
WORK SESSION TOPICS  
MAY 13, 2019 

 
1. Sidewalk Snow Removal Report Discussion                        (1 hour)       

   
 

Goal: Discuss information provided in response to November 
12, 2018 motion and provide direction on next steps. 

 
Attachments: 
 

 Report as provided in April 8, 2019 City Commission packet 
 

Potential Questions/Discussion: 
 

1. Any questions on the information provided? 
2. What are the next steps regarding this topic? 

 



COMMISSION LETTER #064-19 
MEETING DATE:  APRIL 8, 2019 

 
TO: MAYOR AND CITY COMMISSION APRIL 3, 2019 

  
FROM: NANCY RIDLEY, CITY MANAGER 
 
SUBJECT: RECEIVE REQUESTED INFORMATION ON SIDEWALK SNOW REMOVAL 
 
The City Commission has held a number of work session discussions, requested various 
research and surveys, and obtained input on sidewalk snow removal options. In 
November 2018 the attached motion requesting specific additional research was 
approved. 
 
The desire to have clear sidewalks is based on an interest in having a walkable City for 
individuals of varying abilities and the desire to utilize the investment in sidewalks year 
round. It is also based on safety, health and wellness, environmental impact, and an 
understanding that “walk scores” have an impact on quality of life, and sometimes on 
business interest in locating in a specific area. 
 
During the various discussions it has become clear that no single option is easy to 
implement or universally agreed upon. 
 
A number of things regarding sidewalk snow removal have become clear: 

• Mt. Pleasant’s current rules and processes are not understood and do not result in 
clear sidewalks throughout the year. 

• Cities approach this issue in a multitude of ways and have varying success in 
meeting a goal of clear sidewalks. There is no one-size-fits-all solution. 

• Cities that have successfully accomplished this tend to have had a community 
standard in place for decades.  

• Snow is actually quite complex. The ability to keep clear sidewalks is impacted 
by when and what kind of snow occurs, temperature, timing, wind, changing 
weather patterns, and how many people walk on these sidewalks before they are 
cleared.  
 

The attached report includes the specific information requested in the November 12 
motion and also incorporates information that has previously been shared with the City 
Commission regarding sidewalk snow removal practices, ordinances, data and options. 
Our goal was to incorporate all of the previous information into one document. The cost 
estimates that are provided are the best estimates we have. We recognize that history 
does not always predict future cost but we used that as a starting point. It’s important to 
recognize that the estimates can be greatly impacted by the number, type and timing 
of snow events.  



No action is expected on this report at the April 8, 2019 meeting. It is provided now 
based on the wording of the November 12 motion.  
 
Due to the volume of information and the number of maps provided, we will have printed 
copies available for each Commissioner Monday night as it may make it easier to review. 
A work session has been tentatively scheduled for the May 13 meeting. If you have 
questions regarding information in the report prior to May 13, please let us know so that 
we can provide additional information to make the work session discussion as productive 
as possible. 
 
Recommended motion: 
No action required. 
 
NJR/ap 
 



Moved by Commissioner Ling and supported by Commissioner Joseph to postpone 
action on changes to Section 98.37 of the City Code until after the presentation of the 
proposed 5 year Capital Improvement Plan in the Spring of 2019 and that a written report 
be included with the Capital Improvement Plan that includes at least the following 
information: 

1. Any legal or practical considerations of adding all multi-family dwellings,
including rooming and boarding houses to the current snow removal ordinance
that mandates sidewalk snow removal for commercial and industrial properties.

2. The financial and practical implications of expanding the current snow removal
service that covers approximately 15 miles of City sidewalks back to 25 miles
within 3 years and then adds 5 miles a year after that with the goal of eventually
covering all or most of the sidewalk in residential areas.

3. An analysis of potential funding sources for either in-house or contracted snow
removal that would consider among other options:
a. Suspending some or all new sidewalk construction for a period of time in

order to cover the costs of purchasing new high efficiency snow removal
equipment.

b. Consolidating the capital improvement expenditures currently used for new
sidewalks, maintenance of sidewalks and pedestrian lighting into a new
“walkability” fund and include sidewalk snow removal as a part of that
fund.

c. Explore other options for funding that might include designating a certain
portion of the capital improvement millage each year toward walkability,
adding a small fee to the water bill to cover sidewalk snow removal,
designating any increased revenue from the local portion of the new medical
marijuana tax to walkability, using part of the general fund/economic
development fund for equipment purchase, an increase in the millage rate or
other possible sources of revenue.

4. A summary of potential resources available to property owners who would
need assistance in shoveling sidewalks if an ordinance requiring snow removal
is adopted and a recommendation on how the City could assist in matching
those resources with property owners in need.  This might involve providing
incentives to neighborhoods or individuals who could assist others in snow
removal.

Moved by Commissioner Kulick and supported by Commissioner Joseph to amend 
the original motion to add:  

Excerpt from Minutes of November 12, 2018



5. City would only plow sidewalks on streets with speeds more than 25 miles per
hour.

AYES:  Commissioners Joseph, Kulick, Ling and Madaj 
NAYS: Commissioners Gillis, LaLonde and Lents 
ABSENT: None 

Motion carried. 

Moved by Commissioner Gillis and supported by Commissioner Joseph to amend 
the original motion as amended by having only two options: 

1. Option for the City to do the sidewalk snow removal; and
2. Option for City residents to do sidewalk snow removal.

AYES: Commissioner Gillis  
NAYS: Commissioners Joseph, Kulick, LaLonde, Lents, Ling and Madaj 
ABSENT: None 

Motion failed. 

The Commission considered the original motion to postpone as amended. 

AYES: Commissioners Gillis, Joseph, LaLonde, Ling and Madaj 
NAYS: Commissioners Kulick and Lents 
ABSENT: None 

Motion carried. 

Moved by Commissioner Kulick and supported by Commissioner Gillis to approve 
the recommendation from the LOCC to increase the pay for both the City Commissioners 
and Mayor effective January 1, 2019.  The City Commission compensation would increase 
from $1,000 to $1,500 per year and the Mayor’s compensation would increase from $1,250 
to $2,000 per year.  Motion unanimously adopted. 

Moved by Vice Mayor Madaj and supported by Commissioner LaLonde to sell the 
GumBuster machine and place funds from the sale into the Principal Shopping District 
fund. 

AYES:  Commissioners Gillis, Joseph, LaLonde, Lents, Ling and Madaj 
NAYS: Commissioner Kulick 
ABSENT: None 

Motion carried. 

Moved by Commissioner Kulick and supported by Vice Mayor Madaj to approve 
resolutions for downtown restructuring as presented. 



INFORMATION IN RESPONSE TO  

NOVEMBER 12, 2018 CITY COMMISSION APPROVED MOTION 

 

1. Any legal or practical considerations of adding all multi-family dwellings, including rooming and 
boarding houses to the current snow removal ordinance that mandates sidewalk snow removal for 
commercial and industrial properties. 

 
Legal considerations 
As long as distinguishing characteristics are articulated, an ordinance may be enacted that would add a 
requirement for multi-family and rooming/boarding houses to clear snow. 
Distinguishing characteristics could be: 
 Current rental licensing ordinance requires clearing of sidewalks within the property already; this 

change extends the requirement to sidewalks adjacent to the property 
 Requirement is to expand the area of clear sidewalks to the potential approach area of the tenants 
 Multi-family and rooming/boarding dwellings are likely to contain more residents than other 

residential properties 
 

Practical considerations 
 May result in a patchwork of clear sidewalks as multi-family and rooming/boarding houses are 

interspersed with other residential units which are not required to clear snow 
 Public information and public understanding of what properties are required to clear sidewalks and 

which aren’t required would increase confusion 
 Enforcement is more challenging because properties are not contiguous and type of dwelling unit must 

be ascertained for enforcement 
 Estimated there are 430 multi-family properties and 210 rooming/boarding properties throughout the 

City 
o With current staffing of two code enforcement officers, enforcement of this requirement on 

640 additional properties will result in less enforcement of other code violations during snow 
events  

 
Option for additional consideration:  
 Because of patchwork impact of where these properties are located, it may not result in good stretches 

of clear sidewalks so the benefit is less likely to outweigh the additional confusion or the enforcement 
cost 

 Suggest instead an option that the requirement be based on zoning district and require CD4 and CD5 
zoning areas to be required to clear sidewalks due to anticipated higher foot traffic counts in these 
zones 

o Would result in approximately 28 miles of sidewalk required to be cleared 
o All sidewalks within CD4 and CD5 Zoning would have same standard resulting in increased 

safety, less public confusion, and easier enforcement  
o See attached map of CD4 and CD5 sidewalks EXHIBIT 1A 
o Would still have an enforcement challenge due to extra miles requiring enforcement 



 Two Code Enforcement officers currently enforce  approximately 10 miles and it takes 
approximately 20 hours per snowfall to complete enforcement 

 To enforce the expanded area of approximately 28 miles with current staff would result 
in  

• Rotating enforcement so that each area of the city “takes a turn” being the first 
area to be enforced 

• Longer time period before full enforcement is complete 
 If added a code enforcement officer to result in faster enforcement and compliance 

• Cost of a full time code enforcement officer is approximately $74,000 
• Because snow enforcement is sporadic and only during part of the year, a full 

time position would allow for a changed approach to code enforcement to be 
more educational/proactive, rather than reactive, all year round 





2.  The financial and practical implications of expanding the current snow removal service that covers 
approximately 15 miles of City sidewalks back to 25 miles within 3 years and then adds 5 miles a year after 
that with the goal of eventually covering all or most of the sidewalk in residential areas. 
 
