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Individual Statements

Name not available
April 24, 2021, 10:01 AM

Just do whatever is necessary and best to reduce and
eliminate sewer backups and do it quickly

Name not shown
inside City Boundary
April 24, 2021,  5:13 PM

As a resident at of  St. Mary's Dr, I have experienced
multiple basement sewer backups as mentioned in the
proposed plan.  The proposal is quite extensive and would
like to see my area included, but understand that there are
certain constraints when it comes to the most benefit for
the most people at a reasonable cost.  Unfortunately we
have had to fill our basement with sand to comply with
FEMA regulations and this should resolve any issues of
sewer backups.  There have been two other homes that
filled their basements as well, but the entire St. Mary's Dr.
residents will be exposed to additional sewer backups.  As
part of this evaluation, I would like to see some discussions
concerning the installation of backwater valves(check
valves) to prevent sewage backups along with sump
pumps as well.  I agree with the Proposed 5 plan and like
the idea of using a surcharge on the properties based on
the city water supply line size.

James Cooper
inside City Boundary
April 24, 2021,  7:45 PM

As longtime residents that have suffered through three
recent flood events (with damages over $100,000), we
urge you to proceed with storm & sanitary sewer
improvements. 

Rosemary & Jim Cooper

4 Supporters

Jim Emeott
inside City Boundary

April 25, 2021,  8:45 AM

My family has lived in Midland since 1977. My wife and I
purchase our home @ 5612 Sturgeon Ave. in 1979. In the
42 years we have lived at this location we experienced 4
major "water" related events. I lost a basement wall in
1986, experienced sewage back up the 1996 200 yr flood,
the 2017 82 year event and the 2020 500 yr event, losing
another basement wall.. The elevation of our home is 615 ft
above sea level and my footing are connected to the
Midland City sewer system which is supported by the
Valley pump station.
Please help me understand why Concept #5 does not offer
any direct plan to address improvements to the Valley
pump station. We are very glad that Mooreland and other
areas are being improved and that we may see some
residual value - but our sewer flooding issues result from
the Valley pump station being shut down due to its
exposure to flooding.

I have talked with many experts and no one can give me a
good way, for me as an individual, to protect my home
from sewage back up when the Valley pump station is shut
down. We need the City of Midland to support us with a
solution. Early in the first days of the 2020 flood we
received a preliminary report from the Army Corp. of
Engineers. They stated that due to the dams failure @
Wixom and Sanford we could only expect the water levels
to rise higher and faster than ever. We are asking you to
consider adding additional improvements to the Valley
Pump station.

2 Supporters

Name not shown
inside City Boundary
April 25, 2021,  9:52 AM

Although our home did not suffer any sewage backup,
many of our neighbors did.  We helped with the cleanup
after the flood, and I will never forget the stench of the
sewage water.  I still cry when I think about the horrific
amount of personal items that lined the streets of Ward 3,
as we all helped to clear out neighbors' basements of items
that were not salvageable due to the sewage. Additional
work to take basements & sometimes, first floors to their
studs is a very strenuous effort that no one wishes to
replicate.  Midland needs to fix this infrastructure problem,
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whatever it takes. Let's Do This Now!!!!

2 Supporters

John Muste
inside City Boundary
April 25, 2021,  3:19 PM

These comments regard the Sewer Improvement Plan’s
communication and approval strategy.  I believe public
presentation and dialog (not just one way communication)
should precede procuring approval from the State and
procuring government loans. Once these things happen,
won’t making changes be difficult? If so, residents will
eventually be faced with a take it or leave it decision
without having had any real opportunity to impact the plan
through understanding and dialog. This probably will not
facilitate public buy-in or participation in the plan.

I will provide four examples of issues that I believe need
public education, dialog and support prior to being
potentially locked in with the State or federal government?
There are probably other examples.

1, Even though the cost of footing drain disconnects are
included in the Project cost estimate, I have been told that
homeowners in the areas targeted for the disconnects will
need to foot the bill for their disconnects with an option to
pay over some number of years. Should residents choose
not to make the disconnects, I have been told there will be
penalties. Will all homeowners with footing drains
connected to the sanitary sewer be penalized or just those
in the pilot areas?  Shouldn’t residents understand and
support these plans prior to procuring approval from the
State and procuring government loans? 

2. The “Footing Drain Disconnect Program” estimates are
based on the discharges of new sump pumps being directly
connected to a storm sewer (except for a few homes near
a creek). Will homeowners have the option to discharge
indirectly to a storm sewer via a surface discharge that
ultimately flows to a street curb catch basin? This is
already the case for some homes now. It makes sense for
most homes which only need to pump water during very
rare events. It appears this would save over $12,000 per
home and as much as over $3 million in total. This option
would also have the significant advantage of eliminating
the hassle of tearing out and replacing pavement and
landscaping which would probably encourage more
homeowners to want to participate. Shouldn’t residents,

that will have to tear up their basements and yards,
understand and support this plan prior to locking it in with
the State or federal government?

3. With pumped footing drains, in the event of a power
outage during a heavy rain event, power backup that will
last for the duration of the outage may be needed to assure
protection from being flooded. Shouldn’t residents that will
have to pay for and install provisions for the disconnects,
understand this prior to locking the plan in with the State
or federal government?

4. I have been told there probably are footing drain
connections to the sanitary sewer outside as well as inside
many homes. The estimates do not include any costs for
disconnecting FD to Sanitary Sewer connections that
might be external to the home. This could necessitate the
need for tearing out and replacing huge amounts of
pavement/landscaping because of the depth of these
connections requiring additional costs, hassles and
disruptions. This also will probably discourage
homeowners from participating. Will this be included in the
scope of the project? Shouldn’t residents, that will have to
tear up their yards, understand and support this plan prior
to locking it in with the State or federal government?

I believe that there needs to be public education, dialog,
and support prior to this project being locked in with the
State or federal government.

2 Supporters

Name not shown
inside City Boundary
April 25, 2021,  8:44 PM

What is expected to be the required install for the footing
drain disconnect? What exactly will happen? What
costs/install will be on the city and what costs/install will
be on the homeowner? When will this be required to
happen? What/will there be the penalty for not
participating in the program? 
I am worried that if costs are placed upon the homeowner
with known penalties that price gouging will occur with
contractor installers, similar to what occurred after the
flood. I would hope the city recognizes this and helps
homeowners avoid this from occurring to those they are
forcing to make this change.
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Name not available
April 26, 2021,  1:29 PM

There are a number of very good reasons to support
Concept 5 sewer improvements.  But first, we will probably
be dealing with more climate change issues as time
progresses, and this could mean more and heavier rains
than we experienced in May, 2020.  So protecting our
environment to help avoid sewage dumping into our drains,
creeks and rivers--and homes--is critical.  Among the
proposals in Concept 5 is one that changes the Sylvan
pump station to keep sewage from our home entering into
the homes of our fellow citizens.  And please note that we
live just off Sylvan on Sunset Drive--many of our friends
and neighbors were overwhelmed with the results of the
May flooding and sewage backup.

