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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION AGENDA
DECEMBER 15, 2014
MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 151 MARTIN
7:30 P.M.

| l. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor

| 1l. ROLL CALL

Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk

111. PROCLAMATIONS, CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS, AWARDS, APPOINTMENTS,
RESIGNATIONS AND CONFIRMATIONS, ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS, INTRODUCTION
OF GUESTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS.

Announcements:
e The City offices will be closed December 24", 25" and 31%, 2014 and January 1%, 2015
in observance of the holidays.
e Commissioner Birthdays — Dilgard, Hoff

Introduction of Guests:
e Cris Braun, Executive Director of the Birmingham Area Senior Center
¢ Introduction and administration of oath to new police officers

Proclamations:
e Proclamation recognizing Charles Tallinger for his 40 years of service as an Auxiliary
Police Officer.

Appointments:

A. Interviews for appointment to the Multi-Modal Transportation Board.
1. Vionna Adams, 2109 Dorchester

B. To appoint to the Multi-modal Transportation Board to serve the
remainder of a one-year term to expire March 24, 2015.

C. Administration of oath to the appointed board member.

IV. CONSENT AGENDA
All items listed on the consent agenda are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one
motion and approved by a roll call vote. There will be no separate discussion of the items unless a
commissioner or citizen so requests, in which event the item will be removed from the general order
of business and considered under the last item of new business.

A. Approval of City Commission minutes of December 8, 2014.

B Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of December
10, 2014 in the amount of $784,292.93.

C. Resolution approving the purchase of one (1) new 2015 Ford Explorer 4X4 from
Signature Ford Lincoln, through the Macomb County extendable purchasing contract
#51-13 A.9.c for a total expenditure of $26,521. Funds for this purchase are available in
the Auto Equipment Fund, account #641.441.006-971.0100.
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Resolution approving the Amendment to the Golf Car Lease Agreement between the City
of Birmingham and Pifer, Inc. for an additional $600.00 per car per year or a total
increase per year in the amount of $3,600; and further authorizing the Mayor and City
Clerk to sign the amended lease documents on behalf of the City. Funds for this lease
are contained with the Equipment Rental line item, account # 597-753.002-941.0000.
Resolution accepting the resignation of George Stern from the Museum Board, thanking
Mr. Stern for his service, and directing the Clerk to begin the process to fill the vacancy.
Resolution authorizing the filing of an application for the annual permit for work on state
highways and designating Paul T. O'Meara, City Engineer, as the officer authorized to
sign permits required by the State of Michigan beginning January 1, 2015, in accordance
with the requirements of the application and permit. In his absence, the designated
officer shall be Brendan Cousino, Assistant City Engineer.

| V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS

| VI. NEW BUSINESS

A.

D.

E.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A: Resolution endorsing the Multi-Modal Transportation
Board's review of the following 2015 construction projects as they relate to the Multi-
Modal Transportation Master Plan:

Maryland Blvd. — Southlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile Rd.

Henrietta St. — Northlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile Rd.

Southlawn Blvd. — Bates St. to Pierce St.

Martin St. — Southfield Rd. to Chester St.

Mansfield Rd. — Sheffield Rd. to 14 Mile Rd.

Chester St. — Maple Rd. to Martin St.

Derby Rd. — CN Railroad Bridge to Eton Rd.
And directing the Engineering Dept. to proceed with these designs as described.

-0OR -

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B: Resolution accepting the recommended conceptual
plans presented by the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, dated December 8, 2014,
directing the Engineering Dept. to proceed with the design of Oak St. from Chesterfield
Ave. to Lakepark Dr. Further, directing staff to continue to work with the Board of
Education and the School District staff toward finalizing a workable redesign of Oak St.
in front of Quarton Elementary School, for further review by the Multi-Modal
Transportation Board, and for future construction tentatively planned for 2018.
Resolution to adopt the resolution of consent to the transfer of control of the City of
Birmingham franchises from Comcast to Midwest Cable, LLC in the manner described in
the Agreement and Plan of Merger dated April 25, 2014, subject to the Conditions
Precedent and Conditions Subsequent. (complete resolution in agenda packet)
Brownfield Revolving Loan Fund Discussion
Resolution to meet in closed session to discuss an attorney/client privilege
communication in accordance with Section 8(h) of the Open Meetings Act.
Resolution to meet in closed session to discuss land acquisition pursuant to Section 8(d)
of the Open Meetings Act.

(A roll call vote is required and the vote must be approved by a 2/3 majority of the
commission. The commission will adjourn to closed session after all other business has been
addressed in open session and reconvene to open session, after the closed session, for
purposes of taking formal action resulting from the closed session and for purposes of
adjourning the meeting.)
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REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA

| VIII. COMMUNICATIONS
| IX. OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA
| X. REPORTS
A. Commissioner Reports
1. Notice of intention to appoint members to the Museum Board on January 12,
2015.
B. Commissioner Comments
C. Advisory Boards, Committees, Commissions’ Reports and Agendas
D. Legislation
E. City Staff
1. Maple Rd. & Chester St. Landscape Improvements, submitted by City Engineer
O’Meara.
| XI.  ADJOURN

NOTICE: Individuals requiring accommodations, such as mobility, visual, hearing, interpreter or other assistance, for
effective participation in this meeting should contact the City Clerk’s Office at (248) 530-1880 (voice), or (248) 644-
5115 (TDD) at least one day in advance to request mobility, visual, hearing or other assistance.

Las personas que requieren alojamiento, tales como servicios de interpretacion, la participacion efectiva en esta
reunion deben ponerse en contacto con la Oficina del Secretario Municipal al (248) 530-1880 por lo menos el dia
antes de la reunion publica. (Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964).

INFORMATION ONLY
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WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

THEREFORE,

PROCLAMATION

Charles Tallinger is a Birmingham resident who volunteers to serve the
community where he lives through his contributions as an Auxiliary
Police Officer; and

Charles Tallinger was appointed to the Birmingham Police Department
as an Auxiliary Police Officer on April 26, 1974 and has achieved 40
years of service in 2014; and

Birmingham Auxiliary Police Officers supplement the City’s regular
officers in providing additional resources to the Police Department in
various areas and are able to respond when needed in the event of a local
disaster or emergency; and

Charles Tallinger’s contributions over the past 40 years involves
countless hours of training and service to the community in the form of
patrolling City special events, school sporting events, foot patrols
through the downtown and road patrols; and

The contributions of Charles Tallinger as an Auxiliary Police Officer in
Birmingham have provided a safe environment for residents, students,
business owners and guests to enjoy the City of Birmingham; and

We express our sincere appreciation to Mr. Tallinger for 40 years of
faithful and dedicated service to the City of Birmingham Police
Auxiliary.

BE IT RESOLVED that I, Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor for the City of Birmingham, extend

my appreciation and gratitude on behalf of the Birmingham City
Commission and the residents of Birmingham, to Charles “Chip”

w  Tallinger for his many years of service to the City of Birmingham, and

g extend our best wishes for all of his future endeavors.

On behalf of the City Commission and the
residents of Birmingham this 1 5™ day of
December, 2014.

Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor






RESUBMITTED FROM JULY 14, 2014
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD

At the regular meeting of Monday, December 15, 2014 the Birmingham City Commission
intends to appoint one member to the Multi-modal Transportation Board to serve the
remainder of a three-year term to expire March 24, 2015.

In so far as possible, the seven member committee shall be composed of the following:
one pedestrian advocate member; one member with a mobility or vision impairment; one
member with traffic-focused education and/or experience; one bicycle advocate member;
one member with urban planning, architecture or design education and/or experience; and
two members at large from different geographical areas of the city. Applicants must be
electors or property owners in the City of Birmingham.

Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's office on or before noon on Wednesday,
December 10, 2014. These documents will appear in the public agenda for the regular
meeting at which time the commission will discuss recommendations, and may make
nominations and vote on appointments.

Duties of the Multi-modal Transportation Board
The purpose of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board shall be to assist in maintaining the
safe and efficient movement of motorized and non-motorized vehicles and pedestrians on
the streets and walkways of the city and to advise the city commission on the
implementation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Plan, including reviewing project phasing
and budgeting.

NOTE: All members of boards and commissions are subject to the provisions of City of
Birmingham City Code Chapter 2, Article IX, Ethics and the filing of the Affidavit and
Disclosure Statement.

SUGGESTED ACTION:
To appoint to the Multi-modal Transportation Board to serve the remainder
of a one-year term to expire March 24, 2015.
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MULTI-MODAL
TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Resolution No. 02-31-14

In so far as possible, the seven member committee shall be composed of the following: one pedestrian
advocate member; one member with a mobility or vision impairment; one member with traffic-focused
education and/or experience; one bicycle advocate member; one member with urban planning, architecture
or design education and/or experience; and two members at large from different geographical areas of the
city. Board members shall be electors or property owners in the city.

Term: Three years.

The purpose of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board shall be to assist in maintaining the safe and efficient
movement of motorized and non-motorized vehicles and pedestrians on the streets and walkways of the city
and to advise the city commission on the implementation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Plan, including
reviewing project phasing and budgeting.

Last Name First Name Home
Home Address Business

Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires
Bordman Stuart 248-642-1091 7/14/2014 3/24/2017
1091 Lake Park Member at large from different

geographical areas of the city.

Birmingham 48009

sbordman@maddinhauser.com

Edwards Lara (734) 717-8914 4/28/2014 3/24/2017
1636 Bowers Member at large from different
- geographical areas of the city.

Birmingham 48009

ImedwardsO8@gmail.com
Lawson Andy (586) 944-6701 4/28/2014 3/24/2015
1351 E. Maple Pedestrian Advocate Member
Birmingham 48009

andlawson@deloitte.com
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Last Name First Name Home

Home Address Business

Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires
Slanga Johanna 248-761-9567 5/5/2014 3/24/2016
1875 Winthrop Lane Traffic-Focus Education/Experience
Birmingham 48009 Member

Jopardee@gmail.com
Surnow Jeff 248-865-3000 3/24/2014 3/24/2016
320 Martin #100 Bicycle Advocate Member
Birmingham 48009

Jeff@dsurnow.com
Tatuch Adriana (248) 259-3006 2/11/2014 12/31/2014
376 Baldwin Student Representative
Birmingham 48009

adriana.tatuch@gmail.com

VACANT 3/24/2015
Warner Amanda 248-719-0084 5/5/2014 3/24/2017
671 E. Lincoln Urban Planning/Architecture/Design
— Member
Birmingham 48009
awarner@aol.com

Friday, December 05, 2014 Page 2 of 2






will attend

Print Form
*szt of %zmzmgham
‘k—&Mthh
APPLICATION FOR CITY BOARD OR COMMISSION

(Please print clearly)

Multi Modal Transportation Board Regular Member

Board/Commission of Interest Position of Interest
Name Vionna Adams
Address 2109 Dorchester Road Business N/A
Birmingham, Ml 48009

Phone 202-423-7445

E-mail vionnajones@gmail.com

Length of Residence 3t years Occupation Engineer

Raason for Intarast | have always had a high level of interest in transportation issues, start-

with my time at the Pennsylvania State University, where | earned a B.S. in Civil Engineering with

a concentration in transportation and worked as a research assistant at the Pennsylvania Transportation Institute.

Related Employment Experience (Please indicate dates)
A.  Civil Engineer/Planner at Baker and Associates in Alexandria, VA (11/2003 to 6/2005)

B.  Civil Engineer at Greenhorne and O'Mara in Rockville and Greenbelt, MD (8/1998 to 11/2003)

C.  Civil Engineer at Delon Hampton and Associates in Rockville, MD (5/1997 to 8/1998)

Education:  Masters in Community Planning (MCP) from The University of Maryland in 2002
Bachelors in Civil Engineering (BSCE) from The Pennsylvania State University in 1997

Past Experience or Other Relevant Information (City Boards, Churches, Civic or Community
Groups, Memberships, Associations, etc. Attach resume or additional page if necessary):
Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, Inc., The Penn State Alumni Association, The Society of Women Engineers

Vibrancy Mapping Volunteer for the Michigan Suburbs Alliance

To the best of your knowledge, do you or a member of your immediate family have any
direct financial or business relationships with any supplier, service provider or contractor of
the City of Birmingham from which you or they derive direct compensation or financial
benefit? If yes, please explain:

No

n elector in the Ci irmingham? _Y€S

U N \ﬁf’/("uﬂ/ Q 12112014

7
Sl?[iatu re of AWn)/ Date

Are you

N TE: All members of boards and commissions are subject to the provisions of City of Birmingham City
Code Chapter 2, Article IX, Ethics and the filing of the Affidavit and Disclosure Statement, Questions
regarding this may be directed to the city clerk - 248,530.1880.
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION MINUTES
DECEMBER 8, 2014
MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 151 MARTIN
7:30 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE |

Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor, called the meeting to order at 7:30 PM.

ROLL CALL |

ROLL CALL: Present, Mayor Sherman
Commissioner Dilgard
Mayor Pro Tem Hoff
Commissioner McDaniel
Commissioner Moore
Commissioner Nickita
Commissioner Rinschler
Absent, None

Administration: City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Currier, Clerk Pierce, Finance Director
Ostin, Assistant Finance Director Gerber, City Engineer O'Meara

PROCLAMATIONS, CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS, AWARDS, APPOINTMENTS,
RESIGNATIONS AND CONFIRMATIONS, ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS, INTRODUCTION
OF GUESTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS.

12-281-14 APPOINTMENT TO THE
BOARD OF REVIEW
MOTION: Motion by Hoff:
To appoint Guy DiPlacido, 726 Lakeside Dr., to the Board of Review to serve a three-year term to
expire December 31, 2017.

VOTE: Yeas, 7
Absent, None

12-282-14 APPOINTMENT TO THE TRIANGLE DISTRICT
CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT AUTHORITY
MOTION: Motion by Moore, seconded by Dilgard:
To concur in the Mayor's appointment of Curtis Hays, 954 Chestnut, to the Corridor
Improvement Authority to serve a four-year term to expire December 15, 2018.

VOTE: Yeas, 7
Nays, None
Absent, None

12-283-14 APPOINTMENT TO THE

PUBLIC ARTS BOARD
Emily Todebush, 1727 E. 14 Mile, Unit B, was not in attendance to be interviewed for
appointment to the Public Arts Board.

1 December 8, 2014
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The Clerk will contact Ms. Todebush to reschedule the interview.

The Clerk administered the oath to the appointed board members.

CONSENT AGENDA

All items listed on the consent agenda are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one
motion and approved by a roll call vote. There will be no separate discussion of the items unless a
commissioner or citizen so requests, in which event the item will be removed from the general order
of business and considered under the last item of new business.

12-284-14 APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA
The following item was removed from the consent agenda:
e Item D (Special Event Request — Birmingham Street Art Fair) by Commissioner Hoff

MOTION: Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Nickita:
To approve the consent agenda as follows:

A. Approval of City Commission minutes of November 24, 2014.

B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of November
26, 2014 in the amount of $835,617.02.

C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of December 3,
2014 in the amount of $241,228.49.

E. Resolution approving a request submitted by the Memorial Day Committee to hold the

Memorial Day Ceremony and aerial fly over on May 25, 2015 at 10:00AM, pursuant to
any minor modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the
time of the event.

F. Resolution approving the street light agreement between the City of Birmingham and
DTE Energy regarding the installation of street lights at 2300 Cole Ave. Further,
directing the Mayor to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. All costs relative to this
agreement will be charged to the adjacent owner.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas, Commissioner Dilgard

Mayor Pro Tem Hoff
Commissioner McDaniel
Commissioner Moore
Commissioner Nickita
Commissioner Rinschler
Mayor Sherman

Nays, None

Absent, None

Abstentions, None

The Commission agreed to consider Item D at this time.

12-285-14 SPECIAL EVENT REQUEST

BIRMINGHAM STREET ART FAIR
Mayor Pro Tem Hoff expressed the concern of a business with the time of the barricade set up
for the event. Cheryl Rossman, representing Common Ground, stated that barricade set up
time could be delayed to 3:00 PM and the artists would be allowed to set up at 5:00 PM.
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Mayor Pro Tem Hoff and Commissioner Moore suggested the number of tables for commercial
vendors be kept to a minimum as the event is an art fair.

MOTION: Motion by Hoff, seconded by McDaniel:

To approve a request from Common Ground to hold the 41st Annual Birmingham Street Art Fair
on South Old Woodward on September 19 - 20, 2015, contingent upon compliance with all
permit and insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, further pursuant to any minor
modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of the event
and that the barricades are placed at 3:00 PM so street is closed at 5:00 PM.

VOTE: Yeas, 7
Nays, None
Absent, None

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

| VI.

NEW BUSINESS

12-286-14 48™ DISTRICT COURT

2015 BUDGET
Jim Harkin, Court Administrator, presented the 2015 District Court budget. Finance Director
Ostin explained that the projected revenue is the difference between the revenues and
expenditures.

MOTION: Motion by Hoff, seconded by Rinschler:
To receive the 2015 proposed budget from the 48th Judicial District Court; and further,
approving the budget as submitted.

VOTE: Yeas, 7
Nays, None
Absent, None

12-287-14 PUBLIC HEARING — HAMILTON ALLEY PAVING

HAMILTON AVE TO PARK ST
Mayor Sherman opened the Public Hearing for the Hamilton Alley Paving from Hamilton Ave. to
Park St at 7:47 PM.

City Engineer O’'Meara presented the two designs of the alley with different amounts of
aggregate and noted the difference in cost is $5.00 per foot. He noted that he met with a trash
hauling company, City Trucking, who suggested that the bollards near the dumpsters be kept as
close to the walls of the building as possible.

John Abro, representing 330 Hamilton, expressed that his client is concerned with the location
of the dumpsters.

Al Mansour, owner of 330 Hamilton, confirmed that his tenants do not use the dumpsters
adjacent to his property.
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City Engineer O’Meara confirmed that part of the screening process would include determining
the users of the dumpsters. He stated that the dumpsters will likely end up back on private

property.

Melvin Kaftan, 369 East Maple, expressed support of repaving the alley and concern with what
the residents will do during the construction. He questioned what accommodations will be
made for the residents.

Commissioner Moore commented that the administration will work with the residents to mitigate
inconveniences.

Geraldine Kaftan, 369 East Maple expressed concern with safety factors and convenience issues
of the residents during construction.

The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 8:16 PM.

Mayor Nickita expressed support of Option 1. He stated that this will set the stage for the next
few decades and noted that it is a good balance for articulation of the alley and a cleaner look.

MOTION: Motion by Nickita, seconded by Rinschler:

To declare necessity for the improvement of Hamilton Alley from Hamilton Ave. to Park St.,
consisting of the construction of an 18 foot wide concrete pavement with a decorative
combination of plain broom-finished concrete and exposed aggregate concrete accents as
outlined on sheet 1 of the conceptual plans, and featuring the pavement design shown on sheet
1 in the area where the crosswalks meet, The Public Hearing of Confirmation will be held on
January 12, 2015 at 7:30 P.M.:

WHEREAS, The City Commission is of the opinion that construction of the improvement herein is
declared a necessity; and

WHEREAS, The City Commission has not declared it practicable to cause estimates of cost thereof
and plans to be made at this time, now therefore be it,

RESOLVED, that there be constructed an improvement to be hereinafter known as:

HAMILTON ALLEY — HAMILTON AVE. TO PARK ST.
consisting of the construction of an 18 foot wide concrete pavement with a decorative combination of
plain broom-finished concrete and exposed aggregate concrete accents as outlined on sheet (1)
of the conceptual plans, and featuring the pavement design shown on sheet (1) in the area where the
crosswalks meet, be it further

RESOLVED, that at such time as the Assessor is directed to prepare the assessment roll, one hundred
percent (100%) of the estimated cost be levied against the assessment district, be it further

RESOLVED, that there be a special assessment district created and special assessments levied in
accordance with benefits against the properties within such assessment district, said special
assessment district shall be all properties, both public and private, within the following district:

Lot 8, except for that portion taken for Park Street Right of Way, Lots 10 through 28
inclusive, Lot 29 except for that portion taken for alley purposes, Lots 30 through 37
inclusive, Lot 38, except for that portion taken for Park Street Right-of-Way, of “Assessor’s
Plat No. 21", being part of the S.E. ¥4 of the S.W. % and the S.W. ¥4 of the
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S.E. ¥40f Section 25, T. 2 N., R. 10. E., City of Birmingham, Oakland County, Michigan.
be it further

RESOLVED, that the Commission shall meet on Monday, January 12, 2015, at 7:30 P.M., for the
purpose of conducting a public hearing to confirm the roll for the paving of the Hamilton Alley from
Hamilton Ave. to Park St.

VOTE: Yeas, 6
Nays, 1 (Hoff)
Absent, None

12-288-14 PUBLIC HEARING — COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT
FUNDS FOR PROGRAM YEAR 2015

Mayor Sherman opened the Public Hearing to consider the allocations for Community

Development Block Grant Funds for the Program Year 2015 at 8:26 PM.

Mayor Moore recused himself as he is a member of the Birmingham Area Senior Coordinating
Council Board.

Hearing no public comment, Mayor Sherman closed the Public Hearing at 8:27 PM.

Assistant Finance Director Gerber explained the Community Development Block Grant Fund
Program.

MOTION: Motion by Hoff, seconded by Dilgard:
To authorize the Finance Director to complete the 2015 Program Year Community Development
Block Grant application, subrecipient agreement and documents and authorizing the mayor to
sign the application, subrecipient agreement and documents resulting from this application on
behalf of the City and submit them to Oakland County. The project(s) to be included in the
application and the respective allocations of Community Development Block Grant Funds are as
follows:
APPROVED 2015**
1. Public Services — Yard Services $ 6,554
2. Public Services — Senior Services 3,328
3. Remove Architectural Barriers —
Retrofit police doors to comply with
ADA standards $23,061

TOTAL $32,943
** (TO BE DETERMINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION AT THE DECEMBER 8, 2014 MEETING)

ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas, Mayor Pro Tem Hoff

Commissioner McDaniel
Commissioner Nickita
Commissioner Rinschler
Commissioner Dilgard
Mayor Sherman

Nays, None

Absent, None

Abstentions, None
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12-289-14 CONSTRUCTION OF COMBINED SEWERS

PUTNEY DR AND HENLEY DR FROM ABBEY RD TO PUTNEY DR
City Engineer O’'Meara explained the recommendation to replace the combined sewer system as
it would be more cost efficient to remove the old system. He explained that the intent is to
save as much of the existing road surface as possible. He noted that there are two trees that
would have to be removed on Putney. He explained that this is a relatively small project that
could be included in the 2015 Local Streets Paving Program.

Mr. O'Meara confirmed for Mayor Pro Tem Hoff that the City would pay for the sewer. He
explained that the sewer trench is very close to the City sidewalk and the recommendation is
for those who are ten feet away from the sewer to the property line be required to be in an
assessment district for a new sewer lateral. He noted that the other side of the street would be
voluntary.

MOTION: Motion by Dilgard, seconded by Nickita:

To direct the Engineering Dept. to proceed with the construction of new combined sewers on
all of Putney Dr. and Henley Dr. from Abbey Rd. to Putney Dr. at an estimated cost of
$133,000, to be included in the 2015 Local Street Paving Program, Contract #2-15(P). Further,
approving the appropriation and budget amendments to the fiscal year 2014-2015 budget as
follows:

Sewer Fund
Revenues:
Draw from Net Assets 590-000.000-400.0000 $133,000
Total Revenue Adjustments $133,000
Expenses:
Public Improvements —Capital Improvements 590-536.001-981.0100 $133,000
Total Expense Adjustments $133,000
VOTE: Yeas, 7
Nays, None

Absent, None

12-290-14 REPLACEMENT OF THE CATALPA DR SEGMENT
OF THE ACACIA DRAIN

City Engineer O'Meara explained that the Oakland County Water Resources Commissioner’s
Office notified the City that the County drain located on Catalpa between Pierce and Edgewood
is in rough shape and needs to be completely reconstructed. He explained that in an effort to
avoid the administration cost of the County, Beverly Hills and Birmingham have developed an
agreement where the City would be the lead agency for this project to replace the water main,
concrete pavement and sewer laterals up to the property lines. This project could be added to
the 2015 Local Streets Paving Program.

Mr. O’Meara confirmed for Commissioner McDaniel that the cost would be charged to the Acacia
Drain District, where Beverly Hills would pay 70% and Birmingham would pay 30% of the cost.

Commissioner Rinschler expressed frustration with the new Water Resources Drain
Commissioner’s Office. He stated that he would like someone from the Oakland County Water
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Resource Commissioner’s office address what happened to the City's request that the office
review the whole process as to how Birmingham residents are charged for sewage.

The Commission directed the City Manager to invite Drain Commissioner Nash to a Commission
meeting.

MOTION: Motion by Hoff, seconded by Moore:

To approve the agreement between the City and the Village of Beverly Hills to cover the costs
of the replacement of the Catalpa Dr. segment of the Acacia Drain, to be built as a part of the
2015 Local Street Paving Program, Contract #2-15(P), with a total estimated cost of $523,000,
and further to direct the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City,
contingent upon approval of the Beverly Hills Village Council. Further, approving the
appropriation and budget amendments to the fiscal year 2014-2015 budget as follows:

Sewer Fund

Revenues:

Draw from Net Assets 590-000.000-400.0000 $119,000
Total Revenue Adjustments $119,000

Expenses:

Public Improvements — Acacia Drain 590-536.002-985.6900 $119,000
Total Expense Adjustments $119,000

Water Fund

Revenues:

Draw from Net Assets 591-000.000-400.0000 $158,000
Total Revenue Adjustments $158,000

Expenses:

Public Improvements - Water Mains 591-537.004-981.0100 $158,000
Total Expense Adjustments $158,000

VOTE: Yeas, 7

Nays, None

Absent, None

| VIlI. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA

| VIII. COMMUNICATIONS

12-291-14 COMMUNICATIONS

The Commission received the following communications:

Gregory Benson, 584 Pleasant, regarding West Maple

Ben Fisher, 538 Pleasant, regarding West Maple

Janet Henke, 515 Pleasant, regarding West Maple

Hollis Huthwaite, 1165 North Old Woodward #2, regarding West Maple
John Lazar, 515 Pleasant, regarding West Maple

Leslie McLain, 268 Yarmouth, regarding West Maple

James & Loretta Mirro, 737 Arlington, regarding West Maple
Ann Jurkovitch, 1562 Fairway, regarding West Maple
Virginia Naegeli, 736 Pleasant, regarding West Maple

Carol Peterson, 562 Pleasant, regarding West Maple

Paul Scherrer, 638 Pleasant, regarding West Maple

Kristin Siver, 1770 Banbury, regarding West Maple
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e Susan Smith, 629 Pleasant, regarding West Maple
¢ Nicholas & Kelly Talmers, 555 Pleasant, regarding West Maple
e Jolenne Timmis, 1055 Pilgrim, regarding West Maple

L IX. OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA

| X. REPORTS
12-292-14 COMMISSIONER REPORTS
The Commission intends to appoint members to the Public Arts Board on January 12, 2015.
12-293-14 COMMISSIONER COMMENTS
Mayor Pro Tem Hoff commented on the beautiful lights around the downtown.
Commissioner Nickita suggested expanding the Winter Markt beyond one weekend. He noted
the original Winter Markts in Germany last six weeks. Mr. Valentine stated that he will pass this
information on to the Principal Shopping District.
12-294-14 CITY STAFF REPORTS
The Commission received the Principal Shopping District Special Assessment District #853
Funding Report for Fiscal Year 2014-2015 submitted by Billing Manager Laing.
The Commission received the Multi-Modal Transportation Board Communication regarding the
upcoming W. Maple Road Project submitted by Planner Ecker, City Engineer O'Meara, and
Deputy Chief Clemence.

| XI.  ADJOURN

The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 8:56 PM.