Locations 
 To get to 25 miles of residential sidewalks recommended for consideration, Exhibit 2A depicts the 

approximate 13 miles of sidewalks that are currently cleared by the Street Department and 
recommends an approximate 12 miles of additional sidewalks to add  

o Recommended expansion of residential sidewalk to plow is based on the following factors: 
 School locations 
 Parks 
 Other assumed high walking areas with attractions (i.e. civic spaces/locations) 
 Where pedestrian lighting exists 
 Contiguous areas, to the extent practical, to maximize efficiency  

 Adding at least 5 miles each subsequent year would get to approximately 46 miles of residential 
(residential is defined as CD3, CD3L and civic zoned areas for this purpose) cleared by the City within 5 
years; Exhibit 2B through 2E reflect the additional miles of sidewalks that would be recommended to 
be added for each of the succeeding 4 years.   Exhibit 2F reflects all 46 miles that would be cleared  by 
the City by year 5 

o Would recommend a review of recommended locations annually as part of the CIP review 
o Please note that many of the civic areas are currently cleared by the Parks Department or by 

the schools.   Any civic areas included in these proposals to be cleared by the Street 
Department are ones that are in the path of what is being cleared for CD3 and CD3L (as it 
makes more sense to keep plowing instead of lifting the plow or snow blower for just one or 
two civic zoned lots within an area) 

 Exhibit 2G depicts the remaining CD3, CD3L and civic zoned sidewalks that currently exist that would 
be considered to be added the succeeding year 

o Please note that since the CIP recommends construction of new sidewalk over the next 6 years,  
the amount needed to be cleared will grow each year 

o A review will be needed to determine which year is appropriate to add the clearing of the newly 
constructed sidewalk based on where it is located 

 
Equipment 
 Currently utilize a large 72 horsepower “trackless” which has both a plow and a snow blower. This 

piece is 17 years old and was budgeted for replacement in 2017 with Motor Pool funds but has been 
held off pending potential changes to snow removal 

o Recommend purchase of the following: 
 Replacement for trackless machine with plow and snow blower ($143,000 estimate) 

Exhibit 2H depicts machine  
 New mini loader with plow and snow blower ($87,000 estimate) Exhibit 2I depicts 

machine  
 Total equipment = $230,000 of which $118,000 has currently been allocated in Motor 

Pool fund 



Note: Plowing of sidewalks would be completed by two existing street department staff 
members.  

 Researched other smaller pieces of equipment with vendors and other units of government but 
determined the horsepower and durability of above two machines make it the most long-term and 
cost effective 

o Parks department purchased a polar track piece of equipment (25 horsepower) in 2018 which is 
used to clear the park trails and sidewalks adjacent to parks or city-owned buildings  

o Coordination with Parks staff could result in the 25 horsepower piece being available at times 
for residential sidewalks 

 Proposed equipment could readily handle up to 35 miles of residential sidewalk; only limitation is 
when staff is available to run the equipment based on clearing of streets, alleys and parking lots  

o In year 4 when mileage is increased to 40 miles, it is likely that another piece of equipment will 
be needed but multiple years of experience with the above recommended equipment will 
confirm the need and help determine the best recommendation as to type of equipment 
depending on the actual performance of each 

 Equipment will only clear snow; does not disperse salt or sand so standard of care would be consistent 
with what is currently done on school routes 

 Decision needed as to how much snowfall warrants having city staff clear;  would recommend a 
general standard of 2-3 inches, depending on type of snow 

 Need to coordinate timing with street clearing to address the problem of blocked ramps at street 
intersections 

 Would be able to clear more sidewalks sooner since would have two pieces of equipment available 
instead of the current one piece, but since clearing more miles, the completion of full clearing may not 
be any sooner.  A timeline for clearing cannot be guaranteed 

 
Potential Annual Cost (for staffing, equipment maintenance and replacement) 
 If assume done on regular time, after streets, and same standard of care as current (no salt/sand); 

based on historical average labor costs and estimates for equipment maintenance and replacement: 
 

o 25 miles =     approximately $34,000 annually 
o Additional 20 miles overs 4 years  approximately $24,000  
o Total cost of 45 miles                            approximately $58,000 annually 

 
Which is an additional $46,000 over current General Fund budget for this activity 

 Does not include estimates for damaged lawns which may require repair in the spring; 
estimate cannot be determined.  

 
Note: actual costs will vary greatly by number, type and timing of snowfalls.  Timeline for clearing 
the sidewalks will vary because existing staff will be completing this activity 

 
 Year 1 to 3 can likely be covered with existing Street Department staff recognizing the opportunity cost 

exists in that other preventive maintenance on other infrastructure will be delayed  
 By year 4 when 40 miles is reached, will need to evaluate the program to determine if additional 

staffing and equipment is needed for the additional miles still to be added 



EXHIBIT 2A



EXHIBIT 2B



EXHIBIT 2C



EXHIBIT 2D



EXHIBIT 2E



EXHIBIT 2F



EXHIBIT 2G



Trackless with snow blower 

Trackless with blade 

EXHIBIT 2H



Mini Loader with snow blower 

Mini Loader with blade 

EXHIBIT 2I



 
3.  An analysis of potential funding sources for either in-house or contracted snow removal that would 

consider among other options: 
a.  Suspending some or all new sidewalk construction for a period of time in order to cover the costs 

of purchasing new high efficiency snow removal equipment. 
 
b.  Consolidating the capital improvement expenditures currently used for new sidewalks, 

maintenance of sidewalks and pedestrian lighting into a new “walkability” fund and include 
sidewalk snow removal as a part of that fund. 

 
c.  Explore other options for funding that might include designating a certain portion of the capital 

improvement millage each year toward walkability, adding a small fee to the water bill to cover 
sidewalk snow removal, designating any increased revenue from the local portion of the new 
medical marihuana tax to walkability, using part of the general fund/economic development fund 
for equipment purchase, an increase in the millage rate or other possible sources of revenue. 

 
Information on items in motion 

a. Sidewalks (new and replacement) are funded by Act 51 funds as it is an allowable use for non-
motorized transportation subject to limits in the law (no more than an average of 10% over 10 
years). 
 Act 51 funds cannot be used for maintenance (clearing) of the sidewalks. 

b. See a. above. Some of the funds for pedestrian lighting could be reallocated or combined as the 
lighting is partially funded by capital improvement funds which the City Commission has 
discretion over. The portion of funding for pedestrian lighting which is special assessed could not 
be reallocated to snow clearing 

c. Adding a small fee to utility bill not recommended as difficulty in identifying properties to add 
fee, proper amount to bill based on uncertainty of costs and concern about fee versus tax. 
Medical marihuana tax not recommended as amount is uncertain, especially in light of 
recreational marijuana approval and impact on taxation.  Enforcement cost for facilities laws are 
still uncertain 

 
Funding Options 
 Equipment Cost = $23,000 

o Based on cost estimates, the equipment could be partially purchased with the current budgeted 
amount for the replacement of the 72 horsepower trackless --- $118,000 is available. The 
remaining need of $112,000 could be funded from Capital Improvement, Economic Initiatives 
Fund, or General Fund balance.   A 2% application for $42,000 was submitted and prioritized; 
awards will be announced in May 

 
 Ongoing General Fund additional operations cost for 45 miles of residential = $46,000 (note that 

$12,000 is already in budget and would continue to cover the full $58,000 cost estimate) 
o Millage increase = 0.10 mills 
o Reallocation from capital improvement = 0.10 mill change so Capital Millage = 1.4 mills 

 Reduce amount spent on pedestrian lighting 



o An allocation from either the General Fund fund balance or the Economic Initiatives Fund could 
be used 
 Note that once the funds are allocated from those two sources, they are not 

replenished so at some point in the future no funding would exist for this ongoing cost 
o Reduction of some other service within the General Fund to allow for a reallocation of $46,000 

of existing budget 
o Funding from the State of Michigan for fire protection services was modified in the 2018 state 

budget and becomes a statutory ongoing funding from the state. These additional funds would 
cover the added general fund ongoing operations costs 
  



 
4.  A summary of potential resources available to property owners who would need assistance in shoveling 

sidewalks if an ordinance requiring snow removal is adopted and a recommendation on how the City 
could assist in matching those resources with property owners in need. This might involve providing 
incentives to neighborhoods or individuals who could assist others in snow removal. 

 
 Contacted the following agencies for information and/or to request if they could help identify “in 

need” individuals and/or administer contract for snow removal for those identified as “in need” 
o Listening Ear, Mt. Pleasant Area Community Foundation, United Way, Commission on Aging, 

Eightcap 
 Eightcap indicated a willingness to consider a contract with the City, which would cover 

their administrative costs for administrating a program to determine “in need” for 
eligibility for assistance 

• Discussion on actual cost of such a contract has not yet been pursued 
• Would also need to identify how much money to set aside each year to assist 

those that are considered “in need” 
 Commission on Aging indicated they have some grant funds available for income 

qualified seniors and 240 people in the 48858 zip code were served in 2018. Didn’t feel 
they had the staff to help administer a program specific for the City to determine 
eligibility or to provide the clearing services 

 Others did not feel they had adequate staffing and did not have suggestions for other 
agencies we had not previously contacted 
  



 

5. City would only plow sidewalks on streets with speeds more than 25 miles per hour. 
 

 Streets in the City with speeds more than 25 miles per hour are: Pickard, Mission, Bradley, High, 
Isabella, Broomfield 

o Approximately 17 total miles of sidewalk (some both sides, others only have on one side) – 
Exhibit 5A depicts sidewalks on these streets 

 Using same assumptions in #2 above, the estimated cost for the City to clear these 17 miles only is 
approximately $24,000, of which $12,000 is already budgeted 

Note: This assumes the City would no longer clear the existing school routes based on the way the 
motion was worded.  If school routes were intended to continue, a recalculation of costs would be 
necessary 

 

 

  



EXHIBIT 5A



Overview Summary 

 
Current Conditions 

• Ordinance requires industrial and commercial businesses to clear sidewalks 
o Enforced on approximately 10 miles generally described as: 

 Pickard from west to east City limits 
 Mission from south to north City limits 
 Broomfield from east of East Campus Drive to just west of Isabella Rd. 
 Main from Pickard to Illinois 
 High from Bradley to the bridge just west of Watson 
 Broadway from the west bridge to Mission 
 The downtown corridor between Mosher and Michigan 

• City Street Department staff clears approximately 13 miles of school routes and sidewalks 
adjacent to city owned property.   Parks staff clears the park trails and sidewalk adjacent to city 
parks and city-owned buildings 

• All other properties are encouraged to clear sidewalks 

 

Options Previously Considered 

• RFP sent to have City pay contractor to clear 44 miles of residential sidewalks 
o No responses were received 
o Information provided indicated  

 Concern with capital investment needed 
 Concern with having appropriate staff on a “as needed” basis 

• Change ordinance to require all properties to clear sidewalks 
o Concerns centered around property owners who are elderly or physically unable to clear 
o Concerns about property owners out of town for periods of time  
o Timely enforcement across 94 miles of sidewalk/pathways would not have been possible with 

two Code Enforcement Officers 

 

