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BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
 

REGULAR SESSION 
 

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 16, 2014 
 

FINAL AGENDA 
 
1. Call to Order 
 
2. Pledge of Allegiance 
 
3. Roll Call 
 
4. Invocation by Commissioner Kathy Tocco 
 
5. Adoption of Agenda, AS AMENDED, TO INCLUDE #16 
 
6. Approval of Minutes dated 9-25, 9-30 (special) and 10-9-14 (previously distributed) 
 
7. Public Participation (five minutes maximum per speaker, or longer at the discretion of the 
 Chairperson related only to issues contained on the agenda) 
 
8. Correspondence from Executive (none) 
 
9. COMMITTEE REPORTS: 
 
 a) Economic Development, October 8 (page 1) (attached) 
 
 b) Health and Human Services, October 14 (no report) 
 
 c) Infrastructure, October 14 (no report) 
 
 d) Finance, October 15 (page 80) (attached) 
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Don Brown – District 7                         Kathy Vosburg – District 8                  Fred Miller – District 9                                Bob Smith – District 12                   Joe Sabatini – District 13 

  



BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
FINAL AGENDA 
OCTOBER 16, 2014 PAGE 2 
 
 
10. Approve Contract with URS Corporation/Engineering Services for Traffic (attached) 
 Operations Center/Department of Roads (adopted via bypass process on 9-12-14) 
 (page 87) 
 
11. Board Chair’s Report (page 129) (attached) 
 
12. PROCLAMATIONS: 
 
 a) Proclaiming October 24, 2014 as Food Day in Macomb County (offered (attached) 
  by Moceri; recommended by Health and Human Services Committee on 
  10-14-14) (page 149) 
 
13. New Business 
 
14. Public Participation (five minutes maximum per speaker or longer at the discretion 
 of the Chairperson) 
 
15. Executive Session to Discuss Pending Litigation Re:  Martha T. Berry (page 151)   (attached) 
 
16. Resolution Providing Direction Related to the Martha T. Berry Medical Care (attached) 
 Facility (page 160) 
 
17. Roll Call 
 
18. Adjournment 
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October 8, 2014 
 
 
 
TO:  BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
 
FROM: ROBERT MIJAC, CHAIR 
  ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 
 
RE:  RECOMMENDATION FROM ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

COMMITTEE MEETING OF OCTOBER 8, 2014 
 

At a meeting of the Economic Development Committee, held Wednesday, October 8, 2014, the 
following recommendation was made and is being forwarded to the October 16, 2014 Full Board 
meeting for approval: 
 
1.  COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION – MOTION   (SEE ATTACHED) 
 
A motion was made by Carabelli, supported by Smith, to recommend that the Board of 
Commissioners approve the amended Chesterfield Towne Centre Properties Brownfield 
Redevelopment Work Plan and authorize the Macomb County Brownfield Redevelopment 
Authority staff to work with project stakeholders, the Michigan Economic Development 
Corporation (MEDC) and the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) in the 
development of a State of Michigan approved plan; further, a copy of this Board of 
Commissioners’ action is directed to be delivered forthwith to the Office of the County Executive.  
THE MOTION CARRIED WITH MOCERI VOTING “NO.” 
 
  
A MOTION TO ADOPT THE COMMITTEE REPORT WAS MADE BY CHAIR MIJAC, 
SUPPORTED BY VICE-CHAIR CARABELLI. 
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To: David Flynn, Board Chair 

Macomb County Executive 
Mark A. Hackel 

From: Pamela J. Lavers, Assistant County Executive f{-
Date: September 11, 2014 

Mark F. Delclin 
Deputy County Executive 

RE: Agenda Item- Planning & Economic Development, Chesterfield Towne Centre 
Brownfield Redevelopment Work Plan 

Attached you will find documentation and a resolution from Planning & Economic Development 
Deputy Director, Vicky Rad, to approve the amended Chesterfield Towne Centre Properties 
Brownfield Redevelopment Work Plan and authorize the Macomb County Brownfield 
Redevelopment Authority staff to work with project stakeholders, the Michigan Economic 
Development Corporation (MEDC) and the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality 
(MDEQ) in the development of a State of Michigan approved plan. 

The Executive Office respectfully submits this agenda item for the Commission's consideration 
and recommends approval of the amended Chesterfield Towne Centre Properties Brownfield 
Redevelopment Work Plan as stated above. 

PJL/smf 

cc: Stephen Cassin 
AI Lorenzo 
Vicky Rad 
Jeff Schroeder 
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MACOMB COUNTY, MICHIGAN 
I!IIRTI!'-'J!IIIJn!tl!'-""'~" 

RESOLUTION 
Resolution to: 

.. "'. i 

Approve the amended Chesterfield Towne Center Properties Brownfield Redevelopment Work Plan 
and authorize the Macomb County Brownfield Redevelopment Authority staff to work with project 
stakeholders, the Michigan Economic Development Corporation (MEDC) and the Michigan Department 
of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) in the development of a State of Michigan approved plan. 

Additionai :Q_a~~ground Information (If Needed): · 

Committee · Me'eting Date ' 
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Mark A. Hackel 
County Executive 

PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
1 South Main Street, 7th Floor + Mount Clemens, Michigan 48043 

Phone: (586) 469-5285 Fax: (586) 469-6787 
www. macombgov .org/mcped 

September 10, 2014 
Date 

Office of County Executive 
County of Macomb 
One South Main, 8111 Floor 
Mount Clemens, Ml 48043 

Planning & Economic Development Department I MCBRA 

REQUEST APPROVAL/ ADOPTION OF 

Stephen N. Cassin, AICP 
Director 

Chesterfield Towne Centre Brownfield Redevelopment Work Plan 

SUBJECT: 
Chesterfield Towne Centre Properties Brownfield Redvelopment Work Plan 

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE EXECUTIVE SUBMIT TO THE BOARD: 

Chesterfield Towne Centre Properties Brownfield Redevelopment Work Plan to the Economic 
Development Committee (EOC) requesting a public hearing be held on the plan at the October 8th 
EDC meeting. Full Board consideration of Work Plan at the October 9th Full Board meeting following 
Finance Committee meeting 

PURPOSE I JUSTIFICATION: 
Chesterfield Township is working with a developer to redevelop a contamlniated site located east of 1-94 and between Hall and 21 Mile 
Roads known as the former Chesterfield Laoons property. The develop has submitted a brownfield redevelopment work plan for the site 
to the Macomb County Brownfield Redevelopment Authority (MCBRA) who will approve the plan at their scheduled September 19, 2014 
meeting. The next steps in the approval process is a public hearing on the plan hosted by the Macomb County Board of Commissioners 
and their approval of the plan. The developer will be reimbursed for EPA eligible clean-up activites through the capture of additional 
taxes generated by the increased value of the property (Tax Increment Financing; TIF). 

The Chesterfield Township Board approved the Work Plan at their regularly sch.eduled meeting Speternber 3, 2014. 

FISCAL IMPACT I FINANCING: 
Approval of this brownfield redevelopment work plan by the Macomb County Brownfield 
Redevelopment Authority and the Macomb County Board of Commissioners does not obligate 
Macomb County financially in this project. Macomb County only serves as a pass-through fiduciary 
for the tax revenues collected on the property. 
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FACTS AND PROVISION/ LEGAL REQUIREMENTS: 

Work Plan approval requires: 

1. Local Unit of Government approval 
2. MCBRA approval 
3. Public Hearing 
4. BOC approval 
5. State of Michigan approval 

Per Brownfield Redevelopment Financing Act 381 of 1986 MCL 

CONTRACTING PROCESS: 

N/A 

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES (PROJECTS): 

None 

Respectfully submitted, 

>Janning & Economic Development Department I MCBR1 

CliesteJjie/d Tom1e Centre Brv~t'l!flelcl Rede•·e/opment Work Plan 

Planning & Economic Devdopmm t Department I .IJCBRA 

21 P ag e 
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MACOMB COUNTY BROWNFIELD REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

BROWNFIELD PLAN AMENDMENT FOR 
CHESTERFIELD TOWNE CENTRE 
REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

Hall Road (M-59/William P Rosso Highway) and 1-94 

Presented by: 
Director of Brownfield Redevelopment 
Macomb County Brownfield Redevelopment Authority 
1 S. Main, 7th Floor 
Mount Clemens, Ml 48043 
(586) 469-5285 

Prepared by: 

CTC Development Group, LLC 
34120 Woodward Avenue 
Birmingham, Ml 48009 

ASTI Environmental 
1 0448 Citation Drive 
Brighton, Ml 48116 
(810) 225-2800 

Project 8512 

Approved by Chesterfield Township on September 2, 2014 

Recommended by the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority on _____ _ 

Approved by Macomb County on _____ _ 

Document date: August 22, 2014 
As amended per Chesterfield Township September 2, 2014 
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MACOMB COUNTY BROWNFIELD REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

ACT 381 WORK PLAN FOR 
CHESTERFIELD TOWNE CENTRE 
REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

Hall Road (M-59/William P Rosso Highway) and 1-94 

Presented by: 
Director of Brownfield Redevelopment 
Macomb County Brownfield Redevelopment Authority 
1 S. Main, th Floor 
Mount Clemens, Ml 48043 
(586) 469-5285 

Prepared by: 

CTC Development Group, LLC 
34120 Woodward Avenue 
Birmingham, Ml48009 

ASTI Environmental 
1 0448 Citation Drive 
Brighton, Ml48116 
(810) 225-2800 

Project 8512 

Approved by the State of Michigan on _____ _ 

Document date: August 22, 2014 
As amended per Chesterfield Township September 2, 2014 
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Project Name: 

Project Developer: 

Project location: 

Project Description: 

Total Investment: 

Job Creation: 

Annual Tax Revenue: 

PROJECT SUMMARY 

Chesterfield Towne Centre 

CTC Development Group, LLC 

Four parcels without addresses located north of Hall Road (M-
59/William P Rosso Highway), south of 21 Mile Road and east of 
1-94 in Chesterfield Township, Macomb County, Michigan. 

The Chesterfield Towne Centre (CTC) will include 30 buildings 
creating an approximately 850,000 square foot mixed-use 
center located on 183 acres in Macomb County's growing 1-94 
corridor. The first development of its kind in Michigan, the 
CTC will be comprised of various uses integrated in a village
like setting with a mile long walking path, parks, and harmonious 
architecture. Anchored by a convention center and 
entertainment village, the development has opportunities for 
various users including banks, restaurants, retailers, hotels, office 
and medical. 

Estimated at $242,000,000, not including contingency. 

Estimated at 1,300 new full time jobs within five years of 
completion. 

$205,000 (before project) 
$2,100,000 (after project completed) 

Brownfield Tax Increment Financing Requested 

Eligible Activities: 

Eligible Activity Costs: 

Total Tax Capture: 

Environmental Assessments (including Phase & II 
Environmental Site Assessments, Baseline Environmental Site 
Assessments, and Due Care Plans); Soil Remediation; Additional 
Response Activities; Development and Preparation of Act 381 
Combined Brownfield Plan. 

$5,802,393 (including contingency) 

$8,175,553 (including contingency) 

Years for Reimbursement: 6 Years for local and state tax capture 

BRA Administrative Costs: $221,547 

Capture for LSRRF: $1,498,915 over 1 year 

Capture for State BRF: $652,698 

Chesterfield Towne Centre Brownfield Plan 
Macomb County 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Macomb County, Michigan (the "County"), established the Macomb County Brownfield 
Redevelopment Authority (the "Authority") pursuant to Act 381 of the Public Acts of the State of 
Michigan of 1996, as amended, MCL 125.2651 et. seq., which is known as the "Brownfield 
Redevelopment Financing Act." (Act 381 ). The primary purpose of Act 381 is to encourage the 
redevelopment of eligible property by providing economic incentives through tax increment 
financing for certain eligible activities and other brownfield redevelopment incentives. 

The main purpose of this Brownfield Plan ("Plan") is to promote the redevelopment of and 
investment in certain "brownfield" properties within the County. Inclusion of property within this 
Plan will facilitate financing of environmental response and other eligible activities at eligible 
properties, and will also provide tax incentives to eligible taxpayers willing to invest in 
revitalization of eligible sites, commonly referred to as "brownfields." By facilitating 
redevelopment of brownfield properties, this Plan is intended to promote economic growth for 
the benefit of the residents of the County and all taxing units located within and benefited by the 
Authority. 

The identification or designation of a developer or proposed use for the eligible property that is 
the subject of this Plan shall not be integral to the effectiveness or validity of this Plan. This 
Plan is intended to apply to the eligible property identified in this Plan and, if tax increment 
revenues are proposed to be captured from that eligible property, to identify and 
authorize the eligible activities to be funded by such tax increment revenues. Any change in the 
proposed developer or proposed use of the eligible property shall not necessitate an 
amendment to this Plan, affect the application of this Plan to the eligible property, or impair the 
rights available to the Authority under this Plan. 

The purpose of this plan, to be implemented by the Authority, is to satisfy the requirements for a 
Brownfield Plan and Work Plan as specified in Act 381. This Plan is intended to be a living 
document, which may be modified or amended in accordance with the requirements of Act 
381, as necessary to achieve the purposes of Act 381. The applicable sections of Act 381 
are noted throughout the Plan for reference purposes. This Plan contains information 
required by Section 13(1) of Act 381. Terms used in this document are as defined in Act 381. 

This Plan is an amendment to a Brownfield Plan dated November 9, 2009 and approved by the 
County BRA. The plan is being amended to reflect: changes in Act 381 that have occurred 
since the original plan was approved; changes in construction costs based on the current 
market; a change in property ownership; and updated eligible activities based on recent 
environmental assessments. Work done under the previous Brownfield Plan included 
environmental assessments and development of a brownfield plan, but reimbursement for tax 
capture did not occur for the previous Developer. When approved, this Plan replaces the 
previously approved Plan dated November 9, 2009 

Chesterfield Towne Centre Brownfield Plan 
Macomb County 
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1.1 Proposed Redevelopment and Future Use of Each Eligible Property 

The property redevelopment will likely include over 30 retail/commercial/entertainment and 
research/light industrial/manufacturing buildings, in addition to a convention center and 
associated management office. Retail/restaurant/entertainment/commercial square footage will 
be approximately 530,000 square feet (planned primarily for Parcels 2 and 3 as shown in Figure 
Sa), manufacturing/light industrial/research will be approximately 191 ,000 square feet (planned 
primarily for Parcel 1, and the south part of Parcel 4 as shown in Figures Sb and Sc) and 
Convention Center square footage will be approximately 135,000 square feet (planned primarily 
for the north part of Parcel 4 as shown in Figure Sb), for a total of 856,000 square feet of 
redevelopment. The location and exact configuration of each future use will be established 
through the local site planning process. An estimated 1 ,300 new full-time jobs will be required 
to staff these facilities. The total cost of the project will be over $242 million, which wi ll include 
over $236 million of private investment to complete the project. 

The property is located in an area of Chesterfield that consists of mostly residential and light 
industrial development. In addition, Selfridge Air National Guard Base is located south of the 
Property, across Hall Road. Over the past 25 years Macomb County (County) has experienced 
more than 50 percent increase in population, and population increases have continued 
throughout the economic downturn, with an average growth rate of 6.7% from 2000-20101

. The 
trend toward an increasing senior population is increasing the demand for easily-accessible and 
walkable shopping destinations, as well as medical care facilities. In addition to population 
growth, the County has experienced significant job growth, especially along the "new defense 
corridor." This growing defense industry hub consists of manufacturing and office space along 
Mound Road and Van Dyke Avenue from central Warren to southern Shelby Township, 
approximately 12 miles long and less than three miles wide. The corridor experienced a nearly 
50% increase in new jobs from 2003 (7, 1 00) to 2009 (1 0,500). 

1.2 Eligible Property Information 

1.2.1 Location and Basis for Eligibility 
The property is situated in Township 3N, Range 14E, Sections 31 and 32, Chesterfield, 
Macomb County. The property is located east of 1-94 between Hall Road (also known as M-59 
and the William P Rosso Highway) and 21 Mile Road. The property comprising the eligible 
property consists of four parcels and contains approximately 183 acres. The property location 
is shown in Figure 1 and the parcel boundaries are shown in Figure 3. 

Each of the four parcels was determined to be a facility as defined in Part 201 of Act 381. The 
Property is considered "eligible property" as defined by Act 381, Section 2 because (a) the 
Property was previously utilized or is currently utilized for a commercial or industrial purpose, 
which could include the previous wastewater treatment lagoons; (b) the Property is a "facility" as 
defined by Act 381. Color site photographs are shown in Figure 4. 

The Parcel Identification Numbers are currently 009-031-226-007, 009-031-476-003, 009-031-
4 76-004 and 09-31-276-005 (the parcels do not have street addresses). The parcels and all 

1 
"The New Macomb County," December 12, 2012. Data-driven Detroit and Macomb Community College. 

http://datadrivendetroit.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/11/NewMacombCntyPro jRept 782 13 iPack PRNT2c.pdf. 

Chesterfield Towne Centre Brownfield Plan 
Macomb County 
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tangible personal property located thereon will comprise the eligible property and is referred to 
herein as the "Property." 

The legal descriptions as available from tax assessment information for each parcel are as 
follows. A detailed legal description for Parcels 1-3 and the North Part of Parcel 4 is included in 
Attachment C. The detailed legal description for the South Part of Parcel 4 is the same as 
shown in the tax assessment records. 

09-31-226-007 (North Part of "Parcel 4") 

T3N,R14E,SEC 32; COMM AT NW COR SEC 32; TH N88*17'21"E 381.20 FT, TH 
S02*25'07"W 981.25 FT TO POB; TH 288.45 FT ALGA CURVE TO NE, R=550, CB 
N40*14'20'E 285.43 FT; TH S02*25'07'W 573.15 FT, TH S02*28'46"W 623.69 FT; TH 
S87*56'57"W 837.69 FT; TH S12*52'18"W 60.08 FT; TH N80*47'53"W 326.24 FT; TH 
N76*35'50"W 203.87 FT, TH 183.44 FT ALGA CURVE TONE, R=957, CB N21*17'22"E 
183.16 TH N26*46'50"E 464.34 FT, TH 508.35 FT ALGA CURVE TONE, R=957, CB 
N41*59'53"E 502.39 FT, TH N57*12'57"E 663.0 FT, TH S32*47'03"E 121.20 FT, TH 51.65 
FT ALGA CURVE TO SE, R=54, CB S60*10'58" E 49.70 FT, TH S87*34'53"E 144.18 FT 
TO POB; 30.24 AC 

09-31-4 76-003 ("Parcel 1" and "Parcel 2") 

T3N,R14E, SEC 31 & 32; EDSEL FORD-ROSSO SUB (L38,P13) PART OF LOTS 1 THRU 
7; TOGETHER DESC AS; COMM AT NW COR SD SEC 32; TH N88*17'21"E 280.99 FT, 
TH S02*25'07"W 94.80 FT TO POB; TH N87*10'38"E 30.13 FT, TH S02*25'07"W 276.14 
FT, TH 430.38 FT ALGA CURVE TO SW, R-450, CB S29*49'02"W 414.16 FT, TH 
S57*12'57"W 745.19 FT, TH 554.03 FT ALGA CURVE TO SW R-1043, CB S41*58'53"W 
547.54, TH S26*46'50"W 464.34 FT, TH 514.39 FT ALGA CURVE TO SW, R-1043, CB 
S12*39'07"W 509.19 FT, TH S01*28'36"E 1379.10 FT, TH 182.58 FT ALGA CURVE TO 
SW, R-707, CB S05*55'17"W 182.07 FT, TH S13*19'1 O"W 182.35 FT, TH 532.40 FT ALGA 
CURVE TO SW, R-2000, CB S05*41'37"W 530.83 FT, TH S01*55'57"E 568.72 FT, TH 
S88*04'03"W 946.70 FT, TH N46*55'58"W 127.28 FT, TH N01*55'58"W 279.57 FT, TH 
N14*48'47"W 631.95 FT, TH N08*05'53"E 603.0 FT, TH N24*12'26"E 1050.56 FT, TH 
N87*58'57"E 102.65 FT, TH N01*43'12"W 211.26 FT, TH N24*11'37"E 911.13 FT, TH 
N26*06'47"E 500.35 FT, TH 689.29 FT ALGA CURVE TONE R-1127.16, CB N43*37'54"E 
678.60, TH N61*09'03"E 413.65 FT, TH 454.14 FT ALGA CURVE TONE, R-414, CB 
N29*43'32"E 431.71 FT, TH N01 *41 '59"W 6.64 FT, TH 433.39 FT ALGA CURVE TO NE, 
R-966.74, CB N74*20'03"E 429.77, TH N87*10'38"E 106.30 FT TO POB; 98.96 AC Split & 
COMB FR 009-031-226-003,276-004,402-004,402-005,426-006,451-009,011,013,015, 
017, 019, 021 FOR 2009 

Chesterfield Towne Centre Brownfield Plan 
Macomb County 
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09-31-4 76-004 ("Parcel 3") 
T3N,R14E,SEC 31; COMM AT SECOR SEC 31; TH S88*13'38"W 901.21 FT, TH 
N01*48'22"W 169.17 FT TO POB; TH N83*30'14"W 26.61 FT, TH S88*04'03"W 373.71 FT, 
TH N01*55'57"W 608.55 FT, TH 532.40 FT ALGA CURVE TONE, R-2000, CB 
N05*41'37"E 530.83 FT, TH N13*19'10"E 117.61 FT, TH 204.79 FT ALGA CURVE TONE, 
R-793, CB N05*55'17"E 204.22 FT, TH N01*28'36"W 1379.10 FT, TH 208.52 FT ALGA 
CURVE TONE, R-957, CB N04*45'55"E 208.10 FT, TH S76*35'50"E 206.81 FT, TH 
S80*47'53"E 263.18 FT, TH S32*21'27"E 85.55 FT, TH S12*52'18"W 343.13 FT, TH 
S01 *28'36"E 1241.25 FT, TH N88*39'44"W 93.08 FT, TH S01 *23'16"W 1295.34 FT TO 
POB· 29.91 AC SPLIT & COMB FR 09-31-402-005 & 09-31-426-006 FOR 2009 

09-31-276-005 (South Part of "Parcel 4") 

T3N, R14E, SEC 31 & 32; BEG ATE 1/4 OF SEC 3 & W 1/4 OF SEC 32; TH S87*55'57"W 
752.55 FT, TH N12*52'18"E 343.13 FT, TH N32*21 '27"W 85.55 FT, TH N80*47'53"W 
263.18 FT, TH N76*35'50"W 206.81 FT, TH 80.02 FT ALGA CURVE TONE, R-957, CB 
N13*24'10"E 80.0 FT, TH S76*35'50"E 203.87 FT, TH S80*47'53"E 326.24 FT, TH 
N12*52'18"E 60.08 FT, TH N87*56'57"E 837.69 FT, TH S02*28'46"W 530.64 FT, TH 
S87*55'36"W 184.22 FT TO POB· 11.80 AC 

1.2.2 Current Ownership 

The Property currently has one owner, CTC Development Group, LLC. Contact information for 
the current Property owner is provided below. 

CTC Development Group, LLC 
Mr. Ron Estes 
34120 Woodward Ave 
Phone: 248-540-9999 Fax: 248-540-1222 
restes@centermanagement.us 

1.2.3 Proposed Future Ownership 

Development of the Project will be completed by CTC Development Group, LLC. The contact 
information for CTC Development Group, LLC (the "Developer") is provided below. 

CTC Development Group, LLC 
Mr. Ron Estes 
34120 Woodward Ave 
Phone: 248-540-9999 Fax: 248-540-1222 
restes@centerma nagement. us 
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1.2.4 Delinquent Taxes, Interest, Penalties 

There are no delinquent taxes, including penalties and interest, owed on the eligible property. 

1.2.5 Existing and Proposed Future Zoning for Each Eligible Property 

The Property is currently zoned for Planned Unit Developments (PUD) and will not need to be 
rezoned. 

1.3 Historical & Previous Use and Ownership of Each Eligible Property 

The Property was used as a sewerage retention basin and a disposal area for road 
construction soils and construction debris, prior to ownership by the Developer. A former 
wastewater lagoon system on the north part of the Property operated from the 1960s through 
the 1980s. The lagoons received approved DEQ closure following removal of biosolids and 
approved closure sampling. Unauthorized filling and dumping on the south side of the Property 
pre-dates property ownership by both the previous owner and current Developer. 

The previous owner, Chesterfield Town Center, LLC, acquired the land in 2003. Infrastructure, 
including a collector road, water lines, and sanitary and storm sewers, was installed in 2007 
and 2008. MDEQ granted a wetland permit that included wetland mitigation for the work that 
has been completed. The land changed hands several times between the previous owner and 
the Developer. The Developer acquired the Property in June 2014. 

1.4 Current Use of Each Eligible Property 

The Property is currently vacant. 

1.5 Summary of Liability 

The Developer is not liable under Section 20126 of the NREPA, because they completed a 
Phase I ESA prior to purchase, completed a BEA within 45 days of purchase, and did not cause 
or contribute to impacts at the Property. 

The former wastewater lagoons on Parcel 1 and Parcel 4 were operated from the 1960s 
through 1980s by Chesterfield Township and the City of Detroit. DEQ approved the closure of 
the lagoons on these parcels from 2001 through 2004, as shown in the letters in Attachment D. 

Parcels 2 and 3 were platted as small subdivision tracts until the mid-1990's when the individual 
parcels were combined to prepare the property for development. The history of access to and 
operation of these parcels is unknown, but fill material was placed on the site sometime prior to 
bank foreclosure in 2010 and subsequent resale of the property. 
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1.6 Summary of Environmental Studies 

The following Environmental Assessment reports have been completed for the subject property: 

• Category N Baseline Environmental Assessment (BEA), November 2002, 
Toltest, Inc. for previous owner 

• Phase II ESA, October 2009, AKT Peerless for previous owner 
• Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA), May 7, 2014, ASTI 

Environmental for the Developer 
• BEA, May 27, 2014, ASTI Environmental for the Developer 
• Due Care Plan, [IN PROCESS], ASTI Environmental for the Developer 

A subsurface investigation was completed by Toltest, Inc. on September 16, 2002 that 
consisted of the advancement of nine soil borings on the northern portion of the Property 
(Parcels 1 and 4), and five test pits on the southern portion of the Property (Parcels 2 and 3). 
The soil borings were based on the findings of a Phase I ESA that identified soil mounds of 
unknown origin, fill debris observed on portions of the Property, and lack of information 
regarding assessment activities for a former wastewater lagoon. The investigation included the 
collection of soil samples for analysis of a combination of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), 
polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PNAs), semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs), 
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs ), and Michigan 10 metals. 

On October 6 and 7, 2009, AKT Peerless conducted a Phase II Environmental Site Assessment 
(ESA) at the Property to: (1) determine the nature and extent of known clay fill material 
identified on the Property, (2) determine the nature and extent of debris fill material identified on 
the Property, (3) conduct sampling in the areas of the former treatment lagoons, (4) conduct 
sampling in the areas of the former bio-solid application areas, (5) conduct sampling in the 
areas of the known fill material, and (6) evaluate levels of contamination to determine if the 
Property meets the definition of a "facility" as defined in Part 201 of NREPA, Michigan 
Public Act (PA) 451, 1994, as amended. 

The AKT Peerless investigation of the Property included: (1) the completion of twenty eight test 
pits, (2) the advancement of twelve soil borings, and (3) the collection of 48 soil samples. The 
following samples were submitted for laboratory analyses: 

• 48 soil samples for volatile organic compounds (VOCs); 
• 38 soil samples for polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PNAs); 
• 34 soil samples for Michigan metals2

; and 
• 14 soil samples for arsenic and total chromium. 

The results of the laboratory analyses of the soil samples were compared to default statewide 
background levels (Background) and RRD MDEQ Part 201 Generic Residential Cleanup 
Criteria (GRCC). Chromium was detected above Background and GRCC for groundwater 
surface water interface protection (GSIP) at sample locations B-2, B-6, Fill-1, SL/SE-2, SL/SW-
1, SL/SW-2, and SL/SW-3. Mercury was detected above Background and GRCC for GSIP in 

2 Michigan Metals include: arsenic, barium, cadmium, chromium (total), copper, lead, mercury, 
selenium, silver, and zinc. 
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sample Fill-3. Selenium was detected above Background and GRCC for GSIP at sample 
locations TP-1, TP-2, TP-3, Fill-3, SL/SW-1, SL/SW-2, and SL/SE-2. The metal cadmium was 
detected above the GRCC for GSIP in soil sample TP-7. Lead was detected above the GRCC 
for DC in soil sample TP-7. Silver was detected above the GRCC for GSIP in soil sample TP-7. 
See the tables below for summaries of test results above GRCC. 

The following compounds were detected at levels in excess of the applicable Part 201 GRCC in 
investigations on the Property: 

Statewide Default 
Background Level 

Sample 
Chemical CAS /Applicable GRCC 

Analytical Result 
Identification Compound Number (ug/kg) (ug/kg) 

TP-1 (1') Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 850 

TP-2 (1') Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 710 

TP-3 (1') Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 620 

B-2 (1-3') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 24,400 

B-6 (1-3') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 24,300 

TP-7 (2') Lead 7439921 NA/400,000 (DC) 1,050,000 

Selenium 7439921 NA/410 (GSIP) 850 

Silver 7440224 1 ,000/100 (GSIP 7,260 

Fill-1 ( 1-2') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 28,000 

Fill-3 (1-2') Mercury Varies 130/50 (GSIP) 270 

Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 420 

SL/SE-2 (1-2') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 28,000 

Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 620 

SL/SW-1 ( 1-2') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 25,000 

Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 590 

SL/SW-2 ( 1-2') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 24,000 

Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 560 

SL/SW-3 (1-2') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 24,000 

DC = Direct contact 
GSIP = Groundwater Surface Water Interface 
NA = Statewide Default Background Level Not Applicable 

Based on the soil analytical results of Toltest's 2002 BEA and AKT Peerless' Phase II ESA, the 
Property was determined to be a "facility" as defined in Part 201 of NREPA, Michigan Public Act 
(PA) 451, 1994, as amended. 
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1. 7 Summary of Environmental/Brownfield Conditions 

A Baseline Environmental Assessment was completed in May 2014, and a Due Care Plan was 
completed in June 2014, both for the Developer. Based on the proposed use of the Property, 
the applicable cleanup criteria are the Part 201 Generic Non-Residential Cleanup Criteria 
(GNRCC) or Background. The following compounds were detected at levels in excess of the 
applicable Part 201 GNRCC or Background in investigations on the Property: 

Statewide Default 
Background Level 

Sample 
Chemical CAS /Applicable GNRCC 

Analytical Result 
Identification Compound Number (ug/kg) (ug/kg) 

TP-1 (1') Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 850 

TP-2 (1') Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 710 

TP-3 (1') Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 620 

B-2 (1-3') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 24,400 

B-6 (1-3') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 24,300 

TP-7 (2') Lead 7439921 NA/900,000 (DC) 1,050,000 

Selenium 7439921 NA/410 (GSIP) 850 

Silver 7440224 1,000/100 (GSIP) 7,260 

Fill-1 (1-2') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 28,000 

Fill-3 ( 1-2') Mercury Varies 130/50 (GSIP) 270 

Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 420 

SL/SE-2 (1-2') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 28,000 

Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 620 

SL/SW-1 (1-2') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 25,000 

Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 590 

SL/SW-2 (1-2') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 24,000 

Selenium 7439921 410/400 (GSIP) 560 

SL/SW-3 (1-2') Chromium 18540299 18,000/3,300 (GSIP) 24,000 

DC = D1rect contact 
GSIP =Groundwater Surface Water Interface 
NA = Statewide Default Background Level Not Applicable 

Known contamination is present in subsurface soils at concentrations exceeding the DEQ 
GNRCC and Background. Refer to Figure 2 for the locations of each hazardous substance 
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identified above the applicable GNRCC. The metals cadmium, chromium, selenium, and silver 
have been identified on the Property above the GNRCC for GSIP. The extent of soil 
contamination above the GNRCC for GSIP is assumed to extend under the entire Property. 

