
This meeting is open to all members of the public under Michigan’s Open Meetings Act. 
Persons with disabilities who need accommodations to participate in this meeting should contact the Township Clerk’s Office at 517-546-2817 

at least two (2) business days prior to the meeting. 

HOWELL TOWNSHIP BOARD 
REGULAR MEETING 

3525 Byron Road 
Howell, MI 48855 
March 10, 2026 

6:30 pm 

1. Call to Order

2. Roll Call: ( ) Sue Daus ( ) Matt Counts 
( ) Jonathan Hohenstein ( ) Tim Boal 

( ) Jodi Fulton 
( ) Bob Wilson 

3. Pledge of Allegiance

4. Call to the Board

5. Approval of the Minutes:
A. Regular Board Meeting

6. Call to the Public

7. Unfinished Business:
A. Trustee Input on Agenda
B. McCririe v. Howell Township

8. New Business:
A. MHOG – New Operations Contract
B. Sewer and Water Rate Discussion
C. Road Projects
D. Mann IT – Quote
E. Township Email Discussion
F. Appointment to Supervisor Open Seat
G. Flag Contract – Renewal
H. Resident Research Advisory Committee – Revised Organizational Structure

9. Call to the Public

10. Reports:
A. Supervisor B. Treasurer C. Clerk D. Zoning
E. Assessing F. Fire Authority  G. MHOG H. Planning Commission
I. ZBA J. WWTP K. HAPRA L. Property Committee
M. Park & Recreation Committee N. Shiawassee River Committee

11. Disbursements: Regular and Check Register

12. Adjournment
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HOWELL TOWNSHIP REGULAR BOARD 
MEETING MINUTES 

3525 Byron Rd. Howell, MI 48855 
February 9, 2026 

6:30 P.M. 
 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:     MEMBERS ABSENT:  
Sue Daus     Clerk                                         Mike Coddington               Supervisor 
Jonathan Hohenstein        Treasurer    
Matthew Counts                 Trustee                                      
Tim Boal                            Trustee 
Bob Wilson                        Trustee 
                                           
Also in Attendance:  
Joe Verlin – Gabridge and Company 
Deputy Supervisor Kilpela 
23 people signed in 
 
Clerk Daus called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. The roll was called. Clerk Daus requested members 
rise for the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
CALL TO THE BOARD: 
Treasurer Hohenstein requested that Agenda Item 7-A, Tooley Road Park Plan and Polling Place 
Discussion be moved to follow Agenda Item 8-G. 
Clerk Daus asked whether any Board member wished to preside over the meeting. Trustee Boal 
volunteered to do so. Motion by Hohenstein, Second by Daus, “To have Tim Boal act as Chair.” Motion 
carried. 
 
APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA:  
February 9, 2026 
Motion by Hohenstein, Second by Counts, “To accept the agenda as amended.” Motion carried.  
 
APPROVAL OF BOARD MEETING MINUTES:  
January 12, 2026 
REGULAR BOARD MEETING MINUTES 
Motion by Hohenstein, Second by Daus, “To accept the minutes from January 12th as presented.”  
Motion carried. 
 
CALL TO THE PUBLIC:  
Dan Bonello, 3531 Warner Rd.: Spoke in support of Jodi Fulton as Township Trustee 
 
Angela Barbash, 4211 Crandall Rd.: Spoke on concentration risk, Data Centers, Space X 
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UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 
A. Tooley Rd. Park Plan and Polling Place Discussion 

The Board engaged in discussion regarding the options available to the Township should it decide 
to move forward with the Park Plan and Polling Place project. Various potential courses of action 
were considered. Deputy Supervisor Kilpela reviewed the associated financial options, outlining 
funding sources, projected costs, and the potential budgetary impact to the Township. Motion by 
Counts, Second by Daus, “To accept the proposal from Carlisle Wortman for Howell 
Township Municipal Complex Master Plan Work Plan.” Motion carried. 2 dissents.  
 

NEW BUSINESS: 
A. Financial Audit – Gabridge & Company 

Joe Verlin of Gabridge & Company presented an overview of the Township’s Financial Report for 
the year ended June 30, 2025, and stated that Howell Township is in a healthy financial condition. 
Discussion followed. 
 

B. Offer to purchase 4706-22-100-014, Vacant 22- Acres on the corner of Tooley and Bowen 
The Board discussed the clerical errors identified in the agreement and agreed that they needed to 
be corrected. Discussion followed.  Motion by Counts, Second by Daus, “To approve the land 
purchase agreement dated January 12, 2026, between Elmhurst Street LLC and Howell 
Township for the purchase price of $228,000.00, and full payment of the special assessments 
as noted in the contract, and a $21,000.00 deposit.” Discussion followed. Motion carried. 2 
dissents. 
 

C. Appointment to Trustee Open Seat 
Trustee Boal invited the applicants who applied for the Board of Trustees seat to stand and introduce 
themselves. Curt Hamilton introduced himself and answered questions from the Board. Lance Powell 
introduced himself and answered questions from the Board. John Marhofer introduced himself and 
answered questions from the Board. Laura Wilkerson introduced herself and answered questions 
from the Board. Jodi Fulton introduced herself and answered questions from the Board. Motion by 
Boal, Second by Hohenstein, “To appoint Jodi Fulton.” Discussion followed. Roll call vote: 
Hohenstein – yes, Wilson – no, Daus – yes, Counts – yes, Boal – yes. Motion carried (4-1).  
 

D. Resignation of Supervisor Mike Coddington 
Motion by Wilson, Second by Hohenstein, “To accept that.” Board members expressed their 
appreciation to Mike for his years of service. Motion carried. 

 
E. Resolution- Recognition of Mike Coddington 

Motion by Hohenstein, Second by Boal, “To accept resolution 02-26-261 in recognition of Mike 
Coddington as presented.” Motion carried. The Board expressed its sincere appreciation to Mike 
for his many years of service. Roll call vote: Hohenstein – yes, Boal – yes, Daus – yes, Wilson – no, 
Counts – yes. Motion carried (4-1). 
 

F. Clean-up Bid information for 5057 Warner Rd. 
Mr. Harter addressed the Board and requested additional time to clean up his property prior to the 
property being put out to bid for clean-up. Motion by Wilson, Second by Boal, “To put the bid on 
hold.” Motion carried. 1 dissent. 

G. Financial Update – Deputy Supervisor Kilpela 
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Deputy Supervisor Kilpela reviewed the Revenue and Expenditure report, legal fees, cash flow, and 
the General Fund payback. Motion by Counts, Second by Hohenstein, “To approve budget 
amendment #1, increase planning contracted planner expense from $20,000.00 to $70,000.00 
and decrease Township at large capital outlay expense from $160,000.00 to $110,000.00 to 
account for contracted ordinance update.” Motion carried.  
Motion by Counts, Second by Daus, “Budget amendment #2, increase Rec fund contracted 
services expense from $14,000.00 to $20,000.00 to account for the Howell Township Park 
Master Plan.” Motion carried.  
Motion by Counts, Second by Hohenstein, “To approve transfer from Sewer Fund to General 
Fund in the amount of $1,377,255.00.” Motion carried. The Board expressed its appreciation and 
commended Brent for his hard work and commitment. 

 
CALL TO THE PUBLIC: 
Toni Miechiels, 2849 Amberwood Tr.: Spoke on the Tooley Rd. Park Plan and Polling Place, Vacant 22- 
Acres on the corner of Tooley and Bowen 
 
Lance Powell, 5366 Fleming Rd.: Spoke on Fleming Rd. issues between Marr Rd. and Allen Rd. 
 
REPORTS: 
 

A. SUPERVISOR:   
Treasurer Hohenstein reported that, following Supervisor Coddington’s resignation, Deputy 
Supervisor Kilpela has continued to perform the duties and should continue to be compensated for 
performing those duties until a new Supervisor is appointed. Motion by Hohenstein, Second by 
Daus, “To continue to pay Brent as Deputy Supervisor until the new Supervisor is appointed.” 
Motion carried. 

 
B. TREASURER: 

Treasurer Hohenstein requested Board approval for the Deputy Treasurer to attend MMTA training 
and for the associated costs. Motion by Counts, Second by Boal, “For Deputy Treasurer to attend 
Michigan Municipal Treasurer’s Association Training.” 
 

C. CLERK:  
Clerk Daus reported that the Clerk’s Department has received Affidavits of Identity filings for the 2026 
election and has begun preparations for the upcoming elections. 
 

D. ZONING: 
             See Zoning Administrator Hohenstein’s report 

 
E. ASSESSING: 

See Assessor Kilpela’s report 
 

F. FIRE AUTHORITY: 
See report 
 
 

G. MHOG: 
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Trustee Counts reported on MHOG – water usage; the transmission main and cross-country main; 
Prentice Estates connection to MHOG; and MHOG operating independently 
 

H. PLANNING COMMISSION: 
See draft minutes. Trustee Boal reported on Planning Commission - Agape City Church; the Data 
Center Ordinance review with the Resident Research Committee; Data Center Know How webinar 
for Planners and Officials. Motion by Counts, Second by Hohenstein, “To approve Planning 
Commission members to attend the Data Center Know How for Planners and Officials.” Motion 
carried. 
 

I. ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS (ZBA): 
No report 

 
J. WWTP:  

Treasure Hohenstein reported on WWTP – Manhole line cleanout along the Shiawassee River,  
Motion by Counts, Second by Hohenstein, “To approve Pipeline Management Company for the 
amount of $15,908.00.” Motion carried. Treasurer Hohenstein reported that access is needed to the 
manhole cleanout off Parsons Rd. Motion by Counts, Second by Daus, “Approval of Justice 
Fence quote dated 01-15-2026 as presented.” Motion carried. 
 

K. HAPRA: 
See Clerk Daus’s report 
 

L. PROPERTY COMMITTEE: 
No report 
 

M. PARK & RECREATION COMMITTEE:  
No report 
 

N. SHIAWASSEE RIVER COMMITTEE: 
No report 
 

DISBURSEMENTS: REGULAR PAYMENTS AND CHECK REGISTER:  
Motion by Hohenstein, Second by Daus, “To accept the disbursements as presented and any normal 
and customary payments for the month.” Motion carried.   
 
ADJOURNMENT: Motion by Counts, Second by Hohenstein, “To adjourn” Motion carried. The meeting 
was adjourned at 9:12 p.m. 
 
                     _______________________________ 
                     Sue Daus, Howell Township Clerk 

                              
              _______________________________ 

                     Tanya Davidson, Recording Secretary 
 
 





Trustee Input on Board Agenda 
 
 
 
March 3, 2026 
 
Howell Township Trustees Bob Wilson and Tim Boal want to be able to add items to the Board’s 
agenda.  The current system requires Trustees to submit their agenda topics along with the 
informational background documents to the Clerk prior to the Board meeting.  The Clerk and 
Supervisor review the submitted information and accept or reject the request.  Both Bob and Tim 
have had agenda items accepted and rejected.  The Board has also discussed the idea of having 
space under the report section of the agenda for Trustees to bring topics up for discussion at the 
next Board meeting and for the Board to decide if the item would be added to the agenda.  It was 
decided at the time to continue with our current system.  Trustee Wilson requested we revisit this 
topic and discuss it further. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Jonathan Hohenstein   
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HON. SUSAN A. LONGSWORTH 
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McCririe Law, PLLC 
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123 Mason Road 
Howell, MI 48843 
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Jacob N. Witte (P82558) 
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Attorneys for Appellee 
4151 Okemos Road 
Okemos, Michigan 48864 
(517) 381-0100 
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BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF APPELLEE HOWELL TOWNSHIP’S MOTION TO 
DISMISS PURSUANT TO MCR 2.116(C)(4) AND MCR 2.116(C)(8) 

 
INTRODUCTION 

 
This action was initiated by Appellant Willaim McCririe (“Mr. McCririe”), as a purported 

appeal from the Howell Township Board’s denial of Mr. McCririe’s request to change the zoning 

designation of two parcels within the Township. Because rezoning is a legislative decision that 

requires an amendment to the Howell Township Zoning Ordinance, it is not subject to an 

administrative appeal and should be dismissed by this Court for lack of jurisdiction pursuant to 

MCR 2.116(C)(4). If this Court treats this action as an original action rather than an appeal, Mr. 
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McCririe has nonetheless failed to state a claim upon which relief can be granted as he does not 

have a protected property interest in the zoning designation of his parcels and the Township 

Board’s decision was not so arbitrary or unreasonable as to overcome the legislative acts 

presumption, warranting dismissal pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(8).  

STATEMENT OF FACTS  
 
 This action stems from a requested rezoning that was denied by the Township. Zoning 

ordinances establish different zoning districts in which various land uses are authorized, and 

rezoning requests seek to change the zoning classification for property from one zoning district to 

another. Rezoning requests and are typically borne by a desire to engage in a land use that is not 

authorized under the current zoning district for property but is authorized under a different zoning 

district. Changing the zoning designation of a property can only be accomplished through an 

amendment to a zoning ordinance, which is a legislative function. Under the Michigan Zoning 

Enabling Act, MCL 125.3101 et seq. (the “MZEA”), amendments to a township zoning ordinance 

require a public hearing before the township planning commission which recommends approval 

or denial of the request, review and recommendation by the county planning commission, and 

ultimately approval by the legislative body of the township (e.g., the township board), before 

becoming effective. See MCL 125.3307; MCL 125.3401. 

Mr. McCririe submitted two rezoning applications to the Township. (Application, ¶ 2)1. 

The first application was for parcel number 4706-22-300-042, property that is located on Tooley 

Road in Howell Township, Michigan, and is currently zoned as Regional Service Commercial. 

 
1 Mr. McCririe’s action is titled “Application for Appeal of Howell Township Board Decision.” 
For the purposes of continuity, the Township will use the label proffered by Mr. McCririe despite 
the fact that no administrative appeal is available from a rezoning request and Mr. McCririe’s 
action is not actually styled as an “application.”  
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(Application, ¶¶ 2, 3). Mr. McCririe’s second application was for parcel number 4706-22-300-

003, which is adjacent to the first parcel on Tooley Road, and is currently zoned Agricultural 

Residential. (Application, ¶ 2). Mr. McCririe requested that both parcels be rezoned from their 

current zoning designations to the Township’s Industrial Flex Zone zoning designation. 

(Application, ¶ 3).    

In both of his applications, Mr. McCririe did not offer any conditions of rezoning or 

identify his intended use of the parcels after rezoning, but did offer reasons why he believed the 

rezoning would benefit the Township and is consistent with adjacent and future land use. 

(Application, pp 10-19). Mr. McCririe’s Application likewise does not indicate any specific future 

plans for the use of these parcels but alleges that the requested re-zoning would “give the Township 

the authority to address the public health, safety and welfare of the two properties not offered in 

the present zoning classifications.” (Application, ¶ 5).  

    On November 18, 2025, the Howell Township Planning Commission considered the 

proposed rezoning, and following a public hearing, denied the rezoning requests. (Application, pp 

61-63). On December 17, 2025, the Livingston County Planning Commission (the “County 

Planning Commission”) met and reviewed the rezoning requests that were submitted by Mr. 

McCririe. (Id.). The meeting minutes reflect that the County Planning Commission considered 

both rezoning requests and heard public comment from Mr. McCririe and numerous Howell 

Township residents. (Id.). Adjacent landowners voiced their various concerns with rezoning the 

property, including concerns with water management, road maintenance, increased costs, and 

emergency services. (Id.). Ultimately, the County Planning Commission moved to recommend 

approval of the rezoning request with a 4-2 vote. (Id.).  

 



4 
 

 On January 12, 2026, the Howell Township Board met and considered the rezoning request 

for the two properties. (Application, p 39). The Township Board ultimately decided to deny the 

rezoning requests. (Id.). Mr. McCririe alleges that the Township’s “denial was based including but 

not limited to potential noise concerns, traffic concerns, disturbing woman claiming to be in crisis, 

unidentified use concerns, height concerns and a general objection’s [sic] to any changes in the 

present use of the two properties.” (Application, ¶ 11).  

 On January 30, 2026, Mr. McCririe filed the present “Application for Appeal of Howell 

Township Board Decision” with this Court.  

STANDARD OF REVIEW  
 

“Whether a court has jurisdiction is a question of law” that is reviewed de novo. Michigan’s 

Adventure, Inc v Dalton Twp, 287 Mich App 151, 153; 782 NW2d 806 (2019). When a court “is 

without jurisdiction in a particular case, its acts and proceedings are null and void.” Jackson 

Community College v Michigan Dep’t of Treasury, 241 Mich App 673, 678; 621 NW2d 707 

(2000). MCR 2.116(C)(4) provides that a party may move for dismissal when the “court lacks 

jurisdiction of the subject matter.” “Summary disposition is warranted under MCR 2.116(C)(4) if 

the trial court lacks subject matter jurisdiction.” Zelasko v Charter Twp of Bloomfield, 347 Mich 

App 141, 150; 14 NW3d 441 (2023). A motion pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(4) considers any 

affidavits, pleadings, depositions, admissions, and documentary evidence “then filed in the action 

or submitted by the parties.” Id. (external citations omitted).   

MCR 2.116(C)(8) provides that a party may move for dismissal if “the opposing party has 

failed to state a claim on which relief can be granted.” A motion pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(8) 

should be granted “when the complaint is so legally deficient that recovery would be impossible 

even if all well-pleaded facts were true and construed in the light most favorable to the nonmoving 



5 
 

party.” Padecky v Muskegon Charter Twp, 343 Mich App 186, 189; 997 NW2d 229 (2022). “Only 

the pleadings may be considered when deciding a motion under MCR 2.116(C)(8).” Id.  

ARGUMENT 
 
I. THIS ACTION SHOULD BE DISMISSED PURSUANT TO MCR 2.116(C)(4) FOR 

LACK OF JURISDICTION BECAUSE LEGISLATIVE DECISIONS OF A 
TOWNSHIP CANNOT BE APPEALED.  

 
Mr. McCririe contends that this Court has “jurisdiction pursuant to MCL 600.605 and MCL 

125.3606.” While this Court may have jurisdiction over certain administrative decisions arising 

under a zoning ordinance, legislative decisions—such as the decision to amend a zoning 

ordinance—are not appealable to the circuit court. MCL 600.605 only provides this Court with 

general jurisdiction; it does not create a right of appellate review where none exists by law, and 

MCL 125.3606 does not provide for appeals of rezoning decisions. As such, this action should be 

dismissed for lack of jurisdiction. 

The circuit court does have “certain appellate jurisdiction,” including over an “appeal of 

right filed by an aggrieved party from a ‘final order or decision of an agency from which an appeal 

of right to the circuit court is provided by law.’” Zelasko v Charter Twp of Bloomfield, 347 Mich 

App 141, 155; 14 NW3d 441 (2023), citing MCR 7.103(A)(3). The MZEA provides specific 

statutory authority for appeals for some zoning decisions, but does not authorize an appeal of a 

rezoning decision. The MZEA “provides for judicial review of zoning decisions of a local unit of 

government; under § 605 [], MCL 125.3605, a decision of a zoning board of appeals is final, 

subject to appellate review by the circuit court.” Id. The provision of the MZEA cited by Mr. 

McCririe likewise provides: “Any party aggrieved by a decision of the zoning board of appeals 

may appeal to the circuit court for the county in which the property is located.” MCL 125.3606(1).  
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While the MZEA only expressly contemplates appeals from decisions of a local zoning 

board of appeals, Michigan Courts have extended this appellate right to decisions of local planning 

commissions and legislative bodies made “under” a zoning ordinance, as such decisions are 

considered “administrative” and appropriate for appellate review. See Ansell v Delta County 

Planning Comm’n, 332 Mich App 451, 458-59; 957 NW2d 47 (2020); see also Sun Communities 

v Leroy Twp, 241 Mich App 665, 669; 617 NW2d 42 (2000). The statutory right of appeal of 

administrative zoning decisions is consistent with the mandate in the State Constitution that “[a]ll 

final decisions, findings, rulings and orders of any administrative officer or agency existing under 

the constitution or by law, which are judicial or quasi-judicial and affect private rights or licenses, 

shall be subject to direct review by the courts.”  See CONST 1963, Art 6, § 28. Therefore, this Court 

has jurisdiction over appeals from administrative decisions arising under a zoning ordinance, 

including decisions regarding enforcement of the zoning ordinance, variance requests, and special 

land use permits.  

However, decisions by a township board that concern adopting or amending a zoning 

ordinance are legislative in nature—not administrative—and are thus not subject to appellate 

review in the circuit court. See generally Sun Communities, 241 Mich App at 669 (discussing the 

differences between administrative and legislative decisions). In Sun Communities, the court stated 

that “it is settled law in Michigan that the zoning and rezoning of property are legislative 

functions.” Id. The court found that there was no authority that required the party to appeal the 

township board’s decision to deny the rezoning application. Id. at 672; see also Paragon Props Co 

v City of Novi, 452 Mich 568, 580; 550 NW2d 772 (1996) (recognizing that a rezoning denial is a 

“legislative act rather than an administrative decision”). 
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This principle was then reaffirmed in Arthur Land Co, LLC v County of Otsego, 249 Mich 

App 650, 664; 645 NW2d 50 (2002), where the court stated that since “the county board of 

commissioners acted as a legislative, as opposed to an administrative, body, the trial court’s 

decision in this regard [considering this as an administrative appeal] was error.” In Arthur Land 

Co, LLC, the plaintiff’s complaint was filed as an original action in the circuit court—not as an 

appeal—and thus the matters were within the trial court’s original, not appellate, jurisdiction. Id. 

at 664-65 (emphasis added). Further, recently, in Cornell v Lima Township, 336 Mich App 263, 

266; 970 NW2d 354 (2021), the Court of Appeals considered whether a rezoning decision was a 

legislative act or an administrative/quasi-judicial act. In Cornell, the defendant argued that since 

the plaintiff did not exhaust all administrative remedies before bringing the case to circuit court, 

the plaintiff’s claim should be dismissed. Id. at 282. The court stated that “the exhaustion 

requirement does not apply because the relevant administrative appellate body could not have 

provided plaintiffs with any relief.” Id.  

Not only does caselaw establish that circuit courts have no jurisdiction over appeals from 

legislative decisions, but the Michigan Court Rules also recognize the distinction between 

legislative and administrative decisions of local government, and that appellate rights only attach 

to administrative decisions. MCR 7.122—the specific court rule providing for appeals from zoning 

ordinance determinations—states that “[t]his rule does not apply to legislative decisions of a city, 

village, township, or county, such as the adoption of or amendment to a zoning ordinance.” 

(emphasis added). Hence, there is no appellate jurisdiction in the circuit court for a township 

board’s legislative decision on whether to amend a zoning ordinance pursuant to a rezoning 

request.   
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Mr. McCririe improperly seeks this Court’s appellate jurisdiction to consider a legislative 

action of the Township Board. For the reasons stated above, the Township respectfully requests 

this Court dismiss this action for lack of subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(4).  

II. TO THE EXTENT THAT THIS COURT CONSIDERS THE APPLICATION AS 
AN ORIGINAL ACTION, MR. McCRIRIE HAS FAILED TO STATE A CLAIM 
UPON WHICH RELIEF CAN BE GRANTED AND COUNTS I AND II SHOULD 
BE DISMISSED PURSUANT TO MCR 2.116(C)(8).   

