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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION AGENDA 
FEBRUARY 9, 2015 


MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 151 MARTIN 
7:30 P.M. 


 
I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor 
 


II. ROLL CALL 
Cheryl Arft, Deputy Clerk 
 


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


Announcements: 
• Commissioner Birthday:  Nickita  
• The Arbor Day Foundation names Birmingham a Tree City USA community for the 37th 


year. 
 


Appointments: 
A. Recognition of 2014 student board members. 
B. Appointment of 2015 student board members.  


1. To appoint students as non-voting members to the following City boards for 
calendar year 2015:  
Scott Casperson 
Andrea Laverty 


Planning Board 


Zoe Bowers 
Patrick Rogers 


Historic District Commission/Design 
Review Board 


Ellery Benson Historic District Study Committee 
Shahanna Sarkisian 
Paige White 


Parks and Recreation Board 


Sydney Rosen 
Maya Salinas 


Public Arts Board 


Daniel Evans 
Rebecca Mendel 


Multi-Modal Transportation Board 


Maria Graham Museum Board 
C. Administration of oath to the 2015 student board members. 
D. Interviews for appointment to the Board of Review. 
 1. Lester Richey, 1690 Stanley 
E. To appoint _____________  to the Board of Review to serve the remainder of a three-
 year term to expire December 31, 2017. 
F. Administration of oath to appointed board members. 
 


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 
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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 January 26, 2015. 
B. Approval of City Commission Long Range Planning minutes of January 31, 2015. 
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of January 28, 


2015 in the amount of $1,451,178.40. 
D. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of February 4, 


2015 in the amount of $1,230,800.33. 
E. Resolution setting a public hearing on the Development Plan and Tax Increment 
 Financing Plan for the Birmingham Triangle District on March 16, 2015. 
F. Resolution setting a Public Hearing for March 16, 2015 to consider the proposed Lot 
 Rearrangement of 640 Baldwin Ct. and Parcel #1925304029. 
G. Resolution approving the purchase of one (1) new John Deere XUV Utility Vehicle from D 
 & G Equipment, through  State  of  Michigan  extendable  purchasing  contract  
 #071B0200317  for  a  total expenditure of $17,495.81.  Funds for this purchase are 
 available in the Auto Equipment Fund, account #641.441.006-971.0100. 
H. Resolution approving the purchase of one (1) new Toro Workman MDX Utility Vehicle 
 from Spartan Distributors, through State of Michigan extendable purchasing contract 
 #071B0200329 for a total expenditure of $10,930.93. Funds for this purchase are 
 available in the Auto Equipment Fund, account #641.441.006-971.0100. 
I. Resolution approving the purchase of one (1) new 2015 GMC Sierra 3500HD 4X4 
 medium duty dump truck from Red Holman Pontiac GMC, using Oakland County 
 Cooperative bid pricing for a total expenditure of $45,251.00. Funds for this purchase 
 are available in the Auto Equipment Fund, account #641.441.006-971.0100. 
J. Resolution authorizing the City Manager to sign the DIA Inside|Out Installation 
 Agreements on behalf of the City for the installations on public property. 
 


V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 


VI. NEW BUSINESS 
A. Public Hearing to consider a Special Land Use Permit and Final Site Plan for All Seasons 


Senior Living, 820 E. Maple Avenue. 
 1. Resolution approving the application for a Special Land Use Permit and Final Site  
  Plan for All Seasons Senior Living to permit the use of an Economic Development 
  License for All Seasons at 820 E. Maple Avenue. (complete resolution in agenda  
  packet) 
B. Resolution directing DTE Energy and Consumers Energy companies to work with city 
 staff on a reasonable tree trimming plan for the City of Birmingham to meet the 
 Michigan Public Service Commission directive. (complete  resolution in agenda packet) 
C. Resolution scheduling a hearing of the Teamsters Local 214 grievance of September 22, 
 2014 for a mutually agreeable hearing date. Further, designating City counsel Tim 
 Currier to chair the hearing for procedural matters. 


- OR - 
Resolution waiving consideration of the Teamsters Local 214 grievance of September 22, 
2014. 


D. Resolution requesting to meet in closed session to discuss an attorney/client privilege 
 communication in accordance with Section 8(h) 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 
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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.) 
 


VII. 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 Parks & Recreation, Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board, Planning Board, and Cablecasting Board on March 16, 
2015. 


B. Commissioner Comments 
C. Advisory Boards, Committees, Commissions’ Reports and Agendas 
D. Legislation 
E. City Staff 
 


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 interpretación, la participación efectiva en esta 
reunión deben ponerse en contacto con la Oficina del Secretario Municipal al (248) 530-1880 por lo menos el día 
antes de la reunión pública. (Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964). 
 
 
INFORMATION ONLY 
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MEMORANDUM 
City Manager’s Office 


DATE: January 28, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Amanda Thomas, Management Analyst 


SUBJECT: Recognition of 2014 Student Appointments 


In appreciation of their service as a student representative serving on a City board during 
calendar year 2014, the following Birmingham Public School students will be recognized with a 
service award for their civic involvement over the past year at the February 9, 2015 Commission 
meeting: 


Student(s) Board / Commission 
Jack Moore 
Shelby Wilson 


Planning Board 


Mitchell Boorstein 
Cambria Rush 


HDC-DRB 


John Kelly 
Delaney O’Brien 


Historic District Study Committee 


Alex Cross 
Scott Cusimano 


Parks & Recreation Board 


Emily Abbott 
Meredith Sherbin 


Public Arts Board 


Adriana Tatuch Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
Olivia Nelson 
Jake Rotger 


Museum Board 


These students have participated in monthly meetings of their respective advisory boards and 
engaged in public discussions that afforded them direct input into areas that affect their 
community. This program partnership with the Birmingham Public Schools has been successful 
for the City, the schools and the students. We look forward to the student’s continued interest 
in civic involvement.  


3A












1 


MEMORANDUM 
City Manager’s Office 


DATE: January 28, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Amanda Thomas, Management Analyst 


SUBJECT: 2015 Student Appointments 


In 1996, the City Commission approved a Birmingham Public Schools (BPS) program placing 
student representatives who are residents of the city on city boards and commissions.  This 
program was designed to establish an educational partnership that has been very successful 
since its inception. 


Students wanting to serve as representatives to city boards and commissions complete an 
application and go through a selection process by a school district pre-screening committee. 
The committee membership reviews student applications based on specific criteria and then 
forward approved applications to the city for appointment consideration.   


The following students are being recommended by Birmingham Public Schools for appointment 
to their respective board by the City Commission for calendar year 2015.  The students will 
receive agenda packets and are able to participate in all discussions, but will serve as non-
voting members of the boards to which they are appointed. 


Enclosed is a copy of the BPS program with the city along with application materials submitted 
by the students in the course of the application process. 


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To appoint students as non-voting members to the following city boards for calendar year 2015: 


Student(s) Board / Commission
Scott Caspersen 
Andrea Laverty Planning Board 


Zoe Bowers 
Patrick Rogers 


Historic District Commission / Design Review 
Board 


Ellery Benson Historic District Study Committee 
Shahanna Sarkisian 
Paige White Parks and Recreation Board 


Sydney Rosen 
Maya Salinas Public Arts Board 


Daniel Evans 
Rebecca Mendel Multi-Modal Transportation Board 


Maria Graham Museum Board 
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• Scott Caspersen and Andrea Laverty to the Planning Board 
• Zoe Bowers and Patrick Rogers to the HDC-DRB 
• Ellery Benson to the Historic District Study Committee 
• Shahanna Sarkisian and Paige White to the Parks & Recreation Board 
• Sydney Rosen and Maya Salinas to the Public Arts Board 
• Daniel Evans and Rebecca Mendel to the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
• Maria Graham to the Museum Board 
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
BOARD OF REVIEW 


At the regular meeting of Monday, December 8, 2014, the Birmingham City Commission 
intends to appoint: one regular member to serve a three-year term to expire December 31, 
2017; one alternate member to serve a three-year term to expire December 31, 2017; and 
one alternate member to complete a three-year term to expire December 31, 2016. 
Applicants must be property owners and electors of the City of Birmingham. 


The board of review, consisting of two panels of three local citizens who must be property 
owners and electors, is appointed by the city commission for three-year terms.  Although a 
general knowledge of the city is very helpful, more important are good judgment and the 
ability to listen carefully to all sides of an issue before making a decision.  Approximately 
three weeks in March are scheduled for taxpayers to protest their assessments and one day 
each in July and December for correcting clerical errors and mutual mistakes of fact.  Two 
training sessions in February are also required.   


Interested citizens may submit an application available at the clerk’s office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunities. Applications must be submitted to the city clerk’s 
office on or before noon on Wednesday, December 3, 2014.  These documents will appear in 
the public agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City Commission will interview 
applicants and may make nominations and vote on appointments.  


Board members are paid $110 per diem. 


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 RESOLUTION: 


To appoint_____________ to the Board of Review to serve the remainder of a three-year 
term to expire December 31, 2017. 


To appoint_____________  as an alternate member, to the Board of Review to serve the 
remainder of a three-year term to expire December 31, 2017. 


To appoint_____________  as an alternate member, to the Board of Review to serve the 
remainder of a three-year term to expire December 31, 2016. 


Resubmitted from the  
December 8, 2014  


City Commission meeting. 
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BOARD OF REVIEW
 City Charter – Chapter III, Section 14
 Terms:            Three Years 
 Members: Members must be property owners and electors of the City of Birmingham 
 Appointed by the City Commission 


Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Chapman Alex


1832 Cole


(313) 475-0275


alex@chaps-realty.com


2/24/2014 12/31/2016


Clevers Ruth


635 West Frank


(248) 644-0069


rclevers@weirmanuel.com


2/9/2009 12/31/2015


Di Placido Guy


726 Lakeside Dr.


(248) 644-1708 1/10/1994 12/31/2017


Feiste Leland


1474 Maryland


(248) 644-3948


lwfeiste@yahoo.com


1/22/2001 12/31/2016


Rose Cynthia


1011 Clark


(248) 644-8257


croseanddyoung@ameritech.net


cell: 248.752.2667


3/2/2009 12/31/2015


Thursday, January 22, 2015 Page 1 of 2







Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Vacant


alternate


12/31/2016


Vacant


alternate


12/31/2017


Vacant 12/31/2017


Thursday, January 22, 2015 Page 2 of 2








will attend
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION MINUTES 
JANUARY 26, 2015 


MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 151 MARTIN 
7:30 P.M.


I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor, called the meeting to order at 7:30 PM. 


II. ROLL CALL
ROLL CALL: Present, Mayor Sherman 


Commissioner Dilgard 
Mayor Pro Tem Hoff  
Commissioner McDaniel 
Commissioner Nickita  
Commissioner Rinschler 


Absent,  Commissioner Moore  


Administration:  City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Currier, Clerk Pierce, Finance Director 
Gerber, DPS Director Wood, City Engineer O’Meara, Building Official Johnson, Special Event 
Coordinator Rondello, City Planner Ecker 


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


01-12-15  REPRESENTATIVE MIKE MCCREADY 
Representative Mike McCready discussed the May election ballot question regarding 
transportation funding and how the funds would be allocated. 


Mayor Pro Tem Hoff expressed concern with the methodology of the allocation of funding. 


Commissioner McDaniel requested a copy of the ballot language. 


Representative McCready confirmed for Commissioner Rinschler that the leadership is working 
on a campaign to educate the voters on the ballot question. 


Mayor Sherman expressed concern that there is no guarantee that the money will go to the 
roads long term.   


In response to a question from Mayor Sherman, Representative McCready confirmed that 
Oakland County would receive a larger percentage of road funding. 


01-13-15 APPOINTMENT TO THE 
MUSEUM BOARD 


The Commission interviewed the following individuals for appointment to the Museum Board: 
1. Mary Ann Rosborough, 878 Fairfax
2. Tina Krizanic, 2450 Northlawn
3. Katie Montgomery, 1798 Torry
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MOTION: Motion by Nickita: 
To appoint Tina Krizanic, 2450 Northlawn, as a member to the Museum Board to serve the 
remainder of a three-year term to expire July 5, 2015. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Hoff: 
To appoint Mary Ann Rosborough, 878 Fairfax, as a member to the Museum Board to serve the 
remainder of a three-year term to expire July 5, 2015. 
 
MOTION: Motion by McDaniel: 
To appoint Katie Montgomery, 1798 Torry, as a member to the Museum Board to serve the 
remainder of a three-year term to expire July 5, 2016. 
 
VOTE ON NOMINATION OF KRIZANIC: 
 Yeas, 6 
 Absent, 1 (Moore) 
 
VOTE ON NOMINATION OF ROSBOROUGH: 
 Yeas, 2 (Hoff, Sherman) 
 Absent, 1 (Moore) 
 
VOTE ON NOMINATION OF MONTGOMERY: 
 Yeas, 4 (McDaniel, Rinschler, Dilgard, Nickita) 
 Absent, 1 (Moore) 
 
Ms. Krizanic and Ms. Montgomery were appointed to the Museum Board. 
 
01-14-15  APPOINTMENT TO THE 
   HOUSING BOARD OF APPEALS 
MOTION: Motion by McDaniel: 
To appoint Emiko Hayashi, 2051 Villa, #306, to serve the remainder of a three-year term on the 
Housing Board of Appeals to expire May 4, 2016. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas, 6 


Absent, 1 (Moore)  
 
The Clerk administered the oath to the appointed board members. 
 


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. 


01-15-15  APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA 
The following item was removed from the consent agenda: 


 Item A (Minutes of January 12, 2015) by Commissioner McDaniel: 
 
MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by Dilgard: 







3 January 26, 2015 


 


To approve the consent agenda as follows:  
B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of January 14, 


2015 in the amount of $1,974,391.81. 
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of January 21, 


2015 in the amount of $6,861,007.63. 
D. Resolution appointing Sheila Brown and Sandy Debicki as co-chairpersons of the 2015 


Celebrate Birmingham Parade Committee. 
E. Resolution approving a request submitted by the City of Birmingham to hold the 


Celebrate Birmingham Parade on Sunday, May 17, 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. 


F. Resolution approving a request from the Principal Shopping District to hold Birmingham 
Farmers’ Market May through October, 2015 from 9:00 AM to 2:00 PM, in Municipal 
Parking Lot No. 6 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.    


G. Resolution approving  the agreement with R.N.A. Janitorial, Inc. in the amount not to 
exceed  $216,480.00 to perform janitorial cleaning services to the Municipal Building 
account #101- 265.001-816.0100, Historical Museum account #101-804.002-816.0100 
and Baldwin Public Library account #271-790.000-816.0100; and further authorizing the 
mayor to sign the agreement on behalf of the City.   


- AND - 
Resolution approving the agreement with American Cleaning Company LLC. in the 
amount not to exceed $64,800.00 to perform janitorial cleaning services to the 
Department of Public Services account #101-441.002-811.0000; and further authorizing 
the mayor to sign the agreement on behalf of the City.   


H. Resolution approving the State Trunkline Maintenance Contract for Woodward Avenue 
between the Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) and the City of 
Birmingham for ground maintenance only for a term of October 1, 2014 through 
September 30, 2019. Further; authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the Contract. 


I. Resolution waiving normal bidding requirements, and authorizing the payment of 
$19,234.25 to Crook Fire Protection Co., for repairs to the dry fire system located in the 
lower levels of the Chester St. Parking Structure, charged to account number 585-
538.006-811.0000. 


J. Resolution awarding the CN RR Bridge Crash Attenuator Repair project contract to 
D.R.V. Contractors, LLC, of Shelby Township, MI, in the amount of $11,300.00 to be 
paid out of the Major Streets Bridge fund account number 202-449.002-811.0000. 
Further, authorizing the Mayor and the Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the 
City.  Further, approving the appropriations and budget amendments as follows: 


Major Street Fund 
Revenues: 
Draw from fund balance  #202-000.000-400.0000  $ 11,300.00 


Total Revenue Adjustments     $ 11,300.00 
Expenditures: 
Other Contracted Services  #202-449.002-811.0000  $ 11,300.00 


Total Expenditure Adjustments    $ 11,300.00 
K. Resolution approving the street light agreement between the City of Birmingham and 


DTE Energy regarding the installation of street lights at 200 N. Old Woodward Ave. 
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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. 


L. Resolution setting a public hearing date for February 23, 2015 to consider an 
Amendment to the Special Land Use Permit to add environmental cleanup provisions to 
the Special Land Use Permit resolution for 33588 Woodward – Shell Gas Station.   


M. Resolution setting a public hearing date for February 23, 2015 to consider the Final Site 
Plan and Special Land Use Permit Amendment at 1775 Melton to allow the expansion of 
the Eton Academy into the former St. Columban Church building.    


N. Resolution setting a public hearing date for February 23, 2015 to consider the Final Site 
Plan and Special Land Use Permit Amendment at 575 S. Eton, Griffin Claw Brewery, to 
construct an accessory building, expand the outdoor dining area, build a canopy over 
the loading dock and add a new entrance feature to the back of the building. 


 
ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas,  Commissioner Dilgard  


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


Nays,   None 
Absent, 1, (Moore) 
Abstentions, None 


 
01-16-15  CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES 


JANUARY 12, 2015 
The Commission discussed the vote to appoint to the Martha Baldwin Park Board in Resolution 
#01-02-15.  It was concluded that Commissioner Rinschler was not listed in the vote as a vote 
on the second motion was not needed because the first motion received the necessary number 
of votes for appointment to the board. 
 
MOTION: Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Rinschler: 
To approve the City Commission minutes of January 12, 2015. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas, 6 


Nays, None  
  Absent, 1 (Moore) 
 


V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 


VI. NEW BUSINESS 
01-17-15  DISCUSSION WITH THE OAKLAND COUNTY 
   WATER RESOURCES COMMISSIONER 
Oakland County Water Resources Commissioner Jim Nash introduced his staff. 
 
Sue Coffey, with the Oakland County Water Resources Commissioner’s Office, presented an 
overview of the sewage disposal systems.   She noted that the east part of Birmingham is a 
part of the George W. Kuhn drainage district and the west side of the City is part of the 
Evergreen-Farmington sewage disposal district. 
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Rafael Trolla, with the Oakland County Water Resources Commissioner’s Office, explained that 
there is a fixed monthly charge for the Evergreen-Farmington and George W. Kuhn districts and 
explained the percentages paid by Birmingham.  He explained that most of the expenses for the 
system are related to paying DWSD for services received such as transportation and treatment 
of the sewage once it hits the Detroit system.  He noted that within the Evergreen-Farmington 
District there are three combined sewer overflow (CSO) basins that provide services to 
Birmingham of which the City also has a share.   
 
In response to a question from Commissioner Rinschler regarding the calculations, Mr. Trolla 
explained that it is based on a calculation of usage.  Mr. Trolla explained the George W. Kuhn 
there are two separate charges.  One for the sanitary based on shares of water sales and one 
for storm based on an allocation.  Mr. Trolla explained the billing methodology.   
 
Ms. Coffey explained for Commissioner McDaniel that the reason for two different systems is 
that legally they were developed separately.  The George W. Kuhn district is much older. 
 
Commissioner Rinschler noted that the City has contributed to cleaning the river, been proactive 
and supportive of it.  In addition to paying the debt, there is a large cost for sewage based on 
the fact that the City has combined sewers.  Ms. Coffey explained that 90% of the costs are 
fixed.  She noted that on the sewage side, there is still a large capital burden that the City is 
still paying debt on such as the three retention treatment basins (RTB) and the George W. Kuhn 
retention treatment facility.   
 
The Commission discussed the change in billing methodology and the sewer rates in other 
communities.  Ms. Coffey explained that communities with good robust maintenance are in it for 
the long haul and know their assets are 50 year useful assets and maintain them.   When there 
is a big variation in rates, those who are paying more are doing more and doing the right 
things.  Those communities with lower rates may not feel that they need as robust a 
maintenance program.   
 
Commissioner Nash explained that 96% of the City is on CSO, 20% Acacia Park and 22% 
Bloomfield.  Once they are paid off the City will get that relief from the debt service.   
 
In response to a question from Mayor Sherman regarding why the cost for the drainage system 
is not spread throughout the County, Commissioner Nash pointed out that if that was the case, 
Birmingham would have to pay a share of the other districts as well.   
 
01-18-15  QUARTON AND CHESTERFIELD  


INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 
City Engineering O’Meara explained that the project was rebid.  He confirmed for Mayor Pro 
Tem Hoff that Birmingham will be taking the lead on the project and Bloomfield Hills will be 
kept apprised of the project.  She questioned whether the state would have given more money 
if they were told that the project would cost more.  Mr. O’Meara confirmed that the state took 
the amount from a 2009 estimate when the City was trying to get funding through a different 
source.  He stated that there are no additional funds available as the funding was spread 
amongst projects across the state.   
 
City Manager Valentine confirmed for Commissioner Nickita that the original estimate to the City 
was $7,000 and this is an additional $90,000. 
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MOTION:   Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Dilgard: 
To award the Quarton Road & Chesterfield Intersection Improvements Project, Contract #11-
15(P), be awarded to Florence Cement Company, of Shelby Township, MI in the amount of 
$611,303.14 to be paid out of account number 202-449.001-985.6700. Further, approving the 
appropriations and budget amendments as follows: 


Major Street Fund 
Revenues: 
Draw from fund balance  #202-000.000-400.0000  $  97,615.00 
From State Grants   #202-000.000-540.0000  $ 432,800.00 
From Oakland County  #202-000.000-583.0005  $  14,066.00 
From Road Commission  
for Oakland County   #202-000.000-583.0005  $  14,066.00 
From Bloomfield Hills   #202-000.000-583.0006  $  97,615.00 


Total Revenue Adjustments     $ 656,162.00 
Expenditures: 
Public Improvements   #202-449.001-985.6700  $ 656,162.00 


Total Expenditure Adjustments    $ 656,162.00 
 
VOTE:  Yeas, 5 


Nays, 1 (Nickita)  
  Absent, 1 (Moore) 
 
01-19-15  BUILDING INSPECTION SERVICES AGREEMENT 
Building Official Johnson explained that the agreement with McKenna Associates is to assist the 
department with building inspections and plan review services to manage the immediate and 
long term needs as construction activity is forecasted to continue increasing.  He stated that the 
total expenses will be covered by the increase in permit revenues this year. 
 
