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A civil action — certified as a class action — between these parties or other parties arising out of the
transaction or occurrence alleged in the complaint covering a different period of time has been
previously filed in this Court, where it was captioned General Mill Supply Co v. Great Lakes Water Authority
and given case number 2018-011569-CZ and was assigned to Judge Charles S. Hegarty. The action is
no longer pending.

PLAINTIFE’S FIRST AMENDED CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT AND JURY DEMAND

Plaintiff Laurence Wolf, individually and as trustee of Laurence G. Wolf Capital Management
Trust Agreement Dated March 7, 1990, Laurence Wolf, d/b/a Laurence Wolf Properties, and Wolf
Properties, individually, and as representatives of a class of similarly situated persons and entities
(“Plaintiff”), by his counsel, Kickham Hanley PLLC, states the following for his First Amended Class

Action Complaint against Defendant the Great Lakes Water Authority (“GLWA” or “Defendant”):



INTRODUCTION

1. This 13 a putative class action challenging the Industrial Waste Control Charges (the “IWC
Charges”) that GLWA has collectively imposed on approximately 47,000 owners or occupiers of certain
types of non-residential property located in various municipalities in Southeast Michigan since March 4,
2024.

2. Plaintiff and the Class are a subset of the persons and entities who are subject to the
Charges (the “Minor Users” and the “Non-Domestic Wastewater Users,” as defined below). The persons
and entities who are subject to the Charges are collectively referred to herein as the “Users.”

3. GLWA imposes the IWC Charge solely to recover the costs of GLWA’s Industrial Waste
Control Division (the “IWC Division”), which is primarily tasked with administering an Industrial
Pretreatment Program (“IPP”) that requires GLWA to monitor the discharge of industrial waste by a
small set of Significant Industrial Users (“SIUs”).

4. There are about 250 SIUs under GLWA’s jurisdiction.

5. GLWA inexplicably excludes a large number of similarly situated persons and entities
from the IWC Charges. For example, residential wastewater customers do not pay IWC Charges.

6. GLWA also apportions the IWC Charges among the Users in a nonsensical way, based
on the size of the water meter serving each User.

7. The size of a particular user’s water meter has no rational relationship to the possibility
that the user will discharge industrial waste into the wastewater system or into waterways or groundwater.

8. Furthermore, as described below, GLWA concedes that the Minor Users and Non-
Domestic Wastewater Users, including Plaintiff and the Class, are not even possibly contributing
industrial waste to the wastewater system or discharging industrial waste into waterways or groundwater.

9. Finally, Minor Users and Non-Domestic Wastewater Users who pay the IWC Charges
will not and cannot ever receive monitoring of their possible discharge of industrial waste.

10. The Minor Users and Non-Domestic Wastewater Users, including Plaintiff and the Class,
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thus receive no particularized benefit from their payment of the IWC Charges, making the IWC Charges
revenue-raising and not regulatory as to Plaintiff and the Class.

11. A leading industry manual, the Water Environment Federation’s Manual 27, Financing and
Charges for Wastewater Systems (“WEF No. 27”) recognizes that a utility should give “special recognition”
to the “recovery of costs associated with required pretreatment program monitoring.” Id. at p. 133.
Indeed, the WEF states that “[tlhe owning utility usually monitors pretreatment customers’ activities and
tests their discharges to the utility system for a fee paid by such customers.” Id, p. 124 (emphasis
added). GLWA’s method of imposing IWC Charges does not comply with mndustry guidance.

12. Section 301(a) of the Clean Water Act prohibits the discharge of pollutants into
navigable waters unless in compliance with the Act. Congress directed the Environmental Protection
Agency (“EPA”) to promulgate regulations setting limits on the pollutant discharges from three general
types of “point sources,” 33 U.S.C. Sec. 1362(14) (1970), including (1) point sources discharging directly
into navigable waters (“direct dischargers”); (2) Publicly Owned treatment Works (“POTWSs”) treating
municipal sewage or industrial wastewater; and (3) point sources discharging pollutants into POTWs
rather than directly into navigable waters (“indirect dischargers™). See Nat'/ Ass'n of Metal Finishers v. EPA,
719 F.2d 624, 633 (3d Cir. 1983), rev’d on other grounds, Chew Mfr’s Ass’n v. Natural Res. Def. Council, Inc.,
470 U.S. 116 (1985).

13. Direct dischargers and POTWs are regulated through the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (“NPDES”) permit issued to the discharger under section 402 of the Act. Indirect
dischargers are regulated under separate regulatory standards provided for by section 307(b)(1) of the
Act, 33 US.C. Sec. 1317(b). 1d.

14. In passing the Clean Water Act, Congress sought to regulate indirect dischargers in
recognition that “the pollutants which some indirect dischargers release into POTWs could interfere with
the operation of the POTWs, or could pass through the POTWSs without adequate treatment.” Nar'/

Ass’n of Metal Finishers, 719 F.2d at 633.



15. The EPA has promulgated two types of national pretreatment standards applicable to
indirect dischargers: (1) general pretreatment regulations, and (2) national categorical pretreatment
standards.

16. “It 1s unlawful for any indirect discharger to operate in violation of any ‘effluent
standard or prohibition or pretreatment standard’ promulgated under section 307.” Int'’/ Union et al v.
Amerace Corp., Inc., 740 F. Supp. 1072, 1079 (D.N.]. 1990) (quoting 33 U.S.C. Secs. 1317(d), 1311(a)).

17. 40 C.F.R. 403 sets forth the permitting requirements for “industrial users” that release
pollutants into POTWs. All POTWs discharging over 5 million gallons per day (“GPD”) and receiving
pollutants from industrial users must develop a pretreatment program. 40 C.F.R. Sec. 403.8.

18. A POTW must 1ssue individual permits to all “Significant Industrial User[s],” which
includes those industrial users (1) subject to the categorical pretreatment standards; (2) discharging more
than 25,000 GPD; or (3) determined to be significant by the POTW based upon “a reasonable potential
for adversely affecting the POTW’s operation or for violating any [p]retreatment [s]tandard or
requirement.” 40 C.F.R. Secs. 403.8(f), 403.3(v)(1)(1).

19. The permits must establish effluent limits, as well as self-monitoring, sampling, reporting,
notification and recordkeeping requirements. 40 C.F.R. Sec. 403.8(f)(1).

20. The IWC Charge has nothing to do with the actual cost of treating industrial waste or
sanitary sewage. Instead, the purpose of the IWC Charge 1s to finance the costs associated with the IWC
Division’s IPP, including inspections, issuance of notices of violation or noncompliance, and other
enforcement activities related to industrial waste generated by SIUS.

21. In addition to the IPP, the IWC Charge also finances other regulatory activities of the
IWC Division, such as monitoring septage haulers and regulating a small number of sewer users who
discharge sewage containing heavier volumes of “ordinary” pollutants.

22. The IWC Division’s regulatory activities, including monitoring the discharge of industrial

waste by SIUs, provide a public benefit because they help prevent pollution.
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23. However, GLWA does not impose the cost of the IWC Division on the public at large,
or even all sewer users.

24, Instead, GLWA imposes the IWC Charges based solely upon the size of the water line
serving the approximately 47,000 nonresidential properties that incur the Charges.

25. Plaintiff and the 47,000 class members incur the IWC Charges even though GLWA
concedes that Plantiff and the Class are the type of users who discharge only sanitary sewage and
stormwater into the sewer system.

26. GLWA inexplicably exempts from the Charges other types of similarly situated non-
residential properties — including schools and government facilities — and all residential properties.

27. The exempt users are not distinguishable from Plaintiff and the Class in any relevant way.

28. Like Plaintiff and the Class, the exempt users discharge only sanitary sewage and
stormwater into the sewer system.

29. Like Plaintitf and the Class, there 1s no risk that the exempt users will discharge heavily
contaminated industrial waste into the sewer system, waterways, or groundwater.

30. IWC Charges are not proper “user fees” but rather constitute taxes imposed by GWLA
in violation of Section 31 of the Headlee Amendment to the Michigan Constitution, which provides:

Units of Local Government are hereby prohibited from levying any tax not authorized by law
or charter when this section 1s ratified or from increasing the rate of an existing tax above that
rate authorized by law or charter when this section is ratified, without the approval of a majority

of the qualified electors of that unit of Local Government voting thereon. [Const 1963, art 9, §
31]

31 In Bolr v. City of Lansing, 459 Mich. 152 (1998), the Supreme Court identified “three
primary criteria to be considered when distinguishing between a fee and a tax” (459 Mich. at p. 161):

Al “[A] user fee must serve a regulatory purpose rather than a revenue-raising purpose”;

B. “[U]ser fees must be proportionate to the necessary costs of the service”; and

C. Payment of the fee is voluntary. [459 Mich. at pp. 161-62]

32. The IWC Charges have a revenue-raising purpose which significantly outweighs any

regulatory purpose of the Charges.



The IWC Charges lack a significant element of regulation because, among other things, Plaintiff
and the Class are not even subject to the regulatory programs administered by the IWC Division.

33. Further, the IWC Charges are not proportionate to the necessary costs of the service
because: (a) the activities of the IWC Division confer a general public benefit and therefore the Charges
are disproportionate to any specific benefits received by the payors of the Charges; (b) Plaintiff and the
Class do not receive any direct benefit in exchange for their payment of the IWC Charges because they
are not even subject to the regulatory programs administered by the IWC Division; (c) even if the
activities of the IWC Division confer particularized benefits upon sewer users, those benefits extend to
all sewer users, not just the limited subclass of sewer users GLWA has arbitrarily chosen to finance the
costs of the IWC Division, and (d) the IWC Charges are nonsensically based upon the size of the water
meter servicing each payer’s structure.

34. Finally, the Charges are not voluntary because at the very least they are “effectively
compulsory” in that “the property owner has no choice whether to use the service and is unable to control
the extent to which the service is used.” Bo/f, 459 Mich. at 167-168.

35. Plaintiff seeks a determination that the IWC Charges that GLWA has imposed since
March 11, 2024 constitute illegal taxes and not “user fees.” Plaintiff also seeks a judgment requiring
GLWA to refund all IWC Charges collected since March 11, 2024 and all IWC Charges collected during
the pendency of this action.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

36. Plaintiff 13 a Minor User or Non-Domestic Wastewater User, is not an SIU, has paid the
IWC Charges, and seeks to act as class representative for all similarly situated persons and entities

37. General Mill Supply Co. was a party to General Mill Supply Co v. Great Lakes Water Authority,
Wayne County Circuit Court Case No. 2018-011569-CZ.

38. General Mill Supply Co. was a member of the certified class in General Mill Supply Co v.

Great Lakes Water Authority, Wayne County Circuit Court Case No. 2018-011569-CZ.
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39. General Mill Supply Co. is an absent member of the putative class in this case.
Accordingly, this case is between the same parties who were present in General Mill Supply Co v. Great
Lakes Water Authority, Wayne County Circuit Court Case No. 2018-011569-CZ.

40. Defendant GLWA is an incorporated municipal water authority formed pursuant to MCL
124.282 with its primary offices in Detroit, Michigan.

41. Venue and jurisdiction are proper in the Wayne County Circuit Court because all parties
are present in Wayne County, Michigan, and the actions which give rise to Plaintiff’s claims occurred in
Wayne County, Michigan.

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS CONCERNING THE IWC CHARGES

A. The Relationship Between GLWA, the City of Detroit, and Plaintiff and the Class
With Respect To Water and Sewer Services.

42. GLWA 13 the regional utility providing water and sewer services in southeast Michigan.
GLWA was incorporated by the Counties of Macomb, Oakland and Wayne and the City of Detroit (“the
City”’) on November 26, 2014 pursuant to MCL 124.282.

43, Pursuant to leases that became effective on January 1, 2016, GLWA assumed possession
and control of the regional assets of both the water supply and sewage disposal systems owned by the
City, which were previously operated by the Detroit Water and Sewerage Department (“DWSD”).

44. GLWA’s sewer system currently serves an area of 944 square miles with an estimated
population of nearly 2.8 million or approximately 28% of Michigan’s population.

45. Suburban customers comprise approximately 76% of the population served by GLWA,
and sewer customers in the City of Detroit comprise the remainder.

46. Under a Water and Sewer Services Agreement, the City is appointed as agent of GLWA
for setting retail rates and for billing, collecting and enforcing the collection of charges from “retaid”
customers in the City of Detroit. Id.

47. Effective January 1, 2016, the IWC Division was transferred to GLWA.



48. Pursuant to certain Leases and the Water and Sewer Services Agreement between GLWA
and DWSD, GLWA has a direct supplier/customer relationship with Plaintiff and the Class throughout
the GLWA service area.

49. There are two leases between GLWA and DWSD, one for the Water Supply System (the
“Water Lease”) and one for the Sewage Disposal System (the “Sewer Lease”).

50. The Water Lease and the Sewer Lease contain identical provisions giving GLWA broad
powers and relegating DWSD to a mere collection agent for the water and sewer charges GLWA imposes
on the Detroit customer class.

51. In this regard, Section 3.3 of the Sewer Lease provides:

In addition, the City and the Authority agree that (1) the Authority shall have the
exclusive right to establish rates for sewer service to customers of the Sewage Disposal
System, including Retail Sewer Customers; (1) the Authority may delegate, and through
the Water and Sewer Services Agreement is delegating, its right to establish rates for sewer
service to customers of the Sewage Disposal System to one or more agents, as it deems
necessary or convenient; and (i) directly or through an agent, the Authority shall have
the exclusive right to charge and bill to and collect from such customers amounts
for sewer services constituting the Revenues, including the Retail Revenues.
[emphasis added]

52. The Sewer Lease defines “Retail Sewer Customers” as “those individual customers
located within and outside the City that receive sewer service directly from the Detroit Local Sewer
Facilities” and further defines “Retail Revenues” as “Revenues collected from Retail Sewer Customers.”

53. The Water and Sewer Services Agreement (the “Agreement”) makes clear that DWSD is
a mere collection agent for charges imposed on Detroit customers by GLWA.

54. In this regard, the Article 3.2 of the Agreement provides the following with respect to
sewer services:

3.2. Sewer Services. (a) the Authority shall provide Sewer Services in amounts
sufficient and in compliance with the technical and other requirements as provided in
Exhibit B. The City agrees to remit payment for all Sewer Services provided by the
Authority at such rates as the Authority may establish, but only from amounts billed to

and collected from Retail Customers. The City shall act as the agent for the Authority
pursuant to Article 2 with respect to the development of rates, and billing and



collecting and enforcing the collection of fees and charges from Retail Customers
for Sewer Services. ... [Emphasis added].

55. Article 2.1 of the Agreement further confirms this principal/agency relationship. That

provision states in pertinent part:

2.1 Appointment and Termination of Agency. (a) The Authority hereby appoints
the City as its agent, and the City hereby accepts such appointment as agent, to perform
the services and undertake the duties, obligations and admuinistrative functions described
in the third sentence of Section 3.1(a), the third sentence of Section 3.2(a), and the second
paragraph of Section 4.1. ...

(b) The City shall act in its capacity as agent for the Authority (and not in
its own capacity as principal or otherwise) for the purposes described in Sections
3.1(a), 3.2(a) and 4.1. ... [Emphasis added].

56. Collectively, these provisions confirm that GLWA has a direct relationship with the

Detroit customer class and all other sewer users in the GLWA service area.

B. The Activities Of The IWC Division

57. GLWA describes the activities of the IWC Division as follows:

The Great Lakes Water Authority’s Industrial Waste Control group implements
and enforces an Industrial Pretreatment Program (IPP) to regulate the discharge of
commercial and industrial waste and wastewater. The IPP includes the following
elements:

Pretreatment Program — regulates the discharge of toxic pollutants to the sewer
collection system and performs inspection, monitoring, enforcement control and
administration of industrial and commercial wastewater discharges. All Users must
comply with general requirements and Significant Industrial Users must comply with
permit-based requirements.

Surcharge (High Strength) Program - is a cost recovery program for
commercial and industrial waste discharging conventional pollutants above Domestic
Levels and payment of additional treatment costs ($/1b) associated with these Users.

Special Discharge and General Permit Program — authorizes the discharge of
spectal wastes and wastewaters including groundwater, construction water, spent
products, and other short-term projects through a permit program.

Hauled in Waste Program — authorizes the discharge from waste haulers of
septic tank and septage, and other domestic wastewater through a permit and ticket/token
payment program. [GLWA Industrial Waste Control Website, Exhibit 1 hereto].

C. The IWC Division Is Funded Solely By IWC Charges
58. GLWA admits that the IWC Division is funded solely through the IWC Charges.
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59. This is the case even though other activities of the IWC Division — 1e., “Surcharge,
Hauled-in-Waste” and “Special Discharge and General Permit Program” — generate revenues for GLWA
and DWSD.

60. None of the revenues from “Surcharge, Hauled-in-Waste” or “Special Discharge and
General Permit Program” are credited toward the revenue requirements of the IWC Diviston.

D. The IWC Charges Are Imposed On Certain Nonresidential End-Users Of The

GLWA and DWSD Sewer Systems, and It Is Those End-Users Who Legally Incur
The Charges.

61. The IWC Charges are imposed on certain end-users (i.e., certain types of non-residential
properties in Detroit and throughout the suburban service area previously serviced by the City and now
serviced by GLWA).

62. Since 2016, GLWA has always directly imposed the IWC Charges on end-users in the
GLWA service area.

63. Since 2016, with respect to suburban end-users, the municipalities have acted as mere
collection agents on behalf of GLWA.

64. GLWA refers to the municipalities it services as “Member-Partner Communities.”

65. GLWA has repeatedly admitted that the Member-Partner Communities have acted as
mere collection agents in documents and testimony. For example:

a) “The IWC Charge is assessed to any water meter that is greater than or
equal to 5/8” diameter under the following circumstances:

i The user is a commercial or industrial user whose operations are
defined by the 1987 SIC Code (or its corresponding designation of the
North American Industrial Classification system) being Divisions A,
B,C,D,E,F, G, H,Tand/ox J;

1. The water meter in question 1s not strictly used for Fire Protection;
at.  The facility is not a residential or multi-family dwelling.”

[December 18, 2018 email from Stephen Kuplicki of GLWA to
Tammy Gushard (GLWAO000031, emphasis added), Exhibit 2 hereto).

10



b) In a March 25, 2015 “Industrial Waste Control and Pollutant Surcharge
Program Review” (GLWA000042-GLWAOQ000059) (Exhibit 3 hereto), Mark
Savitskie and Cheryl Jordan of DWSD:

Define “End-User” as “the business that ultimately pays the IWC charges
and/or pollutant surcharge.” See id.,, GLWA000044, (emphasis added).

State “Over 47,000 non-residential commercial and industrial end-users pay
IWC charges monthly, either through a direct billing from DWSD (for
Detroit end-user locations) or a billing from their community customer (for
suburban end-user locations) with the proceeds forwarded to DWSD.” Id,
GLWAOQ000045, (emphasis added).

State “Program costs are passed to the customer based on their meter size
(5/8 inches or greater)” Id. (Emphasis added).

Identity that the purpose of IWC charges is to “[r]ecover the cost of the
program by establishing charges based on meter size (IPP) and concentration
of waste (PS) for all non-residential customers (subject to some
exclusions)” Id., GLWA000046, (emphasis added).

Note that, with respect to the IWC charge, “many are billed a small amount
each.” Id, GLWAOQ00051.

¢) The IWC Charge “is assessed against any water meter size greater than
5/8” to all commercial and industrial users of the DWSD system, whose
operations are defined by the 1987 SIC Code Division A, B, C D, E, F, G, H,
I and J” See DWSD Information Statement regarding the IWC Charge
(GLWAO000133-GLWAQ000135, emphasis added) (DWSD Information
Statement, Exhibit 4 hereto).

d) “Any user not specifically exempted by the court’s 1981 order or as stated
above, is to be assessed the Industrial Waste Control charge.” See DWSD
Information Statement regarding the IWC Charge. Id. (Emphasis added).

e) “IWC costs are not allocated to individual communities or separately
between Detroit and Suburban Wholesale. Total revenue requirements
allocated to IWC are simply divided by the total IWC billing units to determine
a set of charges that varies by meter size but that is uniform throughout the
customer base.” See “IWC Observations” (GLWAO000384, emphasis added)
(IWC Observations, Exhibit 5 hereto).

66. In her deposition in the General Mill Supply case, the City’s former in-house counsel, Cheryl
Jordan, confirmed the “pass through” role of the so-called “Member-Partner Communities” in imposing
and collecting the IWC Charges from non-residential sewer users in their respective communities:

Q: And I guess the fourth bullet point down, this what we were just talking about, over
47,000 nonresidential, commercial and industrial end users pay IWC Charges monthly
either through direct billing from DWSD (for Detroit end user locations) or a billing
from their community customer (for Suburban end user locations) with the proceeds
forwarded to DWSD. You see that?
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A: Yes.
Q: And that was an accurate recitation of how it worked, correct;
A: Tbelieve so, yes. ...

Q: So would it be fair to characterize the member communities who are passing
this on as basically collection agents for DWSD?

A: Yes. [Jordan Dep., p. 12 (Exhibit 6 hereto) (emphasis added).]

67. GLWA’s Capital Improvement Plan (Exhibit 7 hereto) for fiscal years 2022-26 went into
effect in February 2021.

68. In Appendix D to that Plan (Exhibit 8 hereto, p. D-43), GLWA stated that “Industrial
Waste Control charges are assessed to all commercial and industrial end users that send wastewater
to the GLWA wastewater treatment plant. ... There 1s a delegation Agreement with each community to
collect the industrial waste control charges from the end-users even though most communities are
contracting agency member partners to the wholesale sewer contract member partner.” [emphasis added]

69. Certain “Wastewater Discharge Ordinance Delegation Agreements” (the “Delegation
Agreements”) exist between the City of Detroit and municipalities which send their wastewater to the
City’s sewage treatment facility. GLWA’s General Counsel, Randall Brown, certified to EGLE in the
submission that the Delegation Agreements had been assigned to GLWA and thus supported GLWA’s
statement that it had “adequate authority” to carry out the IPP. See IPP Submission, attached in part as
Exhibit 9 hereto.

70. Each Delegation Agreement contains the same or virtually the same provision defining
the municipality’s role in collecting IWC Charges.

71. Paragraph 5 of the Delegation Agreements provides:

5. Costs. The DWSD’s costs to conduct its activities under this agreement shall be borne

by and recovered through charges collected from Industrial Users as defined by

appropriate rate formulas and existing or future contracts between the parties. The

billings for such services will be billed through the contracting agency for collection from

the users. Payments from the users shall be forwarded to the DWSD by the

contracting agency. The County of Wayne, the City, Village or Township and
domestic users or other Industrial Users shall not be responsible for payment of
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monthly billings of direct charges properly billed to any Industrial User who does
not pay the charges billed to its account. [emphasis added].

72. The Delegation Agreements impose the legal incidence of the IWC Charges on end-users.
73. The Delegation Agreements expressly exculpate the municipal providers of sewer service

from any liability for unpaid IWC Charges.

74. This proves beyond any question that the “Member Communities” are not legally
responsible for payment of the IWC Charges.

E. THE PUBLIC BENEFITS CONFERRED BY THE ACTIVITIES OF THE IWC DIVISION.

75. GLWA describes the activities of the IWC Division as follows:

The Great Lakes Water Authority’s Industrial Waste Control group implements
and enforces an Industrial Pretreatment Program (IPP) to regulate the discharge of
commercial and industrial waste and wastewater. The IPP includes the following
elements:

Pretreatment Program — regulates the discharge of toxic pollutants to the sewer
collection system and performs inspection, monitoring, enforcement control and
administration of industrial and commercial wastewater discharges. All Users must
comply with general requirements and Significant Industrial Users must comply with
permit-based requirements.

Surcharge (High Strength) Program - is a cost recovery program for
commercial and industrial waste discharging conventional pollutants above Domestic
Levels and payment of additional treatment costs ($/1b) associated with these Users.

Special Discharge and General Permit Program — authorizes the discharge of
spectal wastes and wastewaters including groundwater, construction water, spent
products, and other short-term projects through a permit program.

Hauled in Waste Program — authorizes the discharge from waste haulers of
septic tank and septage, and other domestic wastewater through a permit and ticket/token
payment program. [GLWA Industrial Waste Control Website, Exhibit 1 hereto].

76. GLWA concedes that the activities of the IWC Division confer benefits upon the general
public and not just those persons and entities who pay the IWC Charges. For example, in its Rules

relating to the IPP, GLWA states:

The GLWA promulgates these rules and regulations for the protection of the environment,
the public health and safety by abating and preventing pollution through the regulation and
control of the quantity and quality of sewage, industrial wastes, and other wastes admitted to or
discharged into the sewerage systems, and sewage treatment facilities under the jurisdiction of
the GLWA and enabling the GLWA to comply with all applicable state and federal laws required

13



by

the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, being 33 U.S.C. 1251, et. Seq.; the General

Pretreatment Regulations for Existing and New Sources of Pollution (40 CFR 403); and the
National Categorical Pretreatment Standards at 40 CFR 405 — 471. [GLWA Rules, Exhibit 10

hereto, emphasis added.]