The metal lead has been discovered in soil on the Property above the GNRCC for DC at sample 
location TP-7. Based on the sampling, the impacts appear to be from the debris fill material 
illegally placed on the Property. The extent of the soil contamination above the GNRCC for DC 
is an area of approximately 2.23 acres around sample location TP-7. The level of 
contamination is anticipated to be sufficient to categorize this soil for disposal as hazardous 
waste. 

1.8 Summary of Functionally Obsolete, Blighted and/or Historic Conditions 

The Property contains no buildings or other conditions considered functionally obsolete, 
blighted and/or historic. 

1.9 Summary of Historic Qualities 

The Property is not an historic resource as defined in the Michigan Strategic Fund Act 270 of 
1984. 
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF COSTS & SCOPE OF WORK 

Developer investment in the Property will result in the redevelopment of a brownfield site into a 
mixed-use residential and commercial town center. The Project will include a major convention 
center, meeting spaces, hotel, indoor sports field, theatre, restaurants, state-of-the-art fitness 
facility, medical campus and various retail and commercial offerings. The convention center will 
be designed and constructed utilizing sustainable building practices, with the anticipation of 
achieving a high level of Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) certification. 
The project will also include cultural amenities highlighting Michigan's fresh water and natural 
resources. 

The Eligible Activities that are anticipated to be completed for the Project are considered 
"Eligible Activities" as defined by Section 2 of Act 381, because they include environmental 
assessments, soils remediation necessary to remove historical impacts and debris containing fill 
materials, due care activities necessary to prepare the Property for redevelopment, additional 
response activities, and preparation of this Plan. In specific, these Eligible Activities include: 
Phase I ESAs, Phase II investigations, baseline environmental assessments; Due Care Plans; 
removal and disposal of contaminated soils; removal and disposal of fill debris and 
contaminated soils; incidental soil removal associated with construction; and the preparation of 
this Plan. A summary of Eligible Activities is provided below. The estimated cost of each 
eligible activity intended to be paid for with tax increment revenues from the Property is shown 
in Table 2. 

The Developer desires to be reimbursed for the costs of Eligible Activities. Tax increment 
revenue generated by the Property will be captured and used to reimburse the cost of the 
Eligible Activities completed on the Property after approval of this Plan and pursuant to the 
terms of a Reimbursement Agreement with the WCBRA (the "Reimbursement Agreement," see 
Attachment B). 

The costs presented in this document are estimated costs and may increase or decrease 
depending on the nature and extent of environmental contamination and other unknown 
conditions encountered on the Property. The actual cost of those Eligible Activities 
encompassed by this Plan that will qualify for reimbursement from tax increment revenues from 
the Property shall be governed by the terms of the Reimbursement Agreement. No costs of 
Eligible Activities will be qualified for reimbursement except to the extent permitted in 
accordance with the terms and conditions of the Reimbursement Agreement and Section 2 of 
Act 381. The Reimbursement Agreement and this Plan will dictate the total cost of Eligible 
Activities subject to payment, provided that the total cost of Eligible Activities subject to payment 
or reimbursement under the Reimbursement Agreement shall not exceed the estimated costs 
set forth in this Plan by more than 15% without requiring an amendment to this Plan. As long as 
the total costs, adjusted by the 15% factor, are not exceeded, line item costs of Eligible 
Activities may be adjusted after the date this Plan is approved, to the extent the adjustments do 
not violate the terms of the approved Plan. 

A description of each eligible activity, as shown in the following summary table, is provided in 
Sections 2.1 and 2.2. 
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IT'otal Eligible Activities Eligible Cost 
1 Environmental Assessments & BE.AJOue Care Plans 
2 Combined Brownfield Plan I Act 381 Work Plan 
3 Environmental Remediation 
4 Additional Response Activities 
5 Contingency 15% (Excluding Task 2) 

Total Eligible Activities 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

248,500 
16,000 

2,695,161 
2,087,986 

754,747 

5,802,393 

A detailed breakout of the eligible activities and the estimated cost of each eligible 
activity intended to be paid for with IT'ax Increment Revenues from the Property are 
shown in IT'able 2. 

2.1 DEQ Eligible Activities 

IT'he following Eligible Activities are response activities for reimbursement from local tax capture, 
and from and school tax capture following DEQ approval. 

DEO Eligible Activities Eligible Cost 

2 
3 
4 
5 

Environmental Assessments ,s., BE.A/Oue Care Plans 
Combined Browntield Plan I Act 381 Work Plan 
Environmental Remediation 
Additional Response Activities 
Contingency '15% (Excluding Task 2) 

Total DEQ Eligible Activities 

2.1.1 Environmental Assessments. 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

248,500 
16,000 

2,695,161 
2,087,98f3 

754,747 

5,802,393 

IT'his includes preparation of the Phase I ESAs and Baseline Environmental Assessment (BEA) 
for the Developer, as well as Due Care Plans. Some of the Eligible Activities funded by this 
Plan have already been completed. 

Additional environmental assessments will be required by each of the future owners of individual 
parcels as part of this development. As indicated below, this Plan anticipates that 20 individual 
parcels will each require a Phase I, Phase II, BEA and Due Care Plan to complete development, 
but that each of the 30 proposed buildings will not require its own documentation due to 
combinations of buildings on a single parcel and/or multiple operations controlled by a single 
developer. 
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. Average 
Environmental Assessment Task Unit Cost 

Phase 1/BEA 

Due Care Plan 

Phase 1, Phase II and BEA for 
Individual Parcels (20 assumed): 

Phase I ESA 

Supplemental Phase II Investigation 

Baseline Environmental Assessment 

Subtotal Above 

Due Care Plan for Individual Parcels 
(20 assumed): 

Due Care Plan 

Subtotal Above 

Total Above 

2.1.2 Develop/Prepare Combined Brownfield Plan 

This includes the reasonable costs of preparing this Plan. 

2.1.3 Remediation Activities 

$ 11,000 

$ 1,500 

$ 1,800 

$6,000 

$2,400 

$ 10,200 
X 20 

$204,000 

1,600 

$ 1,600 
X 20 

$32,000 

$248,500 

This includes the remediation of soils contaminated above the applicable GNRCC for lead as 
shown in the Soil Disposal Estimates in Table 1. These soils exceed direct contact criteria and 
it is assumed that they will require disposal as hazardous waste. These soils are located on 
the southern portion of the property in an area of approximately 2.23 acres as indicated in 
Figure 2, and will be removed prior to site redevelopment to eliminate the source materials. 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS Chesterfield Towne Centre 
Table 1 ·Soil Disposal Estimates July 11,2014 

Unit Cost Per Ton Included in Plan 

Area Average 
(sq ft) De11th (ft) 

Excava- . . Clean 
tion Haulmg D1sposal Backfill 

C 
1

. Sampling& 
Cubic Feet yu dllc Tons Testing Total Cost 

ar s Cost 

Remediation Activities: 

Hazardous Waste (above DC 
criteria): Contaminated soil 
anticipated to exceed Federal 97,294 2 $5 $13 $200 $18 194,588 7,207 9,009 $17,250 $2,143,304 
Hazardous Waste standards (2.23 
acres to depth of 2 feet) 

Field Planning, Oversight, Reporting $10,000 

y 

Contaminated Soil (above 
GNRCq: Debris and contaminated 

197,334 $5 $13 $20 $18 197,334 7,309 9,136 $10,250 $521,857 
soil anticipated to require Type II 
landfill disposal 

Field Planning, Oversight, Reporting $20,000 

Total Remediation Activities 18,145 $27,500 $2,695,161 

Additional Response Activities: 

Incidental Soil Removal: 
Contaminated soil removed for 
construction of buildings and utilities 85,600 2 NO $13 $20 NO 171,200 6,341 7,926 $7,000 $268,556 
anticipated to require Type I! landfill 
disposal 

Contaminated soil removed from 
Biosolids Application and Debris Fill 784,392 1.5 NO $13 $20 NO 1,142,463 42,313 52,892 $9,500 $1,754,930 
Areas 

Field Planning, Oversight, Reporting $60,000 

TOTAL 60,818 $16,500 $2,083,486 

-
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The remediation cost includes excavation, transportation, disposal and backfill of approximately 
9,000 tons of soils contaminated above DC criteria, as indicated in Table 1. Costs include 
planning, sampling, oversight and reporting to address disposal and site closure requirements. 
A site-specific sampling plan will be developed and implemented and soil removal procedures 
will be planned and overseen as appropriate for the level of contamination. 

This activity also includes the removal and disposal of debris and contaminated soils associated 
with illegal fill material on the southern portion of the property as indicated in Figure 2, in an 
area of approximately 11.68 acres. This portion of the soil removal does not include that 
portion of the soils which will be removed as hazardous waste and described above. These 
materials will be removed prior to site redevelopment to provide construction-ready areas. 
Costs include the costs of excavation, transportation, disposal and backfill as shown in Table 1, 
and the quantity is currently projected to be approximately 9,100 tons. Costs include planning, 
sampling, oversight and reporting to address disposal and site closure requirements. A site
specific sampling plan will be developed and implemented and soil removal procedures will be 
planned and overseen as appropriate for the level of contamination. 

2.1.4 Additional Response Activities 

Because the property is a facility, this Plan includes the extraordinary costs of hauling and 
landfill disposal for any soils that must be removed from the site for construction of the buildings 
shown in the Site Plan as a presumptive remedy. The extent of soil removal will be dependent 
on site conditions and construction requirements, as well as the type and extent of excavation 
for new utility connections, footers, and other subsurface improvements, and is currently 
projected to be approximately 60,000 tons including Biosolids and contaminated Debris Fill. 
The eligible costs are limited to hauling and disposal in a Type II landfill, as well as planning, 
sampling, oversight and documentation as shown in Table 1. 

2.2 MSF Eligible Activities 

MSF eligible activities are not included in this Plan. 

2.3 Local Only Eligible Activities 

In the event that State Tax Capture is not approved by the MDEQ, the entire amount for Eligible 
Activities described in this Plan will be reimbursed to the Developer entirely from Local Tax 
Capture, and the duration of the Plan will be extended accordingly. If a local-only Plan is 
implemented, then there will be no tax capture for the state Brownfield Redevelopment Fund 
(BRF). 
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3.0 TAX INCREMENT REVENUE ANALYSIS 

3.1 Estimate of Captured Taxable Value and Tax Increment Revenues 

This Plan anticipates the capture of tax increment revenues to reimburse the Developer for the 
costs of Eligible Activities under this Plan in accordance with the Reimbursement Agreement. 
The initial taxable value is anticipated to be $4,108,550, which will be the taxable value of the 
eligible property at the time the current Plan is adopted, as shown by the assessment roll for 
which equalization has been completed. The captured taxable value will be the difference 
between the initial taxable value and the actual taxable value for each year for which this Plan is 
in effect. For purposes of illustration, the captured taxable value in the first year following 100% 
completion of the project is estimated to be $39,083,654 as illustrated in Table 3. 

A table of estimated tax increment revenues to be captured for the entire project is attached to 
this Plan as Table 3. Tax capture for reimbursement of Eligible Activities as described in this 
Plan is estimated at 6 years. Conservative assumptions were included in the captured taxable 
value and tax rates. These assumptions are used for illustrative purposes only, and are not 
intended to limit reimbursement of the actual annual tax capture amount. The following 
assumptions were used in the development of Table 3. 

1. Local and state tax capture is included in calculating recapture. 
2. Personal property, although defined as part of the value ·added to the Property, 

has not been included in the tax table in order to provide a conservative estimate 
of Plan duration. 

3. The investment in buildings and equipment to be used for manufacturing, light 
industrial or research has not been included in the taxable value of the property 
for the first twelve years because it is assumed that an industrial tax abatement 
under PA 198 of 197 4 will be applied to that portion of the property. This is 
reflected in Table 3 by a reduction in the captured taxable value by the assumed 
taxable value of the industrial property. 

4. Annual appreciation in taxable value is assumed to be 1%. 
5. Adjustments to the capture of state taxes were not necessary in order to comply 

with the Proportionality Test. 

Tax increments are projected to be captured and applied: (i) to reimbursement of eligible activity 
costs; (ii) for payment of Authority administrative and operating expenses (at 7.5% of capture for 
reimbursement); (ii) to make deposits into the State of Michigan Brownfield Redevelopment 
Fund (BRF); and (iii) to make deposits into the Authority's Local Site Remediation Revolving 
Fund (LSRRF) as follows: 
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Total Eligible Activities Eligible Cost Tax Capture 
1 Environmental Assessments & BE.A/Due Care Plans $ 248,500 $ 248,500 
2 Combined Brownfield Plan I Act 381 Work Plan $ 16,000 .. $ 16,000 
3 Environmental Remediation $ 2,695,161 $ 2,695,161 
4 Additional Response Activities $ 2,087,986 $ 2,087,986 
5 Contingency 15% (Excluding Task 2) $ 754,747 $ 754,747 

Total Eligible Activities $ 5,802,393 $ 5,802,393 

6 Capture for Authority $ 221,547 $ 221,547 
7 Capture for State BRF $ 652,698 $ 652,698 
8 Capture for Local LSRRF $ 1,498,914 $ 1 ,498,914 

Total Additional Capture $ 2,373,159 $ 2,373,159 

Total Above $ 8,115,552 $ 8,175,552 

3.2 Method of Financing and Description of Advances Made by the Municipality 

The Eligible Activities are to be financed solely by the Developer. The Authority will reimburse 
the Developer for the cost of approved Eligible Activities, but only from actual tax increment 
revenues generated from the Property. No advances have been or shall be made by the City or 
the Authority for the costs of Eligible Activities under this Plan. 

All reimbursements authorized under this Plan shall be governed by the Reimbursement 
Agreement. The inclusion of Eligible Activities and estimates of costs to be reimbursed in this 
Plan are intended to authorize the Authority to fund such reimbursements and does not obligate 
the Authority or the City to fund any reimbursement or to enter into the Reimbursement 
Agreement providing for the reimbursement of any costs for which tax increment revenues may 
be captured under this Plan, or which are permitted to be reimbursed under this Plan. The 
amount and source of any tax increment revenues that will be used for purposes authorized by 
this Plan, and the terms and conditions for such use and upon any reimbursement of the 
expenses permitted by the Plan, will be provided solely under the Reimbursement Agreement 
contemplated by this Plan. 

3.3 Maximum Amount of Note or Bonded Indebtedness 

The Authority will not incur any note or bonded indebtedness to finance the purposes of this 
Plan. 

3.4 Duration of Brownfield Plan 

The construction of the project is expected to be complete in 2018 and tax capture will start in 
2016. This Plan will remain in effect for at least 7 years from the beginning date of the capture 
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of tax increment revenues, or for the duration necessary to complete the reimbursement of 
eligible expenses for the project, whichever is less. In no event shall the duration of the Plan 
exceed 35 years following the date of the resolution approving the Plan, nor shall the duration of 
the tax capture exceed the lesser of the period authorized under subsection (4) and (5) of 
Section 13(1)(f) of Act 381 or 30 years. Further, in no event shall the beginning date of the 
capture of tax increment revenues be later than five years after the date of the resolution 
approving the Plan. 

3.5. Estimated Impact of Tax Increment Financing on Revenues of Taxing Jurisdictions 

The following is the impact of this Plan on the taxing jurisdictions, also presented in Table 4. 

Tax Ca~ture for This Plan 

Total Taxes to Total Brownfield State 
Millage Category Taxes Jurisdictions Capture Reimbursement Authority BRF LSRRF 
Macomb County Operating $6,620,074 $5,626,124 $ 993,950 $ 705.431 $ 74,546 $ 182,232 
Macomb County Drain Debt $7,245 $7,245 $ $ . '$ $ 
Macomb County lSD $4,264,612 $3,624,316 $ 640,296 $ 454.434 $ 48,022 $ 117,393 
MCCC $2,059.418 $1.750,216 $ 309,202 $ 219.448 $ 23,190 $ 56,690 
HCMA $310,970 $264,283 $ 46,687 $ 33,135 $ 3,502 $ 8,560 
Chesterfield Township $1,168,095 $992.718 $ 175,377 $ 124.469 $ 13,153 $ 32,154 
Fire Operation $2,732,655 $2,322,371 $ 410,284 $ 291,189 $ 30.771 $ 75,222 
Fire Equipment $669.035 $568,588 $ 100.447 $ 71,290 $ 7,534 $ 18.417 
Police Special Assess. District $7,245,348 $7 ,245,348 $ $ .• $ $ 
Library $936,823 $796,170 $ 140,653 $ 99,825 $ 10,549 $ 25.788 
SMART $854,951 $726,589 $ 128,362 $ 91,102 $ 9,627 $ 23,534 
Veteran Admin $57,963 $49.264 $ 8,699 $ 6,174 $ 653 $ 1,596 
College Debt $217,360 $217,360 $ $ .• $ $ $ 
School Debt $10,143.487 $10,143.487 $ $ .• $ $ $ 
DIA $289,814 $289,814 $ $ • r $ $ $ 
Zoo $144,907 $144,907 $ $ .• $ $ $ 
School Operating $26,083,251 $22 '167 ,051 $ 3,916,200 $ 2.779.425 $ $ 489,524 $ 717,997 
School SET $8,694.417 $7,389,021 $ 1,305,396 $ 926.472 $ $ 163,175 $ 239,332 
Total Incremental Tax $72,500.425 $64 ,324 ,872 $8,175,553 $5,802,393 $221,547 $652,698 $1.498,915 

Note: Total Taxes are for the full 30 year duration of the Plan 

Note that the following taxes are projected to be generated but not to be captured during the life 
of the Plan (amount provided is for full 30 year Plan duration): 

Macomb County Drain Debt 

Police Special Assess. District 

College Debt 

School Debt 

DIA 
Zoo 
Total .A.bove 

Chesterfield Towne Centre Brownfield Plan 
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Amount Not CalJtured 

$ 7,245 

$ 7,245,348 

$ 217,360 

$ 1 0 '143 ,487 
$ 289,814 
$ •144,907 
$ 18,048,16•1 
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4.0 INFORMATION REQUIRED BY SECTION 15(15) OF THE STATUTE FOR NON
ENVIRONMENTAL ACTIVITIES 

4.1 Sufficiency of Proposed Activities 

The individual activities described in this Plan were developed after thorough analysis of 
extensive environmental documentation and market research. The Developer has engaged in 
discussions, negotiations, and planning with professionals familiar with the Property and its past 
use to define and refine the list of proposed activities. The activities proposed in this Plan are 
the result of this analysis, and will be sufficient to complete the eligible activities. Preliminary 
site plans for the proposed future use are included as Figure 5a, 5b and 5c. 

• Environmental Assessments - Environmental assessments and due care plans are sufficient 
because they have been and will be completed in accordance with Part 201 of Act 451. It has 
been assumed that the buildings planned for the 183-acre site will be owned/operated by up to 
twenty future property owners/operators, each of which will require its own due diligence and 
due care plan. The proposed costs are anticipated to be sufficient for this activity. 

• Brownfield and Work Plan Preparation - The Brownfield Plan and Work Plan are sufficient 
because they have been completed in accordance with Act 381. 

• Remediation Activities - The environmental investigations completed to date indicated soil 
contamination levels likely to require that some portion of the soil be disposed in a hazardous 
waste landfill as part of the due care requirements. The proposed amount of soil to be disposed 
in a hazardous waste facility will be sufficient because soil will be removed to the depth at which 
the concentration of contaminants does not exceed the level at which TCLP analysis requires 
disposal in a licensed hazardous waste facility. The proposed sampling plans, testing, planning 
and oversight of activities will be sufficient because they will systematically investigate the 
amount of soil disposal required, and ensure its proper disposal. In addition, soil identified for 
removal that does not require disposal in a hazardous waste facility will be disposed in a Type II 
landfill, in order to prepare the site for redevelopment. 

• Additional Response Activities - Soil removal will be sufficient to complete the eligible activities 
because it will prepare the site for the planned development activities as shown in the site plan. 
Because the site is a facility, any soil that is unsuitable for building upon and that therefore must 
be removed from the site must be disposed in a Type II landfill. The proposed amount of soil to 
be disposed in a Type II landfill will be sufficient because soil will be removed to the depth at 
which the concentration of contaminants supports Type II landfill disposal, based on 
environmental investigations. The proposed sampling, testing, planning and oversight will be 
sufficient because they will document the characteristics of the soil to be disposed in order to 
obtain landfill approval, and to ensure proper disposal. 

Chesteliield Towne Centre Brownfield Plan 
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4.2 Necessity of Proposed Activities 

The individual activities described in this Plan were developed after thorough analysis of 
extensive environmental documentation and market research. The Developer has engaged in 
discussions, negotiations, and planning with professionals familiar with the Property and its past 
use to define and refine the list of proposed activities. The activities proposed in this Plan are 
the result of this analysis, and will be necessary to complete the eligible activity. 

• Environmental Assessments- Environmental Investigations, a BEA and a Due Care Plan 
were necessary because the property is a facility under Part 201. Future environmental 
assessments will be necessary because each of twenty future property owners will require its 
own due diligence documentation in accordance with Part 201. Each property owner will also 
require its own Due Care Plan that is specific to its operation of the site. 

• Brownfield and Work Plan Preparation -The Brownfield Plan and Work Plan are necessary 
because the project requires financial assistance for the increased costs of developing on a 
Brownfield site. 

• Remediation Activities- Because the environmental investigations completed to date indicated 
soil contamination levels likely to require that some portion of the soil be disposed in a 
hazardous waste facilty, and some portion in a Type II landfill, testing and disposal of this soil 
will be necessary as part of the due care requirements. The proposed sampling plans, testing, 
planning and oversight of due care activities will be necessary to determine the amount of soil to 
be removed, and ensure its proper disposal. Only soils that must be removed from the site for 
redevelopment of the property as shown on the Site Plans will be transported to a licensed 
hazardous waste facility or Type II landfill. 

• Additional Response Activities - Because the environmental investigations completed to date 
indicated that some portion of the soil is unsuitable for building upon and therefore must be 
removed from the site, and all soil removed from a facility under Part 201 must be disposed in a 
Type II landfill as a presumptive remedy, testing and disposal of this soil will be necessary as 
part of site redevelopment. The proposed sampling, testing, planning and oversight will be 
necessary to document the characteristics of the soil to be disposed in order to obtain landfill 
approval, and to ensure its proper disposal. Only soils that must be removed from the site for 
redevelopment of the property as shown on the Site Plans will be transported to a Type II landfill 

4.3 Reasonableness of Costs 

The individual activities described in this Plan were developed after thorough analysis of 
extensive environmental documentation and market research. The Developer has engaged in 
discussions, negotiations, and planning with professionals familiar with the development and 
construction of commercial and industrial buildings. The costs for the proposed activities are 
the result of this analysis, and are reasonable based on similar projects. 
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4.4 Benefits to the Public 

This Project will provide a catalyst for redevelopment in an area where little redevelopment has 
occurred in recent years. This Project will also redevelop a Property which is currently vacant 
and a facility under Part 201. The development of this Project will create an additional economic 
hub, supporting tourism and economic activity relating to conference center and entertainment 
attractions, office and light industrial businesses, research and medical services, and retail 
establishments. The additional property taxes generated by the project will support services in 
the local community and throughout the County. 

4.5 Reuse of Vacant Buildings 

There are no existing buildings on the Property and as such the Project will not reuse any 
vacant buildings. 

4.6 Jobs Created 

The project is expected to create at least 1 ,300 new fulltime jobs. In addition, the expanded use 
of the property will require local support jobs in trucking and supply of products and services. 
During the design and construction phases of the Project, local companies will be utilized 
whenever possible for engineering and construction services, further enhancing job creation. 

4.7 Area Unemployment 

Macomb County's annual average unemployment rate of 9.1% in 2013 was higher than the 
Michigan unemployment rate of 8.8%, both of which were significantly different from the U.S. 
2013 annual average of 7.4%3

. 

3 Bureau of Labor and Statistics Regional and State Unemployment, 2013 Annual Average Summary, 
http://www.bls.gov/news.release/srgune.nrO.htm. 
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4.8 Contamination to be Alleviated 

Environmental investigations conducted on the Property have identified soil impacted with lead 
at concentrations exceeding the Part 201 Generic Non-Residential Cleanup Criteria for Direct 
Contact. These soils will be excavated and disposed of in a hazardous waste landfill. In 
addition, soils removed from the site that exceeded the GNRCC for any hazardous substance 
will be disposed in a Type II landfill. 

4.9 Private Sector Contribution 

Site acquisition, site improvement, and site development costs will be funded by the Developer, 
as shown in Table 2. 

4.10 Greenfield Site Comparison 

This is the preferred site because it is centrally located near two highway interchanges and 
close to the Hall Road economic development corridor. However, the Property comes with 
substantial soil remediation costs not typically associated with a comparable Greenfield site. 

4.11 Relocation 

The Property is currently vacant and no residents or businesses will be relocated as part of the 
Project. 

4.12 Financial Projections 

The Developer has determined that the Project will be financially and economically sound. 
Tenants for the buildings have been confirmed pending the completion of the Eligible Activities, 
which are necessary for the development of the Property. 

4.13 Incentives 

Financial support is being requested from Macomb County and the State of Michigan in the form 
of tax increment financing to reimburse the Developer for the costs of the Eligible Activities. 
Support for any industrial facilities constructed as part of the project will be via tax abatement 
under Act 198 of 1974. In addition, support in the form of Community Revitalization Program 
grants or loans will be requested from the State of Michigan for eligible investments. No federal 
incentives are anticipated for this Project. 
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5.0 SCHEDULE AND COSTS OF ACTIVITIES 

5.1 Schedule of Activities 

It is estimated that the Project will be completed by 2018. The following is a summary schedule 
of activities. 

Activity Est. Year Completed 

Property Purchase (Completed) 

Assessment Phase I ESA (Completed) 

BEA (Completed) 

Due Care Plan 

Site Preparation and Soils Management 

Land Balancing 

Construction 

5.2 Estimated Costs 

The estimated cost for each Eligible Activity is provided in Table 2. 
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5.2.1 Summary of Total Project Costs 

Estimated costs are provided below. 
S f F d" S ----

Environmental 
Activities (MDEQ Developer 

Investments Total Cost TIF) CRP Grant Investment 
Site Acquisition $ 7,995,479 $ $ - $ 

Assessment and Browntleld Plan Costs $ 5,055,146 $ 5,047,646 $ - $ 

Infrastructure $ 24,776,000 $ $ - $ 

Construction/Renovation/Improvement $ 170 ,850 ,000 $ $ 869,565 $ 

Soft Costs and Fees $ 34,170,000 $ $ $ 

Total A.bove $242,846,625 $5,047,646 $869,565 
Contingency 15% 15% 15% 

$36,424,594 $754,747 $130,435 
:3ubtotal With Contingency $279,271,219 $5,802,393 $1 ,000,000 

5.2.2 Sources and Uses of Incentives and Funds 

All sources and uses for the project are shown below. 

Source ••• Equity Debt 
Summaru of ~dinq Soyrc~ 

Grant 

Equity 

Senior Debt 

TIF Reimbursement 

CRPGrant 

Other Loans 

Total Above 

Uses 

Site Acquisition 

Assessment and Br01~ nfield Plan Costs 

Site Preparation Costs 

Site Improvements 

Infrastructure 

Demolition 

Construction/Renovation/Improvement 

Soft Costs and Fees 

Total Above 
Contingency 

Subtotal W'ith Contingency 

" 
" 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

32,302.530 

138.453,736 

5,802,333 

lOOO,OOO 

41.712,500 

273,271.213 

7,335.473 

5,055.146 

24,776,000 

170,850,000 

34,170,000 

242,846,625 
15X 

36.424.534 
273,271.213 
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$ 32,302.530 $ - $ -
$ - $ 138.453,736 $ -
$ - $ - $ -
$ - $ - $ lOOO,OOO 

$ - $ 41.712,500 $ -

$ 32,302,530 $ 180,166,236 $ 1.000,000 

7,995,479 

7,500 

24,776,000 

169 ,980 ,435 

34,170,000 

$236 ,929 ,414 
15% 

$35 ,539 ,412 
$272 ,468 ,826 

;tfrtt1.lllt!§,.t§.ti 
$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 
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5.3 Summary of Relocation Actions 

Relocation Actions are not required for this Project. 

5.4 Description of Proposed Use of local Site Remediation Revolving Fund 

The local Site Remediation Revolving Fund will not be used for this Project. 

5.5 Other Material that the Authority or Governing Body Considers Pertinent 

In the event that State Tax Capture is not approved by the MDEQ, the entire amount for Eligible 
Activities described in this Plan will be reimbursed to the Developer entirely from Local Tax 
Capture, and the duration of the Plan will be extended accordingly. 

5.5.1 Owner Obligations Representations and Warrants 

The Owner and its affiliates shall comply with all applicable laws, ordinances, executive orders, 
or other regulations imposed by the County or any other properly constituted governmental 
authority with respect to the Property and shall use the Property in accordance with this Plan. 

The Owner represents and warrants that a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment ("ESA"), 
and a Phase II ESA, baseline environmental assessment, pursuant to Part 201 of Michigan's 
Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act (MCL 324.20101 et seq.), have been 
performed on the Property. 