Based on November 12 motion and additional research, following options are available: 

• Change ordinance to require CD4 and CD5 zoned properties to clear sidewalks 
o Covers approximately 28 miles of contiguous sidewalks in higher traffic areas 
o Triples enforcement area so timely enforcement may require additional staffing 



o Full time staff cost estimated = $74,000 (which would also allow for more education/proactive 
approach to code enforcement year round) 
 Funding options include millage increase, reduction of capital improvement millage, 

reduction of some other service in the General Fund, allocation of new fire protection 
funding expected 

• City staff clear approximately 45 miles of residential sidewalks (defined as CD3, CD3L and civic zones) 
o Equipment cost = $230,000 (of which $118,000 is funded) 

 Funding options include Capital Improvement Millage, General Fund fund balance, 
Economic Initiatives Fund.  (note a 2% request was submitted but will not be known 
until May) 

o Annual operation cost = $58,000 (of which $12,000 is funded) 
 Funding options include millage increase, reduction of capital improvement millage, 

reduction of some other service in the General Fund, allocation of new fire protection 
funding expected 

o In Year 4 and future, equipment and staffing would need to be evaluated based on actual 
activity and performance.   Any additional cost is uncertain.   

o Important to note that standard of care under these estimated costs is: 
 No salt/sand on sidewalks 
 Sidewalk clearing is done after roads, alleys and parking lots 
 Sidewalk clearing is done at approximately 2-3 inches 
 Timeline for clearing of sidewalks cannot be guaranteed  

a. If want done sooner/quicker, the following options are available 
o Add two staff at an estimated cost of approximately $150,000 (which will 

also increase the amount of infrastructure preventative maintenance that 
can be accomplished throughout the year)  

o If 9 month Parks Maintenance position that was recently approved for a 
trial period has the positive impact expected on park operations and 
maintenance, could fully fund the position as a 12 month full-time 
position in future years and the position could be assigned primarily to 
sidewalk snow clearing during the winter months.  Estimated annual cost 
is approximately $75,000 (nine of the months of the time is likely already 
needed in parks operations assuming the trial period works out well)  

o This staffing configuration could result in some sidewalks getting cleared 
sooner; would just need to coordinate with street clearing to ensure 
second passes are not needed 

b. Prioritize sidewalks over streets or parking lots 
• City staff clear sidewalks only on streets with mph > 25 

o Would clear 17 miles of sidewalk on higher speed streets, most of which are not in residential 
areas 

o Approximate annual cost is $24,000, of which $12,000 is currently funded 



ATTACHMENT A 

ORDINANCE INFORMATION 

 

1. Current Ordinance (Section 98.37) 
 

2. Proposed ordinance considered Fall 2018 requiring all 
property owners to clear snow 
 

3. City of Saline Ordinance (as a sample) 
 

4. Phone survey summary from select communities 
  



9/20/2018 CHAPTER 98: STREETS AND SIDEWALKS xx

Print

Mount Pleasant, Michigan City Code

§ 98.37  SNOW AND ICE REMOVAL FROM SIDEWALKS.

(A) (1)   Every person, partnership or corporation in charge or in control of any commercial or industrial
building or commercial or industrial lot of land within the city fronting or abutting on a paved sidewalk,
whether its owner, tenant, occupant, lessee, or otherwise, shall remove and clear away or cause to be
removed and cleared away, snow and ice from a patch of at least 48 inches in width from so much of said
sidewalk as is in front of or abuts on said building or lot of land.

(2) Except as provided in division (B) hereof, snow and ice shall be so removed from sidewalks in all
business districts within the city by 18 hours after the cessation of fall and accumulation of snow, sleet or
freezing rain, with the exception of Sundays and holidays. Holidays to be defined as Thanksgiving Day,
Christmas Day, and New Year's Day. The exclusion of Sundays and holidays applies only if the subsidence
of snow storm occurs after 4:00 p.m. the previous day, in which case sidewalks must be cleaned by 12:00
p.m. (noon) the day following a Sunday or a holiday.

(B) In the event snow and ice on a sidewalk have become so hard that it cannot be removed without
likelihood of damage to the sidewalk, the person or entity charged with its removal shall, within the time
mentioned in division (A) hereof, cause enough sand or other abrasive to be put on the sidewalk to make
travel thereon reasonably safe; and shall then, as soon thereafter as weather permits, cause a path in said
sidewalk of at least 48 inches in width to be thoroughly cleaned.

(C) If the sidewalks covered in this section are not cleared within the time limits set above, the property
or business owner will be issued a civil infraction ticket. After the receipt of a civil infraction ticket, the
property or business owner will have a 24-hour period to comply with the requirements of this section.

(D) If the property or business owner fails to clear the sidewalks after the 24-hour period following the
issuance of a civil infraction ticket, the DPW crews  are authorized  to clear the walk.  The cost to clear the
walk will be charged to the property owner at a fee to be set by resolution of the Commission.

(Ord. 773, passed 8-28-95; Am. Ord. 781, passed 12-18-95; Am. Ord. 793, passed 11-11-96)  Penalty, see §
98.99



CITY COMMISSION 
CITY OF MOUNT PLEASANT 

Isabella County, Michigan 

Commissioner _______________, supported by Commissioner _______________, moved adoption of 
the following ordinance: 

ORDINANCE NO. ____ 
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND SECTION 98.37 OF THE MOUNT PLEASANT CITY 
CODE REGARDING SNOW AND ICE REMOVAL 

The City of Mount Pleasant Ordains:  
Section 1.  Amendment.  Section 98.37 of the Mount Pleasant City Code is amended to read as follows: 

§ 98.37  SNOW AND ICE REMOVAL FROM SIDEWALKS.
(A) (1)   All building and land owners (collectively referred to as “owners”) are responsible to

remove snow and ice from the sidewalk that fronts or abuts the building or land or as may extend to an 
adjoining road. 

(2) Owners must remove snow and ice from the sidewalk within the timeframes listed in this
section, which are based on the cessation of snow and ice as determined by the Department of Public 
Safety Director or his or her designee in accordance with information from the National Weather Service.  

(3) For commercial or industrial buildings or properties, as defined and classified by the general
property tax act, 1983 PA 206, except as provided in division (B) hereof, owners shall remove snow and 
ice from sidewalks within the city by 18 hours after the cessation of fall and accumulation of snow, sleet, 
or freezing rain. In the event of continuous snow, sleet, or freezing rain, sidewalks shall be cleared at 
least every 48 hours. 

(i) If the snow and ice accumulation occurs after 4:00 p.m. on a Saturday or the day before a
holiday (defined as Thanksgiving Day, Christmas Day, and New Year's Day), the owner shall remove the 
snow and ice from sidewalks by 12:00 p.m. on the day following the Sunday or holiday. 

(4) For residential properties, as defined and classified by the general property tax act, 1983 PA
206, except as provided in division (B) hereof, owners shall remove snow and ice from sidewalks within 
the city by 48 hours after the cessation of fall and accumulation of snow, sleet, or freezing rain. In the 
event of continuous snow, sleet, or freezing rain, sidewalks shall be cleared at least every 72 hours. 

(B) In the event snow and ice on a sidewalk have become so hard that it cannot be removed
without likelihood of damage to the sidewalk, the owner shall, within the time mentioned in division (A) 
hereof, cause enough sand or other abrasive to be put on the sidewalk to make travel thereon reasonably 
safe; and shall then, as soon thereafter as weather permits, thoroughly clear the snow and ice from the 
sidewalk. 

(C) If the sidewalks covered in this section are not cleared within the time limits set above, a civil
fraction shall be issued in accordance with section 98.99 of the code. 

(D) In addition to or in the alternative to pursuing a civil infraction violation, the City Manager or the
City Manager’s designee is also authorized to formally notice, in writing, any violations of this section. 

(1) Said notice will require the owner to remove snow and ice in accordance with this section
within 24 hours after receipt. The notice shall be addressed to the last-known owner as shown on the 
city’s tax assessment records, and it shall be hand delivered to the owner or sent by first-class mail and 
posted upon the premises. If the notice is not hand delivered, it shall be deemed received two business 
days after mailing and posting on the premises. 

(2) If the owner fails to comply with the notice, then the city may remove or may cause the snow
and ice to be so removed at the owner’s expense. The city shall send the owner an invoice for such work 
at an amount set by resolution of the Commission. The invoice shall inform the recipient of the right to 
request a hearing before the Department of Public Works Director (provided the Department of Public 



Works Director was not involved in issuing the notice) within 15 days of the issuance of the bill. At the 
hearing, the recipient shall have the opportunity to show cause as to why he or she should not be held 
financially responsible for the cost of the work. 

(3) Any unpaid invoices issued under division (2) shall be added to the owner’s next regular tax
bill from the city. Where the full amount due the city is not paid and the tax bill becomes delinquent, the 
City Manager shall cause to be recorded in the Treasurer’s office of the city a sworn statement, showing 
the cost and expense incurred for the work, and the date, place, or property on which the work was done, 
and the recordation of such sworn statement shall constitute a lien on the property, and shall remain in 
full force and effect for the amount due in principal and interest in the amount of 1% per month since the 
work was performed, plus the costs of court, if any, for collection until final payment has been made. The 
costs and expenses shall be collected in the manner fixed by law for the collection of taxes. Sworn 
statements recorded in accordance with the provisions hereof shall be prima facie evidence that all legal 
formalities have been complied with and that the work has been properly and satisfactorily done, and 
shall be full notice that the amount of the principal plus interest constitutes a charge against the property 
designated or described in the statement and is due and collectable as provided by law.   

(E) Notwithstanding the above, the city shall not issue formal notices under division (D) or
prosecute civil infractions under division (C) of this section against residential properties until November 
1, 2019. The city may issue educational violation notices to persons in violation of that division prior to 
that date as a means of informing and educating such persons about its requirements.  

Section 2.  Publication and Effective Date.  The City Clerk shall cause to be published a notice of 
adoption of this ordinance within 10 days of the date of its adoption.  This ordinance shall take effect 30 
days after its adoption. 

YEAS: Commissioner(s) 

NAYS: Commissioner(s) 

ABSTAIN: Commissioner(s) 

ABSENT: Commissioner(s) 

CERTIFICATION 

As the City Clerk of the City of Mount Pleasant, Isabella County, Michigan, I certify this is a true and 
complete copy of an ordinance adopted by the Mount Pleasant City Commission at a regular meeting 
held on __________, 2018. 