77. In a deposition in the General Mill Supply case, Stephen Kuplicki, the head of the IWC

Division, confirmed the public benefit of the IWC Division’s actions:

z REL 2 QxR

Well the users of the sewer system are a subset of the public, right?

Right.

All right, and the protection of the environment. Does it benefit more than just the sewer
users?

I mean, there may be benefits to people who are not part of the system. I mean, the state,
generally.

All right. Well, a major goal of the regulations is to keep bad stuff out of the river, right?
Correct.

All right, and if bad stuff gets in the niver, that’s a harm that goes beyond just a harm to
sewer users, cotrrect?

Right. I mean, it impacts, in our case it impacts state waters, federal waters, international
waters. [Kuplicki Dep. II, Exhibit 11 hereto, p. 15.]

78. Moreover, GLWA admits that the activities of the IWC Division at the very least confer

benefits on all users of the regional sewer system, and not just the non-residential users who incur the

IWC Charges. See Exhibit 12 hereto, Defendants” Answer to Third Request for Admission No. 9 in the

General Mill Supply case (admitting that “all sewer users who receive sewage disposal services from DWSD

or GLWA benefit from those services, similar to the benefit they may derive from other public utility

services”’).

79. Indeed, Mr. Kuplicki acknowledged this fact in a deposition, stating:

Q: Okay. So, part of the purpose of the rules and regulations [of the IWC Division] is

A

protection of the environment and the public health and safety?
Yes.

Q: All right. Is protecting the environment a benefit to the public, generally?

A

It’s benefit to all system users. [Kuplicki Dep. 11, Exhibit 11 hereto, p. 14 (emphasis
added).]

F. GLWA IMPOSES THE IWC CHARGES ON TENS OF THOUSANDS OF USERS WHO
ARE NOT EVEN SUBJECT TO THE REGULATORY PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED BY
THE IWC DIVISION.

80. There are approximately 47,000 non-residential properties which incur IWC Charges. But
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only a small fraction of those users (SIUs primarily) are even subject to the regulatory programs
administered by the IWC Division which are financed through the IWC Charges.
81. In an industry presentation, GLWA characterized “today’s users” as follows:
Federal Categorical Users subject to the Industrial Pretreatment Program — 155
Local Users subject to the Industrial Pretreatment Program — 119
Surcharge Program — 142
Septage Waste Haulers — 50
Groundwater/Special Discharge 16
Minor Users — 14,622 [See Exhibit 13 hereto, p. 4.]
82. Significantly, however, only approximately 600 users are subject to the regulatory
programs administered by the IWC Division because, as described below, so-called “Minor Users” and
“Non-Domestic Wastewater Users” must pay the IWC Charges even though they are not even subject

to those regulatory programs.

1 GLWA Concedes That “Minor Users” Are Not Subject To The Regulatory
Programs Administered by GLWA.

83. GLWA’s own documents confirm the extremely limited number of users that are actually
“regulated” by the IWC Division.

84. In a 2017 memo, GLWA characterized a Minor User as “any Industrial User who does
not meet the definition of a Significant Industrial User or qualify for a Wastewater Discharge Permit
under the Industrial Pretreatment Program.” See Exhibit 14 hereto.

85. That critical memo makes clear that any commercial or industrial facility that generates
only sanitary sewage or stormwater (and not other types of pollutants) is classitied as a Minor User. Id.

86. Most importantly, the memo admits that Minor Users are “not subject to a local
regulatory program.” Id. at p. 2 (emphasis added).

87. Mr. Kuplicki, the head of the IWC Division, confirmed these facts in his deposition in
the General Mill Supply case:

Q: Okay. So if you are a plain old minor user, you’re not subject to a local regulatory

program, you’re just subject to the general discharge prohibitions under the GLWA
Rules, correct?
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A: Well, you’re subject to the general discharge prohibitions and the specific prohibitions apply,
too. Those are the specific pollutant limitations.
Q: Rught, but when you talk about local regulatory programs, what programs are you talking
about?
A: We were talking the formal Industrial Pretreatment Program, the formal Surcharge
Program, the Special Discharge Program, the Hauled-in Waste Program.
Q: Right. All of which are administered by the Industrial Waste Control Division?
A: Correct [Kuplicki Dep. II, Exhibit 11 hereto, p. 23 (emphasis added).]
See also Id., p. 19 (contirming that “any user that’s not an SIU is considered a minor user”) and p. 22
(confirming that “if you’re just putting sanitary or stormwater in the sewer, you’re going to be classified

as a minor user”).
2. The EPA Does Not Consider “Minor Users,” As Characterized By GLWA,
To Be “Industrial Users” Subject To The Pretreatment Program
Requirements.

88. There was a reason why GLWA concluded that “Minor Users” are “not subject to” the
“formal Industrial Pretreatment Program.”

89. The reason was that the EPA expressly excludes sewer users who contribute only sanitary
sewage or stormwater to a publicly owned treatment works (“POTW?) from the scope of its Industrial
Pretreatment regulations.

90. The EPA applies that exclusion because the Industrial Pretreatment Regulations only
apply to “Industrial Users” as defined by the EPA, and “Minor Users” designated by GLWA do not fall
within the definition of “Industrial Users.” As discussed below, the EPA regulations and the Clean Water
Act itself make this clear.

91. First, as GLWA admits, the Pretreatment Regulations only potentially apply to “Industrial
Users.” See 40 CEFR Part 403 et seq; Defendants’ Supplemental Brief in Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion
for Class Certification in the General Mill Supply case, Exhibit 15 hereto, p. 6 (stating that “the federal IPP
regulations ... apply to Industrial Users only”).

92. In particular, the Regulations define “Industrial User” or “User” as “a source of Indirect

Discharge” and further define “Indirect Discharge” as “the introduction of pollutants nto a POTW from
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any non-domestic source regulated under section 307(b), (c) or (d) of the [Clean Water] Act.” 40 CFR
Part 403.3(1) and (j).

93. Thus, to be an Industrial User, a source of wastewater must be a “nondomestic source
regulated under section 307(b), (c) or (d)” of the Clean Water Act.

94, Second, because they discharge only sanitary sewage and stormwater, “Minor Users” are
not within the definition of “Industrial Users” because they are not “nondomestic sources.”

95. This is because sanitary sewage, even sanitary sewage discharged by non-residential users,
is characterized by the EPA as “domestic” sewage. Seg eg, EPA Guidance Manual for POTW
Pretreatment Program Development (Exhibit 16 hereto) at pp. 2-5 to 2-9 (stating that the list of Industrial
Users compiled by a POTW “should include only those firms that discharge nondomestic industrial
wastewater to the POTW?”); Id. at Table 2.2 (stating that industries that have “domestic discharge[s] only”
can be “eliminated”).

96. Third, because they discharge only sanitary sewage and stormwater, “Minor Users” are
not “regulated under section 307(b), (c) or (d) of the Clean Water Act.”

97. That section and subsections apply to sources of “pollutants which are determined not to
be susceptible to treatment by such treatment works or which would interfere with the operation of such
treatment works.” See 33 U.S.C. Sec 1317(b).

98. Sanitary sewage and stormwater obviously are “susceptible to treatment” by a treatment
plant and those substances do not “interfere with the operation” of the treatment plant.

99. GLWA’s own Rules recognize this fact and therefore expressly exclude from its own
definition of “Industrial User” the following types of “users” “an industry, commercial establishment,
or other entity that discharges wastewater to a publicly-owned treatment works other than, or in
addition to, sanitary sewage; and is a source of indirect discharge.” Se¢ GLWA Rules, Exhibit 10
hereto, p. 11 (emphasis added).

100.  Therefore, all 47,000 Class Members, all of whom GLWA has determined to discharge
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only sanitary sewage and stormwater, are excluded from its own definition of “Industrial Users.”
3. Regardless Of Whether Minor Users Are “Industrial Users,” Plaintiff and
the Class Are Not The Type Of “Industrial Users” That Are Subject To
The Pretreatment Program Requirements.

101.  Even if Minor Users (as defined by GLWA) could properly be characterized as “Industrial
Users” under the EPA regulations, those Minor Users still are not subject to the Industrial Pretreatment
Program because they are not discharging the types of wastes that would bring them within the regulatory
framework.

102.  GLWA states that it 1s “charged with identifying all Industrial Users who may be subject
to the Industrial Pretreatment Program.” See Exhibit 14 hereto (emphasis added).

103.  Cleatly, then, all Industrial Users are not automatically subject to the Pretreatment
Program but, instead, are only subject to the Program if their discharges threaten the public treatment
works or the environment.

104.  Again, that 13 why GLWA determined that “Minor Users” are not subject to any of the
regulatory programs administered by GLWA even though, in GLWA’s eyes, “Minor Users” are one type
of “Industrial User.”

4. GLWA Concedes That There Are Tens Of Thousands Of Sewer Users Who

Pay The IWC Charges Who/Which Are Not Characterized As “Minor
Users” Or “Industrial Users.”

105.  Not only are “Minor Users” not subject to the regulatory programs administered and
carried out by the IWC Division, but there are tens of thousands of other non-residential “users” who
pay the Charges and are not even characterized as “Minor Users.”

106.  Inadeposition in the General Mill Supply case, Mr. Kuplicki confirmed that, in addition to
“Industrial Users” (which are synonymous with “Minor Users”), there are other “nondomestic
wastewater sources” — ze., commercial properties -- that pay IWC Charges:

Q: So there are nondomestic wastewater sources that don’t necessarily qualify as industrial

users, correct?
A: Yes.
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Q: And further down in paragraph eleven [of Mr. Kuplicki’s Affidavit], the first sentence says:
The IWC chart was established by DWSD and continued by GLWA to recover sufficient
revenues to operate the IWC division and 1s paid by municipalities from industrial and other
nondomestic waste water users residing based in a specific municipality who use GLWA’s
services. Do you see that?

g:: ;{s st,hle ((izﬁ;lrge, the IWC charge is paid by both industrial and certain nondomestic wastewater
users as you stated in your affidavit, correct?
A: That’s my understanding, correct. [Kuplicki Dep. I, Exhibit 17 hereto, at pp. 17-18.]
See also Id., p. 36 (confirming that “nonresidential users, which would include both commercial and
industrial, are assessed this charge”).

107.  In his first deposition, Mr. Kuplicki testified that there were 18,453 “minor industrial
users” and that “these minor industrial users correspond to the industrial users” that Mr. Kuplicki
described in his affidavit. Exhibit 17 hereto, pp. 34-35. See also DWSD Presentation 2014, Exhibit 18
hereto (describing a “Program Overview” and identifying 288 SIUs and 18,453 “Minor Users”).

108.  Significantly, however, there are at least 47,000 properties or “users” who are subject to
the IWC Charges.

109.  Thus, there are over 28,000 properties or “users” (i.e., the “Non-Domestic Wastewater
Users”) who are subject to the IWC Charges, but who by GLWA’s own admission are not subject to the
regulatory and enforcement activities of the IWC division.

110.  Notably, the Class here includes all “Minor Users” and “Non-Domestic Wastewater
Users.”

G. NoOT ONLY DOES GLWA IMPOSE THE IWC CHARGES ON USERS WHO ARE NOT

REGULATED By THE IWC DIVISION, BUT IT ALSO INEXPLICABLY EXEMPTS
THOUSANDS OF OTHER, SIMILARLY SITUATED SEWER USERS FROM THE
OBLIGATION TO PAY IWC CHARGES.

111.  And it gets worse. In order to fund the IWC Division, GLWA has created a nonsensical

ratemaking scheme, which requires persons and entities who are not even subject to the regulation of the

IWC Division to finance virtually the entire budget of that Division, while at the same time exempting

other similarly situated sewer users from payment of the Charges.
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112.  First and foremost, all residential sewer users are completely exempt from the IWC
Charges. This includes all multi-family properties.

113.  As a result, there are hundreds of thousands of sewer users in the GLWA setvice area
that are exempt from the Charges. In fact, in the City of Detroit alone, there are at least 211,000
residential sewer users who are exempt from the IWC Charges.

114.  In addition, even though GLWA claims that all non-residential properties are subject to
the regulation of the IWC Division, GLWA has inexplicably exempted tens of thousands of
nonresidential properties from the IWC Charges (the “GLWA Exemptions”). The GLWA Exemptions
are granted pursuant to GLWA’s Rules, which are applicable to each of the Member Partners, including
the City.

115. Indeed, the following types of nonresidential properties do not mcur IWC Charges
because they are within the scope of the GLWA Exemptions:

Public and private elementary and secondary schools which are part of a governmental school

district; colleges, universities, professional schools, junior colleges and technical institutes; and

local, state and federal government facilities.

116. The head of the IWC Division, Stephen Kuplick, testified that it was a “policy decision”
to create the arbitrary exemptions. Kuplicki Dep. II, Exhibit 11 hereto, pp. 39-40.

117. Upon information and belief, DWSD created these arbitrary exemptions even though
they were not authorized by the original 1981 federal court order which initially established the IWC
Charges.

118. Kuplicki confirmed that, absent the exemption, the exempted entities would be required
to pay IWC Charges. Id. at p. 40.

119. The magnitude of the GLWA Exemptions is substantial.

120. In Detroit and in the 77 suburban communities serviced by GLWA, there are thousands
of public and private elementary and secondary schools, colleges, universities, professional schools, junior

colleges and technical institutes, and local, state and federal government facilities.
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121. Most or all of those facilities would incur IWC Charges absent the GLWA Exemptions.

122. In addition to the GLWA Exemptions, the City also has arbitrarily and capriciously
exempted, and continues to exempt, thousands of nonresidential sewer users from payment of the IWC
Charges (the “City Exemptions”). The majority of the City Exemptions are not authorized by GLWA’s
Rules because thousands of users who receive a City Exemption are not the types of users that GLWA
has authorized the City to exempt from payment of the Charges.

123. The City Exemptions are wholly arbitrary and capricious. Records GLWA produced in
this case (GLWA-002470) confirm that the City imposes the IWC Charges on 7778 user meters
comprising 37,222 “equivalent meters,” Ze., an average of 4.78 equivalent meters per exempt user. See
Exhibit 20 hereto. The problem is there are about 33,646 nonresidential sewer users in the City. See
Exhibit 21_hereto. The City thus exempts about 25,868 nonresidential sewer users from payment of the
IWC Charges. Assuming the meter size distribution of those exempt users is the same or similar to the
meter size distribution of the 7778 users who are subject to the Charges (4.78), the estimated number of
equivalent meters for the nonresidential sewer users who receive the City Exemptions is 123,649 (25,868
x 4.78).

124. In its cost of service study for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2025, GLWA determined
the amount of the IWC Charges by dividing the IWC revenue requirement of $8,714,100 by 195,322
Equivalent Meters, resulting in a $3.72 monthly charge per Equivalent Meter. Se¢ Exhibit 22 hereto.
Obviously, holding the IWC revenue requirement constant, the higher the number of equivalent meters,
the lower the resulting charges.

125. Based on the above, the users who receive either the GLWA Exemption or the City
Exemption comprise at least 132,549 equivalent meters. Although Plaintiff believes that the number of
equivalent meters associated with the GLWA Exemptions are much higher (because Plaintiff does not
yet have data on equivalent meters from any Member Partners, and many Member Partners have not

even provided data concerning the number of nonresidential users who benefit from the GLWA
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Exemptions), at a minimum, the number of equivalent meters that should be the denominator in the
traction described above should have been no less than 327,871 (195,322 plus 123,649 plus 8900).

126. Dividing the IWC revenue requirement of $8,714,100 by 327,871 equivalent meters yields
an IWC Charge of $2.21 per equivalent meter per month. Thus, the IWC Charges, on a per equivalent
meter basis, should have been 40% lower than they actually were.

127. As a result of the GLWA Exemptions and the City Exemptions, the payers of the IWC
Charges must incur and pay higher rates in order to subsidize the favored, exempted, class.

128. The prior action General Mill Supply Co v. Great Lakes Water Authority, Wayne County
Circuit Court Case No. 2018-011569-CZ addressed substantially the same legal subject matter and much

of the same factual subject matter as this case.

129. In General Mill Supply Co., the defendants produced an expert witness named William
Stannard.

130. A transcript of Stannard’s testimony in General Mill Supply Co. 1s attached hereto as Exhibit
19.

131. Stannard provided testimony as an agent of GLWA.

132. Stannard’s testimony is binding on GLWA as a judicial admisston.

133. Alternatively, Stannard’s testimony constitutes an evidentiary admission to GLWA’s
detriment.

134. Stannard offered favorable testimony in support of Plaintiff’s claims that the IWC

Charges are unlawful taxes in their entirety.

135. One of the three Bo/t factors is that a regulatory fee “must be proportionate to the
necessary costs of the service.” Bo/t, 459 Mich. at pp. 161-62].

136. To be lawful user fees and not taxes, the IWC Charges must bear a “close proportional
relationship” to the benefits conferred upon Plaintift and the Class by the activities of the IWC Division.

See County of Jackson, 302 Mich. App. at 109-110.
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137. Stannard’s testimony confirmed that the IWC Charges are not proportionate.

138. Stannard confirmed that the IWC Charge rates are the same for all types of users, but the
costs GLWA incurs relating to the activity of the IWC Division are not the same for each type of user.

139. First, Stannard agreed that it 1s “appropriate to recover the cost of the IPP program
through rates and charges imposed on the users who are actually subject to the permitting and inspection
and regulation,” and that the “underlying idea” 1s that the users “that cause the costs should be the one
that pay the costs” (Id. at pp. 51-52).

140. Second, Stannard acknowledged that the IWC Charges “for each size meter are the same
regardless of the volume and the character of the pollutants of the waster that’s actually put into the
wastewater system by any user.” Id. at p. 121.

141. Stannard described an IWC Charge methodology he implemented for the City of St.
Louis, which established “tiers” designed to “charge each class of user based upon their relative impact
on pretreatment program costs. [d.

142. Stannard conceded that the IWC Charge methodology “is an imprecise method that
has been used to correlate meter size with that impact that it would have on the IWCP program” which
“is not as precise as what St. Louis has proceeded with.” Id. at p. 121-122 (emphasis added).

143. Third, Stannard conceded that there are three types of “users” that incur the IWC Charges
— SIUs, “Industrial Users” (synonymous with “Minor Users”) and “Nondomestic Wastewater Sources”
(Id. at pp. 55) — and that the costs the IWC Division incurs are different for each type of “user.” See, e.g,
Id. at pp. 55 (testifying that he would expect the “cost correlation” to Industrial Users would be less than
the cost of the SIUs); id. at p.48 (conceding that there 1s “more monitoring, more oversight, more
reporting” for SIUs than other types of users); Id at p. 64 (agreeing that an office building “obviously
contributes less to the cost of the IWC division than, say, an SIU”).

144. Fourth, Stannard agreed that “if there are any other classes of customers that don’t require

any effort [by the IWC Division] and that are solely domestic nature of waste with no potential or
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changing environment that would require ongoing activity, I would agree” that those customers “should
not incur the IWC charges.” Id. at p. 103. This concession is critical because it is undisputed that users
who constitute “Nondomestic Wastewater Sources” — a group of over 28,000 users who incur IWC
Charges -- are not regulated at all by the IWC Division because they are presumed to contribute only
“domestic” wastewater to the sewer system.

145. Fitth, Stannard acknowledged that the EPA has dictated that IWC Charges be based upon
each user’s “relative impact on pretreatment costs.” Id. at p. 124. Stannard agreed that the “[c]riteria for
cost allocation include such things as number and type of sampling, an analysis of events performed and
the amount and type of pollutant discharged.” Id. at pp. 123-124.

140. Finally, based upon the above, Stannard ultimately agreed in his deposition that the IWC
Charges at issue here were not proportional.

147. Stannard agreed that the IWC Charges at i1ssue here were not proportional because the
three groups of users cause varying amounts of costs to be incurred by the IWC Division:

Q. Okay. But in any event, you would agree that charging in the way that they do the
same IWC charge to each user based upon their meter size does not correlate
with the costs that are caused by each of the three groups [SIUs, Industrial Users,
and Nondomestic Wastewater Users]?

Yes, that 1s a correct statement. There’s not a direct correlation by meter size and
the three groups and the buckets of costs within those three groups.

And they might all benefit under your view from the IWC program, but the level
of benefit varies between the three classes, correct?

Yeah, not only benefit, but impact a need for oversight and regulation, yes.

And when you’re developing rates, a proportionate charge would be one
that more closely approximates each group’s either benefit from the IWC

program or the cost causation, correct?
Yes. [Stannard Dep., Exhibit 19 hereto, pp. 86-87.]

or Lo

>

148.  Stannard further supported the disproportionality of the IWC Charges when he conceded
that “an SIU serviced by a two-inch meter generally causes more of the IWC-related costs than, say, a
commercial office building with the same two-inch meter,” but that both users pay the “exact same IWC

charge.” Id. at p. 83.
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149.  Stannard’s testimony also confirmed that the IWC Charges are not proportionate because
GLWA inexplicably exempts certain types of nonresidential users from the charges.

150.  Stannard acknowledged that basic principles of rate making prohibit discrimination in
rates and charges assessed against similarly situated utility customers.

151.  This confirms that GLWA’s exemption of schools, colleges and governmental users from
the Charges, and the City Exemptions, further render the Charges disproportionate to GLWA’s costs.

152, Stannard’s testimony on this point was as follows:

e Stannard testified that “cost of service” is “the fundamental benchmark for
establishing utility rates in the United States” and that the “cost of service concept is
a cost-based process of converting revenue requirements into the unit costs” (Id. at
p. 40);

e  “Cost of service” represents the “total annual revenue requirement ... to be derived
from utility revenues” (Id. at p. 40);

e Stannard agreed that “fair” rates “means that the rates “recover revenues from
customer classes in relations to the costs incurred in providing utility services to those
customer classes and be free from self-interest, prejudice or favoritism” (I. at p. 19);

e “The overarching objective 13 that classes of customers pay in proportion to the costs
that have been allocated to them” (I4. at p. 20) with “no subsidies” — 1.e., “that one
user who benefits from the utility service and/or causes costs to be incurred by the
utility should not have those costs subsidized by other systems users” (Id. at p. 41);

e Stannard confirmed that any discrimination must be cost-based (I4. at pp. 20-21); I,
at p. 99 (acknowledging that there must be a “cost-based justification for charging
different rates to different users”);

e Stannard agreed that if you exempt certain users from payment of rates and charges,
it necessarily results in the nonexempt customers paying marginally higher rates and
charges (Id. at pp. 79-80)

e Finally, Stannard confirmed that there was no “cost-based” justification for
exempting schools, colleges and government facilities from payment of the IWC
Charges, and that the exemptions could not be justified based on differences in the

type or character of the sewage contributed by those facilities. Id. at pp. 79-80.

153.  Insum, Stannard’s testimony in the General Mill Supply Co. case confirmed that the “actual

use” of the services of the IWC Division by each payer of the IWC Charges simply “is not accounted for
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with the requisite level of precision necessary to support a conclusion that the charge is proportionate to
the costs of the services provided.” County of Jackson v. City of Jackson, 302 Mich. App. 90, 111 (2013).
154.  Notwithstanding Stannard’s testimony in General Mill Supply Co., GLWA has not changed
its method of imposing and collecting the IWC Charges since the resolution of General Mill Supply Co. and
entry of Final Judgment in that case on February 27, 2024.
CLASS ALLEGATIONS
155.  Plaintift brings this action as a class action, pursuant to MCR 3.501, individually and on
behalf of a proposed class consisting of all Minor Users and Non-Domestic Wastewater Users who have
paid or mncurred the IWC Charges to GLWA since March 11, 2024.
156.  The members of the Class are so numerous that joinder of all members is impracticable.
157.  Plaintiff’s claims are typical of the claims of members of the Class.
158.  Plaintiff s a member of the Class he seeks to represent.
159.  Plaintiff 1s a member of the class he seeks to represent because Plaintiff was injured by
the same wrongful conduct that is common to and injured all other members of the Class.
160.  GLWA has acted wrongtully in the same basic manner as to the entire class.
161.  There are questions of law and fact common to all Class Members that predominate over
any questions which, if they exist, atfect only individual Class Members, including:
A. whether the IWC Charge imposed by the GLWA is a tax;
B. whether the IWC Charge imposed by GLWA violates the Headlee Amendment;
and
C. whether by imposing the IWC Charge on the Class and not on (1) other persons
or entities in the GLWA service area who are within GLWA’s definitions of
Minor Users or Non-Domestic Wastewater Users and/or (2) persons ot entities
who own or occupy residential properties in the GLWA service area violates the

Michigan Constitution’s equal protection guarantees.
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162.  Plaintift will fairly and adequately protect the interests of the Class, and Plaintiff has no
interests antagonistic to those of the Class.

