on a segregated trust 
i:\Ccoun: wiU be added 10 the deposit for your benet it and will be 1nc1udable in your taxable income. 

EXPENSES 

We frequently inct:r andJor pay on behalf of our clients a vatiety of expenses arising In 

connection with !egaJ services. These expenses In::.lude charges made by courts, other government 
agencies and service vendors. You authorize us (0 incur such charges on you, behalf, and agree to 
:eimbDrse the firm to rhe. extent we ;1fiy tr,es.e chargee on your behalf. You also authorize US:o incur on 
yOl:f behalf expenses Incidental Lo the represcntatio:-i, including but !"lO~ limited to deposition and 
lranscrip! costs; WltDe5:S fees; travcJ expenses; charges of outside experts: and legaJ cQur'.!sei fees, You 
agree that you will 'c>e sol:;;);: responsible l"Jf such expenses and ilia: ':be firm wm 710: be responsible for 
such eXj)cnses, We wi!! usually advan:.e expe.'1ses up to S500, a:1.Q requb: that our clients directly pay, 
or deposit with LIS funds to paYI expenses exceeding $500, 

The Drm docs charge for costs of copying, te1ep:10ne, third part)' charges for services, mailing, 
and ~he like. 

FILING AND OTllJ<:R MATERlALS 

Files gem~rated in the matter wiJl be retained by the firm as required by law, and thereafter may 
be retair.ed or destroyed, at OUI tllscretion, To the extent we retain IDem, we will proviee you reasonable 

http:retair.ed
http:t:!lpe.id
http:co;J"{.ac


acce~s to maner fdes in accord ance with applicable law, excluding fllln files (finn admini sITa(ive 
record s, time and expense reports, personnel and staffUlg materials, accounting records, and internal 
lawyers work product, e.g., drafts, Dotes, internal memoranda, legal research and factual research). 
Marter files to which you are given access may be reproduced at yow req uest and at your expense. We 
reserve the right to make and retain copies of aU documents generated or received by us in connection 
with th e matter. After our engagement in this matter ends, upon your request and at your expense we 
will return any properl)' you have entl1.lsted to us, unless there is a balance on your account. If there is a 
balance on your account, the fi lm will assen a retaini ng lien On such propel1y to the extent allowed by 
law. If you have not requested return of such propeny wilhi n reasonable time after our engagement in 
the matter ends, we may retain or destroy such property at our discretion. 

TERMINATION 

You may te lmioate our representa tion at any time, wi th or without cause, by not.ifying us. Your 
termination of our services will not affect your responsibili ty for payment of legal se;n.rices rend ered and 
out-of-pocket costs and internal charges incuned before tenninatiol1 and in cormection with and orderly 
transition of the malter. 

The Rules of Professional Conduct list several types of conduct or circumstances that require or 
allow us to withdraw from representing a client, including, for example: persistence in a course of 
conduci which we reasonably believe to be criminal or fraudulent, insistence upon pursuing and 
objective whic.h we consider 10 be repugnant or imprudent, failure of a substantial nature 10 fulfiU an 
obligation after reasonable warning that it wi ll resull in our witlldrawal, or other good cause. 

DILLING ARRANGEME NTS AND TERMS OF PAYMENT 

Our invoices wi ll report the work done by attorneys and other professionals on the matter, and 
describe the work performed. Unless otherwise provided in our engagement Jetter, we will provide you 
,'lith a bill upon completion of the assignment. Payment is due on receipt. 

We wil l give you nolice if your account becomes delinquent, and you agree to bring the account 
or the retainer deposit current. If the delinquency continues and you do not arrange satisfactory payment 
terms, we may withdraw from the representation and pursue collection of your account. And you agree 
that non-payment of our fees is a valid basis for our request to so withdraw. To the extent collection of 
your account becomes necessary, yo u agree that, in addition to any unpaid balance and iDterest thereon, 
we wi ll be entitl ed to recover all costs and ex penses ofcollection, includ ing reasonabl e attorney fees. 

219739OO5.! 09999109998·JlI2 



APPENDlXA 

SERVICES TO BE PERFORJ\,IED 

1. Preparation of fonn of letters to be sent 1.0 taxing {mit::; within Tuscola County which 
have re-eeiv«l paymenis from lhe Tuscola County Delinquel1t Tax Revolvmg Fund (the 
"DiEF") because of the deJinqllem real property taxes or: the Metal:ation pa.!cc:s in Vasser 
Michigan; 

2, Answering ques{ioJls from ldx-ing units; 

3. Advice to the County Treasurer and me County regarding, such matters; 

4, Working with the County Treasurer and the County to arrange for the possible sale of 
Sij~b pan.::els 10 the City ofVu5ser from the DIR.F; 

5, Advising the County Treasurer on the necessary steps to proceed Wlth lhe final 
foreclosure of such parcels tOT all unpcici deticquent taXes on such parcels in eady 201 9; 

6, Dranjng any necessary purchase and sate agreement between the Caumy Treasurer 
and Ite Ci'iy ofVnsser induding consultation wl'd1 COl.:r:ty'S general counsel; 

1. A~sjsting in obtaimng Grants for environmental assesSment and deanup on such 
parcels; and 

8. Answering o~her legal questions whicb relate to t,~e sule of such parcels. 

CHARGESFQR SERVICES 

HQURL Y C{lARGE: 	 $250 per hour for time expended on the project If possible this 
will be paid from the proceeds of the sale of such prope.rty as 
it is foreclosed and sold, 

[lJSBURSEMENTS: 	 Charges for travel expenses, telephone and rr.cssaging costs 
including Federol Express to be billed monthly. 

6 
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mhoagland@tuscolacounty.org 

Subject: f W; Fo rm o f Letter 

Attachments: FORM OF LETIER -Tuscola-Vasser w_Appx_s.DOCX 


Michael R. Hoagland 

Tuscola County Controller/Administrator 

989-672-3700 

mhoagland@tuscolacounty.org 


VISIT US ON LINE FOR COUNTY SERVICES @ www.tuscolacounty.org 

From: mhoagla nd@tuscolacounty.org [rna i1to:mhoagla nd@tuscolacounty.orgJ 

Sent: Tuesday, June 5, 2018 1:24 PM 


To: 'Bardwell Thorn' <bardwellthomas1@grnail.com>; 'Bierlein Matthew' <mbierlein@tuscolacounty.org>; 'Kim 

Vaughan' <kvaughan@tuscolacounty.org>; 'Kirkpatrick Craig' <ckirkpatrick@tuscolacounty.org>; 'Tom Young' 


<tyoung@tuscolacounty.org> 


Cc: John Axe <jaxe@clarkhill.com>; Patricia Gray <pdonovan@tuscolacounty.org> 

Subject: FW: Form of Letter 


Commissioners 

I have heard there may be some confusion regarding the delinquent tax chargeback process. The 
attached letter was drafted by Attorney John Axe for the County Treasurer. It explains that Section 
87b of Public Act 206 as amended requires the County Treasu rer to chargeback local taxing 
jurisdictions for unpaid delinquent taxes . Under the law this chargeback requirement is vested in the 
County Treasurer (not the Board of Commissioners). 