Date:  ____________, 2018 Allison Quast-Lents, Mayor 

Date:  ____________, 2018 Jeremy Howard, City Clerk 

Introduced: _______________, 2018 
Adopted: _______________, 2018 
Published: _______________, 2018 
Effective: __________________,  2018 
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CITY OF SALINE 
WASHTENAW COUNTY, MICHIGAN 

ORDINANCE NO. 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND SECTIONS 74-236, 74-237, AND 74-241 OF THE CODE 
OF ORDINANCES, CITY OF SALINE, MICHIGAN, TO REGULATE SNOW 
CLEARANCE FROM SIDEWALKS '· 

The City of Saline Ordains: 

Section 1. Amendment. Sections 74-236 and 74-237 of the Code of Ordinances, City of Saline, 
Michigan, are amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 74-236. Definitions. 

The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this article, shall have the meanings ascribed 
to them in this section, except where the context clearly indicates a different meaning: 

(a) Easily walkable path means a path encompassing the full width of the sidewalk or, if the sidewalk 
exceeds 42 inches in width, a path of at least 42 inches. 

(b) Issuance of the notice means any of the following events: 

(1) The posting of the notice on the premises, in conjunction with the mailing of the notice to the 
responsible party's last known address; 

(2) The responsible party's receipt of the notice by email, as indicated in a notification of receipt; 

(3) Personal delivery of the notice to the responsible party; 

(4) The responsible party's receipt of the notice by certified U.S. mail, as indicated in a 
notification of receipt; or 

(5) The reading of the notice to the responsible party over the phone 

(c) Property owner means a person who holds record title to a parcel of real estate. 

(d) Responsible party generally means the property owner, except that: 

(1) A tenant or other person shall be the responsible party (in addition to the property owner) 
upon expressly assuming responsibility in a written contract with the property owner; and 

(2) The manager of a business shall be a responsible party (in addition to the property owner) 
with respect to the property on which the business is situated. For purposes of this section, 
the term "manager" means the individual that exercises the most control over the day-to-day 
operations of the business on the property. 

(e) Roadway means that portion of a street or highway improved, designed, or ordinarily used for 
vehicular travel, exclusive of the berm or shoulder. 

(f) Sidewalk means that portion of a street between the curblines, or the lateral lines of a roadway, 
and the adjacent property lines intended for the use of pedestrians. 

(g) Street or highway means the entire width between the boundary lines of every way publicly 
maintained when any part thereof is open to the use of the public for purposes of vehicular travel. 

Sec. 74-237. Snow and ice to be removed from sidewalks. 

(a) Clearance required. The responsible party for each private property in the city that abuts a public 
sidewalk shall remove snow and ice from such sidewalk so as to create an easily walkable path, 
within 24 hours after the cessation of any fall of snow, sleet or freezing rain. 

(b) Municipal civil infraction. A responsible party that violates this section shall responsible for a 
municipal civil infraction. Each day that the prohibited condition continues shall be a separate 



offense. For single-family residences, the first offense in each winter season shall be punished 
by a fine of $25, the second offense shall be punished by a fine of $100, and each offense 
thereafter shall be punished by a fine of $200. For all properties other than single-family 
residences, the first offense in each winter season shall be punished by a fine of $100, the 
second offense shall be punished by a fine of $250, and each offense thereafter shall be 
pu·nished by a fine of $500. The city also reserves the right to seek a court order authorizing city 
personnel to clear the snow and ice from the abutting sidewalk at the responsible party's 
expense, with the cost of performing the work being a lien on the property. 

(c} Removal notice. In addition or in the alternative to pursuing a municipal civil infraction violation, 
the city may issue a notice to the responsible party stating that the city plans to remove snow or 
ice from the sidewalk, so as to create an easily walkable path, at the responsible party's expense 
if the responsible party fails to do so within 24 hours of the issuance. The notice shall state the 
name of the individual or entity that the city considers to be the responsible party. In cases where 
the property appears to be vacant, the city shall make reasonable efforts to notify the responsible 
party by expedient means other than posting the notice on the property (i.e. telephone or email, if 
reasonably available). The city shall also use expedient means of providing notice in cases 
where the responsible party has specifically requested that it do so by providing a telephone 
number or email address to the city superintendent. 

(d) Recovery of costs. If the responsible property fails to remove the snow or ice from the sidewalk, 
so as to create an easily walkable path, within 24 hours of the issuance of the notice, the city may 
cause the snow or ice to be removed and the responsible party for a fee in an amount established 
by the city council from time to time. The city reserves the bill the responsible party for the actual 
cost of performing the work (instead of the otherwise applicable fee) in cases where the cost of 
the work are unusually high due to the size of the property, severity of the conditions, etc. The bill 
shall inform the recipient of the right to request a hearing before the city superintendent (or, if the 
superintendent was involved in issuing the removal notice, the city manager}, within 15 days of 
the issuance of the bill, to show cause as to why the person receiving the bill should not be held 
financially responsible for the cost of the work. 

Section 2. Repeal. Section 74-241 of the City of Saline Code of Ordinances is repealed. 

Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 10 days after its publication. 

YEAS: 

NAYS: 

ABSTAIN: 

ABSENT: 

CERTIFICATION 

This true and complete copy of Ordinance No. __ was declared adopted at a Regular Meeting 
of the Saline City Council held on---~ 2015. 

Brian Marl, Mayor 

Terri Royal, City Clerk 

Adopted: ----~2015 
Published: ----~·2015 
Effective: ----~2015 
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THE CITY OF

 MT. PLEASANT, MICHIGAN

CITY HALL 

320 W. Broadway  48858‐2447 
(989) 779‐5300

(989) 773‐4691 fax 

PUBLIC SAFETY 

804 E. High  48858‐3595 
(989) 779‐5100

(989) 773‐4020 fax 

PUBLIC WORKS 

1303 N. Franklin  48858‐4682 
(989) 779‐5400

(989) 772‐6250 fax 

To: Nancy Ridley, City Manager  September 14, 2017 

From: John Zang, Director DPW 

Subject:  Sidewalk Snow Removal Research 

The City Commission requested Staff to research the sidewalk snow removal policies of 
three cities:   Battle Creek, Ferndale and Oak Park.  Two additional cities, Saline and Royal 
Oak, also were contacted. 

The results are summarized in the attached chart.  The effectiveness, or amount of 
compliance, were estimated percentages given by the respective city’s DPW representative. 
The intent of the survey was not to compare ordinance language, but rather determine the 
compliance efforts of the selected cities.  None of the cities routinely cleared snow from 
residential sidewalks using DPW staff or equipment.  All of the cities had some sidewalks, 
generally those adjacent to City property, cleared by City staff. 



Sidewalk Snow Removal Policies 

City 
POP 

 2016) City Plowing Ordinance 

Who is 
responsible 
for removal 
of snow? Time Frame for Removal Effectiveness

Means of 
Enforcement Penalty

Battle Creek 51,534 

Street Dept. crew of 25 
plows downtown 
sidewalks, parks and 
cemetery 
Work completed within  
3-4 days of snow event

Yes 

Property 
owners, 

occupants, 
tenants, 
lessees 

Snow that accumulates overnight 
by 12:00 noon the next day 
Snow that has fallen or drifted 
during the day removed before 
12:00 noon the following day 

50-70%
Code 

Enforcement 
team of 6 

First offense $25 fine; second 
offense $50; third offense 
$100 fine  
Per Ordinance, City crews 
can clear commercial 
properties and send bill to 
premises 

Ferndale 20,099 

City crews plow streets, 
fire routes, sidewalks 
and crosswalks, public 
parking and municipal 
lots 

Yes 

Property 
owners and 
tenants of 
rental units 

Within 24-hours of the first 
accumulation 
Snow that accumulates overnight 
must be cleaned by noon the 
next day 

80% for 
homeowners; 

25-30% for
rental

properties 

Code 
Enforcement 

team of 3 
Door hangar to 

clean within 
24-hours

City contractor will clean and 
homeowner billed; Volunteer 
list available (residents make 
own arrangements) 
Ordinance mainly targeted at 
businesses and vacant 
homes owned by banks 

Oak Park 29,645 

City crews plow streets 
and intersections, shovel 
sidewalks around city 
property, parks and 
playgrounds 

Yes Resident 

If snowfall stops during day, 
within 12 hours 
If snowfall stops during nighttime 
hours, by 6pm the next day 

General 
compliance 

Code 
Enforcement 

team of 5; door 
hangar 

Seasonal City employees 
shovel and homeowners 
invoiced for work + Admin fee 
(can be added to taxes if bill 
unpaid) 

Royal Oak 59,006 
Street Dept. plows CBD, 
parks, and intersections 
at schools 

Ordinance repealed 
2-3 years ago
Street Dept. could 
not do the work and 
Code unable to 
enforce. 

n/a n/a n/a None n/a

Saline 9,151 Roadways Yes 

Property and 
business 
owners, 

tenants of 
rental units 

In business districts, within four 
hours of snow stoppage or 
beginning of business hours next 
day, whichever is shorter, and 
within 24-hours everywhere else 

Senior citizens that require 
assistance are encouraged to 
contact the local senior center or 
a list of volunteers or contractors. 

$25 fine first offense; $50 for 
second offense within one 
year; $100 third and 
subsequent offenses within 
one year.   
City may clear sidewalks and 
bill property owners minimum 
of $75 per visit to clear 
sidewalk and $30 per visit to 
treat ice. These costs are in 
addition of civil infraction 
tickets. 