In response to a question by Mayor Pro Tem Hoff, Mr. Johnson explained that the department 
has been using temporary help on a month to month arrangement.  Mr. Johnson confirmed for 
Commissioner Nickita that permits for new housing have increased and permits for renovations 
have decreased. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Rinschler: 
To approve the service agreement with McKenna Associates, Inc. for building inspection 
services at an estimated cost of $80,600 for fiscal year 2014-2015, and thereafter as budgeted. 
Further, directing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City, and 
further approving the appropriation and amendment to the 2014-2015 General Fund budget as 
follows: 


Revenues: 
Building Permit Revenue     $80,600 
(Account Number 101-000.000-476.0000) 


Total Revenues     $80,600 
Expenditures: 
Other Contractual Service     $72,000 
(Account Number 101-371.000-811.0000) 
Computer Equipment      $6,100 
(Account Number 101-371.000-942.0000) 
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Furniture       $2,500 
(Account Number 101-371.000-972.0000) 


Total Expenditures     $80,600 
 
VOTE:  Yeas, 6 


Nays, None  
  Absent, 1 (Moore) 
 


VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 
 


VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
 


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


X. REPORTS 
 


XI. ADJOURN 
The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 9:31 PM. 
 
 
 
Laura M. Pierce 
City Clerk 
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION  
LONG RANGE PLANNING MINUTES 


JANUARY 31, 2015 
MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 151 MARTIN 


8:30 A.M.


I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor, called the meeting to order at 8:33 AM 


II. ROLL CALL
ROLL CALL: Present, Mayor Sherman 


Commissioner Dilgard 
Mayor Pro Tem Hoff  
Commissioner McDaniel 
Commissioner Nickita  
Commissioner Rinschler 


Absent,  Commissioner Moore  


Administration:  City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Currier, Clerk Pierce, Finance Director 
Gerber, Senior Accountant Burrick, Fire Chief Metz, Assistant Fire Chief Connaughton, Fire 
Marshal Bigger, Assistant Fire Chief Donohue, Police Chief Studt, Deputy Police Chief Clemence, 
City Engineer O’Meara, DPS Director Wood, HR Manager Taylor, City Planner Ecker, PSD 
Director Heiney 


III. DISCUSSION ITEMS
I. FINANCE 


FIVE-YEAR FINANCIAL MODEL & GASB 68 
Tim St. Andrew, Plante Moran, explained that the forecast allows the City to look ahead to 
identify opportunities, identify concerns, and review strategy based on the results.  He stated 
that the taxable value is anticipated to increase between 2.2% and 3.9%. He noted that the 
new personal property tax reform that was enacted last year is expected to have a negative 
1.6% impact on the tax base of City.  The replacement revenue for those lost revenues is not 
considered in this presentation which would include the use tax money and the essential 
services assessment.  The fund balance of the general fund is expected to be flat until an 
increase in 2018-2019.  He noted that the City is anticipating a steady inflationary increase in 
water and sewer rates.  By looking at the bigger picture, the City is able to anticipate the steady 
increases which help the residents and businesses. 


In response to a question from Commissioner Rinschler, Finance Director Gerber explained that 
the debt service on the combined sewer overflow (CSO) basins is through the property taxes. 
Commissioner Rinschler commented that he would like to see a chart of the debt. 


Commissioner Dilgard noted that the building permit revenue was increased to $2.4 million and 
decreased to $1.8 million by 2018.  Mr. Gerber explained that there will be significant projects 
over the next two years which will increase building permit revenue.  Later in the forecast, not 
knowing exactly how much development is going to happen, the level was brought down to a 
more historical level. 
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II. FUTURE PARKING DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 
City Manager Valentine explained that the presentation will explain the development plan for 
addressing parking needs in the long term.   
 
City Engineer O’Meara and City Planner Ecker explained that an ad hoc parking committee was 
formed to study parking needs in the City.  The committee determined that there would be a 
long term parking deficit and determined something had to be done to protect the long term 
viability of the downtown by making sure the parking needs were met into the future.  The 
committee studied several options. 
 
Ms. Ecker explained the Bates Street extension option which would extend Bates Street north 
and curve around to come back out at North Old Woodward.  She explained the four 
alternatives for the extension, estimated number of parking spaces, and estimated cost for each 
alternative.  Ms. Ecker stated that the Committee felt it was important to recommend to the 
Commission that the Bates Street extension move forward in order to add parking in the north 
end of town. 
 
Commissioner Nickita pointed out the potential to add floors underground and the potential to 
redevelop the entire site.  Mayor Pro Tem Hoff stated that the cost should be taken into 
consideration as well as the number of spaces.  Ms. Ecker pointed out that the estimated cost is 
purely construction costs. 
 
Ms. Ecker explained the option for parking in the south end of town included expanding the 
Pierce Street structure two extra levels.  She explained the number of spaces which could be 
added and the cost.  She noted that the Committee recommended this as a secondary priority, 
after the Bates Street expansion. 
 
Ms. Ecker confirmed for Mayor Pro Tem Hoff that the Pierce Structure is the only structure that 
could have additional decks added. 
 
Ms. Ecker explained the option to add parking to the Triangle District.  She stated that the 
parking demand levels were calculated based on future redevelopment, not the max 
development of every site.  She noted that the intent is to come up with a parking solution, not 
to expand the Triangle District or the Corridor Improvement Authority.  She noted that the area 
will not see growth and redevelopment without parking.  She noted that there are two potential 
locations for a parking structure, one in the north end and one in the south end of the district, 
however no specific location has been determined. 
 
Commissioner Nickita stated that there are design and approach differences for the new 
projects.  New decks would not be designed like the existing decks.  He further discussed 
public/private development options. 
 
City Attorney Currier explained the existing charter language which states that any property 
owned by the City valued at over $40,000 must have a vote of the people in order to sell.  He 
stated that the City could create a charter amendment that would specifically allow the City to 
acquire new property for vehicular parking and dispose of it if it is not needed.  The charter 
amendment would address the acquisition of new property for vehicular parking only and allow 
the Commission to have some flexibility so the City does not get stuck with property that it 
cannot use or dispose of.   
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Commissioner Rinschler suggested this parking study be done and published before a charter 
amendment is presented to the public.  Mayor Pro Tem Hoff commented that the charter 
proposal presented is more specific than the previous proposal.  Commissioner McDaniel 
commented on the need for a strategy of how to promote a ballot initiative. 
 
Ms. Ecker discussed funding options which include the existing downtown parking district fund 
and the parking rates.  In the triangle district, there are several options such as setting up a 
special assessment district or setting up a tax increment financing (TIF) plan to allow the City to 
capture funds that come in through the tax process. 
 
Pat McGow, Miller Canfield, discussed bonding options for public infrastructure. 
 
Commissioner Rinschler left at 10:08 AM. 
 
Scott Clein, 1556 Yosemite, encouraged the Commission to consider public/private partnerships 
and encouraged creativity of ideas in the request for proposal process. 
 
David Bloom, expressed concern with how the residents would be benefitting from the 
development discussed. 
 
III. ENGINEERING 
 DOWNTOWN CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
City Engineer O’Meara reviewed the downtown projects planned for the next five years which 
include the reconstruction of Martin to a two-way street from Southfield to Chester and replace 
the Hamilton Alley in 2015, rebuild Hamilton from Old Woodward to Woodward and Park Street 
between Maple and Hamilton in 2016, rebuild Maple Road between Bates and Woodward in 
2017, rebuild Old Woodward between Willits and Brown in 2018 and finish the Old Woodward 
Corridor in 2019. 
 
Mr. Valentine noted that the City is working with the Principal Shopping District and the 
businesses as the improvements will impact the downtown. 
 
Commissioner Nickita stated that it is important to recognize how the streets work together and 
suggested the improvements be designed as a unit. 
 


PARKING SYSTEM  
REMOTE ACCESS MANAGEMENT & ACCESS CONTROL EQUIPMENT 


Catherine Burch, Central Parking Systems, explained the remote access management system, 
for the parking structures, which will reduce expenses, improve the customer service, and 
promote revenue growth.  She explained that the remote access system will include an audio 
system to allow for two way conversations, cameras on the device, and the ability to push 
payment to the device.   
 
Mr. O’Meara stated that the Advisory Parking Committee has endorsed this concept. 
 
Jay O’Dell, Central Parking System, explained that the cost of maintaining the access control 
equipment in the parking structures has increased due to the age of the machines.  He 
explained that the next generation of machines which include license plate recognition, QR 
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codes, use of a smart device (NFC), and radio frequency identification devices (RFID).  He 
explained that a new access system will reduce maintenance and operating costs and increase 
revenue and customer satisfaction.  
 
Mr. O’Meara stated that this item is still being researched and will soon be considered by the 
Advisory Parking Committee. 
 
IV. DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICE 
 FUTURE PARK OPPORTUNITIES & DONOR RECOGNITION PROGRAM REVIEW 
DPS Director Wood explained that the opportunities for park improvements include developing a 
site plan for Adams Park, review the parking needs and an overall site analysis of Poppleton 
Park, field improvements and walking path at Kenning Park, landscape, bridge and trail 
improvements to Linden Park/Linn Smith Park and improvements to the trails, bridges, signage, 
markers, and stream bank stabilization. 
 
Ms. Wood discussed the donor recognition program and the draft donation policy for the parks.  
In response to a question from Commissioner Dilgard, Ms. Wood confirmed that the policy will 
be introduced to the Parks Board in the first quarter of this year. 
 
Commissioner Nickita commented on the importance of the trails and bridges.  He noted that 
the design aspect of the bridges should be incorporated into the improvement discussions. 
 
V. FIRE 
 CHESTERFIELD FIRE STATION 
Fire Chief Metz explained that by 2016 the City will have the funding to begin the project.  Prior 
to going out to bid, there are decisions that need to be made as to where the station should sit 
on the property and whether response personnel will remain onsite during the construction 
phase.  He discussed the three options which include building on the west side of the property 
using temporary housing for personnel and equipment during construction; build on the west 
side of the property and relocate the crews to the Adams Fire Station during construction; or to 
build on the east side of the property and respond from the existing building. 
 
Chief Metz confirmed for Mayor Pro Tem Hoff that it is anticipated that construction will take 
between eight and ten months.  He confirmed that the cost to keep personnel on site would be 
over $100,000.00.   
 
The Commission discussed the pros and cons of relocating personnel.  Chief Metz confirmed 
that his recommendation would be to maintain personnel on the west side of town. 
 
VI. LIBRARY 
 THE BALDWIN PUBLIC LIBRARY BUILDING 
Library Director Koschik explained the proposal to improve the library in three phases which 
include renovation of the adult services area, renovation of the youth room and the public 
entrance, lobby and circulation.  He explained that the services improvements includes updated 
technology, better layout, lighting, acoustics, signage, more study collaboration spaces, the 
adult services desk, and moving the computer lab to the main floor.  He noted that the 
improvements would be ADA compliant.   
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Mr. Koschik explained that the library is currently developing a request for proposal and noted 
that the library is willing to pay for the architect fee to do the development and schematic work.  
He stated phase one costs are estimated at $1.5-$1.75 million.  He discussed funding for the 
improvements.  He noted that the library has funds saved in its fund balance and has received 
undesignated donations in the trust which would fund approximately $500,000.00 of this 
project.  He noted that if the Commission approved an increase in the library’s millage rate, it 
would raise approximately $200,000.00.  Mr. Koschik pointed out that if the City loaned the 
remaining funds to the library, the project could be completed at one time instead of being 
phased in over several years. 
 
Mr. Koschik confirmed for Mayor Pro Tem Hoff that the increased millage would be needed in 
addition to the loan from the City. 
 
OPEN TO THE PUBLIC 
David Bloom suggested that the City increase the library millage. 
 
Bob Ziegleman, pointed out that the Adams Fire Station was built next the old fire station. 
 
Barbara Heller, chair of the Public Arts Board, encouraged the Commission to lay pads for public 
art as improvements are made.   
 
Cindy Rose commented on the park bond money.  Commissioner McDaniel explained that at 
this point the amortization period is short and would cost more. 
 
Frank Pisano commented that the parks improve the quality of life in the City. 
 
Lex Kuhne, chair of the Advisory Parking Committee, suggested utilizing the Advisory Parking 
Committee’s knowledge and experience when it comes to discussing parking issues.   
 


XI. ADJOURN 
The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 12:20 PM. 
 
 
 
Laura M. Pierce 
City Clerk 
 
 








Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


01/28/2015


02/09/2015


36,090.00300 NORTH CAPITAL, LLC006083232514


200.00350 N OLD WOODWARD LLCMISC232515


700.00651 HUMPHREY LLCMISC232516


200.00ADVANCE BUILDING LLCMISC232517


410.38AETNA BEHAVIORAL HEALTH LLC007266232518


100.00ALBAUGH MASONRY STONE AND TILEMISC232520


3,800.00ANDERSON ECKSTEIN WESTRICK INC000167*232521


40.00ANDY BEZENAHMISC232522


333.11AP BUILDERSMISC232523


295.00APWA000881232524


757.44AT&T006759*232525


365.55AUDRIK INC DBA ROTO ROOTERMISC232526


6,757.50AUTOMATED BENEFIT SVCS INC004027232527


178.00AWWA004148232528


1,000.00BABI CONSTRUCTION INCMISC232529


2,500.00BANE PROPERTIES LLCMISC232530


109.23BASCC000513232531


100.00BASEMENT CRACKS & LEAKS/METROMISC232532


274.96BATTERIES PLUS003012232533


605.00BCI ADMINISTRATORS INC001103232534


685.00BELLE TIRE DISTRIBUTORS000519232535


46.97BIRMINGHAM OIL CHANGE CENTER, LLC007624232536


401.88CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*232537


2,640.00BLUE STARMISC232538


10,472.21BRADFORD & MARZEC LLC006337232539


2,000.00BRUCE AND KIMBERLY PETERSONMISC232540


11,000.00CAHILL CONSTRUCTION INCMISC232541


5,765.95CANNON EQUIPMENT004125232542


500.00CARPENTER, BRETT PMISC232543


960.00CENTRAL PARKING SYSTEM002067232544


2,300.00CENTRAL PARKING SYSTEM002067232545


100.00CHRISTINE DALTONMISC232547


78.05CINTAS CORPORATION000605232548


279.94CINTAS CORPORATIONMISC*232549


850.00CLEARVIEW HOMES LLCMISC232551


1,278.00COFINITY004026232552


154.74COMCAST007625*232553


2,746.46CONSUMERS ENERGY000627*232554


100.00CRAIG CRISTINIMISC232555


20,073.65WM. CROOK FIRE PROTECTION CO.002088*232556


4,333.68CUTWATER INVESTOR SERVICES CORP.006343232557


65.99DELWOOD SUPPLY000177*232558


137.70DENTEMAX, LLC006907232559
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Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


01/28/2015


02/09/2015


78.94DETROIT CHEMICAL & PAPER SUPPLY007359232560


60.00DETROIT HITCH CO004198232561


114.66DOUGLASS SAFETY SYSTEMS LLC001035232562


100.00DRAIN DETECTIVES LLCMISC232563


20,962.62DTE ENERGY000179*232564


51,768.76DTE ENERGY000180*232565


8,609.73DTE ENERGY COMPANY005322*232566


1,388.45EASTMAN FIRE PROTECTION INC001063232567


660.00EGANIX, INC.007538232568


200.00EILEEN STEGERTMISC232569


100.00FATHER & SON CONSTRUCTION COMISC232570


85.50FIRST ADVANTAGE LNS SCREENING007366232571


247.03GORDON FOOD004604232572


10,590.45GREAT LAKES POWER AND LIGHTING, INC004959232573


405.51HALT FIRE INC001447232574


100.00HANSONS ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP LLCMISC232575


100.00HANSONS ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP LLCMISC232576


12,507.84J.H. HART URBAN FORESTRY000261232577


249.00HAWTHORNE006845232578


57.83HAYES GRINDING001672232579


2,000.00HM HOMES LLCMISC232580


2,000.00HM HOMES LLCMISC232581


2,873.17HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES001956*232582


1,076.30INDUSTRIAL BROOM & BRUSH000340232583


200.00INTERCITY NEONMISC232584


102.00INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF004839232585


50.00INTERNATIONAL CODE COUNCIL INC003888232586


40.00INTERSTATE BATTERY SYSTEM000342232587


100.00J HAMMOND LLCMISC232588


119.97JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458232589


8.74JOHN R. SPRING & TIRE CENTER INC.000347232590


165.50K/E ELECTRIC SUPPLY007423232591


1,000.00KHOURI, MICHELMISC232592


474.86KONE INC004085*232593


2,970.00KRIEGER/KLATT ARCHITECTS, INC.006738232594


54.50L-3 GCS005327232595


52,077.08LACARIA CONCRETE CONSTRUCTION INC.007495*232596


200.00LAVANWAY SIGN CO.INCMISC232597


173.61LEE & ASSOCIATES CO., INC.005550232598


100.00LINDA K BAKERMISC232599


100,119.35LUIGI FERDINANDI & SON007521*232600


1,000.00LUXURY UPDATED HOMES LLCMISC232601


200.00MARK MATTHEW RAUHMISC232602







Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


01/28/2015


02/09/2015


75.00 MCLAREN OAKLANDMISC232603


99.00 MGFOA004738*232604


175.00 STATE OF MICHIGAN002809232605


51.21 MOORE MEDICAL LLC000972232607


1,861.00 NATIONAL LEAGUE OF CITIES004876232608


850.00 NEDELJKOVIC, NEBOJSAMISC232609


996.00 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY006359232610


9,794.84 OAKLAND CO FISCAL SVCS.41W004755*232611


575,022.96 OAKLAND COUNTY000477*232612


40.00 OAKLAND COUNTY TREASURER'S ASSN.006602232613


4,443.04 OAKLAND SCHOOLS000675232614


140.00 OCAAO001484*232615


266.26 OFFICE DEPOT INC000481232616


100.00 PALACE CONSTRUCTION INCMISC232617


42,045.62 PAVEX CORPORATION007383*232618


100.00 PELLA WINDOWS & DOORS, INC.MISC232619


1,000.00 PETERSON, WIAND, BOES & COMPANYMISC232620


566.22 PETERSON, WIAND, BOES & COMPANYMISC232621


1,336.18 POSTCARD MANIA007655232622


187.66 PRIMO'S PIZZA001132232623


1,933.11 PRM CUSTOM BUILDERS LLCMISC232624


998.00 QUALITY COACH COLLISION LLC001062232625


2,940.00 R.N.A. JANITORIAL, INC006497232626


400.00 RENEWAL BY ANDERSONMISC232627


933.11 RICHARD O & KAY F LACOMBEMISC232628


88.92 ED RINKE CHEVROLET BUICK GMC000493232629


6,817.75 RKA PETROLEUM003554*232630


13,190.01 ROAD COMM FOR OAKLAND CO000478*232631


633.11 ROSENZWIEG, ADAMMISC232632


500.00 RUDNICK, MATTHEW EMISC232633


2,000.00 SAROKI ARCHITECTURE007663232634


563.59 MIKE SAVOIE CHEVROLET INC000230232635


62,036.00 SCHLEEDE HAMPTON ASSOC INC002025*232636


850.00 SCOTT QUALITY HOMES II LLCMISC232637


200.00 SEBOLD AND KAGE INCMISC232638


100.00 SENTRY CONTRACTORS INCMISC232639


100.00 SIGNS BY TOMMOROWMISC232640


58,086.08 SOCRRA000254*232641


732.44 STONE HOLLOW PROPERTIESMISC232642


940.00 SUBURBAN/PRESTIGE GLASS001095232643


933.11 T G HOMES LLCMISC232644


300.00 TALIA RENOVATIONS LLCMISC232645


700.00 TEMPLETON BUILDING COMPANYMISC232646
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Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


01/28/2015


02/09/2015


49.06 TERMINAL SUPPLY CO.000273232647


350.00 TESTING ENGIN & CONSULTANTS INC001614232648


100.00 THD AT HOME SERVICES INCMISC232649


291.24 TIRE WHOLESALERS CO INC000275232650


416.22 TOWN BUILDING COMPANYMISC232651


307.81 TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC000155232652


2,500.00 VANHELLEMONT, ROBERT WMISC232653


176.29 VESCO OIL CORPORATION000298232654


386.29 VILLAGE AUTOMOTIVE006491232655


36,051.44 WALKER RESTORATION CONSULTANTS005231232656


200.00 WALLSIDE INCMISC232657


355.25 WASHINGTON ELEVATOR CO, INC006285232658


100.00 WAZEER, SABAH HANNAMISC232659


100.00 WEATHERGARD WINDOW CO INCMISC232660


3,565.51 WHITLOCK BUSINESS SYSTEMS, INC.007278232661


100.00 WINDOW PRO HOLDINGS LLCMISC232662


77,600.00 TRI-STAR ROOFING & SHEET METAL LLC007602*232663


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


Mark Gerber
Finance Director/ Treasurer


$1,451,178.40Grand Total:


Sub Total ACH:


