
Quarterly Statement - Retiree Health Funding Vehicle 
~M'ERS Period: July 1, 2012 - September 30, 2012 
Municipol Employees' Retirement System EATON COUNTY 

. 

Municipality Information 

Eaton Co Customer Service: 
Employer ID: 2302-01 

To view your most current information, find up-to-date Division: 600108 
investment summaries, as well as manage your account, log in 
to your Employer Portal from www.mersofmich.com. 

Or, you can contact a member of your MERS Regional Team at 
800.767.2308. 

• • • ••• Plan Balance 
Source This Period Total Balance Beginning Balance $4,137,672.76 

Employer Contribution $0.00 $4.368,341.18' Co·ntributions $0.00 

Rollover $0.00 $0.00· Investment Gain or Loss (net) $230,668.42 

Total Contributions $0.00 . $4,368,341.18 Pooling .Discount $0.00 

Withdrawals $0.00 

Other $0.00 

Ending Balance $4,368,341.18 

Growth of Your Plan Over Time 
$4,368.341.18 -,---------,------~-------------------------------_1
 

$4,306,684.49 -t----------------------------------------------;
 

$4,244,827.79 -+---------------------------------::
 
$4,183,071.10 -t-------'----------------'---------------,
 

$4,121,314.40 -+-----------------j_-----------~_: 

$4,069,667.71 

53,997.801.01 

53,936,044.32 -t-- ­

$3,874,287.62 

$3,812,630.93 

01/28111 03125/11 05119/11 07/14111 09107/11 11102111 02121/12 04116112 06111112 08105112 09130/12 

This chart shows the value .of your Plan over time. This value includes contributions, withdrawals, investment gainlloss but does not include charges that
 
mayor may not be applied upon transfer or disbursement of funds.
 

For additional information regarding fees, taxes, or other charges. and the most current performance,·visit the Employer Portal online. 

Past performance does not guarantee future results. Performance quoted is past performance and is not indicative of future results. Current performance
 
may"be lower or higher than the performance shown. Returns include reinvestment of dividends and capital gains. The investment return and principal value
 
will fluctuate so that an investor's shares, when redeemed, may be worth more or less than their original cost.
 

1134 Municipal Way Lansing. MI48917 I800.767.2308 IFax 517.703.9707 www.mersofmich.com 
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Quarterly Statement - Retiree Health Funding Vehicle 
:~~MERS Period: July 1, 2012 - September 30,2012 

Municipal Employees' Retirement System EATON COUNTY 

Portfolio Totals by Investment Fund 

Invested Fund name Beginning Contributions Transfers Investment Pooling Withdrawals Forfeitures Ending Balance 
% Balance GalnILoss Discount 09/30/2012 

06130/2012 (netl 

100.00% MERS Total Market Fund 4,137,672.76 0.00 0.00 230,668.42 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.368,341.18 

100.00% Invested Total 4,137,672.76 0.00 0.00 230668.42 0.00 0.00 0.00 4,368,341.18 

Invested "to: This is the percentage amount of your assets that are held in each fund. 

Transfers: Transfers occur when you move assets from one fund to another. 

" 

Fund Performance for All Available Funds 

Fund Name 

Bond Funds 

MERS Short-Term Managed Income Fund 

MERS Diversified Bond Fund 

Asset Allocation Funds 

MERS Total Market Fund 

MERS Established Market Fund 

Average Annual Total Return Inception 
Date 

Quarter-to-date I 1-Yr. I 6-Yr I 10-Yr 

0.35%1 0.98%1 2.97% I 5.30% 1/1/87 

3.32%\ 9.56%1 7.49% 1 6.36% 1/1/97 

5.57%1 16.09% 1 1.76% I 7.84% 1011/75 

5.03%1 17.88%1 2.54% I 8.70% 12/1/97 

Fees: The Total Annual Operating Expense consists of MERS operating costs, custody and recordkeeping costs, and investment management expenses. ~ / 

One of the greatest benefits provided to Retiree Health Funding Vehicle employers ~ •. '- :;-~" '~I~~'~':-'~- c;., ~-~~::ir:;;' -­ - ­ - -._~ 
IS our ability to "pool" assets. Pooling creates tremendous bUying power and helps _~-<.-­ -­ - -­

reduce the overall fees for the program. fv1ERS gives the follOWing pooling discounts _ __ ___•• _~_ . ~__ = 
to employers: I I " ,),~ -'C ••-).. ';0: ,'.,. 

~ -­ -~ ~--'-'"-' -~- - ._---~~--~- -~-~ 

Disclaimer 
Returns: Returns are presented after the Total Annual Operating Expense. Return information is provided by State Street Bank and Trust. custodian
 
for the MERS Funds. Returns for periods greater than one year are annualized. Past performance is no guarantee of future results. Current
 
performance may be higher or lower. Funds are subject to investment risk from a number of sources, including the management style of the fund
 
and market volatility. Markets are volatile and can rise or decline significantly in response to company, political, regulatory, market, or economic
 
developments. A fund's total return. like securities prices generally, will fluctuate within a wide range. As a result, participating municipalities could lose
 
money over short or even long periods. Funds are also SUbject to investment-related risk, which Is the chance that returns from companies invested in
 
by the fund will trail returns from other asset classes or the overall market.
 

