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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION AGENDA
MARCH 30, 2015
MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 151 MARTIN
7:30 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor

ROLL CALL

Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk

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

Announcements:
e City Offices will be closed on April 3" in observance of the Easter holiday.
e Yard waste collection begins April 8".

Appointments:

A. Interviews for appointment to the Cablecasting Board.
1. Matthew McAlear, 1742 Latham

B. To appoint to serve a three-year term on the Cablecasting Board
to expire March 30, 2018.

C. Interviews for appointment to the Advisory Parking Committee.
1. Lisa Krueger, 348 Ferndale

D. To appoint to the Advisory Parking Committee, as the

Downtown Employee member, to serve the remainder of a three year term to expire
September 4, 2017.
E. Administration of oath to the appointed board members.

CONSENT AGENDA

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

A. Approval of City Commission minutes of March 16, 2015.
B Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of March 18,
2015 in the amount of $1,675,759.16.

C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of March 25,
2015 in the amount of $258,563.84.

D. Resolution approving the appointment of election inspectors for the May 5, 2015 Special
Election pursuant to MCL 168.674(1) and authorizing the City Clerk to make revisions as
needed.

E. Resolution approving a request submitted by Max Broock Realtors to hold the Run on

the Town on September 12, 2015, contingent upon compliance with all permit and
insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, further pursuant to any minor
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modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of the
event.

F. Resolution authorizing the City to enter into a contract with Colonial Fireworks for
providing a fireworks display on July 3, 2015 (July 5 rain date) at Lincoln Hills for the
sum of $15,000.00, and further authorizing the administration to secure the necessary
insurance. This would be contingent upon the vendor meeting all state and local laws,
City requirements, and insurance requirements.

G. Resolution approving state law drug forfeitures and authorizing the finance department
to transfer $21,401.16 from the drug enforcement bond account number 701-000.000-
256.0005 to the state drug forfeiture account number 265-000.000-660.0001.

H. Resolution authorizing the Mayor and Clerk to sign the agreement for engineering
services between Anderson, Eckstein, & Westrick, Inc., and the City of Birmingham.

l. Resolution approving the purchase of the larvicide material from Clarke Mosquito Control
in the amount not to exceed $8,109.40. Further, waiving the normal bidding
requirements based on the government regulated pricing for this type of material. Funds
for this purchase will come from the Sewer Fund-Operating Supplies account #590-
536.002-729.0000.

J. Resolution approving the purchase of two (2) new 2015 GMC Sierra 2500HD 4X4 pickup
trucks from Red Holman Pontiac GMC, using Oakland County Cooperative bid pricing for
a total expenditure of $53,920.00. Funds for this purchase are available in the Auto
Equipment Fund, account #641.441.006-971.0100.

K. Resolution setting a public hearing date for April 27, 2015 to consider amendments to
Article 4, Sections 4.59 and 4.70 of the Zoning Ordinance to amend the regulations
controlling the size and placement of private, attached, single-family residential garages.

L. Resolution setting a public hearing date for April 27, 2015 to consider the Final Site Plan
and Special Land Use Permit Amendment at 260 N. Old Woodward, to consider approval
of the Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit to allow the operation of two new
restaurants operating under one Class C Liquor License, with a Direct Connect
Endorsement, to be held by Bellar Birmingham Ventures, LLC.

| V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS

| VI.  NEW BUSINESS

A. Public Hearing of Confirmation to consider a Special Assessment District for the 2015
Local Streets Paving Program.
1. Resolution confirming Special Assessment Roll No. 865, to defray the cost of

installing new sewer laterals within the 2015 Local Streets Paving Project limits.
(complete resolution in agenda packet)

B. Public Hearing to consider a Special Land Use Permit for 2200 Holland, Mercedes-Benz
of Bloomfield Hills.

1. Resolution approving the Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit at 2200
Holland, Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills, to construct a warehouse over 6,000
sg. ft. to be used as a storage facility for vehicles.

C. Resolution approving a request from Connect in the Kitchen to hold the Birmingham
Grub Crawl on May 16, 2015 in downtown Birmingham and Shain Park, 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.

2 March 30, 2015





D. Resolution creating the Ad Hoc Parking Development Committee. (complete resolution
in agenda packet)

E. Resolution amending the Schedule of Fees, Charges, Bonds and Insurance, City Clerk’s
Office section, Department of Public Services section, and Fire Department section as
stated in the report and adopting the revised Public Records Policy.

F. Resolution 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

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.)

| VIl. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA
| VIIl. COMMUNICATIONS
A. James Ryan regarding West Maple
| 1X. OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA
| X. REPORTS
A. Commissioner Reports
B. Commissioner Comments
C. Advisory Boards, Committees, Commissions’ Reports and Agendas
D. Legislation
E. City Staff
1. Community Development Department/Planning Division Annual Report &
Planning Board, Historic District Commission, and Design Review Board Action
Lists for 2015-2016
2. Update on W. Maple Steering Committee Activities
X1.  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 alofamiento, tales como servicios de interpretacion, la participacion efectiva en esta
reunion deben ponerse en contacto con la Oficina del Secretario Municipal al (248) 530-1880 por lo menos el dia
antes de la reunion publica. (Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964).

INFORMATION ONLY
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Resubmitted from the March 16, 2015

City Commission Meeting.
Cit of Birmingham

i A llm’iat‘:fr)( sommnienity

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.

SUGGESTED ACTION:
To appoint to serve a three-year term on the Cablecasting Board to
expire March 30, 2018.

To appoint to serve a three-year term on the Cablecasting Board to
expire March 30, 2018.

To appoint to serve a three-year term on the Cablecasting Board to
expire March 30, 2018.

To appoint to serve the remainder of a three-year term on the
Cablecasting Board to expire March 30, 2017.

To appoint as an alternate member to serve the remainder of a
three-year term on the Cablecasting Board to expire March 30, 2016.
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CABLECASTING BOARD

Chapter 30 - Section 30-226 - Birmingham City Code
Meeting Schedule: 3™ 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 altemative representative. (30-

226)

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business
Fax

E-Mail Appointed

Term Expires

Heldt Jeffrey

1415 Lakeside

Kelly Cynthia

1991 E. Lincoln

Linsenman Colin
1196 Holland
McAlear Matthew

1742 Latham

McLain Elaine

528 Pilgrim

For Cable Inquires:
Cathy White

(248) 646-4678
(248) 646-1050

3/22/2010

Jheldt@kotzsangster.com

(248)540-5904 8/8/2011

(248)205-6166 7/8/2013
(810) 235-9000

clinsenl1@gmail.com

(248) 240-4066 2/25/2013

mbmecalear@gmail.com

(248) 225-9903 1/9/2006

ekmclain@gmail.com

248-336-9445

P.O. Box 165, Birmingham, MI 48012

Wednesday, March 18, 2015

3/30/2016

3/30/2015

3/30/2017

3/30/2015

3/30/2017
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Vacant 3/30/2015

Vacant 3/30/2017

Vacant 3/30/2016
ALTERNATE







~ PRINT FORM QC’ Pt
i ot § Ll Meets Requirements’ No
T Confirmed Interview Date:
s e
APPLICATION FOR CITY BOARD OR COMMISSION ill Attend/Unable to Attend
(Please print clearly)
Cable Board . Member
— Board/Commission of Interest Position of Interest
Name Matthew McAlear
Address 1742 Latham St Business
Birmingham, M| 48009
Phone 248-420-5635
E-mail  Mbmcalear@gmail.com
Length of Residence 5 Occupation FCA - Marketing

Reason for interest Current Member

Related Employment Experience (Please indicate dates)
A.

C.
Education:  Bachelors of Science - Indiana University

Past Experience or Other Relevant Information (City Boards, Churches, Civic or Community Groups,
Memberships, Associations, etc, Attach resume or additional page if necessary):
Current Member of Cable Board

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

No
Are is7fed voter) in the City of Birmingham? Y€S
3/12/2015
of lﬁpliﬁant “ Date

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. Questions regarding this may be directed to the

aity derk - 248.530.1880. : ‘
City Board Application 122614
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Cit of %zrmmgha,m

A Walkable Community
~ \

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE
ADVISORY PARKING COMMITTEE

At the regular meeting of Monday, March 30, 2015 the Birmingham City Commission intends
to appoint one Downtown Employee member to the Advisory Parking Committee to serve
the remainder of a three-year term to expire September 4, 2017.

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 25, 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 voter on appointments.

Committee Duties

The advisory parking committee shall provide guidance to the city commission in the
management of Birmingham's Auto Parking System. The committee shall recognize parking
requirements of the CBD and fairly assess the costs to users. It will provide for attractive,
maintained and safe facilities.

The committee consists of nine members appointed for three years who serve without
compensation. The majority of members shall be residents and membership shall represent
the following: large retail, small retail, professional firm, building owner, restaurant owner,
downtown employee, resident shopper and two residents, for a total of nine.

Note: All members of boards and commission are subject to the provisions of City of
Birmingham Code Chapter 2, Article 1X, Ethics and the filing of the Affidavit and Disclosure
Statement.

SUGGESTED ACTION:

To appoint to the Advisory Parking Committee, as the Downtown
Employee member, to serve the remainder of a three year term to expire September 4,
2017.
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ADVISORY PARKING COMMITTEE

Resolution No. 8-882-84 - August 6, 1984. Amended by Resolution No. 9-989-84
September 4, 1984. Amended by Resolution No. 05-152-00 May 22, 2000.

Nine Members, the majority of whom shall be residents of the City of Birmingham
Terms: Three years
Appointment requirements: The majority of the members shall be residents and

membership shall be as follows:

Downtown commercial representatives - large retail - 1 member; small retail - 1
member; professional firm - 1 member; building owner - 1 member; restaurant owner
- 1 member; downtown employee representative - 1 member; residential - two
members who do not qualify under any of the previous categories, and one resident

shopper.
Last Name First Name Home
Home Address Business
Fax
E-Mail Appointed Term Expires
Esshaki James (248) 420-9999 5/14/2007 9/4/2015
4224 Orchard Way Building Owner
Bloomfield Hills 48301
essprop@aol.com
Gheen Julie (313) 670-5925 11/11/2013 9/4/2016
272 Ravine Rd Resident Shopper
Birmingham 48009
Jgheen@hotmail.com
Honhart Anne (248) 644-3678 9/4/1984 9/4/2015
197 E. Frank (248) 588-4666 Resident
Birmingham 48009 (248) 588-2706
Kalczynski Steven 11/26/2012 9/4/2017
Birmingham 48009
skalczynski@yahoo.com
Wednesday, March 18, 2015 Page 1 of 2





Last Name First Name Home
Home Address Business

Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires
Kuhne Lex (248) 642-8819 9/24/2004 9/4/2016
1530 Pilgrim Ave (248) 644-4539 Professional Firm
Birmingham 48009

lexkuhne@gmail.com
Paskiewicz Judith 248-642-3337 1/28/2013 9/4/2016

560 Woodland
Birmingham 48009

Peabody Susan

5562 Lane Lake Ct

Bloomfield Hills 48302
Vacant
Vaitas Algirdas

2633 Endsleigh Drive
Bloomfield Village 48301

Wednesday, March 18, 2015

Resident

Judith.paskiewicz@gmail.com

(248) 568-4853 1/28/2002 9/4/2017
(248) 644-5222 Restaurant Owner
speabody@comcast.net

9/4/2017

Downtown Employee Member

(248) 593-3177 11/13/2006 9/4/2015

Small Retail

alvortho@aol.com

Page 2 of 2






PRINT FORM *C % OFFICE US
‘ )] 1177, i s USE on%
k - ?'é Of 0 TZ 2[27”2?%7 l am Meets Requirements? Yed No
A Walkable Community
g_\ Confirmed Interview Date:

Sl
APPLICATION FOR CITY BOARD OR COMMISSION @/Unab]e to Attend

(Please print clearly)

Advisory Parking Committee Board Member
Board/Commission of Interest Position of Interest

Name Lisa Krueger

Address 348 Ferndale Avenue Business MRM // McCann
Birmingham, MI. 48009 360 West Maple Road, Birmingham

Phone 248-921-0099
lisakrug21@gmail.com

E-mail

Length of Residence 3 Years Occupation Senior Project Manager

Raason for interesk | am interested in becoming more involved with the city to contribute to

the betterment of the community. It is also of interest to me to understand how a city

commission operates.

Related Employment Experience (Please indicate dates)
A.

C.

Education: B-A Business Administration - Michigan State University

Past Experience or Other Relevant Information (City Boards, Churches, Civic or Community Groups,
Memberships, Associations, etc. Attach resume or additional page if necessary):

Co-Chairman position for the Junior League of Birmingham, Member of Birmingham, Holy Name Church

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

RECEIVED BY
Are y?u a elezctor (registered voter) in the City of Birmingham? Yes MAR 18 2015
v 2V 03/18/2015
Sidrfatidre of Appﬁ'ﬁy D Date CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
CITY O i

NOTE: All members of boards and commissions are subject to the provisions of City of Birmingham City Code Chaptér 2,
Article IX, Ethics and the filing of the Affidavit and Disclosure Statement. Questions regarding this may be directed to the
caity clerk - 248.530.1880.
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION MINUTES
MARCH 16, 2015
MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 151 MARTIN
7:30 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

ROLL CALL

ROLL CALL: Present, Mayor Sherman
Mayor Pro Tem Hoff
Commissioner McDaniel
Commissioner Moore
Commissioner Nickita
Commissioner Rinschler
Absent, Commissioner Dilgard

Administration: City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Currier, Clerk Pierce, DPS Director Wood,
Golf Manager Brito, City Engineer O’Meara, Planners Ecker & Baka, Building Official Johnson,
PSD Director Heiney, Deputy Police Chief Clemence

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

03-38-15 APPOINTMENT TO THE
PARKS AND RECREATION BOARD
MOTION: Motion by Moore:
To appoint Raymond A. Stevens, 1243 Ruffner, to the Parks & Recreation Board to serve a
three-year term to expire March 13, 2018.

MOTION: Motion by Rinschler:
To appoint William Wiebrecht, 1714 Torry, to the Parks & Recreation Board to serve a three-
year term to expire March 13, 2018.

MOTION: Motion by McDaniel:
To appoint Ryan Ross, 1872 Derby, to the Parks & Recreation Board to serve a three-year term
to expire March 13, 2018.

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF STEVENS:
Yeas, 6
Absent, 1 (Dilgard)

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF WIEBRECHT:
Yeas, 6
Absent, 1 (Dilgard)

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF ROSS:
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Yeas, 6
Absent, 1 (Dilgard)

03-39-15 APPOINTMENT TO THE
PLANNING BOARD
MOTION: Motion by McDaniel:
To appoint Carroll DeWeese, 932 Purdy, as a regular member to serve a three-year term on the
Planning Board to expire March 28, 2018.

MOTION: Motion by Nickita:
To appoint Gillian Lazar, 420 Harmon, as the building owner member to serve a three-year term
on the Planning Board to expire March 28, 2018.

MOTION: Motion by Hoff:
To appoint J. Bryan Williams, 534 Graten, as a regular member to serve a three-year term on
the Planning Board to expire March 28, 2018.

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF DEWEESE:
Yeas, 6
Absent, 1 (Dilgard)

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF LAZAR:
Yeas, 6
Absent, 1 (Dilgard)

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF WILLIAMS:
Yeas, 6
Absent, 1 (Dilgard)

03-40-15 APPOINTMENT TO THE
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD
MOTION: Motion by Rinschler:
To appoint Andy Lawson, 1351 East Maple, to the Multi-modal Transportation Board, as the
pedestrian advocate member, to serve a three-year term to expire March 24, 2018.

MOTION: Motion by Moore:

To appoint Vionna Adams, 2109 Dorchester, to the Multi-modal Transportation Board, as the
member at large from different geographical areas of the city, to serve a three-year term to
expire March 24, 2018.

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF ADAMS:
Yeas, 6
Absent, 1 (Dilgard)

VOTE ON NOMINATION OF LAWSON:
Yeas, 6
Absent, 1 (Dilgard)
The Clerk administered the oath to the appointed board members.
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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.

03-41-15 APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA
MOTION: Motion by Hoff, seconded by Rinschler:

To approve the consent agenda as follows:

A. Approval of City Commission minutes of February 23, 2015.

B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of February 25,
2015 in the amount of $806,886.73.

C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of March 4,
2015 in the amount of $3,214,875.06.

D. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of March 11,
2015 in the amount of $574,165.48.

E. Resolution setting a public hearing date for April 13, 2015 to consider the Final Site

Plan & Special Land Use Permit Amendment at 203 Pierce — Toast Birmingham to add an
outdoor dining platform.

F. Resolution awarding the Oak Street Paving Project, Contract #1-15(P), to FDM
Contracting, Inc., of Shelby Twp., Ml, in the amount of $2,160,566.80, to be funded as
follows:

Sewer Fund 590-536.001-981.0100 $ 921,729.00
Water Mains Fund 591-537.004-981.0100 $ 343,870.00
Major Streets Fund 202-449.001-981.0100 $ 894,967.80
TOTAL $2,160,566.80
Further, approving the appropriations and budget amendments as follows:
Sewer Fund
Revenues:
Draw from Net Assets 590-000.000-400.0000 $ 740,000.00
Total Revenue Adjustments $ 740,000.00
Expenditures:
Public Improvements 590-536.001-981.0100 $ 740,000.00
Total Expenditure Adjustments $ 740,000.00
G. Resolution approving a request from the Principal Shopping District to hold Day on the

Town in downtown Birmingham, July 25, 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.

H. Resolution approving a request from the Principal Shopping District to hold the Family
Movie Night on June 19, July 17, and August 7 in Booth Park, 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.

. Resolution approving a request from the Community House to hold ParkArt on June 26,
2015 in Shain Park, 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.
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J. Resolution awarding Contract #4-15(PK), Peabody and Chester Street Parking Structure
Restoration to DRV Contractors, LLC, of Shelby Twp., MI in the amount of
$1,012,155.00, to be charged as follows:

Peabody St. Structure 585-538.004-977.0000 $512,496.00
Chester St. Structure 585-538.006-977.0000 $499,659.00
K. Resolution authorizing the Mayor and Clerk to sign the amendment to the Quarton Lake

Maintenance Dredging Project, Contract #12-12(M), reassigning the contract to Inland
Lakes Landscaping Corp. at the previously agreed upon terms and prices.

L. Resolution awarding the “Roof Replacement at the Springdale Clubhouse” project to
Great Lakes Roofing, Incorporated for a total expenditure of $11,700, plus replacement
of any damaged O.S.B. board at an additional cost of $1.50 per square foot, as needed.
Further, authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the contract on behalf of the City
upon the receipt of all required insurances. Further, approving the appropriation and
amendment to the 2014-2015 Springdale Golf Course Net Assets as follows:

Revenues:
Appropriation from Net Assets 584-000.000-400.0000 $ 1,700.00
Total Revenues $ 1,700.00
Expenditures:
Public Improvements 584-753.002-981.0100 $ 1,700.00
Total Expenditures $ 1,700.00
M. Resolution authorizing the Mayor and Clerk to sign the agreement for engineering

consultant services between Nowak & Fraus Engineers and the City of Birmingham.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas, Mayor Pro Tem Hoff

Commissioner McDaniel
Commissioner Moore
Commissioner Nickita
Commissioner Rinschler
Mayor Sherman

Nays, None

Absent, 1, Commissioner Dilgard

Abstentions, None

| V.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

03-42-15 APPROVAL OF 2015 LIQUOR LICENSE RENEWALS
Mayor Sherman explained that the four establishments are now in compliance with the
ordinance. In response to a question from Mayor Pro Tem Hoff, Mr. Valentine confirmed that
checks have cleared for the delinquent bill payments made directly to the City and it is unknown
whether the delinquent bill payment that was made to the County has cleared.

MOTION: Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Rinschler:

To approve the renewal, for the 2015 licensing period, of the liquor license held by the
owners/operators of Bistro Joe's, 34244 Woodward Ave.; Dick O'Dow’s, 160 West Maple; Cosi;
101 North Old Woodward; and Social Kitchen & Bar, 225 East Maple.

VOTE: Yeas, 6

Nays, None
Absent, 1 (Dilgard)
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| VI.

NEW BUSINESS

03-43-15 PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER A

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICT

FOR THE 2015 LOCAL STREETS PAVING PROGRAM
City Engineer O'Meara explained that the project includes replacing the sewer laterals.
Pavement, water and sewer will be replaced on Maryland and Henrietta. In addition to the
lateral work, the riser will also be replaced as part of the project expense on Catalpa. Henley
and Putney will include sewer work along the edge of the road in order to save the pavement.
As a result, only those on the side of the sewer construction will be a part of the district. Those
on the opposite side would involve more pavement removal so a voluntary assessment is being
offered.

Mayor Sherman opened the Public Hearing to consider the Sewer Lateral Replacement Special
Assessment District for the 2015 Local Streets Paving Program at 7:47 PM.

Janelle Boyce, 179 Catalpa, questioned if she wanted to replace her sewer from the house to
the street, could it be done at the same time as this project. Mr. O’Meara stated there is no
benefit to doing it at the same time. He explained that it is preferred that it not be done at the
same time as there would be a congestion with the City contractor trucks and homeowner
contractor trucks. He stated that he could ask the City contractor for a quote for the work.

George Elson, 1010 Putney, stated that he would also like to replace from the sewer to the
house.

Steve Murphy, 109 Catalpa, questioned the voluntary option for a larger water service to the
house. Mr. O’'Meara stated that the information would be sent in a separate letter to the
homeowners.

Patricia Edwards expressed concern with the condition of the pavement on Henley and Putney.
Mr. O’Meara explained that they are unimproved roads and cannot be repaved without a special
assessment district.

The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 7:54 PM.

MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by Nickita:

To declare necessity for the replacement of sewer laterals located within the limits of the 2015
Local Streets Paving Program. The Public Hearing of Confirmation will be held on March 30,
2015 at 7:30 P.M:

WHEREAS, The City Commission has passed Ordinance No. 1906, to establish and adopt requirements
and procedures for the replacement of sewer lateral lines when the City street is open for
repairs or reconstruction; and

WHEREAS, The City Commission is of the opinion that replacement of sewer laterals not meeting current
criteria as a part of the planned road paving project is declared a necessity; and

WHEREAS, formal bids have been received and the actual cost per foot for replacement of the sewer
laterals has been determined,
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RESOLVED,

RESOLVED,

RESOLVED,

that all sewer laterals not meeting current criteria located within the limits of the following
streets shall be replaced as a part of the paving project on the following streets:

Maryland Blvd. — Southlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile Rd. Henrietta St. — Northlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile
Rd.
Catalpa Dr. — Pierce St. to Edgewood Ave.

And on the north side only for all sewer laterals on:
Putney Dr. — Henley Dr. to Adams Rd.

that at such time as the Assessor is directed to prepare the assessment roll, of which 100%
of the contractor’s charge to replace sewer lateral (calculated at the rate of $55 per linear
foot) shall be charged to the adjoining property owners benefiting from the sewer lateral,

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

“Birmingham Crestview Subdivision”
Lots 176, 178, 179, 181 to 191 inclusive, 242, 244 to 251 inclusive, 253, 254, 256.

Assessor’s Plat N. 30”
Lots 28 to 34 inclusive, 36, 38, 39, 41 to 46 inclusive.