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


Sub Total Checks: $1,315,052.12


$136,126.28
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2/9/2015


Vendor Name
Transfer 


 Date
Transfer
 Amount


Automated Benefit Services, Inc. 1/23/2015 136,126.28
TOTAL 136,126.28
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Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


02/04/2015


02/09/2015


300.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*232664


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*232665


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*232666


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*232667


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*232668


80.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*232669


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*232670


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*232671


200.0052-3 DISTRICT COURT001831*232672


533.11628 WATKINS LLCMISC232673


275.29ABEL ELECTRONICS INC002284232674


146.33AIRGAS GREAT LAKES003708232675


629.91ALLIE BROTHERS, INC005795232676


100.00AMERICAN STANDARD ROOFINGMISC232677


268.20APOLLO FIRE EQUIPMENT000282232678


759.19APPLIED IMAGING007033*232679


79.74AT&T006759*232680


109.00AT&T007216*232681


5,615.68BARRETT PAVING MATERIALS INC.000511232682


180.69BATTERIES PLUS003012232683


61,250.00BCI ADMINISTRATORS INC001103232684


131.60BELL EQUIPMENT COMPANY000518232685


100.00BOULDER CUSTOM HOMES LLCMISC232686


500.00BUILDING IDEALS INCMISC232687


190.43CHIEF SUPPLY CORPORATION001718232688


416.63CINTAS CORPMISC232689


13.41CINTAS CORPORATION000605232690


250.00CITY OF NOVIMISC232691


151.56COMCAST007625*232692


18,605.35COMERICA BANK000979232693


6,398.89CONSUMERS ENERGY000627*232694


300.00CONTRACTORS CLOTHING CO002668232695


7,500.00COQUETA, LLCMISC232696


29.50CRAIN'S DETROIT BUSINESS005742232697


1,102.60CYNERGY WIRELESS004386232698


5,540.34DELTA TEMP INC000956232699


88.44DELWOOD SUPPLY000177*232700


116.60JOHN DONOHUE000187*232701


197.91DORNBOS SIGN & SAFETY INC000565232702


1,109.30DSS CORPORATION000995232703


11,793.99DTE ENERGY000179*232704


1,155.00ANN GODFREY ENDRES000202*232705


1,500.00ETNA SUPPLY001495232706
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Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


02/04/2015


02/09/2015


325.00 FAIR-WAY TILE & CARPET, INC.004574232707


100.00 FRANK PETRUZZELLOMISC232708


83.75 GALLS, LLC001056232709


300.00 GARDELLA HOMES INCMISC232710


218.18 GISI006384232711


42.89 GLENN WING POWER TOOLS000234232712


12.45 GORDON FOOD004604232713


200.00 GRENNAN CONSTRUCTIONMISC232714


87.27 HALT FIRE INC001447232715


30.50 HAYES GRINDING001672232716


23.93 PETER J. HEALY III006869232717


95.00 HOME BUILDERS ASSOC. OF SE MI007466*232718


300.00 IACP006640232719


25.00 ICE SKATING INSTITUTE000980232720


789.40 ICMA001204232721


34.11 INNOVATIVE OFFICE TECHNOLOGY GROUP007035232722


1,192.00 INTEGRATED DATA SOLUTIONS INC.006030232723


97.53 J & B MEDICAL SUPPLY002407232724


529.19 JANSSEN REFRIGERATION CO., INC004391232725


200.00 JBE MANAGEMENT LLCMISC232726


150.79 MARC JEWELL001579*232727


681.59 JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458232728


200.00 JUSTIN ISAAC SILVEYMISC232729


307.60 K/E ELECTRIC SUPPLY007423232730


100.00 KASCO INCMISC232731


500.00 KENT COUNTY COURTHOUSE007669*232732


2,000.00 KEY DEVELOPMENTMISC232733


280.00 KGM DISTRIBUTORS INC004088*232734


800.00 KIRCO MANIX CONSTRUCTION, LLCMISC232735


183.18 KONE INC004085232736


79.17 KONICA MINOLTA-ALBIN004904232737


200.00 KORI KOZAKMISC*232738


23.16 KROGER COMPANY000362232739


500.00 OSCAR W. LARSON CO.002767232740


300.00 LEMAIRE CONSTRUCTION INCMISC232741


264.00 LAURA LEPZINSKI007357*232742


500.00 LIVE WELL CUSTOM HOMES LLCMISC232743


2,499.67 LOWER HURON SUPPLY CO003527232744


95.00 PAUL MATTHEWS003392*232745


3,959.00 MAYO WELDING & FAB. CO INC002169*232746


8,137.50 MCKENNA ASSOCIATES INC000888232747


908.37 MONTGOMERY & SONS INC001452232748


406.06 MOORE MEDICAL LLC000972232749
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Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


02/04/2015


02/09/2015


45.00 MPELRA006371232750


1,984.00 NATIONWIDE POWER SOLUTIONS INC.007665232751


183.75 NETECH CORPORATION004255232752


200.00 NORTHERN SIGN CO INCMISC232753


274.50 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY006359232754


50.00 OAKLAND CO CLERKS ASSOC001686232755


1,108.75 OAKLAND COUNTY000477232756


41.00 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS004370232757


1,073.56 OFFICE DEPOT INC000481232758


854.92 PAETEC005794*232759


180.00 REBECCA PALMER007574*232760


470.93 PEPSI COLA001753*232761


300.00 PINE BUILDING COMPANY INC.MISC232762


173.50 PREMIUM AIR SYSTEMS INC003629232763


171.64 PRIMO'S PIZZA001132232764


2,450.00 R.N.A. JANITORIAL, INC006497232765


750.00 RAFT003447232766


400.00 RENEWAL BY ANDERSONMISC232767


8,000.00 RESERVE ACCOUNT005344232768


200.00 RIGHT CHOICE EXTERIORSMISC232769


2,034.84 ROAD COMM FOR OAKLAND CO000478232770


100.00 RONNISCH CONSTRUCTION GROUPMISC232771


70.00 ROSE PEST SOLUTIONS001181232772


220.93 ROYAL OAK P.D.Q. PRINTING INC000218232773


346.44 MIKE SAVOIE CHEVROLET INC000230232774


1,000.00 SAYLOR BUILDING COMPANYMISC232775


36.00 NICK SOPER007245*232776


33.46 SPEEDWAY SUPERAMERICA LLC001369*232777


1.98 TEKNICOLORS INC001255232778


200.71 TIM HORTONSMISC232779


694.01 TOTAL ARMORED CAR SERVICE, INC.002037*232780


200.00 TRADEMARK CONSTRUCTION SERVICESMISC232781


500.00 TRI PHASE COMMERCIAL CONST LLCMISC232782


252.34 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*232783


843.09 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*232784


123.46 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*232785


112.50 VICTORIA VORONOVICH007579*232786


200.00 VS BIRMINGHAM HOLDINGS LLCMISC232787


200.00 WALLSIDE INCMISC232788


100.00 WATERFORD TWP FIRE DEPT.004497232789


1,265.98 WEINGARTZ SUPPLY000299232790


23,505.33 WESTWOOD TRUST007374232791


5,950.00 WJE-WISS, JANNEY, ELSTNER ASSOC.INC007620232792







Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


02/04/2015


02/09/2015


60.65 WRIGHT TOOL COMPANY000926232793


64.37 XEROX CORPORATION007083232794


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


Mark Gerber
Finance Director/ Treasurer


$1,230,800.33Grand Total:


Sub Total ACH:


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


Sub Total Checks: $213,107.62


$1,017,692.71
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2/9/2015


Vendor Name
Transfer 


 Date
Transfer
 Amount


Birmingham Schools 1/30/2015 741,324.50
Oakland County Treasurer 1/30/2015 276,368.21


TOTAL 1,017,692.71


 


                              City of Birmingham
ACH Warrant List Dated 2/4/2015





		Warrant List 2-4-2015

		ACH Warrant List 2-4-15
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MEMORANDUM 
Community Development 


DATE: January 30, 2015 


TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager  


FROM: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 


SUBJECT: Set Public Hearing - Development Plan & Tax Increment Financing Plan 
for the Birmingham Triangle District  


Based on the stabilization of property values in the Triangle District and a large development 
project currently under construction in the Triangle District, at the Corridor Improvement 
Authority (hereinafter “CIA”) meetings on May 9, 2014 and November 26, 2014, the CIA 
discussed setting 2014 as the year to establish the base property values for all parcels of land 
within the CIA.      


Accordingly, on January 22, 2015, the CIA conducted a public hearing on the Development Plan 
and Tax Increment Financing Plan for the Birmingham Triangle District (hereinafter “the Plan”). 
CIA members voted unanimously to recommend approval of the Plan by the City Commission, 
on or before May 11, 2015.   


The City Commission is required to conduct a formal public hearing and will make the final 
decision regarding the adoption of the Plan.  In order to use the 2014 values as the base year 
in the TIF district, the Plan must be approved by the City Commission no later than its first 
meeting in May 2015, prior to the December 31, 2014 values going into effect on the 4th 
Monday in May (May 25, 2015).   


Suggested Action: 


To set a public hearing on the Development Plan and Tax Increment Financing Plan for the 
Birmingham Triangle District on March 16, 2015.   
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Introduction   


The City of Birmingham is one of the premier suburban communities in 


metropolitan Detroit.  Birmingham’s Triangle District is physically located in the 


center of the city, between Adams Road and Woodward Avenue, south of Maple 


Road.  Although the district has great potential for redevelopment, it is currently 


not well connected to the synergy that surrounds it (see Regional Map).  To the 


west lies the city’s vibrant Downtown, filled with shops, restaurants, movie 


theaters, offices and homes – in proximity to, but disconnected from the Triangle 


District by Woodward Avenue.  Maple Road, which bounds the north end of the 


District, is lined with both successful businesses and underutilized properties and 


provides the primary pedestrian and vehicular connection to Downtown 


Birmingham.  East of the Triangle District is a quality single family residential 


neighborhood that is well-established and planned to remain.  The redeveloping 


Eton Road/Railroad District hosts landmark restaurants, new live-work 


condominiums, indoor recreation facilities and a wide variety of unique, clustered 


uses such as home furnishing shops, dance and art studios, and industrial uses. 


Development of the Triangle District Urban Design Plan in 2007 marked the 


beginning of a long-term effort to revitalize the district.  Recognizing the potential 


growth in the district, the city identified the key elements necessary for the 


successful redevelopment of the district.  The primary goal of the Triangle District 


Urban Design Plan project was to create a unified framework for development that 


improves the economic, social and pedestrian environments while protecting the 


central neighborhood that exists within the district.  The resulting strategy included 


a set of development guidelines intended to create an urban, pedestrian-friendly 


environment similar to those that are so successful in other areas of the city.   


The Triangle District is also envisioned as a transit-oriented district that will draw 


on regional transit plans that include Birmingham as a destination.  Doing so 


requires a more compact, urban building form, which is best achieved through a 


form-based code, which the city adopted in 2007. 


Regional Map 
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The Triangle District’s unique needs lay in the demand for improved circulation and 


parking.  Parking is scattered and unorganized and building placements are, in 


many places, not conducive to the pedestrian scale and comfort envisioned.  A 


form-based code was developed to encourage building placement and design in 


the form required to create attractive and inviting public streets and spaces.  Over 


time, buildings developed under the form-based code will line the roadways to 


create a more urban street scale that is comfortable to pedestrians and suitable for 


mixed-use development.  However, a key element to the successful revitalization of 


the Triangle District is the need for better organized and more efficient parking 


facilities.   


As evidenced by the success of the city’s Downtown parking program, public 


parking structures that are designed and located appropriately can significantly 


impact the economic success of local businesses.  Since the need for improved 


parking was identified as a primary concern, the city began to assess the feasibility 


of such a structure in the Triangle District.  New legislation in 2005 enabled the city 


to use a new tool that allows tax increment financing to revitalize road corridors 


through the creation of a Corridor Improvement Authority (CIA).   


Pursuant to Act 280, Public Acts of Michigan, 2005 the Corridor Improvement 


Authority Act, the Birmingham Triangle District’s CIA was incorporated on 


November 10, 2008 with the objective of stimulating and encouraging economic 


development activities within the established District.  It was on this date that the 


Authority District boundaries were established. The CIA is overseen by a board 


comprised of six members appointed by the Mayor and confirmed by the City 


Commission.  


The City of Birmingham developed this Development and Tax Increment Finance 


Plan for the Triangle District to outline the improvements necessary to realize the 


vision established in the Triangle District Urban Design Plan.  It describes proposed 


improvements needed to achieve the goals for the district and the method of 


financing proposed to fund them.  


 


District Map 


CIA District Map 


Excluded 
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Triangle District Background  
 


The city developed an Urban Design Plan for the Triangle District in 2007, which 


included the following goals: 


 Improve the visual appearance of the area, its streets, alleys, public spaces, 
and buildings by establishing guidelines for design and implementation of 
public and private projects.  


 Improve the economic and social vitality by encouraging diversity of use and 
opportunities for a variety of experiences.  


 Better utilize property through more compact, mixed-use development.  


 Provide links to Downtown across Woodward’s high traffic barrier.  


 Improve the comfort, convenience, safety, and enjoyment of the pedestrian 
environment by create an inviting, walkable, pedestrian neighborhood and 
setting aside public plazas.  


 Encourage sustainable development.  


 Protect the integrity of established residential neighborhoods.  


 Organize the parking and street system to facilitate efficient access, 
circulation, and parking to balance vehicular and pedestrian needs.  


Since development of the Triangle District Urban Design Plan, the city has 


established a CIA to carry out the parking recommendations.  While the Urban 


Design Plan recommends a number of changes to the Triangle District that are 


being implemented by the City, the CIA’s focus is to implement the parking aspects 


of the Urban Design Plan.  The Birmingham Triangle District CIA held their first 


meeting on January 20, 2009, where they began their work by recommending the 


City Commission begin developing this Development and Tax Increment Financing 


Plan for the district.  Their specific purpose is to facilitate the planning and 


financing of a public parking facility.   
 


Open Space Design Recommendations 


Public Street Recommendations 


Building Design Recommendations 
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The Triangle District Development and TIF Plans 
were created according to the Corridor 
Improvement Authority Act, P.A. 280 of 2005, as 
amended. 
 


Purpose of the Development and TIF Plans 
 
The purpose of a CIA is to plan for, correct and prevent deterioration in business 
districts, to encourage historic preservation and to promote economic growth 
within the district.     
 
The City of Birmingham has determined that the development plan and tax 
increment financing plan constitutes a public purpose, based on the following 
considerations: 


 The proposed method of financing the development is feasible and the 
authority has the ability to arrange the financing. 


 The development is reasonable and necessary to carry out the purposes of 
the CIA Act. 


 The land within the district that is to be acquired is reasonably necessary to 
carry out the purposes of the plan and of the CIA Act in an efficient and 
economically satisfactory manner. 


 The development plan is in reasonable accord with the City of Birmingham’s 
Master Plan, which includes the Triangle District Subarea Plan. 


 Public services, such as fire and police protection and utilities, are adequate 
to service the project area. 


 Changes in zoning, streets, street levels, intersections, and utilities are 
reasonably necessary to facilitate the planned redevelopment of the District. 


 
Chapter Two of this Plan discusses the recommendations for stimulating 
redevelopment within the Triangle District.  A key concern in the Triangle District 
Design Plan was the need for more organized and efficient parking.  The 
Birmingham Triangle District Corridor Improvement Authority was established to 
facilitate the construction of new parking facilities that will serve the district.  
Chapter Three contains the Tax Increment Financing Plan that will be required to 
finance the development of parking facilities.  Both plans have been prepared in 
consideration of the required legal parameters, economic factors, and realistic 
projections. 
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According to the Corridor Improvement Authority Act, P.A. 280 of 2005, as 


amended, Development and Tax Increment Financing Plans must be adopted by 


the City Commission by resolution after holding a public hearing.  The City of 


Birmingham held a public hearing on _____________________ and adopted this 


Development and Tax Increment Finance Plan on ________________. 
 


Existing Land Use 


 
Land uses were inventoried in and adjacent to the Triangle District (see map).  Sites 


along Woodward Avenue, the district’s western boundary, contain more general 


commercial uses which transition to less intense commercial, office and residential 


land uses located farther east.  Sites along Maple Road and Adams Road and land 


to the west, across Woodward Avenue, are also commercial in use.  Land to the 


east and north are generally developed as single-family neighborhoods.  The 


districts wraps around an established single-family neighborhood, which has been 


excluded from the District boundary.  The area within the CIA District does not 


contain any single family residential uses.  There is an apartment building located 


within the district. 
 


 


Excluded 
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Existing Parking Conditions 
 


A detailed parking inventory was completed December, 2006. The inventory of 


parking was updated in 2009 for this plan.  There are 1,711 private parking spaces 


and 303 on-street public parking spaces, for a total of 2,014 spaces in the Triangle 


District.  While parking supply was adequate when considering the overall parking 


supply and demand in the district, the distribution of parking was not ideal relative 


to demand. The following table shows the supply of parking spaces verses the 


demand for parking relative to the square footage of buildings in the district: 


 
 Overall 


District 
Retail 
Center 


Parking supply (spaces/1,000 sq. ft. of buildings) 2.99 4.03 


Parking demand (cars/1,000 sq. ft. of buildings) 1.27 3.31 


% of parking spaces occupied  42% 82% 


% off-street parking spaces occupied 44% 95% 


% on-street parking spaces occupied 30% 49% 


 


As can be seen in the table, in areas of clustered retail use, there was little available 


parking during peak periods with 82% of the parking used near the major retail 


uses.  While at the same time, parking for other uses was significantly underutilized 


with only 42% of the parking being used for the overall district.  This shows a clear 


need for an improved shared parking program or coordinated public parking to 


better manage parking supply and demand. 


 


While the city has established an extensive public parking program for the 


Downtown, it does not extend into the Triangle District.  This leaves private 


property owners to provide for their own parking needs, which has lead to 


inefficiencies in use and wasted land that could otherwise be developed to 


contribute to the desired vibrancy of the district. 
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Projected Parking Demand 
 


In order to estimate the amount of parking demand in the future that could 


support a public parking facility, the district was analyzed for future build-out.  A 


full build-out shows the amount of development that could occur based upon the 


Urban Design Plan and new Overlay Zoning District.  However, because it is unlikely 


that all of the current uses in the district will be removed and redeveloped, 


assumptions were made on which buildings would likely remain and which areas 


would likely redevelop.  This “partial build-out” included development that is 


anticipated or likely to occur in the future and gives a more realistic estimate of 


future parking demands.  


 


Future parking demand was estimated based upon the Institute of Transportation 


Engineer’s Parking Generation Manual and observed parking demands in the city. 


The projections assume that new development will be providing some on-site 


parking, either via private parking structures, underground lots or small surface 


lots.  A summary of the parking analysis is provided below: 


 


Available On-


street Parking 


Spaces 


Private Parking 


Spaces 


Projected Parking 


Demand Based Upon 


Partial Build-out 


Future Parking 


Deficit 


303 1,770 3,616 1,543 


 


The above projected deficit showed the future need for an additional 463 parking 


spaces in the north end of the Triangle District near Maple Road and an additional 


1,080 spaces in the south portion of the District.   


 


The development of a public parking structures, in strategic locations that will best 


serve the maximum number of businesses is recommended.  Because the demand 


for parking will occur incrementally over time as the Triangle District redevelops, it 


is recommended that the City first acquire land for one or more surface parking lots 


to be developed with structures as the area redevelops and parking demand 


increases. 
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Chapter Two:  Development Plan 


 
Introduction  


According to the Corridor Improvement Authority Act, P.A. 280 of 2005, as 
amended, the City of Birmingham’s Corridor Improvement Authority must develop 
a Development Plan for any improvements that are proposed to be funded through 
Tax Increment Financing.  The law prescribes the various elements required in the 
Development Plan, which are discussed in this Chapter.   


 
Development Plan  


According to Section 21 of the Corridor Improvement Authority Act, the 
Development Plan must address the following: 
 
 Section 21(2) (a) Development Area Boundary:  The designation of 


boundaries of the development area in relation to highways, streets, streams, 
or otherwise. 


The Development Area is generally enclosed by Woodward Avenue on the 
west, Maple Road on the north and Adams Road on the east, excluding the 
existing single-family neighborhood along Forest, Chestnut and Hazel Streets 
east of Elm Street.  The Triangle District serves as a transitional growth area 
between Birmingham’s central business district west of Woodward and the 
residential neighborhoods to the east (See District Map, right).   


 


 Section 21(2) (b) Existing Streets and Public Facilities:  The location and 
extent of existing streets and other public facilities within the 
development area, designating the location, character, and extent of 
the categories of public and private land uses then existing and 
proposed for the development area, including residential, recreational, 
commercial, industrial, educational, and other uses, and including a 
legal description of the development area. 


Excluded 
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The boundaries of the Development Area in relation to highways, streets, 
and other rights-of-way are shown on the District Map, as previously 
presented under item 21(2) (a).  The district is also well served by public 
water and sewer services (See Utility Map, left). 


The city maintains a Fire Station at the northwest corner of Adams and 
Bowers.  This is their main station, containing administrative offices and 
training facilities. 


Land uses in the district include a mix of commercial and office uses.  The 
district is adjacent to a single-family neighborhood that is not proposed to be 
included in the TIF Plan.  Most of the higher intensity uses are located along 
Woodward, with other fine stores and offices found throughout the district.  