The Owner further represents and warrants that the Project does not and will not include a 
Macomb County Land Bank Authority or State of Michigan Land Bank financing component. 
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183---Acre Property 
2,000 1,000 .l)ii 

ENYJAONNOOAL Chesterfield Township, MI 

Created for: CTC Development Group, LLC 
Created by: CCR, May 14,2014, ASTI Project 3-8587 

Figure 1 ~ Site Location Map 

36



27225-27275 

Menards 

400 800 1200 illEt:!Q. Clay fill Area (8.88 acres) 
--- Propertyline Debrisfi11Area(13.86acres) Se Selenium 

Scale in Feet --------- Parcel Line Biosolids Application Area (10.86 acres) :~ ~~~~r 
$ Sample Location Former Waste Water lagoon (69.85 acres) Cr Chromium ' ..... -• N 

~ Approximate Extent of Soil Above Direct Contact (2.23 acres) Cd Cadmium .&a..lll Ef1 
Parcels 09-31-4 76-003, 09-31-226-007, 09-31-4 76-004, 09-31-776-005 Chesterfield Township, MI Emowrunencal 

Created for: CTC Development Group, LLC Figure 2- Soil Analytical Above GNRCC 
ASTI Projctr:S512, JMO,Junc 16,2014 
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FIGURE 4. PHOTO LOG 
Vacant Land, Chesterfield Township, Michigan 

ASTI Project No. 3-8587 
4-17-14 
Photographed By Sean Trowbridge 

Photo 1. Northern portion of the 
Property looking east 

Photo 2. Mid-east portion of the 
Property looking southeast 

Photo 3. Southeast portion of the 
Property looking southwest 

.l)ii 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
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FIGURE 4. PHOTO LOG 
Vacant Land, Chesterfield Township, Michigan 

ASTI Project No. 3-8587 
4-17-14 
Photographed By Sean Trowbridge 

Photo 4. Southwest portion of the 
Property looking west 

Photo 5. Mid-west portion of the 
Property looking north 

Photo 6. Meter station, access 
covers , and vent pipe on northern 
portion of the Property part of the 
North Gratiot Interceptor 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
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FIGURE 4. PHOTO LOG 
Vacant Land, Chesterfield Township, Michigan 

ASTI Project No. 3-8587 
4-17-14 
Photographed By Sean Trowbridge 

Photo 7. Tucker Jones Drain, 
transecting through central reg ion of 
the Property 

Photo 8. Construction debris and 
soil piles on northern Property area 

Photo 9. Metal fencing and soil 
mounding on northeast portion of the 
Property 

.l)ii 
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FIGURE 4. PHOTO LOG 
Vacant Land, Chesterfield Township, Michigan 

ASTI Project No. 3-8587 
4-17-14 
Photographed By Sean Trowbridge 

Photo 10. Concrete debris near 
southeast Property corner 

Photo 11 . Construction debris on 
southern area, west of Towne Centre 
Boulevard 

Photo 12. Soil mound and portion of 
DEQ Wetland Conservation 
Easement on central region, west 
side, south of Tucker Jone!Ji)rain 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS Chesteriie/d Towne Centre 
Table 2 -Development Cost Summary July 11, 2014 

Envaronmental 
Act1v1t1es (MDEQ Developer 

Item Umt Cost Total Cost TIF} CRP Grant Investment 

Project Development Costs 

S1te Acqu1sit1on $7,995,479 
Land Costs $7,995,479 

Assessment and Brownfield Plan Costs $5,055,146 
Environmental Assessments & BEA/Due Care Plans 

Initial Phase 1/BEA 
Initial Due Care Plan 
Phase I, Phase II and SEA for lndiviudal Parcels (20 assumed) 
Due Care Plan for Individual Parcels (20 assumed) 

Environmental Remediation 
Soil Remediation - Hazardous Waste 
Removal and Disposal of Contaminated Debris/Soils 

Additional Response Activities 
Incidental Soi l Removal 

Combined Brownfield Plan I Act 381 Work Plan 
Act 381 Combined Brownfield Plan 
CRP Application 

$11,000 
$1,500 

$204,000 
$32,000 

$2,153,304 
$541,857 

$2,087,986 

$16,000 
$7,500 

Infrastructure $24,776,000 
Parking Lot 
Public paved path - non-motorized transportation 

$24,576,000 
$200,000 

Construction/Renovation/Improvement $170,850,000 
Base Building Assumptions 

Manufacturing/Lt Industrial/Research 
Upsca le Retai i/RestauranUEntertainment 
Conventi on Center 

$19,100,000 
$124,750,000 
$27,000,000 

Soft Costs and Fees $34,1 70,000 

Total Above 
Contingency 

$242,846,625 
15% 

$36,424,594 

$11,000 
$1,500 

$204,000 
$32,000 

$2,153,304 
$541,857 

$2,087,986 

$16,000 

$5,047,646 
15% 

$754,747 

$869,565 

$7,995,479 

$0 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$0 
$0 

$0 

$0 
$7,500 

$24,576,000 
$200,000 

$169,980,435 

$0 $34,170,000 

$869,565 
15% 

$130,435 

$236,929,414 
15% 

$35,539,412 
Total Development Costs w1th Contmgency $279,271 ,219 $5,802,393 $1,000,000 $272,468,826 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS Chesterfield Towne Centre 
Table 3 -Total Brownfield Tax Capture September 2, 2014 

Jurisdiction: Chesterfield Township, Ml 
School District: L'Anse Creuse 
Project Type: Mixed Use 

Year 
Percent Complete 
Captured Taxable Value 
New Personal Property 

Total Captured Taxable Value 

Millage Category 
Macomb County Operating 
Macomb County Drain Debt 
Macomb County ISO 
MCCC 
HCMA 
Chesterfield Township 
Fire Operation 
Fire Equipment 
Police Special Assess.District 
Library 
SMART 
Veteran Admin 
College Debt 
School Debt 
DIA 
Zoo 
School Operating 
School SET 
Total Incremental Tax 

Brownfield Tax Capture 
Tax Capture for Reimbursement 

Interest Payment to Developer 
Capture for Brownfield Authority: 

Capture for Bond Repayment 
Capture for State BRF 

Capture for LSRRF 

Total Capture: 

Tax Capture Summarv 
Environmental Activities (MDEQ) 

Total Tax Capture 

Local Tax Capture 
School Tax Capture 

Total 

Local Tax Capture 
School Tax Capture 

Total 

2012 
Total 

Mills/$1000 
4.5685 
0.0050 
2.9430 
1.4212 
0.2146 
0.8061 
1.8858 
0.4617 
5.0000 
0.6465 
0.5900 
0.0400 
0.1500 
7.0000 
0.2000 
0.1000 

18.0000 
6.0000 

50.0324 

Total 
Capture 

993,950 

640,296 
309,202 

46,687 
175,377 
410,284 
100,447 

140,653 
128,362 

8,699 

3,916,200 
1,305,396 
8,175,553 

Total 
5,802,393 

221,547 

652,698 
1,498,915 

8,175,553 

2,953,957 
5,221,596 
8,175,553 

2,953,957 
5,221,596 
8,175,553 

25% 50% 75% 

$ $ 9,770,293 $ 19,540,997 $ 
$ $ $ $ 
$ $ 9,770,293 $ 19,540,997 $ 

44,635 89,273 

28,753 57,509 
13,885 27,771 

2,096 4,193 
7,875 15,751 

18,424 36,850 
4,510 9,022 

6,316 12,633 
5,764 11,529 

390 781 

175,865 351,737 
58,621 117,245 

367,134 734,294 

327,875 655,773 

9,949 19,898 

29,311 58,623 

367,134 734,294 

132,648 265,312 
234,486 468,982 
367,134 734,294 

132,648 265,312 
234,486 468,982 
367,134 734,294 

100% 100% 100% 
29,312,116 $ 39,083,654 $ 39,515,576 $ 

$ $ $ 
29,312,116 $ 39,083,654 $ 39,515,576 $ 

Total Tax Capture for All Eligible Activities 
133,912 $ 178,553 $ 180,526 $ 

$ $ $ 
86,265 $ 115,023 $ 116,294 $ 
41,658 $ 55,545 $ 56,159 $ 

6,290 $ 8,387 $ 8,480 $ 
23,628 $ 31,505 $ 31,853 $ 
55,276 $ 73,703 $ 74,518 $ 
13,533 $ 18,044 $ 18,244 $ 

$ $ $ 
18,950 $ 25,267 $ 25,546 $ 
17,294 $ 23,059 $ 23,314 $ 

1,172 $ 1,563 $ 1,580 $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 

527,618 $ 703,505 $ 711,280 $ 
175,872 $ 234,501 $ 237,093 $ 

1,101,468 $ 1.468,655 $ 1,484,887 $ 

983,684 1,311,606 1,326,102 

29,848 39,799 40,239 

87,936 117,251 118,547 

1,101.468 1.468,655 1.484,887 

397,978 530,649 536,514 
703,490 938,006 948,373 

1,101,468 1,468,655 1,484,887 

397,978 530,649 536,514 
703.490 938,006 948,373 

1,101,468 1.468,655 1,484,887 

100% 
39,951,817 $ 

$ 
39,951,817 $ 

182,519 

117,578 
56,779 

8,573 
32,205 
75,341 
18.445 

25,828 
23,571 

1,598 

719,132 
239,710 

1,501,279 

1,197,354 

40,683 

119,855 
143,387 

1,501,279 

542,437 
958,842 

1,501,279 

542,437 
958,842 

1,501,279 

Assumptions 
Estimated True Cash Value: $ 159,745,479 

Projected Taxable Value: $ 47,923,644 
Initial Taxable Va lue: $ 4,108,550 

Incremental Taxable Value: 

Eligible Activity 
Environmental Activities: 

43,815,094 

5,802,393 
Redevelopment Activities: ~-===-

Total Eligible Expense: 5,802,393 

100% 100% 100% 
40,392,421 $ 40,837,431 $ 41,286,890 

$ $ 
40,392,421 $ 40,837,431 $ 41 ,286,890 

184,532 

118,874 
57,405 

8,668 
32,560 
76,172 
18,649 

26,113 
23,831 

1,615 

727,063 
242,354 

1,517,836 

41,131 

121,177 
1,355,528 

1,517,836 

548,419 
969,417 

1,517,836 

548,419 
969.417 

1,517,836 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS Chesterfield Towne Centre 
Table 3a- Local Tax Capture September 2, 2014 

Jurisdiction: Chesterfield Township, Ml 
School District: L'Anse Creuse 
Project Type: Mixed Use 

Year 
Percent Complete 
Captured Taxable Value 
New Personal Property 

Total Captured Ta xable Value 

Millage Category 
Macomb County Operating 
Macomb County Drain Debt 
Macomb County lSD 
MCCC 
HCMA 
Chesterfield Township 
Fire Operation 
Fire Equipment 
Police Special Assess.District 
Library 
SMART 
Veteran Admin 
College Debt 
School Debt 
DIA 
Zoo 
School Operating 
School SET 
Total Incremental Tax 

Brownfield Tax Capture 
Tax Capture for Reimbursement 

Interest Payment to Developer 
Capture for Brownfield Authority: 

Capture for Bond Repayment 
Capture for State BRF 

Capture for LSRRF 

Total Local Capture: 

Eligible Activity Summarv 
Local Tax Capture 

School Tax Capture 
Total Eligible Activity Capture 

2012 
Total 

Mills/$1000 
4.5685 
0.0050 
2.9430 
1.4212 
0.2146 
0.8061 
1.8858 
0.4617 
5.0000 
0.6465 
0.5900 
0.0400 
0.1500 
7.0000 
0.2000 
0.1000 

18.0000 
6.0000 

50.0324 

Total 
Capture 

993,950 

640,296 
309,202 

46,687 
175,377 
410,284 
100,447 

140,653 
128,362 

8,699 

2,953,957 

Total 
2,096,511 

221,547 

635,899 

2,953,957 

2,096,511 
3,705,883 
5,802,393 

25% 50% 75% 
$ $ 9,770,293 $ 19,540,997 $ 
$ $ $ $ 
$ $ 9,770,293 $ 19,540,997 $ 

$ 44,635 89,273 
$ 
$ 28,753 57,509 
$ 13,885 27,771 
$ 2,096 4,193 
$ 7 ,875 15,751 
$ 18,424 36,850 
$ 4,510 9,022 
$ 
$ 6,316 12,633 
$ 5,764 11,529 
$ 390 781 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 132,648 265,312 

122,699 245,414 

9,949 19,898 

132,648 265,312 

122,699 245,414 
205,176 410,360 
327,875 655,773 

100% 100% 100% 
29,312,116 $ 39,083,654 $ 39,515,576 $ 

$ $ $ 
29,312,1 16 39,083,654 39,515,576 $ 

Total Tax Cagture for All Eligible Activities 
133,912 $ 178,553 $ 180,526 $ 

$ $ $ 
86,265 $ 115,023 $ 116,294 $ 
41,658 $ 55,545 $ 56,159 $ 

6,290 $ 8,387 $ 8,480 $ 
23,628 $ 31,505 $ 31,853 $ 
55,276 $ 73,703 $ 74,518 $ 
13,533 $ 18,044 $ 18,244 $ 

$ $ $ 
18,950 $ 25,267 $ 25,546 $ 
17,294 $ 23,059 $ 23,314 $ 

1,1 72 $ 1,563 $ 1,580 $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 

397,978 $ 530,649 $ 536,514 $ 

368,130 490,850 496,275 

29,848 39,799 40,239 

397,978 530,649 536,514 

368,130 490,850 496,275 
615,554 820,756 829,827 
983,684 1,311,606 1,326,102 

100% 
39,951,817 $ 

$ 
39,951,817 $ 

182,519 

117,578 
56,779 

8,573 
32,205 
75,341 
18,445 

25,828 
23,571 

1,598 

542,437 

373,143 

40,683 

128,612 

542,437 

373,143 
824,212 

1,197,354 

Assumptions 
Estimated True Cash Value: $ 159,745,479 

Projected Taxable Value: $ 47,923,644 

Initial Taxable Value: ...;S-,.::4::.;, 1::,:0~8,~55:::0:... 
Incremental Taxable Value: $ 43,815,094 

Local Eligible Activities: 5,802,393 
2,096,511 Local Capture: 

100% 100% 100% 
40,392,421 $ 40,837,431 $ 41,286,890 

$ $ 
40,392,421 40,837,431 41,286,890 

184,532 $ $ 
$ $ 

118,874 $ $ 
57,405 $ $ 

8,668 $ $ 
32,560 $ $ 
76,172 $ $ 
18,649 $ $ 

$ $ 
26,113 $ $ 
23,831 $ $ 

1,615 $ $ 
$ $ 
$ $ 
$ $ 
$ $ 
$ $ 
$ $ 

548,419 $ $ 

41,131 

507,288 

548,419 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS Chesterfield Towne Centre 
Table 3b- MDEQ Tax Capture September 2, 2014 

Jurisdiction: Chesterfield Township, Ml 
School District: L'Anse Creuse 
Project Type: Mixed Use 

Year 
Percent Complete 
Captured Taxable Value 
New Personal Property 

Total Captured Taxable Value 

Millage Categorv 
Macomb County Operating 
Macomb County Drain Debt 
Macomb County lSD 
MCCC 
HCMA 
Chesterfield Township 
Fire Operation 
Fire Equipment 
Police Special Assess.District 
Library 
SMART 
Veteran Admin 
College Debt 
School Debt 
DIA 
Zoo 
School Operating 
School SET 
Total Incremental Tax 

Brownfield Tax Capture 
Tax Capture for Reimbursement 

Interest Payment to Developer 
Capture for Brownfield Authority: 

Capture for Bond Repayment 
Capture for State BRF 

Capture for LSRRF 

Tota l MDEQ Capture: 

MDEQ Eligible ActivitY Summary 
Local Tax Capture 

School Tax Capture 
Total MDEQ Eligible Activity Capture 

2012 
Total 

Mills/$1000 
4.5685 
0.0050 
2.9430 
1.4212 
0.2146 
0.8061 
1.8858 
0.4617 
5.0000 
0.6465 
0.5900 
0.0400 
0.1500 
7.0000 
0.2000 
0.1000 

18.0000 
6.0000 

50.0324 

25% 50% 75% 
$ $ 9,770,293 $ 19,540,997 $ 
$ $ $ $ 
$ $ 9,770,293 $ 19,540,997 $ 

Total 
Capture 

3,916,200 175,865 351,737 
1,305,396 58,621 117,245 
5,221,596 234,486 468,982 

Total 
3,705,883 205,176 410,360 

652,698 29,311 58,623 
863,015 

5,221,596 234,486 468,982 

2,096,511 122,699 245,414 
3,705,883 205,176 410,360 
5,802,393 327,875 655,773 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
29,312,116 $ 39,083,654 $ 39,515,576 $ 39,951,817 

$ $ $ 
29,312,116 $ 39,083,654 $ 39,515,576 $ 39,951,817 

Total Tax Capture for All Eligible Activities 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 
$ $ $ 

527,618 $ 703,505 $ 711,280 $ 719,132 
175,872 $ 234,501 $ 237,093 $ 239,710 
703,490 $ 938,006 $ 948,373 $ 958,842 

615,554 820,756 829,827 824,212 

87,936 117,251 118,547 119,855 
14,775 

703,490 938,006 948,373 958,842 

368,130 490,850 496,275 373,143 
615,554 820,756 829,827 824,212 
983,684 1,311,606 1,326,102 1,197,354 

$ 
$ 
$ 

Assumptions 
Estimated True Cash Value: $ 159,745,479 

Projected Taxable Value: $ 47,923,644 
Initial Taxable Value: $ 4,108,550 

Incremental Taxable Value: --i:----,4,.,;3:.,;,8~15~.0;:;9~4-

MDEQ Eligible Activities: 5,802,393 
3,705,883 MDEQ Capture: 

100% 100% 100% 
40,392,421 $ 40,837,431 $ 41,286,890 

$ $ 
40,392,421 $ 40,837,431 $ 41,286,890 

727,063 
242,354 
969,417 

121,177 
848,240 

969,417 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS Chesterfield Towne Centre 

Table 4- Total Tax (Not Including 
Personal Property) July 11,2014 

Jurisdiction: Chesterfield Township, Ml 
School District: l'Anse Creuse 
Project Type: Mixed Use 

Year 
Plan Year 
Percent Complete 
Real Property Taxable Value 
Personal Property 
Tota l Taxable Value 

Millage Category 
Macomb County Operating 
Macomb County Drain Debt 
Macomb County lSD 
MCCC 
HCMA 
Chesterfield Township 
Fire Operation 
Fire Equipment 
Police 
Library 

SMART 
Veteran Admin 
College Debt 
School Debt 
DIA 
Zoo 
School Operating 
School SET 
Total Tax 

$ 
$ 
$ 

2012 
Total Total 

Mills/$1000 Tax 
4.5685 6,620,074 
0.0050 7,245 
2.9430 4,264,612 
1.4212 2,059,418 
0.2146 310,970 
0.8061 1,168,095 
1.8858 2,732,655 
0.4617 669,035 
5.0000 7,245,348 
0.6465 936,823 
0.5900 854,951 
0.0400 57,963 
0.1500 217,360 
7.0000 10,143,487 
0.2000 289,814 
0.1000 144,907 

18.0000 26,083,251 
6.0000 8,694,417 

50.0324 72,500,425 

Q 1 ;1. 
25% 50% 75% 
4,108,550 $ 13,878,843 $ 23,649,547 $ 

$ $ $ 
4,108,550 $ 13,878,843 $ 23,649,547 $ 

18,770 63,405 108,043 
21 69 118 

12,091 40,845 69,601 
5,839 19,725 33,611 

882 2,978 5,075 
3,312 11 ,188 19,064 
7,748 26,173 44,598 
1,897 6,408 10,919 

20,543 69,394 118,248 
2,656 8,973 15,289 
2,424 8,189 13,953 

164 555 946 
616 2,082 3,547 

28,760 97,152 165,547 
822 2,776 4,730 
411 1,388 2,365 

73,954 249,819 425,692 
24,651 83,273 141,897 

205,561 694,392 1,183,244 

Assumptions 
Estimated True Cash Value: $ 159,745,479 

Projected Taxable Value: $ 47,923,644 

;)_ ! §_ §_ 
100% 100% 100% 100% 
33,420,666 $ 43,192,204 $ 43,624,126 $ 44,060,367 

$ $ $ 
33,420,666 $ 43,192,204 $ 43,624,126 $ 44,060,367 

152,682 197,324 199,297 201,290 
167 216 218 220 

98,357 127,1 15 128,386 129,670 
47,497 61,385 61,999 62,619 

7,172 9,269 9,362 9,455 
26,940 34,817 35,165 35,517 
63,025 81,452 82,266 83,089 
15,430 19,942 20,141 20,343 

167,103 215,961 218,121 220,302 
21,606 27,924 28,203 28,485 
19,718 25,483 25,738 25,996 

1,337 1,728 1,745 1,762 
5,013 6,479 6,544 6,609 

233,945 302,345 305,369 308,423 
6,684 8,638 8,725 8,812 
3,342 4,319 4,362 4,406 

601,572 777,460 785,234 793,087 
200,524 259,153 261,745 264,362 

1,672,116 2,161,010 2,182,620 2,204,446 

$ 
$ 
$ 

Annual Appreciation: 
NPV Assumption: 

Required Years for Capture: 

I ll 
100% 100% 
44,500,971 $ 44,945,981 

$ 
44,500,971 $ 44,945,981 

203,303 205,336 
223 225 

130,966 132,276 
63,245 63,877 

9,550 9,645 
35,872 36,231 
83,920 84,759 
20,546 20,752 

222,505 224,730 
28.770 29,058 
26,256 26,518 

1,780 1,798 
6,675 6,742 

311,507 314,622 
8,900 8,989 
4,450 4,495 

801,017 809,028 
267,006 269,676 

2,226,490 2,248,755 

$ 
$ 
$ 

!! 

1.00% 
1.00% 

7 

100% 
45,395,440 

45,395,440 

207,389 
227 

133,599 
64,516 

9,742 
36,593 
85,607 
20,959 

226,977 
29,348 
26,783 

1,816 
6,809 

317,768 
9,079 
4,540 

817,118 
272,373 

2,271,243 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS Chesterfield Towne Centre 

Table 4- Total Tax (Not Including 
Personal Property) July 11,2014 

Jurisdiction: Chesterfield Towns hip, Ml 
School District: L'Anse Creuse 
Project Type: Mixed Use 

Year 
Plan Year 
Percent Complete 
Real Property Taxable Value 
Personal Property 
Total Taxable Value 

Millage Category 
Macomb County Operating 
Macomb County Drain Debt 
Macomb County ISO 
MCCC 
HCMA 
Chesterfield Township 
Fire Operation 
Fire Equipment 
Police 
Library 
SMART 
Veteran Admin 
College Debt 
School Debt 
DIA 
Zoo 
School Operating 
School SET 
Total Tax 

$ 
$ 
$ 

2012 
Total 

Mills/$1000 
4.5685 
0.0050 
2.9430 
1.4212 
0.2146 
0.8061 
1.8858 
0.4617 
5.0000 
0.6465 
0.5900 
0.0400 
0.1500 
7.0000 
0.2000 
0.1000 

18.0000 
6.0000 

50.0324 

1l! 11 
100% 100% 
45,849,395 $ 46,307,889 

$ 
45,849,395 $ 46,307,889 

209,463 211,558 
229 232 

134,935 136,284 
65,161 65,813 

9,839 9,938 
36,959 37,329 
86,463 87,327 
21,169 21,380 

229,247 231,539 
29,642 29,938 
27,051 27,322 

1,834 1,852 
6,877 6,946 

320,946 324,155 
9,170 9,262 
4,585 4,631 

825,289 833,542 
275,096 277,847 

2,293,955 2,316,895 

g n H. 
100% 100% 100% 

$ 46,770,968 $ 52,595,836 $ 53,121,794 
$ $ $ 
$ 46,770,968 $ 52,595,836 $ 53,121,794 

213,673 240,284 242,687 
234 263 266 

137,647 154,790 156,337 
66,471 74,749 75,497 
10,037 11,287 11,400 
37,702 42,398 42.821 
88,201 99.1 85 100,177 
21,594 24,283 24,526 

233,855 262,979 265,609 
30,237 34,003 34.343 
27,595 31 ,032 31,342 

1,871 2,104 2,1 25 
7,016 7,889 7,968 

327,397 368,171 371,853 
9,354 10,519 10,624 
4,677 5,260 5,312 

841,877 946,725 956,192 
280,626 315,575 318,731 

2,340,064 2,631,496 2,657,811 

li 1§_ !I :!..!! :!..!! ;m 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

$ 53,653,012 $ 54,189,542 $ 54,731,438 $ 55,278,752 $ 55,831,540 $ 56,389,855 
$ $ $ $ $ $ 
$ 53,653,012 $ 54,189,542 $ 54,731,438 $ 55,278,752 $ 55,831,540 $ 56,389,855 

245,114 247,565 250,041 252,541 255,066 257,617 
268 271 274 276 279 282 

157,901 159,480 161 ,075 162,685 164,312 165,955 
76,252 77,014 77,784 78,562 79,348 80,141 
11,514 11,629 11,745 11 ,863 11,981 12,101 
43,250 43,682 44.119 44,560 45,006 45.456 

101,1 79 102,191 103,213 104,245 105,287 106,340 
24,772 25,019 25,270 25,522 25,777 26,035 

268,265 270,948 273,657 276,394 279,158 281,949 
34.687 35,034 35,384 35,738 36,095 36,456 
31,655 31 ,972 32,292 32,614 32,941 33,270 

2,146 2,168 2,1 89 2,211 2,233 2,256 
8,Q48 8,128 8,210 8,292 8,375 8,458 

375,571 379,327 383,120 386,951 390,821 394,729 
10,731 10,838 10,946 11,056 11,166 11.278 

5,365 5,419 5,473 5,528 5,583 5,639 
965,754 975,412 985,166 995,018 1,004,968 1,015,017 
321,918 325,137 328,389 331 ,673 334,989 338,339 

2,684,389 2,711,233 2,738,345 2,765,729 2,793,386 2,821,320 

.l)ii 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS Chesterfield Towne Centre 

Table 4 -Total Tax (Not Including 
Personal Property) July 11, 2014 

Jurisdiction : Chesterfield Township, Ml 
School District: L'Anse Creuse 
Project Type: Mixed Use 

Year 
Plan Year 
Percent Complete 
Real Property Taxable Value 
Personal Property 
Tota l Taxable Value 

Millage Category 
Macomb County Operating 
Macomb County Drain Debt 
Macomb County lSD 
MCCC 
HCMA 
Chesterfield Township 
Fire Operation 
Fire Equipment 
Police 
Library 
SMART 
Veteran Admin 
College Debt 
School Debt 
DIA 
Zoo 
School Operatin g 
School SET 
Total Tax 

2012 
Tota l 

Mills /$1000 
4.5685 
0.0050 
2.9430 
1.4212 
0.2146 
0.8061 
1.8858 
0.4617 
5.0000 
0.6465 
0.5900 
0.0400 
0.1500 
7.0000 
0.2000 
0.1000 

18.0000 
6.0000 

50.0324 

ll 
100% 

$ 56,953,754 $ 
$ $ 
$ 56,953,754 $ 

260,193 
285 

167,615 
80,943 
12,222 
45,910 

107,403 
26,296 

284,769 
36,821 
33,603 

2,278 
8,543 

398,676 
11,391 

5,695 
1,025,168 

341,723 
2,849,533 

~ ~ H 
100% 100% 100% 
57,523,291 $ 58,098,524 $ 58,679,509 

$ $ 
57,523,291 $ 58,098,524 $ 58,679,509 

262.795 265,423 268,077 
288 290 293 

169,291 170,984 172,694 
81,752 82,570 83,395 
12,344 12,468 12,593 
46,370 46,833 47,302 

108,477 109,562 110,658 
26,559 26,824 27,092 

287,616 290,493 293,398 
37,189 37,561 37,936 
33,939 34,278 34,621 

2,301 2,324 2,347 
8,628 8,715 8,802 

402,663 406,690 410,757 
11,505 11,620 11,736 

5,752 5,810 5,868 
1,035,419 1,045,773 1,056,231 

345,140 348,591 352,077 
2,878,028 2,906,809 2,935,877 

£2 ~ ~ ll ;[l!. 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

$ 59,266,304 $ 59,858,967 $ 60,457,557 $ 61,062,133 $ 61,672,754 
$ $ $ $ $ 
$ 59,266,304 $ 59,858,967 $ 60,457,557 $ 61,062,133 $ 61,672,754 

270,758 273,466 276,200 278,962 281 ,752 
296 299 302 305 308 

174,421 176,165 177,927 179,706 181,503 
84,229 85,072 85,922 86,782 87,649 
12,719 12,846 12,974 13,104 13,235 
47,775 48,252 48,735 49,222 49,714 

111,764 11 2,882 114,01 1 115,151 116,302 
27,363 27,637 27,913 28,192 28,474 

296,332 299,295 302,288 305,311 308,364 
38,316 38,699 39,086 39,477 39,871 
34,967 35,317 35,670 36,027 36,387 

2,371 2,394 2,418 2,442 2,467 
8,890 8,979 9,069 9,159 9,251 

414,864 419,013 423,203 427,435 431,709 
11,853 11,972 12,092 12,212 12,335 

5,927 5 ,986 6,046 6,106 6,167 
1,066,793 1,077,461 1,088,236 1,099,118 1.110,110 

355,598 359,1 54 362,745 366,373 370,037 
2,965,235 2,994,888 3,024,837 3,055,085 3,085,636 

.l)ii 
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Attachment A 

Resolution{s) Approving Combined Brownfield Plan 
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Attachment B 

Development Reimbursement Agreement 
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Attachment C 

Additional legal Description 
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EXHIBIT A 

Situated in the Township of Chesterfield, Macomb County, Michigan, described as: 

Parcel 1: 
A parcel of land being a portion of Lots 1 through 7, both inclusive, Edsel Ford-Rosso 
Subdivision, as recorded in Liber 38, of Plats, page 13, Macomb County Records and 
part of the northeast 1 I 4 and southeast 1 I 4 of Section 31 and part of the northwest 
114 of fractional Section 32, Town 3 north, Range 14 east, Chesterfield Township, 
Macomb County, Michigan, being described as: 

