June 4, 2021
Dear Mr. Hathaway, Ms. Flintoft, and Mr. Fink,
On June 1, I emailed Mr. Hathaway, about an upcoming neighborhood SAD meeting on June 13, 2021.
This proposed SAD is an unusual public road-private road combination, which would pave about one mile of
public road near Delhi Metropark, while improving three private HOA roads, all within the same SAD.
Costs are still unknown, but many residents are extremely worried because the current proposal would
increase most residents' taxes by at least $1,000 each year, for 10 years ($10,000), plus 5% interest.
In my June 1 email, I asked Mr. Hathaway about the meeting agenda and how neighbors could give input.
I also shared concerns that residents who live on the public roads had not all been informed about the
meeting. These residents are overwhelmingly opposed to paving, and there has been a pattern of
withholding SAD information from them, which I stated in that email. This SAD proposal is being led by a
group of residents from the nearby affluent HOA’s, who told residents they have been working closely with
Scio Township representatives for the last two years in their attempts to pave the public roads.
Mr. Hathaway responded to me at 12:17 am on June 2 that he’d be attending the meeting. He has been
involved in our neighborhood SAD and is aware this proposal is causing immense neighborhood divide.
Unfortunately, Scio Township representatives initially misguided the pro-paving HOA residents, and
encouraged them to exclude public road residents from initial planning, and make Zoom meetings with Scio
Township representatives “HOA-only,” to help ensure the SAD would have a greater chance of passing.
In his response to me on June 2, Mr. Hathaway said, "If possible, I would like to help mend
the rift between the neighbors."
What soon followed is tremendously upsetting, and has caused great personal distress.
Three minutes later, at 12:20am, Mr. Hathaway forwarded my email (including my name and contact
information) to other Township residents, without my permission or knowledge.
Most troubling, is that Mr. Hathaway forwarded my email to the pro-paving HOA residents.
These residents then responded to Mr. Hathaway's email and CC’ed me. This is how I learned Mr. Hathaway
had forwarded my email. As a direct result of Mr. Hathaway's email forward, I then came under tremendous
personal attack. In responding to Mr. Hathaway’s email, the pro-paving residents were verbally abusive to
me, defamed my character and accused me of multiple untruths.
I’m aware that resident emails are public record, however I know that Mr. Hathaway is practiced in the ethics
involved in sharing resident emails. When residents first contacted Scio Township about the exclusionary
process of our neighborhood SAD many months ago, Mr. Hathaway emailed the pro-paving residents to ask
permission to share their email addresses with residents who felt excluded.
Had a Township official been unbiased, they would have asked for permission to share a resident email, and
then looped in all key parties to resolve the timely issue of notifying all residents about the June 13 meeting.
While Mr. Hathaway’s breach of ethics has caused me great personal angst, I’m most concerned about what
this incident demonstrates. After emailing me at 12:17 am, (and copying the Board of Trustees), the public
image Mr. Hathaway presented was that he wanted to "help mend the rift.” Three minutes later, he emailed
the pro-paving residents he appears to be aligned with, based on the thread of emails included in that message
(please see attached).

In that thread, the pro-paving residents had also copied a man named Mr. Lew Kidder. Our understanding is
that Mr. Kidder formerly served on the Township’s road committee and is now a private citizen. From the
comment Mr. Kidder made about the current Board of Trustees, I’m wondering if he has approval to be
representing Scio Township as a pro-paving voice in our neighborhood SAD? From his messages on that
thread, his bias is alarming, and he also made disparaging comments about residents opposed to the SAD.
According to the Michigan Association of Townships, Townships are supposed to be neutral in neighborhoodinitiated SAD's. But instead, Scio Township has been advancing a pro-paving position from behind the scenes,
for the last two years. Residents are confused because Scio’s own SAD procedures are not being followed
(attached). Had community support been assessed in an unbiased way at the start, as is outlined in that
document, our neighborhood would have been spared great division and difficulty.
Additionally, combining public and private roads for a SAD is highly unusual and not recommended. Public
road residents do not benefit from private HOA road improvements, so would be unfairly assessed if
combined. Also, according to Public Act 188 of 1954, only those record owners with road frontage have a vote
on what happens to their road in a SAD. In this case, very few record owners with the HOA’s have road
frontage on the public roads, so combining would give them an unfair advantage.
A group of concerned neighbors reached out to those living on the public roads, because they’ve been
disenfranchised since this proposal was introduced. We have recently learned that 28 out of 30 homes on
the public roads of East Delhi, Railroad St. and West St. are adamantly opposed to this SAD. Many are
concerned they may lose their homes because they cannot afford any additional taxes. Equally important to
them is preserving the rural character of Delhi Mills.
Scio Township’s active pro-paving voice has been a clear violation of neutrality. For fairness, it is imperative
that all prior Scio Township representatives who have demonstrated this bias be removed from this project,
including Mr. Hathaway and Mr. Kidder.
Please see the email thread attached. I changed the names to protect people’s anonymity and to spare people
from further attacks like the one I just experienced.
My hope is that Scio Township can learn from our neighborhood being torn apart, and that this never happens
to another community.
Thank you very much for your time and attention in this critical matter.