Woodward Avenue is an eight-lane state trunkline with a center median that 
runs along the western edge of the district.  Maple Road is a four-lane county 
arterial road that runs along the northern edge of the district.  Streets within 
the district are generally two-lane local city streets with sidewalks and on-
street parking.  Street circulation in the south end of the district could be 
improved through road realignments, and some of the parking lots and 
loading areas are unorganized throughout the district, as are several building 
arrangements.  The disjointed arrangement of buildings and parking does not 
create the physical context for a strong synergy between the various uses in 
the area.  It is a goal of this Development Plan to provide more organized 
parking that will help improve business vitality in the district. 


 
 Section 21(2) (c) Existing Improvements:  A description of existing 


improvements in the development area to be demolished, repaired, or 
altered, a description of any repairs and alterations, and an estimate of the 
time required for completion. 


The Birmingham Corridor Improvement Authority plans to redevelop one or 
two sites within the district into a public parking facility.  Immediate plans are 
to acquire a site(s) for the future parking facilities and construct a surface 
parking lot until the area redevelops and need for a parking structure 
increases.  Because the site for the parking facilities has yet to be 
determined, the specific details regarding site demolition or repairs are 


Utility Map 


Excluded 


 Chapter Two: Development Plan| Development and TIFA Plan                   10 







 


unknown.  If existing surface lots on the future site can be re-used to provide 
temporary parking, they will be repaired or retained if in good condition.  
Otherwise, purchase and demolition of existing commercial buildings is likely 
needed, as most lots in the district are developed to some extent.   


The timing of construction will depend on the redevelopment of the district 
creating additional parking demand and generating additional tax increment 
rate of capture to fund construction.  The city plans to issue bonds for the 
land acquisition costs as well as the parking facility construction costs; 
therefore, the timing of bond issues will be determined when adequate 
revenues exists to make the expected payments.  


 
  Section 21(2) (d) Estimated Cost of Improvements:  The location, extent, 


character, and estimated cost of the improvements including rehabilitation 
contemplated for the development area and an estimate of the time required 
for completion. 


For each parking structure, preliminary estimates assume a land cost of 
approximately $5,000,000.  When purchased, the land may be redeveloped 
immediately into a 90-space surface parking lot that is estimated to cost 
approximately $180,000.  It is anticipated a 450-space parking structure cost 
will be approximately $9,900,000.  It is anticipated that a portion of the cost 
of each structure will be funded through the CIA, and the remainder will be 
funded through other mechanisms, including a Special Assessment District. 
Demolition costs will be determined once a site is identified.  The actual 
number and configuration of parking facilities will be determined based upon 
development in the District and growth in parking demand.   


 
 Section 21(2) (e) Construction Timeline:  A statement of the construction or 


stages of construction planned, and the estimated time of completion of each 
stage. 


Due to limited resources, the CIA will take a phased approach to developing 
the parking facilities.  If TIF revenues and other available funds exceed those 
projected, the city may proceed with the site acquisition sooner.  Once 
acquired, the site will be prepared for construction of the facilities.  


Preliminary Parking Cost Estimates (1) 


Land Cost $5,000,000 


Interim Surface Parking Lot Cost $180,000 


Parking Structure Cost $9,900,000 
Total $15,080,000 


(1) Amounts are expressed in 2015 dollar values.  Actual costs 
will need to be adjusted, depending on the actual build year. 
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Due to the large construction costs related to a parking structure, the CIA 
may need to wait for additional tax increment revenues to accrue before it 
can finance construction of the structure.  Instead, the site(s) may first be 
developed into a surface parking lot containing approximately 90 parking 
spaces, to help offset immediate parking needs in the district.  The specific 
construction date will be determined as redevelopment in the surrounding 
area demands additional parking. Additional parking facilities may be 
constructed based upon development in the District and growth in parking 
demand. 


 
 Section 21(2) (f) Open Spaces:  A description of any parts of the development 


area to be left as open space and the use contemplated for the space. 


No new open spaces are proposed as part of this Development Plan, except 
for ancillary sidewalks and pedestrian areas associated with development of 
the parking facility.  The Triangle District Master Plan included 
recommendations for public open space; however these will be implemented 
by other means and will not be funded through the CIA development plan. 
 


 Section 21(2) (g) Conveyances Between CIA and City:  A description of any 
portions of the development area that the authority desires to sell, donate, 
exchange, or lease to or from the municipality and the proposed terms. 
The CIA does not currently own or control any land in the Triangle District.  
Once a parking facility is complete, the CIA anticipates it will be conveyed to 
the City of Birmingham in its entirety.   


 
 Section 21(2) (h) Desired Zoning Changes:  A description of desired zoning 


changes and changes in streets, street levels, intersections, traffic flow 
modifications, or utilities. 


No changes in zoning are required to implement the Corridor Improvement 
Authority’s Development Plan.  However, the city previously adopted a new 
Overlay District for the area.  The overlay was adopted to implement the 
development contemplated in the Triangle Plan using form-based code 
requirements (see Triangle District Regulating Plan, left).  The code 
encourages mixed-use development rather than creating use-specific 
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districts.  It encourages additional building height and high density residential 
uses that will complement the city’s goals to become more transit-oriented.  


The Triangle District Urban Design Plan includes other recommendations for 
the district; however, the CIA has committed only to development of parking 
facilities at this time.   
 


 Section 21(2) (i) Financing:  An estimate of the cost of the development, a 
statement of the proposed method of financing the development, and the 
ability of the authority to arrange the financing. 


Incremental taxes on real property included in the CIA district boundary will 
be captured under the Tax Increment Financing Plan to reimburse eligible 
activity expenses. It is anticipated that the TIF will be used to cover a portion 
of the acquisition and construction costs, with the other portion coming from 
a parking special assessment district. 


The total taxable value of all real property was $43,898,300 for the 2014 tax 
year.  The TIFA Plan assumes an annual increase in taxable value of 2.5% for 
the years 2015 and beyond.   


It is anticipated that the term of the TIFA Plan will depend on the actual cost 
estimates received after final plans are prepared.  The estimated captured 
taxable value and tax increment revenues for the eligible property for each 
year of the Plan are presented in Chapter 3. 


The tax increment and capture year data presented in Chapter 3 are 
estimates based on currently available information. It is the intent of this 
plan to provide for capture of all eligible tax increments in whatever amounts 
and in whatever years they become available until all project costs described 
in this plan are paid. Cash flow estimates for eligible activities are also 
presented in Chapter 3.  
 


 Section 21(2) (j) Designated Beneficiaries:  Designation of the person or 
persons, natural or corporate, to whom all or a portion of the development is 
to be leased, sold, or conveyed in any manner and for whose benefit the 
project is being undertaken if that information is available to the authority. 


Excluded 
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The projects undertaken by the CIA are intended to benefit all property 
owners within the district.  They are not intended to benefit any one or set of 
property owners; rather to remedy a district-wide shortage in parking that 
will hopefully help to attract additional commerce and residential 
development to the district.  The parking facilities will be conveyed to the city 
once completed. 
 


 Section 21(2) (k) Conveyance Procedures:  The procedures for bidding for the 
leasing, purchasing, or conveying in any manner of all or a portion of the 
development upon its completion, if there is no express or implied agreement 
between the authority and persons, natural or corporate, that all or a portion 
of the development will be leased, sold, or conveyed in any manner to those 
persons. 


The projects included in this Development Plan are intended to be publicly 
owned in perpetuity; no conveyances are anticipated.  The city may enter 
into a public-private partnership with a developer to partially fund the 
structure.  This can be achieved through a condominium development that 
allows partial ownership of the structure by the city.  Additional construction 
cost savings may be realized if other private structures are proposed that 
could be built simultaneously.  Should the city choose in the future to sell the 
parking facility proposed in this Plan, the procedures in the Birmingham City 
Charter will be followed.  Chapter Two of the Charter requires that sales of 
city property valued over $2 per capita, as established in the most recent U.S. 
Census, be approved by a majority vote of its citizens.  In 2000, Birmingham’s 
population was 19,291; therefore, any sale of land valued at over $38,582 
must be approved by voters.  Current city policy is to request qualifications 
and proposals before agreeing on any sale price and seeking voter approval.   
 


 Section 21(2) (l) Population Estimates and Displacement:  Estimates of the 
number of persons residing in the development area and the number of 
families and individuals to be displaced. If occupied residences are designated 
for acquisition and clearance by the authority, a development plan shall 
include a survey of the families and individuals to be displaced, including their 
income and racial composition, a statistical description of the housing supply 
in the community, including the number of private and public units in 
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existence or under construction, the condition of those units in existence, the 
number of owner-occupied and renter-occupied units, the annual rate of 
turnover of the various types of housing and the range of rents and sale 
prices, an estimate of the total demand for housing in the community, and 
the estimated capacity of private and public housing available to displaced 
families and individuals. 


There is a single apartment building located in the Corridor Improvement 
Authority boundary.  This building is not proposed to be impacted and no 
families or individuals will be displaced as result of development of a parking 
facility.  Therefore, a demographic survey and information regarding housing 
in the community are not applicable and are not needed for this plan. 


 
 Section 21(2) (m) Relocation Priorities:  A plan for establishing priority for the 


relocation of persons displaced by the development in any new housing in the 
development area. 


No residents will be displaced as a result of this development. Therefore, a 
plan for relocation of displaced persons is not applicable and is not needed 
for this plan. 


 
 Section 21(2) (n) Relocation Costs:  Provision for the costs of relocating 


persons displaced by the development and financial assistance and 
reimbursement of expenses, including litigation expenses and expenses 
incident to the transfer of title, in accordance with the standards and 
provisions of the uniform relocation assistance and real property acquisition 
policies act of 1970, Public Law 91-646, 84 Stat. 1894. 


No residents will be displaced as result of this development and no relocation 
costs will be incurred. Therefore, provision for relocation costs is not 
applicable and is not needed for this plan. 
 
 


 Section 21(2) (o) Relocation Assistance Act:  A plan for compliance with 1972 
PA 227, MCL 213.321 to 213.332. 


No residents will be displaced as result of this development. Therefore, no 
relocation assistance strategy is needed for this plan. 
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 Section 21(2) (p) Governing Body Approval of Amendments:  The 


requirement that amendments to an approved development plan or tax 
increment plan must be submitted by the authority to the governing body for 
approval or rejection. 
The Tax Increment Finance and Development Plans for the City of 
Birmingham Corridor Improvement Authority for the Triangle District was 
approved by the CIA Board on ____________, and approved by the 
Birmingham City Commission on ____________. 
 


 Section 21(2) (q) Development Plan Evaluation:  A schedule to periodically 
evaluate the effectiveness of the development plan. 


The City of Birmingham Corridor Improvement Authority will review the Tax 
Increment and Development Plan as needed.  It is anticipated that they will 
meet approximately 4 times a year, and will review the plan at least once per 
year to update key figures and ensure projects and recommendations are still 
relevant.   
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Introduction 


 
This Tax Increment Finance (TIF) Plan is prepared in connection with the 
Development Plan described in Chapter Two.  It was reviewed and adopted 
alongside the Development Plan; therefore, the city satisfied its notification and 
publication requirements when preparing notices for the Development Plan.   


 
TIF Plan  
 
According to Section 18 to 20 of Act 280, Public Acts of Michigan, 2005, after 
establishing a TIF Plan, the city must report annually to the State Tax Commission 
regarding the status of the financing account.  The report must include: 


 The amount and source of revenue in the account. 


 The amount in any bond reserve account. 


 The amount and purpose of expenditures from the account. 


 The amount of principal and interest on any outstanding bonded 
indebtedness. 


 The initial assessed value of the project area. 


 The captured assessed value retained by the authority. 


 The tax increment revenues received. 


 The increase in the state equalized valuation as a result of the 
implementation of the tax increment financing plan. 


 The type and cost of capital improvements made in the development area. 


 Any additional information the governing body considers necessary. 
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2014 Base Property Values for All CIA Parcels 


Parcel Number 
Property 


Class 2014 Taxable 
08-19-36-226-002 202 $1,423,210 
08-19-36-226-003 201 $500,230 
08-19-36-226-007 201 $326,710 
08-19-36-226-009 201 $323,270 
08-19-36-226-012 201 $335,330 
08-19-36-226-013 201 $299,370 
08-19-36-226-020 201 $689,550 
08-19-36-226-021 201 $55,550 
08-19-36-226-022 201 $947,240 
08-19-36-227-002 201 $818,680 
08-19-36-227-003 201 $653,180 
08-19-36-227-005 201 $203,200 
08-19-36-227-006 201 $278,380 
08-19-36-227-007 201 $164,080 
08-19-36-227-008 201 $237,410 
08-19-36-227-023 201 $407,510 
08-19-36-227-024 201 $2,078,880 
08-19-36-227-027 202 $183,900 
08-19-36-227-028 201 $508,000 
08-19-36-228-001 201 $819,200 
08-19-36-228-002 201 $379,350 
08-19-36-228-003 201 $231,330 
08-19-36-228-004 201 $358,000 
08-19-36-228-005 201 $751,310 
08-19-36-230-003 201 $877,050 
08-19-36-230-004 402 $0 
08-19-36-232-001 201 $1,093,010 
   


Parcel Number 
Property 


Class 2014 Taxable 
08-19-36-232-005 201 $797,020 
08-19-36-233-014 203 $237,310 
08-19-36-233-021 402 $0 
08-19-36-233-022 201 $988,360 
08-19-36-234-002 405  $760,250 
08-19-36-234-004 405  $235,950 
08-19-36-234-007 405  $111,200 
08-19-36-235-003 405  $114,300 
08-19-36-235-004 405  $114,300 
08-19-36-235-005 405  $114,300 
08-19-36-235-006 405  $109,220 
08-19-36-235-007 405  $104,140 
08-19-36-235-008 405  $104,140 
08-19-36-235-009 405  $104,140 
08-19-36-235-010 405  $104,140 
08-19-36-235-011 405  $81,280 
08-19-36-235-012 405  $0 
08-19-36-235-013 405  $220,960 
08-19-36-280-002 201 $258,040 
08-19-36-281-003 202 $341,570 
08-19-36-281-004 201 $219,020 
08-19-36-281-005 201 $267,440 
08-19-36-281-017 201 $494,180 
08-19-36-281-022 201 $175,190 
08-19-36-281-028 201 $294,880 
08-19-36-281-029 201 $1,071,450 
08-19-36-281-030 201 $454,460 
   


Parcel Number 
Property 


Class 2014 Taxable 
08-19-36-281-031 201 $2,127,270 
08-19-36-282-005 201 $2,916,760 
08-19-36-282-006 201 $3,301,410 
08-19-36-282-007 202 $0 
08-19-36-283-009 201 $782,120 
08-19-36-283-014 201 $416,150 
08-19-36-283-016 201 $747,080 
08-19-36-283-019 201 $198,420 
08-19-36-283-020 201 $237,980 
08-19-36-283-021 201 $290,020 
08-19-36-283-022 201 $307,740 
08-19-36-283-024 201 $1,315,660 
08-19-36-283-025 202 $268,480 
08-19-36-284-001 201 $105,370 
08-19-36-284-002 201 $107,350 
08-19-36-284-009 201 $415,130 
08-19-36-284-010 202 $191,400 
08-19-36-285-001 201 $4,874,880 
08-19-36-285-002 201 $160,570 
08-19-36-285-006 201 $289,670 
08-19-36-285-007 201 $0 
08-19-36-285-008 201 $254,000 
08-19-36-285-009 201 $234,760 
08-19-36-285-010 201 $103,290 
08-19-36-285-012 201 $262,060 
08-19-36-285-013 201 $563,160 
08-19-36-427-001 201 $607,400 


 Total 2014 Value $43,898,300 
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When developing the TIF Plan, the city must include the following:  


 A Development Plan:  The Development Plan for this project is 
described in Chapter Two: Development Plan. 


 A detailed explanation of the tax increment procedure:  Tax 
Increment Financing is a method of funding public investments in an 
area slated for (re)development by capturing, for a time, all or a 
portion of the increased tax revenue that may result from increases in 
property values, either as a result of (re)development or general 
market inflation. The concept of tax increment financing is applied only 
to the Development Area for which a development plan has been 
prepared by the Authority and adopted by the community’s legislative 
body.  
“Captured Assessed Value” can be described as the amount in any year 
of the Plan in which the current assessed value exceeds the initial 
assessed value. Current assessed value for this purpose includes the 
amount of local taxes paid in lieu of property taxes. “Initial Assessed 
Value” represents the assessed value as equalized for all properties in 
the Development Area at the time of resolution adoption. It is relevant 
to mention that the value of tax-exempt property is represented as a 
zero value, since no tax increment will be collected for that site, 
regardless of increases in actual property value. The taxable difference 
between the initial assessed value (base year total) and any 
incremental increase in the value can be captured and (re)invested by 
the CIA.  The estimated capture for the Birmingham CIA is shown in the 
Estimated Value Capture Table (right). 


For this plan, very conservative projections have been used to depict a 
conservative scenario for tax increment.  Due to current economic 
conditions, TIF projections assume a future increase in taxable value of 
2.5% for the years 2015 and beyond.  This increase is less than has 
historically occurred in Birmingham and assumes no new development 
in the Development Area. 


In order to make use of tax increment financing the CIA must submit to 
the City governing body a Tax Increment Financing and Development 


Fiscal 
Year Base Value % Value Increase Taxable Value (2) Capture Amount


Base Year: 2014 $43,898,300 $43,898,300 $0
2015 $43,898,300 2.5% $44,995,758 $1,097,457
2016 $43,898,300 2.5% $46,120,651 $2,222,351
2017 $43,898,300 2.5% $47,273,668 $3,375,368
2018 $43,898,300 2.5% $48,455,509 $4,557,209
2019 $43,898,300 2.5% $49,666,897 $5,768,597
2020 $43,898,300 2.5% $50,908,570 $7,010,270
2021 $43,898,300 2.5% $52,181,284 $8,282,984
2022 $43,898,300 2.5% $53,485,816 $9,587,516
2023 $43,898,300 2.5% $54,822,961 $10,924,661
2024 $43,898,300 2.5% $56,193,535 $12,295,235
2025 $43,898,300 2.5% $57,598,374 $13,700,074
2026 $43,898,300 2.5% $59,038,333 $15,140,033
2027 $43,898,300 2.5% $60,514,291 $16,615,991
2028 $43,898,300 2.5% $62,027,149 $18,128,849
2029 $43,898,300 2.5% $63,577,827 $19,679,527
2030 $43,898,300 2.5% $65,167,273 $21,268,973
2031 $43,898,300 2.5% $66,796,455 $22,898,155
2032 $43,898,300 2.5% $68,466,366 $24,568,066
2033 $43,898,300 2.5% $70,178,025 $26,279,725
2034 $43,898,300 2.5% $71,932,476 $28,034,176
2035 $43,898,300 2.5% $73,730,788 $29,832,488
2036 $43,898,300 2.5% $75,574,058 $31,675,758
2037 $43,898,300 2.5% $77,463,409 $33,565,109
2038 $43,898,300 2.5% $79,399,994 $35,501,694
2039 $43,898,300 2.5% $81,384,994 $37,486,694
2040 $43,898,300 2.5% $83,419,619 $39,521,319


(1)


(2)


This table assumes capture based on inflation only - no new development or 
increase in value due to improvements.  New development would increase 
capture.
2015 - 2040 assume 2.5% growth/year.


Estimated Captured Assessed Value (1)


2015 - 2040
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Plan which the city must approve by resolution. Following approval of 
resolution, municipal and county treasurers must transfer to the CIA the 
amount of certain taxes paid to them as a result of increased value. The 
transmitted funds are denominated “tax increment revenues”. Tax increment 
revenues are additionally limited as explained below: 


“Tax increment revenues” means the amount of ad valorem property taxes 
and specific local taxes attributable to the application of the levy of all taxing 
jurisdictions upon the captured assessed value of real and personal property 
in the Development Area.  Tax increment revenues do not include any of the 
following: 
a. Taxes under the state education tax act, 1993 PA 331, MCL 211.901 to 


211.906. 
b. Taxes levied by local or intermediate school districts. 
c. Ad valorem property taxes attributable either to a portion of the captured 


assessed value shared with taxing jurisdictions within the jurisdictional 
area of the authority or to a portion of value of property that may be 
excluded from captured assessed value or specific local taxes attributable 
to the ad valorem property taxes. 


d.  Ad valorem property taxes excluded by the tax increment financing plan 
of the authority from the determination of the amount of tax increment 
revenues to be transmitted to the authority or specific local taxes 
attributable to the ad valorem property taxes.  


e.  Ad valorem property taxes exempted from capture under section 18(5) or 
specific local taxes attributable to the ad valorem property taxes. 


f.  Ad valorem property taxes specifically levied for the payment of principal 
and interest of obligations approved by the electors or obligations 
pledging the unlimited taxing power of the local governmental unit or 
specific taxes attributable to those ad valorem property taxes. 


g.  Ad valorem property taxes levied under 1 or more of the following specific 
local taxes attributable to those ad valorem property taxes: 


i. The zoological authorities act, 2008 PA49, MCL 123.1161 to 123.1183 
ii. The art institute authorities act, 2010 PA 296, MCL 123.1201 to 


120.1229. 
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 The maximum amount of bonded indebtedness to be incurred:  The 
maximum amount of bonded indebtedness to be incurred by, or on behalf 
of, the City of Birmingham CIA is $37.9 million. These amounts were 
established using estimates of the land cost ($5,000,000), surface parking 
development cost ($180,000) and structure cost ($9,900,000) and inflating 
the costs with the assumption that the land acquisition for the first parking 
structure construction will occur in 2016 at an adjusted cost of $5,310,000, 
with the assumption that a structure will be built in 2017 ($10,503,000) and 
the assumption that the second structure’s property may be acquired in 
2025 ($6,631,000) and built in 2030 ($15,424,000). 