John Axe is also preparing a timeline of events in attempting to resolve the many complicated issues 
involving this property. This time line and corresponding events will be based on the assumption the 
City of Vassar will exercise their right of first refusal to acquire the property. 

Mike 

Michael R. Hoagland 
Tuscola County Control ler/Administrator 
989-672-3700 
mhoagland@tuscolacQunty.org 

VISIT US ON LINE FOR COUNTY SERVICES @ www.tuscolacounty_org 

From: Remus, Stephenye L [mailto:sremus@clarkhill.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 5, 2018 11:23 AM 

To: mhoag,land@tllsc.olacounly.org 
Subject: FW: Form of Lefler 

mailto:mhoag,land@tllsc.olacounly.org
mailto:mailto:sremus@clarkhill.com
www.tuscolacounty_org
mailto:mhoagland@tuscolacQunty.org
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mailto:bardwellthomas1@grnail.com
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FORM OF LETTER TO BE SENT TO ALL 

UNITS OF GOVERNMENT WHICH HA VE RECEIVED 


PAYMENTS FROM THE DTRF ON THE 2015, 2016 AND 201, 

DELINQUENT TAXES ON THE METALATION PARCEL IN VASSER, MICHIGAN 


To: 

Re: Charge backs for payments Received by the of for 20 J5, 20 J 6 
and 2017 Delinquent Rea! Property Taxes from the Tuscola County DeJinqueJl1 Tax 

Re volving Fund (lhe "DTRF") 

Allached hereto as Appendix J, pJease find a summary of the amounts which the 
___ ___ of has received on the delinquent reaJ propel1Y [axes for the 
years 20 15, 2016 and 20 17 which have been pajd 10 your unit of goverlUnenl from the DTRf jn 

20 16,20 17 and 2018 on the tax paJcels described in Appendix I, attached hereto. 

This chargeback is being made by the Tuscola County Treasurer pursuant to the power 

granred to me by Section 87b of Public Act 206 oflbe Public Acts of Michigan. as amended 
("Act 206"). 

The provision in Act 206 which requires me to make thi s chargeback is set forth in 
Appendix 2 attached to this letter. 

If you or your attorney have any questions regarding thi s mal1er please contact: 

John R. Axe 


Clark Hill, PLC 

500 Woodward Ave. 


Suite 3500 

Detroit, M1 48226 


(313) 309-9452 or (3 J3) 330-9696 

jaxerQlclarkhi II.com 


Very truly yours, 

Tuscola County Treasurer 

2 19745578. 1 09999/09998-3 112 



APPENDIX [ 


Summary of the amounts which have been paid to the _____ of _____ from 

the Tuscola County Delinquent Tax Revolving Fund for the taxing parceis _____, _____ 
and ____ 

Delinquent Tax Amount Paid Date Paid 

219745578. 1 09999/09998-3112 



Al'PENDIX 11 

ScctJon 87b,( I) pf Ac! 206 of :he Public Ac!s of; 893, as alnend¢d [:YfCL2 i L87b.ll)J 

SiX' S7b 

If the ddlnquenl taxes that are due and payable to the 
county are not received by the county on behalf of the 
iaxing units )n the courny and this state for any reason, 
the county has full right of recourse against the taxing 
unit or to this state for the slate COuc2iion tax under the 
stare education lRX ael, 1993 P A 33 [; MeL 2] 1.901 to 

211 906, to recover the amocnt of the- delinquc'-'1t taxes 
JOC interest m Lhe ralC of J%:, per month or fraction of f'. 
month or :1 lower rate as <::srablished by resolution of the 
board of commiSSlOJ1erS until repaid to the county by the 

t<l:-::mg un.it. 

2197~55;K! 0999910999$.,3) 12 
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S H ER IFF GLEN SKRENT UNDERSHE R IFF ROBERT BAXTE R 


420 COURT STREET , CARO, M! 48723 

Phone: 989-673-81 G 1 Fax: 989..673-8164 


To: Mike Hoagland and the Tuscola County Board of Commissioners 

From: Sheriff Glen Skrent 

Ref: out of st ate training for Det/Sgt. Jim Hook 

Da te: 6/4/2018 

There is a need for staff to be t rained in cyber forensIcs. This is the basic information on the need. 

Unlike thE' shows you may see on TV, ifll0day's at::e 0 1 rapidly developml! techl'lOlogy. il's nOI alwaV~ a drop of blood or a Sirand of hilir that 501v(,5 

the crime. Inslt'"d, oor ni llon's l"w cn/Olcernrml is Increasingly relying upon digita l e",idel'\Ct' - whether it be.; debil (<lid purchase thai was made, 

a eeolocalion signal that was detected or a te)/\ message thai was!.('ot - In order 10 ~ol"e rhe ( flmes rhev face on a dai ly ba~is. 

nre ~dcled layer of compie)ltv posed bv the digita l ~Ce infhJen<e5 nearly every uime OUI raw enfo((ement ollicers fact' today. lhis ma~t':' il 

incredibly impenant lhal we ensult' (JU t UnIted Sl ..te~ SEcret Service oHlCer.; cao effectively col laborate wllh theIr SOiHe and local (ounle!parr ~ ro 

advance t heir mul u<l l g(JalSln 501"1n1: crimes in every jurisdiction. 

Thi5 is why, in 2008, the Alab~ma Off'ce Of ProSecutl(Jn Servl(o:s teamed up wi t h the United !>lale~ Secret ServIce to open a f.x;ility in Hoover, AI~. 

speCJficaily tasked with tr~ in ine law enforcement to <lddre5l tile cybcr <lnd digital components of crime on a state and IOCil l level: Ihe Nil tionill 

Computer Forensics Inst itute (NCFI) . 

Since opening its doors in 2008, the NCFI hilS Hained more t han 6.000 state and loca l police officials. prosecutOrS <lnd judges from al! 50 stat es and 

three U.S. Terri tor ies, including 3,900 law enforcement ofkers, 1,800 prosecutors and 400 judges. To dare, NCFI graduates represent over 2.500 

agencies nationWide. 

This is free training and everything except for wages is included and is put on by the Secret Service. Flights/hotels/per 

diem is paid for. The location for the training is in Alabama. I am asking the board to allow this ou t of stale training. 