This summary is designed to provide descriptive information only. Participating municipalities should research all possible investment choices by
 
reading each fund's prospectus and fund summary sheet. MERS, as a governmental plan, is exempted by state and federal law from registration by
 
the SEC. The MERS Funds consist of a portfolio of assets in a separate account in a collective trust. specifically for MERS Plans. Unlike a mutual
 
fund, only the participants in a MERS Plan can invest in the MERS Funds. Because the MERS Funds are not mutual funds, a prospectus is not
 
available, however, there is a fund summary sheet. .
 

It is important for participating municipalities to periodically review their investment portfolio, investment objectives, and the investment options under
 
the Plan to help ensure that retirement savings will meet their retirement goals. In deciding how to invest retirement savings. participants should take
 
into account all their assets. including any retirement savings outside the Plan. No single approach is right for every situation because. among other
 
factors. municipalities have different financial goals, different time horizons for meeting those goals, and different tolerances for risk. Participating
 
municipalities should make independent investment decisions carefully and seek the assistance of independent experts where appropriate.
 

MERS has made every effort to ensure that the information provided is accurate and up to date.
 
Please see MERS website at www.mersofmich.com for recent information, or contact MERS at 800.767.2308.
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EDWARD JONES 

RETIREE HEALTH INSURANCE FUND INVESTMENT SUMMARY QUARTERLY REPORT 

9/28/12 
$ 1,250,000 

6/29/12 
$1,250,000 

RNC-FIXED INCOME HIGH QUALITY TAXABLE 

EATON COUNTY ACTUAL COST 
MARKET VALUE OF INVESTMENTS $ 1,505,121 $1,476,479 

INCOME (LOSS) $ 255,121 
$28,641.57 

$685,000 
$902,496 
$217,496 

$47,359.01 

$565,000 
$744,496 

$179,496 
$32,373.95 

$ 2,500,000 

$ 226,479 

$685,000 
$855,137 
$170,137 

$565,000 
$712,122 

$147,122 

$2,500,000 

INCOME (LOSS) QUARTERLY 
RNC-FIXED INCOME HIGH QUALITY TAXABLE 

EATON COUNTY ACTUAL COST 
MARKET VALUE OF INVESTMENTS 

INCOME (LOSS) ~, 

INCOME (LOSS) QUARTERLY 
CAMBIAR-LARGE CAP VALUE 

BENCHMARK: RUSSELL 100 VALUE 
EATON COUNTY ACTUAL COST 
MARKET VALUE OF INVESTMENTS 

INCOME (LOSS) 
INCOME (LOSS) QUARTERLY 

TOTALS 
CONGRESS ASSET-LARGE CAP GROWTH 

BENCHMARK: S & P 500 GROWTH 
EATON COUNTY ACTUAL COST 
MARKET VALUE OF INVESTMENTS $ 3,152,113 $3,043,738 

INCOME (LOSS) $652,113 
$108,374.53 
14.24229% 

$543,738 
INCOME (LOSS) QUARTERLY 

annualized rate of return 
RNC-FIXED INCOME HIGH QUALITY TAXABLE 
CAMBIAR-LARGE CAP VALUE 
CONGRESS-LARGE/MID CAP GROWTH 



REVISED: 
11/14/201 4 

2012 EQUALIZATION STUDY 
STARTING BASE FOR 2013 

L-4023"s 

RECAP OF L-4018's 

RESIDEN"rlAL 

2013 Ending TCV 
Assessment True Cash 50%of Tentative Previous Year % of 
Jurisdiction Assessed Value Tev- Factor L-4023 (12) ED ChanQ8 

Bellevue 58,666,337 51.24% 114,493,242 57,246,621 0.97581 117,979,900 -3.0% 
Benton ' 70,713,379 49.07% 144,107,151 72,053,576 1.01896 141,793,176 1.6% 
Brookfield 35,321,690 52.74% 66,973,246 33,486,623 0.94805 71,278,531 -6.0% 
Carmel 75,314,632 49.93% 150,840,441 75,420,221 1.00141 152,532,632 -1.1% 
Chester 42,843,877 52.74% 81,236,020 40,618.010 0.94805 86,327,471 -5.9% 

Delta 697,892.000 50.28% ,1.388,011,138 694,005,569 0.99444 1,413.722.250 -1.8% 

Eaton 109,394,250 48.24% 226,779.833 113.385,417 1.03649 219,831,331 3.2% 

~ton Rapids 109.873,100 ,48.71% 225.565.798 112,782,899 1.02649 220,399,948 2.3% 

,mlin 93,880,408 52.21% 179,813',078 89,906,539 0.95768 '188,941.294 -4.8% 

Kalama' 35,776.300 49.79% . 71,854,388 35.927,194 1.00422 71,966,171 -0.2% 

Oneida 109,087,543 '49.01% 222,582,214 111.291,107 1.02020 219,565.571 1,4% 

Roxand 37,320,900 52.38% 71,250,286 35,625.143 0.95457 75,116,490 -5.~% 

Sunfield 44,315,100 49.08% 90,291,565 45,145,783 1.01875 89,626;925 0.7% 

Vermontville 44,204,600 49.81% 88,746,436 44,373,218 1.00382 89,480,641 -0.8% 

Walton 52,289,628 51.11% 102,308.018 51,154.009 0.97829 105,277,585 -2.8% 

Windsor 194146,150 48.98% 396,378420 198,189,210 ·1.02083 390,989,126 1.,4% 

Twp. Totals 1 811,039,894 50.01% 3,621;222,274 1,810.611.139 0.99976 3,654,829 042 -0.92% 

