
Q12	 Is thIs development corporation a state mandate? 
A.	 No} creation of the WMEP Is voluntary. However} the terms and conditions of 

the inter/ocal agreement are subject to approval by the Michigan Strategic Fund 
as staffed by the MEDC. 

Q13	 What are the ((upsides'! lor the WMEP and the real estate desIgnated lorfocus? 
A.	 The designated real estate will be more attractive because of development 

incentives that can be used. These properties will generate more development 
interest than those not subject to the lnterlocal agreement resulting In new 
Investment and Job creation. 

Q14	 What are the "downsideslJ lor the WMEP and the real estate designated? 
A.	 The WMEP will have the ability to approve the use of incentives without the 

approval of the counties or local units of government. Also, real estate may not 
be taxable at full ad valorem for some period of time. However) It is the Intent 
of RPI and Muskegon Area First to receive the consent of any unit of government ) 
where property subject to development Is located. Amarketing and operational 
budget will be prepared and all participating units wl/l be required to contribute 
a modest amount of financial resources to participate in the interlocal 
agreement. 

Q15	 Can the inter/Dcal agreement be changed after approval? 
A.	 The boundaries} designated real estate, ahd composition of the WMEP are all 

subject to amendment. As with other public development corporations} 
processes to factor changing needs or operational models are permitted. 

Q16	 In summary, what Is thIs all about? 
A.	 It Is an unprecedented attempt at lnter/oeal government collaboration to 

advance real estate development and wealth creation In West Michigan. 

Q.17	 III have qUe5tlons, who should Icontact? 
A.	 Your two principal contacts will be: 

Rick Chapla, Vice President, Business Development} The Right Place, fnc" 
(616) 771.0328, or chaplar@rightplace,org 

Ed Garner, President and CEO, Muskegon Area First 
(231) 724-31721 or egarner@muskegon.org 



REQUEST FOR BOARD CONSIDERATION-COUNTY OF MUSKEGON
 
BUDGETED NON-BUDGETED PARTIALLY
 

Ways and Means
 
COMMITTEE 

BUDGETED 
x 

REQUESTOR SIGNATURE
 

Administration
 
REQUESTING DEPARTMENT COMMITTEE DATE 

March 20, 2012 Judith Kef! 

SUMMARY OF REQUEST (GENERAL DESCRIPTION, FINANCING, OTHER OPERATIONAL IMPACT, POSSIBLE
 
AlTERNATIVES)
 

Approval is being requested to award the lead risk assessment and clearance inspection primary
 
contract to Midwest Environmental Services for the HUD Lead Grant and Community Development
 
Block Grant Homeowner Assistance Programs. Risk assessments and clearance inspections can be
 
very time sensitive, costing the two grant programs additional money if the inspections cannot be
 
scheduled and completed with in a short period of time. Clearance inspections must be completed
 
within 2 working days and risk assessments within one working week. The completion of the
 
inspections is contingent on the availability of one or two credential individuals at each company and
 
there are occasions when these individuals may not be available. In addition, the equipment to
 
complete the inspections is quite costly and the equipment maintenance can require that the
 
machines be returned to the manufacturer for services for weeks at a time. We are, therefore,
 
recommending that there be a primary contractor - Midwest Environmental Services and secondary
 
contractors in the following order: 1. Environmental Testing; 2) Micro Air; 3) Analytical Testing; and
 
4. AAA Lead Inspections. Both HUD and the State of Michigan recommend having multiple
 
contractors so the work can proceed regardless of difficulties experienced by anyone contractor. In
 
the event that the primary contractor is not available the reasons for using the secondary contractors
 
will be documented in the grant files.
 

SUGGESTED MOTION (STATE EXACTLY AS IT SHOULD APPEAR IN THE MINUTES) 

I move to award the lead risk assessment and clearance inspections to Midwest Environmental Services as the 
primary contractor with secondary contractors awarded a contract in the event that Midwest Environmental 
Services is not available to perform the work in the following order: 1. Environmental Testing; 2) Micro Air; 3) 
Analytical Testing; and 4. AAA Lead Inspection and to authorize the County Board Chairman to sign the 
contracts. 

'r-----------------------------------------; 
ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYSIS (AS APPLICABLE) 

FINANCE & MANAG iiMENT ANA YSIS: HUMAN RESOURCES ANALYSIS: 

~o~-~~~W'~\ ~ 
CORPORATE COUNSEL ANALYSIS: ADMIN:STRATOR R={OMMENDATION: 

Concur - T. Williams (~vl!~ .. f771t 

PAGE NO. 
LJ rl\ 1"ti(O 3 . 3 \ 

AGENDA NO.: 

Revised 3/13/12 



EVALUATION SUMMARY
 
Lead Risk Assessment & Related Services
 

RFP 12-1957
 

Vendor Evaluation Summary 

Average Rating by Evaluators Midwest 

Environmental 

Environmental 

Testing 
Analytical 
, Testing 

AAALead 
Inspections 

Micro Air 

Consulting 

Responsiveness to the requirements ­
completeness, relevance, conciseness 7.3 7.8 7.5 4.3 2.3 
Understanding ofproject, qualifications, 
expertise wi Fed, State & local 
abatement & rehab projects 