Summary of Phone Survey 
Regarding Snow Removal 

City Miles of Sidewalk Ordinance? Penalty Enforcement 
Big Rapids 56 Required 12 hours 

after accumulation 
MCI $25-$500 Not always enforced; City will often 

plow certain “problem areas” 
Cadillac 53 Required MCI Not enforced; City plows 
Midland 350 No N/A 66 miles of “school route” cleared by 

the City 
Kalamazoo ? Required Misdemeanor up 

to $500 and up 
to 90 days jail 

Not enforced 

Bay City ? Required 24 hours 
after accumulation 

? Main Street enforced after 24 hours; 
others only enforced on complaint 

basis after 48 hours 



ATTACHMENT B 

DATA 

 

1. Commercial/Industrial enforcement stats 
 

2. Historical amount spent on snow/ice removal 
Note: Does not include airport snow removal OR costs in 
Parks-Public Spaces for time spent on City-Owned 
property 

  



Snow Removal Correction Notices numbers: 

For Commercial/Industrial Properties: 

• November 2018-Feb 2019 - 76 Correction Notices with 2 officers
• Issued 24 citations for failure to comply

• November 2017-April 2018 - 33 Correction Notices with 2 officers
• Issued 7 citations for failure to comply, including city staff clearing one property

• November 2016 -April 2017 - 100 Correction Notices with 2 officers (one officer was on medical
leave for much of the time) 

• Compliance was achieved from the correction notice- no penalties occurred and no
properties had to be cleared by City staff

• November 2015 -April 2016 -  82 Correction Notices with 3 officers (one officer was new at the
time) 

• Compliance was achieved from the correction notice -no penalties occurred and no
properties had to be cleared by City staff



03/25/2019 REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE REPORT FOR CITY OF MT PLEASANT

BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE
AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF

GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION 12/31/2009 12/31/2010 12/31/2011 12/31/2012 12/31/2013 12/31/2014 12/31/2015 12/31/2016 12/31/2017 12/31/2018 3/25/2019

Fund 101 - GENERAL
Dept 442.400 - SCHOOL ROUTE SNOWPLOWING
101-442.400-702.000 SALARIES 367.50 465.37 1,536.73 95.55 1,633.95 4,320.69 3,754.55 1,716.99 1,452.75 2,170.98 1,780.81
101-442.400-709.000 OVERTIME 354.29 459.64 989.59 0.00 280.70 210.22 91.55 436.06 0.00 0.00 0.00
101-442.400-709.100 DOUBLE TIME 0.00 117.80 0.00 0.00 0.00 189.00 0.00 45.52 0.00 0.00 0.00
101-442.400-715.000 SOCIAL SECURITY TAX 53.62 76.21 188.33 7.03 140.81 350.79 283.86 162.48 107.62 163.64 132.03
101-442.400-716.000 HOSPITAL INSURANCE 221.59 294.10 770.13 36.07 415.04 1,118.22 1,305.98 505.61 329.25 541.06 447.98
101-442.400-716.200 LIFE INSURANCE 6.54 3.24 7.27 0.00 5.60 29.00 4.19 9.20 4.09 2.09 6.72
101-442.400-717.000 WORKERS COMPENSATION 32.92 36.22 65.45 0.54 40.72 163.31 122.80 70.28 56.10 71.81 64.75
101-442.400-718.000 MERS RETIREMENT CONTRIBUTION 73.68 123.98 313.76 13.36 298.58 782.30 654.79 360.09 259.35 415.72 348.14
101-442.400-718.200 DEFERRED COMPENSATION 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.89 31.55 27.25
101-442.400-725.000 UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION 10.22 3.74 11.01 0.06 23.50 49.52 41.74 0.70 0.44 0.72 2.11
101-442.400-740.000 SUPPLIES 0.00 0.00 17.68 0.00 0.00 31.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
101-442.400-740.100 FUEL COST 235.81 163.22 427.82 133.12 448.23 957.55 220.44 204.46 130.34 135.72 78.16
101-442.400-940.000 EQUIPMENT RENTAL 1,232.07 1,170.58 2,907.76 1,592.05 7,065.33 15,311.02 5,752.10 5,774.91 2,728.25 4,360.20 2,502.50
Net - Dept 442.400 - SCHOOL ROUTE SNOWPLOWING (2,588.24) (2,914.10) (7,235.53) (1,877.78) (10,352.46) (23,512.62) (12,232.00) (9,286.30) (5,078.08) (7,893.49) (5,390.45)

Fund 202 - MAJOR STREETS 
Dept 478.000 - SNOW & ICE CONTROL
202-478.000-702.000 SALARIES 7,830.64 8,958.99 11,771.91 14,767.91 18,130.84 17,740.33 19,238.65 19,331.13 14,400.17 14,559.09 15,500.79
202-478.000-703.000 ENGINEERING SALARIES 1,963.50 788.24 2,338.25 684.36 1,037.67 1,604.12 2,603.18 1,630.35 125.31 0.00 0.00
202-478.000-709.000 OVERTIME 4,932.01 4,070.15 6,933.49 2,315.90 3,714.94 2,455.39 972.43 2,305.37 1,538.77 390.95 3,447.98
202-478.000-709.100 DOUBLE TIME 3,618.76 1,036.75 219.10 712.27 1,683.13 2,507.35 821.49 1,277.69 0.00 85.52 65.10
202-478.000-715.000 SOCIAL SECURITY TAX 1,368.19 1,097.12 1,582.95 1,363.82 1,825.80 1,807.17 1,755.51 1,814.38 1,191.52 3,747.91 2,657.14
202-478.000-716.000 HOSPITAL INSURANCE 5,159.16 4,296.72 6,994.06 5,926.71 5,644.07 7,193.62 6,619.03 7,306.00 4,339.26 13,225.16 11,652.49
202-478.000-716.200 LIFE INSURANCE 106.47 64.69 102.72 85.89 108.19 120.89 105.35 127.18 69.78 174.13 132.87
202-478.000-717.000 WORKERS COMPENSATION 683.44 540.55 575.21 503.46 651.92 815.02 731.87 836.39 613.72 673.36 713.57
202-478.000-718.000 MERS RETIREMENT CONTRIBUTION 2,078.95 1,800.69 2,752.52 2,629.87 3,815.53 4,092.12 4,140.40 4,259.86 2,831.11 9,785.06 7,049.86
202-478.000-718.200 DEFERRED COMPENSATION 19.43 7.89 23.41 6.84 10.38 16.03 26.75 23.08 9.59 35.20 217.98
202-478.000-723.000 PAID TIME OFF 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 84,935.17 17,046.53
202-478.000-725.000 UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION 202.25 94.18 112.73 8.62 275.24 230.52 180.20 9.69 6.19 4.87 43.24
202-478.000-740.000 SUPPLIES 13,766.47 18,450.51 14,653.62 29,060.29 20,428.33 14,922.75 22,758.60 57,967.79 12,880.35 12,320.24 15,050.07
202-478.000-740.100 FUEL COST 4,893.63 2,952.63 5,107.27 3,568.38 6,722.78 7,009.00 3,376.75 3,071.42 2,492.16 3,175.53 1,801.39
202-478.000-801.000 CONTRACTED SERVICES 1,863.96 3,034.88 9,102.57 1,563.14 7,789.56 4,779.30 7,425.87 8,375.38 3,120.04 2,856.72 8,814.52
202-478.000-920.000 UTILITIES 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 14.53 8.04 0.00 0.00
202-478.000-940.000 EQUIPMENT RENTAL 28,223.35 22,973.78 29,473.95 24,153.08 49,600.31 43,919.20 42,371.34 54,574.64 56,014.33 57,536.73 36,038.45
Net - Dept 478.000 - SNOW & ICE CONTROL (76,710.21) (70,167.77) (91,743.76) (87,350.54) (121,438.69) (109,212.81) (113,127.42) (162,924.88) (99,640.34) (203,505.64) (120,231.98)

Fund 203 - LOCAL STREETS 
Dept 478.000 - SNOW & ICE CONTROL
203-478.000-702.000 SALARIES 10,888.04 11,691.00 15,318.98 17,721.91 19,040.60 19,807.39 22,134.90 20,187.20 17,235.10 15,775.92 12,888.53
203-478.000-703.000 ENGINEERING SALARIES 1,809.64 1,292.52 2,224.18 684.36 1,037.67 1,604.12 2,121.85 1,630.35 125.31 0.00 0.00
203-478.000-709.000 OVERTIME 2,305.78 2,469.80 3,164.84 2,072.82 3,218.04 1,841.83 290.92 1,436.11 643.54 133.57 1,718.62
203-478.000-709.100 DOUBLE TIME 4,855.66 1,159.25 0.00 699.98 2,512.81 2,042.42 390.45 794.53 0.00 299.32 65.10



BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE BALANCE
AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF AS OF

GL NUMBER DESCRIPTION 12/31/2009 12/31/2010 12/31/2011 12/31/2012 12/31/2013 12/31/2014 12/31/2015 12/31/2016 12/31/2017 12/31/2018 3/25/2019
203-478.000-715.000 SOCIAL SECURITY TAX 1,482.32 1,229.10 1,541.00 1,565.48 1,914.74 1,879.12 1,852.59 1,778.21 1,335.29 1,185.12 1,080.24
203-478.000-716.000 HOSPITAL INSURANCE 5,431.85 4,570.54 6,999.27 6,804.15 5,853.85 7,795.62 6,890.67 6,865.66 4,844.89 5,476.69 4,870.40
203-478.000-716.200 LIFE INSURANCE 105.90 61.06 85.90 84.19 97.26 113.12 109.13 113.74 75.51 68.95 54.18
203-478.000-717.000 WORKERS COMPENSATION 759.18 621.81 607.61 575.68 640.49 882.94 793.25 846.18 694.18 582.03 504.96
203-478.000-718.000 MERS RETIREMENT CONTRIBUTION 2,193.28 2,028.17 2,678.22 3,007.44 4,020.10 4,256.33 4,318.37 4,158.35 3,171.11 3,082.01 2,868.46
203-478.000-718.200 DEFERRED COMPENSATION 17.78 12.88 22.23 6.85 10.37 16.03 21.92 23.05 6.33 17.66 103.23
203-478.000-725.000 UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION 222.00 100.49 115.66 9.70 281.69 248.73 202.05 9.33 6.86 5.48 17.44
203-478.000-740.000 SUPPLIES 11,687.74 16,782.83 11,868.16 30,617.72 20,546.96 14,735.84 21,344.22 53,551.41 12,141.65 11,796.33 14,152.86
203-478.000-740.100 FUEL COST 5,616.16 3,566.22 5,705.36 4,620.24 6,781.53 7,417.33 3,677.48 3,140.21 2,774.18 3,025.93 1,361.72
203-478.000-801.000 CONTRACTED SERVICES 150.00 0.00 337.50 0.00 64.77 65.27 59.29 100.62 56.79 336.73 31.40
203-478.000-920.000 UTILITIES 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 14.53 8.04 0.00 0.00
203-478.000-940.000 EQUIPMENT RENTAL 21,262.17 27,450.80 31,381.88 29,555.14 48,464.80 44,732.99 44,793.14 54,814.82 59,480.11 58,664.10 26,817.25
Net - Dept 478.000 - SNOW & ICE CONTROL (68,787.50) (73,036.47) (82,050.79) (98,025.66) (114,485.68) (107,439.08) (109,000.23) (149,464.30) (102,598.89) (100,449.84) (66,534.39)