Charlotte 127,478.404 49.90% 255,467,743 127,733.872 1.00201 257,714,540 -0.9% 

Eaton Rapids 78,528,150 50.26% 156,243.832 78,121,916 0.99483 158,888,438 -1.7% 

Grand Ledge 147,539,300 50.85% 290,146,116 145,073,058 0.98329 296.986,813 -2.3% 

Lansing 30,910,500 48.32% 63,970,406 31,985,203 1.03477 62,446.362 2.4% 

Olivet 12,065,949 53.84% 22,410,752 11,205,376 0.92868 24,283,260 -7.7% 

Potterville . 30,669,592 52.60% 58.307.209 29,153,605 0.95058 61 937,983 -5.9% 

City Totals 427,191 895 50.46% 846,546,058 423.273,030 0.99083 862,257,396 -1.8% 

~ ".,unty totals 2,238,231,789 50.10% 4,467,768,332 2.233,884.169 0.99806 4.517.086,438 -1.09% 



11/14/2012 

EATON COUNTY 
2012 

Townships 2006 . 

Number of Residential Sales 
By Year Used In Equalization Analysis 

Time frame 
10/01/10 

2007 2008 2009 03/31111 . 

Time frame 
04/01/11 

09/30/11 

Time frame 
10/01/11 
09/30/12 

Bellevue 
Benton 
Brookfield 
Carmel 

24 
18 
10 
28 

15 
8 

10 
21 

9 
8 
3 

11 

1 
3 
1 
5 

4 
5 
2 
5 

7 
10 
2 
7 

9 
13 
4 

15 

Chester 
Delta Charter 
Eaton 
Eaton Rapids 

·7 
264 
23 
35 

7 
146 

9 
27. 

6 
103 

9 
5 

3 
51 
3 
4 

3 
69 
14 
8 

5 
90 
9 
5 

5 
191 
13 
25 

Hamlin 
Kalamo 
Oneida 
Roxand 

23 
8 

11 

15 
8 

·8 

8 

16 
7 

2 
2 
3 

5 

4 
2 

2 
4 
10 
3 

13 
4 

24 
7 

Sunfield 
Vermontville 
Walton 
Winsdor 

11 
8 
27 
52 

11 
6 

18 
32 

1 
6 
1 

17 

2 
5 
4 
7 

6 
2 
3 
16 

3 

18 

6 
1 
7 

'.31 
~ 

Township Total 549 341 210 96 148 175 368 

Cities 

Charlotte 
Eaton Rapids 
Grand Ledge 

86 
29 
66 

64 
23 
47 

29 
13 
5 

10 
6 
4 

15 
5 
10 

25 
8 
20 

AO 
20 
28 

Lansing 
Olivet 
Potterville 

13 
4 
22 

8 
4 

14 

2 
2 
7 

3 
1 
2 

4 

1 

7 
1 

.6 

5 
3 

11 

City Total 220 160 58 26 35 67 107 

County Total O' 769 501 268 183 242 475 

2
 



11/14/2012 

EATON COUNTY 
2012 

Residential Percent Change By Equalization Study Year 

1980 +9.00% 

1981 +7.40% 
1982 +.81% 

1983 +.48% 

1984 +.36% . 

1985 +1.95% 

1986 +1.53% 
1987 ·+3.71% 
1988 +3.84% 
1989 .+5.23% 

1990 +4.91% 

1991 +3.90% 

1992 +6.70% 

1993 +2.90% 
1994 +3.70% 

1995 +3.30% 

1996 +5.00% 
1997 +5.90% 
1998 +5.00% 
1999 '+5.50% 

2000 +5.30% 

2001 +6.30% 

2002 +6.70% 
2003 +5.50% 
2004 +4.50% 
2005 +4.30% 
2006 +3.90% 
2007 -.10% 
2008 ·6.60% 
2009 -9.55% 

2010 -2.60% 
2011 -4.48% 
2012 -1.09% 

3 
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11/1412012 

2012 EQUALIZATION STUDY ~ 

STARTING BASE FOR 2013 

L-4023"s 

RECAP OF L-4018's 

AGRICUlrURAL 

2013 Ending TCV 

A$sessment True Cash 50% of . Tentative Previous Year % of 

Jurisdiction Assessed Ratio TCV Factor L-4023 (12) ED ChanaeValue .
 

Bellevue
 11.7%46,262,4181.1256222,949,534 44.42% 51,664,867 2~,832,434 

51,099,120 10.9%Benton 25,483,431 44.97% 28,333,813 1.1118656,667,625 
Brookfield 27,796,200 1.04015 55,693,082 3.8%48.07% 57,824,423 _ 28,912,212 
Carmel 21,861,091 43,904,386 6.2%46.88% 1.0665646,632,020 23,316,010 
Chester 64,647,220 4.1%32,281,439 - 67,295,057 1.0423247.97% 33,647,529 
Delta 6,916.7943,454,400 49.90% 0.1%3,461,323 1.002016,922,645 
Eaton 36,389,96018,095,550 45.06% -20,079,394 10.4%40,158,788 1.10964 