Laura M. Pierce
City Clerk

8 December 8, 2014






City of Birmingham Meeting of 12/15/2014
Warrant List Dated 12/10/2014
Check Number Early Release Vendor # Vendor Amount
231564 * 002551 43RD DISTRICT COURT 500.00
231565 * 000145 45B DISTRICT COURT 850.00
231566 * 000820 46TH DISTRICT COURT 1,000.00
231567 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
231568 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
231569 005686 ADVANCED MARKETING PARTNERS INC 1,142.85
231572 000143 AM-DYN-IC FLUID POWER INC 416.48
231573 002638 AMERICAN ALLIANCE OF MUSEUMS 125.00
231574 MISC AMERICAN FIREPLACE 60.00
231575 001206 AMERICAN MIDWEST PAINTING INC 4,525.00
2315717 000500 ARTECH PRINTING INC 130.00
231578 * 006759 AT&T 64.26
231579 MISC AUDRIK INC DBA ROTO ROOTER 1,125.00
231580 006974 AUGERS AUTO BODY COLLISION 615.10
231581 * 003012 BATTERIES PLUS 129.73
231582 001103 BCI ADMINISTRATORS INC 852.50
231583 001282 BEAR PACKAGING & SUPPLY INC 1,611.50
231584 * 000517 BEIER HOWLETT P.C. 30,230.98
231585 * 000519 BELLE TIRE DISTRIBUTORS 995.00
231589 * 007631 CITY OF BIRMINGHAM #207 44,431.42
231597 006380 C & S ICE RESURFACING SERVICES, INC 336.19
231598 * 003907 CADILLAC ASPHALT, LLC 370,282.80
231600 000603 CHEMCO PRODUCTS INC 442.00
231601 * 005221 CHICAGO DELI, INC 519.42
231602 000605 CINTAS CORPORATION 56.46
231604 004188 COFFEE BREAK SERVICE, INC. 240.50
231605 * 007625 COMCAST 273.22
231609 007634 CPR SAVERS & FIRST AID LLC 272.03
231611 004386 CYNERGY WIRELESS 5,953.45
231612 006969 DAVEY TREE EXPERT COMPANY 3,759.20
231613 001563 DEAF & HEARING IMPAIRED SERV INC 671.50
231614 * 007630 CAROL DEAN 75.00
231617 * 000179 DTE ENERGY 55.07
231618 * 007538 EGANIX, INC. 660.00
231620 004671 ELDER FORD 710.95
231621 MISC EMMETT MICHAEL GREEN 45.00
231622 * 000202 ANN GODFREY ENDRES 1,100.00
231623 000204 ERADICO SERVICES INC 35.00
231624 * 004765 RAYMOND FAES 1,164.90
231625 006383 FBH ARCHITECTURAL SECURITY INC. 436.00
231627 007314 FLEIS AND VANDENBRINK ENG. INC 2,006.95
231628 000217 FOUR SEASON RADIATOR SERVICE INC 1,523.80
231629 007172 GARY KNUREK INC 438.40
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City Of Birmingham Meeting of 12/15/2014
Warrant List Dated 12/10/2014
Check Number Early Release Vendor # Vendor Amount
231630 004604 GORDON FOOD 20.99
231631 000249 GUARDIAN ALARM 2,645.99
231632 000261 J.H. HART URBAN FORESTRY 10,007.86
231636 000331 HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK INC 9,295.28
231637 * 001204 ICMA 225.00
231639 * 006624 IPT BY BIDNET 35.58
231640 002576 JAX KAR WASH 93.86
231641 * 006102 JENNIFER JEFFREY 324.00
231642 000347 JOHN R. SPRING & TIRE CENTER INC. 4,207.88
231643 005394 JOHNSON MI AUTOMOTIVE & 432.10
231644 * MISC KAREN & CHERYL DASKAS 1,120.22
231645 * 000352 JILL KOLAITIS 644.00
231646 004085 KONE INC 204.25
231648 005876 KROPF MECHANICAL SERVICE COMPANY 565.00
231651 002767 OSCAR W. LARSON CO. 250.00
231652 005550 LEE & ASSOCIATES CO., INC. 382.75
231653 005058 LERMA, INC. 35.00
231655 003527 LOWER HURON SUPPLY CO 315.17
231656 002648 MARC DUTTON IRRIGATION INC 300.00
231659 * 004663 MGIA 99.00
231660 003129 MICHIGAN LOCAL GOVERNMENT 385.00
231661 001423 MICHIGAN PORTABLE TOILETS, INC 75.00
231662 002671 MMA 100.00
231665 004483 NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 100.00
231668 001864 NOWAK & FRAUS ENGINEERS 34,225.25
231669 006359 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY 172.00
231670 MISC OAK ELECTRIC SERVICE INC 127.50
231672 004370 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS 61.25
231673 * 000481 OFFICE DEPOT INC 79.86
231676 * 007633 CASEY PEDERSEN 1,423.89
231677 001277 PHYSIO-CONTROL CORP. 3,267.96
231680 * 002134 RED HOLMAN PONTIAC GMC 35,579.00
231681 * MISC ROBERT EPSTEIN 8,603.43
231682 006793 ROLLNRACK 62.00
231683 001181 ROSE PEST SOLUTIONS 70.00
231684 * MISC RYAN & KATHLEEN ROBISON 5,651.70
231685 * 002806 SAM'S CLUB/GECRB 1,325.91
231686 * 003466 ALAN SOAVE 79.50
231687 * 000254 SOCRRA 58,336.08
231688 * 001097 SOCWA 107,799.30
231689 000260 SPARTAN DISTRIBUTORS INC 744.22
231690 000265 STEEL EQUIPMENT CO. 160.00
231691 001095 SUBURBAN/PRESTIGE GLASS 4,880.00





City of Birmingham Meeting of 12/15/2014
Warrant List Dated 12/10/2014

Check Number Early Release Vendor # Vendor Amount
231692 003630 SUN SHADE WINDOW TINTING INC 100.00
231693 000273 TERMINAL SUPPLY CO. 743.40
231694 * 003173 TIFFANY FLORIST 64.95
231695 MISC TIM HORTONS 284.03
231697 * 002037 TOTAL ARMORED CAR SERVICE, INC. 694.01
231698 004692 TRANSPARENT WINDOW CLEANING 4,220.00
231700 000293 VAN DYKE GAS CO. 531.76
231703 * 000158 VERIZON WIRELESS 110.24
231704 * 000158 VERIZON WIRELESS 176.43
231705 * 000158 VERIZON WIRELESS 893.81
231706 006491 VILLAGE AUTOMOTIVE 458.00
231708 006897 WILKINSON CORPORATION 1,360.00
231712 007083 XEROX CORPORATION 80.86

Sub Total Checks: $784,292.93
Sub Total ACH: $0.00
Grand Total: $784,292.93

All bills, invoices and other evidences of claim have been audited and approved for payment.

) s ol

B. Sharon Ostin
Director of Finance

*-Indicates checks released in advance and prior to commission approval in order to avoid penalty
or to meet contractual agreement/obligation.
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\ Department of Public Services

DATE: December 5, 2014

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services
SUBJECT: POLICE VEHICLE #501 REPLACEMENT

Police Vehicle #501 is a 2007 Dodge Charger utilized as an investigative unit. This vehicle is in
need of replacement due to age, mileage and condition. The reliability of this vehicle is very
important. Based on this reason, replacement is recommended at this time.

The scoring system utilized for this type of vehicle has 6 categories. The following table
illustrates the breakdown of the scoring system used as justification for the replacement of
these vehicles.

Vehicle #501, 2007 Dodge Charger

Factor Description Points
Age 1 point each year of age. 7
Miles/Hours 1 point each 10,000 miles of usage. 8
Type of Service | 5 points Police, Fire, and Rescue Vehicle. 5
Reliability 2 points in shop 1 time within 3 month period, 1 breakdown/road 5
call within 3 month period.
M & R Costs 2 point maintenance and repair costs are 21-40% of replacement 5
costs.
Condition 3 points noticeable imperfections in body and paint surface,
damage from add-on equipment, worn interior, and a weak drive 3
train.
Total points 23-27, needs replacement. 27

The Department of Public Services recommends replacing this vehicle with one (1) new 2015
Ford Explorer 4X4. Once the order is placed for the replacement vehicle, it will take
approximately 10-12 weeks for delivery. Upon delivery, the 2007 Dodge Charger (vehicle
#501) will be placed on the Michigan Inter-governmental Trade Network for re-sale.

The Macomb County extendable purchasing contract #51-13 A.9.c is available for the 2015 Ford
Explorer 4X4. Signature Ford Lincoln is the exclusive dealer for this contract and was contacted
for pricing. The price of this vehicle is $26,521. Funds for this purchase are available in the
Auto Equipment Fund, account #641.441.006-971.0100.
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SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To approve the purchase of one (1) new 2015 Ford Explorer 4X4 from Signature Ford Lincoln,
through the Macomb County extendable purchasing contract #51-13 A.9.c for a total
expenditure of $26,521. Funds for this purchase are available in the Auto Equipment Fund,
account #641.441.006-971.0100.
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Department of Public Services

DATE: December 2, 2014

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services

SUBJECT: Amendment to Golf Cart Lease — Add Six Additional Carts

We have a very busy league day on Wednesday’s at Lincoln Hills and there are many occasions
our league players have to wait for a cart to begin play. This has been reoccurring in past
years as well. In July, we leased six (6) additional gas carts to our fleet to alleviate this
problem and it was very successful. In addition, these carts have also been utilized for
tournament play and other heavy play periods.

As a result, we would like to add these six (6) carts to our current golf cart lease with Pifer, Inc.
for the 2015 and 2016 golf seasons. There are two years remaining with the current lease
agreement. The cost of these additional carts would be $600 per cart per year which is an
additional cost of $3,600 per year. This amount would be added to our existing contract and
we would receive 48 carts rather than only 42 carts in spring of 2015. The rental rate for the
golf carts is $8.00 per person. This amount is periodically reviewed and still found to be
competitive. The revenue generated for golf carts this golf season through November 30, 2014
is $149,103. The annual lease cost for all 48 carts will be $29,850. Attached is the Amendment
to the Golf Car Lease Agreement and current Agreement for your review.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To approve the Amendment to the Golf Car Lease Agreement between the City of Birmingham
and Pifer, Inc. for an additional $600.00 per car per year or a total increase per year in the
amount of $3,600; and further to authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the amended lease
documents on behalf of the City. Funds for this lease are contained with the Equipment Rental
line item, account # 597-753.002-941.0000.
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AMENDMENT TO THE GOLF CAR LEASE AGREEMENT WITH PIFER, INC.

THIS AMENDMENT to the Golf Car Lease Agreement with Pifer, Inc.,,
(“Amendment”) made this  day of , 2014 by and between the City OF
BIRMINGHAM, having its principal office at 151 Martin Street, P.O. Box 3001, Birmingham,
Michigan, 48012 (hereafter “City”), and PIFER, INC.,, of 8341 E. Holly Road, Holly, Michigan

48442 (hereinafter “Vendor™), provides as follows:

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the City and Vendor entered into a Golf Car Lease Agreement (“2014
Agreement”) on March 10, 2014; and,

WHEREAS, the City agreed to lease 42 golf cars from Vendor in the 2014 Agreement;
and,

WHEREAS, after the start of the 2014 golf season, the City needed to add six (6) gas
golf cars to the fleet to be used at Lincoln Hills, bringing the total gas golf cars under the 2014
Agreement to 13; and,

WHEREAS, the City wishes to continue to lease these 6 additional gas golf cars for the
remaining two years of the 2014 Agreement, for the price of $600 per car per year as rental/lease
payment; and,

WHEREAS, the payment schedule set forth in Section 3 of the 2014 Agreement will be
as follows to include the added golf cars:

The payment schedule shall be as set forth below:

2015 2016
April $4,975.00 $4,975.00
May $4.975.00 $4,975.00
June $4,975.00 $4,975.00
July $4,975.00 $4,975.00
August $4,975.00 $4,975.00

September $4,975.00 $4,975.00





WHEREAS, the Vendor also desires to add the 6 gas golf cars to the 2014 Agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, AND IN CONSIDERATION OF THE RESPECTIVE
AGREEMENTS AND UNDERTAKINGS HEREIN CONTAINED, THE PARTIES

AGREE AS FOLLOWS:
1. The Contractor shall provide the additional gas golf cars in connection with and

under the same terms and conditions of the 2014 Agreement with the understanding that
rental/lease payments for these 6 added gas golf cars shall be $600 per added per car per month,

as set forth in the table above.

2. This Amendment shall expire on March 10, 2017, unless terminated sooner under

the terms and conditions of the 2014 Agreement.

3. This Amendment shall amend the 2014 Agreement, and no other modifications
shall be binding upon the parties unless set forth in writing and signed by both parties.

4, Except as set forth above, and as otherwise may be in conflict with this

Amendment, the other provisions in the 2014 Agreement are unaffected by this Amendment and

shall remain in force.

PIFE

By:_ >

=

Its: ZL; e3L pasl

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM

By:

Stuart Lee Sherman
[ts: Mayor

By:
Laura Pierce

Its: City Clerk





Approved:

g W o T

Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager auren A. Wood, Director of Public Services
As 10 Substance As to Substance
< T
“BSharon Ostin, Director of Finance Timoth¥/ ). Currier, City Attorney
As to Financial Obligation As to Pgtm
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GOLF CAR LEASE AGREEMENT WITH PIFER, INC.

This Agreement (Agreement) is entered into this___10th day of March, 2014,
by and between PIFER, INC. whose address is 8341 E. Holly Road, Holly, Michigan,
48442 (hereinafter called the "Vendor") and the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, a Michigan

Municipal Corporation, whose address is 151 Martin Street, Bimningham, Michigan

48012 ("City").

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, the CITY and Vendor entered a Lease Agreement and Service
Agreement in 2011, and the parties wish to extend that Agreement for three years, and,

WHEREAS, the CITY would like to lease golf cars for its municipal goif courses
from VENDOR as well as enter a Service Agreement with VENDOR related to the

maintenance of the golf cars, and,

WHEREAS, the City has prepared a request for sealed proposals (RFP)
endorsed “Golf Cart Lease Bid March 3, 2014" which includes certain instructions to
bidders and specifications, and, in connection therewith, has advertised for and

sought sealed proposals endorsed "Golf Cart Lease Bid March 3, 2014," which
includes certain qualifications, instructions to bidders, specifications, and Generai

Contract Conditions (collectively the "RFP"), and,

WHEREAS, the VENDOR has made a bid ("Bid") to provide golf carts in
accordance with the RFP, in the amount set forth in its bid form, and which bid has
been accepted by the CITY.

WHEREAS, the VENDOR is willing to lease such golf cars and enter into such a
Service Agreement desired by the CITY for the considerations hereinafter expressed.

NOW, THEREFORE, FOR AND IN CONSIDERATION OF THE RESPECTIVE
AGREEMENTS AND UNDERTAKINGS HEREIN CONTAINED, THE PARTIES

AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

1. It is mutually agreed by and between the parties that the documents
consisting of the RFP documents, Bid, Bid Forms and all bid bonds required for this
project shall be incorporated herein by reference, and shall become a part of this Agreement,
and shall be binding upon both parties hereto. iIf any of these documents are in conflict with this
Agreement, the terms of this Agreement shall take precedence, then the RFP documents, then

the Bid.

2. The CITY shall lease 42 golf cars from VENDOR as follows:

a. 7 Gas reconditioned E-Z-GO Golf Cars, green w/tan top & seats,

1





model year 2010/2011 or newer, with new batteries.

35 Electric reconditioned E-Z-GO Golf Cars, green with tan sun

b.
canopy and seats, model year 2010/2011 or newer, with new
batteries and Battery Indicators.

c. All Golf Cars shall have a sweater basket, message holders,
fender scuff guard, (2) tow bars and new batteries.

d. The above agreed upon Golf Cars will meet specifications required

under this Agreement and the RFP, and the Lease shall be a Full
Service Lease.
3 The City shall pay VENDOR $625.00 per car per year as rental. With a

“pay six months/skip six month” payment schedule. Payment shall be due from CITY to

VENDOR on the 1 of the month. Any payment past due shall accrue late charges
from the due date at the lower of (a) VENDOR's then prevailing late charge rate, or {(b)

the highest rate permitted by law.

The payment schedule shall be as set forth below:

2014 2015 2016

April $4,375.00 $4,375.00 $4,375.00
May $4,375.00 $4,375.00 $4,375.00
June $4,375.00 $4,375.00 $4,375.00
July $4,375.00 $4,375.00 $4,375.00
August $4,375.00 $4,375.00 $4,375.00
September $4,375.00 $4 375.00 $4,375.00

Each payment made pursuant to this L.ease shall be applied first to any
charges or other expenses due under the terms of this Lease and the remaining

balance, if any, to any rent then due.

4. The term of this Agreement shall be three years commencing March 10,
2014 and expiring on March 10, 2017. This Agreement is non-cancelable and shall

commence upon actual delivery of the Golf Cars to the CITY.

5. WARRANTIES. The CITY acknowledges that VENDOR is not the
manufacturer or seller of the equipment. VENDOR MAKES NO WARRANTY
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OR REPRESENTATION, EITHER EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, OF ANY
KIND WHATSOEVER WITH RESPECT TO THE EQUIPMENT,
INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE MERCHANTABILITY OF THE
EQUIPMENT, OR ITS FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPQOSE, OR THE
DESIGN OR CONDITION OF THE EQUIPMENT, OR THAT THE
EQUIPMENT SATISFIES THE REQUIREMENTS OF ANY LAW,
GOVERNMENTAL REGULATION, CONTACT, OR SPECIFICATION.

The CITY hereby agrees to and acknowledges that the standard E-Z-GO new car
and the battery manufacturer's warranties remain in effect but that the CITY shall not
receive any reduction in monthly payments listed herein for any warranty work

provided or arranged by the VENDOR under this agreement.

6. TITLE TO EQUIPMENT. The CITY shall have not right, title or
interest in the Equipment, except a leasehold interest to possess and use the
equipment during the term of the Lease subject to the terms hereof. The
equipment is and shall remain personal property and shall not become part of
CITY's physical plant. VENDOR shall have the right to display notice of its
ownership on the equipment by affixing to each piece of Equipment in a
conspicuous place such metal plate, or other form of notice that VENDOR may
reasonably require and CITY will not alter, deface, cover, obscure, or remove
such ownership notice. Except as provided in Section 17, upon termination of
this Lease, VENDOR shall be entitled to all equipment leased herein and the
VENDOR or the VENDOR's designates shall have the right to enter the CITY's
premises and remove same. It is understood and agreed that for all purposes this
Agreement is intended to be a Lease and that CITY does not hereby acquire right,
title, or interest to any equipment leased hereunder, except the right to use the

same under the terms provided herein.

7. LIENS AND ALTERATIONS. The CITY will keep equipment free
from any liens, claims or encumbrances and will not without the prior written
consent of VENDOR, make or suffer any changes, alterations, improvements or
remove any parts, accessories or attachments other than in the course of

routine maintenance.

8. USE OF EQUIPMENT. CITY agrees and warrants that the equipment
leased herein will not be used or operated in violation of any law, ordinance or

governmental regulation.

9. ASSIGNMENT. This Agreement and all rights of VENDOR hereunder

may be assigned by VENDOR at any time without CITY's consent, and after notice
to CITY of such assignment, CITY agrees thereafter to make all iease payments
hereunder to VENDOR's assignee. In the event of any such assignment, the CITY
agrees that it shall not assert against VENDOR's assignee, any defense,
deduction, claim, counter claim or set off which CITY may have against

VENDOR, whether arising out of this agreement or any other transaction or
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otherwise. After any such assignment, all references to "VENDOR" herein shall
refer to the VENDOR's assignee, and such assignee shall have all rights, privileges
and remedies of VENDOR hereunder. The CITY shall not sell, transfer, assign, sub
lease, convey or pledge its interest in or to this Lease or the equipment without the
prior written consent of VENDOR and any such sale, transfer, assignment,
sublease, conveyance of pledge, whether by operation of law or otherwise,
without the prior written consent of VENDOR shall be void. Should the CITY sell the
golf course, it will notify the VENDOR and the Lease Agreement will be

transferred to the new owner.

10. STORAGE. The CITY assumes the responsibility for the safe
housing indoors or under suitable cover of Equipment during the night and non-
utilized periods. The CITY shall be required to repair all flat tires. Additional tires

mounted or rims will be provided by the VENDOR.

11. INSPECTION BY VENDOR. CITY agrees that VENDOR or VENDOR's
agent shall have the right, during CITY's normal operating hours, to inspect the
equipment and the maintenance records of the equipment. Upon inspection,
VENDOR may serve written notice to CITY should there be incidence of
noncompliance with the terms of this Agreement. If, after ten (10) days from the
date of such notice, said non-compliance has not been corrected to the reasonable

satisfaction of VENDOR, VENDOR shall have the option to:

Effect the necessary repairs and collect the cost of said repairs from

A.
CITY;

B. Take possession of the subject Equipment and collect from the
CITY the cost of repairing the Equipment, all owing and unpaid lease
payment and an amount equal to six times the monthly rental
payment; and,

C. Declare CITY in default of this Agreement, and proceed to exercise

its rights under Section 15 hereof.

12.  INSURANCE. The City shall, at its own expense, insure equipment
against loss, theft, damage, fire, destruction or vandalism in the amount of $5,000 per
incident per cart. Lessor shall carry insurance against loss, theft, damage, fire,
destruction or vandalism in amounts in excess of $5,000 per incident per cart, but such
coverage shall not extend to the negligent operation of equipment by the City or
individual operators renting from the City. Lessor acknowledges that the City is self-
insured. Insurance proceeds shall be applied at the option of the Lessor (i) for the
replacement, restoration or repair of any equipment, which may be lost, stolen,
desiroyed or damaged or (ii) toward the obligations of the City for rent hereunder. In
the event the Lessor elects to apply the proceeds to the repiacement, restoration or
repair of any equipment, which may be lost, stolen, destroyed or damaged, this Lease
shall continue in full force and effect. In the event that the Lessor elects to apply such
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proceeds to the City's obligations for rent hereunder, any balance of the proceeds shall

be the property of the Lessor and the City's obligations for rent shall cease. Lessor will
provide to the City evidence of its liability insurance, which must be acceptable to the

City.

The VENDOR shall not commence work under this Agreement until it has, at its

sole expense, obtained the insurance required by this paragraph.

All certificates of

insurance shall be with insurance camiers licensed and admitted to do business in the
State of Michigan. The CONTRACTOR shall maintain during the life of this Agreement the
types of insurance coverage and minimum limits as set forth below:

A.

Workers' Compensation (nsurance: Contractor shali procure and maintain
during the life of this Agreement, Workers' Compensation Insurance,
including Employers Liability Coverage, in accordance with all applicable

statutes of the State of Michigan.

Commercial_General Liability Insurance: Contractor shall procure and
maintain during the life of this Agreement, Commercial General Liability
Insurance on an "Occurrence Basis" with limits of liability not less than
$1,000,000 per occurrence combined single limit, Personal Injury, Bodily
Injury and Property Damage. Coverage shall include the following
extensions: (A) Contractual Liability, (B) Products and Completed
Operations; (C) Independent Contractors Coverage; (D) Broad Form
General Liability Extensions or equivalent; (E) Deletion of all Explosion,
Collapse and Underground (XCU) Exciusions, if applicable.

Motor Vehicle Liability: Contractor shall procure and maintain during the
life of this Agreement Motor Vehicle Liability Insurance, including all
applicable no-fault coverages, with limits of liability of not less than
$1,000,000 per occurrence combined single limit Bodily Injury and
Property Damage. Coverage shall include all owned vehicles, all non-

owned vehicles, and all hired vehicles.

Additional Insured: Commercial General Liabilty and Motor Vehicle
Liability Insurance, as described above, shall include an endorsement
stating the following shall be Additional Insureds: The City of Birmingham,
including all elected and appointed officials, all employees and volunteers,
all boards, commissions and/or authorities and board members, inciuding
employees and volunteers thereof. This coverage shall be primary to any
other coverage that may be available to the additional insured, whether

any other available coverage be primary, contributing or excess.

Professional Liability: Professionai liability insurance with limits of not less

than $1,000,000 per claim if Contractor will provide service that are
customarily subject to this type of coverage.





Cancellation Notice: Workers' Compensation Insurance, Commercial
General Liability Insurance and Motor Vehicle Liability Insurance (and
Professional Liability Insurance, if applicable), as described above, shall
include an endorsement stating the following: "Thirty (30) days Advance
Written Notice of Cancellation or Non-Renewal, shall be sent to: Finance
Director, City of Birmingham, PO Box 3001, 151 Martin Street,

Birmingham, M| 48012-3001.
Proof of Insurance Coverage: Contractor shall provide the City of

Birmingham at the time the Agreement is retumed for execution,
Cerificates of Insurance and/or policies, acceptable to the City of

Birmingham, as listed below.

F.

1) Two (2) copies of Certificate of Insurance for Workers'

Compensation Insurance;

Two (2) copies of Certificate of Insurance for Commercial General

2)
Liability insurance;

3) Two (2) copies of Cerificate of Insurance for Vehicle Liability
insurance;

4) Two (2) copies of Certificate of Insurance for Professional Liability

insurance;

If so requested, Certified Copies of all policies mentioned above

)
will be furnished.

Coverage Expiration: If any of the above coverages expire during the term
of this Agreement, Contractor shall deliver renewal ceriificaies and/or
policies to the City of Birmingham at least (10) days prior to the expiration

date.

Maintaining Insurance: Upon failure of the Contractor to obtain or
maintain such insurance coverage for the term of the Agreement, the City
of Birmingham may, at its oplion, purchase such coverage and subtract
the cost of obtaining such coverage from the Agreement amount. In
obtaining such coverage, the City of Birmingham shall have no obligation
to procure the most cost-effective coverage but may contract with any

insurer for such coverage.

13. PERFORMANCE OF OBLIGATIONS OF CITY BY

VENDOR. If CITY fails to timely and properly perform any of its obligations
hereunder, VENDOR may, but shall not be obligated to perform such obligations
on behalf of CITY, and the cost of such performance and the amount of the
reasonable expenses of VENDOR incurred in connection with such performance
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together with late charges at the rate specified in section 2 for late payments,
shall be payable by CITY upon demand by VENDOR and such action by VENDOR
shall not be deemed a cure or waiver of any default of CITY hereunder. Gasoline, E
Z Go QIll, or electricity required for the operation of said cars shall be furnished
by the CITY. The CITY agrees that it will not permit any other electrical or
mechanical golf cars to be operated on said golf course except for member owned
cars. City also agrees the golf cars will not be used as a maintenance vehicle,

carrying refreshments, or picking up balls from the driving range.

14. TAXES. CITY will pay, or reimburse VENDOR, for any and all
sales use, property and any other taxes now or hereafter imposed by any state,
federal or local government based upon the ownership, leasing, renting, sale or
possession or use of the equipment whether the same be assessed to the

VENDOR or CITY, together with any penalties or interest in connection therewith,
except taxes imposed or measured by the net income of the VENDOR.

15. INVESTMENT TAX CREDIT INDEMNIFICATION. It is hereby
agreed that Lessee shall indemnify and hold harmless Lessor from and against
any loss or liability incurred by Lessor by reason of any disposition or other
disqualifying use of the equipment by Lessee affecting the Investment Tax
Credit allowed for the equipment under the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as

amended.
16. DEFAULT. The occurrence of any of the following events shall, at
the option of the VENDOR, terminate this lease and CITY's right to possession of

the equipment,

The default by CITY under any term, covenant, or condition of this
lease; and,

(a)

(b) Any act of bankruptcy or insolvency or reorganization or
receivership or assignment or levy by or against CITY.

Upon the happening of any of the above events, VENDOR reserves the
right to:

(i) Enter any premises where any equipment shall be located and
remove or retain same without being liable to any suit, action,

defense or other proceeding by Lessee;

(ii)  Sell at public or private sale or lease any portion of said
equipment, and apply the proceeds of such sale or lease, after
deducting all costs incurred by VENDOR inciuding, but not
limited to repair costs, recovery fees, storage costs, and
attorney's fees, against the amounts then due or thereafter to

7





become due by CITY under the Lease. If such proceeds are
less than the present amounts due plus any future amounts
due, CITY shall immediately pay VENDOR the difference;

Recover from CITY all amounts due or to become due herein
and/or; and,

(iii)

(iv) Pursue any other remedy at law or in equity whether or not
covered in this Agreement.

17. NOTICE AND PAYMENTS. All communications which may be
or are required by VENDOR or CITY shall be in writing. Communications to the

VENDOR shall be addressed to:

PIFER INC.
8341 E. Holly Road
Holly, Ml 48442

if to CITY:

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services
851 S. Eton Street
Birmingham, M| 48009

18. OPTION TO PURCHASE. Such option shall be exercised by giving
Lessor written notice of same no later than 30 days prior to the expiration of this
Lease. The purchase price for the equipment shall be as stated in Section 2 above.

Lessee shall take title to the equipment "AS IS, WHERE [S."

19. SAVING CLAUSE. In the event that any terms and provisions of

this Agreement are in violation of, or prohibited by, any law, statute or ordinance
of the state, or country in which it is used, the remainder of this Agreement shall not

be invalidated.

20. ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS. CITY agrees to execute, or obtain
and deliver to VENDOR, at VENDOR's request, such additional documents as
VENDOR may reasonably deem necessary to protect VENDOR's interest in the
equipment and in this Agreement, including, without limitation, financing
statements, landlord's waivers, and mortgagee's waivers. CITY shall pay, or
reimburse VENDOR on demand any filing fees or expenses incurred in connection
with such additional documents. The execulion of financing statements, or the filing
of the same shall be for information purposes only and shall not be construed as
an intention by the parties that the equipment is being sold to CITY under this

8





Agreement,

21. ENTIRE AGREEMENT. The parties agree that this instrument,
together with attached Addenda (if any) constitute the entire Agreement between
the parties and that no verbal understanding not incorporated in this document is
binding upon either party. Both parties covenant to fulfill the obligations imposed
upon them and waive any specific rights granted by state laws which might allow

them to evade their respective responsibilities.

22. SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES. Any controversy or claim arising out of or
relating to this Agreement, or the breach thereof, shall be settled either by
commencement of a suit in Oakland County Circuit Court, the 48" District Court or by
arbitration. If both parties elect to have the dispute resolved by arbitration, it shall be
settled pursuant to Chapter 50 of the Revised Judicature Act for the State of Michigan
and administered by the American Arbitration Association with one arbitrator being
used or three arbitrators in the event any panty’s claim exceeds $1,000,000. Each party
shall bear its own costs and expenses and an equal share of the arbitrator's and
administrative fees of arbitration. Such arbitration shall qualify as statutory arbitration
pursuant to MCL§600.5001 et. seq., and the Oakland County Circuit Court or any court
having jurisdiction shall render judgment upon the award of the arbitrator made
pursuant to this Agreement. The laws of the State of Michigan shali govern this
Agreement, and the arbitration shall take piace in Oakland County, Michigan. In the
event that the parties elect not to have the matter in dispute arbitrated, any dispute
between the parties may be resolved by the filing of a suit in the Cakland County Circuit

Court or the 48" District Court.