7.8 8 6.5 4 3.8 

Understanding & experience in HUD 
lead test risk assessment protocols 6.8 5.7 4 2.7 2.5 
Experience in conducting similar scope, 
complexity & magnitude projects for 
public 

8 8.3 8.2 5.8 6.8 

Certification & Training 9.3 8.8 9.5 8.7 8.7 

Proposal Total Ranking 39.2 38.6 35.7 25.5 24.1 
Proposal Ranking 1 2 3 4 5 

Price proposal Midwest, 

Environmental 

Environmental 

Testing 

$ 440.00 

$ 275.00 
3 

Lead / Risk Assessment $ 420.00 

$ 290.00 
2 

Clearance 
Price Proposal Ranking 

Vendor Price Summary 

Analytical
 

Testing
 

$ 500.00 

$ 325.00 
4 

Vendor Point Ranking 

AAALead 

Inspections 

$ 600.00 

$ 350.00 
5 

Micro Air
 

Consulting
 

$ 498.00
 

$ 199.00
 
1 

Midwest 

Environmental 

Environmental 

Testing 

Analytical 

Testing 

AAALead 

Inspections 

Micro Air 

Consulting 

Total Low Point Ranking 
proposal Ranking + Price Ranking 

3 5 7 9 6 

~
 



COMMODITY #: 926-58 __BID __ QUOTATION _X_ PROPOSAL 

MUSKEGON COUNTY SUMMARY No. Of Sid3 Em:z,iled ' 117 

NQ. Qf Sids DOwnloaded 37 

RFP 12-1957 No. or Bids Received 4 

RELEASE DATE: 12/26/12 No of No-BIdS RecoiYed 0 

OPENING DATE: 2/15/12 No. or Non·Response 113PRODUCT I SERVICE: Lead Risk Assessment & Related Sercices 

Vendor Name 

Environmental Testing 
38900 W. Huron River Drive 
Romulus, MI48174 

AAA Lead Inspections, Inc 
15 North Park NW 
Grand Rapids, MI 49544 

MicroAir Consulting, LLC 
PO Box 908 
Greenville, Ml 48838 

Midwest Environmental 
3292 Danglwood Court 
Muskegon, Ml 49444 

Analytical Testing & Consult 
14625 Doster Road 
Plainwell, Ml 49080 

Proposal
 
Received
 

Yes
 

Yes
 

Yes
 

Yes
 

Yes
 

Lead I Risk
 
Assessment
 

$440.00 

$600.00 

$498.00 

$420.00 

$500.00 

DEPT: Public Health 

Clearance 

$275.00 

$350.00 

$199.00 

$290.00 

$325.00 

DEPARTMENT Primary: Midwest Environmental BUYER RESPONSIBLE FOR BID Name: Christ"'" Toebe ~
 
RECOMMENDATION: Others as back-up -,
 I 

WITNESS Name: TIna Nash Signature:' .:~~~:::~gATION: Concur RNANCE & MGMT DIRECTOR Name: Heath Kaplan Signature: ~ 
W RESPONSIBLE CONTRACTOR I SUBCONTRACTOR CHECKLIST: N/A 

-C- THIS BID, PROPOSAL OR QUOTATION WAS AWARDED TO: 



PublicHealth Public Health - Muskegon County' 209 E Apple Ave' Muskegon, MI 49442
 
Prevent. Promote. Protect. Main: 231.724.6246' Fax: 231.724.6674 • www.muskegonhealth.net
 

March 7,2012 

To: Christian Toebe, Judith Kell 

From: Victoria Webster, ext. 1259 

Re: Board Recommendation for Lead Risk Assessments and Related Services 

Risk assessments and Clearance Inspections can be very time sensitive, costing the 
program additional money if they inspections cannot be scheduled and completed 
within a short period of time (Clearance Inspections, within 2 working days, Risk 
Assessments are problematic when delays of a week or more occur). 

Because completion of these inspections are contingent on the availability of one or 
two credentialed individuals at each company, and there are occasions when these 
individuals may not be available through no fault of their own, and 

The equipment to complete the inspections is very costly, and the equipment 
maintenance can require the machines be returned to the manufacturer for service 
for weeks at a time, and, 

Hun and the State of Michigan recommend having multiple contractors so the work 
can proceed regardless of difficulties experienced by anyone contractor, therefore 

We recommend contracting with Midwest Environmental as a primary 
contractor for Lead Paint and Risk Assessments. Midwest ranked highest by 
the evaluators, and has the lowest cost for Risk Assessments. They have the 
lowest Total Low Point Ranking (TLPR). 

In the event Midwest is not available to provide a service, or if they are too busy 
to schedule inspections in a time frame that will make compliance with the 
work plan filed with HUD feasible, we recommend allowing for award to the 
other contractors. 