And then there's the issue of community health--sewage
must be handled to avoid exposure of Midlanders to
bacteria and viruses when the system does not function as
it should.

If we want to attract more businesses to our area and help
the ones who are already here make decisions to grow
locally, we need to be sure that we have the sewage
capacity to accomodate that growth.  These infrastructure
items are far more critical going forward than design
changes to downtown streets.

Dave Pasek
inside City Boundary
April 26, 2021,  2:16 PM

I have reviewed and followed the sewer upgrade design
proposals in detail through city council review and
approval. I am in full support of this upgrade to achieve a
25 yr event coverage and meet minimum State of Michigan
standards. It is needed now, and residents of Moorland and
Valley areas sorely need this to prevent future sewer
backups at this rain level. It is simply unacceptable that the
city of Midland sewer system doesn't even meet minimum
Michigan standards. . . City council should be commended
for opting to eliminate all I&I (leaks) in the sewer system,
and adding the 1Million gallon Sylvan storage system.
These will further help reduce sewer backup potential in
the Valley and Moorland areas. The Sylvan offline storage
will allow shutoff of the Sylvan overflow from the Valley
station, eliminating 800,000 gallons of sewer overflow that

went into Valley pump area neighborhoods in 2020. 
We need to act now and implement this minimum 25
yr/24hr storm design. The $50M  price tag means an extra
$100/yr for city residents, a small 'insurance' cost to help
prevent many city resident sewer backups in the future.
Additional comments & recommendations:
- The valley discharge line in Figure 6 remains >90%
capacity during a 25yr/24hr flood event. This should be an
adder that also should be fixed. It puts the entire
neighborhoods upstream of the Valley station at single
point risk. I don't understand why the consultants didn't
address this. 
- Schedule: I highly encourage the project planning to
implement the Sylvan offline storage early in the project, to
provide additional buffer capacity early on, and give the
Valley and Moorland residents some buffer capacity while
the rest of the more complex improvements are
constructed.   
- Phase In Design: In the report it mentioned this project
was being 'phased in' to lessen the $ impact on residents.
I'm sorry, but I think the project should be expedited to
lessen the impact on residents -- residents simply cannot
afford to have another sewer back-up incident. This is of
more value than delaying some of the $100/yr sewer
upgrade surcharges that we'll pay for the next 20 yrs.  
- Long Term Design: These improvements to meet the
25yr/24hr rain event help meet the MINIMUM
requirements for the State of Michigan. Midland should
continue to strive to understand, support and implement
greater capacity designs for the future after this, to meet
50yr/24 hr rain events or higher (100?), and assure robust
designs such that all Midland residents can be fairly
confident to not have sewer backups in the future. We
simply have had too many of these in the recent past and
need a long term robust design. 

4 Supporters

Name not available
April 26, 2021,  5:18 PM

We strongly support the proposed project to improve the
sanitary sewer collection system by increasing the sizes of
certain sewers, adding off-line sanitary sewage storage,
repair structurally defective sewer pipes, and disconnect
footing drains from the sanitary sewer system in certain
areas.  Bob & Joy Mussell

Name not available
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April 27, 2021, 11:15 AM

In reviewing exhibit E-1, the number of homes along the
creek states to be 34.  When looking at the map, there does
appear to be homes that are not coded as along the creek,
but in actuality they are along the creek.  The total homes
appears to nine additional that have property borders next
to the creek.  What is the proximity from the creek used to
determine the "Along Creek"?  Can that be specifically
called out?    These additional homes could have an
additional 20% increase on the cost for that area just by
numbers.   The exhibit E-1 may be more easily readable if
the color overlays were on separate pages.  Furthermore,
there appear to be houses present in the current state that
are not visible on Exhibit E-1 (Ex:  5104 Warblers Way
shows no house on the Exhibit E-1, yet there is a house
there).

Vivian Stafford
inside City Boundary
April 27, 2021, 11:56 PM

I am totally want to keep our city water safe for drinking. I
do not want to use bottled water. I want people to trust our
water.
I also want everything that needs to be done to keep our
sewer water out of our basement.
Both of these items will help our City have an A1 rating and
will greatly keep our City healthy.

Name not available
April 28, 2021,  8:57 AM

What is the impact of the watershed to the north of
Midland?  Obviously water flows downstream, and the
lower points are where backups are happening.  Can
diversion further north eliminate downstream backups?
Would it be faster or easier to implement a change in some
less populated areas that would impact downstream
residents?

Dave Angelotti
inside City Boundary
April 28, 2021, 11:44 AM

As a resident on Whitewood, I have a very vested interest
in the success of the project.  I feel that Concept 5 is a
preferred solution as compared to others that have been
floated in the past (new retention basis with multiple
redundant pumps) as it is a passive solution that is not
dependent on pumps pulling away the sanitary sewer (and
footing drain water).  These flood events occur during
storms, with many occurring during electrical storms,
meaning the potential exists for the pumps to not have
power and we would still have flooding.  Reducing the
demand on the system by removing a large source of the
water that is causing surcharging will fix this problem.
Currently, there are over 200 homes on the 8' sanitary line
that runs down Whitewood.  This is highly undersized.

Name not available
April 28, 2021,  2:49 PM

How were the 180 homes in the exhibit e-1 selected?  Was
it based on who reported flood damage in 2017 or 2020?
By rough estimate exhibit E-1 targets roughly 50% of the
homes in the moorland district.  Are homes that are not
selected built after 1987 or already have footings
disconnected?  Have you verified that all homes with a
sump pump are disconnected from the sewer?
The moorland pump should be upgraded first, prior to
having the FDD completed. In May 2020 the dam failure
caused the pump failure and only then did the sewer
backup.  Is a pump volume upgrade required or a pump
that can operate in flood conditions required?   My sump
pump can operate under water, why can’t the sewer
pumps?  Put the natural gas engines higher up.

