City of East Grand Rapids
Regular City Commission Meeting
Agenda

YouTube Livestream:
https://bit.ly/2xXlLvn
Begins at 6 pm.

April 19, 2021 – 6:00 p.m.
(EGR Community Center – 750 Lakeside Drive)
Citizens may attend the meeting in person or virtually.
1.

Call to Order.

2.

Approval of Agenda.

3.

Public Comment.

4.

Report of Mayor, City Commissioners and City Manager.

Virtual attendance/ participation information:
https://www.eastgr.org/CivicAlerts.aspx?AID=769

Regular Agenda Items
5.

Kent District Library 2020 Annual Report Presentation (no hearing required; no action requested).

6.

Sign variance hearing on the request of Rite Aid Pharmacy of 2130 Wealthy to allow new signage for the building
a.

Using alternate calculation methods of signage area (public hearing required; action requested).

b.

Measuring 40 square feet instead of the 25 square feet allowed (public hearing required; action requested).

7.

Zoning variance hearing on the request of Katie Stein of 815 Plymouth to allow the construction of an addition to the
home creating a side yard setback of 14’4” instead of the required 24’ (public hearing required; action requested).

8.

Discussion of treatment options for gypsy moths (courtesy hearing; action requested).

9.

Designated Assessor Agreement with Kent County (action requested).

10. Report on refinancing of Community Center bonds (no action requested).
Consent Agenda Items (no hearing required; approval requested unless noted).
11. Minutes of the regular meeting held March 29, 2021.
12. Disbursement of funds: payroll disbursements of $217,558.19; county and school disbursements of $-0-, and total
remaining disbursements of $170,905.19.
13. Blodgett Hospital Neighborhood Communication Report.
14. Arbor Day Proclamation.
Work Session
15. FY 2021-22 Budget Overview.
*

*

*

Public hearings will be held if noted in each agenda item. If no hearing is noted, comments should be made during “Public Comment” in Item 3.
The City will provide reasonable auxiliary aids for individuals requiring them for effective communication in programs and services of the City.
Notice must be made to the City five (5) days prior to the program or service requesting the specific auxiliary aid.

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
(616) 949-2110
www.eastgr.org
KAREN BROWER
CITY CLERK

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Commission
Karen Brower, City Clerk
April 12, 2021

RE:

Presentation from Kent District Library

KDL Board Representative Charles Myers, KDL Fund Development Director Christine Mwangi and
KDL Branch Manager Dawn Lewis will be attending the City Commission meeting to present the
Kent District Library’s annual report to the City Commission.

REVIEWED & APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles
City Manager

/9680
Attachments

2020 Annual Report
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Letter from Lance
Greetings! As I reflect on 2020, and all the change and uncertainty
it brought to the library (and the world), two words come to mind —
Lance M. Werner
resilience and hope.

Director

Last year certainly brought its challenges, but we never allowed those
challenges to stop us from serving our communities. Our impact
continued. Our branches were closed to in-person visits for a time, but
the library never closed. We continued to put library materials into
the hands of our patrons via curbside pickup and online offerings.
We continued to entertain and educate children though virtual
programming and an at-home Summer Wonder program. We held a
very successful virtual fundraising event. We even launched a new
service – Book Bundles – that gave people an easy way to get a
collection of books to try when they couldn’t browse our shelves.

Resilience & hope

We did all these things while doing what we could to keep our staff
and patrons safe and healthy. I am so proud of the resilience we
showed.
We have so much hope for the future! 2020 laid a great foundation
for 2021. We can’t wait until things get “back to normal,” but we hope
it’s a new normal — a normal where we are more flexible, creative and
customer-focused than ever before.
Thank you so much for all the support and encouragement you have
given us this past year. We hope you join us for all the excitement that
is to come!
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1,402 livestreamed programs and
outreach events were created
in 2020 to bring the library into
homes during the pandemic.
For a schedule of upcoming
programs, visit kdl.org/events.

Sincerely,
Lance Werner
Executive Director

This annual report highlights a handful of our accomplishments. You can read more in the
KDL Fact Book at kdl.org/2020FactBook, which includes the entire strategic plan.
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C I RC UL ATI ON
Physical
Materials
3.3 million
in 2020 &
6.6 million
in 2019

-49%

+31%
Digital
Materials
1.7 million
in 2020 &
1.3 million
in 2019

More data at
kdl.org/2020impact

+38%
Talking
Book &
Braille
Center
91K in
2020 &
66K in
2019

Review of emergency
preparedness began in January.
In March, about a week before
the stay-at-home order was
announced, the library closed to
in-person visits. Staff continued
to work from home and events
shifted to online live-streamed
programs. Additionally, checkout
limits for digital resources were
increased and new library
cards became available with a
simplified online application.

With new limits on physical
access to the library, it was
no surprise that circulation of
physical materials dropped. At the same time, digital circulation rose,
new curbside service was launched, Summer Wonder workbooks were
delivered to households, Seed Library packets were delivered by mail
and a new website was launched.
We were also due to develop a new strategic plan. Our options
were to wait for things to settle down or press forward. We opted
to develop a new strategic plan. The framework of the new plan is
shown on these pages.
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PURPOSE:
We exist to further all people.
VISION:
KDL will be an indispensable
community resource
for enriching lives
through access to
personal discovery
for all.

Equity,
Diversity
and Inclusion

2021-2023
BUSINESS
GOALS

While COVID guidelines changed frequently, the need for library
services and the desire to visit branches never wavered. In many ways
it’s become more important as people seek solace through reading,
learning and staying connected with others. We continue to go above
and beyond to safely serve you.

2021-2023
Strategic Plan

2021 INITIATIVES

2020 started like most years, with great excitement and planning for
the year ahead. With news of Coronavirus, we immediately shifted
gears on several fronts.

Engagement
and Service

Sustainability

Align all library services,
staffing makeup and
partnerships to be reflective
and inclusive of the diverse
communities we serve.

Increase the value
delivered to the
community by focusing
on demonstrated needs.

Evaluate and streamline
operational, environmental
and fundraising processes to
ensure a sustainable library.

Develop a plan
to increase staff
Cultural
Intelligence
(CQ) by first
determining how
to measure it,
establishing a
baseline and
setting a target
by May 2021.

Develop a systematic
process for identifying our
communities’ unmet and
emerging needs by March
2021, with surveys completed
by September 2021.

By mid-December
2021, complete a
feasibility study
to establish a
501(c)(3)
foundation to
increase private
donation funding
to supplement
tax support.

Beginning in
May 2021,
develop a
diversity plan for
evaluating library
materials to
ensure offerings
are reflective of
the community. To
be developed by
December 2021.

Map, improve
and refine two
operational
processes by
December
2021.

Team Goals
Individual Goals
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digital
circulation

Collection size
increased 0.7%

Mobile WiFi Hotspots
circulated 2,888 times
and checkout
periods
increased from
three weeks
to four months.
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KDL staff quickly
responded to
the pandemic,
meeting the
increased need
for online
resources,
programs and
outreach.
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Programs

Outreach

1,032,521

1,040,185

471,809

126,608

150,495
+19%
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1,218 virtual programs and
184 virtual outreach visits
were conducted during
2020, bringing the library
into homes during the
pandemic.
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Digital Items

Virtual Programs
and Outreach*

More data at kdl.org/2020impact

160,719

378,411

9,484

*Virtual programs and outreach
are entirely new categories
of activity. They resemble
traditional programs and
outreach, except that they’re
live-streamed online and include
interactivity with viewers.

151,235

2019

2020

2020 Live
Views

2020 Total
Views
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Men of Color Read
On January 24, 2020, the Men of Color Read initiative was launched in
Kent County. Over 25 men met at the Martin Luther King Leadership
Academy to read to small groups of children. The kids loved it!
Jon Covington founded Men of Color Read (MOCR) in Los Angeles
over a decade ago. The program came to Muskegon five years ago,
and has now found a home in Grand Rapids. Men of Color Read is a
literacy initiative comprised of men in the community determined to
help eradicate functional illiteracy and improve youth
reading skills. The men visit urban schools once a
month to read to and connect with students.
“We couldn’t be more excited about our partnership
with KDL,” said Covington. “Functional illiteracy in
any community is not a THEIR problem, it’s an OUR
problem. And it’s going to take all of us to eradicate it.”
KDL is pleased to support the partnership between
MOCR and MLK Leadership Academy. We are hoping
to help expand the program into other schools in Kent
County.
“We dream, plan and execute not FOR our community but WITH
our community, because we are who we serve,” said Sara Proaño,
Community Engagement Manager. “KDL strives to come beside
leaders and shakers, such as Jon Covington, and support their efforts
for better access, better presence and better representation. Thank
you MLK Leadership Academy and MOCR!”
The pandemic put a pause on the program’s in-school visits, but
MOCR will restart in the beginning of 2021 with a live-streamed
program.
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Curbside service launched in June
33,754 pages
printed

432,582 items checked out

125,024 pickups

Curbside service opened up an entirely new way to access the library. This service was conceived when the
public was unable to visit the library in person. “People really miss visiting the library in person,” said KDL
User Experience Manager Morgan Hanks. “Curbside service restores the in-person services that so many
people love, and does it in a way that’s safe for everyone.” Curbside printing was introduced in August and
its popularity took off immediately.

=1,000 pickups

=1,000 items checked out

More data at kdl.org/2020impact
10 | Kent District Library
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“Since Avalon was one year old, we have been attending storytimes
and checking out books. We've gone from 10 books a week to now
over 50+ new books and activities a week. The resources at the library
have fit us at each stage! I earned my Master's degree in Reading and
Literacy and know the immense value of providing quality books and
materials, which the library has a vast amount of.

The Lyles are
a KDL Family

KDL has provided access for my children to thousands of books, which
we could not do on our own. We enjoy tens of thousands of dollars
worth of books each year from KDL.
While we haven't been inside the library in months, KDL continues
to innovate and provide easy access to books and materials. We've
loved being able to pull up and have our holds delivered to our vehicle,
especially during the last few months with a newborn. I know I use
more library resources now than I ever did before COVID. Here are a
few that I use now that I didn't when going in person: curbside printing,
to-go crafts, Book Bundles (saves me so much time and they're very
well curated!), Personalized Picks for my 8 year old, KDL Go! Packs, live
stream storytimes and book discussions, and many more!

The Lyle family: Matt, Katie,
Avalon (8), Brielle (6), Myla (3),
and Jude (4mo). They school at
home for now. Matt works at GE
Aviation and Katie is a stay-athome mom.

Our favorite thing about KDL is the people. The other week when
picking up my materials curbside, I mentioned to Mr. Greg that I felt
bad about checking out so many things and creating so much work
for them. He responded with, “You're why we're here!” What a great
attitude! We used to attend Miss Hennie's storytimes and always loved
seeing her at the library. She's always welcoming with a smile, waving
hello to the kids, and providing excellent book advice!

91,408
Items
Checked Out

Talking Book and Braille Center
circulation increased 38%
The Kent District Library Talking
Book and Braille Center (TBBC) is
one of nine Library for the Blind
and Physically Handicapped
Advisory and Outreach Centers
in Michigan and is part of
the National Library Service
Network. We serve all of Kent,
Montcalm and Ionia counties,
providing books, magazines,
videos and DVDs in alternative
formats (digital audio cartridge,
Braille and descriptive videos), as
well as downloadable materials
in audio and electronic Braille.
These materials are shipped free
directly to the patron’s home and
are mailed back free to TBBC.

66,051
Items
Checked Out

“When you first told me about
those audiobooks, I thought
there was no way I was gonna let
somebody read my books to me.
But it let me keep reading when
my eyes let me down. It ended
up really being a lifesaver.”

A fun little memory: When the library opened up for curbside after
having been completely closed at the start of COVID, my girls were SO
excited that they made signs for the car. Things like ‘I love the library!
We missed you!’ It was so fun to watch them so excited for new books.”

Bob Alspaugh, 96-year-old
patron of TBBC and lifelong
reader

Katie Lyle

2019
12 | Kent District Library
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“In the programs at Bethany that serve Hispanic children ages 4 to 17 in our educational center, many of
our children are youth who have been historically under-served and are academically, socially and/or
emotionally behind their peers.  
Our bilingual staff work with children based on their educational level, not their age, so our classrooms have
varying levels of ability in any given subject. A little over two years ago, we began working with the KDL
Community Engagement Department when they offered us 300 Spanish and bilingual books, as well as a
book stand. This simple gesture blossomed into not only book donations so our children could read books in
their own language, but we also began to receive books to support ESL acquisition.  
After about three months or so, KDL’s mobile library called the
Bookmobile began coming to our site. Staff read stories and teach the
kids how to borrow and return books... something they had never done
before. The kids have been so excited to see the Bookmobile and
check out books each week. The KDL staff are helping our children
develop healthy reading habits that will last a lifetime.  
Once COVID-19 hit, KDL staff went above and beyond. Each week,
library staff drop off the supplies we need for our virtual session with
library staff that week. They have a different class and activity each
week via Zoom and have been extremely creative in finding topics of
interest for our children. Our kids have enjoyed learning about
magnets, electricity, mummifying an apple, music and many other
topics.  
Despite all the pandemicrelated closures, the KDL
Bookmobile remained busy
with visits to Bethany Christian
Services and Feeding America
food pantries, in addition to
hosting Meet Up and Eat Up
meals and conducting virtual
visits to senior centers.
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Bookmobile visit at Farmworker’s
Appreciation Day in October.

I cannot begin to tell you how much it means to our staff and students
to have the incredible staff at Kent District Library working with us! If it were not for them, our kids would not
have the opportunity to learn about how the library works and have so many wonderful resources such as
bilingual books and other items they donated to our program. They have truly been a blessing!”
Jennifer Crampton, Teacher BA, Transitional Foster Care  
Bethany Christian Services of Michigan
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814 W. River Center Dr. NE, Comstock Park, MI 49321 // kdl.org

Kent District Library is a public library system operating 20 branch libraries and
a Bookmobile that serve nearly 400,000 residents of 27 different municipalities
throughout Kent County. KDL enriches lives by providing information, ideas
and excitement. It is an IRS-designated 501(c)(3) nonprofit supported by
millage dollars and private donations. KDL is a member of the Lakeland Library
Cooperative. For more information, visit kdl.org.
Copyright 2021, Kent District Library. All rights reserved.
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CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
(616) 949-2110
www.eastgr.org
JAY GIANOTTI, AICP
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

Hearing Required?
Notices Mailed
Notices Published

Yes
March 26, 2021
March 30, 2021

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Commissioners
Jay Gianotti, Zoning Administrator
March 23, 2021

RE:

Request for Sign Variance – 2130 Wealthy St. SE (Rite Aid Pharmacy)
(PPN: 41-14-33-252-003)
Wall Sign in C-1 Commercial Zoning District

Action Requested:
That the City Commission conducts a public hearing and votes on the applicant’s sign variance
request for the following:
• Section 8.15 General Regulations (Sign Area) – The applicant wishes to use the methods
defined in Subsection D.2 (sign consisting solely of lettering or other sign elements printed,
painted or mounted on a wall of a building without any distinguishing border, panel or
background) to calculate sign area instead of Subsection D.1 (sign face and any frame or other
material or color forming an integral part of the display or used to differentiate it from the
background against which it is placed.)
• Section 8.19 Wall Sign Size in the C-1 District – The applicant proposes to construct wall
signs measuring 40 square feet in area each, where the maximum allowed is 25 square feet
each.
Background:
Rite Aid Pharmacy is a national chain that is in the process of updating the branding and signage for
all of its stores. Sign Art Inc., representing Rite Aid Pharmacy, is proposing to replace the existing
signage at its East Grand Rapids store with new signs reflecting the updated branding. The new sign
concept includes a new logo for Rite Aid, new fonts, and new coloring. In addition to new signage,
the exterior façade of the building would be repainted.
The Rite-Aid Pharmacy at 2130 Wealthy St. is located in a multi-tenant building, with Rite Aid
occupying the ground floor and multiple, separate office uses located on the second floor. The Rite
Aid Pharmacy has its own dedicated entrance, while the second floor offices feature their own,
separate entrance behind the Rite Aid Pharmacy. The north façade of the Rite Aid Pharmacy fronts
on Wealthy Street, while the east façade fronts on a parking lot. Each of these façades has one wall
sign near the Rite Aid entrance 1, and the applicant is intending to retain wall signs in both locations.
The proposed design for the new signage includes lettering and a new logo that will be illuminated.
The applicant states that, to account for the existing electrical infrastructure on the building, the sign
will need to be mounted on a backer panel which would then be mounted to the building façades.
When accounting for all of these elements, the total area of each sign would be 40 s.f. Per Section
1

This is allowed by Section 8.19 of the sign ordinance.

8.19, where a business in a multi-tenant building has an individual means of public access, the
maximum area for each sign is 25 s.f. The applicant claims that, because they intend to paint the
backer panel the same color at the rest of the façade, the area of the backer panel does not need to be
counted in the sign area, and the area of the lettering and logo is all that should be counted. The
applicant states that the area of just the lettering and logo would be less than 25 s.f. in area. This
calculation is supported by the plan drawings submitted with this application.
Standards for Review:
Per Section 8.24(D)(2) of the City of East Grand Rapids Sign Ordinance, the following criteria must
be met for a variance to be granted:
1. The applicant has demonstrated a variance is needed due to a practical difficulty on the site or
unique condition that is more than mere inconvenience or mere inability to attain a supposed
higher financial return or incur additional costs. These conditions may include varied
topography, horizontal or vertical road curvature, or presence of structures or desired trees that
limits visibility of a sign on the premises compared to similar sites with conforming signs in the
same zoning district.
Staff Comments: The applicant has noted that the proposed sign design, and backer panel in
particular, is necessary to utilize the existing electrical infrastructure for the sign and to prevent
the use of exposed conduit or electrical wiring on the building façade. While this is not disputed,
this does not appear to rise above the level of “inconvenience” that this standard requires. None of
the other examples listed in the text above appear to apply to this site.
2. A variance is warranted due to circumstances exceptional and peculiar to the property for which
the variance is requested, and those conditions do not exist generally throughout the City. These
conditions may include such considerations as the significantly larger size of the site, frontage or
building in comparison to other establishments in the same zoning district.
Staff Comments: To date, neither the City nor the applicant has identified anything unusual about
the property itself. The building is located within Gaslight Village, where multi-story mixed-use
buildings are not uncommon. While the building and use is among the larger in the district, this
has not been identified as an impediment in regard to permitted signage.
3. If applicable, a variance would significantly bring a nonconforming sign closer to conformity
with this Chapter.
Staff Comments: This standard appears to be met. The existing signage is reported to be 49 s.f.
each in area. Regardless of how the sign area is calculated, the proposed signs would be smaller
than what is currently existing, bringing them closer to the maximum allowed sign area.
4. That allowing the variance will result in substantial justice being done, considering the public
benefits intended by the regulations, the rights of others whose property would be affected by the
allowance of the variance are not impaired, or adversely affect the health, safety, and welfare of
the public.
Staff Comments: The applicants have requested a variance from two aspects of the sign ordinance
to accommodate their proposed design. These requests are discussed in more detail below.

Section 8.15 General Regulations (Sign
Area) – Part D of this section defines how
the area of a sign is calculated. Exhibits 1
and 2 use different signs in Gaslight
Village to illustrate the difference in these
types of wall signs. Exhibit 1 is an
example of a sign that would have its area
calculated using the standards in Part D.1.
Here, the lettering and logo is mounted on
a distinguishable background, so the
entirety of the background or frame is
counted in the sign area. Exhibit 2 is an
example of a sign that would have its area
calculated using the standards in Part D.2.
Here, the lettering and logo is mounted
directly to the building façade. In this
circumstance, a rectangle or parallelogram
is drawn around the extents of the sign
elements, and this shape is used to
calculate the sign area.

SIGN AREA

Exhibit 1 – Sign with background, area calculated
under Section 8.15 (D.1)

SIGN AREA
Exhibit 2 – Sign with only lettering and other elements
with no distinguishing background or border, area
calculated under Section 8.15 (D.2)

The applicant claims that, by painting the backer panel the same color as the façade, this
would not create a “contrasting background.” This interpretation is not generally used to
exempt the background from the sign area: even if it were the same color, the backing panel
would necessarily be of a different material than the building façade. When additionally
factoring in the 1½” thickness of the backer panel, there would still be a “distinguishing
border” between this panel and the building façade. Therefore, the proposed wall sign would
most properly adhere to the standard in Part D.1 for calculating sign area.
Section 8.19 Wall Sign Size in the C-1 District – The Rite Aid in East Grand Rapids, as
described above, lies within a multi-tenant building, with its own dedicated public access, and
adjoining a street & a parking lot. In the C-1 Commercial District, with these elements, this
business would be allowed two signs (one fronting on Wealthy St., and one fronting on the
parking lot), with each sign not exceeding 25 s.f. in area. The applicant states that the size of
the sign lettering and logo is below 25 s.f. and wishes to only use these elements to calculate
the sign area. As described above, however, the proposed sign does not qualify to use this
method to measure sign area. There are multiple signs in Gaslight Village where the sign
elements are installed on a backing panel or frame, so the applicant would not be unique in
this regard. Moreover, because of the adjoining parking lot, the applicant is currently allowed
more total sign area than most businesses in the district.
Beyond this, the “substantial justice” factor is generally reserved for circumstances that are
completely out of the applicant’s control. As a comparison, the last sign variance the City
Commission approved was in April 2019, involving the State Farm sign at 2169 Wealthy St. This
was a circumstance where the business was located in an interior corner of the D&W strip mall,
resulting in less wall frontage than comparable, neighboring businesses. Applying the sign
ordinance standards would have resulted in less allowable sign area than neighboring businesses,
making that variance request warranted. By contrast, the circumstance at Rite Aid does not appear
to rise to this same standard, as what issues may be present there appear to be correctable.

Taking all of this into consideration, the applicant’s request appears to mostly arise from a faulty
interpretation of the sign ordinance regulations, not from any injustice caused by the current sign
ordinance. 2
5. The variance will not be contrary to the purpose and intent of the regulation(s) being considered
for the variance.
Staff Comments: East Grand Rapid’s Sign Ordinance has many stated intents (see Section 8.11.)
Among them are to “minimize abundance and size of signs to reduce visual pollution, decrease
distractions to motorists for safety…and promote aesthetics as a means of protecting the
community’s welfare and enhancing the aesthetic appearance and quality of life within the city.”
In the C-1 Commercial district, this has been understood to promote and maintain signs at an
appropriate scale for a walkable, mixed-use district. While the applicant suggests their proposed
design fits with this intent, they do not appear to have demonstrated why a larger sign would
better meet this intent compared to other conforming signs in the district.
6. The variance granted will be the minimum necessary to allow the applicant to enjoy the same
rights as other establishments in the same zoning district, and ensure a reasonable outlet for free
speech where no others may reasonably exist.
Staff Comments: As discussed above, while the
applicant desires to meet and satisfy the intent of the
sign ordinance, their variance requests do not appear
to be the “minimum necessary” to meet their needs.
The applicant has mentioned the need for a sign of
this size to accommodate the existing electrical
infrastructure, but has not stated how a smaller sign
or backer panel would prevent this beyond it being an
“inconvenience.” Additionally, the City has been able
to identify examples of this new branding being
installed directly to a building façade without the
need of a backer panel. (See Exhibits 3 & 4.) While
the examples shown would likely not meet the size
requirements of East Grand Rapids’ Sign Ordinance,
the applicant has not indicated a reason why a similar
installation could not be done to this property beyond
“mere inconvenience.”

Attachments:
1. Sign Variance Application
2. Applicant Narrative
3. Sign Concept Drawings and Details

Exhibit 3 – Rite Aid Sign with new branding in
Shenandoah, PA (Photo from Shenandoah
Sentinel)

Exhibit 4 – Rite Aid Sign with new branding
and illumination in Fairport, NY (Photo from
Art Part Signs)

_____________________________________
Shea Charles, City Manager
2

The City has advised the applicant multiple times that their proposed design did not meet the Sign Ordinance standards,
and that a variance would likely not be warranted in their circumstance. This opinion was confirmed by City Planning
Consultant Paul LeBlanc.

CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
A public hearing will be held on the sign variance application of
Sign Art, Inc., representing Rite Aid Pharmacy, for the property
owned by G&H Company at the address of 2130 Wealthy Street SE. The
applicant has applied for a variance for the following:
•

•

General Regulations – Sign Area (Chapter 81, Section 8.15) – The
applicant wishes to use the methods defined in Subsection D.2
(sign consisting solely of lettering or other sign elements
printed, painted or mounted on a wall of a building without any
distinguishing border, panel or background) to calculate sign
area instead of Subsection D.1 (sign face and any frame or other
material or color forming an integral part of the display or used
to differentiate it from the background against which it is
placed.)
Wall Sign Size in the C-1 District (Chapter 81, Section 8.19) –
The applicant proposes to construct wall signs measuring 40
square feet in area each, where the maximum allowed is 25 square
feet each.

The application and plans may be viewed in the Public Works
Administration office at the Community Center, or by linking from
this notice at www.eastgr.org/notices.
The City Commission welcomes your views in this matter. You may
express your views at the scheduled meeting or by writing to the
Mayor and City Commission at 750 Lakeside Drive SE, East Grand
Rapids, MI 49506 or by email to the City Clerk at
kbrower@eastgr.org. To be included in the hearing, written
communications must contain the sender’s name and address.
If you have any questions regarding this request, please contact the
undersigned at (616)940-4817, or jgianotti@eastgr.org.
Date:
Time:
Place:

Monday, April 19, 2021
6:00 p.m.
East Grand Rapids Community Center Commission Chambers
750 Lakeside Drive SE, East Grand Rapids, MI 49506

Jay Gianotti, AICP
Zoning Administrator

City Commission – Sign Variance Worksheet
For each standard, please note whether the standard has been met by clearly indicating “yes” or “no” and
your reasoning why including, but not limited to, staff and consultant reports as well as any other
information. All standards must be sufficiently met noting a “yes” determination in order for an overall
affirmative vote.
Name: ____________________________________________ Meeting Date: ______________________
Address of Request: ____________________________________________________________________

1.

The applicant has demonstrated a variance is needed due to a practical difficulty on the site
or unique condition that is more than mere inconvenience or mere inability to attain a
supposed higher financial return or incur additional costs. These conditions may include
varied topography, horizontal or vertical road curvature, or presence of structures or
desired trees that limits visibility of a sign on the premises compared to similar sites with
conforming signs in the same zoning district.

_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________

2.

A variance is warranted due to circumstances exceptional and peculiar to the property for
which the variance is requested, and those conditions do not exist generally throughout the
city. These conditions may include such considerations as the significantly larger size of
the site, frontage or building in comparison to other establishments in the same zoning
district.

_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________

3.

If applicable, a variance would significantly bring a nonconforming sign closer to
conformity with this chapter.

_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________

4.

That allowing the variance will result in substantial justice being done, considering the
public benefits intended by the regulations, the rights of others whose property would be
affected by the allowance of the variance are not impaired, or adversely affect the health,
safety and welfare of the public.

_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________

5.

The variance will not be contrary to the purpose and intent of the regulation(s) being
considered for the variance.

_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________

6.

The variance granted will be the minimum necessary to allow the applicant to enjoy the
same rights as other establishments in the same zoning district, and ensure a reasonable
outlet for free speech where no others may reasonably exist.

_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
(616) 949-2110
www.eastgr.org
JAY GIANOTTI, AICP
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

Hearing Required?
Notices Mailed
Notice Published

Yes
March 26, 2021
March 30, 2021

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Commissioners
Jay Gianotti, Zoning Administrator
March 23, 2021

RE:

Zoning Variance at 815 Plymouth Rd. (PPN: 41-14-33-309-012)
Zoned: R-1 Single Family Residential
Street Side Yard Setback Variance Request

Action Requested:
That the City Commission conducts a public hearing and votes on the applicant’s variance request for
the following:
• Chapter 50, Section 5.28 – A street side yard setback of 14’-4” on Pontiac Road in order
to construct a new attached garage and mud room, where a 24’ setback is required 1.
Background:
The applicant, Katie Stein, is requesting a zoning variance for a reduced street side yard setback
along Pontiac Rd. She is proposing to construct a new, 2-car attached garage and mud room on the
north end of the existing house. This new garage would replace the existing attached garage at the
south side of the house, which is planned to be converted to a new master bedroom suite. The
addition would also feature 1’-4” wide eaves to match the existing eaves on the house. Other
substantial renovations and reconfigurations of the house interior are also indicated in the provided
plans.
The existing garage is accessible off of Pontiac Rd., and the proposed garage would also be
accessible from this street. Currently, Pontiac Rd. terminates in a cul-de-sac just before reaching the
Plymouth Ave./Franklin St. intersection. However, because of the narrow angle between Plymouth
Avenue and Pontiac Street (less than 135°), this lot would still be considered a corner lot 2. With the
house fronting on Plymouth Ave., the yard along Pontiac Street would be considered the Street Side
Yard. In an R-1 Residential Zoning District, the minimum setback for this street side yard is 24’. Due
to the angle of the property line, the proposed garage would encroach into the street side yard by a
maximum of 9’-8”, making the smallest street side yard 14’-4” from the proposed addition. All other
zoning requirements for this lot appear to be met.

1

The 14’-4” distance represents the distance from the building corner to the property line. When accounting for the eaves,
which are 1’-4” in width, the minimum street side yard setback from the eaves would be 13’.
2
See Ordinance Section 5.12, Definition for Lot, Corner.

The attached drawings and figures show the proposed plan, as well as a “Diagrams for Addition
Location” drawing showing other concepts that were considered and rejected 3. In addition, the
applicant also provided clarification on March 18, 2021 regarding how the location of this proposed
addition was chosen. This communication, dating from March 17-23, is also included in this packet.
Review of Standards:
Per Section 5.103(c) of the City of East Grand Rapids Zoning Ordinance, the following criteria must
be met for a variance to be granted:
A. That special conditions or circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or
building involved and which are not generally applicable to other lands, structures, or buildings
in the same district.
Staff comments: This standard appears to be met. The lot at 815 Plymouth sits at what used to be
a five-point intersection, meaning the north end of the lot gets very narrow as it approaches the
corner. This makes any building addition on this part of the lot problematic, as the required
setback limits the amount of available space for expansion. While there appears to be more room
for an expansion on the south side of the lot, the applicant notes two disadvantages to this. First,
the current floorplan appears to make this functionally impractical, as a person entering the house
from the garage would have to walk past the existing bedrooms to get to the common areas of the
house. While this plan includes a reconfiguration of nearly all the interior space, the location of
the main entry of the house suggests that maintaining the bedrooms in the southern area of the
house is more practical. Moving the garage to the north, the applicant suggests, would create a
better overall flow to the house. Second, an expansion toward the south side of the house would
separate the open space into two smaller spaces, making the yard area less usable. The “Diagrams
for Addition Location” page in the attached packet demonstrates the options that were considered,
and why the applicant feels this expansion location is the most practical. While a detached garage
does not appear to have been considered, it does not appear that this would be any better of an
option for the reasons described above.
B. That the special conditions or circumstances do not result from the actions of the applicant.
Staff comments: This standard appears to be met. The applicant recently purchased the property,
so the current conditions and constraints on the site were not the result of any of the applicant’s
actions.
C. That authorizing a variance will not be of substantial detriment to the neighboring property and
will not be contrary to the spirit and purpose of this chapter.
Staff comments: In general, this variance request does not appear to have a negative impact on the
neighborhood. As the existing garage already has a driveway and curb cut on Pontiac Rd., the
general vehicular access to the house will not be changing. Also, because of the proposed
orientation of the garage relative to the lot and surrounding development, the garage door is not
likely to be visible from Plymouth Ave. or Franklin St. The overall profile of the home as a
ranch-style would not be affected, based on the applicant’s desire to maintain that style and feel.
Regarding the positioning of the proposed addition, the applicant has noted that one of the goals
of their plan was to preserve “the option for a backyard space.” The applicant further noted that,
while space may be available, shifting the garage slightly to the south of its currently proposed
location would limit or block “any natural light that would come into the kitchen of the home.”
3

The applicant also provided a map showing home in close proximity to this site that appear to have yards or setbacks
smaller than the zoning ordinance requires. This is provided as a reference. However, because variance requests are
considered on a case-by-case basis, this map was generally not used in evaluating this request.

Based on an evaluation of the provided documents, it appears that the current proposal best meets
these stated goals when compared to the other options that were investigated.
There may some questions about the size of the garage in its currently proposed location. As
proposed, the garage would be 25’ x 24’, which is comparable to the size of the current garage.
The garage size and smaller resulting setback appears to be mitigated by two things. First, while
the shortest distance between the proposed garage and the property line in this concept is 14’-4”,
only appx. 94.2 s.f. of the garage, or less than 16% of the garage area, would encroach into the
required yard due of the angle of the lot. 4 The site plan also indicates new landscaping north of
the new garage to add an additional visual buffer from Franklin Street. Nonetheless, there is no
specific reason that was provided for the size of the proposed garage; it is presumed at this point
that the current size was chosen because it is comparable to the existing garage size.

___________________________________
Shea Charles, City Manager

4

By comparison, if the garage were parallel to the property line, with the same 14’-4” setback from the property line,
appx. 241.7 s.f., or over 40% of the garage area, would encroach into the required yard.

I am requesting this variance so that function can be restored to this property. I would like to
add a garage to this home which will allow the backyard to function as a backyard, the home
to have a designated Owners Suite, the flow of the home to make sense where guests enter
the home in the entertaining space instead of the bedroom portion of the house, all while
keeping the original look and character of the home and neighborhood intact. The home is in
the R-1 classification which is requiring a 30 ft set back on both Plymouth and Pontiac. The
variance we are asking for is 9’8” front yard set back relief with an additional 1’-4” relief for the
eave, which allows 14’4” from the corner to the sidewalk.
For the last 20 years the homes around this one have had significant additions, upgrades, and
investment put into them. The function of this house has not given owners the security to do
that. Without a “backyard”, an entrance that did not require walking through a laundry room,
past 3 bedrooms, and 2 bathrooms, and a floor plan that really did not work for most of todays
buyers, this house languished while those around have thrived.
Allowing this garage permits the house to essentially be flipped so that you can walk into a
mudroom, kitchen, and the living spaces of the house. It will also allow us to keep the
existing foot print, the same scale and look from Plymouth Road, but be accessible for buyers
of any age group.
The feel of the neighborhood is important, Plymouth is a prominent street and this is one of
very few ranch style houses, preserving the diﬀerence in architecture and period in which
homes were built is important in keeping the look and character that we all value in our city. I
am looking to save this house and make it relevant and desirable instead of just knocking it
down.
Allowing the architecture to remain and the house to be a functional ranch also serves a portion
of the population. This home will allow for families that have physical impairments to function
on one floor, which is also why maintaining an attached garage is important.
The lot is interesting because of the angle, which makes it hard to add structure. This is the
best way we can devise to keep the look, size, feel of the home, while providing what is lacking
and have it add to the neighborhood instead of continuing to not get the investment of
neighboring homes.
The only option that would require no variance would be doing a detached in the middle of the
backyard. That is not an option we want because it negates almost everything we are trying
to give the home, the option for a backyard space, a functional flow, and the ability to appeal to
any age demographic.
The goal is to save the house, the sight lines, the architecture, the character, and create a
house that adds value to the homes surrounding it and the community.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Dru Chapman Lewis
Jay Gianotti
Katie Stein
Re: 815 Plymouth
Tuesday, March 23, 2021 4:37:18 PM
image003.png
image004.png

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Jay,
Katie has done a great job explaining why the proposed garage is positioned where it is.
I think it is worth noting that the 'ask' here is for a modest 2-car garage, which is in keeping
with the character and scale of the home.
BestDru
On Tue, Mar 23, 2021 at 4:28 PM Jay Gianotti <jgianotti@eastgr.org> wrote:
Katie,
Thank you for this additional explanation, and I will certainly take this into consideration.
Do either of you have any additional comments regarding the size of the proposed garage in
this plan?

From: Katie Stein <katie@katiebaxterstein.com>
Sent: Friday, March 19, 2021 2:22 PM
To: Jay Gianotti <jgianotti@eastgr.org>; Dru Chapman Lewis
<dru@studiochapmanlewis.com>
Subject: Re: 815 Plymouth

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Jay,

I added Dru to this email.   

I can answer on why the location was chosen. We are trying to give the house a
usable floorplan. The reason the house could not sell was that it made no sense. The
house was dark, compartmentalized, and the only entrance any guest could use was through
the laundry room and all the personal spaces of the home. The only way to keep the house
and make it one that would continue to add to the neighborhood and grow in value over time
was to change the floor plan. The driveway literally goes through the entire backyard. So
the only option that really made sense was to move the garage to the other end of the house.
The only location that gives the house any real yard, was this one. Even moving the garage
over blocks any natural light that would come into the kitchen of the home. The lot angles
have made it difficult to find a spot, but there is only one that truly answers all the
questions. The good thing about the angles is that also preserves the sight lines. If the
angle was not there, this garage would interrupt that, but as it is, when looking up the
sidewalk, it actually will not.   
On paper it looks like a big request, but when you actually see how it will lay out, it actually
is not. It preserves the architecture, the positives that a ranch can provide for those with
handicaps, and the balance of the neighborhood. I am not requesting this to fill the lot, to
build up, to do any of those things. I am not even going to live in this house, I am doing
this to preserve one of the things that makes East unique, our different architecture and eras
of homes.

Katie

On Thu, Mar 18, 2021 at 9:14 AM Jay Gianotti <jgianotti@eastgr.org> wrote:
Katie,

Thank you for clarifying. I should note that because of the eave, the actual setback from
the property line would be 13’. I will be noting this in my review of this request.

I am still reviewing this, but I should say now I have concerns about the amount of
variance being requested here, particularly in regards to the size and location of the
proposed addition. I suspect some of the City Commission members may have similar
concerns as well. I may wish to speak with your architect to get a better sense of how this
particular concept was chosen. Would you be able to provide contact information for that?

Please let me know if you have any questions. Thank you.

From: Katie Stein <katie@katiebaxterstein.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 17, 2021 1:04 PM
To: Jay Gianotti <jgianotti@eastgr.org>
Subject: Re: 815 Plymouth

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

That is the building, not the eave.

On Tue, Mar 16, 2021 at 10:43 AM Jay Gianotti <jgianotti@eastgr.org> wrote:
Katie,

I have received these additional documents. One question/clarification I have now: you
mentioned the 1’-4” eaves in your narrative and on the site plan. Is that factored in to

the 9’-8“ setback relief you are seeking, or would that be in addition to the 9’-8”? In
other words, would the 14’-4” dimension on your site plan represent the edge of the
building, or the edge of the eave?

Please let me know. Thanks.

From: Katie Stein <katie@katiebaxterstein.com>
Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 1:20 PM
To: Jay Gianotti <jgianotti@eastgr.org>
Subject: 815 Plymouth

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Jay,

Thank you for your patience! We have needed it! I believe these are now complete!

Katie

--
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Karen Brower
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

SRBrundage <srbrundage@aol.com>
Thursday, April 8, 2021 6:50 PM
Karen Brower
katie@katiebaxterstein.com dru@studiochapmenlewis.com
815 Plymouth Ave. Variance - April 19

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.
Hi Karen,
Please pass this along for the above noted hearing.
Thanks.
Scott
Dear Commissioners,
I am writing in regards to the variance request for 815 Plymouth Ave. I own and reside in the house directly south of the
structure. I live at 835 Plymouth Ave.
I have reviewed the plans for the garage and do not object to it's new location as well as the need for a closer setback.
I have discussed with the owner as well as the architect as to a planned deck to be place outside the southwest end of the
house. Due to the close proximity to my back yard I have requested either a privacy wall on the south side of the deck or
some type of mature tall landscaping (trees/shrubs) to separate our close proximity. The have responded that they have
no objection to carrying this out.
Their plans to reconfigure the internal structure make sense to me.
Please feel free to contact me if you wish for any further input from me.
Thank you.
Scott Brundage
835 Plymouth Ave. SE
EGR, MI 49506

1

Karen Brower
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Steven Wilson <skshwilson@gmail.com>
Monday, April 12, 2021 8:59 PM
Karen Brower
Reduced street side yard setback for 815 Plymouth Rd

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

Dear City Commission,
I am writing in response to the request for a zoning variance application by Katy Stein.
I have owned 1734 Pontiac Rd SE since 2009. My home will be directly affected by this possible change. Like many
homes on my street, it was built in the 1920’s. The street has a very classic charm with a very uniform appearance. The
proposal by Ms. Stein would change the look and feel of our street dramatically. I understand her proposal, but I
strongly oppose the placement of a 2 car garage just 14 feet from the sidewalk.
This variance would dramatically change the look and feel of the property.
DIRECTLY impacting my home. She has several options to build the garage. This should not be one.
She also purchased this home as an investment property, not as her primary residence. She will NOT have to feel the
impact of her proposed garage location for years to come. Her proposal would have a LONG TERM negative impact on
the look and feel of Pontiac Rd SE.
Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.
616‐558‐3477
Respectfully,
Steven Wilson
‐‐
Straight Ahead! Steve

1

CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
A public hearing will be held on the zoning variance application of
Katie Stein for the property address of 815 Plymouth Road SE. The
applicant has applied for a variance for the following:
•

Reduced Street Side Yard Setback (Chapter 50, Section 5.28) – The
applicant is requesting a variance to have a street side yard
setback of 14’-4” on Pontiac Road in order to construct a new
attached garage and mud room, where a 24’ setback is required.

The application and plans may be viewed in the Public Works
Administration office at the Community Center, or by linking from
this notice at www.eastgr.org/notices.
The City Commission welcomes your views in this matter. You may
express your views at the scheduled meeting or by writing to the
Mayor and City Commission at 750 Lakeside Drive SE, East Grand
Rapids, MI 49506 or by email to the City Clerk at
kbrower@eastgr.org. To be included in the hearing, written
communications must contain the sender’s name and address.
If you have any questions regarding this request, please contact the
undersigned at (616)940-4817, or jgianotti@eastgr.org.
Date:
Time:
Place:

Monday, April 19, 2021
6:00 p.m.
East Grand Rapids Community Center Commission Chambers
750 Lakeside Drive SE, East Grand Rapids, MI 49506

Jay Gianotti, AICP
Zoning Administrator

Zoning Board of Appeals - Zoning Variance Worksheet
For each standard please note whether the standard has been met by clearly indicating “yes” or “no” and
your reasoning why including but not limited to staff and consultant reports as well as any other
information. All standards must be sufficiently met noting a “yes” determination in order for an overall
affirmative vote.
Name: ____________________________________________ Meeting Date: ______________________
Address of Request: ____________________________________________________________________

1.

That special conditions or circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or
building involved and which are not generally applicable to other lands, structures or
buildings in the same district.

_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________

2.

That the special conditions or circumstances do not result from the actions of the applicant.

_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________

3.

That authorizing a variance will not be of substantial detriment to the neighboring property
and will not be contrary to the spirit and purpose of this chapter.

_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________

4.

That with respect to use variances, the property cannot reasonably be used in a manner
consistent with the existing zoning. (This standard does not apply to dimensional variances)

_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
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DOUG LAFAVE
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

MEMORANDUM

TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Honorable Mayor and City Commissioners
Doug La Fave, Deputy City Manager
April 8, 2021

RE:

Gypsy Moth Management Program for 2021

Action Requested: That the City Commission consider approval of a Gypsy moth management strategy
for 2021 comprised of any combination of Options 1-3 noted below.
Background: Gypsy moth (Lymantria dispar) is an invasive pest, native to Europe and Asia, which was
accidentally introduced into Massachusetts in the late 1800s. Since its introduction, it has made its way
west and is now well-established in Michigan. Gypsy moth produce one generation per year, with a
female moth laying eggs in early summer. The eggs overwinter on tree trunks and buildings and hatch
into caterpillars the following spring. These caterpillars then move into tree canopies to start feeding.
The caterpillar stage feed on trees while adult moths do not. Gypsy moth caterpillars can feed on over
300 tree species however, their preferred species are oak. Gypsy moth caterpillars are primarily a
nuisance pest. When populations are low their impact is not generally noticeable, however, when
populations are high caterpillars can completely defoliate trees. Most trees will survive a single or
isolated defoliation, but multiple years of heavy defoliation along with other stresses (e.g. drought) can
cause tree mortality.
During the summers of 2017 and 2018, the City saw the Gypsy moth population in areas of the City (see
included map) reach elevated levels leading to significant defoliation of trees. In 2019 the City
Commission approved a three-part strategy in accordance with Options 1, 2 and 3 below based on tree
defoliation and health. Due to the aerial spraying treatment of bacillus thuringiensis kurstaki (BtK) in 2019
and spread of natural disease pressure, the population was determined to be in decline in 2020 from surveys.
As the population was noted in decline, it was not recommended that the City move forward with an aerial
application of BtK in 2020. The City Commission proceeded with Options 1 and 2, with Option 2 being
provided at no costs to residents in the impacted areas.
The City forestry consultant recently completed surveys of Gypsy moth egg masses in select infestation
pockets in the City to estimate the population and impact this year. As is noted in the forestry
consultant’s report, which is included with materials, recent hot and dry summers have limited how
quickly disease spreads in the population so it is expected that in 2021 the Gypsy moth population will
be somewhat elevated, however it is not expected to substantially impact tree health. The forestry
consultant provides recommendations based on the impact of Gypsy moth to tree health with respect to
the impact of defoliation, not based on general nuisance.

Residents within the impacted areas were mailed a notice for the April 19 meeting and were provided
with the consultant report. The notification advised that the City Commission would consider multiple
options at the meeting as provided for in this memorandum.
Option 1- Relying on natural fungus/virus to reduce population.
This requires no action as well as no cost to the City but is noted within the strategy. This approach is
recommended by both Michigan State University and the Michigan Department of Natural Resources.
Heavy Gypsy moth infestations are cyclical, occurring approximately every 15-20 years. Normally their
populations are kept in check by natural predators, specifically a fungus (Entomophaga maimagia) and
virus (Nuclear Polyhedrosis Virus (NPV)) that are naturally found in the environment. The fungus
and/or virus infect the caterpillars leading to death.
The current spike in the Gypsy moth population is due, in large part, to dry springs in 2016, 2017 and
warm summer of 2020 that impacted the ability of the Entomophaga fungus to spread and infect
caterpillars. The Entomophaga fungus is the primary natural predator that keeps the population under
control. The wet springs of 2018 and 2019 have helped spread the fungus to the Gypsy moth population,
however, dry weather over the summer of 2020 may have limited its effectiveness and further stressed
some trees. While the Entomophaga fungus is weather dependent, the virus, NPV, is not. NPV builds up
if there is a high density of Gypsy moth and typically leads to the Gypsy moth population crashing
within a few years. Caterpillars that are infected by NPV hang from the trunk in an upside down “V.”
As populations grow and Gypsy moths come in greater contact with one another, the virus and fungus
can rapidly spread, causing populations to collapse. The City forestry consultant found evidence of both
natural predators present in the Gypsy moth population. The fungus needs wet spring conditions and the
virus requires high populations to be effective, so can take some time for the population to be controlled
by natural predators.
Option 2-Provide tree band barriers
For isolated populations of Gypsy moth, individualized treatment or mitigation strategies such as
insecticide implants, tree bands can be effective, if applied appropriately.
Tree tape products create a barrier to caterpillars climbing that climb trees to feed on leaves. The tape
has an adhesive on one side, to attach to the tree trunk, and is slippery on the other side to prevent
upward migration of Gypsy moth (caterpillar phase). In 2019 and 2020 the City provided two rolls of
“slippery banding tape” per property in the impacted areas. With the leftover supply and additional
order to provide two rolls for the approximately 123 properties in the impacted area. With low resident
participation in 2020, the City has adequate stocked supply to offer slippery tape to residents in 2021.
Slippery tape is recommended because it does not require the level of maintenance as sticky tape
options. Sticky tape options require removing caterpillars that have been stuck on the adhesive. If they
are not removed other caterpillars bridge across those who are stuck so they can continue their travel to
the tree canopy to feed. Slippery tape minimizes traction and therefore does not allow for the “bridge”
effect. Proper installation of tree band products is crucial as well. Loosely applied tapes or tapes with
gaps in bark beneath them are ineffective and permit unimpeded migration up the tree trunk.