“Bright Lawn Subdivision”

Lots 54 to 65 inclusive, and the adjacent 20 ft. wide vacated alley to their north, (lots 100 to
104 inclusive, the northerly 16.3 ft. of lot 104, the southerly 10 ft. of lot 106, 107 to 115
inclusive, the northerly 10 ft. of lot 116, the northerly 20 ft. of lot 117, lots 118 to 125). All
of the above lots within parentheses also include the easterly 9 ft. of the adjacent vacated
alley. (Lot 126, 127, the southerly 10 ft. of lot 128, the northerly 20 ft. of lot 129, lots 130
to 132 inclusive, the southerly 20 ft. of lot 133, 136, 138 and the southerly 10 ft. of lot 139,
the northerly 7 ft. of lot 140, lots 141 to 146 inclusive, the southerly 40 ft. of lot 147). All of
the above lots within parentheses also include the westerly 9 ft. of the adjacent vacated
alley.

“Nelson’s Homes Subdivision”
Lots 4 & 6.

“Replat of parts of Oakland Villas Annex and Rosemount Subdivision”
Lots 1 to 7 inclusive, plus the adjacent vacated 20 ft. alley, 8, 9, 11, 14, plus the easterly 10
ft. of the adjacent vacated alley.

“Oakland Villas Annex”
Lots 41, 43, 70, 71, 73, 74.

“Birmingham Forest Hills”
Lot 66.

“Replat of part of Birmingham Forest Hills”
Lots 17, 18.

RESOLVED, that the Commission shall meet on Monday, March 30, 2015, at 7:30 P.M., for the purpose of

conducting a public hearing to confirm the roll for the replacement of sewer laterals within
the 2015 Local Streets Paving Program.
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VOTE: Yeas, 6
Nays, None
Absent, 1 (Dilgard)

03-44-15 SET PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE INSTALLATION OF

LATERAL SEWERS WITHIN THE OAK STREET PAVING PROJECT
MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by Nickita:
To set a public hearing of necessity for the installation of lateral sewers within the Oak Street
Paving Project area on Monday, April 13, 2015 at 7:30 P.M., for. If necessity is declared, setting
a public hearing to confirm the roll for the installation of lateral sewers within the Oak Street
Paving Project area for Monday, April 27, 2015 at 7:30 P.M.

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

03-45-15 PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER A LOT REARRANGEMENT

640 BALDWIN COURT
Mayor Sherman opened the Public Hearing to consider a Lot Rearrangement at 640 Baldwin Ct
at 7:56 PM.

Planner Baka explained the proposed lot rearrangement. He pointed out that this will create
two equal sized parcels. He noted that both parcels meet the requirements of the City Code.
He confirmed for Mayor Pro Tem Hoff that the existing house would be removed and two
houses would be built.

Jim Neuhard, 611 Greenwood, expressed opposition to the lot rearrangement and expressed
concern with a potential for an increase in the intense use on the street.

The Commission received a communication from David & Tina Eick in opposition to proposal.
The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 8:07 PM.

MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by McDaniel:
To approve the proposed lot rearrangement at 640 Baldwin as proposed.

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

03-46-15 PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER ADOPTING A
DEVELOPMENT PLAN AND TAX INCREMENT FINANCING PLAN
FOR THE CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT AUTHORITY.
Mayor Sherman opened the Public Hearing to consider adopting a Development Plan and Tax
Increment Financing Plan for the Corridor Improvement Authority at 8:10 PM.

Planner Ecker presented the Development Plan and Tax Increment Financing Plan for the
Birmingham Triangle District. She explained that the plan includes the construction of public
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parking and how the tax increments will be used to finance the construction. She stated that if
the 2014 taxable values are to be used as the base year for this, the plan needs to be adopted
on or before May 25™.

She explained that the triangle district is an underutilized section of the City with an abundance
of surface parking for private use. The absence of organized and efficient parking in the district
is addressed in the plan. She discussed the parking demand, available spaces, private spaces,
and projected demand for future parking needs. She noted that the plan identifies several
areas for a parking structure to be located in the northern and southern portions of the district.
She pointed out that no structures would be built in single-family neighborhood and no one
would have to be relocated as existing commercial and mixed use properties are being
considered. She noted that the corridor improvement authority would not be the sole method
of finance for a public parking structure in the triangle district. Other streams of income would
be considered as well such as a parking assessment district, grant money, or the general fund.

Ms. Ecker explained how the tax increment financing plan works. She explained that it
establishes a base year, if redevelopment occurs and the taxable value increases, the City
would capture the increase in taxable value and set it aside in a separate fund to be used to
finance the public parking. She explained that this plan would allow for the capture the taxes
from the City of Birmingham’s operating millage, refuse, and library; mills from Oakland County,
Oakland County & Huron County Metroparks, SMART, and the Community College. She noted
that these jurisdictions have sixty days to opt out from the date of adoption.

She noted that Oakland County has changed their guidelines for reviewing these requests. She
recommended postponing adoption until the comments are in from Oakland County.

In response to a question from Commissioner Rinschler, Ms. Ecker confirmed that, if adopted,
this plan would set the parameters. Specific details and purchases are not being approved
tonight.

Commissioner Rinschler pointed out that the plan is not tax neutral. If the TIF is not set up,
there would be more taxable value available to spread over the City’s operating expenses. Mr.
Valentine confirmed for Commissioner Rinschler that as long as the funds have not been
expended, the plan could be terminated and the funds would be reallocated proportionally back
to the taxing jurisdictions.

Ms. Ecker confirmed for Mayor Pro Tem Hoff that the TIF funds can only be used for the
creation of public parking in the district.

Doug Weaver expressed concern that any increase in the overall budget would be paid for by
everyone outside of the TIF district.

Pat Olson, 740 Oakland, expressed interest in the short term and development aspect of the
project. She noted that there is a significant parking issue today that needs to be addressed.

Gillian Lazar, 420 Harmon, stated that the structure would help parking in the district and
enhance the overall well-being of the entire City.
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David Bloom suggested that the discussion include a total picture of parking and issuing bonds.
He stated that he is concerned and more dialog with the community is needed.

Mr. Bloom read a letter from Paul Reagan expressing concern with the impact on residential as
the parking decks will cause intense development to occur. He read a letter from Irene Schmidt
expressing concern with the current parking requirement for businesses in the district.

Mark Storian, general counsel for Bezteck Companies and one of the owners of All Seasons,
expressed support of the TIF district. He suggested an additional source of revenue could be
generated by leasing parking to existing businesses.

In response to a question from Fred Lavery, 404 Lakepark, Ms. Ecker confirmed that the City
would work with property owners before moving forward on any plans.

Cindy Houlihan, The Cat Practice, expressed concern with the removal of their parking lot.
The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 9:09 PM.

MOTION: Motion by Hoff, seconded by McDaniel:
To postpone this item to May 11",

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

03-47-15 AD HOC PARKING STUDY COMMITTEE FINAL REPORT
AND RECOMMENDATIONS

City Engineer O’Meara explained that in 2013 the City noticed that parking demand was
exceeding capacity in all five of the structures. The Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee was
formed to study the current and future parking environments for the Central Business District
and the Triangle District and to make recommendations for future parking improvements if
needed. He discussed the seasonal parking trends of the parking structures and the short and
long term parking development projections.

The Commission commended the Committee on its work. Commissioner Nickita stated that one
of the issues is to recognize the existing conditions and align them with the overall master plan
goals. Mayor Sherman noted that the recommendation is to create a second committee to
develop an implementation strategy.

Mayor Pro Tem Hoff noted that the motion does not mention the Pierce Street area. Mr.
O’'Meara explained that staff felt that, in order to move forward, the North Old Woodward
property has the most opportunity for further discussion. The Pierce Street Structure only
involves whether or not two floors are added. He explained that the first resolution includes a
review of the entire Central Business District which would include the Pierce Street Structure.

Mr. Valentine confirmed for Commissioner Nickita that a formal resolution will be brought to the

Commission with the specific criteria establishing the steering committee and their specific
charge.
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Mayor Sherman suggested the committee be comprised of only two Commissioners and one
resident who is not involved in any other board with a background in finance and an interest in
the downtown.

MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by Nickita:

To accept the findings of the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee estimating that a deficit of 278
parking spaces is expected in the long term for the north portion of the Central Business
District, and a deficit of 427 parking spaces is expected in the long term for the south portion of
the Central Business District, and directing staff to have a full topographic and boundary survey
of the existing conditions of the N. Old Woodward Ave. property prepared to assist with all
future plan preparation, and further, to direct staff to provide for the creation of an ad hoc
steering committee to:

1. Consider the parking system’s overall parking demands and prioritize the
projects to finalize the Parking System’s expansion plan for the Central
Business District.

2. Determine the parameters of an expansion at the N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking
Structure site that will provide an appropriate number of parking spaces, an
extension of Bates St., provide additional development opportunities and provide
interaction with the adjacent City park land to the north in accordance with the
Downtown Birmingham 2016 report and the Rouge River Trail Corridor Master
Plans.

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

MOTION: Motion by Nickita, seconded by McDaniel:

To accept the findings of the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee that a parking facility of
approximately 400 parking spaces in the long term is recommended to serve the north portion
of the Triangle District, and a parking facility of approximately 600 to 700 parking spaces in the
long term is recommended to serve the south portion of the Triangle District, and directing staff
to pursue opportunities in the district for consideration, and further endorsing the
recommendation that the parking assessment district for the Triangle District, once created, be
extended north of Maple Rd. to include all commercial properties from Woodward Ave. to
Adams Rd.

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

03-48-15 GOLF REPORT
2014 REVIEW — 2015 PROSPECTUS

Jacky Brito, Golf Manager, presented the golf report. She reported that business membership
and resident membership has been steady. She stated that they are doing aggressive
marketing for membership. In response to a question by Mayor Pro Tem Hoff, Ms. Brito
confirmed that rounds were up in 2012 due to the good weather in March and April. In
response to a question from Commissioner Rinschler, Ms. Brito explained that the focus will be
on Springdale this year.
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MOTION: Motion by Moore, seconded by Rinschler:
To accept the Golf Report — 2014 Review — 2015 Prospectus.

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

03-49-15 CLOSED SESSION REQUEST
ATTORNEY/CLIENT PRIVILEGE COMMUNICATION
MOTION: Motion by Hoff, seconded by Rinschler:
To meet in closed session to discuss an attorney/client privilege communication in accordance
with Section 8(h) of the Open Meetings Act.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas, Mayor Pro Tem Hoff

Commissioner McDaniel
Commissioner Moore
Commissioner Nickita
Commissioner Rinschler
Mayor Sherman

Nays, None

Absent, 1, Commissioner Dilgard

Abstentions, None

| VII,

REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA

| VIIL.

COMMUNICATIONS

03-50-15 COMMUNICATIONS
The Commission received the following communications:
e Richard C. Rollins, 466 Aspen regarding W. Maple
e Michael Savoie, 2550 Covington Place, Bloomfield Village regarding Multi-Modal
Transportation Plan and West Maple

OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA

03-51-15 OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA

Barry Powers, 285 Berwyn, questioned how the land use plans coincide with Duany’s work.
Mayor Sherman explained that the plans build upon Duany’s suggestions, which was the
purpose of his last visit. He noted that the 2016 plan has been followed pretty closely.

REPORTS

03-52-15 COMMISSIONER REPORTS
The Commission intends to appoint members to the Architectural Review Committee and Multi-
Modal Transportation Board on April 13, 2015.

03-53-15 COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

Mayor Pro Tem Hoff commented on an email received from Russ Dixon regarding demolition
photos. She noted that an individual applying for a demolition permit is required to provide
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one photo of the building. Mr. Dixon has suggested that a photo of each side of the building be
provided for a demolition permit. She suggested staff review this. The Commission agreed.

Commissioner Nickita suggested some level of documentation be done on houses that are
demolished as many neighborhoods are being transformed. He suggested it be done in the
commercial districts as well as the residential. Mr. Valentine stated that staff will look into this.

Commissioner Moore presented an update from the National League of Cities conference.

03-54-15 BOARD REPORTS
The Commission received the Birmingham Area Cable Board Annual Report.

03-55-15 CITY STAFF REPORTS
City Manager Valentine presented an update on communication with DTE. He noted that DTE
will continue to do normal tree trimming, but will not do the extending trimming.

The Commission recessed to closed session at 10:11 PM.
The Commission reconvened in open session at 11:20 PM.

ADJOURN

The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 11:20 PM.

Laura M. Pierce
City Clerk
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City Of Birmingham Meeting of 03/30/2015
Warrant List Dated 03/18/2015
Check Number Early Release Vendor # Vendor Amount
233431 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
233432 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
233433 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
233434 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
233435 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
233436 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
233437 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
233438 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
233439 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
233440 * MISC ACCENT 576.20
233442 000157 BOB ADAMS TOWING INC. 300.00
233443 * 002670 MIKE ALBRECHT 201.95
233444 007233 ALL STAR PRO GOLF 633.45
233445 005795 ALLIE BROTHERS, INC 414.94
233446 007692 ANDMORE PRODUCTS 178.50
233447 000500 ARTECH PRINTING INC 531.00
2334438 * 006759 AT&T 319.03
233449 * 007216 AT&T 105.00
233454 MISC BAMA LAND LLC 2,400.00
233455 001122 BOB BARKER CO INC 1,468.50
233456 000511 BARRETT PAVING MATERIALS INC. 11,184.32
233457 * 000513 BASCC 1,489.23
233459 007345 BEVERLY HILLS ACE 182.57
233460 007624 BIRMINGHAM OIL CHANGE CENTER, LLC 57.96
233463 002588 THE BLIND FACTORY INC 135.00
233464 000542 BLUE WATER INDUSTRIAL 10.50
233465 * 003282 LISA MARIE BRADLEY 286.00
233466 MISC BRANDYWINE CONSTRUCTION LLC 400.00
233467 * 006953 JACQUELYN BRITO 42.36
233468 * 006177 BULLSEYE TELECOM 36.79
233470 MISC CAMERON KELLER 45.00
233472 000595 CARRIER & GABLE INC 138.42
233478 * MISC CHRIS DEMAN 75.00
233479 * 007575 HANNAH CHUNG 287.50
233480 MISC CINTAS CORP 208.15
233481 000605 CINTAS CORPORATION 54.99
233482 002234 CMP DISTRIBUTORS INC 217.00
233483 * 007625 COMCAST 117.68
233484 000618 COMMERCIAL BILLING SERVICE 963.92
233485 006172 CONSTANT CONTACT, INC. 546.00
233486 002668 CONTRACTORS CLOTHING CO 334.25
233487 000574 CULTURAL COUNCIL OF 3,400.00
233488 004386 CYNERGY WIRELESS 324.95

4B





City Of Birmingham Meeting of 03/30/2015
Warrant List Dated 03/18/2015
Check Number Early Release Vendor # Vendor Amount
233489 004680 DALTON COMM. CLEANING CORP 300.00
233492 000190 DOWNRIVER REFRIGERATION 94.52
233493 007045 DYNAMIC BRANDS 163.47
233494 006090 DYNAMIC SYSTEMS, INC. 1,587.50
233497 000196 EJ USA, INC. 6,366.39
233498 004671 ELDER FORD 26.76
233499 * 000202 ANN GODFREY ENDRES 1,364.00
233500 000204 ERADICO SERVICES INC 48.00
233502 006383 FBH ARCHITECTURAL SECURITY INC. 2,427.50
233504 007366 FIRST ADVANTAGE LNS SCREENING 40.50
233506 007172 GARY KNUREK INC 100.00
233507 004604 GORDON FOOD 299.24
233510 001531 GUNNERS METER & PARTS INC 760.00
233511 000261 J.H. HART URBAN FORESTRY 14,501.49
233512 * 001307 JOSHUA HUSTED 290.80
233513 * 004837 IDEACORE, LLC 300.00
233514 000342 INTERSTATE BATTERY SYSTEM 40.00
233515 002407 J & B MEDICAL SUPPLY 574.25
233516 006695 J. P. COOKE COMPANY 82.34
233517 000344 J.T. EXPRESS, LTD. 2,378.50
233518 003458 JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC. 59.75
233519 004088 KGM DISTRIBUTORS INC 242.00
233520 * 000352 JILL KOLAITIS 696.00
233521 002438 LAIRD PLASTICS INC 314.75
233522 003620 LANGUAGE LINE SERVICES INC 35.00
233523 002767 OSCAR W. LARSON CO. 250.00
233524 005550 LEE & ASSOCIATES CO., INC. 148.22
233525 MISC LEXINGTON CORPORATION 902.00
233529 004855 MAMC 475.00
233530 000888 MCKENNA ASSOCIATES INC 10,350.00
233531 * 001505 MEADOWBROOK INSURANCE GROUP 19,677.00
233532 005271 MICHIGAN FIRE INSP SOCIETY 30.00
233534 006662 STATE OF MICHIGAN 200.00
233535 007659 MICHIGAN.COM 4,919.44
233536 006461 MID AMERICA RINK SERVICES 104.21
233539 007163 MOBILE HEALTH RESOURCES 1,486.14
233540 * 005986 MRWA 390.00
233541 001089 MUNICIPAL CODE CORP. 500.00
233543 005431 NILFISK-ADVANCE INC. 1,693.10
233544 006359 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY 1,728.50
233546 004370 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS 232.00
233548 000481 OFFICE DEPOT INC 367.76
233550 004907 PAKOR, INC. 251.21





City Of Birmingham Meeting of 03/30/2015
Warrant List Dated 03/18/2015
Check Number Early Release Vendor # Vendor Amount
233551 * 007574 REBECCA PALMER 234.00
233553 * 001753 PEPSI COLA 242.18
233554 001341 PIFER GOLF CARS INC 4,975.00
233555 001883 PIONEER DOOR COMPANY INC 1,235.00
233556 007699 POH REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER 222.00
233557 000488 PONTIAC STEEL COMPANY, INC 118.50
233558 * 000801 POSTMASTER 1,960.30
233559 002904 PRESTIGE FLAG 1,114.08
233560 000897 PRINTING SYSTEMS INC 1,190.18
233561 006497 R.N.A. JANITORIAL, INC 830.00
233562 003447 RAFT 775.00
233566 006168 ROWERDINK, INC 412.68
233567 000218 ROYAL OAK P.D.Q. PRINTING INC 491.42
233568 002556 CITY OF ROYAL OAK 11,630.26
233569 * 002806 SAM'S CLUB/GECRB 1,192.67
233570 007697 SAVE THE MOMENT 79.00
233573 006895 STATE OF MICHIGAN 2,505.00
233574 * 004355 SYMETRA LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY 31,938.85
233575 001076 TAYLOR FREEZER OF MICH INC 325.00
233576 * 007583 YVONNE TAYLOR 104.65
233577 007695 TEAM GOLF 170.43
233578 007693 TGIB MARKETING, INC. 454.00
233579 004320 TRI-COUNTY POWER RODDING, INC 590.00
233580 000278 TROY AUTO GLASS CO INC 195.72
233581 001054 CITY OF TROY 95.00
233584 000293 VAN DYKE GAS CO. 578.00
233585 * 000158 VERIZON WIRELESS 60.06
233586 * 000158 VERIZON WIRELESS 164.36
233587 * 000158 VERIZON WIRELESS 734.40
233588 * 000158 VERIZON WIRELESS 245.76
233590 006762 WATCHGUARD VIDEO 350.00
233591 * 007278 WHITLOCK BUSINESS SYSTEMS, INC. 1,635.69
233592 007694 WINNING EDGE 339.15
233593 007083 XEROX CORPORATION 546.66
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Warrant List Dated 03/18/2015

Check Number Early Release Vendor #

Vendor Amount

Sub Total Checks: $173,098.50

Sub Total ACH: $1,502,660.66

Grand Total: $1,675,759.16

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

Mk Lt

Mark Gerber
Finance Director/ Treasurer

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





ACH Warrant List Dated 3/18/2015

City of Birmingham

3/30/2015

Transfer Transfer

Vendor Name Date Amount
Automated Benefit Services, Inc. 3/17/2015 42,710.10
Birmingham Schools 3/2/2015 1,049,203.99
Oakland County Treasurer 3/13/2015 410,746.57
TOTAL 1,502,660.66
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City Of Birmingham Meeting of 03/30/2015
Warrant List Dated 03/25/2015
Check Number Early Release Vendor # Vendor Amount
233596 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
233597 * 000855 48TH DISTRICT COURT 100.00
233598 * 006965 7UP DETROIT 204.45
233599 002284 ABEL ELECTRONICS INC 4,277.62
233600 000157 BOB ADAMS TOWING INC. 225.00
233601 003708 AIRGAS GREAT LAKES 134.48
233602 007233 ALL STAR PRO GOLF 308.95
233603 * 006759 AT&T 328.42
233604 * 007132 AVI SYSTEMS, INC 737.25
233605 000513 BASCC 1,144.23
233606 001282 BEAR PACKAGING & SUPPLY INC 367.40
233607 000519 BELLE TIRE DISTRIBUTORS 299.00
233608 007345 BEVERLY HILLS ACE 54.44
233609 * 001086 CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 476.33
233610 006380 C & S ICE RESURFACING SERVICES, INC 336.19
233611 000595 CARRIER & GABLE INC 148.93
233612 002067 CENTRAL PARKING SYSTEM 960.00
233613 002067 CENTRAL PARKING SYSTEM 2,120.00
233614 002067 CENTRAL PARKING SYSTEM 3.00
233615 * 007575 HANNAH CHUNG 275.00
233616 * MISC CINCINNATI BIRMINGHAM LLC 45.80
233617 000605 CINTAS CORPORATION 70.00
233619 * 007625 COMCAST 290.04
233620 000618 COMMERCIAL BILLING SERVICE 57.46
233621 MISC COMMERCIAL INTERIOR CONSTRUCTION LL 1,031.25
233622 * 000627 CONSUMERS ENERGY 19,847.07
233623 002167 CONTR. WELDING & FABRICATING INC 4,380.00
233624 006343 CUTWATER INVESTOR SERVICES CORP. 4,187.62
233625 004386 CYNERGY WIRELESS 489.60
233626 003825 DEERE ELECTRIC INC 150.00
233627 000956 DELTA TEMP INC 1,519.03
233628 * 005125 DEVIN DEROECK 75.00
233629 007359 DETROIT CHEMICAL & PAPER SUPPLY 176.12
233630 000565 DORNBOS SIGN & SAFETY INC 436.57
233631 * 000179 DTE ENERGY 16,941.36
233632 * 000180 DTE ENERGY 8,944.88
233633 007538 EGANIX, INC. 660.00
233634 004671 ELDER FORD 517.93
233635 * 000202 ANN GODFREY ENDRES 924.00
233636 001495 ETNA SUPPLY 2,257.00
233637 000213 FIRE DEFENSE EQUIP CO INC 34.20
233638 001233 GCSAA 365.00
233639 MISC GEORGE ATTIA 2,000.00
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City Of Birmingham Meeting of 03/30/2015
Warrant List Dated 03/25/2015
Check Number Early Release Vendor # Vendor Amount
233640 006384 GISI 212.67
233641 004604 GORDON FOOD 190.75
233643 001531 GUNNERS METER & PARTS INC 1,197.00
233644 001447 HALT FIRE INC 312.04
233645 006845 HAWTHORNE 508.68
233646 001836 HISTORICAL SOCIETY OF MICHIGAN 50.00
233647 * 001956 HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES 1,275.22
233648 006030 INTEGRATED DATA SOLUTIONS INC. 1,192.00
233649 003458 JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC. 1,280.99
233650 007423 K/E ELECTRIC SUPPLY 988.10
233651 000353 KNAPHEIDE TRUCK EQUIPMENT 407.30
233652 004085 KONE INC 63,110.25
233653 002767 OSCAR W. LARSON CO. 1,763.39
233654 * 001577 KATE LONG 23.14
233656 003934 MADISON GENERATOR SERVICE INC 539.90
233657 000377 MICHIGAN MUNICIPAL LEAGUE 58.20
233658 * 001005 STATE OF MICHIGAN 400.00
233659 005898 MIGCSA 100.00
233660 * 001864 NOWAK & FRAUS ENGINEERS 5,990.00
233661 006359 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY 421.49
233662 004110 OAKLAND COMMUNITY COLLEGE 725.00
233663 004370 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS 559.50
233664 000481 OFFICE DEPOT INC 363.61
233665 007701 ON THE TEE 120.59
233666 * 005794 PAETEC 671.13
233667 * 007574 REBECCA PALMER 240.00
233668 006853 PAUL C SCOTT PLUMBING INC 145.00
233669 * 001753 PEPSI COLA 685.88
233670 * 003352 JAMIE CATHERINE PILLOW 740.25
233671 000487 POM INC 5,335.05
233672 005733 POWER LINE SUPPLY 44 .32
233673 003629 PREMIUM AIR SYSTEMS INC 515.31
233674 * 007640 SIGNATURE FORD LINCOLN 26,521.00
233675 * 000254 SOCRRA 57,917.00
233676 005787 SOUTHEASTERN EQUIPMENT CO. INC 2,041.30
233677 001369 SPEEDWAY SUPERAMERICA LLC 121.40
233678 006376 SUBURBAN CHRYSLER JEEP DODGE 12.08
233679 005238 SUNTEL SERVICES 35.00
233680 006027 SUPERIOR PLAY, LLC 1,775.00
233681 000273 TERMINAL SUPPLY CO. 169.74
233682 * MISC TOTAL HEALTH CARE 204.96
233683 000155 TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC 247.44
233684 000821 UNIVERSITY PRODUCTS INC 90.80





City of Birmingham Meeting of 03/30/2015
Warrant List Dated 03/25/2015

Check Number Early Release Vendor # Vendor Amount
233685 * 000158 VERIZON WIRELESS 309.28
233686 * 000158 VERIZON WIRELESS 123.46
233687 007700 VISOR VERSA 266.00
233688 003890 LAUREN WOOD 525.00
233689 000926 WRIGHT TOOL COMPANY 37.00

Sub Total Checks: $258,563.84
Sub Total ACH: $0.00
Grand Total: $258,563.84

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

Mk Lt

Mark Gerber
Finance Director/ Treasurer

*-Indicates checks released in advance and prior to commission approval in order to avoid penalty
or to meet contractual agreement/obligation.
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G&f@mmgham MEMORANDUM
R ' City Clerk’s Office

DATE: March 20, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk
SUBJECT: Appointment of Election Inspectors

As the official Election Commission for the City of Birmingham, election law requires the City
Commission appointment of at least three election inspectors for each precinct for all elections.
Attached is a list of inspectors that have been assigned to serve for the May 5, 2015 Special
Election.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:
To approve the appointment of election inspectors for the May 5, 2015 Special Election
pursuant to MCL 168.674(1) and to authorize the City Clerk to make revisions as needed.

