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THE VILLAGE OF DEXTER 
VILLAGE COUNCIL MEETING 

Monday, August 11,2008 

**************7:30pm ************** 
Dexter Senior Center, 7720 Dexter Ann Arbor Road 

A. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

B. ROLL CALL: President Keough 

C. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 

J. Carson 
D. Fisher 
J. Smith 

1. Regular Council Meeting Minutes- July 28, 2008 

D. PRE-ARRANGED PARTICIPATION: 

P. Cousins 
J. Sernifero 
R. Tell 

Page# 1-6 

Pre-arranged participation will be limited to those who notify the Village office before 5:00p.m. Tuesday of the 
week preceding the meeting, s tating name, intent and time requirements. (10-minute limit per participant) 

Steve Gergely - Proposed Dexter Logo 

E. APPROVAL OF AGENDA: 

F. PUBLIC HEARINGS 
Action on each public hearing will be taken immediately following the close of the hearing 

None 

G. NON-ARRANGED PARTICIPATION: 
Non-arranged participation will include those in the audience not listed on the agenda that wish to speak. At the 
Village President 's discretion, members of the audience may be called on to speak at any time. Those addressing 
the Council will state their name, and address. This section is limited to 5-minutes per participant or 1 0-minutes for 
group representatives 

"This meeting is open to all members of the public under Michigan Open Meetings Act." 

www. villageofdexter .org 
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H. COMMUNICATIONS: 
1. Upcoming Meeting List 
2. Letter from Washtenaw County Sheriff 
3. Letter of support for Scio Township's Michigan Natural Resource Trust 

Fund Grant Application 
Page# 7-12 

I. REPORTS: 

1. Washtenaw County Sheriffs Department- July Statistics- Written Report Only 
Page# 13-18 

2. Board, Commission, & Other Repo11s- "Bi-annual or as needed" 
Dexter Area Chamber 
Dexter Area Fire Department Representative 
Downtown Development Chair 
Farmers Market Representative 
Gordon Hall Mgmt Team Representative 
Huron River Watershed Council Representative 
Library Board Representative 
Parks Commission Chair 
Planning Commission Chair 
Tree Board Chair 
Washtenaw Area Transp011ation Study Policy Committee Rep. 
Western Washtenaw Area Value Express Representative 

3. Subcommittee Reports 
Facility Committee - none 
Mill Pond Park Planning Team- none 
Utility Committee- Minutes 7-17-08 and 7-31-08 

Page# 19-34 

4. Village Manager Report Page# 35-36 

5. President's Rep011 Page# 37-38 

"This meeting is open to all members of the public under Michigan Open Meetings Act. " 

www.villageofdexter.org 
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J. CONSENT AGENDA 
Bills & Payroll will be a standing item under consent agenda. Discussion of the Budget and Financial matters will 
be covered under the Presidents Report as a standing item. Items under consent agenda are considered routine and 
will be acted upon in one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a Council Member so 
requests, and the item will be removed from Consent and added to the regular agenda at the end of New Business. 

1. Consideration of: Bills & Payroll in the amount of:$ 442,434.22 
Page# 39-46 

2. Consideration of: Appointment of Municipal Employees Retirement System of 
Michigan 2008 Officer Delegate and Altemate 

Page# 47-48 

K. OLD BUSINESS- Consideration and Discussion of: 

1. Discussion of: Main Street Bridge Project- Construction Update 
DEQ Letter- Sediment Update Page# 49-50 

L. NEW BUSINESS- Consideration and Discussion of: 

1. Consideration of: RESOLUTION SUPPORTING AN APPLICATION FOR THE 
2008-09 COMMUNITY FORESTRY GRANT 

Page# 51-52 

2. Discussion of: Regional Storm Water Detention 
Page# 53-58 

3. Consideration of: Acceptance of the Pavement Asset Management Report and 
Recommendations 

Page# 59-74 

4. Consideration of: Recommendation to approve additional costs to modify Dam 
RemovaVStream Restoration Project. 

Page# 75-76 

"This meeting is open to all members of the public under Michigan Open Meetings Act." 

www.villa~:eofdexter.or~: 
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5. Consideration of: Chelsea Area Planning Team/Dexter Area Regional Team Land 
Infmmation Access Association "Pminership for Change" Grant 

Page# 77-84 

M. COUNCIL COMMENTS 

N. NON-ARRANGED PARTICIPATION 
Same as item F. Those addressing the Council will state their name, and address. This section is limited to 5-
minutes per participant or 10-minutesfor group representatives. 

0 . ADJOURNMENT 

"This meeting is open to all members oft he public under Michigan Open Meetings Act." 

www. villageofdexter .org 
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DEXTER VILLAGE COUNCIL 
REGULAR MEETING 

MONDAY, JULY 28, 2008 

AGENDA ~--\\v~ 

ITEM C~-- \ 
A. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The regular meeting was called to order at 7:30 by President Keough in the Dexter Senior 
Center located at 7720 Dexter Ann Arbor Rd. in Dexter, Michigan 

B. ROLL CALL: 

J. Carson P. Cousins D. Fisher J. Smith J. Semifero R. Tell S. Keough 

C. CLOSED SESSION- To discuss property acquisition (permissible under the 
Open Meetings Act- MCL 15.268 Sec 8d) 

Motion Tell; suppmt Smith to enter closed session at 6:18 

Ayes: Carson,Cousins,Fisher,Smith,Semifero,Tell,Keough 
Nays: none 
Motion canies 

Motion Smith, support Fisher to exit closed session at 7:21 

Ayes: Tell, Carson, Cousins,Smi th,Fisher ,Semif~ro ,Keough 
Nays: none 

Motion canies 

D. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 

Regular Council Meeting Minutes- July 14, 2008 

Motion Cousins; suppmt Smith to approve the regular Council minutes of July 14, 2008 
as submitted. 

Ayes: Cousins,Fisher,Smi th,Semifero, Tell, Carson.Keough. 
Nays: none 
Motion canies 

E. PREARRANGED PARTICIPATION 

None 

F. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 

Motion Smith; suppmt Fisher to approve the agenda as amended switching items M. 5 
and M. 6 

P1 
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Ayes: Smith,Semifero,Tell,Carson,Fisher,Cousins,Keough 
Nays: none 
Motion carries 

G. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

none 

H. NON-ARRANGED PARTICIPATION 

none 

I. COMMUNICATIONS: 

a. Upcoming Meeting List. 

Minutes-JULY 28, 2008 
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b. Letter to those who attended Town Hall Meeting- mailed July 18,2008 

J. REPORTS 

1. Dept. of Public Works - Ed Lobdell 
March to June 2008 

2. Treasurer/Finance Report-Marie Sherry 
Fourth quarter report 2007-08 
Cash balance report as of June 30, 2008 

3. Board and Commission repmis 
none 

4. Subcommittee reports 

Utility committee- verbal update President Keough/Trustee Semifero 

5. Village Manager. report 

Mrs. Dettling submits her report as per packet 

6. President's report 

Mr. Keough submits his verbal report 

Request from Charles Nielsen for a letter support for Scio Township's 
2008 Michigan Natural Resources Trust Fund Grant application 

Motion Cousins, suppmt Smith to suspend Council rules to allow the addition of Item M. 
7 Consideration of: drafting a letter of support re: green space- Scio Township 

Ayes: Semifero,Tell,Fisher,Carson,Cousins,Smith,Keough 
Nays: none 
Motion carries 
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Motion Cousins; support Fisher to add Item M. 7 Consideration of: Sending a letter in 
support ofScio Township's Michigan Natural Resource Trust Fund grant re: green space 
acquisition 
Ayes: Tell,Carson,Cousins,Smith,Fisher,Semifero,Keough 

K. CONSENT AGENDA 

1. Consideration of: Bills and Payroll in the amount of$283,643.47 

2. Consideration of: Request from the Dexter Area Chamber of Commerce's Dexter 
Daze Committee to hold the annual Dexter Daze festival on August 8 and 9, to close 
Central between Main and Fifth from August 6 to August 9 and to provide assistance as 
indicated in their letter 

Motion Fisher; support Smith to approve the consent agenda as presented. 

Ayes:Carson,Fisher,Cousins,Smith,Semifero,Tell,Keough. 
Nays: None 

· Motion canies 

L. OLD BUSINESS-Consideration and Discussion of: 

1. Discussion of: Main Street Bridge Project- construction updates 

M. NEW BUSINESS-Consideration of and Discussion of: 

1. Consideration of: Mill Pond Park master plan scope of service 

Motion Semifero; suppmt Smith to approve the Mill Pond Park master plan scope of 
service as per Item M. 1 Agenda 7-28-08. (amount not to exceed $29,500) 

Ayes: Cousins,Fisher,Smith,Semifero,Tell,Carson,Keough 
Nays: none 
Motion canies 

2. Consideration of: modification to the Arts, Culture & Heritage Committee 
resolution. 

Motion Fisher, suppmt Cousins to approve modification to the Atts, Culture & Heritage 
committee resolution as per Item M. 2 Agenda 7-28-08. 

Ayes: Smith, Tell,Carson,Fisher,Cousins,Keough 
Nays: Semifero 
Motion canies 

3. Consideration of: Appointments to the Atts, Culture & Heritage Committee 

Motion Semifero, suppmt Carson to approve the appointments to the Arts, Culture, and 
Heritage committee as follows: Marietta VanBuhler, Kandie Waggoner, Pam O'Hara, Jill 
Love and Trustee Cousins. 
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Ayes: Carson,Cousins,Fisher,Smith,Semifero,Tell,Keough 
Nays: none 
Motion can·ies 
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Motion Cousins, support Smith to approve the appointments to the Arts, Culture & 
Heritage committee as follows: Ann Savage, Louis Nagel, Julie Jaffee Nagel, Audrey 
Becker. 

Ayes: Carson, Cousins,Fisher,Smi th, Tell,Keough 
Nays: Semifero 
Motion canies 

4. Consideration of: Request from the Huron Watershed Council for $2,750 in 
supp01t of the 2008-09 work plan for the Middle Huron Initiative. 

Motion Carson; supp01t Smith to approve the request from the Huron Watershed Council 
for $2,750 in support of the 2008-09 work plan for the Middle Huron Initiative. 

Ayes: Cousins,Fisher,Smith,Semifero,Tell,Carson,Keough 
Nays: none 
Motion carries 

5. Consideration of: instruct staff and facilities committee to move forward with 
items as discussed in closed session. 

Motion Carson, support Smith to so instruct staff and facilities committee to move 
forward with items as discussed in closed session. 

Ayes: Smith,Semifero,Tell,Carson,Fisher,Cousins,Keough. 
Nays: none 
Motion canies 

6. Consideration of: architectural services for Municipal Facility Feasibility 
study 

Motion Semifero; supp01t Smith to approve contracting with Orchard, Hiltz & 
McCliment and Comerstone Design for the feasibility study regarding a municipal 
facility. (not to exceed $26,450) 

Motion Cousins; supp01t Tell to remove consideration of the renovation of 8140 Main 
Street from the feasibility study proposals. 

Ayes: Tell,Cousins 
Nays: Carson,Smi th,Fisher,Semifero,Keough 
Motion fails 

Vote on Original Motion 

Ayes: Semifero,Tell,Fisher,Carson,Cousins,Smith,Keough 
Nays: none 
Motion canies 
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7. Consideration of: Sending a letter in suppmt of Scio Township's Michigan 
Natural Resource Trust Fund grant re: green space acquisition - letter to also 
include our desire for reciprocal supp01t for our upcoming projects along Mill 
Creek 

Ayes: Carson,Cousins,Fisher,Smith,Semifero,Tell,Keough 
Nays: none 
Motion carries 

N. COUNCIL COMMENTS 

no 
no 
no 
no 
no 

Tell 
Fisher 
Smith 
Boyle 
Cousins 
Carson 
Semifero 

encourages Council to pa1ticipate in Dexter Daze parade 
no 

0. NON-ARRANGED PARTICIPATION 

Alan Green of the Parks Board and 8368 Parkridge 
Suppmt for Scio green space effmt is good 
Mill Creek Park Planning Team is doing a good job 
Please consult the Parks Commission on Village Office plans 

P. ADJOURNMENT 

Motion Fisher; support Smith to adjourn at 9:12 

Unanimous voice vote 

Respectfully submitted 

The Honorable 
David F. Boyle 
Clerk, Village of Dexter Approved for Filing:. _ _ _ 

PS 
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2008 Upcoming Meetings 

Board I Date Time i Location Website Village Representative 
Washte~~-;, Arec:_ Transportatio~)tudy-::-Technical 1 8/6/2008 9:30a.m. jRoad c'"Ommiss ion Offices lhttp:// www.miwats.org/ Rhett Gronevelt --

8/6/2000 ~45 p.m. Board Room ._~dmin Building I http:/ /www.ewashtenaw.org/ government /boc/ 
-

Washtenaw County Board of Commissioners 1 

Washtenaw County Road Commission -
- - -

8/6/2008 1:00 p.m. Road Commission Offices http:/ /www.wcroads.org/ 
Dexter Area Historical Society -- I 8!7/2008 7:30p.m. !Gordon Hall http:/ /www.hvcn.org/info/ dextermuseum/ 
Dexter Community Schoo"iSBoard -of Ed~cation i 8/11/2008 7:00p.m. !Creekside Intermediate Sch_:Jol http:/ /web.dexter.k12.mi.us/ 
Lima Township Board - 8/11/2008 8 :00p.m. \Lima Township Hall http://twp.:-lima.org 
Scio Township-Downtown Developme~t Authority 8/11/2008 12:00 p.m. IScio Township Hall http:/ /www.twp.scio.mi.us/ 
Scio Township Planning 8/11/2008 7:30p.m. Scio Township Hall http:/ /www.twp.scio.mi.us/ 
Chelsea City coGnci r ----- - .. 

0 8/12/2008 7:30p.m . Washington Street Education Center http:/ /www.city-chelsea.org/ . 
Scio Township Board i 8/12/2008 7:00p.m. Scio Township Hall http:/ /www.twp.scio.mi.us/ 
Dexter Area Chamber of Commerce 8/13/2008 7:30a.m. Chamber Offices http:/ /www.dexterchamber.org/ Paul Cousins 
Dexter Downtown Development Authority I 8/14/2008 7:30 p.m. Senior Center http:/ /www.vi llageofdexter.org Shawn Keough 
Chelsea Area Planning Team/Dexter Area Regional 8/18/2008 7:00p.m. Sylvan Township http:/ /www.ewashtenaw.org/ Jim Carson 
Dexter Village Zoning Board of Appeals I 8/18/2008 7:00p.m. Senior Center http:/ /www.vi llageofdexter.org Ray Tell 
Dexter Township Board 8/19/2008 7:00p.m. Dexter Township Hall http:/ /www.twp-dexter.org/ 
Dexter Village Parks Commissio~- ' 8/19/2008 7:00p.m. Village Offices http:/ /www.villageofdexter.org Joe Semifero 
Washtenaw County Road Commission 8/19/2008 1:00 p.m. Road Commission Offices http: / /www.wcroads.org/ 
Webster Ta'~nship Board 8/19/2008 7:30p.m. Webster Township Hall http:/ /www.twp.webster.mi.us/ 
Washtenaw -Area Transportation Study-Pol icy 8/20/2008 9:30a.m. Scio Township Hall http:/ /www.miwats.org/ Jim Carson 
Webster Tow~ship Planning · 8/20/2008 7:30p.m. Webster Township Hall http:/ /www.twp.webster.mi.us/ 
Dexter Area Fire Board 8/21/2008 6:30p.m. Webster Township Hall http:/ I dexterareafire.org/ _ .!._oe Semifero 

-·--

> 
"""""' ~ II"V"'i' 

rT"t 
:!: ::a:: 

c 

Due to the possibility of cancellations please verify the meeting date with the listed 

website or the Village Representative 

>-

f ,cfl 
\ -
~ 

-u 
-.I 
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WASHTENA w COUNTY 
OFFICE OF THE SHERIFF 

2201 Hogback Road • Ann Arbor, Michigan 48105-9732 • OFFICE (734) 971-8400 • FAX (734) 973-4624 • EMAIL sheriff@ewashtenaw.org 
DANIELJ. MINZEY HERBERT F. MAHONY 

UNDERSHERIFF 

A G EN D A _:6 -\\ v24. 
July 9, 2008 

Donna Dettling 
Village Manager 
8140 Main Street 
Dexter, Michigan 48130 

Dear Ms. Dettling: 

ITEM H-~ 
"Yr"""'"2rr ,---~~ 

The Washtenaw County Sheriff's Office continuously works to enhance and develop 
partnerships with other emergency service providers throughout Washtenaw County. 
Through collaboration and sharing of resources we have enhanced the level of service 
we provide to our residents . The Sheriff's Office is committed to continue to seek and 
develop new initiatives to professionally develop our employees, to centralize our 
operations, improve communication, and ultimately provide the best service possible. 

The Sheriff's Office continues to be encouraged by the success of the collaboration of 
police services in our Western Operations. Communities have come together to 
combine resources and allow for proper police coverage. Western Operations does lack 
a centralized operational center for resources, personnel and entities to come together. 

The Sheriff's Office would support a centralized operational center for Western 
Operations. A large enough facility could bring other emergency providers together to 
further form partnerships as well as accommodate training both indoors and outdoors for 
all emergency service providers. The facility would need to be large enough to allow for 
the storage of emergency equipment and training equipment. 

The Sheriff's Office is committed to working with our Western Communities to meet the 
needs of the community to ensure proper police protection and to continue to collaborate 
with other emergency service providers. 