Information of slippery band product available:
• Non-Chemical 2" x 30 ft roll protects 25 four-inch trees.
• Applied to the trunk of the tree as a slippery barrier.
• The barrier is too slippery for caterpillars to climb across.
• Stops defoliation from migrating caterpillars.
Video of slippery bands:
Climbing Caterpillars stopped by Slippery Caterpillar Barrier Tape - YouTube

Option 3- Aerial spray application of Bacillus thuringiensis kurstaki (BtK).
BtK is a bacteria that when ingested by any Lepidoptera insect (moth and butterflies) leads to death.
This is a naturally occurring bacterial disease of insects and is the active ingredient in the insecticide
spraying treatment method. BtK is commonly applied by aerial (e.g. helicopter) or ground-based spray
programs for the management of Gypsy moth. Because it is extremely weather and time dependent for
it to be effective, the bacteria must be applied when the Gypsy moth caterpillar is in a specific growth
stage and when it is not windy and rain is not in the forecast. If it rains soon after a BtK application, the
bacteria can wash off the leaves and the Gypsy moth caterpillars won’t ingest the bacteria while feeding.
BtK can be effective when applied appropriately and afforded the right weather window. It is nonselective and affects the caterpillars of all butterflies and moths, not just Gypsy moth caterpillars. BtK is
considered safe to people and has limited impacts to non-target species.
In 2019 the City contracted with Hamilton Helicopter Inc. and sprayed the target area that consisted of
approximately 38.2 acres in the City. They also spray for other Grand Rapids metro area communities
and would coordinate an application with neighboring jurisdictions. The cost to spray the target area is
$80.50 per acre (it was $77.50 per acre in 2019 and $79.20 per acre in 2020), for a cost of $3,075.10. If
approved the City will schedule with the application vendor to coordinate permitting with the FAA.
Information related to the aerial application of BtK:
• Aerial application of BtK can be divisive and polarizing within the community.
• BtK is a naturally occurring bacterium common in soils throughout the world.
• BtK insecticides are commonly used to manage leaf and needle feeding caterpillars.
• It is considered safe for people and has limited impacts to non-target species.
• The product would be applied from a helicopter instead of a plane to help mitigate some of the
expected overspray that occurs during the application.
• Application would be in late June.
The City will follow up with additional surveys in 2021/2022 to evaluate conditions and re-evaluate
management options for the following year.
REVIEWED & APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles
City Manager

Corporate Headquarters
1500 North Mantua Street
P.O. Box 5193
Kent, Ohio 44240-5193
330.673.5685
Toll Free 1-800-828-8312

February 8, 2021
Doug La Fave
Assistant City Manager
750 Lakeside Drive Southeast
East Grand Rapids, Michigan 49506
RE:

Gypsy Moth—City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan

Dear Mr. La Fave:

Fax 330.673.0860

Regional Office
Lee Mueller
Grand Rapids, Michigan 49506

Over the last several years, West Michigan has experienced an outbreak
of gypsy moth. Gypsy moth, an invasive insect, first swept through Michigan
several decades ago. In the initial sweep, high gypsy moth populations caused
severe defoliation of trees and in some cases tree death. In the recent past,
populations have remained relatively low due to predator and disease pressures
on gypsy moth caterpillars.

248 221 0439

While many factors go into insect population dynamics, the population
increase appears to be a result of relatively dry spring weather in 2016 and 2017.
This dry weather may have reduced the effectiveness of natural disease pressure
in gypsy moth caterpillar populations. Generally, gypsy moth populations may
remain high for 1 to 3 years, before natural diseases cause the population to crash
to reduced levels. In 2019 and 2020, the wet, cool springs appear to have led to
increased disease pressure and a natural crash in gypsy moth populations.
However, hot, dry summers have likely limited how quickly disease in the gypsy
moth population has spread.
Integrated Pest Management (IPM) is a broad approach to manage pests
below a certain threshold, rather than pre-emptive or on-going treatment
regardless of pest population, impacts, or damage. In discussions with East
Grand Rapids, we have continued to use an IPM approach to the management of
gypsy moth, rooted primarily on expected impacts to tree health.

Doug La Fave
City of East Grand Rapids
February 8, 2021

To monitor gypsy moth populations, visual surveys were performed in areas with known
or reported concentrations of gypsy moth activity in the summer of 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2020.
Visual surveys are intended to observe gypsy moth feeding pressure on trees. While healthy
trees can withstand even complete defoliation in a given year, trees may not tolerate multiple
years of subsequent defoliation. Severe defoliation was noted in a pocket of infestation on
Coronado SE in 2017 and 2018. Defoliation appeared to subside in both 2019 and 2020. A
concentration of severe defoliation of trees is the first trigger to consider recommendations to
treat gypsy moth with pesticide.
Within those areas that received severe defoliation, winter egg mass surveys were
performed in winter 2019, 2020, and 2021. A survey of new, healthy egg masses can help
predict the expected gypsy moth population in the subsequent summer.
The 2019 egg mass survey indicated gypsy moth pressure was expected to remain high
and treatment was recommended to protect tree health; particularly due to two consecutive
years of significant tree defoliation. Subsequently, an aerial application of Bacillus
thuringiensis kurstaki (BtK) was performed on May 28, 2019. Follow-up visual observation of
gypsy moth populations indicated the BtK application had a moderate effect on caterpillars. As
summer progressed, visual observations indicated a high presence of natural disease pressure on
the gypsy moth population, leading to significant caterpillar mortality. By late summer, few
emerging adults were visible compared to previous years.
The winter 2021 egg mass survey indicated that gypsy moth pressure within areas of
concern are expected to be somewhat elevated and noticeable, but are not likely to significantly
impact tree health (e.g. substantial defoliation). Since tree health is the trigger for treatment and
tree health is unlikely to be impacted, I do not recommend further treatment in 2021.
I will continue to coordinate with City staff to review reports of gypsy moth activities
and monitor and assess known population centers for at least one more year. If you have any
questions or would like further information, please contact me by phone at 248-221-0439 or via
email at lee.mueller@davey.com.

Doug La Fave
City of East Grand Rapids
February 8, 2021

Limited Warranty
Davey Resource Group, Inc. ( “DRG”) provides this limited warranty ( “Limited Warranty”) in connection with
the provision of services by DRG (collectively the “Services”) under the agreement between the parties, including
any bids, orders, contracts, or understandings between the parties (collectively the “Agreement”).
Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in the Agreement, this Limited Warranty will apply to all Services
rendered by DRG and supersedes all other warranties in the Agreement and all other terms and conditions in the
Agreement that conflict with the provisions of this Limited Warranty. Any terms or conditions contained in any
other agreement, instrument, or document between the parties, or any document or communication from you, that
in any way modifies the provisions in this Limited Warranty, will not modify this Limited Warranty nor be binding
on the parties unless such terms and conditions are approved in a writing signed by both parties that specifically
references this Limited Warranty.
Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Limited Warranty, for a period of ninety (90) days from the
date Services are performed (the “Warranty Period”), DRG warrants to Customer that the Services will be
performed in a timely, professional and workmanlike manner by qualified personnel.
To the extent the Services involve the evaluation or documentation (“Observational Data”) of trees, tree
inventories, natural areas, wetlands and other water features, animal or plant species, or other subjects
(collectively, “Subjects”), the Observational Data will pertain only to the specific point in time it is collected (the
“Time of Collection”). DRG will not be responsible nor in any way liable for (a) any conditions not discoverable
using the agreed upon means and methods used to perform the Services, (b) updating any Observational Data, (c)
any changes in the Subjects after the Time of Collection (including, but not limited to, decay or damage by the
elements, persons or implements; insect infestation; deterioration; or acts of God or nature [collectively,
“Changes”]), (d) performing services that are in addition to or different from the originally agreed upon Services in
response to Changes, or (e) any actions or inactions of you or any third party in connection with or in response to
the Observational Data. If a visual inspection is utilized, visual inspection does not include aerial or subterranean
inspection, testing, or analysis unless stated in the scope of work. DRG will not be liable for the discovery or
identification of non-visually observable, latent, dormant, or hidden conditions or hazards, and does not guarantee
that Subjects will be healthy or safe under all circumstances or for a specified period of time, or that remedial
treatments will remedy a defect or condition.
To the extent you request DRG’s guidance on your permitting and license requirements, DRG’s guidance
represents its recommendations based on its understanding of and experience in the industry and does not
guarantee your compliance with any particular federal, state or local law, code or regulation.
DRG may review information provided by or on behalf of you, including, without limitation, paper and digital GIS
databases, maps, and other information publicly available or other third-party records or conducted interviews
(collectively, “Source Information”). DRG assumes the genuineness of all Source Information. DRG disclaims any
liability for errors, omissions, or inaccuracies resulting from or contained in any Source Information.
If it is determined that DRG has breached this Limited Warranty, DRG will, in its reasonable discretion, either: (i)
re-perform the defective part of the Services or (ii) credit or refund the fees paid for the defective part of the
Services. This remedy will be your sole and exclusive remedy and DRG’s entire liability for any breach of
this Limited Warranty. You will be deemed to have accepted all of the Services if written notice of an alleged
breach of this Limited Warranty is not delivered to DRG prior to the expiration of the Warranty Period.
To the greatest extent permitted by law, except for this Limited Warranty, DRG makes no warranty whatsoever,
including, without limitation, any warranty of merchantability or fitness for a particular purpose, whether express
or implied, by law, course of dealing, course of performance, usage of trade or otherwise.

East Grand Rapids Gypsy Moth Infestation
Observation, survey, and treatment areas for gypsy moth infestations
in East Grand Rapids, Michigan.

Legend
2019 treatment area
Survey or observation location

➤

March 23, 2021

N
© 2021 Google

2000 ft

Lifecycle and multiple mitigation options for residents to also consider:

Tree banding-late April through August: Tree banding prevents caterpillars from feeding on
foliage. Irrespective of whether tree bands are approved to be provided to residents, residents
may elect this mitigation option as well.
Tree band mitigation (below)

Biological pesticide (Bacillus thuringiensis BT) mid-May through mid-June: Application
with garden hose on foliage.
Biological pesticide mitigation (see below)

Systemic insecticide tree implants-spring: Control a broad range of pests including gypsy moth
caterpillars. They can provide season-long control with 12 to 18 weeks residual in deciduous
trees. Implants can be placed with basic household tools as noted in one product label noted
below.
Systemic insecticide implant mitigation (below)

Gypsy moth traps-July through August: Traps contain a special pheromone attractant. Since
the female gypsy moth does not fly, she instead releases minute amounts of the sex lure
(pheromone) to attract the flying male moth for the purpose of mating. The Gypsy Moth Trap
pulls male gypsy moths in from a ¼-acre area to the trap which traps the male moths before they
reach the waiting female.
Gypsy Moth Traps should be first hung in early spring. The trap is effective as long as the moths
are active and from late April through to late September.
When placing the trap, choose a tree and a location on the tree where air currents can circulate
the smell of the attractant freely. The Gypsy Moth Trap should be hung from a tree or placed on
a stand approximately 4 to 5 feet from the ground. The south side of the tree is the best location.
Gypsy moth trap (below)

Remove Gypsy moth egg masses-September through March: Residents can use a variety of
tools/scrapers to remove egg masses and deposit them into containers with soapy water.
Gypsy moth egg removal (below)
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April 1, 2021
Dear Resident:
This notice/informational document is being provided to residents within the area where the City has
previously treated and has been routinely monitoring Gypsy moth activity. The purpose of this
communication is to provide updated information with respect to recent surveys as well as mitigation
options that the City Commission will be considering.
Over the past several years, the City of East Grand Rapids has been monitoring the emerging gypsy moth
population. During the summers of 2017 and 2018 the City saw populations in several areas reach
elevated levels leading to significant defoliation of some oak trees. In 2019 the City of East Grand Rapids
provided tree bands for residents and had an aerial application of Bacillus thuringiensis (Bt) applied to the
impacted area. Due to the treatment in 2019 and spread of natural disease pressure the population was
determined by experts to be in decline in 2020. Due to the population decline, experts did not recommend
aerial application of Bt in 2020. The City did not conduct an aerial treatment in 2020 but did offer tree
bands to residents within the impacted area.
The City Arborist/Forestry consultant from Davey Resource Group completed an egg mass survey this
past winter/spring to provide an update regarding the gypsy moth population as well as recommended
action for 2021. The report is enclosed.
Background information:
Gypsy moth (Lymantria dispar) is an invasive pest, native to Europe and Asia, which was accidentally
introduced into Massachusetts in the late 1800s. Since its introduction, it has made its way west and is
now well-established in Michigan. Gypsy moth produce one generation per year, with a female moth
laying eggs in early summer. The eggs overwinter on tree trunks and buildings and hatch into caterpillars
the following spring. These caterpillars then move into tree canopies to start feeding. The caterpillar
stage feed on trees while adult moths do not. Gypsy moth caterpillars can feed on over 300 tree species
however, their preferred species are oak. Gypsy moth caterpillars are primarily a nuisance pest. When
populations are low their impact is not generally noticeable, however, when populations are high
caterpillars can completely defoliate trees. Most trees will survive a single or isolated defoliation, but
multiple years of heavy defoliation along with other stresses (e.g. drought) can cause tree mortality.
Gypsy moth mitigation strategies:

The most recent spike in the gypsy moth population has been due, in large part, to the dry springs
of 2016 and 2017 that impacted the ability of the Entomophaga fungus to spread and infect
caterpillars. The Entomophaga fungus is the primary natural predator that keeps the population
under control. The wet springs over the past several years has helped spread the fungus to the
gypsy moth population, however, dry weather over the summer may have limited its effectiveness
and further stressed some trees. While the Entomophaga fungus is weather dependent, the virus,
NPV, is not. NPV builds up if there is a high density of gypsy moth and typically leads to the
gypsy moth population crashing within three years. Caterpillars that are infected by NPV hang
from a tree trunk in an upside down “V.”
As populations increase and gypsy moth come in greater contact with one another, the virus and
fungus can rapidly spread, causing populations to collapse. The City Arborist/Forestry consultant
has determined that the both natural fungus and virus are present and impacting the gypsy moth
population.
Providing treatments or control strategies to individual residents for use on private
property. For isolated populations of gypsy moth, individualized treatment strategies such as
insecticide implants, tree bands, and other products can be effective, if applied appropriately. This
past year the City provided two rolls of “slippery tape” tree bands to each resident/property owner
in the impacted area at no cost.
Application of Bacillus thuringiensis (Bt). Bt is a bacteria that when ingested by any
Lepidoptera insect (moths and butterflies) leads to death. This is a naturally occurring bacterial
disease in insect populations and is the active ingredient in the insecticide spraying treatment
method. Bt is often applied by aerial (e.g. helicopter) or ground-based spray programs, and is
extremely weather and time dependent. For it to be effective, the bacteria must be applied when
the gypsy moth caterpillar is in a specific growth stage and when it is not windy and rain is not in
the forecast. If it rains soon after a Bt application, the bacteria can wash off the leaves and the
gypsy moth caterpillars won’t ingest the bacteria while feeding. In 2019, several nearby
communities who completed Bt applications noted limited effectiveness. Bt can be effective when
applied appropriately and afforded the right weather window, however, it is non-selective and
affects the caterpillars of all butterflies and moths, not just gypsy moth caterpillars. Bt is
considered safe to people and non-target species.
The City of East Grand Rapids recognizes that the gypsy moth population in recent years is a serious
concern for residents. The City Commission will be considering additional mitigation beyond the natural
pressures including “slippery tape” tree bands for residents as well as aerial application of Bt for the 2021
season at the April 19 City Commission meeting at 6:00pm. The meeting can be attended in person
(current COVID restrictions do not allow more than 25 for in-person attendance) or virtually (please see
the City Commission Agenda Center via www.eastgr.org for links and instructions to participate).
In advance of the April 19 City Commission meeting, please send comments directed to the City
Commission to City Clerk, Karen Brower, via e-mail at: kbrower@eastgr.org.
For additional questions please contact Deputy City Manager, Doug La Fave, via email at
dlafave@eastgr.org or by phone: 616-940-4817.

Thank you,
East Grand Rapids Department of Public Works

Karen Brower
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Taylor Allen <taylorallen66@gmail.com>
Wednesday, April 7, 2021 12:50 PM
Karen Brower
gypsy moth epidemic

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Karen,
I just received the disturbing letter that the city decided once again to not treat the gypsy moths and I can't believe what
I am reading. As a homeowner in East for 7 years this by far is the most frustrating and upsetting problem our city faces
every spring yet you always do nothing about it!
I would love to know why our taxes went up this year? Where is that money going since it's not for your people?
ALL of my neighbors will be calling the news and sharing with Wood tv 8 what you are doing to us. We will be fighting for
ourselves and our homes!!!
Do you understand that cost that we endure by redoing our mulch bc the moths and worms eat the leaves, we have to
power washing our homes from the poop, our concrete is permanently stained, it devalues my home, it gets all over my
car I have to park outside, and not to mention we are in the middle of a pandemic and can't even enjoy our own patio
because we have worms falling on our heads! This is a living nightmare living in this infested area and this town is a joke!
I am getting a new walkway poured, am I now supposed to wait so it won't be destroyed by your decision? Is the city
going to be sending people over to fix all of these issues since they are not spraying again? We need answers!!
This decision needs to be overturned and you need to do what's right for the people of this community!
Taylor Allen
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Karen Brower
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

DeRoseau, Jeanne <jeanne.deroseau@lpl.com>
Thursday, April 8, 2021 8:15 AM
Karen Brower
Gypsy Moth Activity

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

After receiving your letter yesterday in the mail, I was AGAIN taken back by your poor decision!
I cannot believe that you allow Davey Resource Group to walk around EGR to do a so‐called “survey”, and let them
determine whether or not the residents in the infected areas will not get the proper treatment to their trees!! You
HAVE NO IDEA how we live thru this each SPRING/SUMMER! We have stained cement, stained front steps, stained
siding on our homes, and CANNOT host ANY outdoor parties or gatherings due to worms falling on people’s heads! We
cannot put down mulch in the Spring because it will be covered with millions of small eaten leaves dropping from the
trees! Davey might determine if there are eggs on tree’s, however the EGR Committee needs to know what each and
every one of us live thru, for months, each Spring!
I don’t understand how we can live in a community where we pay such high taxes, and this MAJOR issue that we have
been dealing with for so many years, gets pushed to the side. I can guarantee, if there were trees hanging over the HS
football field and stands, the Middle School soccer field and stands, the baseball field and stands, the government
offices, the yacht club deck, all the restaurants in Gaslight, or residents that live on Reeds Lake, I CAN GUARANTEE THAT
YOU WOULD BE SPRAYING THOSE AREAS because people would be complaining that worms are dropping on their
heads!!!
Because we are a small area in EGR, with no sporting fields near us, no shopping stores near us, you let us live miserably
and allow our properties to get damaged, year after year. The TREE BANDS DON’T WORK!!!!
Our area deserves to get this EGR situation under control! Please spray!!
Thank you,
Jeanne DeRoseau

Securities offered through LPL Financial Member FINRA/SIPC

The information contained in this email message is being transmitted to and is intended for the use of only the
individual(s) to whom it is addressed. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby advised
that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message
in error, please immediately delete.
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SHEA CHARLES
CITY MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Honorable Mayor & City Commission
Shea Charles, City Manager
April 14, 2021

RE:

Kent County Designated Assessor Request

Action Requested: Consideration of a Designated Assessor Agreement with Kent County for
assessing services, if needed.
Background: In 2018 the State of Michigan adopted Public Act 660 “Property Assessing Reform” to
address perceived deficiencies in the property assessment process. One change made by PA 660 was
the creation of a methodology for communities whose assessment roll is not in substantial
compliance. One of the new options for a non-compliant assessing district is the use of a county
designated assessor. Enclosed is an overview of the changes in the law and its impact on
municipalities.
After a selection process, Kent County will be using Laurie Spencer as their designated assessor and
is requesting consideration of the attached agreement. Ms. Spencer is a Michigan Master Assessing
Officer and will be under contract with Kent County for a minimum of five years. In the event the
City chooses to utilize the service the annual cost is $30.00 per parcel starting in 2021 and increases
5% a year for the life of the agreement. The City would be responsible for any additional expenses
under the agreement.
Joining this agreement is optional. In the event the City needs assessing services, we are not obligated
to use the agreement. Under the law, Kent County needs 60% of its assessing units to join for it to be
deemed to be accepted by the State of Michigan.
The City of East Grand Rapids is in conformity with the law and recently passed its most recent
Audit of Minimum Assessing Requirements (AMAR). We plan to continue our current assessing
program and would only utilize this agreement in the event we are unable to perform these functions.

kb/9682
Attachments

Interlocal Agreement and Designated Assessor Contract
KENT COUNTY INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT
FOR COUNTY DESIGNATED ASSESSOR
This Interlocal Agreement, by and between the County of Kent, a political subdivision of the State of
Michigan (hereinafter referred to as the “County”), and Ada Township, Algoma Township, Alpine
Township, Bowne Township, Byron Township, Caledonia Charter Township, Cannon Township,
Cascade Charter Township, Courtland Township, Gaines Charter Township, Grand Rapids
Charter Township, Grattan Township, Lowell Charter Township, Nelson Township, Oakfield
Township, Plainfield Charter Township, Solon Township, Sparta Township, Spencer Township,
Tyrone Township, Vergennes Township, City of Cedar Springs, City of East Grand Rapids, City
of Grand Rapids, City of Grandville, City of Kentwood, City of Lowell, City of Rockford, City of
Walker, City of Wyoming, each a political subdivision of the State of Michigan (each hereinafter
referred to as an “Assessing District,” and collectively referred to as the “Assessing Districts”), is
entered into pursuant to the Urban Cooperation Act of 1967, Public Act 7 of 1967 (Ex. Sess.), as
amended, MCL 124.501 et seq., and the General Property Tax Act, Public Act 206 of 1893, as amended by
Public Act 660 of 2018, MCL 211.10g, for the purpose of designating an individual to serve as the County’s
Designated Assessor.
WHEREAS, the County and above political subdivisions of the State of Michigan, pursuant to
MCL 211.10g(4), intend this Agreement to establish a Designated Assessor; and
WHEREAS, every County shall have a Designated Assessor on file with the State Tax
Commission as of December 31, 2020 (“Designated Assessor”); and
WHEREAS, the County Designated Assessor is designated by an Interlocal Agreement executed
between the County Board of Commissioners and a majority of the Assessing Districts in the
County; and
WHEREAS, the individual designated as the County’s Designated Assessor must be approved by
the State Tax Commission.
NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS:
A. Background Information
1. Name of the County and proposed Designated Assessor:
This Interlocal Agreement involves the County of Kent, Michigan and all of its local governmental
assessing districts. The Kent County Board of Commissioners appoints Laurie Spencer dba NE
Michigan Assessing LLC to serve as the Designated Assessor for Kent County.
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2. Identification of all the Assessing Districts within the County:
Ada Township, Algoma Township, Alpine Township, Bowne Township, Byron Township,
Caledonia Charter Township, Cannon Township, Cascade Charter Township, Courtland
Township, Gaines Charter Township, Grand Rapids Charter Township, Grattan Township, Lowell
Charter Township, Nelson Township, Oakfield Township, Plainfield Charter Township, Solon
Township, Sparta Township, Spencer Township, Tyrone Township, Vergennes Township, City of
Cedar Springs, City of East Grand Rapids, City of Grand Rapids, City of Grandville, City of
Kentwood, City of Lowell, City of Rockford, City of Walker, City of Wyoming constitute the
complete roster of assessing districts within the geographic and political boundaries of Kent
County.
3. Current Stated Equalization (“SEV”) values in the County by class, including special
act values. Total number of parcels in the County, by classification, including special
act rolls, within each Assessing District:
(A.)