The construction of parking structure(s) will likely be timed to coincide with 
major new development.  New development may necessitate construction of 
more than one parking structure.  Parking structure(s) may also be partially 
funded through a public/private partnership with new development.  The 
increased tax increment from major new development will likely accelerate 
repayment of any bonds for a parking structure. 


 The duration of the program:  This Tax Increment Financing Plan is shown to 
be effective until 2040, based upon a “worst-case” scenario.  Depending on 
actual market activity and rate of increment capture, this duration may be 
extended or shortened.  With major new development in the district, 
repayment of bonds for parking facilities could be accelerated.  Major new 
development may also make it feasible to implement land acquisition, 
parking lot construction and construction of parking structure(s) sooner than 
expected.  Principal and interest on all bonded debt will need to be paid, or 
sufficient funds to repay the full balance set aside in order to terminate this 
plan.  


 A statement of the estimated impact of tax increment financing on the 
assessed values of all taxing jurisdictions in which the development area is 
located:  The impact of tax increment financing on the revenues of all taxing 
jurisdictions is shown on the Estimated TIF Increment Capture by Taxing 
Jurisdiction Table (next page).  The CIA is eligible to capture tax increment 
revenues from the city, Oakland County and regional authorities, such as the 
Huron-Clinton Metropark Authority, SMART and Oakland County Community 
College. The CIA will pay the debt service on the bonds for development of 


St
ru


ct
ur


e 
#1


   
Land acquisition and 


surface parking 
2015 Estimated Costs  $  5,180,000  
2016 Estimated Costs  $  5,309,500  


 
Parking structure #1 


2015 Estimated Costs  $  9,900,000  
2017 Estimated Costs $ 10,502,910  
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Land acquisition and 
surface parking 


2015 Estimated Costs  $ 5,180,000  
2025 Estimated Costs  $ 6,630,838  


 
Parking structure #2 


2015 Estimated Costs  $ 9,900,000  
2030 Estimated Costs  $ 15,423,877  


  Total $37,867,125 
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parking facilities from the tax increment revenues captured in the 
Development Area.   


 The Authority may provide for the use of part or all of the captured 
assessed value, but the portion intended to be used by the authority shall 
be clearly stated in the tax increment financing plan:  The CIA anticipates 
using all of the captured tax increment revenues to pay the costs of the 
development of parking facilities. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Community Development 


DATE: January 30, 2015 


TO: Joe Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Matthew Baka, Senior Planner  


CC: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 


SUBJECT:  Set Public Hearing for a Lot Rearrangement of 640 Baldwin Ct., Parcel 
#1925304028, T2N, R10E, SEC 25 ASSESSOR'S PLAT NO 2 S 4.5 FT OF W 
148.42 FT OF LOT 4, ALSO W 148 FT OF LOTS 5 & 6. & Parcel #1925304029 
(Vacant lot), T2N, R10E, SEC 25 ASSESSOR'S PLAT NO 2 W PART OF LOT 7 
MEAS 137.76 FT ON N LOT LINE & 148.18 FT ON S LOT LINE 


The owner of the property known as 640 Baldwin Ct. and the neighboring vacant lot 
(Parcel #1925304029) is seeking approval to rearrange the property line by adding a 
portion of 640 Baldwin to the vacant parcel that abuts the side property line. If 
approved, the applicant proposes to add approximately 27.25’ feet of 640 Baldwin Ct. to 
the abutting vacant parcel in order to create two parcels of approximately the same 
size.  The land survey has been included for your review. 


The Planning Division recommends that the City Commission set a public hearing date 
of March 16, 2015 to consider the proposed subdivision, pursuant to the procedures 
set forth in Section 102-52 of the Subdivision Ordinance. 


Suggested Resolution:  
To set a Public Hearing for March 16, 2015 to consider the proposed Lot 
Rearrangement of 640 Baldwin Ct. and Parcel #1925304029. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 


DATE: January 20, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 


SUBJECT: DPS VEHICLE #225 REPLACEMENT  


DPS vehicle #225 is a 2003 Pioneer “Club Car” Vehicle that is in need of replacement due to 
age and condition. This style of vehicle is no longer desired and will be replaced with a John 
Deere XUV which is much more effective and tailored to fit the needs of the department.  This 
vehicle will be used by the Parks Division to salt sidewalks and parking lots, maintain parks and 
city properties, treat catch basins, and a wide variety of other duties.  This will serve as an 
overall utility vehicle to perform the functions of the DPS. 


The Department of Public Services recommends replacing this vehicle with one (1) new John 
Deere XUV Utility Vehicle.  Once the order is placed for the replacement vehicle it will take 
approximately 10-12 weeks for delivery.  The 2003 Pioneer “Club Car” Vehicle (#225) will be 
placed on the Michigan Inter-governmental Trade Network for re-sale. 


The State of Michigan extended purchasing contract #071B0200317 is available for the John 
Deere XUV Utility Vehicle.  D & G Equipment is the exclusive dealer for this contract and was 
contacted for pricing.  The price of this vehicle is $17,495.81.  Funds for this purchase are 
budgeted in the Auto Equipment Fund, account #641.441.006-971.0100. 


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the purchase of one (1) new John Deere XUV Utility Vehicle from D & G Equipment, 
through State of Michigan extendable purchasing contract #071B0200317 for a total 
expenditure of $17,495.81.  Funds for this purchase are available in the Auto Equipment Fund, 
account #641.441.006-971.0100. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 


DATE: January 20, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 


SUBJECT: DPS VEHICLE #234 REPLACEMENT  


DPS vehicle #234 is a 2006 Toro Workman 2110 Utility Vehicle that is in need of replacement 
due to age and condition.  This vehicle is used by the Parks Division to water flowers, maintain 
parks, treat catch basins, and a wide variety of other duties throughout the City. 


The Department of Public Services recommends replacing this vehicle with one (1) new Toro 
Workman MDX Utility Vehicle.  Once the order is placed for the replacement vehicle, it will take 
approximately 10-12 weeks for delivery.  Upon delivery, the 2006 Toro Workman 2110 Utility 
Vehicle (#234) will be placed on the Michigan Inter-governmental Trade Network for re-sale. 


The State of Michigan extended purchasing contract #071B0200329 is available for the Toro 
Workman MDX Utility Vehicle.  Spartan Distributors is the exclusive dealer for this contract and 
was contacted for pricing.  The price of this vehicle is $10,930.93.  Funds for this purchase are 
available in the Auto Equipment Fund, account #641.441.006-971.0100. 


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the purchase of one (1) new Toro Workman MDX Utility Vehicle from Spartan 
Distributors, through State of Michigan extendable purchasing contract #071B0200329 for a 
total expenditure of $10,930.93.  Funds for this purchase are available in the Auto Equipment 
Fund, account #641.441.006-971.0100. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 


DATE: January 30, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 


SUBJECT: DPS VEHICLE #49 REPLACEMENT  


DPS vehicle #49 is a 2001 GMC C-3500 medium duty dump truck that was removed from the 
fleet due to age and condition. This vehicle is used by the Department of Public Services to 
carry out the duties of the Parks Division which includes landscape maintenance of parks and 
the downtown and citywide snow removal services.  In late fall the driver seat broke loose from 
the floor due to an undiagnosed rusting condition under the floor matting. The proper fix for 
this condition is to replace the entire floor of the vehicle. The lowest estimates we received 
started at $3,659 and $4,322 depending on what they found. The third body shop 
recommended replacement of the entire cab.  Due to the overall condition of the vehicle and 
the fact that this vehicle was earmarked for replacement during the current fiscal year, neither 
repair was chosen so the vehicle was placed on the Michigan Inter-governmental Trade 
Network for re-sale. 


The scoring system for dump trucks has 6 categories. The following table illustrates the 
breakdown of the scoring system used as justification for the replacement of this vehicle. 


Vehicle #49, 2001 GMC C-3500 Medium Duty Dump Truck 
Factor Description Points 


Age 1 point each year of age. 14 
Miles/Hours 1 point each 5,000 miles of usage. 8 
Type of Service 5 points heavy construction work including snow removal. 5 
Reliability 4 points in shop more than 2 times in 3 month period. 4 
M & R Costs 2 points maintenance and repair costs are 21% - 60% of 


replacement costs ($15,000 since 2009). 
2 


Condition 4 points for Severe damage, rust, operating system component not 
functional. 


4 


Total points 28 or greater, needs priority replacement. 37 


The Department of Public Services recommends replacing this vehicle with one (1) 2015 GMC 
Sierra 3500HD 4X4 medium duty dump truck.  Once the order is placed for the replacement 
vehicle, it will take approximately 12-14 weeks for delivery. 


Oakland County Cooperative bid pricing is available for the 2015 GMC Sierra 3500HD 4X4 
medium duty dump truck.  Red Holman Pontiac GMC is the exclusive dealer for this contract 
and was contacted for pricing. The price of this vehicle including title and delivery is 
$45,251.00.  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 GMC Sierra 3500HD 4X4 medium duty dump 
truck from Red Holman Pontiac GMC, using Oakland County Cooperative bid pricing for a total 
expenditure of $45,251.00.  Funds for this purchase are available in the Auto Equipment Fund, 
account #641.441.006-971.0100. 
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MEMORANDUM 
City Manager’s Office 


DATE: January 28, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Amanda Thomas, Management Analyst 


SUBJECT: Detroit Institute of Arts Inside|Out  


Since 2010, the Detroit Institute of the Arts has conducted the “DIA Inside|Out” 
program, wherein replicas of classic paintings from the museum’s collection are 
displayed in various locations throughout the Metropolitan Detroit region.  In 2010, 40 
replicas were displayed, including one in Birmingham - “Flowers in a Glass Vase” by 
Rachel Ruysch, which was displayed on the Merrillwood Building. The City participated 
again in 2011, when a total of seven (7) replicas were placed throughout Birmingham, 
including three (3) installations at locations on public property. 


The City of Birmingham has again been chosen to participate in art replica installations 
in the spring of 2015. City and DIA staff have determined ten (10) suitable locations 
throughout the downtown, including four (4) locations on public property. These four 
locations are the Baldwin Public Library, the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park, 
Booth Park, and Shain Park. Please see the attached document for the installation 
locations and the art replicas chosen for each site. The installations will begin in late 
March, and the replicas will be removed in July. City staff at the Museum and Library 
are in full support of, and looking forward to, the installations.  


In order to proceed, the City needs to complete DIA installation agreements for each 
location. The DIA will be responsible for all costs of the project, including materials, 
labor, installation/removal, and liability coverage.  


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To authorize the City Manager to sign the DIA Inside|Out Installation 
Agreements on behalf of the City for the installations on public property. 
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Baldwin Public Library 


 


Nocturne in Black and Gold 


 
James Abbott McNeil Whistler 


Free-standing (mounted on post) 


Birmingham Historical Museum and Park 


 


Sir William Brereton, 1579 


 
Unknown 


Free-standing (mounted on post) 
Booth Park 


 
 


Savoy Ballroom 


 
Reginald Marsh 


Free-standing (mounted on post) 


Shain Park  


 


Fourteenth Street at Sixth Avenue 


 
John Sloan 







  
 
 


2015 INSIDE|OUT Installation Agreement 
 
 


This letter of agreement will confirm the participating site owner and DIA’s commitment to the 
conditions of installation.  
 
a) A full-sized, framed reproduction of a work from the DIA’s permanent collection will be produced at the 


museum’s expense, using materials that are weatherproof and lightfast. Installation onto buildings will 
be performed by a licensed and insured sign contractor at the museum’s expense, installation onto 
free-standing sign posts will be by DIA staff.  


 
b) Installations by sign contractor onto buildings will require anchoring the reproduction substrate with 


appropriate hardware. De-installation will also be performed by the same contractor, and includes 
remediation of mounting holes with materials specified by site owner in this agreement. The de-
installed reproduction will remain the property of the DIA.  


 
c) Commercial general liability insurance during the period of exhibition will be covered by DIA 


underwriter (Lyman and Sheets Insurance Agency) with limits of insurance of $1,000,000. each 
occurrence and $2,000,000 annual aggregate. 


 
d) In the event of theft or vandalism, as budget allows, the DIA will replace or remove the reproduction 


at the museum’s expense. Replacement will require approximately fourteen days from request to 
reinstallation. If for any reason the owner or municipality requests removal before the date specified in 
this agreement, the DIA will comply within five days, at the museum’s expense. 


 
e) Cities and businesses involved in the project will be featured on a map on the DIA’s website 


(www.dia.org). They will also be connected to the DIA through our social networks, including our 
Facebook, Flickr and Twitter accounts.  The project will receive recognition through our newsletter and 
various printed and electronic communications.   


 
f) The duration of installation is approximately from April 16 through July 16, although individual 


installation/de-installation dates may vary based on owner’s arrangements with DIA site manager. 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 


 


 







       Community Contact: Amanda Thomas            


 


Host Site:   _____________________  


 


Owner/Contact Name:    _______ ___      


 


Site Address: ___     


 


Site Telephone:   ___________________  Owner/Contact Telephone:   ____       


 


Site Fax:    ________________________  Owner/Contact Fax:_______________________ __ 


 


Site E-mail Address:   __________________________________________________________ 


 


Owner/Contact  E-mail: __ ___ ________________________________________________       


 


Zoning/Permits Required:                                 ______________________________________________  


 


 Requested Installation Date:  March 30- April 15, 2015 Requested De-installation Date: July 2015  


 


TO BE FILLED OUT BY DIA 


 


Title of Reproduction :__ ______________ 


Artist/Culture:  ________________________________________      


 


Dimensions:     _____________________  


Building Material:_____________________________________________  


 


Special Mounting & Remediation Instructions :   Free standing; call Miss Dig prior to installation 


Will fill holes upon removal 


 


 
Name & Signature of Owner/Contact:                   Name & Signature of DIA Project Coordinator: 
 
 __________________________________            Kathryn Dimond  
 
 
 __________________________________   


 
 
       Date:________                                                          Date:____ ___________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Free Standing  
All sites will need to be staked and reported to MISS DIG prior to installation. Free standing sites need 
25-30 inches of in ground depth. The frame will be mounted to posts driven into the ground and secured 
with specialty hardware. 
 


 
 
 





		20150209 DIA Inside Out Installation Agreements
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION 


SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT 


Meeting Date, Time, Location: Monday, February 9, 2015, 7:30 PM  
Municipal Building, 151 Martin 
Birmingham, MI 


Location of Request: All Seasons Senior Living 
820 East Maple 


Nature of Hearing: To consider a Special Land Use Permit and 
Final Site Plan to allow for an Economic 
Development license to allow the service of 
alcoholic liquors on site. 


City Staff Contact: Jana Ecker 248.530.1841 
jecker@bhamgov.org 


Notice Requirements: Mailed to all property owners and 
occupants within 800 feet of subject 
address.   
Publish January 25, 2015 


Approved minutes may be reviewed at: City Clerk’s Office 


Persons wishing to express their views may do so in person at the hearing or in writing 
addressed to City Clerk, City of Birmingham, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI 48009.   
Persons with disabilities needing accommodations 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.
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MEMORANDUM 
Community Development 


DATE: January 27, 2015 


TO: Joe Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Matthew Baka, Senior Planner 


CC: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 


Re: Public Hearing to consider a Special Land Use Permit and Final Site Plan 
for All Seasons Senior Living at 820 E. Maple  


On January 12, 2015 the City Commission set a public hearing date for February 9, 2015 to 
consider an application for a Special Land Use Permit (“SLUP”) and Final Site Plan Review for All 
Seasons Senior Living at 820 E. Maple.  The property is currently zoned O-2, Office-Commercial, 
and MU-5 and MU-3 in the Triangle Overlay District. All of these zoning districts permit food and 
drink establishments serving alcoholic liquors as a commercial permitted use requiring a Special 
Land Use Permit.   


On May 10, 2010, the City Commission adopted ordinance amendments to Chapter 10, Alcoholic 
Liquors, and Chapter 126, Zoning, to permit the use of Economic Development Licenses in certain 
areas within the City. Two applications for Economic Development Licenses were previously 
approved for The Stand (formerly Zazios) and Triple Nickel (formerly Crush).  The parcel known as 
820 E. Maple is located in the areas identified allowing the use of Economic Development Licenses. 


On December 10, 2014, the applicant obtained a recommendation of approval from the Planning 
Board on the Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit, with the condition that the applicant 
obtains a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals to operate with a liquor license on the south 
portion of the property.  The City Attorney has since ruled that no variance is necessary as the 
operation of an Economic Development liquor license is permitted anywhere on the parcel upon 
approval of a SLUP.  Thus, the applicant now seeks to obtain approval from the City Commission 
for the Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit.  


Please find attached a draft SLUP Resolution, as well as the staff report and relevant meeting 
minutes for your review. 


SUGGESTED ACTION: 


To APPROVE the application for a Special Land Use Permit and Final Site Plan for All Seasons Senior 
Living to permit the use of an Economic Development License for All Seasons at 820 E. Maple 
Avenue. 
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ALL SEASONS SENIOR LIVING 
820 E. MAPLE 


SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT  
2015 


 
WHEREAS, Hospitality of Birmingham LLC filed an application pursuant to Article 7, section 7.34 


of Chapter 126, Zoning, of the City Code to operate a food and drink establishment 
in the O-2 zone district in accordance Article 2, Section 2.37 of Chapter 126, Zoning, 
of the City Code;   


 
WHEREAS, The land for which the Special Land Use Permit is sought is located on the south 


side of E. Maple; 
 
WHEREAS, The land is zoned O-2, and is located within the Triangle Overlay District, which 


permits the operation of food and drink establishments serving alcoholic beverages 
with a Special Land Use Permit; 


 
WHEREAS, Article 7, section 7.34 of Chapter 126, Zoning requires a Special Land Use Permit to 


be considered and acted upon by the Birmingham City Commission, after receiving 
recommendations on the site plan and design from the Planning Board for the 
proposed Special Land Use; 


 
WHEREAS, The applicant submitted an application for a Special Land Use Permit and Final Site 


Plan for 820 E. Maple;  
 
WHEREAS, The Planning Board on December 10, 2014 reviewed the application for a Special Land 


Use Permit and Final Site Plan and then recommended approval of the application with 
the condition that the applicant obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals 
to operate with a liquor license on the south portion of the property; 


 
WHEREAS,  The City Attorney has since ruled that no variance is necessary as the operation of 


an Economic Development liquor license is permitted anywhere on the parcel upon 
approval of a SLUP; 


 
WHEREAS, The Birmingham City Commission has reviewed Hospitality of Birmingham LLC’s 


Special Land Use Permit application and the standards for such review as set forth in 
Article 7, section 7.36 of Chapter 126, Zoning, of the City Code;  


 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The Birmingham City Commission finds the standards 


imposed under the City Code have been met, subject to the conditions below, and that 
Hospitality of Birmingham LLC’s application for a Special Land Use Permit and Final 
Site Plan at 820 E. Maple is hereby approved; 


 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED,   That the City Commission determines that to assure continued 


compliance with Code standards and to protect public health, safety, and welfare, this 
Special Land Use Permit is granted subject to the following conditions: 


 
1. Hospitality of Birmingham LLC shall abide by all provisions of the Birmingham 


City Code; and 







  


2. The Special Land Use Permit may be canceled by the City Commission upon 
finding that the continued use is not in the public interest. 


 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That failure to comply with any of the above conditions shall result in 


termination of the Special Land Use Permit.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, Except as herein specifically provided, Hospitality of Birmingham LLC 


and its heirs, successors, and assigns shall be bound by all ordinances of the City of 
Birmingham in effect at the time of the issuance of this permit, and as they may be 
subsequently amended. Failure of Hospitality of Birmingham LLC to comply with all 
the ordinances of the City may result in the Commission revoking this Special Land Use 
Permit.  


 
MAY IT BE FURTHER RESOLVED that Hospitality of Birmingham LLC is recommended for the 


operation of a food and drink establishment serving alcoholic beverages on 
premises, subject to final inspection. 


 
 
I, Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk of the City of Birmingham, Michigan, do hereby certify that the foregoing 
is a true and correct copy of the resolution adopted by the Birmingham City Commission at its regular 
meeting held on February 9, 2015. 
 
 
 
________________________         
Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 
 







  


 


    MEMORANDUM 
 


Community Development 
 
DATE:  December 3, 2014 
 
TO:   Planning Board members 
 
FROM:  Matthew Baka, Senior Planner 
 
SUBJECT:      Report for Final Site Plan Review & Special Land Use Permit 
 820 E. Maple – All Seasons of Birmingham  
 
 
Executive Summary 
 
The subject site is located at 820 E. Maple, on the south side of Maple, on the southeast corner of 
Maple and Elm.  The parcel is located in the Triangle District and zoned MU-5 in the front along 
Maple, and MU-3 in the rear adjacent to single family residential.  The applicant, All Seasons of 
Birmingham, is seeking approval of an Economic Development Liquor License under Chapter 10, 
Alcoholic Liquors, of the City Code.  Chapter 10 requires that the applicant obtain a Special Land 
Use Permit and approval from the City Commission to operate an establishment with an Economic 
Development License within the City of Birmingham.  Accordingly, the applicant will be required to 
obtain a recommendation from the Planning Board on the Final Site Plan and Special Land Use 
Permit, and then obtain approval from the City Commission for the Final Site Plan, Special Land Use 
Permit, and for the use of an Economic Development License.   
 
1.0 Land Use and Zoning  
 


1.1  Existing Land Use – Construction of a four story, mixed use building is in progress 
on the existing site.  Previously the site contained an abandoned funeral home and a 
large surface parking area.  Land uses surrounding the site are retail, commercial 
and single family residential to the rear. 