John Kaminski
inside City Boundary
April 29, 2021,  7:11 AM

We live near Stoney Creek and Perrine in Midland.  I am
supportive of the improvements and enhancements in the
Concept 5 Project Plan that will help mitigate the too
frequent sewer backups into the many homes in our
community.  We need to have pumps elevated/
repositioned to function in flooding events and not have to
be shut down.  The existing sewer system function needs
to be brought up to optimal function as well.  Modest costs
to the City of Midland and residents will likely be offset by
the benefits of healthy homes and property values.
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Alysia Bucci
inside City Boundary
May  3, 2021,  3:33 PM

I do not live in the areas specified for "footing drain
disconnects", but I feel that more expertise needs to be put
in place before adding more sump pumps to homes in our
community.   Sump Pumps have to be maintained and will
not work in power outages.   When we moved to this
community and purchased our home that has a sump
pump, we asked our home inspector and got quotes from
area plumbers about sump pump backup systems.   These
are costly and may not be adequate for the amounts of
water that they are expected to move.   The plumbers and
other area experts seems to be divided at this point as to
how to best protect our homes in Midland.   Also, I think the
home insurers need to be on board.  We found out that
when we put a sump pump backup in our home, there was
no discount available for our home insurance policy.   To
help homeowners with these costs, there should be a
system in place that if you install a sump pump backup
system that meets certain criteria, then you get a
homeowner's insurance discount.

Name not shown
inside City Boundary
May  3, 2021,  4:05 PM

I don't plan on voting for items like Arnosky's boondoggle 4
million underground tank, paying for homeowners to
separate sewer and sanitary lines on private property or
improvements that will not replace homeowners failure to
maintain their drain tiles.  I fully support the work plan to
reduce the I&I in the system.  I also think the city needs to
develop a system to stop water usage during flood
emergencies.

Name not available
May  3, 2021,  5:34 PM

Improvements are long overdue.  However, given the
significant sewer-related problems that Midland has had in
the past, and given the profound changes in weather
patterns that now face us, I do not understand why the city
would choose the minimum standard, a 25 year event, for
improvement.  Although it is called a "25 year" standard,
we have had far worse events in the past 25 years already

and there is every reason to be prepared for more of the
same.   I believe we need to do  better.

Tad Sumner
inside City Boundary
May  4, 2021, 11:25 AM

I support the thinking behind Concept 5 for improvements
to the sewer and lift station capabilities in the city.  A high
quality of life is important for the continued vitality of the
city.  A sewer system is one of those components of city
life that one does not really think about, until there is a
problem, and then that problem is significantly negatively
impacting to one’s quality of life.

There are two concerns related to the plan.  The first
concern is around the gathering of public feedback and
encouraging public discussion with elected city officials
and employed city management and staff.  The leadership
of the city of Midland has not historically done a good job
at soliciting the input of residents or engaging in dialog and
active listening sessions with residents.  This lack of
engagement with residents has led to decisions like the ill-
fated road diet testing which took a tremendous outcry
from residents to end.  I would strongly encourage the
elected officials and employed city management and staff
to more actively seek out dialog with city residents about
Concept 5 for the sewer improvements.  Without active
participation of city residents, it will be more challenging to
build the support that long-term upgrades will need from a
funding and system performance perspective.  Simply
posting things on Facebook or putting them on a website is
not sufficient.  The city is very good at “feedback” when it
comes to things like the quarterly water / sewer bills and
property taxes.  Using some of the same direct
communication approaches would help improve resident
involvement.

The second concern is strategic in nature.  The plan calls
for the disconnects of footer drains in two small areas of
the city, but makes references to there being many more
footer drains throughout the city.  I would encourage a
section of the plan to lay out, at a high level, what the
expectations are for improvements and changes after
Concept 5 is implemented.  Will there be an additional
effort to disconnect footer drains in other areas of the city?
If so, which areas and when would those be expected to
occur?  What will be the process of ensuring that we do not
end up back in a similar situation the city is in today with a
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large backlog of work to accomplish on the sewer system?
What is the go-forward, long-term, strategy for dealing
with end-of-usability of components of the city sewer
system not being addressed in Concept 5?  The concern is
that without a long-term plan, this proposal may be
perceived as a “once and done” when the system overall
will continue to age and need to be updated or replaced in
the future.  A long-term strategic plan and vision will be
critical for maintaining an essential component of city
infrastructure that has a direct impact on the quality of life
in Midland.

1 Supporter

Name not shown
inside City Boundary
May  4, 2021,  8:13 PM

I support concept 5 for improvements to the sewer and lift
station capabilities in the sewer.  I am concerned about the
gathering of public feedback and encouraging public
discussion with elected officials and city employees and
city officials .  The robust lack of engagement by city
officials has led to the city's continuance to pursue the
road diet, especially by the city planning and development
dept.  Is there a connection with the department and
developers?

Footer drains needs more research and better explanation.

What are the long term plans rather than bandaid fixes?

jesse atwell
inside City Boundary
May  4, 2021, 11:32 PM

The approaches put forth do not offer solution to the
flooding problems which have occurred quite regularly in
the last few years. Adhering to an outdated State
mandated 25 year capacity regulation does not adequately
address the problem flooding that occurred in '17 and '20.
Both of those instances far exceeded a 25 year wet
weather WTTP and Storm Water drainage capabilities.
Just bringing the system up to meet an obiviously
outdated state minimum capability level is not going to
protect any of the areas designated as at risk.  Much more
consideration must be given to finding an all encompassing
solution to the problems.  The alternatives presented fall

far short of a much needed overall solution not just a stop
gap.  I for one plan to move out of the city if this is the best
that the city can put forward.  I am frustrated that council
authorizes millions to be spent  without hesitation on
putting a facade on Midland's downtown while spending
almost nothing to correct the fundamental infrastructure
necessary to allow citizens to live without fear of losing
everything every time it rains for more than a day.

Marvin Tegen
inside City Boundary
May  5, 2021, 11:32 AM

I was on the Sewer Study Committee in 1996 and even
back then it was obvious that to really have an impact on
the sewer system's ability to handle large rain events we
need to disconnect the footing drains from the wastewater
system.  Rain water from the roofs goes directly to the
sewer and it can't handle the volume.  Back then this was
politically unpopular because the cost would have to be
borne by the home-owners and not spread across the city,
but even when their cost is added to that off the city's the
overall cost is less than the other options..  Are the people
that are impacted willing to pay to eliminate the problem?
I realize that it is not their fault the system was built the
way it is, but I have talked with people spending a few
thousand to install backflow preventers which only shift
the problem to their neighbors.

Name not available
May  5, 2021, 10:33 PM

I am astonished that midland has been allowed to not meet
state minimum requirements for this long. They are
minimums for a reason, and even though we should be
striving for excellence, I understand the funding and
logistics of that are near impossible. But I do appreciate
this proposal and would love to see it approved to begin
the work to get our towns infrastructure to the bare
minimum required by the state.

Name not shown
inside City Boundary
May  7, 2021, 11:01 AM

Our neighborhood was impacted by the dam failure
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flooding with sewer/water backup in almost all of the
houses on our street!  It is shocking to find out that the city
sewer system does not even meet the minimum standards
for State of Michigan - a 25yr, 24hr rain event!!!  How is
that overlooked and not addressed? Residents do not get a
break on any lapse, but a City does?? That is irresponsible!
Anyway, we fully support, NOT ONLY the approval of the
project plan and its submission, BUT ALSO STRONGLY
ASK that the approval of the execution of the project AND
funding be taken up ASAP!! Thank you.