4D





PCT  SERVING AS: LAST NAME FIRST NAME PARTY
1 Chairperson Stoessel Robert Republican
1 Inspector Foerster Valerie Republican
1 Inspector Stoessel Mary Lee Republican
1 Inspector Menthen Mike Republican
1 Inspector McDonald Portia Democrat 1/2 day - 6A-1P
2 Chairperson
2 Inspector Roush-Logue Marty Republican
2 Inspector Schiehsl Erica Republican
2 Inspector Zack Katie Republican
2 Inspector Guilmet Bud Democrat 1/2 day - noon - close
2 Inspector Rock Karen Republican 1/2 day - 6A-1P
3 Chairperson Barnes Webb Republican
3 Co-Chair Cole Alice Democrat
3 Inspector Mclntosh Barb Democrat
3 Inspector Stenzel Marty Republican
3 Inspector Tresh Shirley Republican
3 Inspector Lukezich Richard Republican
4 Chairperson
4 Inspector Cook Helen Republican
4 Inspector O'Connor Nan Democrat
4 Inspector Meredith Marsha Republican
4 Inspector Menthen Michelle Democrat
4 Greeter Connery Tom Republican
5 Inspector Butler Paula Republican
5 Inspector Duff Denise Republican
5 Inspector Gemmell Sarah Democrat
5 Inspector Lynady Bob Republican
5 Inspector Hoff Rackeline Democrat 9AM - CLOSE
6 Chairperson Daien Carol Democrat
6 Inspector Rose Linda Republican
6 Inspector Keaton Laura Democrat
6 Inspector Venegas Dustin Democrat
6 Inspector Dunn Doris Republican
7 Chairperson Rose Cindy Democrat
7 Inspector Davison Mary Ann Republican
7 Inspector Hansen Kristi Democrat
7 Inspector Richey Lester Republican
8 Chairperson Feiste Lee Republican
8 Co-Chair Cornillie Ron Republican
8 Inspector Linnell Karen Democrat
8 Inspector Raymond Robin Republican
8 Inspector Head Carol Democrat
9 Chairperson Hodge Martha Democrat
9 Inspector Billing Mary Democrat 11AM - close
9 Inspector Killiany Andrew Republican
9 Inspector Harold Martha Democrat
9 Inspector Louton Sally Republican
AV  Chairperson Giffin James Republican
AV Co-Chair Howell Cherry Democrat
AV Inspector Folin Carolyn Republican
AV Inspector Folin Robert Republican
AV Inspector Johnson David Republican
AV Inspector Reese Kay Democrat
AV Inspector Sanders Greta Democrat
AV Inspector Smith Russell Republican
AV Inspector von Storch Gisela Republican
RB Receiving Bd Arft Cheryl n/a
RB Receiving Bd Barrett Paul Republican
RB Receiving Bd Brown Sheila n/a
RB Receiving Bd Chiara Cindy n/a
RB Receiving Bd Larson Ann Republican
RB Receiving Bd Mio Leslie Democrat
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G&f@mmgham MEMORANDUM
‘\ | City Clerk’s Office

DATE: March 20, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk
SUBJECT: Special Event Application

Run on the Town

Attached is a special event application submitted by Max Broock Realtors requesting permission
to hold the Run on the Town on September 12, 2015.

The application has been circulated to the affected departments and approvals and comments
have been noted.

The following events have either been approved by the Commission or are planned to be held
in September and have not yet submitted an application. These events do not pose a conflict
with the proposed event.

Event Name Date Location

Farmers Market Sundays Lot 6

Birmingham Street Art Fair September 19-20 | South Old Woodward

Rail Jam September 19 Triangle between Woodward and
South Old Woodward

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To approve a request submitted by Max Broock Realtors requesting permission to hold the Run
on the Town on September 12, 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.

4E





DocuSign Envelope ID: BEBAUZ9E-TA13-452A-8463-96EBD7B4AEBA

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL EVENT PERMIT
PARKS AND PUBLIC SPACES

A & T D, I
« Incomplete applications will not be aceapted,
« Changes In this Information must be submitted to the Clty Clerk, In writing, at least three
weeks prior to the event

FEES: FIRST TIME EVENT: $200.400
ANNMNUAL APPLICATION FEE: $165.00
(Plaase print clearly or typa}

Date of Application

Max Broock Realtors' RUN ON THE TOWN 5K Race to benefit the Real Estate
one charitable Foundation

Name of Event

Detailed Description of Event (sttach additional sheat If necessary) ____
event will be a 5K Run/Walk race held the morning of SE€PT '2.'”"/ 201S. The goil of

The

the event fs—to—provide-partfetpantewiti-a—heatthy—ssart—to—thedr—dAa —while 'Funrlr-n'qung

for a good cause. Net proceads from the race will benef‘lj: the r(g*:ste red non-profit, The Real Estate

one Charitabte—Fetndation—e ‘1' ere will be @& ie un  Cun .:Llone a par-‘hon

ok the Ceurse bpefwre He SK "QCe Q‘UﬂSe

rRace day registration and race day packet pick-up will open at 6: 45am, the race will begin at 8:00am,
post race WMﬁ{~W%MM@M«WMWMMMme

closure at 9:30an.
start/Finish 1ine and staging areas will be ot Booﬂd p&f‘k,
SK Course Map attached

Location :

Date(s) of Everit ‘7/13/20#5 Hours of Event 5:454M - 9:30aw
Data(s) of Set-up"f/ fal 2015 Hours of Setrup 3¢ 30AM - 7:3048
Date(s) of Tear down %9/ 2015 Hours of Tear-down 3:30AM - 10:30AM

T t‘.hm‘é‘f‘dﬂiblt "
Orgamzatlon Sponsorin? Event The Real Estate One rFoundation / Max Broock Realtors

. o!rrWoodward Ave,  BTIMTAghan, ML CloesTofrite)
organizatic.n Address 25800 Northwestern Hwy, Southfield mI (corporate headquarters)

Organ}zatlun Phone 24B8-644-6700 'C"iocﬂ office) 248-208-2900 (corporate)

Jannifer Essary Andrea carollo

ConLact PErSON oo etmntrabbe-Foundatton——  Racepiracton
. 248-208-2915 248-330-3401
Contact Phone_j Irantesuntes B o) T aa

Contact Emall
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I, EVENT INFORMATION o
' \ oreock
Lo P ein éom feal C’ﬁn 0g cm@ A uncﬂaﬁ

coed oin
da = ) his Ts @ fng-hamd’ ch ar:‘tL

SO!CC)(3>

! Additlonal Sponsors or Participants (Provide name, address, contact person, status, etc. for af

additlonal organizations sponsoring your event, )

Tululemon athletica(clothing store located at 101 S. 01d Woodward) has pledged
support—threough-votunteer—staff=—stephamrie Bk storemanager—248«762-90 14—

1 Qrganization gy )
(city, non=profit, community group, ¢

. s the event a fun F
3 Isth tafu dl‘aigerﬁ I%S tate one Foundation supports varfous charities including

Llst beneficlary Leul_;el;r]m Lymphoma Societ
stimated net proceeds of $2,T0C RoWeEVETr "“‘E’é‘“ﬂ"d’ﬁ‘eg“"’r"é’izter‘ i we
List expected income are successful in optaining mare sponsors & achieve maximum race

registration
Attach Information about the beneficiary.

4. Flrst time @vent in Bimingham?  ves  (vo X ,
If no, describe The fng oA ‘Hf\i own .S k was th( cp
las+ yeac on '/f%/lol+ We  are keeprﬂ" e event
dedails dhe same Yas ottt but want to add o L Mile “Kids o,
35'0 V“CLC_Q(“S "‘b\f\ C\\Oﬂ a

5. Total number of people expected to attend per day_ @
——— or 0
¢l
6. The event will be held on the foflewing Clty property: (Please list) ('0\;_;’\:::6 630{4'%:%’(:6

Street(s) please refar to attached dacument.

- | bej NS,
[] Sidewalk(s] o, (_‘ﬂ’ll"a shew ld e i3
impact _our est maJrecQ

park(s) __BOOTH PARK Com pkhdﬁ Hima ccs
IS Very CmSthfl@ aoﬁ
weather deloayed fhe i
5. WIll street closures be required? @ NO E‘:\;Nj"‘fﬁ ‘*“:Ji\ \%"; pilloimbvb\tr%
(A W\Q/i’

g. What parking arrangements will bs necessary to accominodate
Attendees will park in city structures/lots.

attendance?

streetr Parking along the race course route will need to be prohibited
orior to and during the race so the course is open and safe for
partfcipants, ‘ 3





DocuSign Envelope ID: BEBAOZEE-TA13-452A-8483-96EE D784AEBA

9, WIll staff b provided to assist with safety, security and maintenance?  YESX NO

we will have volunteers on the course to assist police officers with directing

DESCIDE_ ot he—trormrariteebmmriorrorpotre=tepar ety w13 Wrer T ai

: P ik arand atd

statfon which racers will pass at the @ pprexihate (Qaf-(l - Wa
pom‘h WE T T VS Vo TUNtRers and SLarT ar the Start/Tif1sn area.

10,  WIll the event requlre safaty p:ersonnei (police, fire, paramedics)?  YESX NO

Police will be necessary due to road closures/crossings. paramedi
DmrlbeﬂﬁWﬁkﬂﬁWMW@ﬂ%g

11, Wl alcoholic beverages be served?  YES
If yes, additional approval by the City Commission Is required, as well as the Michigan Liquor
Cotitrol Commisslon.

12, Will muslc be provided? NO

X ve _ % ___ Amplification _*___ Recorded X ____ Loudspeakers

Time muslc will begin 7+ 00AM
Time muslc will end 9;00AM - just befor‘e the awards ceremony

Location of live band, DJ, loudspeakers, equipment must be shown on the layout map.

13.  Will there be signage In the area of the event? YESX NO

Number of signsfbanners‘“ start/finish line banner or inflatable arch 84 Mil& markers
Up to 15ft wide banner or 15ft x 15Tt inflatable arch oh Course,

Siza of signe/bannars

Submit a2 pha rawing of the sign(s). A sign permit is requlred.
sample photos of s-lm1'ular*'s1‘:apr"t/’5—q’:1c'llsﬁi ‘l ne ba‘nm:-ig e(r)arch agta‘?:ﬁed. Theé%xact banner/arch will vary

depending on which tining company we hire after receiving our perntit approval.
14, WIl food/beverages/merchandise be sold? YES @

o peddlerfvendor permits must be submitted to the Clerk’s Cffica, at least two weeks prior
ta the event.

. Al food/beverage vendors must have Oakland County Health Department approval,

» Atiach copy of Health Dept approval.

. Therels a $50.00 application fee for all vendors and peddiers, in addition to the $10.00
dally fee, per location. A background check must be submitted for each employee

paiticipating at the event.
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LIST OF VENDORS/PEDDLERS
(attach additional sheet if necessary)
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11, EVENTLAYOUT

section.
s Incude a map and written description of run/walk route and the start/finlsh area

{ Wil the avent require the use of any of the following municipal equipment?
(show location of each on map)}

s el M I PV S o ST Fr PN 1 o : memit 2
6 for $200.0 A request for more than six tables will
, , be evaluated based on avaliablly.
Trash Receptacles $4.00 each Trash box placement and removal of
N / A trash s the responsibility of the event,
Additional cost could oceur If DPS Is to
perform this work, !
Durmipsters $200.00 per day includes emptying the dumpster one
- time per day. The Clty may determine
the need for additional dumpsters
based on event requiremsnts.

“Utlides P # of vendors | Varas Charges according to final requirements
(electric) requirlng utllitles of evert. '
Water/Fire Hydrant Contact the Fire | Applicant must supply thelr own means

Department. of disposal for all sanitary waste water. | !

Waste water is NOT aliowed to be ||

poured Into the strest or an the grass. ;

Audlo Systermn N/A $200.00 per day Must meet with City represantative.
Mater Bags / Traffic | # to be determined by i
Cones / Banicades | the Police Department. ; g

2, Wil the follewing be constructed or located In the area of the evant? @ NO
(show location of each on map) NOTE: Stakes are not allowed.

Tents/Canoples/Aikfmngs ‘ cmal] tents it dinclement weather
4 (10x10)

(A permit is required for tents over i20sg ft)

Portable Tollets N/A

Rides N/A

Displays N/A

Vendors N/A

Temparary Structure (must attach a photo) It 1is possible that tha start/figish Tine banner
may instead be an inflatable argh (see sample

—-‘plwue:}-.-—#hs_t-im AG—company-—FEastdog Timing,

Other (describe) that we will mosf likely hire has an inFlatable

archs al / &

We witt NEED ﬂ_‘aé
oe poOoTH PARES ELEETRAC

DUTLETS FOR bj/souwo/'ﬂ MING,

Incdlude a map showling the park set up, street closures; and location of each ftem llsted nfhs
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GIGHATURE OF APPLICANT REQUIRED

Max sroock Realtors' mun on The Town SK Race to

EVENT NAME beneﬁt The Real Estate Ohe charitable Foundation

EVENT DATE [Jioy>
B :

~9112/2015
The Birmingham City Commission shall have sole and complete discretion in deciding whether to
lssue a permit, Nothing contained In the City Code shall be construed to require the Clty Commission

to Issue a permit to an applicant and no applicant shall have any interest or right to recelve a permit
merely bocause the applicant has recelved a permft in the past.

As the authorized agent of the sponsoring organization, I hereby agrea that this organization shall
abide by all conditions and restrictions spedfic 10 this special event as determined by the City

administration anghwill comply with all local, state and federal rules, regulations and laws.
A .

ANDRREH, . CAROLLG , MAK BROOCK REALCTRS

el .

Date

|n...-¢n-...n.__.r._..l_..-_...-—---y._-.-_._.\.—n.—.-.u.-q.-......._.--...n._.—-.—-._.._--._.

...-......_......-.-....—...—--....,

Iv. SAME: TIEY ANY AFFECTED
£ i USINESS OWNERS

« Organizer must notify all potentially affected residential property and business owners of the

date and time this application will be considered by the City Commission. (Sample letter
attached to this application.)

« Attach a vopy of the proposed letter to this application. The letter will be reviewed and
approved by the Clerk’s Office. The letter must be distributed at least two weeks prior to the

Commission meeting.

A copy of the letter and the distribution list must be submitted to the Clerk's Office at least
two weeks prior to the Commisston meeting.

. If stregt closures are necessary, @ map must be included with the letter to the affected
properly/business owners.
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TURN BY TURN DIRECTIONS FOR 5K

Start on Harmon St just outside of Booth Park
West on Harmon St.

North on Lakeside Dr

West on Redding Rd.

South on Lyonhurst

East on Raynale

South on Lakeside Dr

East on Oak Ave

South on Greenwood St

East on Harmon St to Finish Line inside Booth Park

TURN BY TURN DIRECTIONS FOR 1 MILE KIDS FUN RUN (out & back course)

Start inside Booth Park

West on Harmon St.

Follow Harmon West until reaching Lake Park Dr

Turn around and follow Harmon East to Finish Line inside Booun Park
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275 S. Old Woodward Ave, Birmingham, M| 48009 (248)644-6700

SPECIAL EVENT REQUEST NOTIFICATION LETTER

Date: 3/1/2015
To: Affected Property Owner / Business Owner

The Birmingham City Code requires that we receive approval from the Birmingham City Commission to hold
the following special event. The code further requires that we notify any property owners or business owners
that may be affected by the special event of the date and time that the City Commission will consider our
request so that an opportunity exists for comments prior to this approval.

EVENT INFORMATION

NAME OF EVENT: Max Broock Realtors’ RUN ON THE TOWN Benefiting The Real Estate One Charitable
Foundation

LOCATION: The race starts and finishes in Booth Park. The race route runs through the adjoining
neighborhood.

DATE OF EVENT: 9/12/2015

HOURS OF EVENT: 6:45AM —9:30AM

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EVENT: 5K Charity Run / Walk and 1 Mile Kids Fun Run

DATE OF SET-UP: 9/12/2015 HOURS OF SET-UP: 5:30AM - 7:30AM
DATE OF TEAR-DOWN: 9/12/2015 HOURS OF TEAR-DOWN: 8:30AM - 10:30AM

Details: Registration / Packet-Pick-up to begin at 6:45AM. Traffic along race course route will be
limited/restricted from approximately 7:30AM — 9:00AM. Awards / Post-race Food / Entertainment will
continue until 9:30AM. Final tear-down of Finish area should be completed by 10:30AM.

DATE OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING: 3/30/2015

The City Commission meets in Room 205 of the Municipal Building at 151 Martin at 7:30PM. A complete copy
of the application to hold this special event is available for your review at the City Clerk’s Office (248-530-
1880). Log on to www.bhamgov.org/events for a complete list of special events.

EVENT ORGANIZER: MAX BROOCK REALTORS / Andrea Carollo / Jon Swords
275 S. Old Woodward Ave.
Birmingham, M| 48009
(248)644-6700



http://www.bhamgov.org/events
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EUSION

) frkvgian 47 RS

inflatable e e

Example of possible Inflatable
Start/Finish Arch

Example of possible Start/Finish
Banner in the event the arch is not
available by race day

Example of possible 10 x 10 tents
if there is inclement weather to be
used to protect registration/packet
pick-up table, audio equipment &
finish line food/drink.






DEPARTMENT APPROVALS
EVENT NAME Max Broock Realtors Run on the Town 5K

LICENSE NUMBER #15-00010330 COMMISSION HEARING DATE March 30, 2015

NOTE TO STAFF: Please submit approval by Feb. 25, 2015 DATE OF EVENT Sept. 12, 2015

ESTIMATED
ACTUAL
PERMITS COSTS COSTS
REQUIRED (Must be paid two Event will b
DEPARTMENT APPROVED COMMENTS (Must be obtained directly | weeks prior to the | (Eventwillbe
from individual event. License will Clgr(l;ﬁs of);ice
departments) not be issued if after the event)
unpaid.)
BUILDING
101-000.000.634.0005 Ken Cooper | No building department involvement none $0
248.530.1850
FIRE Emergency vehicles must be able to
101-000.000-634.0004 MPM access all roads. Paramedics to cover $250.00
248.530.1900 event.
POLICE Personnel/Barricades. Must have
101-000.000.634.0003 TK sufficient volunteers to cover low traffic $2,000
248.530.1870 volume intersections.
PUBLIC SERVICES Tents can't be staked. Tents must be
101-000.000-634.0002 Carrie Laird | barreled. Cost is for delivery/set-up of $750.00
248.530.1642 cones and barricades.
ENGINEERING
101-000.000.634.0002 PO Revised route is approved. $0
248.530.1839
INSURANCE -
218.530,1807 CA Pending approval $0






CLERK
101-000.000-614.0000
248.530.1803

LP

Notification letters were delivered on

3/16/15. Notification addresses on file

8/28/15.

Applications for

in the Clerk’s Office. Evidence of vendors license must $165 (pd)
required insurance must be on file with be submitted no later
the Clerk’s Office no later than than 8/28/15.
TOTAL ACTUAL
DEPOSIT COST
REQUIRED
$3,000

Rev. 3/20/15

h:\shared\special events\- general information\approval page.doc

Deposit paid

Actual Cost

Due/Refund

FOR CLERK’S OFFICE USE











A Walkable Community

i, Birminghan MEMORANDUM
‘i\\

Fire Department

DATE: March 9, 2015
TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
FROM: Michael P. Metz, Fire Chief

John Connaughton, Assistant Fire Chief
SUBJECT: 2015 Fireworks Display

m

The 2014 annual Fireworks Display at Lincoln Hills was very successful. There was a large,
enthusiastic crowd that enjoyed the show. If the City wants to continue the annual show, we

should

start planning the event now. I would like to present suggestions for a successful show

in the year 2015.

1.

Begin the fireworks display at dusk (approximately 10:00 P.M.) on Friday

July 3, 2015 at the Lincoln Hills Golf Course. In the event of undesirable weather
conditions a rain date for the event would be scheduled on Sunday July 5, 2015. The
gates will open at approximately 7:30 P.M.