 
1.2  Existing Zoning – The property is currently zoned MU-5 in the front along Maple, and 


MU-3 in the rear adjacent to single family residential in the Downtown Triangle 
District.  The existing use and surrounding uses appear to conform to the permitted 
uses of each Zoning District. 


 
1.3  Summary of Land Use and Zoning - The following chart summarizes existing land 


use and zoning adjacent to and/or in the vicinity of the subject site. 







  


 
  


North 
 


South 
 


East  
 


West 
 


 
Existing Land 


Use 


 
Office/ 


Commercial 
 


 
Office/ Single 


Family 
Residential 


 
Office/ 


Commercial  


 
Office 


 


 
Existing 
Zoning 
District 


 
O-2, Office 
Commercial 


 


 
MU-3 and ASF-


3 
 


 
MU-3 & MU-5 


 
MU-5 


 


 
Downtown 


Overlay 
Zoning  


 
D-2 


 


 
N/A 


 
N/A 


 
N/A 


Triangle 
Overlay 
District 


 
N/A 


 
MU-3 and ASF-


3 
 


 
MU-3 & MU-5 


 
MU-5 


 
1.4   Proposed Use – The proposed independent senior living units and live/work units 


within the building currently under construction are permitted in the Triangle Overlay 
District.  The applicant was previously approved for a full service building, including 
the accessory uses such as a banking center, salon, cleaners, restaurant, bar, and 
gathering spaces. 


 
 At this time, the applicant is requesting approval of a SLUP to allow the use of an 


Economic Development Liquor License for the first floor food service uses, including 
the restaurant dining room, café and bar area, club dining, and a formal dining area 
and game room which will be in use only occasionally for specific events. Chapter 
126, Article 3, section 3.04(C)(11) Building Use, states that: 
 


Establishments operating with a liquor license obtained under Chapter 10, 
Alcoholic Liquors, Article II, Division 3, Licenses for Economic Development, are 
permitted with a valid Special Land Use Permit only on those parcels on 
Woodward Avenue identified in Map 3.1. 


 
The proposed location for the use of the Economic Development Liquor License at 
820 E. Maple Avenue is on one of the parcels identified in Map 3.1 (see attached).  
However, only the northern portion of the property is located within the designated 
area identified in Map 3.1.  The location of the food service areas where alcohol 
service is proposed is located on the southern portion of the property, which is not 
included in the area identified in Map 3.1.  Thus, the applicant will be required 
to move the areas dedicated to the service of alcohol to the northern 
portion of the property or obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning 
Appeals. 


 







  


2.0  Screening and Landscaping 
 


3.1 Screening – No changes are proposed at this time. 
 


3.2 Landscaping – No changes are proposed at this time. 
 
3.0 Parking, Loading, Access, and Circulation  
 


4.1 Parking – No changes are proposed at this time.   
 


4.2 Loading – No changes are proposed at this time. 
 
4.3 Vehicular Access & Circulation - Vehicular access to the building will not be altered.   
 
4.4    Pedestrian Access & Circulation – No changes are proposed at this time. 
 
4.5  Streetscape – No changes are proposed at this time.  
 


4.0 Lighting  
 


No changes are proposed at this time. 
 
5.0 Departmental Reports 
 


6.1 Engineering Division – No concerns were reported by the Engineering Division.   
 


6.2 Department of Public Services – No concerns were reported from DPS.   
 


6.3 Fire Department – The only comments provided by the Fire Dept. related to the 
request for a liquor license is that the proposed seating layout in the dining areas is 
acceptable.   


 
6.4 Police Department - No concerns were reported from the Police Dept. 


 
6.5 Building Division – No concerns were reported from the Building Division. 


 
 
6.0 Design Review  
 


No changes are proposed at this time to the exterior of the building.  The Final Site Plan 
and Design for the All Seasons building was approved by the Planning Board on October 10, 
2012 (see attached minutes).     
 


7.0 Downtown Birmingham 2016 Overlay District 
 


The site is not located within the Downtown Birmingham Overlay District.   
 
8.0 Selection Criteria for Economic Development Licenses 







  


 
As noted above, Article 3, section 3.04(C)(11) Building Use, of the Zoning Ordinance 
permits the use of Economic Development Licenses in the Overlay District on certain 
parcels, if approved as a SLUP by the City Commission.  In determining whether to grant 
approval of a SLUP for an Economic Development License, Chapter 10, section 10-62 
establishes the following criteria: 


 
Selection criteria.  In addition to the usual factors and criteria used by the city 
commission for liquor license requests, including those listed in section 10-42, the 
commission shall consider the following non-exclusive list of criteria to assist in the 
determination of whether any economic development licenses should be approved: 


 
a) Whether the amount of investment by the applicant in the proposed 


development involves a substantial investment in the City.  The City 
deems mixed use, multi-story projects resulting in a 500% increase in 
assessed value post-development over the pre-development assessed 
value of the parcel, or a minimum investment of $10,000,000, whichever 
is less, to be a substantial investment in the City.  However, special 
circumstances may warrant flexibility on the minimum investment at the sole 
discretion of the City Commission. 


b) The applicant’s demonstrated ability to finance the proposed project. 
c) The applicant’s track record with the city including responding to city and/or 


citizen concerns. 
d) Whether the applicant has an adequate site plan to handle the proposed liquor 


license activities. 
e) Whether the applicant has adequate health and sanitary facilities. 
f) The establishment’s location in relation to the determined interest in 


development. 
g) The extent that the cuisine offered by applicant is represented in the city. 
h) The percentage of proceeds from the sale of food products as compared to 


the sale of alcoholic beverages. 
i) Whether the applicant has outstanding obligations to the city (i.e. property 


taxes paid, utilities paid, etc.).     
 
The selection criteria provided above must be considered to provide a recommendation to the City 
Commission as to whether or not to approve the operation of an Economic Development License at 
All Seasons of Birmingham. 
 
As the chart below indicates, the mixed use, four-story building that is currently under construction 
has resulted in a 2468% increase in assessed value post-development over the pre-development 
assessed value of the parcel, and an investment of over $18,000,000 in the City.   
 







  


                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         
The development of the All Seasons qualifies as a substantial investment in the City.  In addition, 
the applicant has thus clearly met the requirement to clearly demonstrate an ability to finance the 
project, as the four story building is nearing completion and numerous leases have already been 
signed by future tenants.   
 
The applicant has worked with the City to ensure that construction and staging have provided 
minimal impact on the surrounding streets and businesses.  The applicant has been working with 
the City to address the issues and complaints that have arisen during construction. 
 
The proposed All Seasons building was designed to accommodate the proposed food and liquor 
sales from the outset, and is adequate to handle such activities.  The applicant has submitted two 
seating plans demonstrating typical and maximum seating for the various service areas on the first 


floor.   
 
Plan A, as described by the applicant, demonstrates the seating layout for normal (non-event) 
operations.  This layout shows seating in six (6) areas of the first floor including the dining room 
(62 seats), the café (26 seats),  club dining and lounge (47) seats, the game room (16 seats), 
formal dining area (8 seats), and the Library (13 seats) for a total of 159 seats under “normal” 
operations.   
 
Plan B illustrates the proposed layout for entertainment and grand/major events.  In this scenario 
the living room would be filling arranged with 61 seats with the dining room and café being open 
with 88 additional seats for a total of 149 seats.  The applicant also indicates that additional areas 
of the first floor would be open for 100-150 guests to stand/stroll.   
 
Plan C illustrates the proposed seating for the roof top terrace of 52 seats. 
 
The maximum occupancy of the food service areas in which alcohol will be served include 90 seats 
in the open dining area, 68 seats in the café area and bar, 17 seats in the formal dining room, 24 
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2468% 2468% 







  


seating in the game room and 82 seats in the club dining area and lounge, for a maximum total of 
281 seats on the first floor.   The numbers of seats listed on the plans do not coincide 
exactly with the number of seats shown on the plans.  The applicant must determine 
the number of seats proposed and ensure all documents provide consistent 
information.   
 
Adequate health and sanitary facilities have been approved for the food and beverage area. 
 
The proposed location for the use of the Economic Development Liquor License at 820 E. Maple 
Avenue is on one of the parcels identified in Map 3.1 (see attached).  Thus, All Seasons is proposed 
within the area targeted for economic development by the City Commission, which includes parcels 
along Woodward Avenue and within the Triangle District.  However, as noted above, only the 
northern portion of the property is located within the designated area identified in Map 3.1.  The 
location of the food service areas where alcohol service is proposed is located on the southern 
portion of the property, which is not included in the area identified in Map 3.1.  Thus, the 
applicant will be required to move the areas dedicated to the service of alcohol to the 
northern portion of the property or obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning 
Appeals. 
 
The applicant has stated that All Seasons is proposing to serve a varied dining and meal service for 
its residents and their guests only.  The applicant has advised that dining and bar areas will 
not be open to the general public.  A menu has been provided at this time regarding the 
type of food or beverages to be served, the variety of food to be offered and the times 
of the day it will be offered.   
 
The applicant has advised that the percentage of proceeds from the sale of food products as 
compared to the sale of alcoholic beverages is expected to be 90% food to 10% alcoholic 
beverages.  The eating areas are designed to provide a “country club” lifestyle experience for 
residents. 
 
The applicant does not have any outstanding obligations to the City. 
 
The applicant will be required to provide a signed copy of the required contract with the City that 
must be fully executed upon approval of the SLUP and Economic Development license, in addition 
to obtaining a liquor license from the State.  The applicant has advised that they have applied for 
an On Premise Redevelopment License with a Permit to allow Sunday am and pm sales as well as a 
Living Quarters Permit.  The name of the entity that will hold the license, if issued, is proposed to 
be Hospitality of Birmingham, LLC, which is jointly owned by Samuel Beznos and Douglas Etkin. 
 
9.0 Approval Criteria for Final Site Plan 
 


In accordance with Article 7, section 7.27 of the Zoning Ordinance, the proposed plans for 
development must meet the following conditions: 


 
(1) The location, size and height of the building, walls and fences shall be such that there 


is adequate landscaped open space so as to provide light, air and access to the persons 
occupying the structure. 


 







  


(2) The location, size and height of the building, walls and fences shall be such that there 
will be no interference with adequate light, air and access to adjacent lands and 
buildings. 


 
(3) The location, size and height of the building, walls and fences shall be such that they 


will not hinder the reasonable development of adjoining property not diminish the value 
thereof. 


 
(4) The site plan, and its relation to streets, driveways and sidewalks, shall be such as to 


not interfere with or be hazardous to vehicular and pedestrian traffic. 
 


(5) The proposed development will be compatible with other uses and buildings in the 
neighborhood and will not be contrary to the spirit and purpose of this chapter. 


 
(6) The location, shape and size of required landscaped open space is such as to provide 


adequate open space for the benefit of the inhabitants of the building and the 
surrounding neighborhood. 


 
10.0 Approval Criteria for Special Land Use Permits 
 


Article 07, section 7.34 of the Zoning Ordinance specifies the procedures and approval 
criteria for Special Land Use Permits. Use approval, site plan approval, and design review 
are the responsibilities of the City Commission. This section reads, in part: 
 


Prior to its consideration of a special land use application (SLUP) for an initial permit 
or an amendment to a permit, the City Commission shall refer the site plan 
and the design to the Planning Board for its review and recommendation. 
After receiving the recommendation, the City Commission shall review the 
site plan and design of the buildings and uses proposed for the site described 
in the application of amendment.  


 
The City Commission’s approval of any special land use application or amendment 
pursuant to this section shall constitute approval of the site plan and design.  


 
11.0 Suggested Action 
 


Based on a review of the site plans submitted, the Planning Division recommends that the 
Planning Board RECOMMEND APPROVAL of the applicant’s request for Final Site Plan and a 
SLUP to permit the use of an Economic Development License for All Seasons at 820 E. 
Maple Avenue with the following conditions; 


1. The applicant obtains a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals to operate with a 
liquor license on the south portion of the property; 


2. The applicant submit revised seating plan that accurately display and list seating. 
 


12.0 Sample Motion Language 
 


Based on a review of the site plans submitted, the Planning Division recommends that the 
Planning Board RECOMMEND APPROVAL of the applicant’s request for Final Site Plan and a 







  


SLUP to permit a Economic Development License for All Seasons at 820 E. Maple Avenue 
with the following conditions; 
 


1. The applicant obtains a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals to operate with a 
liquor license on the south portion of the property; 


2. The applicant submit revised seating plan that accurately display and list seating. 
 
OR 
 
Motion to recommend DENIAL of the Final Site Plan and SLUP to the City Commission for All 
Seasons at 820 E. Maple. 
 


 OR 
 
 Motion to recommend POSTPONEMENT of the Final Site Plan and SLUP to the City 


Commission for All Seasons at 820 E. Maple, with the following conditions: 
1. ________________________________________________________ 







  


CONTRACT FOR USE OF A LIQUOR LICENSE 
(ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT) 


 
This Contract is entered into this ____ day of ___________, 2015, by and between HOSPITALITY 
OF BIRMINGHAM, LLC, whose address is 820 E. Maple Avenue, Birmingham, MI, (Licensee) and 
the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, a Michigan Municipal Corporation, whose address is 151 Martin 
Street, Birmingham, Michigan 48012 (City). 


R E C I T A L S: 


WHEREAS, Licensee wishes to purchase a Redevelopment On Premise liquor license from the 
State of Michigan for use at 820 E. Maple Avenue, Birmingham, Michigan (Property); and 


WHEREAS, Licensee represents to the City that in connection with the aforementioned use that it 
will be making a capital investment in the location where the license is to be used in a mixed use, 
multi-story building that will result in a 500% increase in assessed value post-development over the 
pre-development assessed value of the parcel, or a minimum investment of $10,000,000, 
whichever is less and,  


WHEREAS, local legislative approval is required by the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM for the use of a 
Redevelopment On Premise liquor license pursuant to MCLA §436.1501 of the Michigan Liquor 
Control Code of 1998; and 


WHEREAS, Licensee desires to enter into this Contract as an inducement to the CITY OF 
BIRMINGHAM to approve the request of the aforementioned use of the liquor license; and, 


WHEREAS, the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM is relying upon this Contract in giving its approval to the 
use of the on-premises licenses as described herein. 


NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 


1. Licensee shall be permitted to use its liquor license on the Property.  Any transfer of the 
aforementioned license from the Property to any other location in the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM shall 
require the approval of the Birmingham City Commission in accordance with Section 10-63.  In 
addition, any expansion of the building location at the Property shall also require the approval of 
the Birmingham City Commission. 


2. Licensee further acknowledges that it must secure a special land use permit as required by 
the Birmingham City Code.  It is further agreed that it shall comply with all provisions of the special 
land use permit, or any amendments thereto, as a condition of this contract.   Licensee further 
acknowledges and agrees that a violation of any provision of the special land use permit is a 
violation of the terms of the contract entitling the City to exercise any or all of the remedies 
provided herein. 


3. Licensee acknowledges that it may apply for entertainment, dance and additional bar 
permits from the Michigan Liquor Control Commission for use only on the premises described in its 
special land use permit.  Licensee further agrees that it shall not apply or seek from the Michigan 
Liquor Control Commission any other permit endorsements to its liquor license whether available in 







  


the current Michigan Liquor Control Code or in future Michigan Liquor Control Codes, or 
amendments thereto, without the prior approval of the Birmingham City Commission.  


4. Licensee further agrees that it shall not seek any change in its license status/class whether 
such changes are available now in the current Michigan Liquor Control Code or in future Michigan 
Liquor Control Codes, or amendments thereto, without prior approval of the Birmingham City 
Commission. 


5. Licensee agrees that it shall adhere to all Federal, State and Local laws currently in effect or 
as subsequently amended or enacted. 


6. Licensee agrees that its failure to follow any of the provisions herein shall be grounds for 
the Michigan Liquor Control Commission to suspend, revoke or not renew its liquor license and/or 
for the Birmingham City Commission to revoke the special land use permit, either of which would 
prohibit Licensee from operating its establishment.  Licensee agrees that in addition to the City of 
Birmingham’s right to seek suspension, revocation or non-renewal of its liquor license and/or 
revocation of the special land use permit, the City retains any and all rights to enforce this Contract 
that may be available to it in law or in equity.   Licensee further agrees that it shall reimburse the 
City all of its costs and actual attorney fees incurred by the City in seeking the suspension, 
revocation or non-renewal of its liquor license and/or revocation of the special land use permit, as 
well as enforcing such other rights as may be available at law or in equity. 


7. To the fullest extent permitted by law, Licensee and any entity or person for whom Licensee 
is legally liable, agrees to be responsible for any liability, defend, pay on behalf of, indemnify, and 
hold harmless the City, its elected and appointed officials, employees and volunteers and others 
working on behalf of the City against any and all claims, demands, suits, or loss, including all costs 
connected therewith, including all costs and actual attorney fees, and for any damages which may 
be asserted, claimed or recovered against or from the City, its elected and appointed officials, 
employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the City, by reason of personal injury, 
including bodily injury, death and/or property damage, including loss of use thereof, which arises 
out of or is in any way connected or associated with Licensee’s operation of its establishment at the 
Property.   


 
8. In the event Licensee fails to reimburse the City the costs and/or attorney fees as required 
herein, or any part thereof, then said amount could be transferred to the tax roll in accordance 
with Section 1-14 of the Birmingham City Code. 


 
9. Any disputes arising under this Contract, not within the jurisdiction of the Michigan Liquor 
Control Commission, shall be settled either by commencement of a suit in Oakland County Circuit 
Court or by compulsory arbitration, at the election of the City.  The Licensee shall notify the City of 
any dispute it has arising out of this Contract and shall demand that the City elect whether the 
dispute is to be resolved by submitting it to compulsory arbitration or by commencement of a suit 
in Oakland County Circuit Court.  The City shall make its election in writing within thirty (30) days 
from the receipt of such notice.  If the City elects to have the dispute resolved by compulsory 
arbitration, it shall be settled pursuant to Chapter 50 of the Revised Judicature Act for the State of 
Michigan, with each of the parties appointing one arbitrator and the two thus appointed appointing 
a third.  In the event the City fails to make such an election, any dispute between the parties may 
be resolved by the filing of a suit in the Oakland County Circuit Court. 


 







  


10. This Contract shall be governed by and performed, interpreted and enforced in accordance 
with the laws of the State of Michigan.   


11.   If any provision of this contract is declared invalid, illegal or unenforceable, such provision 
shall be severed from this contract and all other provisions shall remain in full force and effect. 


 
12. This Contract shall be binding upon and apply and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto 
and their respective successors or assigns.  The covenants, conditions, and the agreements herein 
contained are hereby declared binding on the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM and Licensee.  It is further 
agreed that there shall be no change, modification, or alteration hereof, except in writing, signed 
by both of the parties hereto.  Neither party shall assign any of the rights under this contract 
without prior approval, in writing, of the other.  Any attempt at assignment without prior written 
consent shall be void and of no effect. 


 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereby have executed this Contract as of the date set forth 
above. 


By:  _____________________________ 
          


Its:  _____________________________ 
 


      Date:  ___________________________ 
 
      CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
 


 By:_____________________________ 
       Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor 
 


 Date: ___________________________ 
 


 By:_____________________________ 
       Larua Broski, Clerk 
 


 Date:  ___________________________ 
 


  







  


Planning Board Minutes 
October 10, 2012 


 
FINAL SITE PLAN REVIEW 
820 E. Maple Rd. 
All Seasons of Birmingham (formerly Hamilton Funeral Home) 
To allow construction of a five-story/three-story independent senior living residence, 
including 123 apartments and 8 live/work units 
 
Mr. Clein announced he will recuse himself from this hearing as he has in the past because his firm, 
Giffels Webster, has a contractual obligation with the entities involved in this project. 
 
Ms. Ecker advised the subject site, 820 E. Maple Rd., is currently the site of the former Hamilton 
Funeral Home, and has a total land area of 1.84 acres. It is located on the 
southeast corner of E. Maple Rd. and Elm St. in the Triangle District. The applicant is proposing to 
demolish the existing buildings and surface parking lot to construct a 150,449 sq. ft., five-story 
building along E. Maple Rd., with a three-story section on the southern portion of the property. The 
building will provide independent senior living units, including 123 multiple family dwelling units, 
and 8 live/work units along E. Maple Rd.. Parking will be provided at grade behind and/or under 
the building along the southern property line. The applicant was required to prepare a Community 
Impact Study in accordance with Article 7, section 7.27(E) of the Zoning Ordinance, as they are 
proposing a new building containing more than 20,000 sq. ft. of gross floor area. 
 
The applicant appeared at the July 11, 2012 Planning Board meeting and was granted approval of 
the CIS, but the application for preliminary site plan review was postponed.  The applicant revised 
the proposed plans based on the comments of board members and was granted Preliminary Site 
Plan Approval with conditions on August 11, 2012. 
 
With respect to the design review, most of the proposed materials and the design have remained 
consistent since the last time this project was reviewed by the Planning Board. However, since 
Preliminary Site Plan Review, the awnings over live/work units were changed from fabric to metal 
to provide a more commercial appearance, and the NW corner entry was recessed 3 ft. In addition, 
some areas of stone and brick on the previous design have been changed to metal panels, 
particularly on the top level. Ms. Ecker passed around material samples and colors. 
 
At the July 11, 2012 Planning Board meeting and again at the August 11, 2012 Planning Board 
meeting, several board members suggested that the applicant consider changing the interior layout 
of the building to move the common areas to the front of the building to enhance the interaction of 
residents with street life. However, the applicant has not proposed any significant changes to the 
interior layout of the building at this time. 
 
The Engineering Dept. has raised the issue that it appears the trash dumpster is about 2 ft. higher 
with the finished grade than the properties to the south.  Therefore, even though a 6 ft. wall is 
proposed there, from the residential side it will appear to be 8 ft. high because of the change in 
grade. 
 