Name not available
May  7, 2021,  9:15 PM

Can the wording “  This project will allow for the system to
convey flows during a design rain event, which is a 25-year,
24-hour event, ultimately reducing the risk of surcharging
sewers and basement backups.” be clarified.  What does
reducing  the risks of surcharging sewers mean?  Maybe
the correct terminology would be overloading sewers?

Bill and Barbara Brennan
inside City Boundary
May 12, 2021,  1:53 PM

We, our neighbors, and numerous other Midland residents
suffered significant structural damage and lost many
important belongings in the May 2020 flood/sewage
backup. This did not have to happen. Many items could
have been saved had there been water only and not raw
sewage. It is appalling that Midland sewers do not meet
state standards. 
After studies and discussions, it seems there is agreement
that the system should be improved, but nothing concrete
has been done, We understand that City Council has now
passed a proposal to fix the sewer system.. We feel
encouraged that Council has a specific plan, and we are
optimistic that it will be implemented. It is vitally important
that the sewer system be brought up to standard and not
just talked about.
Aesthetics are desirable, but first let's fix the sewers!

Bill and Barbara Brennan

1 Supporter

Name not shown

inside City Boundary
May 12, 2021,  5:26 PM

I agree with the proposal identified as Option 6.
Disconnecting footing drains seems to be nothing more
than passing the costs of sewer improvements and the
city's responsibility to prevent sewer backups onto the
homeowners at the homeowner's personal expense and
inconvenience. This is insult to injury considering the fact
that those homeowners have already borne  the cost of
two sewer backup events within a 3 year period. Moreover,
option 5 preventing backups is speculative at best whereas
option 6 has much more certainty.

4 Supporters

Name not available
May 14, 2021,  5:40 PM

Removing the footing drain connections will be a major
project, estimated at about $20,000/house affected.  For
most houses it will mean digging up the front lawn from the
house to the street where it will be tied into the storm
sewer, if that line exists.  (Some streets rely strictly on curb
drainage for connection to the underground sewer lines.  If
this is the case, it will a new street line will have to be
installed.)  This part of the project will take quite some
time, and it will result in significant traffic and access
issues for extended period (365 days based on project
estimate). Those houses built AFTER 1987 that had
mandated separation of sanitary and footing drain flows
are not exempt from flooding. Backflow from the sewer
system, overloading of the current pumping systems,
failure of the pumping system, sump pump failure and
electrical power outages as occurred in 2020 remain
serious, indeed, highly probable, faced with flooding/rain
levels of 1986, 1996, and 2017, even without dams
bursting! Footing drain disconnects (FDD) in our area are
not a panacea as some might wish. 

The city of Ann Arbor started looking at a foundation drain
disconnect (FDD) program in 2000 following sanitary
sewer back-up problems in 1998 and again in 2000.  They
got real serious about it in 2012 after more issues surfaced
following the storm associated with the tornado that hit
Dexter.  There were around 16,000 homes that were
designated to require disconnecting footing drains from
the sanitary sewer system or pay $100/month.  The city
was covering the cost of the modifications required,
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including the installation of a sump pump, but not the
electrical back up which most people would want also.
Significant lawsuits against the city were filed because
some people who previously had no problems with water in
their basements were now having problems.  A moratorium
to suspend the program was enacted in 2014 after only
2744 of the conversions were completed, and the program
was finally ended in 2016. One set of problems was traded
for another set of problems.  The following websites may
be viewed for details with regards to what they went
through:  

https://annarborchronicle.com/2014/01/backup-
lawyers-sewers-pumps/indes.html
https://annarborobserver.com/articles/sump_pump_city.
html
https:/projectinnovations.com/437/

The city of Lansing took a different approach to solving the
sewer back-up problem by subsidizing the installation of a
“check” or back flow prevention valve in the sanitary sewer
lines with the addition of a sump pump as some
homeowners in our area have already done.  The city was
subsidizing up to a maximum of $4,750 of the cost of this
directly to the homeowner.This approach is much cheaper
than the $20,000 allotted in the Option #5 proposal, but it
doesn't disconnect the foundation footing drains, which
the Midland Option 5 depends on to avoid having to
upgrade the Moorland lift station. The website below
summarizes the Lansing program:  
https://www.lansingmi.gov/DocumentCenter/View/8241
/B2P2-Brief-FAQ

Trading one set of problems for another, undergoing the
transition while disconnecting the drains (one year
planned), for questionable outcomes, and not directly the
rate of removal of water from the Moorland District does
not seem worth support. Many residences were added over
the years around the block. It is time to enlarge the
Moorland Lift Station capabilities. The sewer systems and
all that means are not in a chemical plant (that would make
it easy). it is the midst of a lot of houses, yards, trees,
shrubs and activities of people. That needs a little more
consideration.

Name not available
May 14, 2021,  9:44 PM

The city council has already approved #5, and will vote to
bring the project forward on May 24th. Will the public be
able to vote on this plan?

Name not available
May 18, 2021, 12:16 PM

Has the storm water collection system been verified to be
able to accommodate the extra influx of water once the
FDD is completed?   Are appropriately sized sump pumps
recommended for homeowners?

SCOTT MARQUISS
inside City Boundary
May 18, 2021,  8:08 PM

I live at 5805 Woodbridge Ln, only about 200 yards from
the Moorland lift station. We had sewer backup in our
basement along with most of our neighborhood in both
2017 and 2020. We saw first hand what happened when
the lift station was shut down and what happened after it
was restarted. Significant upgrades to the Moorland lift
station must be included in any plan and done now, along
with whatever other options are best for our area. The City
of Midland can not afford to go cheap on this project and
must get it right this time. I do not feel Option 5 is going to
get the job done.

3 Supporters

Emily MacNellis
inside City Boundary
May 20, 2021, 11:28 AM

This is a lengthy statement... I hope it gets read al the way
through! :)

We live at 4306 Partridge Lane.  Our home sits higher than
most in the area and thankfully we were not affected in
2017 because of this.  Even the "worst case scenario" flood
maps that were available on the GIS had our home mostly
untouched with just a small corner appearing in the water.
However, we had 37" of wastewater in our basement in
2020 due to the Moorland station being shut down. Our
window wells were still full of crunchy leaves, and the water
line barely even made it past the sidewalk on out property.
While I watched my neighbors and friends endure a second

10 | www.opentownhall.com/10678 Created with OpenGov | May 24, 2021,  7:09 PM

Public Review - Concept 5 Sewer Improvements Draft Plan

Review and provide input on the City's draft plan for storm and sanitary sewer improvements.



onslaught of water, ruining the homes that they had just
re-built, we experienced it for the first time - solely because
the city had to turn off the outdated pump for our homes.