Due to the inherent dangers of fireworks displays, I would suggest that we use

Colonial Fireworks Company. Birmingham has worked with Colonial since 1990

and have found them to be very safety conscious and willing to work with the

various city departments to insure the safety of the viewing public. It is important

to secure the shooter for our date as soon as possible. Colonial has many years of
experience in Birmingham and has complied with all of the restrictions and

insurance requirements.

In 2014 we again adjusted the safety zone to adapt to the current weather conditions
and make sure we did not endanger the public attending the show. We will continue to
review this on a yearly basis and will alter it as needed. Even with a large safety zone,
we still had plenty of room on the course for safe viewing.

The cost of the show in 2014 was $15,000 for the fireworks and $5,055.00

for the insurance fee. We raised $10,600 in donations creating a difference of $8,812.
The cost of the same show for 2015 will remain at $15,000 with the insurance estimated
at $5,500.

Beier Howlett has reviewed and approved of the proposed contract language.

4F






SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To authorize the City to enter into a contract with Colonial Fireworks for providing a fireworks
display on July 3, 2015 (July 5 rain date) at Lincoln Hills for the sum of $15,000, and further
authorizing the administration to secure the necessary insurance. This would be contingent
upon the vendor meeting all state and local laws, City requirements, and insurance
requirements.

MPM JAV 2015 FIREWORKS DISPLAY






CONTRACT WITH COLONIAL FIREWORKS COMPANY, INC.
FOR 2015 FIREWORKS DISPLAY

This Contract is entered into this day of , 2015, by and between
Colonial Fireworks Co. of Clayton, Michigan (hereinafter called the "Contractor") and
the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, a Michigan Municipal Corporation, whose address is
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 48009 (“City™).

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, the City wishes to provide a fireworks display at Lincoln Hills
Golf Course; and,

WHEREAS, Contractor is a fireworks company willing and able to provide
the materials, labor and experience for such a fireworks display;

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows:

1. CONTRACTOR agrees to sell, furnish and deliver to the City, products and
services as mutually agreed to via written instruments such as program outlines or display
synopsis which is incorporated herein and attached hereto as “Exhibit A” on the date of:

Display date: July 3, 2015.
Postponement date: July 5, 2015.

2. CONTRACTOR further agrees to provide the required equipment, trained
personnel, product and insurance to properly present the program as defined.

3.  Indemnification. To the fullest extent permitted by law, the
CONTRACTOR and any entity or person for whom the CONTRACTOR is legally liable,
agrees to be responsible for any liability, defend, pay on behalf of, indemnify, and hold
harmless the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, its elected and appointed officials, employees
and volunteers and others working on behalf of the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM against
any and all claims, demands, suits, or loss, including all costs and reasonable attorney
fees connected therewith, and for any damages which may be asserted, claimed or
recovered against or from the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, its elected and appointed
officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY OF
BIRMINGHAM, by reason of personal injury, including bodily injury and death and/or
property damage, including loss of use thereof, which arises out of or is in any way
connected or associated with this Agreement. Such responsibility shall not be construed
as liability for damage caused by or resulting from the sole act or omission of its elected






or appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY
OF BIRMINGHAM.

4. Insurance. The CONTRACTOR shall not commence work under this
Agreement until it has, at its sole expense, obtained the insurance required under this
paragraph. All coverages shall be with insurance companies licensed and admitted to do
business in the State of Michigan. All coverages shall be with carriers acceptable to the
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM.

A. Workers' Compensation Insurance: CONTRACTOR shall procure
and maintain during the life of this Agreement, Workers' Compensation Insurance,
including Employers Liability Coverage, in accordance with all applicable statutes
of the State of Michigan.

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

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

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

E. Professional Liability: Professional liability insurance with limits of
not less than $1,000,000 per claim if CONTRACTOR will provide service that are
customarily subject to this type of coverage.
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F. Cancellation Notice: Workers' Compensation Insurance,
Commercial General Liability Insurance and Motor Vehicle Liability Insurance
(and Professional Liability Insurance, if applicable), as described above, shall
include an endorsement stating the following: "Thirty (30) days Advance Written
Notice of Cancellation or Non-Renewal, shall be sent to: Finance Director, City of
Birmingham, PO Box 3001, 151 Martin Street, Birmingham, MI 48012-3001.

G. Proof of Insurance Coverage: CONTRACTOR shall provide the
City of Birmingham at the time the Agreement is returned for execution,
Certificates of Insurance and/or policies, acceptable to the City of Birmingham, as
listed below.

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

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

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

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

5) If so requested, Certified Copies of all policies mentioned
above will be furnished.

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

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

5. Nepotism. Subsequent to entering into this Contract, if any City official, his
or her spouse, child or parent shall become directly or indirectly interested in the
Contract, the City shall have the right to terminate the Contract without further liability if






the disqualification has not been removed within thirty (30) days after the City has given
notification of the disqualifying interest.

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

7. Code Compliance. The Contractor agrees that it shall comply with all
applicable standards of the National Fire Protection Association including specifically,
chapters 1123, 1124, of the 1995 edition and the Michigan Complied Laws, in particular,
MCL 750.243a-e, as it relates to the safe operation of a fireworks display.

8.  Subcontracting. Contractor shall not subcontract any part of this Contract
without the prior written approval of the City.

9. Authority. The City Fire Chief shall be the authority having jurisdiction on
all matters pertaining to spectator locations, fire protection, display site, and shall have
the authority to cancel the display at any time it deems necessary to protect life and

property.

10. Grounds. The Contractor shall be responsible for the dismantling and repair
of any holes, trenches or other landscaping modifications arising out of the fireworks
display and this Contract. Following completion of the program, the City is solely
responsible for all clean-up and policing of the program area, including but not limited to
the removal of all trash, sets, lumber, frames and confetti products which may be used
during the event.

11. Laws. This Contract shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the
State of Michigan.






12. Modification. No modification of the Contract shall be binding upon the
parties unless in writing and signed by both parties.

13. FAIR PROCUREMENT OPPORTUNITY: Procurement for the City of
Birmingham will be handled in a manner providing fair opportunity for all businesses.
This will be accomplished without abrogation or sacrifice of quality and as determined to
be in the best interest of the City of Birmingham.

14. The CITY agrees to a contract amount of $15,000, with 50% due upon signing
of this Contract and the balance due within 15 days of the completion of the services. All
payments are to be made by purchase order, bank draft or certified check payable to
Colonial Fireworks. All payments, notices and other correspondences shall be forwarded
to Colonial Fireworks, 5225 Telegraph Road, Toledo, Ohio 43612. If monies due under
the terms of this contract become in arrears of 30 days or more, CONTRACTOR is
entitled to the recovery of all past due amounts plus 1.5% interest, per month on all
amounts past due after 30 days.

15. Inthe event the program is canceled, in whole or in part, due to force majeure
or any other cause beyond the CITY’s reasonable control (“Force Majeure”),
CONTRACTOR and the CITY shall have good faith negotiations to determine an
adjustment of CONTRACTOR’S payment to reflect the services actually provided.
However, if the Program is cancelled in its entirety on the display date due to Force
Majeure, then Contractor’s fee shall be equivalent to services actually incurred. Every
effort will be made to conduct all events on the display date and time in the appropriate
manner as designed.

16. Should inclement weather prevent the firing of the display on the display
date, the parties agree to a mutually convenient rain date as stated above. The
determination to cancel the display due to inclement weather shall rest within the sole
discretion of Contractor. In the event the City does not choose to reschedule the event or
cannot agree to a mutually convenient date with Contractor, the Contractor shall be
entitled to thirty percent (30%) of the contract price for full settlement of the Agreement.

17. Prior to, during and following the event, the City agrees to the
responsibility of keeping all persons out of the designated display area as defined by
Contractor’s technicians in conjunction with NFPA 1123 & 1126. This is with exception
of Contractor’s employees and designees.

18.  Contractor solely reserves the right to make minor modifications to the
program content, provided that those changes do not adversely affect the material
content, pricing level of the program, display performance or character of the event.






19.  Contractor holds the right to cancel any program at its discretion due to
unforeseen safety issues which may go uncorrected or unattended to. This cancellation
will be discussed with the City and every attempt will be made to correct any issues. All
final decisions will be made on the side of safety. If cancellation occurs for said reasons,
the City will pay Contractor for all reasonable costs for the delivery and return of display.

20.  With the exception of paragraph 16, above, in the event of fire, accident,
strike, delay, floods, acts of God or other causes beyond the control of Contractor, which
prevent the delivery of the program, the parties hereto release each other from any and all
performances of the articles contained herein and from damages resulting from the breach
of this contract.

21.  To provide a safe and suitable location to display the event. With regard to
indoor events, it is also agreed upon that a safe haven, by means of a locked room or
secure area, will be provided to prepare the effects to be used during the event. Access
will be allowed to Contractor’s personnel only during the course of the event. The proper
amount of preparatory time will be allowed so the event can be safely set-up, tested and
fired as outlined in NFPA 1123 & 1126.

22, CONFORMANCE TO IRAN ECONOMIC SANCTIONS ACT

A. Pursuant to Michigan law, (the Iran Economic Sanctions Act, 2012 PA 517,
MCL 129.311 et seq.), before accepting any bid or proposal, or entering into any
contract for goods or services with any prospective Contractor, the
CONTRACTOR must first certify that it is not an “IRAN LINKED
BUSINESS”, as defined by law.

B. Each Contractor submitting a bid on this project shall include a letter with their
bid certifying that they have full knowledge of the requirements and possible
penalties under the law MCL 129.311 et seq. that the CONTRACTOR is NOT
an “IRAN LINKED BUSINESS” as required by MCL 129.311 et seq., and as
such that CONTRACTOR is legally eligible to submit a bid and be considered
for a possible contract to supply goods and/or services to the City of
Birmingham.






IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties execute this Contract.

WITNESSES: | COLONIAL F[REWORI;é"Co.
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Its: /| BUSINESS MANAGBﬁ
‘ ’Colomal Fireworks Co.
" 6480 Tomer Road
Clayton, MI 49235

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM

By:
Stuart L. Sherman
Its: Mayor
By:
Laura Pierce
Its: City Clerk
Approved:
P e—
DIAE
£ / /« 7 7\
J eph A. Valentine, City Manager
Approved as to substance)
/\ )y f—x
MlchielP Metz Fire (ﬁnef -
(Approved as to substance)

Mark Gerber Director of Finance
(Approved as to financial obligation)
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AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLIANCE - IRAN ECONOMIC SANCTIONS ACT
Michigan Public Act No. 517 of 2012

The undersigned, the owner or authorized agent of the below-named contractor
(the “Contractor”), pursuant to the compliance certification requirement provided in the
City of Birmingham Fireworks Display Contract (the “Contract”), hereby certifies,
represents and warrants that the Contractor (including its officers, directors and
employees) is not an “Iran linked business” within the meaning of the Iran Economic
Sanctions Act, Michigan Public Act No. 517 of 2012 (the “Act™), and that in the event
Contractor is awarded a contract as a result of the aforementioned Contract, the
Contractor will not become an “Iran linked business” at any time during the course of
performing any services under the contract.

The Act defines an Iran Linked Business as an individual or any entity, including
all successors, parent companies, subsidiaries and companies under common control,
engaged in investment activities of $20,000,000.00 or more with the energy sector of
Iran, including providing of products used to construct or maintain oil or liquefied natural
gas pipelines.

The Contractor further acknowledges that any person who is found to have
submitted a false certification is responsible for a civil penalty of not more than
$250,000.00 or 2 times the amount of the contract or proposed contract for which the
false certification was made, whichever is greater, the cost of the City’s investigation, and
reasonable attorney fees, in addition to the fine. Moreover, any person who submitted a
false certification shall be ineligible to bid on a Request for Proposal for three (3) years
from the date it is determined that the person has submitted the false certification.

CONTRACTOR: 4
COLONMTAL FIREWORK CO./;léme of Contractor
1/

B////?’W/ J//};ﬂ%’
&: BUSINESS MANAGER

o /15

MANUFACTURING - 6480 Tomer Rd., Clayton, MI 49235 ® 800-882-9323 ® Fax 517-436-3269

ADMINISTRATION - 5225 Telegraph Rd., Toledo, OH 43612  877-257-9977 » Fax 419-476-0929






i DATE {MMDDYYYY
ACORD CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE 21712015

S
I THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.

IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy{ies) must be endorsed. If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to
the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement. A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the
certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).

PRODUCER i .
Britton Gallagher PHONE B EER T R s RER_ T4
One Cleveland Center, Floor 30 {846, o, Bt 16-658-7100 (A1C. Noy216-658-7101
1375 East 9th Street ANDRESS: e
Claveland OH 44114 INSURER{S) AFFORDING COVERAGE | NAIC #
S INSURER A :Everest Indemnity Insurance Co 10851
INSURED wsuReR B :Everest National Insurance Company 10120

Colonial Fireworks Company sAxis Surplus Ins Company
6480 Tomer Road INSURER D -

Clayton MI 49235
INSURERE :

IMSURERF @

COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER: 1028992768 REVISION NUMBER:

TE IS 70 CERTIEY THAT THE FOLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN iS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

INSR ADDL LiCY EFE CYERS
NS | TYPE OF INSURANCE LN§é o] POLICY NUMBER | (mmnlvsvsn gﬁ'?m%nmvn LTS
A | GENERAL LIABILITY .| | SIBMLO0094-159 211512015 2H5/2016 EACH OCCURRENCE  $1.000,000
s L i ] O e SO0
X _ | COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY b , ; ﬁmﬁ@_ | $500.000
L1 jclamsmaoe [X | occur o | | | MED EXP (Any one person) [ §
A A ; i i i H
e | | | PERSONAL & ADVINJURY | $1,000.000
i L ; } | GENERAL AGGREGATE | $2,000,000
| GENL AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER: | } | PRODUCTS - COMPIOP AGG | $2,000,000
i roucy X (FBO: X 1iec L l ; f E
E | AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY | |sI8cA00045-151 D205 21612016 | GIREREneE T T o 000,000
F( | ANy AUTO ‘ | ‘ : | BODILY INJURY (Per person) 5
"~ ALLOWNED SCHEDULED ' : [ i | P
e LERS o e
X |repavtos X | AUTOS : P ! : |(Peracadent) %
: , i ) 1 | i $
{ 1 [ : ! ! :
T ; - 5 .; ;
¢, |umBRELLALAS X | occUR | | [EAUT0S9TY 2/15/2015 2152016 | EACH OCCURRENCE | $9,000,000
X ! EXCESSUAB CLAIMS-MADE! | | ; | AGGREGATE | $9,000,000
t I x ] i i | 1 :
i DED i | RETENTIONS L | $
WORKERS COMPENSATION | = TWCSTATU- | [OTH
| AND EMPLOYERS LIABILITY vin' : g | [TORYLMITS | FR
ANY PROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUTIVE ‘ | i ‘ I | E.L. EACH ACCIDENT I
OFFICER/MEMBER EXCLUDED? D INIA: ; : ; :
(Mandatory in NH) L | E.L DISEASE - EA EMPLOYEE 5
i yes, describe under : ‘ : ! i
DESERIDTION OF DPERATIONS nelow ;, | | | £ DISEASE - POLICY LIMIT _ ©

I ) : :

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS / LOCATIONS / VEHICLES {Attach ACORD 101, Additional Remaris Schedule, if more space is required)

SHOW NO- 2015-021 DISPLAY DATE: JULY 3, 2015 RAIN DATE: 07/05/15

LOCATION: LINCOLN HILLS GOLF COURSE BIRMINGHAM Ml

ADDITIONAL INSUREDS: FARGO GOLF COMPANY; CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, INCLUDING ALL ELECTED AND APPOINTED
OFFICIALS. ALL EMPLOYEES AND VOLUNTEERS, ALL BOARDS, COMIMISSIONS AND/OR AUTHORITIES AND THEIR BOARD
MEMBERS. EMPLOYEES. AND VOLUNTEERS THEREQF. THIS COVERAGE SHALL BE PRIMARY TO ANY OTHER COVERAGE THAT
MAY BE AVAILABLE TQ THE ADDITIONAL INSURED, WHETHER ANY OTHER AVAILABLE COVERAGE BY PRIMARY,
CONTRIBUTING OR EXCESS.

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WitlL BE DELIVERED IN

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM FIRE DEPT ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS.
572 SOUTH ADAMS
BIRM[NGHAM Mi 48009 AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

G P,
Gpipbd o=

© 1988-2010 ACORD CORPORATION. All rights reserved.
ACORD 25 (2010/05) The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD
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ACORD CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE srrote

THIS CERTIFICATE 1S ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.

IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must be endorsed. If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to
the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policles may require an endorsement. A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the
certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).

PRODUCER GONTACT
Britton Gallagher PHO FAX
One Cleveland Center, Floor 30 {816, No. Exti:21 6-656-7100 |8 nor216-658-7101
1375 East 9th Street ADDRESS -
Cleveland OH 44114 INSURER(S) AFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC #
R . INSURER A :Everest Indemnity Insurance Co 10851
INSURED mSURER B :Everest Nationai insurance Company 10120
Colonial Fireworks Company INSURER ¢ sAxis Surplus Ins Company 3
6480 Tomer Road i
Clayton MI 49235 MSURERD:

INSURER E :

INSURER F :
COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER: 1028992768 REVISION NUMBER:

THIS (S TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN 1S SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

INSRY IADBLISUBR] [ POLICY EEE | POLICY EXP
LTR | TYPE OF INSURANCE LINSR [ WD | POLICY NUMBER | (MM/DDIYYYY) (MMIDDNYYY)i LMITS
T © T
A | GENERAL LIABILITY ! | | SIBML00094-151 211512015 R/15/2016 | EACH OCCURRENCE ' $1.000.000
. | "DAMAGE TO RENTED
‘X -Lcommencm GENERAL LIABILITY ‘ : : APREMl§gSO(Ea occurrence) | $500,000
i~— { i cLams-MADE |[X_ | OCCUR ‘ ; ; J MED EXP (Any one person)  © §
N | PERSONAL & ADVINJURY . $1,000,000
o e | ] | GENERAL AGGREGATE $2,000,000
GEN1 AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER: j P : ! | PRODUCTS - COMPIOP AGG | $2.000,000
Poouoy X 17RO X T ioc P ;‘ ! E— S
B AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY i !  SI8CA00045-151 2/15/2015 211 512016 I E‘z&g:clst GLE T | $1.000.000
X | any AUTO A i BODILY INJURY (Per person) | §
ALLOWNED || SchEQULED | . ‘] | BODILY INJURY (Per accident) §
x| o ; S : ; "PROPERTY DAMAGE s
i HIREDAUTOS ! : .{Per accident)
! : ‘ ! | : 'S
(o} ; UMBRELLALIAB (X OCCUR ! [EAU705977 ?11512015 2/15/2016 EACH OCCURRENCE | $9,000,000
X |EXCESSUAB | |clAMSMADE. | | ‘ AGGREGATE $9,000,000
' DED ) | RETENTIONS J i ‘ } . : s
WORKERS COMPENSATION . ;; ' . WC STATU- OTH-
| AND EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY \; | L TORY UMITS | _,LER,A_: ......................................... .
ANY PROPR|ETORIPARTNERIEXECUT\VE | ! | i E.L. EACH ACCIDENT s
OFFICER/MEMBER EXCLUDED? [j NI A ! ! ! : ;
: (Mandamry in NH) | ! E.L DISEASE - EA EMPLOYEE §
descrbe u ; é
! hz':cmprmu oF OF’ERAY’ONQ below . . | | E.L DISEASE - POLICY LIMIT | §

i

OESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS / LOCATIONS / VEHICLES {Attach ACORD 101, Additional Remarks Schedule, if more space Is required)

SHOW NO: 2015-021 DISPLAY DATE: JULY 3, 2015 RAIN DATE: 07/05/15

OCATION: LINCOLN HILLS GOLF COURSE BIRMINGHAM M
ADD IONAL INSUREDS: FARGO GOLF COMPANY; CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, INCLUDING ALL ELECTED AND APPOINTED
OFFICIALS, ALL EMPLOYEES AND VOLUNTEERS, ALL BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND/OR AUTHORITIES AND THEIR BOARD
MEMBERS, EMPLOYE{:S AND VOLUNTEERS THEREOF. THIS COVERAGE SHALL BE PRIMARY TO ANY OTHER COVERAGE THAT
MAY BE AVAILABLE TO THE ADDITIONAL INSURED, WHETHER ANY OTHER AVAILABLE COVERAGE BY PRIMARY.
CONTRIBUTING OR EXCESS.

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM FIRE DEPT ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS.
572 SOUTH ADAMS
BIRM]NGHAM M 48009 AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

& 74 f a_,-#‘
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© 1988-2010 ACORD CORPORATION. All rights reserved.
ACORD 25 (2010/05) The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD
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CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE

DATE (MMIDDIYYYY)
2/17/2015

r

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF |
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NE
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES N
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.

NFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
GATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
OT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED

IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must be endarsed. If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject (o
the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement.
certificate holder in fieu of such endorsement(s).

A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the

PRODUCER

COMIACT Kristine Reed

Ann Arbor Insurance Centre, Inc. PHONE o (734)973-9444 | PAE oy (734)973-8318
2621 Carpenter Rd EwmAlL s kreed@annarborinsurancecentre.com
INSURER(S) AFFORDING COVERAGE L HACH

 Ann Arbor MI 48108 wsurerA:LM Insurance Corporation |

INSURED INSURERB © ’:

Colonial Fireworks Company, Inc. INSURER C - ]

5225 Telegraph Road INSURER D : |

INSURER E :
Toledo OH 43 612 INSURER F *
CCVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBERCL14111205651 REVISION NUMBER:

THIS 18 TO CERTI
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT,
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE

FY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

{NSR
LTR

TYPE OF INSURANCE

AUDLISUBR]

INSR

WVDi

POLICY NUMBER

= T
POLICY EXP LISUTS

i
| | COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY
| CLAIMS-MADE OCCUR

| GEN'L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER:

POLICY EFF
(MB/DBIYYYY] | (MMIDDIYYYY)

EACH OCCURRE

DANMAGE TORENTED
PREMISES (Ea otourtenca)

e L fea

MED EXP [Any ong persen)

PERSONAL & AV INJURY
GENERAL AGGREGATE

n

PRODUCTS - COMPIOP AGG

Dooucy [ 158 | fioc I's
| AUTOMOBILE UABILITY jgme =9 §Ir<JGLE R <
im | ANT AUTO BODIL;TNJURY (Per person) ;
” D SCHEDULED BODILY INJURY (Per accident) | S
:w HIRED AUTOS j ] Arog HED PROPERTY DAAGE 1

§ i H
! ! i

| e

i

| UMBRELLA LIAR

| QUCUR
¢

- _—
| | EXCESSLIAB || CLAIMS-MADE

EACH OCCURRENCE

wr dis

AGGREGATE
; i [
lpep | | setenTions s
WORKERS COMPENSATION % | WCETATG T 70T
AND EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY LTORY.LMITS ! 1 ER

8’;}, gggﬁzﬁg&aﬁmﬁggﬁwme ! E.L. EACH ACCIDENT s 1.000,000

(Mandatory in NF) WC5345508166032 11/30/2014111/30/2015 | ¢, pisgase-gAEvPLOYEES 1,000,000
es, describe under

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS below | EL DISEASE - POLICY LIMIT | 5 1,000,000

Excluded:Gregory Tremonte!