163.  Plaintift 1s committed to the vigorous prosecution of this action and has retained
competent and experienced counsel to prosecute this action.

164.  In particular, Plaintiff’s interests align with those of the class with respect to whether the
Charges are taxes.

165.  Because of the large number of residential wastewater users and exempt non-residential
wastewater users who are not paying the IWC Charges, it 1s unlikely — and perhaps impossible — that any
member of the putative Class, which consists of Minor Users and Non-Domestic Wastewater Users, will
pay more for wastewater management in the future, even if GLWA’s current method of charging is
declared to be unconstitutional.

166.  More importantly, as a matter of law, the question of whether a class representative
adequately represents the interests of the class looks only at the past or retrospective relief the plaintiff
seeks, not at any speculative future situation that might be different from the status quo.

167.  This is particularly true where continuing the status quo would benefit some class
members, but would also violate the law.

168.  In other words, if a judgment in favor of the class representative and other putative class
members will entitle them to recover money they paid to the defendant in the past, that is sufficient for
the class members’ interest to align, notwithstanding whether the defendant might seek to impose a
different charging scheme in the future that might benefit some class members and injure other class
members compared to the charging scheme that was in place before the class action.

169. A class action is superior to all other available methods for the fair and efficient
adjudication of this controversy because joinder of all members is impracticable.

170.  The prosecution of separate actions would create a risk of inconsistent or varying

adjudications.
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171.  Furthermore, the prosecution of separate actions would substantially impair and impede
the ability of individual class members to protect their interests.

172.  In addition, since mndividual refunds may be relatively small for most members of the
class, the burden and expense of prosecuting litigation of this nature makes it unlikely that members of
the class would prosecute individual actions.

173. On the other hand, it 13 probable that the amount which may be recovered by individual
class members will be large enough in relation to the expense and effort of administering the action to
justify a class action. In the 2018 case, which resulted in a settlement distribution to the class members
in 2024, the median refund distribution was about §731 and the mean refund distribution was about
$1,519. Class counsel and the third party administrator issued refunds to about 4,938 class members.
The third party administrator charged the class $126,443.40 to administer the settlement fund, send
notices to all known class members, process claims, and send two rounds of refund checks to claiming
class members. That resulted in an administrative cost of about $25.60 per class member, which was well
below the median refund distribution of $731.

174.  Plaintiff anticipates no difficulty in the management of this action as a class action.

COUNTI
VIOLATION OF THE HEADLEE AMENDMENT

175.  Plaintiff incorporates each of the preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth herein.

176.  GLWA 1s bound by the Michigan Constitution of 1963, including those portions
commonly known as the Headlee Amendment.

177.  In particular, GLWA may not disguise a tax as a fee under Article 9, Section 31 of the
Michigan Constitution of 1963.

178.  The IWC Charge is a disguised tax and intended to avoid the obligations of the Headlee
Amendment, including the requirement that the IWC Charge, as a tax, be approved by a majority of the

electorate.

28



179.  The IWC Charge has all relevant indicia of a tax:

Al It has no reasonable relationship to any service or benefit actually received by the
taxpayer;
B. The IWC Charge is designed to generate revenue and lacks a significant element

of regulation, as applied to Plaintiff and the Class;

C. The payers of the IWC Charge benefit in no manner distinct from any other
taxpayer or the general public;

D. Payment of the IWC Charge 1s not discretionary, but etfectively mandatory;

E. Various other indicia of a tax desctibed in Bo/f v. City of Lansing are present.'

180.  Asadirect and proximate result of GLWA’s implementation of the IWC Charge, Plaintiff
and the Class have been harmed.

181.  Plaintift seeks his attorneys’ fees and costs as allowed by Article 9, Section 32 of the
Michigan Constitution of 1963 and MCL 600.308a.

182.  Plaintiff seeks a refund of all IWC Charges paid by Plaintiff and the Class during the one-
year period prior to the commencement of this action and during the pendency of this action.

COUNT II
UNJUST ENRICHMENT - VIOLATION OF MCL 124.293

183.  Plaintiff incorporates each of the preceding paragraphs 1 through 174 inclusive, as if fully
set forth herein.

184.  GLWA is bound by MCL 124.293 which provides that GLWA “shall not have direct
taxing power.”

185.  The IWC Charge is a disguised tax and 1s intended to avoid the prohibitions of MCL
124.293.

186.  The IWC Charge has all relevant indicia of a tax:

! Pursuant to MCR 2.112(M), Plaintiff identifies subparts (A) through (E) of Paragraph 175 as
“factual questions that are anticipated to require resolution by the Court.”
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Al It has no reasonable relationship to any service or benefit actually received by the
taxpayer;

B. The IWC Charge is designed to generate revenue and lacks a significant element
of regulation, as applied to Plaintiff and the Class;

C. The payers of the IWC Charge benefit in no manner distinct from any other
taxpayer or the general public;
Payment of the IWC Charge 1s not discretionary, but etfectively mandatory;

E. Various other indicia of a tax described in Bo/t v. City of Lansing are present.

187. GLWA has violated MCL 124.293 by imposing a tax even though it lacks “direct taxing
power.”

188.  Asadirect and proximate result of GLWA’s implementation of the IWC Charge, GLWA
has collected millions of dollars to which it is not entitled. By paying the IWC Charges, Plaintiff and the
Class have conferred a benefit upon the City. GLWA has been unjustly enriched because it received
IWC Charges to which it was not entitled, and it would be unfair for the City to retain the IWC Charges
under the circumstances.

189.  Plaintift seeks a refund of all IWC Charges paid by Plaintiff and the Class during the one-
year period prior to the commencement of this action and during the pendency of this action.

COUNT III
VIOLATION OF EQUAL PROTECTION GUARANTEES
STATED IN THE MICHIGAN CONSTITUTION OF 1963, ARTICLE I, SECTION 2

190.  Plaintiff incorporates each of the preceding paragraphs 1 through 174 inclusive, as if fully
set forth herein.

191.  The Michigan Constitution of 1963 provides in pertinent part that “no person shall be
denied the equal protection of the laws...” Mich. Constitution 1963, Article 1, § 2.  Plaintiff is not
asserting claims under the U.S. Constitution or other federal law.

192.  GLWA’s practice of imposing the IWC Charges upon Plaintiff and other non-residential

property owners who are not SIUs and, through the GLWA Exemptions and the City Exemptions,
30



exempting other similarly-situated persons and entities from payment of the Charges constitutes a
constitutionally improper classification which violates Michigan equal protection guarantees.

193.  There is no natural distinguishing characteristic between the persons and entities who
paid the IWC Charges, but are not SIUs, and those who did not pay the IWC Charges due to the GLWA
Exemptions and the City Exemptions.

194.  Thus, Plaintiff and the Class (who paid the IWC Charges but are not SIUs and did not
receive a particularized benefit) are irrationally being charged differently than the simuilarly situated owners
of parcels of property that did not pay the IWC Charges.

195, In Alexander v Detroit, 392 Mich 30; 219 NW2d 41 (1974), the Michigan Supreme Court
enumerated a two-part test to be applied in an equal protection challenge to a legislative enactment. The
questions to be considered are:

(1) Are the enactment’s classifications based on natural distinguishing

characteristics and do they bear a reasonable relationship to the object of the
legislation?

(2) Are all persons of the same class included and aftected alike or are
immunities or privileges extended to an arbitrary or unreasonable class while
denied to others of like kind? [I4. at 35-36 (citations omitted.]

196.  On the one hand, the Charges are not based upon any natural distinguishing
characteristics between Plaintitf and the Class, on the one hand, and the persons and entities who have
been exempted. Further, the classifications (i.e., the exemptions) do not bear a reasonable relationship
to the object of the IWC Charges. Finally, all persons of the same class are not included and affected
alike, but instead, the privilege of not paying IWC Charges s extended to an arbitrary or unreasonable
class while denied to others of like kind.

197.  Thus, Plantiff and the Class are irrationally being charged differently than similarly

situated persons and entities who/which are being assessed lower Rates.
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198.  The manner in which the IWC Charges are imposed upon non-residential properties
which are not SIUs unduly burdens Plaintiff and the Class, and puts all Class members at a distinct
tinancial disadvantage as compared to the owners of parcels that do not pay the IWC Charges.

199.  Thus, Plaintiff and the Class are subsidizing the alleged cost of monitoring SIUs for the
similarly-situated persons and entities who do not pay the IWC Charges.

200.  GLWA serves no legitimate governmental purpose by charging Plaintiff and the Class the
IWC Charges when they are not SIUs, and when other property owners who are also not SIUs are not
subject to the IWC Charges.

201.  GLWA has violated Mich. Constitution 1963, Article 1, § 2 by imposing the IWC Charges
upon Plaintiff and the Class in violation of their constitutional equal protection guarantees.

202.  Plaintiff and the Class have been financially harmed as a result of GLWA’s violation of
their constitutional equal protection guarantees.

203.  GLWA should be required to disgorge the revenues attributable to the IWC Charges it
has imposed or collected during the three years preceding the filing of this action and refund the
improperly assessed IWC Charges to Plaintiff and the Class.

CoOuNTIV
UNJUST ENRICHMENT — UNREASONABLE UTILITY RATES

204.  Plaintiff incorporates each of the preceding paragraphs 1 through 174 as if fully set forth
herein.

205.  The IWC Charges have been unreasonable in violation of common-law ratemaking
principles. Indeed, the IWC Charges “viewed as a whole,” have been “excessive.” Youmans v. Bloomfield
Township, 336 Mich. App. 161, 969 N.W.2d 570 (2021).

206.  As a direct and proximate result of GLWA’s improper conduct, GLWA has collected
millions of dollars to which it 1s not entitled. By paying the IWC Charges, Plaintiff and the Class have

conferred a benefit upon GLWA.
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207.  GLWA has been unjustly enriched because it received IWC Charges to which it was not
entitled, and it would be unfair for GLWA to retain the IWC Charges under the circumstances.

208.  GLWA should be required to disgorge the amounts by which it has been unjustly
enriched.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff requests that the Court grant the following relief:

Al Certify this action to be a proper class action with Plaintiff certified as the Class
Representative and Kickham Hanley PLLC designated as Class Counsel;

B. Define the Class to include all persons or entities who/which have paid or incurred the
IWC Chatge at any time in the one year preceding the filing of this lawsuit or who/which pay or incur
the IWC Charge during the pendency of this action;

C. Enter judgment in favor of Plaintiff and the Class and against GLWA, and order and
direct GLWA to disgorge and refund all IWC Charges collected during the class period and to pay into a
common fund for the benefit of Plaintiff and all other members of the Class the total amount of IWC
Charges to which Plaintiff and the Class are entitled;

D. Appoint a Trustee to seize, manage and distribute in an orderly manner the common fund
thus established;

E. Find and declare that the IWC Charges violate the Headlee Amendment, MCL 123.293,
the Michigan Constitution’s equal protection guarantees, including under Mich. Constitution 1963,
Article 1, § 2, and the common law, and are therefore unlawtul;

F. Award Plaintiff and the Class the costs and expenses incurred in this action, including
reasonable attorneys’, accountants’, and experts’ fees; and

G. Grant any other appropriate relief.
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JURY DEMAND
Plaintitf, individually and on behalf of the Class, hereby demands a trial by jury on all issues so

triable.

KICKHAM HANLEY PLLC

By: L&/ Gregory D. Hanley
Gregory D. Hanley (P51204)

Jamie K. Warrow (P61521)
Edward F. Kickham Jr. (P70332)
40950 Woodward Ave., Suite 306
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48304
248-544-1500

Date: April 3, 2026 Attorneys for Plaintiff and the Class

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on April 3, 2026, I electronically served the foregoing document on all

counsel of record using the court’s electronic filing system.

s/ Bdward F. Kickhaw [r.
Edward F. Kickham Jr.

4929-4061-8141 v.1
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF WAYNE

LAURENCE WOLF,

individually and d/b/a Wolf Properties,
individually, and as representatives

of a class of similarly situated persons
and entities,

Plaintiff,
V.

THE GREAT LAKES WATER AUTHORITY,
an incorporated municipal authority,

Defendant.

Case No. 25-003683-CZ
Hon. Kevin J. Cox

Gregory D. Hanley (P51204)
Jamie K. Warrow (P61521)
Edward F. Kickham Jr. (P70332)
Kickham Hanley PLLC

40950 Woodward Ave., Suite 306
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48304

(248) 544-1500

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Christopher S. Frescoln (P63175)
Stephen J. Brown (P82684)

Fausone & Grysko, PLC

41700 West Six Mile Road, Suite 101
Northville, MI 48168

General Counsel

(248) 380-0000

Attorneys for Defendant

EXHIBITS 1-10 TO PLAINTIFFE’S FIRST AMENDED CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT

Document received by the M1 Wayne 3rd Circuit Court.



EXHIBIT -1

"1N0YD 1IN241D pIE aukepn [N 31 Ag paAiBaal wawnood



"UN0D 1IN2JID PIE BuAe N | B8Y) AQ PaAIBISI JUBLINDO(



EXHIBIT - 2

"1N0YD 1IN241D pIE aukepn [N 31 Ag paAiBaal wawnood



Lavonda Jackson

From:. Stephen Kuplicki: <Stephen. Kupllckl@glwaterufg>
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2018'11:31 AM ~ -

To: Tammy. Gushard ‘

Subject: IWC Meter Charge

Caliéd to follow-up on:a question you received about the WG Charge. Léft.a message with your secretary; but in
response to the-inquiry of howto appeal the IWC charge, 1 arn providing the: fnllowmg'

1. The IWC Charge is assessed to-any water meter that is greater than of equal 1o 5/8" dlameter under the
following tircumstances:

a. Thewwser is a commergial orindustrial user whase operitions: are deﬁhed by the 1987 SIC Code (or its
corresponding designation of the North American Industrial C[ass;ﬁcation System) being Divisions A, B,
€ D, EF G H Aand/for)

b. Thé water meter in.question is not strictly used for Fire: Protection

c. The facility is not a residential or multi-farnily dwelling,

2. Auser challenging the assessment would need'to file an appeal with suppsrting documentation. This includes
but oot limited to:

a. SIC classification — demonstrate. that it's SIC. diassification(s) for use of the facility are not specified by
Divisions:A, B, C, D, E, F, G; H - and/or ] of the 1987 SIC Code;

k. The watermetars present at the faility, their size and purposes:

c. Pipihg Diagram for their internal water system (This does not have to be an éngineering drawing);

d. How water is used/consumed withirthe facility and the volume used over a period {6-12 months);

3. The request should be reviewed by Mr Wheatly and myself.

4. Upon submission of the information, we would review and evaluate the request and prewdea written
determination, |f there'wera guestians about the submittal or & meetmg or site visit, we would notify the
appellantand schedulé this,

Please cali me to discuss this at-the number below,
New address nfter January 7t is 9300 West Jefferson, Suite 230; Detroit, Mi 43209

Stephen J Kuplicki, PE, JD

Manager-Operations - industrial Waste Control, Laboratories and Environmental Affalrs
GREAT LAKES WATER AUTHORITY 303 S, Livernois Detroit Mt 48208
P:313-297-5804

E: Stephen. Kuplicki@glwater o
General Information: 844 455 GLWA(4592)

GLWAOD00031

Document received by the MI Wayne 3rd Circuit Court.
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DWSD Informhation Statémant
Industrial Waste Control Charge

Tlie Industrial Waste Control Charge is assessed against any water metes size preater than 5/8" &, to all
commercial and industrial users of the DWSD system, whose ‘operations’ are defined by the 1987 _SIC/
Code' Division A, B, C, D, E, F,-G, H, ] and J (see attachmient 1). Based upon tlse Eastern District Court’s
1981 count order {see aitachment 2) this charge is not to be applied to any water meter used strictly for
fire protection; or that servicesa residential or muiti-family dwelling. Additionally, DWSD has exempted
the following types of facilities:

» Public. and Private elementary, and secondary schools which are part of a governmentat
schaol district (SIC 8211); '
Colleges, Universities and Professional Schools (SIC 8721);
hunior Colleges and Technical Institutes (SIC 8222);
Local and State government offices (SIC-0100--9999)

Any user not specifically exempted by the court’s 1981 order or as stated above, is to be assdssed the
Industrial Waste Control charge.

Repulatory activities for the. DWSD are funded through a separafe Industrial Waste Cantrof meter charge
applied 10. commercial and industridl accounts based. upon the size of their water metér. This chacge is
exclusively for the-support of regulatory programs benefiting commercial and industrial users. The origin
of this charge was the federal Caurt Order dated July 27, 1981. Through.this order; the Detroit Water and
Sewerage Depariment recovers the cost of the Intlustrial Waste Coitrol  Divigion budget through the
assessment of a meter chaige placed on. all water meters of 5/8" @, or gréater than 5/8" @ im all
communities serviced by DWSI's Wastewater Systemn,

The Industrial Waste Control Division is responsible for the implementation and enforcement of
regulatory programs that in¢lude, but are not limited to, the following;

Industriat Premegtment Program (as defined by NPDES Permit MI0022802)
Surcharge Program

Hauled in Waste Program

Spesial Discliarge and Groundwater Piogram

Pollution .Pravention'(’Mercury, FOG ¢onirol)

2 o n 0 o

These programs are intésponse o state and federal requirements.

‘For purposes of this information. statement, a commercial and industrial user-shall mean a person who
contributes; causes or petmits wastewiter to be discharged irito the POTW, including, but not limited to, a
place of business, endeavor, mts, trade or commerce, whether public or private, commercial or charitable
but excludes single family and multi-family residential dwellings with discharges consistent -with
domestic waste characteristics. {See City-of Detroit Ordinance 08-05, Section 56-3-58.17].

*'The (987 SIC or corresponding designation of the North American Industrial Classification Sysiem (NAICS).
2 Updated Febroary 2005 '

GLWADOD133
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3/19/2019 Attachment 1

Indunstrial Clasification Division Structitre
(Sea hip:/hwww.oshir gov/egi-binssic/sicsers for more inforination)

A. Division A: Agricultare, Foresiry, Aud Tishing
Major Grotip 01: Agricultural Production Crops
Major'Group.02: Agricultisal Production Livestock And Animal Specialties
Major Group 07: Agricultural Services
Major Group 08: Farestry-
Major Group 09: Fishing, Hunting, And Trapping.

B. Division B: Mieing
Major Group 10: Metal Mining
Major Group 12: Coal Miring
Major Group. 13: Ofl Anil Gas Extraction
Major Group 14: Mitiing And Quarrying Of Naiimetallic Minerals, Except Fuels

C. Division C; Construction
Major Group 15: Building Construction General Contiactors And Operative Builders
Major Grouip 16: Heavy Constructior Other Than Building Construction Contractors
Major Group 17: Consiruction.Special Trade Contractors

D. Division'D: Manufacturing

‘Major Group:20:; - Food And Kindred Products

Major Group 21: Tohacto Products

Major Group 22: Textile.Mill Produets

‘Major Group 23: Appare] And Other Finished Products Made. From Fabrics And Similar Materials’
Major Group 24: Lumber Arid Wood Products, Pxcept Furniture

Major Group 25; Furniture And Fixtures

Major Group 26: Paper And Allied Prodiscts

Major Group 27: Printing, Publishing, And Allied Industries

Major Group:28: Chemicals And Allied Products

Magor Group 29: Petrolenm Refiting And Related Industries
“Major Group:30: Rubber And Miscellaneous Plastics Products

Major Group 31: Leather And Leather Products

Major Group 32: Stone, Clay, Glass, And Concrete Products

Majoi Group 33: Primary Metil Industries' _

Major Group 34: Fabricated Metel Products, Except Machinery And Transportation Equipmient
-Major Groiip 35: Industrial And Commercial Machinery And Computer Equipment

Major-Group 36: Blecironic And Other Electrica! Equipment And Components, Except Computer Equipmént
Major Group: 37: Transportation-Equipment -

Major Group 38: Measuring, Analyzing, And Contolling Instruments; Photographic, Medical And Optical

Goods; Watches And Clocks ’
‘Major Group 3%: Miscellarieous Manufacturing Industries.

E. Divisian E: Transportation, Cemmunications, Eiectric, Gas, Ami-Sar_;itary Services
Major Group.40: Railroad Transportation
Major Graup 4.1: Local And Suburban Transit Anrd Interurban Highway Passenger Transporiation
Major Graup 42: Motor Freight Transportation And Warehousing
Major Group 43 United States Postal Service
Major Group 44: Water Transportation’
‘Major Group-45: Transportation By Air’
Major Group 46: Pigelines, Except Natural Gas
Mzjor Graup 47: Transportation Setvices
Meajor Group 48: Communications
Major Group.49: Electric, Gag, And Sanitary Services

GLWAOD00134
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3/1912019 Attachment 1

F. Division F: Wholesale Trade
Major Group $0: Wholesale Trade-durable Goods
Major Group 51: Whalesale Trade-non-durable Goods

G. Division G: Refail Trade 7 .
Major Group 52: Building Materials, Hardware, Garden Supply, And Mobile Home Dealers
Major Group 53: General Merchandise Storgs
Major Group 54: Food Stores
Major Group 55: Automotive Dealers And Gasoline Service Stations
Meijor Group 56: Apparel And Accessory Stores
Major Group 57: Home Furniture, Furnishings, And Equipment Stores
Major-Group 58: Eating And Drinking Places
Major Group 59: Miscellsneous Rekail

H. Division H: Finance, Insuraneé; And Real Estate
Major Group 60: Depissitory Institutions
Major Group 61: Non-depositery Credit Institutions
Major Group 62: Security And Commodity Brokers, Dealers, Exchanges, And Services
Major Group 63: Insurance Carriers
Majoy Group 64: Insurance Agents; Brokérs, And Service
Majdr Group 65: Real Estaté
Major Gromp' 67: Holding And Other Investment Offices

[.. Division I: Services.
Major Group 70: Hotels, Rooming Houses, Camps, Arid Other Lodging Places
Major Group 72: Personal Services
Major Group 73; Business Services
Major Group-75: Automotive Repair; Sefvices, And Parking
Major Group 76: Miscellaneous. Repair Services ’
Major Group 78: Motion. Pictures
Major Group 79 Amuserent And Recreation Services
Major Group 80: Health Services
Major Group 81; Legal Services
Major Group-82: Educativnal Services
Major Group 83: Social Services. ‘
Major Group 84; Museums, Art Galleries, And Botanical And Zoological Gardens
Major Group. 86: Membership Organizations
Major Group-87: Engineeriug, Accountiig, Research, Management, And Related Services
Major Group 88: Private Houssholds

I, Division J: Public Administration
Major Group 91; Executive, Legislative, And General Government, Except Finance
Major Group 92: Justice, Pablic, Order, And Safety
Major Group 93: Public Finance, Taxation, And Monetary: Policy
Major-Group.94: Administration Of Human Resource. Programs
Major Group 95 Administration Of Environmental Quality. And Housing Programs
Major Group 96: Administeation Of Economic Programs
Major Group 97: Mational Sceurity And International Afiairs
Major Group 99: Non-classifiable Establishments

GLWAQD00135
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IWC Observations

4, How are IWC costs allocated, including bad debt?

I costs are not allocated to individual communities-or separately between Detroil and
Suburhan Wholesale. Total vevenue requivements allocated 1o TWC are simply divided by
the total IWC hitling units 10 determine a set of charges that varies by meler size but that
is uniform throughout the customer base..

3, What is the current breakdown of I'WC bad debl by community?

As of Jume 30, 2013 the tatal allowance for doubtfid accounts bulenice for IWC was.
~3865,000, all of which ix related to Highland Park. Approximately $132,000 of ihis
amont acerued as bad debl expense during FY 2012-13. NONE of thiy hud debt hos
been included in ANY rates - bhecause the LB committee decided to waive
implementation: of the industvial specific portions of the 5-year LBA and DWSD is
holding FY 2012-13 bud debt LBA over to Implemeniation aﬂ‘er the J-year LBA is fully
implemented a1 the end of FY 20F3-F6.

6. What debt service is allocated to 1 W.C?

Technically there is no longer any “debt service " directly allocated 1o IWC. Under the
Rate Simmplification Proposal opevating and capital costs ave assigned fo cost paols bused
on historieal data and bidgel specifics. The capital costs assigned to IWC are primarily
refated to the customer data management system that was installed a few years ago.

GLWAQ00384
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General Mill Supply Co., et al v.

