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Hand wringing in water 
wonderland

Puzzled by the twice-yearly increase in your water bill 
this year? –– Up from $2.75 per 1,000 gallons to $2.88 on 
January 12, 2009; then it jumped to $3.04 on November 1.

“We are not treated as partners” in the water system that 
serves Fruitport, Norton Shores and Muskegon Heights, 
Brian Werschem, Fruitport Township supervisor, told the  
township board session November 9. Added township 
Trustee Chuck Whitlow, “The intent of” the 2003 water plant 
upgrade was never “to use the revenue” from the three 
communities in the system to pay “expenses for the City of 
Muskegon Heights.”

Fruitport has purchased its water from the City of 
Muskegon Heights since 1974. What Fruitport residents 
pay for water includes the cost of township and village 
pipes, meters, and the water tower, plus maintenance and 
overhead requiring several paid employees.  This mark-up 
accounts for the difference between the wholesale price of 
water from Muskegon Heights and what the Fruitport DPW 
actually bills its residential and commercial customers. But 
the Heights’ wholesale price for water more than doubled 
in 2008, from 41 cents per 1,000 gallons to 84 cents. Heights’ 
officials plan another increase –– to $1.38 –– to begin Janu-
ary 1, 2010, more than tripling the wholesale price of water 
in less than two years. Says Fruitport DPW Director Matt 
Farrar, “We’re eating that cost.”

A second 2009 Heights water rate hike, from 84 cents to 
94 cents, was refused by Fruitport and Norton Shores. Both 
communities banked the 10 cent difference in an escrow 
account, pending the resolution of a lawsuit by plaintiffs 
Fruitport Township and the City of Norton Shores over 
the Heights’ handling of water plant finances. In early De-
cember, Muskegon County Circuit Judge James M. Graves 
rebuffed Heights’ officials’ demand that its two water cus-
tomer municipalities relinquish the escrowed funds. Graves’ 
ruling portends to frustrate Heights’ next planned rate jump, 
to $1.38 per 1,000 gallons in January, 2010.

The hand wringing that resulted in a November 9 vote to 
authorize a feasibility study to find alternative water sources 
for Fruitport householders may be a Catch-22, according to 
former supervisor Ron Cooper. Cooper said the administra-
tion before his, that of Connie Smith, did not hold Heights’ 
officials responsible to properly manage the plant’s accounts 
or its equipment, including an $18 million, bond-financed 
upgrade of the three-quarter-century old filtration plant in 
2003, which included a new pipe into Lake Michigan large 
enough to handle the needs of the three communities for 
decades to come. Cooper believes that Fruitport and Nor-
ton Shores’ taxpayers are legally bound to help Muskegon 
Heights to pay off the remaining 24 years of a 30-year bond 
contract, even if Fruitport and Norton Shores seek water 
elsewhere. Such a double burden could cause consumer 
water prices to soar.

Yet Fruitport and Norton Shores’ boards have voted 
to each pay half of a $6,000 water supply feasibility study 
to be completed by engineering firm Prein & Newhof of 
Muskegon. Fruitport trustees acknowledge that they can 
leave the system legally only after a four-year notice. Pos-
sible alternatives being considered include building a filtra-
tion plant/pumping station to draw water from either Lake 

Michigan or deep wells; or tie in with the City of Muskegon’s 
system or the Northwest Ottawa system. Using a smaller 
lake such as Spring Lake or Mona Lake for a water supply, 
says Werschem, would be unsatisfactory because of sewage 
pollution.

Meanwhile, the City of Norton Shores, with Fruitport 
Township joining, is suing Muskegon Heights in county 
courts, hoping to force a proper accounting of the district’s 
records. A hearing before a judge is scheduled for February, 
2010. For about a year, Fruitport and Norton Shores’ officials 
have demanded that Heights’ officials furnish up-to-date 
records of water system checking accounts, as stipulated in 
their signed agreement, say Fruitport officials. To date, says 
Fruitport Supervisor Werschem, Heights’officials have not 
complied with adequate records.

Murmurings in Fruitport Township board meetings in 
recent months have again and again returned to speculations 
that the Heights has commingled water district finances 
with city accounts. Observed Werschem at the November 9 
session, “We cannot put the burden of the Heights’ financial 
woes on the backs of (Fruitport’s) citizens.”