In response to a question from Mr. Williams, Ms. Ecker stated the position of the City with respect 
to a recorded easement between the former property owner of the site and the adjoining property 







  


owner, Mr. Howard Atesian.  This is a private legal matter between the two parties and the City is 
not an involved party.  Ms. Ecker went on to respond to another inquiry from Mr. Williams with 
respect to utilization of the alley.  The City’s position is that it is a public alley and all adjacent 
property owners are entitled to use the alley and it cannot be blocked because of the need for 
emergency access. 
 
Ms. Lazar inquired about deliveries from Elm St. blocking the street, and Ms. Ecker answered that 
would not be permitted. Deliveries will be internal to the property.   
 
Mr. Alex Bogaerts, architect for the petitioner, was present with Mr. Mark Abernatha from his 
office; along with Mr. Maurice Jerry Beznos and Mr. Douglas Etkin, developers of the facility.  Mr. 
Bogaerts stated the barber shop and the bank within the building are intended to be only for the 
tenants.   
 
Mr. Abernatha explained that the dumpster is screened on all sides and is in the best location 
possible.  Pick-ups will be limited in terms of their frequency and time of day.  They have tried to 
address the neighbors as much as possible.  They feel that a pedestrian walkway running south 
through the parking lot under the building is not necessary because of the landscape and the way 
the parking has been assigned.                                                     
 
Mr. Bogaerts explained the intent is to give the building a light palette.  They want the tenants to 
feel good and uplifted by their surroundings.   
 
Chairman Boyle asked about proposed signage for the individual live/work units. Ms. Ecker advised 
that projecting signs will be mounted to the piers.   
 
Mr. Beznos explained that live/work units will be occupied only by tenants of the building and not 
rented to other businesses.  Leases will be for one year. 
 
The chairman called for public comments at 8:25 p.m. 
 
Mr. Howard Atesian, owner of the building to the east, said the easement area is 20 ft. and not 16 
ft. as depicted on the plan, and it encompasses the area between his property line and where the 
subject building will be constructed.  All of the proposed landscaping puts the taller landscaping up 
against his building.  However, the court record shows a specific landscaping plan that has all of 
the large trees and shrubs against the applicant’s building and the lower vegetation near his 
building.  Chairman Boyle responded that he has been told by the city attorney that the matter of 
the easement will be dealt with outside of this Planning Board.  Ms. Ecker added if the landscaping 
is altered, the applicants will have to come back to the Planning Board and/or the staff for 
administrative approval to amend the plan.  Mr. Atesian said for the record that this plan is not 
according to the court order and he will pursue it beyond that. 
 
Mr. Douglas Etkin, 327 N. Old Woodward Ave., went on the record to say they believe they are in 
compliance with the easement document and will deal with their neighbor in whatever format or 
forum that is necessary to work out any of their disagreements. 
 
Mr. Rick Rattner, Attorney, 380 N. Old Woodward Ave., spoke to represent 219 Elm St. (Kelly 
Crossing, LLC), southwest of the subject parcel.  He requested the board to consider certain issues 







  


that would make life easier for the people in that area and to put the issues on record as a 
condition of the site plan: 
 
During demolition and earthwork construction phase 


1. Construction traffic must enter and exit from Maple Rd. only; 
2. Install a “No Construction Traffic” sign at the Elm St. and alley entrances to the site. 
 


During construction of building 
1. Eliminate construction traffic in the public alley; 
2. Install “No Construction Traffic” at the alley entrance on Elm St. and to the site; 
3. Comply with all construction related City ordinances and regulations; 
4. Purchase 14 Arborvitaes for installation on Kelly Crossing, LLC property along its easterly 


property line.  Maintenance will be the sole responsibility of Kelly Crossing, LLC. 
 
During the continuing operation of the site 


1. Install permanent signs in the All Seasons parking lot giving notice that the alley exit is 
only for emergency use and directing vehicular traffic to exit via  Elm St.; 


2. Issue parking permits for staff and residents of the project; 
3. Install signs in the All Seasons parking lot assigning parking areas; 
4. Limit commercial truck deliveries to the site in the alley to food vendor delivery and 


garbage pickup only at the frequency of four trips/week each between 8 a.m. and 5 
p.m.; 


5. Require that residents of the live/work units shall be the only employees of such 
business and all live/work tenants must be residents of that live/work unit.  Specify 
office uses only with limited hours of operation. 


 
Other Conditions 


1. Continue to allow parking in the alley; 
2. Install a “No Stacking” sign at the Elm St. exit from the alley and in the alley. 


 
Ms. Sharon Krindler, owner of the building at 200 Elm St., described the numerous parking 
problems in the area.  She wishes the City would build a parking garage.  People coming into the 
subject facility are going to require caregivers, therapists and all sorts of people that need to park.  
There just aren’t enough parking spaces in the Triangle District. 
 
It was concluded that the southern border of the alley is not marked.  The City needs to designate 
the public space with striping, and also post signage that maintains an open alley at all times.  
Additionally, Chairman Boyle emphasized if the public has a concern about unloading on the street 
the City should erect a “No Unloading” sign. 
 
Mr. Williams thought, and Chairman Boyle concurred, that more people in the neighborhood will try 
to park in the All Seasons lot than the reverse.   
 
Mr. Douglas Etkin emphasized they are strongly opposed to anything past the construction period 
that the neighbors would like to impose on them.  As relates to construction, they intend to be a 
good citizen.  A good stepping off point for their responses will be to not regulate what happens on 
their property. 
 







  


Chairman Boyle described how this development of housing for the elderly is very much in line with 
the goals of the community for the Triangle Area.  The applicant has even gone so far as picking 
up the board’s idea of incorporating mixed-use and he applauds them. 
 
Motion by Mr. Williams 
Seconded by Ms. Whipple-Boyce to approve the Final Site Plan and Design for 820 E. 
Maple Rd., All Seasons of Birmingham, subject to the following conditions: 


1. Applicant will be required to enter into a Streetscape Agreement with the 
City prior to construction; 


2. The Planning Board specifically approves the use of non cut-off fixtures; 
3. During demolition and earthwork construction the applicant provide that 


construction traffic enter and exit the site from Maple Rd. only; 
4. During demolition and earthwork construction phase the applicant install a 


“No Construction Traffic” sign at the Elm St. and alley entrances to the site; 
5. During construction of the building the applicant install a  


“No Construction Traffic” sign at the alley entrance on Elm St. to the site. 
 


Mr. Williams added for the record but not to be included in the motion that it is the understanding 
of the Planning Board that the applicant has agreed to purchase 14 Arborvitae trees for installation 
on Kelly Crossing, LLC’s property in the existing planting strip along Kelly Crossing’s easterly 
property line. 
 
Chairman Boyle took discussion on the motion to the public at 9:03 p.m. 
 
Mr. Mark Highlen with Maple-Elm Development Company, LLC brought up the point that during the 
post demolition and earthwork construction, restricting traffic from the alley would make the site 
virtually unbuildable.  He asked that the motion be amended to minimize construction traffic 
through the alley. 
 
Amended by Mr. Williams and accepted by Ms. Whipple-Boyce that item 5 should read: 
 During construction of the building the applicant endeavor to minimize 


construction traffic in the public alley to the maximum extent reasonably 
possible. 


 
Motion carried, 4-0. 
 
ROLLCALL VOTE 
Yeas: Williams, Whipple-Boyce, Boyle, Lazar 
Nays:  None 
Recused:  Clein 
Absent:  DeWeese, Koseck 
 
The board took a short recess at 9:12 p.m. 
 







  


Planning Board Minutes 
December 10, 2014 


 
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT ("SLUP") 
FINAL SITE PLAN REVIEW  
820 E. Maple Rd. 
All Seasons Senior Living 
Request for Economic Development License (postponed from October 22, 2014) 
 
Chairman Clein recused himself on this matter because of a business relationship with the 
applicant. 
 
Mr. Williams took over as chairman for this application. 
 
Ms. Ecker recalled that the application was missing a lot of detail last time.  They have submitted a 
whole new package for this hearing.  The city attorney has recommended that the applicant apply 
for a use variance based on the location of the license portion of the establishment on the southern 
portion of the property,   
 
Mr. Baka explained the subject site is located on the south side of Maple Rd., on the southeast 
corner of Maple Rd. and Elm. The parcel is located in the Triangle District and zoned MU-5 in the 
front along Maple Rd., and MU-3 in the rear adjacent to single-family residential. Ms. Ecker added 
that at the time the Planning Board and the City Commission decided to draw the Economic 
Development License at the same location as the MU-5 designation.  Mr. DeWeese commented this 
is a City imposed technicality because in spirit the applicant is fully meeting the requirements for an 
Economic Development License. 
 
All Seasons of Birmingham is seeking approval of an Economic Development 
Liquor License under Chapter 10, Alcoholic Liquors, of the City Code. Chapter 10 requires that the 
applicant obtain a SLUP and approval from the City Commission 
to operate an establishment with an Economic Development License within the City of 
Birmingham. Accordingly, the applicant will be required to obtain a recommendation from the 
Planning Board on the Final Site Plan and SLUP, and then obtain 
approval from the City Commission for the Final Site Plan, Special Land Use Permit, and for the use 
of an Economic Development License. 
 
The proposed location of the food service areas where alcohol service is proposed is almost entirely 
on the southern portion of the property, which is outside of the Economic Development License 
map.  Thus, the applicant w ill be required to move the areas dedicated to the service of 
alcohol to the northern portion of the property or obtain a variance from the Board of 
Zoning Appeals. 
 
The food service areas in which alcohol will be served include the open dining area, the café area 
and bar, the formal dining room, the game room and the club dining area and lounge.  The eating 
areas are designed to provide a "country club" lifestyle experience for residents. 
 
Mr. Seth Tompkins, Attorney for the applicant, was present with Mr. Bob Goyette, Executive Vice-
President of the All Seasons Facilities.  Mr. Tompkins provided the correct number of seats in the 







  


dining areas: Dining Room, 62; Cafe, 26; Living Room, 55.  If they located the dining area where it 
is zoned for an Economic Development License, they wouldn't be able to have storefronts and 
office space on E. Maple Rd.  
 
There were no comments from the public at 8:55 p.m. 
 
Motion by Mr. DeWeese 
Seconded by Ms. Whipple-Boyce to recommend approval of the applicant's request for 
Final Site Plan and SLUP to permit an Economic License for All Seasons at 820 E. Maple 
Rd. with the following condition: 
The applicant obtains a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals to operate with a 
liquor license on the south portion of the property. 
 
There was no discussion from the audience at 8:57 p.m. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
ROLLCALL VOTE 
Yeas:  DeWeese, Whipple-Boyce, Jeffares, Koseck, Williams 
Nays: None 
Recused:  Clein 
Absent: Lazar 
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MEMORANDUM 
City Manager’s Office 


DATE: February 4, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Amanda Thomas, Management Analyst 


SUBJECT: Resolution Regarding Tree Trimming by Public Utilities 


The Michigan Public Service Commission (MPSC) recently issued a directive to DTE Energy and 
Consumers Energy to develop a hazardous tree removal program in 2015. This directive is 
meant to address concerns over the increasing occurrences of power outages in Southeast 
Michigan.  


As a result of this directive, DTE has since created a tree clearing campaign referred to as 
“Ground to Sky”, meaning the clearing of everything above and below a power line. This 
program has been initiated in several municipalities with some extreme results.  


The DTE interpretation of the MPSC order is too excessive and extreme. A discussion with each 
respective community subject to the plan should be considered. Together with input from city 
staff, a professional arborist and DTE, a solution can be developed that fits the needs and goals 
of both the City and DTE.  


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To adopt the attached resolution directing DTE Energy and Consumers Energy companies to 
work with city staff on a reasonable tree trimming plan for the City of Birmingham to meet the 
MPSC directive.  


6B







 
 


RESOLUTION OF THE BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION  
REGARDING TREE TRIMMING BY PUBLIC UTILITIES 


 
WHEREAS, the Birmingham City Commission is aware of a recent directive from the Michigan 


Public Service Commission (MPSC) to DTE Energy and Consumers Energy to implement 
a new tree trimming program in 2015 to reduce the number of power outages caused 
by falling trees and branches near power lines. DTE is calling their new program 
“Ground-to-Sky”; and 


 
WHEREAS, electric service in Birmingham is provided by DTE; and 
 
WHEREAS, DTE has interpreted this directive with an extreme interpretation and proceeded 


with such aggressive measures in other communities, resulting in drastic tree removal 
and a loss of numerous mature trees and other vegetation due to the clear-cutting 
methods; and  


 
WHEREAS, while the Birmingham City Commission recognizes the need for the community to 


have reliable electric service, it also places high value on its existing tree canopy and 
other vegetation, which is vital in maintaining Birmingham’s Tree City USA designation 
and adds to the character and property values of Birmingham; and 


 
WHEREAS, Birmingham City Commission believes that while appropriate measures need to be 


taken by DTE to reduce possible impediments from maintaining reliable electric service 
by keeping the power lines running through the City clear from trees and branches, such 
efforts should be done in coordination with each respective community in order to 
prevent the unnecessary loss of existing canopy; and 


 
WHEREAS, it is a concern that the substantial removal of trees and other vegetation results in 


unremoved branches, stumps and other related debris, which not only gives a blighted 
appearance, but exacerbates the visual impact to the area; and  


 
WHEREAS, the Birmingham City Commission desires to communicate its concerns related to 


the Ground-to-Sky program and offer recommendations to DTE and request they review 
their Ground to Sky program and develop a program that is less drastic.  


 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Birmingham City Commission urges DTE 


Energy to immediately end the the Ground-to-Sky program and to initiate a careful 
review and analysis of what is reasonable and necessary to provide sustainable power 
and incorporate the following comments into consideration: 


 
1. While falling trees and branches have contributed to loss of electrical services, 


primarily during storms, a clear-cutting approach is unreasonable and goes well 







beyond what is necessary to achieve the stated concerns and beyond what the 
MPSC has directed.  


2. Any tree removal or trimming techniques should err on the side of minimizing the 
removal of any trees/shrubs/groundcover under lines that do not threaten power 
lines or have the characteristics that would allow them to grow and interfere with 
the overhead lines.  


3. DTE shall continue to adhere to the established professional tree trimming 
standards.  


4. DTE shall contact the City of Birmingham not less than 15 days before work is 
planned to begin to review the proposed trimming/removal schedules in order to 
determine an appropriate arrangement for each respective site. 


5. DTE shall be required to make provision for the replacement of trees and other 
vegetation that it removes from public property. 


6. DTE must secure the appropriate approvals and/or authorizations for any work to be 
done on private property and outside of any easements.  


 
I, Laura Pierce, City Clerk of the City of Birmingham, do hereby certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of a resolution adopted by the Birmingham City Commission at their regular 
meeting of February 9, 2015.  
 
 
_________________________________ 
Laura Pierce 
City Clerk 
 







S T A T E   O F   M I C H I G A N 
 


BEFORE THE MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
 


* * * * * 
 


In the matter, on the Commission’s own motion, ) 
to investigate the responses of CONSUMERS ) 
ENERGY COMPANY and DTE ELECTRIC ) Case No. U-17542 
COMPANY to recent storm damage in their service ) 
territories. ) 
                                                                                         ) 
 
 
 At the December 4, 2014 meeting of the Michigan Public Service Commission in Lansing, 


Michigan. 


 
PRESENT: Hon. John  D. Quackenbush, Chairman  


Hon. Greg R. White, Commissioner 
Hon. Sally A. Talberg, Commissioner 


 
ORDER  


 
 On December 21 and 22, 2013, a severe ice storm crossed the midsection of Michigan’s 


Lower Peninsula.  As a result, an estimated 600,000 customers of Consumers Energy Company 


(Consumers) and DTE Electric Company (DTE Electric) lost electric power to their homes and 


businesses for varying lengths of time.  In addition to the extended outages and an unprecedented 


number of downed lines, some customers found it difficult to report outages.    


 On January 8, 2014, the Commission, on its own motion, ordered an investigation into both 


utilities’ responses to the outages (January 8 order).  The Commission identified six criteria to be 


considered in the investigation:  (1) how the ice storm affected the utilities’ distribution systems; 


(2) how the utilities responded before and during the storm (including information on the number 


and deployment of utility line crews, Michigan-based contractors, and mutual assistance crews 







from other states, as well as information on forestry crews); (3) whether any changes could be 


implemented to reduce the potential for future power outages of the same magnitude; (4) whether 


there was evidence of a failure on the part of either utility to properly maintain its distribution 


system that could have contributed to the outages experienced during these storms; (5) whether the 


utilities were properly prepared to receive and respond to customer calls to report outages, any 


problems experienced on the reporting system during the storm, and whether accurate information 


was relayed to customers; and (6) whether the utilities sufficiently addressed all public safety 


concerns associated with downed power lines in a timely manner.  In response to the January 8 


order, the Commission received reports from the Commission Staff (Staff) and both companies.  


The Commission also provided a public comment period.   


 On May 2, 2014, the Commission issued an order addressing the reports and comments 


(May 2 order).  The Commission generally found the Staff’s and the utilities’ assessments and 


proposed recommendations to be appropriate.  The Commission stated:    


 The Commission finds that the utilities’ planned distribution investments to replace both 
low voltage and high voltage distribution system equipment are a step in the right direction to 
reduce the potential for future power outages of this magnitude.  The Commission also 
supports each utility’s continued deployment of its AMI [advanced metering infrastructure] 
and smart meters.  The Commission likewise agrees with the utilities’ plans to continue 
relying on and improving their system automation schemes, including, but not limited to 
SCADA [supervisory control and data acquisition] and DSCADA [distribution SCADA] 
projects.  The Commission agrees with each utility’s plan to implement 2012 design standards 
from the National Electric Safety Code.  The Commission also encourages each utility to 
continue with vegetation management improvements, and other planned distribution 
investments identified in their respective filed reports.  The Commission agrees with the 
Staff’s recommendation that the companies attempt to accelerate investments on projects that 
minimize outage frequency and duration, such as distribution automation.  These investments, 
combined with improved vegetation management and other operational practices, are essential 
to reduce not only the frequency of outages, but also to limit the duration of outages.   
 
 The Commission recognizes that one major cause of the outages that occurred was fallen 
trees or tree limbs laden with ice that affected the distribution system.  For this reason, the 
Commission agrees with and adopts the recommendations the Staff proposed in its report 
regarding an expansion of vegetation management pilot programs to address trees located 
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outside of utility easements.  The Commission likewise agrees with and adopts the Staff’s 
recommendation that both companies should spend at least the dollars approved for vegetation 
management programs through the rate case process.  The Commission approves of the Staff’s 
proposal to work with both utilities and local governments to put in place local ordinances or 
legislation addressing the hazardous tree removal process and encourages the adoption of 
future laws, tariffs, or riders that permit utilities to address undergrounding and tree trimming 
outside of planned maintenance schedules.  Finally, the Commission encourages increased 
communication with customers about the dangers of hazardous trees and the importance of 
tree removal.   
     
 Regarding the utilities’ response to customer calls reporting outages, the Commission finds 
that while the utilities achieved conformance with the service quality and reliability standards 
for answer time and call blockage rate for 2013 overall, the answer times and call blockage 
rates fell significantly short of meeting the standards for at least some duration during the 
storm.  The Commission agrees with the Staff that Consumers should report its improvements 
in their telecom capacity to handle increased call volumes like those experienced during this 
storm.  Specifically, the Commission requests that the utility identify those issues within their 
telecommunication system that led to a 60% call blockage factor, and identify its efforts to 
work with its telecom carrier to avoid such a high call blockage factor in the future.  Toward 
that end, Consumers shall file a report with the Commission by August 15, 2014, providing 
the information requested and its ongoing progress improvements in this area.  
 
 Regarding the service quality customer billing credit of $25.00, the Commission directs the 
Staff to investigate the feasibility of making the outage credit automatic and include any 
recommendations regarding the outage credit in a report to the Commission on October 1, 
2014.  In addition, the Commission recommends that the Staff work collaboratively with both 
utilities and other interested persons to define performance incentives and underperformance 
penalties that are triggered by the number and duration of interruptions to residential customer 
service both during a single year and for consecutive year outages.   
 


May 2 order, pp. 24-26 (note omitted).  The Commission ordered Consumers and DTE Electric to 


work collaboratively with the Staff to implement the adopted recommendations.  On August 15, 


2014, Consumers filed the required report, and on October 1, 2014, the Staff filed its final report.  


The Staff’s final report focuses on six areas for improvement, which will be addressed by this 


order:  (1) reliability, (2) vegetation management, (3) wire down response, (4) outage credits,  


(5) estimated time of restoration (ETR), and (6) communication with customers.  
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Reliability Improvements 


 As discussed in the May 2 order, Consumers is deploying numerous reliability process 


improvements.  Consumers has committed to accelerating the deployment of its smart meters to 


conclude in 2017, two years ahead of the original schedule.  The utility is updating its outage 


management system to process the information that will be provided more quickly by smart meter 


technology.  Consumers is also working with an electric industry consulting firm to analyze its 


reliability data, and will continue to do so. 


 DTE Electric has committed to full deployment of its AMI system by 2015.  It has also put 


into place a new reliability improvement program called Efficient Frontier.  DTE Electric has 


revamped its red dot program to lower the threshold of frequent outages from five outages per year 


to four outages per year.  The utility is also making other circuit design improvements.  


 With regard to reliability improvements, the Staff states, and the Commission agrees, that 


Consumers and DTE Electric should continue to follow their infrastructure plans for the 


installation of smart meters, for the integration of the AMI system into their outage management 


systems, and for the installation of distribution automation as quickly as is feasible.  