Cheryl Jordan

The Great Lakes Water Authority, et al January 25, 2021
Page 1 Page 3
1 STATE OF MICHIGAN 1 INDEX
2 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF WAYNE | 2
3 3 WITNESS: CHERYL JORDAN
4 GENERAL MILL SUPPLY CO., 4 EXAMINATION BY MR. HANLEY: 4
5 Individually and on behalf 5
6 of a class of similarly 6
7 situated persons and entities, 7
8 Plaintiff, 8 EXHIBITS
9 vs. Case No. 18-0011569-C2z 9 (None Offered) .
10 Hon. Kevin Cox 10
1l THE GREAT LAKES WATER AUTHORITY, 11
12 an incorporated municipal authority, 12
13 and 13
14 cCITY OF DETROIT, a municipal corporation, 14
15 by and through its WATER AND SEWERAGE 15
16 DEPARTMENT, 16
17 Defendants. 17
18 18
19 19
20 The Deposition of CHERYL JORDAN 20
21 Taken Via Zoom Videoconference 21
22 Commencing at 10:00 a.m. 22
23 Monday, January 25, 2021 23
24 Before Carolyn Grittini, CSR-3381 24
25 25
Page 2 Page 4
1 APPERRANCES: 1 Monday, January 25, 2021
2 2 10:00 a.m.
3 GREGORY D. HANLEY 3
4 Kickham Hanley a CHERYL JORDAN,
5 32121 Woodwazd Avenue, Suite 300 5  was thereupon called as a witness herein, and after
6 Royal Oak, Michigan 48073 6  having first been duly sworn to testify to the truth,
7 248.544.1500 7 the whole truth and nothing but the truth, was
8 Appearing on behalf of the Plaintiff. 8 examined and testified as follows:
9 9 MR. HANLEY: Good morning, Miss Jordan.
10 MICHAEL J. WATT 10 THE WITNESS: Good morning.
11 kopka Pinkus Dolin 11 MR. PELLAND: Can I make a quick statement?
12 32605 W. 12 Mile Road, Suite 300 12 MR. HANLEY: Yes.
13 Farmington Hills, Michigan 48334 13 MR. PELLAND: I just want to make it clear
14 248.324.2620 14  that Miss Jordan is a former employee of both DWSD and
15 Appearing on behalf of the Defendant. 15 Great Lakes Water Authority and is an attorney. By
16 16 going forward with this deposition today, neither
17 JAMES M. PELLAND 17 defendant is in any way waiving the attorney-client
18 CHRISTOPHER FRESCOLN 18 privilege with regards to any potential testimony of
19 Fausone Bohn 19 Miss Jordan.
20 41700 W. 6 Mile Road, Suite 101 20 MR. HANLEY: Understood. And it's not my
21 Northville, Michigan 48168 21 intent to get into any attorney-client communications
22 248.380.0000 22 inany event.
23 Appearing on behalf of the Defendant. 23 EXAMINATION
24 24 BY MR. HANLEY:
25 25 Q. Good morning, Miss Jordan, can you hear me?
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General Mill Supply Co., et al v.

Cheryl Jordan

The Great Lakes Water Authority, et al January 25, 2021
Page 5 Page 7
1 A. Yes. 1 Authority, and as the Great Lakes Water Authority was
2 Q. My name is Greg Hanley. I think we may have meta | 2 being formed in 2015, I believe it was related to new
3 couple times back in the day. Ireally appreciate you | 3 NDPES permits having to be issued because of the
4 appearing voluntarily for this. We're going to be as | 4 split, and because of that, the Industrial Waste
5 brief as we can so you can get back to your real work, | 5 Control Program, because they report I think under the
6 but I have a few questions. 6 licensing rule, it's every year, that was being
7 Are you generally familiar that thereisa | 7 reviewed; and so initially when I learned of it and
8 case ongoing challenging the industrial waste control | 8 began researching it in my capacity as the associate
9 charges that have been posed over the years by DWSD | 9 general counsel, I was really more reviewing its
10 and GLWA? 10 history and how it was -- how the charges were sent
11 A. [am now since I received your subpoena. 11 out, how the program was made, the ordinances that
12 Q. Let's see if we can agree on some terms first. For |12 were required to be adopted by each municipality that
13 shorthand purposes, can I refer to the Detroit Water |13 was serviced.
14 and Sewerage Department as DWSD? 14 Q. Prior to that time, had you had any involvement in the
15 A. Yes. 15 Industrial Waste Control Program or evaluations of the
16 Q. And can I also refer to the Great Lakes Water 16 Industrial Waste Control Program?
17 Authority as GLWA? 17 A. No, I don't believe so.
18 A. Yes. 18 Q. So it would be fair to say that around the time of
19 Q. Idon't want to spend a lot of time on your 19 this review, you kind of familiarized yourself with
20 background, but you are a licensed Michigan attorney, |20 the aspects of the program and one of which was the
21 correct? 21 charges that were being imposed?
22 A. Yes. 22 A. Yeah. Generally, I think i looked less at the charges
23 Q. And you've been licensed since at least 2013, correct? |23 but more at the mechanism by which the charges were
24 A. Yes, since 2007. 24 issued and the loss of boarding them and how you would
25 Q. And you were at one point employed by the DWSD as |25 go about charging each municipality.
Page 6 Page 8
1 counsel, inhouse counsel, for lack of a better word? | 1 Q. I'm going to pull up a document now, hopefully I can
2 A. Yes. Associate general counsel I think was the title | 2 do this right. Do you see a document on your screen
3 there. 3 now?
4 Q. And my understanding is that you were an associate | 4 A. No, I see your folder with a bunch of exhibits in it.
5 general counsel at DWSD from around June of 2014 to | 5 Q. Try it again. How's that?
6 the end of 2015? 6 A. Okay, yes.
7 A. Correct. 7 Q. So I'm showing you, pulled up what we've previously
8 Q. And then you became an associate general counsel at | 8 marked as Exhibit 11 in a deposition we took of Mr.
9 GLWA for about six months through June of 2016? | 9 Foster, Bart Foster. You're familiar with Mr. Foster,
10 A. Correct. 10 aren't you?
11 Q. And then you were deputy general counsel of DWSD from |11 A. Yes.
12 June of 2016 to February of 2017, is that correct? |12 Q. And this is an Industrial Waste Control and Pollutant
13 A. Yes. 13 Surcharge Program Review document and it's dated March
14 Q. And after that, you haven't been employed by either |14 25th, 2015 and the authors at least that are started
15 DWSD or GLWA? 15 as Mr. Mark Savitskie and yourself, correct?
16 A. That's correct. 16 A. Yes.
17 Q. Miss Jordan, did there come a time in 2015 that you |17 Q. And this is something you put together in around March
18 became involved in doing sort of a review of the |18 of 20157
19 industrial waste control program? 19 A. Yes.
20 A. Yes, I believe there was. 20 Q. And who was the audience for this?
21 Q. AndThave a document relating to that, which we'll go |21 A. Ibelieve that we did this presentation, we gave this
22 over in some detail, but can you tell me the high |22 presentation to a couple different audiences, but most
23 level, how you came to be involved in that? 23 of them were what we would call wastewater steering
24 A. Yeah. When DWSD was preparing to essentially lease a |24 committee, which is different members of communities.
25 large portion of its assets to Great Lakes Water |25 So someone from each municipality or county would

Judy Jettke & Associates
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General Mill Supply Co., et al v.

Cheryl Jordan

The Great Lakes Water Authority, et al January 25, 2021
Page 9 Page 11
1 come. I can't remember exactly -- I can't remember | 1 Q. I'm going to walk through a few pages of this just to
2 exactly this document, if we only used it once or | 2 make sure [ understand what you were involved in. And
3 several times. I think we used it -- I guess we only | 3 page 3, there is a quick definitions section which
4 used it on March 25th, 2015, but I can't for the life | 4 defines community customer and defines end user. Is
5 of me remember which steering committee or group it | 5 this part of the presentation that you put together?
6 was. 6 A. Yeah, I believe so.
7 Q. Whatever the audience was, you would agree withme | 7 Q. And the way I understand it worked, at least at this
8 that this was an attempt to, in writing, fairly and | 8 point, was that the communities that DWSD serviced
9 accurately describe aspects of the program, the IWC | 9 would take an inventory of how many nonresidential or
10 and the Pollutant Surcharge Programs? 10 other properties that were subject to the IWC charge
11 A. Yes. 11 and the size of their meter and provide that
12 Q. Mr. Savitskie is listed, do you know him independent |12 information to DWSD; is that correct?
13 of your work on this? 13 A. Yes.
14 A. Not really. 14 Q. And then they would bill -- DWSD would tell the
15 Q. And what was the nature -- how did you interface with |15 communities what to bill and they would collect those
16 him on this program review? 16 amounts from the IWC customers in their communities;
17 A. Ibelieve he was tasked with coming up with the data |17 is that correct?
18 for rates and revenue requirements for the program |18 A. That sounds right. I think so.
19 that are listed on a few slides, and I participated |19 Q. And so when you say the end user, that's the business
20 and contributed again by sort of giving the history of |20 that ultimately pays the IWC charges and the pollutant
21 the IWCP program, why it was there and steps moving |21 surcharges, correct?
22 forward and any changes that were happening. LikeI |22 A. Correct.
23 said, I think he was solely the finance guy, the |23 Q. And then on the next page of Exhibit 11, there is a
24 numbers guy and I was more just the legal background |24 slide that says what is industrial waste control. Is
25 and explanation of what the program was. 25 this something you would have prepared?
Page 10 Page 12
1 Q. Okay. And you would agree with me that as of March | 1 A. Yeah, I believe I prepared this one.
2 2015, Mr. Foster had been involved for a long time in | 2 Q. And I guess the fourth bullet point down, this is what
3 determining rates and charges for DWSD? 3 we were just talking about, over 47,000
4 A. Yeah, I believe he's been a consultant for quite a | 4 nonresidential, commercial and industrial end users
5 long time. 5 pay IWC charges monthly either through a direct
6 Q. Do you know why it was Mr. Savitskie that was involved | 6 billing from DWSD (for Detroit end user locations) or
7 in the financial aspects of this as opposed to Mr. | 7 a billing from their community customer (for Suburban
8 Foster? 8 end user locations) with the proceeds forwarded to
9 A. Idon't know exactly why. I don't really wantto | 9 DWSD. You see that?
10 guess, other than that there is a finance department |10 A. Yes.
11 within DWSD, or there was, and that they would have |11 Q. And that was an accurate recitation of how it worked,
12 been responsible for collecting data for costs and |12 correct?
13 providing those to Mr. Foster. 13 A. Ibelieve so, yes.
14 Q. Were you aware that Mr. Savitskie was an outside |14 Q. And then program costs are passed -- it says: Program
15 consultant as opposed to an employee of DWSD? |15 costs are passed to the customer based on their meter
16 A. No. 16 size (5/8th's inches or greater). You see that?
17 Q. As far as you knew, he was an employee? 17 A. Yes.
18 A. Imean, sitting here today, I can't tell you if  knew |18 Q. And that was a correct statement of the process at the
19 he was a consultant or he was an employee. I honestly |19 time, correct?
20 don't think I had very many interactions with him. |20 A. Yes, I believe so.
21 Were there any other people involved in preparing this [21 Q. So would it be fair to characterize the member
22 presentation other than you and Mr. Savitskie? |22 communities who are passing this on as basically
23 A. Other than my direct supervisor at the time in the |23 collection agents for DWSD?
24 General Counsel's Office, which is Bill Wolfson,I |24 A. Yes.
25 don't believe so. 25 MR. PELLAND: Object to that. That calls
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General Mill Supply Co., et al v.

Cheryl Jordan

The Great Lakes Water Authority, et al January 25, 2021
Page 13 Page 15

1 for a legal conclusion. 1 Q. A couple pages later on page 7 there's a Program

2 BY MR. HANLEY: 2 Review Scope. Do you know what this is referring to?

3 Q. And then finally, the elements of the IWC program | 3 A. I think this is the program, meaning wherever we were

4 include customer database maintenance, water sample | 4 presenting this was like the program. So this was

5 selection, lab testing, permit administration and | 5 what we were planning on doing with the group that we

6 enforcement along with administrative support costs of | 6 were with, was, we wanted them to understand the

7 other DWSD organizations. Do you see that? 7 elements, validate the quantitative and financial

8 A. Yes. 8 data, apprise compliance, assist with rate development

9 Q. Do you know what other DWSD organizations are being | 9 and address questions and inquiries.

10 referred to here? 10 Q. Was there a concern at the time about the methodology
11 A. No, I can't exactly remember. I'm thinking maybe |11 that was being used to determine the IWC charges?
12 consultants. I don't know if organizations was the |12 A. Not that I know of, no.
13 right word for that. 13 Q. But when you say validate quantitative and financial
14 Q. Allright. Well, T know it was quite a while ago, so |14 data, what are you referring to?
15 we'll see if there's some other pages that maybe |15 A. If the stakeholders that were at the meeting had a
16 refresh your recollection. Let's move on to page 5 of |16 question about what DWSD was using to create its rate,
17 Exhibit 11. This is the history and the legal 17 or the rates for the IWC, that's something that would
18 precedent for IWC, and there's various bullet points. |18 have been explored during these meetings.
19 Is this something that you prepared? 19 Q. Okay. And then one of the bullet points that this
20 A. Ibelieve so, yes. 20 program review was intended to assist in, assist in
21 Q. So from your perspective, you believed it to be true |21 DWSD finance and fiscal year 2016 rate development.
22 and accurate as of the time in 2015, correct? 22 You see that?
23 A. Correct. 23 A. Yes.
24 Q. At the very bottom last two bullet points, it says: |24 Q. And fiscal year 2016 would have been the year
25 Recover the cost of the program by establishing |25 beginning July 1st, 2015, correct?

Page 14 Page 16

1 charges based on meter size (that's [PP) and 1 A. Correct.

2 concentration of waste, (PS), for all nonresidential | 2 Q. And who in the DWSD finance organization were you

3 customers, subject to some exclusions. You see that? | 3 assisting or were you intending to assist?

4 A. Yes. 4 MR. PELLAND: Greg, I just want to object.

5 Q. Then it says: Collect only the amount necessary to | 5 I'm not sure that we've established on other questions

6 recover the cost of the IWC program. You see that? | 6 you asked her whether those were parts that she was

7 A. Yes. 7 working on or doing it with. So I don't know if

8 Q. Was it your understanding at the time that the IWC | 8 you --

9 charges were limited to those that would allow DWSD to | 9 MR. HANLEY: Again, she can tell me that
10 only recover the cost of the IWC program? 10 she didn't have any involvement in that if that's
11 MR. PELLAND: I would object again, calls |11 true. I'm trying to identify who else in the
12 for a legal conclusion. 12 organization would have been involved in this effort.
13 A. Yes, that was my understanding at the time. 13 A. Yeah, I mean, I could be wrong looking at this, but
14 BY MR. HANLEY: 14 what I read that bullet point to mean is that the DWSD
15 Q. And do you know whether that goes back to like federal |15 wanted to involve its stakeholders who were at this
16 court orders that you were referring to in the earlier |16 meeting to assist in the fiscal year 2016 rate
17 parts of page 5? 17 development. So what I think that means is -- and I
18 A. When I wrote this, I don't know that I knew that then; |18 looked at this document obviously when you sent it to
19 maybe I did. I think it's just in general, everything |19 me last Friday -- later on in a slide they talk about
20 DWSD did was -- any charge that it issued was really |20 how many municipalities weren't reporting at all the
21 just to recover the cost. I mean, the cost which |21 amount of customers, end users that they had, and so I
22 included administrative, obviously, costs. So yes. |22 think that what they meant was that we want to involve
23 Q. In other words, they weren't supposed to make a |23 the municipalities in assisting us in developing the
24 profit, for lack of a better word? 24 rate for fiscal year 2016, and by reporting to us who
25 A. Right. Correct. 25 you have and what their meter sizes are and so on and
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1 so forth, that can assist us. That's what I think 1 actual in 2014 and that's what we're going to use for
2 that meant. That wasn't me assisting them, that was | 2 our revenue requirement for fiscal year '16, correct?
3 saying to the group, you know, we'd like to have your | 3 A. Correct.
4 assistance in moving forward with this rate. 4 Q. So down where it says Action Taken, proposed fiscal
5 Q. Now, a few pages later, there is page 11 of Exhibit | 5 year 2016 base rate is $5.50, reflecting reconstructed
6 11, Program Review Finding, IWC - Revenue 6 cost data, approximately 38 percent reduction in
7 Requirements, and then there's a program cost buildup. | 7 program cost base from fiscal year 2014. You see
8 Is it your understanding that Mr. Savitskie was 8 that?
9 primarily responsible for this? 9 A. Yes.
10 A. Yes. 10 Q. So the revenue requirement that was being calculated
11 Q. And was there a discussion about the import or the |11 in Exhibit 11 went from 22,450,000 dollars and change
12 impact of what's referenced here on page 11? 12 to a little bit more than 13 million dollars, correct?
13 A. A discussion with the group that it was being 13 MR. PELLAND: I'll object. Greg, are you
14 presented to? 14 asking her if that's what this document says.
15 Q. Yes. 15 MR. HANLEY: Yes.
16 A. Ican only assume there was, but again, [ can't really |16 A. Yes, that's what the document says.
17 remember. 17 Q. And was there a discussion among the group at the time
18 Q. Well, let me walk you through this and see if I can |18 along the lines of this is a significant reduction?
19 refresh your recollection about some of the stuff. |19 A. Again, I really don't remember. I can't even picture
20 What this is saying -- and by the way, was this -- do |20 like faces in the crowd. I can't remember a
21 you believe that this was an effort to truthfully and |21 discussion.
22 accurately convey this information to the group? |22 Q. But you may not have done these calculations, but you
23 A. Ibelieve so, yes. 23 authored the document and you would have at the time
24 Q. You're not aware of any numbers that are wrong in this |24 made an attempt to make sure that what you were
25 or that were incorrect at the time, correct? 25 presenting to the group was accurate, correct?
Page 18 Page 20
1 A. Correct. 1 A. Yes, butI was relying on the data from Mr. Savitskie
2 Q. So what somebody did was, first bullet point, obtain | 2 and others that provided him with the financial data
3 fiscal year 2014 year revenue requirement data for | 3 to -- I trusted that their representation of the
4 $8.85 base IWC charge. Do you see that? 4 numbers were correct.
5 A. Yes. 5 Q. But as a result of the reconstructed cost buildup, the
6 Q. You understand what a revenue requirement is, correct? | 6 allocation of wastewater operations went from
7 A. Yes. 7 9,489,464 dollars down to about 2.3 million dollars,
8 Q. And would you agree with me that those are the costs | 8 correct?
9 and expenses that need to be recovered through rates | 9 A. It looks that way, yes.
10 and charges? 10 Q. And the total wastewater lab operations budget for
11 A. Yes. 11 2014 as shown by Exhibit 11 is a little bit more than
12 Q. And then there was a reconstructed cost buildup from |12 three million dollars, correct?
13 bottom up based on actual for fiscal year 2014. You |13 A. Yes.
14 see that? 14 Q. So if this reconstructed calculation had actually been
15 A. Yes. 15 used in fiscal year '14, the charges would have been
16 Q. But whatever the numbers are and what is the column |16 $5.14 per unit as opposed to $8.85 per unit, correct?
17 that says Reconstructed Calculation, those were based |17 MR. PELLAND: I'll object. I don't know
18 upon somebody's analysis of the actual information for |18 what that hypothetical has to do with this. I don't
19 fiscal year 2014, correct? 19 think this witness can answer that question.
20 A. Correct. 20 BY MR. HANLEY:
21 Q. And then the Process Improvement Action Plan was to (21 Q. You can answer.
22 use reconstructed data from fiscal year 2014 to |22 A. Yeah, I mean, you can't know the actuals for 2014
23 recalibrate fiscal year 2016 rates, right? 23 until you've gone through 2014. So I think your
24 A. Correct. 24 question seemed to say if we would have used this
25 Q. So what was done is they looked back at what was our |25 reconstructed 2014 in 2014, it would have been less.
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1 Well, you can't do that because you can't look at | 1 be working with Bart Foster in coming up with rates

2 actuals until after the actual year has gone by. 2 which would necessarily involve validating program

3 Q. Well, are you aware of any effort to determine what | 3 costs.

4 the assumptions were going into fiscal year 2014 about | 4 Q. But do you know whether before this document, before

5 this? 5 the exercise that Mr. Savitskie undertook, whether

6 A. That, I don't know. And I don't recall. I'm sure 6 there had been in the past an effort to validate the

7 there's someone that knows that answer but it's not | 7 program costs for the revenue requirements for IWC?

8 me. 8 No, I don't know whether or not that was done.

9 Q. But there would have been, for example, to your | 9 I mean, you're not aware one way or the other, you
10 knowledge, there would have been a budget for the |10 can't say, Mr. Hanley, we've done this all the way
11 wastewater lab operations for 2014 at the time, not |11 back as far as I can remember, but you also can't say
12 later on, but at the time, correct? 12 I know for sure we haven't done it?

13 A. Correct. 13 Correct. I can't say either way.

14 Q. And that data would have been available to Mr. |14 MR. HANLEY: Fair enough. Ihave no

15 Savitskie, to your knowledge? 15 further questions. I appreciate your time.

16 A. Ican't answer that. I don't remember Mr. Savitskie |16 MR. PELLAND: I don't have any questions.

17 very well, so I don't even remember when he was |17 MR. HANLEY:: There's an issue of extended

18 utilized or what his background was. 18 discovery and I think everybody agreed that we can

19 Q. Justa couple more questions about page 11. There's |19 extend it.

20 an indirect admin overhead allocation that in the rate |20 MR. PELLAND: On the record of this

21 calculation for fiscal year 2014 was about 4.46 |21 deposition?

22 million dollars and the reconstructed calculation was |22 MR. HANLEY: What's that?

23 about 2.65 million dollars. Do you see that? 23 MR. PELLAND: On the record of this

24 A. Yes. 24 deposition or you mean off the record?

25 Q. Do you know what that indirect admin overhead refers |25 MR. HANLEY: [ want -- you guys didn't
Page 22 Page 24

1 to? Is that the other departments that are referenced | 1 respond to my e-mail, so I thought maybe we could just

2 earlier in the document? 2 have an agreement on the record about going forward

3 A. It may be, yeah. IfI recall correctly, indirect 3 with discovery, or you can respond to my e-mail.

4 costs would be that there's some percentage of the | 4 MR. PELLAND: I would have to defer that to

5 overall operation maybe of wastewater that are 5 Chris and Mike at this time.

6 allocated toward certain charges, so those would be | 6 MR. WATT: Iresponded, Greg, and I'm fine

7 called indirects. So yes, maybe other departments, | 7 with keeping it open. And again, I'm going to kick it

8 maybe a piece of the finance department gets thrownin | 8 back over to Jim's group, they're the ones taking care

9 there, executive's office or something. I'm guessing. | 9 of the nuts and bolts of this case.

10 Q. Well, we don't need you to guess. 10 MR. HANLEY: My only point is, is that
11 A. Yeah. 11 since there's not any operative date before the
12 Q. Couple more questions about this exhibit. On page 18, |12 settlement conference, the court's not going to care
13 there's kind of a next step summary, and one of the |13 if we have an informal agreement to keep discovery
14 finding and action required was to validate program |14 open, and I prefer not to have to file a motion and
15 costs for revenue requirements, and that was going to |15 deal with all that. So that was just my suggestion
16 be done by Mr. Foster annually. You see that? |16 that we just agree to keep it open.

17 A. Yes. 17 MR. PELLAND: The only thing there was,
18 Q. Do you know whether Mr. Foster was involved in the |18 were we ordered to go to facilitation? Did we end up
19 discussions about this document or about the 19 putting that in the order at all?