Real Property SEV, as of 2020 March BOR:

Real Property Class
Agricultural
Commercial
Industrial
Residential
Total Real Property

(B.)

•
•
•
•

2020 SEV
408,240,000
6,467,804,433
1,530,251,000
21,861,286,615
30,267,582,048

Personal Property, as of 2020 March BOR:

Personal Property Class
Agricultural Personal
Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Utility Personal
Total Personal Property

(C.)

# Parcels
2,700
11,955
2,733
204,212
221,600

# Parcels
18,744
1,191
256
20,191

2020 SEV
871,999,600
235,665,400
533,814,841
1,641,479,841

Equivalent State Equalized Value of Special Acts as of 2020 March
BOR:

Industrial Facilities Exemption (Act 198 of 1974) -- $405,878,200; 599 Parcels
Commercial Rehabilitation Act Roll (PA 210 of 2005) -- $1,476,300; 1 Parcel
Commercial Redevelopment Act Roll (PA 255 of 1978) -- $1,415,600; 2 Parcels
DNR-PILT Rolls -- $13,529,900; 103 Parcels
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4. List of any unique, complex or high value properties within the County:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

PR Woodland LTD Partnership-Woodland Mall-Kentwood City-3195 28th St SE
Amway Corporation-Manufacturing-Ada Township-7575 Fulton St E
Rivertown Crossings-Rivertown Mall-Grandville City-3700 Rivertown Pkwy SW
Amway Hotel Corporation-Amway Grand Plaza Hotel-Grand Rapids City-225 Pearl St
NW
Holland Home-Assisted Living Center-Kentwood City-2500 Breton Woods Dr SE
Centerpoint Owner LLC-Centerpoint Mall-Grand Rapids City-3665 28th St SE
HP3 LLC-JW Marriott Hotel-Grand Rapids City-235 Louis St NW
Tanger Grand Rapids LLC-Tanger Outlet Mall-Byron Township-350 84th St SW
DOF V Ramblewood LLC-Ramblewood Apartments-Wyoming City-2557 44th St SW
MI GR LLC-Switch Data Center-Gaines Township-4200 60th St SE

5. Length of the agreement:
Term of Designation. If approved by the State Tax Commission, the Kent County Designated
Assessor shall serve for a minimum of five (5) years from the date of the approved designation.
The designation shall not be revoked, and no new designation shall be made earlier than five (5)
years following the date of the approved designation, except as otherwise provided in Section 6,
below.
Once an Assessing District is under contract with the County for Designated Assessor services,
the Designated Assessor will remain in place for a minimum of five (5) years. However, the
Assessing District may petition the State Tax Commission to end the contract after the Designated
Assessor has been in place for a minimum of three (3) years.
6. Revocation of Designation by State Tax Commission:
The State Tax Commission may designate and approve, on an interim basis and pursuant to a
formal agreement, an individual to serve as a County Designated Assessor and, if applicable,
revoke the approved designation of a current County Designated Assessor under the following
circumstances:
(i) if the County Designated Assessor dies or becomes incapacitated; or
(ii) if it determines at any time that the County Designated Assessor is not capable of
ensuring that contracting Assessing Districts achieve and maintain substantial compliance
with the requirements in MCL 211.10g(1).
The State Tax Commission’s designation of an interim County Designated Assessor under this
Section is effective only until a new County Designated Assessor has been designated in a new
Interlocal Agreement under MCL 211.10g(4)(a) and approved by the State Tax Commission.
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7. Agreement effective date:
January 1, 2021.
8. Place of performance of duties:
Performance of duties shall be conducted at the local offices of the Assessing District or a at a
location mutually agreed to by the Assessing District and the Designated Assessor.

B. Qualifications of Proposed Designated Assessor:
1. Current assessor certification level and number:
Michigan Master/Advanced Assessing Officer R-4110
2. Identification of current employment status and specific assessing or equalization
Responsibilities:
The herein named Designated Assessor, Laurie Spencer dba NE Michigan Assessing LLC is
currently employed as Leelanau Equalization Director. In her role as Director, she oversees staff
performing appraisals on commercial, industrial, and agricultural properties. She assists with
various questions from Leelanau County Assessors and from Leelanau County Equalization
Department’s employees. She is also currently the assessor of record for Presque Isle Township,
Presque Isle County.
3. Description of prior local unit assessing experience of the proposed Designated
Assessor:
Laurie Spencer has 43 years of assessing administration experience, working as the Equalization
Director in Presque Isle County, Grand Travers County and currently at Leelanau County. She
has been the assessor of record for Hillman Township in Montmorency County, Wilson Township
in Alpena County, East Bay Charter Township in Grand Travers County and currently Presque
Isle Township in Presque Isle County. She is also an instructor in the assessing and equalization
profession, sharing her wealth of knowledge.
4. Conflict of interest disclosures:
None.
C. Scope of Services Provided by the Kent County Board of Commissioners upon default or
surrender of an Assessing District to the Designated Assessor:
1. General Agreement:
Upon default or surrender of an Assessing Districts property assessment program to Kent County’s
Designated Assessor, the Designated Assessor agrees to provide a property assessment
administration program for the Assessing Districts. The program will be administered by the
herein named Designated Assessor, who will list, approve and maintain a complete set of records
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of all real and personal property subject to ad valorem taxation, specific taxes, in lieu-of-tax
agreements and exempt properties within the corporate limits of the local unit.
a. Scope of service – To correct all deficiencies found in the State Tax Commission audit.
To classify and appraise accurately, according to the constitution and laws of the State
of Michigan, each parcel of real property, which lies within the corporate boundaries
of the Assessing District. To process accurately all assessable personal property that
is in the Assessing District. To use the methods prescribed by the Michigan State Tax
Commission, in the Audit of Minimum Assessing Requirements (AMAR).
Approximately twenty percent (20%) of the parcels in the Assessing District will be
inspected and reappraised each year, so that each parcel in the Assessing District is
inspected and reappraised approximately once every five (5) years. The Designated
Assessor will provide an assessment roll as required. The final factor will be
determined by the action of the Assessing District’s Board of Review, the Kent County
Equalization Department and the process of state equalization, as determined by the
State Tax Commission.
b. Qualified staff - All Designated Assesssor employees engaged in the performance of
this Agreement shall be professional in manner and appearance and be trained and
qualified in property appraisal techniques. The assessment roll will be certified by the
Designated Assessor.
c. Equipment and supplies – The Assessing District will provide all equipment,
software, software licenses, remote access capabilities and supplies needed for the
routine performance of its duties, except as otherwise set forth herein.
d. Maps and records - The Assessing District shall provide current land use maps, zoning
maps, street/centerline maps, plats, topographical maps, sewer and water maps, and
shall make available any records or data, which may be of use in making the appraisal,
without cost to the Designated Assessor. The Designated Assessor will work with Kent
County, which has implemented a GIS system in which mapping data are maintained
for all parcels in Kent County, and the Assessing Districts mapping systems.
e. Appraisal manuals/schedules - The current Michigan State Tax Commission
Assessor’s Manuals shall be the cost schedules used in the appraisal of all properties.
All cost schedules shall be indexed to reflect current costs as of Tax Day.
f. Record cards – The master file shall be the property of the Assessing District. The
Designated Assessor will maintain the master file at the Assessing District offices with
access available to the Assessing District. Real property printed records, if any, will
be located at the Assessing District offices. Personal property printed records will be
located at the Assessing District offices.
g. Conduct of operations - Both parties recognize that good public relations are vital to
the success of the assessment administration program. During the terms of this
Agreement, the Designated Assessor shall endeavor to promote understanding and
amicable relations with all members of the public. The Designated Assessor will
5

maintain specified office hours at the Assessing District Offices to conduct their duties,
interact with Assessing District staff, attend meetings, promote community relations,
and to meet with property owners about assessment issues and questions. The
Assessing District will provide adequate office area and operational infrastructure such
as telecommunication, data communication, utilities, networking capabilities, and
electronic storage capacity, to adequately support required staff activities and necessary
ancillary functions. The accommodations shall be safe, modern, and reflect a
professional function. All electronic data interfaces shall be compatible with Assessing
District and Kent County information protocols and standards.
h. Property owner notification and official statements – It shall be the responsibility
of the Designated Assessor to notify the property owners of increased assessed and
taxable values, as provided by law, as well as distribute personal property statements
and other official forms. The Assessing District shall pay charges from the service
company for printing these notifications and statements.
i. Assessment roll – The Designated Assessor shall prepare the assessment roll and
certify it for the Assessing District in a timely manner.
j. Board of review – The Designated Assessor will advise and assist the Assessing
District’s Board of Review in preparing for, conducting and implementing any changes
resulting from the required meeting of the Board.
k. Appeals - The Designated Assessor, or representative, shall represent the Assessing
District in all property assessment appeals and in proceedings before the Michigan Tax
Tribunal concerning properties under this Agreement. The Assessing District shall
designate and provide the legal services for such appeals or proceedings; however,
costs or expenses, which may be incurred by the Designated Assessor in employing
additional counsel, expert appraisers, or performing extraordinary specific appraisal
work in connection with such appeals, proceedings, or other functions, shall be paid by
the Assessing District provided that the Designated Assessor, seeks and obtains
approval from the Assessing District prior to incurring such costs or expenses.
Additionally, should this Agreement be terminated, the Designated Assessor shall
represent the Assessing District in all property assessment appeals and in proceedings
filed during the existence of this Agreement. The fee shall be $80.00 per hour for
preparation, appearance, and travel after termination of the Agreement.
l. Geographical information systems – The Designated Assessor and the Assessing
District shall utilize Kent County’s geographical information system in conjunction with
the local unit geographic information system of record in implementing this Agreement.
m. Special Assessments - Special assessment benefit analyses, roll preparation, processing,
and related reports will be provided by the Designated Assessor when formally
requested at a fee of $55.00 per hour. This fee will be subject to 5% per year increases
through the life of this contract.
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n. Responsibilities of the Designated Assessor while not acting as an assessor of record
of an Assessing District under this contract-The Designated Assessor shall have no
responsibilities during the period in which they are not acting as the Designated Assessor
for an assessing district within the county.
o. Requirement to remain certified and in good standing -The Designated Assessor is
required to remain certified at the Master Assessing Officer level by the State Tax
Commission and in good-standing.
D. Cost and Compensation for Designated Assessor :
1. Payment for Services Provided:
a. General tax roll maintenance services- Except as otherwise provided, payment by an
Assessing District for Designated Assessor services provided under this agreement shall
be set at $30.00 per parcel for 2021 with 5% per year increases through the life of this
contract. Parcel count will be determined each year as of the March Board of Review
and will include all active parcels. In the unlikely event an immediate reappraisal of a
class of property is required, there will be an additional charge of $60.00 per parcel.
The monthly invoices from the Designated Assessor will by processed and paid by the
Assessing District in accordance with standard Assessing District procedures.
b. Retainer- There will be no retainer for Designated Assessor Services to Kent County
Assessing Districts. Charges will only be incurred once an Assessing District turns over
Assessment Administration duties to the Designated Assessor.
2. Designated Assessor expenses:
The Designated Assessor will additionally be reimbursed on a monthly basis for the reimbursable
expenses related to Designated Assessor Services in a not-to-exceed annual amount of $10,000.00.
All expenses will be billed to the Assessing District in such detail and/or with sufficient supporting
documentation, as may be reasonably required by the Assessing District. Reimbursable expenses
may include items such as office supplies, assessing forms, printing, publishing, postage, mileage
and other costs agreed to prior to invoicing. Reimbursable expenses may also include budgeted
certifications, memberships, professional development, mileage. Travel costs as agreed in advance
of training will also be reimbursed.
3. Independent contractor:
At all times and for all purposes under this Agreement, the relationship of the Designated Assessor
to the Assessing District shall be that of an independent contractor. All employees of the
Designated Assessor who perform services under this Agreement, shall be and remain employees
of the Designated Assessor, subject to the discipline, supervision, direction, policies and control
of Designated Assessor.
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4. Indemnification and hold harmless:
Each party shall indemnify and hold the other party harmless from claims, which are the result of
an alleged error, mistake, negligence or intentional act or omission of the other party, its officers,
employees, agents and assigns.
5. Insurance:
If the services of the Designated Assessor are required by an Assessing District the Assessing
District will acquire general commercial and professional liability insurance for the Designated
Assessor with comprehensive general policy limits of not less than $1,000,000.
The Designated Assessor is required to maintain motor vehicle liability coverage, including
Michigan no-fault coverage, for $1,000,000 per occurrence combined single limit for bodily injury
and property damage for all owned, non-owned and hired vehicles.
6. Term of agreement:
This cost and compensation agreement between the Assessing District and the Designated
Assessor for Designated Assessor Services shall be determined by the date the Assessing District’s
Assessment Administration Services are assumed by the Designated Assessor. This Agreement
shall continue in effect for five (5) years from the effective date of this agreement, subject to any
conditions identified in Section A.5. Unless earlier times are agreed to by the State Tax
Commission and the Designated Assessor, an Assessing District that is under contract with a
Designated Assessor under this subsection may petition the State Tax Commission no sooner than
three (3) years after commencement of the contract to end its contract with the Designated Assessor
and may subsequently terminate the contract, subject to state tax commission approval, no sooner
than five (5) years after commencement of the contract. The State Tax Commission shall approve
termination of a contract under this subdivision if it determines that the Assessing District can
achieve and maintain substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1) using a
different assessor of record. It may be renewed thereafter for one (1) additional three (3) year
term, by mutual written agreement of the parties, entered into not later than February 1, of the fifth
year.
7. Miscellaneous:
a. Section headings. The headings of the several sections shall be solely for convenience
of reference and shall not affect the meaning, construction or effect hereof.
b. Severability. If any one or more of the provisions contained in this Agreement shall for
any reason be held to be invalid, illegal or unenforceable in any respect, then such
provision or provisions shall be deemed severable from the remaining provisions hereof,
and such invalidity, illegality or unenforceability shall not affect any other provision
hereof, and this Agreement shall be construed as if such invalid, illegal or unenforceable
provision had never been contained herein.
c. Entire agreement and amendment. In conjunction with matters considered herein, this
Agreement contains the entire understanding and agreement of the parties and there have
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been no promises, representations, agreements, warranties or undertakings by any of the
parties, either oral or written, of any character or nature hereafter binding except as set
forth herein. This Agreement may be altered, amended or modified only by an instrument
in writing, executed by the parties to this Agreement and by no other means. Each party
waives their future right to claim, contest or assert that this Agreement was modified,
canceled, superseded or changed by any oral agreements, course of conduct, waiver or
estoppel.
d. Successors and assigns. All representations, covenants and warranties set forth in the
Agreement by or on behalf of, or for the benefit of any or all of the parties hereto, shall
be binding upon and inure to the benefit of such party, its successors and assigns.
e. Terms and conditions. The terms and conditions used in this Agreement shall be given
their common and ordinary definition and will not be construed against either party.
f. Execution of counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in any number of
counterparts and each such counterpart shall for all purposes be deemed to be an original;
and all such counterparts, or as many of them as the parties shall preserve undestroyed,
shall together constitute one and the same instrument.
g. No Third Party or Release of Immunity. This Agreement does not create a joint
venture and is not enforceable by third parties, nor does it in any way waive or release
the governmental and officer immunities of either the County, Assessing Districts or
Designated Assessor, all such rights being reserved.
h. Digital and Facsimile Signatures. This Agreement may be signed digitally or by use of
a facsimile signature, and the use of such signature forms will be as valid as if signed in
ink.
Signature of the Designated Assessor, the County Board of Commissioners, Township
Supervisors and City Mayors within Kent County
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the authorized representatives of the Parties hereto have fully
executed this instrument.
DESIGNATED ASSESSOR
______________________________
NE Michigan Assessing, LLC
Designated Assessor

_______________________
Date
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COUNTY OF KENT
______________________________
Mandy Bolter, Chairperson
County Board of Commissioners

_______________________
Date

______________________________
Lisa Posthumus Lyons, County Clerk/Register

_______________________
Date

ADA TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

__________________________________

Printed Name
ALGOMA TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
ALPINE TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

BOWNE TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
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BYRON TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
CALEDONIA CHARTER TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
CANNON TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
CASCADE CHARTER TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
COURTLAND TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

11

GAINES CHARTER TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
GRAND RAPIDS CHARTER TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
GRATTAN TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

LOWELL CHARTER TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
NELSON TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
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OAKFIELD TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

PLAINFIELD CHARTER TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

SOLON TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

SPARTA TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

SPENCER TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
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TYRONE TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

VERGENNES TOWNSHIP
_______________________________
Supervisor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

CITY OF CEDAR SPRINGS
_______________________________
Mayor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
_______________________________
Mayor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS
_______________________________
Mayor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
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CITY OF GRANDVILLE
_______________________________
Mayor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

CITY OF KENTWOOD
_______________________________
Mayor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

CITY OF LOWELL
_______________________________
Mayor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

CITY OF ROCKFORD
_______________________________
Mayor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name

CITY OF WALKER
_______________________________
Mayor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
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CITY OF WYOMING
_______________________________
Mayor

_______________________
Date

_______________________________
Printed Name
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Laurie Spencer Biography
Laurie Spencer is the Director of Equalization and GIS for Leelanau County. She serves on the
Damage Assessment Team. She also serves as assessor for Presque Isle Township, Presque Isle
County. With a degree in business, she has been in assessment administration in various
capacities for over 43 years. She is a certified instructor for the State Tax Commission as well as
an instructor for MTA for Advanced Board of Review training. She is past President of the
Michigan Equalization Director’s Association (MAED) and the Northern Michigan Equalization
Director’s Association (NMEDA). She has served on both the IMAGIN Board and the MICamp
Board. She was the direct supervisor in charge of GIS implementation in Presque Isle County
and Grand Traverse County where she over oversaw a staff of 5 in GIS – a GIS Coordinator, a
GIS Analyst, and 3 GIS Technicians. House numbering was housed in her department in both
Presque Isle County and Grand Traverse County and she was the direct supervisor involved in
moving from rural routes to addresses in Presque Isle County in preparation for 9-1-1
implementation. She has attended numerous seminars and conferences regarding both house
numbering and GIS and has been a speaker at numerous conferences. Some of the conferences
attended are MAED, MAA, IAAO, IMAGIN, GIS & CAMA, NENA, URISA, and MiCamp.
She has written several articles for Imagin News on the use of GIS in assessment administration.
Laurie has ben the recipient of two IMAGIN (Improving Michigan’s Access to Geographic
Information Networks) Awards-the GIS for Everyone Award and the Jim Living Geospatial
Achievement Award. Much of the work was to improve assessment administration. Leelanau
County Equalization also received the Distinguished Jurisdiction Award from MAA in 2015. She
also received the Equalization Director of the Year Award from MAED in 2017.

What is Property Assessing
Reform?
The Michigan Department of Treasury is pleased to present the first in a series of
information materials to assist assessors and local units in understanding the changes
enacted in P.A. 660 of 2018, commonly referred to as Property Assessing Reform.
The purpose of this document is to provide a high level overview of P.A. 660 of 2018. In
its simplest form, P.A. 660 provides a statutory framework to ensure proper assessing in
order to guarantee the highest quality assessments for taxpayers as well as local units.
The Act defines the requirements for a local unit to be determined to be in substantial
compliance with the General Property Tax Act, provides timetables for audits as well as
follow up audits and provides a process for bringing a local unit into compliance if they
remain non-compliant after a follow up review (also known as the designated assessor).
The Act also mandates training for local unit Boards of Review and allows for local units
to combine Boards of Review for efficiency purposes and provides for a village located
within two assessing districts may request that the assessment of property be completed
within one of the districts.
What do local units and Assessors need to know now?
1. The majority of the provisions in the Act do not go into place until 2022.
2. Local units can begin to prepare now by ensuring they are meeting the
requirements in the current AMAR and if not, that they work to ensure corrections
are made to bring them into compliance. This topic will be addressed in more detail
in a future presentation.
3. The Designated Assessor provision does not mandate that all assessors be an
Advanced or Master Level and it does not mandate Countywide Assessing. More
information on the Designated Assessor will be provided in a future presentation.
4. The provision to allow Boards of Review to combine went into effect with the 2019
year. The Cities or Townships that want to combine their Boards of Review must
be contiguous and must still meet the statutory provisions regarding size,
composition and manner of appointment of the Board of Review.
5. The State Tax Commission will be working to develop rules, guidelines and issue
Bulletins to address provisions in the Act.
6. Updates on Property Assessing Reform will be published on the State Tax
Commission’s website at www.michigan.gov/statetaxcommission and a dedicated
email address has also been established for questions regarding Property
Assessing reform. Questions on Property Assessing Reform can be emailed to
AssessingReformQuestions@michigan.gov.
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Property Assessing Reform:
Designated Assessor
One of the most complex provisions within P.A. 660 is the Designated Assessor. This
document will provide a high level overview of the Designated Assessor requirement and
what it is and isn’t.
What is the Designated Assessor? The Designated Assessor is part of a process to
ensure that local units are in compliance with the statutory provisions of the AMAR. In
other words it is part of a process to make sure that local units are meeting minimum
assessing requirements.
As with the current AMAR process, the statute provides for an initial AMAR and a
corrective action plan to be approved by the STC. The statute then provides for a follow
up review to be conducted in accordance with the approved corrective action plan. If after
that follow up review, the local unit remains in non-compliance then the local unit has two
options: they can employ or contract with a new assessor of record at the Advanced or
Master Level or they can contract with the Designated Assessor for the County to serve
as their assessor of record.
Who are the Designated Assessors? The statute provides the process for determining
who the Designated Assessors will be. Each County is required to enter into an interlocal
agreement that designates the individual who will serve as the County’s Designated
Assessor. That interlocal agreement must be approved by the County Board and a
majority of the assessing districts in the County. Once the interlocal agreement is
approved, it is sent to the State Tax Commission for final approval. The STC will
determine if the individual named as the Designated Assessor is capable of ensuring they
can achieve and maintain substantial compliance for any local unit that contracts with
them.
The Designated Assessor is not an automatic requirement for Countywide assessing or
for the County Equalization Director to take over assessor for local units. While the
County can certainly be named the Designated Assessor, it is not an automatic
designation as the Designated Assessor is determined by the approved interlocal
agreement.
The Act contains a number of specific detailed provisions regarding the Designated
Assessor including how long they serve, what happens in the case of a Designated
Assessor that can no longer serve and appeal processes for local units regarding
substantial compliance. Those provisions will be discussed in much more detail in future
publications and in STC Bulletins, Guidelines and Rules.
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Property Assessing Reform
Scenarios
In order to help assessors and local units better understand Property Assessing Reform,
we have put together several scenarios that represent various situations that occur within
your local unit our County. These scenarios are representative of situations under PA 660
and do not represent all possible outcomes. Specific questions can be directed to the
Property Assessing Reform email at AssessingReformQuestions@michigan.gov.
Scenario 1
• STC determines that the assessing district is not in substantial compliance for the
2023 assessment roll. A notice of noncompliance is provided to the assessing
district.
• Within 60 days of receiving a notice of noncompliance, the assessing district
develops a corrective action plan to address the deficiencies within 1 year.
• Within 60 days of filing the corrective action plan, the STC approves the plan for
correcting deficiencies.
• No earlier than May 1st and no later than September 1st of 2024, the STC
conducts an initial follow-up review with the assessing district.
• The deficiencies have been found to be corrected and within 90 days of the
follow-up review the STC issues a notice of substantial compliance. No further
follow-ups are required.
Scenario 2
• STC determines that the assessing district is not in substantial compliance for the
2023 assessment roll. A notice of noncompliance is provided to the assessing
district.
• Within 60 days of receiving a notice of noncompliance, the assessing district
develops a corrective action plan to address the deficiencies that extends beyond
one year.
• Within 60 days of filing the corrective action plan, the STC approves the plan for
correcting deficiencies.
• No earlier than May 1st and no later than September 1st of 2025, the STC
conducts an initial follow-up review with the assessing district.
• The deficiencies have been found to be corrected and within 90 days of the
follow-up review the STC issues a notice of substantial compliance. No further
follow-ups are required.
Scenario 3
• STC determines that the assessing district is not in substantial compliance for the
2023 assessment roll. A notice of noncompliance is provided to the assessing
district.
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•
•
•

Within 30 days after receiving a notice of noncompliance, the assessing district
files a written petition with the STC challenging the determination.
The STC arbitrates the dispute based on documented facts.
The STC finds that the assessing district is substantial compliance. No
corrective action plan or follow-up is required.