 
In Count I of Mr. McCririe’s Application, Mr. McCririe alleges that the Township violated 

substantive due process in its decision to deny the rezoning request of the two parcels. The 

“essence of a substantive due process claim is the arbitrary deprivation of liberty or property 

interests.” In re T K, 306 Mich App 698, 706; 859 NW2d 208 (2014). A person who claims they 

were deprived of substantive due process must “show that the action was so arbitrary as to shock 

the conscience.” Id. at 708, citing Mettler Walloon, LLC v Melrose Twp, 281 Mich App 184, 200; 

761 NW2d 293 (2008).  

A. Mr. McCririe’s Substantive Due Process Claim Fails as a Matter of Law 
Because He has No Protected Property Interest in the Property Being Zoned 
Industrial Flex Zone.  

 
Mr. McCririe alleges the Township’s denial of his rezoning requests violated substantive 

due process. However, a prerequisite to any substantive due process claim is a protected property 

interest, and here, Mr. McCririe can claim no protected property interest in a change to the existing 

zoning classification of his land.  

In Mettler Walloon, LLC, the court held that a landowner “does not always have a protected 

property interest in a particular outcome of land use planning.” Mettler Walloon, 281 Mich App at 

208. The Mettler Walloon Court instructed that a protected property interest requires 

demonstration of a “reasonable expectation of entitlement deriving from ‘existing rules or 

understandings that stem from an independent source such as state law.’” Id. (emphasis added). 
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Thus, while a landowner can claim a protected property interest in their existing zoning 

classification, no protected property interest can vest in having the existing zoning classification 

changed to a different classification in the future.  

Further, “[u]nder Michigan law, a landowner does not possess a vested property interest in 

a particular zoning classification unless the landowner holds a valid building permit and has 

completed substantial construction.” Seguin v Sterling Heights, 968 F2d 584, 590 (6th Cir. 1992) 

(citing City of Lansing v Dawley, 247 Mich 394, 396-97, 225 NW 500 (1929) and Schubiner v 

West Bloomfield Township, 133 Mich App 490, 497, 351 NW2d 214 (Mich Ct App 1984)). 

Although Mr. McCririe vaguely alleges interference “with distinct investment backed 

expectations” (Application, ¶ 19), he does not and cannot allege that he had a valid building permit2 

and completed substantial construction in reliance on the requested rezoning, so he can claim no 

protected property interest in the rezoning of his land. 

Additionally, a protected property interest cannot vest in a discretionary decision by a 

legislative body like the Township Board. See Richardson v Township of Brady, 218 F3d 508, 517 

(6th Cir. 2000) (explaining that there can be “no legitimate claim of entitlement to a discretionary 

decision”). Rezoning in unquestionably a discretionary act. See Paragon Props Co v City of Novi, 

452 Mich 568, 574, 550 NW2d 772, 774 (1996) (“The discretionary authority to enact a zoning 

ordinance and to adopt a zoning map rests with the legislative body”). This is reinforced by the 

criteria applied by the Township Board when considering a rezoning request under Section 23.02 

of the Zoning Ordinance, which include such discretionary factors as:  

 

 
2 No valid building permit could be issued for a land use that would be permitted under the new 
zoning classification until the rezoning was approved, so it would be impossible for Mr. McCririe 
to obtain a building permit to commence construction to obtain a protected property interest under 
these circumstances.   
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a) Whether the rezoning is consistent with the policies and uses proposed for that 
area in the Township’s Master Land Use Plan;  

b) Whether all of the uses allowed under the proposed rezoning would be 
compatible with other zones and uses in the surrounding area;  

c) Whether any public services and facilities would be significantly adversely 
impacted by a development or use allowed under the requested rezoning; and  

d) Whether the uses allowed under the proposed rezoning would be equally or 
better suited to the area than uses allowed under the current zoning of the land. 
 

Michigan law instructs that a protected property interest can only arise in the existing zoning 

classification of land, and only then if a landowner has obtained a valid building permit and 

commenced substantial construction. Further, no protected property interest can arise in the 

outcome of a discretionary governmental decision, like the legislative decision to amend a zoning 

ordinance to change the zoning designation of property. Since Mr. McCririe cannot allege a 

protected property interest in the properties being zoned Industrial Flex Zone, his substantive due 

process claim must fail a matter of law pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(8). 

B. Even if This Court Finds There Was a Protected Property Interest, Mr. 
McCririe’s Substantive Due Process Claim Fails as Alleged, Since the 
Township Did Not Act in an Arbitrary or Unreasonable Manner When it 
Denied the Request to Rezone the Two Properties.  

 
 Mr. McCririe alleges that there “is no reasonable governmental interest being advanced 

by the present zoning classifications, as to public health, safety or welfare, as to the parcel zoned 

RSC and the Parcel zoned AR.” (Application, ¶ 14). Mr. McCririe is correct to point out that the 

Township is not permitted to act in an arbitrary or unreasonable manner in determining whether to 

rezone property, but he is incorrect that the Township action at issue in this case rises to the 

extraordinary level necessary for judicial intervention. 

 A “plaintiff-citizen may be denied substantive due process by the city or municipality by 

the enactment of legislation,” like a zoning ordinance, that has “no reasonable basis for its very 

existence.” Kropf v Sterling Heights, 391 Mich 139, 157; 215 NW2d 179 (1974). “[A] plaintiff 
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may establish that a land use regulation is unconstitutional, either on its face or ‘as applied’ by 

showing ‘(1) that there is no reasonable governmental interest being advanced by the present 

zoning classification or (2) that an ordinance is unreasonable because of the purely arbitrary, 

capricious, and unfounded exclusion of other types of legitimate land use from the area in 

question.’” Dorman v Twp of Clinton, 269 Mich App 638, 650-51, 714 NW2d 350, 359 (2006) 

(quoting Frericks v Highland Twp, 228 Mich App 575, 594; 579 NW2d 441 (1998)); see also 

Kropf, 391 Mich at 158 (stating that a challenge on due process grounds addresses whether there 

is a reasonable governmental interest “being advanced by the present zoning classification itself” 

and whether the ordinance is “arbitrary, capricious and unfounded exclusion of other types of 

legitimate land use form the area in question”). A plaintiff must further show that the ordinance 

serves no “rational relation to the public health, safety, welfare and prosperity of the community.” 

Id.  

When raising a facial challenge, a plaintiff must specifically show that the ordinance 

“totally excludes the proposed use in the township and that the ordinance precludes any use on the 

property ‘to which it is reasonably adapted.’” Dorman, 269 Mich at 561 (citing Kropf, 391 Mich 

at 155-56). This is a high bar, as zoning ordinances are presumed valid and the challenger has the 

burden of proving “that the ordinance is an arbitrary and unreasonable restriction upon the owner’s 

use of the property.” Conlin v Scio Twp, 262 Mich App 379, 390; 686 NW2d 16 (2004). In order 

for courts “to find a[n] action of the legislative body invalid, more than a debatable question is 

required.” Alderton v Saginaw, 367 Mich 28, 33; 116 NW2d 53 (1962).  

Mr. McCririe’s allegation that the Township’s decision advanced no reasonable 

governmental interest fails on its face because he admits that the Township denied the request due 

to “potential noise concerns, traffic concerns, disturbing woman claiming to be in crisis, 
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unidentified use concerns, height concerns and general objection’s [sic],” as well as “height issues, 

pollution, [and] water issues.” (Application, ¶¶  11, 16). There can be no serious debate that these 

considerations represent legitimate government interests and a rational basis for the denial of his 

rezoning request. The United States Supreme Court found nearly a century ago “that preserving 

the residential nature of a neighborhood and limiting traffic for the safety of local residents are 

both legitimate interests that may be advanced by a zoning regulation. Moreover, a basic goal of 

land use regulation is to segregate incompatible uses.” Dorman, 269 Mich App at 651-52 (citing 

Euclid v Ambler Realty Co, 272 US 365, 386-390; 47 S Ct 114 (1926), and Paragon Props Co v 

City of Novi, 452 Mich 568, 573; 550 NW2d 772 (1996)).  

Mr. McCririe does not dispute that the Township Board relied upon these considerations 

but instead appears to dispute the weight and credibility of the evidence before the Board, asking 

this Court to substitute his own preference for the Township’s. (Application, ¶¶ 27-31). This does 

not present sufficient grounds for this Court to invalidate a legislative decision. See Alderton, 367 

Mich at 33 (stating that a debatable question “does not mean such question exists merely because 

there is a difference of opinion between the zoning authority and the property owner in regard to 

the validity of the ordinance”). Mr. McCririe’s efforts to override the Township’s legislative 

decision-making based purely on his personal preferences and undisclosed development plans for 

his property should be viewed with considerable skepticism by this Court. As aptly stated by our 

Supreme Court: 

In view of the frequency with which zoning cases are now appearing before this 
Court, we deem it expedient to point out again, in terms not susceptible of 
misconstruction, a fundamental principle: this Court does not sit as a superzoning 
commission. Our laws have wisely committed to the people of a community 
themselves the determination of their municipal destiny, the degree to which the 
industrial may have precedence over the residential, and the areas carved out of 
each to be devoted to commercial pursuits. With the wisdom or lack of wisdom of 
the determination we are not concerned. The people of the community, through 
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their appropriate legislative body, and not the courts, govern its growth and its life. 
[Macenas v Michiana, 433 Mich 380, 391-92; 446 NW2d 102 (1989) (quoting Brae 
Burn, Inc v Bloomfield Hills, 350 Mich 425, 430-431; 86 NW2d 166 (1957) 
(emphasis in original).] 
 
Mr. McCririe has failed to allege that the Township’s denial of his rezoning request was so 

arbitrary or unreasonable as to violate substantive due process, and at most has identified a 

difference in opinion with the Township’s decision to deny rezoning. This Court should not 

entertain his invitation to sit as a superzoning commission and reconsider a valid legislative 

enactment. Dismissal pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(8) is warranted.  

C. Mr. McCririe Fails to Allege a Viable Takings Claim.  
 

 Mr. McCririe’s Application also contains allegations sounding in regulatory taking or 

inverse condemnation, and he asks this Court to declare that the Township’s denial of his rezoning 

requests “constitutes Inverse Condemnation.” (Application, p 10). However, when his allegations 

are analyzed under the framework of those constitutional doctrines, they fail as a matter of law. 

 A governmental taking occurs when the government either (1) deprives an owner of “all 

economically beneficial or productive use” of his land or (2) physically and permanently invades 

any portion of the property. Dorman, 269 Mich at 646. When there is no physical taking, the court 

applies a three-part balancing test as set forth by the United States Supreme Court in Penn Central 

Transportation Co v New York City, 438 US 104; 98 S Ct 2646 (1978) to evaluate whether a 

regulatory taking or inverse condemnation occurred. Id. The court analyzes “(1) the character of 

the governmental action, (2) the economic effect of the regulation on the property, and (3) the 

extent by which the regulation has interfered with distinct, investment backed expectations.” Id. A 

plaintiff “who asserts that he was ‘denied economically viable use of his land’ must show 

something more—‘that the property was either unsuitable for use as zoned or unmarketable as 

zoned.’” Id. at 647. “An inverse condemnation claim may be based upon the government’s 
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‘regulatory taking’ of provide property.” Dorman, 269 Mich App at 646. Mr. McCririe has not 

alleged that a physical taking has occurred, and when analyzing the three-part test, Mr. McCririe 

has failed to state a claim upon which relief can be granted for a regulatory taking.  

Mr. McCririe alleges that the rezoning denial “interfered with distinct investment backed 

expectations that the Plaintiff has for both of the properties,” (Application, ¶ 19), and that the 

current zoning of his properties has “no economically viable use of the 10 acres.” (Application, ¶ 

21). First, under the first factor of Penn Central’s test, the character of the governmental intrusion 

is minimal—the parcels are keeping their previous zoning classifications, which weighs against a 

finding of a governmental taking.   

Second, a plaintiff must show something more than just asserting that a property has no 

economically viable use. See Dorman, 269 Mich App at 647. Mr. McCririe simply alleges that the 

parcel currently zoned Agricultural Residential has no economically viable use. Mr. McCririe does 

not plead any allegations to infer that the properties are unsuitable with their present zoning 

classifications or unmarketable with those zoning classifications. The current zoning designations 

of Mr. McCririe’s properties (one Regional Service Commercial and the other Agricultural-

Residential) authorize a host of different land uses, ranging from commercial retail and service 

establishments to agricultural uses, to residential uses. See Howell Township Zoning Ordinance, 

Article IV and Article X. Mr. McCririe’s unsubstantiated allegation that there is no economically 

viable use of these properties fails to identify why the myriad of permissible uses are not 

economically viable.  

Third, nowhere in Mr. McCririe’s Application does he allege what he is planning to do 

with the properties, which is a crucial component of establishing a distinct, investment-backed 

expectations necessary for taking or inverse condemnation claim. Mr. McCririe’s Application pays 
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lip service to this requirement but does not identify any future intended use of the property or any 

distinct investments made in furtherance of such use. This element also fails. 

Under the three factors test as provided in Penn Central, Mr. McCririe’s claim fails as a 

matter of law. To the extent that this Court considers Mr. McCririe’s allegations as an inverse 

condemnation claim based on regulatory takings, his claim fails pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(8).  

Therefore, even if this Court found that Mr. McCririe did possess a protected property 

interest sufficient to state a substantive due process claim, Count I fails as a matter of law pursuant 

to MCR 2.116(C)(8) because it is uncontested that the Township’s decision was rationally related 

to the public health, safety, and welfare and was not arbitrary or unreasonable.  

D. Count II Fails to State a Claim Upon Which Relief Can be Granted and Should 
be Dismissed Pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(8).  

 
If this Court treats the Application as an original action, Count II must be dismissed 

pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(8). As analyzed above, there is no remedy in the Circuit Court for an 

appeal from a legislative decision to deny the rezoning of property within the Township. Since 

there is no appropriate remedy in the Circuit Court, Mr. McCririe has failed to state a claim upon 

which relief can be granted in his Count II. Mr. McCririe cites in the Application certain standards 

that are appropriate for appellate review of administrative decisions, i.e., that the Township’s 

decision be supported by competent, material, and substantial evidenced on the record. 

(Application, ¶ 27). However, the decision to deny a rezoning request by the Howell Township 

Board was not an administrative decision subject to appellate review. Therefore, any remedy for 

Mr. McCririe is not through an appeal to the Circuit Court and Count II should be dismissed.  

E. The Relief Sought by Mr. McCririe is Unavailable as a Matter of Law.  
 

Finally, it should be understood that the relief sought by Mr. McCririe—that this Court 

compel the requested rezoning—is well beyond the authority of this Court. The Michigan 
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Constitution conspicuously states “[t]he powers of government are divided into three branches: 

legislative, executive and judicial. No person exercising power of one branch shall exercise powers 

properly belonging to another branch except as expressly provided in this constitution.” Const 

1963, art 3 § 2. “Simply put, legislative power is the power to make laws. In accordance with the 

constitution's separation of powers, this Court cannot revise, amend, deconstruct, or ignore the 

Legislature’s product and still be true to our responsibilities that give our branch only the judicial 

power.” SBC Mich v PSC, 482 Mich 90, 98; 754 NW2d 259 (2008) (quoting Cameron v Auto Club 

Ins Ass’n, 476 Mich 55, 65; 718 NW2d 784 (2006)). Further, “courts may not legislate” and 

amending ordinances, including through a rezoning, is a legislative function. See Brandon Twp v 

Tippet, 241 Mich App 417, 423; 616 NW2d 243 (2000); see also Paragon Props Co v City of Novi, 

452 Mich 568, 580; 550 NW2d 772 (1996). 

Mr. McCririe’s Application requests this Court to “Order Howell Township to grant the 2 

requested re-zonings.” (Application, ¶ 7). To award this relief would violate bedrock principles of 

separation of powers principles. “While it is within the province of the courts to pass upon the 

validity of statutes and ordinances, courts may not legislate nor undertake to compel legislative 

bodies to do so one way or another.” Randall v Meridian Township Bd, 342 Mich 605, 607-08; 70 

NW2d 728 (1955). 

CONCLUSION 
 
 This Court does not have appellate jurisdiction over an appeal from a legislative decision 

of the Howell Township Board. Because the Township did not act in an administrative capacity 

when it denied the Mr. McCririe’s rezoning request, no administrative appeal is available, 

requiring this action to be dismissed for lack of jurisdiction pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(4). A court 

does not “sit as a superzoning commission.” Schwartz v Flint, 426 Mich 295, 307; 395 NW2d 678 
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(1986). The relief that Mr. McCririe is seeking would require the court to step into the shoes of a 

legislative body—acting as a superzoning commission—and declare the parcels rezoned. This is 

improper under Michigan law and is not within the court’s jurisdiction.  

Yet, even if this Court considers Mr. McCririe’s appeal as an original action, it should be 

dismissed pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(8). Appellant’s Application fails to allege a protected 

property interest in the parcels being zoned. Further, the Township’s decision to deny the rezoning 

request was not arbitrary or unreasonable, but a legislative decision based on factors such as public 

comment, noise, and whether the uses in the proposed new rezoning classification would be 

compatible with the surrounding area. Lastly, Mr. McCririe has not and cannot establish that 

maintaining the existing zoning classifications of his properties results in a taking.  

 WHEREFORE the Township respectfully requests this Court dismiss Mr. McCririe’s 

Application for Appeal for lack of jurisdiction pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(4), and in the alterative, 

for failure to state a claim pursuant to MCR 2.116(C)(8).  
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MEMORANDUM 
 
 

 
 
TO:  Members of the Howell Township Board 
 
FROM: Greg Tatara, Utility Director 
 
DATE: February 26, 2026  
 
RE: 2026 - 2031 Intergovernmental Operations Contract 
 
Fifteen years ago (2011), Genoa Charter Township (Township), the Marion, Howell, Oceola, and 
Genoa Sewer and Water Authority (MHOG), and the Genoa-Oceola Sewer and Water Authority 
(G-O) modified their sewer and water operations by shifting from the historic contract model 
with outside consultants to in-house operations.  In 2022, the Howell Township Wastewater 
System was added to the group of Utilities our department operates.  The change to in-house 
operations experienced some growing pains in the early years, but now we are pleased to operate 
quality water and sewer utility systems that are recognized industry wide.  Some of the highlights 
we have experienced over the past 10 years include: 

o Expanding the Genoa-Oceola WWTP from a 1.6MGD to 3.2 MGD Facility and having 
the plant be a feature in the Spring 2021 Issue of MWEA Matter’s Magazine. 

o Constructing system wide MHOG Water Utility Improvements including a recent 
$10,000,000 24-inch and 20-inch transmission main project in Marion Township. 

o Consolidating Genoa Township’s Oak Pointe and Genoa-Oceola WWTPs, alleviating a 
source of groundwater contamination and improving the operation and quality of effluent 
from the Genoa-Oceola WWTP. 

o Consolidating Genoa Township’s Lake Edgewood and Genoa-Oceola WWTPs, 
alleviating a potential source of groundwater contamination and improving the operation 
of the Lake Edgewood System. 

o Fully integrating the existing and newly installed utilities into GIS and using GIS 
applications for Manhole Inspections, Valve Exercising, Hydrant Flushing, and Air 
Release Maintenance Programs. 

o Developing electronic data collection for all plant, distribution, and collection system 
operations, including implementation of a work order database. 
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o Fully installing SCADA systems on the water and wastewater distribution, collection, 
and plant systems allowing for rapid data communication to staff, improved alarm 
monitoring, reduced overtime, and improved reliability. 

o Having our staff recognized by the Michigan Water Environment Association as Utility 
Administrator of the Year and Operator of the Year and also having the American Water 
Works Association reward our water treatment plant operator with the Operator 
Meritorious award.  

o Improved the quality of new developer infrastructure installed by implementing a 
connection manual, project closeout, inspection, and standards to assure that the 
infrastructure lasts and is not a burden to existing rate payers.   

o Serving as the lead in developing a licensing program for collection system operations, 
which is currently in the final stages of the Part 41 Rules Process. 

o Completing over $1,000,000 in capital improvements in the Howell Township 
Wastewater System include pump station rehabilitation, plant clarifier reconstruction, 
headworks repairs and lining, flow meter improvements, UV disinfection repairs, and 
other improvements.   

o Returning over $1,468,000 to the utility systems by remaining under budget for all 15 
contract years. 

New Operations Agreement 

Currently, the MHOG Utility Department serves over 15,000 connections, with an estimated 
population of 25,000 people, making us the largest municipal sewer and water utility in Livingston 
County.  We have grown to a staff of 27 full-time employees.  As a result, as we neared the 
termination date for the existing contract, we evaluated if it made more sense now that we have 
matured as a department to fall under MHOG Board Oversight.  We feel this change, which 
essentially keeps the current contract and structure in place, also provides the following further 
advantages: 

1) Each township, with two voting members, will have a say in employee matters and overall 
operation of the department; 

2) MHOG’s whole purpose is providing utilities, therefore, the governing body will be able 
to focus on that task in a regional cooperative as considerations are made to staffing and 
equipment; 

3) Reduce confusion for customers not in Genoa Township about why they are calling 
Genoa, or why Genoa is calling them on caller ID. 

4) It removes from one township shouldering the potential liability associated with vehicles 
and large staff; and,  

5) Will ensure long term accountability to each participating municipality operating more as 
a business.  
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Each Governing Board for the participating municipalities agreed with this assessment, approving a 
Memorandum of Understanding to convert operations back in October of 2025.  Since that time, we 
have been working with our attorneys and MHOG committees on a new operations agreement. 
Presented for approval tonight is the operations agreement for April 1, 2026 through September 30, 
2031 as MHOG’s fiscal year is October 1 through September 30.  Of note, is that by approving the 
agreement, the allocation percentage and 6-month operating budget will also be approved.  For the 
Howell Township Sewer System, the following are the annual labor and equipment changes for the 
coming year based on the updated allocation percentage and proposed budget. 

Howell System Increase for New Budget on Annual Basis 

System Current Proposed % 

Howell Twp. Sewer $371,051 $376,364 1.4% 

  
It should be noted that the current budget approved as part of this agreement is only for 6-months due to 
the change in fiscal year.  A new budget will be presented in August of 2026 for each system that 
participates.  

Conclusion 

The MHOG Sewer and Water Authority, Genoa Township and the Genoa – Oceola Sewer and Water 
Authority have already approved the agreement. We are asking Howell Township for approval at this 
March 10th meeting.  Thank you.    
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MHOG UTILITY SERVICES AGREEMENT 

 
THIS AGREEMENT is made as of __________________, 20__ by the Marion, Howell, 

Oceola and Genoa Sewer and Water Authority (“MHOG”), whose principal office is located at 1577 N. 
Latson Road, Howell, Michigan 48843, the Genoa-Oceola Sewer and Water Authority whose principal 
office is located at 2911 Dorr Road, Brighton, MI 48116 (“G-O”), Howell Township (“Howell”), whose 
principal office is located at 3525 Byron Road, Howell, MI 48855, and Genoa Charter Township 
(“Genoa”), whose principal office is located at 2911 Dorr Road, Brighton, Michigan 48116. This 
MHOG Utility Services Agreement (“Agreement”) shall be effective as of April 1 2026 (the “Effective 
Date”). 
 