Respectfully, 

·~ t'i~. / 
:- Sherift;;:9~ Mi~:.'i# . ' 

- MISSION -
To provide our community with a solution driven approach to public safety, built upon a proud history of 

professionalism and mutual respect. 
pg 
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Village Council 

Shawn Keough 
President 

Ray Tell 
President Pro- tern 

Jim Carson 
Councilperson 

Paul Cousins 
Councilperson 

Donna Fisher 
Councilperson 

Joe Semifero 
Councilperson 

James Smith 
Councllperson 

Administration 

Donna Dettling 
Manager 

David Boyle 
Clerk 

Marie Sherry, CPFA 
Treasurer/Finance 
Director 

Courtney Nicholls 
Assistant Village 
l~onager 

Ed Lobdell 
Public Services 
Superintendent 

Allison Bishop, AICP 
Community 
Development 
IAanager 

THE VILLAGE OF 
DEXTER IS AN EQUAL 

OPPORTUNITY 
PROVIDER AND 

EMPLOYER 

www. 
villageofdexter .erg 

A G EN D A 2>~ \ l~ 

VILLAGE OF DEXTER ITEM )1~3 
8140 Main Street • Dexter, Michigan 48130-1092 • (734) 426·8303 • Fax (734) 426·5614 

Scio Township 
C/0 Supervisor 
824 N. Zeeb Road 
Ann Arbor, Ml 48103 

Re: 2008 MNRTF Grant Application-Letter of Support 

Dear Supervisor Nielsen, 

July 29, 2008 

At a regular meeting of the Dexter Village Council held on July 28, 2008 a 
motion was made to send a letter of support for Scio Township's 2008 Michigan 
Natural Resource Trust Fund Grant Application . 

Dexter Village Council supports the Sloan property parkland acquisition which 
will facilitate a variety of passive and active recreation opportunities, including 
fishing and water access, nature study, environmental education, picnic areas, 
athletic fields, and access support facilities . Acquisition of this property will 
also help to create a future regional trail connection from the southern edge of 
the Village of Dexter north to Hudson Mills Metropark. There are also plans to 
further expand the regional trail system east to Ann Arbor and Ypsilanti. 

The removal of the Main Street dam in the Village of Dexter will result in 
numerous improvements, including creek restoration, along the Mill Creek 
corridor. The Village of Dexter will also be seeking MNRTF funding to further 
the overall plan for Mill Creek corridor as a greenway connecting open spaces, 
natural areas, trails and parks through the Village into the greater Wa.shtenaw 
County and Huron Clinton Metropolitan Authority regions. 

Scio's acquisition project will provide a necessary link in the pathway 
connectivity envisioned for Mill Creek and the Huron River. The map attached 
illustrates how this project enhances the Village's comprehensive vision for 
natural resource access along the Mill Creek and Huron River. By funding this 
project the MNRTF will be furthering the recreation goals of many entities 
within Washtenaw County. 

pectfully 

.tntMJL, 
na Dettling 

Village Manager 

P11 
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Concept Pathway Plan 
Mill Creek Area 

Village of Dexter 
Washlenaw County, Michigan 

~J 
• ~ tottQ ltoOOl 

CarisleM'ortman Associates, Inc. 
March 2007 



, Offens~.Ciass Code· 
.450 
643 
699 
2316 
2405 
2440 
2441 
2545 

2560 
2690 
2693 
2899 
2937 
2999 
3145 
3150 
3170 
3172 
3310 
3324 
3331 
3336 
3351 
3355 
3501 
3702 
3704 
3732 
3812 
3902 
3904 
3906 
4312 
5170 
6199 
6501 

8/1/08 

ASSAULT AND BATTERY 

AGENDA -,.,II~ 

ITEM 1> 1 c~s 

LARCENY FROM VEHICLE - B&E (INCLUDES W/DAMAGE - 750.356 A-B) 

LARCENY - ALL OTHER 

PROBATION VIOLATION 

DISORDERLY CONDUCT 

PUBUC NUISANCE 

PUBUC DRUNKENNESS 

FIRECRACKER$ I FIREWORKS - ILLEGAL POSSESSION / USE/ SALE I FURNISH 

TRESPASS 

SOLICITATION TO COMMIT A CRIMINAL OFFENSE 

HEALTH/SAFETY VIOLATIONS 

ALL OTHER 

NO OPS ON PERSON 

ALL OTHER 

TRAFFIC CRASHES - PROPERTY DAMAGE 

PROPERTY DAMAGE - H & R 

PRIVATE PROPERTY 

PRIVATE PROPERTY - PERSONAL INJURY - PEDESTRIAN 

FAMILY TROUBLE 

SUSPICIOUS CIRCUMSTANCES 

ASSIST MEDICAL 

ASSIST cmZEN 

CIVIL - LANDLORD I TENANT 

CIVIL MATTER - OTHER 

OPEN GENERIC 

ROAD HAZARD 

ABANDONED AUTO 

TRAFFIC MISCELLANEOUS B C0/11PLAINT 

ANIMAL PICK-UP - AUVE 

BURGLARY ALARM 

OPEN 

ROBBERY 

NO OPS ON PERSON 

FALSE CALL I I I I C IF 
OTHER 

INSPECTION 

Grand Total: 

Page 1 of 1 

I 
1 

1 
1 

1 

2 

1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 

1 : 
1 

6 
1 
1 
1 
1 

11 

2 

5 
1 
2 
2 
1 
1 

2 
1 

11 

1 
1 
1 
2 
2 
1 

72 
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Offense Class Code Offense Class Description Count 
210 CSC I - PENETRATION - P/V - FORCE 1 

225 CSC II - FONDLING - FORCE 1 

226 CSC IV - FONDLING - FORCE 1 

430 ASSAULT- OTHER WEAPON 1 

450 ASSAULT AND BATTERY 9 

460 INTIMIDATION/ THREAT 2 

510 BURGLARY - HOME INVASION - 1ST DEGREE 

521 BURGLARY • NO FORCE - RESIDENTIAL 1 

633 RETAIL FRAUD I - SHOPLIFTING OVER $1000 - FELONY 1 

634 RETAIL FRAUD II • SHOPLIFTING UNDER $1000 - MISDEM 3 

635 LARCENY OF GAS - SELF-SERVE 1 

643 LARCENY FROM VEHICLE - B&E (INCLUDES W/DAMAGE - 750.356 A-B) 9 

699 LARCENY - ALL OTHER 8 

710 AUTOMOBILE (CAR) THEFT 3 

1020 FORGERY -CHECKS (alter 1 copy I Imitate & pass as genuine) 1 

1115 FRAUD - CREDIT CARD I AUTO TELLER MACHINE- (ATM) I FINANCIAL TRANS. DEVICE USE 1 

1132 GOODS AND SERVICES (INCLUDES FULL GAS SERVICE) 1 
1199 ALL OTHER 4 

1210 EMBEZZLEMENT 1 

1410 MDOP • MALICIOUS DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY 7 

1775 PORNOGRAPHY - OBSCENE MATERIAL 

1821 MARIJUANA • USE / POSSESS 3 

1834 HEROIN - USE I POSSESS 1 

1875 NARCOTIC EQUIPMENT/ DEVICE VIOLATIONS 2 

2020 NEGLECT OF CHILD 1 

2099 OTHER NON-VIOLENT OFFENSES 1 

. 2115 OUI LIQUOR - Includes per se 5 

2223 . JUVENILE (16 & UNDER) USE/ CONSUME I POSSESS ON ANY PROPERTY 3 

2226 JUVENILE (16 & UNDER) CONSUME INTOXICANTS IN t-IOTOR VEHICLE 1 

2315 CONTEMPT OF COURT- BENCH WARRANT - FTCJ 2 

2316 PROBATION VIOLATION 2 

2405 DISORDERLY CONDUCT 11 

2440 PUBLIC NUISANCE 14 

2441 PUBLIC DRUNKENNESS 2 

2443 OBSCENE TELEPHONE CALLS 3 

2456 LOITERING- 17 YEARS AND OLDER 2 

2545 FIRECRACKERS/ FlREWORKS - ILLEGAL POSSESSION I USE/ SALE I FURNISH 2 

2560 TRESPASS 2 

2569 CIGARETTES SELL TO MINOR 1 

2689 ANIMALS AT LARGE 6 

2690 SOLICITATION TO COMMIT A CRIMINAL OFFENSE 1 

2691 CONSERVATION LAWS 2 

2693 HEALTH/SAFETY VIOLATIONS 1 

811108 Page 1 of 3 
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Incident Summar 

Offense Class Code ·' , , ·~. ""'~·: • .-.;;.·.i9.; ·. ~ ... ,.·.Offense.Ciass Description ~,wiill!.j'•~·~<~llii·" .i>Mn~Count ·. •-,t,..C 

2825 INCORRIGIBIU'TY 1 

2840 MAllCIOUS MISCHIEF 1 

2899 ALL OTHER 23 

2934 VEHICLE INSURANCE - NONE I EXPIRED 1 

2935 OWLS 2ND 1 

2937 NO OPS ON PERSON 1 

2999 ALL OTHER 2 

3010 FELONY 1 

3020 MISDEf'1EANOR 3 

3050 MISDEMEANOR - OIJURIS 1 

3105 ACC, REAR END 1 
3106 ACC, REAR END-LEFT lURN 1 

3107 ACC, REAR END-RIGHT TURN 1 

3113 ACC, INJURY 'TYPE B 1 

3114 ACC, INJURY 'TYPE C 2 

3145 TRAFFIC CRASHES - PROPERlY DAMAGE 32 

3150 PROPERlY DAf'1AGE - H & R 4 

3170 PRIVATE PROPERlY 5 

3172 PRIVATE PROPERlY - PERSONAL INJURY - PEDESTRJAN 

3175 PRIVATE PROPERlY - H & R 4 

3208 DEATH INVESTIGATION - CAUSE UNKNOWN 1 

3225 OVERDOSE - DRUGS 1 

3250 MENTAL 2 

3310 FAMILY TROUBLE 6 

3312 NEIGHBORHOOD TROUBLE 3 

3314 MISSING PERSONS 1 

3316 LOST PROPERlY 2 

3318 FOUND PROPERTY 1 

3319 FOUND BICYCLE 1 

3320 OPEN BUILDINGS 1 

3324 SUSPICIOUS CIRCUMSTANCES 53 

3330 ASSIST OTHER LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY 2 

3331 ASSIST MEDICAL 40 

3333 ASSIST MOTORJST 10 

3334 ASSIST OTHER GOVT AGENCY 1 

3336 ASSIST CITIZEN 36 

3339 ARREST - OTHER AGENCY - NO WARRANT 1 

3345 ACCIDENTAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 1 

3351 CIVIL- LANDLORD I TENANT 3 

3355 CIVIL MAlTER - OTHER 8 

3501 OPEN GENERIC 9 

3515 OPEN GENERIC 1 

3524 OPEN GENERIC 2 

811/08 Page 2 of 3 
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Incident Summa 

Offense,Ciass.Code '-.~~' , .... ' ...... """'-·· ..(~;'"'Offense Class Description l;:i-·~~~ ~count :. .. ~ 
3702 ROAD HAZARD 10 
3704 ABANDONED AUTO 4 
3706 VEHICLE IMPOUND 1 
3708 PRIVATE IMPOUND 2 
3728 PARKING COMPLAINT 1 
3730 TRAFFIC MISCELLANEOUS A COMPLAINT 1 
3732 TRAFFIC MISCELLANEOUS B COMPLAINT 7 
3760 COMMERCIAL VEHICLE INSPECTION 1 
3799 TRAFFIC MISC 1 
3802 ANIMAL PATROL 1 
3804 ANIMAL COMPLAINT "6 
3808 ANIMAL BITE/ SCRATCH 1 
3812 ANIMAL PICK-UP • AUVE 3 
3902 BURGLARY 9 
3902 BURGLARY ALARM 48 
3904 OPEN 1 
3906 ROBBERY 3 
3907 PANIC ALARM 2 
4040 TRAFFIC - HAZARDOUS TRAFFIC 1 
4222 ABANDONED MOTOR VEHICLE 1 
4307 DROVE WITH EXPIRED OPERATORS UCENSE 1 
4312 NO OPS ON PERSON 2 
4599 MISCELLANEOUS - UUUU 3 
5170 FALSE CALL I I I I C I F 2 
6003 P.B.T. ALCOHOL 1 
6018 VEHICLE INSPECTIONS 1 
6199 OTHER 25 
6501 INSPECTION 5 

Grand Total: 543 
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fUTILITIES SUBCOMMITTEE I 
THE VILLAGE OF DEXTER ,() 

8140 MAIN sTREET AGE No A fb~! \v t 
Wednesday ~uly 17,2008 ITEM :1- /3 
Thursday July 31, 2008 

7:00 a.m. 
At Village Office, Second Floor NatCity 

July 17, 2008 
Attendance: Joe Semifero, Shawn Keough, Courtney NichoJis, Donna Dettling, Ed LobdeJI, 
Christine Cale 

The Utility Committee met to discuss the Fifth WeJI and development of a policy or ordinance 
regulating extension of utilities outside the Village. Listed below are the topics discussed: 

• Confirmation of draw down evaluation used by Dan Whalen on the Fifth Well 
• Confirmation of legal question on control of property for Fifth Well, Ownership vs. 

Lease. School wants to lease property for Fifth Well. 
• Secure as built .of High School to dete1mine configuration of as-built water service 

infrastmcture. 
• Evaluate cunent Well Field site and any complaints from nearest residential users who 

are still on private domestic wells. 
• Keep Bethel Skinker at DEQ informed regarding village's progress toward bringing Fifth 

Well on line, possibility 6-8 months after executed lease agreement with School. 
• Develop priority for use of limited capacity of water and sewer within village boundary 

on a first come first serve basis. 
• Develop restrictive policy or ordinance for extending utilities outside village bounda1y. 

Committee adjoumed at 8:00 a.m. 

July 31, 2008 
Attendance: Joe Semifero, Rhett Gronevelt, Christine Cale, Ed Lobdell, Courtney Nicholls, 
Donna Dettling 

The Utility Committee met to discuss the draft Administrative Consent Order, further review the 
fi:amework for a Utility Policy Statement, review the Water System Improvement Report and 
follow-up regarding the 5111 Well Site. Provided below are conunents, concems and additional 
fo llow-up on each agenda item: 

• The committee had several concems and comments on the draft ACO, which Rhett will 
be summarizing and sending to the DEQ by the August 13111 deadline. 

• The Village Attomey is also reviewing the draft ACO and providing comments. 
o A settlement meeting is tentatively scheduled for August 19, 2008 in Lansing. After this 

meeting the ACO will be provided to Council for review and comment. 
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o Framework for the Utility Policy is included with the minutes. The committee will 
finalize a draft policy statement for Council review and comment. 

• OHM brought the Water System Improvement Report to the meeting and reviewed the 
recommendations on page 9 of the Executive Summary. Included with the minutes is the 
executive summaty of this report. 

• Included with the minutes is an updated map showing the High School's looped service 
lead and one possible configuration for cmmecting the new well to the system. 

• Notes from OHM regarding the 5111 Well Site are also included. 
• Dexter Schools has initiated the drafting of a Lease/Easement agreement. 

Committee adjourned at 9:00 a.m. 

Respectfully Submitted: 

Dotma Dettling 
Village Manager 
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VILLAGE OF DEXTER cnicholls@villageofdexter.org 
8140 Main Sh·eet Dexter, Ml 48130-1092 
MEMO 

Phone (734)426-8303 ext 17 Fax (734)426-5614 

To: Utility Committee 
From: Courtney Nicholls, Assistant Village Manager 

July 30,2008 Date: 
Re: Water/Sewer Extension 

For the purposes of this policy property will be considered in two categories: 
properties included in a current 425 Agreement 
properties not included in a current 425 Agreement 

Propetiies included in a cunent 425 Agreement: 
Water and sewer services will be provided only as stipulated in the agreement. 

Propetiies not included in a cunent 425 Agreement 
The Village of Dexter will consider providing water and sewer services to these properties on a 
case by case basis. 
The following factors will be used in the determination: 

available water and sewer capacities - taking into consideration capacity reserved for 
Village redevelopment 
location of the property 
land use 
hardship for the propetiy owner if they do not receive the services 

For redevelopment of propetiies inside the Village limits water and sewer access will be granted on a flrst 
come first served basis. 

P21 



Village of Dexter Master Plan 

Extension of sewer and water into adjacent communities shall only occur with an appropriate 
intergovenunental agreement in place, i.e. Public Act 425 Agreement or straight annexation into 
the Village of the subject propetty. 

Extension of public utilities outside of the Village of Dexter shall be considered only under the 
following circumstances: 

to respond to changes in land use and/or traffic patterns that rationally suppmts the 
extension of utilities 
the receipt of community benefits made possible by the extension of utilities that 
provide counterbalance to the utility and growth management impacts caused by such 
extension 
areas of expansion shall be inunediately adjacent to the Village limits, rather than 
creating new, isolated district areas. 

425 Agreements 
Webster/Dexter- covers distribution of water and sewer to parcels included in the agreement 
Area A- currently in the Village and receiving water and sewer 
Area B- may be brought into the Village and receive water and sewer 
Area C - will remain in the Township but can request water and sewer for industrial uses 

Ordinance 
Sec 58-56- Rates for consumers outside of the Village limits shall be established by Council by 
resolution 

Sec 58-143- Whenever the system is supplying sewage disposal service to premises located outside the 
corporation limits of the Village the rates for this service shall be fixed by the Village Council 
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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Village of Dexter's water supply comes from an existing well field located along Ryan 
Drive. The water is pumped to an iron filtration plant for treatment prior to being 
distributed to their customers. Water demand has steadily increased over the years and that 
trend is expected to continue . . Table I-1 summarizes the _ existing (Year 2008) and future 
expected water demand. The future water demand was based on anticipated growth in the 
Village considering previously discussed development projects and further development of 
some small parcels within the Village limits. 