Sher iff Glen Skrent 

MIS~ON STATEMENT, The Tu >( o l .. CO...ru\, Slu' /lft'$ Offic.~ wilt "'IV" lhe IIvbli~ b V IIfOV!difll:: U~ isUn(e. (OOld.n .. rion Ind d(,rwery 01 liIW ~fo,(..menl, c.orreclions ,no:! 

SVP;lOrt services fOt Ih(' ~afety "net ptOlc-c\<on of people and p'opertywilh ' ei~t 10 lhe (OnSlil .... iorQ' rigllis 01 "II <"hens. 




61612018 Senate parlel OKs Il uge tax break 101 Mlclligan ulil,lies 

The next big corporate tax cut? Senate panel OKs big 
break for util ities 

£.ml..£U.!l, Dell"oi( Frte \'resl Pubil<11«I 5:-'4 p.m lOT Jun.~. 20J~ llipd''''d 6:IJ p.m. ET JUM ~.1018 

LANSING -It could be Michigan's neXl big corporate tax cuI.fr .. 
And the latest blow to funding for lOcal governments. 

A bill reported out of a Senate commiUee Tuesday would exempt Michigan utilities from personal property taxes 

on their transmission lines and pipelines - a change the Senate Fiscal Agency estimates could cost local 

governments $576.3 mill ion annually within 10 years. 

(Pook>; ~n GrnylDe/roil hee 
,,~) The bill's sponsor. Sen. John Proos. R·SI. Joseph. says it would help protect MiChigan electricity customers 

from higher rales as Consumers Energy and OTE spend hundreds of millions of OOllars 10 upgrade their 

infrastructure and improve reliability. 

l ocal governments - already struggiing 10 stay afloat because 01 reduced state revenue Sharing over Ume and property lax revenues that haven't 

recovered from real estate -values thai plunged during the last recessiorl - say the bill as written is a nonstarter. 

-There's no way lhallocal governments can absorb this: said Chris Hackbarth, director 01 slate and federal atlairs for Ihe Michigan Municipal league. 

Reliable eleclticily supply is important. bu. so are r€:liable bridges, roads, water systems Slld police and fire departments. Hackbarth told 11M! commitJee. 

More: FraSe! imposes 9-mit tax increase; other towns coutd follow (~f!Willpcalhnjchlgaohnacomb/2()18J05J28tfrasef-«rnmunjljes.soecja!­

assessmeDt.ajllaget§4461SQ02l) 

More: Dan Gilbertoets slate OK tOf $618M in tax breaks !or Pelroil R!P~(~~YIbu$ioes$/"l2hD:gLilli9her12Q18!05l22!L1a!)-9ilber\:(:!e1roit. 

12[Qjact.s.lax-b!eaks/63()257QQ2f) 

The Senate Finance Committee, after about an hour 01 testimony, sent the bill to the full Senate on a 4·2 vole . Chairman Sen. Jad-; Brandenburg, R· 

Harrison Township, Proos, Sen. Pave Robertson, R-Grand Blanc, and Sen. Marty Krlollerlberg, R·Troy ...Oling In favor. The two Democrats, Sen. Steve 

Bieda eX WafTen and Sen. Rebekah Warren of Ann Arbor, votad 00. 

Proos said Tuesday's Senate appro...al is the start ofwl1at he expe~ts will be a lengthy discussiOn about how 10 possibly improve the bil!. He anticipates it 

could be ready for passage In the fall. which he said he would prefer. or the lame duck sessiOn after the November election. 

"I'm an ears for lhose discussions," but "i"s time we addressed this question," Proos said . 

If approved. the bill would be the third massive corporate tal( cui passed by the GOP-controlled Michigan Legislature since Republican Gov. Rick. Srlyder 

look. onice in 2011. The eliminaliorl of the Michigan Business Tax in 2012 - replaced with a 6% corporate Income tax that only a minority of businasses 

pay - cost the treasury about $1.8 billion a year. The phaseout of the personal property tax on industrlDI equipment. which began in 2014 and is still 

being phased in. is estimated to cost about $1.3 billion. 

But the legislation to phase out the personal property lax on industrial equipment inCluded a replacement for lost local government revenues. The bHI the 

committee approved Tuesday does not. 

The b~1 would not apply to electrical generating stations but would el(empt from personal property lal( all electrical transmission systems. substations, gas 

and water distribution syslems and pipelines. and gas storage equipment installed arter Dec. 31.2017. 

"While the irlitial fiscal impaci would depend on the rate at which new property would be installed u property ages ar.d is replaced. the bill would 

evenlua~y exempt all eligible utHlty personal property: said an analysis of Senate BUI 1031 from the Senate Fiscal Agency. 

The taxable value of utility personal property statewide increased nearly 55% from 2000 to 2017. an increase 01 $4 .2 b~lion that brought the lotal taxable 

value 01 utility personal property in Michigan 10 $11.9 billion, the repan said. 

n"",, -,_ rr.. ..n_r:nmt"" ....rvm~nt'-"lIm......non<lrvLt 'l tsIllI'IllJ:'>/mor.nlD,.r>-.'••"'... ' ....~n"". I<lX _nrAAM _1"."""IlI" '''-'''114'' ' ''1 
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"To illustrate the eventual ~1agnilude 01 tile BXemp1l0n ... the revenue reduc!ioll woulo lolal approximEleiy $652 8 million" based or eUITenl \'8Iue, W'u-, 

$576.3 ml:lion losl to lecal gov€mm€nts and $76 6 mil:ion lost 10 lr,e SCl100i Au Fund, the rer:;or1 said. If one-tentl-: of the utility equipment got replaced 

€8ch year, Ihose lull impacts could b€ fell In ~ C years, the repo.1 said. 

Caroie Kvoriak Sm,!h, direcl0f 01 tax pl<mn''lg for Consumers Energy, said 1116 company is embarking on a program to replace 115 Eging infraSlruclllre to 

modernize it and Improve salety and reliability. Tile ccmpany CJrren::y pays about $180 mi:l:on In ~erso!1al ;:>ropeny laxes on equipment covered by !he 

bill and expects that number 10 increase 10 $400 million by 2025, she said, 

Since Ihose COSlS are passed on 10 (atepayers !l1rOU911 (ale Increases, "it's n01 paid by Consumers Energy - ii'S paid by all of our customers," Smil~, 

said. 

Though he said he voted to pass the bill out of committee 10 cont_nue the discussiorL Knoller-berg said he has serious concems about the bill and 

\'Iowldn'! support il on Ihe Senate Hoor in its present form 

"TI,ere needs to be a minimum level of laxation sa thaI services CCln be provided," Knollenberg said. "Our communities ... are under water as il is. When 

we take aWBy from Itleir revenue stream in the fulure, how do we replace it? Do we care?" 