ARTICLE I-RECITALS 
 

WHEREAS, Genoa owns and operates (i) the Oak Pointe Sanitary Sewer System, (ii) the Oak 
Pointe Water Supply System, and (iii) the Lake Edgewood Sanitary Sewer System; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Townships of Marion, Howell, Oceola, and Genoa have organized MHOG 

pursuant to the provisions of Act 233, Michigan Public Acts of 1955, as amended for the purpose of 
acquiring, owning, managing, and operating a water supply system; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Townships of Genoa and Oceola have organized the G-O pursuant to the 

provisions of Act 233, Michigan Public Acts of 1955, as amended for the purpose of acquiring, owning, 
managing, and operating a sanitary sewer collection and treatment system; and 

 
WHEREAS, Howell owns and operates the Howell Township Sanitary Sewer System; and 

 
WHEREAS, (i) Genoa's Oak Pointe Sanitary Sewer collection system, (ii) Genoa’s Oak Pointe 

Water System, (iii) Genoa’s Lake Edgewood Sanitary Sewer System, (iv) the water production and 
distribution system operated by MHOG, and (v) the sanitary sewer collection and treatment system 
operated by G-O, and (vi) the sanitary sewer collection and treatment system operated by Howell, shall, 
for the purpose of this Agreement, collectively be referred to as the “Systems”; and 

 
WHEREAS, Genoa, MHOG, G-O and Howell have concluded that the operation of the Systems 

is needed to promote and improve the health and welfare of the residents of the users of such Systems; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, Genoa, MHOG, G-O, and Howell have concluded that combined operational 

services which share administrative, billing, operational staff and equipment over the six Systems will 
result in improved operation, efficiency, and cost savings for the residents served by the Systems; and 

 
WHEREAS, On October 21, 2025, various parties including Genoa and MHOG entered a 

memorandum of understanding (“Memorandum of Understanding”) that, among other things, sets forth 
a process to transfer utility operations currently held by Genoa to MHOG; and 

 
WHEREAS, Genoa originally operated a Utility Department with a separate DPW Fund (the 
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“Utilities Fund”) that provides utility services to the Systems; the staff of the Utility Department is 
referred to herein as the “Utilities Staff” and while the Utility Department is often referred to as the 
“MHOG Utility Department” in conducting its business, for the purposes of this Agreement it shall be 
referred to as the “Utility Department” as the Utility Department will be fully housed and operated by 
MHOG. Similarly, the DPW Fund previously under the control and jurisdiction of Genoa shall now be 
under the control of MHOG and referred to as Utilities Fund; and 

 
WHEREAS, the intent of this Agreement is to memorialize the transfer of operation of the 

Utility Department to MHOG, while keeping most substantive terms and operations the same. In other 
words, MHOG is generally stepping into the shoes of Genoa for all aspects of utility operation. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises below and other valuable consideration 

the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, the Agreement is hereby amended and restated as follows: 
 

ARTICLE II-OPERATION OF THE SYSTEMS 

 
Beginning on the Commencement Date (as defined below) and during the term of the 

Agreement, MHOG agrees to provide, through the Utility Department, the staff, vehicles, supplies and 
materials needed to operate the Systems. Under the Memorandum of Understanding and pursuant to this 
Agreement, the parties including Genoa shall cooperate reasonably with MHOG to effectuate any other 
agreements and bills of sale to transfer necessary staff, vehicles, supplies, materials, and other assets to 
MHOG to operate the Systems. 

 
The Utility Department agrees to operate the Systems in accordance with the terms and 

conditions of this Agreement, applicable law, and the permits, licenses, manufacturer's protocols, and 
specifications applicable to the operation and maintenance of the Systems. The Utility Department 
through its Utilities Director shall take direction from the governing board of each respective System 
with respect to the specific operation of each such System, and the ultimate responsibility, including any 
legal liability, for the operation of each such System shall remain with the governing body of each 
respective System. Each party hereby agrees that it will cooperate in good faith with the other and its 
agents, employees, representatives, officers, contractors, and subcontractors to facilitate the 
performance of the mutual obligations set forth in this Agreement. 

 

ARTICLE III-SCOPE OF SERVICES 

 
When performing services pursuant to this Agreement for the Systems, Utility Department 

personnel through the Utilities Director described below shall report to and be subject to direction of the 
appropriate governing Board of the respective System, although such personnel shall be employees of 
MHOG and not of the Systems. As described above, the ultimate responsibility for the operation of each 
such System shall remain with the governing body of each respective System. 

 
Section 3.1 - Administrative and Support Services 
 

Administrative staff to be employed by the Utility Department and assigned to the Systems shall 
consist of a Utility Director, a Deputy Utility Director - Water, a Deputy Utility Director - Wastewater, 



Page 3 of 14 
 

and such other personnel as shall be necessary to perform the utility services described in this 
Agreement. A description of the duties to be carried out by the administrative staff is set forth in Exhibit 
1. 

 
Section 3.2 - Operation and Maintenance Services 
 

Operation and maintenance staff to be employed by the Utility Department and assigned to the 
Systems shall consist of the necessary plant, collection and distribution system personnel. A description 
of the duties to be carried out by the operation and maintenance staff with regard to water systems is 
set forth in Exhibit 2a and with regard to sanitary sewer systems is set forth in Exhibit 2b. 

 
Section 3.3 - Meter Service, Reading, Billing and Receipting Services 
 

Meter reading, billing, and receipting staff to be employed by the Utility Department and 
assigned to the Systems shall consist of the necessary staff to bill, read, and receipt water and sanitary 
sewer service. A description of the duties to be carried out by the billing services staff is set forth in 
Exhibit 3. 

 
Section 3.4 - Staffing Levels 
 

The proposed staffing level to conduct and maintain the various services described in this 
Agreement is presented in the Utility Department Organization Chart shown in Exhibit 4. The parties 
to this Agreement acknowledge that during the term of this Agreement, staffing levels will vary pending 
the season, level of effort required, attenuation, termination, disability, availability of employable 
personnel, or other circumstances. The parties acknowledge that the Utility Department shall have the 
right to modify staffing levels or staffing management and organizational roles to provide the 
appropriate level of service to the Systems subject to the following conditions: (i) any modifications that 
do not result in an increase of the Utilities Fund Budget (see defined below) can be made by the Utility 
Department, (ii) any modifications that result in an increase of the overall Utilities Fund Budget by 5% 
or less on an annual basis may be made by the Utility Department with prior notification to the governing 
boards of the Systems, and (iii) any modifications that result in an increase of the overall Utilities Fund 
Budget by more than 5% on an annual basis may be made only with the prior written approval of the 
governing boards of each of the Systems except, that modifications in staffing levels made pursuant to 
the inclusion of additional systems pursuant to Section 5.7 shall not require additional approvals. 

 
Section 3.5 - Vehicle, Supply, and Material Levels 
 

During the term of this Agreement, the Utility Department agrees to provide vehicles, supplies, 
equipment and materials necessary to perform the essential duties outlined in this Agreement. A 
summary of the vehicles, supplies, and materials initially to be provided is set forth in Exhibit 5. The 
parties to this Agreement acknowledge that during the term of this Agreement vehicle, supply, and 
material levels will vary pending changes in scope of services, staffing levels, and regulations. The 
parties acknowledge that the Utility Department shall have the right to modify these levels to provide 
the appropriate level of service to the Systems subject to the following conditions: (i) any modifications 
that do not result in an increase of the Utilities Fund Budget can be made by the Utility Department, (ii) 
any modifications that result in an increase of the overall Utilities Fund Budget by 5% or less on an 
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annual basis may be made by the Utility Department with prior notification to the governing boards of 
the Systems, and (iii) any modifications that result in an increase of the overall Utilities Fund Budget 
by more than 5% on an annual basis may be made by only with the prior written approval of the 
governing boards of each of the Systems except, that modifications made pursuant to the inclusion of 
additional systems pursuant to Section 5.7 shall not require additional approvals. 

 

ARTICLE IV-CAPITAL PROJECTS 

 
The Utilities Staff may propose capital improvements to comply with changes in law, to reduce 

costs, to increase energy efficiency, to meet System demands, or to improve the Systems operations. 
The Utility Department will not be relieved of its responsibilities to perform under this Agreement, if the 
recommendations of the Utilities Staff are not implemented by the System's governing boards, unless 
the failure by such governing boards to implement such recommendations prevents the Utility 
Department from complying with its obligations hereunder or under applicable law. 

 

ARTICLE V-PAYMENT FOR SERVICES 

 
The Utility Department shall receive compensation for providing staff, vehicles, supplies and 

material necessary to provide the administrative, operational, maintenance and billing services 
contemplated by this Agreement, and the Systems shall be billed monthly based on the methodology 
presented below. 

 
Section 5.1 - Utilities Fund Budget 
 

During the term of this Agreement, MHOG shall maintain a separate Utilities Fund Budget (the 
“Utilities Fund Budget”) to track revenues and expenses associated with the staff, vehicles, supplies and 
materials and other expenses required to perform the administrative, operational, maintenance and 
billing services outlined in this Agreement. The fiscal operating year for the Utility Department is April 
1st through March 31st The 2025-2026 Utilities Fund Budget is presented in Exhibit 6. The Utilities 
Fund Budget shall be established annually and shall balance. Due to the operation of systems owned by 
various entities, MHOG shall be authorized to organize the Utilities Fund Budget and Utilities Fund to 
separate revenues and expenses by system and for proper accounting purposes as it deems fit. 

 
The Utility Department accountants shall prepare, at a minimum, quarterly budget to actual 

reports for presentation to System's governing boards. Failure to present reports less than semi-annually 
shall constitute a default of this Agreement. 

 
Section 5.1.1 – Revenue 
 

Revenue to the Utilities Fund shall include: (i) receipted funds from the Systems for 
providing administrative, operational, and billing services, (ii) receipted funds collected from the 
billing of systems for which full operational services are not performed (iii) charges to 
Developers for new development costs, (iv) interest income and other miscellaneous revenue 
streams not otherwise described, and (v) charges for vactor truck services provided to the various 
systems. Exhibit 6 contains a proforma breakdown of the various revenues for the fiscal year 
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ending March 31, 2026. 
 

Section 5.1.2 – Expenses 
 

Expenses to the Utilities Fund shall include the payments made from the fund for labor 
costs for Utility Department employees (direct costs, benefits and indirect costs), insurance, 
taxes, fuel, repairs, vehicle purchases, outside consultants, computers, software, equipment, 
tools, vactor services, and other items required to properly provide the services described in this 
Agreement, as well as any legal services and accounting services related to employees of the 
Utility Department or services provided by the Utility Department to the Systems pursuant to 
this Agreement. Budgeted expenses for the fiscal year ending March 31, 2026 are listed in 
Exhibit 6. 

 
Section 5.2 – Allocation Percentages & Calculation of Labor and Equipment Compensation  
 

The parties agree that for the fiscal year 2025-2026, the operational costs for the Systems shall 
be allocated based on the 2025 allocation percentages presented in Exhibit 7. Beginning on October 
1, 2026, and in each subsequent year, the allocation percentage calculation shall be based on the formula 
presented in Exhibit 7 and may change without amendment of this Agreement by following its terms. 
In January of each year, the Utilities Staff will re-evaluate the System allocations based on changes in 
the number of customers, piping, pump stations, and consolidation of systems, as illustrated in the 
formula. The Utilities Staff will then present the revised allocation to the governing boards of the 
Systems in January or February of each year and such revised allocation shall be considered for approval 
by the governing board of each System prior to the end of February of each year. The governing boards 
of the System shall use their best efforts to approve any proposed revised allocation, shall promptly 
state the basis for any rejection of any such allocation, and shall negotiate in good faith to ensure that a 
fair allocation is agreed upon no later than February 1st of each year. If the revised allocation is not 
approved by the governing board of each System as set forth above, the current allocation shall remain 
in effect for the fiscal year beginning on the following April 1. Set forth in Exhibit 8 is a calendar 
illustrating the timing for the determination of the DPW’s annual budget and annual allocation of costs 
to the Systems. 

 
Section 5.3 - Base Payment for Services 
 

The Utility Department shall invoice the Systems monthly for services provided by the approved 
allocation percentage of the annual Utilities Fund Budget, minus the fixed billing revenue. Exhibit 6 
documents how fiscal year 2025-2026 will be invoiced. Each subsequent year shall be invoiced in a 
similar manner. All such invoices for services shall be paid within forty-five (45) days after the invoice 
has been sent. 

 
Section 5.4 - Surpluses and Shortfalls 
 

As the annual monthly payments are based on the total anticipated expenses of the Utilities Fund 
Budget, surpluses and deficits may result at the end of the budget year for things such as employee 
departure, insurance adjustments, fuel prices, mechanical failures, utility service interruption or acts of 
nature. This adjustment will occur in August of each calendar year of this Agreement following 
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completion of the annual audit of the Utilities Fund. Surpluses or deficits will be adjusted back to each 
System based on the allocation percentage unless one or more Systems causes a substantial or 
disproportionate change in the Utilities Fund Budget, in which case such System shall bear the resulting 
change in cost. An example of an event that might cause a disproportionate change includes, but is not 
limited to, serious mechanical failures of a system, power outages, system failures, or acts of God 
(lightning, fire, flood, etc) that cause the Utility Department to incur significant additional costs to keep 
such system operational. 

 
Section 5.5 - Annual Budget Adjustment 
 

Based on the allocation percentages described above, annual budget adjustments will be 
presented to the System's governing boards in February for each effective year of this Agreement. The 
Utility Department will make reasonable attempts to maintain and reduce operational costs for the 
Systems. Comments will be received from the System’s governing boards, and a final budget will be 
presented in March of each year. Subject to Section 6.3 below, the final budget for each year shall be 
binding on each of the parties to this Agreement. Set forth in Exhibit 8 is a calendar illustrating the 
timing for the determination of the annual budget for the Utilities Fund. 

 
Section 5.6 - Additional Payments by the Governing Boards 
 

The parties acknowledge that the governing boards of the Systems shall each pay directly for 
services and products not covered by this Agreement including: utilities (gas, electric, and other 
utilities), chemicals, repair parts, outside contractor services, licenses fees and permits, laboratory 
testing, MXU radio read units and SCADA systems, and specialized tools and supplies for each system. 
Additionally, specialized tools and materials required for the operation of a specific System will be the 
responsibility of that respective System. 

 
Section 5.7 - Procedures for Providing Services to Additional Systems 
 

During the term of this Agreement, the Utility Department may be requested to provide services 
to additional utility systems or governing bodies. Providing services to additional systems may result in 
improved operation, efficiency, and cost savings for the residents served by the Systems. As a result, 
the following procedures will be utilized to evaluate requests by third parties to receive utility services 
from the Utility Department: 

 
Section 5.7.1 - Notification of Request 
 

The Utility Staff shall provide notice to each party to this Agreement of a request from 
an outside party to have the Utility Department provide utility services to such outside party. 

 
Section 5.7.2 - Preliminary Staffing and Financial Assessment 
 

Following the request notification, the Utilities Staff shall perform a preliminary 
evaluation of the potential staffing and financial impacts to the existing Utilities Fund Budget. If 
improved operation and cost savings for the existing Utilities Fund are not projected with the 
preliminary evaluation, then utility services will not be provided to the outside party. 
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Section 5.7.3 - Approval by Governing Boards 
 

A preliminary staffing and financial evaluation that projects improved operation and cost 
savings will be presented to each governing board of the Systems. Prior to providing such utility 
services to the requesting third party, the governing board of each System will need to approve 
by resolution the services that will be performed, the costs that will be charged to such third 
party and the manner in which the staff and legal costs associated with providing utility services 
to such third party will be paid. Additionally, the governing board of each System will also be 
required to approve any revision to the Utilities Fund Budget that exceeds by 5% the then current 
Utilities Fund Budget and any revisions to the allocation of costs provided by Section 5.2 of this 
Agreement. 
 
Section 5.7.4 - Billing Only Duties 
 

Should the services requested by the third party consist only of performing billing duties 
that do not significantly impact staffing levels or costs, the Utilities Staff can perform such billing 
duties without the staffing and financial assessment described above. 

 
Section 5.8 - Reserve Funds 
 

Section 5.8.1- Fund Balance & 2/3 Majority Vote for Minimum to Increase 
 

The target fund balance in the Utilities Fund at the end of each fiscal year during the Term 
of this Agreement shall be $100,000 following the annual audit of the Utilities Fund, with the 
exception of the other reserve funds, which shall be maintained as described in Section 5.8.2. To 
the extent that the Utilities Fund has a balance greater than the above following the annual audit 
of the Utilities Fund, then excess amounts shall be returned to the parties hereto based on the 
same allocations on which such funds were paid to the Utilities Fund. If the Utilities Fund 
balance falls below three quarters of the amount above at the end of any fiscal year following the 
annual audit of the Utilities Fund, MHOG may adjust the budget for the following year to 
replenish the Utilities Fund Budget to the target fund amount. The minimum reserve figure above 
may be increased under this Agreement upon a 2/3 majority vote of the Directors of MHOG. 

 
 Section 5.8.2 Other Reserve Funds  
 
As part of the Utilities Fund Budget, MHOG shall maintain segregated reserve funds for the 
financial protection of all participating utility systems.  The funds shall be maintained as 
presented below. The numbers presented below may be increased under this Agreement upon a 
2/3 majority vote of the Directors of MHOG. 
 
Equipment Reserve Fund: This fund shall be used to replace or add additional vehicles and 
equipment as needed to serve the utility systems.  The fund shall maintain a minimum balance 
of $200,000 and a maximum balance of $600,000. 
 
Personnel Reserve Fund: The fund shall be established to fund employee items such as 
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unemployment payments, severance pay outs, or defense of employee allegations.  The fund 
shall strive to have a minimum balance of $50,000 and a maximum amount of $150,000. 
 
Health Reimbursement Account Reserve: As part of an effort to lower health insurance costs, 
MHOG shall pay annual health reimbursement account self-insurance.  The reserve fund is set 
to cover any overages to the budgeted utilization of health reimbursement by employees.  The 
fund shall have a minimum balance of $25,000 and a maximum balance of $75,000.   
 
 

ARTICLE VI-TERM AND TERMINATION 

 
Section 6.1 - Term 
 

This Agreement shall be considered to begin on the date of the last signature of a required party 
(the "Commencement Date") and shall last through an initial term until October 1, 2031. Thereafter, this 
Agreement will automatically renew for successive five (5) year terms each, unless written notice of 
termination is provided by a party to this Agreement to the other parties not more than one hundred 
eighty (180) days and not less than ninety (90) days prior to the end of the then current term. In such 
event this Agreement shall only terminate as to the terminating party(ies) provided that the remaining 
parties can agree on an amended budget under Section 5.1 above and new allocation percentages under 
Section 5.2 above. In the event that a party elects to terminate this Agreement without cause, and that 
party creates employment positions (or third party contractor positions) to operate its Systems, that party 
shall provide first preference for any such positions to any Utilities Staff that are, or will be, displaced 
(or laid off) as a result of that party's election to terminate. In the event that any Utilities Staff are laid 
off as a result of a party terminating this Agreement without cause and said Utilities Staff are not hired 
by the terminating party, then the terminating party shall, on a quarterly basis, reimburse MHOG for all 
unemployment costs incurred by MHOG as a result of said layoff(s) for a period of one (1) year from 
the effective date of said termination. 

 
Section 6.2 - Events of Default and Remedies 
 

The failure of any party to comply with any material term of this Agreement shall constitute a 
default. Upon default by a party, the complaining party shall send written Notice of Default to the 
defaulting party with a copy to the other parties. Such notice shall clearly specify the nature of the default 
and provide the defaulting party sixty (60) days to cure the default. If the default is capable of being 
cured within sixty (60) days, but is not cured within the sixty (60) days, the Agreement shall, at the 
option of the non-defaulting party(ies), terminate at midnight of the sixtieth (60th) day following receipt 
of the Notice of Default. In the case of default that cannot be cured within sixty (60) days, the 
Agreement shall not terminate so long as the defaulting party has given written notice of the extension 
to the other parties and the defaulting party has commenced and is diligently pursuing a remedy, 
provided, however, that if the defaulting party has failed to give notice or failed to commence or pursue 
a remedy, the termination of this Agreement as to the defaulting party shall be at the option of the non- 
defaulting party(ies). Evidence of such remedy and its diligent pursuit shall be provided from the 
party determined to be in default to the satisfaction of the non-defaulting party(ies), and in any event 
such extension may not extend for more than one hundred eighty (180) days. Any termination under 
this paragraph shall only be effective as to the defaulting party and this Agreement shall remain in full 
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force and effect as to the non-defaulting parties, provided that the non-defaulting parties can agree on 
an amended budget under Section 5.1 above and new allocation percentages under Section 5.2 above. 

 
In the event of the termination of this Agreement under the terms outlined above, the defaulting 

party shall pay MHOG for the services provided and invoiced up to the effective date of termination. 
Payment shall be made within thirty (30) days of the date of termination. Additionally, the non-breaching 
party or parties shall retain and may pursue all other remedies that may be available under applicable 
law. 

 
Section 6.3 - Additional Option to Terminate as a Result of the Annual Utilities Fund Budget 

 
In addition to the other termination options under this Agreement, the parties to this Agreement 

shall have the right to terminate this Agreement in the event that the annual budget presented by the 
Utility Department in March of each year, pursuant to Section 5.5 of this Agreement, exceeds by more 
than 10% the Utilities Fund Budget for the then current fiscal year. Any modifications previously 
approved by the governing boards of the Systems (including, but not limited to, modifications approved 
under Sections 3.4, 3.5 and 5.7.3 of this Agreement) shall be excluded from the calculation of whether 
the 10% threshold has been exceeded. In order for a party to terminate this Agreement pursuant to this 
Section, such party must provide written notice to the other parties to this Agreement no later than April 
15th following the presentation of the annual budget and in such case, the then current Utilities Fund 
Budget shall remain in place and this Agreement shall terminate on the following June 30. 

 

ARTICLE VII-INSURANCE 

 
Section 7.1 - Insurance Provided by Genoa Township 
 

Genoa shall provide and maintain the following levels of insurance coverage at all times during 
the term of this Agreement: 

 
(1) General Liability with a combined single limit in the amount of $5,000,000. 

 
(2) Sewer Backup Coverage in the amount of $250,000. 

 
Section 7.2 - MHOG Insurance 
 

MHOG shall provide and maintain the following levels of insurance coverage at all times during 
the term of this Agreement: 

 
(1) General Liability Insurance and Vehicle Liability Insurance with a combined single 

limit in the amount of $5,000,000. 
 

(2) Property insurance in amounts sufficient to cover real property owned by MHOG. 
 

(3) Worker's Compensation Insurance in compliance with the laws of the State of 
Michigan, covering MHOG employees engaged in the performance of services, to the 
required statutory amount. 
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Section 7.3 - G-O Insurance 
 

G-O shall provide and maintain the following levels of insurance coverage at all times during 
the term of this Agreement: 

 
(1) General Liability Insurance and Vehicle Liability Insurance with a combined single 

limit in the amount of $5,000,000. 
 

(2) Property insurance in amounts sufficient to cover real property owned by G-O. 
 

(3) Sewer Backup Coverage in the amount of $250,000. 
 
Section 7.4 - Howell Township 
 

Howell Township shall provide and maintain the following levels of insurance coverage at all 
times during the term of this Agreement: 

 
(1) General Liability Insurance with a combined single limit in the amount of 

$5,000,000. 
 

(2) Property insurance in amounts sufficient to cover real property owned by Howell 
Township 
 

(3) Sewer Backup Coverage in the amount of $250,000. 
 