Plant management, too, has been in question. When 
the Fruitport Automotive building caught fire and burned 
nearly two years ago, Fruitport Fire Department pumpers 
connected to a hydrant on Airline Road, but ran out of water 
before the fire was out. Former Supervisor Cooper tells that 
when Fire Chief Ken Doctor phoned 911, no one answered 
at the water filtration plant/pumping station, though the 
plant is required to be manned 24/7. The 911 operator finally 
phoned the plant’s manager, off duty at his home. About half 
an hour later, water pressure at last began to rise. The plant 
manager, unable to raise the person on duty, had to drive 
to the plant himself and turn the pumps on.

Other recent news
Fruitport Township has purchased a house and barn 

on 20 acres in a Muskegon County tax lien sale. Situated at 
5344 E. Pontaluna, the township plans to fence in 15 acres, 
and install a cement pad for a dumpster, set well back from 
the road. The dumpster will be a trash transfer station for 
citizen use –– leaving trash outside the dumpster will be 
illegal and subject to fines.

A contingent of citizens showed up at a township board 
meeting in late summer to protest this plan. But since no 
dumping will be permitted outside the dumpster, and it 
will be regularly emptied, township officials feel that loose 
trash and odors should be no problem.

In October, the corner five acres of 5344 E. Pontaluna were 
sold at auction to Judith Burke for $25,000 –– the highest 
bid. Burke, who grew up in the house, will get a cute brick 
Cape Cod bungalow for her money. The house appears to 
be structurally sound, though it needs major renovations 
before Burke can move in.

Commentary
How will the water fracas play out? It’s my guess that 

the $6,000 “feasibility study” could be a ruse to get Heights’ 
officials to correct their apparently troubled bookkeep-
ing. If indeed the plant and its financial records are being 
mismanaged, a judge’s order that the water system be tem-
porarily placed under court supervision would certainly 
be in order.

My own ‘druther’ is for the Heights to sell the plant to a 
private corporation with the means to manage it. This firm 
would then sell the water to Fruitport, Norton Shores, and 
Muskegon Heights’ residents at a modest profit. Each mu-
nicipality would, of course, continue to own and maintain 
its own pipes and water towers. Federal, state, and county 
inspections would continue to ensure purity of the water 
supply, whether the filtration plant is government owned, 
or run by free enterprise.

Privately run utilities, such as Michigan’s numerous 
electric, gas, phone and trash-hauling companies, are more 
efficient than government-owned utilities for many reasons. 
Private management of the water plant would be free enter-
prise in action –– the American way.•

The Constitution III: The legislature
By Robert Shackles

The legislature, the Congress, is the most obviously ac-
tive branch of our Constitutional government, as well as the 
largest. It is the branch that most directly affects our lives as 
citizens, the originating source of the laws and regulations 
that impinge on our daily lives. The framers of the Constitu-
tion were determined to create this branch so as to give both 
direct representation of the people and, at the same time, 
a means of more deliberate reflection on matters of daily 
governance; in other words, a balance of action with careful 
deliberation.

After sometimes agitated debate in which varying 
philosophies were vehemently debated, the framers gave 
us our present bi-cameral Congress, little change from its 
adoption by resolution in 1788, with the final state ratifica-
tion coming January 10, 1792. The House of Representatives 
was constructed so as to give direct voter input from the 
people by allocating membership by population divisions 
within each state, originally at one representative for every 
thirty thousand with the designation that every state should 
have at least one. This numerical base was increased as our 
population increased till our present 435-member House. 
The term of service was set at two years, thus offering the 
possibility of major changes each two years. The point of 
the framers here was to avoid development of entrenched 
regimes in any district, therefore in Congress itself, with 
direct control by election, roughly similar to the House of 
Commons in England.

On the other hand, the framers believed that the other 
house, the Senate, should be modeled after the ancient Roman 
senate and the English House of Lords, with one overriding 
condition: That there should be no monarchical or aristocratic 
inheritance of office. Their term was set at six years, with one 
third being elected every two years, thus providing turnover 
on a less frequent schedule. This point is to provide, in effect, 
a “senior” body whose length of service provides greater time 
for reflective consideration less subject to immediacy of elec-
tions. At first, senators, two from each state, were appointed 
either by the state executive (governor) or the state legislature. 
This was intended in part to ensure the integrity of the states 
against the potential for federal domination. (This has often 
been referred to as “states’ rights,” though that phrase in more 
modern times took on a particular type of partisan politics.) 
In a push to make this more “democratic” in scope, the XVII 
Amendment, in 1913, changed this to direct election by the 
people of each state.