Table l-1: Summary of Water Demand 

. Water Demand Condition Existin Future Desi 
544 m 

1,175 m 
2,645 m 

The Village must have sufficient well field capacity to supply the maximum day water 
demand with the largest well out of service according to the Michigan Department of 
Environmental Quality (MDEQ). Currently, the Village has a rated well field firm capacity' 
of 800 gpm essentially equal to the existing maximum day water demand. Therefore, the 
Village must increase their well field capacity. 

The Village has initiated investigation of a second well field site in the vicinity of the Dexter 
High School. T his location can provide up to an additional 500 gpm pumping capacity 
raising the total well field fum capacity to 1,300 gpm which is greater tl1an the future design 
maximum day water demand of 1,175 gpm. 

Water quality must also be considered in addition to water quantity. The ground water at the 
new well site is considered to be veq hard with a moderate amount of iron. Treatment for 
iron will be required and can be provided by chemical addition or iron filtration. In addition, 
the high service pumps will need to ~e upgraded at the existing iron filtration plant in order 
to maximize the capacity benefit of the existing well field site. 

The Village currently has a 500,000 gallon elevated storage tank. Tlus tank is sufficient for 
fire protection and peak hour storage now and through tl1e future design condition. 
However, it is recommended by the IvfDEQ to have 24 hours of average day storage. The 
existing average day water demand of 370 gpm equates to 533,000 gallons and in the future it 
will be 783,000 gallons. Therefore, tl1e Village should consider potentially adding another 
300,000 gallons of storage. 

Previous analyses identified needed water main improvements within the water distribution 
system. Many of tl1ese improvements are for older, 4 inch water main that have served their 
useful life and provide limited fire protection. Figure V-4, found in Appendix 1, shows the 
locations of these mains. 
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Table I-2 summarizes _ the key recotntnendations for the Village to consider, the relative 
timing and anticipated cost. Detailed reconunendations ate provided at the end of this 
report in the Recommendation section. 

Table 1-2: Summary· of Key Recommendations 

Action Type of Action Flow Trigger Cost Opinion 
Drill! st well at new well field site with Required by Maximum Day $1,300,000 
variable frequency drive, construct MDEQ reaches 800 gpm 
related treatment and build 12" 
transmission main 
Upgrade high service pumps at Required by Maximum Day $250,000 
existing iron removal plant (3 pumps MDEQ reaches 900 gpni 
each rated for 400 gpm) 
Drill 2nd well at new well field site Required by Maximum Day $500,000 

MDEQ reaches 1,100 
gpm 

Provide additional emergency storage Recommended Needed for future $1,300,000 
(300,000 gallons) design conditions 
\Vater distribution system Recommended · Needed for $2,500,000 
improvements current 

conditions 
Total: $5,850,000 

*based on 2008 dollars 
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II. WATER SYSTEM DEMAND AND STORAGE ANALYSIS 

The attached technical memorandum (Appendix 1) provides a detailed analysis on the water 
system demand and storage needs in the Village of Dexter. An evaluation was also made on 
the impacts of climate variations on the Village system as well as an evaluation on the 
anticipated storage requirements. 

It was estimated that currently, tl1e Village community water consumption is as follows: 

Table 11-1: Exis'ting Water System Demand 

Existing Flow Rate Flow Rate 
Flows (gpd) (gpm) 

Average Day 0.533· 370 

Max Day 1.15 799 

Peak Hour 2.591 1,799 . 

The correlation between climate effects, such as temperature and precipitation reflective of 
the dryness of a time period, in relation to water consumption rates in the Village has been 
evaluated. It is estimated that if weather conditions similar to the one experienced in 2005 
were to repeat Qwt and chy), the above stated maximum day demand values may increase by 
approximately 18%. Therefore, it is recommended that the Village continue to implement 
their demand management strategy for the community, including public education activities 
communicating the importance of conserving water, particularly during high temperature 
summer periods. 

In the future, the average day demand in tl1e Village is anticipated to increase by 
approximately 50% to 0.78 mgd. Given that tl1e :Michigan Depat'tlnent of Environmental 
Quality recommends an emergency storage of equivalent to the average day demand, the 
Village may be in need of approximately 800,000 gallons of total storage (an additional 
300,000 gallons) . 

It appears that tl1e peak hour water demand up through the future design condition can be 
satisfied with the existing 500,000 gallon storage tank. However, tl1e Village may need to 
adjust the current operation of the high service pumps to ensure maximum storage is 
available prior to the anticipated peak water usage. 
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III. NEW WELL FIELD AND TREATMENT 

The Village owns and operates a single well field located along Ryan Drive north of 
Dexter-Ann Arbor Road. The water from the well field is pumped to the Village's iron 
removal plant for treatment prior to discharge into the distribution system. · This section 
will discuss the ability of the existing system to provide water for existing and future 
needs. 

Well Field Capacity and Maximum Day Water Demand 
The Village's well field fum capacity must be equal to or greater tha·n the maximum day 
water demand according to the MDEQ. A well field's firm capacity is defined as the 
total pumping capacity with the largest capacity well out of service. An analysis was 
pe1formed to determine the needed well field firm capacity in order to provide water to 
future as well as existing customers. A summary of the existing well field is provided 
below: 

Existing Well Field Capacity 

• Three (3) 300 gpl!l wells 

• One (1) 200 gpm well 

• Total well capacity - 1,100 gpm 

• Existing firm capacity - 800 gpm 

The Village's existing Year 2008 maximum day water demand was determined to be 799 
gpm. For this wate:r system analysis, a future maximum day water demand of 1,175 gpm 
was selected for the design condition. This demand was based on anticipated growth in 
the Village considering previously discussed development projects, further development 
of some small parcels within the Village limits and full build-out of previously permitted 
developments.. Based on today's growth rate, this demand is expected to be· reached .in 
the next 15 to 20 years. Appendix 1 includes a detailed evalua~on of the Village's water 
demand for the existing and future design condition. 

The existing well field's firm capacity of 800 gpm is essentially equal· to Year 2008 
maximum day water demand and is insufficient to handle the future design maximum 
day water demand. Therefore, additional well field capacity must be provided. 

The opportunity exists to develop a new well field within the Dexter High School 
property located in the southeast corner of the intersection of Shield and Parker Roads. 
Exploratory investigations have been conducted and through hydrogeological testing, it 
has been determined the site has the potential to produce a maximum of 500 gpm 
through the construction of two wells. A single well would be sized to pump a 
maximum of 340 gpm, which has been determined to be the safe withdrawal rate for one 
well. However, when both wells are working together, each would op.ly be allowed to 
pump 250 gpm for a total combined pumping rate of 500 gpm from the well field site. 
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The consttuction of both wells will provide a future, total well field capacity of 1,600 
gpm (1,100 gpm from existing well field site+ 500 gpm from new well field site). The 
resulting firm capacity will be 1,300 gpm (taking one 300 gpm pump out of service). The 
future well field capacity is summarized below: 

Future Well Field Capacity (existing well field+ new well field) 
Existing Well Field 

• Three 300 gpm wells 

• One 200 gpm well 
New Well Field 

• Two 250 gpm wells (each well can pump 250 to 340 gpm singularly) 

Total Well Field Capacity = 1,600 gpm 
Total Firm Capacity = 1,300 gpm 

Each well will be required to have an isolation area around it to protect the ground water 
from surface contamination. The isolation area has been detennined to be a 160 ft 
radius ·fo.r the first well and a 200ft radius for the second well. 

Well Water Characteristics and Recommended Treaunent 
The water from the existing well field is considered to be high in iron concentration. 
Water chemistry data from when the wells were first drilled shows the following 
characteristics: 

Water Chemistry (sample date October 24 . . 1996) 

• Raw water iron = 2.1 mg/1 

• Raw water manganese = NA 

o Raw water hardness= 311 mg/1 as CaC03 

The type of treatment is dictated by the concentration of the constituents desired to be 
removed. The Village has previously decided to treat for iron, but not soften the water. 
Softening is provided by individual softeners, if desired by the individual resident. The 
type of iron treatment selected is based on the following guidelines: 

• Iron concentrations 0 mg/1 to 0.3 mg/1 - treatment not usually needed 

• Iron concentrations 0.3 mg/1 to 1.0 mg/1 - iron may be sequestered with 
polyphosphate* 

o Iron concentrations up to 10 mg/1- iron is typically r~moved by a filtration process 

• Manganese concentrations 0 - 0.05 mg/1- treatment is not usually needed 

* Sequestration is a process in which chemicals are added to coat the soluble iron tltus preventing oxygen 
or chlorine from coming in contact with it and changing it to a particle. 

The existing water treatment plant utilizes an iron filtration process to remove the iron, 
which, based on the initial concentration from the existing well field of 2.1 mg/1, is 
appropriate. 

PAGE 5 P27 



P28 

Water chemistry data was obtained from the new well field site and is sutn1natized 
below: 

Water Chemistry (sample date February 19. 2008) 

• Raw water iron = 0.65 mg/1 

• Raw water manganese = 0.036 mg/1 

e Raw water hardness = 478 mg/1 as CaC03 

There are two notable differences between the water chemistry of the existing well field 
site and that of the new well field site. The iron concentration of the new well field site 
is significantly lower than the existing site (0.65 mg/1 vs. 2.1 mg/1). However, the water 
hardness at the new well field site is much higher tl1an the existing site (478 mg/1 as 
CaC03 vs. 311 mg/1 as CaC03) . 

Because the new well field's iron concentration is less than 1.0 mg/1, the use of 
polyphosphate may be considered for treatment. However, using this chemical to 
sequester the iron will require that the distribution system be flushed more frequently 
since the iron will eventually form particles and settle out in the distribution system. 
Flushing will be accomplished through the use of existing fire hydrants. The frequency 
of £11,1shing and the time needed will be based on tl1e customer's reaction to the water 
qua.lity. 

The Village may decide after using the polyphosphate chemical treatment that the level 
of service provided is not meeting customer expectations or the additional flushing is too 
time intensive. If either of these conditions occurs, then tl1e Village could construct an 
iron filtration plant similar to the existing facility. Treatment witl1 polyphosphate is a 
relatively inexpensive method for treating iron and since the initial concentration is 
wiiliin published guidelines for this type of treatment, it is suggested to try this treatment 
method prior to making a decision to construct an iron flltration plant. See Appendix 2 
for additional information on iron removal. 

If the decision is made to build an iron flltration plant in the future, it appears that the 
facility can be constructed wiiliin the property limits needed for tl1e well isolation area 
and no furtl1er purchase of property is necessaty. However, an easement would be 
necessary from the well field site to Mill Creek for discharge of the iron filtration plant's 
fllter backwash water. A national pollutant discharge elimination system permit from 
the MDEQ would be required for t:his discharge. 

Since the water hardness at the new well field site is higher than the existing well field 
site, residents will most likely notice that the water is harder, especially those closest to 
the new site. Prior to pumping water from the new wells, the Village should notify 
residents in the area around the new site regarding the hardness. 

Sodium hypochlorite disinfection will be provided at the new well field site in 
accordance with MDEQ requirements. The equipment used will be sinillar to the 
disinfection process at the existing iron ftltration plant. This equipment as well as the 
polyphosphate chemical treatment will be housed in a well house. 
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Treatment C~pacity 
The existing iron filtration plant treatment capacity is currently limited to 600 gpm. This 
is based on the finn capacity of the high service pumps. The ·capacity of the main 
treatment components is summarized below: 

Existing treatment plant capacity 

• Aerator- 1,200 gpm . 
o Detention tank - 700 gpm based upon 30 minutes of detention time 

• Iron filters (3) at 300 gpm (total 900 gpm) 

• High service pumps (3) at 300 gpm (total 900 gpm/ firm capacity 600 gpm with 
one pump out of servi~e) 

It is proposed to upgrade the high. service pumps (from 300 gpm each to 400 gpm each) 
in order tQ increase the firm capacity from 600 gpm to 800 gpm to match the existing 
well field finn capacity. This upgrade would reduce the detention time from 30 millutes 
to 27 minutes in the detention tank. Approval from the MDEQ will be required to 
allow for this change in the design criteria. There is sigillficant operational benefit by 
matching the high service pumps firm capacity to the existing well field firm capacity, 
and therefore, pursuing tlus opti?n is recommended. 

Operation Scenarios for Year 2008 and Future 
Water will be pumped from both well field sites to satisfy water demand from Village 
customers. The amount of water pumped from the existing well field site will be limited 
to 800 gpm. This rate is based on the upgraded capacity of the existing iron filtration 
plant, through the upgrade of the high service pumps .. 

For Year 2008, it is anticipated that the new well will only operate during the summer 
season (May 1 - September 1 ). The new well operation will be rotated with the existing 
wells to ensure that it is in proper working condition. For the future design condition, it 
is still expected that the new wells will only be needed during the summer season, 
although they may be operated more frequently. 

The following tables summarize the operating conditions expected for Year 2008 and the 
future design condition. The intent of the tables is to show how the Village demand will 
be supplied (existing wells, new wells and storage). A positive number in the elevated 
storage tank column indicates that the storage tank is filling and a negative number 
indicates that it is draining. Please note tl1at two options are provided for an average day 
scenatio; one with the new wells and one without. Average day (option 2) shows how 
the average day system demand could be supplied when the Village decides to operate 
the new well. 
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Table 111-1 Year 2008 Operation 

Demand Condition Year Pumping Pumping Total Flow into or 
2008 Rate from rate from Pumping from the 
Water existing new well Rate elevated 
Demand tton field site (gpm) storage tank 
(gpm) filtration *(gpm) (gpm) 

plant (gpm) 
Average Day (option 1) 370 400 0 400 30 
Average Day (option 2) 370 400 250 650 280 
Maximum Day_ 799 800 250** 1,050 251 
Peak Hour 1,799 800 300 1,100 -699 

*pumptng rate Is from 1 well only - rate JS designed to vary from 250 gpm to 340 gpm. However, to be 
conservative the maximum rate was lowered to 300 gpm 
**Turning on new well. is optional for Year 2008 Operation 

Table 111-2: Future Demand Condition Operation 

Demand Condition Future Pumping Pumping Total Flow into or 
Water Rate from rate from Pumping from the 
Demand existing iron new well Rate elevated 
(gpm) filtration field site (gpm) storage tank 

plant (gpm) (gpm) (gpm) 
Average Day (o_Qtion 1) 544 800 0 800 256 
Average Day (option 2) 544 .400 250 650 106 
Maximum Day 1,175 800 500* 1,300 125 
Peak Hour 2,645 800 500* 1,300 -1,345 

*500 gpm is provided by 2 wells operating together. 

As can be seen from the above table, the combined well fields have sufficient firm 
capacity to pump the m aximum day water demand. The existing maximum day water 
demand is 799 gpm. The second well at the new well field site will need to be 
operational when the Village's maximum day water demand reaches 1,100 gpm (800 gpm 
provided by the existing well field site + 300 gpm from the 1st well at the new well field 
site). Peak hour flow, as seen in the table, will be provided from a combination of well 
capacity and storage. 

Future Demand Beyond Design Condition 
A maximum day water demand in excess of 1,300 gpm would require development of a 
new well field, new treatment facility or significant expansion of the existing iron 
filtration plant. These future options will need to be further evaluated ,\rhen necessary. 

PAGE 8 



Recommendations: 
The following recommendations are provided for the Village to consider. 

1. Sample the new well again to verify the moderate iron and high hardness water 
chemistry 

2. Buy or obtain long term lease for enough school property to drill two wells 
with required isolation areas, well houses, access road and treatment building 
(polyphosphate and sodium hypochlorite) and fo~ potential future iron 
filtration plant see Figure IV -1 

3. Obtain easement for future iron filtration plant backwash water discharge to 
1viill Creek 

4. Notify property owners near the new well that the hardness from the new well 
is greater than the hardness from the existing Village well field - may require 
an adjustment on their individual water softeners 

5. Equip the new wells with variable frequency drive units such that each well can 
pump from 250 gpm to -340 gpm (ie when one pump is operating it could 
pump up to 340 gpm, but when two are pumping together each well would be 
limited to 250 gpm) 

6. Provide electrical service such that the power is sufficient for a single 340 gpm 
well or two 250 gpm wells 

7. Provide flow metering for the new well field 
8. Treat the iron at the new school wells with polyphosphate- may require more 

distribution system flushing 
9. Evalu.ate the public ·response to the o.ew well water treated with polyphosphate. 

Build iron filtration plant if level of setYice is not acceptable 
10. Upgrade high service pumps at the water treatment plant before maximum day 

water dem~nd reaches 900 gpm (600 from existing well field + 300 from new 
well) to a firm capacity of 800 gpm 

11. Drill the second well at the new well field site when the maximum day watet 
demand approaches 1,1 00 gpm 

12. Monitor. water system demand and consider demand management practices 
13. A suifable location should be identified and secured to enable the Village to 

construct additional storage in the future 
14. Construct piping improvements as shown on Figure V-4 found in Appendix 1 
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Notes on the School Well 

• There is no guarantee that the isolation area could be reduced. If the response 
from the MDEQ is favorable regarding the 160-ft radius isolation area, we can 
inquire about the 100-ft radius isolation area for the first well. There is a 
possibility of a reduced isolation area for the second well, too. If the isolation 
area for the first well does not get reduced, the likelihood that the isolation area 
for the second well can be reduced is less. 

• The second well can likely be placed to the east or south of the first well, based on 
the geology on the site, but not to the west. Prior to determining the exact 
location of the second well, another boring should be done. 

• With regards to the location of the cabinetry's private well with proximity to the 
existing wellfield- the cabinetry's well was approximately 500ft away. The 
nearest private well to the proposed 51

h well site is approximately 1400 ft away. 

In addition, Dan Whalen indicated that the two well sites are hydraulically and 
geologically different. The aquifers at the well sites behave differently and the 
drawdowns are different. Therefore, comparing the two wells is difficult. 