: ;

%
!
|

l

!
I
I
14
[
!
]
|

i

i

i

i
! :
i ]

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS ! LOCATIONS / VEHICLES {Attach ACORD 101, Additional Remarks Schedule, if more space is required)

Show#: 2015-021

Show Date: July 3, 2015

Rain Date: July 5, 2015

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION

City of Birmingham Fire Department

572 South Adams
Birmingham, MI 48009

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WiLL BE DELIVERED (N
ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS.

AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

Kristine Reed/KRRE M - 9"{-&4—6&
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ACORD' CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE 2/17/2015

REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED

certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).

IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must be endorsed. If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to
the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement. A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the

PRODUCER

CONTACT gristine Reed

Ann Arbor Insurance Centre, Inc. T'T‘W,P N . (734) 973-9444 [R% woy. (1341 973-8318
2621 Carpenter Rd AL is. kreed@annarborinsurancecentre.com
INSURERI(S) AFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC &

Ann Arbor MI 48108 wsurera: LM Insurance Corporation
INSURED INSURER B :
Colonial Fireworks Company, Inc. INSURER C :
5225 Telegraph Road INSURERD :

INSURERE :
Tocledo OH 43612 INSURERF -
COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER:CL14111205651 REVISION NUMBER:

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

INSR AGDL [SUBR

POLICY EFF | POLICY EXP
LTR TYPE OF INSURANCE INGR | WvD POLICY NUMBER MMMDDIYYYY) | (MM/DDIYYYY) LIMITS
GENERAL LIABILITY EACH OCCURRENCE $
DAMAGE TO RENTED
COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY PREMISES (Ea occurrence) | $
CLAIMS-MADE OCCUR MED EXP (Any one person) | §
PERSONAL & ADVINJURY | §
o GENERAL AGGREGATE $
GEN' AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER: PRODUCTS - COMP/OP AGG | §
POLICY RS LOC $
AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY FOMBINED SINGLE LM ¢
ANY AUTO BODILY INJURY {Per persan} | $
| ALLOWNED SCHEDULED BODILY INJURY (Per accident)| $
| AUTOS | UToS | BODIL {Per accident)
1 ! NON-OWNED PROPERTY DAMAGE s
| HIRED AUTOS | AUTOS {Per accident)
| o $
i i
| UMBRELLALIAB | OCCUR EACH OCCURRENCE $
| EXCESS LIAB | | CLAIMS-MADE AGGREGATE s
-
'oep | | retenmions S— o $
WC STATU-
2 | WORKERS COMPENSATION x | NCSTATU.
AND EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY YiN BY LIMIT £R
ANY PROPRIETORIPARTNS!;IEXECUTWE NIA E.L. EACH ACCIDENT 5 1,000,000
OFFICERIMEMBER EXCLUDED? [W
(Mandatory in NH) C5345508166032 11/30/201411/30/201S | ¢\ pisEASE - EA EMPLOYEE § 1,000,000
If yes, describe under i
| DI Z%ngﬁlon %‘F %PERATIONS below E.L. DISEASE - POLICY UMIT | § 1,000,000
| Excluded:Gregory Tremonte
i
1
|

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS / LOCATIONS / VEHICLES (Attach ACORD 101, Additional Remarks Schedule, if more space is required)

Show#f: 2015~021

Show Date: July 3, 2015

Rain Date: July 5, 2015

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION

City of Birmingham Fire Department
572 South Adams
Birmingham, MI 48009

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WiLL BE DELIVERED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS.

AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

Kristine Reed/KRRE M - @Loe
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INSO25 010081 01
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Mﬂimingﬁm MEMORANDUM
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Police Department

DATE: February 23, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Donald A. Studt, Chief of Police

SUBJECT: State Law Drug Forfeitures — Transfer of Funds

When funds are seized for forfeiture actions by our officers as a result of criminal investigations,
they are deposited in the drug enforcement bond account number 701-000.000-256.0005. The
purpose of this account is to hold monies in a type of escrow, as the person from whom the
money is seized has the right to contest the action. Should they file a claim the matter is
adjudicated and the money may be awarded back to the petitioner. If no claim is filed in the
allotted time period, the funds can be transferred by City Commission resolution to the state
drug forfeiture account number 265-000.000-660.0001 for use by the police department.

On review of the status of the bond account, we have found $21,401.16 in funds dating back
prior to 2001.

CASE NUMBER AMOUNT
98-10054 $ 727.00
98-13642 511.00
98-14317 555.00
99-16339 939.00
99-17355 837.00
99-18999 500.00
99-20256 5,752.00
99-20296 88.21

00-3538 760.69
00-8029 282.00
00-15145 179.00
00-15933 12.00
00-16442 485.00
00-16444 1.13
00-18165 42.14
01-1726 160.78
13-17040 425.00

SUBTOTAL | $12,256.95

Additionally, there is a combined total of $9,144.21 in the drug enforcement bond account
pursuant to miscellaneous state drug forfeitures that predate the cutoff for availability of
detailed accounting records in the BS&A financial software program. The total amount of funds
to be transferred from the bond account to the state forfeiture account is $21,401.16.
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There are no claims filed or bonds posted to contest these funds. Therefore, the department
requests that the City Commission approve by resolution the forfeiture of these assets and transfer
the funds to the state drug forfeiture account number 265-000.000-660.0001.

The police and finance department have met and established a process by which future state
forfeiture activities will be reviewed and sent to the city commission on an annual basis.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:
To approve state law drug forfeitures and authorize the finance department to transfer

$21,401.16 from the drug enforcement bond account number 701-000.000-256.0005 to the
state drug forfeiture account number 265-000.000-660.0001.






A Walkable Community

M&ﬂ?iming@m MEMORANDUM

Engineering Dept.

DATE: March 20, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer
SUBJECT: Anderson, Eckstein, & Westrick, Inc.

Engineering Services Contract Renewal

Attached is an engineering consultant agreement between the City of Birmingham and the
engineering firm Anderson, Eckstein, & Westrick, Inc. (AEW). AEW is a multi-disciplinary
consulting firm that has assisted the Engineering Department with the majority of its bridge
inspections and upgrades since 1988. They have also assisted with other needed services
outside of bridges on occasion. For example, last year, when an unexpected need for a
public works inspector arose without much warning, they were able to supply these services
for several weeks. Their current five year contract with the City will expire at the end of
March.

We have had a fine working relationship with the current AEW team on our bridge projects.
Plans prepared on our behalf have consistently been well thought through, and well
presented, making them easy to work with. They are currently finishing the MDOT required
paperwork documenting the last round of inspections finished late in 2014.

In response to the poor economic times, AEW did not change their hourly rate structure
from 2010 to 2014. In 2014, a 6% increase was implemented to make up for most of the
change in expenses during that period. The current rate structure, plus the 2010 rates, are
attached.

It is recommended that the City of Birmingham continue to engage Anderson, Eckstein, &
Westrick, Inc., to provide engineering services according to the attached agreement, which
has been approved by the City Attorney.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To authorize the Mayor and Clerk to sign the agreement between Anderson, Eckstein, &
Westrick, Inc., and the City of Birmingham.
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
ANDERSON, ECKSTEIN AND WESTRICK, INC.
ENGINEERING CONSULTANT CONTRACT

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this  day of , 2015, by and
between the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, a Michigan Municipal Corporation located at 151 Martin
Street, Birmingham, Michigan, hereinafter referred to as the CITY, and ANDERSON, ECKSTEIN
AND WESTRICK, INC., located at 51301 Schoenherr, Shelby Township, Michigan 48315,
hereinafter referred to as the CONSULTANT.

WHEREAS, the CITY would like to engage the professional services of the
CONSULTANT to perform engineering services, including inspections and surveying, and,

WHEREAS, the CONSULTANT is willing to render such services desired by the CITY
for the considerations hereinafter expressed.

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual undertakings of the parties
hereto, all as hereinafter set forth, it is agreed by and between the parties as follows:

1. The CONSULTANT shall perform engineering services for the CITY, including,
but not limited to, investigations, studies and preliminary engineering, design engineering,
construction engineering and field layout, perform inspection services and surveys, update CITY'S
record keeping as directed, obtain detailed "as built" information in the field and properly transfer
this information to the CITY'S electronic mapping/GIS system.

Prior to the final acceptance of a project, the design engineer shall submit as-built
plans, in both digital and hardcopy format, to the CITY. As-built plans shall be submitted for all
projects involving sanitary sewer, storm sewer, and water main installation or modification. As-
builts shall adhere to the CITY of Birmingham CAD/GIS submittal standards found under separate
cover.

The CONSULTANT will provide said services only when requested to do so by
the City Engineer.

2. The CONSULTANT shall perform all work under the direction of the City
Engineer or a designated representative.

The CITY agrees to pay the CONSULTANT for services rendered on the basis of
an hourly fee as set forth in Exhibit A which is attached hereto and made a part hereof. The hourly
fee may be reviewed and adjusted annually by mutual consent of both parties in writing. The
CONSULTANT shall submit billings on a regular basis, but no more than once a month.

4. This Agreement shall commence on April 1, 2015, and shall terminate on March
31, 2020. However, notwithstanding the term of the agreement, the City shall have the right to
terminate this Agreement on ten (10) days written notice. In the event of termination, the





CONSULTANT shall receive compensation for services to the date the termination takes effect
and the City shall be entitled to retain and use the results to the date the termination takes effect
and the City shall be entitled to retain and use the results of all information, documents and
recommendations prepared by the CONSULTANT through such date.

5. If the CONSULTANT fails to perform its obligations hereunder, the CITY may
take any and all remedial actions permitted by law.

6. The CONSULTANT shall hire personnel of good character and fitness to perform
the duties under this Agreement.

7. The CONSULTANT agrees that neither it nor its subcontractors will discriminate
against any employee or applicant for employment with respect to hire, tenure, terms, conditions
or privileges of employment, or a matter directly or indirectly related to employment because of
race, color, religion, national origin, age, sex, height, weight or marital status. The
CONSULTANT shall inform the CITY of all claims or suits asserted against it by the
CONSULTANT’S employees who work pursuant to this Agreement. The CONSULTANT shall
provide the CITY with periodic status reports concerning all such claims or suits, at intervals
established by the CITY.

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

9. To the fullest extent permitted by law, the CONSULTANT and any entity or person
for whom the CONSULTANT is legally liable, agrees to indemnify the City of Birmingham, its
elected and appointed officials and employees against any and all claims, demands, suits, or loss,
and for any damages which may be recovered against or from the CITY, its elected and appointed
officials and employees by reason of personal injury, including bodily injury and death and/or
property damage, including loss of use thereof, which arise out of the acts, errors or omissions of
the CONSULTANT including its employees and agents, in the performance of this
Agreement. Consultant is not obligated to indemnity the City for that portion which is attributable
to the City’s own negligence.





The CITY agrees that the contractors shall be solely responsible for job site safety and all
contractors shall be required in the CITY’S contract with such contractors to indemnify the
CONSULTANT for any liability incurred by the CONSULTANT as a result of the contractor’s
negligent acts or omissions. However, such indemnification shall not extend to liability resulting
from the negligence of the CONSULTANT.

10.  The CONSULTANT shall not commence work under this Agreement until it has,
at its sole expense, obtained the insurance required by this paragraph. All certificates of insurance
shall be with insurance carriers licensed and admitted to do business in the State of Michigan. All
coverages shall be with insurance carriers acceptable to the City of Birmingham. The
CONSULTANT shall maintain during the life of this Agreement the types of insurance coverage
and minimum limits as set forth below:

A. Workers' Compensation Insurance: CONSULTANT shall procure and
maintain during the life of this Agreement, Workers' Compensation
Insurance, including Employers Liability Coverage, in accordance with all
applicable statutes of the State of Michigan.

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

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

D. Additional Insured: The Commercial General Liability and Motor Vehicle
Liability, as described above, shall include an endorsement stating the
following shall be Additional Insureds: The City of Birmingham including
all elected and appointed officials, all employees, all boards, commissions
and/or authorities and board members. This coverage shall be primary and
any other insurance maintained by the additional insureds shall be
considered to be excess and non-contributing with this insurance required
from CONSULTANT under this Section.






E. Professional Liability Insurance: If Professional Liability Insurance is
available, Professional Liability Insurance with limits of not less than
$2,000,000 per claim if CONSULTANT will provide service that are
customarily subject to this type of coverage.

F. Cancellation Notice: Workers' Compensation Insurance, Commercial
General Liability Insurance, Professional Liability Insurance and Motor
Vehicle Liability Insurance as described above, shall include an
endorsement stating the following: "Thirty (30) days Advance Written
Notice of Cancellation or Non-Renewal shall be sent to: Director of
Finance, City of Birmingham, P.O. Box 3001, 151 Martin  Street,
Birmingham, Michigan 48012.

G. Proof of Insurance Coverage: CONSULTANT shall provide the CITY at
the time the Agreement is returned for execution, Certificates of Insurance
and/or policies, acceptable to the City, as listed below.

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

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

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

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

H, Coverage Bxpiration: If any of the above coverages expire during the term
of this Agreement, CONSULTANT shall deliver renewal certificates and/or
policies to the City at least (10) days prior to the expiration date.

11.  If, after the effective date of this Agreement, any official of the CITY, or spouse,
child, parent or in-law of such official or employee shall become directly or indirectly interested
in this Agreement or the affairs of the CONSULTANT, the CITY shall have the right to terminate
this Agreement without further liability to the CONSULTANT if the disqualification has not been
removed within thirty (30) days after the CITY has given the CONSULTANT notice of the
disqualifying interest. Ownership of less than one percent (1%) of the stock or other equity interest
in a corporation or partnership shall not be a disqualifying interest. Employment shall be a
disqualifying interest.

12, The CONSULTANT and the CITY agree that the CONSULTANT is acting as an
independent contractor with respect to the CONSULTANT'S role in providing services to the
CITY pursuant to this Agreement, and as such, shall be liable for its own actions and neither the
CONSULTANT nor its employees shall be construed as employees of the CITY. Nothing
contained in this Agreement shall be construed to imply a joint venture or partnership and neither
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party, by virtue of this Agreement, shall have any right, power or authority to act or create any
obligation, express or implied, on behalf of the other party, except as specifically outlined herein.
Neither the CITY nor the CONSULTANT shall be considered or construed to be the agent of the
other, nor shall either have the right to bind the other in any manner whatsoever, except as
specifically provided in this Agreement, and this Agreement shall not be construed as a contract
of agency. The CONSULTANT shall not be considered entitled or eligible to participate in any
benefits or privileges given or extended by the CITY, or be deemed an employee of the CITY for
purposes of federal or state withholding taxes, FICA taxes, unemployment, workers' compensation
or any other employer contributions on behalf of the CITY.

13.  The CONSULTANT agrees that it will apply for and secure all permits and
approvals as may be required from the CITY in accordance with the provisions of applicable laws
and ordinances of the CITY, State of Michigan or federal agencies.

14.  This Agreement 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 and CONSULTANT. Itis
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
Agreement without prior approval, in writing, of the other. Any attempt at assignment without
prior written consent shall be void and of no effect.

15.  The CITY shall be the owner of all the drawings, specifications or other documents
prepared by the CONSULTANT. Any modifications made to the drawings by the CITY shall be
clearly marked as such on the modified document. The CITY may not use these documents for
any purpose other than pursuant to the activities provided for in this Agreement.

16.  Notices shall be given to:

a. City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
P.O. Box 3001
Birmingham, MI 48012-3001
Attention: Ms. Laura Pierce

With copies to:

Timothy J. Currier, City Attorney
Beier Howlett, P.C.

200 E. Long Lake Road, Ste. #110
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48304

b. Anderson, Eckstein and Westrick, Inc.
51301 Schoenherr
Shelby Township, Michigan 48315
Attention: Mr. Roy C. Rose, PE, President





L7 The CONSULTANT acknowledges that in performing services pursuant to this
Agreement, certain confidential and/or proprietary information (including, but not limited to,
internal organization, methodology, personnel and financial information, etc.) may become
involved. The CONSULTANT recognizes that unauthorized exposure of such confidential or
proprietary information could irreparably damage the CITY. Therefore, the CONSULTANT
agrees to use reasonable care to safeguard the confidential and proprietary information and to
prevent the unauthorized use or disclosure thereof. The CONSULTANT shall inform its
employees of the confidential or proprietary nature of such information and shall limit access
thereto to employees rendering services pursuant to this Agreement. The CONSULTANT further
agrees to use such confidential or proprietary information only for the purpose of performing
services pursuant to this Agreement.

18.  This Agreement shall be governed by and performed, interpreted and enforced in
accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan. The CONSULTANT agrees to perform all
services provided for in this Agreement in accordance with and in full compliance with all local,
state and federal laws and regulations.

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

FAIR PROCUREMENT OPPORTUNITY: Procurement for the City of Birmingham will be
handled in a manner providing fair opportunity for all businesses. This will be accomplished
without abrogation or sacrifice of quality and as determined to be in the best interest of the City of
Birmingham.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the day and
year first above written.

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM

Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor

Laura Pierce, Clerk

ANDERSON, ECKSTEIN AND WESTRICK, INC.

o Pou O (Pona

Roy C. Rose, PE
Presidént// CEO






APPROV AL (Sec 2-289 City Code)

Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer Joseph Valentine, City Manager as to
as to Substance Substance

Mark Gerber, Director of Timothy J. Currier, City Attorney as to
Finance as to Financial Obligation Form





CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
EXHIBIT “A”

HOURLY CHARGE RATES

EMPLOYEE CLASSIFICATION HOURLY CHARGE RATE
PRINCIPAL ENGINEER / SURVEYOR / ARCHITECT $147.00
SENIOR PROJECT ENGINEER / SURVEYOR / ARCHITECT 134.00
LICENSED ENGINEER / SURVEYOR / ARCHITECT 121.00
GRADUATE ENGINEER / SURVEYOR / ARCHITECT 99.00
TEAM LEADER 99.00
ENGINEERING AIDE Ill 83.00
ENGINEERING AIDE I 75.00
ENGINEERING AIDE | 67.00
ENGINEERING AIDE TRAINEE 48.00
SECRETARIAL (Special Projects) 40.00
SURVEY FIELD (3 PERSON CREW) 200.00
SURVEY FIELD (2 PERSON CREW) 167.00
SURVEY FIELD (1 PERSON CREW) 130.00
CONFINED SPACE ENTRY CREW 192.00
CONFINED SPACE ENTRY (EACH ADDITIONAL PERSON) 65.00
DATA COLLECTOR (SURVEY CREW) 28.00
GPS SURVEY EQUIPMENT 68.00

EFFECTIVE APRIL 1, 2015 AND
UPDATED ANNUALLY TO REFLECT CPI.





EXHIBIT “A”

HOURLY CHARGE RATES

EMPLOYEE CLASSIFICATION

HOURLY CHARGE RATE

2010 Rates 6.0% 2014 Rates
PRINCIPAL ENGINEER/ SURVEYOR / ARCHITECT $135.00 143.10  $143.00
SENIOR PROJECT ENGINEER / SURVEYOR / ARCHITECT 124.00 131.44 131.50
LICENSED ENGINEER / SURVEYOR / ARCHITECT 112.00 118.72 118.50
GRADUATE ENGINEER / SURVEYOR / ARCHITECT 91.00 96.46 96.50
TEAM LEADER 91.00 96.46 96.50
ENGINEERING AIDE Il 76.00 80.56 80.50
ENGINEERING AIDE Il 69.00 73.14 73.00
ENGINEERING AIDE | 62.00 65.72 65.50
ENGINEERING AIDE TRAINEE 45.00 47.70 47.50
SECRETARIAL (Special Projects) 38.00 40.28 40.00
SURVEY FIELD (3 PERSON CREW) 185.00 196.10 196.00
SURVEY FIELD (2 PERSON CREW) 155.00 164.30 164.00
SURVEY FIELD (1 PERSON CREW) 120.00 127.20 127.00
CONFINED SPACE ENTRY CREW 204.00 216.24 216.00
DATA COLLECTOR (SURVEY CREW) 23.00 24.38 24.00
COMPUTER SYSTEM 12.00 12.72 0.00
GPS SURVEY EQUIPMENT 57.00 60.42 60.00

EFFECTIVE JUNE 1, 2014
UPDATED ANNUALLY TO REFLECT CPI
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Department of Public Services

DATE: March 17, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services

SUBJECT: Purchase Larvicide Material for Mosquito Control Program

The City currently procures its mosquito control material from Clarke Mosquito Control. The
pricing on these products is government regulated by the Department of Agriculture. Clarke is
the closest distributor in this area and provides these supplies to other local agencies. We have
been pleased with their service and communication with staff about new trends in this area. It
is determined no advantage will be gained by the City of Birmingham in bidding out this
purchase. Therefore, no competitive bids were obtained for these supplies.

We have been treating the catch basins, approximately 2300, over the past eleven seasons.
This has provided us with a successful program which we continue to re-evaluate. This
purchase is for 10 cases of Natular XRT Tablets at $806.74/case this year. Last year the price
was $902.00/case. This application will destroy the mosquito larva and prevent mosquito
emergence.

The Department of Public Services recommends the purchase of this material from Clarke
Mosquito Control at a price not to exceed $8,109.40 which includes shipping. The money has
been budgeted in account #590-536.002-729.0000 Sewer Fund-Operating Supplies for this
purchase. Reimbursement from Oakland County for the program this year is $2,648.39,
identical to last year's amount.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To approve the purchase of the larvicide material from Clarke Mosquito Control in the amount
not to exceed $8,109.40. Further, to waive the normal bidding requirements based on the
government regulated pricing for this type of material. Funds for this purchase will come from
the Sewer Fund-Operating Supplies account #590-536.002-729.0000.

41






M&ang}mm
‘wmm

DATE: March 17, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services
SUBJECT: DPS VEHICLES #216 and #218 REPLACEMENT

MEMORANDUM

Department of Public Services

DPS vehicles #216 and #218 are 2004 GMC Sierra 2500 HD Pickup trucks that are in need of
replacement due to their age and rapidly deteriorating condition. These vehicles are used daily
by the Department of Public Services to carry out a variety of duties relative to streets, sewer,
water and parks maintenance. The general life expectancy of pickup trucks ranges from 8-10 years.
The scoring system has 6 categories listed below. The last four factors are rated based on 1-5
points. The following table illustrates the breakdown of the scoring system used as justification
for the replacement of these vehicles.

Vehicle #216, 2004 GMC Sierra 2500 HD Pickup

Factor Description Points
Age 1 point each year of age 11
Miles/Hours 1 point each 10,000 miles of usage 7
Type of Service | 3 points pulls trailers and hauls heavy loads. 3
Reliability 3 points in shop more than twice in a 3 month period, no major 3
breakdowns or road calls.

M & R Costs 2 points maintenance and repair costs 21-40% of replacement 2
Ccosts.

Condition 3 points for noticeable imperfections in body and paint surface,
some rust, minor damage from add-on equipment, worn interior 3
(one or more rips, tears, burns), and a weak or noisy drive train.
Total points 28+, needs priority replacement. 29

Vehicle #218, 2004 GMC Sierra 2500 HD Pickup
Factor Description Points
Age 1 point each year of age 11
Miles/Hours 1 point each 10,000 miles of usage 6
Type of Service | 3 points pulls trailers and hauls heavy loads. 3
Reliability 2 points in shop 1 time within 3 month period, 1 breakdown/road 2
call within 3 month period.

M & R Costs 2 points maintenance and repair costs 21-40% of replacement 2
costs.