ARTICLE VIII-DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

 
Section 8.1 - Appointment of Panel 
 

The parties agree that any and all claims, controversies or actions arising out of the terms, 
provisions or subject matter of this Agreement shall be referred to a panel (the “Panel”) consisting of 
three (3) representatives (the “Representatives”). The Utility Department shall appoint one (1) 
representative to the Panel, the governing bodies of the Systems shall collectively appoint one (1) 
representative to the Panel and the two (2) representatives shall mutually agree on a third representative 
for the Panel. Such appointments shall be made by the parties within fifteen (15) days of written notice 
of a dispute or claim. 

 
Section 8.2 - Additional Remedies and Arbitration 
 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 8.1, if the claim or dispute is not resolved by the good 
faith negotiations of the Representatives within sixty (60) days of appointment, any of the parties to this 
Agreement, subject to the following, may seek any remedies available at law and/or in equity to resolve 
the dispute. Additionally, the parties to this Agreement may, if they mutually agree in writing, submit 
any claims, disputes or other matters in question arising out of or relating to this Agreement or breach 
thereof to arbitration in accordance with the Arbitration Rules of the American Arbitration Association, 
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currently in effect, or such other rules of arbitration to which they may mutually agree. The arbitration 
shall be conducted in a location selected by mutual agreement of the parties. The costs of the arbitrator 
shall be shared equally by the parties. Each party shall be responsible for the costs of its own legal 
counsel, witnesses and documents it submits to the arbitrator. The arbitrator shall have no authority to 
change any provision of this Agreement, and the arbitrator's sole authority shall be to interpret or apply 
the provisions of this Agreement in accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan. If the parties 
mutually agree to settle a claim, dispute or other matters in question between them by arbitration, the 
award rendered by the arbitrator(s) shall be final and judgment may be entered upon it in accordance 
with the applicable law and any court having jurisdiction thereof. Any and all awards shall be in 
writing and shall give the arbitrator's supporting reasons for the award. It is expressly understood and 
agreed that any agreement to submit a particular claim, dispute or matter to arbitration shall apply only 
to that claim, dispute or matter and shall not be binding upon any other claims, disputes or matters which 
may arise between the parties. 

 
Section 8.3 - Covenant to Continue Work 
 

During resolution of any dispute under this Article, MHOG and the System's governing boards 
shall each continue to perform their respective obligations under this Agreement without interruption or 
delay. 

 

ARTICLE IX – MISCELLANEOUS 

 
Section 9.1 - Assignment 
 

This Agreement is binding on the parties hereto, and their permitted successors and assigns. The 
parties agree not to transfer or assign their respective interests in this Agreement without the written 
consent of the other parties hereto. 

 
Section 9.2 - Choice of Law and Forum 
 

This Agreement shall be subject to and governed by the laws of the State of Michigan. The 
parties agree that the venue for the bringing of any legal or equitable action under this Agreement shall 
be established in accordance with the statutes of the State of Michigan and/or Michigan Court Rules. In 
the event that any action is brought under this Agreement in Federal Court, the venue for such action 
shall be the Federal Judicial District of Michigan, Eastern District, Southern Division. 

 
Section 9.3 - Entire Agreement 
 

This Agreement and the attached exhibits represent the entire agreement between the parties with 
respect to the subject matter hereof and supersedes all prior representations, negotiations or agreements 
whether written or oral. 
 
Section 9.4 – Notices 
 

All notices shall be in writing and shall be deemed given when mailed by first class mail or 
delivered in person. Notices to be given to Genoa Charter Township will be addressed to: 
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Genoa Charter Township 

2911 Dorr Road 
Brighton, MI 48116 

Attention: Supervisor 
 
Notices to be given to MHOG will be addressed to: 
 

MHOG Sewer and Water Authority 
1577 N. Latson Road 

Howell, MI 48843 
Attention: Secretary 

 
 
Notices to be given to Genoa-Oceola will be addressed to: 
 

Genoa-Oceola Sewer and Water Authority 
2911 Dorr Road 

Brighton, MI 48116 
Attention: Secretary 

 
Notices to be given to Howell Township will be addressed to: 
 

Howell Township 
3525 Byron Road 
Howell, MI 48855 

Attention: Supervisor 
 
Section 9.5 – Severability 
 

Should any part of this Agreement for any reason be declared invalid or void, such declaration 
will not affect the remaining parts of this Agreement, which will remain in full force and effect as if the 
Agreement had been executed with the invalid portion eliminated. 

 
Section 9.6 - Amendment or Modification of Agreement 
 

No change in or modification, termination or discharge of this Agreement, in any form 
whatsoever, shall be valid or enforceable unless it is in writing and signed by the party to be charged 
therewith or its duly Authorized Representative. 

 
Section 9.7 - Third Party Beneficiaries 
 

Except as expressly provided herein, this Agreement does not create, and is not intended to 
create, by implication or otherwise, any direct or indirect obligation, duty, promise, benefit, or any other 
right in favor of any person other than the parties. 
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Section 9.8 – Counterparts 
 

This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts each of which shall be deemed one and 
the same agreement. It shall be binding upon and insure the benefit of the parties to it and their 
respective successors and assigns. 

 
Section 9.9 - Required Taxes, Insurances, Fees and Documents 
 

MHOG agrees that it will operate legally and pay all federal, state, local, social security, 
Medicare and unemployment taxes, liability and workers' compensation insurance premiums, and 
license or permit fees necessary to conduct business. 
 
 

{signature page follows} 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be executed and delivered, by 
their respective duly authorized officers, all as the day and year first above written.  
 
 
Agreed hereto: 
       MHOG 
 
Date: __________________, 2026    ______________________________________ 

By:  
Its: Chairperson 

 
GENOA-OCEOLA SEWER AND WATER 
AUTHORITY 

 
Date: __________________, 2026    ______________________________________ 

By:  
Its: Chairperson 

 
GENOA CHARTER TOWNSHIP 

 
Date: __________________, 2026    ______________________________________ 

By:  
Its: Supervisor  

 
HOWELL TOWNSHIP 

 
Date: __________________, 2026    ______________________________________ 

By:  
Its: Supervisor 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







































Howell Township 
Sewer and Water Rates 

February 12, 2026 
 
 
 
 
At the February Board Meeting we voted to make the final transfer from the Sewer and Water Fund 
to the General Fund paying off the sewer and water debt.  The Township Board had previously 
indicated that once the debt was paid off, we would complete two tasks: 
 

1. Remove the Township Debt Fee from the water rate 
2. Complete a sewer rate study 

 
Attached is the utility billing information from 2024 including the debt fee and the proposed change 
removing the debt fee. 
 
Also attached are bids to have a sewer rate study completed. 
 
Carol Hanus from MHOG has also prepared a memo highlighting the cost savings if the Township 
reverted back to quarterly utility billing.  The Township switched to monthly utility billing due to high 
delinquency rates and the need for more consistent revenue during the early 2000s.   
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Jonathan Hohenstein 



             3525 Byron Road, Howell, MI, 48855   Phone: 517-546-2817

UTILITY BILLING INFORMATION 

Meters are read monthly, and bills generated on the 16th of the month and are due on the 15th of the 
following month.  
For your convenience, you can have your payment automatically deducted out of your checking account for 
no charge on the due date every month. The form is available online at www.howelltownshipmi.org under 
Departments/Utilities/Payment Information. Bills can also be paid online with a credit or debit card. 
If you have any questions, just give our billing department a call at (517) 546-2817 Ext. 104. 

You must call to have a final meter read done before you can close/final your account. 

CURRENT WATER & SEWER RATES  
 

WATER 
All water customers have meters to measure actual water used. 1 unit on your water bill is 1,000 gallons usage.

MHOG Usage Rate              $5.25 / 1000 gallons   
Township Debt Fee             $3.04 / 1000 gallons 
Total Township Rate            $8.29 / 1000 gallons 

MHOG Irrigation Rate  $5.80 / 1000 gallons 
Township Debt Fee              $2.49 / 1000 gallons 
Total Township Irrigation Rate $8.29 / 1000 gallons 

$3.33 erve  (this fee is to maintain/replace meters) Call 
 

SEWER 
If you HAVE a meter, you will be billed:  $9.00 per unit (1 unit is 1,000 gallons) 
If your usage is 2 units or under in a month you will be charged a minimum of $25.69 per month for sewer 
usage.  Each additional unit is billed at $9.00 per 1,000 gallons. 
OR 
If you are connected to our sewer system but do NOT have a water meter you will be billed: 
$36.00 per month flat rate (this equals $108.00 per quarter) 

IRRIGATION 
We highly recommend you have an additional meter for irrigation.  Please contact the Zoning 
Administrator at 517-546-2817 Ext. 103 for pricing/process to purchase the meter horn.  This irrigation meter 
exclusively meters water used for outdoor watering and irrigation.  Since the water does not enter the sanitary 
sewer system, you will be billed for irrigation water usage only and will save $9.00 per unit because sewer is 
not billed on the irrigation usage. 

www.howelltownshipmi.org to pay or view account information.   

CALL 1-888-481-0439 FOR WATER & SEWER EMERGENCIES 
 

10% PENALTY PER MONTH ASSESSED ON ALL UNPAID BALANCES.
 

Rates updated October 1, 2024 

Jonathan Hohenstein
Highlight

Jonathan Hohenstein
Highlight



 

             3525 Byron Road, Howell, MI, 48855   Phone: 517-546-2817 
 

UTILITY BILLING INFORMATION 
 
Meters are read monthly, and bills generated on the 16th of the month and are due on the 15th of the 
following month.  
For your convenience, you can have your payment automatically deducted out of your checking account for 
no charge on the due date every month. The form is available online at www.howelltownshipmi.org under 
Departments/Utilities/Payment Information. Bills can also be paid online with a credit or debit card.  
 If you have any questions, just give our billing department a call at (517) 546-2817 Ext. 104. 

You must call to have a final meter read done before you can close/final your account. 
 

CURRENT WATER & SEWER RATES  
 

WATER 
All water customers have meters to measure actual water used. 1 unit on your water bill is 1,000 gallons usage. 
 
MHOG Usage Rate              $5.38 / 1000 gallons   
 
MHOG Irrigation Rate  $5.93 / 1000 gallons 
 
$3.33 per month ‘Ready to Serve’ (this fee is to maintain/replace meters) for 1” inch and smaller meters. Call 
for ‘Ready to Serve’ fee on larger meters. 
 
SEWER 
If you HAVE a meter, you will be billed:  $9.00 per unit (1 unit is 1,000 gallons) 
If your usage is 2 units or under in a month you will be charged a minimum of $25.69 per month for sewer 
usage.  Each additional unit is billed at $9.00 per 1,000 gallons. 
 
OR 
 
If you are connected to our sewer system but do NOT have a water meter you will be billed: 
$36.00 per month flat rate (this equals $108.00 per quarter) 
 
IRRIGATION 
We highly recommend you have an additional meter for irrigation.  Please contact the Zoning 
Administrator at 517-546-2817 Ext. 103 for pricing/process to purchase the meter horn.  This irrigation meter 
exclusively meters water used for outdoor watering and irrigation.  Since the water does not enter the sanitary 
sewer system, you will be billed for irrigation water usage only and will save $9.00 per unit because sewer is 
not billed on the irrigation usage. 

www.howelltownshipmi.org to pay or view account information.   
 

CALL 1-855-231-6692 FOR WATER & SEWER EMERGENCIES 
 

10% PENALTY PER MONTH ASSESSED ON ALL UNPAID BALANCES. 
 

Rates updated March 10, 2026 

http://www.howelltownshipmi.org/
http://www.howelltownshipmi.org/


Howell Township
Wastewater Financial Projection  
February 23, 2026 

Submitted Respectfully by: 
Dawn Lund 
Vice-President, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 
dlund@ufsweb.com 
(231) 218-9664 



Utility Financial Solutions, LLC
dlund@ufsweb.com

C: (231) 218-9664 

February 23, 2026 

Jonathan Hohenstein, Township Treasurer 
Howell Township 
3525 Byron Road 
Howell, MI 48855 

Utility Financial Solutions, LLC (UFS) is pleased to submit a proposal to provide a wastewater financial projection 
and rate design for Howell Township.  Our proposal is based on years of experience navigating complex financial 
challenges for municipal utilities around the United States. 

We approach challenges strategically, partnering with your team to understand your goals before using 
innovative processes and in-depth research to determine the best solution to suit your needs.  We stay on top of 
industry trends and anticipate challenges to help you solve existing problems and prepare your utility for long-
term success.  Our methodology and educational components have earned us a reputation as the preferred 
provider of rate studies in the United States. 

Our project team members are experts in their respective fields and instruct for leading utility groups including 
the American Public Power Association, Southern Gas Association, and the National Association of Regulatory 
Utility Commissioners.  Our specialized team of accountants, engineers, and economists have years of industry-
specific experience to help ensure that you reach your goals.  UFS was incorporated in 2001 and brings decades 
of experience to your utility. 

For your project, UFS will complete the studies and provide an executive report detailing the process to help 
communicate with members of your governing body and community.   

The goal of these efforts is to: 
Establish and maintain long-term financial stability. 
Educate on principals of cost of service and financial planning. 
Earn positive engagement from members of government. 

We appreciate the opportunity to submit this proposal and look forward to discussing it with you.  If you have 
questions or need additional information, please contact me at (231) 218-9664. 

Sincerely, 

Dawn Lund 
Vice-President, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 
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Understanding of Project Requirements

Summary of Services for the Wastewater Utility 
Described below is an overview of the services UFS will provide.  Greater detail is included within the detailed scope 
of service section.  The list below includes sections not directly identified within the proposal but are critical in 
meeting the needs of the community and the utility department.   

1. Development of Long-Term Financial Projections – These studies are included as part of the UFS scope and 
are critical in development of a long-term rate strategy.  Our study incorporates the strategic plan, funding 
of long-term capital plans, amount, and timing of any financing needs, and balances the financial stability of 
the departments.  The long-term financial projection and development of key financial targets is discussed 
in the detailed work plan of our proposal. 

2. Customer Rate Designs – UFS’ rate design study identifies impacts on customers at various levels of 
usage/volume. This function assists the governing body in making informed decisions and understanding the 
impacts on customers and the community.  

3. Presentation to Staff & Governing Body – The presentation to staff and the governing body serves two 
purposes:   

i. Obtain approval of rate adjustments and rate designs. 
ii. Equally important is the education provided to the governing body to understand the importance of 

maintaining financial stability, how rates are used to achieve community goals and objectives.  UFS staff 
are skilled at obtaining guidance needed to develop rates and providing education to allow the 
governing body to make informed decisions during this process.   

4. Reports (PDF) 
i. Executive Summary Report –  

Summarization of the financial projection results, key financial targets and recommended long term 
rate track needed to achieve financial stability for the utility. 
Description of the major assumptions used in development of the financial projection. 
Considerations on future rate adjustments.  

ii. Rate Design  
Summary of anticipated revenue to be received from the rate design and impacts on customers at 
various usage levels. 
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Summary of Ability
A summary of the firm’s ability to achieve the Utility’s project goals. 

Introduction 
The Utility is requesting a Wastewater Financial Plan to assess and evaluate the existing rates to ensure the utility 
operations and maintenance, capital improvement program, depreciation, and debts are adequately funded, 
while rate impacts are minimized. UFS has the staff available to complete the project in the Utility’s desired 
timeframe.  UFS’ ability to achieve the Utility’s project goals is best demonstrated by our references (noted in a 
later section) and our organized and well thought out processes outlined below.  

Project Set Up 
After project award, if selected, UFS will conduct a kick-off meeting to review the information request and confirm 
the project schedule and deliverables. As data is gathered by the Utility, UFS will process and enter it into the 
study. Progress calls will be scheduled to address any questions and to review outstanding data requests.  UFS will 
analyze revenues by completing a revenue “proof” to ensure that the monthly billing units provided calculate out 
to the reported sales revenue when multiplied by current rate schedules.  

Revenue Requirements  
We will analyze operating expenses and test year budgets. Expenses are itemized at the finest level of detail 
available from the Utility and forecasted for the test year. Expenses are then categorized such that appropriate 
allocations can be applied, and costs distributed to the contributing rate class. A similar approach is applied to the 
Utility’s fixed asset net book value and depreciation costs and incorporates the capital improvement program for 
interim and test years.  Together, the expenses, depreciation and a rate of return comprise the revenue 
requirements of the system.  
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Financial Projection

UFS’ financial analysis is unique in their ability to easily change from cash basis revenue requirements to Utility 
Basis revenue requirements. The financial analysis includes both cash basis targets such as cash reserves and debt 
coverage; and accrual basis targets such as rate of return.  UFS studies also include a review of secondary financial 
targets such as debt to equity ratios, age of system, days cash on hand and working capital requirements as part 
of the overall assessment of the financial health of the utility. The financial projection will incorporate assumptions 
such as inflation, anticipated changes in expenses, debt issuances, and capital improvements.  The financial 
projection incorporates targets to help ensure the long-term financial stability of the Utility is maintained or 
improved and develop a plan for rate adjustments.  

Target One: Debt Coverage Ratio 
Based on review of bond issues and debt service schedules, the principal and interest expense will be identified 
and incorporated into the analysis.  We will provide a table as shown below to compare projected Debt Service 
Ratios with requirements in the Bond Ordinance. 

Sample Report Graph and Table: Debt Coverage Ratio  

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5

Target 1: Debt Coverage Ratio

Debt Coverage Ratio Target Ratio

Description
Projected 

Y1
Projected 

Y2
Projected 

Y3
Projected 

Y4
Projected 

Y5

Net Income 996,826$       997,462$       945,213$       826,113$       758,497$       
Add Depreciation/Amortization Expense 2,565,601 2,609,101      2,732,859      2,921,523      3,057,531      
Add Interest Expense 764,408 726,408         688,408         648,408         606,408         

Cash Generated from Operations 4,326,835$   4,332,971$   4,366,480$   4,396,044$   4,422,436$   
Debt Principal and Interest 1,714,408$   1,676,408$   1,688,408$   1,698,408$   1,706,408$   
Projected Debt Coverage Ratio (Covenants) 2.52 2.58 2.59 2.59 2.59

Minimum Debt Coverage Ratio 1.40 1.40 1.40 1.40 1.40
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Target Two: Minimum Cash Reserve Calculation 
To help ensure timely completion of capital improvements and enable the utility to meet requirements for large, 
unexpected expenditures and risk factors, the recommended minimum level of cash reserves will be identified.  
Development of the minimum cash reserves considers several factors.  

A sample list is below: 
Working capital 
Variations in expenses 
Capital improvement programs 
Annual bond payments 
Exposure to catastrophic events such as extreme weather 

Sample Report Graph and Table: Minimum Cash Reserves 
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Target Two: Cash Reserve Levels

Projected Cash Balances Recommended Minimum Cash

Description
Projected 

Y1
Projected 

Y2
Projected 

Y3
Projected 

Y4
Projected 

Y5

Minimum Cash Reserve Allocation
Operation & Maintenance Less Depreciation Expense 25% 25% 25% 25% 25%
Supply Expense 25% 25% 25% 25% 25%
Historical Rate Base 2% 2% 2% 2% 2%
Current Portion of Debt Service Payment 83% 83% 83% 83% 83%
Five Year Capital Improvements - Net of Bond Proceeds 20% 20% 20% 20% 20%

% Plant Depreciated 56% 54% 55% 55% 59%
Calculated Minimum Cash Level
Operation & Maintenance Less Depreciation Expense 6,589,952$   6,762,400$   6,941,318$   7,153,036$   7,281,393$   
Supply Expense 8,381,482      9,722,132      9,982,984      10,548,544   11,075,971   
Historical Rate Base 1,527,454      1,689,254      1,769,511      1,877,918      1,877,918      
Current Portion of Debt Service Payment 1,391,419      1,401,379      1,409,679      1,416,319      1,462,799      
Five Year Capital Improvements - Net of Bond Proceeds 3,939,646      3,939,646      3,939,646      3,939,646      3,939,646      

Minimum Cash Reserve Levels 21,829,953$ 23,514,811$ 24,043,138$ 24,935,463$ 25,637,727$ 
Projected Cash Reserves 24,692,803$ 19,224,903$ 17,829,253$ 15,047,239$ 12,790,153$ 
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Target Three:  Operating Income 
The optimal target for setting rates is the establishment of a target operating income to consistently fund capital 
improvements and replacements.   

Development of this target considers the following:  
Interest expense on the outstanding debt 
Inflationary increase on asset replacement costs 
Assets contributed by customers to the Utility 

Sample Report Graph and Table: Target Operating Income 
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Target 3: Operating Income

Adjusted Operating Income Target Operating Income

Description
Projected 

Y1
Projected 

Y2
Projected 

Y3
Projected 

Y4
Projected 

Y5

Target Operating Income Determinants
Net Book Value/Working Capital 33,525,928$    38,888,526$    39,931,938$    42,194,174$    38,927,644$    
Outsanding Principal on Debt 18,160,200$    17,210,200$    16,210,200$    15,160,200$    14,060,200$    
System Equity 15,365,728$    21,678,326$    23,721,738$    27,033,974$    24,867,444$    

Target Operating Income Allocation
Interest on Debt 4.21% 4.22% 4.25% 4.28% 4.31%
System Equity 7.06% 6.73% 6.87% 6.90% 7.48%

Target Operating Income
System Equity 1,085,106$   1,459,590$   1,629,338$   1,864,944$   1,859,437$   

Target Operating Income 1,849,514$   2,185,998$   2,317,746$   2,513,352$   2,465,845$   
Projected Operating Income 2,728,770$   2,599,641$   2,394,956$   2,247,337$   2,037,669$   

Rate of Return in % 5.5% 5.6% 5.8% 6.0% 6.3%
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Five-Year Projection Summary 
The projections will be summarized, and development of alternative rate tracks will be reviewed and compared 
to each financial target to help ensure the future financial stability of the utility.  We will work with Management 
and the Governing body in review and development of five-year strategies and rate track.   

Projected Summary Financial before Rate Adjustments 

Projected Summary Financials with Rate Adjustment and $5.0 Million Bond Issuance

Fiscal Year

Projected 
Rate 

Adjustments

Adjusting 
Operating 

Income

Target 
Operating 

Income

Projected 
Cash 

Balances

Recommended 
Minimum 

Cash

Capital 
Improvements 

Plan

Debt 
Coverage 

Ratio
Year 1 0.0% 2,728,770$      3,038,480$      16,392,621$    18,099,160$     6,065,000$      1.10
Year 2 0.0% 2,711,845 3,019,772 14,592,541 19,169,551 2,175,000 1.11
Year 3 0.0% 2,622,411         3,061,319         10,964,992      19,674,886       4,012,870         1.11
Year 4 0.0% 2,473,225         3,149,568         5,938,354         20,516,844       5,420,360         1.12
Year 5 0.0% 2,380,491         3,098,229         4,959,247         20,862,261       1,380,000         1.12

Fiscal Year

Projected 
Rate 

Adjustments

Adjusting 
Operating 

Income

Target 
Operating 

Income

Projected 
Cash 

Balances

Recommended 
Minimum 

Cash

Capital 
Improvements 

Plan

Debt 
Coverage 

Ratio
Year 1 2.0% 3,350,054$      3,038,480$      17,013,904$    18,099,160$     6,065,000$      1.26
Year 2 2.0% 3,972,613         3,019,772         22,477,689      19,169,551       2,175,000 1.44
Year 3 2.0% 4,216,200         3,061,319         21,453,355      19,674,886       4,012,870 1.53
Year 4 2.0% 4,407,444         3,149,568         21,578,377      20,516,844       5,420,360 1.62
Year 5 2.0% 4,662,614         3,098,229         21,908,593      20,862,261       1,380,000 1.71
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Rate Design

A five-year rate track will be provided with the financial projection, along with a one-year rate design; additional 
years requested would be billed as out of scope. The rate design identifies the impacts on customers at various 
usage levels and is listed by rate class, meter size and usage level. 