Knollenberg, who owns a restaurant, also questioned wt>y utililies thaI have 10 replace equipment should gel a break on their persom,1 property taxes 

wilen small businesspeople like him dor.'L 

Preas, who said after the me€ting he was approoched by Micl1igan utmties abou! sponsoring the bill, said Consumers plans 10 spend up to $3 billion 10 

Imp~cve relialtlty ano DTE Energy up to $4,2 billicn. The costs 01 the associa1ed personal property taxes will ellher be reduced or passe<! on 10 

ratepayers, 11e said. 

He asked Knollenberg to consider how electricity outages wOIJld affect revenues at 11is restaurant. 

Procs, who can't run for the Senate 8galn because of term limits, has received $5,000 in campaign donations from political action commtttees connected 

with DTE sl1l0:>1I1e last election :and $4,000 from Consumers. plus smaller amounts from other utility companies, stale records show, 

Several school and local government groups submitted cards saying they oppose the bill, as ooes the state Treasury D-elX'lrtmenf In j1s present form. The 

Michigan Chamber of Commerce submitted a card saying it favored the change. 

Conlacl Paul Egan: 517-37208660 orpegan@freepress.com, Follow him on Twit/er@ofjulegan4. 

Read or Share this story: htlps:llon.freep.coml2.M2TcPq 

htlps:lfll.w'JII.freep.cOmfstoryf:1e~lS!:ocal!michigan!20 I 8fOSroS!michigan-senale-panei-tax-break -utilillesl67 4 681 0021 212 
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-- CRAIN'S
- DETROIT BUSINESS 

June 06, 2018 6:36 a.m. 

Lawmakers consider major personal property tax cut 
for DTE, Consumers 
By Gangwer News Service 

f in liD 

Consumers Energy Co. DTE Energy Co. Government More + 

~----- - ---- ---. _ . . _- ._.- -- ------ ----------- - --- - .._- --_ .------ -­

• Bill could cost local governments and schools more than $600 million 'in revenues 

• Legislation addresses potential impact increased PPTs utilities could pay on anticipated billions of 

dollars in distribution investment 

• Ratepayers would ultimately have to shoulder the costs 

A bill that wou ld exempt all new personal property installed and used by utilities for energy distribution, 
which could cost local governments and schools more than $600 million in revenues as written, was 
reported Tuesday to the Senate floor by the Senate Finance Committee. 

But the sponsor of S8 1031 said the full Senate would take no action on the measu re before the chamber 
adjourns for summer break. Sen. John Proos, R-St. Joseph, said he hoped to see action on the measure 
during the fall and that he would work with the utilities, local governments, schools and others to reach 
some agreement on the overall proposal. 

He insisted something must be done, however, to recognize the potential impact the increased personal 
property taxes utilities could pay on anticipated billions of dollars in distribution investment could have on 
the costs to ratepayers, as they would have to shoulder the costs. 

The measure was reported party line 4-2. The move to report the biU came as something of a surprise, and 
after committee chair Sen. Jack Brandenburg, R-Harrison Township, recessed the committee to caucus 
with the Republican members. 

In introducing the bill, Proos said any tax increases a utility would see from increased investment would be 
built into a utility's rates (and a tax planning expert for Consumers Energy Co. said the $180 miltion the 
company paid in personal property taxes in 2017 could grow to $400 million by 2025) and then passed on 



Lawmakers cor:s:der major personal prop(orty!e~ cui for DTE, Consu'ners I Craip's Detloil Busif,ess CIG/2018 

to ratepayers, both individuals 2nd businesses. Steps must be taken to protect the ratepayers from some 

of those cost increases, he said. 

Gov. Rick Snyder m2de improving distribution of energy a top priority, Proos said. Because Michigan does 
not have the advantage of other states with distribution systems runni ng through them that affects 
multiple states, it must rely heav;!y on home-grown generation and distribution. 

The two largest utilities in the state are anticipating spending billions on improved distribution, he said. 
Detroit-based DTE Energy Co. expects to spend $4.2 billion in improved distribution in five years, while 
Jackson~based Consumers expects to spend $3 billion, Proos said. 

However, unlike the PPT cut agreement the state reached in 2012, after severa! years of discussions, 
nothing in 5B 1031 as now written would guarantee that local governments get reimbursed forthe lost 
revenue. PPT revenue remains a slgnificant sourCE of revenues to local governments, along with property 
taxes on land and buildings. 

Officials representing local governments and schools warned of the effect the legislation could have on 
providing services, such as police <lnd fire, to residents <lnd the long~term effects that cou Id have on 
attracting new development and business to those communities. 

Chris Hack Barth of the Michigan Municipal league said cities, (Qunties and townships are already 
operating under a "broken system of municipal finance" in the state as revenue sharing is $300 million 
short of what it should be, and local governments are still struggling with reduced property tax revenues 
given the coHapse in values during the Great Recession and the limits on increases on taxable value placed 
on properties as part of the Proposal A schoo! finance reform in 1994. 

local governments need funds to maintain street lights, sewer and water systems as well as public safety, 
he said, and already are delaying maintenance on multiple systems. Those are the types of services that 
can attract talent needed to attract companies, he said, 

The Department of Treasury also opposed the bill. But asked if that demonstrated Snyder was opposed to 
the biB, Proos told reporters after the committee he didn't "think the administration has found a tanding 
spot" on the measure. 

For a bill that could have a potentially massive effect, 5B 1031 consists of just 52 words. A "qualified utility 
personal property is exempt from the collection of taxes under this act" if it is for distribution and "was 
initially installed in this state after December 31,2017," the bi!! said, 

ProDS said the measure would not affect generation of energy, property taxes paid on land,and 

distribution property now in use - presuming it was added before Dec. 31,2017< 


It would affect lines, substations, transformers and other equipment used to move energy to users, he 

said. 


Distribution is critical to improved rellability of energy, Proos said. Speaking di recUy to Sen. Marty 
Knollenberg, R-Troy, who recently opened a new restaurant, Proos said if the restaurant's grills don't turn 
on, then the restaurant can't stay open, 

The measure is setting the stage for a discussion - which Proos told reporters he would have with at! 
interested groups over the next several months -_. on "who pays and who receives" energy services. "We're 

http://www,crainsoelrort.oomfarticlef20; 80606Inews!662926t1awmakers-considsr-majof-personsl·property-tax ·cut-for-dte-consumerS#utm _medIIJ'l"i"'e., <'JS 
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going to see those costs passed through. They are going to be paid for one way or the another" to see 
increased reliability, he said, so finding a way to minimize those costs on ratepayers is critical. 