Condition 3 points for noticeable imperfections in body and paint surface, 3
some rust, minor damage from add-on equipment, worn interior
(one or more rips, tears, burns), and a weak or noisy drive train.
Total points between 23-27, needs replacement. 27

1
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The Department of Public Services recommends replacing these vehicles with two (2) 2015 GMC
Sierra 2500HD 4X4 pickup trucks. Once the order is placed for the replacement vehicles, it will
take approximately 6-10 weeks for delivery. Upon delivery, the 2004 GMC Sierra 2500 HD
Pickup trucks (vehicles #216 and #218) will be placed on the Michigan Inter-governmental
Trade Network for re-sale.

Oakland County Cooperative bid pricing is available for the 2015 GMC Sierra 2500HD 4X4
pickup trucks. Red Holman Pontiac GMC is the exclusive dealer for this contract and was
contacted for pricing. The price of these vehicles including title and delivery is $26,960.00 per
unit for a total expenditure of $53,920.00. Funds for this purchase are available in the Auto
Equipment Fund, account #641.441.006-971.0100.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To approve the purchase of two (2) new 2015 GMC Sierra 2500HD 4X4 pickup trucks from Red
Holman Pontiac GMC, using Oakland County Cooperative bid pricing for a total expenditure of
$53,920.00. Funds for this purchase are available in the Auto Equipment Fund, account
#641.441.006-971.0100.
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A Walkable Community

Community Development

DATE: March 23, 2015
TO: Planning Board members
FROM: Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director

SUBJECT: Set Public Hearing to consider amendments to Article 4, Sections 4.59
and 4.70 of the Zoning Ordinance to amend the regulations controlling
the size and placement of private, attached, single-family residential
garages

On March 11, 2015, the Planning Board conducted a public hearing to discuss Zoning Ordinance
Amendments to control the size and placement of private, attached, single-family residential
garages. After much discussion, a majority of the Planning Board voted to recommend
approval of the following:

1. An ordinance to amend Chapter 126, Zoning, of the Code of the City of Birmingham to
amend Article 04, Structure Standards, section 4.70 SS-02, to amend the regulations for
attached, single-family garages; and

2. An ordinance to amend Chapter 126, Zoning, of the Code of the City of Birmingham to
amend Article 04, Structure Standards, section 4.59 SB-02, to amend the regulations for
attached, single-family garages on corner lots.

Thus, the Planning Division requests that the City Commission set a public hearing date for
April 27, 2015 to consider amendments to Article 4, Sections 4.59 and 4.70 of the Zoning
Ordinance to amend the regulations controlling the size and placement of private, attached,
single-family residential garages. Please find attached the staff report presented to the
Planning Board, along with the relevant meeting minutes for your review.

SUGGESTED ACTION:

To set a public hearing date for April 27, 2015 to consider amendments to Article 4, Sections
4.59 and 4.70 of the Zoning Ordinance to amend the regulations controlling the size and
placement of private, attached, single-family residential garages.
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Mm MEMORANDUM

Community Development

DATE: March 6, 2015
TO: Planning Board members
FROM: Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director

SUBJECT: Public Hearing to consider amendments to Article 4, Sections 4.59 and
4.70 of the Zoning Ordinance to amend the regulations controlling the
size and placement of private, attached, single-family residential
garages

It came to the attention of the Planning Division that several issues have arisen with regards to
the application of design standards for single family homes with attached private garages.
While the Planning Division does not conduct site plan or design review for single-family zoned
property in the City, the Planning Board in the late 1990’'s drafted basic design standards to
ensure that the front of single-family homes provided an inviting and pedestrian-oriented
facade and connection to the sidewalk and the neighborhood.

One such standard is found in Article 4, section 4.70 SS-02, Structure Standards, of the Zoning
Ordinance, which states:

The following structure standards apply:

1. A private, attached, single-family residential garage shall not occupy more than 50% of
the linear building frontage of the principal residential building, and must be setback a
minimum of 5 feet from the front facade of a principal residential building.

2. Garage doors on an attached garage which are visible from the street may not exceed 8
feet in width; wherever there are multiple doors, they must be separated by a solid wall
or jamb not less than 8 inches wide.

The standards in section 4.70 apply to all of the single-family zoning districts, which include the
R1A, R1, R2 and R3 zone districts.  Article 9, section 9.02, Definitions, of the Zoning Ordinance
further provides the following definitions to assist in clarifying the design standards outlined in
section 4.70 above:

Garage, Attached Private: That portion of a principal residential building to be used for
the storage of non-commercial motor vehicles, provided that not more than one commercial
vehicle of less than three-quarter-ton capacity may be stored in the private garage and
there shall be no services or commodities offered to the public in connection therewith.
These garages must be enclosed with doors.






Building, Principal: A building or, where the context so indicates, a group of buildings, in
which is conducted the main or principal use of the lot on which the building is situated.

Facade: The vertical exterior surface of a building that is set parallel to a setback line.

Setback: That distance set forth on each two-page layout in Article 2, between any lot line
and a line parallel thereto on the same lot except as otherwise provided in the Zoning
Ordinance (see Lot and Building).

Use, Principal: The primary and chief purpose for which a lot is used, which use is
conducted within a principal building, or as otherwise specified by the Zoning Ordinance.

The Planning Board drafted the provisions in section 4.70 and the definitions in section 9.02 of
the Zoning Ordinance to ensure that attached private garages did not dominate the front of
single family homes after complaints arose when multiple “garage front houses” were
constructed in the late 1990's. In accordance with section 4.70, no more than 50% of the
width of the front of a single-family home can be an attached private garage AND any such
attached garage that is on the front facade must be setback 5 from the front fagade of the
principal residential home.

However, over the years, creative design plans have been submitted to the City and approved
for single-family homes with attached, private garages that protrude in front of the principal
residential building on the site. This has been accomplished by adding a small conditioned
living space (such as an office, tool room, exercise room etc.) to the very front of the attached
private garage facing the street, and / or building residential living space above the attached,
private garages. Complaints have been received that these designs are a violation of the
structure standards contained in section 4.70 of the Zoning Ordinance, or at the very least, are
a violation of the intent of the structure standards contained in section 4.70 of the Zoning
Ordinance.

The current interpretation of the Zoning Ordinance provisions by the Building Official for designs
such as those described above is that when second story living space within the principal
building extends over and five feet in front of an attached garage, the provisions of section 4.70
SS-02 (1) have been met. While these designs could be cantilevered in front of the garage or
supported on columns, those recently constructed have habitable space in front of the attached
garage that is connected by a stair to the second level living area. Extending the living area
over an attached garage and then down in front of the garage by at least five feet, designers
have found a way to technically comply with the ordinance by removing the garage from the
linear building frontage and setting it back five feet from the front facade. The Building Official
and Assistant Building Official were present at the January 26, 2014 Planning Board meeting to





further discuss this issue and to explain how several creative designs have been determined to
technically meet the design standards in the Zoning Ordinance.

Based on numerous citizen complaints, the Planning Board was requested to review and discuss
some of the recently approved designs and determine if these creative garage front home
designs are consistent with the intent of the standards drafted by a former Planning Board and
contained in the Zoning Ordinance, as well as the vision for the development of the City. If
they are not, the Planning Board may wish to consider amending the Zoning Ordinance to
further clarify the design standards for single family homes with attached private garages.

On January 26, 2014, the Planning Board discussed the issue of garage front houses after
reviewing photos and plans from several different homes that have been built or are under
construction. Individual board members expressed support to move garages to the side or rear
of houses, while others expressed concern about pushing the scale and mass of garages into
rear yards. The consensus of a majority of the Planning Board was to come up with a way to
amend the ordinance language to bring the front door of houses closer to the street, and to
reduce the dominance of attached garages so that they are not the primary feature visible from
the street. The Planning Board requested that staff come up with some options for ordinance
amendments and begin discussing the consequences of such changes.

On November 19, 2014, staff conducted a PowerPoint presentation that offered a history of
home design in the City that illustrated why a provision to control the placement of garages was
originally desired, and how home designs have been altered over the years as a result of the
existing attached garage regulations. The presentation also illustrated how designers have
managed to work around the provision to design homes with dominant attached garages, and
offered two suggestions for the Planning Board to consider to provide appropriate controls.

The two main options considered by the Planning Board were as follows:

Option 1— Requlate the Placement of Attached Garages on the Front Facade

e (Garage must be setback a minimum of 5 from the portion of the front facade that is
furthest setback from the front property line;

o Front facade of garage cannot exceed 50% of the total front facade;

e Front facing garage doors are permitted if they do not exceed 9 in width and are
separated by a solid wall or jamb not less than 8” in width (see garage door width
below).

Option 2 — Reqgulate the Maximum Size of Attached Garages on the Linear Front
Facade

e Provide a definition of linear front facade that includes all portions of the front facade
from side yard to side yard regardless of whether parallel to the front property line;





e Maximum size for attached garages when any portion of the garage is located on the
linear front fagade (similar to the limitations for detached garages):
e 600 Sq. Ft. in R1 and R1A;
e 550 Sqg. Ft. in R2; and
e 500 Sqg. Ft. in R3;
e Living space in front of and above garages must provide for daily living (such as master
bedrooms, laundry rooms, bathrooms etc.);
e Living space in front of and above garages must function together between floors and
be connected by an internal stair.

It was clearly noted that both options above place additional restrictions on attached garages
located on front facades ONLY. Neither of the above options control the size or design of
attached garages not located on the front facade, and neither of these options change the
existing controls on detached garages and accessory structures.

On November 19, 2014, the Planning Board also discussed the maximum width of front facing
garage doors to allow easier maneuvering of vehicles into the garage. Complaints are often
received by the Building Division with regards to the narrow width of front facing garage doors
permitted. Currently front facing garage doors can be a maximum of 8’ in width and must be
separated by a jamb at least 8” in width. The Planning Board indicated their support to
increase the maximum width for front facing garage doors to 9’ in width, while maintaining the
requirement for such doors to be separated by a jamb at least 8” in width.

After much discussion, the consensus of the Planning Board was to eliminate option 2 as it was
too complex and the Board was not in favor of allowing small areas of living space to be tacked
on to the front of attached garages. Board members stated that they were in favor of allowing
living space above attached garages. The Board thus directed staff to eliminate option 2, and
to refine option 1 keeping in the provision that the front facade of attached garages cannot
exceed 50% of the width of the front of the house and must be setback a minimum of 5’ from
the front of the house, but refining clearly what portion of the front facade the garage must be
set back from. Board members discussed considering using the longest portion of the front
facade for calculating the setback of the attached, front facing garage or the average front
facade setback, or the setback from the main entrance to the home.

At the January 28, 2015 Planning Board meeting, staff presented four draft ordinance language
options that incorporated each of the refinements requested to be made to the previously
discussed option 1. Board members discussed each option, and consensus was to focus on the
original option 1 to keep the regulations simple and easy to understand and enforce. Board
members then discussed the importance of maintaining a prominent front entry while
downplaying the dominance of attached garages, and making changes to option 1 to emphasize
front entries. Board members also discussed the dominance of side-facing attached garages on
corner lots, and made recommendations to allow only single 9' wide garage doors on the side
elevations when they are visible from the street on corner lots.





At the February 11, 2015 Planning Board meeting, board members discussed draft ordinance
language to amend section 4.70 that was a modification of the original option 1 that requires
garage doors facing a street to be setback 5’ from the portion of the first floor front facade that
is furthest setback from the front property line, and continues to limit the width of garages to
less than 50% of the width of a principal residential building. The proposed language also
increases the maximum width of street facing garage doors from 8’ to 9'. In addition, board
members agreed upon an amendment to section 4.59(A) as well to control the size and
prominence of garages facing side streets on corner lots, by increasing the setback of attached
garages to match the setback for detached garages and other accessory structures.

It is important to note that no changes have been made with regards to regulating the specific
placement of front doors. After much discussion between staff members of both the Planning
and Building Divisions, it was determined that the proposed ordinance language by its very
nature both reduces the dominance of the garage, AND thus increases the prominence of the
pedestrian entry by moving the garages back 5 from the furthest setback portion of the front
facade. Most of the examples previously approved with diminutive front entries setback from a
large front-projecting attached garage could no longer be approved set well back from the
garage, as they would be at least 5’ in front of the garage. In addition, staff considered specific
language to require pedestrian entries to homes with attached garages on either the front
facade, or the front elevation of the home. However, requiring a door on the front fagade or
front elevation would not allow side-facing front doors or diagonal, corner entry doors to count
as “front doors”. Board members had stated that they did not wish to discourage creative or
historic front entries that may not happen to be on the front fagade as defined in the Zoning
Ordinance. Finally, staff consensus was that the vast majority of home designs submitted for
approval do in fact contain what most would consider front doors, and that other than the
previously approved diminutive front entries that were set far back behind the front attached
garage, the lack of front doors on homes has not been a problem.

Suggested Action:
To recommend to the City Commission the adoption of ordinance amendments to Section 4.59

and 4.70 of the Zoning Ordinance to amend the regulations controlling the size and placement
of private, attached, single-family residential garages.





CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 126, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF
BIRMINGHAM TO AMEND ARTICLE 04, STRUCTURE STANDARDS, SECTION 4.70 SS-
02, TO AMEND THE REGULATIONS FOR ATTACHED, SINGLE-FAMILY GARAGES.

THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM ORDAINS:

Section 4.70 SS-02, Structure Standards:

The following structure standards apply:

1. A private, attached, single-family residential garage shall not occupy more than 50%
of the a linear building frertage_width of the a principal residential_building; that
faces a street, and must be setback a minimum of 5 feet from the portion of the
front facade on the first floor of a principal residential building- that is furthest
setback from the front property line, excluding those items listed in
Section 4.30 (C), Projections into Required Open Space.

2. Garage doors on an attached garage which are vistble—from—the facing a street may
not exceed 8 9 feet in width; where there are multiple doors, they must be
separated by a solid wall or jamb not less than 8 inches wide.

ORDAINED this day of , 2015 to become effective 7 days after
publication.

Stuart R. Sherman, Mayor

Laura Pierce, City Clerk





CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 126, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF
BIRMINGHAM TO AMEND ARTICLE 04, STRUCTURE STANDARDS, SECTION 4.59 SB-
02, TO AMEND THE REGULATIONS FOR ATTACHED, SINGLE-FAMILY GARAGES ON
CORNER LOTS.

THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM ORDAINS:
Section 4.59 SB-02, Setback Standards:

This Setback Standards section applies to the following districts:
The following setback standards apply:

A. Corner Lot:
1. A corner lot which has on its side street an abutting interior residential lot shall
have a minimum setback from the side street equal to the minimum front setback
for the zoning district in which such building is located. This requirement shall not
reduce the buildable width of any lot to less than 25 feet.

2. Where there is no abutting interior residential lot on such side street, the
minimum side street setback shall be 10 feet for the permitted principal building, 15
feet for permitted attached garages with vehicle entry doors facing the
side street , and 15 feet for permitted accessory buildings.

ORDAINED this day of , 2015 to become effective 7 days after
publication.

Stuart R. Sherman, Mayor

Laura Pierce, City Clerk





PLANNING BOARD MINUTES
January 26, 2014

STUDY SESSION
Garage Front Houses

Ms. Ecker advised it has come to the attention of the Planning Division that several issues have
arisen with regards to the application of design standards for single-family homes with attached
private garages. The Planning Board in the late 1990's drafted basic design standards to ensure
that the front of single-family homes provided an inviting and pedestrian-oriented facade and
connection to the sidewalk and the neighborhood.

However, over the years, creative design plans have been submitted to the City and approved
for single-family homes with attached, private garages that protrude in front of the principal
residential building on the site. This has been accomplished by adding a small conditioned living
space (such as an office, tool room, exercise room, etc.) to the very front of the attached
private garage facing the street, and/or building residential living space above the attached,
private garages.

The Planning Division and the Building Division request that the Planning Board review and
discuss some of the recently approved designs and determine if these creative garage front
home designs are consistent with the intent of the standards drafted by a former Planning
Board and contained in the Zoning Ordinance, as well as the vision for the development of the
City. If they are not, the Planning Board may wish to consider amending the Zoning Ordinance.

The group viewed several examples. It was Ms. Whipple-Boyce's opinion that the board needs
to come up with a way to tighten up the Ordinance language in order to bring things closer to
the intent of getting the garage behind the house and moving the front door up to the street.
Mr. Johnson felt that could be done by clarifying definitions.

Chairman Boyle cautioned the board has to be careful not to kill thoughtful, sophisticated
design and construction just to impose their regulations.

Mr. Cooper said the reason for these designs is that the builders' customers want attached
garages.

Chairman Boyle noticed in the examples shown that people have decided to use the front space
in a way that isn't as conducive to the neighborhood because they want to preserve their land
at the rear. Mr. Cooper said garages are being designed in the front because by moving the
garage to the rear, even though attached, a lot coverage issue comes into play and a lot more
driveway is required.





Mr. Williams wasn't sure he agrees with the basic premise. He doesn't like the way some
development is pushing detached garages as far back as possible, right up against the rear
property owner's backyard.

Mr. DeWeese wanted to see some options along with their consequences for all types of lots.
The chairman invited comments from the public at 9:07 p.m.

Mr. J.C. Cataldo said that when he was part of the Planning Board they went through an
exhaustive analysis of what was happening to the neighborhoods. They came to the conclusion
that garages should not be the primary point of the home. He appreciates the board taking a
look at the language again and thinks the neighborhoods will be a lot better off for it.

Ms. Ecker agreed that staff will come back with some solutions that show a little more context.

Chairman Boyle noted if too many rules and regulations are imposed the outcome will be cookie
cutter designs.





PLANNING BOARD MINUTES
November 19, 2014

STUDY SESSION
Garage Front Houses

Ms. Ecker provided an overview. Back in 1998, the Planning Board drafted the
provisions in section 4.70 and the definitions in section 9.02 of the Zoning Ordinance to
ensure that attached private garages did not dominate the front of single-family homes
after complaints arose when multiple “garage front houses” were constructed in the late
1990s.

However, over the years creative design plans have been submitted to the City and
approved for single-family homes with attached, private garages that protrude in front
of the principal residential building on the site. By extending the living area over an
attached garage and then down in front of the garage by at least 5 ft., designers have
found a way to technically comply with the ordinance by removing the garage from the
linear building frontage and setting it back 5 ft. from the front facade. Complaints have
been received that these designs are a violation of the structure standards contained in
section 4.70 of the Zoning Ordinance, or at the very least, are a violation of the intent of
the structure standards contained in section 4.70 of the Zoning Ordinance. There is no
interaction between people within the house and people on the street.

Ms. Ecker conducted a PowerPoint presentation that illustrated why a provision was
added in the first place, how people have gotten around it, and suggestions for
appropriate controls.

At the January 26, 2014 meeting of the Planning Board, the majority consensus of the
members was to request staff to come up with some options to amend the ordinance
language to bring the front door of houses closer to the street, and to reduce the
dominance of attached garages so they are not the primary feature visible from the
street. The following options were offered for consideration by the Planning Board:

Option 1 - Regulate the placement of attached garages on the front facade; and
Option 2 - Regulate the maximum size of attached garages on the linear front facade.

Neither of the above options control the size or design of attached garages not located
on the front facade or change the existing controls on detached garages and accessory
structures. The rule remains that garages cannot be more than 50% of the width of the
front of the house.





Additionally, the Planning Board may wish to increase the maximum width for front
facing garage doors from 8 ft. to 9 ft. to provide for easier maneuvering of vehicles into
the garage. It is recommended that if this is changed, the requirement for such doors
to be separated by a jamb at least 8 in. in width continue.

Mr. Johnson announced the Building Dept. worked together with Planning to explore the
garages.

Mr. Koseck was okay with living space being above the garage, but just not tacked out
in front.

Chairman Clein's opinion was that Option 2 is far too complex and restrictive. Option 1
reflects more the intent. However, with Option 1 he feels that setting back 5 ft. from
the furthest facade back from the front property line deters any articulation and keeps
people from being creative with the frontages. He suggested allowing garages to be
front facing only if they are less than 50% of the width of the front facade and only if
they are 5 ft. back from the main entry.

Ms. Lazar leaned toward Option 1. Mr. Koseck thought Option 1 is clear and he doesn't
find it restrictive. Ms. Whipple-Boyce suggested that the garage be pushed back from
the largest front facade.

The chairman called for public comments at 8:16 p.m.

Mr. J.C. Cataldo, 271 Chesterfield, thought the garage could be set back 5 ft. from the
average front footage of the remaining structure on the site.

Ms. Ecker summarized that staff will remove Option 2 from consideration and work on
refining Option 1. Board members were fine with increasing the width of garage doors
from 8 ft. to 9 ft. Mr. Koseck emphasized the necessity to act quickly on this matter.





PLANNING BOARD MINUTES
January 28, 2015

STUDY SESSION
Garage Front Houses (postponed from January 14, 2015)

Ms. Ecker provided an overview. Back in 1998, the Planning Board drafted theprovisions in
section 4.70 and the definitions in section 9.02 of the Zoning Ordinance to
ensure that attached private garages did not dominate the front of single-family homes.

However, over the years creative design plans have been submitted to the City and approved
for single-family homes with attached, private garages that protrude in front

of the principal residential building on the site. By extending the living area over an

attached garage and then down in front of the garage by at least 5 ft., designers have

found a way to technically comply with the ordinance by removing the garage from the

linear building frontage and setting it back 5 ft. from the front facade. Complaints have

been received that these designs are a violation of the Zoning Ordinance structure standards.
There is no interaction between people within the house and people on the street.

On November 19, 2014, staff conducted a PowerPoint presentation that offered a history of
home design in the City that illustrated why a provision to control the placement of garages was
originally desired, and how home designs have been altered over the years as a result of the
existing attached garage regulations. The presentation also offered two suggestions for the
Planning Board to consider to provide appropriate controls.

It was clearly noted that both options place additional restrictions on attached garages located
on front facades ONLY, and neither of these options change the existing controls on detached
garages and accessory structures.

On November 19, 2014, the Planning Board also discussed the maximum width of front- facing
garage doors to allow easier maneuvering of vehicles into the garage. The Planning Board
indicated their support to increase the maximum width for front-facing garage doors to 9 ft. in
width, while maintaining the requirement for such doors to be separated by a jamb at least 8
in. in width.

After much discussion, board members stated that they were in favor of allowing living space
above attached garages. The board thus directed staff to eliminate the second option, and to
refine option 1 keeping in the provision that the front facade of attached garages cannot exceed
50% of the width of the front of the house and must be set back a minimum of 5 ft. from the
front of the house, but refining clearly what portion of the front facade the garage must be set
back from.

Accordingly, Ms. Ecker presented ordinance language that incorporates each of the refinements
previously discussed for the former option 1. Each option states the residential garage shall not
occupy more that 50% of the linear building frontage. Also, each option discusses the 9 ft.
garage door width and each talks about a 5 ft. setback from a particular portion of the facade:





*  Original Option 1 - The setback must be 5 ft. back from the portion of the front
facade on the first floor that is furthest set back from the front property line excluding
allowable projections into the required open space as listed in Article 4. This is easy to
understand and design and easy to review for compliance and enforcement.

* Option 1A - The garage must be setback 5 ft. back from the longest portion of the
front facade on the first floor excluding allowable projections into the required open
space. This is also easy to understand and design and easy to review for compliance and
enforcement.

* Option 1B - The setback must be 5 ft. back from the average setback of all portions
of the front facade on the first floor excluding allowable projections into the required
open space. This is most difficult to calculate and design and most difficult to review for
compliance and enforcement.