UFS will develop and recommend a schedule of wastewater rates designed to generate adequate revenues and 
reflect or move toward the recommended rate adjustment.  

Please note that all rate designs outside of the current rate structure will be charged hourly.  Additional years’ rate 
design may be added at an additional cost.  Please note that all rate designs outside of the current rate structure 
will be charged hourly. 

Summary of Overall Rate Adjustments – Wastewater  

Charged per thousand gallons
Current 
Charge

Proposed 
Charge 
Year 1 COS Rates

Commodity Charge - Inside City 7.87$              8.00$              7.88$              
Commodity Charge - Outside City 15.74              15.60              11.39              
3/4" Meter Inside 14.00              14.50              11.39              
1" Meter Inside 14.00              15.00              15.18              
2" Meter Inside 56.00              56.50              40.83              
4" Meter Inside 224.00           224.00           116.28           
6" Meter Inside 504.00           504.00           187.33           
3/4" Meter Outside 28.00              28.28              17.48              
1" Meter Outside 28.00              29.25              26.30              
2" Meter Outside 102.00           110.18           136.44           
4" Meter Outside 425.70           436.80           297.85           
6" Meter Outside 956.70           982.80           520.40           

Total Revenue 2,418,218$   2,514,946$   
Proposed Rate Change 4.0%

Wastewater Utility
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Wastewater Sample Rate Design, Single Year 

3/4" Meter Inside

Rates Current Year 1 COS
Monthly Facilities Charge 14.00$           14.50$           11.39$    
Usage Charge Per 1,000 Gallons

Inside City 7.87$              8.00$              7.88$      

0.0%

1.0%

2.0%

3.0%

4.0%

5.0%

2,000 2,500 3,000 3,500 4,000 4,500 5,000 5,500 6,000 6,500

Change by Usage (%)

Year 1

Usage Year 1 Year 1

2,000 $0.76 2.6%
2,500 $0.83 2.4%
3,000 $0.89 2.4%
3,500 $0.96 2.3%
4,000 $1.02 2.2%
4,500 $1.09 2.2%
5,000 $1.15 2.2%
5,500 $1.22 2.1%
6,000 $1.28 2.1%
6,500 $1.35 2.1%

Average Monthly Bill Increase by Usage
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Meetings, Reports and Deliverables

Meetings 
The following meetings are anticipated (conducted virtually): 

Kickoff Meeting – Clarify scope of services and expectations of management 
Data Verification – Verify data collected 
Financial Review – Review assumptions used in the long-term projections 
Review draft reports with management 
Presentation as requested by management such as review report with Governing body  

Format of Reports  
UFS reports are typically separated into the reports listed below: 

Power Point Summary – A concise presentation of study results that is shared with management and staff.  
This summary will include graphs, charts, tables, and findings. 
Executive Summary Report (PDF) – An overview that identifies the objectives, process, and results of the 
rate study in a clear and concise format.  
Rate Design – The rate design includes the following: 

Comparison of the current and proposed rates. 
Expected revenues generated from proposed rates. 
Impact on customer classes at various usage levels or load factors within each rate class. 

Presentation of Financial Projection and Rate Design Study 
A critical aspect of the study is the clear and concise presentation to the Governing body of the utility. UFS 
professionals are skilled at explaining and working with advisory and governing bodies to ensure decisions are 
based on information they can understand and apply to their community.   Presentations are virtual unless onsite 
requested at out of scope pricing.  
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Firm Qualifications

This section discusses UFS’ experience and qualifications assisting municipalities with cost of service and financial 
analysis.  UFS personnel are recognized as national experts and include highly qualified, motivated, experienced, 
and knowledgeable professionals.  UFS’ reputation has resulted in industry leading status shown by the number 
of clients we serve, our frequent requests to instruct classes and speak at conferences around the nation and our 
frequent requests to serve as expert witnesses on rate related issues.    

UFS’ experience includes completion of rate studies in 43 states, Guam, several Caribbean Islands and Canada.  
This provides UFS with the experience and knowledge to provide creative solutions.   

UFS is the industry leader in electric, water, and wastewater studies. Our national experience is summarized 
below: 

In Demand UFS has completed numerous rate studies for electric, water, sewer, gas, telecommunications, 
and solid waste. 

Diverse UFS is the preferred provider of rate services for municipalities, electric cooperatives, and members 
of Joint Action Agencies. 

Innovative UFS is leading the industry in development of Time of Use rates including variations of Variable 
Peak Pricing, Dynamic Pricing and Real Time Pricing. 

Reliable Our methodologies on establishing financial targets and cash reserve policies have become industry 
standards and have assisted utilities in improving bond ratings with Fitch, S&P and Moody’s.  

Supported Our establishment of rates for customers located outside city limits have been accepted in State 
Courts and resulted in UFS becoming expert witnesses and arbitrators on rate disputes across the United States. 

Experienced  UFS has provided electric, gas, water, wastewater, and telecommunications services to some of 
largest utilities in the country including Nashville TN, Knoxville TN, Sacramento Municipal Utility District, 
Rochester MN, Imperial Irrigation District CA, Austin TX, Huntsville AL, Columbia MO, and Lansing MI. 

Knowledgeable We are frequent speakers on special rate topics around the United States including APPA’s 
National Conference, APPA’s Educational Institutes, E&O Workshop, Legal Conferences, Business and Financial 
Workshop, numerous webinars topics and state conferences in over 15 states. 

A sample of recent presentations are listed below: 
Development of Key Financial Targets 
Information provided by Cost of Service Studies 
Cash Reserve Policies for Municipal Utilities 
Development of Utility Extension Policies  
Cost of Service Challenges and Solutions 
Appropriate levels of Contributions to City (Payment in lieu of Tax) 
The Rate Race
Development of Avoided Cost and Rate Designs for Distributed Generation 
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Teachers UFS personnel are the instructors on cost of service and financial planning courses offered through 
the American Public Power Association (APPA), American Water Works Association (AWWA), and the National 
Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners (NARUC), EUCI, and Southern Gas Association.  UFS’ industry 
leading status has resulted in courses on distributed generation to the US Department of Energy. 

These courses include the following: 
Basic Cost of Service 
Intermediate Cost of Service 
Advanced Cost of Service 
Financial Planning  
Utility Financial Check-up  
Cost of Service and Rate Design for Distributed Generation 
Development of Line Extension Policies  
Rate Structures to promote Energy Conservation 
Rate Structures to create Revenue Stability 
Advanced issues in Rate Design  
Advanced issues in Cost Allocations 

UFS holds a commitment to the following: 
Quality Control – Proper quality control and management help ensure the accomplished work is in alignment 
with the project scope, is completed timely, within budget and the results are accurate and defensible.  The 
quality controls developed by UFS are specific to utility rate studies and are based on our prior experience 
working with electric utilities.  

Timeliness of Studies – Part of the quality control includes the timely completion of the rate studies.  UFS 
experience in completing studies provides us the ability to complete the studies as requested and discussed 
in the initial kick-off meeting.    

Financial Strength – UFS commenced business in 2001 and has the highest financial rating by Dunn and 
Bradstreet.  

Independence – UFS maintains its independence throughout its engagements to help ensure unbiased 
recommendations to the governing bodies.  We do not provide services that could impair our independence 
such as engineering, accounting, or auditing services.  

Diverse Staff Backgrounds – Proper development of rate studies require knowledge in accounting, finance, 
economics, and engineering.  UFS staff has diverse backgrounds that include degrees in accounting (CPA), 
engineering, finance, economics, information technology and degrees in Water Purification Technology.
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Resumes
The next section includes resumes of UFS team members who may work on the project based on project needs. 

Staff Availability 
UFS has adequate staff available to complete the tasks in the timeline requested. 

Name and title of primary contact person: 
Dawn Lund 
E-mail: dlund@ufsweb.com 
Cell: (213) 218-9664 

Proposed service team including titles:  
Mark Beauchamp – President 
Dawn Lund – Vice President 
Dan Kasbohm – Manager 
Mike Johnson – Manager 
Chris Lund – Project Manager 
Jillian Jurczyk – Manager 
Joan Bakenhus – Senior Financial Analyst 
Robert Blank – Senior Financial Analyst 
Janel Albrecht – Financial Analyst 
Jayde Dono – Financial Analyst 
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Mark Beauchamp, CPA, CMA, MBA 
President, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 

Email: mbeauchamp@ufsweb.com 
Cellular: 616-403-5450 
Location: Holland, MI 

Education 
AAS Water Purification Technology 
ABA Business Administration 
BBA Major – Accounting 
MBA Master’s Degree in Business 

Expert Witness Service 
Detroit Edison vs. Ameritech – Provided expert 
witness services for Detroit Edison on development 
of Pole Attachment Rates for Ameritech 
Nebraska State Unicameral – Served as an expert 
witness before the State of Nebraska Unicameral on 
proper rate setting and credits to provide customer 
installed renewable generation 
Dayton Power & Light – Provided expert witness 
services on pole attachment rates.  Case was 
resolved prior to Court appearance 
Coldwater Board of Public Works – Provide expert 
witness services on rate challenge by large industrial 
customer.  Case was dropped after deposition was 
provided 
Smethport PA – Provided deposition and responses 
to Pennsylvania Public Service Commission on Rate 
Filing for Smethport 

Industry Involvement 
Member of the American Public Power Association 
Member of the American Water Works Association 
Member of the Institute of Management Accountants 
Speaker at national conferences on Financial Planning 
for Municipal Utilities, Pricing for Water Utilities, 
Pricing Fiber Optic backbone systems, Unbundling 
Electric Rates, and Ways to Attract and Retain 
Customers 
Author of articles appearing in national magazines 
and newsletters regarding pricing fiber optics, training 
electric rates, and designing water rates 

License and Qualifications 
Class “A” license in wastewater treatment from the 
State of Michigan 
(CPA) Certified Public Accountant – Wisconsin 
(CMA) Certified Management Accountant – Institute 
Certified Management Accountants 

Course Instructor 
American Public Power Association (APPA) 

Advanced Cost of Service Course (Cash Basis & 
Utility Basis of Ratemaking) 
Intermediate Cost of Service (Cash Basis & Utility 
Basis of Ratemaking) 
Basic Cost of Service (Cash Basis & Utility Basis of 
Ratemaking) 
Financial Planning for Municipal Utilities 
Financial Planning for Board & Councils 
Financial Planning and Rate Setting for Managers 
(Part of Managers Certificate Program) 

American Municipal Power (AMP) 
Financial Planning and Rate Designs for Electric 
Utilities 

Michigan State University 
Advanced Issues in Cost Allocation (Utility Basis 
of Rate Making) 
Retail Costing and Pricing of Electricity 
Wholesale Costing and Pricing of Electricity 

Southwest American Water Works Association 
Michigan Rural Water Association

Cost of Service & Rate Making for Water Utilities 

Michigan Finance Government Officers Association 
Cost of Service & Rate Making for Water & 
Wastewater Utilities 



Utility Financial Solutions, LLC Proposal for Howell Township P a g e  | 14

Dawn Lund 
Vice-President, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 

Dawn has over 30 years of experience pricing utility services for electric, water 
and wastewater.  She works with utilities across the country on cost of service, 
financial planning, and a variety of complex financial analyses.  She also teaches 
cost of service and financial planning courses for the American Public Power 
Association and MI-AWWA.  She is also a regularly requested speaker for various 
regional and national organizations.   

Email: dlund@ufsweb.com 
Cellular: 231-218-9664 
Location: Leland, MI 

Cost of Service (COS)
Completed electric, water, and wastewater cost 
of service and rate design studies for utilities 
across the country, Guam, the Caribbean, and 
Canada 
Determining appropriate allocations of overhead 
costs between utility services 

Long-term Financial Analysis 
Development of long-term sales and expense 
projections for electric, water, wastewater, 
telecommunications, gas, and solid waste 
utilities 
Development of long-term financial plan and 
rate track for electric, water, wastewater, 
telecommunications, gas, and solid waste 
utilities 

Presentation & Training 
Presentations to City Councils and Boards for 
approval of utility rates and proposed rate tracks 
Instructor for APPA’s Financial Planning and Basic 
Cost of Services courses and MI-AWWA 
Monthly presentations to various organizations 
on topics such as cost of service, financial 
planning, key financial targets, cash policies, and 
how to explain rate increases to the end user, 
cost of services challenges/solutions, and 
introduction to allocation studies    

Rate Design
Development of equitable rates between inside-
city and outside-city customers 
Development of wholesale contract rates 
Development of special rates; Economic and Time 
of Use 
Development of Connection Fees 
Development of rate designs to meet financial 
objectives of utility 

Other Professional Involvement 
Member of AWWA Finance, Accounting, 
Management and Controls Committee 
Member of AWWA Rates and Charges Committee 
Member of MI-AWWA Education Committee  
Developed MI-AWWA Water Academy material 
for Cost of Service and Financial Planning  
Developed the Basic Cost of Service and Financial 
Planning courses for APPA 
Preferred consulting firm for Hometown 
Connections Financial Planning, Cost of Service, 
and Rate Design 
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Dan Kasbohm 
Manager, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 

Dan joined Utility Financial Solutions, LLC in 2007 and has experience in 
conducting cost of service and financial analysis for electric, water, wastewater, 
stormwater and cable utilities around the nation.  He has a Bachelor of Science 
degree in Engineering and has helped public utilities improve revenue stability, 
set fair and equitable rates, prepare for large capital projects, and help answer 
questions to many of the unique challenges our industry faces today.  Dan is a co-
instructor for the Cost of Service course for the American Public Power 
Association. 

Email: dkasbohm@ufsweb.com 
Cellular: 616-402-7045 
Location: Grand Haven, MI 

Cost of Service (COS)
Utilities include Electric, Gas, Water, and Sewer 
Functionalization & classification of assets and 
costs related to: 

Maintaining customer connection to system 
Variable drivers in production of energy 
Fixed drivers to support various customer 
sized loads 

Development of fair & equitable allocators to 
share assigned costs in each customer class 
Identification of unbundled costs that support 
rate design and customer price signals 

Financial Plan & Key Financial Objectives 
Determine proper revenue requirements (utility 
costs to be recovered through published rates) 
Provide detailed long-term view of financials 
Develop strategy to meet key financial objectives 
(debt affordability, minimum cash levels, optimal 
operating income position, infrastructure age) 
Utilization of financial plan and objectives to 
provide optional future revenue adjustments 
with the least impact on utility’s customer bills 

Presentation & Training 
Presentation of results to each Utility’s governing 
body to help highlight key study findings for: 

Needed revenue increase 
Modification of rate components 
Equitable adjustments toward COS 

Training of Utility staff on use of study results, 
financial projection, and COS calculations 
Co-Instructor for the American Public Power 
Association Academy for Cost of Service 

Rate Design
Adjusting current rate structures with focus on: 

Revenue impacts on Utility financials 
Customer bill impacts at various usage levels 
Gradual shift of rate components to COS 
Improved revenue stability to Utility 
Increased fairness of revenue recovery 

Development of new rates structures including: 
Time of Use (seasonal, daily, hourly) 
Distribution demand bill component 
Capacity reservation rates 
Standby service rates 
Rephrasing rate descriptions to more clearly 
define application of each rate class 
Unique large power rates (interruptible, high 
load factor, pass-through supply) 
Coincidental-Peak Rates 
Street lighting rates 

Development of Other Effective Tools 
Power Cost Adjustment (PCA) mechanisms based 
on supply costs, cash position, and financial goals 
Unbundled street light cost of service by lamp 
Policy to identify amount a utility should 
contribute towards new customer connections 
Policy to offer an economic development discount 
that doesn’t financially impact current rates 
Implementation of a justified minimum cash policy
Identify cost variations among city & rural meters 
Load profile analysis to identify utility and 
customer usage patterns 
Calculation of fees for standard utility work 
Rate surveys for similar nearby utilities 
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Mike Johnson 
Manager, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 

Mike joined Utility Financial Solutions, LLC in 2011 and has experience assisting 
utilities since 1995.  He has a Higher National Diploma in Mechatronics (Combined 
Electrical/Mechanical Engineering).  Mike is experienced in cost of service, rate 
making, financial/operational modeling, automation, electric utility operations, 
and power supply. 

Email: mjohnson@ufsweb.com  
Cellular: 608-230-5849 
Location: Madison, WI 

Cost of Service (COS)
Development of cost of service studies for 
electric, communication, gas, water, and 
wastewater utilities 
Forecasts utility revenue requirements 
Cost allocation model development 

Long-term Financial Analysis 
Develops utility financial analysis models 
Identifies growth and load forecasting 
Models rate and revenue effect for customer 
change within utilities (loss of 
customers/additional load) 
Develops target metrics for utilities including 
cash policies, operating income, debt coverage 

Expert Witness Services 
Prepared and testified on filings to Public Utility 
Commission 

Rate Design
Provides cost of services class allocations and rate 
making 
Designs time of use rates 
Identify effects for different usage patterns within 
the same class 
Development of rates for alternative fuels and 
vehicles 
Evaluate marginal costs and development of line 
extension policies and economic development 
rates 

Other Utility Tools 
Computes cost functionalization and allocation 
systems for designing and managing complex 
changes 
Evaluates data and system integration issues 
associated with new software implementations 
Provides market analysis, bidding, and settlement 
processes analysis 
Identification and valuation of fixed assets 
Assessment of utility value for sales/purchase 
Development of risk mitigation tools, power/fuel 
cost adjustment mechanisms 
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Chris Lund 
Project Manager, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 

Chris has a bachelor’s degree in Business Administration with concentration in 
Computer Science and Speech Communications.  He has been a technology and 
management consultant since 1992 and has utility experience since 2005.  Chris is 
an employee of UFS since 2012 and has also sub-consulted on a variety of 
technology projects for UFS since 2003. 

Email: clund@ufsweb.com 
Cellular: 231-342-9798 
Location: Leland, MI 

Financial Consulting
Completed cost of service and rate design 
studies for electric, water, wastewater, 
telecommunications, and refuse utilities 
Designed, wrote, and implemented long term 
financial projection model including revenue 
requirements and rate track 
Determined avoided cost for solar (photovoltaic - 
PV) and wind for renewable energy rates 
Lead consultant for electric vehicle (EV) rates and 
service study 
Conducted multiple fiber optic cost of service 
and rate design studies  
Presentations to Governing Bodies for approval 
of utility rates and proposed rate tracks 

Data Analytics 
Data mining and analysis specialist for electric 
load data research 
Specialist with data mining, data conversion and 
custom reporting 
Experienced with various ODBC (database 
connectivity) 
Implemented job costing solution for 
manufacturing companies 
Designed, written, implemented, supported 
multiple, custom bar coding and data collection 
systems for wholesale distribution and 
manufacturing organizations 
Data collection systems pushed data to payroll 
for time and attendance, automated inventory 
tracking and job costing 

Technology Experience
Experienced in Microsoft Excel automation – 
including payroll data, job costing and automated 
billing (office automation) 
Experienced in Microsoft Access custom database, 
programming, and reporting – including electronic 
data interchange (EDI) mapping using Microsoft 
VBA 
Lead consultant for multiple mission critical, 
corporate wide enterprise resource planning (ERP) 
technology solutions 
Implemented, trained, and supported multiple 
telecommunications projects 
Implemented and supported some of the first 
voice over internet protocol (VOIP) telecommuting 
systems 
Guide management with technology related 
strategy and business integration 
Modification and complete custom program 
solutions on midrange and PC 
Wrote automated bill of material (BOM) 
purchasing forecasting system 
Specify, install, and maintain mission critical PC 
network infrastructure, servers, workstation, and 
related software 
Experienced in network security and virtual 
private network (VPN) technology 
Implemented and supported web storefronts 
integrated with corporate backend database 
solution for inventory management, order 
processing, billing, and account status 
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Jillian Jurczyk 
Manager, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 

Jill has been with UFS since 2013. She has a Bachelor’s degree in Mathematics and 
a Master’s degree in Applied Economics from Johns Hopkins University. Jill has 
populated and analyzed cost of service models, developed long-term financial 
projections, and designed rates for utilities. Jill is a frequently requested speaker 
at conferences and is an instructor for the online and in-person Cost of Service 
courses offered through the American Public Power Association’s Educational 
Institute.  

E-mail: jjurczyk@ufsweb.com 
Cellular: 616-283-8502 
Location: Holland, MI 

Cost of Service (COS)
Prepares and analyzes cost of service studies to 
determine appropriate allocations of cost between 
customer classes, including identification of fixed and 
variable costs, and assigning appropriate cost drivers 
to utility expenses, such as kWh sales and non-
coincident peak. 

Long-term Financial Analysis 
Extensive experience utilizing client data to build 
financial projections, determine revenue requirements, 
forecast utility sales, and develop cost allocations. 

Rate Design 
Identifies cross-subsidization between rate classes 
through cost of service analysis and develops rate 
design plans to assist in moving utilities toward more 
equitable rate structures. Analyzes customer bill 
impacts at various usage levels and identifies revenue 
stability of rates. 

Presentation/Training 
Skilled at presenting study results to management and 
educating governing body of utility. Speaker at various 
industry conference events. Cost of service instructor 
for the American Public Power Association’s 
educational department. 

Management 
Excels at managing project workflow and timelines, 
including consistent and clear client communication 
among UFS, client, and other stakeholders, throughout 
the project, and ensuring complete fulfillment of 
project deliverables.

Other Utility Tools
Conducting time of use studies, including 
identification of on-peak and off-peak time 
periods, and identifying time-based cost to 
adequately set rates 
Development of power cost adjustment 
methodology that allows for proper power cost 
recovery 
Setting avoided cost rates for distributed 
generation resources 
Development of sales and expense projections to 
adequately determine a financial plan and rate 
track 
Proficient at using system and class load data to 
develop load curves, calculate load factors, and 
identify system coincidence factors 
Innovating rate designs to meet the financial and 
social objectives of the utility 
Evaluating rate impacts at various usage levels 
prior to rate implementation 
Technical expertise in conducting long-term 
econometric forecasts for electric and water load 
forecasting. Competent in handling seasonality, 
trend, heteroscedasticity, and other economic 
inefficiencies that arise in data analysis. 
Responsibly researches and leverages AI tools for 
workload efficiencies and data analysis. 

Certifications and Professional Affiliations 
American Water Works Association 
Solid Waste Association of North America 
2024 & 2026 APPA Business and Finance 
Committee Corporate Officer  
Women in Leadership, Cornell University 
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Joan Bakenhus 
Senior Financial Analyst, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 

Joan has experience working with municipal utilities from 1986-1996 and came 
back to industry in 2006.  Joan has a degree in Business Administration.  Joan has 
worked as a Rate Analyst for one of the largest public power systems in the nation 
(Lincoln Electric System) and for Utility Financial Solutions, LLC since 2006.  Joan 
is experienced in development of long-term financial plans, rate design models 
and cost of service studies for electric, water, and wastewater utilities. 