Commencing at the northeast corner of Section 31, being the northwest corner of 
Section 32; thence north 88 degrees 17 minutes 21 seconds east (recorded as north 88 
degrees 12 minutes 43 seconds east) 361.20 feet along the north line of fractional 
Section 32 to the westerly line of Private Claim 144, also being the west line of 
Industrial Park-21 Subdivision, as recorded in Liber 86 of Plats, pages 23, 24 and 25, 
Macomb County Records; thence south 02 degrees 25 minutes 07 seconds west 93.24 
feet (recorded as south 02 degrees 25 minutes 32 seconds west 93.52 feet) along the 
west line of Private Claim 144 and the west line of said Industrial Park-21 to the point 
of beginning; thence continuing south 02 degrees 25 minutes 07 seconds west 1461.13 
feet (recorded as south 02 degrees 25 minutes 32 seconds west 1461.62 feet) along the 
west line of Private Claim 144 and the west line of said Industrial Park-21, the west 
line of Industrial Park 21-2, as recorded in Liber 89 of Plats, pages 35, 36 and 37, 
Macomb County Records to the southwest corner of said Industrial Park 21-2 and the 
northwest corner of Industrial Park 21-3, as recorded in Liber 90 of Plats, page 28, 29, 
30, 31 and 32, Macomb County Records; thence south 02 degrees 28 minutes 46 
seconds west (recorded as south 02 degrees 28 minutes 58 seconds west) 337.70 feet 
along the west line of Private Claim 144 and the west line of Industrial Park 21-3; 
thence north 85 degrees 50 minutes 37 seconds west 266.90 feet; thence south 14 
degrees 58 minutes 20 seconds west 107.80 feet; thence 612.01 feet along a tangent 
curve to the right having a radius of 648.00 feet, a central angle of 54 degrees 06 
minutes 49 seconds and whose chord bears south 42 degrees 01 minutes 44 seconds 
west 589.52 feet; thence 450.10 feet (recorded as 449.80 feet) along a tangent curve 
to the left having a radius of 457.00 feet, a central angle of 56 degrees 25 minutes 50 
seconds (recorded as 56 degrees 23 minutes 36 seconds) and whose chord bears south 
40 degrees 52 minutes 14 seconds west 432.13 feet (recorded as south 40 degrees 53 
minutes 21 seconds west 431.86 feet) to the east and west 114 line of Section 31; 
thence south 01 degrees 28 minutes 36 seconds east 1241.25 feet (recorded as south 
01 degrees 27 minutes 52 seconds east 1241.05 feet); thence north 88 degrees 39 
minutes 44 seconds west 93.08 feet; thence south 01 degrees 23 minutes 16 seconds 
west 1295.34 feet (recorded as 1295.56 feet) to the north right of way of M-59 
(variable right of way); thence north 83 degrees 30 minutes 14 seconds west 26.61 
feet (recorded as north 83 degrees 29 minutes 19 seconds west 26.83 feet) along the 
north right of way line of M-59; thence south 88 degrees 04 minutes 03 seconds west 
1420.41 feet along the north right of way of M-59 to the southeasterly right of way of 
1-94 (limited access); thence north 46 degrees 55 minutes 58 seconds west 127.28 feet 
along the southeasterly right of way of 1-94; thence north 01 degrees 55 minutes 58 
seconds west 279.57 feet along the southeasterly right of way of 1-94; thence north 14 
degrees 48 minutes 47 seconds west 631.95 feet along the southeasterly right of way 
of 1-94; thence north 08 degrees 05 minutes 53 seconds east 603.00 feet along the 
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southeasterly right of way of 1-94; thence north 24 degrees 12 minutes 26 seconds east 
1050.56 feet (recorded as north 24 degrees 12 minutes 13 seconds east 1050.82 feet) 
along the southeasterly right of way of 1-94 to the east and west 1 I 4 line of Section 
31; thence north 87 degrees 56 minutes 57 seconds east 102.65 feet; thence north 01 
degrees 43 minutes 12 seconds west 211.26 feet (recorded as north 01 degrees 38 
minutes 59 seconds west 211.13 feet) to the southeasterly right of way of 1-94 (limited 
access); thence north 24 degrees 11 minutes 37 seconds east 1710.04 feet (recorded as 
north 24 degrees 12 minutes 13 seconds east 1710.00 feet) along the southeasterly 
right of way of 1-94; thence north 28 degrees 44 minutes 43 seconds east 187.31 feet 
(recorded as north 28 degrees 46 minutes 20 seconds east 187.37 feet) along the 
southeasterly right of way of 1-94; thence 297.51 feet (recorded as 297.27 feet) along 
a tangent curve to the right having a radius 599.07 feet, a central angle of 28 degrees 
27 minutes 14 seconds (recorded as 28 degrees 25 minutes 53 seconds) and whose 
chord is north 42 degrees 58 minutes 20 seconds east 294.46 feet (recorded as north 
42 degrees 59 minutes 16 seconds east 294.23 feet) along the southeasterly right of 
way of 1-94; thence north 57 degrees 12 minutes 57 seconds east 695.12 feet (recorded 
as north 57 degrees 12 minutes 13 seconds east 695.41 feet) along the southeasterly 
right of way of 1-94; thence 335.63 feet (recorded as 335.59 feet) along a tangent 
curve to the right having a radius of 966.74 feet, a central angle of 19 degrees 53 
minutes 30 seconds (recorded as 19 degrees 53 minutes 22 seconds) and whose chord 
is north 67 degrees 09 minutes 42 seconds east 333.95 feet (recorded as north 67 
degrees 08 minutes 54 seconds east 333.91 feet) along the southeasterly right of way 
of 1-94 to the east line of Section 31 being the west line of Section 32; thence 169.90 
feet (recorded as 169.94 feet) continuing along a tangent curve to the right having a 
radius of 966.74 feet, a central angle of 10 degrees 04 minutes 11 seconds (recorded 
as 10 degrees 04 minutes 19 seconds) and whose chord is north 82 degrees 08 minutes 
32 seconds east 169.68 feet (recorded as north 82 degrees 07 minutes 44 seconds east 
169.72 feet) along the southeasterly right of way of 1-94; thence north 87 degrees 10 
minutes 38 seconds east 186.63 feet (recorded as north 87 degrees 09 minutes 53 
seconds east 186.58 feet, also recorded as 186.61 feet) along the southeasterly right 
of way of 1-94 (limited access) to the point of beginning. 

Excepting therefrom, the following described land: 

Part of the northwest quarter of fractional Section 32, Town 3 north, Range 14 east, 
Chesterfield Township, Macomb County, Michigan, being described as: Commencing at 
the northwest corner of Section 32; thence north 88 degrees 17 minutes 21 seconds 
east 361.20 feet along the north line of fractional Section 32 to the westerly line of 
Private Claim 144, also being the west line of Industrial Park-21 Subdivision, as 
recorded in Liber 86 of Plats, pages 23, 24 and 25, Macomb County Records; thence 
south 02 degrees 25 minutes 07 seconds west 585.99 feet along the west line of 
Private Claim 144 and the west line of said Industrial Park 21 and the west line of 
Industrial Park 21-2 as recorded in Liber 89 of Plats, pages 35, 36 and 37, Macomb 
County Records to the point of beginning thence continuing south 02 degrees 25 
minutes 07 seconds west 395.26 feet along the west line of Private Claim 144; the 
west line of said Industrial Park-21 and the west line of Industrial Park 21-2; thence 
north 87 degrees 34 minutes 53 seconds west 144.18 feet; thence south 51.65 feet 
along a tangent curve to the right having a radius of 54.00 feet, a central angle of 54 
degrees 47 minutes 49 seconds and chord bearing north 60 degrees 10 minutes 58 
seconds west 49.70 feet; thence north 32 degrees 47 minutes 03 seconds west 121.20 
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feet; thence north 57 degrees 12 minutes 57 seconds east 92.07 feet; thence 289.68 
feet along a tangent curve to the left having a radius of 550.00 feet, a central angle of 
30 degrees 10 minutes 38 seconds and chord bearing north 42 degrees 07 minutes 38 
seconds east 286.34 feet to the point of beginning. 

Parcel A: 
Part of Lot 1 of Industrial Park 21, part of Lots 9 & 10 of "Supervisor's Plat No. 9A", a 
subdivision of part of Private Claim 144, Town 3 north, Range 14 east, Chesterfield 
Township, Macomb County, Michigan, as recorded in Liber 86 of Plats, pages 23, 24 
and 25, Macomb County Records, more particularly described as: Beginning at the 
northwest corner of Lot 1; thence north 87 degrees 12 minutes 20 seconds east 50.21 
feet along the north line of Lot 1; thence south 02 degrees 25 minutes 07 seconds west 
295.38 feet; thence 26.66 feet along the tangent curve to the right, having a radius of 
550.00 feet, a central angle of 02 degrees 46 minutes 37 seconds and the chord 
bearing south 03 degrees 48 minutes 26 seconds west 26.27 feet; thence north 87 
degrees 36 minutes 23 seconds west 49.35 feet along the south line of Lot 1; thence 
north 02 degrees 25 minutes 07 seconds east 317.49 feet along the west line of Lot 1 
to the point of beginning. 

Parcel B: 
Part of Lot 4 of Amended Plat of Outlot "A" of "Industrial Park 21-2", a subdivision of 
part of Private Claim 144, Town 3 north, Range 14 east, Chesterfield Township, 
Macomb County, Michigan, as recorded in Liber 98 of Plats, page 18, Macomb County 
Records, more particularly described as: Beginning at the northwest corner of Lot 4; 
thence south 87 degrees 37 minutes 53 seconds east 43.13 feet along the north line of 
Lot 4; thence 149.34 feet along a non-tangent curve to the right having a radius 
550.00 feet, a central angle of 15 degrees 33 minutes 27 seconds and the chord 
bearing south 19 degrees 15 minutes 36 seconds west 148.88 feet; thence north 02 
degrees 25 minutes 07 seconds east 142.46 feet along the west line of Lot 4 to the 
point of beginning. 

Including all that part of vacated Luckino Drive adjacent thereto and lying between 
said parcels. 

Parcel Identification Nos. 
09-31-402-004, as to Parcel 1 
09-31-402-005, as to Parcel 1 
09-31-426-006, as to Parcel1 
09-31-451-009, as to Parcel1 
09-31-451-011, as to Parcel 1 
09-31-451-013, as to Parcel 1 
09-31-451-015, as to Parcel 1 
09-31-451-017, as to Parcel1 
09-31-451-019, as to Parcel1 
09-31-451-021, as to Parcel1 
09-31-251-003, as to Parcel1 
(part of) 09-31-276-002, as to Parcel1 
(part of) 09-31-226-003, as to Parcel1 
part of 09-32-103-001, as to Parcels A & B 
part of 09-32-104-006, as to Parcels A & B 
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Attachment D 

Wastewater lagoon Closure letters 

58



.. · .. 
..... 

~TATE OF MICHIOAN 

I 
JOHN ENGLER, Govrmtor • ~Pl.YTO: 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAl QUALITY SEMICHIGA!forafiUCToFF:..;:~ 
"BtHt4f SeiVfco for 11 BGttsr Envlrr:mmrmr' =!~ IIU flO 

I!OlUliTIIR ~l:llDII!Q. ~0 SOX :I<U13, t.AN$1/fC Ml 'Gm-7973 <141l!:a·fCOS 

Mr. Kirit T. Rava.ni; P.E., President 
Enviro Matrix: 
163 Madison, Suite 104 
Detroit, Michigan 48226·2135 

Deat Mr. Ravani: 

Subject: Closure Report 

IHTERHIT .......... dsq.~&to.mlvo 

RU!!e:U. J, HAAOIHO, OfrectOI' 

March 8, 2001 

North Cell, South Lagoon 
Chesterfield To-wnship 

On January 11, 2001, a closure report for the north cell of the south waste water sewage lagoon 
was submitted to this office for review. The report was submitted in accordance with the 
approved October 29, 1997 closure sampling plan. The closure rep<rt was reviewed in 
conformance With tl1e January 14, 2000 draft Surface Wakr Quality Diviiion Lagoon Closure 
Procedure. 

The closure report documents final remedia1 actions at the north cell of t1: e 1agoon system and 
also provides a risk-based evaluarion of the site subsequent to wastewater a;1d biosolids removal. 
The risk-based evaluation consisted of a comparison of sample results \vitl1 Part 201 residential 
land use criteria and background default soil concentrations. 

The Michigan Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ), Surface Water Quality Division 
has reviewed the closure report submitted by Enviro Matrix for the land use based remedial action 
plan pursuant to Part 201 of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act (NREPA), 
1994 PA 451, as amended, MCL 324.20101, ~seq. Based upon our evalwdon of the submittals, 
the north cell renu:dial actions a.re considered complete. Residential closur~: for the north· lagoon 
cell is granted. 

The MDEQ expresses no opinion as to other contaminants beyond those identified and 
remediated as a part of the approved RI\P, The MDEQ also makes no warranty as to the fitness 
of this site for any general or specific use and prospective purchasers or us:rs are advised to use 
due diligence prior to acquiring or using this site. 
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. · 

--- --~ .... ··- -··-· --·· "-· ~"". ·-- ... ·-· ...... 

Mr.l<irlt T •. Ravani, P.E., President 
Envko Matrix 
March 7, 2001 
Page2 

If you should have further questions or concerns, please contact me at 734 953·1442. 

co: Park Plaza North, LLC 

Sincerely, • 

~~-~--
Brett A. Wiseley 
Southeii.St Michigm District Offiet~ 
Surface Water Quality Division 
734·953-1442 . 

t .v::, 
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STATf' or MWI-I!GAN 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
JACKSOI'; DrsTRwr OFFICI' 

JENNIFER M . GRANHOLM 
GOVERNOR 

Mr. Kirit T. Ravani, P.E., Principal 
Enviro Matrix 
163 Madison, Suite 1 04 
Detroit, Michigan 48226-2135 

Dear Mr. Ravani: 

SUBJECT: Closure Report 
North Lagoon 
Chesterfield Township 

March 31, 2003 

STEVEN E. CHESTER 
DIRECTOR 

On September 24, 2002, a closure report for the north wastewater sewage lagoon was· 
submitted to the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ), Water Division (WD) for review. 
The report was submitted in accordance with the approved February 11, 2002, closure sampling 
plan. The closure report was reviewed in conformance with the 
March 5, 2002, Lagoon Closure Procedure. 

The closure report documents final remedial actions at the north lagoon system and provides a 
risk-based evaluation of the site subsequent to wastewater removal and biosolids reuse and 
relocation. The risk based evaluation consisted of a comparison of sample results with Part 
201, Environmental Remediation, of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 
1994 PA 451, as amended, (NREPA), residential land use criteria and background default soil 
concentrations. 

The DEQ, WD has reviewed the closure report submitted by Enviro Matrix for the land use 
based lagoon closure plan pursuant to Part 31, Water Resources Protection, of NREPA. Based 
upon our evaluation of the submittals, closure for the north lagoon system is granted. 

The DEQ expresses no opinion as to other contaminants beyond those identified and 
remediated as a part of the approved lagoon closure plan. The DEQ also makes no warranty as 
to the fitness of this site for any general or specific use, and prospective purchasers or users are 
advised to use due diligence prior to acquiring or using this site. 

If you have further questions or concerns, please contact me. 

cc: Mr. Joe Gayeski, Chesterfield Township 
File: Chesterfield Township North, Macomb County 

Sincerely, 

Greg Merricle 
Biosolids Coordinator 
Field Operations Section 
Water Division 
517-780-7841 

301 EAST LOUIS GLICK HIGHWAY • JACKSON, MICHIGAN 49201-1556 

www.michigan.gov • (517) 780-7690 
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STt\TE 01' MtC!IIGAN 

~1 
~
';') 

L~PARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QuALITY 
SoUTflb\ST MtctllGAN DisTRICT OFFICE 

· · ,, ;_, ••• ..io."" 

-1:~ -

JENNIFER M. GRANHOLM 
GOVERNOR 

Mr. Scott G. Park, C.P.G. 
STS Consultants, Ltd. 
7402 Westshire Drive, Suite 100 
Lansing, Michigan 48917-8687 

Dear Mr. Park: 

SUBJECT: Closure Report 

March 25, 2004 

lt.rrc.~~-
.(; ~ ;\( t: !"< ,, ..: J!.t 

Southeast and Southwest Cells, Chesterfield Township South Lagoon 

I
~ 

iL.i<l 
STEVEN E. CHESTER 

DIRECTOR 

On November 5, 2003, a closure report for the southeast and southwest cells of the Chesterfield 
Township South Lagoon was submitted to the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ), Water 
Division (WD) for review. The report was submitted in accordance with the approved October 29, 
1997, closure sampling plan. The closure report was reviewed in conformance with the March 5, 
2002, Lagoon Closure Procedure. 

The closure report documents final closure actions at the south lagoon system and provides a risk
based evaluation of the site subsequent to wastewater removal and biosolids relocation and reuse. 
The risk based evaluation consisted of a comparison of sample results with Part 201, Environmental 
Remediation, of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as 
amended, (NREPA), residential land use criteria and site specific background soil concentrations. 

The DEQ, WD has reviewed the closure report submitted by STS Consultants, Ltd for the land use 
based lagoon closure plan pursuant to Part 31, Water Resources Protection, of NREPA. Based 
upon our evaluation of the submittals, closure for the south lagoon system is granted. 

The DEQ expresses no opinion as to other contaminants beyond those identified as a part of the 
approved lagoon closure plan. The DEQ also makes no warranty as to the fitness of this site for any 
general or specific use, and prospective purchasers or users are advised to use due diligence prior 
to acquiring or using this site. 

If you have further questions or concerns, please contact me. 

s;.yely, / A f r-12_ 
Yf~7;/~ 

Greg· Mer'" 
Biosolids Coordinator 
Field Operations Section 
Water Division 
517·780-7841 

cc: Mr. Richard lves, Chesterfield Town Center, L.l.C. 
Mr. Jim Ellis, Chesterfield Township Supervisor 
Mr. Kirit Rivani, Enviro Matrix, Inc. 
File: Chesterfield Township South, Macomb County 

38980 SEVEN MILE ROAD • LIVONIA, MICHIGAN 48152-1006 

www.mlchigan.gov • (734) 953-8905 

62



October	  15,	  2014	  
	  

	  
Dear	  Chairman	  Flynn:	  
	  
As	   the	   current	   owners	   of	   Chesterfield	   Town	   Center,	   we	   are	   working	   to	   bring	  
developments	   to	  Chesterfield	  Township	   including:	   (1)	  A	  350,000	   square	   foot	  high	  
end	  outlet	  shopping	  center;	   (2)	  Macomb	  County’s	   first	  regional	  convention	  center;	  
and	   (3)	   other	   associated	   restaurants,	   retail,	   hotels,	   as	   well	   as	   technical	   and	   light	  
industrial	  users.	  Macomb	  County	  has	  named	  this	  site	  as	  one	  of	  two	  prime	  properties	  
and	  has	  assisted	  with	  the	  promotion	  of	  this	  property.	  
	  
Our	  proposed	  developments	  have	  received	  extensive	  press	  coverage.	  Enclosed	  are	  
several	  recent	  articles	  regarding	  the	  proposed	  development.	  
	  
The	   proposed	   developments	   will	   generate	   an	   estimated	   $2.1	   MM	   in	   annual	   tax	  
revenue	  and	  create	  an	  estimated	  1,300	  permanent	  full	  time	  jobs.	  	  
	  
This	  application	   is	   to	  amend	  the	  prior	  2009	  Brownfield	  Plan	   for	   the	  property	   that	  
was	   approved	   by	   Chesterfield	   Township	   and	   the	   Macomb	   County	   Brownfield	  
Redevelopment	   Authority.	   It	   is	   necessary	   that	   this	   plan	   be	   amended	   to	   reflect:	  
changes	   in	  Act	  381;	   changes	   in	   construction	   costs	  based	  on	   the	   current	  market;	   a	  
change	  in	  ownership;	  and	  updated	  eligible	  activities	  based	  on	  recent	  environmental	  
assessments.	  Our	  revised	  Brownfield	  Plan	  for	  the	  property	  has	  again	  been	  approved	  
by	   the	   Chesterfield	   Township	   Board	   and	   the	   Macomb	   County	   Brownfield	  
Redevelopment	  Authority.	  	  
	  
The	   prompt	   approval	   of	   the	   amended	   plan	   is	   critical	   to	   the	   success	   of	   this	  
development.	  The	  Chesterfield	  Town	  Center	  property	  has	  been	  designated	  a	  facility	  
under	  act	  381	  and	  will	  require	  remediation	  prior	  to	  proceeding.	  
	  
Should	  you	  wish	   further	   information	  or	  should	  you	  have	   further	  questions,	  please	  
do	  not	  hesitate	  to	  contact	  me	  at	  your	  earliest	  convenience.	  
	  
Sincerely,	  
	  
Thomas	  Guastello	  
President	  Center	  Management	  	  
34120	  Woodward	  Avenue	  	  
Birmingham,	  MI	  48009	  
(248)	  540-‐9999	  Office	  	  
(949)	  500-‐5566	  Mobile	  
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Macomb's first exhibition center may be in works | Crain's Detroit Business
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Thomas Guastello

COURTESY OF ROSSETTI ASSOCIATES INC.

A new exhibition center planned for Chesterfield
 Township would draw Canadian traffic from southern
 Ontario and state associations and visitors from mid-
Michigan and the Thumb, developers say.

Detroit and Southeast Michigan's premier business news and information website

Originally Published: August 17, 2014 8:00 AM  Modified: August 21, 2014 3:52 AM

Macomb's first exhibition center may be in works
Developers also plan hotel on outlet site
By Sherri Welch

The developers vying to bring an outlet center to Chesterfield Township plan to
 build a conference center and hotel on the same site. 

The 120,000-square-foot center, planned near M-59 and I-94, would be Macomb
 County's first independent exhibition center. 

The idea is that it would attract people to the outlet center, and the outlet center,
 in turn, would help bring people to the new exhibition center, said Thomas
 Guastello, owner and president of Center Management, a local developer that
 co-owns the Chesterfield Township site with Cincinnati-based Jeffrey R.
 Anderson Real Estate Inc. 

Retailers considering a presence in the outlet center like the idea of having an exhibition center nearby, Guastello said. But the
 plan for the new conference center isn't contingent on securing the outlet center.

"We would like to think we'll do both, but the exhibition center can stand alone. ... We have a positive study
 that's been done on it by the convention bureau," Guastello said. 

The developers are also planning restaurants for the site and in the future plan to sell parcels of land to other
 developers for additional hotels, he said. 

"We think … that site with the outlet center and exhibition hall would conservatively (support) five to six
 hotels." 

The Comfort Inn-Utica on M-59 at M-53 (Van Dyke Freeway), which Guastello owns, is recording good numbers, as are the
 other hotels in the area, he said, "because there's a lot of things for guests to do there and a lot of things that generate
 guests." 

Guastello has had preliminary conversations with Blair Bowman, owner of the Suburban Collection Showplace, Diamond
 Center and Hyatt Place Detroit, about including him in the conference center. It's too early to say exactly what shape
 Bowman's participation would take, Guastello said. 

"We're defining the concept now. ... We'll probably do what Blair did: Put one hotel connected to the exhibition center that we
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 own, and then we'll sell property for other hotels to other brands or developers." 

Guastello said that he expects to start building the exhibition center in 2015 and that it should go up quickly because such
 centers "are pretty simple buildings to put up" and the current zoning for planned unit development would support the project.
 

"Tom has some very creative and interesting plans for the whole project site," Bowman said. 

"If there's a mutually beneficial way to get involved and we can play a role and bring some value to the table, then I'm
 certainly interested in exploring that. That's the early stage we're at." 

A feasibility study commissioned by the Detroit Metro Convention & Visitors Bureau in 2011 — when Guastello, a
 longtime member of the bureau's board, and Anderson first came up with the exhibition center concept — showed demand
 would be strong for an expo center on the Chesterfield Township site, said the bureau's executive vice president and COO,
 Michael O'Callaghan. 

The study is one of several that have been completed for various sites around the region, he said. 

According to the study, completed by Plano, Texas-based Conventions, Sports & Leisure International, a Chesterfield
 Township exhibition center would draw Canadian traffic from southern Ontario and state association business and visitors from
 mid-Michigan and the Thumb who traditionally aren't interested in going into a large central business district like Detroit or
 traveling as far as Novi, O'Callaghan said. 

"And if the (center) is sized properly, they would also be able to attract meetings from associations that meet within a five- or
 six-state region," he said. 

An exhibition center in Macomb County probably would be competition for the Suburban Collection Showplace and for the
 Lansing and Grand Rapids markets, O'Callaghan said. But the market for conferences and events in Southeast Michigan is
 growing. 

"The perception of metro Detroit is getting better," O'Callaghan said. "There's more potential to attract more association
 business, ... which will benefit both the Suburban Collection Showplace along and the facility they're talking about building on
 the east side." 

Sherri Welch: (313) 446-1694, swelch@crain.com. Twitter: @sherriwelch

 © 2014 Crain Communications Inc.
 Use of editorial content without permission is str ict ly prohibited. Al l r ights Reserved
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COURTESY OF NEW ENGLAND DEVELOPMENT

New England Development plans to build an outlet
 center near Detroit Metropolitan Airport.

Detroit and Southeast Michigan's premier business news and information website

Originally Published: June 08, 2014 8:00 AM  Modified: June 10, 2014 4:00 AM

Three outlet mall plans in battle over retail anchors
Developers take to land, sea, air to woo retailers
By Sherri Welch

There's not just one new outlet shopping center planned for metro Detroit — there
 are three.

And the race is on to see which project will be able to land the retail anchors
 needed to launch construction first.

Last week, Newton, Mass.-based New England Development made news when
 it announced plans to construct a 325,000-square-foot outlet center in Romulus
 near Detroit Metropolitan Airport.

But outlet center projects are also quietly coming together in two other metro
 Detroit communities, Canton Township and Chesterfield Township.

Birmingham-based Center Management Services Inc. and Cincinnati-based Jeffrey R. Anderson Real Estate Inc. are
 developing the Outlets of Southeast Michigan in Chesterfield Township on the east side of I-94, north of M-59, on land they
 purchased four years ago.

And Baltimore-based Paragon Outlet Partners LLC is under contract to purchase about 50 acres of land in Canton Township
 at I-275 and Ford Road for a center totaling 375,000 square feet of retail space. This project is scheduled to open in summer
 2016.

Although one of the project developers — the airport-area project — wouldn't disclose estimated investment, each of the
 projects could drive about $100 million in investment, 75 or more retailers and up to 1,500 jobs, developers said.

Those are the plans.

But the developers all say they need a critical mass of signed lease deals before the planned projects can become reality.

"The one thing the three of us will agree on is that the (market) will definitely support one," said Thomas Guastello, owner and
 president of Center Management, a local developer on the Chesterfield Township site.

"And we probably all agree it should be (our) site."

Selling the region

Last week, Guastello and partner Jeff Anderson hosted more than 20 national retailers for a site tour. Guastello and Anderson
 plan a 350,000-square-foot center with a projected completion date of April 2016.

71

http://oascentral.crainsdetroit.com/5c/www.detroitbusiness.com/news/article_20140608306089969/printart/L28/411110198/Top/crain/CDB_OH_EXEC_CALENDAR_ROS_MLT_0214/CDB14_032_ExecCal_728x90.gif/7477586d676c4c4674753841426e524a?_RM_HTML_CALLBACK_=oas_tag.displayAds&q=nemer-property-group-inc&q=breaking-news&q=news&q=metro-detroit&q=detroit-metro-convention-visitors-bureau&q=detroit-metropolitan-airport&q=economic-development&q=real-estate&q=retail&q=construction-property-redevelopment&q=contracts&q=michigan-morning-monday
http://www.crainsdetroit.com/
mailto:swelch@crain.com


Three outlet mall plans in battle over retail anchors | Crain's Detroit Business

http://www.crainsdetroit.com/print/article/20140608/NEWS/306089969/three-outlet-mall-plans-in-battle-over-retail-anchors[8/22/2014 10:56:22 AM]

In addition to common major brands seen at many outlet malls, "we are courting some of the very high-end brands ... like
 Gucci, (Salvatore) Ferragamo and some other ones," Guastello said.

The developers also have a letter of intent from Countryside, Ill.-based Cooper's Hawk, a restaurant and winery, to bring a
 12,000-square-foot location to the property, he said.

They reminded retailers of the 4.6 million people living in the region, and during the tour, Larry Alexander, president and CEO
 of the Detroit Metro Convention & Visitors Bureau, highlighted, among other things, the large numbers of Canadian
 shoppers who come to shop in the region. The bureau has promoted Detroit-area retail in Southern Ontario markets for the
 past three years.

Guasetello and Anderson also took the retailers on a tour of the region "by land, sea and air."

They took them on a boat tour of the Detroit River and border crossing and drove them along the Hall Road/M-59 corridor,
 which "has become the Rodeo Drive of suburban shopping," said Guastello, who owns Shelby Town Center on Hall Road. That
 development is across from Lakeside Mall, with more than 300,000 square feet of retail and restaurants.

And they chartered three helicopters for an aerial view of the housing stock and traffic patterns near their Chesterfield
 Township site, its proximity to Canadian traffic from both Detroit and the Blue Water Bridge in Port Huron — and provided
 aerial views of the Romulus and Canton Township sites competing for outlet center retail tenants.

"They're going to look at them all anyway, so you might as well be up front," Anderson said.

"We're confident," Guastello said, "with the feedback we've gotten, now that they've seen all three sites."

Retailers like Neiman Marcus, Nordstrom, Saks Fifth Avenue, Ralph Lauren, Louis Vuitton and Tiffany & Co. have
 other stores in these markets and know the area, Anderson said, which should increase their level of comfort in locating at a
 luxury outlet like the one planned in Chesterfield Township.

"There's only one set of retailers that go into outlet centers ... (they) are going to pick the best site and the one that gets
 developed first," Anderson said.

"We think we can go fast because we own the land."

But the developers behind proposals in Romulus and Canton feel equally strongly about their sites, and Anderson said he
 believes the market could potentially support two additional centers, one on each side of town.

Airport area

New England Development is under contract to purchase about 36 acres of vacant land at the northeast corner of Vining Road
 and I-94 for an undisclosed amount from Southfield-based Nemer Property Group, he said.

Vice President Michael Barelli declined to say what the developer would invest in the 325,000-square-foot project, which is set
 to open in 2016. But he said it isn't planning to pursue tax incentives.

"There's been a ton of investment in infrastructure in the area, and the roads are in great shape, which helps," Barelli said.

The site is across from a major airport that serves 32 million passengers each year, on the major highway between Detroit and
 Chicago and will be the closest outlet center in Michigan to the Canadian border, the developer said.

New England is working with Kimley-Horn & Associates Inc. in Troy as civil engineer for the project and Strobl & Sharp
 PC in Bloomfield Hills as its land use attorney. It plans to request bids for a general contractor within six months, Barelli said.
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COURTESY OF PARAGON OUTLET PARTNERS LLC

Paragon Outlet Partners LLC plans to put an outlet

 center in Canton Township at I-275 and Ford

 Road.

Kristen Thomas

With only two outlet malls serving metro Detroit, Great Lakes Crossing Outlets in Auburn Hills and Tanger Outlets in
 Howell, "I think we all realize that Detroit needs another outlet center," he said.

"We believe the place for that is in the southwest part of the metro to serve Ann Arbor and downriver ... northwest Ohio,
 even."

Ready-to-assemble in Canton

The demographics of the Canton Township site "are clearly the strongest," said Nicholas
 King, a principal in developer Paragon Outlet Partners.

The site's location of less than a mile from the only Michigan Ikea — a destination unto
 itself — was part of the attraction, he said. And its proximity to Detroit, Ann Arbor and
 Canadian traffic are other selling points of the 50 acres Paragon has under contract, King
 said.