This neighborhood has survived the results of the poor
equipment too many times.  Unfortunately, nothing can be
done to control rain and the weather.  Given that the
definition of a 100 year flood is no longer what is once was,
and we have a 2% chance of this type of damage every
year, a SOLUTION needs to be made to the system.  Not a
band-aid.  Option #5 is a patch, not a fix.   

Midland boasts itself on all the placards as "The City of
Modern Explorers"  How can we uphold that title when we
aren't capable of basic infrastructure to protect its
residents and their homes?  After all, Walt Disney was able
to build and entire city on swamp lands in Florida with
technology from nearly 50 years ago.  How can we as a city
that created styrofoam and saranwrap not figure out an
effective way to manage a river?  The solution is out there,
but it's up to the leaders of this city to implement the
correct response and solution.  Frankly, while I am a third
generation Midland family and have obviously high stakes
in the cities success, it is embarrassing that the cheapest
and most disruptive option has been chosen for us.

Additionally, how can the city council not see the big
picture here?  I have always despised the economic divide
in the city and stereotype that all "the rich people" live on
this side of town.  I grew up in the Plymouth Park area and I
would have loved to have a home over there now.
However, because we have a family of 6, finding a large
enough house when we chose to move from our original
home on Lowell court proved to be impossible.  Which
brings me to this point; the homes your choices affect are
also the residents that provide you with what I would
assume it a large percentage of your tax base.  If they are
continually subject to the trauma (because it is terribly
traumatic for most people to lose some or most of their
family possessions) they will move.  They will abandon
these homes that they have worked hard for and find a
place with a more stable environment.  I believe most of
them will need, or want to stay near Midland however.  This
presents a problem...homes of equivalent size do not exist
in many other areas of the city.  Therefor, these residents
will either find a home or build one - moving to Larkin
Township, Freeland, Auburn, etc.  With schools of choice,
they won't be disrupting much of their family life... and they
won't be paying the taxes that are currently supporting the
city.  

By making the wrong decision to protect your residents in
this neighborhood you are essentially sacrificing the rest of
the cities long term prosperity.  

Please consider all of the above and choose the solution,
not the band-aid for our neighborhood.  Option #4 is the
right choice, option #6 is the second best.  Option #5 is a
waste of $49 million, you might as well just dump it in the
river... but then again... maybe it will find it's way into our
basements with the next rain storm!

1 Supporter

Jake Remacle
inside City Boundary
May 20, 2021,  7:02 PM

I am in support of option #6.  Ideally option #4 but I see the
extremely high operation and maintenance costs.  

I have lived on Partridge lane for over 10 years and we were
fortunately spared in 2017, but not in 2020.  The moorland
pump station and the sewage system operated sufficiently
until the city decided that shutting down the pump would
save it from damage. Almost instantly after turning off the
pump, sewer backup occurred.    To me, this seems that
the pump and the existing sewer system were capable of
handling a large rain event.  I do not know the volume of
water from the dam breakage but I feel that event should
be decoupled/separated from a rain event. 

Water was flowing upstream from Inman drain, which sits
in very close proximity to the moorland pumping station.
(Maybe that pump could be moved to a safer location?) 

The cost increase of option #6 versus option #5 is not
drastic and it relieves burden on the individual
homeowners of installing and maintaining a sump pump.  

Personally, my home was not designed to accommodate a
sump pump.   Personally, we have “recovered from the
flood” meaning that our basement is refinished and adding
a sump pump now would be a significant undertaking.  I
would think that having a more robust sanitary sewer
system that is operated and maintained by the city would
be more beneficial to homeowners than individually
maintained sump pumps.   

I also wish that the city would have notified residents that
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installation of sump pumps was a possibility immediately
after the flood so that we could have planned for it. 

Although the initial cost of a sump pump installation is
tagged at $20K/ house, I do not see an operating and
maintenance cost called out in the report.  What is the
lifetime of an individual sump pump?

Additional support for an increased pump station would be
developing areas west of Dublin, which feed to the
Moorland pump.  

I am happy to see progress because we cannot wait
another four years after this event to see measurable
actions like we did in 2017!

2 Supporters

Name not available
May 20, 2021, 11:07 PM

Thank you for realizing the plight of the residents of Ward 5
with 2 major flooding events in less than 3 years.  Firstly,
please have the city post guidelines as to how each
household can address their own 2021 flood risk in the
short term based on where the household's water problem
occurred in 2017 and 2020, i.e. floor drain, or ground water
entering home.  (Other cities have written up back-flow and
sump pump recommendations with guidance and potential
reimbursement for plumbing upgrades if a proper
application process is followed.)  

Secondly, regarding the Sewer System proposal, I would
opt to avoid a major FDD+pipeline construction mess
(Option #5) if we can possibly get around this by educating
residents on preventative measures to reduce storm load
on sanitary sewers, while upgrading the Moorland pump
station (option #4 or #6).  Please present anecdotal
information that demonstrates you have talked to other
cities about FDD approaches (and risks, if any) and what
they learned.  For our household, shutting off the Moorland
pump station caused our basement to flood twice through
a floor drain when we would have otherwise been dry.
Other residents have already communicated to you how
unbelievably devastating this was and how it has affected
us all; we share their sentiments.  Please upgrade the
Moorland pump station and avoid tearing up
neighborhoods if option #5 is only a gamble as to
effectiveness.  Every city dollar you put into the pump
station upgrade will minimize risk of flooding and stabilize

the neighborhoods.  I welcome the views of other residents
that understand these issues better than I do and invite
them to comment by Monday so we can all learn from their
knowledge and insight.

Perhaps you expressed it already, but what is the elapsed
time of completion for each of the three options?  Which
option gives us the quickest guaranteed protection, to be
balanced against the cost?  Part of your decision is based
on project cost, but part of it is based on preventing the
next immediate flooding disaster ASAP as we still are
recovering from 2020.

Could you summarize the following for each option:
elapsed project time start to finish, Moorland district
resident's household FDD out-of-pocket (or loan), and
household's anticipated increase in annual taxes?  

Thank you for addressing the questions and listening to
residents' feedback.

Mike Syrylo
inside City Boundary
May 21, 2021,  7:54 AM

As many of my fellow neighbors have voiced, option 5 is a
long, drawn out solution that’s subsidized by the
homeowners. Lack of city planning has put us into this
situation. I would expect that the city would show a bit of
empathy for the residents in this area who, for some, have
had to rebuild twice in a three year time period. The
additional $20K per home and installation nightmare that
option 5 brings is insulting. It seems like all this can be
avoided with option 6.