Email: jbakenhus@ufsweb.com 
Cellular: 402-450-7544 
Location: Nebraska 

Cost of Service (COS)
Working with Utilities to identify information 
requirements to complete cost of service and 
financial plans 
Set up and develop utility revenue requirements, 
cost of service program and utility revenue proof 
Balancing and set up of models for development 
of cost of service for water, wastewater, and 
electric utilities to determine commodity and 
customer charges 
Responsible for analysis, preparation and 
updating cost of service models for several 
electric, water utilities 

Long-term Financial Analysis 
Development of long-term financial forecasts for 
water, wastewater, and electric utilities to 
determine the amount of timing of rate 
adjustments 

Rate Design
Balancing and set up of models for development 
rate design for water, wastewater, and electric 
utilities to determine commodity and customer 
charges 
Development of rate design models for electric 
and water utilities 
Development of rate surveys 

Other Utility Tools 
Balancing of sales with revenue to help ensure 
proper billing statistics are used in cost of service 
models 
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Robert Blank 
Senior Financial Analyst, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 

Robert has been working for Utility Financial Solutions, LLC since May of 2014 and 
has a Bachelor of Business Administration with a major in Finance from Davenport 
University. Over his time at UFS he has conducted Utility rate surveys as well as 
developed rate designs. Robert has experience with long term financial 
projections and cost of service studies for Electric, Water, Wastewater, and Gas 
utilities. 

E-mail: bblank@ufsweb.com 
Cellular: 616-403-9926 
Location: Holland, MI 

Long Term Financial Analysis
Responsible for analysis of financial statements 
and preparation of cost of service models 
Development of financial targets to determine the 
financial health of the Utility 
Determine the minimum cash reserve level to 
maintain financial stability of the Utility 
Calculating debt coverage ratios to identify 
responsible borrowing to help obtain a higher 
bond rating 
Calculate an optimal operating income to ensure 
current customers pay their fair share of the 
infrastructure 
Develop projected rate tracks to minimize 
customer impacts while achieving financial targets 

Cost of Service (COS)
Working with utilities to identify the information 
needed to conduct an accurate cost of service 
study 
Analyzing billing reports to proof data with 
financials 
Determine interclass and intraclass 
subsidizations of various rate classes 
Identify fixed and variable costs related to 
customer, commodity, and demand 

Rate Design 
Develop rate design models for electric, water, 
wastewater, and gas utilities 
Implementation strategies for monthly customer 
charges and demand charges 
Identify customer impacts for various customer 
types at different usage levels 
Conducting rate surveys 
Designing irrigation and horsepower rates 
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Janel Albrecht 
Financial Analyst, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 

Janel joined Utility Financial Solutions, LLC in February 2024, and brings more than 
25 years of experience supporting data-driven and client-focused projects.  Her 
background includes administrative and analytical support, with a strong 
emphasis on accuracy, organization, and client coordination.  Prior to joining UFS, 
she worked in the paper industry, where she managed project data, coordinated 
onsite service schedules, supervised a small team and utilized Microsoft Excel to 
track schedules, financial information, and operational reports. 

E-mail: jalbrecht@ufsweb.com
Cellular: 920-213-7491
Location: Neenah, WI

Janel is skilled in the following: 
Prepare and submit response to proposals and related documents 
Prepare reports for financial projections, rate designs, and cost of service analyses 
Develop professional presentations to clearly convey financial results and recommendations 
Analyze historical data at the trial balance level 
Project revenues and expenses for purposes of developing the revenue requirement 
Provide information request documents for use in the project kick-off meeting 
Review client data and coordinate requests for additional information to complete studies 
Utilize Microsoft Excel to enter, organize, and analyze financial data with a high level of accuracy 
Assist with billing, invoicing, and related documentation processes 
Maintain well organized project files and supporting documentation  
Assist with electric utility rate comparisons by collecting, organizing, and analyzing current rate data 
Support managers with client correspondence, scheduling, and coordination of project activities 
Demonstrate strong attention to detail and accuracy in all aspects of work 
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Jayde is skilled in the following: 
Communicating with clients to identify and gather the data required to complete cost of service studies 
Preparing cost of service reports, financial projection reports, and presentation materials that clearly 
convey financial results and rate impacts 
Reconciling trial balances with income statements to ensure accuracy 
Forecasting revenues and expenses using historical trends, budgets, and financial assumptions 
Proficiency in Microsoft Excel, Word, and PowerPoint, including converting and organizing PDF source 
data 
Maintaining organized project records and documentation for multiple utility engagements 

Jayde Dono 
Financial Analyst, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC 

Jayde joined Utility Financial Solutions, LLC in April 2025, bringing a strong 
foundation in finance and economics. She earned a Bachelor of Science in 
Economics and a Bachelor of Business Administration in Finance from the 
University of Central Florida. During her time at UFS, Jayde has worked closely 
with clients, performed detailed financial analyses, and prepared reports based 
on the studies conducted. 

E-mail: jdono@ufsweb.com
Cellular: 386-457-9895 
Location: Spanish Fort, Alabama 
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References

Coldwater Board of Public Utilities – Coldwater, MI 
Client Contact:  Tom Eldridge 

Phone: 517-279-9531
Email: teldridge@coldwater.org 

Utility Electric Water Wastewater 

Services Provided 2014 – Present 2017 – Present 2017 – Present 

Scope of Work

Long-term financial projection, review of financial targets, and long-term rate track 
Cost of service study and one-year rate design 
Cost of service, financial projection, and rate design updates 
Reports and presentations to governing body 
Power cost adjustment 
Time of Use rate study 
Large solar array analysis 
Review optional hourly EV 
rates, hourly solar rates, 
hourly time of use rates 
Electric vehicle rate study 
Cost of service and 
financial projection 
updates 

AMP for MDEQ 
requirements 

SAW grant rate 
methodology 

Additional 
Information 

In addition to the studies listed above, UFS has provided a financial projection and rate study 
for CBPU’s fiber utility.  

City of Ludington – Ludington, MI 
Client Contact:  Kaitlyn Aldrich, City Manager  

Phone: 231-8454-6237
Email: kaldrich@ci.ludington.mi.us 

Utility Water Wastewater 

Services Provided 2015 – 2025 2015 – 2025 

Scope of Work

Long-term financial projections, review of financial targets, and long term rate track 
Cost of service study and one-year rate design 
Reports and presentations to governing body 

Marginal cost analysis 
Reliability study 
Asset Management Plan (rate 
methodology) 

SAW grant rate methodology 
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Holland Board of Public Works – Holland, MI 
Client Contact:  Dave Koster 

Phone: 616-355-1562
Email: dkoster@hollandbpw.com 

Utility Electric Water Wastewater 

Services Provided 2009 – Present 2009 – 2024 2009 – 2024 

Scope of Work

Long-term financial projections, review of financial targets, and long term rate track 
Cost of service study and multi-year rate design 
Updates between 2016 and 2022 

Large customer rate for 
high load factor 
Green Rate Alternatives 
Time of use rate analysis 
Value of solar analysis 
Solar with storage analysis 
Pole attachment study 
Stranded cost study 
Large customer rate 
alternatives 
EV charging rates for 
public and residential 

Review of wholesale 
water rates 
Consolidation study with 
neighboring utility 

Rate designs updated 
annually 
Planned funding for a large 
anerobic digester project 
Review of debt defeasance 
for a large project and 
impact on financials 
Additional capacity 
valuation 
Financial capability 
assessment 

Additional 
Information 

In addition to the studies listed above, UFS has provided a financial projection and feasibility 
study for HBPW’s fiber utility.  



Utility Financial Solutions, LLC Proposal for Howell Township P a g e  | 25

Project Schedule

Our experience with financial projection and rate design studies allows us to conduct a cost effective and efficient 
study.  The following is the tentative project schedule for completion of the financial projection and rate design.  
This schedule will be finalized during the initial project kick-off meeting with management.  

Task Expected Completion – Twelve Weeks 

Initial Meeting – Preparation of Information Request Week One 

Completion of Information Request by Client Week Two 

Planning/Set-up Study Week Three – Five  

Development of Revenue Requirements Week Six – Seven  

Financial Analysis Week Eight – Nine  

Review Rate Design and Alternatives Week Ten 

Report, Recommendations & Presentation of Draft  Week Eleven 

Final Report  Week Twelve 

The completion of the project on the proposed schedule is dependent on the cooperation of various 
departments within the Utility to prepare the information request in a timely manner. 
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Proposed Professional Services Agreement
Prices, terms, and conditions are good for a period of 90 days from this proposal date of February 23, 2026. 
Payment will be made through submission of invoice which itemizes the work performed.  

Wastewater Financial Projection, One-Year Rate Design ............................ $14,900 
Total above does not include onsite meetings, out of pocket travel expenses, or travel time. 

Anticipated Meetings (Virtual, unless noted): 
Project kickoff 
Data collection summary 
Financial review summary 

Draft report with management  

Final report with management  

Deliverables (for all utilities): 
Final Report (PDF), detailing: 

Long-term Financial Projection and Rate Track  
Minimum cash reserve determination 
Debt service ratio 
Target operating income (rate of return) 

One-Year Rate Design 

Hourly Rates (travel is discounted at 50%)
Mark Beauchamp $ 375.00
Dawn Lund $ 350.00
Dan Kasbohm $ 310.00
Mike Johnson $ 310.00
Chris Lund $ 310.00
Jillian Jurczyk $ 295.00
Robert Blank $ 195.00
Joan Bakenhus $ 190.00
Support Staff $ 70.00 – $ 190.00

Out of Scope Pricing:
Out of scope work hours will be billed at the current 
hourly rates in effect at the time the services are 
performed. 

Onsite meetings, if requested and agreed upon, will be 
billed as out of scope. Out of pocket expenses will be 
billed at cost. 

All rate designs outside of the current rate structure or 
additional years of rate design will be charged hourly. 

We look forward to exceeding your expectations.  Please sign, date, and return to clund@ufsweb.com at your 
earliest convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Dawn Lund 
Vice President, Utility Financial Solutions, LLC

Date:

Accepted By: 

Howell Township 



 
Howell Township, MI  
 

 
Water and Sewer Rate Analysis  
March 2, 2026 
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Stantec Consulting Services Inc.  
1168 Oak Valley Drive Suite 
100 Ann Arbor, MI 48108 

 

March 2, 2026 

 

Attention: 
Jonathan Hohenstein, 
Treasurer 
Howell Township  
3525 Byron Road  
Howell, MI 48855 

 
Reference:  
Water & Sewer Rate Analysis 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Andy Burnham 
Vice President  
(904) 631-5109 
andrew.burnham@stantec.com 

 

Dear Mr. Hohenstein: 
Overall, the Stantec community unites more than 32,000 employees working in 
over 450 locations across the globe. Our local strength, knowledge, and 
relationships, coupled with our world-class expertise, have allowed us to go 
anywhere to meet our clients’ needs in more creative and personalized ways. 
With a long-term commitment to the people and places we serve, Stantec has 
the unique ability to connect on a personal level and advance the quality of life 
in communities across the globe. 

National & Local Expertise. Stantec’s utility rate experts collectively have an 
impressive amount of experience and knowledge, including over 500 
years of combined experience conducting thousands of rate studies for more 
than 300 agencies in Michigan and across the US. The senior members 
of our team teach classes on utility ratemaking and are contributing 
authors to the manuals of practice published by the American Water 
Works Association (AWWA) and Water Environment Federation (WEF) 
that provide guidance on how to set rates, fees, and charges. 

Moreover, our practice has strong roots in Michigan and is a trusted source 
to 25+ local governments across the state for independent and objective 
financial management support for their utilities. We have served the Cities of 
Jackson, Ann Arbor, Midland, Battle Creek, Kalamazoo, Marshall, Farmington 
Hills, Detroit, Manistee, and Imlay City, as well as the Townships of Summit, 
Leoni, Pittsfield, Alpena, Chesterfield, Pere Marquette, and Sylvan, and 
Oakland and Livingston Counties to name a few. As such, we have significant 
knowledge of local utility systems, economic conditions, recent and relevant 
legal precedent, regulations, and current/proposed state legislation. 

Our understanding of local practices, breadth of Michigan and national 
ratemaking experience with similar systems, our interactive modeling process, 
and communication skills are a unique combination. In short, our team provides 
the Township with an unmatched value proposition: 

 Dedicated rate consulting project team and industry experts 
 Nationally recognized stature in utility ratemaking 
 Experience with rate and management practices in Michigan 
 A powerful and friendly Microsoft Excel-based modeling system 
 Excellence in stakeholder education and communication 
 Municipal utility operations experience 

We look forward to the opportunity to assist the Township in developing 
a sound financial plan for the management of its water and sewer utility 
enterprise fund. Please do not hesitate to contact us with any questions 
regarding our proposal. 

Regards, 

 

Stantec Consulting Services Inc. 
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1.  Project Approach 
We understand Howell Township’s (Township) 
interest in retaining a qualified professional 
management consultant to perform a utilities 
rate study (Study) for the water and sewer 
utility systems that provide service to your 
residents/customers. The provision of utility 
services is complex and attention to rate 
management is growing. The Township needs 
to establish rates and charges at sufficient 
levels to satisfy the current and future costs 
associated with providing these critical 
services. To complete the requested analysis, 
Stantec will utilize the following approach: 

 

 

 

Our study approach is consistent with the 
industry’s long-standing practice that consists of 
1) performing a revenue sufficiency analysis 
including developing a financial management 
plan that identifies revenue requirements and 
associated usage rate adjustments, 2) 
designing a  system o f  rates and charges to 
generate sufficient revenues with consideration 
of cost allocations, customer impacts, historical 
funding mechanisms, and local practices. To 
complete your requested rate study for water 
and sewer fund, the following tasks will be 
completed by the Stantec team with input and 
validation from Township staff.

 

Task 1: Project Initiation & 
Data Collection 
The study will begin with a kick-off meeting with 
Township staff to meet the project team, confirm 
objectives and key issues, review data 
requirements, and finalize a project schedule. A 
SharePoint site will be dedicated to this project 
where the Township will securely upload data 
according to a formal data request. 

 

Task 1: Project Initiation & Data Collection 

Deliverables Data Request List 

Meetings Project Kick-off Meeting (Virtual) 

 

Task 2: Revenue Sufficiency 
Analysis & Capital Charge 
Review 

Revenue Sufficiency Analysis 
Using our dynamic Financial Analysis Management 
System (FAMS), we will develop a 10-year financial 
management plan, inclusive of projected annual 
revenue requirements to support utility operations 
including capital spending, expected revenues, and 
required rate adjustments. We will examine 
operating expenses, consumption trends that may 
be impacted by weather and economic conditions, 
capital spending, debt service coverage ratios, 
levels of reserves, and other financial policies/goals 
that affect future revenue requirements.  We will 
allocate the projected financial requirements and 
resources of the combined enterprise fund between 
water and sewer services so that the respective  
usage rates can be evaluated for their adequacy.

We will perform the work based upon our experience with and understanding of applicable 
federal, state and local accounting rules, EGLE regulations, and relevant legal precedent. 
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Given the retirement of debt obligations, we 
understand that the water system usage 
rates will essentially reflect a pass through 
of MHOG costs. As such, this task will 
focus on developing a multi-year financial 
plan and proposed usage rate adjustments 
that support the ongoing operations, 
maintenance, and capital needs of the 
sewer system.  FAMS allows us to develop 
and compare scenarios in real time, leading 
to optimized financial management plans 
that result in long-term financial 
sustainability, while minimizing rate 
adjustments to the greatest extent possible. 

 

Capital Charge Review 
It is our understanding that the Township charges different fees for capital costs when a property 
hooks up to sewer.  It charges a benefit charge, also known as purchasing an REU, that pays for the 
lines in the ground.  The benefit charge is calculated by district, and the amount of the charge at the 
time of installation of the infrastructure in each district is escalated over time with the application of an 
inflation rate from a CPI calculator.  The other capital charge is the connection fee, which is intended 
to cover the unit cost of capacity of the wastewater treatment plant.  That fee is currently $5,000 for 
sewer service and has not been adjusted since 2020 (pre-COVID).  The connection fee is set at the 
discretion of the Township Board every year.  

We will identify potential adjustments to the Township’s practices for calculating sewer benefit 
charges and escalating them for inflation.  Moreover, we will identify alternative approaches to update 
the unit cost of capacity for wastewater treatment to inform potential adjustments to the sewer 
connection fee for the Township Board to consider.  

In performing Task 2, we will draw upon information and knowledge acquired from recent and past 
experiences locally and nationally to identify practices and benchmarks that may assist the Township 
in considering usage rate adjustments and alternative capital charge practices for its sewer system.  

 
 
 
 
 
 

Task 2: Revenue Sufficiency Analysis & Interactive Work Sessions 

 Deliverables 
Detailed Supporting Schedules for the 10-year Financial Management Plan 
Output Schedules of Recommended Sewer Usage Rates & Connection Fees 
Benchmarking/Local Bill Comparison for a Typical Residential Customer 

Meetings 3 Virtual Interactive Work Sessions 

FAMS compares the impacts of 
scenarios on rates in real-time. 

Figure 1. Example FAMS Dashboard 
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Task 3: Presentations 
Support from the public and elected officials for rate changes depends on whether they are perceived 
as fair and justified. Minor misunderstandings of the underlying rationale can cause disproportionate 
dissatisfaction with proposed rates and charges, even if justified. This magnifies the importance of a 
clear presentation at the conclusion of the study, where we will present to the Township Board to 
explain the findings and recommendations of the study and to support the adoption of any rate 
modifications. 

Stantec will provide two presentations regarding the results of the analysis to the Township’s staff 
and the Board on dates mutually agreed upon. During these sessions, we will also respond to all 
questions regarding the results of the study. 

Task 4: Documentation 
The Township will gain long-term value in a written report that documents the results and 
recommendations of the study. The report provides an understandable synopsis of the analysis, and 
consists of a series of graphs, charts, and tables that provide the supporting details of each element 
of the rate study. We apply a carefully crafted standard of care to our reports and will submit a draft 
report for review by Township staff.  Upon receipt of the comments, we will make appropriate 
revisions and prepare a final report. 

 

 

 

Task 3: Presentations 

 Deliverables Presentation of Results 

Meetings 2 Presentations – 1 to Township staff (Virtual) and 1 to Township Board (Onsite) 

Task 4: Reports 

 Deliverables 
Draft Report 
Final Report 

Meetings Virtual (if necessary) 
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2. Experience 
Our Firm 
Founded in 1954, the Stantec community unites more than 32,000 employees 
working in over 450 locations across the globe offering a wide range of services 
to improve communities. Our local strength, knowledge, and relationships, 
coupled with our world-class expertise, have allowed us to go anywhere to meet 
our clients’ needs in more creative and personalized ways.  

With a long-term commitment to the people and places we serve, Stantec has 
the unique ability to connect to projects on a personal level and advance the 
quality of life in communities across the globe. Stantec is a publicly traded 
corporation on the TSX and NYSE under the symbol STN. Information regarding 
our corporate governance can be found on our website at Stantec.com. 

Management & Technology Consulting 
Our Management & Technology Consulting (MTC) team (which includes our rate 
experts and other utility/municipal management professionals) offers 100+ 
consultants with over 1,000 years of combined experience. MTC staff work 
together to share knowledge and learn from each other’s experiences. Our 
unique combination of diverse backgrounds and experiences has made us who we are today – a 
trusted source to our clients in providing independent and objective utility management and 
technology services to local governments and utilities throughout the country. This knowledge 
sharing and expertise will be brought to you as well.   

Regardless of which practice area provides the necessary service, you can be confident that our team is 
backed by a global bench of expertise across the entirety of Stantec Global. We are unique in our ability to 
provide the comprehensive experiences, knowledge, and skills that your Utility needs. You can be assured 
that our team will develop comprehensive and balanced solutions tailored for your situation.  

  

32K 
Employees in over 450 
locations in 6 continents 

$4.8B+ 
Annual Revenue (2023)  

#1 
Most Sustainable Corporation 
among Industry Peers  
2024 Corporate Knights 
Global 100 

#2 
Top 10 International Design 
Firms by Market – Water  
ENR September 2024   

Figure 2. U.S. Map indicating project locations for a selection of communities served. Not all 
communities are shown. 

Our expertise has helped 
communities across the globe, 
including over 350 locations 
across the U.S. 
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This table presents 
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experience in 
providing a full suite 
of financial 
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MI Adrian Township       6,401 
MI Alpena Township       9,116 

MI Bridgeport Charter
Township 

       10,104 

MI Carrollton Township       5,750 
MI Chesterfield Township        45,376 
MI City of Ann Arbor                   123,851 
MI City of Battle Creek         51,069 
MI City of Carson City           1,111 
MI City of Detroit        639,111 
MI City of Farmington Hills          83,986 
MI City of Imlay City          3,569 
MI City of Jackson            31,309 
MI City of Kalamazoo         72873 
MI City of Manistee             6,259 
MI City of Marshall          6,820 
MI City of Midland               47,701 
MI City of Wyoming          76,726 

MI Detroit Water & 
Sewerage Department 

            
639,111 

MI Leoni Township      13,847 
MI Livingston County           196,161 

MI Marquette Charter
Township 

       3,945 

MI Monitor Charter 
Township 

        10,687 

MI Oakland County WRC  1,269,431 

MI Pere Marquette
Township 

            2,416 

MI Pittsfield Township       39,147 
MI Saginaw Township  41,679 
MI Sidney Township      2,676 
MI Summit Township       22,920 
MI Village of Ashley      545 
MI Village of New Lothrop        554 
MI Village of Perrinton        392 
MI White Lake Township        30,950 
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Project Team Organizational Chart 

3. Schedule 
This section contains an estimated project schedule by task. In Stantec’s experience, a study as requested by 
the Township would typically take approximately 180 days from receipt of all data, recognizing the timely 
receipt of requested data from the Township. If selected for the study, the project schedule would be 
discussed, modified, and agreed upon during the kick-off meeting. 

 
Tasks 

 Months 
1 2 3 4 5 6 

Task 1: Project Initiation & Data 
Collection 

 

     DEC 

Task 2: Revenue Sufficiency 
Analysis & Capital Charge Review 

 
 

 
 

 
 

   

Task 3: Presentations 
    

   

Task 4: Documentation 
      

 

 

Key:  

Conference Call / Online 
Virtual Meeting 

 

In-Person Onsite Meeting  

Report (Draft / Final)  

Howell Township 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
Burnham 

20+ Supporting Consultants & Analysts  
Financial Modeling, Data Analysis, Funding, GIS & Engineering 
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4. Fee 
Based on our experience in completing these types of studies, Stantec proposes to complete the 
requested scope of services f o r a total, not-to-exceed fee of $38,250, inclusive of all labor, travel, 
and other expenses. This fee proposal assumes multiple virtual client meetings with the Township 
staff and one in-person presentation to the Township Board at a regularly scheduled meeting. 

 

Water & Sewer Rate Study 

Tasks Sr. 
Advisor 

Technical 
Lead 

Project 
Manager 

Lead 
Consultant QA/QC Support 

Staff Total 

        Hours Cost 

Task 1: Project 
Initiation & Data 
Collection 

2 4 4 6 0 3 19 $4,450  

Task 2: Revenue 
Sufficiency 
Analysis & 
Capital Charge 
Review 

4 6 20 42 6 8 86 $18,150  

Task 3: 
Presentations 

2 4 10 6 0 2 24 $5,650  

Task 4: 
Documentation 

2 3 16 16 3 2 42 $9,250  

Expenses               $750  

Totals 10 17 50 70 9 15 171 $38,250  
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5. Authorization 

 
 
 
By signing this proposal,  Howell Township                                                 authorizes Stantec to proceed with the 

services herein described and the Client acknowledges that it has read and agrees to be bound by the attached 

Professional Services Terms and Conditions. 