Scenario 4
• STC determines that the assessing district is not in substantial compliance for the
2023 assessment roll. A notice of noncompliance is provided to the assessing
district.
• Within 30 days after receiving a notice of noncompliance, the assessing district
files a written petition with the STC challenging the determination.
• The STC arbitrates the dispute based on documented facts.
• The STC finds that the assessing district is not in substantial compliance.
• The assessing district files a corrective action plan within 60 days of the notice of
the results of arbitration from the STC.
• Within 60 days of filing the corrective action plan, the STC approves the plan for
correcting deficiencies.
• No earlier than May 1st and no later than September 1st of 2024, the STC
conducts an initial follow-up review with the assessing district.
• The deficiencies have been found to be corrected and within 90 days of the
follow-up review the STC issues a notice of substantial compliance. No further
follow-ups are required.
Scenario 5
• STC determines that the assessing district is not in substantial compliance for the
2023 assessment roll. A notice of noncompliance is provided to the assessing
district.
• Within 60 days of receiving a notice of noncompliance, the assessing district
develops a corrective action plan to address the deficiencies within 1 year.
• Within 60 days of filing the corrective action plan, the STC approves the plan for
correcting deficiencies.
• No earlier than May 1st and no later than September 1st of 2024, the STC
conducts an initial follow-up review with the assessing district.
• The deficiencies have been found not to be corrected and within 90 days of the
follow-up review the STC issues a notice of noncompliance.
• Within 60 days, the assessing district elects to contract with the designated
assessor for the county to serve as the district’s assessor of record.
• SEE DESIGNATED ASSESSOR SCENARIO.
Scenario 6
• STC determines that the assessing district is not in substantial compliance for the
2023 assessment roll. A notice of noncompliance is provided to the assessing
district.
• Within 60 days of receiving a notice of noncompliance, the assessing district
develops a corrective action plan to address the deficiencies within 1 year.
• Within 60 days of filing the corrective action plan, the STC approves the plan for
correcting deficiencies.
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•
•
•
•
•
•

No earlier than May 1st and no later than September 1st of 2024, the STC
conducts an initial follow-up review with the assessing district.
The deficiencies have been found not to be corrected and within 90 days of the
follow-up review the STC issues a notice of noncompliance.
Within 60 days, the assessing district amends the corrective action plan to
provide that the assessing district will employ or contract with a new assessor of
record, who is an advanced assessing officer or a master assessing officer.
Within 60 days of filing the amended corrective action plan, the STC approves
the plan for correcting deficiencies.
No earlier than May 1st and no later than September 1st of 2025, the STC
conducts a second follow-up review with the assessing district.
The deficiencies have been found to be corrected and within 90 days of the
follow-up review the STC issues a notice of substantial compliance. No further
follow-ups are required.

Scenario 7
• STC determines that the assessing district is not in substantial compliance for the
2023 assessment roll. A notice of noncompliance is provided to the assessing
district.
• Within 60 days of receiving a notice of noncompliance, the assessing district
develops a corrective action plan to address the deficiencies within 1 year.
• Within 60 days of filing the corrective action plan, the STC approves the plan for
correcting deficiencies.
• No earlier than May 1st and no later than September 1st of 2024, the STC
conducts an initial follow-up review with the assessing district.
• The deficiencies have been found not to be corrected and within 90 days of the
follow-up review the STC issues a notice of noncompliance.
• The STC immediately requires the assessing district to contract with the
designated assessor.
• SEE DESIGNATED ASSESSOR SCENARIO
Scenario 8
• STC determines that the assessing district is not in substantial compliance for the
2023 assessment roll. A notice of noncompliance is provided to the assessing
district.
• Within 60 days of receiving a notice of noncompliance, the assessing district
develops a corrective action plan to address the deficiencies within 1 year.
• Within 60 days of filing the corrective action plan, the STC approves the plan for
correcting deficiencies.
• No earlier than May 1st and no later than September 1st of 2024, the STC
conducts an initial follow-up review with the assessing district.
• The deficiencies have been found not to be corrected and within 90 days of the
follow-up review the STC issues a notice of noncompliance.
• Within 60 days, the assessing district amends the corrective action plan to
provide that the assessing district will employ or contract with a new assessor of
record, who is an advanced assessing officer or a master assessing officer.
• Within 60 days of filing the amended corrective action plan, the STC approves
the plan for correcting deficiencies.
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•
•
•

No earlier than May 1st and no later than September 1st of 2025, the STC
conducts a second follow-up review with the assessing district.
The second follow-up review results in a notice of noncompliance. The STC
requires the assessing district to contract with the designated assessor.
SEE DESIGNATED ASSESSOR SCENARIO

Scenario 9
• STC determines that the assessing district is not in substantial compliance for the
2023 assessment roll. A notice of noncompliance is provided to the assessing
district.
• The assessing district fails to file an acceptable corrective action plan with the
STC within 180 days following the notice of noncompliance.
• The STC immediately requires the assessing district to contract with the
designated assessor.
• SEE DESIGNATED ASSESSOR SCENARIO
Scenario 10
• STC determines that the assessing district is not in substantial compliance for the
2023 assessment roll. A notice of noncompliance is provided to the assessing
district.
• Within 60 days of receiving a notice of noncompliance, the assessing district
develops a corrective action plan to address the deficiencies within 1 year.
• Within 60 days of filing the corrective action plan, the STC approves the plan for
correcting deficiencies.
• The assessing unit fails to make a good-faith effort to implement the corrective
action plan within 240 days of the notice of noncompliance.
• This failure is likely to result in assumption of the assessing district’s assessment
roll.
• The STC immediately requires the assessing district to contract with the
designated assessor.
• SEE DESIGNATED ASSESSOR SCENARIO
DESIGNATED ASSESSOR SCENARIO
• The STC requires the assessing district, or the local unit elects to, contract with
the designated assessor.
• The designated assessor is contracted to be the assessor of record for the
assessing district.
• Unless earlier times are agreed to by the STC, the designated assessor or the
assessing district may petition the STC to end its contract with the designated
assessor no sooner than three years after commencement of the contract.
• No sooner than five years after the commencement of the contract, the
designated assessor, or the assessing district may terminate the contract,
subject to STC approval.
• The STC shall approve termination of a contract if it determines that the
assessing district can achieve and maintain substantial compliance using a
different assessor of record.
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How are Villages Affected by
Property Assessing Reform?
P.A. 660 made the following change to the way Villages are assessed. MCL 211.10d
was modified to reflect the following:
(7) Every lawful assessment roll shall have a certificate attached signed by
the certified assessor who prepared or supervised the preparation of the roll.
A village that is located in more than 1 assessing district may, in a form and
manner prescribed by the state tax commission, request state tax
commission approval that the assessment of property within the village be
combined with the assessment of property in 1 of those assessing districts.
Specifically this change indicates that a Village that is located in more than one assessing
district may request the STC to approve that the assessing for the Village be combined
with the assessing of property in one of the local units, thereby eliminating the need for
the Village to be assessed in two or more different local units and potentially by two or
more different assessors.
Does this require Villages to hire their own assessor? No. This change is only for those
Villages with property in more than one assessing district and only if the Village wants to
make a change. It does not affect a Village with property located solely within one
assessing district and again this is not a mandated change.
Can a village located in more than one County take advantage of this? Yes. Please
contact the STC for more information on filling out Form 5689 and what documentation
must be submitted.
Villages who are interested in making this change must fill out Form 5689 and submit that
to the State Tax Commission for their approval. This application must be filled out in its
entirety and must include a resolution approved by the receiving assessing district and
the village approving the assessment of the village property in one of the assessing
districts. The resolution must state the name of the assessing district that will assume
responsibility for the assessment of all of the Village property.
Questions can be submitted to the Assessing Reform Email at
AssessingReformQuestions@michigan.gov.
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What Can Local Units Do to
Prepare for Assessing Reform?
As has been discussed in other Topics, P.A. 660 provides a statutory framework to ensure
proper assessing in order to guarantee the highest quality assessments for taxpayers as
well as local units. The Act defines the requirements for a local unit to be determined to
be in substantial compliance with the General Property Tax Act, provides timetables for
audits as well as follow up audits and provides a process for bringing a local unit into
compliance if they remain non-compliant after a follow up review (also known as the
designated assessor).
These statutory changes make it even more important that local unit oﬃcials take a
proactive role in assessment administration and work with their assessor to ensure proper
assessing. The local unit board or council is responsible for making certain the local unit’s
assessing is meeting state requirements.
Local units can begin to prepare now by ensuring they are meeting the requirements in
the current AMAR and if not, that they work to ensure corrections are made to bring them
into compliance. The AMAR form is available on the State Tax Commission website
(www.michigan.gov/statetaxcommission) under the AMAR tab and provides links to the
statutory or STC requirements.
Oﬃcials should not wait until they’re faced with the audit of their assessing practices to
start thinking about assessing and property taxes. Making an eﬀort today will not just give
your local unit a better chance of passing the AMAR with ﬂying colors.
Oﬃcials must ﬁrst make sure that their local unit employs an assessor who is certiﬁed at
the proper level for their unit. Assessors must be certiﬁed through the STC and can
achieve three levels: Michigan Certiﬁed Assessing Oﬃcer, Michigan Advanced Assessing
Oﬃcer and Michigan Master Assessing Oﬃcer. The STC requires local units to have
assessors at a certain level, based on the state equalized value of their property tax roll.
Speciﬁc information regarding those levels is available on the STC website.
Some assessors work for multiple local units. While this is a common practice, especially
in rural areas, Townships and Cities should monitor how many units their assessors are
assessing. Even if they are within the state’s limits for units they can assess, Townships
and Cities need to ensure you are receiving the highest quality work from your assessor.
Quality, thorough work must be the priority in hiring an assessor, not the price.
Once the assessor is employed, make sure they have all of the tools and funding
necessary. A local unit must budget for resources to meet all state requirements, as well
as a salary high enough to keep a quality assessor.
As the employer, local units should set annual benchmarks with their assessors and make
sure they’re being met. Oﬃcials should ask questions, such as whether the assessor
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visited 20% of the local unit’s properties this year or if the assessment roll was certiﬁed
on time. One way to do this is setting aside time at meetings regularly to get reports from
the assessor. Townships and Cities should review with their assessor the Supervising
Preparation of the Rolls document (found on the STC website) to ensure the requirements
are being met. They should also review the AMAR document prior to the audit to ensure
all requirements are being met.
If your local unit’s elected oﬃcials are unfamiliar with the assessing process, invite your
assessor to give a presentation at a meeting, which will help gain insights that are
valuable to their work for the local unit.
. at 800.767.MERS (6
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Combining Boards of Review
As has been discussed in other Topics, P.A. 660 provides a statutory framework to ensure
proper assessing in order to guarantee the highest quality assessments for taxpayers as
well as local units. The Act defines the requirements for a local unit to be determined to
be in substantial compliance with the General Property Tax Act, provides timetables for
audits as well as follow up audits and provides a process for bringing a local unit into
compliance if they remain non-compliant after a follow up review (also known as the
designated assessor).
The Act also made changes to the way Boards of Review operate including requiring
training and allows for Boards of Review to be combined across contiguous local units:
The governing bodies of 2 or more contiguous cities or townships may, by
agreement, appoint a single board of review to serve as the board of review
for each of those cities or townships for purposes of this act. The provisions
in subsections (1) to (5) should serve as a guide in determining the size,
composition, and manner of appointment of a board of review appointed
under this subsection. (MCL 211.28(6))
In order for Boards to combine and act as a single Board of Review, several conditions
must be met. First, the local units must be contiguous. Contiguous is defined as local
units that touch or abut each other, this can be on the side, top, bottom or corner. Can
three local units be “chained” and act as a single Board of Review? Yes, in this situation
you may have three local units in this configuration:
Township
A

City B

Township C

The City Council or Township Board of each local unit must agree and take formal action
to approve to combine their Boards of Review. As long as all local units involved agree
and take formal action to approve, the units can combine to operate as a single Board of
Review.
In our three local unit example above, this would require the appointment of a single Board
of Review made up of three members. Using the provisions of MCL 211.28(1) to (5) as a
guide, at least 2/3 of the members must be taxpayers of local units A, B and/or C. The
following three examples are used to demonstrate some, but not all, of the possible
scenarios for a single Board of Review:
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•

Example 1: Combined Board of Review has one member from Township A,
one member from City B and one member from Township C

•

Example 2: Combined Board of Review has two members from Township A
and one member from City B

•

Example 3: Combined Board of Review has one member from City B, one
member from Township C and one member that is not a taxpayer of any of the
combined local units

The combined Board of Review must also follow these requirements:
•
•

•
•
•

Members appointed to the Combined Board of Review shall serve for terms of 2
years beginning at noon on January 1 of each odd-numbered year.
A member of the township board is not eligible to serve on the board or to fill any
vacancy. A spouse, mother, father, sister, brother, son, or daughter, including an
adopted child, of the assessor is not eligible to serve on the board or to fill any
vacancy.
At least 2 members of a 3-member board of review shall be present to conduct any
business or hearings of the Combined Board of Review.
If 3, 6, or 9 electors are appointed, the membership of the Combined Board of
Review must be divided into Board of Review committees consisting of 3 members
each.
Not more than 2 alternate members may be appointed for the same term as regular
members of the Combined Board of Review.
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Interlocal Agreement and Designated Assessor Contract Checklist
This Interlocal Agreement and Designated Assessor Contract Checklist is provided to serve as a guide
to assist counties in complying with the requirements found in the General Property Tax Act of 1893,
as amended by Public Act 660 of 2018, and State Tax Commission guidance. The items below are
illustrative of the information the State Commission will review and consider in approving a
Designated Assessor. These items should not be considered an exhaustive list.
Background Information











Name of the county and proposed Designated Assessor
Identification of all the assessing districts within the county
Current SEV County totals by class, including special act values
Total number of parcels, by classification, including special act rolls, within each local unit
List of any unique, complex or high value properties within the County
Length of the agreement
Agreement effective date
Place of performance of duties
Signature of the Designated Assessor, the majority of County Board of Commissioners, and
a majority of Township Supervisor or City Manager within the county

Qualifications of Proposed Designated Assessor

 Current assessor certification level and number
 Identification of current employment status and specific assessing or equalization

responsibilities
 Description of prior local unit assessing experience of the proposed Designated Assessor
 Conflict of interest disclosures
Scope of Services Provided by Designated Assessor

 Preparation of assessment rolls – satisfaction of Supervising Preparation of Assessment Roll
 Plan to correct deficiencies found in audit - timeline for delivery of documents and








execution of forms
Attendance at Boards of Review meetings
Duties and responsibilities related to property tax appeals, both Small Claims and Entire
Tribunal, appeals filed with the Michigan Tax Tribunal
Reporting requirements and responsibility to meet with local unit officials
Any and all obligations of local unit assessing staff members
Responsibilities of Designated Assessor during the period in which they are not acting as an
assessor of record for an assessing district within the county
Requirement to remain certified and in good-standing
Non-exclusivity of assessing services, if applicable
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Duties and Responsibilities for Local Unit Contracting with Designated Assessor

 Providing the Designated Assessor with reasonable access to records, documents, databases

and information
 Advise Designated Assessor of any applicable policies and procedures including technology,
equipment, facility, etc.
Cost and Compensation for Designated Assessor

 Payment terms and fee structure (i.e., payor, timeline for payment or payments,






reimbursement terms if the county pays the retainer upfront, hourly rate, dollar/parcel,
amount/assessed value)
Payment responsibility (i.e., county or assessing district) for when Designated Assessor
acting as assessor of record
Retainer or base rate information, if applicable
Payment in the event of death or disability of the proposed Designated Assessor
Cost reimbursement for when the Designated Assessor is acting as assessor of record
Identification of payment of certain costs including appraisal, expert witness or attorney fees
related to MTT appeals, and employing additional assessing staff to bring assessing unit into
compliance
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Act No. 660
Public Acts of 2018
Approved by the Governor
December 28, 2018
Filed with the Secretary of State
December 28, 2018
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 28, 2018

STATE OF MICHIGAN
99TH LEGISLATURE
REGULAR SESSION OF 2018
Introduced by Rep. Lower