• The water main layout can vary depending on what the Village and school would 
like to see. The existing 8-inch water main onsite around the school building can 
be utilized temporarily. It is still recommended that the ultimate sizing of the 
water main be 12-inch. 
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AGENDA~/ I\·~ 
ITEM r,-Y 

Manager Report 
August 11, 2008 

Page 1 of 1 

VILLAGE OF DEXTER ddettling@villageofdexter.org 
8140 Main Street Dexter, MI 48 130-1092 
MEMO 

Phone (734)426-8303 ext ll Fax (734)426-561 4 

To: President Keough and Council Members 
From: Donna Dettling, Village Manager 
Date: August 11, 2008 
Re: Village Manager Report 

I. Meeting Review: 
• July 31st - Main Street Bridge Update Meeting 
• August 1st - Commercial Refuse Meeting 
• .August 4th - Michelle Bononi, Conununity Pattners Clean Streams Program 

Renewal 
• August 5th- Meeting with School re: traffic & pedestrian circulation improvement 

projects funding by the School Bond 
• August 6tb- Aim At·bor Road Improvements Project Update Meeting 

2. Upcoming Meeting Review: 
• August 6th_ At·chitect meeting to refine scope of services 
• August 14111

- DDA Meeting 
• August 19tb - MDEQ Settlement Meeting re: Administrative Consent Order 
• August 20th - Dykema Law Seminar 

3. Bucket Fillers Work Shop- The workshop is scheduled for Saturday, November 22nd. 

4. Senate Bill 1322- Senate Bill 1322 would direct a city or village's Act 51 money to the 
county Road Commission if their share is less than $250,000. This Bill is cu1Tently in the 
Senate Transp01tation Committee. A letter of opposition to this bill was mailed to the 
Committee. 

5. Aim Arbor Street Improvement Project- At an on-site meeting August 6th, the contractor 
conunitted to being able to get the majority of the work done by the first week of 
September. The landscape finish work and fmal course of asphalt may not be done, but the 
road will be usable. CD Hughes is working extended hours to 8:00p.m. in the evenings 
and on Saturday's to achieve this schedule. We have scheduled on site update meetings for 
eve1y Wednesday at 1:00 p.m. thr~mghout the project. 

6. Jeffords/Forest/ Alley DDA Project- The underground improvements on this· DDA project 
started August 6t11

. An update/coordination meeting is scheduled for Thursday, August ih 

and eve1y other Thursday throughout the project. A verbal update will be provided at the 
meeting. 
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Manager Repmt 
August 11, 2008 

Page 2 of2 

7. Alpine Alley/Behind Pub DDA Project- This project is back on track after a property 
description overlap issue was resolved bet\veen the Wallace prope1ty and the prope1ty 
owners that back up to the parking lot. The compromise required a height design change to 
the retaining wall as well as a railing. The retaining wall is to be completed the week of 
August l81

h and the asphalt poured soon after that. 



Donna Dettling 

From: Keough, Shawn [SKEOUGH@WadeTrim.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2008 3:09 PM 

To: Donna Dettling 

A GENDA~"\\~. 
- LH M J:-~$ 

Subject: Village President Report for August 11, 2008 Meeting 

Hello everyone, 

Here is my written update of activities: 

Activities since July 28, 2008 Village Council meeting: 

Page 1 of 1 · 

July 29, 2008 - Met with Paul Cousins, Dan O'Haver and Steve Gergely about the efforts to create a logo for the Village. 

July 30, 2008 -Attended and watched the pouring of the Main Street Bridge Deck during the evening - very neat! 

Future activities: 

August 9, 2008 - Dexter Daze Parade with Village Council 

August 18, 2008 - Council Work session to discuss Grand Street Property Evaluation 

August 25, 2008 - Village Council Meeting 

As always, please contact me with any questions, 

Shawn Keough 
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AGENDA 1>:(~~1 
ITEM ~~ \ 

SUMMARY OF BILLS AND PAYROLL 

Payro~he~~ Re~i~te; -- - --- ~71~010~ _ 34,302.36 IBi-weekiy_payroll processing_ 

11-Aug-08 

. L I 

oat12toa j Account Payable Check Re~ister $388,131.86i -
---·--·j--

I 1 

$422,434.22,TOTAL BILLS & PAYROLL EXPENDED ALL FUNDS 

Summary Items from Bills & Payroll . Amount Comments 

I . 1- - - - . --r -
I 

- - --- - - -+--

- - j - - ..J. -- - -

ALL PAYABLES ARE WITHIN ACCEPTABLE BUDGET LIMITS - - ------ ------

DETAIL VENDOR LIST AND ACCOUNT SUMMARY PROVIDED 
- . - - ,- --·-----: --- -

T - -~ ---=r-----~~~~ -
,- ---- ·--- r - . -

I 

_ I __ _l . 
"This is the summary report that will be provided with each packet. Approval of the total bills and payroll expended, 
!!ff/l!_nd~ ..yili be nece ssa,Y." -- - -r - - - --- . 

J __ -_ -
I 
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VENDOR APPROVAL SUt-1HARY REPORT 

Vil l age of Dexter 

Vendor Name 

ABSOLUTE Cm1PUTER SERVICES 
ABSOLUTE TITLE CmJPANY 

Vendor 
Number 

ABSOLUTE C 
ABSOLUTE T 

ALEXANDER CHEmCAL CORPORATION ALEXANDER 
BANDIT INDUSTRIES, INC. BANDIT 
ALLISON BISHOP l1ENARD/ALL 
BOSTI1ICK Cm1PANY BOSTI'IICK 
CARDINAL GARDENS CARDINAL 
CARLISLE-IWRT~1AN ASSOCIATES CARL- I'IORT 
CARLSON Cot1HUNICATION CARLSON 
CHAHPION \•lATER TREATI1ENT CHAHPION 1'1 
CINTAS CORPORATION CINTAS 
CmJCAST COHCAST 
CORRIGAN OIL C01·1PANY CORRIGAN 0 
DEXTER !.JILL DEX !.JILL 
DEXTER SENIOR CITIZENS CENTER DEX SENIOR 
DIUBLE EQUIPI·JENT INCORPORATED DIUBLE EQU 
DORNBOS SIGN & SAPTEY INC. DORNBOS 
DTE ENERGY DET EDISON 
DYKEI1A GOSSETT PLLC DYKEHA 
ETNA SUPPLY CO ETNA SUPPL 
FI SHER SCIENTIFIC FISHER SCI 
GIGNAC & SONS, INC GIG 
GRAINGER GRAING 
GRI SSO:·! JANITORIAL GRISSm1 
HACKNEY HARDWARE HACKNEY 
HERITAGE NEI'ISPAPERS HERITAGE N 
HURON RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL HURON RIVE 
JJR,LLC JJR,LLC 
JOHN 'S SANITATION JOHNS SAN 
JONES LANG LASALLE M1ERICAS, JONES LANG 
KLAPPERICH 1'/ELDING KLAPPERICH 
LESSORS 1•/ELDING SUPPLY LESSORS 
l•iCI 11CI 
!1ICHIGAN DEPT OF ENVIRONI·1ENTAL ~11 DEQ 
11UNICIPAL SUPPLY CO . ~1UNI SUPPL 
NATURE SERVICES, INC. NATURE 
ORCHARD, HILTZ & ~1CCLHIENT INC OHI-1 
PARTS PEDDLER AUTO SUPPLY PARTS PEDD 
RADTKE TRUCKING, LLC ROY R 
ROI1INE LAI'IN CARE Rm1 LAI'IN C 
ROTO ROOTER ROTO ROOTE 
S. F. STRONG SF STRONG 
SENSUS ~1ETERING SYSTE11S SENS 
SYLVESTER & CO:·lPANY SYLV 
THINK DEXTER FIRST THINK 
TRI!1ATRIX LABORATORIES TRH·l 
UIS PROGRAI-11-JABLE SERVICES INC UIS PROGRA 
URBAN FORESTER, INC URBAN FORE 
URS CORPORATION URS CORP 
\•IASHTENA\•1 COUNTY ROAD 1•1 CTY ROAD 
WASTE 1·1ANAGEHENT 1'/ASTE HANA 
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Description 

RESTORED DATA FOR DPI~ 

HILL POND 
DEPOSIT FEE 
KNIFE BOLT 
HILEAGE 
\'/ELL HOUSE SEAL COAT 
GENERAL GROUNDS I'IORK- l·lULCH 
RETAI NER SERVCES 
PHONE SYSTEI1S 
VILLAGE OFFICE 
WI'ITP 
VILLAGE OFFICE 
GAS 
ANCHORING PINS AND I.JIX 
RENT 
EQUIPI•lENT REPAIR DPi·l 
SCREENED SIGN 
342797900038 
!.JILL CREEK 
REED DS-36 PIPE DESCALER 
BIO INDICATOR BOX 
SEVICE CALL REPAIR ff6 VALVE 
BATTERY LANTERN 6 V 
CLEANING INV. NO. 107 
PARTS 
FARI·1ERS 1-JARKET 
WATERSHED PLANNING 
HILL POND 
RENTALS FOR PORTAS 
AUGUST 2008 RENT 
OXYGEN 
CYLINDER RENTAL 
LONG DISTANCE 
CENTRAL ST . \'lATER FILTRATION 
3" REPAIR LID 
TREE 1\0RK-BROAD/GRAND 
0130-07- 0061 
BALL 110UNT 
TOP SOIL AND STONE 
110\'/ED 6/25/08 
JETTED !·lAIN 1-HA ON INVERNESS 
SUPPLI ES 
VERBAL ORDER ERIN 
2ND QTR 2008 PAYROLL 
$100 FARI·1ER ' S l1ARKET GIVEAI'IAY 
CYANIDE 
INSTALL NE\'1 AUX CONTACTS 
TREE REI·10VAL @ DAFD 
DEXTER 11ILL DAH REI·lOVAL 
HAIN STREET BRIDGE PROJECT 
Cm·JHERCIAL 

Grand Total: 

Date: 08/06/2008 
Time : 3:02pm 
Page: 1 

Check Amount Hand Check Amount 

67 . 50 0.00 
800 . 00 0.00 

1, 866.00 0.00 
585 . 10 0.00 
16.38 0.00 

1, 680.00 0.00 
i,393.00 0.00 
2, 091. 81 0.00 
4,349.00 0,00 

4.25 0.00 
819 . 10 0.00 
95.00 0.00 

4,l10.96 0.00 
137 . 90 0. 00 
200 .00 0.00 

1,048 .33 0. 00 
66.36 0. 00 

692.75 0. 00 
4,410 . 95 0. 00 
1,393.32 0.00 

72 . 60 0.00 
115.00 0.00 
52 . 80 0.00 

320.00 0.00 
256 . 50 0.00 
335.00 0.00 

2, 750 . 00 0.00 
4,292.40 0.00 

225.00 0.00 
750.00 0.00 
45.00 0.00 
17.00 0.00 
14 .43 0.00 
36.00 0.00 

266 .23 0. 00 
9, 717.50 0.00 

52 , 918.50 0.00 
318.44 0.00 
705.00 0.00 

60 . 00 0.00 
535.00 0.00 
2 66 . 53 0.00 
l18.74 0.00 
556.00 0. 00 
100.00 0.00 

65 .00 0.00 
1, 419.26 0.00 
2, 875.00 0.00 

13 , 134.60 0.00 
232 , 992.69 0.00 
36,973 . 93 0.00 

------------------ ------------------
388,131.86 0.00 



INVOICE APPROVAL LIS? BY FUND 

Village of Dexter 

Fund 
Departr.ent 
Account 

Fund: General Fund 

GL llw:ber Vendor !lace 
Abbrev Invoice Description 

Dept: Assets, Liabilities & Revenue 
101-000.000-040.000 AR General ROlHIIE LAWN CARE 

MO;iED 6/25/08 

Dept: Village Council 
101-101.000-802.000 

101-101.000-943.000 

101-101.000-958.000 

Dept : Finance Departcent 
101 -201.000-802.000 

Dept: Attorney 
101-210.000-810.000 

101-210. 000-812.000 

Dept : Village Clerk 
101-215.000-901.000 

Dept: Buildings & Grounds 
101-265.000- 727.000 

101- 265.000-920.000 

101- 265.000-920.000 

101- 265.000- 920.000 

101-265.000-920.000 

101-265.000-935.000 

101-265 . 000-935.000 

101-265.000-935.001 

101-2 65. 000-943.001 

I 01-265. 000-955.000 

101-265. 000-977. 000 

Dept: Village Tree Progran 
101- 285.000-803.000 

101-285.000-803.000 

101- 285.000-803.000 

101- 285.000-803.000 

101- 285.000-803 . 000 

101- 285 . 000- 803.000 

Profession ORCHARD, HILTZ & HCCLIHE!li' INC 
0130-07-0061 

Council Ch DEXTER SENIOR CITIZENS CENTER 
RENT 

Hecbership HUROll RIVER WATERSHOD COUIICIL 
WATERSHED PLM'NU:G 

Profession SYLVESTER & COl~PANY 
2ND Qi'R 2008 PAYROLL 

Attorney F DYKE!~ GOSSEH PLLC 
BILL CREEK 

Atty lHllp ABSOLUrE TITLE CO:~PANY 
HILL POliO 

Printing & HERITAGE NEI\SPAPERS 
FARHERS l~KET 

Office Sup HACKIIEY HARDiiARE 
OFFICE SUPPLIES 

Utilities COl1Cfl.ST 
VILLAGE OFFICE 

Utilities Di'El ENERGY 
321995300076 

Utilities DTE ENERGY 
294954200050 

Utilities DIE EIIERGY 
342797900038 

Bldg Haint CINTAS CORPORATIO:I 
VILL.~GE OFFICES 

Bldg Haint CINTAS CORPORATION 
VILLAGE OFFICES 

Office Cle GRISSOl~ JANITORIAL 
CLEAtm:G IIIV. NO. 107 

Office Spa JONES LANG LASALLE A."!ERICAS, 
AUGUST 2008 RENT 

Hiscellane CHAHPIOll WATER TREAmEliT 
VILLAGE OFFICE 

Equip::ent CARLSON CO:'.:~UIIICATIOll 

PHONE SYSTEHS 

Contracted NATURE SERVICES, n:c. 
TREE liORK 

Contracted NATURE SERVICES, HlC. 
TREE tiORK FOURTH ST 

Contracted NATURE SERVICES, INC. 
TREE NORK ST JAHES CHURCH 

Contracted NATURE SERVICES, INC. 
TREE I·;ORK-BROAD/GRA!ID 

Contracted URBAN FORESTER, WC 
STORH DAMAGE 

Contracted URBAN FORESTER, INC 
TREE REI'.OVAL @ DAFD 

Check 
!lw:ber 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

I nvoice 
Nunber 

544 

Total Assets, 

122612 

08/04/08 

1107 

Due 
Date 

08/05/2008 

Liabilities & Revenue 

08/04/2008 

08/04/2008 

08/04/2008 

Total Village Council 

08/05/2008 
4676 

Total Finance Departlilent 

08/04/2008 
1225506 

08/04/2008 
08/04/08 

Total Attorney 

08/04/2008 
08/04/08 

Total Village Clerk 

08/05/2008 
701184 

08/04/2008 
08/04/08 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 
300831087 

08/05/2008 
300842008 

08/05/2008 
JULY 08 

08/05/2008 
6908 01 

08/04/2008 
40162 

08/04/2008 
4745 

Total Buildings & Grounds 

08/05/2008 
3351 

08/05/2008 
3352 

08/05/2008 
3354 

08/05/2008 
3357 

08/05/2008 
24062 

08/05/2008 
24134 

Total Village Tree Progran 

Date: 08/06/2008 
Tir.e : 3: 04p:J 
Page: 1 

Ar.ount 

60.00 

-----------------
60.00 

10,499 .00 

150.00 

2,750 .00 

-----------------
13,399.00 

556.00 

-----------------
556.00 

2,082.95 

800 .00 

-----------------
2, 882 . 95 

!53. 00 

-----------------
153 .00 

2. 54 

95 . 00 

260.24 

146 . 69 

8. 78 

28.25 

28 .25 

320.00 

7 50.00 

4.25 

4,349.00 

-----------------
5,993.00 

4, 058.75 

650.00 

4,058.75 

950.00 

675.00 

2, 200 . 00 

-----------------
12,592.50 
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INVOICE APPROVAL LIST BY FUND 
Date: 08/06/2008 
Tir:e : 3:04p::i 

Village of Dexter Page : 2 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
!'und 
Departnent GL Nuober Vendor Nane Check Invoice Due 
Account Abbrev Invoice Description Nll!'..ber Nw:<ber Date Awount 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
!'und: General rund 
Dept: Planning Department 
101-400. 000-861.000 Travel & H ALLISON BISHOP 08/04/2008 16.38 

HILEAGE 08/04/08 
101-400.000-901.000 Printing & CARLISLE-WORTMAN ASSOCIATES 0 08/04/2008 390.00 

RETAINER SERVCES 28789 
101-400.000-955. 000 Hiscellane CARLISLE-WORTMAN ASSOCIATES 0 08/04/2008 318.02 

SGRAT PROJECT 28791 
101-400.000-955. 000 Hiscellane HACKNEY HARDiiARE 0 08/05/2008 5. 28 

KEYBLAIIK 700664 
101-400. 000-960. 000 Education CARLISLE- :WRTt1All ASSOCIATES 0 08/04/2008 1,271.29 

SGRAT PROJECT 28791 
-----------------

Total Planning Departnent 2, 000.97 
Dept: Department of Public Works 
101-441.000-740. 000 Operating HACKNEY HARDIIARE 08/05/2008 9. 58 

SAKRETE CONCRETE 700279 
101-4 41.000- 740.000 Operating HACKNEY HARD;·lARE 0 08/05/2008 37.28 

FASTENERS 700332 
101-441.000- 740.000 Operating HACKNEY HARDiiARE 08/05/2008 4. 29 

