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Introduction 
 
1. My name is Dick Rigterink and I appreciate this opportunity. 

 

2.  I am not here because I live east of Green Road. 
 

3. I bring 35 years working as a Campus Planner with Division l, Public Research Institutions, 
including Wisconsin, UNC Chapel Hill, Penn State, Maryland, Louisville, and Michigan.  
 

4. I have never seen a campus that sited these facilities on such an exposed site.  
 

5. In the past, UM has located maintenance facilities on isolated sites away from public view 
and edges, with generous buffers and in an area of similar land uses.  

 

Where is the University Headed? 
 

1. 2008 North Campus Master Plan Summary is the only publicly available long range plan  
 

 

a. The Plan became obsolete in 2009 with the 174 acre Pfizer acquisition. 
b. University representatives maintain that the 2008 Plan has not been updated  
c. This is surprising as  

§ Pfizer Acquisition occurred 6 years ago 
§ UM has spent millions on long range planning services over last decade. 

§ Because Central and Medical Campuses are built out, North Campus offers primary 
growth opportunities.  

§ Of the 40 campuses I have worked on, all have made their long range plans 
available to the public. 

 
Site Selection Process 
 
As a campus planner, I believe the site selection process, as described in the Michigan 
Department of Environmental Quality application (Joint Permit Application: Supplemental 
Information,) dated January 1, 2016, and appearing on the University website (since 
removed), is flawed because:  apparently no serious alternative sites were considered;  little or 
no attention was given to major land use conflicts (neither in the site selection process nor 
preparing the site plan);  the program exceeds site capacity defined in the 2008 Master Plan; 
and inadequate funding is available to overcome these concerns.     
 

1.  In the MDEQ application, the University states: “While there are additional areas that are not 
currently developed on North Campus, these locations are reserved for more Mission Driven land 
uses and therefore are not available for consideration”.   

 
a. Since there is no updated 2008 Master Plan, how does the University know where its 

Mission Driven facilities will be?  
 



b. Why is it acceptable to site this industrial facility here, when there are no industrial uses 
along the entire 2.5 mile Green Rd corridor, yet not even consider carefully siting it near 
University academic, research or clinical buildings?  

 

c. The site plan fails to minimize impacts on the surrounding land uses 
  

§ Lack of funds results in metal box industrial architecture; lack of adequate setbacks, 
proper screening. 
 

§ Parking is immediately contiguous to Hubbard Road with no screening.  
 

2. The University staff used 24 criteria (January 1, 2016 web site) in order to identify the 
Green/Hubbard Roads site. 

 

a.  Not even one criterion remotely touched on how this visually and functionally 
obtrusive, industrial facility “fits within” or impacts surrounding land uses. 

 

b.  The significance of this omission was highlighted last week when the University staff 
unexpectedly added “Community Interface” to the original list of 24 criteria, even 
though it was never considered in the actual Site Selection Process. 

 
 
Trust!    

 
1. Secrecy, misinformation, lack of communication and self centered, me only solutions are 

not conducive to establishing Trust.  
 

2. University’s current way of working is demonstrated by:  
a. Solar panels on Plymouth Road,  
b. Digital billboard on Stadium Drive and  
c. Potentially the maintenance center at Green and Hubbard 

 

3. At the only open community meeting (Feb 25) two things stood out. 
 

a. The University had no clue how upset the community was. 
 

b. It took 2 Associate Vice Presidents 10 minutes and 15 pointed questions before they 
finally remembered that the Regents approved the project 30 days before and that 
critical evaluation materials (environmental, transportation, noise, air quality, and 
environmental health) were not shared with the Regents.  

 
4. The key questions from the community’s perspective is:  

How will the University conduct its business in the future and how will a new approach 
affect siting of the Maintenance Center?  
 

5. We look forward to working together in a format that is conducive to developing solutions 
that work for the University and the community.  That’s the way to build trust. 

 
 

 
 
 