Paragon typically does its design and architecture in-house and is in the process of
 contracting a local engineering firm and legal counsel, King said.

Paragon previewed the site and project at the International Council of Shopping
 Centers' Global Retail Real Estate Convention in Las Vegas in May, he said.

"We have a lot of tenant interest, and we anticipate it will be very successful," King said.

The Canton property, most of which has never been developed, is already zoned for general commercial, said Kristen Thomas,
 Canton Township's economic development manager.

The timing for the development would work well with the planned paving of Lotz Road, which runs along one
 side of the property, parallel to I-275, she said, adding that the township plans to work with its DDA to see if
 there is any available funding for the project.

Regardless of which get developed, the outlet centers would be a boon for the local economy, not only for the
 jobs they'd create, but also from the ancillary uptick for local restaurant s, hotels and even tourist
 destinations.

"We know from our hoteliers that a lot of people choose to make shopping a weekend destination," said
 Renee Monforton, director of communications at the Detroit Metro Convention & Visitors Bureau.

About 14 million people visit metro Detroit annually, according to the bureau's 2013 visitor study, and of those, about 4 million
 have indicated that they shop when they're in town, she said.

"If we enhance the shopping options, we can assume that will move the needle even more on visitors," Monforton said.

Sherri Welch: (313) 446-1694, swelch@crain.com. Twitter: @sherriwelch

 © 2014 Crain Communications Inc.
 Use of editorial content without permission is str ict ly prohibited. Al l r ights Reserved
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Chesterfeld Township outlet mall expected to feature high-
end retailers

 By Katelyn Larese, For The Macomb Daily

Friday, October 10, 2014

  

A massive luxury outlet shopping center is expected to be built in Chesterfield Township
 by spring 2016.

Under the direction of Jeffrey R. Anderson Real Estate Inc. and Center Management
 Services Inc., the future Outlets of Southeast Michigan site is slated to feature several
 high-end retailers, restaurants and at least one hotel. The roughly 330,000-square-foot
 open-air mall will be constructed on a parcel of former lagoon property located north of M-
59 and east of Interstate 94 in Chesterfield Township.

Without divulging the names of any specific retailers, Center Management Services Inc.
 President Thomas Guastello said more than a dozen major retailers have expressed
 interest in the site. He expects it to be at least 80 percent occupied by the time
 construction is complete. They are currently seeking bids for much of the construction
 work, he added.

“We’re really kicking into high gear,” Guastello said. “We’re very happy with the site and we’ll probably start within a year or so. We have
 tenants who are very interested in coming in; it’s a very attractive shopping environment for Michigan and Canada.”

Developers involved with the project said the location of the future outlet mall will play a key role in its success. The site is located about 30
 miles from the Ambassador Bridge and Detroit-Windsor Tunnel, and about 35 miles from the Blue Water Bridge, which boasts more than 5
 million crossings between Port Huron and Canada each year.

“Detroit is a destination on its own, obviously, for the people within Michigan who are traveling east to it, but there’s over 15 million tourists a
 year that come to Detroit and they spend over $5 billion within the market,” Mark Fallon, vice president of real estate at Jeffrey R. Anderson
 Real Estate Inc., said in a video about the project. “We’re going to come in and make this the most compelling, interesting destination of
 outlets for both Americans as well as our Canadian guests that will be anywhere available in the Midwest.”

The site is also highly visible from I-94 and easily accessible from both M-59 and 21 Mile Road, with a road currently in place connecting the
 two.

“The visibility of the sight will be second to none - picture one mile of frontage along I-94, which has over 100,000 cars a day, two massive
 towers on each side of the site with tenant branding on those ... by far the best visibility and sign opportunity within all of Detroit, either
 existing or what’s proposed,” Fallon said.

Outlet attracts upscale retailers

Project developers envision the outlet center as a luxurious facility featuring high-end fashion, entertainment and restaurants. A major sports
 retailer is also expected to be on the perimeter.

“Our development plan is 330,000 square feet of the best of the best names within the outlet industry,” Fallon said. “That will include luxury
 players; it will obviously include one, maybe two, of the large fashion anchors, as well as the critical names that you see that create a
 destination from over an hour and a half away.

“What we also plan to do there is something that’s kind of new within the outlet industry and that is we’re going to be heavy food-centric.
 Food tourism is one of the biggest draws now within the United States. We will feature four full-service, sit-down restaurants, the best within
 their categories.”
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Fallon described the future facility as having an open-air, racetrack layout with “some covered areas because it is Detroit.”

“It’s going to be a really wonderful three, four season destination,” he said. “In the daytime during the summer, they’ll be in the dancing
 fountains; in the wintertime, they’ll be in the ice skating rink - all that critical stuff that people within this market look for and we look to use
 best practices to provide that.”

Development brings jobs, revenue

The former lagoon property situated east of I-94 between 21 Mile Road and M-59 comprises four separate parcels of land that were sold by
 township officials nearly 20 years ago. The total taxable value of all four properties in 2014 was about $4.1 million, said Chesterfield
 Township Assessor Dean Babb.

“It brings in more tax revenue for all of the taxing authorities,” Babb said. “We all will benefit from that development - it’s just a question of
 when.”

Chesterfield Township Board members have also expressed their support of the development project. At a September meeting attended by
 Guastello, Trustee David Joseph commended the development group and noted that their $242 million investment is estimated to generate
 1,300 new jobs within five years of completion and more than $2 million in annual tax revenue.

“Your development is, by far, the most exciting project to come to this community in a long time,” Joseph said at the meeting. “It puts
 Chesterfield on the map.”

Clerk Cindy Berry also said she thinks the project will benefit the township in the long run.

“In addition to creating hundreds of new jobs and providing exciting opportunities for economic growth, this type of development positions
 Chesterfield Township to be a hallmark community well into the future,” she said last week.

Guastello said the Chesterfield Township site is “very valuable now,” as opposed to four years ago when it was difficult to get retailers to
 come to Michigan.

“Michigan and Macomb County are both often considered underdogs ... we can go from underdog to top dog,” he said.

The outlet project has an expected completion date of April 1, 2016. For more information about the project, go to anderson-realestate.com.

URL: http://www.macombdaily.com/business/20141010/chesterfield-township-outlet-mall-expected-to-feature-high-

end-retailers
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Chesterfeld outlet mall proposal has competition
TRIO OF PROPOSALS OFFERED, ONLY ONE LIKELY TO COME TO FRUITION
 By Katelyn Larese, For The Macomb Daily

Wednesday, June 11, 2014

A metropolitan Detroit developer is hoping to build an upscale outlet mall in Chesterfield
 Township, but there’s still a long road ahead.

Three firms are currently vying for the opportunity to build outlet centers in different
 locations throughout metropolitan Detroit. A Massachusetts-based developer is seeking
 build an outlet center near Detroit Metropolitan Airport in Romulus; a Baltimore-based
 developer is hoping to open a retail center in Canton Township, and Birmingham-based
 Center Management Services Inc. and Cincinnati-based Jeffrey R. Anderson Real Estate
 Inc. have their sights set on Chesterfield Township.

“There’s only room for basically one more outlet mall in this area,” said Chesterfield
 Township Supervisor Michael Lovelock, who supports the proposal to build an outlet mall
 on the former south lagoon property.

Situated between 21 Mile and Hall roads, east of I-94, the property was sold nearly 20 years ago by township officials. The ensuing outrage
 by voters eventually led to the ouster of former Supervisor Jim Pollard. Since that time, a number of uses have been floated, including
 hotels, casinos, office space and retail uses.

Thomas Guastello, owner and president of Center Management Services Inc., has big plans for the roughly 190-acre site. His vision for the
 proposed 350,000-square-foot outlet center includes high-end retailers such as Coach, Polo, Tommy Hilfiger, Gucci, Nike and Adidas.

“There will be all the top brands,” he said. “Seventy-five percent of new stores are in outlet centers. It’s amazing because they have a need
 for outlet centers; they need outlets to get rid of their seasonal merchandise.”

In addition, Guastello said Bass Pro Shop has expressed interest in coming to Chesterfield. There’s also a possibility of an Oakland
 University satellite location opening on the property.

“It’s all about synergy – getting tenants that will help each other,” he said, emphasizing a desire to mix different types of businesses, such as
 retail shops, theaters, restaurants and attractions. “We want to see something big here.”

Although Lovelock said he thinks a new outlet center would be great for the township, he stressed the fact that the plan remains a “pipe
 dream” until Center Management is able to secure the necessary signed lease deals and receives approvals from various agencies that
 would have to sign off on the plan.

“If they do choose Chesterfield, it would be sometime in ’16 by the time it was built; it would take at least two years,” Lovelock said.

Guastello and his business partner, Jeff Anderson, recently invited several national retailers to come out for a site tour. They were taken on a
 boat ride through Lake St. Clair and a helicopter ride from the Canadian border near Port Huron to Detroit.

“They were blown away,” he said. “They were amazed. It really was educational.”

Guastello thinks the Chesterfield location is a prime spot for a new outlet mall because of its proximity to Canada and major freeways. He
 also cited a regional population of about 5 million.

“We have outstanding community support from Chesterfield Township, as well as Macomb County,” he said. “People in Macomb County
 have realized it brings jobs and helps the economy.”

Lovelock agrees.
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“I think it would be fantastic for the community,” he said. “It would bring in thousands of people; it would bring in hundreds of jobs. It would be
 a win-win for Chesterfield.”

URL: http://www.macombdaily.com/business/20140611/chesterfield-outlet-mall-proposal-has-competition
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Chesterfield

Exhibition Center May Rise In Macomb
 County
A Southfield developer that's proposed an outlet mall in
 Chesterfield Township has disclosed plans to include a
 120,000 square foot exhibition and conference center
 and hotel within the project.

Thomas Guastello, president of Center Management,
 Southfield, said the conference center and hotel won't
 depend on the outlet mall. He said the former can be built
 as a stand alone project if the mall proposal falls through.
 The site is located near the intersection of I-94 and M-59.

Working with the co-owner of the property for the mall and
 center, Jeffrey R. Anderson Real Estate Inc., Lansing,
 Guastello said the plan is to sell parcels of the property
 by the proposed center for restaurants and additional
 hotels. 

According to Guastello, ground for the conference center
 and hotel could occur next year, with the hotel probably
 directly connected to the center. Some conceptual
 drawings for the proposal have been generated by
 Rossetti Associates, Detroit.

August 20, 2014
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CHESTERFIELD TOWNSHIP, Mich. -

Quick Clicks

Outlet mall developers moving into metro Detroit
 Author: Mara MacDonald, Local 4 Reporter, @MaraMacDonald
Published On: Jun 10 2014 10:40:47 PM EDT   Updated On: Jun 10 2014 11:00:00 PM EDT

Some serious shopping is shaping up to come to metro Detroit.
 Plans for new outlet malls are in the works for Romulus and Canton, but one slated for Chesterfield
 Township is the closest to coming to fruition.

The plan is to the bring some of the most respected names in fashion to an upscale outlet mall to town,
 and talks and tours of the site with those upscale luxury brands are already in process.

Center manager Tom Guastello, who is based in Birmingham and who has plenty of experience with
 shopping centers and hotels, already has the ball rolling and owns the future outlet site.

Two other out-of-town developers are planning to
 build outlet malls in the metro area as well. A
 Baltimore-based developer is under contract to buy
 land near 275 Qand Ford Road in Canton and a
 Massachusetts-based developer is under contract
 to buy land in Romulus near the metro airport.
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October 15, 2014 
 
TO:  BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
 
FROM: FRED MILLER, CHAIR, FINANCE COMMITTEE 
 
RE:  RECOMMENDATIONS FROM FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING OF 10-15-14 
 
At a meeting of the Finance Committee, held Wednesday, October 15, 2014, the following recommendations 
were made and are being forwarded to the October 16, 2014 Full Board meeting for approval: 
 
1.  COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION – MOTION   (SEE ATTACHED) 
 
A motion was made by Mijac, supported by Brown, to recommend that the Board of Commissioners 
approve an increase in budgeted revenues and expenses in the Supplies and Services category of 
the FY 2014/15 Health Grants Budget in the amount of $10,000, as a result of a new program grant 
received from the Michigan Department of Community Health, Family Center for Children and Youth 
with Special Health Care Needs; further, this budget action addresses budgetary issues only.  It 
does not constitute the Commission’s approval of any County contract.  If a contract requires 
Commission approval under the County’s Contracting Policy or the County’s Procurement 
Ordinance, such approval must be sought separately; further, a copy of this Board of 
Commissioners’ action is directed to be delivered forthwith to the Office of the County Executive.  
THE MOTION CARRIED. 
 
2.  COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION – MOTION   (SEE ATTACHED) 
 
A motion was made by Carabelli, supported by Flynn, to recommend that the Board of 
Commissioners approve an increase in budgeted revenues and expenses in the 2014-15 Health 
Grants Budget in the amount of $22,500 for the Infant Safe Sleep Initiative; the budget categories 
being increased are as follows:  full-time wages - $3,214; FICA/Medicare - $181; pension/retiree 
health care - $648; employee health/dental/life insurance - $423; workers comp/other - $34; 
supplies/services - $17,515; internal services - $485; total amount - $22,500; further, this budget 
action addresses budgetary issues only.  It does not constitute the Commission’s approval of any 
County contract.  If a contract requires Commission approval under the County’s Contracting Policy 
or the County’s Procurement Ordinance, such approval must be sought separately; further, a copy of 
this Board of Commissioners’ action is directed to be delivered forthwith to the Office of the County 
Executive.  THE MOTION CARRIED. 
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 
FINANCE COMMITTEE 
OCTOBER 15, 2014 PAGE 2 
 
 
3.  COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION – MOTION   (SEE ATTACHED) 
 
A motion was made by Carabelli, supported by Smith, to recommend that the Board of 
Commissioners approve the MDOT contract outlining scope of work and funding for staffing of the 
Traffic Operations Center for Fiscal Year 2014-2015; further, a copy of this Board of Commissioners’ 
action is directed to be delivered forthwith to the Office of the County Executive.  THE MOTION 
CARRIED. 
 
4.  COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION – MOTION   (SEE ATTACHED) 
 
A motion was made by Carabelli, supported by Sauger, to recommend that the Board of 
Commissioners adopt the 2014 Macomb County Apportionment Report as prepared by the Finance 
Department; further, a copy of this Board of Commissioners’ action is directed to be delivered 
forthwith to the Office of the County Executive.  THE MOTION CARRIED. 
 
5.  COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION – MOTION   (SEE ATTACHED) 
 
A motion was made by Tocco, supported by Sauger, to recommend that the Board of Commissioners 
approve ratification of a 2015 wage re-opener with the American Federation of State, County and 
Municipal Employees (AFSCME), Local 411, as an amendment to the 2014-2016 Collective 
Bargaining Agreement; further, a copy of this Board of Commissioners’ action is directed to be 
delivered forthwith to the Office of the County Executive.  THE MOTION CARRIED WITH 
CARABELLI, SABATINI AND VOSBURG VOTING “NO.” 
 
 
 
A MOTION TO ADOPT THE COMMITTEE REPORT WAS MADE BY CHAIR MILLER, 
SUPPORTED BY VICE-CHAIR MOCERI. 
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RESOLUTION 
Resolution to: 

Please submit a request to the Macomb County Board of Commissioners to increase budgeted 
revenues and expenses in the Supplies and Services category of the FY2014/15 Health Grants Budget 
in the amount of $10,000, as a result of a new program grant received from the Michigan Department 
of Community Health, Family Center for Children and Youth with Special Health Care Needs 
(FCCYSHCN). 

Additional Background Information (If Needed): 

The Michigan Department of Community Health, Family Center for Children and Youth with Special 
Health Care Needs (FCCYSHCN), has awarded the Macomb County Health Department, Children's 
Special Health Care Services (CSHCS) Program a $10,000 grant. This award will fund a new program 
to enhance outreach and education efforts that will encourage family involvement and parental input 
and feedback for the CSHCS Program. 

The CSHCS Program offers services to help families meet the needs of children with chronic medical 
and disabling conditions. Services are comprehensive and may include paying specialty medical bills, 
coordinating health insurance benefits and services, and covering copays and deductibles. The 
program covers children from birth to 21 years old and provides lifetime coverage for individuals with 
Cystic Fibrosis, Hemophilia, and other certain blood clotting disorders. 

Committee Meeting Date 
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MACOMB COUNTY, MICHIGAN 
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RESOLUTION 
Resolution to: 

Please submit a request to the Macomb County Board of Commissioners to approve an increase in 
budgeted revenues and expenses in the 2014-15 Health Grants Budget in the amount of $22,500 for 
the Infant Safe Sleep Initiative. The budget categories being increased are as follows: 
1. Full-Time Wages- $3214; 2. FICA/Medicare- $181; 3. Pension/Retiree Health Care- $648; 4. 
Employee Health/Dental/Life Insurance - $423; 5. Workers Comp/Other- $34; 6. Supplies/Services -
$17,515; 7. Internal Services- $485. Total amount= $22,500. 

Additional Background Information (If Needed): 

The MDCH has allocated new funding in the amount of $22,500 to the Health Department for the Infant 
Safe Sleep Initiative for FY 2014-15. This allocation was not previously anticipated and, therefore, was 
not included in the FY 2014-15 Health Grants budget submitted for approval in June 2014. These new 
funds will allow the Health Department to continue to conduct education and outreach efforts for 
parents and caregivers on ensuring safe sleep practices for infants under their care. 

Committee Meeting Date 
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MACOMB COUNTY, MICHIGAN 

RESOLUTION 
Resolution to: 

Approve the MOOT contract outlining scope of work and funding for staffing of the Traffic 
Operations Center for Fiscal Year 2014-2015. 

Commissioner James Carabelli, Infrastructure Committee 

Additional Background Information (If Needed): 

Federal Funds of $1,700,000 with cover 80% of the budgeted cost of $2,125,000. The 
Dept of Roads will cover the remaining 20% ($425,000). This is budgeted for 2014-2015 
FY. 

Infrastructure 10/14/2014 
Committee Meeting Date 
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MACOMB COUNTY, MICHIGAN 

RESOLUTION 
Resolution to: 

Adopt the 2014 Macomb County Apportionment Report as prepared by the Finance Department 

Additional Background Information (If Needed): 

As required by State Statue, the County must adopt the annual Apportionment Report at its October 
Session . 

Committee Meeting Date 
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RESOLUTION 
Resolution to: 

Recommend ratification of a 2015 Wage Re-opener with the American Federation of State,County and 
Municipal Employees (AFSCME), Local 411 as an amendment to the 2014-2016 Collective Bargaining 
Agreement (Actual tentative agreement is available for review in the Human Resources and Labor 
Relations Department). 

Commissioner Fred Miller, Chair, Finance Committee 

Additional Background Information (If Needed): 

The Parties have reached a tentative settlement on a 2015 Wage Re-opener and agree to amend the 
January 1, 2014 through December 31, 2016 Collective Bargaining Agreement as follows: 

Lump Sum Payment- A $1 ,000 lump sum payment will be paid to each full-time employee, including 
DROP participants on December 19, 2014. The previously agreed to lump sum payment of $500 to be 
paid each employee, including DROP participants, on the first regular paycheck in 2015 is eliminated 
and will not be paid as a result of this amendment. 

Wage Adjustment - 0% 

Committee Meeting Date 

Finance 10/15/2014 
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Last%Updated:%10/2/14%

Clarification+on+“Bypass+Procedures”+
As%per%the%Contracting%Policy%(see%below),%all%contracts%approved%via%the%bypass%
process%needs%to%be%forwarded%to%the%Full%Commission,%and%ratification%by%Full%
Commission%is%also%recommended.%%%
%
Therefore,%we%have%placed%the%Engineering%Services%Contract%for%Traffic%Operations%
Center%with%URS%Corporation,%which%was%adopted%via%bypass%process%on%09/12/14,%
for%approval%by%the%Full%Board.%
%
Moving%forward,%the%BOC%staff%will%make%sure%any%contracts%approved%by%the%bypass%
process,%be%placed%on%the%subsequent%Full%Board%Meeting%for%Commission%approval.%
%
============================================================+
+
Contracting+Policy+(Resolution+No.+2012?1)+Amended+04/30/14+
Section+II.C.6+
“When&execution&of&a&contract&without&full&Commission&approval&is:&a)&necessary&to&
prevent&or&minimize&serious&disruption&of&government&services;&b)&may&result&in&
additional&cost&to&the&County&if&not&acted&upon&promptly;&or&c)&may&permit&savings&by&
the&County&if&acted&upon&promptly,&the&Executive&may&execute&such&contract&without&
complying&with&subsection&B&upon&the&prior&written&approval&of&the&Commission&Chair,&
the&chair&of&the&Commission&committee&with&jurisdiction&over&the&subject&matter&of&the&
contract&according&to&the&rules&of&the&Commission,&and&the&Chair&of&the&Finance&
Committee&(or,&if&unavailable,&their&respective&vice�chairs).&Written&documentation&of&
the&basis&of&the&Executive’s&request&to&bypass&the&procedures&of&subsection&B&must&be&
included&in&the&contract&file,&and&submitted&to&the&respective&chairs&along&with&the&
request&for&their&approval.&When&contracts&are&made&under&this&paragraph,&the&
Executive&shall&promptly&forward&the&executed&contract&to&the&full&Commission.&
Ratification&of&the&contract&by&the&full&Commission&is&recommended,&but&a&contract&
executed&under&this&paragraph&shall&continue&to&be&valid&and&enforceable.”&
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To: David Flynn, Board Cha ir 

Macomb County Executive 
Mark A. Hackel 

From: Pame la J. Lavers, Assistant County Executivefl--

Date: September 11, 2014 

Mark F. Deldin 
Deputy County Executive 

RE: Agenda Item- Department of Roads, Engineering Contract with URS Corporation 

Attached you wil l fi nd documentation and a resolution from Department of Roads Di rector, 
Robert Hoepfner, to approve the thi rd pa rty agreement between the Macomb County 
Department of Roads and URS Co rporation fo r staff ing of t he Traffic Operations Ce nter fo r t he 
Fiscal Year of October 1, 2014 through September 30, 2015. 

The Traffic Operations Ce nter is staffed t hrough a consu ltant each yea r, which is necessary to 
cont inue operations. 

The Executive Office respectfully submits this agenda item for the Commission's consideration 
and recommends approval of the URS Corporation contract as stated above. 

PJL/smf 

cc: Robert Hoepfner 
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MACOMB COUNTY, MICHIGAN 

RESOLUTION 
Resolution to: 

Approve the third party agreement between the Macomb County Department of Roads 
and URS Corporation for staffing of the Traffic Operation Center for Fiscal Year of 
October 1, 2014 through September 30, 2015. 

Additional Background Information (If Needed): 
Every year, the Dept of Roads receives Congestion Mitigation for Air Quality (CMAQ) 
funds to staff the Traffic Operations Center with traffic engineers and technicians. This 
year, URS was the only bidder to respond to the Request for Proposal to provide these 
services. The URS proposal included subcontracting engineering firms that have 
previously provided staff for TOC, many of which are trained and familiar with TOC 
operations. The proposal process was completed within Michigan Department of 
Transportation (MOOT) guidelines and the award to URS was approved by MOOT as 
well. This contract represents the third party agreement between the Department of 
Roads and URS. The contract shall not exceed $1,898,232.12 (Budgeted at 
$2, 125,000). CMAQ funds would cover 80% of the total amount and the Department of 
Roads would cover the remaining 20%. 

Infrastructure 09/23/2014 
Committee Meeting Date 
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DEPARTMENT OF ROADS 
117 South Groesbeck Highway • Mount Clemens, Michigan 48043 

Phone: (586) 463-8671 
www.MacombCountyMi.gov/roads 

Mark A. Hackel 
County Executive 

Robert P. Hoepfner, P.E. 

09/10/2014 
Date 

Office of County Executive 
County of Macomb 
One South Main, gth Floor 
Mount Clemens, Ml 48043 

SUBJECT: 

Department of Roads 
REQUEST APPROVAL/ ADOPTION OF 

Engineering Contract for TOC Engineering Services 

Director of Roads 

Third party contract for URS to provide staffing for Traffic Operations Center for fiscal year 10/1/14 to 
9/30/15 

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE EXECUTIVE SUBMIT TO THE BOARD: 
the attached third party agreement for approval and signature by Mark Deldin 

PURPOSE I JUSTIFICATION: 
The TOC is staffed through a consultant each year, which is necessary to continue operations 

FISCAL IMPACT I FINANCING: 
Congestion Mitigation for Air Quality (CMAQ) federal funding of $1,700,000 provides 80% of the 
$2,125,000 budgeted for 2014/2015 FY. The Department of Roads covers the remaining 20% of 
$425,000. This contract covers engineering services to provide engineers and technician staff for the 
TOC. 
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FACTS AND PROVISION/ LEGAL REQUIREMENTS: 

Engineering Contract for TOC Engineering Services 
Department of Roads 

Terms of contract covers capped cost and staffing requirements. The agreement was drafted based 
on MOOT third party agreement template and remains the same as last year as previously approved 
by the Board. 

CONTRACTING PROCESS: 
After contract is approved and executed, a copy is provided to MOOT, URS and Dept of Roads. 
MOOT also provides a contract with the Dept of Roads afterwards outlining the project and CMAQ 
funding on a whole. 

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES (PROJECTS): 
Engineers and technicians are required to continue Traffic Operation Center operations. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Department of Roads 

21 
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.... ... ., . 
Mark A. Hnkel CONTRACT REVIEW ROUTING FORM 

ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT INFORMATION 
Department Leader: Department: Date: 

Robert Hoepfner Roads 09/10/2014 
Contract Contact Person: Contact Phone Number: NOTE: Contracts are returned interoffice mail unless specified below: 

Sue VanSteelandt (586) 463-0344 IXpan Sue VanSteelandt tor Pick Up: # 586.463.0344 
CONTACT I PROGRAM INFORMATION 

Contract I Program Title: 

Engineering Contract for Traffic Operations 
GRANT 

Q wARD 
18J=unded 

Return By Date: 

09/26/2014 
DEPARTMENT ROUTING & AUTHORIZATIONS 

NOTES: 

1. RISK & CONTRACT MANAGEMENT-

0 Approved 

0 Approved with changes 

0 Rejected 

0 Approved with changes 

0 Rejected 

RETURN TO 

RISK & CONTRACT MANAGEMENT 

3. OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL-

Approved 

0 Approved with changes 

0 Rejected 

0 Approved 

f/r BOC Review Required 
---------------------------------------
0 Approved with changes 

0 Rejected 

R ETURN TO 
RISK & CONTRACT MANAGEMENT 

ILij 
U5 .. 

RJ k Management & Safety 
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Date 
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RECEIVED 
SEP 11 2014 

CORPORATION COUNSEL 

EXECUTIVE 
OFFICE 

SEP 11 2014 

RECEIVED 
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CONTRACT REVIEW ROUTING FORM 
ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT INFORMATION 

Department Leader: Department: Date: 

Robert Hoepfner Roads 09/10/2014 
Contract Contact Person: Contact Phone Number: NOTE: Contracts are returned interoffice mail unless specified below: 

Sue VanSteelandt (586) 463-0344 IXban Sue VanSteelandt for Pick up: # 586.463.0344 
CONTACT I PROGRAM INFORMATION 

Contract I Program Title: 

Engineering Contract for Traffic Operations 
Vendor Number (if known): Vendor Name: 

URS Corporation 

Original Contract Amount: Amendment Amount: Total Amended Contract Amount: 

$ 1 ,898,232.12 $ $ 1 ,898,232. 12 
Contract Begin Date: Amendment Date: Contract End Date: 

1 0/01 /2014 09/30/2015 
tract: If Renewal or Amendment , what terms have changed (if any): 

Renewal 
Amendment 

1"""' GRANT 
AWARD (County Recipient) 

X Funded (Program) 

Vendor 
Disclosure IFAS 

Form Attached: X No (N/A) 
Funding Source - Org Key I Object- (If known): 

CMAQ federal funds 
Targeted Committee Date: 

09/23/2014 
Amendment Number: 

Contract Bid: If not bid out, please explain: Lowest Bid: If not lowest bid, please explain: 

Bid Number: How many bidders responded? 

n/a 1 
Contract I Program Synopsis: 

0No 
Winning bidder Macomb County Entity: 

D Yes Grand Rapids M I 1:8] No - Explain: 

Every year, the Department of Roads receives Congestion Mitigation for Air Quality (CMAQ) funding 
to staff the Traffic Operations Center with traffic engineers and technicians. This year, URS was the 
only bidder to respond to the Request for Proposal (RFP) to provide these services. The URS 
proposal did include other subcontractor engineering firms that have previously provided staff for the 
TOC, many of which are already trained and familiar with the TOC operations and will be returning 
through the URS contract. The proposal process was completed within Michigan Department of 
Transportation (MOOT) guidelines and the award toURS was approved by MOOT as well. This 
contract represents the third party agreement between the Department of Roads and URS. The 
contract shall not exceed $1,898,232.12 (Budgeted at $2, 125,000). CMAQ funds would cover 80% 
of the total amount and the Department of Roads would cover the remaining 20%. 

OTHER CONTRACT INFORMATION 

[j CONTRACT REQUIRES SIGNATURE OF COUNTY EXECUTIVE ONLY. DESIGNEE SIGNATURE WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED. 

PLEASE CHECK APPROPRIATE ITEM BELOW (IF APPLICABLE): 
1. AWARDING A CONTRACT OF $35,000 OR MORE FOR SERVICES, SUPPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT OR REAL ESTATE. 

D 2. AWARDING A CONTRACT OF $100,000 OR MORE FOR CONSTRUCTION. 
D 3. AWARDING A CONTRACT MODIFICATION EXCEEDING 10% OF THE ORIGINAL APPROVED CONTRACT AMOUNT. 
D 
D 
0 
D 

4. AWARDING A CONTRACT THAT EXCEEDS 5 YEARS IN LENGTH. 
5. EMPLOYER PAID FRINGE BENEFITS. 
6. COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGREEMENTS. 
7. INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENTS AS DEFINED BY CHARTER SECTION 3.1. 
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SUBCONTRACT NO. ____ _ 
CONTROL SECTION NO. ____ _ 

JOB NO. 114942 
FED. PROJECT NO. ____ _ 

FED. ITEM NO. ____ _ 

ENGINEERING CONTRACT 

FOR TRAFFIC OPERATIONS ENGINEERING SERVICES 

THIS CONTRACT, made and entered into as of this __ day of , 2014, by and between 
URS Corporation Great Lakes a Consultant Engineering Corporation of Grand Rapids, Michigan, 
hereinafter referred to as "CONSULTANT", and the Macomb County Department of Roads, hereinafter 
referred to as "LOCAL AGENCY". 