20 presentation? 20 MR. HANLEY: No. We got excluded from case
21 A. Thave a feeling he may have been present during the |21 eval, and there's no order requiring mediation but
22 presentation, but I can't recall exactly. I think 22 there is a settlement conference that's scheduled for
23 that a lot of -- you already established that Mr. |23 May. And as we discussed last week, I'm in the
24 Foster is like the rate consultant, so I do think that |24 process of putting together kind of a 408 kind of
25 Mr. Savitskie and other people at DWSD finance would |25 thing for you guys, which I'll definitely get out this
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1 week, but I guess what I'm saying is, we've got this | 1 I'm just saying it might be easier.
2 February 1st operative date, if we're not goingto | 2 MR. FRESCOLN: I'm sure I'm not going to
3 have an agreement, I'm going to have to get a motion | 3 have an issue with accommodating your request. I will
4 on file or see if they'll accept a stipulation. And | 4 confirm by e-mail, certainly before the end of the day
5 I'm sure that -- you guys served expert 5 tomorrow.
6 Interrogatories, which aren't even due yet, and 6 MR. HANLEY: Fair enough. I wasn't
7 obviously the delays associated with getting data have | 7 suggesting you guys were ignoring my e-mails, because
8 prevented my expert from finalizing his opinion. SoI | 8 I know we just sent it on Friday. I just thought it
9 would rather not file a motion that takes all kinds of | 9 might be easier to take care of it on the record. So
10 shots about how I've had to deal with trying to get |10 I'll look for your e-mail and we'll go from there.
11 all this information. So all I'm asking is that we |11 MR. FRESCOLN: Sounds good. Thanks, Greg.
12 agree that both sides can conduct discovery through |12 (Deposition was concluded at 10:37 a.m.)
13 April 1st. 13
14 MR. FRESCOLN: Greg, what's the February 1 |14
15 date? 15
16 MR. HANLEY: February 1st is the current |16
17 discovery cutoff and the current order. But there are |17
18 no other dates in that order, including dispositive |18
19 motions. And what I think the court contemplates is |19
20 that we have a settlement conference and then there'll |20
21 dispositive motions thereafter. And we also have this |21
22 issue of notice, which has been delayed on both sides |22
23 really. I'm still waiting for data from you guys and |23
24 we need to disseminate proposed notices to you guys |24
25 for approval and then get an order in. So I think |25
Page 26 Page 28
1 everybody wants to have notice to the class occur 1 CERTIFICATE OF NOTRRY
\ . . 2 STATE OF MICHIGAN )
2 before there's any substantive results in the case.
3 So the sooner we get that going, the better. 3 ) S8
4 MR. WATT: I'm fine with adjourning, I'll 4 COUNTY OF MACOMB )
5 agree to sign a stip or whatever. 1 do have a 5
6 question. Did with he get a new judge on this case? 6
7 MR. HANLEY We dld 7 I, CAROLYN GRITTINI, certify that this
8 MR. WATT: Did he come from family court? 8 deposition was taken before me on the date
9 MR. HANLEY He dld, but he's a blg firm 9 hereinbefore set forth; that the foregoing questions
10 guy he. Was at Bodman for a long time. 10 and answers were recorded by me stenographically and
11 MR. WATT: Does he have any clue about this 11 reduced to computer transcription; that this is a
12 kind of work whatsoever? I've never been a real fan |12 true, full and correct transcript of my stenographic
13 of famﬂy court judges taking over civil documents. |13 notes so taken; and that I am not related to, nor of
14 Then tend to be very dictatorial because of the 14 counsel to, either party nor interested in the event
15 freedom they're given in family court to be that way. |15 of this cause.
16 MR. HANLEY: I've had no interaction 16
17 whatsoever with him. 17
18 MR. WATT: Neither have L. 18
19 MR. HANLEY: Either as a judge or a lawyer. |19 M Jé /%‘ﬁ/
20 We'll find out. 20
21 MR. FRESCOLN: Greg, real briefly, nobody |21
22 has not responded to your e-mails intentionally. As |22 CAROLYN GRITTINI, CSR-3381
23 you know, you caught us in sort of a transition period |23 Notary Public,
24 here -- 24 Macomb County, Michigan.
25 MR. HANLEY': I'm not complaining, Chris. |55 My Commission expires: July 15, 2024
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1 INTRODUCTION



December 11, 2020

Board Members, GLWA Team Members, Member Partners, and Service Area Communities,

[ take great pleasure in introducing to you the Great Lakes Water Authority (GLWA) Capital Improvement Plan (CIP),
a five-year plan that supports the continuation of major capital asset investments in the regional water and
wastewater systems. We have a CIP team that coordinates the development, planning and execution of the CIP
document and plan. The GLWA FY2022-2026 CIP will provide updates on the work being conducted under this
project. | wanted to highlight some of the goals for the CIP, including:

New levels of transparency

A single source document for project and program goals, needs and spending plan
Alignment with GLWA long-term financial plans

A program wide Integrated Master Schedule of all projects water and wastewater related

This year we have initiated changes to the design and functionality of the CIP to enhance reader engagement,
including the addition of two new Appendices:

e Appendix D: GLWA Systems - Moves the system information previously included in the main document to
an appendix and shortens the main document.

e Appendix E: CIP Validation - Explains the new CIP Project Validation process and provides details on the
methodology and recommendations.

Throughout the CIP process this year, we continue to engage with Member Partners and the vendor community
through the CIP Work Group. It is our goal that the FY2022-2026 CIP continues to provide useful and accurate
information for all stakeholders, internal and external alike. Preliminary Draft 1 was released in October 2020.
Preliminary Draft 2 is scheduled for release in December 2020. Submission for Board Approval of the CIP is
anticipated in February 2021.

Questions regarding the CIP may be sent to CIP@glwater.org. To speak to me, please contact me directly at
ali.khraizat@glwater.org or (313) 297.8819.

Sincerely,
AL /%41541’7

Ali Khraizat, Director of CIP
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A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

1.1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 20
New

Projects

16

Closed
Projects

We are pleased to submit the Great Lakes Water Authority (GLWA)
Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for fiscal years 2022-2026. This
document serves as a guide for the effective and efficient provision of
capital assets and infrastructure, outlining timing, and financing for the
five-year plan.

10-Year Total:
$3.4 Billion
10-Year Annual
Average: $339
Million

169

GLWA is the largest water system in the United States in production and
population served. To collaboratively ensure a One Water system
approach to our regional water and wastewater systems GLWA has a
dedicated Member Outreach Program that collaborates with its Member
Partners. Work groups are used to involve members in technical service
and financial discussions that support decision making at GLWA.

Projects

Four committees have been established by GLWA'’s six-member Board of
Directors to provide oversight and policy guidance:

Audit Committee

L]
- 0, -

e (apital Planning Committee WATER > ¥rTotal | % of 5 ¥r

e Lesal Committee CTA 911,407 97.7%
& . 4R . Suburban Only 21,048 2.3% )
e Operations and Resources Committee Sub-total 932,455 100.0% =
GLWA'’s commitment to improved performtemce in the water and WASTEWATER 5Yr Total | % of 5-Yr 8
wastewater systems, environmental compliance, and Member Partner CTA 2 650 87 2% =
satisfaction aligns with the goals of the organization to contribute to the 83/17 62'77 3 8.5 0/0 §
economic success and the public health and safety of the region it serves. TBD 29'975 4'10/2 O
Sub-total 738,403 100.0% =
<
GLWA'’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) supports the continuation of g
major capital asset investments in programs and projects that will 5-Year Total: $1 ” 10-Year Total: $3 4 -
upgrade the Authority’s aging water and wastewater system ' ' =
infrastructure, as well as the overarching centralized service Bllllon Bllllon 8
infrastructure that supports both systems. The CIP is a five-year plan c 1 l >
which identifies capital projects and programs and their respective -Yea;‘Annua. $3 34 10-Yea11;Annua. $3 39 %
financing options. Annually, this plan is updated to reflect changing verage: Million verage: Million =
system needs, priorities and funding opportunities. g
:
-5- =
3
(@]




A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

Ongoing efforts to stabilize rates and plan realistically for what can be
achieved led to the current capital improvement spending plan.
Considerations for minimizing capital expenditures without

compromising our best-in-class water services were balanced during the
CIP development process.

CIP Document FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY 2025 FY 2026 5-Year Total

Approved Water CIP FY 2021-2025 147,567 179,920 201,894 212,849 193,187 167,750 935,417
Draft Water CIP FY 2022-2026 179,210 200,713 199,165 170,936 182,430 932,455
Difference ($) (709) (1,181) (13,684) (22,251) 14,679 (2,962)
Difference (%) (0%) (1%) (6%) (12%) 9% -0.3%

(Figures are shown in $1,000’s.)

CIP Document FY2021 FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY 2025 FY 2026 5-Year Total
Approved Wastewater CIP FY 2021-2025 110,640 112,758 140,841 203,259 171,938 149,267 739,436
Draft Wastewater CIP FY 2022-2026 106,050 123,190 160,940 173,024 175,200 738,403
Difference ($) (6,708) (17,652) (42,319) 1,085 25,932 (1,034)
Difference (%) (6%) (13%) (21%) 1% 17% (0.1%)

(Figures are shown in $1,000’s.)
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Utilizing the capital replacement strategy to increase resiliency of water
and wastewater systems, adhere to long-term planning, solicit
stakeholder inputs, and to be best-in-class in planning and execution, the
CIP identifies capital investments necessary to enhance and maintain
system-wide assets. Key sources of identifying capital requirements
include GLWA’s comprehensive wastewater and water master plans,
condition and needs assessments, regulatory, and operational needs.

Capital projects may include land acquisitions, new construction,
additions, and renovations to existing buildings. Construction and/or the
rehabilitation or replacement of existing equipment or infrastructure.
Because of the size and magnitude of the projects or programs GLWA
has implemented a financing strategy that aligns capital project
financing sources that is subject to change based on the system needs
and financial resources available at the time. The financing goals of the
CIP are identified below:

e Recovering the cost of capital investments over the useful life of
those capital assets by:
o Minimizing the impact of capital programs on water
and sewage revenue requirements
o Protecting and enhancing GLWA's financial position
e Maintaining affordable charges by planning the renewal and
revitalization of assets at a minimum of costs while avoiding the
far greater costs and disruptions associated with system asset
failures.

Recognizing the difference in scope between the CIP and the tactical
financial plan, GLWA implemented a “Capital Spend Rate Assumption
Policy” adopted in 2018 by the Board of Directors. This policy provides
an analytical approach to bridge the total dollar amount of projects in
the CIP with what can realistically be spent due to limitations beyond
GLWA'’s control. This rate is assessed annually and presented to the
Board of Directors.

A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

The process for creating the Capital Improvement Plan begins with the
review of the previous water and wastewater CIP and process, validation
of existing and proposed need and new projects, and concludes with the
comprehensive proposed CIP ready for rigorous approval as outlined
below:

[
1 UPDATE ] \
Vi 1
EVALUATE (
PREVIOUS CIP VALIDATION [  UPDATE BCE --| ;‘;Pg&‘;‘*s'-

PROCESS | y

-

.

S 1

CIP PLANNING
PORTAL & PRISM

\

Document received by the M1 Wayne 3rd Circuit Court.



1.2 PRIMARY GOALS OF THE CIP

The primary goals of the GLWA’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) are the
following:

Provide a condensed volume of projects in a central location.
Demonstrate alignment with the GLWA financial plan.

Share the GLWA integrated master schedule.

Provide transparency to the organizational goals.

Meet regulatory and operational needs.

Provide an opportunity to member communities to contribute to
the plan.

This CIP should be considered a planning document - it is a dynamic and
evolving plan that requires continual review and improvement. The
estimates indicated in the early years of the report are likely more
precise than those in the later years because anticipated projects in the
early years are typically better defined by studies or scoped by design
than projects conceptual in nature in the out years of the plan. The
project descriptions and summaries represent brief synopses of the
entire project scope; these descriptions are generally more precise for
ongoing active projects than for newly planned projects, where specific
project activities may have yet to be determined. Based upon the
execution of programs and projects identified in the CIP, existing levels
of service currently provided will be met or exceeded. Copies of this CIP
and past CIPs are available on GLWA'’s website at
https://www.glwater.org/cip/.

A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

1.3 TEAM MEMBERS & PARTNERS

Our members include GLWA team members, board members, water and
wastewater partners, associated stakeholders, elected officials,
consultants and regulatory agencies. GLWA has a dedicated Member
Outreach Program that collaborates with its members on water and
wastewater activities. The Capital Improvement Group at GLWA works
to develop and execute the plan. The team members are listed below
along with their contact information:

Ali Khraizat, Director, ali.khraizat@glwater.org;
Anjanette Custard, anjanette.custard@glwater.org;
Zi Lang, ziliang@glwater.org;

Dana Thurman, dana.thurman@glwater.org.
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1.4 CIP STRATEGY

GLWA's CIP supports the capital asset investment in programs and
projects within the entire organization. The CIP identifies capital
projects and programs and their respective funding sources. This plan is
updated annually to reflect the changing needs of the organization as it
pertains to system needs, priorities, and financing opportunities. The
Comprehensive Water Master Plan and the Comprehensive Regional
Wastewater Master Plan are long term strategic planning tools that
provide regional collaboration and planning to minimize capital
expenditures while exceeding levels of service.

This plan spans a five-year period from fiscal year 2022 through fiscal
year 2026, inclusive. The CIP review process also includes an extensive
review of the total project, or “lifetime” projected costs and spending
plan, which reflects historical spending prior to, during, and beyond the
current five-year period. The goal of the Authority’s capital financing
strategy is to align capital project financing sources with multiple goals
including: (a) recovering the costs of capital investment over the useful
lives of the capital assets; (b) minimizing the impact of the capital
programs on water and sewage revenue requirements; and (c)
protecting and enhancing the Authority’s financial position. The
potential funding source identified for each project is subject to change
based upon the systems need and financial resources available at the
time.

There were five major changes in the CIP process this year. First, the
most visible change to the CIP process is the document itself: the order
of content is different and has been condensed. Second, a new web-
based tool was implemented to take the place of the Access Database
used in previous years: the CIP web portal provided all those involved in
the development easy access and one source of data inputs for all phases
of the CIP update process. Third, the CIP validation process was
implemented into the CIP process this year. Fourth, two new Appendices
are included in the CIP Plan - Appendix D: Systems Background
Information, formerly section 6 of the document; and E: CIP Validation

A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

Report, a standalone document from that provides details of the CIP
validation process and recommendations. The final change is the
creation of a separate quick reference guide on how to navigate the CIP,
which provides readers with a quick understanding of the CIP sections
on planned spend and schedule. The validation process also includes
recommendations to GLWA. The CIP validation process consisted of the
review of project scopes, procurement packaging, and cost estimates.

UPDATED CIP PLANNING PORTAL

SCORING COMMITTEE
Single source of data for . .
evaluation and analysis '..‘
cRpAbiiky PROJECT MANAGER
Reduced data entry;
. single platform and
- intuitive: design
UPDATE: /
Dy Web-based,
,I I| centralized,
automated
reporting

- 10 -

\ VALIDATED PROJECT
COSTISCHEDULE
Seamless software
CIP ALIGNMENT
MEETING m

integration (new and already
usedtocls)

Alignment process
performed directly in the
CIP portal

The FY 2021-2025 Board Approved CIP was the benchmark for the
analysis for the current FY 2022-2026 CIP Plan.

The CIP validation team reviewed 91 active and future planned projects
in total. The breakout per system consisted of (54) Water projects and
(37) Wastewater projects which were grouped into four categories:

Document received by the M1 Wayne 3rd Circuit Court.



A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

The following calendar, for planning purposes and subject to change,
_ reflects intended approval dates and coordination with the GLWA Board
e Construction e Procurement of Directors necessary for the ultimate approval of the 2022-2026 CIP.

e Engineering (Study/Design e Future Planned
& g( Y/ & ) DATE DESCRIPTION

. . . uly 7-8, 2020 Distribute & Train Team Members on Business Case Evaluation Database
The validated information was used to update the Integrated Master July

Schedule, project sequencing, and funding requirements. August 28,2020 Team Members BCE's are Due

. . . . Sept. 14 & 16,2020 Water and Wastewater Review Committee Meetings
The CIP continues to improve and evolve to provide the various P &

stakeholders accurate and timely information. Sept 24 & 25,2020  Alignment of scoring & project schedules

Sept 29,2020 Internal review with Executive Leadership
October 8, 2020 Provide Preliminary Draft #1 Data to Financial Services
1 . 5 C I P D EV E L O P M E N T P RO C ESS October 19, 2020 Upload Preliminary Draft #1 to Legistar & share with Member Outreach
(without Chapter 5)

. . . October 27,2020 Capital Planning Committee Meeting - Review of Preliminary Draft #1
The annual CIP development process begins the summer prior to its

effective fiscal year. As a part of annual CIP updates, business case
evaluations (BCEs) are evaluated, updated, and approved before being
scored, prioritized, and scheduled in the GLWA Water and Wastewater

November 10,2020 First Member Partner Review of CIP - Preliminary Draft #1 at Charges
Rollout Meeting #1

November 12,2020 Provide Preliminary Draft #2 Data to Financial Services

groups. The scoring occurs in the Review Committee Meetings, one for November 19,2020  Questions/Comments Due

Water and one for Wastewater. Subsequently, a scoring and schedule December 11,2020 Upload Preliminary Draft #2 to Legistar and share with Member
alignment meeting was held to align or explain any schedules out of sync Outreach

with the prioritization results. The project data received from project December 15,2020  Capital Planning Committee Meeting- Preliminary Draft #2
managers is then used to update the CIP Document. Once a draft CIP is January 2021 Request Board approval of the 2022-2026 CIP

created, it is reviewed, approved, printed, and distributed for use. July 1, 2021 Effective Date of 2022- 2026 CIP

REVIEW SCORING & CAPITAL ‘ \

FINANCE BOARD
COMMITTEE SCHEDULE PLANNING
MEETING ALIGNMENT L AAREN COMITTEE i

‘Lol REVIEW }**'

-11 -
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1.6 REPORT FORMAT

The 2022-2026 CIP has been reformatted since the 2021-2025 CIP. The
document, projects and programs are portrayed in varying degrees of
detail that should meet the needs of most readers. Projects can be
viewed in the basic line item format that provides general information
about the project and the projected expenditures. Within this format,
projects have been rolled up by their major category of Water,
Wastewater and Centralized Services, and totals are provided. Projects
have also been identified separately within each category to provide the
reader more information on the type and amount of each project within
specific service areas. One-page summaries of each project gives the
reader more detail of the project phases, purpose, scope of work and
potential challenges. For greater detail on each project, the BCE
documents are provided in Appendix A, B and C. Appendix D includes
system background information formerly included in the body of the
report. Appendix E holds the findings of the CIP validation process this
year.

- 12 —
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3 CIP SUMMARY



1.7 CIP 5-YEAR SUMMARY TABLES

A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

The Great Lakes Water Authority 2022-2026 Capital Improvement Plan overall summary tables can be seen below. Please note that projected expenses
and project categories shown in the Centralized Services CIP Categories table are also included in the Water CIP Categories and Wastewater CIP

Categories tables.

Financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s).

=
==}
25
CATEGORY =
WATER
Treatment Plants & Facilities
Lake Huron 111 19,868 6,081 10,661 18,803 27,104 23,325 23,403 70,172 103,297 | $ 199,417
Northeast 112 1,803 979 2,700 3,237 3,883 4,440 1,721 66,360 15,981 85,123
Southwest 113 5,402 268 5,184 2,244 840 78 42 24,979 8,389 39,038
Springwells 114 116,720 32,393 30,650 34,928 38,462 35,906 34,449 267,934 174,394 591,440
Water Works Park 115 9,797 4,752 7,124 8,472 8,444 7,502 17,974 97,908 49,516 161,973
General Purpose 116 15,411 7,024 8,678 18,926 23,635 18,016 5,372 - 74,627 97,062
TREATMENT PLANTS &
FACILITIES TOTAL 169,002 51,497 64,997 86,609 102,368 89,267 82,962 S27/p352) 426,203 1,174,053
Field Services
General Purpose 121 - - - - - - - - - -
Transmission System 122 33,372 46,312 71,317 64,199 61,193 43,350 59,995 244,239 300,054 623,978
FIELD SERVICES TOTAL 33,372 46,312 71,317 64,199 61,193 43,350 59,995 244,239 300,054 623,978
Systems Control Center (SCC)
General Purpose 131 - - - - - - - - - -
Pump Station/Reservoir 132 9,971 9,929 23,582 32,681 23,322 25,793 24,294 162,635 129,672 312,207
SCC TOTAL 9,971 9,929 23,582 32,681 23,322 25,793 24,294 162,635 129,672 312,207
Water Quality
General Purpose 141 - - - - - - - - - -
WATER QUALITY TOTAL - - - - - - - - - -
Metering
General Purpose 151 - - - - - - - - - -
METERING TOTAL - - - - - - - - - -
General Purpose
General Purpose 161 - - - - - - - - - -
GENERAL PURPOSE TOTAL - - - - - - - - - -
Programs
Programs 170 7,030 36,733 18,242 13,912 10,226 11,722 11,129 68,603 65,231 177,597
Programs 171 3,216 654 11 3,090 1,808 369 2,920 14,127 8,199 26,195
PROGRAMS TOTAL 10,246 37,387 18,253 17,002 12,034 12,091 14,050 82,730 73,430 203,792
222,591 145,125 178,150 200,491 198,917 170,500 181,301 1,016,956 929,358 2,314,030
WATER CENTRAL SERVICES
—14 -
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CATEGORY

Information Technology

31X

A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

Fleet 32X - - - - - - - - - -
Facilities 33X - - - - - - - 25,000 - 25,000
Security 34X 3,944 4,656 567 2 - - - - 569 9,170
Energy Management 35X 7 - 38 221 221 213 - - 693 700
Engineering 36X - - - - - - - - - -
General Purpose 371 - - - - - - - - - -
Programs 38XX 771 959 456 - 27 223 1,129 1,245 1,835 4,810
WATER CENTRAL SERVICES TOTAL 4,722 5,616 1,061 223 248 436 1,129 26,245 3,097 39,679
RAND TOTA 0,740 9 0 00 99,16 0,936 82,430 \Z 0 9 4 09
WASTEWATER

Financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s).

- &
a (=)
% x | B E 9
ok | = a8 N
22 E55% X
EE | B = N
CATEGORY 352 | 5 =) S
WASTEWATER
Water Resource Recovery Facility (WRRF)
Primary Treatment 211 $67,197 $23,154 $11,198 $18,728 $31,913 $30,039 $25,200 $163,636 $117,078 $371,065
Secondary Treatment & Disinfection | 212 62,252 4,203 2,577 5,516 19,663 19,715 23,263 138,143 70,733 275,331
Residuals Management 213 15,537 4,703 3,137 2,547 2,234 1,518 3,979 1,429 13,415 35,084
Industrial Waste Control 214 10,584 2,067 - - - - - - - 12,651
CSO RTB & SDF 215 - - - - - - - - - -
General Purpose 216 4,784 7,343 4,043 13,261 23,871 19,304 10,610 15,436 71,090 98,654
WRRF TOTAL 160,355 41,470 20,955 40,052 77,682 70,577 63,051 318,644 272,317 792,785
Field Services
General Purpose 221 - - - - - - - - - -
Interceptors 222 20,151 12,117 11,982 10,843 6,475 10,106 20,119 34,380 59,525 126,172
FIELD SERVICES TOTAL 20,151 12,117 11,982 10,843 6,475 10,106 20,119 34,380 59,525 126,172
Scc
General Purpose 231 - - - - - - - - - -
Pumping Stations 232 21,616 19,693 16,138 12,674 17,446 23,446 34,146 124,450 103,850 269,610
In System Devices 233 - - - - 1,026 1,024 1,024 43,243 3,075 46,317
SCC TOTAL 21,616 19,693 16,138 12,674 18,472 24,470 35,170 167,693 106,925 315,927
Metering
General Purpose 241 - - - - - - - - - -
METERING TOTAL - - - - - - - - - -
General Purpose
- 15—

Document received by the M1 Wayne 3rd Circuit Court.



A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

% r | mE _E N
88 | E=8S 3
BS | BB S
CATEGORY S22 | 5825 S
General Purpose 251 - - - - - - - - - -
GENERAL PURPOSE TOTAL - - - - - - - - - -
Programs
Programs | 260 37,624 47,820 48,842 52,538 46,975 53,794 44,041 138,540 246,190 470,173
PROGRAMS TOTAL 37,624 47,820 48,842 52,538 46,975 53,794 44,041 138,540 246,190 470,173
CSO Facilities
CSO Facilities | 27X 6 4,693 6,134 5,805 10,060 12,801 11,542 13,633 46,342 64,674
CSO FACILITIES TOTAL 6 4,693 6,134 5,805 10,060 12,801 11,542 13,633 46,342 64,674
WASTEWATER TOTAL 239,751 125,793 104,051 121,913 159,664 171,747 173,923 672,889 731,298 1,769,731
WASTEWATER CENTRAL SERVICES
Information Technology 31X - - - - - - - - - -
Fleet 32X - - - - - - - - - -
Facilities 33X 1,123 148 1,277 1,277 1,276 1,277 1,277 1,234 6,383 8,888
Security 34X 1,015 1,796 722 - - - - - 722 3,534
Energy Management 35X - - - - - - - - - -
Engineering 36X - - - - - - - - - -
General Purpose 37X - - - - - - - - - -
Programs 38XX
CENTRAL SERVICES TOTAL 2,138 1,945 1,999 1,277 1,276 1,277 1,277 1,234 7,105 12,422

GRAND TOTAL 241,889 127,738 106,050‘ 123,190 160,940 173,024 WEWA

- 16 —
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A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

CENTRALIZED SERVICES
Please note that these project categories and projected expenses also appear in Water and Wastewater tables above.

Financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s).