. 42,641,357Eaton Rapids 21,281,800 0.4%49.69% 42,829,141 1.0062421,414,571 
Hamlin 46,431,34923,209,868 47.07% 6.2%49,309,259 24,654,630 . 1.06225 
Kalamo 27,379,300 49.31% 54,818,032 1.3%55,524,843 1.0140027,762,422 
Oneida 1.2%31;213,382 63,143,90048.87% 63,870,231 31,935,116 1.02313 
Roxand 67,684,498 6.433,687,900. 46.77% 72,028,865 36,014,433 1.06907 
Sunfield 10.4%28,648,200 45.30% 57,304,98963,241,060 31,620,530 1.10376 
Vermontville 26,037,000 52,136,755 16.3%42.95% 60,621,653 1.1641530,310.827 
Walton 24,464,005 51.62% 49,710,151. 47,392,493 0.96862 -4.7%23.696,247 
Windsor 10,764,700 

'\
.21,642,612 49.96% 21,546,637 10 n3,319 1.00081 -0.4% 

-Township Totals 378,607,800 47.12% 760,426,623 5.67%803,529,607 401,764,810 1.06117 

Charlotte 
Eaton Rapids 
Grand Ledge 
Lansing 
Olivet 
Potterville 

City TQtals 
. 

760,426,623 5.67%1.06117803,529,607 401,764,810County Totals 378,607,800 47.12% 





2012 11/14/2012 

EATON COUNTY 

Agricultural Classification 

Comparison of the No.1 Land Values 

1997 -Range 
1998 -Range 
1999 -Range 
2000 -Range 
200t -Range 

East 112 

$1,200 
$1,600 
$1,800 
$2,000 
$2,250 

West 112 

to ' $1,100 
, $1,600 

$1,800 
$2,000 
$2,250 

#1 
#1 
#1 
#1 
#1 

2002·Range 
2003 -Range 
,2004 -Range 
2005 -Range 
2006 ·Range 

gm,m 
$2,750 
$2,750 
$2,800 
$3.617 
$3,686 

-
' -
to 
to 

West 112 

$2,750 
$2,750 
$2,800 
$2.570 
$2,666 

#1 
#1 
#-1 
#1 
#1 

2007 Ranae 
Sunfield I Roxand I Chester QM!Q.l IKalamn I Bellevue I ~ -f Windsor 

3654 4280 I 3137 4470 4470 

~ -, Eaton Eaton Rapids Walton 1Brookfield 1 1::i2m!in 
3730 4190 4375 3568 4099 

Changed to tillable I noritlllable, 2008 Range Changed to tillable I nontillable 
THIS IS THE TILLABLE VALUE 

Sunfield 1Roxand I Chesler Oneida " Vermontville I Kalamo I Belleyue I Benton I \/Vindsor 
3299, 3,413 ' 2706 3.911 3,911 

~ Eaton Eaton RapidS Wi!!!m.. I Brookfield ~ Hamlin 

2,921 3,313 3,744 2,676 2841 3577 
.Non.Tillable Value Includes woods) $2,550 

2009 Range --
THIS IS THE TILLABLE VALUE 

SUnfield I Roxand Oneida I Vermontville I Kalamo I Bellevue 1Carmel 

I. 
Benton 1Windsor 

3,106 2,959 2,800 .3,372 
-
~ Eaton I Eaton Rapids I Hamlin walton 1BrookQeld 

3175 3230 2,997 -
Non-Tillable Value (Includes woods) $2,325 

2010 Range 
THIS IS THE TILLABLE VALUE 

Sunfield 1Roxand I Chester ~I 
, 

Vennonlyllle I Kalamo 1Bellevue I Benton {Windsor . 

3,123 3,101 3007 3252 

Carmel Eaton 1Eaton Rapids.1Hamlin Wallon I Brookfield 

3,073 3158 2,886 
Non-Tillable Value (Includes woods) $2,200 

2011 Range 
THIS IS THE TILLABLE VALUE 

Sunfield 1Roxand I Chester I Vermontvjlle 

I 
Oneida I Benton 1Windsor 

2,998 3144 

Kalama I Bellevue 1Walton' Brookfield Carmel 

I 
I;aton 1Eaton Rapids 1Hamlin 

2,720 2982 3120 
Non-Tillable Value Includes woods) $2,225 

2012 Range -
THIS IS THE TILLABLE VALUE 

Sunfield' Roxand I Chesler I Vermonlyille I Oneida I Benton I \/Vindsor 

3,429 3,465 

Kalamo 1Bellevue I Walton I Brookfield 

I I Carmel/Eaton I Eaton RaplCIs 1Hamlin 

2776 3,442 

Non-Tillable Value (includes woods) $2,225 
••__0. 



11/14/2012 

EATON COUNTY 
2012 

. Agricultural and Residential Classifications 
Comparison of the Economic Condition Factor (ECF) 

County- West 1/2 County - East 1/2 . 
1983 ­ 2AO ECF 2.45· ECF 
1984 ­ 2.40 ECF 2.45 ECF 
1985 ­ 2.45 ECF 2.50 ECF 
1986 ­ 2.25 ECF 2.50 ECF 
1987 ­ 2.'55 ECF (1986-New Manual 1.00 E;CF) ·2.60 ECF 

1988 ­ 1.00 ECF 1.00 ECF 
1989 ­ 1.05 ECF 1.05 ECF 
1990 ­ 1.10 ECF 1.10 ECF 
1991 - 1.15ECF 1.20 ECF 
1992 - 1.20 ECF (1991-NewManuaI1.10 ECF) .. 1.25 ECF 