We recommend allowing for scheduling work with the other contractors in 
order of their TLPR, being: 

2) Environmental Testing 
3) Micro Air 
4) Analytical Testing 
5) AAA Lead Inspections 

In the event the primary contractor is not available, the reasons will be documented. 



REQUEST FOR BOARD CONSIDERATION-COUNTY OF MUSKEGON
 
COMMITTEE 
Ways and Means 

BUDGETED 
BUDGETED 

X 

NON-BUDGETED 

0 

PARTIALLY 

0 

REQUESTING DEPARTMENT 
Human Resources 

COMMITTEE DATE 
March 20, 2012 

REQUESTOR SIGNATURE 
D. Groeneveld 

SUMMARY OF REQUEST (GENERAL DESCRIPTION, FINANCING, OTHER OPERATIONAL IMPACT. POSSIBLE ALTERNATIVES) 

The Muskegon County Department of Employment & Training would like to request authorization to have the 
Muskegon County Purchasing Department issue a Request for Proposals (RFP) for a new or existing facility in 
Muskegon and Oceana County locations. This will provide for the combination of services of our contractors 
along with administration staff to better serve the community, streamline our services and become cost 
effective with the elimination of duplicate services. 

SUGGESTED MOTION (STATE EXACTLY AS IT SHOULD APPEAR IN THE MINUTES) 

J move to formally request that Muskegon County issue a Request for Proposals for new buildings/facilities for 
Michigan Works in Muskegon and Oceana Counties. 

ADMINISTRATIVE ANALysrs (AS APPLICABLE) 

FINANCE & MANAGEMENT ANALYSIS: HUMAN RESOURCES ANALYSIS: 

Recommend approval - D. Groeneveld 

a(6~~J f{JL 
CORPORATE COUNSEL ANALYSIS: ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION: 

W¢?ftl+ ..h 

PAGE NO. BOARD Dt;E:. \AGEN~A r:TE;, l IAGEfJDA NO.: l 
d.3 10-) 0 1d-___ rF ry) It.} fJ1-- 3~ ..~ d<~ ld.­

Revised 3f7112 



REQUEST FOR BOARD CONSIDERATION-COUNTY OF MUSKEGON
 
COMMITTEE BUDGETED NON-BUDGETED PARTIALLY 
Ways and Means BUDGETED 

X 0 0 

REQUESTING DEPARTMENT COMMITTEE DATE REQUESTOR SIGNATURE 
D. GroeneveldHuman Resources March 20, 2012 

SUMMARY OF REQUEST (GENERAL DESCRIPTION, FINANCING, OTHER OPERATIONAL IMPACT, POSSIBLE ALTERNATIVES) 

Request authorization to award a contract to Oceana County Economic Development Corporation (OEDC) to 
provide Michigan Works Muskegon/Oceana with workforce intelligence for Oceana County. Specifically, 
OEDC will provide the Muskegon/Oceana Workforce Development Board and DET with a regularly updated 
directory of contacts for Oceana County's employers. Additionally, OEDC will prepare and present an annual 
report that outlines the state of Oceana County's employers and workforce designed to help the 
Muskegon/Oceana Workforce Development Board strategically allocate its available resources. The 
anticipated budget for these services is $4,999.58for a one year contract that may be renewed for up to a total 
of three years based on performance and the availability of funding. 

SUGGESTED MOTION (STATE EXACTLY AS IT SHOULD APPEAR IN THE MINUTES) 

I move to award a contract to the Oceana County Economic Development Corporation in the amount of 
$4,999.58 for one year that may be renewed for up to a total of three years based on performance and the 
availability of funding to provide a regularly updated directory of contacts for Oceana County's employers and 
prepare and present an annual report that outlines the state of Oceana County's employers and workforce to 
the Muskegon/Oceana Workforce Development Board. 

ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYSIS (AS APPLICABLE) 

HUMAN RESOURCES ANALYSIS; FINANCE & MANAGEMENT ANALYSIS: 

Recommend approval - D. Groeneveld 

~{;~~".~J~ 
ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION:CORPORATE COUNSEL ANALYSIS; 

an~~ 

AGENDA DATl; \ AGlE)DA NO.: .. 1 BOARD ~\~E;. .\ IPAGE NO. 
eA m IN (B-- 33~ 00 Id­ (~ INd-.- \~ 

Revised 3f7112 



--

--

- MUSKEGON COUNTY SUMMARY No. of Blds Em3ijed 15 

No. <>f Bids Received 2 

COMMODllY #: 952-39 -- BID QUOTATION _X_ PROPOSAL RFP 12-1943 No. of No-Bic:ls Received 1 

No. of Non·Response 12­

No. ofWeb Bids RecoilVed 0PRODUCT JSERVICE: Oceana County Workforce Intelligence . DEPT: Human ResourcesfDET OPENING DATE: 12-01-11 

Total Cost
 
Vendor Name and Address
 

Proposal 
Of ServicesReceived 

Michigan State AFL CIO 
Human Resources Development 
419 S. Washington Square 
Lansing, MI 48933 Yes $5,000.00 
Oceana County Economic 
Development Corporation 
314 S. State Street 
Hart, MI 49420 Yes $4,999.58 