Leigh Ann Phillips-Knope

From: Opposition Resident A Sent: Tuesday, June 1, 2021 5:35 PM
To: Will Hathaway
Township Board <
Subject: June 13 meeting for Railroad area SAD...
Good afternoon Will,
I'm writing about our June 13 community meeting for the Railroad area SAD, and have a few important
questions:
1. Do you know who from the Township will attend, and what the meeting agenda will be? I requested that
information from the pro-pavement organizers two weeks ago, but still have not heard back (my request is
highlighted in yellow below).
2. On May 17, 2021, the pro-pavement organizers announced the June 13 meeting only to the HOA's. They
said they'd be passing out a flyer the week of May 17, door-to-door, to inform ALL of our neighbors about the
June 13 meeting (highlighted in yellow below). This still has not happened, and it is two weeks later. So, the
residents who are most opposed to the SAD, and those who have the most at stake in this SAD (residents who
live on Railroad, East Delhi and West Street), have not been informed about the June 13 meeting.
This withholding of information is a pattern we've seen since the beginning of this SAD effort (ie, the propavement organizers gave their HOA's the initial written information about the SAD project in October, 2020,
but did not distribute it to residents on RR and ED until April, 2021.) Additionally, all of the neighbors on West
St. have been kept fully out of the loop, and they will likely be assessed if this SAD goes through.
Residents on RR, West St. and E. Delhi must be immediately informed about the June 13 meeting.
Thank you,
Opposition Resident A
-------- Forwarded message --------From: Opposition Resident A
Date: Wed, May 19, 2021 at 1:06 PM
Subject: Re: Important: Resealing the Glade at a cheaper cost than the SAD
Hi everyone,
We look forward to getting together with the whole community. Pro-Paving Resident A, could you please
let this full e-group know who is leading the meeting, if anyone from the Township will attend, and
the meeting agenda? How should neighbors let you know what they'd like to include on the
agenda?
In speaking with the Township, the Board of Trustees also likes to know whether nearby residents (those
outside of the SAD, but within adjacent neighborhoods) are in support or opposed. Thanks everyone for
spreading the word about this important meeting, on June 13, at 4:00 pm at Delhi Park. It looks like
somehow most of the upper glade residents got removed again, from this latest meeting announcement,
but they should be looped in now.
We hope that everyone will be able to attend!
Thank you,
Opposition Resident A

---------- Forwarded message --------From: Pro-Paving Resident A
Date: Mon, May 17, 2021 at 12:02 PM
Subject: Re: Important: Resealing the Glade at a cheaper cost than the SAD
Good Afternoon Everyone,
I'm going to loop back to Pro-Paving Resident B and Pro-Paving Resident C’s point of pulling the
neighborhood together and ceasing all one off emails until then. This will be especially important as we are
focusing on our inclusive approach here to ensure everyone has a voice.
We are going to meet at Delhi Park on Sunday, June 13th at 4:00pm. I would highly encourage everyone
to attend as we will be asking for a preliminary vote to move forward on the engineering study.
While the SAD is a project many of us believe to be worth the investment we certainly understand the
varying opinions. Above all, we want to keep all communication and meetings productive and neighborly.
Of note - I've added in the other members of the proposed SAD for whom we have email addresses
(members of the Huron Woods Condo Association, and a few folks we've had the pleasure of meeting by
email on E. Delhi/RR). We will be generating a flyer and delivering it door-to-door for everyone in the
proposed SAD this week as well so that everyone has advanced notice of the meeting.
Kindly,
Pro-Paving Resident A
On Wed, Jun 2, 2021 at 12:20 AM Will Hathaway <

wrote:

FYI, below is my reply to an email received on Tuesday regarding the June 13 meeting.
Will
Opposition Resident A,
Thank you for your email regarding the June 13 meeting. I don't have answers to all of your questions
but I'll respond with what I know.
1) I am planning to attend the 6/13 meeting. I don't know who else from the Township plans to
attend. Personally, I want to hear what the volunteers who are working to organize the road SAD
have to say. I also want to hear from those within the SAD area who are opposed. Ideally I'd like to
hear a conversation between proponents and opponents where everyone is seeking to understand
each other.
2) I agree with you that all residents within the potential SAD area should be invited to the meeting. I
don't know all the communications that have or have not occurred, but my perception is that the
organizers are trying to be careful. I don't have the sense that proponents are concealing anything.
There is no SAD at this point. There are some neighbors who want to pave currently unpaved roads
and there are other neighbors who want those roads to remain as they are. The polarization of the
neighborhood is an unfortunate byproduct of this disagreement. If possible, I would like to help mend
the rift between the neighbors.