* Option 1C - The setback must be a minimum of 5 ft. from the main entry door on the
front facade on the first floor. In order to be considered a main entry door, it must be
located on a portion of the front facade at least 8 ft. in width. 7hAis /s harder to
understand and design and easy to review for compliance and enforcement.

Mr. Cooper explained the front facade is the address where the Certificate of Occupancy was
issued. If the house is turned slightly so it is not exactly parallel to the street, Mr. Johnson said
to look at the front facade as it is shown on the elevation of the drawings and that is the front
facade.

Mr. Koseck expressed his preference for Option 1 because it keeps things simple. Mr. Jeffares
noted the board is trying to downplay garage dominance, but play up front door prominence.
If the board ignores the front door and just works on the garage they might not get what they
want. The board has to balance their intent with staff's ability to enforce.

Mr. DeWeese declared they could specify that the main entry door cannot be behind the garage
door and that there must be a main entry door on the front facade. Chairman Clein
summarized that the board is leaning toward a version of the Original Option 1 with some
emphasis on front entries.

There was board consensus that staff would come back with Option 1, adding language that
puts emphasis on the real front door. Mr. Koseck added that garage doors facing any street
must be 9 ft. in width. Ms. Whipple-Boyce wanted to be careful that the board doesn't tell
people too much what to do with their designs.





PLANNING BOARD MINUTES
February 11, 2015

STUDY SESSION
Garage Front House Ordinance (postponed from the meeting of January 14, 2015)

Ms. Ecker recalled that on November 19, 2014, staff conducted a PowerPoint presentation that
offered a history of home design in the City that illustrated why a provision to control the
placement of garages was originally desired, and how home designs have been altered over the
years as a result of the existing attached garage regulations.

On November 19, 2014, the Planning Board also discussed the maximum width of front- facing
garage doors to allow easier maneuvering of vehicles into the garage. The Planning Board
indicated their support to increase the maximum width for front-facing garage doors to 9 ft. in
width, while maintaining the requirement for such doors to be separated by a jamb at least 8
in. in width. After much discussion, board members stated that they were in favor of allowing
living space above attached garages. The board thus directed staff to keep in the provision that
the front facade of attached garages cannot exceed 50% of the width of the front of the house
and must be set back a minimum of 5 ft. from the front of the house, but refining clearly what
portion of the front facade the garage must be set back from.

Therefore, ordinance language was presented at the January 28, 2015 Planning Board meeting
that incorporated each of these refinements requested. The consensus was to keep the
regulations simple and easy to understand and enforce. Board members discussed the
importance of maintaining a prominent front entry while downplaying the dominance of
attached garages. They also discussed the dominance of side-facing attached garages on
corner lots, and made recommendations to allow only single 9 ft. wide garage doors on the side
elevations when they are visible from the street on corner lots.

Accordingly, the draft ordinance language proposed this evening will force the garage back
behind the house, therefore increasing the prominence of the front door. Also, the garage is
limited in width to only 50% of the front elevation. This is coupled with a proposed amendment
to section 4.59 to address both the size and placement of attached garages with doors visible
from side streets on corner lots.

In response to Mr. Share, Mr. Cooper explained why a 40 ft. wide corner lot would be the most
affected with this ordinance language. Also, he noted side elevation garages can become very
dominant on a street that has a lot of traffic.

Mr. Cooper went on to show photos of existing homes in Birmingham to illustrate both the
design outcome of the proposed ordinance changes, and to further the discussion on requiring
entry doors on the front facade of homes with attached garages.

In answer to a question, Ms. Ecker advised that if an existing house burned down it would keep
its grandfather status unless it was damaged by more than 75%.





Motion by Mr. Williams

Seconded by Mr. DeWeese to set a public hearing date for March 11, 2015 to
consider recommending to the City Commission the adoption of ordinance
amendments to Section 4.59 and 4.70 of the Zoning Ordinance to amend the
regulations controlling the size and placement of private, attached, single-family
residential garages.

There were no comments from members of the public at 7:58 p.m.
Motion carried, 7-0.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Williams, DeWeese, Clein, Jeffares, Koseck, Share, Whipple-Boyce
Nays: None

Absent: Boyle, Lazar





DRAFT Planning Board Minutes
March 11, 2015

PUBLIC HEARING

1. TO CONSIDER AMENDING CHAPTER 126, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY
OF BIRMINGHAM, ARTICLE 04, STRUCTURE STANDARDS, SECTION 4.70 SS-02,
TO AMEND THE REGULATIONS FOR ATTACHED, SINGLE-FAMILY GARAGES.

2. TO CONSIDER AMENDING CHAPTER 126, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY
OF BIRMINGHAM, ARTICLE 04, STRUCTURE STANDARDS, SECTION 4.59 SB-02,
TO AMEND THE REGULATIONS FOR ATTACHED, SINGLE-FAMILY GARAGES ON
CORNER LOTS.

Chairman Clein opened the public hearing at 7:31 p.m.

Ms. Ecker provided an overview and showed a PowerPoint. Back in 1998, the Planning Board
drafted the provisions in section 4.70 and the definitions in section 9.02 of the Zoning
Ordinance to ensure that attached private garages did not dominate the front of single-family
homes.

However, over the years creative design plans have been submitted to the City and approved
for single-family homes with attached, private garages that protrude in front

of the principal residential building on the site. By extending the living area over an

attached garage and then down in front of the garage by at least 5 ft., designers have

found a way to technically comply with the ordinance by removing the garage from the
linear building frontage and setting it back 5 ft. from the front facade. Complaints have

been received that these designs are a violation of the Zoning Ordinance structure standards.
There is no interaction between people within the house and people on the street.

The Planning Board has met on several occasions to review this topic. At the February 11, 2015
Planning Board meeting, board members discussed draft ordinance

language to amend section 4.70 that requires garage doors facing a street to be set back 5 ft.
from the portion of the first floor front facade that is furthest set back from the front property
line, and continues to limit the width of garages to less than 50% of the width of a principal
residential building. The proposed language also increases the maximum width of street facing
garage doors from 8 ft. to 9 ft. In addition, board

members agreed upon an amendment to section 4.59(A) as well to control the size and
prominence of garages facing side streets on corner lots, by increasing the setback of attached
garages to match the setback for detached garages and other accessory structures.





It is important to note that no changes have been made with regards to regulating the specific
placement of front doors. After much discussion between staff members of both the Planning
and Building Divisions, it was determined that the proposed ordinance language by its very
nature both reduces the dominance of the garage, AND thus increases the prominence of the
pedestrian entry by moving the garages back 5 ft. from the furthest setback portion of the front
facade.

Mr. Johnson explained that a detached garage is not allowed in the front open space.
No one from the public wished to join the discussion at 7:50 p.m.

Mr. Jeffares thought more study should be given to corner lots. It was discussed that on wide
corner lots houses are constructed longer than they are deep. Mr. Cooper said it is the three
car garages on wide lots that will be caught with the 50% limitation. As the third bay comes
out, it creates a little private courtyard in the back. Mr. Jeffares thought that the rear courtyard
blocks the resident's interaction with the street. Everything this board tries to do is the exact
opposite of that.

Motion by Mr. DeWeese

Seconded by Ms. Lazar to recommend to the City Commission the adoption of
ordinance amendments to Section 4.59 and 4.70 of the Zoning Ordinance to amend
the regulations controlling the size and placement of private, attached, single-family
residential garages.

Amended by Mr. Jeffares
And accepted to only recommend Section 4.70 to the City Commission.

There was no discussion from the audience on the motion at 8:10 p.m.
Amended motion carried, 6-0.

ROLLCALL VOTE

Yeas: DeWeese, Lazar Clein, Jeffares, Share, Whipple-Boyce
Nays: None

Absent: Boyle, Koseck, Williams

Motion by Mr. DeWeese

Seconded by Ms. Lazar to recommend to the City Commission the adoption of
ordinance amendments to Section 4.59 of the Zoning Ordinance to amend the
regulations controlling the size and placement of single-family residential attached
garages on corner lots.





There was no discussion from the audience on the motion at 8:10 p.m.
Motion carried, 5-1.

ROLLCALL VOTE

Yeas: DeWeese, Share, Clein, Lazar, Whipple-Boyce

Nays: Jeffares

Absent: Boyle, Koseck, Williams

Chairman Clein closed the public hearing at 8:13 p.m.






A Walkable Community

wm MEMORANDUM

Community Development Department

DATE: March 23, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director

SUBJECT: To set Public Hearing for Final Site Plan & Special Land Use

Permit at 260 N. Old Woodward — Au Cochon and Arthur Ave.

On February 11, 2015, the Planning Board conducted a public hearing to discuss a request by
the applicant to open two new restaurants, Au Cochon and Arthur Ave., in the former Chen
Chow space at 260 N. Old Woodward. The applicant is proposing to have two separate
storefronts, and to have the two restaurants share kitchen and administrative office space.
Both restaurants are proposing to serve alcoholic liquors, and thus in accordance with the
Zoning Ordinance, they are required to operate under a valid Special Land Use Permit. The
existing Class C liquor license proposed to be transferred to new ownership for these
restaurants was held by Crowley Restaurant, LLC, who sold the liquor license to Mr. Jonna’s
entity, The Palladium of Birmingham, LLC, which was simultaneously submitted for a transfer
from The Palladium of Birmingham, LLC to Bellar Birmingham Ventures, LLC, which will own
and operate the two new licensed restaurants proposed by the applicant at this time. The two
new restaurants are proposed to operate under one liquor license using a Direct Connect
endorsement. The Planning Board voted to recommend approval of the Final Site Plan and
Special Land Use Permit Amendment to the City Commission with the following conditions:

1. The applicant execute a contract with the City outlining the details of the proposed
restaurants;

2. Reconfigure the on street platform in accordance with the direction of the Advisory

Parking Committee;

Repair sidewalk as required by the Engineering Department;

Provide specification sheets for the proposed service station and trash receptacle;

5. The applicant provide full details on the height of the railings, spacing, and load
specifications, and clarify which material will be used for the outdoor dining deck
platforms;

6. The applicant enter into a license agreement with the City for use of the public right-of-
way, to provide the required insurance and to obtain an outdoor dining permit;

7. Provide a minimum 5’ wide barrier-free clearance on the sidewalk, applicant may use
tree grates towards the 5’; and

8. Applicant must meet all department requirements.

b w

Thus, the Planning Division requests that the City Commission set a public hearing date for
April 27, 2015 to consider approval of the Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit to
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allow the operation of two new restaurants operating under one Class C Liquor. Please find
attached the staff report presented to the Planning Board, along with the relevant meeting
minutes for your review.

SUGGESTED ACTION:

To set a public hearing date for April 27, 2015 to consider the Final Site Plan and Special
Land Use Permit Amendment at 260 N. Old Woodward, to consider approval of the Final Site
Plan and Special Land Use Permit to allow the operation of two new restaurants operating
under one Class C Liquor License, with a Direct Connect Endorsement, to be held by Bellar
Birmingham Ventures, LLC.





WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

AU COCHON AND ARTHUR AVE.
260 N. Old Woodward
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT
2015

Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. have together filed an application pursuant to Article
7, section 7.34 of Chapter 126, Zoning, of the City Code to operate two food
and drink establishments under common ownership, both serving alcoholic liquors,
as required in Article 6, section 6.02(5) of Chapter 126, Zoning, of the City
Code;

The land for which the Special Land Use Permit is sought is located on the west
side of N. Old Woodward between Hamilton and Oakland;

The land is zoned B-4, and is located within the Downtown Birmingham Overlay
District, which permits food and drink establishments serving alcoholic liquors
with a Special Land Use Permit;

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;

The Planning Board on February 11, 2015 reviewed the application for Final Site
Plan and Special Land Use Permit and recommended approval with the following
conditions:

1. The applicant execute a contract with the City outlining the details of the
proposed restaurants;

2. Reconfigure the on street platform in accordance with the direction of the

Advisory Parking Committee;

Repair sidewalk as required by the Engineering Department;

Provide specification sheets for the proposed service station and trash

receptacle;

5. The applicant provide full details on the height of the railings, spacing, and
load specifications, and clarify which material will be used for the outdoor
dining deck platforms;

6. The applicant enter into a license agreement with the City for use of the
public right-of-way, to provide the required insurance and to obtain an
outdoor dining permit;

7. Provide a minimum 5" wide barrier-free clearance on the sidewalk, applicant
may use tree grates towards the 5’; and

8. Applicant must meet all department requirements.

b w

The applicant has agreed to comply with all conditions for approval as
recommended by the Planning Board on February 11, 2015;





WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

The Advisory Parking Committee reviewed the proposed design and layout of an
outdoor dining deck for Au Cochon and Arthur Avenue on both February 25, 2015
and March 18, 2015 and took no action;

The Birmingham City Commission has reviewed Au Cochon and Arthur Ave.’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 the Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. application for a Special Land Use Permit
authorizing the operation of two food and drink establishments, under common
ownership, serving alcoholic liquors with a Class C liquor license with a Direct
Connect Endorsement at 260 N. Old Woodward in accordance with Chapter 10,
Alcoholic Liquors, 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. Repair sidewalk as required by the Engineering Department;

2. Provide specification sheets for the proposed service station and trash
receptacle;

3. The applicant provide full details on the height of the railings, spacing, and
load specifications, and clarify which material will be used for the outdoor
dining deck platforms;

4. The applicant enter into a license agreement with the City for use of the
public right-of-way, to provide the required insurance and to obtain an
outdoor dining permit;

5. Provide a minimum 5 wide barrier-free clearance on the sidewalk, applicant

may use tree grates towards the 5;

Applicant meet all department requirements;

Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. shall abide by all provisions of the Birmingham City

Code;

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

9. The hours of operation for all outdoor dining shall cease at 2:00 a.m.;

10. Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. shall provide for the removal of disposable
materials resulting from the operations and maintain the area in a clean and
orderly condition by providing the necessary employees to guarantee this
condition, and by the placement of a trash receptacle in the outdoor seating
area; and

11. Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. shall enter into a contract with the City outlining
the details of the operation of the proposed restaurants.

No

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, Au Cochon and Arthur Ave.
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 Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. 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 Au Cochon and Arthur Ave., which will do business at
260 N. Old Woodward, Birmingham, Michigan, 48009, are located in the
Principal Shopping District which was designated as a Redevelopment Project
Area, pursuant to Section 521a (1)(b) of the Michigan Liquor Control Code of
1988, being MCL 36.1521a(1)(b), by Birmingham City Commission Resolution
adopted September 24, 2007; and

MAY IT BE FURTHER RESOLVED that Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. are recommended for
operation of two restaurants, under common ownership, serving alcoholic
liquors, with a Class C Liquor License with a Direct Connect Endorsement, at 260
N. Old Woodward, Birmingham, Michigan, 48009, above all others, pursuant to
Chapter 10, Alcoholic Liquors, of the Birmingham City Code, 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 April 27, 2015.

Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk
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Community Development

DATE: February 3, 2015

TO: Planning Board

FROM: Jana Ecker, Planning Director

SUBJECT: Final Site Plan & Special Land Use Permit Review

260 N. Old Woodward — Au Cochon and Arthur Ave.

Executive Summary

The subject site is located at 260 N. Old Woodward, on the west side of the existing Palladium
building, in the former Chen Chow restaurant space. The parcel is zoned B-4, Business-
Residential and D-4 in the Downtown Overlay District.

The applicant, the owner of two new restaurants by the names of ‘Au Cochon’ and ‘Arthur
Ave.’, is seeking approval of the transfer of ownership of one of the Class C liquor licenses that
has long been associated with the Palladium Building to allow the owner to operate the two
new restaurants under Chapter 10, Alcoholic Liquors, of the City Code. The seller of this Class
C license is Crowley Restaurant, LLC, who sold the liquor license to Mr. Jonna’s entity, The
Palladium of Birmingham, LLC, which was simultaneously submitted for a transfer from The
Palladium of Birmingham, LLC to Bellar Birmingham Ventures, LLC, which will own and operate
the two new licensed restaurants proposed by the applicant at this time. The two new
restaurants are proposed to operate under one liquor license using a Direct Connect
endorsement as both restaurants will share a kitchen and office and storage space.

Chapter 10 requires that the applicant obtain a Special Land Use Permit and approval from the
City Commission to open a new liquor establishment, and to transfer ownership of existing
liquor licenses. Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. 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 and Special Land Use Permit
(“SLUP”), and for the transfer of ownership of the existing liquor license.

1.0 Land Use and Zoning
1.1  Existing Land Use — The site was most recently Chen Chow restaurant. The

tenant space is currently vacant. Land uses surrounding the site are retail,
commercial and residential.






1.2 Existing Zoning — The property is currently zoned B-4, Business-Residential, and
D-4 in the Downtown Overlay 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 | Commercial /| Commercial /| Commercial /| Commercial /
Use Retall Retall Retall Retall
Existing B-4 Business- | B-4 Business- | B-4  Business- | B-4  Business-
Zoning Residential Residential Residential Residential
District
Downtown D-4 D-4 D-4 D-4
Overlay
Zoning
District

2.0 Proposed Restaurant Operations

Food and drink establishments are permitted in the B4 zoning district, and alcoholic beverages
may be served with approval of a valid SLUP. Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. propose to share a
full service kitchen, with Au Cochon serving French cuisine, and Arthur Ave. serving ltalian
cuisine. Both restaurants are under the common ownership of Peas and Carrots, LLC, and will
also share office and administrative space behind the kitchen area. Au Cochon is proposed to
be open from 7am — 2am, serving three meals a day, seven days a week. Arthur Ave. is
proposed to be open from 11am — 2am serving lunch and dinner, seven days a week.

The applicant will be required to execute a contract with the City outlining the
details of the proposed restaurants that must be fully executed upon approval of
the SLUP.

3.0 Screening and Landscaping

3.1 Screening — if any additional mechanical units or venting are required, all
changes must be submitted to the Planning Division prior to installation or
changes.

3.2 Landscaping —All existing street trees are proposed to remain. Two planter
boxes 15’ by 2’ are proposed at either end of the on street outdoor dining deck.





4.0

5.0

No specification sheets have been provided for these planters, nor
details on the proposed plantings.

Parking, Loading, Access, and Circulation

4.1 Parking — As the subject site is located within the Parking Assessment District,
the applicant is not required to provide on-site parking for restaurant uses.

4.2 Loading - Loading spaces are not required, nor proposed for this tenant space
individually. Loading areas for the entire building are provided off of Ferndale
Avenue.

4.3 Vehicular Access & Circulation - Vehicular access to the building will not be
altered.

4.4 Pedestrian Access & Circulation — Pedestrian access to both restaurants will be
available directly from the City sidewalk. Under the 2016 Plan, outdoor dining
areas are encouraged as they create a more pedestrian friendly environment. All
outdoor dining areas must maintain a 5 foot minimum width of unobstructed
pedestrian access along the storefront in the public right-of-way, however as
mentioned above, the Planning Board has determined that each applicant would
be reviewed on a case by case basis to determine the existing pedestrian traffic
flow. The proposed sidewalk dining and street dining platform layout does
provide for the required pedestrian path, which will be located between the
street furniture zone along the curb and the outdoor dining area up against the
building.

4.5 Streetscape — The existing sidewalk conforms to the current Downtown
Birmingham Streetscape Standards. There is a street tree with a tree grate in
front of the proposed restaurants which is to remain. The required 5
pedestrian path has been provided between the center of the tree grate and the
outdoor dining deck proposed on the sidewalk.

Lighting

The applicant is proposing to add two wall sconces to the building, one to the south of
each restaurant's storefront. The proposed fixtures are manufactured by Circa
Lighting, model TOB0O2120 and have a black enamel finish. The fixtures are 7” in width
by 19.5” height and protrude 11” from the wall, and will be 75W each.

The proposed storefront for Au Cochon will contain a wood panel painted in a rust
brown color, on which 5 gooseneck light fixtures are proposed to be mounted in the
sign band. The fixtures are manufactured by Rejuvenation, and are the Bridgeport
model with a black enamel finish. Each fixture is maximum 100W, 7.93” in width by
13.61” in height, protrudes 13.015” from wall, and will be 100W each.

The proposed storefront for Arthur Ave. will contain InvisiLED Pro Outdoor LED Tape
Light in white to be mounted behind the proposed canopy, to light the proposed





6.0

7.0

signage from below. This linear LED lighting contains 3.5W of light per foot (LED
diodes spaced evenly 1” OC) and is 1/8” thick.

Departmental Reports

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

Engineering Division — The following concerns were reported from the
Engineering Department:

Regarding platform:

1. The platform must be redesigned to make better use of the space available,
and not impede into the parking space on the south side. That parking space
should remain as parking. Likewise, it appears that some additional space could
be gained to the north without using more spaces, in front of the vestibule
door. It is recommended that this change be made before submitting plans for
consideration by the Advisory Parking Committee. The next deadline for them
to be seen at their next meeting is Feb. 12.

2. Planters are proposed along the north and south edges. We cannot endorse
planters in these areas as they are an unnecessary sight distance hazard. It is
already difficult pulling out from the parking space to the north of this deck, and
healthy plants acting as a screen wall in this area would make it worse. The
railing should be installed to keep people on the deck, but not screen them
above 42 inches.

Regarding sidewalk:
1. The Engineering Dept. does not endorse the use of the tree grate as part of
the minimum 5 ft. wide sidewalk left open for the public.

2. The existing sidewalk was scheduled for repairs last summer, but was
postponed per the request of the building owner due to the upcoming building
renovation. The owner must complete all needed sidewalk repairs in this area
before the deck is set up.

Department of Public Services — Comments will be provided prior to the
Planning Board meeting on February 11, 2015.

Fire Department — Comments will be provided prior to the Planning Board
meeting on February 11, 2015.

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

Building Department — Standard comments were received from the Building
Department. No areas of concern were noted.

Design Review

The applicant is proposing to install Marine ply Oak panels over top of the existing
building fagade by mounting the panels to horizontal channels to create a new





individual storefront facade for each of the two new restaurants. The applicant has
not provided the paint color for the storefront Oak panels that will extend
across approximately 52’ of the first floor of the existing building. The
following design changes are also proposed to create unique storefronts for each of the
new restaurants:

Au Cochon Storefront

¢ New glass door and transom windows with steel frames to replace existing entry
system;

e Installation of retractable Nanawall folding panels in Jet Black 9005 to replace
the existing storefront window system;

e A horizontal band of Marine ply Oak panel painted in Benjamin Moore Chestnut
2082-10 in the sign band area above the windows to highlight the proposed
gooseneck light fixtures; and

e Metal trim bands with brass finish along top edge of building base and across
the new storefronts above the storefront window system.

Arthur Ave. Storefront

e New glass door and sidelight with steel frames to create a new entry;

¢ Installation of retractable Nanawall folding panels in Jet Black 9005 to replace
the existing storefront window system;

e Curved metal awning 19.5 in length with a high gloss finish, with stripes
painted in Benjamin Moore Dragon’s Breath 1547, Benjamin Moore Minced
Onion OC-128 and Benjamin Moore Heavenly Blue 709; and

e Metal trim bands with brass finish along top edge of building base and across
the new storefronts above the storefront window system.