2 Supporters

Name not available
May 21, 2021,  6:40 PM

Exactly a year ago we were kayaking down our street ( 3101
Camberley Ln) and we couldn't believe our eyes what our
neighborhood looked like. The water was so deep, it went
over top of our knee high boots in the middle of the street.
We had 6 1/2 feet in our basement, ruining everything we
had stored down there, along with a new wood shop and all
the tools that go along with that. Thank god for wonderful
friends and families that stepped in to help with this
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horrible circumstance. We had never experienced such a
traumatic event, nor had we ever had to muck out so much
water and sewer water from our home.
We have watched ever single City Council Zoom meeting
since this event, we have watched the mayor table the
whole topic for 3 months last year. This was precious time
lost . 
The 94 pages of information in the sewer draft is
absolutely unreal. The infrastructure in our City is
crumbling and it needs immediate attention, and the
council knows it. 
This will cost millions of dollars and we all know that, but
we do not agree with concept # 5. Placing huge costs on
the homeowners for the disconnect program , sump
pumps, and other extensive expenses is not right.
Homeowners that have been involved in so many flooding
events, and sewer backups , these people have paid
enough. Rebuilding homes, basements, furniture,
furnaces, hot water tanks, and on and on and on , has been
very stressful on people. Asking to pay more to alleviate
cost to the city is just wrong. 
Concept #6 is the one we support. Its the most logical and
makes the most sense. Residents have suffered through
some horrible flooding / sewer events , it's time to get
started and keep at it until its finished. The residents of
Midland need some comfort in knowing that this issue will
be addressed to its fullest. 

Name not available
May 22, 2021,  8:02 AM

Please update the existing land use map.  I live on Falcon
Way in a single family home surrounded by other single
family homes.  However, the map shows all of Falcon Way
and a few parcels on Red Tail Lane as "light industrial".

Name not shown
inside City Boundary
May 22, 2021, 11:56 AM

As a resident of the Moorland District whose basement
was flooded in '86, 2017, and 2020 I am very disappointed
that the city has selected Proposal #5 to pursue as the
solution to our problems in this area of the city.  Each of
the times that flooding occurred it was because of one
problem or another with the Moorland lift station.  The

capacity and reliability problems with this station are not
addressed directly by Proposal #5, the only one of those
proposals considered that does not do so.  It is just not
right that we are being asked (pay $20,000/per selected
homeowner) to participate in a pilot FDD (footing drain
disconnect) program which may, or may not, sufficiently
reduce flow through the Moorland lift station enough to
avoid future capacity problems.  Problems with this lift
station existed in 1986, and many new homes have been
added to the load on that lift station since then without any
upgrade in capacity.  Homeowners will get no guarantee
from the city that this proposal will solve the problem, and
many are skeptical that it will!  Many homeowners have
already paid to repair the damages to their basements.
Now the city is asking these same homeowners to pay for
the city's failure to upgrade and improve the reliability of
the Moorland lift station.  This is simply not right!

Name not available
May 22, 2021, 12:16 PM

I am in support of change to our very aged sewer pipes.
And improvements to the Moorland, Sylvan and Valley lift
stations.  Too many studies and action needed as it’s been
4 yrs since flooding of 2017 and sewer in our basements.
Awful messes, heartache and losses and again in 2020.
Consider Option 6 and spend a few million more dollars of
our money.  I rather not have my yard torn up, footing
drains changed and personally charged.

Connie Parkhurst
inside City Boundary
May 22, 2021, 12:29 PM

Council do the right decision making for our sewer system
problems.  Our property on 4304 Oakridge Dr was flooded
twice in basement. 2017 and 2020.  The  backyard floods
when heavy rains come and that’s worsened for five
years.
The Concept 5 of foot drains changes in my house and
others will be costly and interruptive. Owners of homes
dealt with the problems personally and with our own
muscles.  
Do consider action on Option 6 not five. Do apply for State
loans.  Keep moving forward and not studies.

1 Supporter
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Scott Arnold
inside City Boundary
May 22, 2021,  5:31 PM

Dear City Sewer leaders,

Brief comments on draft plan

I do not support the drain tile disconnect. 

I understand the burden of 20 k plus clean up afterwards
would fall to residents. I cannot afford this. I need to send
my kids to college. And go on vacation every once and in
awhile. 

The solution is to FIX THE PUMPs. So the city won’t have to
turn them off when flooded. FYI. They make water proof
pumps. I had 3 and in my basement underwater for 3 days
during the last flood. And 50 k later.  Thank you!!, which is
small change compared to some of the n this area. 

I hope the city respects private property and allows people
to opt out. 

Finally the city seems to love the tax revenue of new house
building that adds to the system burden. Hmm....

3 Supporters

Gary Buske
inside City Boundary
May 23, 2021,  4:08 PM

In general, I think the Concept 5 plan for the sewer system
is a good one. However, I do have some concerns and
questions.  It does not address a larger sewer line on
Jefferson from Wackerly to Wanetah.  Also, it is not clear to
me whether the disconnection of footing drains from the
sanitary sewer is optional or required for the areas in
question, and it was unclear to me whether the home
owner pays for this or the city.  While it seems like a good
thing to do from an engineering standpoint, it may not be
from the homeowner’s view.  The homeowner did not
create the problem, the city did.  I am sure that most
homeowners with a finished basement will not want them
torn up to put in a sump pump.  I have heard from a sewer
cleaning company that the sump could actually be located
outside the house rather than in the basement.  If that is

true the city needs to make sure homeowners are aware of
that option.  The city needs to provide equal level of service
to all its taxpayers.  Thus, I believe all the costs of this plan
need to be shared by all taxpayers (and/or users of the
sewer system) regardless of whether they have been
affected by flooding or not.

1 Supporter

Timothy Kriewall
inside City Boundary
May 23, 2021,  4:41 PM

It's a shame the residents of Midland need to pay for this
much needed change to our sewer system after many have
already needed to pay significantly to repair the damage
incurred by authorities turning off pumping stations such
as the Valley Pumping Station.  We incurred $50,000 in
damage that would not have occurred without this
administrative decision; flood water did NOT affect our
house, only sewer water back flow did.  Now, we are asked
to pay more even when President Biden and our
Democratic legislature are printing another nearly $2T in
bogus money for "infrastructure" changes.  I'd guess that if
that passes and Midland applies for and receives funds
from that inflation-inducing move, no sewer tax money
increase will be returned to the citizens of Midland.  I would
expect that those responsible for making the decision to
turn off the Valley Pumping Station (and the other four
pumps out of the 55 in the city that were turned off) to be
held accountable - they should all be fired without
severance or pensions!  Yes, fix the system but hold people
accountable for their poor judgment.