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, the LOCAL AGENCY is desirous of proceeding with preparation of plans for Engineering 
Services within its limits; and 

WHEREAS, the LOCAL AGENCY desires to engage the professional services and assistance of the 
CONSULT ANT to perform certain engineering services and other related work, said work to be hereinafter 
referred to as "SERVICES", required in connection with traffic operations, hereinafter referred to as 
"PROJECT"; and 

WHEREAS, the LOCAL AGENCY has programmed the PROJECT with the Michigan DEPARTMENT of 
Transportation, hereinafter referred to as the "DEPARTMENT" for construction with the use of CMAQ 
Funds administered by the United States the DEPARTMENT of Transportation, Federal Highway 
Administration, hereinafter referred to as the "FHWA"; and 

WHEREAS, the CONSULTANT is willing to render the SERVICES desired by the LOCAL AGENCY for 
the considerations hereinafter expressed; and 

WHEREAS, the terms and conditions of the prime contract between the DEPARTMENT and the LOCAL 
AGENCY for the PROJECT shall be incorporated as part of this subcontract to ensure that if any 
discrepancies occur between the prime contract and subcontract, the prime contract shall prevail; and 

WHEREAS, the parties hereto have reached an understanding regarding the performance of the 
SERVICES on the PROJECT and desire to set forth this understanding in the form of a written contract; 

NOW THEREFORE, it is hereby agreed by and between the parties hereto that: 
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The CONSULTANT shall: 

1. Provide employees with a Bachelor of Science Degrees in Civil Engineering or related field to 
perform engineering services for countywide traffic signal operations. 

Provide employees with experience in Computer Science or related field to perform IT and ITS 
services for countywide traffic signal operations. 

Provide employees with Associate Degrees and/or relevant experience in system operations to 
perform operations services for countywide traffic signal operations. 

2. Provide employees to perform work at the Traffic Operations Center in the LOCAL AGENCY 
Administration Building as well as signal locations throughout the county. 

3. Provide employees who will report to work utilizing a schedule that is reviewed and approved by 
the LOCAL AGENCY. 

4. Provide employees to perform a variety of traffic engineering and traffic operations functions 
focused upon operations of the county traffic signal system and roadways. Functions primarily 
include, but are not limited to, the following: Traffic signal system operations from the control 
room; Prepare signal timings; Support real-time incident management activities in the control room; 
Review motorist's concerns; Identify and diagnose signal timing problems from the operations 
center; Diagnose signal timing problems in the field; Adjust timing parameters as needed to solve 
problems; Configuring and troubleshooting ITS devices; Traffic Operations Planning; Signal 
Systems Planning; Traffic Data Collection and Analysis; Coordinating traffic operations related 
correspondence with municipalities. 

Provide employees to perform a variety of IT and ITS functions focused upon supporting the daily 
operations of the county traffic signal system. Functions primarily include, but are not limited to, 
the following: Maintain, diagnose and troubleshoot the existing communication system; Support 
communication system development; Configure network bridges between existing networks; 
Support the operation of video servers to enable live streaming of traffic surveillance video to 
outside agencies; Develop subnet schemes for field devices, and Virtual Local Area Networks 
(VLANs) on an existing managed switch; Plan, configure and coordinate installation of network 
devices; Determine device layouts for all new signal modernizations; Perform line of sight 
analysis for planned radio locations. 

5. During the performance of the SERVICES, be responsible for any loss or damage to the 
documents, hereinafter enumerated as belonging to the LOCAL AGENCY while they are in its 
possession. Restoration oflost or damaged documents shall be at the CONSULTANT'S expense. 

6. Show evidence of Worker's Compensation Insurance, said insurance to be required by law. 

7. Commence SERVICES as set forth in this Contract only upon receipt of written notice from the 
LOCAL AGENCY's project manager that the CONSULTANT's SERVICES are desired. 

8. Submit billings to the LOCAL AGENCY, as hereinafter set forth in Section 11. 

2 
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THE LOCAL AGENCY SHALL: 

9. Provide workspaces in an office environment complete with desk, chair, computer, desk telephone. 

10. For and in consideration of the SERVICES rendered by the CONSULTANT as set forth in this 
Contract, pay the CONSULTANT on the basis of actual cost plus a fixed fee (profit) which shall 
not exceed One Million Eight Hundred Ninety Eight Thousand Two Hundred Thirty Two Dollars 
and Twelve Cents ($1,898,232.12) which includes the fixed fee of One Hundred Eighty Seven 
Thousand Two Hundred Seventy Nine Dollars and Ninety Six Cents ($187,279.96). The fixed fee 
(profit) shall be as shown in Exhibit A-1, attached hereto and made a part hereof. 

Actual costs for SERVICES required and performed will be determined in accordance with 
the following terms, subject to the cost criteria set forth in the Federal Acquisition Regulations, 48 
CFR, Part 31 : 

a. Direct Salary Costs: Actual labor costs of personnel performing the SERVICES. This cost 
will be based on the employee's actual hourly rate of pay and the actual hours of 
performance on the PROJECT as supported by employee time records. 

b. Direct Costs: Actual costs of materials and services, other than salaries, as may be required 
hereunder but which are not normally provided as a part of the overhead of the 
CONSULT ANT. All actual costs shall be itemized and certified as paid to specifically 
named firms or individuals, and shall be supported by proper receipts. 

c. Overhead (Indirect Costs): A pro-rated portion of the actual overhead incurred by the 
CONSULTANT during performance of the SERVICES. The amount of overhead payment, 
including payroll overhead, will be calculated as a percentage of all direct labor costs 
related to staff personnel and members of the firm. Overhead shall include those costs 
which, because of their incurrence for common or joint objectives, are not readily subject to 
treatment as a direct cost. The provisional overhead rate, which will be applied to direct 
labor costs for progress payments is set forth in Exhibit B and Exhibit C. 

It is agreed that the use of the provisional rate set forth in Exhibit B and Exhibit C sets 
neither a minimum nor maximum to the actual overhead costs to be paid the 
CONSULTANT. Any overpayment or underpayments made to the CONSULTANT for 
SERVICES performed resulting from usage of the provisional overhead rate will be 
corrected subject to the contract maximum in the first paragraph of Section 10, in the first 
billing submitted subsequent to the CONSULT ANT's calculation of an actual overhead rate 
for the financial year end applicable to the reported direct labor cost. The audit at the 
completion of this Contract, or at such time as this Contract is terminated, will verify the 
propriety of reported overhead. 

Facilities Cost of Capital: A pro-rated portion of the actual facilities costs of capital 
incurred by the CONSULT ANT during work is reimbursable only if the estimated facilities 
cost of capital was specifically identified in the cost proposal for this work (Exhibit B and 
Exhibit C). 

d. Travel and Subsistence: Actual costs in accordance with and not to exceed the amounts set 
forth in the State of Michigan Standardized Travel Regulations, incorporated herein by 
reference as if the same were repeated in full herein. 

3 
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e. Fixed Fee (Profit): In addition to the payment for direct and overhead costs as hereinbefore 
provided, the LOCAL AGENCY agrees to pay the CONSULT ANT a fixed amount for 
profit for the SERVICES performed. It is agreed and understood that such amount 
constitutes full compensation to the CONSULTANT for profit and will not vary because of 
any differences between the estimated cost and the actual cost for work performed, except 
that in the event this Contract is terminated, payment of a fixed fee (profit) in respect to the 
PROJECT shall be in an amount which can be established by the CONSULT ANT from its 
accounts and records and subject to the provisions of Section 12. 

f. Subconsultant Costs: Actual costs of subconsultants performing SERVICES under this 
Contract. Amounts for fixed fees paid by the CONSULT ANT to the subconsultant will not 
be considered an actual cost of the CONSULTANT, but will be considered a part of the 
fixed fee of the CONSULTANT. 

g. The maximum amount, including the fixed fee (profit), hereinbefore set forth in this 
Section, shall not be exceeded except by the execution of an amendment to this Contract by 
and between the parties hereto and with approval of the DEPARTMENT and the FHWA. 
Payment shall be made as set forth hereinafter. 

11. Make payments to the CONSULTANT in accordance with the following procedures: 

a. Progress payments may be made for reimbursement of amounts earned to date and shall 
include direct costs, other direct costs, calculated amounts for overhead using overhead, and 
facilities cost of capital using applied rates, set forth hereinbefore, plus a portion of the 
fixed fee. 

The portion of the fixed fee which may be included in progress payments shall be equal to 
the number of hours of services performed by staff during the billing period multiplied by 
their hourly rates plus overhead costs multiplied by the fixed fee rate set forth in Exhibit B 
and Exhibit C. 

b. Partial payments will be made upon the submission by the CONSULT ANT of a billing, 
accompanied by the properly completed reporting forms and such other evidence of 
progress as may be required by the LOCAL AGENCY. Partial payments shall be made 
only once a month. 

c. Final billing under this Contract shall be submitted in a timely manner but not later than 
three (3) months after completion of the SERVICES. Billing for work submitted later than 
three (3) months after completion of SERVICES will not be paid. Final payment, including 
adjustments of direct salary costs, other direct costs and overhead costs, will be made upon 
completion of audit by the LOCAL AGENCY and/or as appropriate, by representatives of 
the DEPARTMENT and the FHW A. In the event such audit indicates an overpayment, the 
CONSULT ANT will repay the LOCAL AGENCY within 30 days of the date of the 
invoice. 

12. If SERVICES, or any part thereof, are terminated before completed, pay the CONSULTANT as 
follows: 
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a. Pay the CONSULT ANT actual cost plus overhead and facilities cost of capital, as defined 
herein, incurred for the work to be terminated up to the time of termination, as set forth in 
Section 10. The CONSULTANT will also be reimbursed a proportionate share of the fixed 
fee based on the portion of the project that has been completed, as determined by the 
DEPARTMENT. The CONSULTANT will perform the work under this Contract up to the 
time of termination, prior to the CONSULTANT being reimbursed. 

IT IS FURTHER AGREED THAT: 

13. Approval of this Contract by the DEPARTMENT in no way obligates the DEPARTMENT for any 
costs or other responsibilities, except as fiscal agent for the FHW A with respect to making federal 
funds available for the SERVICES performed by the CONSULT ANT for the LOCAL AGENCY. 

14. Upon completion or termination of this Contract, all documents prepared by the CONSULT ANT, 
including tracings, drawings, estimates, specifications, field notes, investigations, studies, etc., as 
instruments of SERVICES shall become the property ofthe LOCAL AGENCY. 

15. No portion of the PROJECT work, hereto before defined, shall be sublet, assigned, or otherwise 
disposed of except as herein provided or with the prior consent of the LOCAL AGENCY and 
approval by the DEPARTMENT and the FHW A. Consent to sublet, assign or otherwise dispose of 
any portion of the SERVICES shall not be construed to relieve the CONSULTANT of any 
responsibility for the fulfillment of this Contract. 

16. Consultant shall perform its services in compliance with applicable standards of professional care. 
All questions which may arise as to the quality and acceptability of work, the manner of 
performance and rate of progress of the work, and the interpretation of plans and specifications 
shall be decided by the LOCAL AGENCY's PROJECT manager. All questions as to the 
satisfactory and acceptable fulfillment of the terms of this Contract shall be decided by the LOCAL 
AGENCY. 

17. Any changes in SERVICES to be performed by the CONSULTANT involving extra compensation 
must be authorized in writing by the LOCAL AGENCY and approved by the DEPARTMENT and 
the FHW A prior to the performance thereof by the CONSULT ANT and requires an amendment to 
this Contract. 

18. In addition, the CONSULTANT shall comply with, and shall require any contractor or 
subcontractor to comply with, the following: 

a. In connection with the performance of this Contract, the CONSULT ANT (hereinafter in 
Appendix A referred to as the "contractor") agrees to comply with the State of Michigan 
provisions for "Prohibition of Discrimination in State Contracts", as set forth in Appendix 
A, attached hereto and made a part hereof. 

b. During the performance of this Contract, the CONSULT ANT for itself, its assignees, and 
successors in interest (hereinafter in Appendix B referred to as the "contractor") agrees to 
comply with the Civil Rights Act of 1964, being P.L. 88-352, 78 Stat. 241, as amended, 
being Title 42 U.S.C. Sections 1971, 1975a-1975d, and 2000a-2000h-6, and the 
Regulations of the United States Department of Transportation (49 CFR Part 21) issued 
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pursuant to said Act, including Appendix B, attached hereto and made a part hereof. 

c. The parties further agree that they accept the DEPARTMENT's Minority Business 
Enterprises/Women's Business Enterprises (MBE/WBE) Program with respect to the 
PROJECT and will abide by the provisions set forth in Appendix C attached hereto and 
made a part hereof, being an excerpt from Title 42 CFR Part 23, more specifically 
23.43(a)(l) and (2) thereof. 

19. The CONSULTANT warrants that it has not employed or retained any company or person other 
than bona fide employees working solely for the CONSULTANT, to solicit or secure this Contract, 
and that he has not paid or agreed to pay any company or person, other than bona fide employees 
working solely for the CONSULT ANT, any fee, commission, percentage, brokerage fee, gifts, or 
any other consideration, contingent upon, or resulting from the award, or making of this Contract. 
For breach or violation of this warranty, the LOCAL AGENCY shall have the right to annul this 
Contract without liability or, at its discretion, to deduct from the contract price or consideration, or 
otherwise recover, the full amount of such fee, commission, percentage, brokerage fee, gifts or 
contingent fee. 

20. The CONSULTANT specifically agrees that in the performance of SERVICES herein enumerated 
by it, or by an approved subcontractor, or anyone acting in its behalf, they will, to the best of their 
professional knowledge and ability, comply with any and all applicable state, federal and local 
statutes, ordinances and regulations. 

21. In case the CONSULT ANT deems extra compensation will be due it for work or materials not 
clearly covered in this Contract, or not ordered by the LOCAL AGENCY as a change, or due to 
changed conditions, the CONSULT ANT shall notify the LOCAL AGENCY in writing of its 
intention to make claim for such extra compensation before beginning such work. Failure on the 
part of the CONSULT ANT to give such notification will constitute a waiver of the claim for such 
extra compensation. The filing of such notice by the CONSULT ANT shall not in any way be 
construed to establish the validity of the claim. Such extra compensation shall be provided only 
amendment to this Contract with approval of the DEPARTMENT and the FHW A. 

22. The CONSULT ANT agrees to obtain the necessary liability insurance, acceptable to the LOCAL 
AGENCY and the DEPARTMENT, naming the Macomb County Department of Roads, the 
Michigan State Transportation Commission, and the DEPARTMENT as insured, and to provide the 
LOCAL AGENCY with evidence of said insurance, and to indemnify and save harmless the 
LOCAL AGENCY, the Michigan State Transportation Commission, and the DEPARTMENT, their 
officers, agents and employees from any claims and losses occurring or resulting to any person, 
firm or corporation furnishing or supplying work, services, materials or supplies to the extent 
caused by CONSULT ANT's negligent performance of its professional services under this Contract, 
and from any claims occurring or resulting to any person, firm or corporation who may be injured 
or damaged by the negligence of the CONSULTANT under this Contract. 

23. This Contract shall be terminated upon advisement to the CONSULT ANT by the LOCAL 
AGENCY that its SERVICES are completed and accepted. 

24. The CONSULTANT's signature on this Contract constitutes the CONSULTANT's certification of 
status under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States in respect to 49 CFR Part 29 
pursuant to Executive Order 12549. 
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The certification, which is included as a part of this Contract as Attachment A, is Appendix A of 49 
CPR Part 29, and applies to the CONSULTANT (referred to in Appendix A of 49 CPR Part 29 as 
the "prospective primary participant"). 

The CONSULT ANT is responsible for obtaining the same certification from all subcontractors 
under this contract by inserting the following paragraph in all subcontracts: 

The subcontractor's signature on this Contract constitutes the subcontractor's certification 
of status under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States in respect to 49 CPR Part 29 
pursuant to Executive Order 12549. The certification, which is included as a part of this Contract 
as Attachment B, is Appendix B of 49 CPR Part 29. 

The certification is required of all subcontractors, testing laboratories, and other lower tier 
participants with which the CONSULT ANT enters into a written arrangement for the procurement 
of goods or services provided for in this Contract. 

25. The CONSULTANT hereby agrees that the costs reported to the LOCAL AGENCY for this 
Contract shall represent only those items which are property chargeable in accordance with this 
Contract. The CONSULT ANT also hereby certifies that it has read the Contract terms and has 
made itself aware of the applicable laws, regulations and terms of this Contract that apply to the 
reporting of costs incurred under the terms of this Contract. 

26. Upon execution of this Contract by the parties hereto, the same shall become binding on the parties 
and their successors and assigns, until such time as all work contemplated hereunder is complete, or 
until such time as this Contract is terminated by mutual consent of the parties hereto. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have set their hands and seals by their duly authorized agents and 
representatives the day and year first above written. · 

MACOMB COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF ROADS 

BY: -------------------------------
TI1LE: 

BY: --------------------------------TI1LE: 

URS Cmporation Great Lakes, Inc. 

BY: -------------------------------
TITLE: 
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PROJECT TASKS BREAKDOWN BY STAFF TYPE AND PERCENTAGE OF OVERALL EFFORT 
JN ####### Macomb TOC 

Task 1 - Active Traffic Signal System Operations 
Traffic Operations Engineers {Full Time On-Site - Estimated 6 FTE) 

15% Initiating system wide commands for active arterial operations 
13% Prepare signal timings 
13% Review motorist's concerns 
20% Diagnose signal timing problems in the field 
15% Adjust timing parameters as needed to solve traffic problems 
15% Traffic data analysis 

8% Coordinating traffic operations with stakeholders 
100% TOTAL Traffic Operations Engineers Effort 

TOC Operations Experts (Part Time On-Site) 
22% Deliver and operate performance monitoring systems 
48% Review traffic operations deliverables 
19% Create procedural enhancements to improve operational efficiency 
11% Create and support operations databases 

100% TOTAL TOC Operations Experts Effort 
Operations Technician (Full Time On-Site - Estimated 3 FTE) 

44% Provide TOC system operations 
20% System performance monitoring and reporting 
13% Compile and analyze traffic data 
10% Receive and process motorist's concerns 
14% Coordinate repairs and adjustments with ITS Technicians and Traffic Operations Engineers 

100% TOTAL Operations Technician Effort 

Task 2 - Active IT /ITS Network System Operations 
IT/ITS Technicians (Full Time On-Site- Estimated 4 FTE) 

49% Maintain, diagnose and troubleshoot communications network 
24% Support communication system deployments 

4% Configure network bridges between existing networks 
10% Maintain and troubleshoot software applications 
13% Configure and coordinate installation of network devices 

100% TOTAL IT/ITS Technicians Effort 
IT/ITS Engineers (Part Time On-Site) 

29% Evaluate and configure communication topology 
43% Evaluate and configure network security 
29% Support, diagnose and configure RF system 

100% TOTAL IT/ITS Engineers Effort 
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Michigan Department CERTIFICATION OF OVERHEAD COST RATE Page 1 of 1 of Transportation 
5108 (04/13) 

This Certification is required per U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Order 4470.1A, and dated October 27, 
2010. FHWA has issued this new policy to be effective January 1, 2011, requiring consultants provide certification that costs used to establish 
overhead cost rates for Federal-aid engineering and design related services contracts do not include any costs which are expressly unallowable; and 
that the overhead cost rate was established only with allowable costs. 

This certification is to provide assurance that the overhead costs rate was calculated in accordance with the applicable cost principles contained in the 
Federal Acquisition Regulations (FAR) of Title 48, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 31. 

This form shall be completed and submitted by the prime consultant and each subconsultant (first and second tier subconsultant(s)) that have a 
derivation of cost sheet as part of this priced proposal where an overhead rate was proposed. Please note that the Certifying Official is defined as the 
firm's Executive (President, Vice President or equivalent) of Chief Financial Officer. 

PROJECT INFORMATION 
MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S)- JOB NUMBER(S): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION NUMBER: 

CS -JN ### 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

DECLARATION OF CERTIFICATION 

OVERHEAD COST RATE: 118.314% 
) 

DATE OF OVERHEAD COST RATE DETERMINATION (mmldd/yyyy): 5/28/2014 

FISCAL PERIOD COVERED: (mrn/ddlyyyy to mmlddlyyyy) 1/1/2013 to 1/3/2014 

I, the undersigned, certify that I have reviewed the overhead rate calculation for the fiscal period as specified above and to the best of my 
knowledge and belief: 

1.) All costs included to establish the above overhead cost rate are allowable in accordance with the cost principles of the Federal 
Acquisition Regulation (FAR) of title 48, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), part 31. 

2.) This overhead cost rate does not include any costs which are expressly unallowable under the cost principles of the FAR of 48 
CFR31. 

All known material transactions or events that have occurred affecting the firm's ownership, organization and overhead cost rates have 
been disclosed. 

CONSULTANT INFORMATION 
LEGAL BUSINESS NAME: FEDERAL 10 NUMBER: (Must match prequalilication tile) ROLE: (Prime, Tier 1, Tier 2) 

URS Corporation Great Lakes- Office 38-1776252 Prime Firm 
COMPANY ADDRESS: CITY: STATE: ZIP CODE: 

3950 Sparks Dr SE Grand Rapids Ml 49546 
EMAIL (AUTHORIZED CONTRACT SIGNER): PHONE NO.: EMAIL (FOR SIGNED CONTRACT DISTRIBUTION): 

theresa.petko@urs.com 616-574-8356 matt.klawon@urs.com 
By signature on this form, the consultant agrees that information provided in the consultant priced proposal does not contradict the 
scope of services or violate the contract terms and conditions. 
CERTIFYING OFFICIAL: (Printed Name -Title) SIGNATURE OF CERTIFYING OFFICIAL: DATE: 

Theresa Petko "-/!LuU-.JA. _j 7/30/2014 
Vice President 
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Michigan Department CERTIFICATION OF OVERHEAD COST RATE Page 1 of 1 of Transportation 
5108 (04/13) 

This Certification is required per U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Order 4470.1A, and dated October 27, 
2010. FHWA has issued this new policy to be effective January 1, 2011, requiring consultants provide certification that costs used to establish 
overhead cost rates for Federal-aid engineering and design related services contracts do not include any costs which are expressly unallowable; and 
that the overhead cost rate was established only with allowable costs. 

This certification is to provide assurance that the overhead costs rate was calculated in accordance with the applicable cost principles contained in the 
Federal Acquisition Regulations (FAR) of Title 48, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 31. 

This form shall be completed and submitted by the prime consultant and each subconsultant (first and second tier subconsultant(s)) that have a 
derivation of cost sheet as part of this priced proposal where an overhead rate was proposed. Please note that the Certifying Official is defined as the 
firm's Executive (President, Vice President or equivalent) of Chief Financial Officer. 

PROJECT INFORMATION 
MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S)- JOB NUMBER(S): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION NUMBER: 

CS -JN ### 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

DECLARATION OF CERTIFICATION 

OVERHEAD COST RATE: 99.640% 

DATE OF OVERHEAD COST RATE DETERMINATION (mmldd/yyyy): 5/28/2014 

FISCAL PERIOD COVERED: (mmlddlyyyy to mmlddlyyyy) 1/1/2013 to 1/3/2014 

I, the undersigned, certify that I have reviewed the overhead rate calculation for the fiscal period as specified above and to the best of my 
knowledge and belief: 

1.) All costs included to establish the above overhead cost rate are allowable in accordance with the cost principles of the Federal 
Acquisition Regulation (FAR) of title 48, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), part 31. 

2.) This overhead cost rate does not include any costs which are expressly unallowable under the cost principles of the FAR of 48 
CFR31. 

All known material transactions or events that have occurred affecting the firm's ownership, organization and overhead cost rates have 
been disclosed. 

CONSULTANT INFORMATION 
LEGAL BUSINESS NAME: FEDERAL ID NUMBER: (Must match prequalification file) ROLE: (Prime, Tier 1, Tier 2) 

URS Corporation Great Lakes - Field 38-1776252 Prime Firm 
COMPANY ADDRESS: CITY: STATE: ZIP CODE: 

3950 Sparks Dr SE Grand Rapids Ml 49546 
EMAIL (AUTHORIZED CONTRACT SIGNER): PHONE NO.: EMAIL (FOR SIGNED CONTRACT DISTRIBUTION): 

theresa.petko@urs.com 616-574-8356 matt.klawon@urs.com 
By signature on this form, the consultant agrees that information provided in the consultant priced proposal does not contradict the 
scope of services or violate the contract terms and conditions. 
CERTIFYING OFFICIAL: (Printed Name -Title) SIGNATURE OF CERTIFYING OFFICIAL: DATE: 

Theresa Petko Y/Lu u--.JA.. _j 7/30/2014 
Vice President 
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Michigan Department CERTIFICATION OF OVERHEAD COST RATE Page 1 of 1 of Transportation 
5108 (04/13) 

This Certification is required per U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Order 4470.1A, and dated October 27, 
2010. FHWA has issued this new policy to be effective January 1, 2011 , requiring consultants provide certification that costs used to establish 
overhead cost rates for Federal-aid engineering and design related services contracts do not include any costs which are expressly unallowable; and 
that the overhead cost rate was established only with allowable costs. 

This certification is to provide assurance that the overhead costs rate was calculated in accordance with the applicable cost principles contained in the 
Federal Acquisition Regulations (FAR) of Title 48, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 31 . 

This form shall be completed and submitted by the prime consultant and each subconsultant (first and second tier subconsultant(s)) that have a 
derivation of cost sheet as part of this priced proposal where an overhead rate was proposed . Please note that the Certifying Official is defined as the 
firm's Executive (President, Vice President or equivalent) of Chief Financial Officer. 

PROJECT INFORMATION 
MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S) - JOB NUMBER(S): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION NUMBER: 

CS • JN ### 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

DECLARATION OF CERTIFICATION 

OVERHEAD COST RATE: 93.480% 

DATE OF OVERHEAD COST RATE DETERMINATION (mmlddlyyyy): 5/24/2013 

FISCAL PERIOD COVERED: (mmlddlyyyy to mmlddlyyyy) 7/1/2011 to 6/30/2012 

/, t11e undersigned, certify that I f1ave reviewed tl1e overhead rate calculation for the fiscal period as specified above and to the best of my 
knowledge and belief: 

1.) All costs included to establish the above overhead cost rate are allowable in accordance with the cost principles of the Federal 
Acquisition Regulation (FAR) of Iitie 48, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), part 31. 

2.) This overhead cost rate does not include any costs which are expressly unallowable under the cost principles of the FAR of 48 
CFR31. 

All known material transactions or events thatl1ave occurred affecting the firm's ownerslllp, organization and overhead cost rates f1ave 
been disclosed. 

CONSULTANT INFORMATION 
LEGAL BUSINESS NAME: FEDERAL ID NUMBER: (l.!usl ma!ch ptf<luarmcation file) ROLE: (Prime, Tier 1, Tier 2) 

Integral Blue 27-2970115 Tier1 SUB 
COMPANY ADDRESS: CITY: STATE: ZIP CODE: 

25181 Dequindre Rd. Madison Heights Ml 48071 
EMAIL (AUTHORIZED CONTRACT SIGNER): PHONE NO.: EMAIL (FOR SIGNED CONTRACT DISTRIBUTION): 

steveverkest@integral-blue.com 248-918-4589 steveverkest@integral-blue.com 
By signature on this form, the consultant agrees that Information provided in the consultant priced proposal does not contradict the 
scope of services or violate the contract terms and conditions. 
CERTIFYING OFFICIAL: (Printed Name- TiUe) SIGNATURE OF OFFICIAL: 7 DATE: 

Steve Verkest --- c 7/30/2014 
Director of Operations > 
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Michigan Department COST Page 1 of 1 of T ransportatlon 
5108 (04/13) 

This Certification is required per U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Order 4470.1A, and dated October 27, 
2010. FHWA has issued this new policy to be effective January 1, 21111, requiring consultants provide certification that costs used to establish 
overhead cost rates for Federal-aid engineering and design related services contracts do not include any costs which are expressly unallowable; and 
that the overhead cost rate was established only with aliowable costs. 

This certification is to provide assurance that the overhead costs rate was calculated in accordance with the applicable cost principles contained in the 
Federal Acquisition Regulations (FAR) of Tr!le 48, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 31. 

This form shall be completed and submitted by the prime consultant and each subconsultant (first and second tier subconsultant(s)) that have a 
derivation of cost sheet as part of this priced proposal where an overhead rate was proposed. Please note that the Certifying Official is defined as the 
firm's Executive (President, Vice President or equivalent) of Chief Financial Officer. 

PROJECT INFOFIMA110N 
MOOT CONTROl SECTION(S)- JOB NUMBEFI(S): CONTRACT I AUTHOOIZATIOIIIIIIUMBER: 

CS -JN### 
I'FIWECT DESCRIPTION: 

2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic ................ Center 

DECLARATION OF CERTIFICATION 

OVERHEAD COST RATE: 156.210% 

DATE OF OVERHEAD COST RATE DETERMINA110N (mm/dd/yyyy): 2/28/2013 

FISCAL PERIOD COVERED: (mm/dd/lflfYY to mm/dd/yyyy) 1/1/2012 to 12/31/2012 

I, the undersigned, certify that lheve reviewed the overhead rate celculation for the fiscal period as specified above and to the best of my 
knowledge and belief: 

1.) All costs included to establish the above overhead cost rate are allowable in accordance with the cost principles of the Federal 
Acquisition Regulation (FAR) of title 48, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), part 31. 

2.) This overhead cost rate does not include any costs which are expressly unallowable under the cost principles of the FAR of 48 
CFR31. 