POLY STARTER 700890 
101-441. 000-740.000 Operating HACKNEY HARDiiARE 08/05/2008 28.47 

SPONGE HOP 701049 
101-441.000-740.000 Operating KLAPPERICH viELDH:G 08/05/2008 15.00 

OXYGEN 8701 
101-441.000-740.000 Operating LESSORS \1ELDING SUPPLY 0 08/05/2008 17.00 

CYL!llDER RENTAL 170319 
101-441.000-740.000 Operating PARTS PEDDLER AUTO SUPPLY 08/05/2008 14.98 

5/8" TUBE 382105 
101- 441.000-740.000 Operating PARTS PEDDLER AUTO SUPPLY 0 08/05/2008 28.15 

SUPPLIES 382592 
101-441.000-740.000 Operating PARTS PEDDLER AUTO SUPPLY 08/05/2008 3. 99 

SEAI.J>JH 383383 
101-4 41.000-740.000 Operating S.F. STRo:IG 0 08/05/2008 32.49 

SUPPLIES 156590-00 
101-441.000-745.000 Uniforc Al CINTAS CORPORA'i'!O)I 08/05/2008 68.70 

DP;·l 7-1- 08 3008225 79 
101-441.000-745.000 Uniforn Al CINTAS CORPORATION 08/05/2008 68.70 

DPrl 300828087 
101- 4 41.000-745.000 Uniform Al CINTAS CORPORAT!Oll 08/05/2008 68 . 70 

DP;·1 
101-441.000- 745.000 Unifom A1 CINi'AS CORPORATION 08/05/2008 68.70 

DPW 300839035 
101- 441.000-7 45.000 Uniform Al CINTAS CORPORATION 0 08/05/2008 68.70 

DPil 300844546 
I 01 -441.000-7 51. 000 Gasoline & CORRIGA!l OIL COHPA!lY 08/04/2008 666.89 

DIESEL 5218255 
101- 441.000-751.000 Gasoline & CORRIGAN OIL CO:jPA!IY 08/04/2008 219.44 

DIESEL 5224361 
101-4 41.000- 802. 000 Profession ABSOLUTE COMPUTER SERVICES 08/05/2008 67.50 

RESTORED DATA FOR DPrl 58563 
-----------------

'lotal Depa r toent of Public Works 1,488.56 
Dept : Do;mto•,;n Public 1\orks 
101-442.000-7 30.000 Farners Ha HERITAGE UEI·ISPAPERS 08/04/2008 182 . 00 

FARHERS MARKET 08/04/08 
101-442.000-730 .000 Faroers t1a THIIlK DEXTER FIRST 08/05/2008 100.00 

$100 FARMER'S t1ARKET GIVEAi·IAY 8/l/08 
101-442.000-740 .000 Operating S. F. S'i'ROllG 08/05/2008 234 .04 

SUPPLIES 156590-00 
101- 4 42.000-802 .000 Profession DEXTER SEUIOR CITIZENS CENTER 0 08/04/2008 50.00 

RENi' 08/04/08 
101-442 .000-802. 000 Profession GIGtm & SONS, INC 0 08/05/2008 115.00 

SEVICE CALL REPAIR #6 VALVE 07-29-08 
I 01 - 442.000-802 . 000 Profession CARDWAL GARDEtiS 08/05/2008 1, 393.00 

GENERAL GROUNDS I>ORK-HULCH 523 
101- 442 . 000-920.000 Utilities DTE ENERGY 08/05/2008 37.56 

321995300068 
101- 442 .000-920.000 Utilities DTE EUERGY 08/05/2008 49.21 

321995300175 
101- 442.000- 920.000 Utilities DTE EtiERGY 08/05/2008 40.16 

294 954200019 
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IllVOICE APPROVAL LIS'i' BY f11ND 

Village of Dexter 

f'und 
Departr:ent 
Account 

f'und: General f'und 
Dept: Downtown Public Works 
101-442.000-920.000 

Dept : Storn Nater 
101-445.000-802.000 

Dept: Engineering 
101-447.000-830.000 

Dept: Solid Waste 
101- 528.000- 740.000 

101-528.000-740.000 

101-528.000-740.000 

101-528.000-740.000 

101-528. 000-805. 000 

101-528 . 000-805 .000 

Dept: Parks & Recreation 
1.01- 7 51.000-937.000 

101-7 51.000-944.000 

101- 751.000-977.000 

Dept: Capital Inprove~ents CIP 
101-901.000-974.005 

101-901.000-974.008 

101-901.000-974.008 

101-901.000-974.008 

101-901.000-974.008 

f'und: Hajor Streets fund 

GL llur·ber Vendor Nar:e 
Abbrev Invoice Description 

Utilities Di'E EllERGY 
202764900017 

Profession CARLISLE-ViORHWI ASSOCIATES 
STORlf~ATER PROJECT 

Engineerin ORCHARD, HILTZ & MCCL!HE!li' IllC 
0130-08-0011 

Operating BAIIDI'i' I!IDUSTRIES, me. 
KIIIF~ BOLT 

Operating DEX'i'ER HILL 
SUNNY LAIIll BAG 

Operating PARTS PEDDLER AUTO SUPPLY 
SUPPLIES 

Operating RAD'i'KE 'i'RUCK!tlG, LLC 
TOP SOIL A!ID S'i'ONE 

Solid liast viASTE t1ANAGEMEN'i' 
RESIDENTIAL 

Solid Wast WASTE HANAGEt1EN'i' 
C0:1HERCIAL 

Equip Main BOS7ii!CK CO:{PAIIY 
NELL HOUSE SEAL COAT 

Portable 'i' JOHU Is SAlll'i'A'i'IW 
RENi'ALS FOR PORTAS 

Equip::1ent BOS'iii!CK C0!1PAIIY 
NELL HOUSE SEAL COA'i' 

CIP Well F ORCHARD, HILTZ & NCCLIHENT INC 
0130-07-0123 

Hillcreek JJR,LLC 
IHLL POND 

Hi llcreek URS CORPORA'i'ION 
DEXTER HILL DAH REHOVAL 

Hil1creek WASHTENAN COUNTY ROAD 
HAiti STREET BRIDGE 

Hillcreek fiASHTENAI'I COUlli'Y ROAD 
f!A!ll STREET BRIDGE PROJEC'i' 

Dept: Contracted Road Construction 
202-451.000-974 .000 CIP Capita ORCHARD, HILTZ & HCCLIMEll'i' INC 

0130-07-0045 
202- 451.000-974 .000 

202- 451.000-974.007 

202-451.000-974.007 

Dept: Rout ine Maint enance 
202-463.000-740.000 

CIP Capita ORCHARD, HILTZ & HCCLIHEllT Il!C 
0130-08-0011 

Nashtenaw NASHTEIIAfl COUNTY ROAD 
I-lAIN STREET BRIDGE 

Washtenaw IIASH'iEllAN COUNTY ROAD 
V~Ill STREET BRIDGE PROJECi' 

Operating GRAINGER 
BATTERY LANTERll 6 V 

Check 
Nunber 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

I nvoice 
lluober 

Due 
Date 

08/05/2008 

Total DoHntown Public vlorks 

08/04/2008 
28790 

Total Storn 1'/ater 

08/04/2008 
122622 

Total Engineering 

08/05/2008 
391026 

08/05/2008 
79268 

08/05/2008 
382896 

08/05/2008 
07/23/08 

08/05/2008 
3608087 

08/05/2008 
3593818 

Total Solid Waste 

08/05/2008 
12906 

08/05/2008 
25905 

08/05/2008 
12906 

Total Parks & Recreation 

08/04/2008 
122618 

08/04/2008 
50094 .000 

08/05/2008 
3513534 

08/05/2008 
4 60-008-693-05 

08/05/2008 
4 60~008-693-06 

Total Capital Ioprovecents CIP 

fund Total 

08/04/2008 
122611 

08/04/2008 
122622 

08/05/2008 
4 60-008- 693-05 

08/05/2008 
4 60- 008- 693-06 

'i'otal Contracted Road Construction 

. 08/05/2008 
9698563062 

Date: 08/06/2008 
Tir:e: 3: 04p::J 
Page: 3 

A!::ount 

37.02 

2,237.99 

112.50 

112 . 50 

598 . 00 

598.00 

585.10 

97.90 

25.17 

255.00 

17,360.75 

19,613 .18 

37,937 .10 

1,000.00 

225.00 

130.00 

1,355.00 

290.75 

4,292 .40 

13,134.60 

50,000.00 

68 ,248.00 

135,965.75 

217,332.32 

1,089.75 

322.00 

56,496.69 

58,248.00 

116, 156 .44 

52 . 80 
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INVOICE APPROVAL LIST BY FUND 

Village of Dexter 

Fund 
Departcent 
Account 

Fund: Hajor Streets Fund 
Dept: Routine 11aintenance 
202- 4 63.000-802.000 

Fund: Local· Streets Fund 

GL tlunber Vendor Nace 
Abbrev Invoice Description 

Profession ORCHARD, HILTZ & HCCLIHEllT INC 
0130-08-0041 

Dept: Contracted Road Construction 
203-451.000-803.000 Contracted RADTKE TRUCKING, LLC 

TOP SOIL AllD STmiE 
203-451.000-970.000 

203-451 . 000-970.000 

203- 451 .000-970 . 000 

Dept: Routine Haintenance 
203-4 63.000-740.000 

203-4 63.000-740.000 

203-4 63 .000-802.000 

Capital In ORCHARD, HILTZ & I'.CCLIMEN'i' IIIC 
0130-07- 0072 

Capital In ORCHARD, HIL'i'Z & HCCLII1ENT INC 
0130-07-0073 

Capital Im ORCHARD, HILTZ & I{CCLJI.IENT INC 
0130-07-0074 

Operating DCRNBOS SIGII & SAE'TEY INC. 
SCREENED SIGN 

Operating HACKIIEY HARDIIARE 
FENCE POST LIGHT/S'i'APLES 

Profession ORCH!\RD, HILTZ & I'.CCLIHENT INC 
0130-08- 0041 

Fund: Equip::tent Replacenent Fund 
Dept: Departnent of Public l·lorks 
402-441.000-939.000 Vehicle Ha KLAPPERICH viELDING 

HISC STEEL 
402-441.000-939.000 

402- 4 41.000-939. 000 

402-4 41.000- 939.000 

Fund: Sewer Enterprise Fund 
Dept: Adninistration 
590- 248 .000-811.000 

Vehicle Ha DIUBLE EQUIPHWT INCORPORA'i'ED 
EQUIPMENT REPAIR DPII 

Vehicle Ha PAR7S PEDDLER AUTO SUPPLY 
BALL I'.OUNT 

Vehicle l·!a PARTS PEDDLER AUTO SUPPLY 
HYD FITTING 

Atty Hisc DYKEHA GOSSETT PLLC 
HILL CREEK 

Dept: Se;:er Utili ties Departnent 
590-548.000- 740.000 Operating HACKNEY HARD;·IARE 

CLOROX 
590-548 .000- 7 40.000 Operating 

590- 548 . 000-7 40.000 Operating 

590-548 .000 -742 . 000 Chen Plant 

590-548 .000-742.000 Chen Plant 

590-548.000-742 .000 Chen Plant 

590-548.000- 742.000 Chen Plant 

590- 548.000- 743.000 Chen Lab 
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HACKNEY HARDIIARE 
SUPPLIES 
PARTS PEDDLER AUTO SUPPLY 
SOCKET 
ALEXANDER CHEf!ICAL CORPORATION 
CHEI1ICALS 
ALEXAIWER CHEMICAL CORPORATION 
DEPOSIT FEE 
ALEXANDER CHEHICAL CORPORATIO:l 
CHEHICALS 
ALEXANDER CHEHICAL CORPORATION 
DEPOSIT FEE 
FISHER SCIENTIFIC 
BIO INDICATOR BOX 

Check 
Nunber 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Invoice 
llunber 

122623 

Due 
Date 

08/04/2008 

Total Routine Haintenance 

Fund Total 

08/05/2008 
07/23/08 

08/04/2008 
122613 

08/04/2008 
122614 

08/04/2008 
122615 

Total Contracted Road Construction 

08/05/2008 
41843 

08/05/2008 
700995 

08/04/2008 
122623 

Total Routine Haintenance 

Fund Total 

08/06/2008 
8696 

08/05/2008 
R55346 

08/05/2008 
382298 

08/05/2008 
382545 

Total Department of Publ ic l'lorks 

Fund Total 

08/04/2008 
1225506 

Total Adninistration 

08/05/2008 
700628 

08/05/2008 
701117 

• 08/05/2008 
382831 

08/05/2008 
0400362 

08/05/2008 
0400363 

08/05/2008 
0401133 

08/05/2008 
0401134 

08/05/2008 
9013907 

Date: 08/06/2008 
Tine: 3:04p::~ 

Page : 4 

Anount 

1,408.88 

1,461.68 

117,618.12 

450.00 

2,401.00 

6,572.00 

5,606.75 

-----------------
15,029 . 75 

66 . 36 

24 . 03 

1,408.87 

-----------------
1,499.26 

-----------------
16,529.01 

30 .00 

1,048. 33 

24.99 

6. 09 

-----------------
1,109.41 

-----------------
1,109.41 

1,164 . 00 

-----------------
1,164.00 

l. 79 

27.45 

5. 69 

1,486.50 

-765.00 

1,689.50 

-545.00 

72.60 



IIIVOICE APPROVAL LIST BY ruND 
Date: 08/06/2008 
Tine: 3: 04pw 

Vil l age of Dext er Page: 5 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
rund 
Departnent GL Nur.cber Vendor !lane Check Invoice Due 
Account Abbrev Invoice Description llur:.ber Nur.cber Date Auount 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
£\Jnd: Se·•er Enterprise Fund 
Dept: Sewer Utilities Depart r.:ent 
590-548.000-745. 000 Uniforn Al Cllli'AS CORPORATION 08/05/2008 43.82 

~1\HP 7-1- 08 300822580 
590-548.000-745.000 Uniforn Al ClliTAS CORPORATION 0 08/05/2008 43 .00 

r;ltTP 300828088 
590-548 .000-745.000 Uniforn Al CINTAS CORPORATION 08/05/2008 43. 00 

1-i\HP 300833590 
590-548 . 000-745. 000 Uniforn Al CIN'i'AS CORPORATION 08/05/2008 43.00 

DPil 300839036 
590-548.000-745. 000 Uniforn Al CINTAS CORPORATIOll 0 08/05/2008 43.00 

1·/Wi'P 300844547 
590-548 .000-751.000 Gasoline & CORRIGAll OIL COilPAllY 0 08/04/2008 1,132.58 

GAS 5218356 
590-548 .000-751.000 Gasoline & CORRIGAH OIL CO!lPAllY 0 08/04/2008 1,007 .17 

GAS 5224362 
590-548.000-802. 000 Profession ROTO ROOTER 08/05/2008 535.00 

JETTED MAIN !HA ON IINERNESS 626186 
590-548.000-802 . 000 Profession UIS PROGRAI'.HABLE SERVICES INC 08/05/2008 791. 26 

INSTALL NEW AUX CONTACTS 530332872 
590-548.000-824.000 Testing & 'i'RIMA'i'RIX LABORATORIES 08/05/2008 65 . 00 

CYA!HDE 0803546 
590-548.000-830.000 Engineerin MACKIIEY HARDfiARE 0 08/05/2008 3. 29 

1/2" THRDD 70151 
590-548.000-920.000 Utilities Di'E ENERGY 08/05/2008 113.09 

321995300019 08/05/08 
590-548.000-920.001 Telephones MCI 0 08/04/2008 14. 43 

LONG DISTANCE 08/04/08 
590-548.000-937. 000 Equip Hain HACKNEY HARDliARE 08/05/2008 5. 93 

SUPPLIES 701449 
590-548.000-937 . 000 Equip Main HACKIIEY HARDiiARE 08/05/2008 5.97 

CL.&.HP HOSE 701525 
590-548.000-937 . 000 Equip Hain HACKIIEY HARDiiARE 08/05/2008 8.68 

FASTEIIERS 701533 
590-548.000-937.000 Equip Main HACKJIEY HARDiiARE 0 08/05/2008 2.17 

FASTENERS 701541 
590-54 8. 000-937 . 000 Equip Main PAR7S PEDDLER AUTO SUPPLY 08/05/2008 73 . 88 

PARTS 383847 
-----------------

Total Sewer Utilities Departnent 5, 947.80 
Dept: Capital Inprover::ents CIP 
590-901.000-974.000 CIP Capita ORCHARD, HILTZ & HCCLIHE!l? me 08/04/2008 5, 733.00 

0130-07-0091 122616 
590-901.000-974.000 CIP Capita ORCHARD, HILTZ & P.CCLIHENT ll1C 0 08/04/2008 670.50 

0130-08-0011 122622 
-----------------

Total Capital Improvement s CIP 6,403.50 
-----------------

Fund Total 13,515.30 

Fund: liater Enterprise Fund 
Dept: Adl!linistration 
591-248 .000-811.000 Atty Mise DYKEMA GOSSETr PLLC 0 08/04/2008 1,164.00 

HILL CREEK 1225506 
-----------------

Total Adninistration 1,164.00 
Dept : liater Ut ilities Departnent 
591-556.000-740.000 Operating CIUTAS CORPORA'i'IO!l 08/05/2008 40.82 

f;i·l"i'P 300833590 
591-556. 000-740 .000 Operating DEXTER HILL 08/05/2008 40.00 

A!ICHOR!llG PIUS AND MIX 79328 
591-556.000-740.000 Operating HACKNEY HARDiiARE 08/05/2008 18.48 

B.~HERIES 700422 
591-556.000-740.000 Ope rating HACKIIEY HARDiiARE 0 08/05/2008 25.96 

BULB FLOUR 700563 
591-556.000-740 . 000 Operating HACKIIEY HARD;·IARE 0 08/05/2008 4.79 