1993 ­ 1.15 ECF 1.18 ECF 
1994 - 1.15' ECF 1.25 ECF 

1995 ­ 1.20 ECF .. t.30 E~F 

1996 ­ 1.40 ECF ·1.40 ECF 

1997 ­ 1.50 ECF 1.50 ECF 

1998 ­ 1.60 ECF (1998-New Manual 1.25 ECF) 1.60 ·ECF 
1999 ­ 1.30 ECF 1.30 ECF 

. 2000 - 1.35 ECF . 1.45 ECF 
2001 - 1.40 ECF 1.50 ECF 
2003 - 1.40 ECF 1.60· ECF 
2004 - 1.45 ECF 1.55 ECF 

·2005 ­ 1.37 ECF· different ECF determined for each township 1.60. ECF 

J.QW (2003-New Manual) HIGH 

2006 ­ 1.22 ECF Range 1.57 ECF 
2007 - 1.15 ECF different ECF determined for each township 1.42 ECF 
2008 - .1.17 ECF different ECF determined for each township 1.49 ECF 
2009·­ 0.86 ECF different ECF detElrmined for each township 1.20 ECF 
2010 - 0.89 ECF different ECF determined for each township 1.07 ECF 
2011 - 0.88 ECF different ECF determined for each township 1.04 ECF 

4 



Eaton County 
2012 

Kalamo(10), Bellevue(1), Walton(15) &Brookfield (3)
 
Agricultur~1 Land Grid
 

Date Printed 
TIme Period tO/1l10-9130/12 11/1412012 

Value to Residual Tillable 

Parcel Number Acres Sale· Sale Value to Non ­ Value of. Tillable land 

·PriceDat Buildings Crop land Crop Land Acres Value 

150-011-200-042-00 59.28 $177,000 . 01/25/12 a 22,250 154,750 48.40 3.1'97 

150-023-100-020-02 3.39 $44,959 . 12128/11 0 13,639 31,320 6.80 4,606 

150-023-100-020-05 10.2 ·12128/11 
150-026·300-060-00 27.49 $664,353 03/30/12 11,208 128,873 524,272 191.45 2,738 

150-035-100-001-02 27.49 03130/12 
150-035-100-001-03 44.00 03/30/12 

150-035-200-001-04 147.49 03/01/12 
150-022-400·040-00 70 7.565 63.50 

150-023-300-002-00 68.85 , 3,582 16,830 66.85 

150-023-300-020-00 40 37.50 
150-023-300-040-00 50.00 103,712 31,555 39.70 

150-026-100-001-00 160 ~1,527,000 06/02111 38,282 105.238 >-1 ,098,85~ 116.40 I ­ 2,720 

15Q-026-100.041·00 38.97 ; 2.670 35.05 

150-026-300-020-00 40 ; 43;388 19:50 
150-027-400-060-00 ' 40.00 I 31,818 25.50 

150-023-300-025-00 1.15 _ 24,810 18,700 -
090-016-100-002-01 .73.66 $140,000 05/13111 25,276 114,724 58.5 1,961 
090-029-200-004-00 71.01 $250,000 04/1.1/11 71,373 29,125 '149,502 60.30 2,479 

090-001-100-025-03 53.24 $245,000 02128112 . 60.875 29.904 154,221 36.50 4225.23 
130-021-400-001-00 ·75.50 $240,000 02124/12 75,796 77,030 87,174 ·45.00 1937.20 
130-005-400-001-00 20.00 $45.000 05/31/12. - 10,769 34,231 14~68 2331.81 

130-027-100-175-02 30.37 $91.110' 07/16/12 - 3,115 87,995 28.33 3106,07 

TOTALS 11,158.091 $2,413,312 181,594 561,856 $2,437,039 893.96 

Count 10 

Median =$2,968 Average = $2,726 



Eaton County 
2012 

ONEIDA (11), BENTON (02), WINDSOR (16.) 
Agricultural Land Grid 

Date Printed 

Time Period 10/1/10-9130/12 11/14112 

Parcel Number Acres Sale 
Price 

Sale 
Date 

Value to 
Buildings 

Value to 
Non ­

Crop Land 

Residual 
Value of 

Crop Land 
Tillable 
Acres 

Tillable 
Land 
Value 

030-023-400-039·05 . 31.84 110,000. 03/06/12 O· 2,982 107,018 30.30 3,532 

030-013-300-040-00 40.00 174,000 11/28/11 22,161 54,131 97,708 27.35 3,573 

080-021-300-005-00 32.50 $491,000 11/01/11 128,098 58,129 304,773 89.41 3,409 

080-020-400-063-00 76.00 

TOTALS 180.34 775,000 150,259 115,242 509,499 147.06 

Count 3 
Median :; $3,532 Average = 3,465 

.. 
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Eaton County 
, 2012 

SUNFIELD (13),ROXAND.(12l,VERMONTVILLE (14),CHESTER (05)
 
Agricultural Land Grid
 

Date Printed 11/1/12 

Parcel Number Acres 
Tillable 
Acres' , 

Sale 
Price 

Sale 
Date' 

V.alue to 
Buildings 

Valueto . 
Non-

CroD Land 

Residual 
Value of 
CrooLand 

Time 
Adjustment 

Adjusted 
Residual 
. Value 

Tillable 
Price Per 

Acre 

Percent 
Tillable 

060-006-20~024-01 60.70 46.10 240,000 01124/12 0 20,693 219,307 1.0000 219,307 4,757 76% 