Fund 203 - LOCAL STREETS :

Fund 231 - DOWNTOWN SPECIAL ASSESSMENT
Dept 546.300 - PARKING LOT MAINTENANCE (Includes summer maintenance also)
231-546.300-702.000 SALARIES 1,592.67 3,184.58 2,523.32 1,243.14 2,076.34 3,023.42 2,054.75 3,173.60 2,647.64 1,748.83 1,300.18
231-546.300-703.000 ENGINEERING SALARIES 505.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 416.99 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
231-546.300-709.000 OVERTIME 1,707.95 1,981.93 2,138.48 299.83 692.20 479.59 280.78 1,005.13 170.91 54.64 1,237.83
231-546.300-709.100 DOUBLE TIME 1,136.76 471.20 101.30 19.37 193.70 232.44 0.00 256.56 0.00 0.00 0.00
231-546.300-715.000 SOCIAL SECURITY TAX 369.02 420.41 353.66 114.97 220.08 307.67 171.97 328.18 206.77 134.62 190.55
231-546.300-716.000 HOSPITAL INSURANCE 1,395.46 1,467.76 1,452.40 534.57 733.04 1,530.24 608.84 1,344.96 823.12 455.40 500.67
231-546.300-716.200 LIFE INSURANCE 28.54 23.05 23.27 5.40 7.98 22.36 6.97 22.99 19.19 7.50 7.15
231-546.300-717.000 WORKERS COMPENSATION 162.36 185.19 128.03 40.01 66.42 135.87 69.14 142.56 107.34 69.73 75.83
231-546.300-718.000 MERS RETIREMENT CONTRIBUTION 540.68 649.98 592.08 219.94 457.78 703.18 395.43 731.42 479.37 344.99 496.19
231-546.300-718.200 DEFERRED COMPENSATION 5.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.17 0.00 0.00 1.27 10.03 15.37
231-546.300-725.000 UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION 46.63 12.98 16.51 0.43 31.58 32.51 21.26 1.70 0.72 0.24 2.87
231-546.300-740.000 SUPPLIES 2,099.42 2,376.84 3,417.90 2,291.79 2,151.44 2,140.01 1,406.14 7,064.13 1,329.16 1,711.80 1,531.34
231-546.300-740.100 FUEL COST 1,191.05 1,029.99 1,648.48 479.06 1,017.61 1,285.98 576.97 800.77 397.88 357.72 292.91
231-546.300-801.000 CONTRACTED SERVICES 10,057.63 3,034.87 11,232.53 7,538.08 0.00 1,726.87 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
231-546.300-801.100 CONTRACT SVC - SNOW REMOVAL 0.00 5,047.98 0.00 0.00 12,624.76 8,034.31 14,266.57 17,387.25 10,563.25 9,431.50 8,783.13
231-546.300-801.200 CONTRACT SVC - SIGN REPAIR 0.00 1,088.80 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 895.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
231-546.300-801.300 CONTRACT SVC - LOT STRIPING 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,488.36 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
231-546.300-920.000 UTILITIES 18,824.85 25,011.88 25,928.74 19,532.57 18,815.96 17,062.71 19,427.64 364.78 0.00 0.00 0.00
231-546.300-940.000 EQUIPMENT RENTAL 5,805.87 7,086.55 6,381.29 3,201.23 7,538.53 7,854.25 7,045.34 10,733.13 4,259.26 3,488.25 1,955.75
231-546.300-965.500 CONTRIB TO GENERAL FUND OVERHEA 1,364.10 1,592.22 1,678.14 1,065.61 1,429.06 1,349.78 1,389.95 1,327.56 1,890.00 2,790.00 0.00
Net - Dept 546.300 - PARKING LOT MAINTENANCE (46,834.03) (54,666.21) (57,616.13) (36,586.00) (49,544.84) (46,342.35) (47,721.75) (45,579.72) (22,895.88) (20,605.25) (16,389.77)



ATTACHMENT C 

GUIDELINES USED 

 

1. Parameter/guidelines for snow/ice removal depicts order 
and general information on amount of time needed 
 

2. Details on sidewalk snow removal on school routes 
  



PARAMETERS FOR SNOW/ICE 
Salting/Sanding 

During regular work hours: based on Street Superintendent’s decision. 

Non work hours: Street Superintendent observation or from Police Department recommendation 
based on the conditions 

Note: 

 Effectiveness of salt is dependent on temperature
 It takes 6 trucks 8 hours to salt the entire city streets and city parking lots (dependent on traffic

conditions)
 During non-work hours a smaller crew may be called in to salt/sand major intersections and hill

areas only

Plowing 

During regular work hours: based on Street Superintendent’s decision. 

Non work hours: Call in for overtime only when snow accumulation exceeds 4 inches or when Street 
Superintendent or Police Department recommend based on conditions (generally wait longer than 4 
inches if it is still snowing, but judgement is used) 

Note: 

 Actual decisions on plowing are based on anticipated duration of the storm, temperature
conditions, wind conditions, time of day the storm begins and is expected to end (it is more of
an art than a specific science and judgment must be used)

 It takes 6 trucks 7-8 hours to plow 4-7 inches of lighter snow from all city streets
 It takes 7-8 hours for downtown and city parking lots (dependent on traffic conditions and type

of snow) using 2 loaders, 2 backhoes, and contracted trucking

Order for plowing: (Street Department) 

1. Major Streets with plow trucks while front end loaders, backhoes and contract haulers are
simultaneously doing downtown streets (plowed to center and intersections [piles])

2. Local streets with plow trucks (with cul-de-sacs piled) while front end leaders, backhoes and
contract haulers are simultaneously hauling snow out of Central Business District (CBD)

3. Alleys
4. Designated sidewalks (often are started while alleys are still being completed)
5. Second clean-up of CBD (along gutters, generally the following day between 4 a.m. and 8 a.m.)
6. Miscellaneous clean-up of intersections and cul-de-sacs



Special note regarding Downtown when less than 3 inches (depending on the type of snow): 
• Plow trucks plow out on-street angle parking and windrow snow to the middle of the

streets along Broadway and Main
• Trucks salt the windrow and traffic will dissipate it down
• If snow windrows are large, they are pushed to intersections to be loaded out
• Parking lots are salted and entrances bladed out. Parking lot driving lanes maybe plowed

out and left in lot corners to be loaded out by Street Department when time allows

Order for plowing: (Parks Department) 

1. Public Safety building parking lots and sidewalks
2. City Hall parking lots and sidewalks
3. City Parks roads, parking lots and sidewalks
4. Sidewalks adjacent to City Parks
5. Cemetery roads
6. City Riverwalk trails bridges and decks



Current Snow Clearing of Non-Park Sidewalks 

• Currently done after streets are clear
• Takes one person approximately full day if using plow
• Takes one person 3-4 days if using blower (for deep snow, very wet snow,

or if higher banks exist)
• Do not clear to pavement
• Do not apply salt or any de-icer
• Sometimes have to repair lawn in spring if extensive damage



ATTACHMENT D 

MAPS 

 

1. Map of current sidewalks cleared by City Staff 
 

2. Map of all current 94 miles of sidewalks and trails 
(summarized miles by zoning district in legend) 
  



The map below highlights the sidewalks within Mt. Pleasant 
that are cleared by City staff during the winter months. The
routes were created in coordination with Mt. Pleasant Public 
Schools to include the sidewalks used most frequently by 
students walking to and from school bus stops. 

• In residential areas, residents are encouraged but not
required to clear sidewalks of ice and snow.
• In business districts, commercial property owners are
required by ordinance to clear sidewalks within 18 hours after
winter weather ceases.

Map Description: Reminders: 

Sidewalk Snow Plow Locations





ATTACHMENT E 

WRITTEN PUBLIC INPUT RECIEVED 

 

1. Information gathered from December 2016 to 
September 2018 and provided in the September 24, 2018 
City Commission agenda packet 
 

2. Written input received since October 2018 
  



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Hiar, Dani 
Ung, Kathy 
Snow removal on sidewalks in residential neighborhoods 
Wednesday, December 14, 2016 4:45:54 PM 

Dear City Commissioners and others, 
My name is Dr. Dani Hiar, and I am a 14-year resident of the city of Mount Pleasant. I enjoy this 
city, my neighborhood, and the environment here. While not everything is I 00% perfect, I think we 
do a pretty good job of having a city to be proud of. Having said that, I do have one issue that has 
bothered me for most of my residency here. Sidewalks and the snowfall. I live on the northwest side 
(Bradley and Pickard area) and it's a wonderful neighborhood to be active in ... whether it's cycling, 
running, or walking my dogs, I have always felt comfortable and safe doing so, well, until the winter 
hits. I have always wondered why there is no residential requirement for snow removal of sidewalks 
when I know there are lots of avid runners in our city, many folks walking their dogs and kids, etc., 
that need to use the sidewalks. It's not safe for me to have to move to the street walking my dogs 
(especially when it gets so dark this time of year) because a sidewalk has become unpassable due to 
ice and snow build-up. 

I am asking as a citizen to consider changing the ordinance or re-imagining how we keep Mt. 
Pleasant outdoors people active when the snow is dragging us down. 

Thank you for your time and consideration, I look forward to any feedback on how we can move 
forward together. 

Sincerely, 
Dr. DaniHiar 

Dani Hiar, Ed.D. 