And Caro lee Chorial Smith, di rector of tax planning for Consumers, sa id that without the bill the increased 
PPT costs would be passed on directly to customers. 

But Knollenberg said there "needs to be a minimum level of taxes for services." Many "communities are 
underwater as it is," he said, and "when you take away from them a revenue stream in the future , do we 
care about that? I do." 

Knollenberg did vote to report the b ill but said he would vote against it in the full Senate if it does not 
resolve his concerns. 

Deena Bosworth with the Michigan Association of Counties said the bill does not consider all infrastructure 
needs in the state such as improving roads, water and sewer systems. 

Those needs shou ld not be excluded, she said, and "someone has to pay for them"" All local governments 
need to be part of finding a solution to the issues raised by the bill , she said. 

_M_IC_H_I_C_A_N_M_O_R_N__ ___ __ """ " ------------------------------------------------ 1'N_C_N_EWS_lC':_~_R_------- "- " 
Get a roundup of important news that happens each day. 
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mhoagland@tuscolacounty.org 

From: mhoa9 land@tuseolacounty.org 
Sent: Friday, June 1, 2018 12:06 PM 
To: Senator Mike Green; Representative Canfield 
Cc: Clayette Zechmeister (Clayene Zeehmeister); Deena Boswonh; 'Carl Osentoski '; 

rsundquist@clarkhill.com; Mike Krause; Angie Daniels; Angie Daniels; 'Bardwell Thom'; 
'Bierlein Matthew'; 'Kim Vilughiln'; 'Kirkpatrick Craig'; 'Tom Young' 

Subject: FW: Senate 8ill 1031 (Utility Personal Property Tax Exemption) 
Attachments: 2018-SI B-1031.pdf; mcl-211-34c.pdf 

Senator Green and Representative Canfield 

We j usl bfCllnle 8\\,are of recenlly inlrod\lced legis lalion Iha l would siglli fi canIiy reduce the C:lmOlmt of revenue 
the cOLlm)' and other tax ing jur isdictions receive f)"Om fu1ure wind turbine projects. The specific Senate Bi ll is 
No. 103 1 introduced by Senator John Proos 011 May 29, 201 8 and refened to the Senate Committee on Finance. 
As you know we are heavi ly dependent on wind turbine revenue to deliver county services. 

The bill is shon bUi ~onsequemia l. Any "qualified tl tili !), personal propert y" iilstalled Ln this state after 
December 3J, 20 ) 7 would be exempt from Laxal ion under the Michigan General Property Tax act. Peninenl to 

MREC maners, thi s would include e lectric tran.s mission and distdbution systems and substat ion 
equipment Whi le wind energy systems (indus tr ial personal propeny) are not included underground coJlection 
lines wOllid be. The bil l al so covers gas storage equipment and Iransmiss ion Jine of gas or oil transporting 
companies. The proposed SB 1031 and a copy of MeL 211 .34c are attached. 

This bi ll would resu lt in hundreds of thousands of dollars o f future revenue loss to not on l y Tuscola COUJ1ty but 

all local lax ingjuri sd icrions. Please review thi s hill to undersland its nega ti ve fi nanc ia l consequences. We 
CalUlot afford anolher critical revenue loss tklt would occur irIhis bill is adopted. We have done rough 
calculations that show a tirst loss of over $ 145,000 j ust for the an ticipated addi tional 96 wind turbines to be 
constructed in Tuscola COli llty. This loss would occur every yea r lhereafte r. 

Thi s is an impOJtan! issue. Please work to protect this revenue SOllrce wh ich is critical to the delivery of 
essemiaJ services in Tuscola County. 

Thank you . 

Michae l R. Hoagland 
Tuscola County ContrOller/Administrator 
989·672·3700 
mhOag land@tuscolacounty.org 

VISIT US ON LINE FOR COUNTY SERVICES @ www.tuscolacounty.org 
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TAX EXEHPTION: UTIUTY PERSONAL PROP. S.B. 1031: 
SUMMARY OF IN"TRODUCED BILL 

lI'J COMMln"EE 

Senote FlfJ=1 Af¥)ncy 
Telepho~: (o1T) 373-5383~. 

P. O. Box 30036 BILL ANALYSIS 
Fax: (517) 373'-1980sf~ Lansing, Mlchfgan 489f)9·7536 

Senate Bill 1031 (as introduced 5-29-)8) 
Sponsor: Senator John Proas 
Committee: Finance 

Date Completed: 6-5-18 

CONTENT 

The bill would amend the Genera! Property Tax Act to exempt qualified l'tility personal 
property from the collection of taxes under the Act. 

"Qualified utility personal property" would mean property that meets both of the fOlloWing: 

Is the fol!owing utility personal property: electric transmission and distnbutlon systems, 

substation equipment, spare parts, gas distribution systems, water transmission and 

distritution systems, -gas storage equipment, anC transmission lines of gas or oil 

transporting companies. 

Was initially installed in the State after December 31,2017. 


(The Act imposes a tax of 6% on the purchase price or sales price of nonexempt personal 
property.) 

Proposed Mel 211.9p Legisiatlve Analyst: Drew Krogulecki 

FISCAL IMPACT 

The bill would reduce State and local property tax revenue, and if per-pupil funding 
guarantees were maintained, increase School Aid Fund expenditures. While the initial fiscal 
Impact would depe:"1(/ 8n the rate at which new property would be installed as property ages 
and is replaced, U)e bill would eventually exempt all eligible utility personal property. The 
taxable value of utility oersonal property statewide increased 54.8% between 2010 and 20ll, 
an increase of $4.2 billion that brought the total taxable value of utility personal property to 
$11.9 billion. To illustrate the eventual magnitude of the exempti:::n, if the bill were to exempt 
ail existing eligible utility personal property, the revenue reduction would total approximately 
$652.8 rni!li8n ($76.6 million in State Education Tax revenue to the School Aid Fund, $5763 
million to local units of governrnent) and Schoof Aid Fund expenditures would need to increase 
by approxlma~ely $243.1 million in order to rnaintain per-pupil funding guaran~ees. Of the 
$576.3 million in I:)eal unit losses, revenue to counties, cities, and villages would fall by $189.1 
million, local school operating revenue would decline by $243,1 million, and the remaining 
revenue losses woulo be spiit across community colleges, intermediate school districts, and 
ButhOi"ities. If tr,e average life of eligible utility personal property were 10 years, and 
taxpayers replaced approximately one-l0t'~ of existing prope:ty each year, the bill's impac!: i:l 
the first year would be one-10th of the figures shown above, with the revenue reductions 
increasing each year for 10 years. 
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In 2017, the taxable value of utirity personal property represented approximately 3.S% of 
total st"atewlde taxable va lue but the share for individual local units varied significantly. As a 
result, the impact by individual loca l units would vary substantially, based on t he amou nt of 
eligible ut ility persona l property located In a local unit. For example, utility personal property 
represented 0. 12% of tota l taxable value in the City of Harbor Springs, in Emmet County, but 
65.2% of total ta xable va lue in Stockbridge Township in Ingham County. Utility personal 
property rep resented mare than 50% of a local unit's total taxable va lue in five townships, 
and between 25 % and 50% of tota l taxable value in another 31 cities and townships. In 
contrast, uti lity persona l property represented less than 1.0% of tota l ta xable va lue in 70 
cities and townships. 