SOLAR CAL 700607 
591-556.000- 740 .000 Operating HACK!IEY HARDiiARE 08/05/2008 19.16 

SAKRETE 701418 
591-556.000- 74 0. 000 Operating PARTS PEDDLER AUTO SUPPLY 0 08/05/2008 135.50 

SPECIAL ORDER 382853 
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IliVOICE APPROVAL LIST BY FUND 

Village of Dexter 

Fund 
Department 
Account 

GL llucber Vendor Na~e 
Abbrev Invoice Description 

Fund: l·later Enterprise Fund · 
Dept: ljater Utilities Depart~Jent 
591- 556 . 000-745.000 Uniform Al CINTAS CORPORATION 

591- 556.000-7 45.000 Uniform Al 

591- 556.000-745.000 Unifom Al 

591-556.000-745.000 Unifom A1 

591-556. 000-7 51.000 Gasoline & 

591-556.000- 751. 000 Gasoline & 

591-556.000-802.000 Profession 

591- 556.000-824.000 Testing & 

591-556.000- 935.000 Bldg Haint 

591-556.000- 937.000 Equip Hain 

591-556.000-937.000 Equip Hain 

591-556.000-937.000 Equip l~ain 

591-556.000-977.000 Equip::;ent 

591-556. 000-977 . 000 Equip:tent 

591-556.000-977.000 Equip::1ent 

Dept: Capital Inprover:ents CIP 

WWTP 7-1-08 
CINTAS CORPORATIO~ 
rll·m 
CIN'i'AS CORPORATIO:I 
DPi•l 
CINTAS CORPORATIO:l 
ijiHP 
CORRIGAN OIL COI~PAliY 
DIESEL 
CORRIGAN OIL CWPAliY 
DIESEL 
UIS PROGIWU'..~BLE SERVICES INC 
SERVICE TO RADIO AT 'iOiiER 
IHCHIGAN DEP1' OF ENVIROm1ENTAL 
CENTRAL ST . WATER FILTRATIO:I 
BOS'iii!CK CO:~PAliY 
liELL HOUSE SEAL COAT 
HACKNEY HARD:·IARE 
TAPE 
HACKNEY HARD:iARE 
PARTS 
SENSUS HETERING SYSTEHS 
VERBAL ORDER ERIN 
ETNA SUPPLY CO 
5-15-08 INVOICE DATE 
ETNA SUPPLY CO 
REED OS-36 PIPE DESCALER 
HUNICIPAL SUPPLY CO . 
3" REPAIR LID 

591- 901.000- 974 .000 CIP Capita ORCHARD, HILTZ & HCCLIHENi' INC 
0130-07-0101 

591-901.000- 974.000 CIP Capita ORCHARD, HILTZ & HCCLI!1E!IT INC 
0130-08-0011 

Fund: Trust & Agency Fund 
Dept: Assets, Liabilities & Revenue 
701- 000 .000- 253.050 Dexter Fit ORCHARD, HILTZ & HCCLI!1ENT INC 

#0130-07-1002 
701 -000.000-253 .051 

701-000 . 000-253.052 

701-000 . 000-253 .053 

701-000.000-253 .053 
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Schul z Dev ORCHARD, HILTZ & HCCL111ENT INC 
#0130-07-1011 

K-Space ORCHARD, HIL'i'Z & I~CCLIHENT INC 
ft0130-07-1023 

Cedars of ORCHARD, HILTZ & HCCLIHENT !tiC 
#0130-06-1052 

Cedars of ORCHARD, HILTZ & HCCLIHEN'i' INC 
ff0130-06-1053 

Check 
Nlillber 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Invoice 
lllillber 

300822580 

300828088 

300839036 

300844547 

5218940 

5220035 

530332871 

506345 

12906 

701581 

701624 

ZA90004843 

1537626 

1566226 

53943 

Due 
Date 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/04/2008 

08/04/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

08/05/2008 

Total Water Utilities Department 

08/04/2008 
122617 

08/04/2008 
122622 

Total Capital Ir:prover.ents CIP 

Fund Total 

08/04/2008 
122619 

08/04/2008 
122620 

08/04/2008 
122621 

08/04/2008 
122609 

08/04/2008 
122610 

Total Assets, Liabilities & Revenue 

Fund Total 

Grand Total 

Date: 08/06/2008 
Tine : 3: 04p:J 
Page: 6 

. Anount 

40.00 

40.82 

40.82 

40.82 

782.51 

302.37 

628.00 

36.00 

550.00 

12.99 

8. 37 

118 . 74 

1,125 .72 

2 67.60 

266.23 

-----------------
4,545.70 

3,047.00 

438 .00 

-----------------
3, 485.00 

-----------------
9,194.70 

293.7 5 

540 .00 

218 .50 

363.50 

11, 417.25 

-----------------
12, 833 . 00 

-----------------
12,833.00 

-----------------
388, 131.86 



AGENDA £""J)rD~ 
fT EM ~r ·d-

~MERS_ 
-------.k"'-'llP.U OtftO'tU~RmlbUHJ M ID4 

Officer and E1nployee Delegate 

Certification Form 

---·---- ------··--·---------------- --- -------------~-~ -- --- --------- ---------;~-- ------ --r:r 
MERS 62"d Annual Meeting 1 September 30·- October 2, 20081 Grand Traverse Resort & Spa, Acme, MiphiQC!IJ 
1· . r " • 1 • •• • 

IMPORTANT: Complete and retum tflisform. Your registration is 1101 confirmed until tflisform has been received by MERS. 

In order to be your municipality's delegate representative to MERS Annual Meeting, you must be a member of MERS. 
A member of MERS is defined as an individual on payroll who is enrolled in MERS Defined Benefit Plan (including 
Hybrid) or Defined Contribution Plan. Please refer to " Delegate Information" on the back for specific requirements. 

\ 9JiFJCER (ALTERNATE) 
~DELEGATE INFORMATION ' . . · . · . 

The officer delegate (or alternate) shall be an officer 
member who holds a department head position or above, 
exercises management responsibilities, and is directly 
responsible to the legislative and/or executive branch of 
government. 

Ploasc typ• oo· pdnt'=~\ LL· 
Officer Delegate . Cl :-t\. l 1 
OfficerAltematc CO ·\c10\ S 
OFFICER DELEGATE APPOINTMENT 
By official action of the governing body on 
~----' 2008, the officer delegate and 
alternate listed above were appointed to serve at the 
2008 MERS Annual Meeting. 

CERTIFICATION 

EMPLOYEE (ALTERNATE) . · : · ·. . · Jt 
DELEGATE INFORMATION · '·•~1·-';.;:~ 

.. • • .. ~ I 

The employee delegate (or altemate) shall be an employee 
member who is not responsible for management decisions, 
receives direction from management and, in general, is 
not directly responsible to the legislative and/or executive 
branch of government. 

Please type or print: 
Employee Delegate--------------~ 

Employee Alternate-------------~~ 

EMPLOYEE DELEGATE ELECTION 
By secret ballot election conducted by an authorized 
officer on , 2008, the employee delegate 
and alternate listed above were elected to serve at the 2008 
MERS Annual Meeting. 

NOTE: Certification should be s igned by the member of the governing body or the Chief Administrative Officer and 
municipality number provided in space at the bottom of certification box. 

I certi fy that the officer delegate and alternate selections are true and correct, and the secret ballot election results for 
employee delegate and alternate are true and correct. 

Name (Signature):-~~~~~~~-------

Official Title : ----~~~~~~~-----

NOTE: Municipality Number Required for Certification 

Municipality Number:-----~--

Name (Please Print):---------------

Date:------~--------

E-mail address:----~------------

Municipality: ----------------------~~------------~~ 

Mu~cip~i~MailingAddreu: -~~~~~--------------------------- ;r 
3 

~ 
~------------~================================================~~ 

MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM I 1134 Municipal Way I Lansing, M14891i I (800) 767·6377 I (517) 327·8336 fax I \WIIV.mersofmich.com 
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·MERSM 
M'-"lO'.U UU lOllU'lt11DMOO mrut 

Officer (Alternate) and Employee (Alternate) Delegate 

Information 

To be a municipality's voting delegate (or alternate) representative to MERS Annual Meeting, you must be a member 
ofMERS. 

MERS Member: A MERS member is an individual who is enrolled in MERS Defined Benefit (DB) Plan (including 
Hybrid) or Defined Contribution (DC) Plan. 

As provided in Section 45(2) of the MERS Plan Document, the governing body for each municipality shall certify the 
names of two (2) delegates to the Annual Meeting. One delegate shall be a member who is an officer of the municipality 
appointed by the governing body of the municipality. The other delegate shall be a member who is not an officer of the 
municipality, elected by the member officer/employees of the municipality. The election shall be conducted in a manner 
that affords each member officer/employee an opportunity to vote. 

Officer Delegate (or Altemate): The officer delegate shall be an officer member who holds a department head position 
or above, exercises management responsibilities, and is directly responsible to the legislative or executive branch 
of government. 

Employee Delegate (or Altemate): The employee delegate shall be an employee member, who is not responsible for 
management decisions, receives direction from management, and, in general, is not directly responsible to the legislative 
or executive branch of government. 

Delegate Certification: This fonn states that the officer delegate (alternate) appointments are true and correct, and the 
secret ballot election results for employee delegate (alternate) are true and correct. An official at the municipality must 
sign the certification. 

~ 
~ 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------~ 
MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM I 1134 Municipal Way I Lansing, Ml48917 I (800) 767-6377 I (517) 327·8336 fax I IWNI.mersofm:ch.com 
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Village Council 

Shawn Keough 
President 

Ray Tell 
President Pro-tem 

Jim Carson 
Councilperson 

Paul Cousins 
Councilperson 

Donna Fisher 
Councilperson 

Joe Semifero 
Councllperson 

James Smith 
Councilperson 

Administration 

Donna Dettling 
l~anoger 

David Boyle 
Clerk 

Marie Sherry, CPFA 
Treasurer/Finance 
Director 

Courtney Nicholls 
Assistant Village 
l~anager 

Ed Lobdell 
Public Services 
Superintendent 

Allison Bishop, AICP 
Community 
Development 
Manager 

THE VILLAGE OF 
DEXTER IS AN EQUAL 

OPPORTUNITY 
PROVIDER AND 

EMPLOYER 

WVWI. 
villageofdexter .org 

VILLAGE OF DEXTER 
8140 Main Street • Dexter, Michigan 48130-1092 • (734) 426-8303 • Fax (734) 426-5614 

Gerald Fulcher, Jr., P.E. Chief 
Depatiment of Environmental Quality 
Land and Water Management Division 
Constitution Hall 
525 West Allegan Street 
P.O. Box 30458 
Lansing MI 48909-7958 

Dear Jerry: 

August 5, 2008 

I am writing, at Alex Sanchez' recommendation, in follow- up to last week's 
meeting regarding progress and next steps for the Mill Pond Dam Removal/ 
Stream Restoration project. The Village is pleased with progress to date and 
appreciates the excellent cooperation among the many parties involved in the 
project. 

The meeting focused in pa1t on the sediment management plan for the project, and 
additional steps that might be taken to address any existing/ anticipated concerns. 
The Village has fully adhered to permit requirements, and has monitored and 
cleaned out the sediment trap upstream of the Tempora1y Access Road on a 
regular basis. Over the course of the project, we have convened multiple meetings 
with all involved parties, and have consulted with (and received approval of) 
Michigan DEQ officials on evety key decision. 

We have recently become aware of some prospective concems regarding 
sedimentation downsh·eam of the project site, as expressed by one member of the 
MDEQ team. We promptly requested our stream restoration specialists at URS 
Corporation to visit the site and provide observations and rec01mnendations. We 
understand that some sedimentation downstream is to be expected but will 
mobilize and be redistributed during higher flow events, which is the nmmal 
channel fonning process. Mill Creek has been hydrologically isolated from the 
main stem of the Huron River for approximately 175 years and, therefore, there is 
no detailed "baseline" condition with which to compare post- dam removal 
conditions. Due to the presence of the dam, the stream bottom has been "starved" 
of sediment over that period, and the return to unimpeded natural flow conditions 
will understandably bring changes as sediment is mobilized upstream and 
deposited downstream to retum the stream to a better approximation of its natural 
(i.e., pre-dam) condition. 

P49 



P50 

VILLAGE OF DEXTER 
8140 Main Street • Dexter, Michigan 48130·1092 • (734) 426-8303 • 

Fax 

To address any current/ prospective concerns about the quantity of sediment moving 
downstream, however, we are initiating the following based upon discussions at the 
recent meeting: 

• Increased frequency of cleaning the sediment trap immediately upstream of the 
Temporaty Access Road; 

• Prompt excavation of any coarse sediment immediately upstream and do~nstream 
of the double throated rock vein stmcture ah·eady installed, with regular 
monitoring and cleaning on an "as needed" basis over the life of project activity; 

• Removal of the concrete apron (associated with the dam) and replacement with 
rock structures providing grade control and enhanced sediment trap capability; 
and 

• Excav~tion of sediment from the upstream side of both new stmctures on an "as 
needed" basis over the life of project activity. 

Our stream restoration specialist (Bill Weihbrecht, URS Corporation) advises against the 
installation of additional downstream rock shucture(s)/ sediment h·ap(s) at this time. He 
has advised the Village that the stream can be expected to look its worst at this time of 
year (low flow) with respect to sediment. This is a normal condition during these low 
flow periods when the finer sediments will coat the stream bottom. During higher flows, 
a natural process will occur that entails the mobilization and redistribution of sediment 
along the edge of sh·eam. He notes that the system needs additional time to adjust to its 
new flow characteristics, observing that· the project has experienced high precipitation! 
high flow events in its initial stages, followed by extremely dty/ low flow characteristics 
at present. He indicates that this adjustment, coupled with the actions outlined above, will 
address any current or prospective concerns. 

On a related item and, at Alex Sanchez' recommendation, we will soon submit a 
proposed penn it amendment that provides for partial removal of the concrete apron and 
modification of the rock control shuctures in that location to provide for grade control 
and additional sedimentation control. As additional benefits, partial removal of the 
concrete ·apron will improve aesthetics, fish passage and canoe/ kayak navigability, key 
concerns of the Villages Parks Committee. 

We appreciate your advice and recommendations to date, and the "partnership approach" 
that has evolved to ensure a successful project. I welcome any questions and comments 
you may have as we move forward. 

Respectfully 

~~ 
Donna Dettling 
Village Manager 

Cc: Alex Sanchez 



A G E N D A ~ r IJra ~ 
VILLAGE OF DEXTER 

WASHTENAW COUNTY 
STATE OF MICHIGAN 

RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE 

ITEM L-\ 

APPLICATION FOR THE 2008-09 COMMUNINTY FORESTRY GRANT 

WHEREAS, the Dexter Village Council understands the importance of trees in our community; and 

"" 

WHEREAS, the Dexter Village Council desires to continue to provide funding and support for the 
development of a Tree Program to maintain and care for the urban forest within the Village of Dexter and 
the State of Michigan; and 

WHEREAS, the Dexter Village Council wishes encourage the maintenance and enhancement of the 
existing character of the Village; and 

WHEREAS, the Village of Dexter understands that trees sustain and enhance the Village as a livable 
community with an extensive, thriving urban forest that provides multiple aesthetic and environmental 
benefits, including reducing heating and cooling costs, helping naturally manage stmmwater and many 
others; and 

WHEREAS, in an effort to properly manage the Village's urban forest the Village needs to update the 
existing tree inventory of all the of the Village's h·ee within public rights-of-ways and parks; 

WHEREAS, the Village intends to plant approximately 27 h·ees with funding from the Community 
Forestry Grant to further enhance the Village's urban forest; 

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, that the Village ofDexter Village Council authorizes and supports the 
Community Development Manager and Tree Board to apply for the Conmmnity Forestry Grant through 
the State of Michigan Depatiment of Natural Resources and oversee the implementation of the grant if 
awarded. 

P51 



MOVEDBY: ____________ _ SUPPORTED BY: 

YEAS: 

NAYS: 

ABSENT: 

RESOLUTION DECLARED ADOPTED THIS _______ DAY OF ________ _ 

Shawn Keough, Village President 

CERTIFIED BY: 

David Boyle, Village Clerk 
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July 28, 2008 

Village of Dexter 
8140 N. Main Street 
Dexter, Ml 48130 

Attn: Allison Bishop 
Community Development Manager 

Re: Regional Storm Water Detention 

Dear Allison: 

;I G HJO A 16- \\-D~ 
~YEM L-?-

H 
Engineering Advisors 

As requested, we have evaluated the amount of storm water detention that would be ideal for a 
regional storm water facility for portions of the Village of Dexter, specifically the downtown area 
and drainage areas (DA) that outlet to the Mill Creek south of the Main Street Bridge. The 
drainage areas that were evaluated, DA 11 -DA 15, were identified as part of the Storm Water 
Management Study dated November 2004. Based on some storm sewer work that was part of 
the Kensington Road Project and review of areas outside the original study area of the Storm 
Water Management Study, DA 14 and DA 15 were modified from what was included in the 
study. For the purpose of regional detention sizing, the drainage area boundaries were 
determined based on the existing storm sewer and the topography in the area, as they are 
shown on the GIS. The attached map shows the location of the drainage areas. 

When looking at the potential for a regional storm water detention facility, we need to consider 
the exact purpose of the detention facility. Storm water detention serves two general purposes -
flood control within the waterways and improved water quality. Generally, the requirement for 
storm water detention is to provide enough volume to detain a 1 00-year storm. However, 
because of the proximity of the evaluated drainage areas to the Mill Creek, our focus changes a 
little from detention to water quality. Therefore, we need to re-examine whether detention 
volume to detain a 1 00-year storm makes sense in these areas of the Village of Dexter. 