Associate Director for Leadership Programming 

Bovee University Center 201 

Central Michigan University 

Mount Pleasant, Ml 48859 

P: 989-774-2570 I E: hiar1 dm@cmich.edu 

www.cmich.edu 



From: doug downhour [icychill_fan@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 22, 2016 6:27 PM 
To: Ling, Kathy; Lents, Allison; Gillis, Lori; Holton, Jim; Kulick, Tony; Madaj, Nicholas; Verleger, Mike 
Subject: snow removal 

To all, It is my understanding that the city Commission is considering a possible snow removal ordinance. I live on 
the corner of Stockman and Broomfield Roads. The other day we had a plow come down our street(Stockman) for a 
second pass which resulted in damage to our mailbox(which no one has looked at despite my request) and snow 
thrown to within 3 feet of the house. There was no reason for a second pass as the street was in good condition; esp 
one at high speed. Why is our Public Works dept. doing that? Another issue to consider is sidewalk shoveling. 
Many individuals have a very small sidewalk area to cover and it is easy for them to remove it although many do 
not. We, as the result of rezoning that was done many years ago to benefit developers(my father strongly opposed 
it), have a very long sidewalk on the Broomfield side of the property that is very difficult to clear as you feel the full 
force of the wind and the snow is so packed down by students going back and forth to make it like trying to move 
concrete. Fortunately, a developer who owns a number of apartments west ofus does plow the sidewalk to get the 
bulk of snow off the walk before it gets too packed down. We appreciate Dave Lapham doing that. A developer to 
the east ofus nor the renters who are involved with the house next to West Campus Drive never do anything with 
the snow on the walk and it makes for very tough going. His next door neighbor does do what he can to remove 
snow on his section of the walk. The concrete there is in such bad condition that it makes snow removal very 
difficult. People should be given the benefit of the doubt ifa genuine attempt to move snow is made. Any 
ordinance should be aimed at those who never do anything. I think it is fairly well known who many of them are. 
According to www.geoengineeringwatch.org<bUp·//www,g:eoengineeringwatch org/> our Air Force is doing 
chemical experiments in the atmosphere that have resulted in us getting more humid weather and storms that feature 
heavy, wet snow as opposed to the powdery type. The evidence is visible to the naked eye almost every day. Thus, 
especially for senior citizens, moving that stuff is hard and many of them live on a fixed income. That also needs to 
be taken into account. With ice storms one has to hope the temps get above freezing otheiwise it cannot be removed 
until we get a sunny day or warm temps. Some might say put salt on it. If you have a small area to clear that would 
be easy. Someone with the area we have to clear would prove to have difficulty due to cost. A one size fits all idea 
does not fit this city. It is all I can do to clear my driveway and the mailbox area so my Mom can get her mail. 
Given we are on the comer we get more snow plowed in our drive than anyone else on the street. One other item 
of concern here and Mr Kulick is probably the one who could address it since he was involved in the redesign of 
Broomfield Road. We who live on Stockman Road would like to be able to make a left turn from East bound 
Broomfield onto Stockman without having to stop for the same stoplight twice and to avoid the dangerous Michigan 
left which puts us in the crosshairs of those turning right from the Towers lot who just fly out of there and those who 
use those left turn cuts as entry and exit to the 7-11 parking lot. It does happen contrary to what you might hear. 
We were told at the time that no one would get a direct on-off entrance exit to Broomfield when it was redesigned. 
It turns out that was not true. The 7-11 has one or at least it is used that way and the CMU ballfields have one as 
well. We on Stockman got nothing. We get to drive way out of our way, waste gas, and risk getting drilled by 
drivers coming in all directions I drive over a mile out of my way to avoid the dangerous Michigan left. I, nor my 
neighbors should have to do that It would take very little to construct a left turn cut so we could do that ; save 
people time, and be far safer than the current setup. The problem there at the comer of West Campus and 
Broomfield has always been the delayed signal.(West Bound has the green and east bound is red for a period of 
time) That is the main reason we had all the wrecks and near misses. Distracted driving due to not realizing it is a 
delayed signal also contributes. Those ofus who live here have always known this but none ofus were asked 
anything when this plan was approved. I trust the above will be helpful in your planning. Doug Downhour Mt. 
Pleasant resident 



Pritchard, Addie 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Dear Ms. Ridley, 

Eric Chercover <echercover@gmail.com> 
Monday, April 24, 2017 11:42 AM 
city manager 
multiple issues 

1 will be attending tonight's meeting at 7pm but can only stay until 7:45. Therefore I thought I would voice my views on 
several issues: 

1. I support the reaffirmation of Mt. Pleasant's Human Rights Ordinance.

2. I support the establishment of a snow shoveling ordinance.

3. I support safe and responsible outdoor burning of wood within city limits, including the use offire pits and food
smokers.

Thank you very much for your consideration. 

Best Regards, 

Eric Chercover 
318 E. Cherry St. 
Mt. Pleasant, Ml 48858 
(989)772-1842
echercover@gmail.com



Pritchard. Addie 

From: Haley, Alicia K <haleyla@cmich.edu> 
Sent: Monday, April 24, 2017 1:49 PM 

To: city 'l'anager 

Subject: Hum~s:ights Ordinance 

Good afternoon- ) 
I am writing to you today to encourage you to affirm our cur~ Auman Rights Ordinance. It was the 
appropriate thing to do in the past and it is even ore rele_y,ant today. Our city belongs to everyone, not just 
white rich men. Thank you for listening, Alicia ,.,,,.,-

Pritchard. Addie 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Karp, Xantha Elethea <karplx@cmich.edu> 
Monday, April 24, 2017 1:46 PM 
city manager 

City Commission Issues 

Dear City Manager and City Commissioners: 

I will be unable to attend tonight's meeting. Therefore I thought I would voice my views on several issues: 

1. I strongly support the reaffirmation of Mt. Pleasant's Human Rights Ordinance. Equal protection for all 
residents and prohibitions against discrimination are fundamental rights that must be upheld. 

2. I support the establishment of a snow shoveling ordinance. I typically commute on foot and icy sidewalks are 
a real problem during the winter. 

3. I support safe and responsible outdoor burning of wood within city limits, including the use of fire pits and 
food smokers. 

Thank you very much for your consideration. 

Best Regards, 

XanthaKarp 
318 E. Cherry St. 
Mt. Pleasant, MI 48858 
(989)772-1842 



Pritchard, Addie 

I 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

. .... -.. -.-.- --- - .. , L.·------·- . ,.;.-.: .. : ... 

Elizabeth Meadows <elizabeth.a.meadows@yahoo.com> 

Monday, April 24, 2017 3:42 PM 
city manager 
human rights ordinance and snow shoveling 

Hi. I am writing with comments on two items to be addressed in tonight's meeting. 

. .. ~: ------ --- .... - . 

The first is the human rights ordinance. To be honest, I don't really understand why this is even being 
debated again. I think it was clear when it was first discussed why many of us were for it, and why 
some people were against it, and I was very pleased when the city commission unanimously 
approved it. My support of th is position remains, and my argument to those who would oppose it also 
remains: it is certainly their right to feel however they would like, but it is no more okay to 
discriminate in business/housing/etc because you object (whether religiously or otherwise) to 
someone's sexuality or gender identity/expression than because you object to their religion, or to their 
ethnicity. And I am pleased that Mt Pleasant recognizes this. 

Second, the issue of snow removal. I am strongly in favor of requiring property owners to clear their 
sidewalks for the good of the community. It is very frustrating to me to have to walk in the street 
when I encounter long areas of sidewalk that are not passable due to snow and ice. It's even more of 
an issue for those who have mobility problems of any sort, and I encourage the commission to require . 
such sidewalk clearing. 

Thank you. 

- Elizabeth Meadows 
315 E May St, Mt Pleasant 
989-773-7022 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hello City Manager! 

Gmail <funkymonkeybass@gmail.com> 
Saturday, August 26, 2017 1:20 AM 
city manager 
Snow removal 

I hear there is an upcoming City Commissioners meeting and you will be discussing snow removal from sidewalks. I was 
wondering if this is an ok way to express my opinion. 

I would like the city to enact an ordinance that requires all property owners to clear their sidewalks. Something similar 
to the removal for businesses in the downtown district. I would also like it strictly enforced. 

Thanks in advance. 

Chad Hill 
City Resident 

Sent from Chad's iPhone 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Good afternoon, 

Gairaud, Autumn Elise <gairalae@cmich.edu> 
Friday, August 25, 2017 4:03 PM 
city manager 
Sidewalk Snow Removal 

I'm a student at CMU who lives off campus and also is deeply passionate about the ways that localities can be 
either actively helpful, actively harmful, or bystanders in the way policies (or lack-thereof) affect the most 
vulnerable in their community- those living in poverty. Because of this, I find the issue of sidewalk snow 
removal to be of huge importance to address. 

As a student whom cannot afford a car and walks everywhere around Mount Pleasant I know the frustrations 
and struggles of trying to get to work, class, the grocery store, etc. after heavy snowfall, I can only imagine the 
burden this must bare on community members living in poverty who face these same frustrations and also 
have families of their own to support. 

I am in support of addressing the issue and specifically enacting an ordinance that requires all property owners 
to clear their sidewalks. It is my understanding that violations could be reported on our the City Link 
application to hold those who do not comply accountable. It is also my understanding that this kind of 
ordinance is common in most urban areas in Michigan, and would also be the most cost effective for the city's 
budget. 

Thank you for your time, 
Autumn Gairaud 

C 
CENTRAL M!Cfl!G/IN 

UNIVERSITY 

Autumn Gairaud 
Public Administration/Women's Studies 
CMU Office of LGBTQ+ Services I Intern 
Students Advocating Gender Equality I Co-President 
CMU College Democrats I Communications Director 
Isabella County Democratic Party I Intern 

gaira1ae@cmich.edu I autumngairaud@gmail.com 
she/her/hers I tel: (248) 238-6013 
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Subject: FW: Opposition To Any Residential Snow Removal Ordinance 

From: James Dening <jim.dening@charter.net> 
Sent: Thursday, September 28, 2017 12:06:47 AM 
To: Ling, Kathy 
Subject: Opposition To Any Residential Snow Removal Ordinance 

Dear Mayor Ling, 

I'm "agin"' it! 

I have lived at the same address in Mount Pleasant for more than 47 years, and have tried to keep 
the city sidewalk in front of my house shoveled. The sidewalk is sunken below grade and even 
though I try to shovel it after snowfall, it remains a hazard because the sidewalk is below grade 
and the water melts and then freezes and becomes a glare ice condition, like Bob Cratchit and Tiny 
Tim slide along in "A Christmas Carol". So shoveling doesn't help much. I'm 77 years old now 
and it becomes more difficult each year to keep up with the shoveling. Most neighborhood kids 
can't be bothered coming around and helping -- too menial a task, I guess. 

