






















































































































































































































































































































































































































COMMENTS ON DRAFT STATE WATER STRATEGY 

its unavailability, its pollution and its potentially immense destructive power – the feeble 
miscommunication, market pricing and evaluation “strategies” proposed in the current draft 
document should be seen for what they are: yet another attempt by the powerful forces behind 
Snyder and his ilk at “leveraging power”, or rather usurping the resources and human rights 
necessary for the rest of us to thrive, or even survive, in our imperiled state. 
  
The draft document’s repeated references to “free” water (P. 42) are not only contradictory, in 
the context of Detroit’s mass water shut offs they are disturbingly bizarre.  The draft seems to 
want to have it both ways: mangling the concept of water as “a free, shared resource” available 
only to those who can pay the substantial costs of the infrastructure necessary to make it 
available and keep it clean.  In this upside-down paradigm, the higher relative cost of water for 
poor People subsidizes the wealthy, large-volume corporate users who “pay less as volumes 
rise”! (P. 42)  If there has ever been a public policy framework in need of radical rethinking, this 
is it!            
  
The intention to develop and “optimize” (P. 44) a state water strategy should offer a tremendous 
opportunity for beneficial change in the ways we see our relationships to ecology and each 
other.  One of Pope Francis’ deepest insights applies: A “true ecological approach always 
becomes a social approach; it must integrate questions of justice in debates on the environment, 
so as to hear both the cry of the earth and the cry of the poor.” (P. 35 ¶ 49)  If the implications of 
that powerful statement for water affordability and justice in Michigan cities are not clear to the 
reader of these comments, then they have been wasted.  The state water strategy would benefit 
enormously from a return to the drawing board, and reboot from this profound and timely 
premise: social and ecological approaches are not only both necessary, they are in fact the same.  
  
In conclusion, we demand as an absolute minimum first step that the state’s water strategy must 
include an adequate, mandatory water affordability plan, which provides reasonable access to all 
People based on their income and ability to pay for it. 
  
“In the present condition of global society, where injustices abound and growing numbers of 
people are deprived of basic human rights and considered expendable, the principle of the 
common good immediately becomes, logically and inevitably, a summons to solidarity and a 
preferential option for the poorest of our brothers and sisters. … We need only look around us to 
see that, today, this option is in fact an ethical imperative essential for effectively attaining the 
common good.”  
–Pope Francis, Laudato Si’ (P. 117 ¶ 158) 
  
Tom Stephens 
4595 Hereford 
Detroit 48224 
586.419-9230 
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