Improved water quality can involve many options, including BMP's such as swirl concentrators 
with oversized pipes, wetlands (Note that care needs to be taken with existing wetlands, as the 
amount of water filtered through the wetland may affect the wetland classification.), bioswales, 
green roofs, etc. Water quality also improves by removing as much sediment from the storm 
water as possible. WCDC notes that a 1.5-year storm is generally the most erosive when it 
comes to eroding the stream banks and destroying the aquatic habitat, as shown in studies 
completed by the MDNR. The 1.5-year, 24-hour storm is defined as the bankfull flood. It is 
recommended that a bankfull flood be detained to provide regional detention for the drainage 
areas, DA 11 through DA 15. This is roughly equivalent to the 1 0-yr frequency storm using the 
traditional detention basin sizing calculations. Detaining for a larger storm event does not seem 
to be required due to the fact that there are no ~V records of flooding downstream and there is 
floodplain storage available due tQ the dam removal on Mill Creek. 

The attached table shows the proposed detention needed for each drainage area. Washtenaw 
County's Design Criteria for Storm Water Management Systems was used to determine the 
necessary volumes. The table also breaks down the total area and C factor for each drainage 
area. An estimate for each C factor was used. When the regional detention areas are 

Advancing Communities · 34000 Plymouth Road I Livonia, Michigan 48150 
p. (734) 522-671 1 1 t. (734l 522-R1?h 

www. ohm - a dvl so rs. E'~-ti> 
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Page 2 
Regional Storm Water Detention 

July 28, 2008 

designed, each C factor should be further evaluated considering the amount of pervious and 
impervious area within the drainage area. 

As requested, we confirmed with the DEQ the possibility of constructing a detention·basin within 
the 1 00-yr floodplain. Based on their response (attached), it does not appear that this will pose 
a problem. The DEQ does require that if more than 300 cy of the floodplain is lost due to 
construction, than a floodplain area equal to the floodplain loss would need to be constructed. 
In addition, the appropriate permit would need to be obtained. We also recommend getting §9iL 
borings to determine the water table location and how much potential storage could be available 
~.llthrri1he floodplain . 

Finally, funding may be available for this work. Because a watershed management plan for Mill 
Creek was completed that has received approval from both the federal Clean Water Act 
(Section 319) and the Clean Michigan Initiative (CMI) Nonpoint Source Pollution Control Grant 
programs, grant funding for implementation of best management practices identified within the 
plan is available. Both grants require a 25% minimum local match, but a larger match could 
improve the probability of being funded. This project would also be eligible for a low-
interest State Revolving Fund (SRF) loan, as a certain amount of the SRF is allocated for storm 
water projects. 

H you have any further questions or comments, feel free to contact me. 

Very Truly Yours, 
Orchard, Hiltz & McCiiment, Inc. 

tJkw~ tle~ 
Christine A. Cale, PE 
Project Engineer 

Enclosures 
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Required Detention for Each Drainage Area 
Village of Dexter 
July 28, 2008 

Acreage (ac) 
C Factor 
Detention Basin 10-yr Flood Volume (cf) 
Bankfull Flood Volume (cf) - RECOMMENDED VOLUME 
First Flush Volume (cf) 
Sedimentation Volume (cf) 

A~n::K OCX@_o:~B-@ ~I ru.p~-e,. 
. { -Mreme. e;;+wr~J.e) 

Drainage Area 
DA11 DA 12 DA 13 DA 14 DA15 

39.1 16.6 18.5 50.8 90 
0.8 0.75 0.8 0.6 0.4 

246526 97131 116643 228894 248629 
255558 101717 120916 249022 294120' 

56773 22597 26862 55321 65340 
12326 4857 5832 11445 12431 
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Drainage Areas 
DA 11 through DA 15 

Village of Dexter 
July 28, 2008 
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Cale, Christine 

To: Donna Cervelli 
Subject: RE: Floodplain question 

- ----Original Message-- - - -
From : Donna Cervelli [mail to : cervellid@michigan.gov] 
Sent i Thursday, July 17, 2008 12:03 PM 
To: Cale , Chr i stine 
Subject: Re: Floodplai n question 

Dear Christine , 

Under the State ' s Floodplai n Regulatory Authority found within Part 31, Water Resources 
Protection, of the NREPA, the DEQ regul ates the volume of fill or occupat i on of floodplain 
storage s pace. Typically you would calculate the volume withi n the 100-year floodplain 
lost to the construction of t he det ention basin, which wou l d include the interi or of t he 
basin (since the basin would be inundated with water prior to the 100-yr flood) . The 
calculation would be from existing to proposed grades below the 100-year floodplain. If 
the proposed volume below the 100- yr fl oodplain i s greater then 300 cubic yards of 
fl oodplain storage loss , then c ompe nsating cut is required on a one to one ratio; ie. a 
loss of 350 cubic yards , the n 350 cubic yards of new floodplain storage space should be 
created. A Joint Permit Application can be downloaded at www . michigan .gov/jointpermit 

The basin may also be regulated under Part 301, Inland Lakes and Streams, and Part 303, 
Wetlands Protection, depending on the design and site specifics. 

Hope that helps! Let me know if you have any questions, Donna 

Donna Cervell i 
Distri ct Floodplain Engineer 
Lansing District Office: M, T, Th at 517-335-6266 Jackson District Office: Friday at 
517-780-7699 cervellid@michigan . gov 
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1gine-ering Advisor~ Engineering Advisors Engineering Advisors~~(.;.~~(@ Engineering Advisors Engineerir 

Village of Dexter 
8140 Main Street 
Dexter, Mi 48130 

- . -

OHNJ, 'With our division, Hitch, is an award winniug 
consulting engiueeringjirm focused on serving 
government agencies on itifmstructure issues. Every day, 
our str!f! of engineers, architects, sur·veyors and specialized 
technicians strives to fulfill the company's mission, 
Helping Build Better Communities for Tomorrow. 

OHM 
1\dvancinq Comn1unities .. , 
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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Asset Management as defined in Michigan is "an ongoing process of maintaining, upgrading and 
operating physical assets cost-effectively, based on a continuous physical inventory and condition 
assessment." [MCL247.659a(l)(a)] An organized and balanced approach to pavement maintenance 
is imperative to realizing the maximum service life of the road network. Often, a "worst-first" 
methodology is adopted, ~pending much of a road budget on full reconstmction of the pavements in 
the worst condition. The more balanced approach includes the maintenance of pavements in fair or 
good condition. This maximizes the overall service life of the street network and protects the 
investment of past constmction projects. A typicalmle of thumb is that for eve1y dollar spent on 
preventative maintenance procedures, six dollars in future constmction costs are saved. 

The first step in creating a pavement maintenance program is determination of the condition of the 
streets within the network. The Village of Dexter owns and maintains approximately 15 miles of 
roadway within their network. Approximately 5.5 miles are classified as major roads, and 9.5 miles 
are classified as local roads. All of the roads under Village jurisdiction are asphalt. 

The Pavement Surface Evaluation and Rating (P ASER) system was used to evaluate the condition of 
each road segment. The PASER system rates each road segment on a scale of 1-10, with one being 
the worst condition, and ten being the best condition (new pavement). The ratings directly 
conespond to the expected remaining service life as well as approp1iate maintenance activities. 

The Village has allocated $100,000 of funding per year for a pavement maintenance program. This 
budget is available to be divided between local and major roads as necessary to maximize the service 
life of the overall network. This maintenance program does not include capital projects, which 
include reconstmction of roadways. Further, the maintenance program does not consider potential 
funding sources, such as utility funds (SRF or DWRF), Federal Aid (TIP), CDBG funds, DDA funds, 
or road millage funds beyond the $100,000 per year allocated to maintenance. 

This report includes detailed recommendations to maximize the overall condition of the road 
network with the funds allocated towards pavement maintenance. The RoadSoft application was 
used to collect and manage the data, and to help select roads for maintenance. Other factors that 
were considered when selecting maintenance sections were drainage and subbase conditions, 
geography, and other upcoming projects. 

Because the overall condition of the road network is dynamic, an effective maintenance program 
must be reviewed and revised regularly. We recommend the entire road network be surveyed and 
the maintenance program be updated annually. This will help to identify any road segments that are 
not perfo1ming as expected, and provide the opportunity for preventative maintenance to protect the 
capital investment. Additionally, yearly reporting of infrastmcture conditions will help the Village 
meet the requirements of Public Act 499 which requires all road agencie~ in the State to report 
annually to The Asset Management Council (TAMC). 

1 
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II. METHODS 

A. Software and Equipment 

RoadSoft is the GIS-based roadway management system that was used to collect and manage the 
road network data. The software package was developed for local road agencies within Michigan to 
analyze roadway infmmation within their jurisdictions. The field data collection module ofRoadsoft 
is compatible with GPS to assist in the collection of data. 

The road network contained in the Road Soft GIS is based on the Michigan Geographical Framework. 
Tltis is the same framework that MDOT uses to create and manage the ACT 51 map. Therefore, 

RoadSoft coincides with the state recognized network for which Dexter receives yearly ACT 51 
funding. 

B. Resources 

The Local Technical Assista.nce Program (LTAP) serves as the support center for the RoadSoft 
program. LTAP is funded by Federal Highway Adntinistration (FHW A), with matclting funds from 
state govemments, universities, state highway agencies and other organizations. The LTAP for the 
State of Michigan is headquartered in Houghton at Michigan Technological University. 

The Southeast Michigan Council of Govemments (SEMCOG) is the regional planner in Southeast 
Michigan. Among several other activities, SEMCOG helps to collect and manage pavement data for 
local communities. 

C. PASER Ratings and Maintenance Altemative Selections 

The PASER rating descdptions for each road smface type are covered in detail in the PASER 
manuals provided by the LTAP. In summary, a rating of a 9 or a 10 is a new pavement and a rating 
of 1 or 2 is a failed pavement requiring full reconstmction. All road sections with condition ratings 
from ve1y good-8 to poor-3 have useful service life remahting and are therefore potential candidates 
for a pavement maintenance activity. 

D. Data Collection 

Pavement condition data was field collected in June of 2008 with a combined team of OHM and 
Village representatives. Data was collected on all Major and Local roads, and uploaded into 
RoadS oft. 

It is important to note that RoadSoft does not recognize a road segment until it has been accepted by 
the Village. The digital framework supplied by the LTAP will lag formal acceptance by 12 to 16 
months. Further, because the Village has no maintenance responsibility for them, private road 
conditions were not surveyed. 

It was noted dming data collection that several roads that were expected to be classified as Village 
owned roads were either identified as private, or not included on the map framework included in 
RoadSoft. We recommend this issue be addressed separately in Febmary when MDOT issues the 
next call for ACT 51 map revisions. 
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III. MAINTENANCE ALTERNATIVES 

Overview 

The goal of the Asset Management Council, and of a maintenance program, is to apply the right fix to 
the right pavement at the right time. Constmction methods are divided into categories to help better 
define the appropriate use. The condition of the road will dictate which group of activities should be 
considered. A variety of specific constJ.Uction activities are available among the approptiate group. 
A general description of the categories of the maintenance altematives is provided below. Also, the 
category for each repair alternative included in the analysis is indicated in the individual maintenance 
alternative descriptions. 

Preventative Maintenance 

Preventative maintenance (PM) is approptiate for newer roads in good to fair condition. Generally, 
roads rated between Very Good (8) and Fair (5) are good candidates. PM lengthens the service life of 
a stmcturally sound pavement. PM is limited to surface improvements such as crack seals, joint seals 
and surface seals. 

Road Rehabilitation 

Road Rehabilitation (RH) procedures are approptiate for roads in fair (5) to poor (3) conditions. RH 
maintenance may include localized full depth removal and replacement, mill and overlay, or other 
methods to improve the base and/or cross section of the pavement. RH procedures are more intensive 
than PM, however can restore a pavement to excellent condition at a significantly lower cost than full 
road reconstJ.Uction. 

Road Reconstruction 

Road Reconstmction (RC) procedures are appropriate for roads in very poor (2) to failed (1) 
conditions. A rating of 1 or 2 means the road has exceeded the useful service life. In this case, full 
reconstJ.Uction with extensive base repair is necessary. Often, other aspects need to be considered with 
a full reconstmction, such as drainage improvements or utility replacements. Full road reconstJ.Uction 
was not considered for this analysis. 

VII. MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR ALTERNATIVES 

The following are possible maintenance and repair altematives along with costs associated with the 
improvement. Several other maintenance procedures exist that have not been selected as altematives 
for Dexter's program because of poor surface finishes, poor cost to value ratios, or poor past 
petfmmance. Note that the costs are based on fair market prices bid for similar jobs, including 
miscellaneous items such as traffic control and restoration. The following costs in this report are 
constmction costs only (in 2008 dollars); they do not include any engineering, inspection, contract 
administration, or matetials testing. The costs will need to be reevaluated each year to reflect cunent 
market conditions. The category of the improvement is indicated next to each repair alternative in 
parentheses. 
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Overhand Crack Seal (PM) 

Description: 
This process involves cleaning out the crack and applying an overbanding material. Overband crack 
seal material is comprised of a mbber and tar material with polyester fibers. Compressed air is used to 
clean the crack and surrounding area prior to application of the matelial. This altemative can be used 
on asphalt roadways with cracks up to 3" deep. 

Cost: 
The estimated cost for this alternative is $0.50 p.er square yard of pavement, but will vary with the 
severity of cracking. 

Route and Seal Crack Fill (PM) 

Description: 
This process involves cleaning out the crack with a routing machine and compressed air. A rubber 
based crack fill material is then applied to seal the crack. This procedure is most effective on thermal 
cracks that are one inch or wider. 

Cost: 
The estimated cost for this alternative is $0.50 per square yard of pavement, but will vary with the 
severity of cracking. 

Slurry Seal Surface Treatment (PM) 

Description: 
Slurry seal is made with a fine cmshed aggregate mixed with quickset-emulsi.fied asphalt. The 
liquid slurry is machine-applied and typically allows the road to be open to traffic within hours. 
Slun-y seals seal the surface, protect from oxidation, fill minor depressions, and improve skid 
resistance. 

Cost: 
SlurTy seals range from $1.25 to $1.75 per square yard. 

Cape Seal Surface Treatment (PM) 

Description: 
The cape seal combines a slun·y seal with a single chip seal. It provides the rough, knobby surface 
of a chip seal to further increase friction, yet has a tough sand matrix for durability. The cape seal 
also offers the most stmctural improvement within the preventative maintenance category. 

Cost: 
Cape seals range from $2.15 to $2.50 per square yard. 
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Asphalt Overlay (RH) 

Description: 
This process involves the placement of one lift of Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) pavement typically 2-3 
inches thick over the existing roadway. The thickness of the overlay depends on the existing 
conditions and the intended use of the road. An overlay provides an improved surlace finish and adds 
structural stability to the pavement cross section. This process results in a drop off between the 
overlay section and the existing curb. Because of this, the asphalt overlay is typically only selected for 
road sections with shoulders and ditch drainage systems. 

Cost: 
A 2" overlay is approximately $13.00 per square yard. 

Mill and Overlay (RH) 

Description: 
Milling is a process by which the top section of pavement is milled off and discarded. This results in a 
rough surface to which an additional layer of pavement or emulsified asphalt surface treatment can be 
applied. Milling is typically selected for roads with distressed surlaces that have good base and 
drainage. There are two types of milling. First, the full width of the road may be milled and capped if 
a pavement has adequate thickness and the entire road smface is in need of repair. The second type of 
milling is for localized repairs. One example would be to mill approximately 2 foot wide stlips at 
transverse crack locations. Following the localized milling, the milled areas can be patched and the 
entire road sealed. 

Cost: 
An estimate of cost for milling full width with a 3" overlay is approximately $18.00 per square yard. 

Pulverization and Overlay (RH) 

Description: 
This process involves breaking up the existing pavement in its ctment location and re-grading the 
pulverized roadway. The pulvelized material then acts as a new base material for the future pavement. 
Additional pavement is then constmcted on the reshaped base. This process is essentially the same as 

removing the existing pavement and constructing a new roadway. 

Cost: 
An estimate of cost to pulvelize and reshape the existing pavement is approximately $25.00 per square 
yard including a 4-inch overlay of asphalt. Similar to milling, this method is not cost effective unless 
a significant roadway area is pulvelized. 
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IV. RECOMMENDATIONS 

Overview 

The following assumptions and procedures were used to determine the optimal 
maintenance procedures for the next two years : 

1. The Village will have approximately $100,000 for both Fiscal Years 08/09 
and 09/10 set aside for maintenance activities. This budget includes costs for 
the initial maintenance report, contracted maintenance, and constmction 
engineering services. 

2. The overall goal of the program is to use the available funds to maximize the 
remaining service life of the entire network. This will mean focusing efforts 
on streets that are still in relatively good condition. Further, the 
recommendations are made assuming the work will be completed in Summer 
2009 utilizing funding from both FY 08/09 and FY 09/10. It is anqcipated 
that this will reduce the total constmction costs, as mobilization costs will be 
minimized. 

3. Because construction is proposed to start in Summer 2009, the streets will be 
surveyed prior to construction, so that the recommendations can be confirmed 
prior to the maintenance work being perfmmed. Following the road 
maintenance and rehabilitation work, the streets should be reviewed annually, 
and the database updated to ensure the program is maintaining the road 
network as planned. 

4. Total reconsu-uction projects will need to be petformed and financed through 
different funding sources. The pavement maintenance program funds will be 
used to add service life to existing road segments in fair or better condition. 

Details regarding the estimated constmction costs for the proposed maintenance activities 
and locations can be found in Appendix A. It is recommended that specific locations be 
identified for future maintenance work following completion of the recommendations 
below. 

Detailed Repair Recommendations 

The detailed cost estimate and road segments selected for treatment for Fiscal Years 
08/09 and 09110 are included in Appendix A. The map in Appendix B shows the 
locations graphically. The following is a narrative of the infmmation contained in 
Appendix A and the detailed cost estimate. 