ENROLLED HOUSE BILL No. 6049
AN ACT to amend 1893 PA 206, entitled “An act to provide for the assessment of rights and interests, including
leasehold interests, in property and the levy and collection of taxes on property, and for the collection of taxes levied;
making those taxes a lien on the property taxed, establishing and continuing the lien, providing for the sale or forfeiture
and conveyance of property delinquent for taxes, and for the inspection and disposition of lands bid off to the state and
not redeemed or purchased; to provide for the establishment of a delinquent tax revolving fund and the borrowing of
money by counties and the issuance of notes; to define and limit the jurisdiction of the courts in proceedings in
connection with property delinquent for taxes; to limit the time within which actions may be brought; to prescribe
certain limitations with respect to rates of taxation; to prescribe certain powers and duties of certain officers,
departments, agencies, and political subdivisions of this state; to provide for certain reimbursements of certain expenses
incurred by units of local government; to provide penalties for the violation of this act; and to repeal acts and parts of
acts,” by amending sections 10d, 10e, and 28 (MCL 211.10d, 211.10e, and 211.28), section 10d as amended by 1984 PA 19,
section 10e as added by 1986 PA 223, and section 28 as amended by 2006 PA 143, and by adding section 10g.
The People of the State of Michigan enact:
Sec. 10d. (1) The annual assessment of property shall be made by an assessor who has been certified as qualified by
the state tax commission as having successfully completed training in a school of assessment practices or by the passage
of a test approved by the state tax commission and conducted by the state tax commission or an agency approved by
the state tax commission that will enable the individual to properly discharge the functions of the office. The school shall
be established by an approved educational institution in conjunction with the state tax commission and be supervised
by the state tax commission and its agents and employees. The state tax commission may determine that a director of
a county tax or equalization department or an assessor who has not received the training possesses the necessary
qualifications for performing the functions of the office by the passage of an approved examination.
(313)
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(2) The state tax commission may also grant a conditional 6-month certification to a newly elected assessing officer
or an assessing officer appointed to fill an unexpired term if all of the following criteria are met:
(a) The newly elected or appointed assessing officer applies for certification and pays the required filing fee.
(b) The governing body of the assessing district requests the state tax commission to conditionally certify the newly
elected or appointed assessing officer.
(c) The newly elected or appointed assessing officer or the governing body of the assessing district submits a
statement outlining the course of training he or she plans to pursue.
(d) The period of time for which the conditional certification is requested does not exceed 6 months after the date
that he or she assumes office.
(3) Conditional certification under subsection (2) shall not be granted for any assessing district more than once in
4 years.
(4) Conditional certification under subsection (2) shall only be granted to a newly elected or appointed assessing
officer in an assessing district that does not exceed a total state equalized valuation of $125,000,000.00.
(5) Upon presentation of evidence of the successful completion of the qualifications, the assessor shall be certified as
qualified by the state tax commission.
(6) An assessing district that does not have an assessor qualified by certification of the state tax commission may
employ an assessor so qualified. If an assessing district does not have an assessor qualified by certification of the state
tax commission, and has not employed a certified assessor, the assessment shall be made by the county tax or equalization
department or the state tax commission and the cost of preparing the rolls shall be charged to the assessing district.
(7) Every lawful assessment roll shall have a certificate attached signed by the certified assessor who prepared or
supervised the preparation of the roll. A village that is located in more than 1 assessing district may, in a form and
manner prescribed by the state tax commission, request state tax commission approval that the assessment of property
within the village be combined with the assessment of property in 1 of those assessing districts. A certificate attached
to an assessment roll pursuant to this subsection shall be in the form prescribed by the state tax commission. If after
completing the assessment roll the certified assessor for the assessing district dies or otherwise becomes incapable of
certifying the assessment roll, the director of the county tax or equalization department or the state tax commission
shall certify the completed assessment roll at no cost to the assessing district.
(8) The assessing district shall assume the cost of training, if a certification is awarded, to the extent of course fees
and recognized travel expenditures.
(9) An assessor who certifies an assessment roll over which he or she did not have direct supervision is guilty of a
misdemeanor.
(10) The state tax commission shall promulgate rules for the issuance or revocation of certification.
(11) The director of a county tax or equalization department required by section 34 of this act shall be certified by
the state tax commission at the level determined to be necessary by the state tax commission before being appointed
by the county board of commissioners pursuant to section 34 or before performing or, after March 29, 1985, continuing
to perform, the functions of the director of a county tax or equalization department. The state tax commission may grant
a conditional extension of 12 months to an individual who is serving as the director of a county tax or equalization
department on March 29, 1985 if all of the following conditions are satisfied:
(a) At the time of applying for certification the individual is currently certified at not less than 1 level below the level
required by the state tax commission for that county.
(b) The individual applies for certification and pays the required fee.
(c) The county board of commissioners requests the state tax commission to grant the extension.
(d) The individual submits a statement to the state tax commission outlining the course of study he or she intends
to pursue to obtain certification.
(12) The state tax commission may grant an additional 6-month extension to the conditional extension described in
subsection (11) if the extension is requested by the county board of commissioners and the applicant demonstrates
satisfactory progress in the course of study outlined to the state tax commission under subsection (11). In a county in
which a vacancy has been created in the position of director of a county tax or equalization department and in which
the position was previously filled by an individual certified at the level required by the state tax commission pursuant
to this subsection, an individual certified at 1 level below the level required by the state tax commission pursuant to
this subsection may serve in the position for 12 months after the vacancy has been created.
Sec. 10e. All assessing officials whose duty it is to assess real or personal property on which real or personal
property taxes are levied by any taxing unit of the state shall use only the official assessor’s manual or a manual
approved by the state tax commission consistent with the official assessor’s manual, with their latest supplements, as
prepared or approved by the state tax commission as a guide in preparing assessments. Beginning with the tax
2
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assessing year 1978, all assessing officials shall maintain records relevant to the assessments, including appraisal record
cards, personal property records, historical assessment data, tax maps, and, through calendar year 2018, land value
maps, consistent with standards set forth in the assessor’s manual published by the state tax commission.
Sec. 10g. (1) Pursuant to subsection (2), on and after December 31, 2021, the state tax commission shall audit the
assessing districts in this state to determine if they do all of the following:
(a) Employ or contract with an assessor of record that oversees and administers an annual assessment of all
property liable to taxation in the assessing district, as provided in section 10, in accordance with the constitution and
laws of this state. For an assessing district that amends its corrective action plan pursuant to subsection (3)(c), its
assessor of record must be an advanced assessing officer or a master assessing officer.
(b) Use a computer-assisted mass appraisal system that is approved by the state tax commission as having sufficient
software capabilities to meet the requirements of this act and to store and back up necessary data.
(c) Subject to state tax commission guidelines, have and follow a published policy under which its assessor’s office is
reasonably accessible to taxpayers. A policy under this subdivision must include, at a minimum, the items in
subparagraphs (i) to (iv) and should include the item in subparagraph (v) as follows:
(i) A designation, by name, telephone number, and electronic mail address, of at least 1 official or employee in the
assessor’s office to whom taxpayer inquiries may be submitted directly by telephone or electronic mail.
(ii) An estimated response time for taxpayer inquiries submitted under subparagraph (i), not to exceed 7 business
days.
(iii) Information about how a taxpayer may arrange a meeting with an official or employee of the assessor’s office
for purposes of discussing an inquiry in person.
(iv) Information about how requests for inspection or production of records maintained by the assessor’s office
should be made by a taxpayer and how those requests will be handled by the assessor’s office.
(v) Information about any process that the assessor’s office may have to informally hear and resolve disputes
brought by taxpayers before the March meeting of the board of review.
(d) If a city or township building within the assessing district is in an area with broadband internet access, provide
taxpayers online access to information regarding its assessment services, including, but not limited to, parcel information,
land value studies and documentation, and economic condition factors. As used in this subdivision, “area with broadband
internet access” means an area determined by the connect Michigan broadband service industry survey to be served by
fixed terrestrial service with advertised speeds of at least 25 megabits per second downstream and 3 megabits per
second upstream in the most recent survey available.
(e) Include the contact information described in subdivision (c)(i) in notices to taxpayers concerning assessment
changes and exemption determinations, including, but not limited to, notices issued under section 24c.
(f) Ensure that its support staff is sufficiently trained to respond to taxpayer inquiries, require that its assessors
maintain their certification levels, and require that its board of review members receive board of review training and
updates required and approved by the state tax commission.
(g) Comply with section 44(4) with respect to any property tax administration fee collected under section 44.
(h) Have all of the following:
(i) Properly developed and documented land values.
(ii) An assessment database for which not more than 1% of parcels are in override.
(iii) Properly developed and documented economic condition factors.
(iv) An annual personal property canvass and sufficient personal property records according to developed policy and
statutory requirements.
(v) A board of review that operates in accordance with this act.
(vi) An adequate process for determining whether to grant or deny exemptions according to statutory requirements.
(vii) An adequate process for meeting the requirements outlined in the state tax commission’s publication entitled,
“Supervising Preparation of the Assessment Roll”, as those requirements existed on October 1, 2018.
(i) Comply with any other requirement that the state tax commission lawfully promulgates under the administrative
procedures act of 1969, 1969 PA 306, MCL 24.201 to 24.328, in the exercise of its authority under this act that expressly
states that it is intended as an additional requirement under this subsection.
(2) The state tax commission shall develop and implement an audit program to determine whether an assessing
district is in substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1). If, after December 31, 2021, the state tax
commission determines that an assessing district is not in substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1),
the state tax commission may initiate the process described in subsection (3) to ensure that the assessing district
achieves and maintains substantial compliance with those requirements.
3
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(3) The state tax commission shall develop and implement a process to ensure that all assessing districts in the state
achieve and maintain substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1). At a minimum, that process shall
include all of the following actions and procedures:
(a) If the state tax commission determines that an assessing district is not in substantial compliance with the
requirements in subsection (1) and elects to initiate the process described in this subsection, the commission shall
provide the assessing district with a notice of noncompliance setting forth the reasons the assessing district is not in
substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1) and requesting that the assessing district develop a
corrective action plan approved by its governing body to address those deficiencies. Except as otherwise provided in
subdivision (g), an assessing district shall file a corrective action plan requested under this subdivision with the state
tax commission within 60 days after receipt of the notice of noncompliance. The state tax commission shall approve a
corrective action plan filed under this subdivision or request changes to the plan within 60 days after filing.
(b) No earlier than May 1 and no later than September 1 of the calendar year immediately following the year of the
notice described in subdivision (a), or, in the case of a corrective action plan approved by the state tax commission that
extends beyond 1 year, no earlier than May 1 and no later than September 1 of the calendar year that is the second
calendar year following the year of the notice described in subdivision (a), the state tax commission shall conduct an
initial follow-up review with the assessing district and, within 90 days following that review, provide the district with
an evaluation of its progress in implementing its corrective action plan and a notice of substantial compliance or
noncompliance with the requirements in subsection (1).
(c) Except as otherwise provided in subdivisions (g) and (i), an assessing district that has received a notice of
noncompliance as part of an initial follow-up review under subdivision (b) shall elect to either contract with the
designated assessor for the county to serve as the district’s assessor of record or amend its corrective action plan with
the approval of the state tax commission to provide that the assessing district will employ or contract with a new
assessor of record, who shall be an advanced assessing officer or a master assessing officer, to achieve and maintain
substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1).
(d) If an assessing district amends its corrective action plan pursuant to subdivision (c), no earlier than May 1 and
no later than September 1 of the following calendar year, the state tax commission shall conduct a second follow-up
review with the assessing district and, within 90 days following that review, provide the district with an evaluation of
its progress in implementing its corrective action plan and a notice of substantial compliance or noncompliance with the
requirements in subsection (1).
(e) If the state tax commission, pursuant to subdivision (b) or (d), provides an assessing district a notice of substantial
compliance with the requirements in subsection (1), no further follow-up reviews are required under this subsection.
(f) Except as otherwise provided in subdivision (g), if the state tax commission provides an assessing district a notice
of noncompliance pursuant to a second follow-up review under subdivision (d) or notifies an assessing district that it has
fallen out of substantial compliance less than 5 calendar years after the calendar year a notice of substantial compliance
was issued under this subsection, the state tax commission may require the assessing district to contract with the
designated assessor for the county to serve as the district’s assessor of record. If the state tax commission notifies an
assessing district that it has fallen out of substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1) more than
4 calendar years after the calendar year a notice of substantial compliance was issued, that notice of noncompliance shall
be treated as an initial determination of noncompliance under this subsection.
(g) Within 30 days after receiving a notice of noncompliance under subdivisions (a), (b), (d), or (f), an assessing
district may file a written petition with the state tax commission challenging the determination. The state tax commission
shall arbitrate the dispute based on the documented facts supporting the notice of noncompliance and the information
contained in the written petition and may request additional information as needed from the assessing district. If a
petition is properly filed under this subdivision, the requirements applicable to an assessing district under subdivisions (a),
(c), and (f) do not apply until the state tax commission notifies the assessing district of the results of the arbitration.
With respect to the corrective action plan filing requirement in subdivision (a), the 60-day window for filing the plan
will run from the date of this notice.
(h) Unless earlier times are agreed to by the state tax commission and the designated assessor, an assessing district
that is under contract with a designated assessor under this subsection may petition the state tax commission no sooner
than 3 years after commencement of the contract to end its contract with the designated assessor and may subsequently
terminate the contract, subject to state tax commission approval, no sooner than 5 years after commencement of the
contract. The state tax commission shall approve termination of a contract under this subdivision if it determines that
the assessing district can achieve and maintain substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1) using a
different assessor of record.
(i) Notwithstanding any other provision of this subsection, the state tax commission may immediately require an
assessing district to contract with the designated assessor for the county to serve as the district’s assessor of record if
after the expiration of 90 days following a second notice of noncompliance under subdivision (b) or the issuance of a
notice of arbitration results under subdivision (g), whichever is later, the assessing district has not either contracted
4
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with the designated assessor for the county or employed or contracted with a new assessor of record pursuant to
subdivision (c) or if both of the following apply:
(i) The assessing district has failed to file an acceptable corrective action plan with the state tax commission under
subdivision (a) within 180 days following an initial notice of noncompliance under subdivision (a) or has failed to make a
good-faith effort to implement a corrective action plan approved by the state tax commission under subdivision (a)
within 240 days following an initial notice of noncompliance under subdivision (a).
(ii) The failure is likely to result in assumption of the assessing district’s assessment roll.
(j) A designated assessor may charge an assessing district that is required to contract with the designated assessor
under this subsection, and that assessing district shall pay, for the reasonable costs incurred by the designated assessor
in serving as the assessing district’s assessor of record, including, but not limited to, the costs of overseeing and
administering the annual assessment, preparing and defending the assessment roll, and operating the assessing office.
The state tax commission shall develop guidelines, which, at a minimum, shall provide for the ability of an assessing
district to protest a charge to the state tax commission and the ability of the state tax commission to resolve disputes
between the designated assessor and the assessing district regarding costs and charges.
(k) A designated assessor is a local assessing unit for purposes of the provisions in section 44 concerning the division
and use of any collected property tax administration fees.
(4) Beginning December 31, 2020, every county shall have a designated assessor on file with the state tax commission,
subject to all of the following:
(a) Subject to subdivision (d), to designate an assessor as a designated assessor, a county shall provide the state tax
commission with an interlocal agreement that designates an individual who will serve as the county’s designated
assessor and shall petition the state tax commission to approve of the individual as the designated assessor for that
county. The interlocal agreement must be executed by the board of commissioners for that county, a majority of the
assessing districts in that county, and the individual put forth as the proposed designated assessor. For purposes of this
subdivision and subsection (5)(d), an assessing district is considered to be in the county where all of, or in the case of an
assessing district that has state equalized value in multiple counties, the largest share of, that assessing district’s state
equalized value is located.
(b) Except as otherwise provided in subdivision (d), if the state tax commission determines that an individual named
in a petition submitted under subdivision (a) is capable of ensuring that contracting assessing districts achieve and
maintain substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1), it shall approve the petition.
(c) Except as otherwise provided in subdivision (d), if the state tax commission determines that an individual named
in a petition submitted under subdivision (a) is not capable of ensuring that contracting assessing districts achieve and
maintain substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1), it shall reject the petition and request the
submission of additional interlocal agreements under subdivision (a) until a suitable assessor has been presented.
(d) Except as otherwise provided in subdivision (e), an approved designated assessor designation shall not be
revoked and no new designation shall be made under subdivision (a) earlier than 5 years following the date of the
approved designation.
(e) The state tax commission may designate and approve, on an interim basis and pursuant to a formal agreement,
an individual to serve as a county’s designated assessor and, if applicable, revoke the approved designation of the
current designated assessor under the following circumstances and subject to the following time limit:
(i) If the designated assessor dies or becomes incapacitated.
(ii) If the designated assessor was designated and approved based on his or her employment status and that status
materially changes.
(iii) If it determines at any time that the designated assessor is not capable of ensuring that contracting assessing
districts achieve and maintain substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1).
(iv) If, as of December 31, 2020, it has not been provided an interlocal agreement, executed as provided in
subdivision (a), that presents a suitable individual to serve as the county’s designated assessor.
(v) An approved designation under this subdivision is effective only until a new assessor has been designated and
approved under subdivisions (a) to (c).
(5) As used in this section:
(a) “Advanced assessing officer” means an individual certified by the state tax commission pursuant to section 10d
as a Michigan Advanced Assessing Officer(3) or, if the state tax commission changes its certification designations, an
individual certified by the state tax commission to perform functions equivalent in scope, as determined by the state
tax commission, to those that previously could have been performed by a Michigan Advanced Assessing Officer(3).
(b) “Assessing district” means a city, township, or joint assessing authority.
5
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(c) “Corrective action plan” means a plan developed by an assessing district that specifically indicates how the
assessing district will achieve substantial compliance with the requirements in subsection (1) and when substantial
compliance will be achieved.
(d) “Designated assessor” means an individual designated and approved, as provided in subsection (4), to serve a
county as the assessor of record for the assessing districts in that county that are required to contract with a designated
assessor pursuant to the process specified in subsection (3).
(e) “Master assessing officer” means an individual certified by the state tax commission pursuant to section 10d as
a Michigan Master Assessing Officer(4) or, if the state tax commission changes its certification designations, an individual
certified by the state tax commission to perform functions equivalent in scope, as determined by the state tax commission,
to those that previously could have been performed by a Michigan Master Assessing Officer(4).
(f) “Noncompliance” means that the identified deficiencies, taken together, pose a significant risk that the assessing
district is unable to perform the assessing function in conformity with the state constitution and state statute. It is the
opposite of substantial compliance and shall be determined based on a holistic evaluation of compliance with the
requirements in subsection (1), taking into account the anticipated overall impact of the deficiencies on the assessing
district’s ability to perform the assessment function. A finding of noncompliance shall not be based on isolated technical
deficiencies.
(g) “Substantial compliance” means that any identified deficiencies do not pose a significant risk that the assessing
district is unable to perform the assessment function in conformity with the state constitution and state statute. It is
the opposite of noncompliance.
(6) Not later than 2 years after the effective date of the amendatory act that added this section, the state tax
commission shall adopt and publish guidelines to implement this section. The guidelines shall include, at a minimum,
minimum standards and model policies to be followed for substantial compliance with the requirements of subsection (1)
and shall identify those deficiencies that may lead to a finding of noncompliance and those deficiencies that are technical.
The state tax commission may update the guidelines as needed to implement this section.
Sec. 28. (1) The township board shall appoint those electors of the township who will constitute a board of review
for the township. At least 2/3 of the members must be property taxpayers of the township. Members appointed to the
board of review shall serve for terms of 2 years beginning at noon on January 1 of each odd-numbered year. Each
member of the board of review shall qualify by taking the constitutional oath of office within 10 days after appointment.
The township board may fill any vacancy that occurs in the membership of the board of review. A member of the
township board is not eligible to serve on the board or to fill any vacancy. A spouse, mother, father, sister, brother, son,
or daughter, including an adopted child, of the assessor is not eligible to serve on the board or to fill any vacancy.
A majority of the board of review constitutes a quorum for the transaction of business, but a lesser number may adjourn
and a majority vote of those present will decide all questions. At least 2 members of a 3-member board of review shall
be present to conduct any business or hearings of the board of review.
(2) The township board may appoint 3, 6, or 9 electors of the township, who will constitute a board of review for the
township. If 6 or 9 members are appointed as provided in this subsection, the membership of the board of review must
be divided into board of review committees consisting of 3 members each for the purpose of hearing and deciding issues
protested pursuant to section 30. Two of the 3 members of a board of review committee constitute a quorum for the
transaction of the business of the committee. All meetings of the members of the board of review and committees must
be held during the same hours of the same day and at the same location.
(3) A township board may appoint not more than 2 alternate members for the same term as regular members of the
board of review. Each alternate member must be a property taxpayer of the township. Alternate members shall qualify
by taking the constitutional oath of office within 10 days after appointment. The township board may fill any vacancy
that occurs in the alternate membership of the board of review. A member of the township board is not eligible to serve
as an alternate member or to fill any vacancy. A spouse, mother, father, sister, brother, son, or daughter, including an
adopted child, of the assessor is not eligible to serve as an alternate member or to fill any vacancy. An alternate member
may be called to perform the duties of a regular member of the board of review in the absence of a regular member. An
alternate member may also be called to perform the duties of a regular member of the board of review for the purpose
of reaching a decision in issues protested in which a regular member has abstained for reasons of conflict of interest.
(4) The size, composition, and manner of appointment of the board of review of a city may be prescribed by the
charter of a city. In the absence of or in place of a charter provision, the governing body of the city, by ordinance, may
establish the city board of review in the same manner and for the same purposes as provided by this section for
townships.
(5) A majority of the entire board of review membership shall indorse the assessment roll as provided in section 30.
The duties and responsibilities of the board contained in section 29 shall be carried out by the entire membership of the
board of review and a majority of the membership constitutes a quorum for those purposes.
(6) The governing bodies of 2 or more contiguous cities or townships may, by agreement, appoint a single board of
review to serve as the board of review for each of those cities or townships for purposes of this act. The provisions in
6
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subsections (1) to (5) should serve as a guide in determining the size, composition, and manner of appointment of a board
of review appointed under this subsection.
Enacting section 1. It is the intent of the legislature to appropriate sufficient money to address start-up and training
costs associated with this amendatory act, including, but not limited to, necessary costs incurred to train board of
review members, increase the number of assessors qualified to serve as assessors of record, facilitate initial designated
assessor designations, respond to assessor requests for technical assistance, enhance staff and programming within the
state tax commission to improve technical support for assessors of record, and transition some assessment services to
designated assessors.
This act is ordered to take immediate effect.

Clerk of the House of Representatives

Secretary of the Senate

Approved

Governor

7
Page 20 of 30

Property Assessing Reform Proposal
Frequently Asked Questions
General Information:
What is Property Assessing Reform?

In its simplest form Property Assessing Reform, P.A. 660, provides a statutory framework
to ensure proper assessing in order to guarantee the highest quality assessments for
taxpayers as well as local units. The Act defines the requirements for a local unit to be
determined to be in substantial compliance with the General Property Tax Act, provides
timetables for audits as well as follow up audits and provides a process for bringing a local
unit into compliance if they remain non-compliant after a follow up review (also known as
the designated assessor).
The Act also mandates training for local unit Boards of Review and allows for local units to
combine Boards of Review for efficiency purposes and provides for a village located within
two assessing districts may request that the assessment of property be completed within
one of the districts.
How does the reform benefit taxpayers, local units, and the state?
By ensuring accurate, uniform, and equitable assessments across the state, reform will
significantly reduce the unnecessary costs associated with incorrect assessments. When
errors occur, taxpayers, local units, and the state are all negatively impacted—in fact, the
state’s interest is substantial, as roughly half the property tax on non-PRE property (the 24
school mills), and roughly a third of all property taxes, is essentially a state revenue source.
Not only do errors raise the risk of taxpayers being over-assessed and unfairly taxed or
local units and the state having their revenues improperly reduced, but they also often
generate litigation expense, as the aggrieved party is forced to appeal simply to enforce
constitutional and statutory requirements. Further, by reducing faith in the system, errors
create a culture of litigation that forces local units to allocate more resources to defending
correct assessments. All of these costs are associated with the quality of the initial
assessment. As assessment quality increases, these costs to taxpayers, local units, and
the state will drop significantly.
The AMAR audits just started—why aren’t we giving them time to work?
The AMAR reviews are in the 2nd five year cycle. What those audits have demonstrated
is that while certain individual units may face unique challenges with assessing, there are
also some systemic deficiencies with our assessing system that need to be addressed. The
minimum quality standards are designed to address those systemic deficiencies, which will
allow the AMAR audits to work more effectively on addressing challenges faced by individual
local units.
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Isn’t this just county assessing by another name?
No. While participating in county assessing is always an option, local units can continue to
do their own assessing or share an assessor of record with another local unit. The only
requirement is that every city, township, and county in the state meet certain specified
minimum quality standards. The objective is not to move every local unit to county
assessing but to ensure accurate, uniform, and equitable assessments across the state
that meet statutory and constitutional requirements.
What is an assessing district?
An assessing district is defined in the statute as City, Township, Or Joint Assessing
Authority.
Does this force local units to give up their assessing function?
No. With the changes in P.A. 660, there are also consequences if a local unit does not
correct assessing deﬁciencies identified in the AMAR. As with the current AMAR process,
the statute provides for an initial AMAR and a corrective action plan to be approved by the
STC. The statute then provides for a follow up review to be conducted in accordance with
the approved corrective action plan. If after that follow up review, the local unit remains in
non-compliance then the local unit has two options: they can employ or contract with a new
assessor of record at the Advanced or Master Level or they can contract with the Designated
Assessor for the County to serve as their assessor of record.
Does the proposal eliminate all MCAO Assessors?
No.
Local assessing works in my community—why are you asking us to change?
To the extent a local unit is currently meeting the minimum quality standards, no change is
necessary. If a local unit is not meeting the standards, they have options, they can employ
or contract with a new assessor of record at the Advanced or Master Level or they can
contract with the Designated Assessor for the County to serve as their assessor of record.

Designated Assessor
What is a Designated Assessor?
The Designated Assessor is part of a process to ensure that local units are in compliance
with the statutory provisions of the AMAR. In other words it is part of a process to make sure
that local units are meeting minimum assessing requirements.
As with the current AMAR process, the statute provides for an initial AMAR and a corrective
action plan to be approved by the STC. The statute then provides for a follow up review to
be conducted in accordance with the approved corrective action plan. If after that follow up
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review, the local unit remains in non-compliance then the local unit has two options: they
can employ or contract with a new assessor of record at the Advanced or Master Level or
they can contract with the Designated Assessor for the County to serve as their assessor
of record.
Who are the Designated Assessors?
The statute provides the process for determining who the Designated Assessors are. Each
County is required to enter into an interlocal agreement that designates the individual who
will serve as the County’s Designated Assessor. That interlocal agreement must be
approved by the County Board and a majority of the assessing districts in the County. Once
the interlocal agreement is approved, it is sent to the State Tax Commission for final
approval. The STC will determine if the individual named as the Designated Assessor is
capable of ensuring they can achieve and maintain substantial compliance for any local unit
that contracts with them.
So, the County will automatically be the Designated Assessor?
While the County can certainly be named the Designated Assessor, it is not an automatic
designation as the Designated Assessor is determined by the approved interlocal
agreement.
How will locals pay for the Designated Assessor?
The Designated Assessor will serve in place of the local unit’s current assessor. It is
expected that using the money from that current salary will help offset the costs of the
Designated Assessor. Additionally, as previously mentioned, errors raise the risk of
taxpayers being over-assessed and unfairly taxed or local units and the state having their
revenues improperly reduced, but they also often generate litigation expense, as the
aggrieved party is forced to appeal simply to enforce constitutional and statutory
requirements.

Boards of Review:
We heard that Boards of Review are now going to be at the County level and no
longer in each local unit?
While the statute provides that Boards of Review can be combined across two or more
contiguous local units, it does not mandate that Boards of Review be combined or that
Boards of Review are moving to the County.
Is it true that training is now mandated for Boards of Review?
P.A. 660 requires that the STC audit to ensure that local units require their Boards of
Review to receive training and updates as approved by the STC.
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We can’t recruit BOR members now, isn’t requiring training going to make things
worse?
The evolving complexity of the property tax has increased the expertise needed to
understand and apply the law. While local boards provide the primary quality control check
on assessments, board members do not have to possess any knowledge of property tax
law or assessing practices. This combination of increasingly complex responsibilities and
no expertise requirement often results in misapplication of the law, increasing taxpayer and
local unit litigation costs and reducing faith in the system.
The STC will be working with our partner organizations, specifically Michigan Townships
Association to ensure easy access to Board of Review training and we will also provide an
online option.