Karen Ellen Mills
inside City Boundary
May 23, 2021,  8:16 PM

After reading through proposal #5, my concern is that
asking homeowners to add sump pumps to areas in their
basements does not necessarily protect the homes from
basement flooding damage.  My understanding is these
flooding events take place with storms which OFTEN cause
power outages.  And when the power is out, sump pumps
do not work.  This happened during our most recent flood.
Homeowners who had sump pumps were not helped by
having that machinery, as the city turned off the power in
the Moorland area, when the water was at a certain level.
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Unless a homeowner ALSO has a whole house generator,
which would run the sump pump, the pump is not usable.
So requiring homeowners to do this work of pump
installation really is not a TOTAL protection for each home.
I also think that many homeowners with finished areas of
their basements will be challenged to find an appropriate
space to install a large 3 foot by 3 foot sump pump zone.
And knowing that changing their whole basement without
total confidence that this is the ULTIMATE answer, would
cause many home owners a lot of grief.  Personally, in my
finished basement, I do not have an acceptable area for a
sump pump, and I live outside of the 500 year flood zone
and did not have flood damage in 2017.  But, had 1/2 inch
of water in my basement in 2020 which cost me $15,000
for repairs.  We would NOT have had any damage in 2020
either from just the flood event.  So requiring us to install a
pump and change our basement which was NEW in 2019,
would be very distressing to me since turning off the power
was the critical link in our home's damage. And option #5
does not show any change to the Moorland pumping
station, which is our station.  So what makes me think that
the city would not turn off the power again in a similar
situation as in 2020, to protect that station which is the
problem.  That station is not adequate for the homes in my
area.  Choosing this option because of the decreased cost
does not take into account the total impact to individual
homeowners and the tremendous cost for other home
changes which would be incurred in finished areas of the
basement.  
I would also hope that the city would research receiving
federal funding since the 2020 flood was a FEMA
emergency.  It seems to me that the federal government
would be willing to help improve our city after that event.
The $2 million dollar difference between option #5 and
option #6 seems to address the real problem which is the
Moorland pumping station.  Please consider voting for
option #6 for all of the reasons stated above.

1 Supporter

Brian Mills
inside City Boundary
May 23, 2021,  9:10 PM

Based on the fact that shutting down the Moorland lift
station caused the flooding at my house in 2020, I cannot
support any option which does not upgrade the Moorland
lift station. Our home is located outside the 500 year flood
zone and had no flooding in 2017.  Proposal #5 does not
necessarily protect the homes from basement flooding

damage.  My understanding is these flooding events take
place with storms which have resulted in power outages.
And when the power is out, sump pumps do not work.  This
happened during our most recent flood. Homeowners who
had sump pumps were not helped by having that
machinery, as the city turned off the power in the Moorland
area, when the water was at a certain level.  My basement
is not designed for an effective installation of a sump pump
system.  The Moorland lift station must be upgraded to
protect the homes in its' area from sewer flooding.  The
new homes being built in the Moorland area are putting
more flow on the system and therefore requires the
Moorland lift station to be upgraded.
Option #6 looks to be the most economic option with best
chance to avoid flooding like in 2017 and 2020.

3 Supporters

Charles Batcke
inside City Boundary
May 23, 2021,  9:11 PM

My name is Charles Batcke and my wife, Saundra and I
have lived at 5907 Perrine Rd since July of 1979.  We have
had sewage in our basement in 1986, 2017 and 2020.
We're sick and tired of this and it is high time for the city to
support concept 5 - the sooner the better. At 79 years of
age, I don't have the physical ability to haul the damages
up to the curb anymore and hope I never see water
(sewage) in our basement ever again.  Concept 5 seems to
be the solution and I wish we could start tomorrow.  I'm not
sure exactly how the separation of systems will affect me,
but let's make it happen.

Name not available
May 24, 2021,  6:50 AM

The 2020 HRC report details several options with 170
homes in the moorland area to reach 89% on the high end.
The report shows that the low end would cost $1.4 million,
which is 90 homes. They also recommend increasing the
pump to 1250 gpm and.a 600,000 gallon sylvan reservoir.
Finally, the HRC report shows 9100 homes in the city that
require FDD.    The 25 year 24 hour rain model did not
replicate reported basement flooding for the June 2017
event. Why did the city choose to go with a different
engineering firm from 2020 to April 2021?
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Tyler Carter
inside City Boundary
May 24, 2021, 11:16 AM

I am strongly opposed to the current plan. 

In particular, the "footing drain disconnection program"
will be highly invasive for the impacted homeowners and
$20,000 may be on the low end of a reasonable budget to
install/retrofit a proper drainage system and repair all of
the damage done to homes and landscaping in the
process. 

I also understand that this program would be undertaken
at the individual homeowner’s expense. It seems very
unreasonable to ask a small group of homeowners to
mitigate deficiencies in the capacity of a public utility. This
is especially true when the destructive nature the work,
digging up yards and cutting holes in basement floors, is
added onto the financial impact.

I also do not see sufficient evidence provided that
connection of footing drains in the targeted areas would
result in satisfactory storm water mitigation for the
affected residents. If the storm sewer system is undersize
as well, we could very well be trading one problem for
another.

Given that there are 9000+ homes in Midland with footing
drains connected to the sewer systems, it is hard not to
see the targeting of 330 homes in Moorland and
Whitewood as a quick and easy way to subsidize the cost
of the project at the (very large) expense of a few
homeowners. For example, “Alternative 6” is within $2M of
the current recommendation if the $6 M in “private
improvements” is added to the total cost. This option
would add significant capacity to the system and would not
require disconnection of footing drains. 

In addition to the presented plans, I would strongly
encourage the council to consider options for upgrading
the capacity of the current system in a more holistic way,
even if it means making additional investments in the
waste water treatment plant. I would have no issue with
paying higher rates for wastewater disposal as these
improvements are badly needed. However, the city should
pursue options that meaningfully increase capacity and
share the costs and burdens equitably among all users of
the system.

2 Supporters

Name not available
May 24, 2021, 12:56 PM

If I read this correctly, it appears Concept 5 includes
prioritizing the reduction of infiltration and inflow(pg. 15).
In particular it includes the Moorland district footing drain
disconnect program, which effects approximately 180
homes (pg. 14). This plan will separate footing drain
connections from the sanitary system on pre-1987 homes.
The footing drain connections are to be put on storm
system. These pre-1987 homes are marked as seen on
Exhibit E-1. 

It appears my house (5005 Pinewood) is marked on Exhibit
E-1 because it is a pre-1987 home. However, in 1990 the
home owner at the time had the footing drain connections
removed from the sanitary system and connected to the
storm system. City of Midland has record of this, of which I
have a copy.

Should Concept 5 move forward, how do I get my house
removed from footing drain disconnections work as
denoted on Exhibit E-1 (since this work is already done)?