RECOMMENDATION: Oceana County Economic Development Corp. 
W1TNESS Name: Christian Toebe Signature: 

PURCHASING 
r \ RECOMMENDATION: Concur FINANCE &MGMT DIRECTOR Name: Heath Kaplan Signature: 

........ ~~ A 

/ j/ v --­
~ RESPONSIBLE CONTRACTOR! SUBCONTRACTOR CHECKLIST: N/A 

~ THIS BID. PROPOSAL OR QUOTATION WAS AWARDED TO: v 



R. .SUMMARY 
OCEANA COUNTY WORKFORCE INTELLIGENCE 

RFP 12·1943 

BIDDERS 

Maximum 

Rater 

Rater 1 

Rater 2 

RaterS 

AVERAGE TOTAL 

Score 

100.0 

Michigan State AFL CIO-

Human Resources
 
Development Inc.
 

56.0 

62.5 

67.0 

61.8 

Oceana County Economic
 
Development Corporation
 

74.5 

73.0 

73.0 

73.5 

RECOMMENDATION: Oceana C<lunty Economic Development Corporation COMMENTS: 

w 
-U
 



REQUEST FOR BOARD CONSIDERATION-COUNTY OF MUSKEGON 
COMMITIEE Ways and Means BUDGETED NON-BUDGETED PARTIALLY BUDGETED 

o 0 0 

REQUESTING DEPARTMENT Prosecutor COMMITIEE DATE 3/20/12 REQUESTOR SIGNATURE 
Tony Tague 

SUMMARY OF REQUEST (GENERAL DESCRIPTION, FINANCING, OTHER OPERATIONAL IMPACT, POSSIBLE ALTERNATIVES) 

Due to the recent vacancy in the position of Victim Services Supervisor, N8630 I, and Senior Assistant Prosecutor, 
X49501, a reorganization plan was developed which will create the new position of Prosecutor Administrative Services 
Manager (NX00330, $57,884 - $73,201) and reclassify the Senior Assistant Prosecutor position (NX00421, $70,672 ­
$90, I74) to an Assistant Prosecutor II position (NX00308, $53,770 - $68,630). The Administrative Services Manager will 
oversee the administrative and financial aspects of the Prosecutor's Office in addition to supervising the day-to-day 
operation of the Victim Unit of the Prosecutor's Office. The funding for this new position will be 60% Crime Victims 
Services Grant and 40% General Fund. Currently, the Prosecutor's Office and the Sheriffs Office have a shared position 
which oversees the administrative and financial matters of both offices. The incumbent in that position will be appointed 
to the new position ofProsecutor Administrative Services Manager and the positions ofLaw Enforcement Administrative 
Services Manager and the Victim Services Supervisor wiII be eliminated. This action will require an amendment to the 
FY12 Crime Victims Services grant. An estimated General Fund savings of $55,393 wiII result from the cumulative 
actions ofthis request. 

SUGGESTED MOTION (STATE EXACTLY AS IT SHOULD APPEAR IN THE MINUTES) 

I move to implement the reorganization plan created by the Prosecutor by creating the new position of Administrative 
Services Manager, appointing the incumbent from position X49501 to that position and eliminating the positions ofLaw 
Enforcement Administrative Services Manager and Victim Services Supervisor; to reclassify Senior Assistant Prosecutor, 
X4950I, to an Assistant Prosecutor II position and to fill that position; and to request an amendment to the Crime Victim 
Services grant effective immediately. 

ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYSIS (AS APPLICABLE) 

HUMAN RESOURCES ANALYSIS: FINANCE & MANAGEMENT ANALYSIS: 

Recommended Approval- D. Groeneveld 

CORPORATE COUNSEL ANALYSIS: ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION: 

yz-J! 
tP(~ IflJff 

AGENDA ?ATE: I 
31C)O Id~ 

BOARD DATJ=: 

~~ (6)..,;)-1 Ja~ 
PAGE NO. 

t 

Cf {) 



REQUEST FOR BOARD CONSIDERATION-COUNTY OF MUSKEGON
 
COMMITIEE Ways and Means IBU~GETED NON-BUD~ETED PARTIALLY~UDGETED 

REQUESTING DEPARTMENT Prosecutor ICOMMITIEE DATE 3/20/12 IREQUESTOR SIGNATURE 
Tony Tague 

SUMMARY OF REQUEST (GENERAL DESCRIPTION, FINANCING, OTHER OPERATIONAL IMPACT, POSSIBLE ALTERNATIVES) 

The Prosecutor's Office is requesting approval to submit an application for renewal of the Victims of 
Grime Act Victim Assistant Grant program (VOGA). The Prosecutor's Office has been a VOGA grant 
recipient since 1998. The Fiscal Year 2013 VOCA grant application includes a funding request for a 
full-time Domestic Violence Specialist and operating expenses. The local match requirement is an in­
kind contribution provided by volunteer hours. The period covered by the grant is October 1, 2012 
through September 30,2013. Application is due at the Michigan Department of Community Health 
no later than April 9, 2012. 