This proposal is accepted and agreed on the              of                                             ,                . 

Per: 
Howell Township                                                     

 Client Company Name 
Jonathan Hohenstein, Treasurer 

Print Name & Title 
 

Signature 
 

  

Client Company Name 

Day
 

Year Month 



Stantec 11 
 

6. Professional Services Terms and Conditions 
The following Terms and Conditions are attached to and form part of a proposal for services to be performed by Consultant and together, when the 
Client authorizes Consultant to proceed with the services, constitute the Agreement. Consultant means the Stantec entity issuing the Proposal. 

DESCRIPTION OF WORK: Consultant shall render the services described in the Proposal (hereinafter called the “Services”) to the Client. 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS: No terms, conditions, understandings, or agreements purporting to modify or vary these Terms and Conditions shall 
be binding unless hereafter made in writing and signed by the Client and Consultant. In the event of any conflict between the Proposal and these 
Terms and Conditions, these Terms and Conditions shall take precedence. This Agreement supercedes all previous agreements, arrangements or 
understandings between the parties whether written or oral in connection with or incidental to the Project. 

COMPENSATION: Payment is due to Consultant upon receipt of invoice. Failure to make any payment when due is a material breach of this 
Agreement and will entitle Consultant, at its option, to suspend or terminate this Agreement and the provision of the Services. Interest will accrue 
on accounts overdue by 30 days at the lesser of 1.5 percent per month (18 percent per annum) or the maximum legal rate of interest. Unless 
otherwise noted, the fees in this agreement do not include any value added, sales, or other taxes that may be applied by Government on fees for 
services. Such taxes will be added to all invoices as required. The Client will make payment by Electronic Funds Transfer when requested by 
Consultant. 

NOTICES: Each party shall designate a representative who is authorized to act on behalf of that party. All notices, consents, and approvals required 
to be given hereunder shall be in writing and shall be given to the representatives of each party. 

TERMINATION: Either party may terminate the Agreement without cause upon thirty (30) days notice in writing. If either party breaches the 
Agreement and fails to remedy such breach within seven (7) days of notice to do so by the non-defaulting party, the non-defaulting party may 
immediately terminate the Agreement. Non-payment by the Client of Consultant’s invoices within 30 days of Consultant rendering same is agreed 
to constitute a material breach and, upon written notice as prescribed above, the duties, obligations and responsibilities of Consultant are terminated. 
On termination by either party, the Client shall forthwith pay Consultant all fees and charges for the Services provided to the effective date of 
termination. 

ENVIRONMENTAL: Except as specifically described in this Agreement, Consultant’s field investigation, laboratory testing and engineering 
recommendations will not address or evaluate pollution of soil or pollution of groundwater. Consultant is entitled to rely upon information provided by 
the Client, its consultants, and third-party sources provided such third party is, in Consultant’s opinion, a reasonable source for such information, 
relating to subterranean structures or utilities. The Client releases Consultant from any liability and agrees to defend, indemnify and hold Consultant 
harmless from any and all claims, damages, losses and/or expenses, direct and indirect, or consequential damages relating to subterranean 
structures or utilities which are not correctly identified in such information. 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY: In performing the Services, Consultant will provide and exercise the standard of care, skill and diligence 
required by customarily accepted professional practices normally provided in the performance of the Services at the time and the location in which 
the Services were performed. 

INDEMNITY: The Client releases Consultant from any liability and agrees to defend, indemnify and hold Consultant harmless from any and all 
claims, damages, losses, and/or expenses, direct and indirect, or consequential damages, including but not limited to attorney’s fees and charges 
and court and arbitration costs, arising out of, or claimed to arise out of, the performance of the Services, excepting liability arising from the sole 
negligence of Consultant. 

LIMITATION OF LIABILITY: It is agreed that, to the fullest extent possible under the applicable law, the total amount of all claims the Client may 
have against Consultant under this Agreement, including but not limited to claims for negligence, negligent misrepresentation and/or breach of 
contract, shall be strictly limited to the lesser of professional fees paid to Consultant for the Services or $50,000.00. No claim may be brought against 
Consultant more than two (2) years after the cause of action arose. As the Client’s sole and exclusive remedy under this Agreement any claim, 
demand or suit shall be directed and/or asserted only against Consultant and not against any of Consultant’s employees, officers or directors. 

Consultant’s liability with respect to any claims arising out of this Agreement shall be absolutely limited to direct damages arising out of the Services 
and Consultant shall bear no liability whatsoever for any consequential loss, injury or damage incurred by the Client, including but not limited to claims 
for loss of use, loss of profits and/or loss of markets. 

In no event shall Consultant’s obligation to pay damages of any kind exceed its proportionate share of liability for causing such damages. 

DOCUMENTS: All of the documents prepared by or on behalf of Consultant in connection with the Project are instruments of service for the execution 
of the Project. Consultant retains the property and copyright in these documents, whether the Project is executed or not. These documents may 
not be used for any other purpose without the prior written consent of Consultant. In the event Consultant’s documents are subsequently reused or 
modified in any material respect without the prior consent of Consultant, the Client agrees to defend, hold harmless and indemnify Consultant from 
any claims advanced on account of said reuse or modification. 

Any document produced by Consultant in relation to the Services is intended for the sole use of Client. The documents may not be relied upon by 
any other party without the express written consent of Consultant, which may be withheld at Consultant’s discretion. Any such consent will provide 
no greater rights to the third party than those held by the Client under the contract and will only be authorized pursuant to the conditions of Consultant’s 
standard form reliance letter. 

Consultant cannot guarantee the authenticity, integrity or completeness of data files supplied in electronic format (“Electronic Files”). Client shall 
release, indemnify and hold Consultant, its officers, employees, Consultant’s and agents harmless from any claims or damages arising from the use 
of Electronic Files. Electronic files will not contain stamps or seals, remain the property of Consultant, are not to be used for any purpose other than 
that for which they were transmitted, and are not to be retransmitted to a third party without Consultant’s written consent. 

FIELD SERVICES: Consultant shall not be responsible for construction means, methods, techniques, sequences or procedures, or for safety 
precautions and programs in connection with work on the Project, and shall not be responsible for any contractor’s failure to carry out the work in 
accordance with the contract documents. Consultant shall not be responsible for the acts or omissions of any contractor, subcontractor, any of their 
agents or employees, or any other persons performing any of the work in connection with the Project. Consultant shall not be the prime contractor or 
similar under any occupational health and safety legislation. 

GOVERNING LAW/COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS: The Agreement shall be governed, construed and enforced in accordance with the laws of the 
jurisdiction in which the majority of the Services are performed. Consultant shall observe and comply with all applicable laws, continue to provide 
equal employment opportunity to all qualified persons, and to recruit, hire, train, promote and compensate persons in all jobs without regard to race, 
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color, religion, sex, age, disability or national origin or any other basis prohibited by applicable laws. 

DISPUTE RESOLUTION: If requested in writing by either the Client or Consultant, the Client and Consultant shall attempt to resolve any dispute 
between them arising out of or in connection with this Agreement by entering into structured non-binding negotiations with the assistance of a 
mediator on a without prejudice basis. The mediator shall be appointed by agreement of the parties. The Parties agree that any actions under this 
Agreement will be brought in the appropriate court in the jurisdiction of the Governing Law, or elsewhere by mutual agreement. Nothing herein 
however prevents Consultant from any exercising statutory lien rights or remedies in accordance with legislation where the project site is located. 

ASSIGNMENT: The Client shall not, without the prior written consent of Consultant, assign the benefit or in any way transfer the obligations under 
these Terms and Conditions or any part hereof. 

SEVERABILITY: If any term, condition or covenant of the Agreement is held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, void, or unenforceable, 
the remaining provisions of the Agreement shall be binding on the Client and Consultant. 

FORCE MAJEURE: Any default in the performance of this Agreement caused by any of the following events and without fault or negligence on the 
part of the defaulting party shall not constitute a breach of contract, labor strikes, riots, war, acts of governmental authorities, unusually severe 
weather conditions or other natural catastrophe, disease, epidemic or pandemic, or any other cause beyond the reasonable control or contemplation 
of either party. Nothing herein relieves the Client of its obligation to pay Consultant for services rendered. 

COVID-19: The parties acknowledge the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and agree that the fee and schedule in the proposal is based on what is 
currently understood. Where conditions change, the parties may have further discussions to manage and mitigate the impact of this evolving situation 
on the Project. 

CONTRA PROFERENTEM: The parties agree that in the event this Agreement is subject to interpretation or construction by a third party, such third 
party shall not construe this Agreement or any part of it against either party as the drafter of this Agreement. 

BUSINESS PRACTICES: Each Party shall comply with all applicable laws, contractual requirements and mandatory or best practice guidance 
regarding improper or illegal payments, gifts, or gratuities, and will not pay, promise to pay or authorize the payment of any money or anything of 
value, directly or indirectly, to any person (whether a government official or private individual) or entity for the purpose or illegally or improperly inducing 
a decision or obtaining or retaining business in connection with this Agreement or the Services. 

 
 



Monthly Bill vs Quarterly Bill Worksheet
Period. Feb. 2024 to Feb. 2025

Monthly Yearly
Billing Postage Postage

Months Amount Amount
2/16/2026 $300.38
1/16/2026 $302.22 $302.22

12/16/2025 $302.68
11/16/2025 $304.98
10/16/2025 $306.82 $306.82

9/16/2025 $307.74
8/15/2025 $306.82
7/16/2025 $309.58 $309.58
6/16/2025 $308.66
5/16/2025 $308.20
4/16/2025 $302.68 $302.68
3/16/2025 $306.36
2/16/2025 $307.28

Totals $3,974.40 $1,221.30

Printing of Bills 493.65$                     164.56$                     

Total Costs 4,468.05$                1,385.86$                

Possible Yearly Savings 3,082.19$                









Road Name From To Primary / Local Miles Treatment

Estimated 

Project Cost

LCRC Cost 

Sharing

Twp 

Contributions LCRC Share

Layton Rd EOP EOP Local 0.53 Crush & Shape w/ HMA 225,250$             50% 112,625$           112,625$        

Fleming Rd Grand River Ave End of Pavt Local 0.30 Crush & Shape w/ HMA 127,500$             50% 63,750$             63,750$          

0.83 352,750$             176,375$           176,375$        

Oak Grove Rd M-59 Fisher Rd Primary 0.85 Mill & Resurface w/ 3' HMA Shldr 510,000$             50% 255,000$           255,000$        

Byron Rd M-59 Allen Rd Primary 4.81 Crack Seal 31,278$               100% -$                    31,278$          

Tooley Rd M-59 End of Pavt Local 1.05 Crack Seal 6,806$                 100% -$                    6,806$            

6.71 548,084$             255,000$           293,084$        

Tooley Rd M-59 End of Pavt Local 1.05 Chip Seal w/ Fog 41,880$               50% 20,940$             20,940$          

Burkhart Rd M-59 CSX RailRoad Primary 0.61 Mill & Resurface w/ 3' HMA Shldr 549,000$             50% 274,500$           274,500$        

Burkhart Rd Mason Rd I-96 Ramp Primary 0.91 Crack Seal 5,915$                 100% -$                    5,915$            

2.57 596,795$             295,440$           301,355$        

Oak Grove Rd Fisher Rd Barron Rd Primary 1.24 Mill & Resurface w/ 3' HMA Shldr 744,000$             50% 372,000$           372,000$        

Burkhart Rd Grand River Ave Crandall Rd Primary 3.26 Crack Seal 21,190$               100% -$                    21,190$          

Owosso Rd Grand River Ave Geer Rd Primary 1.74 Crack Seal 11,310$               100% -$                    11,310$          

6.24 776,500$             372,000$           404,500$        

Oak Grove Rd Barron Rd Marr Rd Primary 1.01 Mill & Resurface w/ 3' HMA Shldr 604,200$             50% 302,100$           302,100$        

Oak Grove Rd Marr Rd Allen Rd Primary 1.49 Crush & Shape w/ HMA 631,125$             50% 315,563$           315,563$        

2.49 1,235,325$          617,663$           617,663$        

Disclaimer: The following list is a planning document and projects/ budgets identified are subject to change due to funding, budget, and other unforeseen infrastructure issues. Project estimates are for 

planning purposes only and are approximate

LCRC 2024-2028 PPP Asset Management Plan
Howell Township

2028

2024

2025

2026

2027















Board Colleagues,                                                                    March 2, 2026 
 
I would like to request a discussion that would explore the assigning of Township Email 
addresses to Elected Trustees and possibly the Planning Commission members.  
  
As we are now transitioning to a new IT service to strengthen the Townships cyber security 
platform, it would seem an opportune time to explore what providing emails to these two groups 
would require in order to be implemented. 
 
The Township's recent experience with the Data Center highlighted several concerns, some of 
which are listed below. 
 

1.​ FOIA Request:  Emails, texts, and other digital communication regarding official 

business are subject to FOIA requests, even if sent from or received on private 

devices or accounts. Having a dedicated, secure account for Township business 

would not only simplify the compliance process, but provide a level of security 

that most likely is not present on a personal account. It could also be beneficial 

from a records management perspective to have a dedicated secure system 

managed by the Township to comply with such requests.  

2.​ Separation of Business: Using a township email assigned email clearly separates 

public business from private, ensuring that personal correspondence does not 

become part of a public record request. Both Trustees and Planning 

Commissioners are required to use email to communicate and send/recieve 

information in the course of their duties, this imposes an extra and possibly 

unwanted burden when a personal email account has to be used, which then 

subjects those accounts to FOIA requirements.  

3.​ Rights of Residents to Contact Their Elected Representatives: Using official 

posted emails provides residents with a reliable, professional, and accessible 

way to contact their representatives to express their thoughts and concerns. 

Tim Boal 

Howell Twp Trustee 

https://www.google.com/search?q=Separation+of+Business&oq=should+michigan+township+trustees+have+township+emails&gs_lcrp=EgRlZGdlKgYIABBFGDkyBggAEEUYOTIHCAEQABjvBTIHCAIQABjvBTIHCAMQABjvBTIHCAQQABjvBTIHCAUQ6wcYQNIBCTIzNzIxajBqNKgCALACAQ&sourceid=chrome&ie=UTF-8&mstk=AUtExfAYmRyZcnRjc6FGzkR7kQbDpKJr_DqAiZ3PRSPWADnXH9rA1XwnAQeADtdkQJUSQK1AogqKvZL3LTMmIfmVGw3OFAbRoWuhFslh2sUm1h0q_fPK6tx0TrRswzQ6Eqkt7GE&csui=3&ved=2ahUKEwi4gPiLroKTAxWOAHkGHTdNH88QgK4QegQIAxAF
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Robert A. Spaulding 
3500 Crandall Road, Howell, MI 48855 

 
 
 

 
 
I am seeking to fill the current vacant Howell Township Supervisor seat.  I have called the Howell area 
my home for over 53 years.  I look forward to serving the residents, property owners and businesses 
that find this community an ideal place to raise their families or conduct their business. 
 
I seek to work with the current Township Board and office staff to represent and serve our 
approximately 8,000 residents.  Our Township will face many challenges in the future as we manage 
growth, while maintaining the rural qualities that make this Township so special and desirable. 
 
I understand the statutory duties of Township Supervisor and look forward to leading, with Board and 
staff, Howell Township into the future.  Please contact me if you have questions or need any additional 
information prior to the March 10, 2026, Township Board meeting. 

Experience 
DPW COORDINATOR, LIVINGSTON COUNTY 
Management of the Livingston Regional Sanitary Sewer System, Livingston County Septage Receiving 
Station, closed County Landfill and the Livingston County Solid Waste Programs- March 2006-present 

Mortgage Loan Originator, HOMESTEAD USA 

Originated residential mortgages-June 1999 to March 2006 

Owner, THREE SUBWAY RESTAURANT FRANCHISES 

Owned and Operated three Subway restaurant franchises-June 1991 to June 1999 

Education 
Bachelor of Science in Building Construction Management 
Michigan State University, December 1989 
 
High school Diploma, Howell High School, 1985 
Class Valedictorian, National Honor Society, Athletic Letter 
 
Developed Skills 
• Budgeting/Auditing of multimillion dollar funds 
• Construction project management 
• Managing Requests for Proposals/Quotes 
• Management of County Solid Waste events (averaging 7 events and serving 1000 plus County 

residents per year) 
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Robert A. Spaulding 
3500 Crandall Rd. Howell, MI 48855 

 
 
OTHER 
• Livingston County Resident since 1974-raised in Genoa Township (1974-1990), City of Howell (1991-

2023), built our home in Howell Township in 2023 on vacant land purchased in 1999 
• Eagle Scout 1985 
• Served on the City of Howell Planning Commission from 2010 until 2023 
• Member of the Howell Township Planning Commission and Board of Review since 2023-currently 

serving as the Vice Chair of the Planning Commission 
• Regular attender of Howell Township Board meetings  
• Active member of a Howell Township church 
• Proud husband to my wife of 22 years and the father of three daughters 
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2026 MASTER CITIZEN PLANNER (MCP) 
WEBINAR SERIES

Register Online: https://events.anr.msu.edu/MCPWebinars26/
The 2026 Master Citizen Planner (MCP) Webinar Series is designed to offer participants the latest updates and 
information on current topics. Using Zoom, MSU Extension educators will provide an overview of topics of interest to 
planning and zoning officials. 

Webinars fall on the third Thursday in April, May, June, September, October, and November. Webinars take place 
from 6:30-7:30 p.m. ET. Each session is available individually or participants can register for all six at once. All 
webinars will be recorded, and the recordings and presentation materials sent to registrants. 

Each webinar is eligible for 1 MCP Credit.

Cost per webinar: $10 for MCPs; $20 for Regular Registrants

2026 Dates and Topics
April 16: Harvesting the Benefits and Recognizing 
Our Limits: Michigan’s Right to Farm Act, Your 
Community, Your Regulations, Your Master Plan 
Goals, Harmony Gmazel, AICP.

May 21: The County Planning Commission in 
Michigan, Tyler Augst.

June 18: Data center land use considerations: Do 
they compute for your community? Mary Reilly, AICP

September 17: Planning and Zoning to Attract and 
Retain Residents, Eric Warman.

October 15: Demystifying Municipal Civil Infractions: 
A tool for local compliance, Brad Neumann, AICP.

November 19: 5th Annual ‘Master Citizen Planner’ 
Network Showcase, Various MCPs

CONTACT US:
Kara Kelly, Citizen Planner Coordinator
cplanner@msu.edu 

www.citizenplanner.msu.edu 
Michigan State University Extension programs and materials are open to all without regard to 
race, color, national origin, gender, gender identity, religion, age, height, weight, disability, 
political beliefs, sexual orientation, marital status, family status or veteran status. Issued in 
furtherance of MSU Extension work, acts of May 8 and June 30, 1914, in 
cooperation with the U.S. Department of Agriculture. Quentin Tyler, Director, MSU Extension, 
East Lansing, MI 48824. This information is for educational purposes only. Reference 
to commercial products or trade names does not imply endorsement by MSU Extension or 
bias against those not mentioned.

Michigan State University is committed to providing equal opportunity for participation in all 
programs, services and activities. Accommodations for persons with disabilities may be 
requested by contacting the event contact the Citizen Planner Coordinator two weeks before 
the start of the event at cplanner@msu.edu or (517) 353-6472. Requests received after this 
date will be honored whenever possible.



Monthly Permit List 03/02/2026

1/3

Commercial Land Use
Permit # Applicant Address Fee Total Const. Value

P26-027 Armijo, Kahilee 1475 N BURKHART RD # D-150 $50.00 $0.00

Work Description: Indoor sensory play and learning space in Kensington Valley
Outlet

P26-024 GUNS N HOSES 3985 TOWER DR $50.00 $0.00

Work Description: Tear off 1 layer and replace 2 of OSB, replace 2 pipe boots, re
-install shingles.

Total Permits For Type: 2
Total Fees For Type: $100.00

Total Const. Value For Type: $0.00

MHOG
Permit # Applicant Address Fee Total Const. Value

PMHOG25-007 HERRON CURT AND
MARGARET

123 CASTLEWOOD $0.00 $0.00

Work Description: MHOG Connection Fee

PMHOG25-004 THE SUMMIT COMPANY ANNA
HALSTEAD

3275  COUNTY AIRPORT DRIVE $0.00 $0.00

Work Description: 2" meter package + flushing fee

Total Permits For Type: 2
Total Fees For Type: $0.00

Total Const. Value For Type: $0.00

Residential Land Use
Permit # Applicant Address Fee Total Const. Value

P26-022 RENEWAL BY ANDERSEN 5437 ARBORETUM TRL $10.00 $0.00

Work Description: Six new replacement windows

P26-029 SMOLYANOV HOME
IMPROVEMENTS LLC

5455 ARBORETUM TRL $10.00 $0.00

Work Description: Tear off and re-roof on back slope of house only

P26-021 RUNYAN BROTHERS
CONSTRUCTION CO.

5700 BYRON RD $75.00 $0.00

Work Description: New front porch, along with remove existing front wall and
building a new exterior wall at edge of porch cap. New kitchen
cabinets in kitchen.

P26-030 Services, Handyman 5704 CRANDALL RD $50.00 $0.00

Work Description: TARP FENCE PANELS NEEDS TO BE TAKEN DOWN. Galvanized cattle
fence panels. Posts and panels 50 inches high

P26-019 MICHIGAN ELECTRICAL
SERVICE TOM WATSON

122 EDGEMONT DR $10.00 $0.00

Work Description: Installation of a 18 kw generator and a 100 amp transfer
switch.

P26-023 AYERS BASEMENT SYSTEMS 2880 W GRAND RIVER AVE $75.00 $0.00



Work Description: Installing indoor shotcrete and Smart Jacks, foundation repairs

P26-028 PUNG JACOB AND DANA HENDERSON - VACANT $75.00 $0.00

Work Description: 2,154 sq ft home with walk out basement and 12" overhangs
576 sq ft detached garage

Revised plans on 02/24/2026

P26-017 RENEWAL BY ANDERSEN 2798 POPPLE LN $10.00 $0.00

Work Description: Replace 4 windows

P26-020 MI HOMES OF MICHIGAN
LLC A DELAWARE LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY

4560 SEDGEVIEW CIRCLE $75.00 $0.00

Work Description: New Single Family Home

P26-026 MI HOMES OF MICHIGAN
LLC A DELAWARE LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY

4570 SEDGEVIEW CIRCLE $75.00 $0.00

Work Description: New Single Family Home

P26-025 MI HOMES OF MICHIGAN
LLC A DELAWARE LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY

350 SEDGEVIEW COURT $75.00 $0.00

Work Description: New Single Family Home

Total Permits For Type: 11
Total Fees For Type: $540.00

Total Const. Value For Type: $0.00

Sewer Connection
Permit # Applicant Address Fee Total Const. Value

PWS25-142 MHOG 123 CASTLEWOOD $0.00 $0.00

Work Description: Property does not have sewer lead. MHOG's contractor will
install sewer lead by drilling under the road for $13,700 funds
will be placed in escrow and paid when invoice is received. 