010-003-100-001-05 41.02 32.44 164 080 01/06/12 0 17,533 146,547 1.0000 146,547 4,517 79% 

010-023-400-005-05 100.00 46.00 200000 10/10/11 0 113630 86,370 '1.0000 86,370 1,878 46% 

b10-004-300-002-0': 75.00 .60.80 247,500 02115/11 0 26,753 220,747 1.0000 220,747 3,631 81% 

010-026-1 00-022-o~ 57.99 29.30 125,000 01/14/11 0 59,014 65,986 - 1.0000. 65,986 2,252 51% 

010-026-200-005-0E 47.81 33.61 133000 09/19/11 a 26033 106,967 1.0000 106,967 3,183 70% 

020-006-1 00-o01-0C 82.47 58.77 350,000 07/05/12 81,397 61,763 206,840 1.0000 206,840 3,519 71% 
. 

, 
. . 

I 

TOTALS 464.99 307.02 1,459,580.00 81,397 325,419.00 1,052,764 1.000 1,052,764 3,429 

Count 7 

Median = $3,519 

Average = $~,429 



11/1412012
 

EATON COUNTY 
2012 

Agricultural Percent Change By Equalization Study Year 

1984 -1.30% 

1985 -4.70% 

1986 . -6.80% 

1987 -6.20% 

1988 -:1.20% 

1989 +1.68% 

·1990 +.19% 

1991 . +1.00% 

1992 +2.30% 

1993 .+1.20% 

1994 +3.80% 

1995 +3.30% 

1996 +6.90% 

1997 +15.20% 

1998 +28.900/0 

1999 +7.60% 

2000 +8.60% 

2001 . +15.20% 

2002 +.16.00% 

2003 +4.90% 

. 2004 ·+3.30% 

2005 +14.00% 

200£? +6.80% 

2007 +13.7°io 

2008 -.38% 

2009 -8.13% 

. 2010 -1.91% 

2011 -4.21% 

2012 5.67% 

-,
 
7 



( Eaton ( lunty (
2012 

CARMEL (04), EATON (07), EATON RAPIDS (08),-HAMLIN (09)
 
Agricultural Land Grid 

USED TIME ADJUSTED SALES Date Printed 11/1/12 

Tillable Sale Sale Value to Value to Residual Time Adjusted' Tillable Percent 
Parcel Number Acres' Non ­ Value of Residual Price Per 

Acres Price Date Buildings Adjustment Tillable
Croo Land CroD Land Value Acre 

". _._"n...,.,~"·_' __"__ " .t: .:11:'-I"..._ .... _ ..... ;,:.=.~. ~:: . -­ ....- .. ..':."­ "" ~~':. -­ =l'lr.'... _ t.-ur.:.I&"t: _._..... 
.~~ l'~' - . ~- • ~- • .:= ...e.r.-.....-­ ...'" \ ~.-.:-O••.•;;\I',t... ··.. >,"." .,'-' 

110-014-300-025.14 40.38 39.20 $100,000 02101/11 0 1,202 98,798 1.0060 98,798 2,520 97% 

110-017-200-001-03 42.00 . 38.00 $111,300 09/07/11 0 8,077 1.03,223 1.0000 103,223 2,716 90% 

110-015-200-001-00 80.00 70.60 $341,000 05131/12 $85,726 34,915 220,359 1.0000 '220,359 3,121 88% 

110-013-300-050-00* 149.25 144.50 $'750,000 01123/12 O. 3,894 746,106 1.0000 746,106 5,163 97% 

100-032-200-037-05 52.23 38.62 $140,000 03/01/11 0 27,857 112,143 1.0000 112,143 2,904 74% 

100-032-400-001-00* 171.74 134.60 $578,000 08/01/12 98,236 81,898 397,866 1.0000 397,866 2,956 78% 

120-009-1 00-025-00 80.00 76.00 . $280,000 01/02111 0 6,600 273,400 1.0000 273,400 3,597 95% 

12~18-400-050-01 72.35 62.70 $180,000 11/08110 0 19,998 160,002 1.0000 . 160,002 2,552 87% 

120-021-300-060-02 42.50 33.41 $105,000 04/09/11 0 18,913 86,087 1.0000 86,087 2,577 79% 

160-001-100-040-03" 125.67 103.13 $390,550 06127/11 O' 48,400 342,150 1.0000 342,150 3,318 82% 

160-001-200-001-02 153.60 129.93 $588,500 06127/11 68,889 '78,380 ( 441,231 1.0000 441,231 3,396 85% 

16Q-033-200-062.QQ 33.99 10.00 $182,000 11/12110 69,403 76,152 36,445 1.0000 36,445 3,645 29% 

160-020-100-077-02 29.84 26.20 $83,552 09121/11 0 7,743 75,809 1.0000 75,809 2,893 88% 

160-007-400-050-02 73.88 58.00 $260,000 09/06/12 0 32,552 227,448 1,0000 227,448 3,922 79% 

TOTALS 1,147.43 964.89 4;089,902 322,254 446,581 3,321,067 1 3,321,067 3,442 

Count 13 

Median = $3,039 

Average = $3,442 USED 



EATON COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
 

November 20,2012
 

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE 2012
 

APPORTIONMENT REPORT
 

Introduced by the Ways and Means Committee 

WHERAS, one new millage was authorized by the voters at the November 6,2012 general 
election, which needs to be added to the previously adopted Apportionment Report. 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLYED, that the Eaton County Board of.commissioners hereby 
amends the previously adopted 2012 Apportionment Report to spread corrected and newly 
authorized millage rates, to the affected unit on the 2012 winter tax roll. 