23. UNIT LOCATION. It is hereby agreed by both parties that the units
shall be exclusively located at: City Of Birmingham Golf Courses and the VENDOR
shall endeavor to service the units at this location. VENDOR reserves the right to

transport the units to an outside location if major repairs are required.

24, SERVICE SCHEDULE. The VENDOR agrees to service and maintain
the units herein subject to the terms of this Agreement on an on call basis during all

months the Club normally operates the units.

25. CLUB'S MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITIES. The Club agrees at
its sole cost and expense to: (a) on a daily basis, charge, water and clean batteries;
store and secure units and maintain vehicles except for normal wear and tear; (b) on a
weekly basis, to check and maintain tire pressure, change flat tires, wash and clean
cars; and, (c) on an as needed basis, gas units only, check and refill oil. VENDOR

will provide spare tire which Lessee will change between service days.

26. VENDOR MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITIES. Subject to the
terms and conditions of this Agreement as well as the Attachment to VENDOR's

BID FORM, which incorporated herein, the VENDOR agrees to keep all units herein in
good repair and operating condition, doing so with reasonable dispatch and to replace
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with new pans and badly worn or broken parts. The VENDOR will repair or replace all
accessories and components of the vehicles as may detract from its cosmetic condition
or appearance for cars of comparable age, under normal conditions, subject to
expected wear and tear. The VENDOR further agrees to provide replacement
batteries as required. VENDOR agrees to fumish a replacement vehicle to the City
when one of the leased vehicles is serviced for a period of time exceeding one (1)

week.

27. PARTS DISPOSITION. it is expressly agreed to by the CITY that the
VENDOR shall be given title to and shall retain for the VENDOR's use of disposition

all parts and batteries replaced under this Agreement.

28. VENDOR'S PERSONNEL. VENDOR warrants that VENDOR's service
personnel will be qualified golf car mechanics. The VENDOR shall maintain

workman's compensation coverage on its employees.

29. INDEMNIFICATION. Each Party shall be responsible for its own acts and
the acts of its employees and officers, the costs associated with those acts, and the

defense of those acts.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties execute this Contract.

WITNESSES: PIFER INC
By:
Its: @Aﬂ&iﬁ Bw
Ufb%w %V% : // ﬂ/
. Moore

!ts:

%‘“"MM /]/fo% By: Laugp%i:;qu 7)) pft;%,_
e

City Clerk
Josepf A. Valentine, Interim City Manager
(Apgroved as to substance)
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. d4uren A. Wood, Director of Public Services
{Approved as to substance)

/' ’

L /" -

- .~";’/< Ry
g g e S
S AR a'/“y,,/l

<
’/\ ALF, 7 /;@ .
Timo;ﬁ . Currier, City Attorney

(Appreved as to form)
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Sharon Ostin, Director of Finance
(Approved as to financial obligation)
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CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE 3/17/2014

=
THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATYER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS

CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
BELOW.

REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER,

THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE ODOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING
AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.

INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED

IMPORTANT: H the cartificats holder [s an ADDITIONAL INSURED, Lhe poficy{ies} musi be sndorsed.
tha lerms and condiions cof the policy, cerlaln policies may require sn endorsemani

certificale hoidar In llev of such andorvemants).

H SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subjecl lo
Asiziemenl on (his certificate does nol confer rights to the

PRODUCER
THE STANTS INSURANCE GROUP, INC.
P.0O. Box 1022

Union Lake, MI 48387

0092173

NSURED

CORTACT
NAME.

EEQN&E”' cw (248) 366-9842 | % wy (877) 298-2058
gbﬁzréss paulfstantsinsurance. com

INSURER{S] AFFORDING COVERAGE

HAIC ¥

wsuReR & Motorists Commercial Mutual Ins Co 13331

PIFER, INC. &

SCOTT PIFER, INDIVIDUALLY

8341 E Holly Rd
Holly, MI 48442
(248) 634-9444

INSURER B . . . F__=H

| INSURER € o S |
WSURER D _ ————— =g
e e ol
INSURER F

REVISION NUMBER

CERTIFICATE NUMBER.

COVERAGES

THIS 15 TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NWAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
NOTWTHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT. TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WATH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN. THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS

INDICATED

EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS GF SUCH POLICIES LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS
neen TYPE OF INSURANCE e ey POLICY NUMBER (RDE Y OBy, LimITS
GENERAL LIABILITY EACH OCCURRENCE N 1 DDO 000
X | COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY PREMISES (Ea occumence) $ 100,000
lcwusmoe l xl occuR MED EXP (Any cna peraon) [ 5 D00
A - i 3-2360685 11/1/2013 |11/1/2014 PERSONAL & ADV INJURY s 5901900
GENERAL AGGREGATE s 1,000,000
GEM. AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER FRODUCTS - COMPIOPAGS (5 1 . 000,000
BOLICY lif;cqr l ILDC 11 L . | s
AUTOMOBNE LIABILITY (Ea acxaden) 3 _
ANYAUTO BODILY INJURY (Par person) 5
[[[ereonaiEa s BODILY INAJRY (Per acader) | §
NON-OWNED PROPERTY DAMAGE ¢
HRED AUTOS _ | auros {Per oty
)
Ts 5 2,000,000
o | UMBRELLA LA
X £ | occur 3-2360686 117172013 [11/1/2014 [PAC OCCURRENCE P Loty
A N CLAIMS-MADE AGGREGATE ¢ 2,000,000
DED j)x_l RETENTION § 1] E | P s
WORKERS COMPENSATION l STATL oTH:
AND EMPLOYERS LIARILITY viR S uss | ER
A |20 promeroumaneexceuTve [_J rn 3~2361661 11/1/2013 [11/1/2014 | g\ gach acciDenT s 500,000
OFFICERMEMBER  EXCLUDED? ————— -
(Nardstory 10 RH) £ L DISEASE - EAEMPLOYEE | § 500,000
Hyers. dagcribe uiser
| DESCRIPTION OF QFERATIONS betow _ _ EL DISEASE-POUCY LIMIT |5 500,000
3_2360685 11/1/2013 11/1/201‘ AUTQ OWNLY - EA RCCIDENT $1,000,000
A | GARAGE LIABILTY Y OTHNER THAN AUTG CUTLY- EA ACC §1,000,000
OTHER THAN AUTO AGG $3,000,000

DESCRIFTION OF DPERATIONS fLOCATIONS /VEHICLES (Attach ACOAD 101, Addilona’ Remasks Schadult if mra$pace o fequrd,
THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, INCLUDING ALL ELECTED AND APPOINTED OFFICIALS, ALL

EMPLOYEES AND VOLUNTEERS, ALL BOARDS,
MEMBERS, INCLUDING EMPLOYEES AND VOLUNTEERS THEREOF ARE ADDITIONAIL INSURED.

COMMISSIONS AND/OR AUTHORITIES AND BOARD

Primary

Insurancse per CGO00L (12-07) Commercial Liability Cendations Section IV 4. Other Insurance
and CAQ001 (10-01) Pusiness Auto Conditions Secticen IB 5. Othaer Insurance

CERTIFICATE HOLDER

CANCELLATION

City of Birmingham
851 E. Eton S5t.
P.O. Box 3001

Birmingham, MI 48009

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREQF. NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY FROVISIONS

AT

AUTHORIZED REPRESERTATIVE :"':/’ . e
5 v, f "" <
Fd

ACORD25 (2010/05)

© 1988-2010 ACORD CCRPORATION All nghis reserved

The ACORD name and loge are regislered marks of ACORD





(.EB) Liability & Property Pool

mchugen muretipe bagae [T

CERTIFICATE OF COVERAGE
THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE

AFFORDED AS LISTED BELOW.

Name and Address of Participant: Coverage Afforded:
Michigan Municipal League Liability and Property Pool

City of Birmingham
e < 1675 Green Road

151 Martin St, P.0. Box 3001 Ann Asor, M) 48105-2530
Birmingham, M! 48012-3001

Name and Address of Service Provider:
Meadowbrock Inc.

P.O. Box 2054
Southfield, Ml 4B037-2054

This 15 to certify thal the coverage hsled below has been issued to Ihe pariicipan! named above and 1s m-lorce al this time
Notwithslanding any requiremeni. lerm or condiion of any conlracl or other document with respecl to which this cenrificale may be
Issued or may perain the coverage aficrded herein is subject 1o all the lerms, exciusions and condilions of the Pool coniracl

[ Coverage l Contract Number J Expiration Date Limits of Liability
|
General Liability f
| MMLOO1444012 71112014 el

Automobile Lrability ]

]
)
1
!
i i
|

Bedity injury & Properly Damage
Combrmied Single Limil

Other

Inland Marine Golf Carts

d

j

| MML001444012 71112014 1$210,000 Total Blankt Limit
;‘ '$ 1,000 Deductible

i

Description of Operations/Locations/Vehicles:

Certificale Holder Additional Insured & Loss Payee solely with respec! to: Lease of {42] E-Z-Go Golf Carls for
the Lincoin Hills and Springdale Golf Courses, Lease Agreement dated March 1. 2011. Account #'s
584-2564-784 37-01 and 597-2564-784.37-01.

|

CANCELLATION Should any of the above described coverages be canceled befare the expiration dale thereol the administrator will
endeavor lo mail 60 days’ wrilten notice lo the certificale holder named below but failure 1o mail such notice shall impose no obligation

or Irability of any kund upon the Pool

" Name and Address of Certificate Holder: i

Piter. Inc.
1 E Holly Rd
834 y Dale Issued 6/10/2013

Holly. M1 48442

By /

Authorized Representative

MML-1¢11/99,






George L. Stern

1090 Westwood Drive
Birmingham, MI 48009-1178

Phone: 248-258-1924

" RECEIVED BY o 248258 924
DEC -8 2014
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SUYS:. I

November 5, 2014

Mayor

City of Birmingham

151 Martin St.

P. O Box 3001
Birmingham, MI 40012-3001

Dear Mr. Mayor,

I have received notice that | have been appointed to the Cemetery Board. As |
understand that | may not serve on two City’ Boards at the same time, please accept
this letter as my resignation from the Historic Museum Board. | thank the City for giving
me the opportunity to serve on that Board and for granting me the opportunity to now
serve the City on the Cemetery Board.

Very truly yours,

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:
To accept the resignation of George Stern from the Museum Board, to thank Mr. Stern for his service,

and to direct the Clerk to begin the process to fill the vacancy.
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M&ﬂ?iming@m MEMORANDUM

wumﬂ} =—e——___ o———___ —
Engineering Dept.

DATE: December 11, 2014

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer
SUBJECT: MI Dept. of Transportation

Annual Permit

Each year the Michigan Dept. of Transportation (MDOT) requires the City of Birmingham to
obtain an annual permit. Enclosed is a copy of the correspondence received from MDOT. The
permit is required annually to establish the authorized representative when obtaining an
individual permit for a specific purpose. MDOT requires that a certified resolution be provided
to establish this person as the designated person for the community.

The annual permit is to take effect on January 1, 2015, and continues through the calendar
year.

Similar to last year, it is recommended that the City Engineer, Paul T. O’'Meara, be designated
the officer authorized to obtain these permits as required by the State of Michigan beginning
January, 2015, in accordance with the requirements of the attached application and permit. In
his absence, the designated officer shall be Brendan Cousino, Assistant City Engineer.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To authorize the filing of an application for the annual permit for work on state highways and
designate Paul T. O’'Meara, City Engineer, as the officer authorized to sign permits required by
the State of Michigan beginning January 1, 2015, in accordance with the requirements of the
attached application and permit. In his absence, the designated officer shall be Brendan
Cousino, Assistant City Engineer.
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~
STATE OF MICHIGAN

RICK SNYDER DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION KIRK T. STEUDLE

GOVERNOR DIRECTOR
OAKLAND TRANSPORTATION SERVICE CENTER

- ‘December 10, 2014

2015 ANNUAL PERMIT FOR WORK ON STATE TRUNKLINE RIGHT OF WAY

The MDOT Oakland TSC is now accepting 2015 annual permit applications. All permit applications
are to be submitted via the MDOT electronic Construction Permit System (CPS). The 2015 annual
permit will be effective January 1, 2015. Your 2014 annual permit shall continue to be used for any
work occurring between now and December 31, 2014. '

The Performance Resolution for Governmental Agencies (Form 2207B) was revised in October 2014
therefore an updated Resolution is required for 2015. The form shall include the name or title of the
designated person(s) authorized to sign permits and shall be uploaded into CPS with your annual
permit application. I have attached a copy, however this form can be found on the internet at

www.michigan.gov/mdot.

Each time you perform work under your annual permit you will need to submit an electronic advance
notice via the MDOT electronic CPS system. No work shall be performed until the advance notice is

approved by MDOT.
Municipalities, when working within their municipal limits, are exempt from permit fees.

An individual permit is required for all proposed operations in the MDOT right of way not covered
under the annual permit.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any additional questions, feel free to contact me at
248-451-2453 or MDOT Permit Agent Wioletta Bilan at 248-451-2451.

Sincerely,

tacey Gough
Oakland TSC Utility/Permit Engineer
goughs@michigan.gov

cc: Wioletta Bilan
Mary Hudak-Baylis
File

800 Vanguard Drive Pontiac, Ml 48341
www.michigan.gov « (248) 451-0001

LH-LAN-0 (01/03)





Ot Trarsparation PERFORMANCE RESOLUTION FOR Page 1012
22078 (10/14) GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES

This Performance Resolution is required by the Michigan Department of Transportation for purposes of issuing to
a municipality an "Individual Permit for Use of State Highway Right of Way" or an "Annual Application and Permit for
Miscellaneous Operations Within State Highway Right of Way",

RESOLVEDWHEREAS, the C.'Jm? ol B a i nelan—
(city, village, township, etc.)

hereinafter referred to as the "GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY," periodically applies to the Michigan Department
of Transportation, hereinafter referred to as the "DEPARTMENT," for permits, referred to as "PERMIT," to
construct, operate, use and/or maintain utility or other facilities, or to conduct other activities, on, over, and
under State Highway right of way at various locations within and adjacent to its corporate limits;

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the DEPARTMENT granting such PERMIT, the
GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY agrees that:

1. Each party to this Agreement shall remain responsible for any claims arising out of their own acts
and/or omissions during the performance of this Agreement, as provided by law. This Agreement is
not intended to increase either party's liability for, or immunity from, tort claims, nor shall it be
interpreted, as giving either party hereto a right of indemnification, either by Agreement or at law, for
claims arising out of the performance of this Agreement.

2. Anywork performed for the GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY by a contractor or subcontractor will be solely as
a contractor for the GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY and not as a contractor or agent of the
DEPARTMENT. The DEPARTMENT shall not be subject to any obligations or liabilities by vendors and
contractors of the GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY, or their subcontractors or any other person not a party
to the PERMIT without its specific prior written consent and notwithstanding the issuance of the
PERMIT. Any claims by any contractor or subcontractor will be the sole responsibility of the
GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY.

3. The GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY shall take no unlawful action or conduct, which arises either directly or
indirectly out of its obligations, responsibilities, and duties under the PERMIT which results in claims
being asserted against or judgment being imposed against the State of Michigan, the Michigan
Transportation Commission, the DEPARTMENT, and all officers, agents and employees thereof and
those contracting governmental bodies performing permit activities for the DEPARTMENT and all
officers, agents, and employees thereof, pursuant to a maintenance contract. In the event that the same
occurs, for the purposes of the PERMIT, it will be considered as a breach of the PERMIT thereby giving
the State of Michigan, the DEPARTMENT, and/or the Michigan Transportation Commission a right to
seek and obtain any necessary relief or remedy, including, but not by way of limitation, a judgment for
money damages.

4. The GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY Itwill, by its own volition and/or request by the DEPARTMENT,
promptly restore and/or correct physical or operating damages to any State Highway Right of Way
resulting from the installation construction, operation and/or maintenance of the GOVERNMENTAL
AGENCY'S facilities according to a PERMIT issued by the DEPARTMENT.

5. With respect to any activities authorized by PERMIT, when the GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY requires
insurance on its own or its contractor's behalf it shall also require that such policy include as named
insured the State of Michigan, the Transportation Commission, the DEPARTMENT, and all officers,
agents, and employees thereof and those governmental bodies performing permit activities for the
DEPARTMENT and all officers, agents, and employees thereof, pursuant to a maintenance contract.





MDQT 22078 (10/14) Page 2 of 2

6. The incorporation by the DEPARTMENT of this resolution as part of a PERMIT does not prevent he
DEPARTMENT from requiring additional performance security or insurance before issuance of a
PERMIT.

7. Thisrtesolutionshall continueinforce fromthis'date until cancelled by the GOVERNMENTAL
AGENCY or the DEPARTMENT with no less than thirty (30) days prior written notice to the other
party. It will not be cancelled or otherwise terminated by the GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY with regard to
any PERMIT which has already been issued or activity which has already been undertaken.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the following position(s) are authorized to apply to the DEPARTMENT
for the necessary permit to work within State Highway Right of Way on behalf of the GOVERNMENTAL

AGENCY.

NAME AND/OR TITLE
’?aw \ ovm ¢ oAt e C""? g&g.‘n%
i}rwalax-/l Cous ins ASS{S-\-WW(“ C.-h? E-nginel-—/'

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution adopted by

the B.\rm-'nv{ L\a/nf\ C-}..,, Co 55,94
[(Name of Board, etc)

of the C'hq O—F’ rb;r’/"‘-‘n\l-\M\f\ of O&/[b‘m(
(Name of GOVERNMENTAY AGENCY) (County)

ata meeting held on the day

of AD

SIGNATURE TITLE PRINT NAME
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Engineering Dept.

DATE: December 8, 2014
TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer

Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Mark Clemence, Deputy Chief of Police

SUBJECT: Multi-Modal Transportation Board
2015 Projects Update

The Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) held its first meeting on June 19, 2014. It has
met four more times since. The majority of business conducted to date has focused on City
road projects scheduled for construction in 2015. The following lists are 2015 projects that the
MMTB has discussed this year (the streets with bold type are specifically listed in the Multi-
Modal Transportation Master Plan):

Road Reconstruction Projects:

Oak St. — Glenhurst Dr. to Lakepark Dr.
Martin St. — Southfield Rd. to Chester St.
Maryland Blvd. — Southlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile Rd.
Henrietta St. — Northlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile Rd.
Southlawn Blvd. — Bates St. to Pierce St.

Road Resufacing Projects:

Derby Rd. — CN Railroad Bridge to Eton Rd.
Chester St. — Maple Rd. to Martin St.
Mansfield Rd. — Sheffield Rd. to 14 Mile Rd.

As you know, the Master Plan proposed substantial changes to this segment of Oak St. The
majority of this report is focused on that project. To begin, a brief discussion is provided
relative to the other streets so that a comprehensive set of suggested resolutions can be
provided at the end.

2015 Projects Referenced in the Multi-Modal Master Plan

First, all streets planned for work next year will receive updated handicap ramps at each
intersection, in accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). Federal standards
dictate the design of these improvements, and they are requirements placed on the City
regardless of the Master Plan. All can be considered improvements for pedestrians using these
corridors.

Other than Oak St., the above sections of Martin St., Chester St., Derby Rd., and Southlawn

Blvd. are referenced in the Master Plan:
1

6A





1. Martin St. & Chester St. — The reconstruction of Martin St. adjacent to the Chester St.
Parking Structure is referenced in the MM Master Plan, as well as in the Downtown
Birmingham 2016 Plan. Proposed improvements include removal of the parking
structure traffic control equipment and lane dividers so that Martin St. can function as a
normal two-lane City street on this block. We are currently working on obtaining the
necessary right-of-way to make this a reality. Since the adjacent one block of Chester
St. is now budgeted for resurfacing, intersection improvements referenced in the Master
Plan for the southwest corner of Maple Rd. and Chester St. are also planned. (A
separate staff report on this project has been submitted in the “Information Only”
section of this Commission agenda.) The MMTB endorsed the pedestrian improvements
planned for both of these projects.

2. Derby Rd. — The Master Plan suggests that shared lane markings be added to the entire
half mile of Derby Rd. from Adams Rd. to Eton Rd., as a “Phase 1” plan improvement.
The City recently installed new bike lanes on N. Eton Rd., which terminate at Derby Rd.
It is recommended that shared lane markings be added to the upcoming Derby Rd.
resurfacing job, as well as the recently paved segment between Adams Rd. and the
railroad bridge. The shared lane markings will provide an important link for bicyclists
riding through this part of the City. The Master Plan also has labeled this segment of
Derby Rd. as part of a larger Phase 2 neighborhood connector route. The route involves
other future road work to the west of Adams Rd. that is not yet scheduled. It is
recommended that the MMTB have a complete discussion and prioritize the Phase 2
neighborhood connector routes at a later date. Signs marking the connector route can
be added to this segment at the time the City is ready to implement the entire route.

3. Southlawn Blvd. — Two short blocks of this much longer street are being reconstructed
in 2015. The Master Plan has identified these two blocks as part of a much longer
Phase 2 neighborhood connector route (see attached). Due to its relatively low traffic
volumes, the fact that Southlawn Blvd. could be part of a larger bike network will not
change the suggested width of the street. (We plan to rebuild the road to match its
current width.) Similar to Derby Rd., the entire connector route needs to be reviewed
holistically by the MMTB at a later date. Once the City is ready to implement the entire
route, signs can be added to this street independent of this project.

2015 Projects Not Referenced in the Multi-Modal Master Plan

The other streets listed have not been identified for any Multi-Modal improvements. All will still
receive pedestrian improvements in the form of handicap ramp upgrades. The MMTB endorsed
this approach.

Oak St.

The Master Plan provided detailed recommendations for the intersection of Oak St. and
Chesterfield Ave., as well as for a new road cross-section from Chesterfield Ave. to Lakepark
Rd. Several ideas were identified as having potential at the intersection. For the street
segment, the Plan suggested that parking be eliminated on one side (varying down the street
from one side to the other), and making room for the installation of bike lanes.





Over the course of several meetings, the MMTB gathered data and commissioned study on the
part of the City’s transportation engineering consultant, Fleis & Vandenbrink (F&V). On
November 20, staff presented a final conceptual plan that was endorsed by the MMTB. A public
hearing was held on December 4 to take public comment, and to finalize a recommendation to
the City Commission. The final plans as recommended by the MMTB (dated December 8,
2014), are attached to this report for your reference. The following briefly describes the steps
taken by the MMTB in arriving at this conclusion, broken down by the various segments:

a. Lakepark Dr. to Chesterfield Ave.

If bike lanes were introduced on this corridor, the street would have to have been widened
(which the right-of-way could not support), or parking would have to be reduced or eliminated.
The author of the Master Plan had observed that demand for parking on this corridor seemed
low most of the time. Without the ability to spend much time probing the issue deeper, he
recommended that parking on one side be eliminated, with the center travel lanes weaving
back and forth a total of three times in six blocks.

In early September, with help from the Board, an internet based survey was put together, and
all residents with frontage on Oak St. were invited to answer questions designed to ascertain
their interest in maintaining parking on Oak St. The results of the survey were reviewed in
early October. Between the two study segments, 67% and 83% of those surveyed stated that
parking on Oak St. was important to them. However, discussions with those present at the
October 2 MMTB meeting found more support in general for its removal. It became clear that
the survey may have been over-represented by a group that did not want to see the road
changed, and it was deemed unreliable.

The parking lane transitions as depicted in the Master Plan were not designed with American
Assoc. of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) standards in mind. The
transitions, in fact, would have to extend to about half of each block, eliminating parking for
each half block as a part of the transition. Further discussions with the public led the Board to
believe that the demand for parking was strongest near Quarton Elementary School, and
tended to be a lot lower as one moved further east. The ultimate recommendation for parking
on this segment reflected both the desire to narrow the street as much as possible (typically
with no parking allowed), while acknowledging the need for parking closer to the school. The
final recommendation below reflects that fact. As shown on the attached plans, bike lanes are
provided throughout. Parking is provided on the south side between Chesterfield Ave. and
Suffield Ave. Between Suffield Ave. and Lakepark Dr., a narrower (30 ft.) wide road without
parking is recommended. The new street will be reduced in width by 25%, encouraging slower
speeds.

Finally, since there is a long downgrade in both directions of Oak St. at the Rouge River, a
traffic island (similar in design to those recently installed on Lincoln Ave.) is proposed on the
west side of the Lakepark Dr. intersection. The traffic island will create a visual obstruction
seen well in advance coming from both directions, encouraging motorists to check their speeds
as they proceed down the hill. The island will also improve crossing for pedestrians headed for
the park at Quarton Lake.





b. Chesterfield Ave. to Glenhurst Dr.

For many years, Quarton Elementary School has operated a student loading zone (to and from
parents’ vehicles) on Oak St. itself, at the north face of the school. From past experience, staff
knew that this operation was problematic and worthy of improvements, if possible (the Master
Plan did not make any recommendations in this area). Serious study of this area could not
begin until school reconvened in September, and until the City’s transportation engineering
consultant had been engaged.

F&V was directed to study the current student loading facilities, as well as the operation of the
traffic signal at Chesterfield Ave. After collecting data, F&V recommended that the road
reconstruction represented an important opportunity to fix the current situation. The current
student loading area is undersized and poorly executed. Due to the current situation, some
parents are inclined to use other areas to drop off students, such as the north side of Oak St.,
parts of Chesterfield Ave., or Oak St. east of Chesterfield Ave. Motorists and pedestrians
arriving from various locations and angles can create an uncertain environment where people
are arriving from too many directions. The current situation is a liability problem for the City,
and it should not be ignored.

Staff and F&V met with school staff on this topic at least three times. Based on their current
position, and knowing what has happened historically, it does not appear that the school has
sufficient land area to move the student loading area on to school property. Given this
limitation and after further study, and after receiving input from F&V, the attached design was
prepared and presented to the MMTB, as well as the to the Birmingham Board of Education.

The design as presented offers several benefits:

e By narrowing Oak St., and sharing the remaining space between the street and the
north face of the school, enough room exists to build a separated, two lane parent drop
off/pick up area, as well as a wide sidewalk adjacent.

e Removing the loading activities from the main street separates this activity from all
through traffic attempting to pass through on Oak St.

e The length of the loading area as shown would be approximately doubled in length,
using the entire Oak St. frontage of the school property. Design manuals suggest that
the length of the loading area is needed given the current demand for parents to access
the school each day. The area will work as designed if parents are encouraged to:

1. Use the right lane to stop and unload or load, using the full length of the lane (not
waiting to move up to the front door, as is often done now.) The right lane should
NOT be treated as a parking or standing area during the beginning and end of the
school day.

2. Use the left lane for travel through the area, and to not allow students to exit
vehicles from this lane.

3. Turn right only when exiting this area, to reduce back ups in the loading zone
(parents would be allowed to enter the loading zone lanes from either the west or
east, an improvement over the current design).

4. During the middle of the day, when school is in session, but traffic demand is low,
visitors to the school could use the right lane for short term parking.





5. Staff using the on-site parking lot would be required to use the two new lanes to
enter and exit the lot. Since school staff closes all traffic from the lot during peak
traffic times, this will not be a problem.

e The new design, coupled with suggested efficiencies to be gained at the Chesterfield
Ave. intersection (below) would make this area more desirable for parents, thereby
reducing the temptation to find other areas to drop off children (making the whole
operation safer).

The construction of this concept requires approval of the Birmingham Board of Education. It
was presented to the Board (through staff) in November. The attached letter from
Superintendent Nerad dated today confirms that no decision will be made on this item in the
short time frame needed for 2015 construction. Since this block is at one end of the project
limits, the City still has a viable project for 2015 if it is removed at this time. Glenhurst Dr. to
the north of Oak St. is proposed for reconstruction in 2018, so the work can be postponed until
then. The recommendation below includes the Chesterfield Ave. intersection, as well as the
rest of the project easterly to Lakepark Dr. We will continue to assist the Board of Education
and the School District staff as they work through this proposal, with the idea that both the
school and the City can arrive at a reasonable compromise well in time for construction in 2018.

¢. Glenhurst Dr. to West City Limit

The concept plan recently prepared depicts new pavement markings to the west City limit for
the inclusion of bike lanes. Now that the block in front of the school is not being constructed,
we do not recommend any changes to this area at this time. The plan helps provide a guide of
what could be done in the future once the block in front of the school is rebuilt.

d. Chesterfield Ave. Intersection

As noted above, the Master Plan studied this intersection and offered suggestions for the
future. Recommendations were quite varied, ranging from the installation of a roundabout, to
modifying the timing of the existing signal, to removing the signal. No firm conclusion was
reached because there were not sufficient resources in the Master Plan budget to complete the
amount of study needed. To pick up where the Master Plan left off, F&V was directed to study
the current functioning of the intersection, and make recommendations for the future.

After collecting both vehicular and pedestrian counts, as well as field observations, F&V
determined that, based on current traffic volumes, a traffic signal is not warranted at this
location, nor is 4-way STOP control. It is recommended that the traffic signal be removed, and
that a 2-way STOP (for Chesterfield Ave.) replace it, supplemented by two Rectangular Rapid
Flashing Beacons (RRFBs) for pedestrian traffic crossing Oak St. At their meeting of November
20, F&V provided detailed information to the MMTB as to the various conditions that need to be
present to make the signal (or 4-way STOP) the preferred method of traffic control here.
Simulated traffic analysis software also was presented to demonstrate how the intersection
works currently, as well as how it would work as either a 4-way or 2-way STOP. F&V will be
present and ready to provide this information to the City Commission during the December 15
meeting as well. The basis of the recommendation can be summarized as follows:





e Traffic volumes on Oak St. are low enough (even during school peak periods) that
sufficient gaps exist for pedestrians to comfortably cross this street.

e Removing the need to stop the flow of traffic on Oak St. (with each traffic signal cycle)
creates efficiencies that do not currently exist:

1. Eastbound traffic exiting the parent loading zone can leave the area with less
wait time, which makes its use more desirable to the public, and in turn
makes the need to use other areas (that are not as safe) less desirable.