CATEGORY
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY

Water

Wastewater
INFORMATION TECHN
FLEET

32X

Water

Wastewater
FLEET TOTAL
FACILITIES

33X

Water

25,000

25,000

Wastewater
FACILITIES TOTAL
SECURITY

34X

1,234
26,234

8,888
33,888

Water

9,170

Wastewater
SECURITY TOTAL
ENERGY MANAGEMENT

35X

3,534
12,703

Water

Wastewater
ENERGY MANAGEMENT TOTAL
ENGINEERING

36X

Water

Wastewater
ENGINEERING TOTAL
GENERAL PURPOSE

37X

Water

Wastewater

GENERAL PURPOSE TOTAL
PROGRAMS

38XX

Water

771

959

456

Wastewater
GENERAL PURPOSE TOTAL

Grand Total

771|
6,860

7,560 |

959 | 456

3,059 |

-17 -

1,499

1,524

2,405

1,245
27,479

10,202

52,101
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A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

1.8 PROJECT STATUS

A status is assigned to each project or program within the CIP. The Project Execution - The project’s contract has been executed.
project status designation provides a high-level understanding of the Construction
progress of the project or program. Projects are categorized by activity Project that has an assigned BS&A Project Number,
levels within the Work Breakdown Structure multiple activity levels are a Notice to Start Work has been issued, has
based on the contract type. As such, each activity level of a project will Pending Close-out E;?lflcttsifggeorz)d(;t;lrr?;fso_r:\gihcggrfe&tugzCal year
have its own status and contract number. Descriptions of each status are projected exp;enditures and has reached
provided below. Projects that have been newly introduced into the CIP substantial completion.
this year have been designed as “New to the CIP” based upon a
checkmark within the Business Case Evaluation. Closed Project that has been officially completed.
Redlassified Project that has been merged into the scope of
Future Planned - Within 5 Year ~ The project is planned to begin within the 5 Year work of an existing project.
Plan CIP Plan.

Project that has been completely cancelled and/or
removed from the CIP.

P P Cancelled
Future Planned - Ten-Year CIP The project is planned to begin within the 10 Year

CIP Outlook.

: Multiple CIP types are necessary to distinguish the differences in intent
gztsli‘";‘ Pre-Procurement - A scope of work or RFP is being developed. of how a CIP item is to be used. This CIP contains two primary CIP types:
& Projects and Programs. A typical project that has a specific scope and

Active - Procurement - Design  Out for Solicitation of Bids. timeframe is considered a Project. Whereas Programs do not have
Active - Procurement - The intended Consultant has been selected and is specifically developed scopes and typically extend over many years.
Negotiation Phase - Desi i tiations.
egotiation Phase - Design in negotiations S aaan
Active - Procurement - Board A project over $1,000,000 requires Board Project A "Project” consists of the replacement and/or rehabilitation of specific
Approved - Design Approval to execute the contract. capital assets within a finite timeframe and scope.
A "Program" consists of the replacement and/or rehabilitation of
Project Execution - Design The project’s contract has been executed. specific capital assets on an ongoing or reoccurring basis. The program
scope and/or projected expenses may vary from year-to-year depending
Active - Pre-Procurement - ¢ K i< beine developed Program on the needs identified within the program and as newly established
Construction A scope of work or RFB is being developed. programs develop consistent schedules, requirements, and history over
. time. Although not typically identified in the CIP future years projected
Active - Procurement - Solicitation of Bids is underway. expenses, these programs will typically be funded in perpetuity.
Construction

Many projects have changed status since the last CIP update. These

The intended low bid Contractor has been selected projects are shown in the following tables:
and is in negotiations.

Active - Procurement -
Negotiation Phase -

Construction
Active - Procurement - Board A project over $1,000,000 requires Board
Approved - Construction Approval to execute the contract.

—18 -
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CIP
111012

115007

116005

116006

1703031

1709021

1715011

216011

2602051

2602061

2605081

2605091

2605101

2606201

260700

260701

260702

2740011

2780011

331003

TITLE
LHWTP-Flocculation Improvements

Water Works Park High Lift Pumping Station
Modernization
Belle Isle Seawall Rehabilitation

Belle Isle Intake System Rehabilitation and
Improvements

Power Monitoring Installation for Water
Treatment Plants

Brownstown Meter Pit

Roof Replacements at SP, WWP, Orion,
Franklin, and Conner Creek

WRREF Structural Improvements

NWI Rehabilitation

Conveyance System Repairs (Sewers)

B-39 Outfall Rehabilitation
B-40 Outfall Rehabilitation
Conveyance System Repairs (Outfalls)

Baby Creek Roof Replacement

Sewer System Infrastructure Improvements
and Pumping Stations

Conveyance System Infrastructure
Improvements

Pump Station Asset Updates

Leib Improvements for Meldrum Diversion

Oakwood Improvements for NWI Diversion

Masonry Replacement and Rehabilitation

1Project created out of a program

2022 STATUS

Active - Pre-Procurement -
Design

Future Planned - Within 5
Year Plan

Future Planned - Within 5
Year Plan

Future Planned - Within 5
Year Plan

Active - Pre-Procurement -
Design

Active - Pre-Procurement -
Construction

Project Execution -
Construction

Active - Pre-Procurement -
Design

Future Planned - Within 5
Year Plan

Active - Pre-Procurement -
Design

Project Execution - Design
Project Execution - Design
Active - Pre-Procurement -
Design

Active - Pre-Procurement -
Construction

Project Execution - Design

Project Execution - Design

Active - Pre-Procurement
- Construction

Future Planned - Within 5
Year Plan

Future Planned - Within 5
Year Plan

Future Planned - Within
10-Year Outlook

—-19 -
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CIP TITLE
111011 Lake Huron WTP Pilot Plant

111012 LHWTP-Flocculation Improvements

113006 Southwest Water Treatment Plant

Chlorine Scrubber, Raw Water Screens &

Related Improvements

Springwells Water Treatment Plant, Yard

Piping and High-Lift Header

Improvements

114016 Springwells Water Treatment Plant 1958
Settled Water Conduits and Loading Dock
Concrete Pavement Replacement

114017 Springwells Water Treatment Plant
Flocculator Drive Replacements

114010

170109 GLWA-CS-187: FK Eng: Raw Water Intake

170302 SW SCADA System Upgrade

170303 Power Monitoring Installation for Water
Treatment Plants

170503 Transmission System Valve Replacement
Suburban Water Meter Pit Rehabilitation
and Meter Replacement

Brownstown Meter Pit

170901

170902

171501 Roof Replacements at SP, WWP, Orion,
Franklin, and Conner Creek

212008 WRRF Aeration Improvements 1 and 2

213006 WRRF Improvements to Sludge Feed
Pumps at Dewatering Facilities
Rehabilitation of Screened Final Effluent
(SFE) Pump Station

216008

216010 WRREF Facility Optimization

216011 WRRF Structural Improvements

2021

STATUS

Future
Planned

n/a

Future
Planned

Future
Planned

Future
Planned

Future
Planned

Future
Planned
Future
Planned
Future
Planned

Future
Planned
n/a

2022 STATUS

Active - Procurement -
Negotiation Phase -
Design

Active - Pre-
Procurement - Design
Active - Procurement -
Construction

Active - Pre-
Procurement - Design

Project Execution -
Design

Active - Procurement -
Board Approved -
Design

Project Execution -
Design

Project Execution -
Design

Active - Pre-
Procurement - Design
Project Execution -
Construction

Project Execution -
Construction

Active - Pre-
Procurement -
Construction

Project Execution -
Construction

Project Execution -
Design

Project Execution -
Design

Active - Procurement -
Negotiation Phase -
Design

Active - Pre-
Procurement - Design
Active - Pre-
Procurement - Design
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CIP TITLE 2021 2022 STATUS
STATUS 2021
222001 Oakwood District Intercommunity Relief Future Active - Procurement - c1p TITLE STATUS AV UL
Sewer Modification at Oakwood District ~ Planned Design 111002 Lake Huron Water Treatment Plant, Active  Pending Closeout
260201 CON-149, Emergency Sewer Repair n/a Project Execution - Miscellaneous Mechanical HVAC
Construction Improvements
260204 Conveyance System Engineering n/a Project Execution - 113002 Southwest Water Treatment Plant, High-Lift ~ Active Pending Closeout
Services-1802575 Design Pump Discharge Valve Actuators
260206 Conveyance System Repairs (Sewers) n/a Active - Pre- Replacement
Procurement - Design 114001 Springwells Water Treatment Plant, 1958 Active Pending Closeout
260504 Phase 2 Outfalls- 19000796 n/a Project Execution - Filter Rehabilitation and Auxiliary Facilities
Construction Improvements
260505 Phase 4 Outfalls n/a Project Execution - 114003 Water Production Flow Metering Active Pending Closeout
Construction Improvements at Northeast, Southwest and
260508 B-39 Outfall Rehabilitation n/a Project Execution - Springwells Water Treatment Plants
Design 115004 Water Works Park Water Treatment Plant Active Pending Closeout
260509 B-40 Outfall Rehabilitation n/a Project Execution - Chlorine System Upgrade
Design 132003 West Service Center Pumping Station, Active Pending Closeout
260510 Conveyance System Repairs (Outfalls) n/a Active - Pre- Isolation Gate Valves for Line Pumps
Procurement - Design 132026 Franklin Pumping Station Valve Replacement Active Pending Closeout
260603 Conner Creek CSO RTB Automation n/a Project Execution - 212006 WRRF Rouge River Outfall (RRO) Disinfection Active  Pending Closeout
Improvements Construction (Alternative)
260611 Leib SDF- HVAC System Improvements  n/a Project Execution - 260601 Oakwood CSO Control Facility Drain Valve n/a Pending Closeout
Construction Improvements
260613 Baby Creek HVAC Improvements n/a Project Execution - 260609 Seven Mile RTB - Parking Lot Replacement & n/a Pending Closeout
Construction Misc. Site Work =
260614 Structural Inspection & Structural n/a Active - Procurement - 260610 Baby Creek SDF - HV Units Replacement n/a Pending Closeout 8
Improvements Construction 260616 Baby Creek Towards Treatment Sewer n/a Pending Closeout O
260615 Puritan Fenkell & Leib Site n/a Project Execution - Improvements =
Improvements Construction 8
260617 St. Aubin Chemical Disinfection n/a Active - Pre- =
Improvements Procurement - Design O
260618 Oakwood HVAC Project n/a Project Execution - g
Design This i ; ;
is includes projects cancelled and projects removed from the CIP tobe @
260619 Control System Upgrade - St Aubin, Lieb n/a Project Execution - funded th I;l ]h proj <
& Mile Design unded t roug other sources. %‘
260620 Baby Creek Roof Replacement n/a Active - Pre- 2021 2022 =
Procurement - CIFS THTLE staTus _ staTus [
Construction 170100 Water Treatment Plant /Pump Station Allowance  Active Cancelled D)
270003 Long Term CSO Control Plan Future Active - Procurement - <
Planned Negotiation Phase - 380600 As-Needed General Engineering Services Active Cancelled >
Desi —
gn
381000 Power Quality: Electric Metering Future Active - Pre- -8
Improvement Program Planned Procurement - Design %
o
5
—-20 - %
Q
@)
m)



A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

116002 Pennsylvania and Springwells Raw Water Supply Tunnel Improvements
122003 Water Works Park to Northeast Transmission Main

122016 Downriver Transmission Main Loop

122013 14 Mile Transmission Main Loop

260201 CON-149, Emergency Sewer Repair

170400 Water Transmission Improvement Program

2021 2022 IP TITLE

ol TITEE STATUS STATUS C

111004 Lake Huron Water Treatment Plant, Electrical Tunnel  Active Closed
Rehabilitation

112002 Northeast Water Treatment Plant, Low-Lift Pumping Active Closed
Plant Caisson Rehabilitation

114012 SPW WTP Water Treatment Plant 1930 Filter Building- Active Closed

Roof Replacement . - T
115003 Water Works Park Water Treatment Plant Active Closed 122018 Garla.nd, Hurlbut, Bewick Wate.r T_ransml_ssmn System Rehabilitation
. f 122007 Merriman Road Water Transmission Main Loop
Comprehensive Condition Assessment 7 Mile /Nevada T ission Main Rehab and Carrie/Nevada Flow
212003 WRRF Aeration System Improvements Active  Closed 122017 ile/Nevada Transmissio ehaband Larne/Neva
s . Control Station
216009 LM Facilities Assessment and Active Closed 260204 Convevance Svstem Engineering Services-1802575
Rehabilitation/Replacement onveyance >yste gineering
170108 DWS-063 Adam Roads Water Isolation Gate n/a Closed
170117 Instrument Air Compressor n/a Closed
170120 Phosphoric Acid SCP-CS-1692 n/a Closed 1 . 1 0 P ROJ ECTS B Y J U R | S D | CT | O N
170301 Water Treatment Plant Automation n/a Closed
260602 CSO Fire Alarm Improvement Project n/a Closed
260606 Puritan Fenkell Roof Replacement n/a Closed Projects listed below are under the jurisdiction of the physical location
260607 Leib Electrical Improvements n/a Closed of the project. Projects that are planned for multiple facilities within
260608 7 Mile CSO Facilities - Roof Replacement nja_ Closed multiple jurisdictions are identified as “Multiple Counties”. A spatial
122012 36-inch Water Main in Telegraph Road Pending Closed . . . . .
Closeout view and understanding of these project locations, will be able to be
132008 Various Pumping Stations - Needs Assessment Study ~ Pending  Closed found in the CIP Viewer located within the WAMR and GDRSS Member
Closeout Outreach Portals after the Board Approval and adoption of the yearly
CIP Plan. =
3
1 9 L I N EA R A SS ETS JURISDICTION CIP PROJECTS O
- City of Detroit =
112002 116006 211008 213007 232002 260617 8
. . . o 112003 122003 211009 213008 232004 260618 =
Many projects m(:.luded in the CIR take place at GLWA facilities and on 112005 122017 211010 214001 260205 270001 o
what GLWA considers to be vertical assets. However, GLWA manages 112006 122018 211011 216004 260206 270002 g
many miles of water transmission mains and sewer interceptors. Projects 115001 170117 212003 216006 260508 274001 O
on these linear assets are listed below. A spatial view and understanding 115003 170301 212004 216007 ~ 260510 278001 %
of these project locations, can be found in the CIP Viewer located within ﬁgggg ;ﬁgg; ;gggg ;12882 ;2328; 331002 =
the WAMR and GDRSS Member Outreach Portals after the Board Approval 115006 211004 212008 216010 260603 =
and adoption of the yearly CIP Plan. 115007 211005 212009 216011 260607 >
116002 211006 212010 222002 260611 <
e EERE 116005 211007 213006 232001 260615 >
222002  Detroit River Interceptor (DRI) Evaluation and Rehabilitation Lapeer County —
122005 Schoolcraft Road Water Transmission Main 132007 132021 -8
96-inch Water Transmission Main Relocation and Isolation Valve Macomb County %
122004 .
Installations - 8
122011 Park-Merriman Road Water Transmission Main Oakland County =
122006 Wick Road Water Transmission Main 122013 132010 132016 132026 %
_o1- 5
&)
O
o



A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

JURISDICTION __ CIP PROJECTS
132003 132014 132020 170108 114002 114012 122006 132012 170302
Saint Clair County Multiple Counties
111001 111004 111007 111009 111011 114003 170300 170900 260201 260608 331003
111002 111006 111008 111010 111012 122004 170303 170901 260204 260609 341001
Wayne County - Outside Detroit 132008 170400 171500 260500 260614 341002
113002 114005 114013 122007 132015 170902 170100 170500 171501 260504 260616 351001
113003 114007 114016 122011 132018 233003 170102 170503 222001 260505 260619 380600
113006 114008 114017 122012 132019 260610 170109 170600 222004 260600 270003 380700
113007 114010 114018 122016 132022 260613 170200 170800 260200 260606 277001 381000
114001 114011 122005 132006 170120 260620

— 22 —
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1.11SPECIALTY PROJECTS

CIP TITLE
216006 Assessment and Rehabilitation of WRRF yard piping and underground
utilities
One of the GLWA'’s main organizational guiding pillars is to provide high 216008 Rehabilitation of Screened Final Effluent (SFE) Pump Station
quality through innovation. To ensure CIP projects are being considered 216010 WRREF Facility Optimization

331002 Roofing Systems Replacement at GLWA WRRF, CSO Retention Treatment
Basins (RTB) and Screening Disinfection Facilities (SDF)
351001 LED Lighting and Lighting Control Improvements

for new and innovative technologies, during the project review process,
projects that may be considered for innovative technologies, practices or
procedures were identified by the GLWA Energy, Research & Innovation
Group. The following projects will be further evaluated for innovative
opportunities during scope development process:

Based upon the completion and acceptance of the 2015 Comprehensive

CIP TITLE . . . .
111001 Lake Huron WTP, Low-Lift, High Lift and Filter Backwash Pumping System Water MaSte_r Pl_an; many wz_;lter projects are being COHSldered.W]th
Improvements reduced capital investment in order to reduce the rated capacity to
111006 Lake Huron WTP, Filter Instrumentation and Raw Water Flow Metering master plan identified levels based upon current population and water
Improvements usage. The following projects have capital expenditure avoidance based
111011 Lake Huron WTP Pilot Plant upon water master planning efforts to right-size the system for current
111012 LHWTP-Flocculation Improvements needs:
113003 Southwest WTP, Low- and High-Lift Pumping Station, Flocculation and
Filtration System Improvements CIP TITLE
113007 Southwest WTP Architectural and Building Mechanical Improvements 111001 Lake Huron WTP, Low-Lift, High Lift and Filter Backwash Pumping System .
122018 Garland, Hurlbut, Bewick Water Transmission System Rehabilitation Improvements g
132007 Energy Management: Freeze Protection Pump Installation at Imlay Pump 111010 Filtration Improvements 8
Station 111011 Lake Huron WTP Pilot Plant —
132021 Imlay Pumping Station Improvements 112003 Northeast WTP High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements g
132022 Joy Road Pumping Station Improvements 113003 Southwest WTP, Low- and High-Lift Pumping Station, Flocculation and =
170600 Water Transmission Main Asset Assessment Program Filtration System Improvements O
211006 WRRF PS No. 1 Improvements 114002 Springwells WTP, Low-Lift and High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements °
211007 WRREF PS #2 Bar Racks Replacements and Grit Collection System 114013 Springwells WTP, Reservoir Fill Line Improvements (8
Improvements 115001 Water Works Park WTP Yard Piping, Valves and Venturi Meters c
211008 WRRF Rehabilitation of Ferric Chloride Feed System in PS-1 and Complex B Replacement %\
Sludge Lines 122003 Water Works Park to Northeast Transmission Main ;
211009 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Circular Primary Clarifier Scum Removal System 122007 Merriman Road Water Transmission Main Loop §
211011 WRREF PS1 Screening and Grit Improvements 122017 7 Mile/Nevada Transmission Main Rehab and Carrie/Nevada Flow Control o
212004 WRRF Chlorination and Dechlorination Process Equipment Improvements Station <
212008 WRREF Aeration Improvements 1 and 2 132007 Energy Management: Freeze Protection Pump Installation at Imlay Pump >
212009 WRRF Aeration Improvements 3 and 4 Station —
212010 WRREF Conversion of Disinfection of all Flow to Sodium Hypochlorite and 132019 Wick Road Pumping Station Improvements -§
Sodium Bisulfite 132021 Imlay Pumping Station Improvements ‘D
213008 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Ash Handling Systems 8
216004 Rehabilitation of Various Sampling Sites and PS#2 Ferric Chloride System at =
WRRF o
25 :
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GLWA has recently completed the first Wastewater Master Plan. The
following projects have come about due to recommendations in this
Master Plan:

CIP TITLE

216010 WRREF Facility Optimization

216008 Rehabilitation of Screened Final Effluent (SFE) Pump Station
222001 Oakwood District Intercommunity Relief Sewer Modification at Oakwood
District

Condition Assessment at Blue Hill Pump Station

Rouge River In-system Storage Devices

Pilot CSO Netting Facility

Meldrum Sewer Diversion and VR-15 Improvements

Leib Improvements for Meldrum Diversion

Oakwood Improvements for NWI Diversion

232004
233003
270001
270002
274001
278001

The 2015 Comprehensive Water Master Plan has identified the ability to
reduce the number of water treatment facilities in full operation at
GLWA. Initially, for long-term capital expenditure avoidance, the plan
has identified the repurposing of the Northeast Water Treatment Plant.
In order to repurpose this facility into a reservoir and pump station,
several capital projects are necessary to achieve the savings identified in
the master plan. The following projects are associated with the
repurposing of the Northeast Water Treatment Plant:

CIP

112003
114002
114013
115001

TITLE

Northeast WTP High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements

Springwells WTP, Low-Lift and High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements
Springwells WTP, Reservoir Fill Line Improvements

Water Works Park WTP Yard Piping, Valves and Venturi Meters
Replacement

Water Works Park to Northeast Transmission Main

Garland, Hurlbut, Bewick Water Transmission System Rehabilitation

122003
122018

— 26—
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Projects which will increase the redundancy of GLWA infrastructure are
listed below:

CIP TITLE
111001 Lake Huron WTP, Low-Lift, High Lift and Filter Backwash Pumping System
Improvements

111004 Lake Huron WTP, Electrical Tunnel Rehabilitation

111006 Lake Huron WTP, Filter Instrumentation and Raw Water Flow Metering

Improvements

111007 Lake Huron WTP, Raw Sludge Clarifier and Raw Sludge Pumping System

Improvements

111009 Lake Huron WTP - High Lift Pumping, Water Production Flow Metering and

Yard Piping Improvements

111010 Filtration Improvements

112003 Northeast WTP High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements

114002 Springwells WTP, Low-Lift and High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements

114003 Water Production Flow Metering Improvements at Northeast, Southwest and

Springwells WTPs

114010 Springwells WTP, Yard Piping and High-Lift Header Improvements

114013 Springwells WTP, Reservoir Fill Line Improvements

115001 Water Works Park WTP Yard Piping, Valves and Venturi Meters

Replacement

116002 Pennsylvania and Springwells Raw Water Supply Tunnel Improvements

122003 Water Works Park to Northeast Transmission Main

122004 96-inch Water Transmission Main Relocation and Isolation Valve

Installations

122005 Schoolcraft Road Water Transmission Main

122006 Wick Road Water Transmission Main

122007 Merriman Road Water Transmission Main Loop

122011 Park-Merriman Road Water Transmission Main

122012 36-inch Water Main in Telegraph Road

122013 14 Mile Transmission Main Loop

122016 Downriver Transmission Main Loop

122017 7 Mile/Nevada Transmission Main Rehab and Carrie/Nevada Flow Control

Station

122018 Garland, Hurlbut, Bewick Water Transmission System Rehabilitation

132003 West Service Center Pumping Station, Isolation Gate Valves for Line Pumps

132006 Ford Road Pumping Station, Pressure and Control Improvements

132007 Energy Management: Freeze Protection Pump Installation at Imlay Pump

Station

132008 Various Pumping Stations - Needs Assessment Study

132010 West Service Center Pumping Station - Reservoir, Reservoir Pumping, and

Division Valve Upgrades

132012 Ypsilanti Booster Pumping Station Improvements

132015 Newburgh Road Booster Pumping Station Improvements

Document received by the M1 Wayne 3rd Circuit Court.



A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

CIP TITLE CIP TITLE
132016 North Service Center Pumping Station Improvements 214001 WRREF Relocation of Industrial Waste Control Division and Analytical
132018 Schoolcraft Pumping Station Improvements Laboratory Operations
132019 Wick Road Pumping Station Improvements 216004 Rehabilitation of Various Sampling Sites and PS#2 Ferric Chloride System at
132021 Imlay Pumping Station Improvements WRRF
132022 Joy Road Pumping Station Improvements 216006 Assessment and Rehabilitation of WRRF yard piping and underground
170400 Water Transmission Improvement Program utilities
170500 Transmission System Valve Rehabilitation and Replacement Program 216007 DTE Primary Electric 3rd Feed Supply to WRRF
170800 System-Wide Finished Water Reservoir Inspection, Design and 222001 Oakwood District Intercommunity Relief Sewer Modification at Oakwood
Rehabilitation District
211001 WRREF Rehabilitation of Primary Clarifiers Rectangular Tanks, Drain Lines, 222002 Detroit River Interceptor (DRI) Evaluation and Rehabilitation
Electrical/Mechanical Building and Pipe Gallery 232001 Fairview Pumping Station - Replace Four Sanitary Pumps
211002 WRRF PS No. 2 Pumping Improvements - Phase 1 232002 Freud & Conner Creek Pump Station Improvements
211004 WRRF PS #1 Rack & Grit and MPI Sampling Station 1 Improvements 232004 Condition Assessment at Blue Hill Pump Station
211005 WRRF PS No. 2 Improvements Phase II 260200 Sewer and Interceptor Rehabilitation Program
211006 WRRF PS No. 1 Improvements 260500 CSO Outfall Rehabilitation
211007 WRRF PS #2 Bar Racks Replacements and Grit Collection System 260510 Conveyance System Repairs (Outfalls)
Improvements 260600 CSO FACILITIES IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
211008 WRRF Rehabilitation of Ferric Chloride Feed System in PS-1 and Complex B 260619 Control System Upgrade - St Aubin, Lieb & Mile
Sludge Lines 270002 Meldrum Sewer Diversion and VR-15 Improvements
211009 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Circular Primary Clarifier Scum Removal System 331002 Roofing Systems Replacement at GLWA WRRF, CSO Retention Treatment
211010 Rehabilitation of Sludge Processing Complexes A and B Basins (RTB) and Screening Disinfection Facilities (SDF)
211011 WRREF PS1 Screening and Grit Improvements 381000 Power Quality: Electric Metering Improvement Program

212003 WRRF Aeration System Improvements

212004 WRRF Chlorination and Dechlorination Process Equipment Improvements

212006 WRRF Rouge River Outfall (RRO) Disinfection (Alternative)

212007 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Secondary Clarifiers

212008 WRRF Aeration Improvements 1 and 2

212009 WRRF Aeration Improvements 3 and 4

213006 WRRF Improvements to Sludge Feed Pumps at Dewatering Facilities

213007 WRRF Modification to Incinerator Sludge Feed Systems at Complex -II

213008 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Ash Handling Systems

- 27—
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1.12PROJECT RISK

Project risks are identified specifically related to their Probability of
Failure (PoF) and Consequence of Failure (CoF) and portrayed on an NO. WEIGHT  CRITERIA RISK FACTOR
overall Risk Matrix. The overall criteria remain unchanged, however, in ‘1 12%  Condion ~ Probability
order to show each project on the risk matrix, the eight criteria used in
the project prioritization framework are designated as either a PoF or
CoF primary risk driver. The designation of PoF and CoF to each
criterion as primary risk driver is shown in Table 1.