Election Revisions 

Unit OriginalOper Corrected Oper 
Eaton County Eatran 

o .25 

M. Frances Fuller, County Clerk 

Date 



Mi:IlIQln Oooportmont of r","...-y TIll. form .IMUod ._Wel -.. 21' .240. 211.34 ORIGINAL TO: County Cler1t(') L-4029 
614 (2.a.!) . ond 211.34d. Ftlngll molldolo<y; PoneI!)' oppIi... COPY TO: Equallation Dept.(s) 

COPY TO: Each Twp or,City Clerk 

2012 TAX RATE REQUEST 
MILlAGE REQUEST REPORT TO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

County	 12012 Taxable Value 

EATON	 . 3,296,889,014 

Local Government Unit (County. Township. City. Vinage. K-12 School Oistrid. ISO. CC. Dr ANY Authori!Y such as Ols1rit::t Library. OOA, etc.) 

Eaton County 

PLEASE READ THE
 

INSTRUCTIONS ON
 
THE REVERSE SIDE
 

CAREFULLY.
 
You must complete ttlis form for each unit at govemment for which a property tax Is levied. Penalty for non-tiling Is provided under MeL Sec. 211.119. 

The following ta>c rates have been authorized lor levy on ttle 2010 lax roll. 

(1)	 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) 

2011 2012 2012 

Millage MlnaSaRate HEADLEE MUlage Rate Sec. 211.34 Malcimum 

AulhDrized Permanently Milage Permanently Milage AlkMable 

Purpose 01 On at by EJectIon. Reduced by Reducllon Reducodby Rollback Milage 

Source Milage EJection Chal1ar, etc. MtL 211.34d Fraction MCL211.34d Fraction Rate· 

Allocated Operation 11/07178 5.5000 5.2149 1.0000 5.2149 1.0000 5.2149 

Ex Voted Jail Operation 0,8/08/06 0.7000 0.7000 1.0000 0.7000 1.0000 0.7000 

Ex Voted 911 11/08 0.9500 0.9500' 1.0000 0.9500 1.0000 0.9500 

Ex Voted Eatran 11/06/12 ,0.2500 N/A 1.0000 0.2500 '1.0000 0.2500 

Ex Voted Juvenile 08/08 0.3500 0.3500 N/A 0.3500 1.0000 0.3500 

Ex Voted Medical Care 08/07/07 0.1250 NJA 1.0000 0.1250 1.0000 0.1250 

Total. 
Prepared by 

Timoth Vandermark	 ualization' Director 
As lhe I'ell'&Mnlallves for lit. local gooemn-t unit named abCMl. we oetlify that lltesa requesbod tax levy ralea haw been reduCed. If n_.ery. 10 comply with lite 

slate constiIIJtion (Mde 9, SecIlon 31). and 1l1811he requested lall)' rate. have aIaa been reduced. if necessary. 10 complywillt MeL Sections 211.2~. 211.34. enelfer 

LOCAL school dlst1dswhldllevy a SuppleflWll8l (Hold Harmless) ....ilage. MCL 380.1211 (3). 

Clerk 

Secretary 

Signature 

x ­ Chairperson 

President 

Signalure	 

Type Name 

M. Frances Fuller 

Typo Name 

John Forell 

"Under TruttJ In Taxation. MCL Sec;tion 211.248, the 1100000ming t:xJdy may dedd. Ie fellY a rate wtl/ch will not exceed the maximum authorized rate e/Iowed in 

column 9, A public hearing end cletfl(ffli~tioni$ requlnld for an opMIlJng 1rJy which Is /arrlfH'than the base lax rate but not18"J8f' than /he ralll in column 9. 

- IMPORTANT: See Instructions on the reverse side for the corred method of calculating the millage rate in column (5). 

)	 ) 

(10) (11) (12) 

Millage Millage
 

Requea1ed Requested expiration
 

lobe lobe Date at 
LOYied Levied Milage 

JUy 1 Dee. 1 Authoriied 

5.2149	 0.0000 N/A 

0.7000 ' 12/31126 

0.9500 12131/13 

0.2500 12/31/16 

0.3500 12131/13 

0.1250 12131126 

5.2149	 2.3750 
Date 

11"'2012 

Dale 

Dale 

)
 

x 



WAYS & MEANS COMMITTEE
 
Positions Update
 
November 16, 2012
 

DEPARTMENT 

Prosecutor's Office 

Sheriff Department 

Youth Services 

POSITION OPENING 

Assistant Investigator 

Corrections Deputy 

DetectivelDeputy Sheriff 

Psychologist 

r--.. CURRENT POSITION OPENINGS: 

Drain Commissoner 

Equalization 

Juvenile Court 

Sheriff Department 

Youth Facility 

Deputy Drain Commissioner 

Property Description Clerk 

Chief Deputy Juvenile Register 

Detective/Deputy Sheriff 

Chief Deputy 

Youth Specialist 

STATUS 

Pending 

Pending 

Pending 

Pending· 

GRADE/STEP 

Grade E 

Contract 

Contract 

Grade L 

Recommended 

Recommended 

Proposal 

Recommended Pending Retirement 

Recommended Pending Retirement 

Recommended 



TO: John Fuentes, County Controller 
CC: Mary Schelles 
FROM: Hon. Thomas K. Byerley, Chief Judge 
RE: Staff reorganization - Probate and Juvenile 
DATE: October 16, 2012 

As we discussed in your office, I view every staff vacancy as an opportunity to re­
evaluate staffing needs in our court system. The recent resignation of Carol Rochester, 
Juvenile Register at the Juvenile Center, presents us with that opportunity. 