Will Hathaway
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Pro-Paving Resident B
Date: Wed, Jun 2, 2021 at 9:11 AM
Subject: Re: Mailbox flyer
To: Will Hathaway <
Cc: Pro-Paving Resident A, Lew Kidder

, Pro-Paving Resident C, Opposition Resident A

Will,
Thank you for sharing this, it is very helpful and confirms quite a bit. Frankly, Opposition Resident A is entirely out of line,
which, ironically, is entirely in-line with her behavior since she received this information for the first time in the fall of
2020. I've answered Opposition Resident A’s factless bullets below in red.

1. Do you know who from the Township will attend, and what the meeting agenda will be? The reason we have
not replied to her yet is due to the lack of confirmation we have on the updated costs given the new detail Lew has
shared on Jay's incorrect detail. We are also waiting on additional detail from Lew at the township June 9th meeting.
We are taking time to be factual and ensure the information we are bringing to people is useful. Just because
Opposition Resident A asked for detail doesn't mean she's going to get it at that moment. Sorry Opposition Resident
A but just because you say 'jump' doesn't mean we will.
2. On May 17, 2021, the pro-pavement organizers announced the June 13 meeting only to the HOA's. They said
they'd be passing out a flyer the week of May 17, door-to-door, to inform ALL of our neighbors about the June 13
meeting (highlighted in yellow below). This still has not happened, and it is two weeks later. So, the residents who
are most opposed to the SAD, and those who have the most at stake in this SAD (residents who live on Railroad, East
Delhi and West Street), have not been informed about the June 13 meeting. Can you believe Opposition Resident
A is incorrect again? We did communicate this detail with the neighbors on Railroad, E Delhi, and West St. We have
contacts on Railroad and West St that have agreed to share the date of the meeting with all their neighbors. We did
not post flyers as we simply do not have time to do that. We all have kids and full time jobs and using other neighbors
to help spread the word was and is the best option. Clearly Opposition Resident A has a lot more time on her hands as
she flyered the entire neighborhood up and down E and W Delhi and the branch off streets that have nothing to do
with this proposed SAD. I wish I had some of your free time Opposition Resident A, must be nice.
This withholding of information is a pattern we've seen since the beginning of this SAD effort (ie, the pro-pavement
organizers gave their HOA's the initial written information about the SAD project in October, 2020, but did not
distribute it to residents on RR and ED until April, 2021.) Additionally, all of the neighbors on West St. have been
kept fully out of the loop, and they will likely be assessed if this SAD goes through. This is interesting coming from
the person who has been communicating with the township without communicating the requests or outcomes back to
the HOA's, has been attending the board meeting meetings (presumably) to get chummy and pass her agenda to the
board members, had a proxy in Brighton request a FOIA and flyered the entire neighborhood with misleading and
partially incorrect information. And to top that off, she removed me off an email trail with the Glade purposefully to
keep me out of the loop. We on the other hand have not withheld any information.
Correct, we waited until we had what we thought was the most factual and robust detail to be shared with our
HOA's in October of last year. We were advised by Jay Houghton (SAD volunteer that was appointed by the
township) to share details in this order.
The reason the remainder of the neighbors did not see this detail until April of this year is due again to the
information Jay gave us. We were told to go to our HOA's first and if there was enough interest there, move
forward to the remaining neighbors. If there wasn't enough interest in the immediate HOA, the project
proposal dies there. The neighbors on West St have been kept out of the loop because we were told by the
township volunteer, Jay, that West St. did not need to be included in the SAD which means they would not
be responsible for paying into these improvements. Unfortunately, we later learned from Lew that that's not
entirely correct, so that was a mistake, another big one on Jay's leadership that we sadly followed.
I have received a TON of nasty emails from neighbors (all of them actually) on West St. so believe me, they
are informed. In fact, even those who are not involved in the proposed SAD and already live on a paved road

(white house at tracks where paived E Delhi ends) emailed me and said they will be joining. I know
Opposition Resident A are friends with them as they were invited to our neighborhood Halloween gathering
so thanks Opposition Resident A for sharing that detail with someone who has no stake in this game.
To sum up- we have been following the guidelines and shared every ounce of detail we have with the groups. The
only detail we have not shared is the major decrease in cost but we are waiting for confirmation from the township
after the 6/9 meeting as we don't want to share information that may change.
This is a lot of work and our intentions are nothing but good here. We understand this is a long process and everyone
must be informed and have a voice.
We have plans to reach out to the groups and ask for their input on what agenda items they would like covered at the
meeting and from there pull our agenda items and theirs together.
Will: I'm happy to hear you will be in attendance with Lew on June 13th
Opposition Resident A: simmer down and stop crying wolf. You have done quite the job making a name for yourself
and dragging ours through the mud and it's not appreciated. It is clear you don't want this to happen and that's your
fair point of view you're entitled to but your approach is disgraceful.
Will: thank you for fielding all this back and forth from us. I apologize it's becoming so tension filled.