All known material transact/oms or evems that have occurred affecting the firm's ownership, organization and overhead cost rates have 
bean disclosed. ·-< 

CONSUlT ANT INFORMATION 
lEGAL BUSINESS IIIM'!E: FEDERAl. Ill I\IUMBER: (Must match pretpalification file) FIOlE: (Prime, Tier 1, Tier 2) 

Opus International Consultants Inc. 52·2210173 Tier1 SUB 
COMPANY ADDRESS: CITY: STATE: ZIPCOOE: 

27333 Meadowbrook Road, Suite 210 No vi Ml 48377 
EMAil (AIJTHOI'IIZED CONTRACT SIGNER): PHONE NO.: EIIIIA!l (FOR SIGNED CONTRACT DISTRIBUTION): 

Gareth.Mc:Kay@opusinternational.com 248-539-2222 Gareth.Mc:Kay@opusinternatklnal.com 
By signature on this form, the consultant agrees that information provided in the consultant priced proposal does not contradict the 
scope of services or violate the contract terms and conditions. Jl 
CERTIFYING OFFICIAL: (Printed Name- Title) SIGNATURE OF CER DATE: 

Gareth McKay ( 7/30/2014 
Office Manager 0 

LJ I - I 

a 
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Michigan Department SUMMARY OF TOTAL PROJECT COSTS BY JOB NUMBER EXHIBIT A-1 of Transportation 
5101A-1 (04/13) 

All Prime and Subconsultant Costs for ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases). For amendment or revision, complete this form showing all job numbers for all services provided. 
Report Tier 2 Subconsultant costs with Tier 1 Subconsultants. For use with all Priced Proposals. Use additional pages as necessary. 
MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S)- JOB NUMBER(S): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION NUMBER: 

CS - JN### 

PRIME CONSULTANT NAME: lOBE Goal: PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

URS Corporation Great lakes -Office 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

I Job Number I Job Number I Job Number I Job Number Job Number I Job Number I Job Number DBE Total %of 
Consultant ### (YIN) Contract 

HOURS 29,190 29,190 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Office 1,130 1,130 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Field 15,400 15,400 
Integral Blue - Office 220 220 
Integral Blue- FiekJ 10,510 10,510 
Opus International Inc.- Office 30 30 
Opus International Consultants Inc.- FiekJ 1,900 1,900 

DIRECT LABOR $ 844,041.80 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 844,041.80 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Office $ 62,671.70 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 62,671.70 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Field $ 397,510.00 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 397,510.00 
Integral Blue - Office $ 9,594.40 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 9,594.40 
Integral Blue - FiekJ $ 306,752.30 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 306,752.30 
Opus International Consultants Inc.- Office $ 1,868.40 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 1,868.40 
Opus International Consultants Inc.- FiekJ $ 65,645.00 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 65,645.00 

OVERHEAD $ 858,503.22 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 858,503.22 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Office $ 74,149.40 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 74,149.40 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Field $ 396,078.96 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 396,078.96 
Integral Blue - Office $ 8,968.85 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 8,968.85 
Integral Blue- Field $ 286,752.05 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 286,752.05 
Opus International Consultants Inc.- Office $ 3,138.91 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 3,138.91 
Opus International Consultants Inc.- Field $ 89,415.05 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 89,415.05 

F.C.C.M. $ 3,889.14 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 3,889.14 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Office $ 141.64 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 141.64 
URS Corporation Great Lakes - Field $ 898.37 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 898.37 
Integral Blue- Office $ 77.81 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 77.81 
Integral Blue- Field $ 2,487.76 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 2,487.76 
Opus International Consultants Inc.- Office $ 7.85 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 7.85 
Opus International Consultants Inc.- Field $ 275.71 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 275.71 

DIRECT EXPENSES $ 4,518.00 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 4,518.00 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Office $ 2,330.00 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 2,330.00 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Field $ 900.00 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 900.00 
Integral Blue -Office $ 840.00 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 840.00 
Opus International Consultants Inc. -Office $ 448.00 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 448.00 

FIXED FEE $ 187,279.96 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 187,279.96 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Office $ 15,050.32 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 15,050.32 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Field $ 87,294.79 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 87,294.79 
Integral Blue - Office $ 2,041.96 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 2,041.96 
Integral Blue - FiekJ $ 65,285.48 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 65,285.48 
Opus International Consultants Inc.- Office $ 550.80 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 550.80 
Opus International Consultants Inc.- Field $ 17,056.61 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 17,056.61 

TOTAL COSTS SUMMARY 
Consultant I Payment I Job Number I Job Number I Job Number I Job Number Job Number I Job Number I Job Number DBE Total %of 

Totals Method: ### (YIN) Contract 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Office ACFF $ 154,343.06 $ $ $ $ $ $ N $ 154,343.06 8.1% 
URS Corporation Great Lakes- Field ACFF $ 882,682.12 $ $ $ $ $ $ N $ 882,682.12 46.5% 
Integral Blue- Office ACFF $ 21,523.02 $ $ $ $ $ $ N $ 21,523.02 1.1% 
Integral Blue- Field ACFF $ 661,277.59 $ $ $ $ $ $ N $ 661,277.59 34.8% 
Opus International Consultants Inc.- Office ACFF $ 6,013.96 $ $ $ $ $ $ N $ 6,013.96 0.3% 
Opus International Inc.- Field ACFF $ 172,392.37 $ $ $ $ $ $ N $ 172,392.37 9.1% 

NOTE: Low Bid Sub costs are included in the total costs for Prime and Tier 7 Sub's 
TOTAL COSTS $ 1,898,232.12 $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 1,898,232.12 100% 
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Michigan Department DERIVATION OF PRIME CONSULTANT COSTS EXHIBIT B of Transportation 
51018 (04/13) 

Summary of all Prime Costs for ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases) for all services provided. Use additional pages as necessary. 
MOOT CONTROL SECTION($)- JOB NUMBER($): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION#: FIRM ROLE: 

CS -JN ### Prime Finn 
PRIME CONSULTANT NAME: PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

URS Corporation Great Lakes - Office 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

PRIME DIRECT LABOR: 
CLASS/FICA TION CODE HOURS X RATEIHR = LABOR COST 
Principal Transpcrtation Engineer 
(Contract Manager and On-site Expert 
Advisor) EG-M3 230 X $ 65.74 = $ 15,120.20 
Principal Transportation Engineer (On-
site Expert Advisors) TC-M3 450 X $ 62.64 = $ 28,188.00 
Senior Transpcrtation Engineer (As-
needed Traffic Operations Engineers) TR-P4 450 X $ 43.03 = $ 19,363.50 

Total Hours: 1130 Tota l Labor $ 62,671.70 

PRIME OVERHEAD: (Total Labor x Overhead Rate) 

Overhead Rate: 118.314% Total Overhead $ 74,149.40 

PRIME FACILITIES CAPITAL COST OF MONEY (F.C.C.M.): (Total Labor x F.C.C.M . Rate) 

F.C.C.M. Rate: 0.226% Total F.C.C.M. $ 141 .64 

PRIME OTHER DIRECT EXPENSES: (List each item once at Actual Cost- NO MARKUP.) 
Items Quantity @ Unit Price Unit Item Price 

Mileage 3,000.00 @ $ 0.560 Mile = $ 1,680.00 
Hotel 2.00 @ $ 75.00 Night = $ 150.00 
Airfare 1.00 @ $ 500.00 Trip = $ 500.00 

Total Other Direct Expenses $ 2,330.00 

PRIME FIXED FEE FOR PROFIT: ((Total Labor+ Total Overhead) x 11%) 

Fixed Fee Rate: 11% Total Fixed Fee $ 15,050.32 

PRIME TOTAL COSTS SUMMARY $ 154,343.06 
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Michigan Department 
DERIVATION OF SUBCONSULTANT COSTS EXHIBIT C of Transportation 

5101C (04113) 

Summary of all Sub Costs for ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases) for all services provided. Use additional pages as necessary. 
M DOT CONTROL SECTION(S) - JOB NUM BER(S): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION #: FIRM ROLE: 

CS -JN ### Sub Tier 1 
SUBCONSUL TANT NAME: PROJECT DESCRI PTION: 

URS Corporation Great Lakes - Field 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

DIRECT LABOR: 
CLASS/FICA TION CODE HOURS X RATEIHR = LABOR COST 
Project Transportation Engineer (Project TR-P4 1960 X $ 43.03 = $ 84,338.80 
Graduate Traffic Engineer (Traffic Oper< TR-P1 5760 X $ 23.54 = $ 135,590.40 
Traffic Engineer (Traffic Operations 
Engineer 2) TR-P2 1920 X $ 30 .00 = $ 57,600.00 

Total Hours: 15400 Tota l Labor $ 397,510.00 

SUB OVERHEAD: (Total Labor x Overhead Rate) 

Overhead Rate: 99.640% Total Overhead $ 396,078.96 

SUB FACILITIES CAPITAL COST OF MONEY (F.C.C.M.): (Total Labor x F.C.C.M. Rate) 

F.C.C.M. Rate: 0.226% Total F.C .C.M. $ 898.37 

SUB OTHER DIRECT EXPENSES: (List each item once at Actual Cost- NO MARKUP.) 
Items Quantity @ Unit Price Unit Item Price 

Cell Phone 12.00 @ $ 75.00 Month = $ 900.00 

Total Other Di rect Expenses $ 900.00 

SUB FIXED FEE FOR PROFIT: ((Total Labor+ Total Overhead) x 11 %) 

Fixed Fee Rate: 11% Total Fixed Fee $ 87,294.79 

I SUB TOTAL COSTS SUMMARY $ 882,682.12 
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Michigan Department 
DERIVATION OF SUBCONSUL TANT COSTS of Transportation EXHIBIT C 

5101C (04/13) 

Summary of all Sub Costs for ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases) for all services provided. Use additional pages as necessary. 
MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S}- JOB NUMBER(S}: CONTRACT I AUTHORtZATlON #: FIRM ROLE: 

CS -JN ### Sub Tier 1 
SUBCONSULTANT NAME: PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Integral Blue -Office 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

DIRECT LABOR: 
CLASS/FICA TION CODE HOURS X RATEIHR = LABOR COST 
On-Site Expert Advisor ITS Engineer S. Crain 40 X $ 84.14 = $ 3,365.60 
IT/ITS Engineer S. Richard 80 X $ 37.86 = $ 3,028.80 
Senior ITS Technician M. Richard 100 X $ 32.00 = $ 3,200.00 

Total Hours: 220 Total Labor $ 9,594.40 

SUB OVERHEAD: (Total Labor x Overhead Rate) 

Overhead Rate: 93.480% Total Overhead $ 8,968.85 

SUB FACILITIES CAPITAL COST OF MONEY (F.C.C.M.): (Total Labor x F.C.C.M. Rate) 

F.C.C.M. Rate: 0.811 % Total F.C.C.M. $ 77.81 

SUB OTHER DIRECT EXPENSES: (List each item once at Actual Cost- NO MARKUP.) 
Items Quantity @ Unit Price Unit Item Price 

Mileage 1,500.00 @ $ 0.560 Mile = $ 840.00 

Total Other Direct Expenses $ 840.00 

SUB FIXED FEE FOR PROFIT: ((Total Labor+ Total Overhead) x 11 %) 

Fixed Fee Rate: 11% Total Fixed Fee $ 2,041.96 

SUB TOTAL COSTS SUMMARY $ 21,523.02 
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Michigan Department 
DERIVATION OF SUBCONSULTANT COSTS EXHIBIT C of Transportation 

5101C (04/13) 

Summary of all Sub Costs for ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases) for all services provided. Use additional pages as necessary. 
MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S) · JOB NUMBER(S): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION#: FIRM ROLE: 

CS - JN ### Sub Tier 1 

SUBCONSULTANT NAME: PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Integral Blue -Field 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

DIRECT LABOR: 
CLASS/FICA T/ON NAME HOURS X RATEIHR = LABOR COST 
Traffic Operations Engineer M. Ceifetz 1950 X $ 27.57 = $ 53,761.50 
IT/ITS Technician 4 R Shebestak 2140 X $ 37.28 = $ 79,779.20 
IT/ITS Technician 3 R Kindlinger 2140 X $ 28.66 = $ 61,332.40 
IT/ITS Technician 2 S. Ditomaso 2140 X $ 27.30 = $ 58,422.00 
IT/ITS Technician 1 M. Neumeyer 2140 X $ 24.98 = $ 53,457.20 

Total Hours: 10510 Total Labor $ 306,752.30 

SUB OVERHEAD: (Total Labor x Overhead Rate) 

Overhead Rate: 93.480% Total Overhead $ 286,752.05 

SUB FACILITIES CAPITAL COST OF MONEY (F.C.C.M.) : (Total Labor x F.C.C.M. Rate) 

F.C.C.M. Rate: 0.81 1% Total F.C.C.M. $ 2,487.76 

SUB FIXED FEE FOR PROFIT: ((Total Labor+ Total Overhead) x 11 %) 

Fixed Fee Rate: 11% Total Fixed Fee $ 65,285.48 

SUB TOTAL COSTS SUMMARY $ 661 ,277.59 
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Michigan Department DERIVATION OF SUBCONSULTANT COSTS EXHIBIT C of Transportation 
5101C (04/13) 

Summary of all Sub Costs for ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases) for all services provided. Use additional pages as necessary. 
MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S)- JOB NUMBER(S): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION #: FIRM ROLE: 

CS -JN ### Sub Tier 1 

SUBCONSULTANT NAME: PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Opus International Consultants Inc_ -Office 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

DIRECT LABOR: 
CLASS/FICA TION CODE HOURS X RATEIHR = LABOR COST 
Senior Transportation Engineer 3 (On- j 
site Expert Advisor) TE3 30 X $ 62 .28 = $ 1,868.40 

Total Hours: 30 Total Labor $ 1,868.40 

SUB OVERHEAD: (Total Labor x Overhead Rate) 

Overhead Rate: 168-000% Total Overhead $ 3,138.91 

SUB FACILITIES CAPITAL COST OF MONEY (F.C.C.M.): (Total Labor x F.C.C.M. Rate) 

F.C.C.M. Rate: 0.420% Total F.C.C.M. $ 7.85 

SUB OTHER DIRECT EXPENSES: (List each item once at Actual Cost- NO MARKUP.) 
Items Quantity @ Unit Price Unit Item Price 

Mileage 800.00 @ $ 0.560 Mile = $ 448.00 

Total Other Direct Expenses $ 448.00 

SUB FIXED FEE FOR PROFIT: ((Total Labor+ Total Overhead) x 11 %) 

Fixed Fee Rate: 11 % Tota l Fixed Fee $ 550.80 

SUB TOTAL COSTS SUMMARY $ 6,013.96 
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Michigan Department DERIVATION OF SUBCONSULTANT COSTS EXHIBIT C of Transportation 
5101C (04113) 

Summary of all Sub Costs for ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases) for all services provided. Use additional pages as necessary. 
MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S)- JOB NUMBER(S): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION#: FIRM ROLE: 

CS -JN ### Sub Tier 1 

SUBCONSULTANT NAME: PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Opus International Consultants Inc. -Field 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

DIRECT LABOR: 
CLASS/FICA TION CODE HOURS X RATEIHR = LABOR COST 
Transportation Engineer 1 (Traffic I Operations Engineer) TE1 1900 X $ 34 .55 = $ 65,645.00 

Total Hours: 1900 Total Labor $ 65,645.00 

SUB OVERHEAD: (Total Labor x Overhead Rate) 

Overhead Rate: 136.2100% Total Overhead $ 89,415.05 

SUB FACILITIES CAPITAL COST OF MONEY (F.C.C.M.): (Total Labor x F.C.C.M. Rate) 

F.C.C.M. Rate: 0.420% Total F.C.C.M. $ 275.71 

SUB FIXED FEE FOR PROFIT: ((Total Labor+ Total Overhead) x 11 %) 

Fixed Fee Rate: 11% Total Fixed Fee $ 17,056.61 

SUB TOTAL COSTS SUMMARY $ 172,392.37 
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Michigan Department SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS BY PPMS TASK EXHIBIT D of Transportation 
5101D (04/13) 

All Prime and Subconsultant Hours for EACH JOB NUMBER (including phases). For amendment/revision, complete this form showing all job numbers for all services provided. Use additional 
pages as necessary. 

MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S) -JOB NUMBER(S): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION NUMBER: 

CS -JN ### 

PRIME CONSULTANT NAME: PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

URS Corporation Great Lakes- Office 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

SUMMARY OF HOURS BY PPMS TASK 
MDOTJN MDOTJN MDOTJN MDOTJN 

PPMS Task Code Task Description Firmlnit. ### Total 
1 Active Traffic Signal System Operations Total 20,410 - - - 20,410 

URS-0 1,130 - - - 1,130 
URS- F 15,400 - - - 15,400 
IB- F 1,950 - - - 1,950 

Opus- 0 30 - - - 30 
Opus- F 1,900 - - - 1,900 

2 Active IT/ITS Network System Operations Total 8,780 - - - 8,780 
IB-0 220 - - - 220 
IB- F 8,560 - - - 8,560 

SUMMARY OF HOURS BY FIRM 
MOOT JN MDOT JN MDOTJN MDOT JN 

Role Firm Name Firmlnit. ### Total 
Prime Firm URS Corporation Great Lakes - Office URS-0 1,130 - - - 1,130 
Prime Firm URS Corporation Great Lakes- Field URS- F 15,400 - - - 15,400 
Tier 1 SUB Integral Blue - Office IB- 0 220 - - - 220 
Tier 1 SUB Integral Blue- Field IB- F 10,510 - - - 10,510 
Tier 1 SUB Opus International Consultants Inc.- Office Opus- 0 30 - - - 30 
Tier 1 SUB Opus International Consultants Inc.- Field Opus- F 1,900 - - - 1,900 

Totals 29,190 - - - 29,190 
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PROPOSED PERSON HOURS BY PPMS TASK Michigan Department 
afTranspartatian 

5101E {04/13) Summary at all Prime or Subconsultant Hours tar ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases). Far amendment/revision, complete this farm showing all jab numbers tar all services provided. Submit only one farm per consultant. Use additional pages as 
necessary. 

MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S) ·JOB NUMBER(S): 

CS - JN #II# 
CONSULTANT NAME: 

URS Corporation Great Lakes - Office 

PPMS Task 
Code 

Task Description Principal 
Transportatio 

n Engineer 
(Contract 

Manager and 
On-site Expert 

Advisor) 

Active Traffic Si nal System Operations 230 

Classification: Principal 
Transportatio 

n Engineer 
(Contract 

Manager and 
On-site Expert 

Advisor) 

Total Hours: 230 

Principal Senior 
Transportatio Transportatio 

n Engineer 
(On-site needed Traffic 
Expert Operations 

Advisors) Engineers} 

450 450 

Principal Senior 
Transportatio Transportatio 

n Engineer n Engineer (As 
(On-site needed Traffic 
Expert Operations 

Advisors) Engineers} 

450 450 

CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION#: FIRM ROLE: 

PROJECT DESCRJPTION: 

2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN'S PER PPMS TASK AND CLASSIRCATION 

SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN'S 

Prime Firm 

EXHIBITE 

HOURS FOR 
TASK 

1130 

HOURS FOR 
TASK 

1130 
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Michigan Department 
of Transportation 

5101 E (04/13) 

MOOT CONTROL SECTlON(S) -JOB NUMBER(S): 

CONSULTANT NAME: 

PROPOSED PERSON HOURS BY PPMS TASK 
Summary at all Prime or Subconsu/tant Hours tor ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases). For amendment/revision, complete this form showing all job numbers tar all services provided. Submit only one form per consultant. Use additional pages as 

necessary. 

CONTRACT I AUTHORIZA TlON #: FIRM ROLE: 

CS - JN 1#1# 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

URS Corporation Great Lakes- Field 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

PPMS Task 
Code 

Task Description 

Active Traffic Si nal Svstem 0 erations 

Classification: 

Total Hours: 

Project 
Transportatio 

n Engineer 
(Project 

Manager-
Traffic 

Operaitons 
Engineer) 

1960 

Project 
Transportatio 

n Engineer 
(Project 

Manager-
Traffic 

Operaitons 
Engineer) 

1960 

Graduate 
Traffic 

Engineer 
(Traffic 

Operations 
Engineer1) 

5760 

Graduate 
Traffic 

Engineer 
(Traffic 

Operations 
Engineer 1} 

5760 

Traffic Senior TOC 
Engineer Operator 
(Traffic 

Operations 
Engineer 2} 

1920 

Traffic 
Engineer 
(Traffic 

Operations 
Engineer 2} 

1920 

5760 

SeniorTOC 
Operator 

5760 

SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN'S PER PPMS TASK AND CLASSIACATION 

SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN'S 

Sub Tier 1 

EXHIBITE 

HOURS FOR 
TASK 

15400 

HOURS FOR 
TASK 

15400 
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Michigan Department PROPOSED PERSON HOURS BY PPMS TASK EXHIBITE 
of Transportation 

5101E (04/13) Summary of all Pn'me or Subconsultant Hours for ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases). For amendment/revision, complete this form showing all job numbers tor all services provided. Submit only one form per consultant. Use additional pages as 
necessary. 

MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S) ·JOB NUMBER(S): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION#: FIRM ROLE: 

CS -JN- Sub Tier1 
CONSULTANT NAME: PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Integral Blue- Office 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN'S PER PPMS TASK AND CLASSIACATION 
PPMS Task Task Description On-Site Expert rrnTs Senior ITS HOURS FOR 

Code Advisor ITS Engineer Technician TASK 
Engineer 

2 Active IT/ITS Network System 0 eralions 40 80 100 220 
SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN'S 

Classification: On..Site Expert IT/ITS Senior ITS HOURS FOR 
Advisor ITS Engineer Technician TASK 

Engineer 

Total Hours: 40 80 100 220 
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Michigan Department PROPOSED PERSON HOURS BY PPMS TASK EXHIBIT E of Transportation 
5101E (04/13) 

Summary of all Prime or Subconsultant Hours for ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases). For amendment/revision, complete this form showing all job numbers for all services provided. Submit only one form per consultant. Use additional pages as 
necessary. 

MOOT CONTROL SECTION(SJ NUMBER{S): CONTRACT I AUTHORJZA TION #: FIRM ROLE: 

CS -JN- Sub Tier1 
CONSULTANT NAME: PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Integral Blue- Field 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN'S PER PPMS TASKANO CLASSIACATION 
PPMS Task Task Description Traffic ITnTs ITnTS IT/ITS IT/ITS HOURS FOR 

Code Operations Technician 4 Technician 3 Technician 2 Technician 1 TASK 
Engineer 

1 Active Traffic Si nal System 0 erations 1950 1950 
2 Active JTIITS Network System Operations 2140 2140 2140 2140 8560 

SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN'S 
Classification: Traffic ITnTS ITnTS ITnTS IT/ITS HOURS FOR 

Operations Technician 4 Technician 3 Technician 2 Technician 1 TASK 
Engineer 

Total Hours: 1950 2140 2140 2140 2140 10510 
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Michigan Department PROPOSED PERSON HOURS BY PPMS TASK EXHIBITE 
of Transportation 

5101E (04/13) 
Summary of all Prime or Sub consultant Hours for ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases). For amendment/revision, complete this form showing all job numbsrs for all servicss providsd. Submit only one form per consultant. Use additional pages as 

necessary. 

MOOT CONTROL SECnON(S}- JOB NUMBER(S}: CONTRACT f AUTHORIZA noN#: FIRM ROLE: 

CS -JN- Sub Tier1 

CONSULTANT NAME: PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Opus International Consultants Inc.- Office 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN"S PER PPMS TASK AND CLASSIACATION 
PPMS Task Task Description Senior HOURS FOR 

Code Transportatio TASK 
n Engineer 3 

(On-site 
Expert 

Advisor) 

1 Active Traffic Si nal System Operations 30 30 
SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN"S 

Classification: Senior HOURS FOR 
Transportatio TASK 
n Engineer 3 

(On-site 
Expert 

Advisor) 

Total Hours: 30 30 
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Michigan Department PROPOSED PERSON HOURS BY PPMS TASK EXHIBIT E of Transportation 
5101E (04/13) 

Summary of all Prime or Subcansultant Hours far ALL JOB NUMBERS (including phases). For amendment/revision, complete this form showing all job numbers for all services provided. Submit only one form per consultant. Use addiUonal pages as 
necessary. 

MOOT CONTROL SECTION(S)- JOB NUMBER(S): CONTRACT I AUTHORIZATION#: FIRM ROLE: 

CS -JN- Sub Tier 1 

CONSULTANT NAME: PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Opus International Consultants Inc.- Field 2014 to 2015 Macomb Traffic Operations Center 

SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN'S PER PPMS TASK AND CLASSIACATION 
PPMS Task Task Description Transportatio HOURS FOR 

Code n Engineer 1 TASK 
(Traffic 

Operations 
Engineer) 

1 Active Traffic Siqnal System 0 erations 1900 1900 
SUMMARY OF PERSON HOURS FOR ALL MOOT JN'S 

Classification: Transportatio HOURS FOR 
n Engineer1 TASK 

(Traffic 
Operations 
Engineer) 

Total Hours: 1900 1900 
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APPENDIX A 
PROIIIBITION OF DISCRIMINATION IN STATE CONTRACTS 

In connection witlt Ute pcrfunnance of work under Utis contract; Ute contractor agrees as follows: 

I. In accordance with Act No. 453, Public Acts of 1976, the contractor hereby agrees not to discriminate against an 
employee or applicant for employment with respect to hire, tenure, terms, conditions, or privileges of employment, or 
as a matter directly or indirectly related to employment, because of race, color, religion, national origin, age, sex, 
heighL, weight, or marital status. Further, in accordance with Act No. 220, Public Acts of 1976 as amended by Act No. 
478, Public Acts of 1980 the contractor hereby agrees not to discriminate against an employee or applicant for 
employment with respect to hire, tenure, tenns, conditions, or privileges of employment, or a matter directly or 
indirectly related to employment, because of a disability that is unrelated to the ability to perfonn the 
duties of a purticular job or position. A breach of the above covenants shall be regarded as a material breach of Utis 
contract. 

2. The contractor hereby agrees that any and all subcontracts to Utis contract, whereby a portion of the work set forth in 
this contract is to be perfonned, shall contain a covenant the same as hereinabove set forth in Section I of this 
Appendix. 

3. The contractor will toke affinnative action to insure that applicants for employment and employees are treated without 
regard to Utcir race, color, religion, national origin, age, sex, height, weight, marital status or a disability that is 
unrelated to the individuaJ .. s ability to perfunn the duties of a particular job or position. Such action shall include, but 
not be limited to, the following: employment, upgrading, demotion or transfer, recruitment advertising; layoff or 
tennination; rates of pay or oUter fonns of compensation; and selection for training, including apprenticeship. 

4. The contractor will, in aU solicitations or advertisements for employees placed by or on behalf of the contractor, state 
Utat all qualified applicants will receive consideration for employment without regard to race, color, religion, national 
origin, age, sex, height, weight, marital status or disability that is unrelated to the ability to perfonn the 
duties of n particular job or position. 

5. The contractor or his collective bargaining representative will send to each labor union or representative of workers 
with which he has a collective bargaining agreement or oUter contract or understanding, a notire advising the said labor 
union or worlrersa representative ofthe contractor=s commitments under this appendix. 

6. The contractor will comply with all relevant published rules, regulations, directives, and orders of the Michigan Civil 
Rights Commission which may be in efli:ct prior to the taking ofbids for any individual state project. 

7. The contractor will furnish and file compliance reports within such time and upon such fonns as provided by the 
Michigan Civil Rights Commission, said fonns may also elicit infonnation as to the practices, policies, program, and 
employment statistics of each subcontractor as well as the contractor himself, and said contractor will pennit access to 
his books, records, and acc:ounts by Ute Michigan Civil Rights Commission and/or its agent, for purposes of 
investigation to ascertain compliance with this contract and relevant with rules, regulations, and orders of the Michigan 
Civil Rights Commission. 

8. In the event that the Civil Rights Commission finds, after a hearing held pursuant to its rules, that a contractor has not 
complied with the contractual obligations under Utis agreement, the Civil Rights Commission may, as part of its order 
based upon such findings, certifY said findings to the Administrative Board of the State of Michigan, which 
Administrative Board may order the cancellation of the contract found to have been violated and/or declare the 
contractor ineligible for future contracts with the state and its political and civil subdivisions, departments, and officers, 
and including the governing boards of institutions of higher education, until the contractor complies with said order of 
the Civil Rights Commission. Notice of said declaration of future ineligibility may be given to any or all of the persons 
with whom Ute contractor is declared ineligible to contract as a contracting party in future contracts. In any case before 
the Civil Rights Commission in which cancellation of an existing contract is a possibility, the contracting agency shall 
be notified of such possible remedy and shall be given the option by Ute Civil Rights Commission to participate in such 
proceedings. 

9. The contractor will include, or incorporate by reference, the provisions of the foregoing paragraphs (I) through (8) in 
every subcontract or purchase order unless exempted by the rules, regulations or orders of the Michigan Civil Rights 
Commission, and will provide in every subcontract or purchase order that said provisions will be binding upon each 
subcontractor or seller. 

Marcb.l998 
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(Rev. 03/92) 

APPENDIXB 

During lhe performance of !his contract, lhe contractor, for itself, its assignees, and successors in interest (hereinafter referred to 
as !he Acontractor®) agrees as following: 

1. Compliance wilh Regulations: The contractor shall comply with the regulations relative to nondiscrimination in federally 
assisted programs of lhe Department of Transportation, Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 27, as !hey may be 
amended from time to time (hereinafter referred to as lhe Regulations), which are herein incorporated by reference and 
made a part of !his contract. 

2. Nondiscrimination: The contractor, wilh regard to lhe work performed by it during lhe contract, shall not discriminate 
on the grounds of race, color, or natural origin in lhe selection and retention of subcontractors, including procurements 
of materials and leases of equipment. The contractor shall not participate either directly or indirectly in the 
discrimination prohibited by Section 21.5 of the Regulations, including employment practices when the contract covers 
a program set forth in Appendix B of the Regulations. 

3. Solicitations for Subcontracts. Including Procurements of Materials and In all solicitations either by 
competitive bidding or negotiation made by the contractor for work to be performed under a subcontract, including 
procurements of materials or leases of equipment, each potential subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by the 
contractor of the contractor=s obligations under this contract and the Regulations relative to nondiscrimination on the 
grounds of race, color, or national origin. 

4. Information and Reports: The contractor shall provide all information and reports required by the Regulations, or 
directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its books, records, accounts, other sources of information 
and its facilities, as may be determined by the Michigan Department of Transportation or the Federal Highway 
Administration to be pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Regulations or directives. Where any information 
required of a contractor is in the exclusive possession of another who fails or refuses to furnish this information, the 
contractor shall so certify to the Michigan Department of Transportation, or the Federal Highway Administration as 
appropriate, and shall set forth what efforts is has made to obtain the information. 

S. Sanctions for Noncomoliance: In the event of the contractor=s noncompliance with the nondiscrimination provisions 
of this contract, the Michigan Department of Transportation shall impose such contract sanctions as it or the Federal 
Highway Administration may determine to be appropriate, including, but not limited to: 

(a) Withholding of payments to the contractor under the contract until the contractor complies, and/or 

(b) Cancellation, termination, or suspension of the contrnct, in whole or in part. 

6. Jncor.poration of Proyjsions: The contractor shall include the provisions of paragraphs I through 6 of every 
subcontract, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment, unless exempt by the Regulations or 
directives issued pursuant thereto. The contractor shall take such action with respect to any subcontract or procurement 
as the Michigan Department of Transportation or the Federal Highway Administration may direct as a means of 
enforcing such provisions including sanctions for non-compliance; provided, however that in the event a contractor 
becomes involved in, or is threatened with, litigation with a subcontractor or supplier as a result of such direction, the 
contractor may request the Michigan Department of Transportation to enter into such litigation to protect the interests 
of the state, and, in addition, the contractor may request the United States to enter into such litigation to protect the 
interest of the United States. 
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APPENDIXC 

TO BE INCLUDED IN ALL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 
AGREEMENTS WITH LOCAL AGENCIES 

General Requirements for Recipients 

Excerpts from USDOT Regulation 
49 CFR, Part 23, Section 23.43 

A Policy: It is the policy of the Department that MBE as defined in 49 CFR, Part 23, shall 
have the maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts financed in 
whole or in part with federal funds. Consequently, the MBE requirements of 49 CFR, Part 
23, apply to this contract. 