2. In the past, motorists were allowed to make left and right turns on to
Chesterfield Ave. during school peak periods. Left turning vehicles had to
wait for oncoming traffic to clear, while both left and right turning vehicles
had to wait for pedestrians to clear the crosswalks. While they were waiting
to do so, all through traffic on Oak St. was stopped, causing waiting vehicle
lines that backed cars westward into the parent loading zone. The school
asked the City to implement a unique “NO TURNS” ban for half hour periods
during peak traffic periods, which reduces this problem. Instead, though, it
forces traffic to select other streets further east to turn north or south,
thereby increasing total miles driven in the neighborhood. By allowing most
Oak St. vehicles to not stop at this intersection (except when pedestrians are
crossing), the NO TURNS ban can be removed, and motorists can again drive
to their next destination in a more efficient manner.

As part of the review of the warrants, F&V demonstrated that sufficient pedestrian demand
exists to warrant the RRFB signs. The flashing beacons can be activated by any pedestrians at
any time of day. While the signs do not require Oak St. traffic to stop, we expect that many
motorists will stop. The crossing guard would remain at this location, as well, to assist students
when walking to and from the school.

During the public hearing held on December 4, some residents raised objections to the removal
of the traffic signal. However, having studied in detail as to the reasoning for this
recommendation, the MMTB members remained convinced that removal of the signal is the best
approach for this intersection.

Summary
Presented below are two resolutions for the consideration of the Commission. Resolution A

confirms the direction given to the Engineering Dept. relative to the design of all of the 2015
streets other than Oak St.

Resolution B endorses the conceptual plans for the Oak St. project, from the Chesterfield Ave.
intersection, east throught the Lakepark Dr. intersection.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A:

To endorse the Multi-Modal Transportation Board’s review of the following 2015 construction
projects as they relate to the Multi-Modal Transportation Master Plan:

Maryland Blvd. — Southlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile Rd.
Henrietta St. — Northlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile Rd.





Southlawn Blvd. — Bates St. to Pierce St.
Martin St. — Southfield Rd. to Chester St.
Mansfield Rd. — Sheffield Rd. to 14 Mile Rd.
Chester St. — Maple Rd. to Martin St.
Derby Rd. — CN Railroad Bridge to Eton Rd.

And to direct the Engineering Dept. to proceed with these designs as described.
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B:

To accept the recommended conceptual plans presented by the Multi-Modal Transportation
Board, dated December 8, 2014, directing the Engineering Dept. to proceed with the design of
Oak St. from Chesterfield Ave. to Lakepark Dr. Further, to direct staff to continue to work with
the Board of Education and the School District staff toward finalizing a workable redesign of
Oak St. in front of Quarton Elementary School, for further review by the Multi-Modal
Transportation Board, and for future construction tentatively planned for 2018.





November 25, 2013

PHASE 1: INCIDENTAL PROJECTS
The following is a list of projects that could be implemented as part of the City’s Capital
Improvement Plan (CIP) with incidental costs.
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Add bike lanes to W Maple Road between Waddington Street and Southfield Road through a
four-lane to three-lane conversion as part of the 2015 road resurfacing project.

W MAPLE ROAD

Add bike lanes through 4 to 3 lane conversion
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Add bike lanes to N Eton Road between Derby Road and Yorkshire Road by consolidating the
parking to the west side of the road as part of the 2014 road reconstruction project.

N ETON ROAD

Add bike lanes by consolidating parking
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Markings for the door swing zone
of the parked cars are proposed
within the bike lane when it is
adjacent to on-street parking.
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November 25, 2013

Add bike lanes to Oak Avenue between Chesterfield Avenue and Lake Park Drive by
consolidating the parking to one side of the road as part of the 2016 road reconstruction
project. To provide additional traffic calming the consolidated parking should alternate from
the north side of the road to the south side of the road every few blocks, changing sides where
there are proposed curb extensions:

¢ Chesterfield Avenue to Suffield Avenue — Parking on south side
o Suffield Avenue to Puritan Avenue — Parking on north side

e Puritan Avenue to Lake Park Drive — Parking on south side

OAK AVENUE

Add bike lanes by consalidating parking
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Pavement markings for the door swing zone are proposed between the on-street parking and
the bike lane. See previous page for details.
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Add shared lane markings to the following corridors:

e Derby Road between N Adams Road and the Railroad Overpass (2013 reconstruction
project)

e Derby Road between the Railroad Overpass and N Eton Road (2014 resurfacing project)
e Lincoln Street between Southfield Road and Ann Street (2014 resurfacing project)
e N Eton Road between Yorkshire Road and E Maple Road (2014 reconstruction project)

e W Maple Road between Cranbrook Road and Waddington Street (2015 resurfacing
project)

e N Old Woodward Avenue between Willits Street and W Maple Road (2016
reconstruction project)

e S 0Old Woodward Avenue between W Maple Road and E Brown Street (2016
reconstruction project)

e S 0Old Woodward Avenue between E Brown Street and Landon Road (2017
reconstruction project)

Four new road crossings are planned on S Eton Road between E Maple Road and E Lincoln
Street in 2013. The plans for these crossing include basic improvements such as pavement
markings. As part of Phase 2 it is recommended that curb extensions be implemented at these
crossing locations as well.

PHASE 1 INCIDENTAL PROJECTS:

Road From To Quantity Unit
Bike Lanes:

N Eton Rd Yorkshire Rd Derby Rd 0.40 Ml
W Maple Rd Waddington St Southfield Rd 1.12 mi
Oak Ave Chesterfield Ave Lake Park Dr 0.40 mi
Shared Lane Markings (placed every 200" - 250°):

Derby Rd N Adams Rd Railroad Overpass 0.17 Mi
Derby Rd Railroad Overpass N Eton Rd 0.36 Ml
Lincoln St Southfield Rd Ann St 0.80 Mi
W Maple Rd Cranbrook Rd Waddington St 0.20 Mi

N Old Woodward Ave Willits St W Maple Rd 0.10 Mi

S Old Woodward Ave W Maple Rd E Brown St 0.17 Mi

S Old Woodward Ave E Brown St Landon Rd 0.43 MI
Road Crossings

S Eton Rd at villaRd 1 EACH
S Eton Rd at Bowers St 1 EACH
S Eton Rd at Holland St 1 EACH
S Eton Rd at Cole St 1 EACH
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NETWORK IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
4.3 PHASE 2

| PHASE 2: OVERVIEW

Phase 2 objective is to provide connections across the community and create a backbone for

the City’s long-range multi-modal system. This phase achieves this by building on the existing
multi-modal system.

The following pages provide a more detailed breakdown of Phase 2.

FIGURE 4.3A. PHASE 2
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PHASE 2: PROPOSED NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTOR ROUTES

The following map displays the neighborhood connector routes that should be implemented
first. Initially, implementation along these routes is as simple as providing wayfinding signage
identifying the direction of the route and key destinations. Eventually, other enhancements
such as rain gardens, traffic calming measures, and street art may be incorporated. Please note
that some of these routes are dependent on road crossings which are proposed in Phase 1 and

Phase 2.

e Phase 2 Neighborhood Connector Routes
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In Phase 2 only wayfinding signage is proposed. In the future, the City may consider adding
some additional enhancements such as mini traffic circles, pavement markings, chicanes, street

diverters, and pedestrian street lighting.
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[PHASE 2 NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTOR ROUTES:

November 25, 2013

Road From To Quantity Unit
Wayfinding Signs:

Midvale S Cranbrook Rd Larchlea Dr 0.47 Mi
Larchlea Dr W Maple Rd W Lincoln St 0.57 Mi
W Lincoln St Larchlea Dr Pleasant St 0.13 Mi
Pleasant St W Lincoln St Fairway Dr 0.08 Mi
Fairway Dr Pleasant St Northlawn Blvd 0.30 Mi
Northlawn Blvd Fairway Dr Latham St 0.18 Ml
Latham St Northlawn Blvd Worthington Rd 0.16 Mi
Worthington Rd Latham St Southfield Rd 0.16 Mi
W Southlawn Blvd Southfield Rd Peirce St 0.36 Mi
Pierce St W Southlawn Bivd W Southiawn Bivd 0.03 Mi
E Southlawn Bivd Pierce St Grand St 0.24 Mi
Grant St E Southlawn Blvd Emmons Ave 0.03 Mi
Emmons Ave Grant 5t Woodward Ave 0.35 Mi
Chapin Ave Woodward Ave Troy St 0.17 M
Torry St Haynes St Chapin Ave 0.45 Mi
Pathway (north of Torry St) Bowers St Haynes St 0.08 Mi
Bowers St Adams Rd S Eton Rd 0.52 Mi
Adams Rd Bowers St Bowers St 0.03 Ml
Bowers St Woodward Ave Adams Rd 0.18 Mi
Bowers St S Old Woodward Ave Woodward Ave 0.07 Mi
S Old Woodward Ave E Frank St Bowers St 0.03 M
E Frank St Purdy St S Old Woodward Ave 0.11 Mi
Purdy St E Frank St George St 0.15 mi
George St Floyd st Purdy St 0.03 Ml
Floyd St George St E Lincoln St 0.08 Mi
E Lincoln St Edgewood Rd Floyd St 0.03 Mi
Edgewood Rd E Lincoln St E Southlawn Blvd 0.3 Mi
S Bates St W Brown St Southlawn Blvd 0.66 Ml
Washington Blvd W Lincoln St W Southlawn Blivd 0.34 Mi
Chesterfield Ave Oak Ave W Maple Rd 0.44 Mi
Oak Ave Chesterfield Ave Woodward Ave 0.87 mi
Greenwood St Oak Ave Willits St 0.4 Mi
Willits St Greenwood St N Chester St 0.2 Mi
Woodward Ave Sidepath Oak Ave Wimbleton Dr 0.13 Mi
wimbleton Dr Wooddward Ave Oxford St 0.26 Ml
Oxford St Wimbleton Dr Mohegan St 0.06 Mmi
Mohegan St Oxford St N Adams Rd 0.3 mi
Poppleton 5t Mohegan St Oakland Ave 0.25 Mi
Oakland Ave Poppleton St Woodward Ave 0.15 Mi
Derby Rd N Adams Rd N Eton Rd 0.53 MI
E Eton St Derby Rd E Maple Rd 0.48 Mi
E Maple Rd Sidepath S Eton Rd N Eton Rd 0.06 Mi
S Eton 5t Sidepath E Maple Rd Yosemite Blvd 0.09 Mi
Villa Ave S Eton Rd VillaRd 0.09 Mi
VillaRd Villa Ave Proposed Pathway 0.12 Mi
Proposed Pathway extending from Villa Rd to Troy Transit Station 0.2 Mi
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SPECIFIC AREA CONCEPT PLANS
5.4 DOWNTOWN

Downtown Birmingham contains many of the elements of a bicycle and pedestrian friendly
downtown such as short street blocks, small shops and business that line the street, seating and
other amenities. The design of the downtown environment has a direct effect on the degree to
which people enjoy walking, biking and taking transit. If designed appropriately, the
environment serves not only the people who currently walk, bike and use transit but also
entices those who do not.

PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS:

One of the biggest inhibitors to pedestrian activity in
the downtown is the stepped curb. Stepped curbs are
located in numerous areas in the downtown and
present hazardous situations for some pedestrians,
especially when they are located at crosswalks where
there are no ramps. The near-term recommendation is
to remove the stepped curb by installing curb
extensions with ramps at road crossings. In the long-
term the stepped curb should be eliminated through
the downtown by re-grading the road.

The entrance to the City parking garage located on Martin Street between Southfield Road and
Chester Street presents a challenging environment for pedestrians. Due to the numerous
entrances to the parking garage there is no indication for pedestrians on how to navigate across
the entrance.

It is recommended that high
visibility crosswalks markings
be painted across the
parking garage entrance as
well as providing a sidewalk
across the “pork chop”
diverter island located
between the parking garage
entrances.
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As previously noted, curb extensions are
proposed throughout the downtown as a
near-term solution to the stepped curbs.
Curb extensions also shorten crossing
distances for pedestrians and increase
visibility between pedestrians and
motorists at intersections. The following
map shows all of the locations for
proposed curb extensions in the
downtown. Please note that some of the
proposed curb-extensions align with the
City of Birmingham’s Alley & Passages
Plan 2012.

[PROPOSED BICYCLE FACILITIES:

Due to the limited road width and 4’% \\,_
demand for on-street parking, Shared J '*q% o
Lane Markings are proposed in the & ¢ ‘%%
downtown on Maple Road, Old . AN \\
Woodward Avenue, Willits Road, Oakland JJ w ' T . |
Avenue, Bates Street, Brown Street, and ‘
Pierce Street. [ (- 5 %

& § 4 %
In 2012, the City installed an extensive £l 5 § L ';‘
number of bicycle hoops. In addition to o ‘%% "
these hoops, 44 bike hoops are proposed / ] m— ] qaa‘
" « . . . Bicycle Parkmg Hoop
in the downtown area in coordination @  Enciosed & Secure Bike Room
with the proposed curb-extensions. The s S 6 WA G %

City has also been experimenting with
seasonal bicycle parking. Seasonal bike racks should be placed where there are large curb
extensions or adjacent to outdoor dining decks.

For long-term bicycle storage, enclosed and secured bike rooms are proposed in the City’s
parking decks. Initially, a bike room should be installed in the Pierce Street Parking Garage, and
if successful, additional rooms should be placed in other parking garages in the downtown.
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Daniel A. Nerad, Ed.D. 31301 Evergreen Road
Superintendent Beverly Hills, MI 48025-3800
(248) 203-3004 ® Fax (248) 203-3009
dnerad@birmingham.k12.mi.us

December 10, 2014

Joe Valentine

City Manager

City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009

Dear Mr. Valentine,

I want to begin this letter by thanking you and your staff for your assistance in addressing the
traffic safety related issues at Quarton Elementary School. I understand the City is planning to
renovate Oak Street and when doing so would like to work with the District to address our
traffic-related concerns at Quarton, in particular at drop off and pick up times. I also realize that
this is a long-standing problem and a variety of solutions have been examined over time. 1 do,
however, appreciate working together to attempt to resolve this situation.

As you know, there have been recent discussions between the City and School District on this
matter and, as a result, a potential solution has been identified aimed at meeting the City’s needs
to renovate Oak Street and the District’s need to address the traffic issues surrounding the school.
Having had some time to review and discuss this option, I can share with you that a variety of
concerns exist with the present plan.





At this time, I would welcome the ongoing assistance of your staff to meet with representatives
of the School District to attempt to address these concerns. It would be my wish that we attempt
to conclude any additional discussions over the next few months with the goal of identify
solutions to the concerns with the present option and/or to identify additional options that the
City and School District would fine satisfactory. In essence, I am requesting that we take more
time to study this matter.

I realize this request will have to be considered within the timelines you have established for this
process. Knowing that any viable solution to this matter will be long standing, I believe it would
serve us well to take this additional time to study this matter and to seek options that both parties
would find satisfactory.

Sincerely,

Daniel A. Nerad, Superintendent of Schools

cc: School Board Trustees
Jill Ghiardi-Coignet, principal
Debbie Piesz, Assistant Superintendent
Steve King, Manager of Operations
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN % &b & nr =

GENERAL CONDITIONS OF EIGHT INTERSECTIONS
1.1 INTRODUCTION

This report summarizes the existing conditions at eight signalized intersections identified on the
map below. The City of Birmingham selected these intersections as part of an effort to identify
operational improvements to better balance the needs of transit vehicles, motorists,
pedestrians and bicyclists.

-Quarton Rd

Oak St

N Adams Rd
g
8,
2

; @ Chl!.hrﬂlld

Eight Identified Intersections i |
Chesterfield Road & Oak Street E Lincoln |
N. Adams Road & Buckingham Street E—
Willits Street & Bates Street § _
Oakland Avenue & Park Street : :5 _
Maple Avenue & Lake Park Drive | | _fﬂ-j {
Pierce Street & Southlawn Boulevard ; T wﬁmh - &
Maple Avenue & Chesterfield Avenue 0 e ——
Maple Avenue & Henrietta Street \ — | _ I

1] 11

L) W14 Wile Rd

R NODU B WK

The intersections noted above share some common characteristics, as described below.
Supplemental analysis, or a description and evaluation of these characteristics, follows several
characteristics listed.

1. All of the intersections are signalized and pre-timed, or fixed, meaning that the signal
continually runs on the same pattern of timings and the vehicle and pedestrian
indications (i.e. a green light or white walking person) are provided during each signal
cycle regardless of whether vehicles or pedestrians are present.

Page E3





Recommendations Report for Eight Intersections

2.
3.

® Pre-timed signals are beneficial to pedestrians because they are not required to
push a button to receive the WALK indication (i.e. white walking person).

e Pre-timed signals can be inefficient for motor vehicles, especially during off-peak
times. For instance, the minor street could receive the green indication when
there are no cars present. These off-peak inefficiencies are addressed by putting
the signal in flashing operation during off-peak hours, typically overnight, as seen
at many of these signals. Flashing operation usually means the major street
receives a flashing yellow indication, while the minor street receives a flashing
red indication, operating like a two-way stop. In some cases all approaches may
receive a flashing red indication and the signal will operate like an all-way stop.

Most intersections have crosswalks on all legs, or all but one leg, of the intersection.

All intersections have pedestrian WALK (white walking man), flashing DON’'T WALK
(flashing yellow hand) or DON'T WALK (solid yellow hand) indications and most have
countdown timers, which indicate to the pedestrians how much time they have
remaining to cross the street. Countdown timers typically decrease the number of
pedestrians remaining in the crosswalk at the onset of the DON'T WALK indication, but
increase the number of pedestrians violating the flashing DON'T WALK indication.

No bicycle facilities (e.g. striped bike lane, shared lane marking, etc.), indications (bicycle
signal), or Accessible Pedestrian Signal accommodations (as described in the Americans
with Disabilities Act) are provided at the study intersections.

The following terms will be used later in this report. For clarification, they are defined below for
reference:

An indication is the display that tells the user(s) how to behave. For instance a red
indication tells the vehicle(s) to stop.

A signal cycle is the series of all phases of the signal, from the onset of the green
indication for one movement until the next onset of the green indication for that
movement. The cycle length is the time to complete one cycle. Cycle length is a strong
indicator of delay for all users at the intersection.

A phase is the part of the cycle assigned to one or more traffic movement(s), containing
a green, yellow, and red indication for vehicles and a WALK, flashing DON'T WALK, and
DON'T WALK indication for concurrent pedestrian movement, where applicable.

The all-red time is the time provided at the end of each phase for vehicles to clear the
intersection before the next stream of vehicles is released.

Similarly, buffer time is the time provided between the pedestrian flashing DON’T WALK
indication and the release of the conflicting stream of traffic when the DON'T WALK
indication is displayed. While the MUTCD requires a buffer time of 3 seconds, none of
the intersections studied currently have buffer time.
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o The pedestrian clearance time is the time required for the pedestrian to cross the road,
given a certain walking speed and the distance the pedestrian must walk. The
pedestrian clearance time includes the time of the flashing DON’T WALK indication and
the buffer time.

The following pages provide documentation of existing conditions at each of the eight
intersections, including:

e Photos illustrating current conditions at the intersection as observed in November 2012.

e Location and Surroundings information, including:

L]

The functional classification describes the purpose of the street, from arterials,
which increase mobility and have many users, to local and private roads, which
provide access for fewer users. Roadway classification is based on the roadway
classifications provided on the “Functional Classification of Roadway” map and
includes arterials, collectors, other significant roads, local roads, and private roads.

Average Daily Traffic (ADT), when available, of the intersecting streets, which helps
illustrate the expected traffic volumes on the intersecting streets.

Surrounding land uses, which indicate potential users at the intersection and
whether the location is urban, suburban, or rural.

e Intersection Characteristics and Signal Operations information, including:

Number of phases

Cycle length

Adequacy of pedestrian clearance time (or time of the flashing DON’T WALK
indication when there is no buffer time)

e Existing and required pedestrian clearance time is compared to determine
whether pedestrians have enough time to cross the road.

e The required pedestrian clearance time is based on a 3.5 feet per second
walking speed, except in areas with adjacent schools, where the assumed
walking speed is 3.0 feet per second to account for the slower walking speed
of school children.

e Additional Observations, including any other notable observations that are relative to the
operations or characteristics of the intersections
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN X &b & nI =

GENERAL CONDITIONS OF EIGHT INTERSECTIONS
1.2 OAKAND CHESTERFIELD

| LOCATION & SURROUNDINGS
The intersection of Oak Avenue and Chesterfield Avenue is northwest of downtown
Birmingham. Oak Avenue is a significant local road connecting Covington Road to the west and
Woodward Avenue to the east. Chesterfield Avenue is a significant local road connecting
Quarton Road to the north and Maple Road to the south. The area surrounding this intersection
is primarily residential with the Quarton School, an elementary school, at the southwest corner
of the intersection. There is no ADT data available at this location.

INTERSECTION CHARACTERTICS & SIGNAL OPERATIONS
The following describes the intersection characteristics and signal operations:
e 50-second cycle length with fixed timings in two phases:
o Chesterfield Avenue (north/south) vehicles and pedestrians
o Oak Avenue (east/west) vehicles and pedestrians
e (Crosswalks at all legs of the intersection
e Pedestrian indications with countdown timers at all crossings
e No buffer time for pedestrians
e Flashing DON'T WALK times (based on 3.0 feet/second walking speed to accommodate
school children):
o 10 seconds for the north and south crosswalks (parallel to Oak Avenue)
= (Clearance time met for north crosswalk
= (Clearance time not met for south crosswalk
o 10 seconds for the east and west crosswalks (parallel to Chesterfield Avenue)
= (Clearance time not met for east or west crosswalk
Operates in flashing mode from 10 PM to 6 AM daily

ADDITIONAL OBSERVATIONS

e Posted signs indicate that turns are restricted on all approaches between 8:30AM-
9:00AM and 3:30PM-4:00PM.
e Acrossing guard helps students cross the street during arrival and dismissal periods.

Traffic volumes noticeably increase during arrival and dismissal periods. Additionally, student
pick-up and drop-off significantly increases activity at and surrounding the intersection,
especially on Oak Avenue west of the intersection. Parents were observed parking to walk
children into the school, students crossed Oak Avenue by themselves and vehicles backed up on
Oak Avenue from the signal along the school frontage through the pick-up/drop-off area.
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FIG. 1.2A. OAK AND CHESTERFIELD
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION PLANN

EIGHT INTERSECTION RECOMMENDATIONS
2.1 INTRODUCTION

The City of Birmingham identified eight signalized intersections that may benefit from
operational improvements to better balance the needs of transit vehicles, motorists,
pedestrians and bicyclists. The previous “Existing Conditions at Eight Intersections” report
summarized the existing conditions at these intersections, which are shown on the map below
and selected by the City of Birmingham. This recommendations report introduces potential
intersection improvements and outlines next steps to implementing these improvements.
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| RECOMMENDATION INTERSECTON ALTERNATIVES
The following table outlines one or more alternatives each intersection. For each alternative
the potential improvements are noted in the table. Prior to any physical changes to the
intersections, a comprehensive engineering study will be conducted for each intersection to
identify the preferred alternative and refine the proposed improvements.

FIG 2.1B. SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS

Add Curb Extensions

Add Median Island

Add Crosswalk

Implement Road Diet

Convert to Roundabout
Remove Signal

Add Countdown Timers
Update Pedestrian Times

Add Leading Pedestrian Interval
Shorten Signal Cycle Length
Add/Extend Flashing Operation
Add Detection

Other Improvements

1. Oak & Chesterfield
Roundabout Alternative
Signalized Alternative
Stop-Controlled Alternative

. Adams & Buckingham

Signalized Alternative

Stop-Controlled Alternative
. Willits & Bates

Signalized Alternative

Stop-Controlled Alternative
. Oakland & Park
Signalized Alternative
. Maple & Lake Park

Non-Road-Diet Alternative

Signalized Road-Diet Alt.
Stop-Controlled Road-Diet Alt.
. Pierce & Southlawn

Signalized Alternative

Stop-Controlled Alternative
. Maple & Chesterfield

Non-Road Diet Alternative

Road-Diet Alternative

. Maple & Henrietta

Signalized Alternative

Stop-Controlled Alternative
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[OVERVIEW OF RECOMMENDED INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT TREATMENTS

A brief description of each improvement identified in Figure 2.1B, Recommended Intersection
Improvements, is provided on the following pages. Additional details including benefits,
limitations and next steps are outlined in Appendix E.

GEOMETRIC IMPROVEMENTS:

Adding curb extensions shortens the crossing distance for pedestrians, improves
visibility between pedestrians and motorists, adds more pedestrian queuing space and
may reduce vehicle turning speed.

Adding a median island provides refuge for pedestrians crossing the road. A median
island allows the pedestrian to cross in two stages, which increases crossing
opportunities.

Adding a crosswalk improves pedestrian connectivity and decreases pedestrian delay. In
many cases, adding a crosswalk does not affect signal timing and is a very cost-effective
way to improve pedestrian conditions at an intersection.

OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENTS:

Implementing a road diet may slow traffic and reduces pedestrian crossing distance and
can create space for a bike lane or parking lane, which provides an additional buffer
from traffic for pedestrians.

Converting an intersection to a roundabout may reduce delay and potential conflicts
for motorists at the intersection.

Removing a signal and converting the intersection to a two- or all-way stop-controlled
intersection may reduce delay to all users. At locations where signals are to be
removed, geometric improvements may be required to provide pedestrian and bicyclists
safer opportunities to cross roadways. Before removing the traffic signal, the
intersection should be adjusted to operate in flash operation 24-hours per day as a pilot
of removing the signal.

SIGNAL IMPROVEMENTS:

Adding countdown timers informs pedestrians of the remaining time they have to cross
the street and may reduce conflicts between motorist and pedestrians

Updating pedestrian times includes adding a pedestrian buffer time and changing the
pedestrian change interval (flashing DON'T WALK time) to allow more time for
pedestrians to cross the street.
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Adding leading pedestrian intervals allows pedestrians to get a head start in crossing
the intersection before conflicting turning vehicles are released.

Shortening the signal cycle length reduces pedestrian and motorist delay where
appropriate.

Adding/Extending flashing operation reduces delay for all users at times of day when
demand is low and can be added or implemented at more hours of the day at locations
where traffic is high during peak hours and low during the remaining hours of the day.
At locations where signals operate in flash, geometric improvements may be required to
provide pedestrian and bicyclists safer opportunities to cross roadways.

A semi-actuated signal responds to traffic on the minor street and pedestrians crossing
the major street to reduce delay when traffic volumes on the minor street are relatively
low. During peak hours, the minor streets will actuate each cycle (i.e. at least every 80
seconds), creating gaps for motorists exiting adjacent side streets.

Other improvements include widening a median island to provide additional queuing
space for pedestrians, changing the signal phasing to better accommodate all users, and
implementing safe routes to school strategies to improve operations during student
arrival and dismissal periods.
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

EIGHT INTERSECTION RECOMMENDATIONS
2.3 OAK AND CHESTERFIELD

I RECOMMENDATIONS
Consider the following recommendations at the intersection of Oak Avenue and Chesterfield
Avenue:

General Recommendation
¢ Implement education and encouragement Safe Routes to School programs.
e Benefits

e Encouraging walking and bicycling to school can reduce traffic congestion on
streets adjacent to this intersection, improving safety and operations at this
intersection.

e Implementing a drop-off and pick-up procedure specific to the school needs
and educating students and parents on how to safely cross the street can
improve efficiency and safety of operations.

e Schools can make small programmatic changes with a large impact.

e Next Steps

e Encourage Quarton Elementary School to utilize National Center for Safe
Routes to School resources (http://guide.saferoutes.org/) and the Michigan
Safe Routes to School program (http://saferoutesmichigan.org/) to improve
safety and health of their students. Michigan provides one-on-one training
and technical assistance.

Roundabout Alternative
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Remove the signal and convert the intersection to a roundabout. A roundabout is a
circulation intersection where motorists entering the roundabout yield to motorists
circulating within the circulatory roadway.

hway Administration’s Safety Program (saf

Benefits

Minimizes potential conflicts as all motorists must only yield to pedestrians and
motorists already in the roundabout.

Improves traffic flow at low-volume intersections because there is constant
traffic flow through the roundabout and no approach is ever stopped at a red
light.

Limitations

Pedestrians must divert somewhat from their natural path on the crosswalk to
cross at a roundabout crosswalk, which is located before the entry flare of the
roundabout.

Pedestrians must wait to cross until motorists yield to them or they have an
adequate gap in traffic.

Next steps

Evaluate construction feasibility for a roundabout with an inscribed circle
diameter of 45 to 90 feet, based on the 2010 National Cooperative Highway
Research Program (NCHRP) Report 672.

Collect traffic counts and perform a traffic analysis. If total traffic at this
intersection is fewer than 15,000 vehicles per day, a roundabout is feasible,
based on the NCHRP Report 672. If total traffic at the intersection is greater than
15,000 vehicles per day, a detailed capacity analysis based on Chapter 21 in the
2010 Highway Capacity Manual should be performed.