Miscellaneous:
I heard that now Villages have to get their own assessor’s is that true?
No. P.A. 660 did make a change to the way Villages are assessed but only in very specific
circumstances and if the Village wants to make a change. Specifically the Act indicates that
a Village that is located in more than one assessing district, may request the STC to approve
that the assessing for the Village be combined with the assessing of property in 1 of the
local units, thereby eliminating the need for the Village to be assessed in two different local
units and potentially by two different assessors.
When does this all go into effect?
While the majority of the reforms do not go into place until 2022, local units can prepare
now and put in place processes and procedures to ensure they are meeting the
requirements once they “go live” in 2022.
So what is going to be happening over the next few years until this goes into effect?
There will be a lot going on at both the State and local levels to prepare for the 2022
implementation. First, the Department of Treasury has implemented a website dedicated
to assessing reform. This website will be updated with things local units need to know,
required forms and key dates. Second, the Department also has a dedicated email address
for anyone who has questions regarding the reform. Finally, we are working with our partner
organizations on information sessions and training opportunities.
What should local units be doing to prepare?
The most important thing that local units can do now to prepare is to ensure they are meeting
the requirements in the current AMAR and if not, that they work to ensure corrections are
made to bring them into compliance. Local units should talk to their assessors to ensure
they are following the AMAR minimum requirements. Local units can find more information
on the AMAR on the STC website under the AMAR tab. This link provides information on
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each of the AMAR requirements and the statutory authority or STC policy associated with
each requirement.
What is the STC going to be doing?
The STC will be working on issuing guidelines, updating their rules and providing formation
on the various components of the reform. This includes development of the audit program,
implementation of Board of Review training programs, as well as defining key terms such
as substantial compliance.
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SUBJECT:

Overview of Audit Process and Designated Assessor under Public Act 660 of 2018

Public Act 660 of 2018 was approved by Governor Snyder on December 28, 2018 and amended the
General Property Tax Act to provide a statutory framework to ensure proper assessing in order to
guarantee the highest quality assessments for taxpayers as well as local units. The Act defines the
requirements for substantial compliance with the General Property Tax Act, provides timelines for
audits and follow-up audits, and details a process for bringing a local unit into compliance if they
remain non-compliant after a follow-up review. The Designated Assessor is an integral part of that
process.
Audit Process Overview
The Commission will conduct an audit of assessment practices according to a published schedule. If
the assessing district (City, Township or Joint Assessing Authority) is determined to be in substantial
compliance, the audit process for that five-year cycle is complete and the assessing district is not
required to take any additional action.
If the State Tax Commission determines that an assessing district is not in substantial compliance with
the General Property Tax Act, the Commission will provide the assessing district with a notice of
noncompliance, including the reasons the assessing district is not in substantial compliance.
The assessing district must either appeal the audit determination by filing a written petition to be
developed by the State Tax Commission or they must submit a corrective action plan to be approved
by the State Tax Commission. “Corrective action plan” is defined in P.A. 660 of 2018 as “a plan
developed by an assessing district that specifically indicates how the assessing district will achieve
substantial compliance . . . and when substantial compliance will be achieved.” (Emphasis added).
Additional information related to the corrective action plan and petition to challenge the audit results
will be provided by the State Tax Commission in separate guidance.
In the event the Commission conducts a follow-up review and the assessing district is not in substantial
compliance after the follow-up review, the assessing district has three options:
1.

The assessing district may hire a new Michigan Advanced Assessing Officer (MAAO) or
Michigan Master Assessor Officer (MMAO),

www.michigan.gov/statetaxcommission
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2.
3.

The State Tax Commission assumes jurisdiction over the assessment roll in order to bring
the roll into substantial compliance, or,
The local unit may move directly to the designated assessor.

Regardless of which option is selected, the Commission will conduct a second follow-up review to
determine if the assessment roll is in substantial compliance. If, after the second follow-up review the
assessing district continues to be in noncompliance, the local unit will move directly to the Designated
Assessor process.
As defined in statute substantial compliance “means that any identified deficiencies do not pose a
significant risk that the assessing district is unable to perform the assessment function in conformity
with the state constitution and state statute.”
As defined in statute noncompliance “means that the identified deficiencies, taken together, pose a
significant risk that the assessing district is unable to perform the assessing function in conformity with
the state constitution and state statute.”
At the December 17, 2019 State Tax Commission meeting, the Commission determined “substantial
compliance” to mean that the local unit 1) has properly calculated and appropriately documented
Economic Condition Factors; 2) has properly calculated and appropriately documented land value
determinations; and 3) less than 1% of the record cards are on override and less than 1% of the record
cards reflect flat land values. If any of the requirements associated with those items are not met, the
local unit will be considered noncompliant and the notice of noncompliance will be issued.
Once the audit is complete, if an assessing district is notified that it has fallen out of substantial
compliance prior to the next audit, the State Tax Commission may require the assessing district to
contract with the Designated Assessor to serve as their assessor of record. If the assessing district is
notified that it has fallen out of substantial compliance more than four years after the initial finding of
substantial compliance, then the regular audit process will be followed.
What is the Designated Assessor?
The Designated Assessor is part of a process to ensure that local units are in compliance with the
statutory provisions of the General Property Tax Act, meaning that local units are meeting minimum
assessing requirements.
The Designated Assessor is the individual selected and agreed to by the County Board of
Commissioners and a majority of the assessing districts within that county, subject to final approval of
the State Tax Commission.
The Designated Assessor serves as the assessor of record and assumes all duties and responsibilities as
the assessor of record for an assessing district that is determined to be non-compliant with an audit.
The Designated Assessor is not an automatic requirement for Countywide assessing or for the County
Equalization Director to take over as the assessor for local units. While the County can be named the
Designated Assessor, it is not an automatic designation as the Designated Assessor as this is
determined by the approved interlocal agreement.
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Who may be the Designated Assessor?
Each Assessing District within each County is required to have an assessor of record with a
certification level that meets the valuation requirements set forth by the State Tax Commission.
Township and City certification levels are adjusted annually and approved by the STC. The individual
who will serve as the county’s Designated Assessor must be in good standing and be certified, at least,
at the highest level required within the County. If the County contains an Assessing District that
requires a Michigan Master Assessing Officer (MMAO), the Designated Assessor must then also be
certified at the MMAO level. If the County only contains Assessing Districts that require a Michigan
Advanced Assessing Officer (MAAO) certification, or a lower certification, the Designated Assessor
may be certified at the level of MAAO. A Michigan Certified Assessing Officer (MCAO) may not
serve as the Designated Assessor. As part of the annual certification level process, the Commission
will review all MAAO Designated Assessors to ensure compliance with certification level
requirements. Additionally, the STC will examine and determine a specific process, on a case by case
basis, any specific instance of a MAAO that has been assigned multiple units that may place them
beyond the certification requirements of a MAAO.
Notification of Selected Designated Assessor
P.A. 660 of 2018 requires that each county notify the State Tax Commission, no later than December
31, 2020, of the individual that will serve as the county’s Designated Assessor. In addition, the county
must provide the State Tax Commission with the interlocal agreement executed by the County Board
of Commissioners, a majority of the assessing districts within that county, and the proposed
Designated Assessor for the county. The interlocal agreement must provide enough detail regarding the
assessment responsibilities for the designated assessor. The Commission expects the interlocal
agreement will include, but not be limited to, the following:
•

Information related to the scope of services being provided by the Designated Assessor,
including preparation of assessment rolls, timeline for delivery of documents and execution
of forms, attendance at Boards of Review meetings, duties and responsibilities related to
property tax appeals, both Small Claims and Entire Tribunal, filed with the Michigan Tax
Tribunal, responsibility to meet with local unit officials, and obligations of local unit
assessing staff members.

•

Duties and responsibilities for each local unit within the County, including providing the
Designated Assessor with reasonable access to records, documents and information.

•

Details relating to cost and compensation for overseeing and administering the annual
assessment and operating the assessing office, including payment terms and cost
reimbursement.

Failure to timely notify the State Tax Commission of the county’s Designated Assessor will result in
the State Tax Commission selecting a Designated Assessor for the county.
If the State Tax Commission determines that an individual named as the Designated Assessor is
capable of ensuring that the assessing districts within the county will achieve and maintain substantial
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compliance, the Commission shall approve that individual as the County’s Designated Assessor. Once
approved, the designation will not be revoked for at least five years from the approval date.
If the State Tax Commission is unable to approve the individual identified as the county’s Designated
Assessor because the Commission determines that the proposed Designated Assessor is not capable of
ensuring that the assessing districts will achieve and maintain substantial compliance, the county must
submit a new Designated Assessor candidate and accompanying interlocal agreement within sixty days
of the Commission’s determination. The county will be required to repeat the process until a
satisfactory Designated Assessor can be approved. The State Tax Commission will appoint an
individual to serve as the county’s temporary Designated Assessor during this period.
The State Tax Commission will develop a form to be utilized by the County Equalization Departments
to notify the Commission of the proposed Designated Assessor. The Designated Assessor form will be
available by August 18, 2020. The form must be submitted to the Commission no later than December
31, 2020.
Designated Assessor Term
Once an assessing district is under contract with a Designated Assessor, the Designated Assessor will
remain in place for a minimum of five years. Statute does provide for a local unit to petition the
Commission to end the contract after the Designated Assessor has been in place for 3 years.
The Commission shall approve termination of a contract if it is determined that the assessing district
can achieve and maintain substantial compliance with the General Property Tax Act using a different
assessor of record other than the Designated Assessor.
The State Tax Commission may revoke the Designated Assessor and provide for an interim designated
assessor if:
1. The Designated Assessor dies or becomes incapacitated
2. The Designated Assessor’s employment status materially changes or
3. The Designated Assessor is not capable of ensuring that the assessing district is able to
achieve and maintain substantial compliance with MCL 211.10g.
The interim Designated Assessor will remain in place until a new Designated Assessor can be selected
following the interlocal agreement process.
If the Designated Assessor is serving as an assessor of record for an assessing district that is found to
be in noncompliance, the State Tax Commission will appoint an individual to serve as the county’s
temporary Designated Assessor. The county will utilize the normal process to select and notify the
Commission of the new Designated Assessor.
Designated Assessor Costs
The Designated Assessor is permitted to charge an assessing district for the reasonable costs incurred
in serving as the assessing district’s assessor of record, including, but not limited to, the costs of
overseeing and administering the annual assessment, preparing and defending the assessment roll, and
operating the assessing office. The assessing district is required to pay these costs in accordance with
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the interlocal agreement. The costs and fees agreed to by the county, assessing districts and the
Designated Assessor is a local issue and will vary statewide.
The Commission will develop guidelines as required by statute for any local unit to protest charges by
the Designated Assessor.
Audit Preparation
While the audit process outlined in P.A. 660 of 2018 will not commence until 2022, assessing districts
can prepare for these audits by meeting the requirements of the current Audit of Minimum Assessing
Requirements (AMAR) and the “Supervising Preparation of the Assessment Roll”, as those
requirements existed on October 1, 2018. Additionally, assessing districts should employ an assessor
certified by the State Tax Commission at the proper certification level based on the valuation
requirements, adjusted annually, set forth by the State Tax Commission. Additional information about
the AMAR, including the AMAR Review Sheet, and certification levels, are available on the State Tax
Commission website (www.michigan.gov/statetaxcommission).
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CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
(616) 949-2110

www.eastgr.org

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Honorable Mayor and City Commissioners
Sharla Seath, Finance Manager
April 13, 2021

RE:

Bond Refinance Update

They City completed bond pricing April 7th for the Community Center (Municipal Complex Debt)
refinancing. The overall net present value savings is $522,515.86 for the life of the bonds and
equates to approximately $46,000 in annual taxpayer savings. Original projections from February
2021 were $571,530 in savings, but the market shifted in late February resulting in a change in the
final amount.
The savings allows the City to reduce the millage rate levied to residents for the payment of this debt.
The estimated levy reduction for FY 2021-22 is 0.0575 mills from 0.7449 to 0.6874, which will be
approximately $46,000 in savings to the taxpayers.
The terms of the bond did not change, and the bond will be paid off in 2033.
Attached is the final pricing sheet.

REVIEWED & APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles
City Manager
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SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021
Dated Date
Delivery Date

04/28/2021
04/28/2021

Sources:
Bond Proceeds:
Par Amount
Premium

5,665,000.00
751,076.60
6,416,076.60

Uses:
Refunding Escrow Deposits:
Cash Deposit
Cost of Issuance:
Bond Counsel
Rating Agency (S&P)
Official Statement
MI Department of Treasury
Escrow Agent
Paying Agent
Publications and Miscellaneous

Underwriter's Discount:
Other Underwriter's Discount
Other Uses of Funds:
Rounding Amount

6,287,367.92

31,000.00
15,750.00
4,000.00
1,000.00
750.00
750.00
2,500.00
55,750.00

70,812.50

2,146.18
6,416,076.60

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.
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SUMMARY OF BONDS REFUNDED
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021

Bond

Maturity
Date

Interest
Rate

Par
Amount

Unlimited Tax General Obligation Refunding Bonds, Series 2012B, BOND:
04/01/2022
2.500%
415,000.00
04/01/2023
2.500%
450,000.00
04/01/2024
2.500%
480,000.00
04/01/2025
2.500%
520,000.00
04/01/2026
2.500%
555,000.00
04/01/2027
2.500%
570,000.00
04/01/2028
3.000%
560,000.00
04/01/2029
3.000%
555,000.00
04/01/2030
3.000%
550,000.00
04/01/2031
3.000%
545,000.00
04/01/2032
3.000%
535,000.00
04/01/2033
3.000%
525,000.00

Call
Date

05/28/2021
05/28/2021
05/28/2021
05/28/2021
05/28/2021
05/28/2021
05/28/2021
05/28/2021
05/28/2021
05/28/2021
05/28/2021
05/28/2021

Call
Price

100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000

6,260,000.00

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.
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PRIOR BOND DEBT SERVICE
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021

Period
Ending
10/01/2021
04/01/2022
10/01/2022
04/01/2023
10/01/2023
04/01/2024
10/01/2024
04/01/2025
10/01/2025
04/01/2026
10/01/2026
04/01/2027
10/01/2027
04/01/2028
10/01/2028
04/01/2029
10/01/2029
04/01/2030
10/01/2030
04/01/2031
10/01/2031
04/01/2032
10/01/2032
04/01/2033

Principal

Coupon

415,000

2.500%

450,000

2.500%

480,000

2.500%

520,000

2.500%

555,000

2.500%

570,000

2.500%

560,000

3.000%

555,000

3.000%

550,000

3.000%

545,000

3.000%

535,000

3.000%

525,000

3.000%

6,260,000

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.

Annual
Debt
Service

Interest

Debt Service

86,425.00
86,425.00
81,237.50
81,237.50
75,612.50
75,612.50
69,612.50
69,612.50
63,112.50
63,112.50
56,175.00
56,175.00
49,050.00
49,050.00
40,650.00
40,650.00
32,325.00
32,325.00
24,075.00
24,075.00
15,900.00
15,900.00
7,875.00
7,875.00

86,425.00
501,425.00
81,237.50
531,237.50
75,612.50
555,612.50
69,612.50
589,612.50
63,112.50
618,112.50
56,175.00
626,175.00
49,050.00
609,050.00
40,650.00
595,650.00
32,325.00
582,325.00
24,075.00
569,075.00
15,900.00
550,900.00
7,875.00
532,875.00

540,750

1,204,100.00

7,464,100.00

7,464,100

587,850
612,475
631,225
659,225
681,225
682,350
658,100
636,300
614,650
593,150
566,800
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ESCROW REQUIREMENTS
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021
Period
Ending
05/28/2021

Interest

Principal
Redeemed

Total

27,367.92

6,260,000.00

6,287,367.92

27,367.92

6,260,000.00

6,287,367.92

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.
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ESCROW COST
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021
Purchase
Date

Cost of
Securities

04/28/2021
0

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.

Cash
Deposit

Total
Escrow Cost

6,287,367.92

6,287,367.92

6,287,367.92

6,287,367.92

Page 5

ESCROW SUFFICIENCY
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021

Date

Escrow
Requirement

04/28/2021
05/28/2021

6,287,367.92
6,287,367.92

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.

Net Escrow
Receipts

Excess
Receipts

Excess
Balance

6,287,367.92

6,287,367.92
-6,287,367.92

6,287,367.92

6,287,367.92

0.00

Page 6

ESCROW STATISTICS
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021

Total
Escrow Cost

Modified
Duration
(years)

Yield to
Receipt
Date

Yield to
Disbursement
Date

Global Proceeds Escrow:
6,287,367.92

Perfect
Escrow
Cost

Value of
Negative
Arbitrage

6,281,468.36

6,287,367.92

6,281,468.36

Delivery date
Arbitrage yield

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.

Cost of
Dead Time

5,899.56
0.00

5,899.56

04/28/2021
1.129691%
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BOND PRICING
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021
Bond Component

Maturity
Date

Amount

Rate

Yield

04/01/2022
04/01/2023
04/01/2024
04/01/2025
04/01/2026
04/01/2027
04/01/2028
04/01/2029
04/01/2030
04/01/2031
04/01/2032
04/01/2033

370,000
390,000
420,000
460,000
495,000
515,000
510,000
510,000
505,000
505,000
500,000
485,000

3.000%
3.000%
3.000%
3.000%
3.000%
4.000%
4.000%
4.000%
4.000%
4.000%
2.000%
2.000%

0.200%
0.300%
0.400%
0.550%
0.680%
0.880%
1.030%
1.130%
1.250%
1.350%
1.450%
1.550%

Price

Yield to
Maturity

Call
Date

Call
Price

Premium
(-Discount)

100.000
100.000

9,568.20
20,194.20
31,718.40
43,700.00
55,524.15
92,560.95
100,985.10
110,649.60
116,932.75
123,911.85
25,330.00
20,001.40

Serial Bonds:
102.586
105.178
107.552
109.500
111.217
117.973
119.801
121.696
123.155
124.537
105.066 C
104.124 C

1.496%
1.618%

5,665,000

Dated Date
Delivery Date
First Coupon

751,076.60

04/28/2021
04/28/2021
10/01/2021

Par Amount
Premium

5,665,000.00
751,076.60

Production
Underwriter's Discount

6,416,076.60
-70,812.50

113.258192%
-1.250000%

Purchase Price
Accrued Interest

6,345,264.10

112.008192%

Net Proceeds

6,345,264.10

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.

04/01/2031
04/01/2031
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BOND DEBT SERVICE
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021
Dated Date
Delivery Date

Period
Ending
10/01/2021
04/01/2022
10/01/2022
04/01/2023
10/01/2023
04/01/2024
10/01/2024
04/01/2025
10/01/2025
04/01/2026
10/01/2026
04/01/2027
10/01/2027
04/01/2028
10/01/2028
04/01/2029
10/01/2029
04/01/2030
10/01/2030
04/01/2031
10/01/2031
04/01/2032
10/01/2032
04/01/2033

Principal

Coupon

370,000

3.000%

390,000

3.000%

420,000

3.000%

460,000

3.000%

495,000

3.000%

515,000

4.000%

510,000

4.000%

510,000

4.000%

505,000

4.000%

505,000

4.000%

500,000

2.000%

485,000

2.000%

5,665,000

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.

04/28/2021
04/28/2021

Interest

Debt Service

78,858.75
92,775.00
87,225.00
87,225.00
81,375.00
81,375.00
75,075.00
75,075.00
68,175.00
68,175.00
60,750.00
60,750.00
50,450.00
50,450.00
40,250.00
40,250.00
30,050.00
30,050.00
19,950.00
19,950.00
9,850.00
9,850.00
4,850.00
4,850.00

78,858.75
462,775.00
87,225.00
477,225.00
81,375.00
501,375.00
75,075.00
535,075.00
68,175.00
563,175.00
60,750.00
575,750.00
50,450.00
560,450.00
40,250.00
550,250.00
30,050.00
535,050.00
19,950.00
524,950.00
9,850.00
509,850.00
4,850.00
489,850.00

1,227,633.75

6,892,633.75

Annual
Debt Service

541,633.75
564,450.00
582,750.00
610,150.00
631,350.00
636,500.00
610,900.00
590,500.00
565,100.00
544,900.00
519,700.00
494,700.00
6,892,633.75
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SAVINGS
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021

Date
10/01/2021
04/01/2022
10/01/2022
04/01/2023
10/01/2023
04/01/2024
10/01/2024
04/01/2025
10/01/2025
04/01/2026
10/01/2026
04/01/2027
10/01/2027
04/01/2028
10/01/2028
04/01/2029
10/01/2029
04/01/2030
10/01/2030
04/01/2031
10/01/2031
04/01/2032
10/01/2032
04/01/2033

Prior
Debt Service

Refunding
Debt Service

Savings

86,425.00
501,425.00
81,237.50
531,237.50
75,612.50
555,612.50
69,612.50
589,612.50
63,112.50
618,112.50
56,175.00
626,175.00
49,050.00
609,050.00
40,650.00
595,650.00
32,325.00
582,325.00
24,075.00
569,075.00
15,900.00
550,900.00
7,875.00
532,875.00

78,858.75
462,775.00
87,225.00
477,225.00
81,375.00
501,375.00
75,075.00
535,075.00
68,175.00
563,175.00
60,750.00
575,750.00
50,450.00
560,450.00
40,250.00
550,250.00
30,050.00
535,050.00
19,950.00
524,950.00
9,850.00
509,850.00
4,850.00
489,850.00

7,566.25
38,650.00
-5,987.50
54,012.50
-5,762.50
54,237.50
-5,462.50
54,537.50
-5,062.50
54,937.50
-4,575.00
50,425.00
-1,400.00
48,600.00
400.00
45,400.00
2,275.00
47,275.00
4,125.00
44,125.00
6,050.00
41,050.00
3,025.00
43,025.00

7,464,100.00

6,892,633.75

571,466.25

Present Value
Annual
to 04/28/2021
Savings @ 1.4863357%

46,050.00

7,518.78
38,124.19
-5,862.48
52,494.55
-5,559.24
51,938.38
-5,192.36
51,457.98
-4,741.40
51,073.45
-4,221.84
46,189.26
-1,272.94
43,863.19
358.35
40,372.77
2,008.16
41,422.19
3,587.65
38,093.86
5,184.54
34,918.23
2,554.16
36,060.25

571,466.25

520,369.68

46,216.25
48,025.00
48,475.00
49,075.00
49,875.00
45,850.00
47,200.00
45,800.00
49,550.00
48,250.00
47,100.00

Savings Summary

PV of savings from cash flow
Plus: Refunding funds on hand

520,369.68
2,146.18

Net PV Savings

522,515.86

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.
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SUMMARY OF REFUNDING RESULTS
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021

Dated Date
Delivery Date
Arbitrage yield
Escrow yield
Value of Negative Arbitrage

04/28/2021
04/28/2021
1.129691%
0.000000%

Bond Par Amount
True Interest Cost
Net Interest Cost
All-In TIC
Average Coupon
Average Life

5,665,000.00
1.340823%
1.442150%
1.486336%
3.234435%
6.700

Par amount of refunded bonds
Average coupon of refunded bonds
Average life of refunded bonds

6,260,000.00
2.869827%
6.630

PV of prior debt to 04/28/2021 @ 1.486336%
Net PV Savings
Percentage savings of refunded bonds
Percentage savings of refunding bonds

6,809,883.78
522,515.86
8.346899%
9.223581%

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.
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FORM 8038 STATISTICS
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021
Dated Date
Delivery Date

Bond Component

Date

04/28/2021
04/28/2021

Principal

Coupon

Price

Issue Price

Redemption
at Maturity

370,000.00
390,000.00
420,000.00
460,000.00
495,000.00
515,000.00
510,000.00
510,000.00
505,000.00
505,000.00
500,000.00
485,000.00

3.000%
3.000%
3.000%
3.000%
3.000%
4.000%
4.000%
4.000%
4.000%
4.000%
2.000%
2.000%

102.586
105.178
107.552
109.500
111.217
117.973
119.801
121.696
123.155
124.537
105.066
104.124

379,568.20
410,194.20
451,718.40
503,700.00
550,524.15
607,560.95
610,985.10
620,649.60
621,932.75
628,911.85
525,330.00
505,001.40

370,000.00
390,000.00
420,000.00
460,000.00
495,000.00
515,000.00
510,000.00
510,000.00
505,000.00
505,000.00
500,000.00
485,000.00

6,416,076.60

5,665,000.00

Serial Bonds:
04/01/2022
04/01/2023
04/01/2024
04/01/2025
04/01/2026
04/01/2027
04/01/2028
04/01/2029
04/01/2030
04/01/2031
04/01/2032
04/01/2033

5,665,000.00

Final Maturity
Entire Issue

Maturity
Date

Interest
Rate

Issue
Price

Stated
Redemption
at Maturity

Weighted
Average
Maturity

Yield

04/01/2033

2.000%

505,001.40
6,416,076.60

485,000.00
5,665,000.00

6.7727

1.1297%

Proceeds used for accrued interest
Proceeds used for bond issuance costs (including underwriters' discount)
Proceeds used for credit enhancement
Proceeds allocated to reasonably required reserve or replacement fund
Proceeds used to refund prior tax-exempt bonds
Proceeds used to refund prior taxable bonds
Remaining WAM of prior tax-exempt bonds (years)
Remaining WAM of prior taxable bonds (years)
Last call date of refunded tax-exempt bonds

0.00
126,562.50
0.00
0.00
6,287,367.92
0.00
6.6303
0.0000
05/28/2021

2011 Form 8038 Statistics
Proceeds used to currently refund prior issues
Proceeds used to advance refund prior issues
Remaining weighted average maturity of the bonds to be currently refunded
Remaining weighted average maturity of the bonds to be advance refunded

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.