The current configuration for probate and juvenile support personnel is: 

Probate Register (H) 

To simplify and streamline the operations of both the probate court and the juvenile 
court, I would like to consolidate the position of Probate Register and Juvenile Register and 
alter the supervisory configuration as follows: 

.,.-----------\ 
I Probate Judge I 
I I 

Probatel/-------­ ' Juvenile 

This would result in a decrease of three pay grades on the probate side and an increase 
of one pay grade on the juvenile side, for a net decrease of two pay grades. 

If you have any questions or if you would like me to make a presentation to the 
commissioners, please let me know. 

Deputy 
Probate 
Reg. (E) 

Deputy
 
Probate
 
Reg. (E)
 

Chief Deputy 
Juvenile 
Register (F) 

Deputy Secretary (E) 
Juvenile 
Reg. (E) 

Deputy 
Probate 
Register (E) 

Deputy 
Probate 
Register (E) 

Register (G) 

Deputy Deputy Deputy 
Probate JuvenileJuvenile 
Register (E) Register (E)Register (E) 



TO: John Fuentes, County Controller 
CC: Mary Schelles 

. FROM:	 Hon. Thomas K. Byerley, Chief JUdge 
RE: Staff reorganization - Circuit Court 
DATE: October 16, 2012 

As you know, we will have a new circuit court judge on January 1, 2013 and it is 
very likely that Judge Osterhaven will be retiring in early 2013. Therefore, it is a good 
time to reevaluate the staffing in circuit court. 

Currently, each circuit judge is assigned a secretary, a court recorder and a law 
clerk. The probate and district court judges are assigned a judiciaf assistant, who acts 
as secretary and court recorder. Law clerks are not available to the probate and district 
judges. 

As Eaton County moves toward further consolidation of court operations, I would 
like to request staffing changesto better coordinate all of the courts: For these reasons, 
I propose the following changes to the make-up of personnel for the courts, effective 
January 1, 2013: 

1.	 Eliminate 2 secretaries (grade G) for circuit court 
2.	 Eliminate 2 court recorders (grade E) for circuit court 
3. . Create 2 judicial assistants (grade G) for circuit,-~ourt 
4.	 Create 1 Scheduler [new position, suggested grade G] for the circuit court 
5.	 Assign the two law clerks to a "judicial pool", reporting' to the chief judge. 

These law clerks will work primarily for the circuit judges (where most of 
the need is), but would be available to the probate and district judges as 
needed. 

The Scheduler would schedule the docket for both circuit judges and would be 
.able to coordinate their schedules and case assignments. 

Instrumental in making the above transition is the conversion of the courtrooms 
to video recorders, which will allow the judicial assistant to sometimes be absent from 
the courtroom while proceedings are t~king place.' I will be submitting a sepatate 
proposal for the technology upgrade in the near future. 

This proposal results in the net decrease of one FTE. A diagram of the cwre.nt 
configuration and the proposed configuration is attached. If I can provide any 
additional information, please let me know. 



CURRENT 

Circuit Judge Circuit Judge 

------...,....,....---------------------'--------------r"­

I PROPOSED 

,-- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - -', 

Circuit JUdge Circuit Judge : Chief JUdge : 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

Scheduler 



John Fuentes 

From: Bill Conarton 
Sent: Friday, October 12,20123:10 PM 
To: John Fuentes 
Subject: FW: Quote for professional services 

PFM quote in case commissioners have a concern about their fee for the proposed refunding of the Road Commission 
bonds. . 

From: Kari Blanchett [mailto:BLANCHElTK@pfm.coml
 
Sent: Friday, October 12, 2012 1:52 PM
 
To: Bill Conarton
 
Subject: RE: Quote for professional services
 

Bill: 

Given the size of the issue, and the fact that we just did an issue with-the County last December, we would be willing to 
handle the financial advisory services on this issue for $8,000 plus reimbursement for any out of pocket expenses.' 
A~suming this could all be handled over the phone, the only out of pocket expense we would envision is the $400 
Municipal Advisory Council assessment. 

Pleas~ let me know if you would like us to put that into a formal proposal letter. 

Thanks,
 
Kari
 

~ 

Kari L. Blanchett I Director
 
Public Financial Management, Inc. I www.pfm.com
 
305 East Eisenhower Parkway I Suite 112 I Ann Arbor, MI 48108
 
734-994-9700 (p) I 734-994-9710 (f) I blanchettk@pfm.com
 
734-794-2523 (direct dial)
 

Please consider the environment before printing this email and any attachments. 

From: Bill Conarton [mailto:BConarton@eatoncountv.orgl
 
Sent: Friday, October 12, 2012 11:04 AM
 
To: Kari Blanchett
 
Subject: Quote for professional services
 

. The Ways and Means Committee has requested I receive a quote for advisory services for the proposed 2003 Road 
Commission Bond Refunding. 

,-...... 
This email, including any attachme.nt(s) to it are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to which 
it is addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify Eaton County by replying to the original 

1 
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