Each house has age and citizenship qualifications. In 
the House, members must be 25 years old, a citizen at least 
7 years, and an inhabitant of the state from which elected. 
In the Senate, the age is 30, citizenship 9 years, and, again, 
an inhabitant of the state from which elected.  The House 
elects their own officers; but in the Senate, the Constitution 
directs that the president of the senate be the Vice President 
of the United States. Congress must meet once in each year. 
Originally, this was set for the first Monday in December. 
Because this created an unfortunate “lame duck” Congress, 
this was changed by the XX Amendment, clause 2, in 1932, 
setting January 3 as convening day (though Congress was 
given authority to change this date by law).

Key limitations of legislative authority are stipulated 
by the Constitution. All revenue bills must originate in the 
House of Representatives; the Senate may propose amend-
ments. All votes, by “yea” or “nay” must be registered, so 
every member’s vote shall be ”a matter of public record.” No 
representative or senator can be appointed to any civil office 
during their tenure, nor can anyone retain such office when 
elected. The House has the sole power of impeachment, but 
the Senate has the sole power of trying all impeachments. 
Neither house, when Congress is in session, may adjourn 
for more than three days without the permission of the other 
house.

One important principle in the Constitution is respect for 
the integrity of the states. The framers firmly believed that the 
best government is that which is closest to the people, and so 
all authority not expressly stipulated to the federal govern-
ment is expressly reserved to the states (tenth amendment). It 
was for this reason that the federal powers are so specifically 
delineated in the Constitution and the amendments. For Con-
gress, those powers are, among others: Approving treaties, 
minting coinage (including currency), controlling interstate 
and international commerce, managing the economy by levy-
ing taxes, the credit, establishing post offices and post roads 
(hence, the federal highway system), declaring war, control 
the military (with military appropriations limited to two 
years), establishing tribunals (the federal courts), and holds 
confirmation authority over the Supreme Court nominations 
and significant major functionaries of the executive branch.

These are some of the principal functions of Congress, 
controlled in its functioning by the balance of two houses, 
carefully structured and elected and liable to the popula-
tion and the affective powers of the executive and judicial 
branches. Despite all the complaints, the efforts of some to 
corrupt, and the divisiveness of partisan politics, the system 
works, united by the unique genius of that amazing group, 
the framers who produced our Constitution. We would add 
that this is a very concise overview. There are more details 
concerning the legislature and we strongly encourage readers 
to secure a copy of the Constitution and the amendments to 
read for themselves. Among others, your local congressman 
is the most convenient source. Contact his/her office; he or 
she will be happy to see that you have a copy.•

PepsiCo forms Chicago gay pride 
organization
(Submitted by the American Family Association)

“According to PepsiCo representative Philen Frazar, 
PepsiCo is a founding member in establishing a homosexual 
activist group in Chicago.

“Frazar, in a presentation during a 2009 homosexual 
advocacy conference, announced PepsiCo was instumental 
in forming Chicago’s ‘Citywide Pride’. The Citywide Pride 
website says it ‘strives to educate and empower the LGBT 
workforce and their allies.’

“Citywide Pride events listed for 2009 include:
•Seminar on how gays can successfully adopt chil-

dren.
•Same-sex marriage tutorials.
•’Recruitment and engagement’ techniques training.
•Family Pride days (hosted by PepsiCo).
“In addition, Frazar noted that PepsiCo regularly recruits 

and invites employees from smaller companies to attend a 
variety of gay pride parades  with them, saying:

‘”It really is a true celebration of the entire community 
when PepsiCo steps out to be part of a parade. In most of 
these cities, we are giving out a sampling of all our product 
lines, which are as diverse as Tropicana juice, all the way 
to Frito-Lay chips. We also hand out cups and banners and 
whistles. It’s really a true corporate presence once we hit 
the parade route.’”•

Praise for FAN
Letter to the Editor:

Sitting here reading two old FAN papers that someone 
saves for me just brings back all the wonderful people that 
I had the pleasure to work with back when! You two have 
struggled to keep this wonderful paper going for a long time.  
I have always enjoyed reading it and working with you and 
the other FAN members when I had the opportunity. Bless 
them all! Mary Weimer, Millie Christiansen, Clif Martin, Al 
Schneider (let him put his own comma where he wants it). 
Clif and Al have always been two of my favorites with their 
“let’s agree to disagee” articles. I kinda miss that.

I’m sure most people have no idea what goes into every 
issue. From the salespeople, the typist, picture takers, all the 
articles from schools, churches, and all the people wanting 
to get their new in. It was quite an experience.

We all appreciate the hard work you do and hope it will 
keep on going for a long time. 

People! Keep on patronizing the wonderful advertisers 
that keep the FAN going. Thank you, Ron and Mariann.

 Darlene Webster

News & Commentary 
by Eric Wiggin

Pulling My Boots Off