Signalized Alternative

Add detection and convert the intersection to semi-actuated operation.

Extend hours of flashing operation. This could be implemented as a short-term solution.
Add curb extensions, especially on Oak Avenue at southwest corner where flexible posts
are currently preventing parking on the corner.

Update pedestrian times (i.e. add pedestrian buffer time and adjust flashing DON'T
WALK times).
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Stop-Controlled Alternative
e Remove the signal and convert intersection to stop-controlled operation.

e Add curb extensions, especially on Oak Avenue at southwest corner where flexible posts
are currently preventing parking on the corner.
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VIA EMAIL

Paul O’Meara, PE

Tor City of Birmingham

Michael J. Labadie, PE
From: Steven J. Russo, E.L.T.
Fleis & VandenBrink

Date: November 11, 2014

Summary of Traffic Engineering Analyses for the Oak Street/Chesterfield Avenue

Re: Intersection, and

Information Regarding the Pick —up and Drop-off Zone for Quarton School

Introduction

Fleis & VandenBrink (F&V) has completed various traffic engineering analyses of the Oak Street &
Chesterfield Avenue intersection for the Oak Street Concept development. These analyses included an
evaluation of the appropriate warrants from the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(MMUTCD) for traffic signals, two-way stop, and all-way stop control. Further, level of service (LOS) analyses
and simulations were completed for each traffic control option using new AM and PM peak hour) turning
movement counts.

Another element of the concept development for Oak Street is the pick-up and drop-off activities at Quarton
School. F&V was asked to assist in the development of a concept that would remove the on-street process
that is currently being used at the school. F&V assisted the City Engineering Department in the development
and evaluation of a concept that mostly fits on the school property, adequately addresses the anticipated
demand and will work within the Oak Street concepts under consideration.

Traffic Signal Warrants

The MMUTCD states, “An engineering study of traffic conditions, pedestrian characteristics, and physical
characteristics of the location shall be performed to determine whether installation of a traffic control signal is
justified at a particular location. The investigation of need for a traffic control signal shall include an analysis
of factors related to the existing operation and safety at the study location and the potential to improve these
conditions, and the applicable factors contained in the following traffic signal warrants”.

There are nine warrants, some use traffic volume thresholds as criteria, others use traffic crashes, pedestrian
volumes, school crossing, at grade railroad crossing, coordinated signal system or roadway network. The
warrants that apply to the intersection of Oak Street and Chesterfield Avenue are traffic volume, pedestrian
and school crossing. The results of the evaluation of these warrants are summarized in the following (with the
details included in the attachments to this memo):

e None of the traffic or pedestrian volume warrants are met. The intersection traffic and pedestrian
volumes are significantly outside of the necessary thresholds.

27725 Stansbury Boulevard, Suite 150
Farmington Hills, Ml 48334

P: 248.536.0080
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e The school crossing warrant is not met. The School Crossing warrant is intended for application
where the fact that schoolchildren cross the major street is the principal reason for signalization. In
order for this warrant to be met, the frequency of adequate gaps in the vehicular traffic stream during
the period when schoolchildren are using the crossing, has to be less than the number of minutes in
the same period and there must be a minimum of 20 schoolchildren during the highest crossing hour.
The applicable information is; in the AM there is a car traveling on Oak Street in front of the school
every 8.5 seconds. In the PM there is a car traveling on Oak Street every 11.1 seconds. The
approximate “acceptable gap” time is 13 seconds for the current street width and 10 seconds for the
30’ street proposal. There were 97 pedestrians crossing Oak street in the AM and 87 in the PM. The
proper use of school crossing guards, etc. is recommended prior to the installation of a traffic signal.
From what information is available this procedure was not followed at this location, since a traffic
signal is in place at this intersection.

e A Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) (see image in attachment) is warranted based on the
pedestrian volume criteria for this Beacon. Although not currently in the MMUTCD, the RRFB has
been given interim approval by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).

Two-Way and All-Way Stop Control Warrants

The MMUTCD uses some of the same criteria to warrant the use of stop and yield intersection control as is
used for traffic signals. Traffic, bicycle and pedestrian volume thresholds, crashes, etc. are used. However,
information regarding available sight distance and approach speeds are also key elements in this
determination. The information provided in the attachments indicates that a two-way stop control, with
Chesterfield Avenue stopping for Oak Street is appropriate. This is based on the restricted sight distance
looking east from the north and south approaches, and the higher traffic volume on Oak Street.

Pick-up and Drop-off Lane

The stacking space for the pickup / drop-off area should range from 500’ to 1,125 depending upon what
method is used to determine it. The concept that is shown on the plan (s) has approximately 600’ in length.
We believe that if used properly this proposed length will adequately serve the school demand.

The concept for the pickup / drop-off area is a one way operation, enter at the west and exit at the east. Left
turns in at the west end would be allowed, lefts turn out would not be permitted. Parents park their vehicle
against the south curb and their child exits the vehicle on the passenger side. The parent pulls away from the
curb and uses the drive lane to exit at the east end. Parents are to park where there is an available space in
the drop-off area, not wait in line to drop their child at the front door of the school. Children are not to be
dropped off in the drive lane. The lane on the south side could be used for parking during non-pickup or drop-
off times. This operation will significantly reduce the potential for pedestrian-vehicle conflicts and thus will be
much more safe if it properly followed by the parents.

Level of Service

Descriptions of LOS “A” through “F” as defined in the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) are attached for
signalized and unsignalized intersections. Typically LOS D is considered acceptable, with LOS A
representing minimal delay and LOS F indicating failing conditions. The results of the analysis of existing
conditions are attached and summarized in Table 1.

Existing peak hour vehicle delays and Levels of Service (LOS) were calculated at the study intersections
using Synchro (Version 8) traffic analysis software. The results of the analysis of existing conditions were
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based on the existing lane use and traffic control, the existing traffic volumes, and the methodologies
presented in the HCM 2000.

Table 1
Existing Intersection Operations
AM Peak PM Peak
Delay Delay
Intersection Control Approach  (s/veh) LOS | (s/veh) LOS
1. Oak Avenue Signalized EB 10.0 A 9.2 A
& Chesterfield Avenue WB 8.7 A 8.3 A
NB 13.1 B 12.8 B
SB 13.4 B 12.8 B
Overall 10.3 B 9.7 A

The results are what should be expected for this intersection with traffic signal control.
Weekday Traffic on Oak Street

24-Hour bi-directional count information was collected along Oak Street east of Fairfax Street and west of
Glenhurst Drive. The count information is attached and summarized in Table 2 below.

Table 2
24-Hour Count Comparison
E. of W. of
Street Approach | Fairfax Glenhurst
Oak Avenue EB 1380 1792
WB 1550 1666
Total 2930 3458

The weekday traffic using Oak Street is within the range that would be expected for a street such as Oak
Street.

Attached: Synchro Results
Traffic Volume Data
MMUTCD Warrant Analyses
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Traffic Data Collection, TDC Tc

- Traffic Data Collection
Traffic Study Performed for:
Fleis & Vandenbrink
Project: Chesterfield Ave File Name : TMC1_Oaké&Chesterfield
Location: City of Birmingham Site Code : TMC 1
Weather: Cloudy, 60's Start Date : 10/6/2014
Board: DMM #21 PageNo :1
Groups Printed- Pass. Cars - Single Units - Buses/Semi's
Chesterfield Avenue Oak Street Chesterfield Avenue Oak Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Rgt ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ Peds ‘ App.Total | Rgt ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ Peds ‘ App.Total | Rgt ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ Peds ‘ App.Total | Rgt ‘ Thru ‘ Left ‘ Peds ‘ App. Total | Int. Total ‘
07:00 AM 1 8 2 0 11 2 9 6 0 17 5 4 0 1 10 1 15 0 0 16 54
07:15 AM 2 8 1 0 11 0 19 4 3 26 7 1 2 0 10 2 32 1 2 37 84
07:30 AM 3 3 2 0 8 5 25 1 1 32 6 3 2 0 11 1 32 0 0 33 84
07:45 AM 2 21 4 0 27 2 26 4 0 32 5 0 2 1 8 6 52 0 4 62 129
Total 8 40 9 0 57 9 79 15 4 107 | 23 8 6 2 39, 10 131 1 6 148 351
08:00 AM 0 13 4 2 19 3 50 1 0 64 7 2 8 3 20 3 47 1 0 51 154
08:15 AM 6 20 1 0 27 2 32 0 39 6 3 1 6 16 4 49 2 0 55 137
08:30 AM 0 17 0 12 29 0 20 0 3 23 0 13 0 19 32 0 74 0 23 97 181
08:45 AM 0 24 0 20 44 1 27 1 24 53 0 21 0 27 48 0 88 2 47 137 282
Total 6 74 5 34 119 6 129 17 27 179 13 39 9 55 116 7 258 5 70 340 754
*kkk BREAK *kkk
03:00 PM 2 7 2 4 15 2 13 5 0 20 4 10 3 1 18 3 3 2 0 36 89
03:15PM 0 9 2 0 11 130 5 0 36 7 6 3 0 16 1 2 0 1 23 86
03:30 PM 1 14 0 3 18 1 41 9 3 54 0 10 0 8 18 0 21 0 4 25 115
03:45 PM 0 12 1 18 3 0 26 1 23 50 1 16 1 61 79 0 72 0 57 129 289
Total 3 42 5 25 75 4 110 20 26 160 12 42 7 70 131 4 145 2 62 213 579
04:00 PM 2 7 2 0 11 3 25 5 8 41 6 5 2 16 29 4 40 2 9 55 136
04:15 PM 2 7 1 2 12 2 22 0 0 24 7 8 2 1 18 4 38 1 0 43 97
04:30 PM 1 9 1 1 12 1 28 5 0 34 4 5 2 0 11 2 20 0 2 24 81
04:45 PM 2 6 1 6 15 2 26 5 1 34 6 6 6 3 21 11 33 2 6 52 122
Total 7 29 5 9 50 8 101 15 9 133 23 24 12 20 79 21 13 5 17 174 436
05:00 PM 2 9 2 0 13 5 25 3 0 33 7 10 9 1 27 4 26 2 0 32 105
05:15PM 0 7 0 1 8 2 26 8 0 36 8 9 1 1 19 3 22 1 1 27 90
05:30 PM 1 7 1 2 11 1 3 10 2 44 6 6 0 1 13 3 31 1 1 36 104
05:45 PM 1 15 1 2 19 2 21 8 0 31 9 8 1 1 19 4 28 0 0 32 101
Total 4 38 4 5 51 10 103 29 2 144 30 33 11 4 78 14 107 4 2 127 400
Grand Total 28 223 28 73 352 37 522 96 68 723 | 101 146 45 151 443 56 772 17 157 1002 | 2520
Apprch % 8 634 8 207 51 722 133 94 22.8 33 102 341 5.6 77 17 157
Total%| 11 88 11 29 141 15 207 38 27 28.7 4 58 18 6 176 22 306 07 6.2 39.8
Pass. Cars 28 213 25 73 339 37 516 96 68 7 99 145 45 151 440 55 767 17 157 996 | 2492
% Pass. Cars | 100 955 89.3 100 96.3| 100 98.9 100 100 99.2 98 993 100 100 99.3] 982 994 100 100 99.4 98.9
Single Units 0 10 3 0 13 0 6 0 0 6 2 1 0 0 3 1 4 0 0 5 27
% Single Units 0 45 107 0 3.7 0 11 0 0 0.8 2 07 0 0 07] 18 05 0 0 0.5 1.1
Buses/Semi's 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
% Buses/Semi's

Comments: Traffic study conducted during typical weekday (Wed) fron 7:00-9:00 AM morning & 3:00-6:00 PM afternoon peak hours while school was in
session. Signalized intersection, with ped signals all quadrants, no push buttons. All approaches signed NO TURNS 8:30-9:00 AM & 3:30-4:00 PM.





Project: Chesterfield Ave

Location: City of Birmingham

Weather: Cloudy, 60's
Board: DMM #21

Traffic Data Collection, TDC

7504 Sawgrass Drive, Washington, M| 48094 Ph. (586) 786-5407
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Traffic Data Collection, TDC TC

- Traffc Data Collection
Traffic Study Performed for:
Fleis & Vandenbrink
Project: Chesterfield Ave File Name : TMC1_Oak&Chesterfield
Location: City of Birmingham Site Code : TMC 1
Weather: Cloudy, 60's Start Date : 10/6/2014
Board: DMM #21 PageNo :3
Chesterfield Avenue Oak Street Chesterfield Avenue Oak Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Rgt| Thru| Left[App.Tota | Rqt[ Thru| Left|App.Total| Rgt! Thru| Left [App.Total| Rgt| Thru| Left | App.Total | Int. Total |
Peak Hour Analysis From 07:00 AM to 11:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 08:00 AM
08:00 AM 0 13 4 17 3 50 1 64 7 2 8 17 3 47 1 51 149
08:15 AM 6 20 1 27 2 32 5 39 6 3 1 10 4 49 2 55 131
08:30 AM 0 17 0 17 0 20 0 20 0 13 0 13 0 74 0 74 124
08:45 AM 0 24 0 24 1 27 1 29 0 21 0 21 0 88 2 90 164
Total Volume 6 74 5 85 6 129 17 152 13 39 9 61 7 258 5 270 568
% App. Total 71 871 5.9 39 849 112 213 639 148 26 956 1.9
PHF | 250 771 313 787 500 645 386 594 | 464 464 281 J26| 438 733 625 .750 .866
Pass. Cars 6 69 5 80 6 126 17 149 12 38 9 59 7 258 5 270 558
% Pass. Cars 100 932 100 941 100 977 100 98.0| 923 974 100 96.7 100 100 100 100 98.2
Single Units 0 5 0 5 0 3 0 3 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 10
% Single Units 0 6.8 0 5.9 0 2.3 0 2.0 7.7 2.6 0 3.3 0 0 0 0 1.8
Buses/Semi's 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% Buses/Semi's 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Traffic Data Collection, TDC TC

- Traffc Data Collection
Traffic Study Performed for:
Fleis & Vandenbrink
Project: Chesterfield Ave File Name : TMC1_Oak&Chesterfield
Location: City of Birmingham Site Code : TMC 1
Weather: Cloudy, 60's Start Date : 10/6/2014
Board: DMM #21 PageNo :4
Chesterfield Avenue Oak Street Chesterfield Avenue Oak Street
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time | Rgt| Thru| Left|App.Totar | Rgt| Thru| Left|App.Total| Rgt! Thru| Left|App.Total| Rgt| Thru| Left | App.Total | Int. Total |
Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 03:30 PM
03:30 PM 1 14 0 15 1 41 9 51 0 10 0 10 0 21 0 21 97
03:45 PM 0 12 1 13 0 26 1 27 1 16 1 18 0 72 0 72 130
04:00 PM 2 7 2 1 3 25 5 33 6 5 2 13 4 40 2 46 103
04:15PM 2 7 1 10 2 22 0 24 7 8 2 17 4 38 1 43 94
Total Volume 5 40 4 49 6 114 15 135 14 39 5 58 8 171 3 182 424
% App. Total | 10.2 816 8.2 44 844 111 241  67.2 8.6 44 94 1.6
PHF | 625 714 500 8171 500 695 417 662 | 500 609  .625 806 500 594 375 .632 .815
Pass. Cars 5 36 2 43 6 113 15 134 13 39 5 57 8 168 3 179 413
% Pass. Cars 100  90.0 50.0 87.8 100 9941 100 99.3| 929 100 100 98.3 100 98.2 100 98.4 97.4
Single Units 0 4 2 6 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 10
% Single Units 0 100 500 12.2 0 0.9 0 0.7 71 0 0 1.7 0 1.2 0 1.1 24
Buses/Semi's 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
% Buses/Semi's 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.6 0 0.5 0.2
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Traffic Data Collection, TDC Page 1

Project: Birmingham Quarton School Study 7504 Sawgrass Drive, Washington MI. 48094 (586) 586-5407 CHESTERFIELDNOAK_VOL
Count Type: 24 Hr. ATR Count Traffic Study Performed For: Chesterfield Ave.
Weather: Sunny, 60’ Degs. . . (400" North of Oak Ave.)
Count By: M.Matich Pav't : Asphalt 2 Lanes Fleis & Vandenbrink Station ID: 2-Way Count

Site Code: ATR 2SB
Date Start: 07-Oct-14

Start 06-Oct-14 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Week Average
Time SB NB SB NB SB NB SB NB SB NB SB NB SB NB SB NB
12:00 AM * * * * 0 3 1 0 * * * * * * 0 2
01:00 * * * * 0 0 0 1 * * * * * * 0 0
02:00 * * * * 0 0 0 0 * * * * * * 0 0
03:00 * * * * 0 0 0 0 * * * * * * 0 0
04:00 * * * * 0 0 1 1 * * * * * * 0 0
05:00 * * * * & 0 5 0 * * * * * * 4 0
06:00 * * * * 8 5 11 7 * * * * * * 10 6
07:00 * * * * 54 15 62 15 * * * * * * 58 15
08:00 * * * * 81 53 72 52 * * * * * * 76 52
09:00 * * * * 49 33 40 18 * * * * * * 44 26
10:00 * * * * 26 26 38 34 * * * * * * 32 30
11:00 * * * * 26 28 34 30 * * * * * * 30 29
12:00 PM * * 35 44 38 36 32 37 * * * * * * 35 39
01:00 * * 35 17 27 19 25 24 * * * * * * 29 20
02:00 * * 37 36 28 30 18 14 * * * * * * 28 27
03:00 3 3 53 45 56 49 3 S 3 S 3 3 3 3 54 47
04:00 * * 47 35 41 35 * * * * * * * * 44 35
05:00 * * 42 43 47 47 * * * * * * * * 44 45
06:00 * * 28 30 47 41 * * * * * * * * 38 36
07:00 * * 30 26 23 25 * * * * * * * * 26 26
08:00 * * 14 14 11 30 * * * * * * * * 12 22
09:00 * * 8 17 8 7 * * * * * * * * 8 12
10:00 * * 4 3 5 4 * * * * * * * * 4 4
11:00 * * 2 5 0 4 * * * * * * * * 1 4
Lane 0 0 335 315 578 490 339 233 0 0 0 0 0 0 577 477
Day 0 650 1068 572 0 0 0 1054

AM Peak - - - - 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 - - - - - - 08:00 08:00
Vol. - - - - 81 53 72 52 - - - - - - 76 52
PM Peak - - 15:00 15:00 15:00 15:00 12:00 12:00 - - - - - - 15:00 15:00
Vol. - - 53 45 56 49 32 37 - - - - - - 54 47

comb. 0 650 1068 572 0 0 0 1054

ADT ADT 1,055 AADT 1,055





Traffic Data Collection, TDC Page 1

Project: Birmingham Quarton School Study 7504 Sawgrass Drive, Washington MI. 48094 (586) 586-5407 CHESTERFIELDSOAK_VOL
Count Type: 24 Hr. ATR Count Traffic Study Performed For: Chesterfield Ave.
Weather: Sunny, 60’ Degs. . . (450" South of Oak Ave.)
Count By: M.Matich Pav't : Asphalt 2 Lanes Fleis & Vandenbrink Station ID: 2-Way Count

Site Code: ATR 2NB
Date Start: 07-Oct-14

Start 06-Oct-14 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Week Average
Time SB NB SB NB SB NB SB NB SB NB SB NB SB NB SB NB
12:00 AM * * * * 0 0 0 1 * * * * * * 0 0
01:00 * * * * 0 0 0 1 * * * * * * 0 0
02:00 * * * * 0 1 0 2 * * * * * * 0 2
03:00 * * * * 0 0 1 1 * * * * * * 0 0
04:00 * * * * 0 2 1 3 * * * * * * 0 2
05:00 * * * * 2 5 5 2 * * * * * * 4 4
06:00 * * * * 14 12 13 9 * * * * * * 14 10
07:00 * * * * 64 31 79 43 * * * * * * 72 37
08:00 * * * * 102 66 84 67 * * * * * * 93 66
09:00 * * * * 78 49 62 36 * * * * * * 70 42
10:00 * * * * 39 32 50 35 * * * * * * 44 34
11:00 * * * * 45 45 50 39 * * * * * * 48 42
12:00 PM * * 49 43 58 44 51 54 * * * * * * 53 47
01:00 * * 39 29 46 28 43 37 * * * * * * 43 31
02:00 * * 50 54 43 47 37 19 * * * * * * 43 40
03:00 * * 72 67 69 69 3 S 3 S 3 3 S 3 70 68
04:00 * * 7 46 68 52 * * * * * * * * 72 49
05:00 * * 70 55 76 67 * * * * * * * * 73 61
06:00 * * 53 41 63 46 * * * * * * * * 58 44
07:00 * * 42 30 29 37 * * * * * * * * 36 34
08:00 * * 19 16 24 36 * * * * * * * * 22 26
09:00 * * 13 13 8 18 * * * * * * * * 10 16
10:00 * * 6 5 9 5 * * * * * * * * 8 5
11:00 * * 4 3 5 4 * * * * * * * * 4 4
Lane 0 0 494 402 842 696 476 349 0 0 0 0 0 0 837 664
Day 0 896 1538 825 0 0 0 1501

AM Peak - - - - 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 - - - - - - 08:00 08:00
Vol. - - - - 102 66 84 67 - - - - - - 93 66
PM Peak - - 16:00 15:00 17:00 15:00 12:00 12:00 - - - - - - 17:00 15:00
Vol. - - 77 67 76 69 51 54 - - - - - - 73 68

comb. 0 896 1538 825 0 0 0 1501

ADT ADT 1,501 AADT 1,501





Project: Birmingham Quarton School Study

Count Type: 24 Hr. ATR Count

Weather: Sunny, 60' Degs.

Count By: M.Matich Pav't : Asphalt 1 Lane

Traffic Data Collection, TDC

Traffic Study Performed For:
Fleis & Vandenbrink

Page 1

OAKECHESTERFIELD_WB
Oak Ave.

(225' East of Chesterfield Ave.)
Station ID: Westbound

Site Code: ATR 02WB

Date Start: 07-Oct-14

Start Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri Average Sat Sun Week
Time 06-Oct-14 Da; Average
12:00 AM * * 5 2 * 4 ” * * [4 ’
01:00 * * 0 2 * 1 * * 1
02:00 * * 1 2 * 2 * * |2
03:00 * * 0 2 * 1 * * 1
0400 * * 0 0 * 0 * * 0
05:00 * * 1 1 * 1 * * 1
06:00 * * 19 17 * 18 * * [18
07:00 * * 109 101 * 105 * * 105
08:00 * + 156 137 * 146 * * 146 ]
09:00 * * 66 80 * 73 * * 730 ]
10:00 * * 77 94 * 86 * * 86 ]
11.00 * * 87 107 * 97 * * 97
12:00 PM * 81 91 88 * 87 * *
01:00 * 61 85 73 * 73 * * 730 ]
02:00 * 85 101 * * 93 * * @3 1]
03:00 * 83 147 * * 115 * * 115
0400 120 122 * * 121 * * 21 ]
05:00 * 155 138 * * 146 S & 146
06:00 * 141 136 * * 138 * *
07:00 * 87 86 * * 86 * * 86
08:00 * 59 75 * * 67 * *
09:00 & 43 34 & L 38 L & 38 ]
10:00 * 14 13 * * 14 * * (14
11.00 * 2 6 * * 4 L & 4
Total 0 931 1555 706 0 1516 0 0 1516
\%k?)v% 0.0% 61.4% 102.6% 46.6% 0.0% 100.0%
% AVg 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Week 0.0% 614% 102.6% 46.6% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
AM Peak - 08:00 08:00 08:00 - - 08:00 - -
Vol. - 156 137 146 - - 146 - -
PM Peak - 17:.00 15:00 12:00 17.00 - - 17.00 - -
Vol. - 155 147 88 146 - - 146 - -
Total 0 931 1555 706 1516 1516
ADT ADT 1,504 AADT 1,504





Traffic Data Collection, TDC Page 1

Project: Birmingham Quarton School Study 7504 Sawgrass Drive, Washington MI. 48094 (586) 586-5407 OAKWFAIRFAX_VOL
Count Type: 24 Hr. ATR Count Traffic Study Performed For: Oak Ave.
Weather: Sunny, 60’ Degs. . . (200" East of Fairfax St.)
Count By: M.Matich Pav't : Asphalt 2 Lanes Fleis & Vandenbrink Station ID: 2 Way Count

Site Code: ATR 3
Date Start: 07-Oct-14

Start 06-Oct-14 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Week Average
Time EB WB EB WB EB WB EB WB EB WB EB WB EB WB EB WB
12:00 AM * * * * 3 2 2 2 * * * * * * 2 2
01:00 * * * * 0 0 1 3 * * * * * * 0 2
02:00 * * * * 0 1 1 2 * * * * * * 0 2
03:00 * * * * 1 0 0 1 * * * * * * 0 0
04:00 * * * * 0 2 0 2 * * * * * * 0 2
05:00 * * * * 2 1 4 0 * * * * * * 3 0
06:00 * * * * 26 15 31 13 * * * * * * 28 14
07:00 * * * * 125 101 135 105 * * * * * * 130 103
08:00 * * * * 225 121 209 125 * * * * * * 217 123
09:00 * * * * 75 61 65 61 * * * * * * 70 61
10:00 * * * * 56 64 60 90 * * * * * * 58 77
11:00 * * * * 63 70 83 95 * * * * * * 73 82
12:00 PM * * * * 64 101 66 90 * * * * * * 65 96
01:00 * * 73 54 52 74 55 75 * * * * * * 60 68
02:00 * * 70 85 86 115 48 45 * * * * * * 68 82
03:00 * * 162 129 135 167 * * * * * * * * 148 148
04:00 * * 111 157 119 166 * * * * * * * * 115 162
05:00 * * 106 140 117 163 * * * * * * * * 112 152
06:00 * * 85 131 94 142 * * * * * * * * 90 136
07:00 * * 58 74 72 85 * * * * * * * * 65 80
08:00 * * 35 51 34 56 * * * * * * * * 34 54
09:00 * * 16 34 21 27 * * * * * * * * 18 30
10:00 * * 10 12 6 13 * * * * * * * * 8 12
11:00 * * 8 3 4 3 * * * * * * * * 6 3
Lane 0 0 734 870 1380 1550 760 709 0 0 0 0 0 0 1370 1491
Day 0 1604 2930 1469 0 0 0 2861

AM Peak - - - - 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 - - - - - - 08:00 08:00
Vol. - - - - 225 121 209 125 - - - - - - 217 123
PM Peak - - 15:00 16:00 15:00 15:00 12:00 12:00 - - - - - - 15:00 16:00
Vol. - - 162 157 135 167 66 90 - - - - - - 148 162

ng’tg'l 0 1604 2930 1469 0 0 0 2861

ADT ADT 2,871 AADT 2,871





Project: Birmingham Quarton School Study

Count Type: 24 Hr. ATR Count
Weather: Sunny, 60' Degs.
Count By: M.Matich Pav't : Asphalt 1 Lane

Traffic Data Collection, TDC

Traffic Study Performed For:
Fleis & Vandenbrink

Page 1

OAKWCHESTERFIELD_EB
Oak Ave.

(175' West of Chesterfield Ave.)
Station ID: Eastbound

Site Code: ATR 2EB

Date Start: 07-Oct-14

Start Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri Average Sat Sun Week
Time 06-Oct-14 Da; Average
12:00 AM * * 3 2 * 2 ” * * [ 2 ’
01:00 * * 0 1 * 0 * * 0
02:00 * * 0 0 * 0 * * 0
03:00 * * 1 0 * 0 * * 0
04:00 * * 0 1 * 0 * * 0
05:00 * * 5 5 * 5 * * 5
06:00 * * 32 33 * 32 * * 32
07:00 * * 148 145 * 146 * * 146
08:00 * * 266 253 * 260 * * 260
09:00 * * 109 86 * 98 * * 98 ]
10:00 * * 80 71 * 76 * * (76 ]
11.00 * * 81 90 * 86 * * 86 1
12:00 PM * 93 101 102 * 99 * * 99 |
01:00 * 95 72 64 * 77 * * 77 71
02:00 * 80 81 * * 80 * * (80 ]
03:00 i 181 151 i & 166 @ & 166
0400 * 137 151 * * 144 * * 44— ]
05:00 * 118 132 * * 125 * * 1257 ]
06:00 * 101 104 * * 102 * *
07:00 * 65 74 * * 70 * * 70 ]
08:00 * 34 30 * * 32 * *
09:00 * 15 17 * * 16 * * 16
10:00 * 9 5 * * 7 * * 07
11.00 * 10 4 * * 7 * * 7
Total 0 938 1647 853 0 1630 0 0 1630
\l;/\jkplglzagl); 0.0% 575% 101.0% 52.3% 0.0% 100.0%
% Avg. 0, 0 0, 0, 0 0 0 0,
Week 0.0% 575% 101.0% 52.3% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
AM Peak - 08:00  08:00 08:00 - - 08:00 - -
Vol. - 266 253 260 - - 260 - -
PM Peak - 15:00 15:00 12:00 15:00 - - 15:00 - -
Vol. - 181 151 102 166 - - 166 - -
Total 0 938 1647 853 1630 1630
ADT ADT 1,623 AADT 1,623





Project: Birmingham Quarton School Study
Count Type: 24 Hr. ATR Count

Weather: Sunny, 60’ Degs.

Count By: M.Matich Pav't : Asphalt 2 Lanes

Traffic Data Collection, TDC Page 1

7504 Sawgrass Drive, Washington MI. 48094 (586) 586-5407 OAKWGLENHURST_VOL
Traffic Study Performed For: (150 West of Glenh OikAAve)-

. . esto ennurst Ave.