15% Performance (Service Level/Reliability) Probability

18% Regulatory (Environmental/Legal) Consequence
11% 0&M Probability

After each criterion is scored for each project, the weighted PoF and CoF 17% Public Health & Safety Consequence
factors were calculated. This provided a 1 to 5 vertical axis value for
probability of failure and a 1 to 5 horizontal axis value for the
consequence of failure. This point was plotted with the other projects to
show its relative position compared to others within the matrix. A

sample of the matrix is shown in Figure 1.

8% Public Benefit Consequence

10% Financial Consequence

R | O 1| B W N| =

9% Efficiency & Innovation Consequence

This provides the varying audiences additional information related to
the overall project risk as it relates to its consequence and probability of
failure.

New water and wastewater projects were prioritized based upon eight
criteria. Projects already existing in the CIP were evaluated using scores
applied in the previous CIP cycle.

Figure 2 and Figure 3 display the distribution of project risk in terms of
Probability and Consequence. For the Probability of Failure coordinate
on the plot, an equally weighted average was taken of the scores for the
Condition, Performance, and O&M criteria. For the Consequence of
Failure coordinate, the Regulatory, Public Health & Safety, Public Benefit,
Financial, and Efficiency & Innovation criteria were averaged. These
plots provide the reader a better understanding of which function
(probability or consequence of failure) of the overall risk is driving the Consequence of Failure (CoF)
need for the project.

Probability of Failure (PoF)

Figure 1. Risk Matrix
In addition, the following pages provide the detailed prioritization of

each project compared to one another along with the individual score by

Project Manager and by the Review Committee.

— 28—
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Water Risk of Future Planned and New Projects
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Wastewater Risk of Future Planned and New Projects
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A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

Table 2. Project Manager Criteria Scores: Water
RANK CIP NO. TITLE

1 111012 LHWTP-Flocculation Improvements 111012
2 111010 Filtration Improvements 111010
3 112003 NEWTP High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements 112003
4 122007 Merriman Road Water Transmission Main Loop 122007
5 132016 North Service Center Pumping Station Improvements 132016
6 132021 Imlay Pumping Station Improvements 132021
7 132022 Joy Road Pumping Station Improvements 132022
8 132018 Schoolcraft Pumping Station Improvements 132018
m RC Score
9 115007 Water Works Park High Lift Pumping Station Modernization 115007
10 114018 SPWTP - Service Bldg Electrical Substation and Misc. Improvements 114018
11 114007  SPWTP Powdered Activated Carbon System Improvements 114007 PM Score
12 116006 Belle Isle Intake System Rehabilitation and Improvements 116006
13 111008 LHWTP, Arch. Programming for Lab and Admin Bldg Improvements 111008
-
14 115006 Water Works Park Site/Civil Improvements 115006 g
15 116005 Belle Isle Seawall Rehabilitation 116005 E_._)
3
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A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

TITLE

1 111012 LHWTP-Flocculation Improvements 5 4 5 4 2 2 2 4 720 5 4 5 4 2 2 2 4 720
2 111010 Filtration Improvements 4 4 3 4 3 2 2 3 640 4 4 4 4 4 2 2 3 710
3 112003 NEWTP High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements 5 5 2 4 5 2 2 4 744 5 4 2 4 4 2 2 4 680
4 122007 Merriman Road Water Transmission Main Loop 1 5 1 4 3 4 4 4 616 1 5 1 4 3 4 4 4 616
5 132016 North Service Center Pumping Station Improvements 5 4 2 4 3 4 2 5 696 4 3 2 3 3 4 1 4 582
6 132021 Imlay Pumping Station Improvements 4 4 1 4 3 3 3 4 622 4 3 2 3 3 4 1 4 582
7 132022 Joy Road Pumping Station Improvements 4 4 1 3 3 2 3 3 566 4 3 2 3 3 3 1 4 566
8 132018 Schoolcraft Pumping Station Improvements 3 3 1 4 3 3 2 2 512 4 3 2 3 3 3 1 4 566
9 115007 Water Works Park High Lift Pumping Station Modernization 3 3 2 2 3 3 2 3 522 3 3 2 2 3 2 3 4 544
10 114018 SPWTP - Service Bldg Electrical Substation and Misc. 4 3 1 3 3 1 2 1 464 4 4 2 3 3 1 2 1 530
Improvements

11 114007 SPWTP Powdered Activated Carbon System Improvements 32 1 1 1 2 1 1 294 3 2 3 4 2 2 1 1 466

12 116006 Belle Isle Intake System Rehabilitation and Improvements 3 2 3 3 1 1 2 4 468 3 3 3 3 1 1 2 2 462 -

. . =]

13 111008 LHWTP, Arch. Programming for Lab and Admin Bldg 3 2 1 2 2 1 1 1 334 4 2 2 1 2 2 1 2 406 8

Improvements et

14 115006 Water Works Park Site/Civil Improvements 4 3 1 3 2 1 3 2 468 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 1 394 g

P -

15 116005 Belle Isle Seawall Rehabilitation 32 4 1 3 1 3 1 494 4 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 392 O
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A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

Table 4. Project Manager Criteria Scores: Wastewater

1 274001 Leib Improvements for Meldrum Diversion 274001
2 278001 Oakwood Improvements for NWI Diversion 278001
3 211005 WRRF PS No. 2 Improvements Phase II 211005
4 212009 WRRF Aeration Improvements 3 and 4 212009
5 211010 Rehabilitation of Sludge Processing Complexes A and B 211010
6 212010 WRREF Conversion of Disinfection of all Flow to NaOCl and NaHS04 212010 ® RC Score
7 270001 Pilot CSO Netting Facility 270001
8 211011 WRRF PS1 Screening and Grit Improvements 211011
9 270002 Meldrum Sewer Diversion and VR-15 Improvements 270002
10 211009 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Circular Primary Clarifier Scum Removal System 211009 PM Score

11 233003 Rouge River In-system Storage Devices 233003
12 213008 WRREF Rehabilitation of the Ash Handling Systems 213008

13 212007 WRREF Rehabilitation of the Secondary Clarifiers 212007

- 33 -
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Table 5. Project Manager Criteria Score Breakdown: Wastewater

TITLE 1 1
1 274001 Leib Improvements for Meldrum Diversion 4 4 3 4 3 5 4 2 710 4 4 4 4 3 5 4 4 78.2
2 278001 Oakwood Improvements for NWI Diversion 4 3 4 4 2 5 2 2 642 4 4 4 4 3 5 4 2 746
3 211005  WRRF PS No. 2 Improvements Phase II 4 3 4 3 4 3 2 3 674 5 4 4 3 4 3 2 2 710
4 212009 WRRF Aeration Improvements 3 and 4 4 3 4 3 3 3 3 4 678 4 3 4 3 3 3 3 4 67.8
5 211010 Rehabilitation of Sludge Processing Complexes A and B 2 2 4 4 5 4 2 2 60 2 2z 4 4 5 4 2 2 65.0
6 212010  WRRF Conversion of Disinfection of all Flow to NaOCl and NaHso4 2 2 4 4 5 4 2 2 650 2 2 4 4 5 4 2 2 650
7 270001 Pilot CSO Netting Facility 155 1 4 4 1 3 60 1 5 5 1 4 4 1 3 650
8 211011  WRRF PS1 Screening and Grit Improvements 3 4 2 4 2 2 4 3 586 4 5 2 4 2 2z 4 3 640
9 270002 Meldrum Sewer Diversion and VR-15 Improvements 115 1 4 5 1 4 54 1 3 5 1 4 5 1 4 624
10 211009 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Circular Primary Clarifier Scum 4 5 3 4 2 2 3 3 656 4 5 3 2 2 2 3 3 61.2

Removal System
11 5 1 4 4 2 5 586 1 3 5 1 4 4 1 4 608

11 233003 Rouge River In-system Storage Devices
12 213008 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Ash Handling Systems 4 3 3 4 3 1 3 1 578 4 3 3 4 3 1 3 1 57.8
13 212007 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Secondary Clarifiers 43 4 3 1 4 11 532 4 3 4 3 1 4 1 1 532
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1.13LARGEST CIP PROJECTS

The Water and Wastewater projects included in the FY2022-2026 CIP with the largest projected lifetime spend (the top five for each) are listed below.

Table 6. Water Projects with top lifetime planned spend
Financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s).

PROJECT TITLE ;‘})F;\;I;;ME FEAN
114002 Springwells Water Treatment Plant, Low-Lift and High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements $ 224,222
114010 Springwells Water Treatment Plant, Yard Piping and High-Lift Header Improvements 200,472
122004 96-inch Water Transmission Main Relocation and Isolation Valve Installations 144,852
122003 Water Works Park to Northeast Transmission Main 143,217
122013 14 Mile Transmission Main Loop 105,180

Table 7. Wastewater Projects with top lifetime planned spend
Financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s).

LIFETIME PLAN
PROJECT TITLE SPEND
232002 Freud & Conner Creek Pump Station Improvements $ 229,279
260600 CSO Facilities Improvement Program 126,400

211011 WRRF PS1 Screening and Grit Improvements 93,303 "%‘
212008 WRRF Aeration Improvements 1 and 2 81,931 8
211007 WRREF PS #2 Bar Racks Replacements and Grit Collection System Improvements 76,229 ‘%’
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A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

1.14LARGEST DOLLAR PROJECTS (GREATER THAN $30M)

The Water and Wastewater projects with the largest projected spend for the FY2022-2026 CIP are listed below. These projects are planned for greater
than $30 Million over the FY2022-2026 time period. There are nine (9) projects in the Water category and seven (7) projects in the Wastewater category.

Table 8. Water Projects with 5-Year Total Greater than $30M

Financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s).

PROJECTED EXPENDITURES

PROJECT TITLE

CIP TOTAL

Lake Huron WTP, Low-Lift, High Lift and Filter Backwash Pumping

111001 $ 212 $ 1993 $ 1962 $ 4581 $ 8867 $ 10,837 $ 10837 $ 17,889 §$ 37,085 $ 57,178
System Improvements

114002  Springwells WTP, Low-Lift and High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements 5,496 11,812 16,546 18,135 19,954 18,584 18,391 115,303 91,611 224,222

114010 Springwells WTP, Yard Piping and High-Lift Header Improvements 241 $267 1,568 4,614 13,057 16,057 16,057 148,610 51,354 200,472

116002 Pennsylvania and Springwells Raw Water Supply Tunnel Improvements 15,411 7,024 8,360 17,395 23,304 18,016 5372 - 72,446 94,880

122003  Water Works Park to Northeast Transmission Main 5,190 11,234 14,593 9,214 14,535 13,835 21,695 52,921 73,871 143,217

122004 20-inch Water Transmission Main Relocation and Isolation Valve 1,816 2,077 2,577 7,614 10,625 12581 12581 94980 45978 144,852
Installations

122013 14 Mile Transmission Main Loop 3,759 6,064 37,593 36,390 21,374 - - - 95,357 105,180

132010 West .Se.r\.nce Center Pumping Station - Reservoir, Reservoir Pumping, 2,149 5,266 17,149 19,927 $650 ) ) ) 37,727 45,142
and Division Valve Upgrades

132015 Newburgh Road Booster Pumping Station Improvements 350 852 733 2,365 8,839 12,524 12,000 7,380 36,462 45,044

Table 9. Wastewater Projects with 5-Year Total Greater than $30M
Financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s).
PROJECTED EXPENDITURES

CIP # PROJECT TITLE

—
<<
=
(=}
F
=
&)

211006  WRRF PS No. 1 Improvements $ 1284 $ 623 $§ 3061 $ 7987 $ 8009 $ 7199 $ 7559 $ 32987 § 33816 $ 68,709
211007 WRREF PS #2 Bar Racks Replacements and Grit Collection System 5 2323 2303 6,987 18,173 18,122 15,052 13,263 60,638 76,229
Improvements
212008 WRRF Aeration Improvements 1 and 2 16 2,264 2,567 5,392 19,423 19,370 18,576 14,323 65,328 81,931
232002  Freud & Conner Creek Pump Station Improvements 7,342 6,445 3,357 12,646 17,446 23,446 34,146 124,450 91,041 229,279
260204 Conveyance System Engineering Services-1802575 913 11,656 11,646 9,476 9,249 9,217 - - 39,589 52,157
260510 Conveyance System Repairs (Outfalls) - 557 7,710 7,710 7,728 7,710 9,240 8,210 40,096 48,863
260700 Sewer System Infrastructure Improvements and Pumping Stations - 1,403 3,661 9,050 9.021 7,234 1,844 3,689 30,810 35,901
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1.15LARGEST 2022 PROJECTED SPEND (GREATER THAN $5M)

The Water and Wastewater projects with the largest projected spend for 2022 are listed below. These projects are planned for greater than $5 Million in
FY 2022. There are eight (8) projects in the Water category and seven (7) projects in the Wastewater category.

Table 10. Water Projects with 2022 Projected Spend Greater than $5M

Financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s).

PROJECTED EXPENDITURES

CIP # PROJECT TITLE

N
=

S=E
SE B
TR
- =

=]
—
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Ml 202226

114002 Springwells WTP, Low-Lift and High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements $ 5496 $ 11,812 $ 16,546 $ 18,135 $ 19,954 $ 18,584 $ 18,391 §$ 115303 $
Water Works Park WTP Yard Piping, Valves and Venturi Meters

1,611 § 224,222

115001 Replacement 2,389 4,372 6,322 6,322 6,321 6,322 6,163 16,605 31,449 54,815
116002 Pennsylvania and Springwells Raw Water Supply Tunnel Improvements 15,411 7,024 8,360 17,395 23,304 18,016 5,372 - 72,446 94,880
122003 Water Works Park to Northeast Transmission Main 5,190 11,234 14,593 9,214 14,535 13,835 21,695 52,921 73,871 143,217
122005 Schoolcraft Road Water Transmission Main 1,382 6,338 7,607 - - - - - 7,607 15,326
122013 14 Mile Transmission Main Loop 3,759 6,064 37,593 36,390 21,374 - - - 95,357 105,180
132010 ‘];Visisstigir{’,;“lig%’;t;rag‘;g‘pi“g Station - Reservoir, Reservoir Pumping, and 2149 5266 17,149 19,927 650 - - - 37727 45142
170300 WTP Automation Program - 7,098 6,151 - - - - - 6,151 13,249

Table 11. Wastewater Projects with 2022 Projected Spend Greater than $5M
Financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s).

PROJECTED EXPENDITURES

PROJECT TITLE

S
=

SZ2k
===
=5E
- <C

232001 Fairview Pumping Station - Replace Four Sanitary Pumps $14,274 $ 12990 $ 12,781 $ 28 $ - $ - $ - $ - $12,809 $ 40,073
260204 Conveyance System Engineering Services-1802575 913 11,656 11,646 9,476 9,249 9,217 0 0 39,589 52,157
222002 Detroit River Interceptor (DRI) Evaluation and Rehabilitation 20,151 11,192 11,192 10,057 5,696 5,235 3,645 5,608 35,824 72,775
260510 Conveyance System Repairs (Outfalls) 0 557 7,710 7,710 7,728 7,710 9,240 8,210 40,096 48,863
260206 Conveyance System Repairs (Sewers) 0 523 7,046 7,046 7,046 7,046 8,046 11,069 36,230 47,821
211008 \];V;{lliggReell};l:Slitation of Ferric Chloride Feed System in PS-1 and Complex 1,630 3,428 5,358 972 ) ) ) ) 6,330 11,388
260205 NWI Rehabilitation 79 1,767 5,046 4,046 - - - - 9,092 10,938
— 38 -
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1.16WATER PROJECTS BY STATUS

All financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s). The Project Status column shows which projects are Active (A), Future Planned (FP), or
Pending Closeout (PC). Projects that have been Reclassified to a different number, Closed, or Cancelled are not shown in this list; a list of Closed projects
can be found in Chapter 3. For projects in the “Centralized Services” category (CIP number begins with 3), only portions of projects funded by the water
planned spend are included in this section. Following these tables is a chart from the Integrated Master Schedule showing the planned sequencing of
projects.

122013 14 Mile Transmission Main Loop Project Execution - Design 2017 $3,759  $6,064 $37,593 $36,390 $21,374 $0 $0 $0 $95357 $105,180 4.47%

114002 | Springwells Water Treatment Plant, Low-Liftand \p . oot precution - Design (2004 | 5496 11,812 16,546 18135 19,954 18584 18391 115303 91,611 224222 9.53%
High-Lift Pumping Station Improvements

Project Execution -

122003 Water Works Park to Northeast Transmission Main 2014 5190 11,234 14,593 9,214 14,535 13,835 21,695 52921 73,871 143,217 6.09%

Construction
Pennsylvania and Springwells Raw Water Supply . . .
116002 Project Execution - Design 2016 15,411 7,024 8,360 17,395 23,304 18,016 5,372 0 72,446 94,880 4.03%
Tunnel Improvements
114010 Springwells Water Treatment Plant, Yard Piping and Active - Pre-Procurement- 5515 941 267 1568 4614 13057 16057 16057 148610 51354 200,472 8.52%
High-Lift Header Improvements Design
122004 20-inch Water Transmission Main Relocationand  p o0 precution - Design 2016 1,816 2,077 2,577 7,614 10,625 12581 12,581 94980 45978 144852 6.16% &
Isolation Valve Installations 8
132010  \VestService Center Pumping Station - Reservoir, . 1o gyecution - Design 2017 2,149 5266 17,149 19,927 650 0 0 0 37727 45142 1.92% O
Reservoir Pumping, and Division Valve Upgrades —
Lake Huron Water Treatment Plant, Low-Lift, High g
111001 Lift and Filter Backwash Pumping System Project Execution - Design 2010 212 1,993 1,962 4,581 8,867 10,837 10,837 17,889 37,085 57,178 2.43% =
Improvements O
132015  Newburgh Road Booster Pumping Station Project Execution - Design 2018 350 852 733 2,365 8839 12524 12,000 7,380 36,462 45044 1.929% O
Improvements ™
122016 Downriver Transmission Main Loop Project Execution - Design 2017 225 1,683 665 7,482 8,074 8,544 7,470 2,924 32,235 37,067 1.58% 8
115001  Wwater Works Park Water Treatment Plant Yard - Project Execution - 2007 2389 4372 6322 6322 6321 6322 6163 16605 31,449 54815 233%
Piping, Valves and Venturi Meters Replacement Construction
Lake Huron Water Treatment Plant - High Lift Active - Procurement - ;
111009 Pumping, Water Production Flow Metering and Yard Board Approved - 2018 117 640 1,061 7,060 7,582 7,021 7,000 0 29,724 30,481 1.30% —
Piping Improvements Construction =
132012 Ypsilanti Booster Pumping Station Improvements Project Execution - Design 2017 334 615 584 6,718 9,797 9,771 2,574 5,000 29,445 35,393 1.50% 8
170900 Suburban Water Meter Pit Rehabilitation and Meter Project Ex.ecutlon 2014 0 2,535 1,159 4112 4113 4113 4113 20573 17,610 40,719 1.73% >
Replacement Construction o)
111012  LHWTP-Flocculation Improvements ‘gztsli"g . Pre-Procurement - » 5 0 46 538 469 5564 5428 5428 9,065 17,427 26538 1.13%
>
Lake Huron Water Treatment Plant, Filter Active - Pre-Procurement - ‘D
111006 Instrumentation and Raw Water Flow Metering Construction 2014 1,073 215 5,196 5,222 5,082 1 0 0 15,502 16,790 0.71% 8
Improvements =
5
E
]
(&)
o
a



170800

114017

112006

171500

114005

122005
170302

113006

170300

114011

170801
122006
115005
132007

111011

170901

114008

114016

381000

170503

170500

351001

System-Wide Finished Water Reservoir Inspection,
Design and Rehabilitation

Springwells Water Treatment Plant Flocculator
Drive Replacements

Northeast Water Treatment Plant Flocculator
Replacements

Roof Replacement at WWP, SP, LH, NE, SW, NSC,
Orion, Franklin, and Conner Creek Facilities
Springwells Water Treatment Plant, Administration
Building Improvements & Underground Fire
Protection Loop

Schoolcraft Road Water Transmission Main

SW SCADA System Upgrade

Southwest Water Treatment Plant Chlorine
Scrubber, Raw Water Screens & Related
Improvements

Water Treatment Plant Automation Program

Springwells Water Treatment Plant Steam,
Condensate Return, and Compressed Air Piping
Improvements

0

Wick Road Water Transmission Main

WWP WTP Building Ventilation Improvements
Energy Management: Freeze Protection Pump
Installation at Imlay Pump Station

Lake Huron WTP Pilot Plant

Suburban Water Meter Pit Rehabilitation and Meter
Replacement

Springwells Water Treatment Plant 1930
Sedimentation Basin Sluice Gates, Guides & Hoists
Improvements

Springwells Water Treatment Plant 1958 Settled
Water Conduits and Loading Dock Concrete
Pavement Replacement

Power Quality: Electric Metering Improvement
Program

Transition System Valve Replacement

Transmission System Valve Rehabilitation and
Replacement Program

LED Lighting and Lighting Control Improvements

Project Execution - Design

Active - Procurement -
Board Approved - Design

Project Execution - Design

Project Execution -
Construction

Project Execution - Design

Project Execution - Design
Project Execution - Design

Active - Procurement -
Construction

Project Execution -
Construction

Project Execution -
Construction

Project Execution - Design
Project Execution -
Construction

Project Execution - Design

Project Execution - Design

Active - Procurement -
Negotiation Phase - Design
Project Execution -
Construction

Project Execution -
Construction

Project Execution - Design

Active - Pre-Procurement -
Design

Project Execution -
Construction

Project Execution -
Construction

Active - Pre-Procurement -
Construction

2016

2018

2018

2018

2014

2016
2017

2017

2017

2012

2020
2016
2018
2014

2019

2014

2014

2018

2016

2017

2017

2017

186

944

1,382

130

10,084

5,903

168

4,530

3,382

91

394

46
567
55

386

376

6,338
1,788

245

7,098

9,756

8,420
11,743
380
974

58

3,248

7,989

189

8,373

280

322
371
2,522

11

3,660

7,607
3,606

4,683

6,151

5,374

463
4,774
523
3,962

1,719

2,838

2,485

566

1,305
232

38

2,322
6,474
3,022

3,090

3,780

3,606

1,595

327

2,075

1,620
84

1,471

67

1,435

232

221

3,321
4,943
3,022

1,808

500

557

1,000

1,592

27

232

221

3,317
2
2,509

369

78

1,000

400

223

232

213
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3,300
0
0

2,920

42

1,000
0
100

1,129
0

151

11,200
0
0

14,127

1,132

307

1,245

3,990

12,581
11,790
11,075

8,199

7,940

7,607
7,212

6,956

6,151

5,701

5,538
4,774
4,235
4,046

3,190

2,838

2,552

2,001

1,379
1,305
1,080

693

23,827 1.01%
12,358 0.53%
11,316 0.48%

22,711 0.97%

9,260 0.39%

15,326 0.65%
9,000 0.38%

7,331 0.31%

13,249 0.56%

25,540 1.09%

15,090 0.64%
22,420 0.95%
4,924 0.21%
5,187 0.22%

3,248 0.14%

10,616 0.45%

13,923 0.59%

2,281 0.10%

2,624 0.11%
10,072 0.43%
5,350 0.23%

700 0.03%
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PROJECT STATUS

Active - Pre-Procurement -

§ EAR ADDED
o

LIFETIME ACTUAL
THRU FY 2020
(UNAUDITED)