Personal property ta x exemptions enacted In 2012 for certain commercial and industrial 
personal property were eventua ll y tied to the creation of the l oca l Community Stabilization 
Authority, whiCh provideS reimbursements to local units for the revenue lost as a result of the 
exemptions. The bill wou ld not reimburse local units for revenue lost as a result of the 
exemptions. Furthermore, because utility personal property and the property exempt under 
t he 2012 exemptions are distributed differently, loca l unit losses under the bill would be 
distributed differently than losses (and reimbursements) associated with the exem ptions 
adopted in 2012. 

Fiscal Analyst : David Zin 

$A$I$11181.s1Q31u 
This analysis was prepared by I)OI1partisan Senate st3ff for use by the Ser\ate in its del'beralions and does not constitute 3n official 
sta tement of legislative ~UtrH 
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mhoagland@tusco!acounty.org 

From: Deena BO:$wcnr: <bosworth@rn;(ourlties.org> 

Sent: Wednesday, JeHle 6, 2e18 9:34 AM 

To: m hoag land@luscolacoun:y_org 

Cc Senator Mike Green; Representative Canfield: Bardwell Thorn; S"erlein Matthew; Kin", 

Vaughar,; Kirkp~trkk Craig; Tom Young: Carl Osentoskt Mike KraJse; 
"sundc,ui$t@(:I<irkhil~.c.orr.; Angie Daniel,s 

SubJe.;:t: It>::?: $8 1031 

Mike, 

! have met with the b!1I sponsor Bnd with Consumers about this bill. I was in committee yesterday and testified in 

opposition to the bill. 

! have been assured that we wHl be working on this bifl over the surrmer and that the ful! Senate is not going to vote on 

it before the fa'" 

Please call me If you'd like to talk further. 

Deena 
517-282·1647 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 6, 2018, at 8:18 AM, "mhoag!and@tuSCOlacounty.org" <!!!.Q9..?gj£!!O@tuscolaCollnty,org>wrote: 

The Detroit Free Press article in the link below discusses the major negative financial 
impacts SB 1031 would have on revenue needed to provide government services. 

https:llwv,,'\iV,freep com/sfory!news/local/michiganf2018!06/05/mlchican~senate-Qatiel~ 
tax·break ·utilitles/57 46810021 

Michael R. Hoagland 
Tuscola County Conlroller/Adminis!rator 
989-672-3700 
mhoagland(Q{tusco!acounty.org 

VISIT US ON LINE FOR COUNTY SERVICES @ www.tuscolacount~.org 

Th soma:: ani any files :-arttt!1illed wi:h Ii lire ',/e!1ded s:llel, ia: rne use of !he ,r.rjMil.'?/ o;&l1"11r;w:1O,1l :'ley 8'U aooressei :1 yo;! fW'IB 
f&ee.vetf ~'jis C'Tlhl h (n); pleaae rtO'"lY (00 I't!t!MtI:.tt- se1de< Tms m2ssilge ;):;'\IW_I¥i conl.oor-tiallrfo'""vlrio0 and is irYt-ndeO ;)nly fer !!"It 
iod'I!l;j"OI GkI!\'N1. if yo;, an <!O; lhe hOIr.ej OO(!(O!<!<M yOU sl\{";uId 0::': Qls;;;e;rir,,:e, :llstr.bll:O Of C,)Df :ill" iHr.a~ P,ease t"lOt,fy trW! Se:'l:1H 
~nme(llale'Y by (:H,HII!;r yO.1 hS\f& receiveO Hils tHi'lili!:'v rnismkc arid oe!ece this e-mail 1ro'TI youi SjI$\e;TI, If you fire rmt the frl(anct:xi rociple'i\ 
yo,," am not'tie{) that disclcsi'ig, co;;y:ng. (li":"~.1!"""d ()r tilkipg any ilfJlOn in re~af\c;, onthe Ct)l)10f"l\$ 01 th~ II"OJ"n'lJ(IM is strictly of1'}hibM1 
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mhoagland@tusco lacounty.org 

Subject : FW: MIOC Caseload Study 

Michael R. Hoagland 

Tuscola County Controller/Administrator 

989-672-3700 
mhoagland@tuscolacounty .org 

VISIT US ON LINE FOR COUNTY SERVICES @ www.tuscolacounty.org 

From: Lo ren Khogali [mailto:lkhogali@michiganidc.gov) 

Sent: Friday, June 1, 2018 10:59 AM 

To: mhoagland@tuscolacounty.org 

Cc: Judge Amy Gierhafl <agierhart@tuscolacounly.org>; 'Caryn Michalak' <cmichalak@tuscolacounty.org>; Clayette 

Zechmeister fClaye tte Zechmeister) <2clay@tuscolacounty.org>; Senator Mike Green 

<senmgreen@senate.michigan.gov>; Representative Canfield <edwardcanfield@house.mi.gov>; Deena Bosworth 

<Bosworth@micounties.org>; Barbara Klimaszewski <bklimaszewski@michiganidc.gov>; Marla McCowan 

<mmccowan@michiganidc.gov>; 'Bardwell Thom' <bardwellthomas1@gmail .com>; 'Bierlein Matthew' 

<mbierte in@tuscolacounty.org>; 'Kim Vaughan' <kvaughan@tuscolacounty.org>; 'Ki rkpatrick Craig' 

<ckirkpatrick@tuscolacounty.org>; 'Tom Young' <tyoung@tuscolacounty.org> 

Subject: RE : MIDC Caseload Study 


Mr. Hoagland: 


Thank you for your email. I appreciate your concern about funding as required by the statute. We are still in the midst 

of the appropriations process. Once we have firm 'information about MIDC's appropriation, we will communicate that to 


all of the local system s. 


My email this morning was an announcement of an indigent defense case load study that MIOC is undertaking with 

RAND. The information we receive from the study will help inform our workload standa rd . We are simply asking that 

you share the announcement with attorneys appointed in indigent criminal cases in your system. 

Please don' t hesitate to reach out with any addit ional questions. We look forward to continuing to work with you. 