Fleis & Vandenbrink Station ID: 2 Way Count

Site Code: ATR 1
Date Start: 07-Oct-14

Start 06-Oct-14 Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Week Average
Time EB WB EB WB EB WB EB WB EB WB EB WB EB WB EB WB
12:00 AM * * * * 2 4 3 3 * * * * * * 2 4
01:00 * * * * 0 0 1 2 * * * * * * 0 1
02:00 * * * * 1 1 1 2 * * * * * * 1 2
03:00 * * * * 1 1 1 & * * * * * * 1 2
04:00 * * * * 1 0 2 0 * * * * * * 2 0
05:00 * * * * 11 1 11 1 * * * * * * 11 1
06:00 * * * * 42 19 39 18 * * * * * * 40 18
07:00 * * * * 192 105 184 102 * * * * * * 188 104
08:00 * * * * 238 175 228 149 * * * * * * 233 162
09:00 * * * * 107 69 106 90 * * * * * * 106 80
10:00 * * * * 87 79 92 101 * * * * * * 90 90
11:00 * * * * 95 87 107 116 * * * * * * 101 102
12:00 PM * * 92 90 99 104 109 99 * * * * * * 100 98
01:00 * * 96 62 78 92 68 75 * * * * * * 81 76
02:00 * * 88 91 101 106 * * * * * * * * 94 98
03:00 * * 151 157 133 154 * * * * * * * * 142 156
04:00 * * 160 127 155 133 * * * * * * * * 158 130
05:00 * * 140 166 165 149 * * * * * * * * 152 158
06:00 * * 135 160 125 153 * * * * * * * * 130 156
07:00 * * 80 91 83 95 * * * * * * * * 82 93
08:00 * * 45 65 46 73 * * * * * * * * 46 69
09:00 * * 19 43 21 43 * * * * * * * * 20 43
10:00 * * 9 14 8 16 * * * * * * * * 8 15
11:00 * * 6 3 1 7 * * * * * * * * 4 5
Lane 0 0 1021 1069 1792 1666 952 761 0 0 0 0 0 0 1792 1663
Day 0 2090 3458 1713 0 0 0 3455
AM Peak - - - - 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 - - - - - - 08:00 08:00
Vol. - - - - 238 175 228 149 - - - - - - 233 162
PM Peak - - 16:00 17:00 17:00 15:00 12:00 12:00 - - - - - - 16:00 17:00
Vol. - - 160 166 165 154 109 99 - - - - - - 158 158
comb. 0 2090 3458 1713 0 0 0 3455
ADT ADT 3,434 AADT 3,434





Warrant Summary

Summary of Warrants

Spot Number:

0

Oak Avenue

| Minor Street: |Chesterfield Avenue

Major Street:

Oak Avenue at Chesterfield Avenue

Intersection:
City/Twp: Birmingham, Ml
Date Performed: 10/10/2014 | Performed By: | F&V
Date Volumes Collected: | 10/7/2014
Warrant Condition Is Warrant Met
Data Has Been Validated
WARRANT 1: Eight-Hour Vehicular Volume
Condition A
Condition B
Condition A&B N/A
WARRANT 2: Four-Hour Vehicular Volume (100%)
WARRANT 3: Peak-Hour Vehicular Volume (100%) #N/A
Condition A
Condition B
WARRANT 4: Pedestrian Volume (100%)
Four Hour
Peak Hour
(Threshold) HAWK
(Threshold) RRFB
WARRANT 5: School Crossing
WARRANT 6: Coordinated Signal System
WARRANT 7: Crash Experience
Condition A
Condition B

WARRANT 8: Roadway Network

#N/A

WARRANT 9: Intersection Near a Grade Crossing_;

Issue to Be Addressed by Sig_;nalization:

Page 1






W1

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Signal Warrants (Section 4C)
WARRANT 1: Eight-Hour Vehicular Volume

| Intersection: | Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue |
| Date | 10/10/2014 ] by | F&V |
1 : No. of Lanes on Major St?
1 : No. of Lanes on Minor St?
25 : Speed limit or 85th Percentile? (MPH)
NO : Is the intersection within an Isolated community?
: if answer 4 is Yes, then what is the of the population isolated community?
0% : Have other remedial measures been tried?
USE 100% WARRANTS 1A AND 1B. DO NOT USE COMBINATION OF A & B
Major Minor Condition A Major Conc!mon A Warr.a.nt Condlflon B COnC!ItIOn B Warr.a.nt Combination [ Combination | Combination | Combination Warr.a.nt
Volume Volume Volume Minor Condition Major Minor Condition Major A Minor A Major B Minor B Condition
(Both Apr.) (One Apr.) Volume A Met? Volume Volume B Met? A&B met?
Time E-W N-S
00:01 - 01:00 6 0 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
01:00 - 02:00 1 0 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
02:00 - 03:00 2 2 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
03:00 - 04:00 1 0 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
04:00 - 05:00 0 2 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
05:00 - 06:00 6 4 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
06:00 - 07:00 50 10 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
07:00 - 08:00 245 57 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
08:00 - 09:00 422 85 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
09:00 - 10:00 171 44 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
10:00 - 11:00 162 34 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
11:00 - 12:00 183 42 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
12:00 - 13:00 186 47 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
13:00 - 14:00 150 31 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
14:00 - 15:00 173 40 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
15:00 - 16:00 285 61 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
16:00 - 17:00 281 59 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
17:00 - 18:00 267 74 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
18:00 - 19:00 240 44 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
19:00 - 20:00 156 34 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
20:00 - 21:00 99 26 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
21:00 - 22:00 54 16 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
22:00 - 23:00 21 5 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
23:00 - 00:00 11 4 500 150 NO 750 75 NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NO
Number of Hours that met the warrant 1A = 0
Number of Hours that met the warrant 1B = 0
Number of Hours that met the warrant1 A & B = 0

A. Is the Minimum Vehicular Volume Warrant Met? (Condition A)
B. Is the Interruption of Continuous Traffic Met? (Condition B)
C. Combination of Warrants A and B Criteria Met? N/A
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FIGURE 1: WARRANT 1A

IS THERE A REDUCTION IN THE WARRANT THRESHOLDS TO

70% ...

1- DUE TO SPEED? NO
2- DUE TO ISOLATED COMMUNITY WITH POPULATION LESS THAN

10,000?

NO

Spot Number:

Number of Hours that met the Warrant: Q

Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue

NO. OF LANES ON MAIOR ST.?
NO. OF LANES ON MINOR ST.?

Does this intersection meet Warrant
1A for signal installation? NO

Data Collection Date:

10/7/2014
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FIGURE 1: WARRANT 1B

IS THERE A REDUCTION IN THE WARRANT THRESHOLDS TO

70% ...

1- DUE TO SPEED? NO
2- DUE TO ISOLATED COMMUNITY WITH POPULATION LESS THAN

10,0002 NO

Spot Number:

Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue

NO. OF LANES ON MAIOR ST.?
NO. OF LANES ON MINOR ST.?

|= =

Number of Hours that met the Warrant: 0

Does this intersection meet Warrant 1B NO

for signal installation?

Data Collection Date: 10/7/2014
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FIGURE 3: WARRANT 1A&B

IS THERE A REDUCTION IN THE WARRANT THRESHOLDS TO

56% ...

1- DUE TO SPEED? NO

2- DUE TO ISOLATED COMMUNITY WITH POPULATION LESS THAN

10,0007 NO

Spot Number:

Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue

NO. OF LANES ON MAIJOR ST.?
NO. OF LANES ON MINOR ST.?

1
1

Number of Hours that met the Warrant: 0

Does this intersection meet Warrant
1A&B for signal installation?

N/A

Data Collection Date: 10/7/2014






W2-100%

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Signal Warrants (Section 4C)
WARRANT 2: Four-Hour Vehicular Volume

Spot Number: 0
Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date| 10/10/2014 | by| F&V

1 : No. of Lanes on Major St.

1 : No. of Lanes on Minor St.

25 : Speed limit or 85th Percentile? (MPH)

NO : Is the intersection within an Isolated community?

: What is the of the population isolated community?

MINOR STREET HIGHER VOLUME APPROACH-VPH

500 | | | |
——— 2 or More Lanes & 2 or More Lanes
/—’IZ or Moré lanes & 1 Lane I
1 Lane &1 Lane
400

AN

N

S

<
Y%&
\\\\

/
/] /

200
100
N L 2
IR

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 1100 1200 1300 1400
MAJOR STREET - TOTAL OF BOTH APPROACHES - VEHICLES PER HOUR (VPH)

How Many Hours Are Met 0
Is Warrant 2 (100%) Met?

Page 1





W3 A

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Signal Warrants (Section 4C)
WARRANT 3 A: Peak-Hour Vehicular Volume

Spot Number: 0
Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date| 10/10/2014 | by| F&V
NOT MET 0 : Total Stop Time Delay (hrs)
1 : Minor Street Approach Lanes
0 : Total Approaches
#N/A : Minor Approach Volume
#N/A : Total Entering Volume
0:00 : Peak Hour
Is Warrant 3 A Met? | #N/A
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W3 B-100%

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Signal Warrants (Section 4C)
WARRANT 3 B(100%): Peak-Hour Vehicular Volume

Spot Number: 0
Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date| 10/10/2014 | by| F&V
1 : No. of Lanes on Major St.
1 : No. of Lanes on Minor St.
25 : Speed limit or 85th Percentile? (MPH)
NO : Is the intersection within an Isolated community?
: What is the of the population isolated community?

MINOR STREET HIGHER VOLUME APPROACH-VPH
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100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 1100 1200 1300 1400 1500 1600 1700 1800
MAIJOR STREET - TOTAL OF BOTH APPROACHES - VEHICLES PER HOUR (VPH)

How Many Hours Are Met

Is Warrant 3 B (100%) Met?
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W4 4HR-100%

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices

Worksheet for Signal Warrants (Section 4C)
WARRANT 4 (100%): Four-Hour Pedestrian Volume

Spot Number: __ 0
Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date| 10/10/2014 | by| F&V

2000 : Distance to Nearest Signal or Stop Control on Major Road

0% : Percentage Reduction in Pedestrian Volumes

25 : Speed limit or 85th Percentile? (MPH)

NO : Is the intersection within an Isolated community?

: What is the of the population isolated community?
500
%
g
& 400 N\
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© I
22 \
2T
% 3 300 N
e K=
O g \
g2
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£ £ 200 \
§ g \
a g
E & \
5 100
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100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 1100 1200 1300 1400

MAIJOR STREET - TOTAL OF BOTH APPROACHES - VEHICLES PER HOUR (VPH)

How Many Hours Are Met

Is Warrant 4 B (100%): Four Hour Met?

o]
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W5

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Signal Warrants (Section 4C)
WARRANT 5: School Crossing

Spot Number: 0
Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date| 10/10/2014 | by| F&V
2000 : Distance to Nearest Signal or Stop Control on Major Road
0 : Width of Street
0 : Number of Children per Group
3 : Safe Gap (Seconds)
0 : Number of Gaps in Study Period
0 : Study Period (Minutes)
0 : Number of School Children

Is Warrant 5 Met?
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W6

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Signal Warrants (Section 4C)
WARRANT 6: Coordinated Signal System

Spot Number: _ 0
Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date| 10/10/2014 | by| F&V

The Progressive Movement warrant is satisfied when:

1. On a one-way street or a street which has predominantly unidirectional traffic, the
adjacent signals are so far apart that they do not provide the necessary degree of vehicle
platooning, or

2. On a two-way street, adjacent signals do not provide the necessary degree of a platooning
and the proposed or adjacent signals could constitute a progressive signal
system.

The installation of a signal according to this warrant should not be considered where the
resultant signal spacing is less than 1,000 feet.

Is Warrant 6 Met?
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W7

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices

Worksheet for Signal Warrants (Section 4C)

WARRANT 7: Crash Experience

Spot Number: 0
Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date 10/10/2014 | by | F&V
1 : No. of Lanes on Major St?
1 : No. of Lanes on Minor St?
0% : Has adequate trial of remedial measure with adequate enforcement been tried?
0% : Have there been 5 or more crashes susceptible to correction by Signalization occurred in a 12 month period?
Major Minor Condition A Major Condition A| Warrant |Condition B| Condition B Warrant
Volume Volume Volume Minor Condition Major Minor Condition
(Both Apr.) (One Apr.) ol Volume A Met? Volume Volume B Met?
Time E-W N-S

00:01 - 01:00 6 0 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
01:00 - 02:00 1 0 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
02:00 - 03:00 2 2 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
03:00 - 04:00 1 0 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
04:00 - 05:00 0 2 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
05:00 - 06:00 6 4 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
06:00 - 07:00 50 10 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
07:00 - 08:00 245 57 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
08:00 - 09:00 422 85 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
09:00 - 10:00 171 44 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
10:00 - 11:00 162 34 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
11:00 - 12:00 183 42 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
12:00 - 13:00 186 47 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
13:00 - 14:00 150 31 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
14:00 - 15:00 173 40 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
15:00 - 16:00 285 61 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
16:00 - 17:00 281 59 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
17:00 - 18:00 267 74 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
18:00 - 19:00 240 44 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
19:00 - 20:00 156 34 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
20:00 - 21:00 99 26 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
21:00 - 22:00 54 16 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
22:00 - 23:00 21 5 400 120 NO 600 60 NO
23:00 - 00:00 11 4 400 120 NO 600 60 NO

Number of Hours that met the warrant7A=[ 0 |
Number of Hours that met the warrant 7B=[ 0 |

A. Is the Minimum Vehicular Volume Warrant Met Based on Crash Patterns? (Condition A)

B. Is the Interruption of Continuous Traffic Met Based on Crash Patterns? (Condition B)
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FIGURE 1: WARRANT 7A

Spot Number:

Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue

NO. OF LANES ON MAJOR ST.?
NO. OF LANES ON MINOR ST.?

Number of Hours that met the

Warrant:

Does this intersection meet Warrant 7A

for signal installation?

1o

—&— Major St. (Oak Avenue ) Counts Both
Approaches

—i— Minor St. (Chesterfield Avenue ) Counts One
Approach

e Major St Warrant Threshold

e @ Minor St. Warrant Threshold

Data Collection Date: 10/7/2014
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FIGURE 2: WARRANT 7B

Spot Number:

Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue

NO. OF LANES ON MAJOR ST.? 1
NO. OF LANES ON MINORST.? 1

Number of Hours that met the
Warrant:

Does this intersection meet Warrant 7B
for signal installation?

(=]

—— Major St. (Oak Avenue ) Counts Both
Approaches

—— Minor St. (Chesterfield Avenue ) Counts One
Approach

e Major St Warrant Threshold

e» e Minor St. Warrant Threshold

Data Collection Date: 10/7/2014






w8

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Signal Warrants (Section 4C)
WARRANT 8: Roadway Network

Spot Number: _ 0
Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date| 10/10/2014 | by F&V

The need for a traffic signal control study is applicable when the common intersection of
two or more major routes meets one or both of the following criteria :

(1) has a total existing, or immediately projected, entering volume of at least
1,000 vehicles during the peak hour and has five-year projected volumes,
based on an engineering study, which meet one or more of Warrants 1, 2, and 3
during an average weekday; or

(2) has a total existing or immediately projected entering volume of at least 1,000
vehicles for each of any five hours of a non-normal business day (Saturday and/or Sunday).

Is Warrant 8 Met?
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W9

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Signal Warrants (Section 4C)
WARRANT 9: Intersection Near a Grade Crossing

Spot Number: 0
Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date 10/10/2014 [ B by F&V

0 : Clear Storage Distance (ft)
0 : Number of Approach Lanes Crossing Tracks
0 : Peak Hour

#N/A : Peak Hour Major Street Volume

#N/A : Peak Hour Minor Street Volume

Adjustment
Factors
fail 0 : Trains per Day
1 0% : Percentage High Occupancy Busses
#N/A 0 : Percentage Tractor Trailers
#N/A : Adjusted Minor Street Volume
#N/A : Is Figure 4C-10 Satisfied?

Is Warrant 9 Met?

#N/A
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Ped Devices Low Speed

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Pedestrian Device Thresholds (Section 4F)

ALTERNATE PEDESTRIAN DEVICES (SPEED <= 35 mph)

Spot Number: _ 0
Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date| 10/10/2014 | by F&V
2000 : Distance to Nearest Signal or Stop Control on Major Road

25 : Speed limit or 85th Percentile? (MPH)
40 : Crosswalk Length
0 : Sight Distance Sufficient?

300 \

500
#| Count Data
\ e HAWK 34 ft Crossing
400
\ HAWK 50 ft Crossing
e HAWK 72 ft Crossing

200

N

e Hawk 1

== RRFB Uf

0 ft Crossing

per Threshol

d

RN

= RRFB Lower Threshold

Total of all Pedestrians Crossing the Major Street Pedestrians per
Hour (PPH)

|
RN
A

N

N

NG

~

0 T

0 250 500

750

1000 1250 1500 1750

2000 2250

2500 27

MAIJOR STREET - TOTAL OF BOTH APPROACHES - VEHICLES PER HOUR (VPH)

50 3000

3250

Is the Ped Volume Warrant Met? (See W4 Tabs for Details)

Is the School Crossing Warrant Met? (See W5 Tabs for Details)

Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon

How Many Hours Are Met (HAWK)?

Can a HAWK be Considered?

Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon

Hours Meeting RRFB Minimum Criteria Met?

0
3

Are all Data Points below the RRFB Upper Threshold?

YES

Can an RRFB be Considered?

YES
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Warrant Summary

Summary of Multi-Way STOP Warrants

Spot Number: 0
Major Street: Oak Avenue | Minor Street: |Chesterfield Avenu
Intersection: Oak Avenue at Chesterfield Avenue
City/Twp: City of Birmingham

Date Performed: 10/21/2014 | Performed By: | F&V

Date Volumes Collected: | 10/8/2014

Data Has Been Validated | | YES
Warrant Condition Is Warrant Met

CRITERIA B: Crash History

CRITERIA C: Minimum Volumes

CRITERIA D: 80% Criteria B, C1, C2

Volume Criteria

Crash Criteria

Issue to Be Addressed by Multi-way STOP Control:

Page 1






Criteria B

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Multi-Way STOP Warrants (Section 2B.07)
CRITERIA B: CRASH HISTORY

Five or more reported crashes in a 12-month period that are susceptible to correction by a multi-way stop installation. Such crashes

include right-turn and left-turn collisions as well as right-angle collisions.

NO |: Have there been 5 or more crashes in a 12 month period susceptible to correction by Multi-way stop installation?

Is Criteria B Met?

Page 2





Criteria C

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Multi-way STOP Warrants (Section 2B.07)
Criteria C: Minimum Volumes

Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date 10/21/2014 | by [ F&V
NO : Have there been 5 or more crashes in a 12 month period susceptible to correction by Multi-way stop installation?
1 : No. of Lanes on Major St?
1 : No. of Lanes on Minor St?
25 : Speed limit or 85th Percentile? (MPH)
USE 100% FOR CONDITION C
Major Minor Condition C Major Conc!ltlon C Warr.a_nt
Volume Volume Volume Minor Condition
(Both Apr.) (One Apr.) Volume C Met?
Time E-W N-S
00:01 - 01:00 6 0 300 200 NO
01:00 - 02:00 1 0 300 200 NO
02:00 - 03:00 2 2 300 200 NO
03:00 - 04:00 1 0 300 200 NO
04:00 - 05:00 0 2 300 200 NO
05:00 - 06:00 6 8 300 200 NO
11:00 - 12:00 183 72 300 200 NO
12:00 - 13:00 186 82 300 200 NO
13:00 - 14:00 150 60 300 200 NO
14:00 - 15:00 173 68 300 200 NO
15:00 - 16:00 285 111 300 200 NO
16:00 - 17:00 281 100 300 200 NO
17:00 - 18:00 267 120 300 200 NO
18:00 - 19:00 240 82 300 200 NO
19:00 - 20:00 156 60 300 200 NO
20:00 - 21:00 99 38 300 200 NO
21:00 - 22:00 54 24 300 200 NO
22:00 - 23:00 21 9 300 200 NO
23:00 - 00:00 11 5 300 200 NO

Number of Hours that met Criteria C =|I|

A. Is Criteria C Met?
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FIGURE 1: CRITERIA C

IS THERE A REDUCTION IN THE WARRANT THRESHOLDS TO

70%... NO
1- DUE TO SPEED?

NO

Spot Number:

Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue

NO. OF LANES ON MAJOR ST.?
NO. OF LANES ON MINOR ST.?

= |=

Da

Number of Hours that met the Criteria: 0_

Does this intersection meet Criteria C
for Multi-way stop installation? NO

ta Collection Date: 10/8/2014






Criteria D

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
Worksheet for Multi-way STOP Warrants (Section 2B.07)
Criteria D: 80% of Criteria B, C.1, and C.2

Intersection: Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue
Date 10/21/2014 by [ F&V
NO : Have there been 5 or more crashes in a 12 month period susceptible to correction by Multi-way stop installation?

1 : No. of Lanes on Major St?

1 : No. of Lanes on Minor St?

25 : Speed limit or 85th Percentile? (MPH)

0 : # of crashes in a 12 month period susceptible to correction by Multi-way stop installation?

USE 80% FOR CONDITION D
Major Minor Condition D Major Cond.ition D Warr_a_nt
Volume Volume Volume Minor Condition
(Both Apr.) (One Apr.) Volume D Met?
Time E-W N-S

00:01 - 01:00 6 0 240 160 NO
01:00 - 02:00 1 0 240 160 NO
02:00 - 03:00 2 2 240 160 NO
03:00 - 04:00 1 0 240 160 NO
04:00 - 05:00 0 2 240 160 NO
10:00 - 11:00 162 66 240 160 NO
11:00 - 12:00 183 72 240 160 NO
12:00 - 13:00 186 82 240 160 NO
13:00 - 14:00 150 60 240 160 NO
14:00 - 15:00 173 68 240 160 NO
15:00 - 16:00 285 111 240 160 NO
16:00 - 17:00 281 100 240 160 NO
17:00 - 18:00 267 120 240 160 NO
18:00 - 19:00 240 82 240 160 NO
19:00 - 20:00 156 60 240 160 NO
20:00 - 21:00 99 38 240 160 NO
21:00 - 22:00 54 24 240 160 NO
22:00 - 23:00 21 9 240 160 NO
23:00 - 00:00 11 5 240 160 NO

Number of Hours that met Criteria C =|I|

A. Is the Minimum Vehicular Volume Criteria Met?

B. Is the crash criteria met?

C. Is Criteria D met?
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FIGURE 1: CRITERIA C Spot Number:

IS THERE A REDUCTION IN THE WARRANT THRESHOLDS TO

70% ... NO
1- DUE TO SPEED? NO

Oak Avenue @ Chesterfield Avenue

Number of Hours that met the Criteria: Q_

NO. OF LANES ON MAIOR ST.?
NO. OF LANES ON MINOR ST.?

| |

Does this intersection meet Volume

Criteria D for Multi-way stop NO

installation?

Data Collection Date:

10/8/2014






HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis

Existing Conditions

1: Chesterfield Avenue & Oak Avenue AM Peak Hour
A ey v ANt 2 M4

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y

Volume (vph) 5 258 7 17 129 6 9 39 13 5 74 6

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000

Total Lost time (s) 5.6 5.6 5.7 5.7

Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Frpb, ped/bikes 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.99

Flpb, ped/bikes 1.00 0.99 0.98 1.00

Frt 1.00 0.99 0.97 0.99

Flt Protected 1.00 0.99 0.99 1.00

Satd. Flow (prot) 1944 1919 1827 1908

Flit Permitted 0.99 0.94 0.96 0.99

Satd. Flow (perm) 1933 1808 1757 1885

Peak-hour factor, PHF 075 075 075 059 059 059 073 073 073 079 079 079

Adj. Flow (vph) 7 344 9 29 219 10 12 53 18 6 94 8

RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 2 0 0 3 0 0 12 0 0 6 0

Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 358 0 0 255 0 0 71 0 0 102 0

Confl. Peds. (#hr) 34 55 55 34 70 27 27 70

Turn Type Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA

Protected Phases 2 2 4 4

Permitted Phases 2 2 4 4

Actuated Green, G (s) 234 234 15.3 15.3

Effective Green, g (s) 234 234 15.3 15.3

Actuated g/C Ratio 047 047 0.31 0.31

Clearance Time (s) 5.6 5.6 5.7 5.7

Lane Grp Cap (vph) 904 846 537 576

v/s Ratio Prot

v/s Ratio Perm c0.19 0.14 0.04 c0.05

v/c Ratio 0.40 0.30 0.13 0.18

Uniform Delay, d1 8.7 8.2 12.5 12.7

Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Incremental Delay, d2 1.3 0.9 0.5 0.7

Delay (s) 10.0 9.2 13.1 134

Level of Service A A B B

Approach Delay (s) 10.0 9.2 13.1 13.4

Approach LOS A A B B

Intersection Summary

HCM 2000 Control Delay 10.5 HCM 2000 Level of Service B

HCM 2000 Volume to Capacity ratio 0.31

Actuated Cycle Length (s) 50.0 Sum of lost time (s) 11.3

Intersection Capacity Utilization 35.7% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15

¢ Critical Lane Group

Chesterfield & Oak Synchro 8 Report

Fleis & VandenBrink Engineering, Inc. 11/5/2014





HCM Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis

Existing Conditions

1: Chesterfield Avenue & Oak Avenue PM Peak Hour
A ey v ANt 2 M4

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y

Volume (vph) 3 17 8 15 114 6 5 39 14 4 40 5

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000

Total Lost time (s) 5.6 5.6 5.7 5.7

Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Frpb, ped/bikes 0.99 1.00 0.98 0.98

Flpb, ped/bikes 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.99

Frt 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.99

Flt Protected 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.00

Satd. Flow (prot) 1928 1907 1829 1886

Flit Permitted 1.00 0.95 0.98 0.98

Satd. Flow (perm) 1921 1819 1800 1855

Peak-hour factor, PHF 063 063 063 066 066 066 081 081 081 082 082 082

Adj. Flow (vph) 5 271 13 23 173 9 6 48 17 5 49 6

RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 12 0 0 4 0

Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 286 0 0 202 0 0 59 0 0 56 0

Confl. Peds. (#hr) 23 86 86 23 70 34 34 70

Turn Type Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA

Protected Phases 2 2 4 4

Permitted Phases 2 2 4 4

Actuated Green, G (s) 234 234 15.3 15.3

Effective Green, g (s) 234 234 15.3 15.3

Actuated g/C Ratio 047 047 0.31 0.31

Clearance Time (s) 5.6 5.6 5.7 5.7

Lane Grp Cap (vph) 899 851 550 567

v/s Ratio Prot

v/s Ratio Perm c0.15 0.1 c0.03 0.03

v/c Ratio 0.32 0.24 0.11 0.10

Uniform Delay, d1 8.3 8.0 12.5 12.4

Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Incremental Delay, d2 0.9 0.7 04 0.3

Delay (s) 9.2 8.6 12.8 12.8

Level of Service A A B B

Approach Delay (s) 9.2 8.6 12.8 12.8

Approach LOS A A B B

Intersection Summary

HCM 2000 Control Delay 9.8 HCM 2000 Level of Service A

HCM 2000 Volume to Capacity ratio 0.23

Actuated Cycle Length (s) 50.0 Sum of lost time (s) 11.3

Intersection Capacity Utilization 34.1% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15

¢ Critical Lane Group

Chesterfield & Oak Synchro 8 Report

Fleis & VandenBrink Engineering, Inc. 11/5/2014





HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis All-Way Stop Control (AWSC)

1: Chesterfield Avenue & Oak Avenue AM Peak Hour
A ey v ANt 2 M4

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y

Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop

Volume (vph) 25 258 27 17 129 6 9 39 13 5 74 6

Peak Hour Factor 075 075 075 059 059 059 073 073 073 079 079 079

Hourly flow rate (vph) 33 344 36 29 219 10 12 53 18 6 94 8

Direction, Lane # EB1 WB1 NB1 SBf

Volume Total (vph) 413 258 84 108

Volume Left (vph) 33 29 12 6

Volume Right (vph) 36 10 18 8

Hadj (s) 000 003 -006 0.0

Departure Headway (s) 4.8 5.0 5.7 5.7

Degree Utilization, x 055 036 013 047

Capacity (veh/h) 717 676 543 552

Control Delay (s) 136 109 9.6 9.9

Approach Delay (s) 136 109 9.6 9.9

Approach LOS B B A A

Intersection Summary

Delay 11.9

Level of Service B

Intersection Capacity Utilization 38.9% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15

Chesterfield & Oak Synchro 8 Report

Fleis & VandenBrink Engineering, Inc. 11/5/2014





HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis All-Way Stop Control (AWSC)

1: Chesterfield Avenue & Oak Avenue PM Peak Hour
A ey v ANt 2 M4

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y

Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop

Volume (vph) 23 171 28 15 114 6 5 39 14 4 40 5

Peak Hour Factor 063 063 063 066 066 066 081 081 081 082 082 082

Hourly flow rate (vph) 37 271 44 23 173 9 6 48 17 5 49 6

Direction, Lane # EB1 WB1 NB1 SBf

Volume Total (vph) 352 205 72 60

Volume Left (vph) 37 23 6 5

Volume Right (vph) 44 9 17 6

Hadj (s) -0.02 003 -009 -0.01

Departure Headway (s) 45 4.7 5.2 53

Degree Utilization, x 044 027 010  0.09

Capacity (veh/h) 780 731 618 602

Control Delay (s) 10.9 94 8.8 8.8

Approach Delay (s) 10.9 94 8.8 8.8

Approach LOS B A A A

Intersection Summary

Delay 10.1

Level of Service B

Intersection Capacity Utilization 34.6% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15

Chesterfield & Oak Synchro 8 Report

Fleis & VandenBrink Engineering, Inc. 11/5/2014





HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis

Two-Way Stop Control (TWSC)

1: Chesterfield Avenue & Oak Avenue AM Peak Hour
A ey v ANt 2 M4

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y

Volume (veh/h) 25 258 27 17 129 6 9 39 13 5 74 6

Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop

Grade 0% 0% 0% 0%

Peak Hour Factor 075 075 075 059 059 059 073 073 073 079 079 079

Hourly flow rate (vph) 33 344 36 29 219 10 12 53 18 6 94 8

Pedestrians 70 27 55 34

Lane Width (ft) 12.0 10.0 12.0 12.0

Walking Speed (ft/s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

Percent Blockage 6 2 5 3

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type None None

Median storage veh)

Upstream signal (ft)

pX, platoon unblocked

vC, conflicting volume 263 435 889 804 444 816 817 328

vC1, stage 1 conf vol

vC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol 263 435 889 804 444 816 817 328

tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2

tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s) 2.2 2.2 315 4.0 3.3 315 4.0 3.3

p0 queue free % 97 97 92 81 97 97 66 99

cM capacity (veh/h) 1265 1073 157 278 575 212 273 653

Direction, Lane # EB1 WB1 NB1 SBf

Volume Total 413 258 84 108

Volume Left 33 29 12 6

Volume Right 36 10 18 8

cSH 1265 1073 277 280

Volume to Capacity 003 003 030 0.38

Queue Length 95th (ft) 2 2 31 43

Control Delay (s) 0.9 12 235 257

Lane LOS A A C D

Approach Delay (s) 0.9 12 235 257

Approach LOS C D

Intersection Summary

Average Delay 6.3

Intersection Capacity Utilization 38.9% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15

Chesterfield & Oak Synchro 8 Report

Fleis & VandenBrink Engineering, Inc. 11/5/2014





HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis

Two-Way Stop Control (TWSC)

1: Chesterfield Avenue & Oak Avenue PM Peak Hour
A ey v ANt 2 M4

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y Fi Y

Volume (veh/h) 23 171 28 15 114 6 5 39 14 4 40 5

Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop

Grade 0% 0% 0% 0%

Peak Hour Factor 063 063 063 066 066 066 081 081 081 082 082 082

Hourly flow rate (vph) 37 271 44 23 173 9 6 48 17 5 49 6

Pedestrians 70 34 86 23

Lane Width (ft) 12.0 10.0 12.0 12.0

Walking Speed (ft/s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

Percent Blockage 6 2 7 2

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type None None

Median storage veh)

Upstream signal (ft)

pX, platoon unblocked

vC, conflicting volume 205 402 776 703 414 688 721 270

vC1, stage 1 conf vol

vC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol 205 402 776 703 414 688 721 270

tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2

tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s) 2.2 2.2 315 4.0 3.3 315 4.0 3.3

p0 queue free % 97 98 97 85 97 98 84 99

cM capacity (veh/h) 1340 1074 216 314 579 266 307 710

Direction, Lane # EB1 WB1 NB1 SBf

Volume Total 352 205 72 60

Volume Left 37 23 6 5

Volume Right 44 9 17 6

cSH 1340 1074 338 321

Volume to Capacity 0.03 002 021 0.19

Queue Length 95th (ft) 2 2 20 17

Control Delay (s) 1.0 1.1 185 188

Lane LOS A A C C

Approach Delay (s) 1.0 1.1 185 188

Approach LOS C C

Intersection Summary

Average Delay 4.4

Intersection Capacity Utilization 34.6% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15

Chesterfield & Oak Synchro 8 Report

Fleis & VandenBrink Engineering, Inc. 11/5/2014
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DRAFT

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 4, 2014
City Commission Room
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal
Transportation Board held Thursday, December 4, 2014. Chairperson Johanna
Slanga convened the meeting at 6 p.m.