SUGGESTED MOTION (STATE EXACTLY AS IT SHOULD APPEAR IN THE MINUTES) 

I move to authorize the Prosecutor to apply for the Fiscal Year 2013 VOCA (Victims of Crime Act) 
grant from the Michigan Department of Community Health, for the purpose of continuing funding 
for the Domestic Violence Specialist and operating expenses and for the Chairman of the Board to 
affix his signature to the certification page. 

ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYSIS (AS APPLICABLE) 

HUMAN RESOURCES ANALYSIS FINANCE & MANAGEME~T ANALYSIS: 

(AIP~)~~~
 

CORPORATE COUNSEL ANALYSIS: ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION: 

~1"vvrf1,1t-

AGENDA DAT~: I I IAGENDA)~.o.: J ~ BOARD DATE: { { I PAGE NO. 
.'~ I~ 111 I cl-~ ~)r YI '~cB.~ 2D ~ d-d- Id--I 

Revised 3/12/12 



REQUEST FOR BOARD CONSIDERATION-COUNTY OF MUSKEGON
 
COMMITIEE Ways & Means IBU~GETED NON.BUD~ETED PARTIALLY:UDGETED 

REqUeSTING DEPARTMENT Publfc Works ICOMMITIEE DATE IREQUESTOR SIGNATURE 
March 20,2012 John Warner 

SUMMARY OF REQUEST (GENERAL DESCRIPTION, FINANCING, OTHER OPERATIONAL lMPACT, POSSIBLE ALTERNATIVES) 

On March 13, 2012, bids were opened for the replacement of the roof at the Pioneer Park lodge 
building (RFB-12-1965). The bid also requested quotes on repair or replacement of the chimneys and 
repair of the rear door to the building. After review of the bids. options and budget; staff is 
recommending award of the project to 0 & D Roofing 4G, LLC. for their bid of $16,150 which includes 
the following items of work: roof the structure, Aluminum facia (All. 4), chink dormer (All. 5); patch door 
(All. 8) and repair chimneys (All. 9). Alternate #1; replace decking; if necessary, will be at $1.45/LF. 
Costs for this work to be paid from Parks fund 2080"0691. 

SUGGESTED MOTION (STAlE EXACTLY AS [T SHOULD APPEAR IN THE MINUTES) 

wI move to award the bid for replacement of the Pioneer Park lodge roof (RFB 12w 1965) to D &D 
Roofing 4G. LLG, for their bid of $ 16,150 plus $1.45/LF for any roof decking found in need of 
replacement with costs being paid from Parks fund 2080~0691. 

ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYSIS (AS APPLICABLE) 

HUMAN RESOURCES ANALYSIS: FINANCE & MANAGEMENT ANALYSIS: 

~(. j~~vt,,--
CORPORATE COUNSEL ANALYSIS: ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATION: 

1 

AGENDADATE~(;=¥)11 d---I AGt)DMo .: lo-{03~3 0 BOARD DATE: 3 I;)} (/~I PAGE NO. 
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Page 2 MUSKEGON COUNTY SUMMARY NO.ofBidsE=U"d as 
No. of Bids OownJ03Clod 22 

COMMODITY #:; 770..Q6, 770-09, no-so _X_ B[D __ QUOTATION __ PROPOSAL RFB 12-1965 No. o(tlio;f$ Rco<livcd 4 

RELEASE DATE: 2/24/12 No. of No-Bid3 RocorJtld 1 

PRODUCT JSERViCE: Roofing & Shingles - Pioneer Pari< DEPT: DPW JParks OPENING DATE: 3/9/12 N<).¢I~S3 

Vendor Name Alternate 6 AJtemate7 Altemate8 AJternate 9 
Replace Door Recycle Patch Door Repair 

ShintlJe Chimneys 
Bob's Roofing Co., Inc. Tear out o[d, rep[ace with new 

N/A $187.00 $1,329.00 $4,715.00 down to roof line. 135 hrs 
Add 

K & R Construction would need additionar 
$850.00 $0.00 $750.00 NJA inspection for chimney 

Statewide Restoration, Inc. 
$3,660.40 $365.00 $1,535.00 $65.65/hr 

Add 20% mark-up 

D & D Roofing 4 G. LlC 
$800.00 $0.00 $200.00 $35.00 

per hour 
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REQUEST FOR BOARD CONSIDERATION-COUNTY OF MUSKEGON
 
BUDGETED NON·BUDGETED PARTIALLY BUDGETED COMMtTIEE 

Ways and Means 8 Il 

COMMITTEE DATE REQUESTING DEPARTMENT SherifflEmergency Services R7QUE~~S,IGNry~ ~~~ 
3--20-12 ,f a'J)l~ ~ {b 

SUMMARY OF REQUEST (GENERAL DESCRIPTION, FINANCING, OTHER OPERATIONAL IMPACT, POSSIBLE ALTERNATIVES) 

The County of Muskegon has signed onto the State of Michigan Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness 
Planning Program Grant Agreement since on or about 1986. The 2012 Grant Agreement is due April 6, 2012. 
The 20% in kind service named in the grant is already budgeted in the Emergency Services' budget. This grant 
agreement will help Muskegon County in meeting its Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA) 
Title III and hazardous materials emergency response plans requirements. The Muskegon County Local 
Emergency Planning Committee (LEPC) Program will receive $2,440.00 if the grant is approved. 