PROJECTED EXPENDITURES

A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

2022-2026 CIP
PERCENT OF

170902 Brownstown Meter Pit . 76 570 594 5 0 0 0 0 599 1,245 0.05%
Construction
341001 Secyrl.ty Infrastructure Improvements on Water Project Ex'ecutlon - 2019 3,044 4656 567 2 0 0 0 0 569 9,170 0.39%
Facilities Construction
170303 Power Monitoring Installation for Water Treatment Actlye - Pre-Procurement - 2020 0 1,186 514 0 0 0 0 0 514 1,700 0.07%
Plants Design
380700 ‘;:;‘Ijiizge‘i Eosiandtel an RERESBGIERNG 5o mecetion - Desn | 2106 771 904 456 0 0 0 0 0 456 2,131 0.09%
Lake Huron Water Treatment Plant, Raw Sludge Project Execution -
111007 Clarifier and Raw Sludge Pumping System ) . 2016 5,888 3,109 184 0 0 0 0 0 184 9,181 0.39%
Construction
Improvements
122011  Park-Merriman Road Water Transmission Main Project Execution - 2015 5222 4370 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 9,600 0.41%
Construction
112005 Northeast Water Treatment Plan't - Replacement of  Project Ex'ecutlon - 2018 438 645 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 1,089 0.05%
Covers for Process Water Conduits Construction
As-Needed Construction Materials, Environmental
170200 Media and Special Testing Services, Construction Project Execution - Design 2014 0 1,427 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,427 0.06%
Inspection, and Other Technical Services
114013 SPrlngwells Water Treatment Plant, Reservoir Fill Project Ex-ecutlon - 2016 3,586 1,338 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4924 0.21%
Line Improvements Construction
132006 Ford Road Pumping Station, Pressure and Control Project Ex'ecutlon - 2014 1,884 1,480 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3364 0.14%
Improvements Construction
170109 GLWA-CS-187: FK Eng: Raw Water Intake Project Execution - Design 2012 1,656 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,656 0.07%
171501 Roof Replacements at SP, WWP,Orion,Franklinand  Project Ex-ecutlon - 2020 3216 269 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,484 0.15%
Conner Creek Construction
ACTIVE WATER PROJECTS TOTAL 92,646 144,956 172,146 189,049 184,962 151,977 138,326 523,252 836,459 1,597,313 68%

Table 13. Water CIP Projects: Pending

Closeout, Ranked by Total Cost

PROJECTED EXPENDITURES

=) ~

a 2 - S

=) = = 3 < =

PROJECT STATUS | = S = — ~N e < | 1n| o a = Z

= 3 o~ o~ ] NN NS (=] =

(- = = o o = ol 285 = O

ﬁ = = N N N NN NJS o E

SSzsl B & E B ErE ST &
114001 Springwells WTP, 1958 Filter Rehabilitation and Auxiliary Facilities Improvements Pending Closeout 2002 $80828% 0% 0$ 0$ 0%$0%0% 0% 0 $8082834%
111002 Lake Huron WTP, Miscellaneous Mechanical HVAC Improvements Pending Closeout 2014 8,685 20 0 0 00 0 O 0 8,705 0.4%
114003 Water Production Flow Metering Improvements at Northeast, Southwest and Springwells WTPs Pending Closeout 2014 8,156 0 0 0 00 0 O 0 8,156 0.3%
115004 Water Works Park WTP Chlorine System Upgrade Pending Closeout 2017 6,893 0 0 0 00 0 O 0 6,893 0.3%
113002 Southwest WTP, High-Lift Pump Discharge Valve Actuators Replacement Pending Closeout 2014 5272 23 501 649 283 0 0O O 1,433 6,728 0.3%
132003 West Service Center Pumping Station, Isolation Gate Valves for Line Pumps Pending Closeout 2014 1,744 218 0 0 00 0 O 0 1,962 0.1%
132026  Franklin Pumping Station Valve Replacement Pending Closeout 2019 821 185 0 0 00 0 O 0 1,006 0.0%
PENDING CLOSEOUT WATER PROJECTS TOTAL 112,399 446 501 649 283 0 0 0 1,433 114,279 4.9%

—-41 -
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122018
122017
111010
132019
112003
132014
132020
122007
132016
132021
132018
132022
115007
114018
114007
116006
111008

115006
116005

Garland, Hurlbut, Bewick Water Transmission
System Rehabilitation

7 Mile/Nevada Transmission Main Rehab and
Carrie/Nevada Flow Control Station

Filtration Improvements

Wick Road Pumping Station Improvements
Northeast WTP High-Lift Pumping Station
Improvements

Adams Road Pumping Station Improvements
Franklin Pumping Station Improvements
Merriman Road Water Transmission Main Loop
North Service Center Pumping Station
Improvements

Imlay Pumping Station Improvements
Schoolcraft Pumping Station Improvements
Joy Road Pumping Station Improvements
Water Works Park High Lift Pumping Station
Modernization

Springwells WTP - Service Building Electrical
Substation and Miscellaneous Improvements
Springwells WTP Powdered Activated Carbon
System Improvements

Belle Isle Intake System Rehabilitation and
Improvements

Lake Huron WTP, Architectural Programming for
Laboratory and Admin Building Improvements
Water Works Park Site/Civil Improvements
Belle Isle Seawall Rehabilitation

FUTURE PLANNED WATER PROJECTS TOTAL

Active Water Projects Total

Pending Closeout Water Projects Total
Future Planned Water Projects Total
Listed as Cancelled/Closed/Reclassified
WATER PROJECTS TOTAL

A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

89.0
84.2
71.0
68.4
68.0
64.6
64.6
61.6
58.2
58.2
56.6
56.6
54.4
53.0
46.6
46.2
40.6

39.4
39.2

Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 $ 0 $1,578 $1,530 $1,528 $ 1,528 $ 3,995 $ 3,995 $ 39,947 $12,578 $ 54,103 2.3%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 3 1,167 1,944 1944 4,784 3,505 13,363 33,479 25,539 60,189 2.6%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 0 0 0 0 9 38 61 42,099 108 42,207 1.8%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2018 57 0 0 0 0 0 13 9,288 13 9,358 0.4%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2017 6 279 173 215 862 1931 1,721 66,360 4,901 71,546 3.0%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2017 83 0 203 1,332 1,158 1,129 1,129 47,830 4,951 52,865 2.2%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2018 93 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,451 0 2,545 0.1%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2016 2 57 27 27 273 890 890 19,988 2,107 22,154 0.9%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2017 266 282 673 1,726 2,351 2,247 8,503 52,206 15,501 68,255 2.9%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2018 227 0 0 0 0 0 0 522 0 750 0.0%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2018 47 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 47 0.0%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2018 71 57 277 527 527 122 75 37,958 1,527 39,613 1.7%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2021 0 0 280 530 530 780 11,705 75,120 13,826 88,946 3.8%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 0 100 80 95 7 1,263 0 0 1,445 1,545 0.1%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2014 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,021 0 4,021 0.2%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2021 0 0 0 300 50 0 0 0 350 350 0.0%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2017 0 0 0 0 0 0 77 1,119 77 1,196 0.1%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 5,875 6 5,882 0.2%
Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2020 0 0 319 1,231 281 0 0 0 1,832 1,832 0.1%
857 3,521 5,506 9,456 12,361 15,900 41,539 438,263 84,761 527,402 22.4%
$92,646 $144,956 $172,146 $189,049 $184,962 $151,977 $138,326 $523,252 $836,459 $1,597,313 67.91%
112,399 446 501 649 283 0 0 0 1,433 114,279 4.86%
856.99209 3,621 6,564 11,016 13,920 18,959 44,104 494,949 94,563 593,991 25.25%
21,411 1,716 0 0 0 0 0 25,000 0 48,127 2.05%
227,313 150,740 179,210 200,713 199,165 170,936 182,430 1,043,201 932,455 2,353,709 100%
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A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

1.1T7WASTEWATER PROJECTS BY STATUS

All financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s). The Project Status column shows which projects are Active (A), Future Planned (FP), or
Pending Closeout (PC). Projects that have been Reclassified to a different number, Closed, or Cancelled are not shown in this list; a list of Closed projects
can be found in Chapter 3. For projects in the “Centralized Services” category (CIP number begins with 3), only portions of projects funded by the
wastewater planned spend are included in this section. Following these tables is a chart from the Integrated Master Schedule showing the planned
sequencing of projects.

232002  Freud & Conner Creek Pump Station Improvements Project Execution - Design 2016  $7,342 $6,445 $3,357 $12,646 $17,446 $23,446 $34,146 $124,450 $91,041 $229,279 12.87%
212008  WRREF Aeration Improvements 1 and 2 Project Execution - Design 2017 16 2,264 2,567 5392 19,423 19,370 18,576 14,323 65,328 81,9314.60%
211007  WRRFPS #2 Bar Racks Replacements and Grit Active - Procurement - Board 2016 5 2323 2303 6987 18173 18,122 15052 13,263 60,638 76,2294.28%
Collection System Improvements Approved - Design
260510  Conveyance System Repairs (Outfalls) Active - Pre-Procurement - Design 2020 0 557 7,710 7,710 7,728 7,710 9,240 8,210 40,096 48,8632.74%
260204  Conveyance System Engineering Services-1802575  Project Execution - Design 2013 913 11,656 11,646 9,476 9,249 9,217 0 0 39,589 52,1572.93%
260200 Sewer and Interceptor Rehabilitation Program Project Execution - Construction 2013 0 3,138 0 7,214 7915 10,695 11,547 13,240 37,371 53,7493.02%
260206  Conveyance System Repairs (Sewers) Active - Pre-Procurement - Design 2020 0 523 7,046 7,046 7,046 7,046 8,046 11,069 36,230 47,8212.68%

Detroit River Interceptor (DRI) Evaluation and

222002 Rehabilitation Project Execution - Construction 2016 20,151 11,192 11,192 10,057 5,696 5,235 3,645 5,608 35,824 72,7754.08%

211006 WRRF PS No. 1 Improvements Project Execution - Design 2016 1,284 623 3,061 7,987 8,009 7,199 7,559 32,987 33,816 68,709 3.86%

TR | TR EMIER TR SIS el o g e - el 0 0 1403 3661 9,050 9021 70234 1844 3,689 30810 359012.01%
Pumping Stations

216008 Rehfablhtatlon of Screened Final Effluent (SFE) Pump Active - Pro_curement - Negotiation 2018 6 501 906 6504 6504 6504 6504 13391 26923 40,8212.29%
Station Phase - Design

PR | S R T v RO s Active - Procurement - Design 2014 0 925 791 786 779 4870 16474 28772 23,700 53,397 3.00%
Modification at Oakwood District

216006  Assessmentand Rehabilitation of WRRF yard piping - p .o ¢ gyecution - Design 2017 73 580 558 2,858 09,808 9,782 214 0 23221 23,874134%
and underground utilities

232001 ﬁﬁmiw it SEom W Mo SR oo m o  Gorsaien A0 4574 12050 12761 28 0 0 0 0 12,809 40,0732.25%

260614  Structural Inspection & Structural Improvements Active - Procurement - Construction 2017 304 3,047 4,422 3,872 1,397 752 0 0 10,443 13,7940.77%

216010 WRREF Facility Optimization Active - Pre-Procurement - Design 2019 4 25 57 1,853 5,513 972 1,845 0 10,241 10,2710.58%

216011 WRREF Structural Improvements Active - Pre-Procurement - Design 2020 0 52 2,052 2,046 2,046 2,046 2,046 2,046 10,235 12,3330.69%

Roofing Systems Replacement at GLWA WRRF, CSO
331002 Retention Treatment Basins (RTB) and Screening Project Execution - Construction 2017 1,123 148 1,277 1,277 1,276 1,277 1,277 1,234 6,383 8,888 0.50%
Disinfection Facilities (SDF)
WRRF Rehabilitation of Ferric Chloride Feed System Active - Pre-Procurement -

211008 . ) . 2017 1,630 3,428 5,358 972 0 0 0 0 6,330 11,3880.64%
in PS-1 and Complex B Sludge Lines Construction

260617  St. Aubin Chemical Disinfection Improvements Active - Pre-Procurement - Design 2017 250 443 387 237 1,709 2,808 1,131 0 6,273 6,966 0.39%

270003  Long Term CSO Control Plan Active - Procurement - Negotiation /¢ 4 3500 3,799 1,749 144 73 0 0 5764  9,2680.52%

Phase - Design
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213006

260500
260618

260701

213007
260201
341002

260505
216007
260508
260615

216004

211001

211002
211004

212004

214001

260504
260509
260603
260611
260613
260619

260620

260702

WRRF Improvements to Sludge Feed Pumps at
Dewatering Facilities

CSO Outfall Rehabilitation

Oakwood HVAC Project

CONVEYANCE SYSTEM INFRASTRUCTURE
IMPROVEMENTS

WRRF Modification to Incinerator Sludge Feed
Systems at Complex -11

CON-149, Emergency Sewer Repair

Security Infrastructure Improvements for
Wastewater Facilities

Phase 4 Outfalls

DTE Primary Electric 3rd Feed Supply to WRRF
B-39 Outfall Rehabilitation

Puritan Fenkell & Leib Site Improvements

Rehabilitation of Various Sampling Sites and PS#2

Ferric Chloride System at WRRF

WRRF Rehabilitation of Primary Clarifiers
Rectangular Tanks, Drain Lines,
Electrical/Mechanical Building and Pipe Gallery

WRREF PS No. 2 Pumping Improvements - Phase 1
WRREF PS #1 Rack & Grit and MPI Sampling Station 1

Improvements

WRRF Chlorination and Dechlorination Process
Equipment Improvements

WRRF Relocation of Industrial Waste Control
Division and Analytical Laboratory Operations
Phase 2 Outfalls- 19000796

B-40 Outfall Rehabilitation

Conner Creek CSO RTB Automation Improvements

Leib SDF- HVAC System Improvements
Baby Creek HVAC Improvements
Control System Upgrade - St Aubin, Lieb & Mile

Baby Creek Roof Replacement

Pump Station Assets Updates

Project Execution - Design

2016

Active - Procurement - Construction 2017

Project Execution - Design

Project Execution - Design

Project Execution - Construction
Project Execution - Construction
Project Execution - Construction

Project Execution - Construction
Project Execution - Construction
Project Execution - Design

Project Execution - Construction

Project Execution - Construction

Project Execution - Construction

Project Execution - Construction

Project Execution - Construction
Project Execution - Construction

Project Execution - Construction

Project Execution - Construction
Project Execution - Design
Project Execution - Construction
Project Execution - Construction
Project Execution - Construction
Project Execution - Design
Active - Pre-Procurement -
Construction

Active - Pre-Procurement -
Construction

2017
0

2016
2013
2019

2017
2017
2021
2017

2010

1999

2003
2008

2010

2014

2017
2022
2017
2018
2017
2017

2021

0

6 109

0 0

76 639
469 1,356
15,420 4,243
19,503 11,301
1,015 1,796
1,586 3,491
2,898 1,252
0 181

110 492
1,638 4,932
51,185 2,876
2,014 1,326
11,035 12,261
3,803 1,939
10,584 2,067
2,202 2,849
66 22
6,990 908
96 300

51 536

62 55

0 641

0 669

342

833
3,235

1,356

2,499
1,479
722

641
394
181
199

76

o oo ococoo o

0

2,252

833
17

1,356

[uny
[ee]
o oOroOo O o o

SO oo ocooo o

0

1,781
835

48

N
o ONoo o o o

o o oo ocoo o

0

0
833

o oo oo o o o

o oo ococoo o

0
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0
833

o oo oo o o o

oSO oo ocooo o

0

0
833

o oo oo o o o

o oo ococoo o

0

4,375

4,167
3,252

2,761

2,499
1,479
722

641
394
388
199

76

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0

4,490 0.25%

5,0000.28%
3,967 0.22%

4,586 0.26%

22,1621.24%
32,2821.81%
3,5340.20%

5,718 0.32%
4,544 0.25%
569 0.03%
801 0.04%

6,645 0.37%

54,061 3.03%

3,340 0.19%
23,2951.31%

5,742 0.32%

12,651 0.71%

5,0510.28%
89 0.00%
7,898 0.44%
396 0.02%
5880.03%
116 0.01%

641 0.04%

669 0.04%

178,187 122,006 96,887 110,387 141,573 145,191 139,980 273,114 634,018 1,207,325 67.8%
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Table 17. Wastewater/Sewer CIP Projects: Pending Closeout, Ranked by Total Cost

PROJECTED EXPENDITURES
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212006 WRRF Rouge River Outfall (RRO) Disinfection (Alternative) Pending Closeout 2014 $43789 $§ 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0 $ 4378 25%
260601 Oakwood CSO Control Facility Drain Valve Improvements Pending Closeout 2017 682 183 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 864 0.0%
260616 Baby Creek Towards Treatment Sewer Improvements Pending Closeout 2017 666 116 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 783 0.0%
260609 Seven Mile RTB - Parking Lot Replacement & Misc. Site Work Pending Closeout 2017 370 47 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 417 0.0%
260610 Baby Creek SDF - HV Units Replacement Pending Closeout 2017 275 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 275 0.0%
PENDING CLOSEOUT WASTEWATER PROJECTS TOTAL 45,782 346 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 46,128 2.6%

Table 18. Wastewater/Sewer Projects: Future Planned, Ranked by Prioritization Score
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274001 Leib Improvements for Meldrum Diversion Future Planned - Within 5 YearPlan 2020 $ 0$ 25 $ 254 $1,228 $ 649 $ 2,713 $ 3,396 $ 2,677 $ 8240 $ 10,942 0.6% 78.2 .
278001 Oakwood Improvements for NWI Diversion Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2020 0 25 252 1,205 631 2,545 2,194 3,373 6,828 10,226 0.6% 746 ¥
277001 Baby Creek Outfall Improvements Project Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 2 1,143 1,807 1,507 6,796 6,796 774 0 17,680 18826 1.1% 72.8 8
211005 WRRF PS No. 2 Improvements Phase Il Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2014 0 10 0 0 0 461 461 12,865 922 13,797 0.8% 71.0 O
212009 WRRF Aeration Improvements 3 and 4 Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 0 0 0 0 0 52 1,239 72,297 1,291 73,589 4.1% 67.8 =
211010 Rehabilitation of Sludge Processing Complexes A Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 42 64 0 42 112 287 1,995 11,393 2,436 13,934 0.8% 65.0 8
and B =
212010 WRREF Conversion of Disinfection of all Flow to Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 0 0 0 0 0 52 132 5,581 184 5,765 0.3% 65.0 QO
Sodium Hypochlorite and Sodium Bisulfite fe]
270001 Pilot CSO Netting Facility Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 0 0 13 57 1,557 107 3,203 4,635 4,939 9,573 0.5% 65.0 CYL)
211011 WRRF PS1 Screening and Grit Improvements Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 0 0 0 0 0 42 132 93,129 175 93,303 5.2% 64.0 )
270002 Meldrum Sewer Diversion and VR-15 Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 0 0 9 57 283 568 1,975 2,949 2,891 5840 0.3% 62.4 c
Improvements €>U~'
211009 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Circular Primary Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2017 3 243 476 2,740 5,619 3,927 0 0 12,762 13,008 0.7% 61.2 ;
Clarifier Scum Removal System —
233003 Rouge River In-system Storage Devices Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2019 0 0 0 0 1,026 1,024 1,024 43,243 3,075 46,317 2.6% 60.8 >
213008 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Ash Handling Systems Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2017 111 351 295 295 453 1,518 3,979 1,429 6,540 8,432 0.5% 57.8 ()
212007 WRRF Rehabilitation of the Secondary Clarifiers  Future Planned - Within 5 Year Plan 2017 0 0 10 124 240 240 3,316 45941 3930 49,871 2.8% 53.2 _.C_,
FUTURE PLANNED WASTEWATER PROJECTS TOTAL 159 1,861 3,117 7,257 17,367 20,333 23,820 299,510 71,893 373,423 21.0% 5..
o
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A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

Table 19. Wastewater/Sewer CIP Projects: Subtotals

SUBTOTALS PROJECTED EXPENDITURES

LIFETIME ACTUAL
(UNAUDITED)
2022-2026 CIP
PERCENT OF

Active Wastewater Projects Total $178,187 $122,006 $96,887 $110,387 $141,573 $145,191 $139,980 $273,114 $634,018 $1,207,325 67.75%
Pending Closeout Wastewater Projects Total 45,782  345.989 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 46,128 2.59%
Future Planned Wastewater Projects Total 238 5,385 9,163 12,803 19,367 27,833 35,220 401,010 104,385 511,019 28.67%
Listed as Cancelled/Closed/Reclassified 18,083 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18,083 0.77%
TOTAL WASTEWATER PROJECTS 242,290 127,738 106,050 123,190 160,940 173,024 175200 674,124 738,403 1,782,554 100%
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A GLWA 2022-2026 CIP

1.18CENTRALIZED SERVICES PROJECTS

All financial figures are in thousands of dollars ($1,000’s). The planned spend column denotes whether this item is funded by the Water (W) or
Wastewater (S). The Project Status column shows which projects are Active (A), Future Planned (FP), or Pending Closeout (PC). Projects that have been
Reclassified to a different number, Closed, or Cancelled are not shown in this list; a list of Closed projects can be found in Chapter 3, Section 1.8. Projects
new to the CIP this year are denoted by bolded CIP number and title.

Water Centralized Services

331003 Masonry Replacement and Rehabilitation 25,000 Future Planned - Ten- 20200 $ 0$ 0$ 0% 0% 0% O $ O0$25000 $ 0 $25000 1.1%
Year

341001 Security Infrastructure Improvements on Water Facilities 9,170 Project Execution - 2019 3944 4,656 567 2 0 0 0 0 569 9,170 0.4%
Construction

351001 LED Lighting and Lighting Control Improvements 700 Active - Pre-Procurement - 2017 7 0 38 221 221 213 0 0 693 700 0.0%
Construction

380600 As-Needed General Engineering Services 55 DRAFT 2 REVISION 2004 0 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55 0.0%

380700 As-Needed Geotechnical and Related Engineering Services 2,131 Project Execution - Design 2006 771 904 456 0 0 0 0 0 456 2,131 0.1%

381000 Power Quality: Electric Metering Improvement Program 2,624 Active - Pre-Procurement - 2016 0 0 0 0 27 223 1,129 1,245 1,379 2,624 0.1%
Design

4,722 5,616 1,061 223 248 436 1,129 26,245 3,097 39,679 1.7%

Wastewater Centralized Services

331002 Roofing Systems Replacement at GLWA WRRF, CSO Retention 8,888 Project Execution - 2017 1,123 148 1,277 1,277 1,276 1,277 1,277 1234 6,383 8,888 0.5%
Treatment Basins (RTB) and Screening Disinfection Facilities (SDF) Construction
341002 Security Infrastructure Improvements for Wastewater Facilities 3,534 Project Execution - 2019 1,015 1,796 722 0 0 0 0 0 722 3,534 0.2%

Construction
2,138 1,945 1,999 1,277 1,276 1,277 1,277 1,234 7,105 12,422 0.7%

Total Centralized Services 6,860 7,560 3,059 1,499 1,524 1,713 2,405 27,479 10,202 52,101

Document received by the MI Wayne 3rd Circuit Court.
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1.19INTEGRATED MASTER SCHEDULES

The Integrated master schedules show the intended timing and order of planned CIP projects.

Table 21. Primavera P6 Integrated Master Schedule for Water Projects

Aciviy 10 vty Narme

Actual Forecasted | Actua¥l Forecasted
Stan Finish

[ ron

7 ‘W:I‘mq’mm:l’m‘ [ Fvz081 |
F[F[F F'FIFIF[F FIF[FIF|F[FIFIFIF[ FIF[FIFIFIFIFIF[FIFIFIF] F[FIF[FIFIFIF]F] F[F]F F[Err]?

Water Projects Sep-21-2015 4 Sap-26-2046 [
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I_!
p—— ]

) Swudy [ Construction CIP 2022 - Integrated Master Schedule - WTP Projects Run Date: Oct-13-2020 Page 10of 2 GLW A
[N Desgn WM \Work In Progress June 2020 Update Data Date: Jul-01-2020 cbrerc 4By
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REmaning| Aciusl Forecasted | Adual Forecasted || FY2021 | FY2022 | T FY2026 | [ FY2020 | T Fvaos1 |
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Aciiviy Name : 9] Aciua i [ Fveozs | [ V202 | PV | [ Fvaoes | Fvaozs | Fveos0 | Fvaoel |
vt FIF[FFFIFIFF|FIF[FIF|FIFIFIFIFIFIF[FIF[FIFIFIFIFIF[F[FIF[F[FIFIF[FIFIFIF[FIF[FIF[F]F
®2 Now1B-2013A 25

Table 22. Primavera P6 Integrated Master Schedule for Wastewater Projects
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