A. ROLL CALL

Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Board Members Stuart Bordman,
Andy Lawson, Jeff Surnow

Absent: Board Members Lara Edwards, Adriana Tatuch, Amanda Warner

Administration:  Lauren Chapman, Asst. City Planner
Mark Clemence, Deputy Chief of Police
Brendan Cousino, Asst. City Engineer
Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Paul O'Meara, City Engineer
Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary

B. INTRODUCTIONS Mike Labadie from Fleis & Vandenbrink (“F&V”),
Transportation Engineering Consultants

C. REVIEW AGENDA (approved)
D. APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MEETING OF NOVEMBER 20, 2014

Moved and seconded to approve the Minutes of November 20, 2014 as
presented.

Motion carried, 4-0.
Absent: Edwards, Tatuch, Warner
E. PUBLIC HEARING - OAK ST. PAVING PROJECT

Addressing the audience, Mr. O’'Meara reported the City is following the Multi-
Modal Master Plan as a guide and Oak St. was identified as one of the corridors
where changes could be made for the better. This board has been studying it for
several months and has come up with a concept that will hopefully be finalized in
the near future so that construction can be started in May 2015. He went through
a PowerPoint that showed highlights of the plan, moving east to west along Oak
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St. toward Quarton Elementary School. Reconstructing the block in front of
Quarton Elementary School must be accomplished while the school is on
summer break. Substantial sewer work must be done prior to the summer
season beginning in mid-June, therefore,construction should start about May 1.
The School Board has not taken a position at this time. This board along with the
City Commission will hopefully take a position on the design in general with the
idea that the portion in front of the school cannot be constructed without the
School Board's authorization.

The chairperson suggested adding another sharrow heading west along Oak St.
from Chesterfield to Glenhurst.

The chairperson opened up comments from the public at 6:16 p.m.

Mr. Tom Shenonis, a resident on Cranbrook, received clarification that a driver

turning east out of the parking lot at Quarton Elementary School will be able to

turn north or south onto Chesterfield. He was told the cost to the school district
to fund their part of the project is estimated at $215 thousand.

Ms. Lois Casey, 1860 Oak St., wondered how large trucks will back into the
school. Mr. O'Meara replied they have not yet heard from the school about the
size of the trucks. He affirmed that the City is looking at lining the City sewers
that run to the residences along there.

Mr. Gregory Mistervich, 1810 Oak St., said that allowing cars to park on the north
side of Oak St. results in parents dragging children across traffic. Also, cars
parked on the north side of the street cut down his sight line when pulling out.
Therefore, he doesn't think that allowing parking on the north side is a good idea.

Mr. John Hammer, who lives in the third house west of Chesterfield, likes the
idea of the separation of drop-off from through traffic but wasn't sure how it would
work. Mr. Labadie stated the idea is to train parents and students to pull up to an
available space, drop off and leave. For pick-ups, the student gets into the car
and off they go. Other schools in the area have dealt successfully with similar
and worse challenges. Mr. Cousino added the proposed drop-off area is twice as
long as the existing.

Responding further to Mr. Hammer, Mr. Labadie talked about how traffic studies
have shown that the traffic signal should be removed and replaced with flashing
beacons and a crossing guard.

Ms. Ecker explained that parent training will be in the form of communications
from the school to the parents to inform them of the process.
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Mr. Matthew McArdle, 940 Glenhurst, voiced concern about having greater
visibility. A traffic signal breaks up traffic in a different way than a stop sign
would. Mr. Labadie thought moving the stop bar up 6 or 8 ft. would probably
allow better site distance. They will check it out.

Mr. Frank Faga, 912 Westwood, stated the problem on Oak St. is speeding and
people passing, usually on the right. He spoke in favor of extending a couple of
extra feet of narrow Oak between Glenhurst and Westwood to the edge of
Birmingham. Mr. O'Meara explained they could add white pavement markings to
make it feel narrower.

Maria, who lives on Willow Lane, said she likes the idea of narrowing Oak St., but
is not in favor of losing the traffic light. She indicated that Bud, the crossing
guard, was shocked that the traffic light would be removed. She suggested the
light could be changed to a blinking red or yellow when the traffic is not heavy.

Mr. Bill Beacham, 701 Puritan, asked about the purpose of the project and the
purpose of putting in "no turns" during drop-off. Mr. O'Meara responded that the
road is old and it is time for it to be rehabbed. Chairperson Slanga added the
goal of the Multi-Modal Plan is to make the streets safer and more complete. Mr.
Beacham agreed there should be no parking on the north side of Oak St.
Parking should be allowed on the south side of Oak St. up to Fairfax. The
crossing guard has said it is "insane" to remove the traffic light.

Mr. Phil Stanger who lives on Pilgrim, received information that bump-outs are
meant to slow traffic and to make the crosswalks shorter and safer for
pedestrians. There are no bump-outs in the section where the bike paths exist.

Mr. Rich Buckston, 895 Puritan, asked whether they would consider parking on
the south side and not the north side in the section by Quarton. Mr. O'Meara did
not see the benefit of encouraging parking between two active traffic areas

Ms. Lois Casey said the people that are parking on the north side of Oak are not
the residents who live there. They are workers who park all day. She was in
favor of permit parking on the north side for residents only.

Mr. Dan Teahan was worried about traffic dumping onto Chesterfield and not
having a light there because it will be opened up to turns. In the past when turns
were allowed he watched the traffic crossing guard get hit even with a traffic
signal. He was not sure parents will adapt to this and comply. Ms. Ecker said
the best the City and the board can do is to design the road as well as possible
so that it is clear to people what they are supposed to do.

Mr. David Hocker, whose residence is on the SE corner of Pilgrim and Oak St.,
thought if they are going to narrow Oak St. they need to know what is going to
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happen with Maple Rd. Narrowing Oak St. and narrowing Maple Rd. will
probably cause a huge problem. The residents need to know the plan for all of
that before they can make a real judgment as to whether this is an acceptable
solution for Oak St. They should have a systematic view and not a road-by-road
consideration.  Further, narrowing down Oak St. will most likely create some
issues for emergency workers who will need some ease of access. He was in
favor of a multi-modal design, but suggested just including it in the current
footprint of the road. As to removing the light at Chesterfield, a red light and a
green light eliminate any room for error rather than leaving it up to the driver to
make a decision.

The Board discussed the feasibility of changing the plan back to not allow
parking on the north side across from the school.

Mr. O'Meara said if the board is leaning toward taking away parking on the north
side of Oak St., staff could send a letter to the affected people who live between
Chesterfield and Glenhurst to let them know the direction this is headed and that
the City Commission will review it. If they have concerns they should raise them
at that time.

Mr. Labadie thought from a traffic operations standpoint it would be good to
eliminate parking there if the residents do not really care. Personally he thinks
that to make it a more pleasant place parking is not needed, especially if the
residents don't want it.

Board members agreed to put forth the proposal to modify the parking status on
the block between Glenhurst and Chesterfield. There would be no parking but
the road would remain the same width and a 5 ft. bike lane would be painted in
lieu of parking. They also suggested the idea of running the bike lane all the way
west to the City limits.

Motion by Mr. Bordman

Seconded by Mr. Surnow to recommend to the City Commission the plan
dated November 26, 2014 with the modification of no parking on the north
side of Oak St. between Glenhurst and Chesterfield, and including bike
lanes all the way to the western City limits.

The public was invited to comment at 8:05 p.m.
Mr. Dan Teahan suggested the board be open to the idea of going back to the
seven affected residences several months after everything is up and running to

ensure everything is going as intended.

Mr. John Hammer received clarification that those seven residences will be
surveyed for their comments before the final approval.
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Mr. Dan Teahan cautioned that once the traffic signal is removed and turns are
allowed the crossing guard has four corners to control.

Motion carried, 4-0.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Bordman, Surnow, Lawson, Slanga
Nays: None

Absent: Edwards, Tatuch, Warner

The chairperson closed the public hearing at 8:09 p.m.

F. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA
(no discussion)

G. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS
1. Multi-Modal Articles (general reading)
2. W. Maple Rd. Project

Chairperson Slanga noted there have been letters provided by residents both in
favor and opposed. Additionally there have been petitions and comments that
were made at board meetings. She asked staff to send a letter to the City
Commission that includes some of the general information that has been
received by the board. W. Maple Rd. is the next project this board will be
studying. The board intends to study every option that is available, whether or
not it is contained in the Multi Modal Plan. They will hold a public hearing and
consider all comments from residents.

H. ADJOURNMENT

No further business being evident, the chairperson adjourned the meeting at 8:15
p.m.

Jana Ecker, Planning Director

Paul O'Meara, City Engineer





December 9, 2014

TO: Oak St. Property Owners
Glenhurst Dr. to Chesterfield Ave.

RE: Oak St. Paving Project
Dear Property Owner,

As you may be aware, the City is planning to reconstruct the above segment of Oak St. in 2015.
A plan has been recommended by the City’s Multi-Modal Transportation Board to modify the
street in an effort to:

e Improve the student loading area currently being used at Quarton Elementary School.
e Improve on-street facilities for bicyclists through this area.

After several months of study and public meetings, the Board has made a recommendation to the
City Commission that will reduce the width of Oak St. in front of your home. The proposal is
suggesting that all on-street parking be removed on this block. Instead, two traffic lanes and two
bike lanes would be installed. A separate paved area would also be constructed on the south side
of the road to better accommodate student loading activities at the school.

Before this new plan becomes official, it must be approved by both the Birmingham City
Commission and the Birmingham Board of Education. The City Commission is scheduled to
review this plan at their meeting of Monday, December 15, 2014, at 7:30 PM. If you are
concerned about the loss of on-streett parking in front of your home, it is important that you let
our office know as soon as possible. Due to the short time available, written messages via email
to me at the address below would be most effective. Or, you are also welcome to attend the
meeting (at City Hall) and express your concerns to the Commission in person.

If you have any questions, or if you would like to see the most recently prepared plan, please call
me at 248-530-1836, or send an email at pomeara@bhamgov.org. Your opinions and concerns
will be relayed to the Commission before a final decision is made.

Sincerely,

’(74 T O,

Paul T. O’Meara, P.E.
City Engineer



mailto:pomeara@bhamgov.org
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‘ Ch}‘ of Bfﬁﬂéﬁgﬁmﬂ? Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Re: Feedback Regarding Oak Street Paving Project
1 message

Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org> Wed, Dec 10, 2014 at 11:54 AM
To: Anne Kennedy <annekendo@yahoo.com>

Cc: "Ipierce@bhamgov.org" <Ipierce@bhamgov.org>, "Cousino, Brendan" <BCousino@bhamgov.org>, Joe
Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org>, "Ecker, Jana" <Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Mark Clemence
<Mclemence@bhamgov.org>

Bcc: Mike Labadie <mlabadie@fveng.com>, Paul O'Meara <Pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Ms. Kennedy,

Thanks for taking the time to write out your thoughts. | would like to respond to your concerns in the order your
raised them:

1. Relative to your comments on installing parking on your block, the proposal to put parking on the north side
only was tied to the fact that the Board was recommending parking on the north side across from the school.
Based on the comments from the public at the hearing, they have changed their recommendation, and are now
suggesting that there would be no parking on the north side across from the school. If that happens, the
alignment of the road would change there, and then it becomes more logical to install parking on the south side
only (and not the north side). | have attached the most recent conceptual drawing of this area to better explain
that. Also you have noted that there is typically not much demand for parking on your block. Note that if
parking is eliminated from the block the school is on, as well as the four blocks east of Suffield, there will be a
lot less places to park. Demand is expected to increase for the few areas where it would be left.

2. Staff agrees with your comment about the current turn restrictions. We hope that these can be eliminated.

3. | appreciate your observations about the proposal to remove the signal. Our traffic analysis says that there
are enough gaps to allow children to cross the street, so there should be enough gaps in traffic to allow you to
pull out as well. The "no turns" restrictions, as you noted, currently make this problem worse. We agree that
the safety of the school children is paramount. While it may appear that we are focusing on making traffic flow
more efficiently, the purpose of this is that the better the parent loading zone works, the more people will be
using it. The more they use it, the less desire there is to have cars parked in various other locations, and
children walking in from other directions. This then makes the environment safer for the school children. Your
idea to put the signal on flash for awhile has merit, and could well be implemented prior to the final decision
being made. It may be considered during the next public discussion with the City Commission.

4. You have suggested removal of the centerline yellow lane markings on Oak. Actually, we are suggesting not
only keeping that, but adding white lines to delineate the bike lanes and parking lane. The lane markings will
make the road feel narrower, even where it is being rebuilt at the same width, which will reduce speeds. |
encourage you to look at N. Eton Rd. on the northeast side of Birmingham. That was just rebuilt this year using
the same concept. It feels like a smaller street, even though it is almost the same width as it was before, when
it had no lane markings at all.

Please let me know if you have any further questions or comments.

On Tue, Dec 9, 2014 at 3:38 PM, Anne Kennedy <annekendo@yahoo.com> wrote:
To: Multi-Modal Transportation Board
- Re: Feedback Regarding Oak Street Paving Project

My house is located on the northeast corner of Fairfax and Oak. | am opposed to allowing
~any on street parking on Oak between Suffield and Fairfax. According to the Oak Street

hitps://mail google.com/mail/w/0/?ui=28&ik=4607cf6df1 &view=pt&search=inbox&th=14a351f56af423&simI=14a351f56af4f23 113
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Paving Project summary, the parking lane was included due to greater parking demand
closer to Quarton School. I've lived in my home for over seven years and the only time

- I've seen anyone park on Oak between Suffield and Fairfax for Quarton School is on the
first day of school and once or twice a year during school events. | don’t support a parking
lane for 2 or 3 hours of parking demand per year when parents can easily park on Fairfax
and walk the same distance. If a parking lane is included for some reason, my

- recommendation is for parking on the south side only which would eliminate pedestrians
having to cross Oak to get to Quarton School.

I am in favor of removing the current turning restrictions at Oak and Chesterfield. As soon

as that change was made, the majority of drivers headed eastbound on Oak who can't

turn at Chesterfield instead turn at Fairfax. This makes crossing Fairfax at Oak dangerous
~ during the beginning and ending of the school day and my family have almost been hit by
~eastbound cars turning onto Fairfax multiple times. | have previously contacted the

Quarton School principal and the Birmingham police chief regarding my concerns about

this intersection. The turning restrictions at Chesterfield just pushed the problem with

drivers turning without checking for pedestrians down a block to an unsupervised
~intersection.

| need more information before | can decide on the proposed removal of the traffic signal
at Oak and Chesterfield. | have a hard time backing out of my driveway on Oak during
school drop-off and pick-up times and rush hour due to the volume of traffic on Oak and
often the only gap in traffic occurs due to the traffic signal. Before a decision to remove
the signal is made, | believe there should be a trial period with the light set to flashing. |
don't think the signal is needed except during the morning & afternoon rush hours, but |
can't imagine there are enough gaps in the traffic for schoolchildren to safely cross without
a signal or some other method to ensure cars on Oak will stop. | think the focus of the
Oak and Chesterfield intersection should be on schoolchildren safety and not on improved

traffic flow.

Lastly, | support any method to reduce traffic speeds on Oak. Since living at the corner of
Fairfax and Oak there have been two separate car accidents on Oak where cars hit trees
and a fence in my yard so we definitely need to make Oak safer. One suggestion | have
is to remove the two-way lane markings down the center of Oak which make the street
feel more like a major road than a neighborhood street.

Sincerely,

Anne Kennedy
910 Fairfax

Paul T. O'Meara
City of Birmingham, M|
City Engineer
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9‘6’;}* of Bimziﬁgfif;?ﬂ Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Re: Feedback Regarding Oak Street Paving Project
1 message

Anne Kennedy <annekendo@yahoo.com> Thu, Dec 11, 2014 at 11:49 AM
Reply-To: Anne Kennedy <annekendo@yahoo.com>

To: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Cc: "Ipierce@bhamgov.org" <Ipierce@bhamgov.org>, "Cousino, Brendan" <BCousino@bhamgov.org>, Joe
Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org>, "Ecker, Jana" <Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Mark Clemence
<Mclemence@bhamgov.org>

Paul,

Thanks for the detailed reply. | still am very opposed to any parking on Oak between

Fairfax and Suffield. You note that if parking is eliminated on the four blocks east of Suffield
as well as the block Quarton School is on there will be few areas left to park. Even with
these reductions in parking | believe there will be little or no demand to park on my block,
and if the need is there, folks can park on Fairfax, Suffield, Pilgrim, etc. Since there have
been multiple accidents on my block of Oak in the last few years | would like the street
narrowed to slow down traffic vs becoming a parking lot for folks too lazy to turn onto Fairfax

and park there.

Also, there is a Derby bus stop on the southwest corner of Fairfax & Oak and | would like to
slow down traffic and make this intersection as safe as possible for pedestrians.
Schoolchildren cross Oak at Fairfax in the dark each morning ~7:30 am to get to the bus
stop and the cars speeding down Oak do not slow down for them. | think reducing the width
of Oak at this intersection will make it safer for the Derby bus stop.

Thanks again for allowing feedback on this project!
Sincerely,

Anne Kennedy
910 Fairfax

From: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>
To: Anne Kennedy <annekendo@yahoo.com>
Cc: "Ipierce@bhamgov.org" <Ipierce@bhamgov.org>; "Cousino, Brendan" <BCousino@bhamgov.org>; Joe

— — —~










*Gt of %irmingham MEMORANDUM

wqumh' ——/———————————————————————————————————————————————
City Manager’s Office

DATE: December 8, 2014

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Amanda Thomas, Management Analyst

SUBJECT: Consent of Transfer from Comcast to Midwest Cable

In April of this year, Comcast Corporation and Charter Communications entered into a
transaction agreement that includes a transfer of control of all southeast Michigan Comcast
cable customers to Midwest Cable. The Birmingham Area Cable Board, with direction from
attorney Tim Currier, reviewed all transaction agreements and official filings with the Federal
Communications Commission.

Based on the review of all materials attorney Currier submitted a resolution to the Board for
consideration on November 19. This resolution was for a recommendation for adoption of a
resolution for its constituent communities to consent to the transfer of control of the cable
television system from Comcast to Midwest Cable, pursuant to certain conditions to be included.
A complete copy of the resolution and related conditions is attached. Representatives from the
Birmingham Area Cable Board will be in attendance and available to take your questions and
comments.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To adopt the resolution of consent to the transfer of control of the City of Birmingham
franchises from Comcast to Midwest Cable, LLC in the manner described in the Agreement and
Plan of Merger dated April 25, 2014, subject to the conditions precedent and conditions
subsequent.
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RESOLUTION GRANTING CONSENT TO THE TRANSFER OF
CONTROL OF THE CABLE TELEVISION SYSTEM

Moved by Supported by

WHEREAS, Comcast of Colorado/Florida/Michigan/New Mexico/Pennsylvania/
Washington (Comcast) is a current cable franchisee for the Local Franchising Authorities
within the Birmingham Area Cable Board (BACB); and,

WHEREAS, Comcast and Midwest Cable submitted an application on June 17,
2014 for Franchising Authority Consent to the transfer of control of the cable television
franchise; and,

WHEREAS, the Local Franchising Authority is relying upon such information as
contained in the FCC Form 394 application, documents, and additional information
provided by Comcast and acted upon the application and such information for
Franchising Authority Consent. The Local Franchising Authority intends to consent to
the transfer of control subject to the acceptance of the terms and conditions set forth
herein with the hope that such consent is in the best interest of the Local Franchising
Authority.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

1. The Local Franchising Authority does hereby consent to the transfer of control
of the Franchisee from Comcast to Midwest Cable, LLC in the manner described in the
Agreement and Plan of Merger dated April 25, 2014, subject to the following conditions

precedent and conditions subsequent:





b)

Conditions Precedent

The written representation by Comcast that it will promptly notify the
Local Franchising Authority, in writing, of any change in service or
operation in the cable system serving the Local Franchising Authority’s
community and/or change in the personnel directly responsible for the
operation of the cable system in contemplation of, or as a result of
consummation of the Agreement and Plan of Merger; and,

The prompt and proper remediation of all existing defaults, if any, under
the current Cable Franchise Agreement with Local Franchising Authority,
pursuant to PA 480 of 2006 or other applicable law, as may be specified in
writing by the Local Franchising Authority; and, the representation in
writing by Comcast that it has no knowledge of any defaults except those
that are identified by it; and,

The Transferee agrees in writing to accept and be bound by the lawful
terms and conditions of the Franchise Agreement and the cable regulatory
ordinances, pursuant to PA 480 of 2006 or other applicable law. This
Resolution is without prejudice to the right of the Local Franchising
Authority, Comcast, and Transferee to take positions with respect to what
constitutes applicable state law; provided, however, that in all instances, the

Transferee will assume all lawful obligations of such franchise.





d)  All prior written agreements between the Franchisee and the Local
Franchising Authority and any of the Local Franchising Authority’s
member communities, apart from the Franchise Agreement, shall remain in
full force and effect, until such time as proper written notice is provided to
change such terms and conditions and the Transferee shall cause the same
to be honored by the Franchisee.

e) The written representation by Comcast that all franchise fees that are
currently due the Local Franchising Authority have been paid in full and on
time.

Conditions Subsequent

a) The Local Franchising Authority’s approval shall be voidable if the
Agreement and Plan of Merger is not consummated by August 31, 2015, or
such Agreement is terminated prior to that time without the same having
been consummated; and,

b) The Transaction itself does not require any rate increases. To the extent that
rate changes are made in the future, Midwest Cable will provide customers

and the LFAs with reasonable notice of any such changes.

Grant of Consent
The Local Franchising Authority’s grant of consent to the transfer of Comcast, to
Midwest Cable, LLC pursuant to the Agreement and Plan of Merger dated April 25, 2014

shall be effective immediately subject to the above conditions, and further requires





Comcast to notify the Local Franchising Authority promptly upon the closing of the
transaction described in the aforementioned Agreement and Plan of Merger. The Local
Franchising Authority is hereby authorized to enter into, execute and deliver in the name
of the Local Franchising Authority a certificate along with such other documents as may
be necessary evidencing this Resolution without further act or Resolution of the

governing body.

AYES:

NAYS:

PRESENT:

ABSENT:

Clerk
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Community Development Department

DATE: December 9, 2014

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
FROM: Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director
SUBJECT: Brownfield Revolving Loan Fund

On September 10, 2014, the Birmingham Brownfield Redevelopment Authority (“BBRA”) met
to review a proposed brownfield plan for 400 S. Old Woodward. The Authority voted
unanimously to approve the Brownfield Plan (which the City Commission has recently
approved). During the review of this plan, the BBRA discussed the possibility of the City
participating in the Local Site Remediation Revolving Fund (“LSRRF”). See attached minutes.
There was some question that this would be a policy change because it diverts tax revenues
from the City’s operating funds and this is ultimately a decision of the City Commission.

At the City Commission meeting on October 27, 2014 when the Brownfield Plan for 400 S. Old
Woodward was considered and approved, it was requested that the LSRRF issue be brought
back at another time to be discussed as it was removed from the plan. See attached minutes.

The State Brownfield Redevelopment Statute (Public Act 381 of 1996, as amended) allows the
City to approve a Brownfield Plan in order to help finance the cleanup of a specific
contaminated site through the use of Tax Increment Financing (as was done for 400 S. Old
Woodward), and it also allows cities to establish a Local Site Remediation Revolving Fund
(“LSRRF”) that can capture additional tax increment to be used for the environmental cleanup
of other contaminated sites within the City of Birmingham. Please see attached excerpt of the
State Brownfield Redevelopment Statute.

The excess taxes captured can then be placed into an LSRRF to be used by the City to conduct
eligible environmental response activities on other eligible brownfield properties. However, the
capture of excess school taxes is prohibited for deposit into the LSRRF. Essentially, the City
taxes that could be captured to fund an LSRRF would be diverted from the City’s general
operating funds into the LSRRF which can only be used for environmental response activity.
Without implementing the LSRRF the City still has the ability to fund environmental response
activities should it ever need to do so. The State also provides grant and loan opportunities for
these projects.
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Jeff Haynes, Environmental Counsel for the City, will be present at the City Commission meeting

on December 15, 2014 to answer any questions regarding the LSRRF and other funding
mechanisms.

Following this discussion should the City Commission wish to change from the current policy on
utilizing a LSRRF, we will share your comments with the BBRA.





Brownfield Redevelopment Authority Minutes
September 10, 2014

3. Resolution approving Brownfield Plan and associated Reimbursement
Agreement pertaining to the Brownfield Plan for 400 S. Old Woodward Ave. (former
Green's Art Supply) and requesting the city clerk to forward the Brownfield Plan and
Reimbursement Agreement to the Birmingham City Commission for their review and
consideration.

Ms. Ecker spoke about the concept of the development. This will be the demolition of an
existing building and the construction of a three-story, mixed-use building. The first floor will
be retail; second floor residential; and the third floor stepped back for residential.

Ms. Jamieson advised that the property intended for redevelopment is located at the SW corner
of Daines St. and N. Old Woodward Ave. in Downtown. The property is considered eligible
property based on its status as a facility and its eligible activities. Mr. Kulka then explained that
the locations of contamination are mainly the parking lot in front and a little in the center
portion of the building. Also, there is an underground tank in the rear of the building. Ms.
Jamieson went on to note it is anticipated that private investment for this project will total
approximately $12.6 million. The reimbursable expenses of the plan total $284,425, with a
15% potential contingency of $42,664, resulting in an approximate total cost of $327,089.
Additionally, a 3% interest on unreimbursed eligible expenses is anticipated at an approximate
cost of $41,092. The expenses are not to exceed $368,181.