From: Lew Kidder <
>
Sent: Tuesday, June 1, 2021 5:53 PM
To: Pro-Paving Resident B
Cc: Pro-Paving Resident A; Pro-Paving Resident C; Will Hathaway
Subject: Re: Mailbox flyer
I agree with you. But five of the seven members of the current township board are
new, and I don't yet have a feel for how they will react to this type of situation.
All we can do is try.
Lew
On Tue, Jun 1, 2021 at 5:34 PM Pro-Paving Resident B wrote:
Thanks Lew. Always wise.
We also received an email from someone on Academic Dr. that’s way up on E Delhi
so these women are painting the whole neighborhood.
At this point it’s more about paving a road that isn’t kept up well and has a lot of safety
issues rather than ‘stealing the innocence of the neighborhood’.
In my opinion the board shouldn’t be concerned with people against changing the feel

of the area (which it won’t) but more so paying attention to the current issues of the
road.

On Tue, Jun 1, 2021 at 5:26 PM Lew Kidder
Some observations:

> wrote:

1. Tim Monteith is one of the good guys in this world. Very bright, very accomplished,
very civic-minded. Tim was a member with me on the township roads committee and
was very active in the project which updated the base of all three roads in the crescent
(E. Delhi, W. Delhi, Railroad). He lives on the small private road that goes west off W.
Delhi, just before it becomes Railroad Drive.
2. There is a fair amount of "close enough", but ultimately misleading, assertions in
the flyer to qualify for the category of a savvy political hit job. Somebody learned at
the feet of Lee Atwater and Roger Stone.

3.No good deed goes unpunished.
Lew
On Tue, Jun 1, 2021 at 4:28 PM Pro-Paving Resident A wrote:
I’d like to echo Pro-Paving Resident B’s comment and bring to light the fact that the
narrative being painted is not only false but harming our names in the area. I truly
worry that if we pass an initiative we believe in the interest of the majority that we will
be targeted by those opposed - I specifically worry about the safety of my children in a
scenario like that.
I’ve also read numerous documents from the US DOT, FHMA, and EPA that roads
with over 400-500 cars per day should be given serious consideration for pavement. I
know traffic was assessed at 395 per day for the roads back in 2013 before the
township wide SAD went into effect. With the rise of population and deliver services, I
would have to imagine our roads are well above the 500 mark every day. At what
point can the WCRC step in and just say it’s a safety issue and the roads need to be
paved to meet the current traffic volumes and weight (a lot of the vehicles are large
commercial trucks).
Pro-Paving Resident A

On Jun 1, 2021, at 3:39 PM, Pro-Paving Resident B wrote:
I’m struggling here. Opposition Resident A’s family are now spreading this flyer to
everyone that lives on or off e and w Delhi. People who aren’t even in our sad.
We can’t even control the narrative as we’re awaiting info from you both on a June 9th
meeting.
Meanwhile, we’re getting tons of emails from neighbors and now people who aren’t
even in the sad. I’m also receiving letters addressed to my home from people I don’t
know.
Is the township board even responding to people? I know they aren’t responding to
those of us who emailed in favor of the project.
Has anyone at the township told these folks that the information that is currently
circulating is incorrect based on the township appointed volunteer Jay?
Perhaps I’m too close to this project but this is getting out of hand.
--------- Forwarded message --------From: Tim Monteith <tim.monteith1@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, Jun 1, 2021 at 3:08 PM
Subject: Re: Mailbox flyer
To: Pro-Paving Resident B

See attached. They are on many mailboxes put there today. I am sure others will have
questions.

On Tue, Jun 1, 2021 at 3:02 PM Pro-Paving Resident B wrote:
Hi Tim,
Can you share the flyer that was in your mailbox?
Your home is not included in the SAD or the boundaries for paving-proposal.
I’ll be happy to forward you on a factual document shortly.
On Tue, Jun 1, 2021 at 2:58 PM Tim Monteith <tim.monteith1@gmail.com> wrote:
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Tim Monteith <tim.monteith1@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, Jun 1, 2021 at 2:56 PM
Subject: Mailbox flyer
To: <railroad-delhi-paving-committee

>, <townshipboard

>

I just got a flyer at my mailbox about the paving of Railroad St, E Delhi, and other surfaces. It
is quite negative.
Can you send me some facts on the SAD and in particular the boundary lines of the SAD? Is
my house included, address below?
-Tim Monteith

3381 W Delhi
Ann Arbor, MI 48103
734-395-6810 mobile
734-665-8746 home
tim.monteith1@gmail.com