Best, 

l oren 


From: mhoagla nd@t usco lacountv .org (rna ilto:mhoagla nd@tuscolacounty.orgJ 

Sent: Friday. June 01,20188:34 AM 

To: loren Khogali <lkhoga1i@michiganidc.gov> 

Cc: Judge Amv Gierhart <agierhart@tuscolacounrv.org>; 'Caryn Michalak' <cmichalak@tusco lacounty.org> ; Clayette 

Zechmeister (Clayette Zechmeister) <2clay@tuscolacounly.org>; SenatorMikeGreen 

<senmp;reen@senate. michigan.gov>; Representative Canfield <edwardcanfield@hQuse.mi.gov>; Deena Bosworth 

<Bosworth@micou nties.o rg>; Barbara Klimaszewski <bklimaszewski@michiganidc.gov>; 'Bardwell Thorn' 

<bardwelithoma s1@gma il.com>; 'Bierlein Matthew' <mbier lein@Wscolacounty .org>; 'Kim Vaughan' 
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<!:.:~_0.~ghan_@~_l.!_~_~:QLQ!::g_~!E1.1y.~}£g>; 'Kirkpatrick Craig' <£.kirkfJ.?l rick@tuscolacoumy.org>; 'Tom Young' 

<iYQ_Y..QR.@J~_~~rQJ~_<;:_Qu n t'L..Q!:g> 
Subject: HE": MIDC Caseload Study 

Good rnomlng 

VVith due respect it is our opinion in Tuscola County and in many other counties that any further 
planning of indigent defense should not occur until the state honors its commitment to fund all new 
system costs. This clearly has not been done to date. If fact, significant portions of the new costs for 
this expanded Indigent defense system are proposed to be passed onto counties which they simply 
cannot afford 

There is no question there is need for improvement in the system We fulfilled the development and 

gained approval of the Plan for improvement by the Indigent Defense Commission, This alone took 

Significant county time and cos1. Now it is time for the state to fully fund the new systern and not 

financially strap counties with the costs for the new system. We were repeatedly told through the 

planning process that the plan did not have to be Implemented if the state did not fund 100% of new 

costs. 


Michael R. Hoagland 

Tuscola County Controller/Adrninistrator 

989-672-3700 

mhoaqland@tuscolacounty.orq 


VISIT US ON LINE FOR COUNTY SERVICES @ www.tuscolacounty.org 

From: Loren Khog31i lDJ_eHtQJ!\bggali@ml~_bJp;anidc.go'L.l 
Sent: Friday, June 1, 2018 7:23 AM 
To: Loren Khogali <lkhog2Jj.@michiganidc.gov> 
Cc: Marla McCowan <n1n:!ccowan@michil@!l~>; Jonah Siegel <i~jg~grl@rnichiga0idc.gov> 
Subject: MIDC Caseload Study 

Good morning~ 

We are writing with an update on the Michigan Indigent Defense Commission's (MIDC) latest project and to solidt your 
assistance in securing project participants. With the assistance of the RAND Corporation, the MIDC will be developing 

maximum caseload standords forthe delivery of indigent defense services in Michigan in 2018. Maximum caseload 
standards are simply :ools to help identify when the number and mix of criminal defense cases assigned ar. attorney are 
likely to have resulted in workload demands that may adversely impact the attorney's ability to adequately discharge his 
or her ethical oblfgations to clients. These standards will apply to the adult indigent criminal defense case loads of all 

attorneys in the stale, whether such appointments arise from a contract counsel program, an assigned counsel program, 
a public defender office, or some combination thereof. 

The project involves three major data collections that will take place sequentiaJly over the next few months, and we 
need attorneys who accept indigent defense appointments for each of these phases. First, RAND will conduct a 
time study of indigent defe'lse attorneys across the state. For eight weeks, attorneys will be asked to track the time 
they spend on all appointed cases on behalf of adult indigent defendants. The time study will describe the current 
reality in Michigan indigent defense, but may not reflect optimal case load levels. The second data collection will 
seek to learn whether the bar believes that these average time expenditures afford attorneys the ability to provide 
adequate representation. To do so, we wi!! conduct a brief web-based survey to find out what attorneys think is 
the minimum arnount of time that should be devoted, on overage, to criminal defense cases in order to provide 

2 

mailto:i~jg~grl@rnichiga0idc.gov
mailto:lkhog2Jj.@michiganidc.gov
mailto:lDJ_eHtQJ!\bggali@ml~_bJp;anidc.go'L.l
http:www.tuscolacounty.org
mailto:mhoaqland@tuscolacounty.orq
http:iYQ_Y..QR
mailto:ick@tuscolacoumy.org
mailto:0.~ghan_@~_l.!_~_~:QLQ!::g_~!E1.1y.~}�g


adequate legal representation. The final data collection activity will involve a focus group designed to gather the 

opinions of a panel attorneys with extensive experience in the delivery of criminal defense in Michigan. These 

experts will build consensus as to the minimum amount of time that, on average, would be required to provide 

criminal defendants with adequate legal services in various types of cases . 


For more details on each of these phases, the key deliverables, and the expected timeline, please see the project 
website at http J/michiganidc,gov/midc-a nd-rand-caseload-study/' We ask for your assistance in encouraging all 
members of the indigent defense bar to participate in the data collection efforts described above, as they will have 
lasting and profound consequences for their profession and for their clients in the years to come. Attorneys across the 
state will receive requests to participate in the first round of data collection in the coming week. 

If you have any questions, please contac t Or. Jonah Siegel, Research Director a( (he Michigan Indigent Oefense 
Commission by phone (l -517-657·3062) or email (jsiegel@michigan idc.gov). Nicholas M . Pace, project lead at the RAND 

Corporation, can be reached at nickpace@rand.org or 1-310-393-0411 ext. 6176. 

Thank you lor your assistance with this project. 

Best, 
loren 

Loren Khogali 
Executive Director, Michigan Indigent Defense Commission 

200 North Washington Square 
Lansing, MI48193 
517-657 -3063·office 
517-275-2845·ce ll 
httpJ/michiganidc.gov 

Thi& em~ 1I and any foieS lransmnted w~h Hale If''l\el1C!ed solely fOf the use I)[ the IndM duat Q( enlfy [0 whom they are ac:lc:lle~~eCl . If yOU Mile received Ihls ema~ In enol 
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)'OU should not diSs.eml.-.ale. dlslrtlUle Of copy 1I"IlS e-maIL Ptease notify the sender irMlediatety by e-maIl If ~I)u have reeetve<llhis e·mail by ITlIslake and delete ltus e­
mal from your system . II you are IloOC lhe IIlletldNf reCipient yuu are ootifioo IMt disclosing . copylflg. doslnbultng (N lalul"$l any aClion in reliance Ofllhe cooteols of lhis 
infomutioo is stnctly pl"onoblled 
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CONSULTING SERVICES CONTRACT EXTENSION 

By and Between 


Tuscola County, Michigan 

and 

MGT of America Consulting, LlC 

An Agreement was entered into between Tuscola County, Michigan ("Client"). and MGT of 
America Consulling, LLC, a Florida Company ("MGT") on December 17, 2014 for the 
preparation of the FY 2014, 2015 and 2016 Countywide 2 CFR Pan 200 central service cost 
allocation plans. 