 
Vegetation Management 


 Both DTE Electric and Consumers state that the primary cause of damage and outages on their 


systems is contact from trees and other vegetation with utility infrastructure.  Consumers has 


committed to spending $46 million in vegetation management in 2014, but this amount is well 


below the $53 million which the utility requested for vegetation management in its last electric 


rate case, Case No. U-17087.  In particular, trees which lie outside of Consumers’ right-of-way 


(ROW) are a significant cause of damage during storm events, largely because these hazardous 


trees cannot be addressed through regular vegetation management practices.  Consumers estimates 
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that 40% of the total tree-related outages during the ice storm were caused by trees outside of the 


ROW, and that 25% of tree-related outages were caused by ash trees alone.  Consumers currently 


has a pilot program that identifies and removes hazardous trees up to 20 feet outside of the ROW, 


however this program applies only to three phase lines.  Working with a forestry consultant, 


Consumers is investigating the cost and benefit of expanding this program to the entire distribution 


system. 


 DTE Electric reports that approximately 75% of the damage to its distribution system was 


caused by trees.  DTE Electric is currently spending all of its allocated funding on vegetation 


management.  This utility also has a pilot program which involves removing trees outside of the 


ROW in areas of poor reliability, or during system upgrades, however this pilot targets only trees 


which pose an imminent threat, and requires obtaining the consent of the owner prior to removal. 


 Based on the Staff’s recommendation, the Commission directs Consumers and DTE Electric 


to use the results of their pilot programs to develop a hazardous tree removal program in 2015, 


addressing trees that are outside of the ROW.  Their programs should be considered for 


incorporation  into their normal vegetation management programs, if successful.  Cost recovery 


will be considered in future electric rate cases. 


 
Outage Credits 


 Three rules in the Commission’s Service Quality and Reliability Standards for Electric 


Distribution Systems, R 460.744-460.746, provide for credits to be applied to a customer’s bill 


under certain outage conditions.  These outage conditions include (1) failure by the utility to 


restore service to a customer within the 120 hours after an interruption that occurs during the 


course of catastrophic conditions (outages that effect 10% or more of the utility’s customers), (2) 


failure by the utility to restore service to a customer within 16 hours after an interruption that 
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occurs during normal conditions, and (3) experiencing more than seven interruptions in a 12 


month period on the same circuit.  The rules require the customer to be aware of the existence of 


the credits and of the conditions for obtaining the credits (e.g., normal versus catastrophic), and to 


apply for the credits.  The available credit is usually $25.  The Staff indicates that the outage credit 


rules appear to be grossly underutilized.  The Staff has expressed concern that the rules fail to 


incentivize the utilities to address poor performing circuits.  In the May 2 order, the Commission 


directed the Staff to investigate the feasibility of making customer outage credits automatic and to 


include any further recommendations in the October 1 report.  As a result, the Staff, on July 10, 


2014, sent out a request for comments to all of Michigan’s electric utilities regarding outage 


credits and performance incentives and penalties. 


 Having reviewed the responses, the Staff concludes that moving to an automated outage credit 


does not appear to be feasible at this time due to the investments in infrastructure that would be 


necessary to achieve that functionality.  The Staff notes that AMI technology alone will not 


provide the necessary data to process an automated outage credit.  Thus, the Staff recommends 


that the current outage credit rules remain unchanged at this time.  However, the Staff 


recommends that the utilities take steps to make the outage credits better understood by customers, 


including moving outage credit information to the front page of their websites after major storms, 


and providing an application for the credit and an explanation of the filing process once a year to 


all customers.   


 Further, the Staff does not recommend the development of any new performance incentives or 


penalties at this time, but it does recommend that the Commission direct the utilities to increase 


the distribution and reliability performance reporting required in Case No. U-16065 (DTE 


Electric), Case No. U-16066 (Consumers), and in Case No. U-12270 (the docket for receiving 
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annual reports on electric system performance).  These are ongoing dockets in which the utilities 


file annual reports no later than April 2 of each year.  These reports currently focus only on the 


reliability indices known as system average interruption frequency index (SAIFI), customer 


average interruption duration index (CAIDI), and system average interruption duration index 


(SAIDI).  The Staff notes that these metrics represent only average performance on the system, 


thus creating the possibility that pockets of poor performance are not revealed.  To remedy this, 


the Staff recommends several forms of increased reliability reporting, and the Commission finds 


that each one is reasonable and will provide important additional information to the Commission 


each year.  The Commission directs Consumers and DTE Electric to provide the following 


additional information in each of the relevant dockets listed above no later than April 2 of each 


year:  


(1) a list of their 10 worst performing circuits for the prior year in terms of both SAIDI and 
SAIFI; 


 
(2) for each of the 10 worst performing circuits, the utility shall provide the following 


information:  (a) SAIDI and SAIFI excluding major events for the year, (b) circuit name, 
number and location, (c) length of circuit (miles), (d) number of customers served, (e) 
substation name, (f) last circuit trim, (g) list of outages and causes, and (h) corrective 
action plan to improve performance; 


 
(3) number of customers experiencing multiple interruptions (CEMI) reporting for indices 


CEMI0 through CEMI10+; and  
 


(4) number of customers experiencing long interruption durations (CELID) reporting for 
indices CELID60hrs and CELID8hrs (excluding catastrophic events).   


 
Finally, the Commission directs Consumers and DTE Electric to provide a service quality and 


reliability credit application to be prominently displayed and continually available on the 


company’s website for electronic submission.     


 The Commission appreciates, and agrees with, the Staff’s suggestion to not pursue 


performance incentives or penalties at this time as part of this storm investigation. The 
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Commission, however, remains open to this general concept of performance-based regulation and 


finds that the development and implementation of such a system of regulation would require a 


more holistic and in-depth analysis of issues and broader stakeholder input. 


 
Wire Down Relief Plan and Wire Guard Safety 
 
 Consumers indicates that it currently has approximately 1,650 employees trained to guard 


downed power lines, and plans to train an additional 850 field personnel, with a goal of 


maintaining 2,500 trained field wire down employees.  The Staff recommends that Consumers 


maintain this pool of 2,500 trained workers, and continue to retrain workers as needed. 


 DTE Electric states that it currently has 2,362 trained wire down personnel.  The Staff 


recommends that this number be increased to 2,500, and that retraining continue as needed.  The 


Commission agrees with the Staff’s recommendations and encourages the utilities to meet the goal 


of 2,500 trained personnel. 


 
ETR 


 The Staff acknowledges Consumers’ work in developing its online outage map, which 


provided detailed outage information during the ice storm.  The Staff expects that Consumers will 


continue to redefine incident levels as new technology is deployed. 


 The Staff recommends, and the Commission agrees, that DTE Electric should refine its 


restoration estimate method and develop more proactive ways to communicate with its customers 


regarding restoration estimates.   


 
Customer Communications 


 In the May 2 order, the Commission directed Consumers to identify the issues within its 


system that led to a 60% call blockage factor.  The utility identified the fact that additional trunk 
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lines would have been required in order to prevent any blocked calls.  Consumers indicates that it 


recently completed the addition of eight T1 lines, thus increasing its trunk capacity by 15%.  


Consumers also anticipates substantial hardware and software phone system updates in 2015.  The 


Staff notes that it is satisfied with the utility’s identification of the issues with its 


telecommunications system, with the increased phone system capacity, and with the other future 


improvements anticipated in 2015.   


 The Commission finds that Consumers has appropriately balanced the need for some 


additional telecommunications capacity, and the risk of another catastrophic storm in the near 


term, with the fact that the AMI system, and other smart grid components that the company is in 


the process of implementing, are expected to significantly reduce the need for customers to call in 


outages over time.  This is not to say, however, that Consumers should not adequately monitor its 


telecommunications systems and ensure continuous sufficient telecommunications capacity. 


 
 THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that: 


 A.  Consumers Energy Company and DTE Electric Company shall carry out the increased 


reporting requirements adopted herein, and shall file the required information no later than April 2 


of each year.       


 B.  Consumers Energy Company and DTE Electric Company shall develop a hazardous tree 


removal program in 2015, addressing trees that are outside of the right-of-way.  This program shall 


be incorporated into their normal vegetation management programs, and shall be included in any 


future electric rate case application. 


 C.  Consumers Energy Company and DTE Electric Company shall display outage credit 


information on the front page of their websites after major storms, and shall provide an application 
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for the credit and an explanation of the filing process once a year to all customers in February of 


each year beginning in 2015. 


 The Commission reserves jurisdiction and may issue further orders as necessary. 


 Any party desiring to appeal this order must do so in the appropriate court within 30 days after 


issuance and notice of this order, under MCL 462.26. 


MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION   
                                                                          
 
                                                                                      


________________________________________                                                                          
               John D. Quackenbush, Chairman    
 
          
 


 ________________________________________                                                                          
               Greg R. White, Commissioner  
  
 
 


________________________________________                                                                          
               Sally A. Talberg, Commissioner  
  
By its action of December 4, 2014. 
 
 
 
________________________________                                                                 
Mary Jo Kunkle, Executive Secretary 
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MEMORANDUM 
Human Resources Office 


DATE: January 28, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Dan Schulte, HR Manager 


SUBJECT: City Commission Consideration of Teamster Grievance 


I have attached a request by Teamsters Local 214 for City Commission consideration a 
grievance of September 22, 2014.  A copy of the grievance procedure up to this point has been 
provided under separate cover. 


Step 5 of the grievance procedure contained in the current collective bargaining agreement 
provides that the City Commission may: 


1. Render a decision on the grievance with or without a hearing of the grievance; or,


2. Waive consideration of the grievance


Should the City Commission waive consideration, or render a decision which the Union finds to 
be unsatisfactory, the Union may submit the grievance to binding arbitration. 


If the City Commission elects to hear the grievance, a mutually agreeable hearing date would 
be established.  Appearances would be made by the Union business agent and the City’s labor 
counsel.  In keeping with the previous practice, it is suggested that City general counsel Tim 
Currier would be designated to chair the hearing with regard to procedural matters. 


If the City Commission elects to waive consideration of the grievance, the Union may then 
submit the grievance to binding arbitration. 


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 


To schedule a hearing of the Teamsters Local 214 grievance of September 22, 2014 for a 
mutually agreeable hearing date.  Further, to designate City counsel Tim Currier to chair the 
hearing for procedural matters. 


Or 


To waive consideration of the Teamsters Local 214 grievance of September 22, 2014. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Office of the City Manager 


DATE: February 3, 2015 


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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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE 
PARKS & RECREATION BOARD 


At the regular meeting of Monday, March 16, 2015, the Birmingham City Commission intends 
to appoint three members to the Parks and Recreation Board to serve three-year terms to 
expire March 13, 2018. 


Interested citizens may submit an application available at the city clerk’s office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunities. Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's 
office on or before noon on Wednesday, March 11, 2015.  These applications will appear in 
the public agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City Commission will discuss 
recommendations, and may make nominations and vote on the appointments. 


Responsibilities 
The parks & recreation board consists of seven members who serve for three-year terms 
without compensation. The goal of the board is to promote a recreation program and a park 
development program for the city of Birmingham. 


The meetings are held the first Tuesday of the month at 6:30 P.M. 


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.   
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PARKS AND RECREATION BOARD
Article II, Section 78 
Seven members, Three-year Terms, Appointed by the City Commission 
Meetings held the first Tuesday of each month at 6:30 PM. 


Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Bordman Patricia


1091 Lake Park Dr.


(248)390-1091


pattybordman@gmail.com


Chairperson
3/13/20165/19/2014


Kaplan Ross


635 Oak


(248) 645-6526


rkaplan@neumannsmith.com


3/13/201710/22/2007


Longe Therese


1253 Yosemite


(248) 258-6744


(313) 745-0138


tmquattro@gmail.com


Vice Chairperson
3/13/20163/29/2004


Meehan John


656 Chester


(248) 644-5923


john.meehan@att.net


3/13/20173/18/2002


Ross Ryan


1872 Derby


(248) 705-6465


ryan.countryside@gmail.com


3/13/20155/21/2012
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Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Stevens Raymond


1243 Ruffner


(248) 514-3740


rastevens2@yahoo.com


3/13/20154/15/1996


Wiebrecht William


1714 Torry


(248) 703-6503


billwiebrecht@wowway.com


3/13/201510/14/1991
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
PLANNING BOARD 


At the regular meeting of Monday, March 16, 2015, the Birmingham City Commission intends 
to appoint two regular members to serve three-year terms to expire March 28, 2018 and one 
building owner member to serve a three-year term to expire March 28, 2018. Members must 
consist of an architect duly registered in this state, a building owner in the Central Business 
or Shain Park Districts, and the remaining members, insofar as possible, the legal profession, 
the financial or real estate profession, planning or design professions. Members must be 
electors of the City of Birmingham. 


Interested citizens may submit an application available at the city clerk’s office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunites.  Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's 
office on or before noon on Wednesday, March 11, 2015.  These applications will appear in 
the public agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City Commission will discuss 
recommendations, and may make nominations and vote on the appointments. 


PLANNING BOARD DUTIES 
The planning board consists of nine members who serve three-year terms without 
compensation.  The board meets at 7:30 P.M. on the second and fourth Wednesdays of each 
month to hear design reviews, zoning ordinance text amendments and any other matters 
which bears relation to the physical development or growth of the city. 


Specifically, the duties of the planning board are as follows: 
1. Long range planning
2. Zoning ordinance amendments
3. Recommend action to the city commission regarding special land use permits.
4. Site plan/design review for non-historic properties
5. Joint site plan/design review for non-residential historic properties
6. Rezoning requests.
7. Soil filling permit requests
8. Requests for opening, closing or altering a street or alley


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.   
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PLANNING BOARD
Chapter 82 – Section 82-26 – Nine Members
Job Requirements:  An architect duly registered in this state, a building owner in the Central
Business or Shain Park Districts, and remaining members, insofar as possible, the legal
profession, the financial or real estate profession, planning or design professions. 
Terms: Three Years 
Appointment by City Commission 
Meeting Schedule:  Second and Fourth Wednesday of the month at 7:30 PM. 


Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Boyce Janelle


179 Catalpa


(248) 321-3207


jlwboyce@hotmail.com


3/28/201712/10/2007


Boyle Robin


840 Wimbleton


(248) 258-6456


(313) 577-2702


robinboyle@ameritech.net


Planner/Professor
3/28/20164/19/2004


Clein Scott


1556 Yosemite


(248) 203-2068


s.clein@comcast.net


3/28/20163/22/2010


DeWeese Carroll


932 Purdy


(248) 642-4256


carrolldeweese@comcast.net


3/28/20153/23/2009


Jeffares Stuart


1381 Birmingham Blvd


(248) 321-2120


stuartjeffares@gmail.com


Alternate
11/2/201711/24/2014
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Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Koseck Bert


2441 Dorchester


(248) 248-302-4


bkoseck@comcast.net


(Architect) Design Professional
3/28/201710/12/2009


Lazar Gillian


420 Harmon


(248) 645-1252


(248) 644-2500


glazar@hallandhunter.com


Building Owner in the Central Business
3/28/20154/10/2006


Moore Jack


665 Westchester Way


(248) 227-8977


jfmooore@gmail.com


Student Representative
12/31/20142/11/2014


Share Daniel


1040 Gordon Lane


(248) 642-7340


dshare@bsdd.com


Alternate
11/2/201711/24/2014


Williams J. Bryan


534 Graten Street


(248) 647-1553


(248) 433-7289


jwilliams@dickinsonwright.com


attorney
3/28/20154/16/2007


Wilson Shelby


1916 Villa Rd.


(248) 792-9877


shelbyw02@gmail.com


Student Representative
12/31/20142/11/2014
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE 
CABLECASTING BOARD  


At the regular meeting of Monday, March 16, 2015 the Birmingham City Commission intends to 
appoint to the Cablecasting Board three members to serve three-year terms to expire March 30, 
2018; one member to serve the remainder of a three-year term to expire March 30, 2017 and 
one alternate member to serve the remainder of a three-year term to expire March 30, 2016. 
Applicants must be electors of the City of Birmingham. 


Interested citizens may submit an application available at the city clerk’s office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunities. Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's office 
on or before noon on Wednesday, March 11, 2015.  These applications will appear in the public 
agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City Commission will discuss recommendations, 
and may make nominations and vote on the appointments. 


Duties of the Cablecasting Board 
1) Advise the municipalities on matters relating to cable communications; 2) monitor the
franchisee's compliance with the franchise agreement and the cable communications ordinance; 
3) conduct performance reviews as outlined in Chapter 30, Article VII of the city code; 4) act as
liaison between the franchisee and the public; hear complaints from the public and seek their 
resolution from the franchisee; 5) advise the various municipalities on rate adjustments and 
services according to the procedure outlined in Chapter 30; Article VI 6) advise the municipalities 
on renewal, extension or termination of a franchise; 7) appropriate those moneys deposited in an 
account in the name of the cablecasting board by the member communities; 8) oversee the 
operation of the education, governmental and public access channels; 9) apprise the 
municipalities of new developments in cable communications technology; 10) hear and decide all 
matters or requests by the operator (Comcast Cablevision); 11) hear and make 
recommendations to the municipalities of any request of the operator for modification of the 
franchise requirement as to channel capacity and addressable converters or maintenance of the 
security fund; 12) hear and decide all matters in the franchise agreement which would require 
the operator to expend moneys up to fifty thousand dollars; 13) enter into contracts as 
authorized by resolutions of the member municipalities; 14) administer contracts entered into by 
the board and terminate such contracts. 


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.   
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CABLECASTING BOARD
Chapter 30 - Section 30-226 - Birmingham City Code
Meeting Schedule: 3rd Wednesday of the month - 7:45 A. M 


The Board shall consist of 12 members, which includes 7 members who are residents of the City 
of Birmingham.  Each member community shall also appoint one alternative representative. (30-
226) 


Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Heldt Jeffrey


1415 Lakeside


(248) 646-4678


(248) 646-1050


jheldt@kotzsangster.com


3/30/20163/22/2010


Kelly Cynthia


1991 E. Lincoln


(248)540-5904 3/30/20158/8/2011


Linsenman Colin


1196 Holland


(248)205-6166


(810) 235-9000


clinsen1@gmail.com


3/30/20177/8/2013


McAlear Matthew


1742 Latham


(248) 2404066


mbmcalear@gmail.com


3/30/20152/25/2013


McLain Elaine


528 Pilgrim


(248) 225-9903


ekmclain@gmail.com


3/30/20171/9/2006
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For Cable Inquires: 
 Cathy White  248-336-9445 


P.O. Box 165, Birmingham, MI  48012 







Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Vacant 3/30/2015


Vacant 3/30/2017


Vacant


ALTERNATE


3/30/2016


Valentine Joe


(248) 530-1809


(248) 530-1110


Staff Liaison


9/13/2004
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 For Cable Inquires:    
 Cathy White  248-336-9445 
 P.O. Box 165, Birmingham, MI  48012 








NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 


At the regular meeting of Monday, March 16, 2015 the Birmingham City Commission intends 
to appoint two members to the Multi-modal Transportation Board to serve three-year terms 
to expire March 24, 2018.  


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.  


Interested citizens may submit an application available at the city clerk’s office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunities. Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's 
office on or before noon on Wednesday, March 11, 2015.  These documents will appear in 
the public agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City 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.   
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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 Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Adams Vionna


2109 Dorchester


(202) 423-7445


vionnajones@gmail.com


Member at large from different 
geographical areas of the city.


Birmingham 48009


3/24/201512/15/2014


Bordman Stuart


1091 Lake Park


248-642-1091


sbordman@maddinhauser.com


Member at large from different 
geographical areas of the city.


Birmingham 48009


3/24/20177/14/2014


Edwards Lara


1636 Bowers


(734) 717-8914


lmedwards08@gmail.com


Member at large from different 
geographical areas of the city.


Birmingham 48009


3/24/20174/28/2014
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Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Lawson Andy


1351 E. Maple


(586) 944-6701


andlawson@deloitte.com


Pedestrian Advocate Member


Birmingham 48009


3/24/20154/28/2014


Slanga Johanna


1875 Winthrop Lane


248-761-9567


jopardee@gmail.com


Traffic-Focus Education/Experience 
Member


Birmingham 48009


3/24/20165/5/2014


Surnow Jeff


320 Martin #100


248-865-3000


jeff@surnow.com


Bicycle Advocate Member


Birmingham 48009


3/24/20163/24/2014


Tatuch Adriana


376 Baldwin


(248) 259-3006


adriana.tatuch@gmail.com


Student Representative


Birmingham 48009


12/31/20142/11/2014


Warner Amanda


671 E. Lincoln


248-719-0084


awarner@aol.com


Urban Planning/Architecture/Design 
Member


Birmingham 48009


3/24/20175/5/2014
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MEMORANDUM 
 


Department of Public Services 
DATE:   January 27, 2015 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 


SUBJECT: Department Update – Forestry News 


 


We just received notice this week, that the Arbor Day Foundation names Birmingham a Tree 
City USA community for the 37th year! 
 
Each year the City of Birmingham prepares and submits an application to apply for this 
designation which includes such qualifying factors as having; a forestry department, a tree care 
ordinance, a budgeted forestry program and an Arbor Day Observance and Proclamation.  All of 
these standards have been met by the City on a regular basis.  Arbor Day is celebrated during 
May of each year in Birmingham. 
  
As stated by Kevin Sayers, of the Department of Natural Resources, in his announcement to us 
“I appreciate your effort in completing the Tree City application as well as the work you do 
every day.  Tree City is an important goal for many communities and is one of the most visible 
indications of your community's commitment and achievement in the care of trees.” 
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