I didn't ask for a city sidewalk to be constructed on my side of the street. It is kind of a political 
decision, I think, as to which property owners get the "blessing" of a city sidewalk. My mother-in
law lived on Fessenden Street and was relieved to hear the sidewalk there would be south 
side. Suddenly, that decision was reversed somehow by DPW and it was constructed past her 
house on the north side to her chagrin and disappointment. What I'm saying is that property 
owners don't always have a choice about getting a sidewalk in front of their home. The City 
decides, so why should they be forced into shoveling a sidewalk they may not have wanted in the 
first place? 

So please, don't support a residential shoveling ordinance. If the city wants residential sidewalks 
shoveled, the city should do it like they clear the streets. Consider the elderly homeowners who 
may not be able to shovel the city sidewalk in front of their residence. Don't enact any kind of 
ordinance or "encouragement resolution" that will place an onus on homeowners that don't shovel, 
either. Ambulance-chasing lawyers with "slip-and-fall lawsuits" are waiting in the wings to go 
after homeowners that don't or can't shovel as it is. Don't make things worse! 

I certainly would not object to an increase in property tax to support the additional cost of city
cleared residential sidewalks. 

Sincerely, 

Jim 

1 



James W. Dening 
303 West Grand Avenue 
Mount Pleasant, MI 48858-2021 

Phone: 989.772.5343 (Land Line) 
iPhone: 989.444.9851 (Mobile) 
E-mail: Tim.Dening@charter.net 
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Subject: FW: Snow Removal 

From: Bruce Kilmer [mailto:bkilmer101@aol.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 2, 2017 9:24 AM 

To: Ling, Kathy <kling@mt-pleasant.org>; Lents, Allison <alents@mt-pleasant.org>; Gillis, Lori <lgillis@mt-pleasant.org>; 
Holton, Jim <jholton@mt-pleasant.org>; Kulick, Tony <tkulick@mt-pleasant.org>; Verleger, Mike <mverleger@mt
pleasant.org>; Madaj, Nicholas <nmadaj@mt-pleasant.org> 
Cc: Ridley, Nancy <NRIDLEY@mt-pleasant.org> 
Subject: Snow Removal 

Commissioners, 

I believe an ordinance requiring residents to shovel their walks will be a nightmare to enforce. 

What would be the definition of "cleared"? 

How will you enforce this for hundreds and hundreds of homes? 

What if an older person, fearing a ticket, has a heart attack shoveling? 

When does a snow storm stop? When does the time start to determine if the walk is cleared in time? 

What about ice on top of snow that cannot be easily removed? 

I urge you to find another means for clearing sidewalks. 

Bruce Kilmer 
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Subject: FW: Snow Removal Ordinance 

From: Bruce Kilmer [mailto:bkilmer101@aol.com) 
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2018 11:55 AM 
To: Ling, Kathy <kling@mt-pleasant.org>; Lents, Allison <alents@mt-pleasant.org>; Gillis, Lori <lgillis@mt-pleasant.org>; 
Kulick, Tony <tkulick@mt-pleasant.org>; Madaj, Nicholas <nmadaj@mt-pleasant.org>; Ridley, Nancy <NRIDLEY@mt
pleasant.org>; Joseph, William <wioseph@mt-pleasant.org>; Lalonde, Kristin <klalonde@mt-pleasant.org> 
Subject: Snow Removal Ordinance 

Commissioners and City Manager, 

I have several concerns about a snow removal ordinance requiring residents to shovel their sidewalks (really, the city's 
sidewalks) after a snowfall. 

First of all, such an ordinance will be very difficult to enforce. There will be questions about the measuring of snowfall, 
when a snowfall begins and ends, and ice accumulation. 

Such an ordinance will be a special burden on those who cannot shovel their walks due to their health, age, etc. Also, 
those who cannot shovel their walks themselves may not be able to afford to hire someone to do it for them. I can see an 
elderly person trying to comply with the ordinance and having a heart attack or stroke. 

If you are intent on having the snow removed, then I recommend you hire it done for everyone. If that is too costly, then 
stay with the current ordinance. 

The idea of having everyone shovel their walks is not realistic, is fraught with problems, dangers, and liability! 

I urge you not to adopt such an ordinance. 

Respectfully, 

Bruce Kilmer 

1 



Communication received via voicemail regarding Sidewalk Snow Shoveling from city resident 

Nancy Porter-421 N. Kinney Street 

Comment/thought on sidewalk snow shoveling. I am 71 years old and can shovel up to 4 inches 

but more than that I can't. I live on a fixed budget and can't afford to pay for a service. Thought 

maybe a boy scout troop could do it as community service or charge a small fee and residents 

can sign up through the City. 



Dear City Commissioner's, 

I am writing regarding the news article revealing that the City is possibly removing the plowing of the sidewalks. 

The City put the miles of sidewalks in, during the installation of so many miles of sidewalks the issue of maintenance 
must have been addressed. As we live in Michigan and it snows every year and the sidewalks belong to the City. The 
sidewalks need to be maintained by the City. 

The City sidewalks being cleared efficiently has been handled well until last year's snowfall, it was not done well and 
many streets were dangerous. It should be all sidewalks need to be safe, NOT just the ones nears the Schools. Anyone 
who walks in the City needs to have a safe path. Old and young alike. 

The Commission's statements the it is too expensive is irrelevant, it costs what it costs to keep the sidewalks clear and it 
should be budgeted every year as it is always going to snow. If the Commissioners are aware it is difficult to staff, they 

need to be fixing that issue, not refusing to plow the sidewalks. 

I am fortunate that the person who clears my drive also clears my sidewalk for a fee, but a neighbor who is wheelchair 
active only, has no way to have her sidewalk cleared unless the City does it. Another neighbor walks with her walker to 
down town every day, it would be unfair for her to have to stay in, because the City didn't make her walk way safe. 

Sidewalks were a priority when they were installed at many property owners dismay. Property owners were told they 
must install sidewalks for the safety of all residents. Safety is still a priority for the city of Mount Pleasant and the 
responsibility to care for the sidewalks must be on the city because that is the only way to ensure a through path for 
residents. Most Residents do not have the equipment to maintain sidewalks properly. Unplowed sidewalks are 
impassible and therefore a huge safety concern, especially if they have time to ice over. There is a timeliness to 
plowing and it is much safer if the sidewalk is all plowed at the same time so the path is even. 

Our Postal Workers need a safe pathway as well. All the delivery workers deserve a safe passage. 

The City Commission should make sure the city is safe and user friendly. There are ways to fund the snow removal and it 
needs to be investigated and utilized prior to the first snow fall. There are many who need to complete Community 
Service hours, could this be utilized perhaps? The Isabella County Jail Inmate Trustees clear the Counties properties 
could they also be utilized by the City? If a grant is an option that needs to be followed through. 

Ms. Ridley is quoted as saying there is "equipment" needing to be purchased. When equipment needs replaced or 
revamped it needs to be done, it should not be used as an excuse to NOT keep the sidewalks safe. 

The tax base in Mt Pleasant expects part of our taxes be used to keep the City safe, that includes the City Sidewalks. 

If the Commission chooses to NOT keep the sidewalks clear and safe, it is basically choosing to have Mt Pleasant be 
UNSAFE, INACCESSIBLE, UNCLEAN and liable. If there is any accidents occurring because this Commission chooses to 

create an unsafe environment then the Commissioner's should be held responsible. 

The sidewalks were added over many years and now there is miles of them and it is the responsibility of the City to 

maintain them. 

Sincerely,~ 

Carolynn Anderson 

CC Central Michigan Newspapers 



Subject: FW: proposed snow removal ordinance 

From: doug downhour <icychill fan@yahoo.com> 
Date: August 16, 2018 at 11:52:28 AM EDT 
To: "alents@mt-pleasant.org" <alents@mt-pleasant.org>, "nmadai@mt-pleasant.org" <nmadai@mt
pleasant.org>, "lgillis@mt-pleasant.org" <lgillis@mt-pleasant.org>, ''wioseph@mt-pleasant.org" 
<wioseph@mt-pleasant.org>, "tkulick@mt-pleasant.org" <tkulick@mt-pleasant.org>, Kathy Ling <kling@mt-
pleasant.org>, "klalonde@mt-pleasant.org" <klalonde@mt-pleasant.org> ' 
Subject: proposed snow removal ordinance 

To all, I saw in the Morning Sun that the proposal to fine residents for not shoveling snow from a sidewalk 
in a certain time frame is back. It comes across as a hidden tax on elderly residents and people with 
health issues. We live on the corner of Broomfield and Stockman Roads. There is a sidewalk that runs 
for almost 50+ yards along Broomfield which we did not want or ask to be put there. This was done along 
with the student apartment rezoning that my father was strongly opposed to. It benefits certain 
developers and the people who live in the student apartments. In my view since it was done for them 
they should be the ones to clear it. We have been fortunate over the years that on many occasions Dave 
Lapham(one of the developers) does plow the walk. This does not happen when students are on break. 
My Mom is almost 91 years old and is very frail. I am over 60 and recently suffered a back injury. Heavy 
lifting is not recommended. Many weekends I am out of state working at USAV volleyball tournaments. I 
cannot possibly imagine how you expect her to clear a walk of that size given that there is no shelter from 
the fierce winds(You get the full brunt of the wind chill) that often follow storms here and the heavy 
boulders of snow and ice plowed onto the walk from Broomfield Road. Add to the the spray from passing 
cars, trucks, and plows which is unhealthy to be exposed to. There is also a problem with the student 
pedestrians packing the snow down so that it is like trying to move concrete blocks. People who live in 
the center city have only a few feet of sidewalk to clear and most can do it with the exception of the 
elderly and disabled so their situation is quite different from ours. One size does not fit ALL!! Tony Kulick 
suggested in the article that people walk in the street. I do that in the winter walking from the CMU library 
to the downtown library using University and have no problems. In winter, especially, drivers need to get 
off their phones and pay attention to the road conditions and people who are out. When I am on my bike 
or walking close to half the drivers I see are on the phone and they are not all students Police might want 
to focus on that. That would be a better revenue raiser than taxing elderly people for being physically 
unable to obey a law. I read that there is an ordinance for businesses to shovel their walks which are 
quite small by comparison to ours. A number don't do it such as BW3 along Mission. This is a bad idea 
and needs to be voted down as it is simply a revenue grab disguised as a safety issue. Seniors live on 
fixed incomes for the most part and stealth taxes cause them financial stress. Sincerely, Doug Downhour 
resident of MP for 37 years 
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