SUGGESTED MOTION (STATE EXACTLY AS IT SHOULD APPEAR IN THE MINUTES) 

Move to accept the State of Michigan Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness Planning 
Program Grant Agreement, between the State of Michigan and the County of Muskegon on behalf 
of the Sheriff DepartmenUEmergency Services, and direct the appropriate staff to sign the 
agreement and appropriate papers. 

ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYSIS (AS APPLICABLE) 

FINANCE & MANAGEMENT ANALYSIS: HUMAN RESOURCES ANALYSIS: 

fbro ~~ 
ADMINISTRATOR RECOMMENDATiON: CORPORATE COUNSEL ANALYSIS: 

Concur - T. Williams 

~ft~* 
IPAGE NO. BOARD DrE: \ ~AGENDAD~6l IA~nyt~·~1 03 ~ (3/C3 ,~- 3 Olci- \ . 

Revised 3/9/12 

~/3
 



State of Michigan
 
2012 Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness
 

Planning Program Grant Agreement
 

October 1J 2011 to September 30,2012 

CFDA Number: 20.703
 
Grant Number: HM-HMP-0228-11-01-00
 

This 2012 Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness Planning Program (HMEP-PP) grant agreement is 
hereby entered into between the Michigan Department of State Police, Emergency Management and Homeland 
Securily Division (hereinafter called the Subgrantor), and the 

COUNTY OF MUSKEGON 
(hereinafter called the Subgrantee) 

I. Purpose 

The purpose of this grant agreement is to provide federal HMEP-PP funds to the subgrantee for the review of new 
Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA), Title III, Section 302, hazardous materials emergency 
response plans, as well as for the updating of previously submitted plans. 

II. Objectives 

The principal objective of this Grant Agreement is to provide financial assistance to first responders (fire, law 
enforcement, emergency medical services, etc.) for allowable costs in the folloWing areas: 

A.	 Provision of assistance to public sector employees through planning grants to states, territories, and Native 
American tribes for emergency response 

B.	 Increase of state, territorial. tribal, and local effectiveness in implementation of the federal Emergency 
Planning and Community Right-to-Know act of 1986 

.C.	 Encouragement of a comprehensive approach to emergency planning by incorporating the unique
 
challenges of response to transportation situations
 

III. Statutory Authority 

Funding for the 2012 HMEP-PP grant is authorized by Federal Hazardous Materials Transportation Law (49 U.S.C. 
Section 5101 et. seq.). The subgrantee agrees to comply with the requirements and regulations of this law. Under 
this law, offerors and transporters of certain types and quantities of hazardous materials, including hazardous 
wastes, are required to file a registration statement with the U.S. Department of Transportation and to pay an 
annual fee. This program began in 1992 and is administered by the Associate Administrator for Hazardous 
Materials Safety, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration (PHMSA). The registration regulations 
are found at 49 CFR 107.601-107.620, located at 
http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_04/49cfr110_04.html. 

The SUbgrantee agrees to comply with all 2012 HMEP-PP program requirements. The Subgrantee also agrees to 
comply with regulations, including, but not limited to the follOWing, as applicable: 

A.	 49 CFR, Parl110 Hazardous Materials Public Sector Training and Planning Grants, located at
 
http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_04/49cfr110_04.html
 

B.	 49 CFR, Part 18, Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements to State 
and Local Governments, located at 
http://www.nhtsa.gov/nhtsa/whatsup/tea21/GrantMan/HTMLl03_DOTComRul_49CFR18.html 
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C.	 2 CFR, Part 225, Cost Principles for Slate, Local, and Indian Tribal Governments (OMS Circular A-87), 
located at http://ecfr.gpoaccess.gov/cgi/UtexUtext-idx?c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowselTitle02/2cfr225_mai.n_02. tpl 
or other applicable cost principals 

D.	 OMS Circular A-133, Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations, located at 
http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/circulars/a133/a133.htmr, which is incorporated by reference into 49 CFR 
Part 18 

E.	 Public Law 107-300, Improper Payments Information Act (lPIA) of 2002, located at
 
http://www.dol.gov/ocfo/mediafregs/IPIA.pdf
 

F.	 49 CFR, Part 20, New Restrictions on Lobbying, located at http://www.dot.gov/osVm60/granU49cfr20.htm 

G.	 Titfe VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, located at http://www.justice.gov/crVabouUcor/coord/tillevistat.php, 
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, and national origin in programs and activities 
receiving federal financial assistance. 