Asphalt overhand crack seal is proposed for all roads still in good to very good condition. 
This procedure will preserve and improve the condition of the roads and delay the need 
for more intensive procedures. 
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The roads in good to fair condition (P ASER ratings of 4-6) were considered for smfat e 
treatments. The Cape Seal surface treatment was deemed most effective for the condition 
of the roads in the Village. This treatment provides structural improvements as well as 
improved smface fiqish and tide quality at a fraction of the cost of full replacement~ 
About tlU"ee and one half miles of Village roads are recommended for a cape seal 
treatment. 

A total of approximately six miles of roads are scheduled for maintenance under this 
plan. This equates to approximately 40% of the 15 miles of roads under the jurisdiction 
of the Village. Following completion of the work recommended for 2009, over half of 
the Village road network will be in 'good' condition or better. (Figure 1) 
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Village of Dexter Road Conditions 

PASER Rating 

- Current Condtion 

- Projected Condition With Plan 

- Projected Condition With No 
Maintenance 

It is important to note that the figure considers only the effect of the road maintenance 
plan recommendations on the network. Other capital projects that reconstruct roads will 
improve the distribution even more, by shifting roads from the poor conditions back to a 
rating of ten (new pavement). 
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Village of Dexter 
FY 08/09 - FY 09/10 Road Maintenance Plan 
Prepared August 1 , 2008 

Total Estimated Project Costs 

Preliminary Engineering 
Road Rating and Maintenance Plan 

Contracted Construction Costs 
Crack Seal 
Cape Seal With Base Repairs 
Contingencies 

Total Contracted Construction Costs 

Construction Engineering 
Contract Preparation and Bidding 

Construction Engineering 

$10,000 
$134,000 

$15,000 

Estimated Total Project Costs 

$10,000 

$159,000 

$8,000 

$20,000 

$197,000 
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Village of Dexter 
FY 08/09 - FY 09/10 Road Maintenance Plan 
Prepared August 1, 2008 

Roads Recommended for Crack Seal 

Road Name From To 

Baker Rd Dan Hoey Rd Main St 

Bridgeway Dr Parkridge Dr End 
Eastridge Dr Island Lake Rd End 
Glacier Ct Webster Dr End 
Palmer St Ryan Dr View 
Parkridge Ct Parkridge Dr End 
Parkridge Dr Westridge Dr End 
Parkridge Dr Westridge Dr Eastridge Dr 
Webster Dr W estridge Dr Eastridge Dr 
Westridge Dr Dexter Pinckney Rd Parkridge Dr 
Wilson St 
York St 

Ryan Dr 
Meadowview Dr 

End 
Oliver Dr 

Total Length (Miles) 
Lane Miles 

Cost/Lane Mile 

Total Estimated Cost Crack Seal 

Length (miles) 

0.719 

0.249 
0.35 

0.078 
0.114 
0.037 
0.246 
0.652 
0.253 
0.069 
0.219 
0.161 

3.147 
6.294 

$1,500 

$10,000 

Description 

Major Road 

Westridge Subdivision 
Westridge Subdivision 
Westridge Subdivision 
Huron Farms 
Westridge Subdivision 
Westridge Subdivision 
Westridge Subdivision 
Westridge Subdivision 
Westridge Subdivision 
Huron Farms 
Huron Farms 
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Village of Dexter 
FY 08/09 - FY 09/1 0 Road Maintenance Plan 
Prepared August 1 , 2008 

Roads Recommended for Cape Seal 

Road Name From To 

Dan Hoey Rd Baker Rd Main St 

Broad St Main St Huron St 
Fourth St Inverness St Broad St 
Hudson St Main St Second St 
Alpine St Pavement Change Fifth St 
Fifth Broad St Dover St 
Grand St Baker Rd Curve 
Grand St Curve Alpine St 

Lake St Meadowview Dr End 
Quackenbush Dr View Dr Meadowview Dr 
Meadowview Dr Main St End 
Nobel Dr York St End 
York Ct Meadowview Dr End 

Total Length (Miles) 
Lane Miles 

Cost/Lane Mile 

Total Estimated Cost Cape Seal 
Total Estimate Cost Spot Base Work 

Total Estimated Cost 

Length (miles) 

0.82 

0.358 
0.486 
0.259 
0.082 
0.195 
0.185 
0.157 

0.183 
0.209 
0.346 
0.238 
0.042 

3.56 
7.12 

$16,000 

$1 14,000 
$20,000 

$134,000 

Description 

Major Road 

Old Village Area 
Old Vi llage Area 
Old Village Area 
Old Village Area 
Old Village Area 
Old Village Area 
Old Village Area 

Huron Farms 
Huron Farms 
Huron Farms 
Huron Farms 
Huron Farms 

Comments 

Spot Basework Needed 

Spot Basework Needed 
Spot Basework Needed 
Spot Basework Needed 
Spot Basework Needed 
Spot Basework Needed 



Appendix B 
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AGENDA~~-\\~ 

ITEM L- ~ 
Estimated Costs: Modification to Dam Removal/ Stream Restoration Project* 

Remove center portion of existing apron and dispose of concrete: $4,000 

Remove/ pound in existing sheet piling: $2,000 

Fumish and install two arched rock structures: N/A** 

Engineering, drafting and pennit modification: $2,500 

Constmction oversight- stream restoration specialist: $2,290 

Total Estimated Costs: $10,790 

Notes: 

*Estimates based upon consultation with Mike Tarazi and Leo Davies, URS. Costs for 
first two items will be confirmed in consultation with E.T. MacKenzie. 

**We do not anticipate additional costs associated with installation of stmctures, given 
that rock purchase/ installation is already acconm10dated in existing plans. This will 
be confirmed in consultation with E.T. MacKenzie. Also, this modification will likely 
require additional small rock for stabilization, but rock currently on site should 
suffice. 

P75 



P76 



Good Morning, 

:\Gl: NDA ~/q~ 

ITEM L~ 5: 
We had a great CAPT /DART meeting last night, with important discussion, good 
ideas and questions. ( 7 -£7-1.-o 8) 

With the charge from the group, I have updated the LIAA grant with the more 
detailed goals mentioned. The draft is attached- please let me know if you feel 
any changes should be made. One section we need to add to is the "support 
each jurisdiction can provide" such as meeting places. 

I have also attached a regional map to be sent with the application, as well as a 
draft resolution. Please let me know if there is something to change on this 
document. I will send the FINAL copy of the resolution via email TOMORROW 
based on responses received today. This final will be the resolution each 
jurisdiction takes to their boards for approval to be submitted with the 
application. 

We also talked about Washtenaw County's Build-out Analysis. If the group is 
interested in seeing a presentation about this analysis, I am happy to set that up 
for our next meeting. 

Finally, we talked a bit about the Gravel Road Capacity Study. 
http://www.hrwc.org/pdf /PAL Guidebook. pdf 

I hope to hear back from each community today so that I can finalize both the 
application and resolution and we can begin to move forward. I'm looking 
forward to working on this with all of you! 

Anya Dale 
Associate Planner 
Washtenaw County 
Department of Planning and Environment 
Phone: 734-222-6848 
Fax: 734-222-6803 
dalea@ewashtenaw.org 
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VILLAGE OF DE><TER RESOLUTION 2008- 25 

WHEREAS, the Chelsea Area Planning Team (CAPT) has met regularly since its inception in the early 

1990's; and 

WHEREAS, the CAPT group developed a regional plan in an effort to effectively address area-wide 

issues; and 

WHEREAS, this plan was not adopted by all participating communities; and 

WHEREAS, the Dexter Area Regional Team (DART) and CAPT have been holding meetings 
concurrently since 2005 in an alliance to better address issues that cross jurisdictional boundaries; 

and 

WHEREAS, CAPT/DART has expressed interest in pursuing a First Steps Service Grant through 
the Land Information Access Association (LIAA) and Partnerships for Change with the goals to 
identify and move past disputes and differences to find common ground, build upon existing 
communication lines to articulate a common vision, identify and prioritize opportunities for 
cooperative efforts; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Village of Dexter support the joint application for 

the First Steps Service Grant to LIAA and; 

THAT the Village of Dex ter commits to actively supporting and engaging in the process developed 

as part of this application and; 

THAT the Village of Dexter authorizes up to $300 toward match requirements of the proposed 

grant. 

Roll Call Vote: 
Ayes: 
Nays: 
Absent: 

The Village President declared this resolution adopted this __ day of August 2008. 

David F. Boyle 
Village Clerk 



Chelsea Area Planning Team/Dexter Area Regional Team 
Proposal to Land Information Access Association (LIAA) "Partnerships for 

Change" Grant 

The Chelsea Area Planning Team/Dexter Area Regional Team {CAPT/ DART) is submitting 
a proposal for assistance from the Land Information Access Association for the First 
Steps Service Grants under the Partnerships for Change program. 

Purpose Statement 

This proposed scope is in response to the Partnerships for Change (PfC) Sustainable 
Communities Program seeking proposals for multi-jurisdictional cooperative planning 
and program-building projects from partnerships. The intention of this project is to 
identify, resolve and move beyond past and present conflicts and differences, and 
work together to identify common goals for future collaboration that will result in 
improved quality of life. 

Natural resource, quality of life and economic development benefits felt 
across jurisdictional boundaries 
To get beyond seeing each as individual communities with potentially 
overlapping interests, to part of a larger community sharing challenges and 
opportunities. 
Develop a regionally accepted vision for the landscape which could help 
guide future regional planning efforts 

Project Goals 

Through this partnership with LIAA, the CAPT /DART group hopes to achieve a stronger 
partnership and advance existing communication toward regional planning and 
produce something tangible to ground reg ional cooperation and cooperative 
arrangements. 

Project Goals: 

o Start with a visioning process to identify and move past disputes and 
differences and find common ground. Common goals for the region can 
lead to potential cooperation areas. Establish more effective 
communication and improve the working relationship between the 
adjoining units of government 

• Build upon existing communication lines to "articulate a common vision" 
as a starting point to begin to work toward reg ional agreements and 
cooperative land use planning 

o The benefits of regional cooperation are not generally immediately seen. 
We would like assistance with evaluating various cooperation scenarios 
{transportation, natural resources, recreation, services) in order to 
demonstrate the benefits gained by each in order to encourage the 
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municipalities to plan and cooperate with longer reaching goals and 
objectives in mind. 

G A prioritized opportunity list of potential initiatives for regional pursuit. 
o Product: community asset map, list or potential efforts to focus 

cooperation, prioritize projects, especially as related to: 
o Coordination of transportation and land use planning 
o Joint provision of safety and public services. 

Service Expectations 

The level of project assistance sought is a First Steps Service Grant. The CAPT/DART is 
committed to investigating the opportunity for formalized inter-jurisdictional 
cooperation. However, there are some past differences that make such an effort more 
difficult. To this end, we are seeking assistance in identifying and overcoming barriers 
and identifying as well as prioritizing common goals. 

The service we hope LIAA will provide is technical support to facilitate a dialogue with 
the CAPT/DART group to identify the barriers to successful regional planning, building 
trust, and focus on common goals. 

Specific Opportunities: 

o Develop common visions for the regional support of economic development 
while preserving cultural and natural resources. 

o Problem-solving to move forward in regional land use planning efforts with 
greater success than experienced in past 

• Consistent and compatible master plans and zoning ordinances 
o Create a plan for shared resources, including public amenities and future public 

services expansion. 

Time Line: 

The expected time line for th is service would be between six to twelve months, 
beginning immediately upon receiving the grant. 

Background 

Chelsea Area Planning Team (CAPT). In 2003, The CAPT group developed a region 
plan which never made it past the Draft stage, as it was not adopted by all the 
jurisdictions which participating in its creation. Chelsea Area Communities Visioning 
1998-1999: A _Collaborative effort between what was then the Village of Chelsea, the 
townships of Dexter, Lima, Lyndon and Sylvan, and the Washtenaw County 
Metropolitan Planning Commission. Chelsea and the surrounding townships formed the 
Chelsea Area Planning Team in response to increasing growth pressures in the area. In 
1998, the CAPT members agreed the way to effectively address area-wide issues was to 
create a Regional Plan. These communities, over the course of a yea r, developed a 
regional community profile, developed trends/scenarios and alternatives, and created 



a community vision for land use, planning and collaboration on regional issues. The 
result was the creation of the Chelsea Area Plan, which was hoped to be both a 
planning tool for issues that cross political boundaries and to help defend the 
communities against law suits. The plan created common future land use districts, 
resolved inconsistencies in master plans and addressed future public service expansion. 
Despite this effort, in the end it was not adopted by all communities. Factors that led to 
this "breakdown" included lack of communication regarding a planned waste-water 
system and a perceived threat of annexation. 

Dexter Area Regional Team (DART). The Dexter Area Regional Team members include 
the Village of Dexter and Dexter, Webster, Lima and Scio Townships. DART was formed 
more recently than CAPT and initially did not regularly meet together. Part of the 
reason this group did not progress to the same extent as CAPT was because Dexter and 
Lima Townships were already involved in CAPT, and the Village of Dexter did not yet 
have much to gain from the group. For these reasons, DART never truly coalesced into 
anything larger than a regional group on paper until they were invited by a common 
participant to have joint meetings with CAPT. While there has not been a significant 
history of either cooperation or disputes, the emergence of recent transportation 
improvement issues has brought more dynamics to the larger group and provides 
another opportunity for regional cooperation. 

Since 2005, CAPT and DART have been holding meetings concurrently. This alliance 
was·formed in order to better address issues in northwest Washtenaw County that cross 
jurisdiction boundaries. Because of geographical overlap, as well as shared regional 
issues, the groups have been cooperating for severaf years with the objective of 
maintaining and enhancing the living, working and p laying environment. This regional 
cooperation enables better decision making and consistency across jurisdictional 
boundaries and more efficiently addresses community issues such as growth pressures, 
traffic and the environment. Planning as a region also allows for these jurisdictions to 
pool resources in order to better address such issues. As CAPT /DART continues to work 
together and maintain open communication lines, they continue to provide support to 
their local plans and improved service to residents. 

There are numerous common goals across these communities, however for a long time 
the level of cooperation has been limited to the monthly CAPT /DART discussions. These 
meetings, while valuable in their ability and commitment to keeping open dialogue 
between the communities, has not lead to a substantive planning/service efforts. There 
is an opportunity to take this further to accomplish something jointly for the greater 
benefit of all involved. 

Recently, the CAPT/DART group has expressed interest in developing another regional 
plan, this time including the jurisdictions of both groups. The question is, how will this 
regional plan be different from the abandoned CAPT plan of 2003? The group is aware 
that in order to make any future regional planning effort a success, there needs to be a 
unified goal and expectation of outcome and focus on supporting common assets. 

This program would help unify goals, materialize the common assets and interests of 
these groups in order to develop some formal regional agreements for more long term 
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cooperative land use planning and community service provision. To see differences 
not as barriers but as potential opportunities and strengths could result in: 

• More efficient use of resources for providing infrastructure and service to 
community residents 

• More coordinated effort to preserve land and natural resources, and encourage 
sustainable economic development 

• Maintain the character unique to each community while building strength upon 
the interrelatedness of each. 

• Lay groundwork and build momentum for future cooperative efforts 

Participant Information 

The CAPT and DART groups have been meeting monthly for several years. Each 
participating community has a representative for participation in monthly meetings and 
various task groups. Members of the CAPT/DART group are the Supervisors of Lyndon, 
Dexter, Webster, Sylvan, Lima and Scio Townships, as well as the Mayor of the City of 
Chelsea, and the Board President of the Village of Dexter. Others frequently in 
attendance include local planners, commissioners, and agency representatives. The 
Partnerships for Change program personnel would work directly with this leadership 
group and their alternates. 

How each will participate: 

The leadership of CAPT/DART meets monthly. It is anticipated that Partnerships for 
Change project planning and implementation will become the regular business of the 
monthly meetings for the duration of the project. 

Washtenaw County Department of Planning & Environment has assigned staff to 
participate with CAPT/DART to assist in regional planning efforts. The Planner will also 
participate in the Partnerships for Change program, providing the primary staff contact 
for LIAA, including managing between meeting communication between LIAA and the 
jurisdictions. Each jurisdiction's planning consultants will also need to participate in 
order to make this project successful. 

Support each jurisdiction will provide: 

CAPT /DART members will share responsibility for such tasks as meeting notifications, 
providing meeting rooms, mailings and other suppOrt. 

Key project contact: 

Anya Dale, Associate Planner, Washtenaw County- 734-222-6848 
dalea@ewashtenaw.org 

Project Area 



CAPT/DART's townships are mostly rural and share many characteristics. The western 
townships bordering Chelsea have landscapes with a significant amount of agriculture 
and open space and recreation area. Dexter, Lyndon and Sylvan Townships have large 
stretches of State-owned parkland. Scio, Webster and Lima Townships share a more 
low density residential landscape. The City of Chelsea and the Village of Dexter are 
both experiencing increasing growth pressure and traffic congestion. The Village of 
Dexter and surrounding Townships have been focusing efforts recently to address 
congestion in Dexter, as the main roads lead residents from the north directly into the 
downtown. There is not a consistent view among the townships whether they should 
contribute financially to address this congestion. This is one example of the group 
coming together for monthly meetings to share information, but falling short of 
cooperating on regional issues for a regional benefit. 

The accompanying maps, Attachment A and B, illustrates the project area and the 
general landscape of existing land use accordingly. 

*See Attached Map* 

Project Commitment 

o 20% local match comprised of equal financial contribution from all jurisdictions 
o Assistance from Washtenaw County planners, including one who has recently 

worked with another regional group in the County and LIAA to form a Joint 
Planning Commission. 

Attachments 
A. CAPT/DART area map 
B. Community Resolutions, meeting minutes or other official documents 

showing determination to support proposed project within one month of 
project start-up. 
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