B. MBE Obligation: The recipient or its contractor agrees to ensure that MBE as defined in 49 
CFR, Part 23, has the maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts 
and subcontracts financed in whole or in part with federal funds provided under this 
agreement. In this regard, all recipients or contractors shall take all necessary and reasonable 
steps in accordance with 49 CFR, Part 23, to ensure that MBE has the maximum opportunity 
to compete for and perform contracts. Recipients and their contractors shall not discriminate 
on the basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in the award and performance of 
departmentally-assisted contracts. 

C. If, as a condition of assistance, the recipient has submitted and the department has approved a 
minority business enterprise affrrmative action program which the recipient agrees to carry 
out, this program is incorporated into this financial assistance agreement by reference. This 
program shall be treated as a legal obligation and failure to carry out its terms shall be treated 
as a violation ofthis financial assistance agreement. Upon notification to this recipient ofits 
failure to carry out the approved program, the Department shall impose such sanctions as 
noted in 49 CFR, Part 23, Subpart E, which sanctions may include termination of the 
agreement or other measures that may affect the ability of the recipient to obtain future 
departmental, financial assistance. 

D. The Department hereby advises each recipient, contractor, or subcontractor that failure to 
carry out the requirements set forth in Section 23.43(a) 49 CFR, Part 23, shall constitute a 
breach of contract, and after the notification of the USDOT, may result in termination of the 
agreement or contract by the Department or such remedy as the Department deems 
appropriate. 
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ATTACHMENT A 
(This is a reproduction of Appendix A of 49 CFR Part 29) 

CERTIFICATION REGARDING DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS -
PRIMARY COVERED TRANSACTIONS 

Instructions for Certification 
I. By signing and submitting this proposal, the prospective primary participant is providing the certification set out 

below. 
2. The inability of a person to provide the certification required below will not necessarily result in denial of participation 

in this covered tronsaclion. The certification or explanation will be considered in connection with the department or 
agency=s determination whether to enter into this transaction. However, failure of the prob'jlective primary participant 
to furnish a certification or an explanation shall disqualify such person from participation in this transaction. 

3. The certification in this clause is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when the department 
or agency determined to enter into this transaction. If it is later determined that the prospective primary participant 
knowingly rendered an erroneous certification in addition to other remedies available to the federal government, the 
department or agency may terminate this transaction fur cause of default. 

4. The prospective primary participant shall provide immediate written notice to the department or agency to whom this 
proposal is submitted if at any time the prospective primary participant learns that its certification was erroneous when 
submitted or has become erroneous by reason of changed circumstances. 

5. The terms Acovered transaction,® Adebarrcd,® Asuspended,® Aineligible,® Alower tier covered transaction,® 
Aparticipant,® Apcrson,® Aprimary covered transaction,® Aprincipal,® Aproposed,® and Avoluntarily excluded® as 
used in this clause, have the meanings set out in the Defmitions and Coverage sections of the rules impending 
Executive Order 12549. You may contact the department or agency to which this proposal is being submitted for 
assistance in obtaining a copy of those regulations. 

6. The prospective primary participant agrees by submitting this proposal that, should the proposed covered transaction be 
entered into, it shall not lmowingly enter into any lower tier covered transaction with a person who is debarred, 
suspended, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this covered transaction, unless authorized 
by the department or agency entering into this transaction. 

7. The prospective primary participant further agrees by submitting this proposal that it will include the clause titled 
ACertitieation Reganling Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility, and Voluntary Exclusion-Lower Tier Covered 
Transaction,® provided by the department or agency entering into this covered transaction, without modification, in all 
lower tier covered transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier covered transactions. 

8. A participant in a covered transaction may rely upon a certification of a prospective participant in a lower tier covered 
transaction that it is not debarred, suspended, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from the covered transaction, unless it 
knows that the certification is erroneous. A participant may decide the method and frequency by which it determines 
the eligibility of its principals. 

9. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require establishment of a system of records in order to render 
in good faith the certification required by this clause. The lmowledge and informltion of a participant is not required to 
exceed that which is normally processed by a prudent person in the ordinary course of business dealings. 

I 0. Except for transactions authorized under paragraph 6 of these instructions, if a participant in a covered transaction 
knowingly enters into a lower tier covered transaction with a person who is suspended, debarred, ineligible, or 
voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction, in addition to other remedies available to the federal 
government, the department or agency may terminate this transaction for cause or default. 

Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other Responsibility Matters- Primary Covered Transactions 
I. The prospective primary participant certifies to the best of its lmowledge and belief, that it and its principals: 

A. Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from 
covered transactions by any federal department or agency; 

B. Have not within a three-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered 
against them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or 
performing a public (federal, state, or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of federal 
or state antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification, or destruction of 
records, making false statements, or receiving stolen property; 

C. Arc not presently indicated for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a government entity (federal, state, or 
local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (I )(b) of this certification; and 

D. Have not within a three-year period preceding this application/proposal had one or more public transactions 
(federal, state, or local) terminated fur cause or demull 

2. Where the prospective primary participant is unable to certit)t to any of the statements in this certification, such prospective 
participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal. 

March 9, 1989 
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AITACHMENT B 
(This is a reproduction of Appendix B of 49 C.F.R. Part 29) 

CERTIFICATION REGARDING DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, INELIGIBILITY 
AND VOLUNTARY EXCLUSION-LOWER TffiR COVERED TRANSACTIONS 

Instructions for Certification 

1. By signing and submitting this proposal, the prospective lower tier participant is providing the certification set out 
below. 

2. The certification in this clause is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction 
was entered into. If it is later determined that the prospective lower tier participant knowingly rendered an erroneous 
certification, in addition to other remedies available to the Federal Government, the department or agency with which 
this transaction originated may pursue available remedies, including suspension and/or debarment. 

3. The prospective lower tier participant shall provide immediate written notice to the person to which tins proposal is 
submitted if at any time the prospective lower tier participant learns that its certification was erroneous when submitted 
or has become erroneous by reason of changed circumstances. 

4. The terms Acovered transaction,® Adebarred,® Asuspended,® Aineligiblc,® Alower tier covered transaction,® 
Aparticipant,® Aperson,® Aprimary covered transaction,® Aprincipal,® Aproposal,® and Avoluntarily excluded,® as 
used in this clause, have the meanings set out in the Definitions and Coverage sections of rules implementing Executive 
Order 12549. You may contact the person to which this proposal is submitted for assistance in obtaining a copy of 
those regulations. 

5. The prospective lower tier participant agrees by submitting this proposal that, should the proposed covered transaction 
be entered into, it shall not knowingly enter into any lower tier covered transaction with a person who is debarred, 
suspended, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this covered transaction. unless authorized 
by the department or agency with which this transaction originated. 

6. The prospective lower tier participant further agrees by submitting this proposal that it will include this clause titled 
ACertification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility, and Voluntary Exclusion-Lower Tier Covered 
Transaction,® without notification, in all lower tier covered transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier covered 
transactions. 

7. A participant in a covered transaction may rely upon a certification of a prospective participant in a lower tier covered 
transaction that it is not debarred, suspended, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from the covered transaction, unless it 
knows that the certification is erroneous. A participant may decide the method and frequency by which it determines 
the eligibility of its principals. Each participant may, but is not required to, check the Nonprocurement List (felephone 
No. (517) 335-2513 or(517) 335-2514). 

8. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require establishment of a system of records in order to render 
in good faith the certification required by this clause. The knowledge and information of a participant is not required to 
exceed that which is normally possessed by a prudent person in the ordinary course of business dealings. 

9. Except for transactions authorized under paragraph 5 of these instructions, if a participant in a covered transaction 
knowingly enters into a lower tier covered transaction with a person who is suspended, debarred, ineligible, or 
voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction, in addition to other remedies available to the Federal 
Government, the department or agency with which this transaction originated may pursue available remedies, including 
suspension and/or debannent. 

Certification Regarding Debarment Sumension. Jne!igibilitv. and Yolun!arv Exclusion-Lower Tier Covered Transactions 

I. The prospective lower tier participant certifies, by submission of this proposal, that neither it nor its principals is 
presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation 
in this transaction by any federal department or agency. 

2. Where the prospective lower tier participant is unable to certifY to any of the statements in this certification. such 
prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal. 

(Federal Register Doc. 88-11561 Filed 5-25-88; 8:45a.m.) March 9, 1989 
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Project Budget - Traffic 2014/ 2015 

Construction Sign& Totals & 
201312014 Projects Engineering Contract Signal Financing 

Soil Borings Total 26,000 (Locations To Be Determined) 2,000 I 3,000 21,000 
(Annual) MCDRl 26,000 

Guardrail Installation Total (Locations To Be Determined) 11,000 18,000 225,000 254,000 
(Annual) MCDRl 254,000 

LED Retrofit I Total (Locations To Be Determined) I 11,000 I 36,000 225,000 272,000 
(Annual) I I MCDRl 272,000 

Signal Modernizations 

I 
26o,ooo I Total 273,000 (Locations To Be Determined) 13,000 

(Annual) MCDRl 273,000 

New Signals 

I 
Total 137,000 (Locations To Be Determined) 7,000 130,000 

(Annual) MCDRl 137,000 

Hoover, Hayes, Harper, T I 
Total 2,000 Garfield, 12 Mile, Schoenherr I 

(47 Locations) 1,000 1,000 
CMAQl 1,000 

Signal UpgradeS(13-14 Budget) I MCDR 1,000 

Metropolitan Parkway I 

(x-over west of Ryan to x-over east I I Total 2,000 
of Harper, 23 Locations) 1,000 1,000 

CMAQl 1,000 
Signal Upgrades (13-
14 Budget) MCDR 1,000 

Wireless Backhaul 
(Countywide, 23 Locations) Total 738,400 

Communications Upgrade 
88,400 650,000 

CMAQ l 680,000 
(13-14 Budget) MCDR 88,400 

Traffic Operations Center 1 Total 2,125,000 
Operations and Maintenance 425,000 1,700,000 

CMAQl 1,700,000 (Annual) 
MCDR 425,000 

Mound Road Total 139,250 
(9 Mile to 18 Mile, HSIP l 95,000 9 Locations) 19,250 120,000 
Signal Upgrades St Hts 3,000 
(13-14 Budget) Warren I 4,000 

MCDR 37,250 

21 Mile Rd 
(Van Dyke to Jefferson, Total 139,250 

10 Locations) 19,250 120,000 
HSIP l 95,000 

Signal Upgrade (13-14 Budget) MCDR 44,250 

9 Mile at Marmon!Marion, Total 139,250 21 Mile at Tilch, 
22 Mile at Shelby, 19,250 120,000 HSIP 1 95,000 
Hayes at Clinton River St Hts 1,500 
Signal Upgrades Warren I 6,250 
(13-14 Budget) MCDR 36,500 

Page 1 of 3 
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SCORE SHEET 
The selection team will complete one consensus score sheet. 

This score sheet will be used to score proposals. 
PROJECT MANAGER 

John Abraham 

Selection Criteria 

Understanding of Service. Describe understanding 
of the service, innovations, and/or safety program in-
tended to be proposed. This information is to be based 
on the scope of services. 

Qualifications of Team. Provide organization chart, 
. Describe the structure of the project 

team including the roles of all key personnel and sub 
vendors. For each sub vendor, describe role in service 
and include what percent of the named role that the 
sub vendor is expected to provide. Provide resumes 
for each of the key staff of the prime and sub vendors 
stated above. 

Past Performance. Take into consideration perfor-
mance evaluations and any references 
offered by vendor. 

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Process. Outline 
plan for this service including background information of 
selected manager for this service. Person performing 
the quality control review must have extensive experi-
ence with MOOT standards and practices. 

location. 

location 
should be scored using the distance from the consultant 
office to the on-site activity. 

SELECTION TEAM NAME 
Adam Merchant 

SELECTION TEAM NAME 
Russel Kudella 

SELECTION TEAM NAME 
Ken Webb 

SELECTION TEAM NAME 
Chris Florka 

JOB NUMBER 

VENDOR NAME: URS Corporation 

Comments: 
Demonstrated a proven and detailed knowledge of Traffic Operations 
Objectives specific to this contract would be beneficial 

Comments: 
Experienced in Traffic Signal Operations. Strong support in sub contractors. Good depth of team. 

Comments: 
Displayed a number of significant accoplishments in Macomb County 

Comments: 
Adequate QA/QC plan presented 

Comments: 
Located in Southfield, Ml 

Grand Total 

SELECTION TEAM MEMBER SIGNATURE 

SELECTION TEAM MEMBER SIGNATURE 

SELECTION TEAM MEMBER SIGNATURE 

SELECTION TEAM MEMBER SIGNATURE 

Total Score Possible 

35 33 

50 48 

20 18 

10 9 

4 
5 112 

120 112 
DATE 

DATE 

DATE 

DATE 
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RESOLUTION NO. _____________ FULL BOARD MEETING DATE:__________________ 
                                   AGENDA ITEM:______________________________ 
 
 MACOMB COUNTY, MICHIGAN 
 
RESOLUTION TO   receive and file report from Board Chair for October 2014     
                
INTRODUCED BY:  Dave Flynn, Full Board         
 

• The following is a report on activities within the Board Office which do not usually appear on committee agendas. 
 

 

Current Issues 
• Martha T. Berry Medical Facility 
• Campus Renovations 
• Data Breach Hearing – Commissioners should submit questions to BOC staff (see email) 
• Oakland County to send GLWA certification/publication information 

 
 
Office 

• Posting for BOC Admin Secy position closed; more than 40 applied; waiting for direction and candidate 
info/list from HR-LR 

• Employee Flu Shot Clinic to be held in BOC Conference Room on Monday 10-20-14, appointments 
preferred but not mandatory 

• Casual Day 2015 – call for charitable organization nominations to go out next week 
 
 
Upcoming BOC Appointments 

• CMH Board – to fulfill one unexpired term ending 03-31-17; applications due to BOC by Oct. 31st, 
interviews at the November 10th Gov Ops Committee meeting (12pm); appointment at a November Full 
Board meeting.  Application and information can be found at macombBOC.com. 

 
 

Legislative Calendar Updates 
• Revised numbers submitted by S. Smigiel and revised Retiree Health Care Interim Trust Plan will be 

reviewed with Finance next week 
 
 
Region: 

• Freedom Hill Homeowners Association Meeting 
o Tuesday, October 21, 2pm – 3pm 
o Independence Hall 

• Michigan Supreme Court  Community Connections Program - Oral Arguments Event 
o Wednesday,  October 22, 11:30am – 2:30pm 
o Macomb Community College 

 
 
Correspondence: 

• Washtenaw County Resolution 
 
 
Media: 

• See attached articles. 
 

- 1 – 
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Board Chair Report – October 2014 – Page 2 
 
 
BOC – Independent Counsel:   Expenditures for Outside Legal Counsel Professional Services 
Litigation       Legal Svcs  Legal Services     Budget 
InvoiceCharges:     Budget Amount:   Invoice Totals:   Remaining:         
%Utilized: 
   $72,500 (2014) 
      $    161.00 (Clark Hill final) 
         3,174.00 (January,Dickinson Wright) 
      $ 3,335.00   $ 69,165.00  .046                      
         2,377.00 (February)   
      $ 5,712.00    $ 66,788.00  .078  
         3,013.00 (March)    
      $ 8,725.00   $ 63,775.00  .120 
         3,887.00 (April) 
      $12,612.00   $ 59,888.00  .173 
          5,405.00 (May) 
      $18,017.00   $ 54,483.00  .248 
          3,775.00 (June) 
      $21,792.00   $ 50,708.00  .300 
          4,807.00 (July) 

         $26,599.00   $ 45,901.00  .366 
         4,220.00 (August)   

      $30,819.00   $ 41,681.00  .425 
          6,923.00 (Clark Hill Sept) 
      $37,742.00   $ 34,758.00  .520   
 
COMMITTEE/MEETING DATE    
 Full Board  10-16-14                         

 
 
 

### 
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2014 RESOLUTION NO. ______ 
 

Official Proclamation of the Board of Commissioners 
Macomb County, Michigan 

 
PROCLAIMING FOOD DAY, OCTOBER 24, 2014, 

IN MACOMB COUNTY  
 

Commissioner Toni Moceri, on Behalf of the Board of Commissioners,  
Offers the Following Proclamation: 

 
WHEREAS, the health and well-being of our citizens is of primary concern for the County of 
Macomb; and 
 
WHEREAS, promoting safer, healthier diets is a critical factor in improving citizens’ overall 
health; and 
 
WHEREAS, supporting sustainable family farms and local agriculture benefits the local 
economy and Macomb County Board of Commissioners has contributed to this effort by 
adopting a Food Procurement Policy on February 6, 2014 to support sustainable farming 
practices, and local producers; and 
 
WHEREAS, obtaining fair pay and safe conditions for food and farm workers is beneficial for 
both the producer and consumer so that the food we produce and consume is safe and fair for all; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, expanding access to food and reducing hunger is of critical importance to aid those 
who live in food deserts; and 
 
WHEREAS, reforming factory farms to protect the environment and farm animals is necessary 
to sustain future generations; and 
 
WHEREAS, according to Center for Science in the Public Interest, the typical American diet is 
contributing to obesity, diabetes, heart disease, and other health problems, where those problems 
cost Americans more than $150 billion per year; and 
 
WHEREAS, Food Day on October 24 is a day to resolve to make changes in our own diets and 
to take action to solve food-related problems in our communities at the local, state, and national 
level with 2014 having a special focus on food access and justice for food and farm workers. 
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NOW THEREFORE, Be It Proclaimed By The Board Of Commissioners, Speaking For And On 
Behalf Of All County Citizens As Follows: 
 
THAT BY THESE PRESENTS, the Macomb County Board of Commissioners hereby proclaims 
October 24, 2014 as Food Day in Macomb County and encourages all County officials, 
employees, schools and residents to participate in county government celebration activities. 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
Toni Moceri 
Macomb County Commissioner 
 
 
Passed at <Date> Full Board Meeting 

150



151



152



153



154



155



156



157



Martha T Berry Medical Care Facility

Requested Information‐‐ BOC 9/18/2014

2003-2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014* As adopted 2009-2014*

Annual Revenue‐‐Charges For Services 95,667,418   20,856,801    22,761,020   23,196,770    23,325,967        23,486,005   23,201,700        136,828,263        

Contribution From General Fund 20,928,731   -                      

County Budget Allocation 896,979         

Lease Payments ‐‐ Building Use Charge -               985,292      1,511,130     1,437,916      1,089,516         1,059,908     963,772             7,047,534            

Internal Service Charges * See attached 2,253,008    1,477,064 1,002,786   961,615       748,002            693,120      847,704           5,730,291          

Annual Contribution To Retiree Health Care 4,451,230     888,972      765,826        800,559         1,097,138         1,139,625     997,500             5,689,618            

Annual Contribution to Pension 4,281,816     764,279      695,293        603,116         633,162            710,145        1,273,585          4,679,579            

Potential Revenue Sources ‐‐‐  

CPE when eligible‐‐ Building Use Charge began in 2009 ‐‐comprised of payments for Bond interest & depreciation expense.

         matching of community funds by the State of Michigan The charge for depreciation expense was accelarated to a 20 year schedule in 2009, 2010 and 2011.

Medicaid Cost Appeal‐‐ In 2012, the accelarated depreciation was disallowed by the Medicaid Auditor.

           favorable settlement could generate an estimated $6-$8 Million Depreciation expense reverted back to an approved 40 year schedule.

*** Note*** 
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Internal Service Charges 

Paid to the County from MTB Revenue

2003-2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014* As adopted 2009-2014*

Insurance ‐ Liability*( MTB direct bill; 2011‐curr 443,485            144,894          169,997            170,000             100,152                 102,746            100,000                   787,789                   

Insurance Property 88,998              10,558            10,694              10,694               10,709                    10,528              10,778                     63,961                     

Insurance ‐ Fleet 2,107                357                  374                    394                     1,200                      1,136                1,222                       4,683                        

Utilities ‐ Phones ‐ Cellular 588                    ‐                            

Utilities  Phone Non Voice 9,531                ‐                            

Inter Serv MIS Computer Maintenance 41,158              ‐                            

Inter Serv MIS Data Center 495,049            87,649            87,649                     

Inter Serv Telephone 219,997            58,327            55,616              55,348               49,143                    47,986              50,000                     316,420                   

**Indirect Allocation  ‐                          

Facilities and Operations 143,358          136,604            142,715             113,570                 536,247                   

County Executive 90,915                     90,915                     

 Risk Management 22,868            27,571              20,517               23,338                    28,371              12,309                     134,974                   

Human Resources 184,129          168,031            179,391             142,561                 142,435            128,312                   944,859                   

Microfilm 4,465                3,409                       7,874                        

Print Shop 381                    876                     1,363                       2,620                        

Mail Service 1,958              2,439                2,280                 1,538                      1,364                1,546                       11,125                     

Central Stores 7,098              8,872                9,143                 8,989                      6,672                6,554                       47,328                     

Treasurer 21,513            21,577              22,607               18,496                    16,502              16,694                     117,389                   

Management Services (IT) 65,497            246,099            197,791             176,413                 201,018            189,779                   1,076,597                

Finance 102,748          88,509              79,176               48,706                    75,971              59,870                     454,980                   

Reimbursement 247                  148                    395                           

Corporation Counsel 57,164            65,875              70,682               53,187                    53,920              56,943                     357,771                   

Building Use Charge 568,705         

Allocation Budgeted To Reverse 118,010                  

Total Indirect Allocation  1,477,071      1,002,786         961,614             748,002                 693,114            847,704                   5,730,291                

**Indirect Cost Allocation for 2009 is based on Maximus report YE 2006
**All other information based on published and audited IFAS Reports ( 2014 based on adopted budget) 
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BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
MACOMB COUNTY, MICHIGAN 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 2014-___ 

RESOLUTION PROVIDING DIRECTION RELATED TO THE 
MARTHA T. BERRY MEDICAL CARE FACILITY 

Whereas, the Macomb County Board of Commissioners (the “Commission”) established the Martha T. 
Berry Medical Care Facility (the “MTB Facility”) in 1949; and 

Whereas, the MTB Facility is one of 35 county owned medical care facilities in the State of Michigan; and 

Whereas, the MTB Facility has 217 beds and there are 238 persons employed at the MTB Facility; and 

Whereas, the occupancy rate at the MTB Facility in 2013 was 96.82%, while the State of Michigan 
average rate for all nursing homes was 84.3% and national rates were at 86%; and 

Whereas, through 2014, the occupancy rate at the MTB Facility has increased to 97.56%; and 

Whereas, the MTB Facility provides skilled nursing care and rehabilitation services to County residents, a 
large number of whom are dependent on Medicaid funding; and 

Whereas, as a county medical care facility, the MTB Facility gives preference to the indigent; and 

Whereas, based on the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (“CMS”), the MTB Facility has a 
rating of 4 out of 5 stars (above average) for “Quality” and “Staffing” compared to other State of Michigan 
nursing home facilities; and 

Whereas, on July 18, 2014, the National Nursing Home Quality Care Collaborative (NNHQCC) 
recognized the MTB Facility for implementing efforts to improve health care quality by making notable 
improvements in 13 identified quality measures over a 15-month period; and 

Whereas, in 2002, the Commission authorized and the County issued bonds to fund a substantial 
renovation of the MTB Facility; and 

Whereas, the Commission entered into a Joint Operating Agreement, dated January 22, 2009, with the 
County’s Human Services Board (the “HSB”), and four labor unions – the AFSCME, the SEIU, the MNA, 
and the UAW (the “JOA”) pursuant to which the HSB is to have authority and responsibility for the 
operation and management of the MTB Facility and the MTB Facility was to be operated and managed so 
it would no longer depend on any operations funding from the County General Fund; and 

Whereas, the Office of County Executive (“OCE”) prepared an Organization Plan in 2011 that 
acknowledged and authorized the HSB to exercise and perform the full authorities, duties and 
responsibilities granted it by statute and also stated the goal of fully implementing the JOA; and 

Whereas, any proposed amendment to the Organization Plan must be submitted by the Executive to the 
Commission for approval pursuant to the Charter; and 

Whereas, no amendment to the Organization Plan has been proposed by the Executive; and  

Whereas, in July of 2013, the OCE issued two memoranda seeking to assert OCE oversight of the 
operation and management of the MTB Facility; and 

Whereas, later in that month, the HSB sued the Executive seeking the Macomb County Circuit Court’s 
declaration of the OCE’s and HSB’s authority over the operation and management of the MTB Facility; 
and 

Whereas, on August 29, 2014, the Circuit Court entered an order declaring that, (i) pursuant to applicable 
state law, to which the charter defers, and the JOA, the HSB has the authority to operate and maintain 
the MTB Facility, and (ii) pursuant to applicable state law and the county charter, even without the JOA, 
the Commission could authorize the HSB to oversee and manage the MTB Facility (the “Court Opinion”); 
and 
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Whereas, on September 2, 2014, and subsequently, the OCE issued memoranda requiring certain 
actions from the HSB to make the MTB Facility wholly independent of the County and raises serious 
questions that could impact the MTB Facility, its patients, and its employees; and  

Whereas, state law requires that the MTB Facility have certain ties to the County including, for example 
and not for limitation, the following; and 

(i) State law requires the County Treasurer to be the custodian of HSB funds, known as the Social 
Welfare Fund.   

(ii) The MTB Facility is and must continue to be County-owned. 

(iii) State law requires the HSB to be responsible for collecting funds “for the cost of care given in the 
[county medical care] facility” which then need to be deposited in the Social Welfare Fund maintained 
by the County Treasurer. 

(iv) Any “grant, devise, bequest, donation, gift,” etc. received by the HSB is received “on behalf of the 
county” and deposited in the Social Welfare Fund. 

Whereas, the JOA requires Commission approval of the HSB’s annual budget; and 

Whereas, prior to the JOA, all MTB employees were County employees and nothing in the JOA or the 
Court Opinion altered their status as County employees; and 

Whereas, changes to the pension, retiree health care or other benefits of unionized MTB employees are 
mandatory subjects of collective bargaining and cannot be unilaterally made by the HSB, OCE, or the 
Board of Commissioners, without collective bargaining; and 

Whereas, the Macomb County Retirement Commission, through the Retirement Ordinance, determines 
eligibility for participation in the Macomb County Retirement Plan; and 

Whereas, because MTB employees remain County employees and remain eligible for membership in the 
Retirement System, or because they are subject to collective bargaining agreements that provided 
eligibility for such retiree health care benefits, they remain eligible for coverage under the Macomb 
County Retiree Health Care Plan; and 

Whereas, most of the unfunded retiree health care liability related to MTB Facility employees vested prior 
to the JOA and the HSB’s operation and management of the MTB Facility, and, during the time that the 
unfunded retiree health care liability was accrued, the County, not the HSB, was clearly and 
unambiguously the employer; and 

Whereas, the hybrid state-county nature of the HSB is not dissimilar to that of other county agencies, 
such as courts and county drain districts; and 

Whereas, the HSB has diligently pursued additional Medicaid reimbursement from the state of Michigan 
that could total as much as $10 million (the “Medicaid Reimbursement Lawsuit”) and has asked the OCE 
and Corporation Counsel to intervene in that lawsuit on behalf of the County, but they have refused to 
participate because Corporation Counsel believes there to be a conflict; and 

Whereas, as the Court Opinion indicates, state law and the county charter vest certain authority in the 
Commission, including the authority to pursue appropriate Medicaid reimbursement for care as a county 
medical care facility; and 

Whereas, the OCE has insisted that the HSB obtain its own federal employer identification number and, 
after conferring with the County Treasurer requires the signature of an appropriate County official who, 
under applicable state law, would appear to be a representative of the Commission; and 

Whereas, the County currently has budgeted receiving $847,704 from the HSB in exchange for internal 
services provided to the MTB Facility and/or the HSB, which would not be available if the County no 
longer provides all those services; and 

Whereas, the OCE’s change in internal services will therefore require a budgetary amendment; and 
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Whereas, the Commission’s Chairperson and the Chairperson of the HSB have already proposed to the 
OCE to consider an amended JOA that would include the Executive as a party, but the Executive rejected 
that proposal. 

 

Now, therefore, be it resolved that: 

1. The Commission urges the OCE to reconsider its stance on amending the JOA and, if the Executive 
chooses to do so, authorizes the Commission Chairperson, such other Commissioners and Commission 
staff as he may select and, if he deems necessary, the Commission’s independent counsel, to negotiate 
the terms of an amended JOA with the Executive and the current parties to the JOA to be brought to the 
Commission for approval. 

2. In accordance with state law, the county charter and Judge Biernat’s court opinion, the Commission 
concludes that the MTB Facility is and shall remain a Macomb County Facility and the HSB is and shall 
remain an agent of Macomb County.  Therefore, among other ramifications of this finding, it means the 
use of the Macomb County seal by the HSB and the MTB Facility is appropriate. 

3. The Commission urges the Macomb County Retirement Commission and the Macomb County 
Retiree Health Care Board of Trustees to reaffirm MTB Facility employees as County employees under 
the plans they respectively oversee. 

4. The Commission’s Chairperson is authorized and directed to sign on behalf of the Commission such 
documents as are reasonably necessary as determined by and in a form approved by the Chairperson 
and the Commission’s independent legal counsel in order for the HSB to obtain its own federal employer 
identification number if the HSB determines this is in the facility’s best interest. 

5. The Commission’s Chairperson is authorized and directed to direct the Commission’s independent 
legal counsel, Dickinson Wright, PLLC, in attempting to intervene or otherwise appropriately participate 
(such as by filing an amicus curie brief) on behalf of the Commission in the Medicaid Reimbursement 
Lawsuit. 

6. The Commission recommends that the County Treasurer work with HSB to provide temporary 
funding using the delinquent tax revolving fund, subject to full reimbursement with appropriate interest 
from subsequently received Medicaid funding, to cover an interim period of delayed Medicaid 
reimbursements occasioned by the Executive’s directive to convert from the County’s to the HSB’s 
federal employer identification number. 

7. The Commission recognizes that certain positions taken by the Executive with respect to the MTB 
Facility and the HSB may exceed his authority under the Charter and applicable state law.  Accordingly, 
the Commission authorizes and directs Commission Chairperson, with the concurrence of the 
chairpersons of the Finance and Government Operations Committees, to direct the Commission’s 
independent counsel, in cooperation with legal counsel for the HSB to undertake or participate in any 
legal action they collectively determine is necessary to enforce the JOA, the Court Opinion, applicable 
state law, and the Charter with respect to the MTB Facility and the HSB. 
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