H.	 49 CFR, Part 21, Nondiscrimination in Federally-Assisted Programs of the Department of Transportation ­
Effectuation of the Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, located at 
http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfrwaisdix_02/49cfr21_02.html. 49 CFR, Part 21 is incorporated by 
reference into this grant agreement 

49 CFR, Part 32, Government-wide ReqUirements for Drug-Free Workplace (Financial Assistance), located 
at www.dot.gov/osUM60/granUregs.htm. which implements the reqUirements of Public Law 100-690, Title 
V, Subtitle 0, Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988 

IV. HMEpwpP Award Amount and Restrictions 

A.	 The County of Muskegon is awarded $2440.00 under the 2012 HMEP-PP. 

B.	 This Grant Agreement designates HMEP-PP funds for reimbursement of authorized costs. Grant
 
agreement funds shall not be used for other purposes.
 

C.	 This funding will be awarded as described in Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness Planning 
Grant Instructions FY 2011-12 which is attached to Ihis agreement. This award is dependant upon the level 
of federal funding and may be reduced if federal funding is reduced. Any unused HMEP-PP grant funds 
remaining at the end of the grant year will be used to increase the reimbursement for accepted new SARA 
Titre III plans submitted by participating Local Emergency Planning Committees (LEPCs). The 
Subgrantee's payment per new plan will be recalculated using these funds and the award to the 
SUbgrantee for the number of new plans it submitted will be adjusted. This may affect the match amount 
reqUired for this grant. 

D.	 Based on the Subgrantee's application, a match amount of $610.00 is required. However, the Subgrantee 
must be prepared to match all funds received through this contract (which equates to 25% of any federal 
funds received), as noted in Section III, D of the HazardoUS Materials Emergency Preparedness Planning 
Grant Instructions FY 2011-12, attached to this contract. 

E.	 Title to equipment purchased or fabricated under this award vests in the Subrecipient, except that the 
United States Department of Transportation (US DOT) reserves the right to require the SUbgrantee to 
transfer tiUe to items of equipment to the federal government or to a third party named by US DOT, which 
such a third party is otherwise eligible under exiling statutes. Such transfers are subjects to the standards 
contained in 49 CFR 18.32. 

F.	 The United States Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration (PHMSA) reserves the right to a 
royalty-free, non-exclusive, and irrevocable license to reproduce, publish, or otherwise use, and authorize 
others 10 use, for federal government purposes: 
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VII. Reporting Procedures 

Submit new and updated SARA Title III (Section 302) community hazardous materials emergency response plans, 
and identify which facility plans were updated on the attached "Plan Review Ust" sheet, as stated in the 2012 
application to EMHSD, no later than July 1, 2012. Complete instructions on how and where to submit required 
reports can be found in the Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness Planning Grant Instructions FY 2011 ~ 

2012 (attached). 

If a Support Grant was requested, the lEPC must meet the requirements stated in the attached Hazardous 
Materials Emergency Preparedness Planning Grant Instructions FY 2011~2012, Section IV.B, or forfeit that portion 
of the grant award. 

VIII. Payment Procedures 

Upon receipt, review, and acceptance of all work products and other requirements, as referenced in this contract, 
the Subgrantor will calculate the payment to be made to the SUbgrantee and will forward this information to the 
Subgrantee. See the Hazardous Materials Emergency Preparedness Planning Grant Instructions FY 2011-12 
document attached to this agreement for further information. 

IX, Employment Matters 

Subgrantee shaff comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, the Elliott-larsen Civil Rights 
Act, 1976 PA 453, as amended, MCl 37.2101 et seq., the Persons with Disabilities Civil Rights Act, 1976 PA 220, 
as amended, Mel 37.1101 et seq., and all other federal, state and local fair employment practices and equal 
opportunity laws and covenants that it shaff not discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment, to 
be employed in the performance of this grant agreement, with respect to his or her hire, tenure, terms, conditions, 
or privileges of employment; or any matter directly or indirectly related to employment because of his or her race, 
religion, color, national origin, age, sex, height, weight, marital status, limited English proficiency, or handicap that is 
unrelated to the individual's ability to perform the duties of a particular job or position. SUbgrantee agrees to include 
in every subcontract entered into for the performance of this grant agreement this covenant not to discriminate in 
employment. A breach of this covenant is a material breach of the grant agreement. 

The Subgrantee shall ensure that no subcontractor, manufacturer, or supplier of Subgrantee on this Project 
appears on the Federal Excluded Parties List System, located at www.epls.gov. 

X. Limitation of Liability 

Subgrantor and Subgrantee to this grant agreement agree that each must seek its own legal representative and 
bear its own costs, including judgments, in any litigation that may arise from performance of this contract. It is 
specifically understood and agreed that neither party will indemnify the other party in such litigation. 

This is not to be construed as a waiver of governmental immunity for either party. 