Thank you.
John O'Connor

Katie Stracke
inside City Boundary
May 24, 2021,  1:19 PM

Plan 5 adds insult to injury to those who have already paid
to put their homes back together. It does nothing to
address the issue- which is so very clearly the Moorland
Pump Station. Eventually that pump station is going to
need to be upgraded and anything done now without
upgrading it is a waste of time and money.

1 Supporter

Name not shown
inside City Boundary
May 24, 2021,  1:21 PM

Based on other concepts presented to the city how is
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making private property owners pay for changes a solution
to the overall failing water/sewer infrastructure in midland.
Were legacy costs factored into this proposal?  Can the
legacy costs of all options be provided to the public and
residents that concept 5 impacts?  What will be the
ramifications in tax credits we would expect to see for
decreased home values from failing infrastructure and
being forced to go along with concept 5?  What will the
ramifications be in 5,10,20,30+ years be to taxpayers when
an increased pumping station is still required to fix the
issues?

1 Supporter

Name not available
May 24, 2021,  1:35 PM

Alternative 6 is the better option. There really needs to be
an investment of sewer infrastructure in the Moorland
area. Almost every house on that side of town was affected
by the events last May, and to leave it as is would be a slap
in the face to anyone who pays taxes in that area.

Jordan Stracke
inside City Boundary
May 24, 2021,  3:05 PM

Section 1.8.2 states: “Valley Lift Station, Moorland Lift
Station, and Sylvan Pump Station were originally installed
in 1975, 1975, and 1988, respectively. These Priority One
areas are generally older and in need of replacement”. That
is, Moore + Bruggink state very clearly that our lift stations
need to be replaced. Furthermore, the estimated useful life
for the sewage pumps is 20 years (per the proposal).
According to this definition, we are WAY OUTSIDE the
useful life for the current pumps. Choosing any option that
does not improve the pumps is obviously negligent; only
Alternative 4 or Alternative 6 is an acceptable choice.

1 Supporter

Bob Ribble
inside City Boundary
May 24, 2021,  3:43 PM

We have suffered enough with what we went through in
2017 and 2020. Now you want to slam us even more by
even thinking of something insane as Proposal #5. Having

to pay a possible 20k assessment along with tearing up our
streets, lawns and basements is downright cruel. Please do
the right thing and eliminate #5 and vote in #6. Bob Ribble
4605 Oakridge

1 Supporter

Kelsey Carter
inside City Boundary
May 24, 2021,  3:50 PM

I am strongly opposed to the current plan. While I believe
that the current system has serious deficiencies, the
"footing drain disconnection program" does not address
the root cause of the problem. Disconnecting 330 houses
of the 9000+ houses with footing drain systems will place
undue burden on a small group of homeowners for no real
evidence of a benefit. Instead, I urge you to consider
upgrading the capacity of the storm water and sewage and
address the real root cause, even if it costs more.  The
costs should be shared evenly through the whole
community.

1 Supporter

Name not available
May 24, 2021,  3:57 PM

Our home had sewage backup in both 2017 and 2020.  We
attended the public hearings after the 2017 flooding.
Having reviewed this plan, we have the following
comments and questions (note that page numbers refer to
the page numbering within the document, rather than on
the .pdf file):

1.  The document does not provide sufficient information in
multiple areas:
--pp20, under Table 11.  The documents states that "A
significant number of these I&I flows were attributable to
footing drain connections in the Moorland and Whitewood
districts", but does not indicate how this was determined.
You need to provide this information in order for the public
to be fully informed as to how you arrived at your
conclusions and recommendations.  Please provide this
information.
--pp25, Figure 6, is only provided for Alternative/Concept
5.  Why was this same information not provided for
Alternatives 4 and 6, so that the public could see the
impact of those potential plans?  Please provide this
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information.
--pp26, Table 12, does not provide the timelines for the full
project.  What are the projected timelines IF Alternative 5
were to move forward?  Why was this information omitted
from the document?  The public cannot be fully informed
and able to provide informed input without this
information.
--pp27, section 3.3, User costs.  For what period of time
would 'Users' be paying these costs?  Who is included in
the term 'Users'?  All users of the sewage system in the
City of Midland?  Please provide this information in order
to enhance public understanding of their potential costs
for this project.  This section is confusing in light of the
statement on pp18, Section 2.3.5 about Customer Impacts,
which states that "The improvements may also impact
the customers by possibly implementing a rate increase in
order to help pay off the loan incurred. This will be
evaluated by the City."  These two statements in different
parts of the document seem contradictory - please explain
clearly whether there will or will not be user costs, how that
decision would be made, exactly who it will impact, how the
costs would be calculated, and how the public will have
input. 
--pp30, Mitigation  This section does not address
mitigation of damage to private property and to property
values associated with the proposed FDD in Alternative 5.
How will you be mitigating these impacts, which would be
unnecessary under Alternatives 4 and 6?  Why were these
costs not included?  Given that you could pursue
Alternatives 4 and 6 and NOT cause damage to private
property and to property values, why would you not
consider these costs as a part of Alternative 5?  Again, how
can the public be fully informed and responsive in this
hearing if you do not provide full information?
--in Appendix A, Alternative 5, you break-out the FDD
Program into 3 categories.  The differences in these 3
categories, and specifically what they include or how
invasive/damaging they potentially are to private property
is not addressed anywhere in the document.  Please
provide more detailed information on why there are 3
categories, the differences in the three categories, and
how these categorizations were made so that the public
can be fully informed.
--still in Appendix A, Alternative 5.  You listed 'Interior
work", but do not provide any detail on what this
encompasses.  This detail is critical for understanding the
potential impact of this project and being able to provide
comments.
--still in Appendix A, Alternative 5.  If the project includes
damage to landscaping other than 'turf', how will the city
mitigate that damage and cover those costs?  Please

address this likely additional cost.

2.  Overall it feels like you have used cost as your primary
or only factor in your recommendation of Alternative 5.
This alternative does nothing to increase the capacity of
the City of Midland's system.  Based on the information
that was provided in the document, we disagree with your
recommendation of Alternative 5, and feel that Alternative
4 would do more to address the City's issue, and alleviate
the sewage back up issues for so many city residents.
Alternative 5 simply does not make the system capacity
increases that are needed. 

KARL KAMENA
inside City Boundary
May 24, 2021,  3:58 PM

My comments are specific to the Moorland District. I have
recently learned that Option #5 appears to be preferred by
the city. As a homeowner I strongly object to this option
without serious consideration of the other options and
possible other alternatives. If the Concept Draft Plan is
approved it must be with the proviso that no definite plans
for the Moorland District will be approved.
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Public Review - Concept 5 Sewer Improvements Draft Plan

Review and provide input on the City's draft plan for storm and sanitary sewer improvements.