The current taxable value of the property is around $500,000 and is expected to increase to
$2.5 million following redevelopment. During the duration of the plan, taxes will continue to be
generated. It is estimated that it will take approximately eight years to reimburse eligible
expenses which includes interest.

Mr. Jonna stated they intend to bring ten luxury residences to the market and hope to begin
work the first week of October. Ms. Masserang from PM Environmental went through the
eligible activities and budgeted costs that are to be financed solely by the developer and
reimbursed with Tax Increment Financing revenues:

Baseline Environmental Site Assessment Activities, $13,460;

Due Care Activities - characterization and removal of contaminated soils, $32,375;
Additional Response Activities - associated with the tank removal, $175,000;

Asbestos Activities - associated with pre-demolition of the existing building, $18,490;
Demolition - demolition of the existing building and site demolition w/backfill, $39,900;
Preparation of Brownfield Plan, $5,200;

A 15% contingency to address unanticipated conditions, $42,664.
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Chairperson Gotthelf warned that in the past this committee has been very cautious to not allow
costs that would have normally been incurred anyway, irrespective of the contamination. Ms.
Masserang passed around a sheet that showed the cost difference between brownfield costs
and greenfield costs should the soil not have been contaminated.

Mr. Robertson noted this site is residential slab on grade so the developer cannot mark it high
end residential with a bunch of residual PCs in the ground. It is not practical given the
magnitude of the development. It was determined that even though there is no basement it
would not be feasible to just cap the top and be done.

In response to Chairperson Gotthelf, Ms. Masserang said the cost difference assuming the
Phase 1 came out clean would be about $35,000. Mr. Kulka said his approach is that if he was
on a greenfield he wouldn't have to demo the building or abate asbestos in the first place. Mr.
Haynes noted to his recollection this group has never allowed for the cost of a demo on any
project.

Chairperson Gotthelf questioned whether the purchase price reflected some of the
environmental concerns. Mr. Jonna confirmed the price did not reflect the fact there was an
underground storage tank that would have to be removed. Mr. Kulka noted that half of the
Baseline Environmental Assessment Phase 2 cost was covered by Oakland County so they are
only asking to recover the half that the developer incurred.

Mr. Haynes reminded the authority about what they have done in the past for contingency and
interest. They are included but if the contingencies do not occur they are not spent. This
group in the past has not approved a dollar amount; rather they have approved categories of
expenses. In this proposal, the same logic could be applied to the contents of the underground
storage tank, which is not known yet. Therefore the authority could approve the expense,
subject to verification.

Mr. Haynes went on to ask why school taxes are not being included. Ms. Masserang replied
that because there is such an increase in taxable value the reimbursement period is less than
ten years and not worth the time. Mr. Robertson recalled school taxes were included in this
authority's other Brownfield plans.

Ms. Masserang noted the Birmingham Brownfield Redevelopment Authority has not established
a Local Site Remediation Revolving Fund ("LSRRF") to date. The LSRRF would consist of all tax
increment revenues authorized to be captured and deposited in the LSRRF. However, in the
event the authority chooses to establish a LSRRF, that option has been included in the plan as
an option to capture. It sets up a Brownfield Redevelopment Fund for the City of Birmingham.
If the authority anticipates future developments coming online that may have significant
contamination there are separate funds within the authority to allocate to those projects within
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the City of Birmingham proper. Ms. Jamieson advised once the developer is reimbursed for all
of their eligible activities, then the authority has the ability to capture the balance of the local
tax revenues.

Mr. Valentine did not think it necessary at this time for the City to capture those tax increment
funds.

Mr. Robertson summarized that if this add-on were approved, in six or seven years Mr. Jonna
would be paid back with interest and then in the next four years the fund would be
accumulated. If this is not attached to a project, there is no way of getting it. So, it seemed to
him it may be prudent to approve it, but that doesn't mean they have to take the tax funds.

It was determined further discussion may be warranted on that subject before a formal decision
is made. Mr. Haynes suggested the resolution could contingently approve the local site fund
subject to review after the Brownfield Authority has had a chance to review it and recommend
to the City Commission. That way it is in the plan but might be taken out of the plan. That
takes advantage of all the opportunity.

Chairperson Gotthelf thought another meeting would be in order, just to focus on that subject.
A survey of how some other communities have used LSRRF funds to help with some of their
more challenging sites will be needed. It is a great benefit and it works very well in a lot of
communities.

Moving to the next topic, the chairperson wanted to be sure they remediate only to the level
necessary. Mr. Kulka replied it goes without saying that their objectives are aligned. Discussion
determined the authority would take out $35,900 in demolition costs and pay backfill expenses
of $4,000.

Mr. Haynes said if the authority approves the plan with the activities that are approved, then
the work on the Reimbursement Agreement will be simple and not take that long. He suggested
that the authority have 60 rather than 30 days to review the work. It was determined the Vice-
chair Robert Runco will present to the City Commission.

Mr. Robertson suggested they pass a resolution without including a LSRRF but make a note to
the City Commission they will review at their next meeting the policy and the options of
whether to put together their own revolving fund.

After discussion about the LSRRF, Mr. Haynes advised they could pass a resolution that would
include it as a contingency that is subject to later Commission approval. The Brownfield
Authority will look at it and give ultimate recommendations for the Commission to decide.





Motion by Mr. Runco

Seconded by Mr. Robertson that the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority
approves the Brownfield Plan for 400 S. Old Woodward Ave. for the amount
disclosed less $35,900 with the caveat that the LSRRF is included subject to later
City Commission approval and the Reimbursement Agreement is changed as
amended tonight:

Whereas, the City of Birmingham has created a Brownfield Redevelopment Authority and
appointed members to serve on the Authority, and

Whereas, the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority is charged with the review of Brownfield
Plans for Brownfield projects in the City of Birmingham, and

Whereas, the owner/developer of 400 S. Old Woodward Ave. intends to develop a mixed-
use development at 400 S. Old Woodward Ave., and has determined that it may engage in
eligible activities as defined under the Brownfield Redevelopment Finance Act, and

Whereas, PM Environmental has prepared a Brownfield Plan for the environmental cleanup
of the site at 400 S. Old Woodward Ave, and

Whereas, the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority has reviewed the Brownfield Plan and
approved of the contents of the plan.

Vote: Yeas, Runco, Robertson, Zabriskie, Gotthelf
Nays, O
Absent, O

Motion carried, 4-0.





City Commission Minutes
October 27, 2014

10-248-14 PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER A BROWNFIELD PLAN
400 SOUTH OLD WOODWARD

Mayor Moore opened the Public Hearing to consider a Brownfield Plan at 400 S. Old Woodward
at 8:14 PM.

City Planner Ecker presented the proposal to construct a three story building which would
include retail on the first floor and residential on the second and third floors. She noted that
there would be parking on site. She explained the contamination on the site and noted that the
applicant is proposing to clean up the site under the Brownfield plan and is requesting the City’s
assistance with a tax increment financing plan which would allow them to take their future tax
liability and repay themselves for the environmental clean-up on the site.

Ms. Ecker explained that that the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority removed request for
reimbursement for demolition costs from the plan.

In response to a question from Commissioner Hoff, Jeff Haynes, City Attorney with Beier
Howlett, explained that the Local Site Remediation Revolvement Fund allows communities to
capture taxable increment from Brownfield sites, in addition to the amount paid back to the
developer, to set aside those funds into a separate fund that the community could use for other
sites. He noted that the current City policy is that the City does not set aside any money for this
separate revolving fund.

The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 8:25 PM.
MOTION: Motion by Sherman, seconded by McDaniel:
To approve the Brownfield Plan for 400 S. Old Woodward, Birmingham, MI as amended:

WHEREAS, the Birmingham Brownfield Redevelopment Authority (the “Authority”), pursuant to
Section 13 of Act 381 of 1996, as amended (the “Act”), prepared and recommended for
approval by this Commission a brownfield plan (“the Plan”) for 400 S. Old Woodward; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Birmingham, at least ten days before the meeting of this Commission at
which this resolution is considered, provided notice to and informed all taxing jurisdictions (the
“Taxing Jurisdictions™) which are affected by the Plan of the fiscal and economic implications of
the Plan, and provided the Taxing Jurisdictions a reasonable opportunity to express their views
and recommendations regarding the Plan.





NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT

1. The Plan constitutes a public purpose under the Act.

2. The Plan meets all of the requirements for a brownfield plan set forth in Section 13 of the
Act.

3. The proposed method of financing the costs of the eligible activities, as described in the Plan,
is feasible and the Authority has the ability to arrange the financing.

4. The costs of the eligible activities proposed in the Plan are reasonable and necessary to carry
out the purposes of the Act, except that the local site remediation revolving fund component is
not included.

5. The amount of captured taxable value estimated to result from the adoption of the Plan is
reasonable.

6. The Plan is approved.

7. The reimbursement agreement pertaining to the Plan is approved.

VOTE: Yeas, 6
Nays, None
Absent, 1 (Rinschler)





BROWNFIELD REDEVELOPMENT FINANCING ACT (EXCERPT)
Public Act 381 of 1996

125.2658 Local site remediation revolving fund.

Sec. 8. (1) An authority may establish a local site remediation revolving fund. A local site
remediation revolving fund shall consist of money available under section 13(5) and may also
consist of money appropriated or otherwise made available from public or private sources.

(2) The local site remediation revolving fund may be used only to pay the costs of eligible
activities on eligible property that is located within the municipality.

(3) An authority or a municipality on behalf of an authority may incur an obligation for the
purpose of funding a local site remediation revolving fund.

History: 1996, Act 381, Eff. Sept. 16, 1996; Am. 2000, Act 145, Imd. Eff. June 6, 2000; Am.
2012, Act 502, Imd. Eff. Dec. 28, 2012.
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DATE: December 10, 2014

TO: City Commission

FROM: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
SUBJECT: Request for Closed Session

Attorney-Client Privilege

It is requested that the city commission meet in closed session pursuant to Section 8(h) of the
Open Meetings Act to discuss an attorney/client privilege communication.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:
To meet in closed session to discuss an attorney/client privilege communication in accordance

with Section 8(h) of the Open Meetings Act.
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DATE: December 10, 2014

TO: City Commission

FROM: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

SUBJECT: Request for Closed Session — Land Acquisition

It is requested that the city commission meet in closed session to discuss land acquisition. This
request is made pursuant to Section 8(d) of the Open Meetings Act.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:
To meet in closed session to discuss land acquisition pursuant to Section 8(d) of the Open
Meetings Act.
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE
MUSEUM BOARD

At the regular meeting of Monday, January 12, 2015 the Birmingham City Commission
intends to appoint one member to the Museum Board to serve the remainder of a three-year
term to expire July 5, 2015.

Interested parties may submit an application available from the city clerk's office on or before
noon, Wednesday, January 7, 2015. These applications will appear in the public agenda for
the regular meeting at which time the commission will discuss recommendations, and may
make nominations and vote on appointments.

Board Duties

The Museum Board is charged with collecting, arranging, cataloguing and preserving
historical material. The board may locate and erect plaques or markers at historic sites,
buildings or properties in the City of Birmingham with the consent of the owner or owners of
any such property and subject to the approval of the city commission with respect to
properties that, in the opinion of the board, have historic significance. Further, the board
shall have the power to develop, operate and maintain the Allen House as a museum and to
exercise authority, control and management over the Hunter House and John West Hunter
Memorial Park.

CLERK NOTE: This appointment is to fill a vacancy due to the resignation of George Stern. In addition,
a previously noticed vacancy is also available to applicants.
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MUSEUM BOARD

Chapter 62 - Section 62-26
Terms - Three years - expiring first Monday in July
Seven Members: Six are electors and appointed by city commission
One is owner of a business and appointed by the city manager
Meetings are held on the first Thursday of every odd numbered month at 5:30 P.M.

Last Name First Name Home
Home Address Business
Fax
E-Mail Appointed Term Expires
Dixon Russell (248) 642-2314 11/24/2003 7/5/2015
1460 Bennaville Historical Society Member
russwdixon@aol.com
Logue Marty (248) 649-4921 9/26/2011 7/5/2017
2010 Buckingham Historical Society Member
gtfieros@comcast.net
Maricak Gretchen (248) 644-3001 1/23/2012 7/5/2017
1040 Chapin

gmaricak106189mi@comecast.net

Neilson Olivia (248) 649-6399 2/11/2014 12/31/2014
2279 Yorkshire Student Representative

livi@prodigy.net

BIRMINGHAM HISTORICAL MUSEUM & PARK, 556 West Maple, Birmingham, MI 48009
phone: 248.530.1928  fax: 248.530.1685 www.bhamgov.org/museum
Leslie Pielack, Museum Director: Ipielack@ci.birmingham.mi.us

Wednesday, December 10, 2014 Page 1 of 2





Last Name First Name Home

Home Address Business

Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires
O'Rourke Shawn 248-915-0954 3/24/2014 7/5/2017
540 Berwyn

MshawnORourke@gmail.com

Rotger Jake (248) 376-1991 2/11/2014 12/31/2014
1455 E. Melton Student Representative

Jake.rotger@gmail.com

Stern George (248) 258-1924 10/9/2002 7/5/2015

1090 Westwood Historical Society member
sterngeo@aol.com

Vacant 7/5/2016

Wilmot Jeffrey (248) 644-6173 9/24/2007 7/5/2016

147 Linden (248) 644-0444 Business owner member - Glenn

Wing Power Tools

glennwing@sbcglobal. net

BIRMINGHAM HISTORICAL MUSEUM & PARK, 556 West Maple, Birmingham, MI 48009
phone: 248.530.1928  fax: 248.530.1685 www.bhamgov.org/museum
Leslie Pielack, Museum Director: Ipielack@ci.birmingham.mi.us

Wednesday, December 10, 2014 Page 2 of 2
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Engineering Dept.

DATE: December 3, 2014

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Maple Rd. & Chester St. Landscape Improvements

Contract #3-15(P)

The following is submitted as an update for the City Commission:

The 2014/15 budget contains two unrelated but closely located projects in the vicinity of the
Chester St. Parking Structure:

1. Reconstruction of Martin St. between Southfield Rd. and Chester St. to facilitate the
reconfiguration of normal two-way traffic on this block.

2. Resurfacing of Chester St. between Maple Rd. and Martin St., and the inclusion of a new
urban park at the southwest corner of the Maple Rd. intersection.

The Maple Rd. and Chester St. intersection was substantially improved in 2008 in conjunction
with a resurfacing project on Chester St. north of Maple Rd. The urban park area on the
northwest corner of the intersection was constructed in accordance with the Downtown
Birmingham 2016 Plan. Now that it is time to resurface Chester St. south of Maple Rd., staff
has included funds in the budget to reduce the size of the right turn radius from Maple Rd. to
Chester St. from the overly large 50 ft. there today to a more normal size of 30 ft. The reduced
radius allows for the crosswalks to be reduced in length, and creates new space behind the curb
for an enhanced sidewalk/landscape/seating area.

To streamline the design process, a survey of the area was obtained (attached). The inset view
in the upper right corner of the survey sheet has a line showing the proposed new curb line.
The attached landscape plan was prepared by Parks Dept. Assistant Foreman Mike Jurek. The
design carries the theme started on the northwest corner, using the same concrete and plant
materials installed there. As a side benefit of the project, a substantial brick paver area (the
last remaining one on this block) will be removed and replaced with the sawcut
concrete/exposed aggregate theme being used throughout downtown.

A similar design was brought before the Architectural Review Committee (ARC) on November 6.
Draft minutes are attached. Adjustments to the design have been made based on their input.
One item brought up by the ARC was the potential opportunity to install a bumpout into Chester
St., given the presence of a parking lane to the south of this area. The Engineering Dept.
advises against this due to the fact that this is still a common right turn for large vehicles. The
reduction in space from what is there presently is significant. Further, the common presence of
vehicles waiting in the northbound Chester St. left turn lane means that large vehicles would be

squeezed to where driving over the curb could become a common occurrence. Given the high
1
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traffic at this intersection, and since this design already reduces the Chester St. crosswalk
length by 21 ft. (a 33% reduction), we feel that this is a good compromise.

Progress has recently been made on securing the right-of-way for the Martin St. project,
although it is not yet finalized. Once that is resolved, we intend to move forward with full
design of this project for bidding in later winter, 2015.
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A Walkable Community

Draft — Not Approved

Architectural Review Committee
City Hall Conference Room 202
151 Martin St.
248.530.1880
Thursday, November 6, 2014

Meeting called to order at 8:30 am.

Present: Larry Bertollini, Scott Bonney, Christopher Longe
City Staff: Joe Valentine, City Manager

Paul O’'Meara, City Engineer

Brendan Cousino, Assistant City Engineer

Mike Jurek, Landscape Coordinator

Amanda Thomas, Management Analyst

Approval of the meeting notes from October 3, 2014.
Motion by Bertollini, seconded by Bonney.
3 yeas, 0 nays.

Mr. O’Meara introduced the proposed new landscaping for the southwest corner of Maple Rd
and Chester. Since Chester St. needs to be resurfaced, this is a good opportunity to reduce the
large existing radius at this corner. The design matches the radius built on the north side of the
street in 2008, and provides new space for landscaping and seating.

Mr. Longe asked if a bulb-out could be built since there is a parking lane on Chester St. Mr.
O’Meara explained that the plans must be conscientious of truck traffic and the available turning
radius; as this turn still has a demand for right turning trucks.

Following the discussion, Mr. Bonney motioned for the committee to make the following
recommendations for further consideration:

1. Extend the planter curb south on Chester to meet the existing parking structure
retaining wall.

2. Remove the 45° angle curb section in favor of a radius, matching the radius of the
street.

Motion by Bonney, seconded by Longe.
3 yeas, 0 nays.

Mr. O’Meara updated the committee on the status of the Brown & Old Woodward handicap
ramp. City staff is continuing to evaluate options.





Meeting was adjourned at 9:12 am.

Manager’s Directives Resulting from Architectural Review Committee Meeting of
November 6, 2014:

1. Extend the planter curb south on Chester to meet the existing parking structure
retaining wall.

2. Remove the 45° angle curb section in favor of a radius, matching the radius of the
street.






M&ﬂ?iming@m MEMORANDUM

wumﬂ} =—e——___ o———___ —
Engineering Dept.

DATE: November 4, 2014

TO: Architectural Review Committee
FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer
SUBJECT: Maple Rd. & Chester St. Intersection

New Landscaping for Southwest Corner

The intersection of Maple Rd. and Chester St. was reconstructed in approximately 1970 as a
part of the Ring Road initiative, which encouraged through traffic to use Chester St. instead of
Maple Rd. Large right turn lanes were constructed on the northwest and southwest corners of
the intersection.

In 1996, the Downtown Birmingham 2016 Plan recommended that the Ring Road concept be
de-emphasized in favor of a more pedestrian environment. The northwest corner of the
intersection, which was the larger of the two, was identified as a recommended project for the
City to complete. In 2008, as a part of resurfacing that was being accomplished on the
northwest leg of Ring Road, this intersection was reconstructed, and the traffic signal was
modernized. The landscape plan that was prepared at that time is attached to this report. By
removing the previously separated right turn lane, extra right-of-way space was made available
for improved crosswalk landings, as well as landscaping and seating areas.

The block of Chester St. immediately south of Maple Rd. is budgeted for resurfacing in 2015.
Rather than resurface it in its current configuration, the budget also calls for reducing the large
right turn lane into a more standard sized radius, as shown on the attached survey and
conceptual landscape plan. Similar to the northwest corner, an opportunity for a new
landscaping and seating area will now be available. The conceptual plan has been prepared by
Mike Jurek, who is responsible for many in-house landscaping designs throughout the City each
year. He also oversees implementation of planting and maintenance programs conducted by
the Dept. of Public Services.

The plan uses the elements of both the standard sidewalk streetscape materials being used
throughout the downtown area (sawcut concrete with exposed aggregate concrete accent
areas). The landscaping and seating areas are intended to follow the design theme that was
used on the northwest corner, so they tie together as a package.

Staff is asking for a review of the concept plan at this time. If modifications are needed, they
will be implemented, and moved forward to the City Commission for final approval of the
concept. Bidding documents will be prepared for construction during the 2015 construction
season.
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NOTES:
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GENERAL LANDSCAPE NOTES IRRIEATION NOTE:

ALL IRRIGATION INFORMATION SHOWN IS FOR INFORMATIONAL

AND REVIEW PROPOSED PLANTING AND RELATED WORK. IN CASE OF PURPOSES ONLY. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE A DESIEGN-BUILD
DISCREPANCY BETWEEN PLAN AND PLANT LIST, THE PLAN SHALL
SOVERN GUANTITIES, CONTAGT THE LANDSGAPE ARCHITECT WITH ANT IRRIGATION PLAN TO THE CITY PRIOR TO INSTALLATION. THE IRRIGATION
cﬂgENcEﬁNsm SHALL VERIFY LOCATIONS OF ALL ON<SITE UTILITIE COMPONENTS (12" POP-UP HEADS AND T.B.O.S. BATTERY-OFERATED

2. col CTOR R OCATIONS ON-S LITIES
PRIOR TO BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION ON HIS/MER FHAGE OF WORK. ANY CONTROLLER) SHALL BE RAINBIRD, AS DIRECTED BY MR MIKE JURECK OF
g:hjr:EeEc gﬁ INTE_;ORUZTION OF SERVICES SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM DPW, AT (248) 644-18017. NO IRRIGATION

5 o e e AL COORDINATE ALL RELATED ACTIVITIES WITH INSTALLATION SHALL OCCUR WITHOUT THE EXPRESSED PERMISSION BY
OTHER TRADES, AND SHALL REPORT ANY UNACCEPTACELE SITE CONDITIONS THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM DPW.

TO THE OWNER'S REFRESENTATIVE FPRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT.
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PROFPOSED IRRIGATION
SLEEVING,

PROFPOSED TACTILE WARNING
STRIP, PER CITY STANDARDS
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] GROWING CONDITION.

S. PLANTS SHALL BE WATERED BEFORE AND AFTER PLANTING IS COMPLETE.

6. ALL TREES MUST BE STAKED, FERTILIZED AND MULCHED AND SHALL BE
SUARANTEED TO EXHIBIT A NORMAL GROWTH CYCLE FOR AT LEAST ONE (1)

YEAR FOLLOWING PLANTING.

7. ALL MATERIAL SHALL CONFORM TO THE GUIDELINES ESTABLISHED IN THE MOST
RECENT EDITION OF THE "AMERICAN STANDARDS FOR NURSERY STOCK".

&. CONTRACTOR WILL SUPPLY FINISHED GRADE AND EXCAVATE AS NECESSARY TO
SUPFLY PLANT MIX DEPTH IN ALL PLANTING BEDS AS INDICATED IN PLANT DETAILS
AND A DEPTH OF 4" IN ALL LAWN AREAS.

4. PROVIDE CLEAN BACKFILL SOIL, USING MATERIAL STOCKPILED ON-SITE. SOIL
SHALL BE SCREENED AND FREE OF DEBRIS, FOREIGN MATERIAL, AND STONE.

10. SLOW-RELEASE FERTILIZER SHALL BE ADDED TO THE PLANT PITS BEFORE
BEING BACKFILLED. APPLICATION SHALL BE AT THE MANUFACTURERS RECOMMENDED
RATES.

Il. AMENDED PLANT MIX (PREPARED TOPSOIL) SHALL CONSIST OF |/3 SCREENED TOPSOIL,
1/3 SAND, AND /3 PEAT, MIXED WELL AND SPREAD TO A DEFPTH AS INDICATED

LR IN PLANTING DETAILS.

12. ALL PLANTINGS SHALL BE MULCHED WITH SHREDDED HARDWOOD BARK, SPREAD TO
A DEPTH OF 4" FOR TREES AND SHRUBS, AND 2" ON ANNUALS, PERENNIALS, AND
GSROUNDCOVER PLANTINGS. MULCH SHALL BE FREE FROM DEBRIS AND FOREIGN
MATERIAL, AND PIECES ON INCONSISTENT SIZE.

13. NO SUBSTITUTIONS OR CHANGES OF LOCATION, OR FPLANT TYPE SHALL BE MADE
WITHOUT THE APPROVAL OF THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT OR OWNERS REPRESENTATIVE.

14. THE LANDSCAFPE ARCHITECT SHALL BE NOTIFIED OF ANY DISCREFPANCIES BETWEEN
THE PLANS AND FIELD CONDITIONS PRIOR TO INSTALLATION.

15. THE LANDSCAFPE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR MAINTAINING ALL PLANT
MATERIAL IN A VERTICAL CONDITION THROUSGHOUT THE GUARANTEED FPERIOD.

16. THE LANDSCAFE ARCHITECT OR ONWNERS REPRESENTATIVE SHALL HAVE THE RIGHT
TO REJECT ANY WORK OR MATERIAL THAT DOES NOT MEET THE REQUIREMENTS OF
THE PLANS AND/OR SPECIFICATIONS.

I7. THE LANDSCAPE CONTRACTOR SHALL SEED AND MULCH OR SOD (AS INDICATED ON
PLANS) ALL AREAS DESIGNATED AS SUCH ON THE PLANS, THROUGHOUT THE CONTRACT
LIMITS. FURTHER, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR RESTORING AREAS
DISTURBED DURING CONSTRUCTION, NOT IN THE CONTRACT LIMITS, TO EQUAL OR
GREATER CONDITION.

1©. ALL LANDSCAFPE AREAS SHALL HAVE PROPER DRAINAGE THAT PREVENTS EXCESSIVE
WATER FROM PONDING ON LAWN AREAS OR AROUND TREES AND SHRUBS.

19. ALL LANDSCAFE AREAS SHALL BE IRRIGATED WITH AN AUTOMATIC UNDERGROUND
SYSTEM.

o T 20 20

INSTALLATION NOTE:

THE LANDSCAFE ARCHTITECT SHALL BE NOTIFIED
PRIOR TO PLANT INSTALLATION, TO AFFPROVE THE
STAKEOUT LOCATIONS OF ALL PLANTS.
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UTILITY NOTE

THE LOCATIONS AND ELEVATIONS OF SOME OF THE
EXISTING UNDERGROUND UTILITIES AS SHOWN ON THE
SURVEY DRAWING WERE OBTAINED FROM MUNICIPAL
AND UTILITY COMPANY RECORDS AND MAPS.
THEREFORE, NO GUARANTEE IS EITHER EXPRESSED OR
IMPLIED AS TO THE COMPLETENESS OR ACCURACY
THEREOF. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE
FOR DETERMINING THE EXACT UTILITY LOCATIONS AND
ELEVATIONS PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION.
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ENGINEERS

CIVIL ENGINEERS
LAND SURVEYORS
LAND PLANNERS

NOWAK & FRAUS ENGINEERS
46777 WOODWARD AVE.
PONTIAC, MI 48342-5032

TEL. (248) 332-7931
FAX. (248) 332-8257

PROJECT

Chester Street and Maple
Road

CLIENT

g ity of Bz‘rmz’ngham

A Walkable Community

N
Engineering Department
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48012

PROJECT LOCATION

Part of the Southwest 1/4 of
Section 25, Town 2 North,
Range 10 East, City of
Birmingham, Oakland
County, Michigan

SHEET
Construction Plan
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~ v ’

Know what's helow
Call vefore you dig.
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CiITY CL
December 2, 2014 N 1 |

Ms. Laura Broski, Clerk

City of Birmingham

151 Martin St., P.O. Box 3001
Birmingham, MI 48012-3001

Dear Ms. Broski:

As part of Comcast’'s commitment to keep you informed about important developments that
affect our customers in your community, | am writing to notify you of a channel change.
Customers are being notified of this change via bill message.

We are pleased to announce that effective December 16, 2014, Nat Geo and Nat Geo HD will be
available on our Digital Starter Tier. Also, as of, January 16, 2015, Nat Geo and Nat Geo HD
will no longer be available on our Digital Preferred Tier.

As always, feel free to contact me directly at 734-254-1888 with any questions you may have

Sincerely,

2 o S

Frederick G. Eaton

Senior Manager, External Affairs
Comcast, Heartland Region
41112 Concept Drive

Plymouth, MI 48170

INFORMATION ONLY
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December 11, 2014

Jim Nash

Water Resources Commissioner
County Service Center, Bldg. #95 West
One Public Works Drive

Waterford, Ml 48328

Dear Mr. Nash,

Thank you for your time today in discussing your availability to attend an upcoming Birmingham City
Commission meeting to provide an update on activities with your office. This will confirm the City
Commission meeting of January 26, 2015 for your visit. In general, we look forward to discussing the
following in response to recent inquiries:

1. The rate relationship between your office and the City of Detroit and how that relates to
established water and sewer rates for Birmingham residents.

2. Anupdate on the review of the billing methodology for the Evergreen Farmington District.

3. An update on the financial viability of both the Evergreen Farmington and George W. Kuhn drain
districts, with an explanation of their respective fund balances.

In addition, if there are other items you would like to share with the City Commission, I’'m sure they
would be pleased to hear from you on those areas as well.

The City Commission meeting begins at 7:30 p.m. in room 205 of the Birmingham Municipal Building. |
will plan to contact you prior to your visit to finalize arrangements. Should you have any questions prior
to your visit, please do not hesitate in contacting me. You can reach me direct at 248.530.1809 or

jvalentine@bhamgov.org.

Sincerely,

LA ANLE—

Joseph A. Valentine
City Manager

INFORMATION ONLY

cc: City Commission

151 Martin Street » P.O. Box 300 * Birmingham, MI 48012-3001
(248) 530-1800 * Fax (248)'530-1080 * www.bhamgov.org