PWS26-009 MI HOMES OF MICHIGAN
LLC A DELAWARE LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY

4560 SEDGEVIEW CIRCLE $5000.00 $0.00

Work Description: Sewer Connection

PWS26-013 MI HOMES OF MICHIGAN
LLC A DELAWARE LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY

4570 SEDGEVIEW CIRCLE $5000.00 $0.00

Work Description: Sewer Connection

PWS26-011 MI HOMES OF MICHIGAN
LLC A DELAWARE LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY

350 SEDGEVIEW COURT $5000.00 $0.00

Work Description: Sewer Connection

Total Permits For Type: 4
Total Fees For Type: $15000.00

Total Const. Value For Type: $0.00

Water Connection
Permit # Applicant Address Fee Total Const. Value

PWS26-010 MI HOMES OF MICHIGAN
LLC A DELAWARE LIMITED

4560 SEDGEVIEW CIRCLE $5000.00 $0.00



LLC A DELAWARE LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY

Work Description: Water Connection

PWS26-014 MI HOMES OF MICHIGAN
LLC A DELAWARE LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY

4570 SEDGEVIEW CIRCLE $5000.00 $0.00

Work Description: Water Connection

PWS26-012 MI HOMES OF MICHIGAN
LLC A DELAWARE LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY

350 SEDGEVIEW COURT $5000.00 $0.00

Work Description: Water Connection

Total Permits For Type: 3
Total Fees For Type: $15000.00

Total Const. Value For Type: $0.00

Grand Total Fees: $30,640.00

22.00Grand Total Permits:



Code Enforcement List 03/02/2026

Owners Name StatusAddress Parcel Number Date Filed Origin

1682 PINECROFT LANE

Complaint

PINEVIEW VILLLAGE 4706-27-201-071 01/14/2026 PUBLIC - COMPL OPEN - COMPLANT RECEIVE

Ongoing construction activity at the Pineview Village, new development is creating noise and vibrations in violation of Howell township Ordinance No. 123.Noise Violation:On
10/09/2025 at approximately 6:30 a.m. EST, construction activity produced load equipment and impact noise that was plainly audible inside my residence and woke my household.On
01/08/2026 and approximately 6:32 a.m. EST, a heavy dumpster delivery and construction activity again produced noise plainly audible and inside my residence and woke my
household.Both incidents occurred prior to the permitted 7:00a.m. start time for construction activity under Township Ordinance No. 123.Vibration Violations:On most weekdays during
active construction, Heavy machinery (including excavators, compactors, and trucks) produces vibrations that are felt inside my residence. Ordinance No. 123 requires vibrations from
any operation to be controlled so they cannot be felt beyond the property line.  These vibrations are perceptible inside my home and disturb normal use and enjoyment of the residence.I
am requesting Township Investigation and enforcement of the noise and vibration provisions of Ordinance No. 123

Comments

01/12/26 - Email received from resident of Pineview Village in reference to construction activity prior to 0700. Responded to resident advising him to complete Ord Enforcement
Complaint form.
01/13/26 - Arrived in Pineview Village 6:00 am checking for construction activity. remained onsite until 6:55 am. No activity in construction areas, no workers arriving at work.
01/14/26 - Arrived in PV at 6:10 am, no activity in construction areas. GFL arrives in area at approx 6:35 am for garbage collection.
01/16/26 - In PV approx 6:35 am no activity in construction areas. Official complaint form received and entered into computer.
01/19/26- Checked the area between 6-7 am, no activity
01/21/26 - Area checked, no activity.



Code Enforcement List 03/02/2026

Owners Name StatusAddress Parcel Number Date Filed Origin

5704 CRANDALL RD

Complaint

JEWETT RICHARD L & 4706-05-200-004 11/25/2024 PUBLIC - EMAIL OPEN - COMPLANT RECEIVE

A person is living in an RV in the back of the property against Township Ordinance.

Comments

12.10.24 - Site visit completed.  RV is located in the back of the property.  Letter sent to owner. 
1.27.25 - Site visit completed.  No visible change.  Letter sent to owner.
2.11.25 - Requested additional information from complainant
3.10.25 - January letter returned unclaimed.
3.11.25 - December letter returned unclaimed. 
3.31.25 - Site visit completed.  New letter mailed out. 
4.7.25 - Copy of letter given to homeowner.  Spoke to homeowner - admitted that someone is living in the RV.  Follow up letter sent to owner.
4.14.25 - Spoke to homeowner on the phone.  Spoke to Jake at LCHD on the phone, they received a complaint about sewage being discharged onto the ground from one of the RVs.
Spoke to person staying in the RV (Wes Gray) on the phone.  Jake from LCHD and I made a visit to the site, spoke to Wes.  Wes understands that he cannot live in an RV on the property.
We agreed to 30 days to remove his things from the site.
4.30.25 - Site visit completed, Wes appears to be working on getting his things removed.
5.14.25 - Spoke to the homeowner, Wes moved some things but has started building a new trailer.  Owner will call the Sheriff's Department to understand her options to get Wes removed
from her property.
5.19.25 - Spoke to Wes, he has removed a lot of stuff but would like until June 1, 2025 to remove the rest of his stuff.  He will provide receipts for the dumpster that he used.  Twp will
make a site visit and confirm that progress has been made.  If progress has been made then we are willing to extend deadline to June 1. 
5.19.25 - Site visit completed, some clean up has taken place, photos attached.  Spoke to homeowner, admits a lot of work has been done and has no issue with Wes's request to extend
deadline to June 1.  Letter sent to owner to confirm same. 
06-02-25- MH- Spoke with Wes and he doesn't have any where to go, fractured his hand and hurt his back moving stuff off the property. He is still trying to move stuff off the property.
Jonathan is out of the office so I let him know he would be contacted when he returns. 
6.12.25 - Spoke to Wes, said he has hurt his hand but still intends to remove his things from the property.  We agreed to an extension to July 31st for all things to be removed from the
property, no further extensions will be granted for any reason.  Will prepare letter to owners RE same.
6.16.25 - Site visit completed, some changes have been made, photos attached.
7.21.25 - Site visit completed, photos attached.
8.4.25 - Site visit completed, Wes has not removed his belongings from the property, still living in the RV.  Spoke to owner.  Personally issued MCI Citation ticket #0162 to Denise Stach.
Personally issued MCI Citation ticket #0163 to Wes Gray. 
8.16.25 - Denise Stach paid ticket #0162 at court
9.9.25 - Wes Gray has requested a formal hearing.  

10/2/25 - Stopped to speak with home-owner ref upcoming court date and take updated photos. Mrs Stach stated she is willing to go to court. Photos taken.
10.20.25 - Court hearing started, adjourned to a later date.  Working with Wes Gray on settlement.
11.6.25 - Wes Gray signed agreement for consent judgment.  Case has been closed.
12.11.25 - Wes Gray reached out to Twp Attorney because Wes is now living in the house.  We have submitted to the court a modified agreement to allow the storage of the RV as long as
it conforms to the Ordinance and is not used for on-site human habitation and all other items are either removed from the property or permits are applied for and reviewed for
conformance with the Ordinance.    



Code Enforcement List 03/02/2026

Owners Name StatusAddress Parcel Number Date Filed Origin

01/20/25 - No change at address in regards to clean up. Spoke with neighbor who advised subject still residing in the camper.  While in the area in observed Gray go to the area of the
camper and he did not come back out.
2/9/26 - Drive by inspection of property, fencing and tarp wall still up.
2/26/26 - Tarp wall and fencing still in place. Spoke with Ms. Stach on the matter advised that if tarp wall is removed and fencing planels taken down they could leave the fence post
intact if they get a permit to install fence.
2/28/26. Tarp wall is gone fencing is still up however I see a permit has been issued for a fence.

3590 W GRAND RIVER

Complaint

HASLOCK PROPERTIE 4706-28-100-024 05/06/2024 OPEN - FIRST LETTER SENT

Zoning Violations:Outdoor storage without screening, setback issues, parking not hard surfaced, no sign permit.

Comments

5.13.24 - Violation letter to Occupant returned.
5.20.24 - Received phone call from owner.  Will be preparing a site plan to take before the Planning Commission for approval.
6.20.24 - Received phone call from owner, discussed site plan requirements.
9.4.24 - Sent letter to owner RE site plan progress.
9.12.24 - Spoke to owner, Engineer has site plans almost complete.  Will submit for review in the near future.
2.27.25 - Spoke to owner, Engineer will be submitting plans in the next week or two.
3.31.25 - Site visit completed, violations still present
4.30.25 - Site visit completed, violations still present
5.1.25 - Property owner turned in site plan.  Currently considering if they would like to schedule a pre-conference prior to formally submitting the site plan. 
6.9.25 - Spoke to the owner about next steps to move the site plan forward, owner is considering pairing down what has been proposed.
6.16.25 - Site visit completed, photos attached.
7.21.25 - Site visit completed, photos attached.
8.11.25 - Owner stopped in to discuss the site plan, will get the site plans printed out and submitted for review.
9.10.25 - Owner dropped off site plan and application, sent out for outside review, expected to be on October PC agenda
10.29.25 - Met with owner and engineer to discuss revisions to site plan requested by Township's Engineer and Planner.  They will update the plan and resubmit for review.
12.16.25 - Owner and Engineer before the PC for preliminary site plan approval.  Application tabled until updates are made to plans including: landscaping, parking, screening, storm
water
2.25.26 - Owner indicated that site plan is still being updated per PC requirements, contemplating other changes to the site plan as well

5057 WARNER RD

Complaint

HARTER EDWARD H 4706-19-200-005 03/14/2022 PUBLIC/ EMAIL OPEN - SECOND LETTER SEN

LARGE AMOUNT OF JUNK AND LITTER IN THE YARD.

Comments
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4.17.2023  THERE IS MORE JUNK NOW THEN THERE WAS LAST MARCH OF 2022 OR JANUARY OF 2023.
5.25.2023  I SPOKE WITH MR. HARTER HE IS STARTING TO CLEAN THE SITE UP, HE SAID THAT IT WILL TAKE SOME TIME TO GET IT ALL CLEANED UP.  I WILL
BEE CHECKING ON HIS PROGRESS EVERY FEW WEEKS TO MAKE SURE HE IS MAKING PROGRESS.
6.29.2023 SOME PROGRESS HAS BEEN MADE. WILL CHECK BACK IN A COUPLE OF WEEKS.
1.9.2024 did a site vist there has been no progress made on the clean up.
1.11.2024 Finial letter sent.

3.20.24 - Site visit. No remediation of issues has taken place.  Photos attached.

3.25.24 Spoke to owner.  Owner is working on cleaning up the property, has dumpsters being delivered, scrap is in piles and ready to be taken to the scrap yard.  Has requested 3 months
to get the property cleaned up.  Letter sent in confirmation of agreement.  Scheduled visit for June 25th.

4.23.24 - Site visit.  Violation still present.  Scheduled reinspection.
5.20.24 - Site visit.  Work has been started.  Violation still present.  Scheduled reinspection.
6.18.24 - Site visit.  Violation still present, no evidence of continued clean up activity.  Will reinspect on June 25th as agreed.
6.25.24 - Site visit.  Minimal changes to site, violation still present.  Letter sent to owner.
8.1.24 - Site visit completed.   Owner still working on clean-up. 
9.4.24 - Site visit completed, spoke to homeowner.  Owner claims to have back of property nearly complete.  Dumpster to be arriving next week, neighbors helping to remove scrap in the
next few days.
10.8.24 - Site visit completed.  No evidence of activity.  Final violation letter sent to owner.
11.6.24 - Site visit completed.  No evidence of activity.  Will check property on 11.14.24 per letter.
11.14.24 - Site visit completed.  No evidence of activity.  Ticket number 0204 issued.  Ticket mailed to homeowner 11.18.24. 
12.4.24 - Spoke to homeowner.  He will be completing a clean-up schedule and providing it to the Township.  If the schedule is followed and clean-up of property is achieved ticket will
be waived.
12.10.24 - Schedule has not been provided to Township.  Site visit completed, no change.
1.27.25 - Site visit completed, no change.  Schedule has not been provided to Township.  Final violation letter sent to owner.
2.3.25 - Received phone call from owner's wife, owner is currently in jail.  By February 24th they will contact the Township to discuss deadlines for removing the junk from the site.
Letter sent to owner to confirm same.
2.24.25 - Spoke to owner's wife.
2.28.25 - Spoke to owner's wife, came to agreement on clean up schedule.  Letter on agreement sent to owner.
3.17.25 - 2.28 letter returned.  Mailed out letter again.
3.21.25 - Homeowner left message stating that all scrap metal has been removed, two vehicles will be removed this week.  We may stop by any time to see the progress.
3.31.25 - Site visit completed, violation still present
4.30.25 - Site visit completed, violation still present.  May 4th is the clean-up deadline, will make site visit Monday May 5th to check status.  
5.7.25 - Site visit completed, violation still present.  Posted ticket #0159 to the structure, filed ticket with the District Court and requested an informal hearing, mailed copy of ticket to
owner.  
5.19.25 - Received information from District Court setting formal hearing date.  Contacted the court to switch to an informal hearing as originally requested.
6.10.25 - Called Court RE informal hearing date, Court's system indicated that the ticket had been paid and closed.
6.16.25 - Site visit completed, no apparent change, photos attached.  Ticket filed with Court - requested informal hearing, ticket posted to structure and mailed to owner.    
7.16.25 - Magistrate refused to hear the case, claimed he did not have the authority for injunctive relief, ticket dismissed.  
7.21.25 - Site visit completed, no apparent change, photos attached.  Ticket 0161 filed with the Court requesting formal hearing.  Ticket posted to structure and mailed to owner.
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7.29.25 - Formal Court hearing scheduled.
9.8.25 - Formal hearing held, Judge Bain granted 45-day limit to get site cleaned up, indicated that he would drive by the property, follow-up hearing scheduled by Judge.
10.20.25 - Court status hearing held.  Next hearing scheduled for November.
11.10.25 - Site visit made, photos attached.  Progress has been made, violations still exist.  Court hearing held, Judge ordered follow up hearing in December.
12.7.25 - Site visit completed, photos attached.
12.8.25 - Court hearing held.  Final extension to owner granted by court.  Rehearing scheduled.  
1/16/26 - Inspection from road and new photos taken. All cleanup has stopped. Large amounts of debris still on site and visible in multiple areas of the yard.  
1.26.26 - Court Hearing held, Court will uphold the order filed in September allowing the Township to clean up the site and charge the owner.  Court also issued fees and fines.  Court
case is closed; our file will remain open until the site has been brought into compliance with the Ordinance.
2.9.26 - Township Board granted owner extension to March 31, 2026 to get property into compliance with the Ordinance 

Records: 4

Population: All Records





Monthly Activity Report for February 2026 – Assessing Dept/Brent Kilpela 

 

MTT UPDATE:     

No Open Appeals 

SMALL CLAIMS TRIBUNAL:  

No Open Appeals  

 

ASSESSING OFFICE: 

ASSESSOR: The 2026 Notices of Assessment were sent to the print vendor on February 11th. They 

started arriving at mailboxes on February 20th. We completed the 2026 Personal Property 

valuations. I estimated the accounts that failed to file timely. We do accept late filings to the 
March Board of Review. Currently we have four Poverty Exemption applications, one Charitable 

Exemption application for multiple parcels, and two valuation appeals on the March Board of 
Review docket. I received confirmation that EagleView will start the Township flight by the end 

of March. This gives us the opportunity to have the best imagery possible before the leaves start 

appearing on the trees. The estimated date for the Township to receive the imagery is the middle 
of May.  

 

OTHER: I attended the February Wastewater Treatment Plant meeting. Worked with AT&T to 
change the internet service at the Wastewater Treatment Plant. Our existing service is being 

phased out. Also monitored the Supervisor voice mail and email.  

 

 

 





Oceola Township 
Fire Authority Meeting:  

February 18, 2026   
 
 
 
New Chairman:  Bill Fenton was appointed as the new chairman of the Fire Authority.   
 
New Fire Engines: The two fire engines on order are nearing completion and should be delivered in the 
next few weeks. 
 
Station 22 Renovations: Cost estimates on renovating Fire Station 22 have come in and are higher than 
expected.  The Chief and staff are going back to the plans to remove items, and the plans will be put out 
to bidders to get more accurate costs. 
 
County Radio System: The current radio system used by the County is in terrible shape and needs to be 
fixed.  The County Commissioners have been waffling on how to move forward and recently have 
indicated that they have no intention of fixing the system.  The system is not paid out of the County’s 
general fund; it is paid for by the 911 fees.  These fees most likely would need to be increased to pay for 
the needed fix.  The Commissioners keep touting the County’s low tax rate as a reason not to increase 
the fees and fix the system.   
In my opinion this is an unintelligible response to the situation at hand.  It is only a matter of time before 
an emergency comes along and lays bare the condition of the system.  It is unconscionable to me that 
the Commissioners would have such little regard for our County’s citizens that they are willing to risk our 
health and safety over a modest increase in fees to fix a broken system.  I implore the Commissioners to 
look at this logically, not ideologically.               
 
Union Contract: Kevin is negotiating with the union over the contract.  The Authority discussed the 
contract further in closed session. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Jonathan Hohenstein  
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                                              HOWELL TOWNSHIP PLANNING COMMISSION 
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 

3525 Byron Road Howell, MI 48855 
February 24, 2026 

6:30 P.M. 
 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT:     MEMBERS ABSENT: 
Wayne Williams   Chair    
Robert Spaulding  Vice Chair 
Sharon Lollio                  Secretary  
Tim Boal                         Board Representative              
Matt Stanley                   Commissioner 
Trent Holman  Commissioner 
Cory Alchin  Commissioner 

 
ALSO IN ATTENDANCE:  
Township Planner Brady Heath, Applicant Robert Dickerson with Ditch Witch, Greg Petru with KEBS Inc., and 
Zoning Administrator Jonathan Hohenstein 

 
Chairman Williams called the meeting to order at 6:30 pm. The roll was called. Chairman Williams requested 
members rise for the Pledge of Allegiance. 

 
APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA: 
Commissioner Alchin requested to add Data Center, Data Center subcommittee and Supervisor position 
discussions. The commission approved to discuss Data Center subcommittee and the Supervisor position 
update will be discussed during the Township Board Report. Board Representative Boal requested to move 
Old and New Business Items in front of Other Matters to be Reviewed. Motion by Boal, Second by Spaulding, 
“To approve the amended agenda as we discussed.” Motion carried. 

  
APPROVAL OF THE MEETING MINUTES: 
January 27, 2026  
Motion by Stanley, Second by Lollio, “To approve the minutes.” Motion carried. 

 
CALL TO THE PUBLIC 

 
Angela Barbash, 4211 Crandall Rd- Spoke on Industrial impacts to communities and financial guarantees 

 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS REPORT:  
None 

 
TOWNSHIP BOARD REPORT: 

 Draft minutes are included in the packet: Board Representative Boal gave an overview of the meeting. A motion 
was passed for Carlise Wortman to create a Master Plan for future municipal complex on Township property 
off Tooley Road. Financial audit done by Gabridge and Company reported the Township is in a healthy financial 
condition, the Board accepted an offer of purchase the vacant 22 acre property at Tooley and Bowen Roads, 
Jodi Fulton was appointed to the Trustee vacant seat, the Board accepted the resignation of Supervisor Mike 



 

Coddington and the position has been posted on the Township website, cleanup bids for 5057 Warner have 
been  postponed until the end of March to give the homeowner more time as requested to get his property 
cleaned up and financial update from Assessor Brent Kilpela. Chairman Williams questioned the transfer of 
sewer funds from Sewer Fund to General Fund. Commissioner Lollio questioned the building ideas proposed 
at the Township Tooley Road property. 
 
ORDINANCE VIOLATION REPORTS: 
Report in packet. Commissioner Lollio questioned the time frame for submitting site plans on the Haslock 
project. 
 
SCHEDULED PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
None 
 
OLD BUSINESS: 
None 
 
 
NEW BUSINESS: 
1. Michigan Underground Specialists (Ditch Witch), PC2026-02, 3401 W. Grand River Ave., Parcel # 4706-

28-200-040, Preliminary Site Plan Review- Township Planner Heath gave an overview of the project and 
answered questions. The applicant is looking for proposed improvements including equipment storage 
facilities, new parking spaces, and discussed items to be addressed. Applicant Robert Dickerson, service 
manager for Ditch Witch and Greg Petru with KEBS Inc. discussed their project and answered questions. 
They would like to add storage for more equipment; there will be a fence around the storage area. They 
would like to move light poles to the edge of the fence and will update their lighting plan. Chairman Williams 
questioned the fencing and if gates will be present. Board Representative Boal questioned if there were 
going to be any changes to the original building, height of building, setbacks, if they have gotten approval 
from the Livingston County Road Commission, are they planning on adding more employees, how many 
parking spaces are proposed and if they will be paved, landscaping berms, lot lines, drainage, survey 
issues and any restrictions on the property. Commissioner Lollio questioned the type of materials that will 
be stored. Vice Chairman Spaulding questioned if the parking was going to be behind the fence and how 
many parking spots will be needed. Commissioner Alchin questioned if there were any parking spaces in 
the rear of the building. Discussion followed. Motion by Boal, Second by Spaulding, with an amendment 
“To table Michigan Underground Specialists PC2026-02 at 3401 W. Grand River Ave. pending an 
updated landscaping plan and the front parking area and the lighting issue.” Motion carried. 

 
2. Zoning Ordinance Update-Layout and Schedule: Township Planner Heath gave an overview and answered 

questions of how the outline will work for updating ordinances. At each meeting there will be articles to 
review, discuss and direct. There will be consideration to hold workshops for the Planning Commission to 
discuss topics of interest, like Planned Unit Developments (PUD). Vice chair Spaulding questioned how 
often these workshops would be held. Commissioner Lollio asked for clarification of a Planned Unit 
Development. Board Representative Boal questioned how many articles are anticipated for review and 
approximate time frame to start, how much time they will have to review before the meeting and how long 
does the Planner anticipate this taking. Discussion followed. 

 
 
 



 

OTHER MATTERS TO BE REVIEWED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION: 
 
A. MSU Extension- Planning and Zoning Brief- Informational. Board Representative Boal spoke on some of 

the information provided. 
 

B. Zoning Case Law Review- Fahey Schltz Burzych Rhodes- Informational 
 

C. Conway Township Master Plan Review Letter- Informational 
 

D. Data Center Subcommittee- Chairman Williams, Planner Heath, Commissioner Stanley, and Board 
Representative Boal gave their overviews from the subcommittee meeting at the Township regarding 
Overlay Districts, types of noise, distance from residential properties and sensitive receptors. 
Commissioner Alchin spoke on his concerns of the legal process with the Data Center subcommittee and 
how they are operating. Discussion followed. 

 
CALL TO THE PUBLIC: 
 
Angela Barbash, 4211 Crandall Rd- Spoke on attorneys and extending the Moratorium 
 
Board Representative Boal spoke on Michigan Township Association article. 
 
ADJOURNMENT: 
 
Motion by Boal, Second by Stanley, “For adjournment.” Motion carried. The meeting was adjourned at 8:25 
P.M.  

    
 
 _______                  _______________________   
     Date                                         Sharon Lollio 
                                         Planning Commission Secretary 
 
                                           ________________________ 
      Marnie Hebert  

             Recording Secretary                                                   
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