Section three (3) of that agreement provided for the renewal of the agreement for two (2) 
additional one (1) year periods with the mutual approval of the County and MGT. 

By written acknowledgement below, both the County and MGT have agreed to extend the 
original agreement for two additional years, under the terms of the original agreement. 
Specifically, that the 2017 and 2018 Countywide 2 CFR Part 200 Cost Allocation Plans will 
be completed for a fee not to exceed $ 7,000 annually. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this agreement extension has been executed and 
delivered by Client and MGT on the day of 2018 . 

TUSCOLA COUNTY, MICHIGAN 

By: __________ 

Name: ____________ Name: J. Bradley Burgess 

As its :____________ As its: Executive Vice President 

Address : 125 W . lincoln Street Address: 2343 Delta Road 
City/State/Zip: Cara, MI 48723 City/State/Zip: Bay City, MI 48706 



5/3012018 

, 
',_?

, 
Clayette Zechmeister <zclay@tuscolacounty.org> 

Tuscola County '.' 
Cost Allocation Plan Contract Extension 
1 message 

Gordon Stryker <GStryker@mglconsuIUng.com> Tue, May 29. 2018 at 4;05 PM 
To: "Michael Hoagland (mhoagland@luscolacounty.org)" <mhoagland@tuscolacounty.org>. "Clayette Zechmeister (Clayelle Zechmeisler)" 
o:::zclay@luscolacounty.org> 

Hi Mike and Clayette 

Hope that your Memorial day weekend was long and relaxing. 

We are getting started on the cost plan season and it appears that we do r;ot have a current agreement for the preparation of the 2017 

Cenlral Services cost allocation plan. 


Our original agreement was tor the 2014. 2015 and 2016 Cosl plans for $7,000Iyr. The agreement allows for a two year extension (2017 

and 2018) With mutual consent. 


MGT would like to extend our onginal agreement for two addlllonal years, under lhe same terms. 

Please let me know il you have any questions. II the draft extension agreement looks OK. please return one fully executed copy of the 

agreement 10 my attention. 


Thanks 


Gordie 


Gordon J. Stryker 

gslry\\er@mgtconsultlng com 

www.mgtconsulting com

MGT··...

"!",' Tuscola County Contract Extension 5-29-2018.pdf 
u 37K 

hUps .lIma iLgoogle comlmail/uIO!? ui~2&ik"'52COOc2418&JsvBr=.dxVNc9Y02g .en .&cbl:g mail_Ie _ 180516.06 _p8&view'=pt&search=moox&th"163ad8163a3b55ge& 
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Lenawee County Data PI·icing 

.p; A I! Data layer req uests require signed copy of Data Dissemination Agreement to be 
turned in BEFORE receiving of data . 
.. Entities with confirmed contracting with Local , Township, County, State or Federal 
governmental entit ies are nOI charged for data, so long as their dala req uest is reslricted to 
(he area of thei r contracted work. 

Example: A company contracted w ith a township for a master plan may request 
data for Ti-lA T TOVlN SHIP ONLY, Not the whole oftbe county. 

* Entities with confirmed contracting with the county (or in county govern mental body) 
may receive data after faxing copy of agree me III to th e oflice. AI! other entities must 
mail or bring in physically signed copies. 

Generallnforwation 
-Parcel Addresses 

$0.05 Per Parcel 

-Ro ll s (Assessment, Real Estate, Owner N ame, Eel.) 

$0.06 Per Parcel 


OR 

$0.50 Per Page 

-Additional CDIDVDs 


S7.00 


Parcel Layer - Basic Info 
Full County: $1,000 


"'County Parcel layer consists of roughly 40,000 parcels 

'"Does not include the Cities of Adrian or Tecumseh 


Per Parce l: $0.04 

*$)0 min imum purchase 


'" Includes basic information, Owner Name, Property Address, Mailing Address, 
eet 
'"Parce l descriptio n may be included upon request 
"'Up to 4 desired field s from Equalization database may be included upon request 
and jfthe export is not time/resource consuming 
*Road cenlerli ne file may be included upon request 



Aerials 
Less {hali i 00 'f lieS 

$40.00 A Tile 
More than 100 Ti 

$10.00 A Tile 

Road Centerlines 
£mire Dalaset 

S5000 

DEM 
rhon 1(10 Ti Jes 

$40.00 A Tile 

\1-orE: than 100 Tiles 


S I 0.00 A Tile 


"Available ~n 2" 4', y, 10' or20' COJ)tOurs;ASCH comadeiim:ied point files; or 
Themflli<: Roster 

Address Points 
Entire Dal11.bMC (Excluding cities of Adrian & Tecumseh) 

$400.00 
"Cemroid Extraction of Parcel Polygon Database with a significant amount of 
building center realignment 
"Not a Firld verified Jayer. attributed data loaded O'om EquaHzatloll database. 

Fire Districts 
Entire Layer 


$I 00.00 




Professional Health & Medical Services 
Russeill. Bush, MD, MPH, President 

720 Fourth Sireel 

lapeer, Michigan 48446-1447 

Ann Hepfer, BSN, RN, Health Officer 

1309 Cleaver Road, Suile B 

Coro, Michigan 48723-9160 

To Whom It Concerns: 

Please lei it be known thaI I pion Public Health Department retirement on September 30, 
2018 at 12:00 midnight. September 30th will be my losl day as the Associated Heollh 
Deportments' Medicol Director, including contracted health departments of lapeer, 
Tuscola, District Health Deportment 412, Sanilac, Saginaw, and Huron Counties. 

Should Saginaw County not find a replacement Medicol Director for theif Department of 
Public Health by September 30, 2018, I will re-negotlate. a s a single entity, a short-term 
contract from Delober 1,2018 through December 31 , 201 e. 
December 31 , 2018 at 12:00 midnight will complete my last day 0' work in Public Health, 

I wish to Ihank all who have provided me the opportunity to serve our citizens In the 
important role as a public health officiol., I must thonk, spacifically, the Health Officers 
and others working in public health for their cooperatton, understanding, contributions. 
and ossls1ance in making my years as a public health service official a great and 
memorable experfence. 

Sincerely, 

.~~ 
Russell L Bush, MD, MPH 
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