XL Third Parties 

This grant agreement is not intended to make any person or entity, not a party to this grant agreement, a third party 
beneficiary hereof or to confer on a third parly any rights or obligations enforceable in their favor. 
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XII. Grant Agreement Period 

This grant agreement is in full force and effect from October 1, 2011 to September 30, 2012. No costs eligible 
under this grant agreement shall be incurred before the starling date of this grant agreement, except with prior 
written approval. This grant agreement consists of two identical sets, simultaneously executed; each is considered 
an original having identical legal effect. This grant agreement may be terminated by either party by giVing thirty (30) 
days written notice to the other party stating reasons for termination and the effective date, or upon the failure of 
either party to carry out the terms of the grant agreement. Upon any such termination, the Subgrantee agrees to 
return to the SUbgrantor any funds not authorized for use, and the Subgrantor shall have no further obligation to 
reimburse the SUbgrantee. 

XIII, Entire Grant Agreement 

This grant agreement is governed by the laws of the State of Michigan and supersedes all prior agreements, 
documents, and representations between Subgrantor and SUbgrantee, whether expressed, implied, or oral. This 
grant agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties and may not be amended except by written 
instrument executed by both parties prior to the termination date set forth in Section XII above. No party to this 
grant agreement may assign this grant agreement or any of his/her/its rights, interest, or obligations hereunder 
without the prior consent of the other party. Subgrantee agrees to inform Subgrantor in writing immediately of any 
proposed changes of dates, budget, or services indicated in this grant agreement, as well as changes of address or 
personnel affecting this grant agreement. Changes in dates, budget, or services are subject to prior written 
approval of Subgrantor. If any provision of this grant agreement shall be deemed void or unenforceable, the 
remainder of the grant agreement shall remain valid. 

The Subgrantor may suspend or terminate subgrant funding to the SUbgrantee, in whole or in part, or other 
measures may be imposed for any of the following reasons: 
•	 Failure to expend funds in a timely manner consistent with the grant milestones, guidance, and assurances. 
•	 Failure to comply with the requirements or statutory objectives of federal or state law. 
•	 Failure to make satisfactory progress toward the goals or objectives set forth in the subgrant application. 
•	 Failure to follow grant agreement requirements or special conditions. 
•	 Proposal or implementation of substantial plan changes to the extent that, if originally sUbmitted, the project 

would not have been approved for funding. 
•	 Failure to submit required reports. 
•	 Filing of a false certification in the application or other report or document. 
•	 Failure to adequately manage, monitor or direct the grant funding activities of its subrecipients. 

Before taking action, the Subgrantor will prOVide the Subgrantee reasonable notice of intent to impose corrective 
measures and will make every effort to resolve the problem informally. 

XIV. Business Integrity Clause 

The Subgrantor may immediately cancel the grant without further liability to the Subgrantor or its employees if the 
Subgrantee, an officer of the SUbgrantee, or an owner of a 25% or greater share of the Subgrantee is convicted of 
a criminal offense incident to the application for or performance of a state, public, or private grant or subcontract; or 
convicted of a criminal offense, including but not limited to any of the following: embezzlement, theft, forgery, 
bribery, falsification or destruction of records, receiving stolen property, attempting to influence a public employee 
to breach the ethical conduct standards for State of Michigan employees; convicted under state or federal antitrust 
statutes; or convicted of any other criminal offense which, in the sale discretion of the SUbgrantor, reflects on the 
Subgrantee's business integrity. 
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XV. Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) 

Much of the information submitted in the course of applying for funding under this program, or provided in the 
course of grant management activities, may be considered law enforcement-sensitive or otherwise critical to 
national security interests. This may include threat, risk, and needs assessment information; and discussions of 
demographics, transportation, public works, and industrial and public health infrastructures. Therefore, each 
Subgrantee agency Freedom of Information Officer will need to determine what information is to be withheld on a 
case-by-case basis. The Subgrantee should be familiar with the regulations governing Protected Critical 
Infrastructure Information (6 CFR Parl29) and Sensitive Security Information (49 CFR Part 1520), as these 
designations may provide additional protection to certain classes of homeland security information. 



----

HMEP FY 2012 
PLANNING GRANT AGREEMENT 

IN-KIND MATCH 

The County of Muskegon LEPC has been allocated the funding amount specified in the
 
attached grant agreement. Therefore, a local fund match of $610.00 is required.
 

The LEPC agrees to use the following as its in~kind match:
 
(This can be any non-federal money from a government jurisdiction, industry, or other
 
organization represented on the LEPC. Staff paid with EMPG/HSGP funds cannot be
 
used for match.)
 

Please See Attached Budget 

D
 Planning Personnel: -----------:-----:---- _
 
(name) 

whose salary and fringe benefits cost $ per hour, will work approximately 
____ hours on LEPC planning. 

o
 Secretarial:
 
(name of employee or of secretarial service) 

whose salary and fringe benefits cost $ per hour, will work approximately 
hours on LEPC business. 

D Office Space: 
(government jurisdiction or other entity) 

will provide a square foot office located at -:-­
to the LEPC at a cost of $ per square foot. 

_ 

o Mailing: 

will provide $ 
(government jurisdiction or other entity) 

toward LEPC related mailings. 

D Printing: 

will provide $ 
(government jurisdiction or other entity) 

toward LEPC related printing. 

o Other: (Describe) 

of
 