6,287,367.92
0.00
6.6303
0.0000
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FORM 8038 STATISTICS
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021
Refunded Bonds

Bond
Component

Date

Principal

Coupon

Price

Issue Price

Unlimited Tax General Obligation Refunding Bonds, Series 2012B:
BOND
04/01/2022
415,000.00
2.500%
BOND
04/01/2023
450,000.00
2.500%
BOND
04/01/2024
480,000.00
2.500%
BOND
04/01/2025
520,000.00
2.500%
BOND
04/01/2026
555,000.00
2.500%
BOND
04/01/2027
570,000.00
2.500%
BOND
04/01/2028
560,000.00
3.000%
BOND
04/01/2029
555,000.00
3.000%
BOND
04/01/2030
550,000.00
3.000%
BOND
04/01/2031
545,000.00
3.000%
BOND
04/01/2032
535,000.00
3.000%
BOND
04/01/2033
525,000.00
3.000%

100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000
100.000

415,000.00
450,000.00
480,000.00
520,000.00
555,000.00
570,000.00
560,000.00
555,000.00
550,000.00
545,000.00
535,000.00
525,000.00

6,260,000.00

6,260,000.00

Last
Call
Date
Unlimited Tax General Obligation Refunding Bonds, Series 2012B
All Refunded Issues

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.

05/28/2021
05/28/2021

Issue
Date
10/01/2020

Remaining
Weighted
Average
Maturity
6.6303
6.6303
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PROOF OF ARBITRAGE YIELD
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021

Date

Debt Service

PV
Factor

10/01/2021
04/01/2022
10/01/2022
04/01/2023
10/01/2023
04/01/2024
10/01/2024
04/01/2025
10/01/2025
04/01/2026
10/01/2026
04/01/2027
10/01/2027
04/01/2028
10/01/2028
04/01/2029
10/01/2029
04/01/2030
10/01/2030
04/01/2031

78,858.75
462,775.00
87,225.00
477,225.00
81,375.00
501,375.00
75,075.00
535,075.00
68,175.00
563,175.00
60,750.00
575,750.00
50,450.00
560,450.00
40,250.00
550,250.00
30,050.00
535,050.00
19,950.00
1,509,950.00

0.995223763
0.989633860
0.984075353
0.978548066
0.973051825
0.967586455
0.962151783
0.956747635
0.951373841
0.946030231
0.940716634
0.935432882
0.930178807
0.924954243
0.919759024
0.914592986
0.909455963
0.904347794
0.899268316
0.894217368

6,863,233.75

Present Value
to 04/28/2021
@ 1.1296913144%
78,482.10
457,977.81
85,835.97
466,987.60
79,182.09
485,123.66
72,233.55
511,931.74
64,859.91
532,780.58
57,148.54
538,575.48
46,927.52
518,390.61
37,020.30
503,254.79
27,329.15
483,871.29
17,940.40
1,350,223.51
6,416,076.60

Proceeds Summary

Delivery date
Par Value
Premium (Discount)

04/28/2021
5,665,000.00
751,076.60

Target for yield calculation

6,416,076.60

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.
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PROOF OF ARBITRAGE YIELD
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan
General Obligation Unlimited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2021
Current Refunding of Series 2012 UTGO Bonds
Affirmed Bond Rating of 'AA+'
Optional Redemption :: April 1, 2031 @ 100
FINAL NUMBERS :: April 7, 2021
Assumed Call/Computation Dates for Premium Bonds

Bond
Component
SERIAL
SERIAL

Maturity
Date
04/01/2032
04/01/2033

Rate

Yield

2.000%
2.000%

1.450%
1.550%

Call
Date
04/01/2031
04/01/2031

Call
Price

Yield To
Call/Maturity

100.000
100.000

1.4501629%
1.5501486%

Rejected Call/Computation Dates for Premium Bonds

Bond
Component
SERIAL
SERIAL

Maturity
Date
04/01/2032
04/01/2033

Rate

Yield

2.000%
2.000%

1.450%
1.550%

Apr 7, 2021 12:33 pm Prepared by Robert W. Baird & Co.

Call
Date

Call
Price

Yield To
Call/Maturity

Increase
to Yield

1.4956947%
1.6183824%

0.0455318%
0.0682338%
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
Regular Meeting Held March 29, 2021

Mayor Favale called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. in the City Commission Chambers at the East Grand Rapids
Community Center and led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance. She announced the meeting was also being held
electronically as allowed by the recent amendment to the Michigan Open Meetings Act in response to the COVID-19 crisis.
She invited any citizen attending by computer or phone to ask questions or offer comments during the public comment times.

Present in Person:

Commissioners Hamrick and Mayor Favale

Present Virtually:

Commissioners Arendshorst, Duncan, Hecksel, Pachla and Walters

Absent:

None

Also Present:

City Attorney Huff; City Manager Charles; Deputy City Manager LaFave; City Clerk Brower; Interim
Parks & Recreation Director Fasbender; Finance Director Seath; Public Safety Director Herald; Traffic
Consultants Zull and Schultz

2021-57.

The agenda was approved as published.

2021-58.

No public comment was received.

2021-59.

Commissioner Hamrick reminded everyone of the Manhattan Trails meeting at 6 pm tomorrow evening.
Commissioner Pachla congratulated the boys swim team and girls basketball teams on their recent district
championships and the H.S. Science Olympiad team for their 2nd place in the Region 12 tournament.
Commissioner Hecksel reminded everyone to call the city with questions/concerns or to use the “submit a
request” icon on the website to submit the request online.
Commissioner Walters also congratulated the high school dive team on their recent state results.
Mayor Favale announced that yard waste pickup starts on Monday, April 5. She also encouraged everyone to
make use of the Styrofoam recycling event on May 15 at the DPW Garage.
City Manager Charles reported staff was working on updating the city’s bond rating for the refinancing of the
community center bonds. He also noted that the public safety data collection discussion was being moved to
May 5 due to staff vacation schedules.

2021-60.

Presentation of draft Mobility Bike Action Plan.
Chris Zull and Suzanne Schultz of Progressive AE reviewed the draft of the Mobility Bike Action Plan
compiled after several public input sessions and citizen surveys to determine areas of interest and concern. The
plan provides a framework for various types of treatment to improve access, safety and connectivity for
pedestrians and cyclists. The mobility plan is the beginning of a multi-year process of capital improvement
planning, short- and long-term plans and suggestions for policy updates that should be considered.
Mayor Favale asked for public comment on the draft plan.
Tom Tilma, 1635 Hall, noted it was a great start but didn’t contain enough specific action items. He suggested
taking three months to refine the plan, update ordinances and explore federal grants and programs like the Safe
Routes to School and then submit a revised plan for implementation. He did not feel that the public was aware
of this plan and should be allowed additional time to comment.

Proceedings of the East Grand Rapids City Commission
Regular Meeting Held March 29, 2021
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Mayor Favale closed the public comment.
Commissioner Walters felt the plan was a good overview of the issues but also felt that more specific actions,
including 1-year, 5-year and longer plans, should be added. He also wondered how residents would prioritize
and embrace some of the suggestions in the plan when the changes are slated for their streets and
neighborhoods.
Commissioner Arendshorst looked forward to working through the ideas in the plan as staff designs street and
sidewalk improvements each year.
Commissioner Pachla agreed the plan was a good foundation and community input would be important as each
step was implemented. He suggested adding more definitive timelines to the plan.
Commissioner Hamrick wanted to see alternative shadow routes developed and promoted to take traffic and
congestion off the main streets.
Mr. Zull noted that pages 34-37 of the Mobility Bike Action Plan outlines many recommended short-mid- and
long-term suggested changes for various locations.
2021-61.

Discussion of Lakeside Drive mural replacement request.
High School Art Club students Abby Schad and Audrey Grunwaldt presented a preliminary design for a new
mural and a draft budget for materials. The design includes many current and historical landmarks of East
Grand Rapids and would take about 10 days to complete. They requested approximately $587 for paint, supplies
and possibly sandblasting to remove the old mural before repainting.
Commissioners enthusiastically approved of the historical design elements and thanked the students for all their
work in research, designing and planning the mural. Mayor Favale suggested the city approve the requested
funding with the possibility of additional material costs if necessary.

2021-61-A.

Pachla-Arendshorst. To approve the submitted mural design and to direct staff to work with the student
group to provide adequate supplies for the project.
High School Art Teacher Terry Szpieg thanked the commission for being receptive to the new ideas and for
providing the supplies.
Yeas:
Nays:

2021-62.

Arendshorst, Duncan, Hamrick, Hecksel, Pachla, Walters and Favale – 7
-0-

Discussion of options for virtual and in-person meetings.
City Attorney Huff reported the current Open Meetings Act exemption allowing virtual participation on public
meetings was expiring on March 30. However, the Act does allow virtual participation if there is a state of
emergency. Due to the continued rise in COVID-19 cases, it is advisable to continue limiting in-person
gatherings. Therefore, as allowed by Chapter 6 of the City Code, Mayor Favale has declared a local state of
emergency for the purpose of allowing public bodies to meet virtually until June 30, 2021 due to the COVID-19
pandemic. The City Code requires the City Commission to affirm the decision of the Mayor. The state of
emergency can be rescinded before its expiration if necessary.
City Manager Charles reported Kent County had also declared a state of emergency through June 30.

2021-62-A.

Walters-Pachla. To affirm the decision of the Mayor to declare a state of emergency until June 30, 2021 to
allow remote participation in meetings due to the continued need to restrict gatherings to slow the spread of
COVID-19 be adopted as attached in Exhibit “A.”
Yeas:
Nays:

Arendshorst, Duncan, Hamrick, Hecksel, Pachla, Walters and Favale – 7
-0-

Proceedings of the East Grand Rapids City Commission
Regular Meeting Held March 29, 2021
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2021-63.

Approval of Goals & Objectives document.
City Manager Charles reviewed the changes made following the work session at the March 15 meeting.

2021-63-A.

Arendshorst-Hamrick. That the revised Goals & Objectives document be adopted as presented.
Yeas:
Nays:

2021-64.

Arendshorst, Duncan, Hamrick, Hecksel, Pachla, Walters and Favale – 7
-0-

Hecksel-Pachla. To approve the consent agenda as follows:

2021-64-A.

Minutes of the regular meeting held March 15, 2021.

2021-64-B.

Payroll disbursements of $224,920.31; county and school disbursements of $-0-, and total remaining
disbursements of $412,748.82.

2021-64-C.

The purchase of six computers and docking stations for Public Safety vehicles from SBC Tech Partners in
the amount of $19,100.00.

2021-64-D.

A four-year contract for catch basin, manhole and storm sewer rehabilitation with Havener Tech Inc. of
Troy, Michigan in the amount of $350 per structure plus $50 per additional foot and $10 per pound for fill
materials up to the budgeted amounts for fiscal years ending June 30, 2021, 2022, 2023 and 2024.

2021-64-E.

An amendment to the dispatching agreement with Kent County extending the agreement until
December 31, 2025 as attached in Exhibit “A.”

2021-64-F.

An amendment to the agreement with the City of Grand Rapids clarifying cost allocations for the
improvements for the Hall Street Reconstruction Project as attached in Exhibit “B.”

2021-64-G.

Resolution authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign contracts with the Michigan Department of
Transportation for the 2021 Hall Street Reconstruction Project as attached in Exhibit “C.”
Yeas:
Nays:

2021-65.

Arendshorst, Duncan, Hamrick, Hecksel, Pachla, Walters and Favale – 7
-0-

Mayor Favale reopened the meeting for public comment. No public comment was received.

The meeting adjourned at 7:21 p.m., subject to the call of the Mayor until April 19, 2021.

____________________________________
Karen K. Brower, City Clerk
Attachments:

A – Contract extension for dispatching services
B – Contract amendment for Hall Street project
C – Resolution authorizing Mayor and Clerk to sign Hall Street agreements

Attachments listed above are available for inspection at the office of the City Clerk.

AMENDMENT TO THE CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS AND THE CITY OF EAST GRAND
RAPIDS AGREEMENT
FOR RECONSTRUCTION OF HALL STREET
FROM PLYMOUTH AVENUE TO 1275 FEET EAST OF PLYMOUTH AVENUE

THIS AMENDMENT, made this _____ day of March, 2021, between the City of
Grand Rapids, a Michigan Municipal Corporation, 300 Monroe Avenue, N.W., Grand Rapids,
Michigan, 49503 hereinafter referred to as "Grand Rapids", and the City of East Grand Rapids,
a Michigan Municipal Corporation , 750 Lakeside Drive S.E., East Grand Rapids. Michigan
49506, hereinafter referred to as “East Grand Rapids”.
The parties to the Agreement dated February 25, 2020 (City Commission
Proceeding # 89662) hereto agree to revise Section 2. No other provisions of said Agreement
are affected by this Amendment.
Final costs for the project will be based on actual design and construction
engineering costs and construction costs for the project. These costs will be financed in part by
MDOT (grant share), Grand Rapids, and East Grand Rapids. MDOT's estimated share of the
construction cost will be approximately $245,363 in accordance with the aforementioned MDOT
Agreements as shown on Exhibit A. It is contemplated that the remaining costs of approximately
$452,116 will be shared by Grand Rapids and East Grand Rapids. East Grand Rapids will
invoice Grand Rapids for Grand Rapids’ portion of the Design and Construction Phase
Engineering/Inspection Services and Materials Testing estimated to be $49,047. Grand Rapids
will invoice East Grand Rapids for East Grand Rapids’ portion of the Construction (Participating
and Non-Participating) Contract costs for the project, estimated to be $122,318. Each party will
promptly pay actual costs upon receipt of invoices and supporting calculations for the same
including payment of construction related expenses subsequent to final approval of the
construction related expenses by its City Commission. An estimation of what each party's costs
will be based on the actual construction and construction related costs prorated in the manner
shown on Exhibit A*.
The parties hereto have executed this Amendment as of the day and year first
above written.
WITNESS:

CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS

_____________________________

By __________________________
Katie Favale, Its Mayor

_____________________________

Attest _______________________
Karen Brower, Its Clerk
CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS

_____________________________

By __________________________
Rosalynn Bliss, Its Mayor

_____________________________

Attest _______________________
Joel H. Hondorp, Its Clerk

CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN
RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the City of East Grand Rapids intends to mill and resurface, spot curb/gutter
replacement, ADA sidewalk ramp upgrades and pavement markings for bicycling facilities on
Hall Street from Plymouth Road east 1,275 feet in conjunction with the City of Grand Rapids
and the same on Hall Street from 1,275 feet east of Plymouth to Lake Drive; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to federal regulations, funds have been provided for the
construction of improvements to eligible roads and projects; and
WHEREAS, the Michigan Department of Transportation administers federal funds for
local eligible projects.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED That the City of East Grand Rapids enter into
Contract No. 20-5584, Job No. 205587CON with the Michigan Department of Transportation in
order to obtain federal funds for the construction of said project.
FURTHER RESOLVED That the Mayor and City Clerk shall sign said contract pursuant
to Section 1.138 of the City Code.

Adopted by the East Grand Rapids City Commission on March 29, 2021

_______________________________
Karen Brower, City Clerk
City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
(616) 940-4817

www.eastgr.org

DOUG LAFAVE
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Honorable Mayor and City Commissioners
Doug La Fave, Deputy City Manager
April 6, 2021

RE:

Blodgett Hospital-Construction Reported Concerns Quarterly Report-March 2021

Action Requested: N/A, Informational as required by site plan approval conditions.
Background: The revised site plan for Spectrum Health-Blodget Hospital was approved with a series
of special conditions. One of the conditions requires Spectrum Health to submit quarterly reports to
the City detailing resident engagements and concerns received during and after construction related to
construction activities including the name and address of the resident, the date received, the type of
issue, and the remedy implemented. Quarterly reports are to be included in the City Commission
agenda packets and otherwise be available to the public.
To view information related to the Spectrum Health-Blodgett Hospital project the City created a
webpage available on the City homepage which can be viewed by visiting: Blodgett Hospital Construction
| East Grand Rapids, MI - Official Website

REVIEWED & APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles
City Manager

Blodgett Neighborhood Communications Log
Date

Time of Concern

1/4/2021

1/15/2021

3:34pm

Means of Contact

Name

Issue/Correspondence

Email

Robbi Osipoff

text

Bob Osipoff

Compacting shaking both POB & their house and asked to have us stop or
lower the impact.

Action Taken

Male patient outside of hospital unclothed

Brad called Mr. Osipoff and followed with email correspondence.

1/15/2021

4:50pm

email

Bob Osipoff

Email, of previous text/phone conversation, to Brad and Tom (with picture compactor south of wall foundations) to document the excessive vibrations.
Mr. Osipoff suggested lowering the alarm point by way of a joint resident/SH
compaction test .

1/17/2021

6:43am

email

Bob Osipoff

Ambulance leaving Blodgett honking it's horn, sirens and lights flashing while
there was no traffic on Plymouth.

Angela to speak w/ ED ambulance liason and remind them to turn off
lights, sirens, etc. (when possible) when approach and leave the
hospital

1/18/2021

4:59pm

email

Carla Klimp

Ambulance sirens, horn and lights flashing while there was no traffic on
Plymouth @ 6:34am on Sunday (1/17/21).

Angela to speak w/ ED ambulance liason and remind them to turn off
lights, sirens, etc. (when possible) when approach and leave the
hospital

1/18/2021

4:59pm

email

Carla Klimp

Also noted two cases of backup beeping on 1/16/21 @ 6:46am & 7:01am

Information provided to Kent County EMS Liason

1/27/2021

11:19am

Email

David Brown

Vibration levels are shaking the house again on Wednesday at 11:18.

Brad contacted contractor and verified readings were below
thresholds.

2/19/2021

7:11am

email

Robbi Osipoff

Ambulance leaving campus (@6:13am) w/ full sirens - w/ little to no traffic.

Information provided to Kent County EMS Liason

2/19/2021

11:16 AM

Phone Call

Greg Barris

Experiencing vibrations from project

2/19/2021

3:31pm

Email

Bob Osipoff

A lot of shaking at the south parking structure.

2/22/2021

4:35 PM

Phone Call

Greg Barris

Vibrations from the site and anticipated schedule

2/23/2021

7:41 AM

Text

David Brown

Heavy vibrations experienced at their house

2/25/2021

3:04

Email

Carla Klimp

Ambulance left the hospital with full sirens and lights

2/272021

11:07 AM

Email

Ken Grashuis

Dirt and sediment in the roadway

Brad contacted neighbor to explain scope of work, vibrations below
thresholds
Brad contacted neighbor and explained the scope of work taking place,
vibrations below thresholds.
Brad spoke with neighbor and explained scope of work, vibratinons
below thresholds.
Brad contacted contractor for scope of work and readings. Contractor
compacting soil for foundations and temp constr road, readings below
threshold. Left VM for neighbor.
KCEMS confirmed that this was Life Ambulance responsing to a
unresponsive male in a automobile accident.
Brad contacted contractor to clean up, street sweeper made a pass
down the street and resolved.

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
(616) 940-4817

www.eastgr.org

DOUG LA FAVE
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Honorable Mayor and City Commissioners
Doug La Fave, Deputy City Manager
4/8/2021

RE:

Tree City USA-Proclamation and Standards

Action Requested: N/A. Proclamation by Mayor Favale designating April 30, 2021 as Arbor Day for the City
of East Grand Rapids.
Background: The City of East Grand Rapids has been designated as a Tree City USA community. Tree City
USA is a national program that recognizes communities that are taking specific actions to properly manage its
community forest. There are four core standards that must be met to be recognized as a Tree City USA. The
standards were designed by the Arbor Day Foundation to ensure that a qualifying community had a viable
community forest management plan and program. Trees provide an array of environmental benefits, but also
provide social and economic benefits as well. A few examples include reduced storm water runoff, moderation
of temperatures, increase property values and contribute to personal and community health.
Tree City USA standards are:
•

A municipal department must be responsible for the care of public trees. The Department of Public Works is
responsible for approximately 7,200 public ROW trees in the City of East Rapids and the Grounds Maintenance
Division of the Department of Parks and Recreation is responsible for trees in City parks.

•

A tree care ordinance. The City of East Grand Rapids City Code provides for trees under Chapter 32 of the City
Codehttps://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/eastgrandrapidsmi/latest/eastgrandrapids_mi/0-0-0-7860

•

A community forestry program with an annual budget of at least $2 per capita (through a combination of tree
maintenance activities such as trimming, planting, and removals also can be substituted for if per capita
investment is not made). The City of East Grand Rapids invested $13.79 per capita this past year related to the
community forestry program. In 2020 the City planted 45 trees, Public Works trimmed ~500 trees, 170 trees
were pruned through the City maintenance cycle program and 68 trees were removed.

•

An Arbor Day observance and Proclamation. The Proclamation by Mayor Favale meets this requirement.

The City will host an educational observance related to Arbor Day by coordinating a tree planting as well as
recognize the importance and benefits of our tree canopy in East Grand Rapids during National Public Works
week, which is May 16-22 this year.
REVIEWED & APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles
City Manager

Whereas,

In 1872, J. Sterling Morton proposed to the Nebraska Board of
Agriculture that a special day be set aside for the planting of trees,
and

Whereas,

this holiday, called Arbor Day, was first observed with the planting of more
than a million trees in Nebraska, and

Whereas,
Whereas,

Arbor Day is now observed throughout the nation and the world, and
trees can reduce the erosion of our precious topsoil by wind and
water, cut heating and cooling costs, moderate the temperature, clean the air,
produce life-giving oxygen, and provide habitat for wildlife, and
trees are a renewable resource giving us paper, wood for our homes,
fuel for our fires and countless other wood products, and

Whereas,
Whereas,

trees in our city increase property values, enhance the economic vitality of
business areas, and beautify our community, and

Whereas,

trees, wherever they are planted, are a source of joy and spiritual
renewal.

Now, Therefore, I,

Katie Favale
East Grand Rapids

, Mayor of the City of
, do hereby proclaim

April 30, 2021

, as

In the City of East Grand Rapids
, and I urge all
citizens to celebrate Arbor Day and to support efforts to protect our
trees and woodlands, and
Further,

I urge all citizens to plant trees to gladden the heart and promote the well-being
of this and future generations.

Dated this

19th

Mayor

day of April

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
(616) 949-2110
www.eastgr.org
KAREN BROWER
CITY CLERK

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Commissioners
Karen Brower, City Clerk
April 12, 2021

RE:

Budget Overview Session

At the end of the City Commission meeting on April 19, City Manager Shea Charles and Finance
Director Sharla Seath will give a brief overview of the upcoming budget process and highlight some
of the issues facing the City in the future. You will not need to bring any of your budget or capital
books with you to the meeting.
As a reminder, the future steps in the budget process are:
5/3/21

-

City Commission CIP work session following City Commission meeting.

5/17/21

-

City Commission to hold a budget work session following City Commission meeting.

5/24/21

-

City Commission to hold a budget work session at 6:00 pm. (if needed).
This session will be held only if needed. If all items are settled to the commission’s
satisfaction at the May 17 work session, there will be no need to hold the meeting on
May 24. Please keep this on your calendar for the time being.

6/7/21

-

City Commission to conduct public hearing on budget.
City Commission to conduct special meeting following regular City Commission meeting
to adopt the budget and to set the millage rate.

REVIEWED & APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

Shea Charles
City Manager
kb/9681
Attachments