Outdoor Dining Areas

In addition to the facade changes noted above, the applicant is also proposing two new
outdoor dining platforms to be constructed out of Ipe decking in a dark walnut color,
which is also known as Brazilian Walnut (real wood, no non-skid texture). However,
one of the sheets indicates that the decking will be Epay non-slip decking.
The applicant must clarify which material is proposed and provide
specifications. One outdoor dining deck is proposed to be installed adjacent to the
storefront to create an indoor/outdoor dining experience when the Nanawalls are open.
The second outdoor dining platform is proposed to be constructed of Ipe decking to
match and built across 4 on-street parking spaces on N. Old Woodward in front of the
two new restaurant spaces. Both outdoor dining areas will be enclosed with a
blackened steel guard rail and with oval, circular and rectangular design elements, with
a matching black railing on the sidewalk deck. A color rendering of the proposed railing
system has been provided, but the height of the railing has not been provided. The
applicant must provide full details on the height of the railings, spacing, and
load specifications prior to review by the City Commission.

Outdoor dining areas must comply with the site plan criteria as required by Article 04,
Section 4.42 OD-01, Outdoor Dining Standards. Outdoor cafes are permitted





immediately adjacent to the principal use and are subject to site plan review and the
following conditions:

1. Outdoor dining areas shall provide and service refuse containers within the
outdoor dining area and maintain the area in good order.

2. All outdoor activity must cease at the close of business, or as noted in
Subsection 3 below, whichever is earlier.

3. When an outdoor dining area is immediately adjacent to any single-family

or multiple-family residential district, all outdoor activity must cease at the close
of business or 12:00 a.m., whichever is earlier.

4. All tables and chairs provided in the outdoor dining area shall be constructed
primarily of metal, wood, or material of comparable quality.

5. Table umbrellas shall be considered under Site Plan Review and shall not
impede sight lines into a retail establishment, pedestrian flow in the outdoor
dining area, or pedestrian or vehicular traffic flow outside the outdoor dining
area.

6. For outdoor dining located in the public right-of-way:

(a) All such uses shall be subject to a license from the city, upon forms
provided by the Community Development Department, contingent on
compliance with all city codes, including any conditions required by the
Planning Board in conjunction with Site Plan approval.

(b) In order to safeguard the flow of pedestrians on the public sidewalk,
such uses shall maintain an unobstructed sidewalk width as required
by the Planning Board, but in no case less than 5 feet.

(¢) An elevated, ADA compliant, enclosed platform may be erected on the
street adjacent to an eating establishment to create an outdoor dining
area if the Engineering Department determines there is sufficient
space available for this purpose given parking and traffic conditions.

(d) No such facility shall erect or install permanent fixtures in the public
right-of-way.

(e) Commercial General Liability Insurance must be procured and
maintained on an "occurrence basis" with limits of liability not less than
$1,000,000 per occurrence combined single limit, personal injury,
bodily injury and property damage. This coverage shall include an
endorsement naming the city, including all elected and appointed
officials, all employees, all boards, commissions and/or authorities and
board members, as an additional insured. This coverage must be
primary and any other insurance maintained by the additional insureds
shall be considered to be excess and non-contributing with this
insurance, and shall include an endorsement providing for a thirty (30)
day advance written notice of cancellation or non-renewal to be sent
to the city’s Director of Finance.

The dining deck proposed on the sidewalk will be used for two three-top tables in front
of each restaurant, with a service station located in the middle to separate the outdoor
dining area for each restaurant. The service area is proposed to contain a trash
receptacle. No specifications have been provided on the service station at this
time.





The dining deck proposed on the street will occupy 4 parking spaces, and thus the
applicant must appear before the Advisory Parking Committee for their review and
recommendation. The proposal has been reviewed by the Engineering Dept. and they
have stated that they have no objections to the platform as proposed. Ten three-top
tables and 30 chairs are proposed on the on street dining deck. The tables proposed
are Range Opera round steel tables by FERMOB and are 26” diameter, in Anthricite
(dark grey/black). Range Louvre stacking armchairs 0802 by FERMOB are proposed,
which have a steel frame with perforated 18” wide steel sheet seats. The chairs are
proposed in Chili (dark orange/red). The proposed layout shows one trash receptacle
on the outdoor dining deck in the street. However, no specification sheets have
been provided for the trash receptacle proposed.

The proposed business hours for Au Cochon are 7am to 2am, seven days a week, and
the proposed business hours for Arthur Ave. are 1lam to 2am, seven days a week.
The proposed outdoor dining area is not immediately adjacent to single-family or multi-
family zoned property.

Both outdoor dining decks will be shared between the two restaurants. The required 5’
clear pedestrian path has been provided on the public sidewalk between the two
outdoor dining decks. The 2016 Plan recommends that this pedestrian path be
immediately adjacent to the storefront to allow pedestrians to see into the storefront
and to have a consistent and unobstructed walkway. However, the Planning Board has
discussed where the location of the pathway should be located (next to the building or
closer to the street) and have chosen to review each proposal individually to determine
the most logical location based on the current flow of pedestrians.

The applicant will be required to enter into a license agreement with the City
for use of the public right-of-way, and to provide the required insurance.
Liquor liability insurance will also be required for the service of liquor in the
right-of-way, as well as an outdoor dining permit.

Signage

Article 3 of the Zoning Ordinance provides that signage within the Downtown
Birmingham Overlay District shall be integrally designed and painted with the
storefront, with one sign permitted per entry. Buildings may have sign bands a
maximum of 1.5’ in vertical dimension between the first and second floors. Where a
sign band is not architecturally feasible based on building design, an alternate design
will be considered, provided the following conditions are met:

1. The sign must fit within the total sign area allowed for the business;

2. The sign must be compatible with the building’s street design and will enhance

the streetscape;
3. The sign adheres to the goals of the 2016 Plan.

The signage proposed for Au Cochon are individual laser cut metal letters with a brass
finish. “Au Cochon” in proposed to be in script with letters 0.75’ in height, and 6.1’
across (4.5 square feet), pin mounted on an angle to the new facade. “Brasserie” in
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also proposed underneath to be in block letters 0.5 in height and 4’ across (2 square
feet), also to be pin mounted to the new fagade. This signage is not proposed to be
located in the sign band, but rather at pedestrian level adjacent to the entry door of the
restaurant. This proposed signage is within the total sign area allowed (maximum of
44 square feet), is compatible with the building’s street design and is mounted at
pedestrian level thus adding interest to the streetscape and adhering to one of the
primary goals of the 2016 Plan. Mounting this signage on the sign band would not
provide for a distinctive and separate look from the adjacent restaurant.

Au Cochon is also proposed to be etched into the transom window above the entry,
with letters 0.5’ in height and a total of 3’ in length (1.5 square feet). Storefront glass
may be stenciled with signage as long as the signage does not exceed 1.5 in height
and 4’ in length.

The signage proposed for the Arthur Ave. restaurant will be located within the sign
band, and will consist of laser cut aluminum sided letters 1.16’ in height and 9.9’ across
(11.5 square feet). The letters will have a powdercoat finish to match the Benjamin
Moore Minced Onion (gray) stripe on the awning below. The letters will read “ARTHUR
AVE.” and be mounted to the building. This signage is proposed to be lit by LED strip
lighting to be mounted behind the awning to externally illuminate the sign. Signs
downtown are not permitted to be internally illuminated, but may be back lit or
externally lit.

Downtown Birmingham 2016 Overlay District

The site is located within the D-4 zone of the DB 2016 Regulating Plan, within the
Downtown Birmingham Overlay District. Specifically, the 2016 Plan recommends the
addition of outdoor dining areas in the public right-of-way as it is in the public’s best
interest as it enhances street life, thus promoting a pedestrian friendly environment.
The 2016 Plan also recommends that the 5’ clear pedestrian passage be provided
against the storefronts to ensure that merchants can display and sell their products and
so as not to distort the flow of pedestrians. The applicant’'s proposal to provide an
outdoor platform in the street in front of the storefront is consistent with the
recommendations contained in the 2016 Plan. Thus, a pedestrian pathway adjacent to
the storefront is provided.

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.
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(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.

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.

Planning Department Findings

Based on a review of the site plans submitted, the Planning Department finds that the
applicant meets all of the established ordinance requirements to qualify for a Special
Land Use Permit to operate a restaurant serving alcoholic liquors. The following sample
motion with the attached conditions has been provided in the event that the Planning
Board deems it appropriate to send a recommendation of approval forward to the City
Commission.

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 a Final Site
Plan and a SLUP approval to permit Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. to operate at 260 N.
Old Woodward with the following conditions:





13.

14.

15.
16.

17.

18.

OR

The applicant execute a contract with the City outlining the details of the
proposed restaurants;

Reconfigure the on street platform so that only 3 parking spaces are
utilized;

Repair sidewalk as required by the Engineering Department;

Provide specification sheets for the proposed service station and trash
receptacle and the paint color for the new Oak facade treatment;

The applicant provide full details on the height of the railings, spacing, and
load specifications, and clarify which material will be used for the outdoor
dining deck platforms; and

The applicant enter into a license agreement with the City for use of the
public right-of-way, to provide the required insurance and to obtain an
outdoor dining permit.

Motion to recommend DENIAL of the Final Site Plan and SLUP to the City Commission
for 260 N. Old Woodward, Au Cochon and Arthur Ave., for the following reasons:

1.

2.

3.

OR

Motion to

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

Commission for 260 N. Old Woodward, Au Cochon and Arthur Ave., for the following

reasons:

1.

2.

3.






PLANNING BOARD MINUTES
FEBRUARY 11, 2015

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT ("SLUP™)

FINAL SITE PLAN REVIEW

260 N. Old Woodward Ave.

Au Cochon and Arthur Ave.

Renovation of the former Chen Chow restaurant into two new restaurants with a
shared kitchen and shared office facilities

Ms. Ecker reported the subject site is located on the west side of the existing
Palladium Building, in the former Chen Chow restaurant space. The parcel is zoned B-
4, Business-Residential and D-4 in the Downtown Overlay District.

Ms. Ecker advised that the applicant, the owner of two new restaurants by the names of ‘Au
Cochon’ and ‘Arthur Ave.’, is seeking approval of the transfer of ownership of one of the Class
C liquor licenses that has long been associated with the Palladium Building to allow the owner
to operate the two new restaurants under Chapter 10, Alcoholic Liquors, of the City Code. The
seller of this Class C license is Crowley Restaurant, LLC, who sold the liquor license to Mr.
Jonna’s entity, The Palladium of Birmingham, LLC, which license was simultaneously submitted
for a transfer from The Palladium of Birmingham, LLC to Bellar Birmingham Ventures, LLC,
which will own and operate the two new licensed restaurants. The two new restaurants are
proposed to operate under one liquor license using a Direct Connect endorsement as both
restaurants will share a kitchen and office and storage space.

Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. 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 and SLUP, and for the transfer of ownership of the

existing liquor license.

Design Review

Au Cochon Storefront:

« New glass door and transom windows with steel frames to replace existing entry system;
 Installation of retractable Nanawall folding panels in Jet Black 9005 to replace the existing
storefront window system;

e A horizontal band of Marine Ply Oak panel painted in Benjamin Moore Chestnut 2082-10 in
the sign band area above the windows to highlight the proposed gooseneck light fixtures; and
e Metal trim bands with brass finish along top edge of building base and across the new
storefronts above the storefront window system.

Arthur Ave. Storefront:

« New glass door and sidelight with steel frames to create a new entry;

« Installation of retractable Nanawall folding panels in Jet Black 9005 to replace the existing
storefront window system;

e Curved metal awning 19.5 ft. in length with a high gloss finish, with stripes painted in
Benjamin Moore Dragon’s Breath 1547, Benjamin Moore Minced Onion OC-128, and Benjamin
Moore Heavenly Blue 709; and






e Metal trim bands with brass finish along top edge of building base and across the new
storefronts above the storefront window system.

Qutdoor Dining Areas:

In addition to the fagade changes noted above, the applicant is also proposing two new
outdoor dining platforms to be constructed out of IPE decking in a dark walnut color, which is
also known as Brazilian Walnut. One outdoor dining deck is proposed to be installed adjacent
to the storefront to create an indoor/outdoor dining experience when the Nanawalls are open.
The second outdoor dining platform is proposed to be constructed of IPE decking to match and
built across four on-street parking spaces on N. Old Woodward Ave. in front of the two new
restaurant spaces. Both outdoor dining areas will be enclosed with a blackened steel guard ralil
and with oval, circular and rectangular design elements, with a matching

black railing on the sidewalk deck.

Signage:

The signage proposed for Au Cochon is individual laser cut metal letters with a brass finish.
The proposed signage is within the total sign area allowed (maximum of 44 sq. ft.). "Au
Cochon" is also proposed to be etched into the transom window above the entry. Five goose
neck fixtures, 100 watts each are proposed to shine down on the sign.

The signage proposed for the Arthur Ave. restaurant will consist of laser cut aluminum sided
letters (11.5 sq. ft.). The letters will have a powder coat finish to match the gray stripe on the
awning below. This signage is proposed to be lit by LED strip lighting that will shine up and
externally illuminate the sign.

Ms. Whipple-Boyce observed there appears to be two sets of Nanawalls on each restaurant. It
was noted that updated plans were just submitted and Ms. Ecker explained the changes.

Mr. Zack Sklar, Chef Owner Operator, said the two rows of Nanawalls are for exceptionally hot
days when they will be closed to keep the inside cool. The restaurants will most likely use
valet parking in the wintertime and not when their dining deck is out. The on-street dining
area will be shared between the two restaurants. He walked the board through the layout and
flow of the restaurants.

Ms. Whipple-Boyce noted the interior Nanawalls stack into where there is seating. It appears
all of the tables are three-top and she thought they should be two or four-tops, or something
that could accommodate different sized parties. Also, she noticed there is no way to service
people sitting at the two ends of the outside sidewalk patio. Further, all of the people seated
in the interior patio have their backs to the activity on the street. Mr. Sklar explained the
Nanawalls will be opened or closed before the guests arrive.

Mr. Josh Humphrey, Chief Operations Officer, explained why he feels there is enough room to
service the tables. Ms. Whipple-Boyce thought the patio is too congested. Mr. Humphrey
agreed to look at that. Mr. Koseck felt in order to be more visible the signage for Arthur
Avenue should be centered over the canopy. Also, add a blade sign for pedestrians. Mr.
DeWeese encouraged the applicant to look at how customers can get to the end tables before
they go before the City Commission.





There were no comments from the members of the public at 9:34 p.m.

With regard to planters on the dining deck, Mr. Humphrey said they designed the deck planters
and type of plants as requested by the city engineer so as not impede the sight distance of
people backing out of parking spaces.

Motion by Mr. DeWeese

Seconded by Mr. Williams that the Planning Board recommend approval of the
applicant’s request for a Final Site Plan and SLUP approval to permit Au Cochon and
Arthur Ave. to operate at 260 N. Old Woodward Ave. with the following conditions:

1.

2.

3.

7.

8.

The applicant execute a contract with the City outlining the details of the
proposed restaurants;

Reconfigure the on-street platforms in accordance with the direction of the
Advisory Parking Committee;

Repair sidewalk as required by the Engineering Dept.;

Provide specification sheets for the proposed service station and trash
receptacle;

The applicant provide full details on the heights of the railings, spacing, and
load specifications, and clarify which material will be used for the outdoor
dining deck platforms;

The applicant enter into a license agreement with the City for use of the
public right-of-way to provide the required insurance and to obtain an
outdoor dining permit;

The applicant provide minimum 5 ft. barrier free clearance on the sidewalk;
applicant may use tree grate towards their 5 ft.; and

The applicant meet all departmental requirements.

There were no comments on the motion from the public at 9:45 p.m.

Motion carried, 7-0.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: DeWeese, Williams, Clein, Jeffares, Koseck, Share, Whipple-Boyce
Nays: None

Absent: Boyle, Lazar





Advisory Parking Committee Minutes
February 25, 2015

260 N. OLD WOODWARD AVE.
DINING DECK PROPOSAL

Mr. O'Meara advised the Palladium Building is currently being renovated for all new tenants. A
local restaurant owner is planning on opening two smaller restaurants in the space formerly
occupied by Chen Chow. One restaurant, Au Couchon, will have a French theme and the
other, Arthur Avenue, will specialize in Italian food. Two dining areas are proposed, one up
against the building, in the same area where one existed previously with Chen Chow. In
addition, the applicant would like to build a second dining area on four existing angled parking
spaces in front. Mr. O'Meara said he encouraged the applicant to consider modifying the design
to better fit with the current parking spaces, thereby reducing the loss of parking from four
spaces to three. However, they elected to submit the plan as is.

Mr. Josh Humphrey, Chief Operating Officer for Peas and Carrots Hospitality, the company that
is opening the two restaurants, gave a brief overview. He noted that after conversations with
Mr. O'Meara they decided to shift the deck so that it takes up four rather than five parking
spaces. There is a total of 33 seats on the sidewalk patio. Both venues will use the dining deck.

Discussion disclosed there are no restaurants in the City that use four parking spaces for their
deck. The chairman noted the original concept for dining decks was that they would take up
parking spaces when establishments did not have room for seating on the sidewalk. The idea
was not about increasing seating capacity.

Several board members thought that using four spaces seems like a lot. Chairman Kuhne
pointed out how the deck could be angled and take up only two spaces. Then the applicant
would only lose two table tops. Mr. Humphrey was not sure they would want a parallegram
for a deck in front of their new restaurant. Dr. Vaitas observed there is not a lot of parking on
that block. Chairman Kuhne did not feel that losing two table tops in order to angle off the
deck would diminish anything.

The chairman took comments from the public at 7:50 a.m.

Mr. Astrein voiced his opinion that the sidewalk is more than adequate for outdoor seating.
The Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee just finished a six month study that looked at parking
problems and how to get additional parking. He felt a lot of special favors have been granted
to restaurants at the expense of the retalil.

Mr. Humphrey noted there are 60 parking spaces for tenants in the basement of the building.
They are offsetting spaces that would otherwise be taken up on the street. The whole idea of
the outdoor dining is to provide people what they want.

Board members were unanimously opposed to the proposed outdoor dining deck in front of
260 N. Old Woodward Ave., according to a plan dated January 23, 2015. No action was taken.





DRAFT Advisory Parking Committee Minutes
March 18, 2015

260 N. OLD WOODWARD AVE.
DINING DECK PROPOSAL

Mr. O'Meara advised the Palladium Building is currently being renovated for all new tenants. A
local restaurant owner is planning on opening two smaller restaurants in the space formerly
occupied by Chen Chow. One restaurant, Au Couchon, will have a French theme and the
other, Arthur Avenue, will specialize in Italian food. Two dining areas are proposed, one up
against the building, in the same area where one existed previously with Chen Chow.

Last month, Mr. Josh Humphrey, Chief Operating Officer for Peas and Carrots Hospitality, the
company that is opening the two restaurants, presented a proposal for a second dining area on
four existing angled parking spaces in front. The Advisory Parking Committee declined to
approve the design, at least partially due to the large number of parking spaces that would be
taken out of service.

A new plan has been prepared that now uses two parking spaces. Mr. Josh Humphrey said
they designed the patio in the shape of a parallegram that takes up two parking spots per the
direction of this committee last month. Twenty seats are planned for the deck and 8 seats for
the sidewalk. The chairman noted the deck is configured to be flexible into tables of fours and
sixes, but the sidewalk is not.

There were no comments from the public at 7:53 a.m.

The chairman observed that decks on the street are a choice for restaurants where there
aren't enough seats on the sidewalk. There is a concern with having both sidewalk seating
and a deck. It was discussed that outdoor seating is further achieved with the windows that
open up along the front of the restaurants.

Mr. Humphrey addressed the group. He recalled that a comprehensive study was done in
Birmingham stating there is ample parking for all of the businesses. People love to sit out on
patios and enjoy great food. Also there is a parking garage being built down below in the
building with 59 parking spaces for tenants, These spaces offset a lot of the parking that
would otherwise be taken up on the street and in parking garages. They are only asking to
have one parking space for each restaurant. Finally, the design of the patio is the
recommendation of the majority of this committee, although they feel strongly that a four
space rectangular patio would be best for their business.

Ms. Peabody said there is room for four-top tables on the sidewalk, which is a difference of ten
seats. Two hundred people are going to move into that building. The lower level parking for
tenants will not be available at night. Dr. Vaitas thought it seems counter-intuitive to the
mission of this committee to continue giving away parking spaces for the single use of one
business entity, in light of what is happening with parking in the City.

The board did not make a motion to be forwarded to the City Commission, who will ultimately
make the decision.





Chairman Kuhne noted that the 2016 Plan was about getting people out on the street; but it
wasn't about maxing out potential capacity.





PROJECT DATA:
ZONING B-4 IN OVERLAY DISTRICT D-4

USE GROUP A - 2 RESTAURANT

CONSTRUCTION TYPE 1B: SPRINKLERED

EXISTING BUILDING OVERALL BUILDING TO BE SUBMITTED BY LANDLORD
LEASE SPACE 260 N. OL.D WOODWARD AVE

CHANGES TO THE SITE INCLUDE A SEASONAL PATIO THAT WILL
EXTEND OUT &'-&" MAXIMUM FROM THE BUILDING FACADE. THIS
PATIO WILL BE A DINING AREA FOR RESTAURANT PATRONS.
THE PATIO WILL HAVE DECORATIVE BLACKENED STEEL
DECORATIVE GUARDRAIL 42" HIGH. AN ALTERNATE WILL BE
FOR DINING IN THE STREET, ONE CAR WIDTH WIDE. THE AREA
WILL BE BOUND BY PLANTERS ON BOTH THE NORTH AND SOUTH
SIDES.

CHANGES TO THE BUILDING INCLUDE A NEW FACADE THAT WILL
INCORFPORATE NANAWALLS AND WILL OFPEN TO THE SIDEWALK
AND STREET. DINING WILL BE ON THE SIDEWALK AND STREET.

NORK SEQUENCE -
| SILT FENCE SHALL BE INSTALLED PRIOR TO EXCAVATION

2. EXCAVATED MATERIALS WILL BE STOCKPILED BETWEEN
THE EXCAVATING AND SILT FENCE

3. THE SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES WILL REMAIN IN
PLACE UNTIL CONSTRUCTION IS COMPLETE ¢ THE
DISTURBED AREAS ARE STABILIZED WITH VEGETATION

GENERAL NOTES

l. "OWNER AGREES TO SEASONAL MAINTENANCE PROGRAM AND WILL
REPLACE ALL DISEASED, DEAD OR DAMAGCED FPLANTS, REFLENISH
MULCH, CONTROL WEEDS, FERTILIZE AND PRUNE, BEGINNING
UPON COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION OF LANDSCAPING."

2. "ANY HAZARDOUS MATERIALS PRODUCED, STORED OR OTHERWISE
ON PREMISE WILL BE HANDLED PER APPLICABLE RULES AND
REGULATIONS.

3. ONNER AGREES TO PICK-UP DEBRIS WITHIN PROPERTY LIMITS
WEEKLY OR AS NEEDED.

4. PAVED SURFACES, WALK WAYS, SIENS, LIGHTING AND OTHER
STRUCTURES AND SURFACES SHALL BE MAINTAINED IN A SAFE
ATTRACTIVE CONDITION AS ORIGINALLY DESIENED AND CONSTRUCTED.
PARKING LOT STRIPING AND MARKINGS SHALL BE MAINTAINED
IN A CLEARLY VISIBLE MANNER.

THERE WILL BE NO OUTDOOR STORAGE.
NO OVERNIGHT PARKING WILL BE ALLOWED.
THERE ARE NO EXISTING WETLANDS ON-SITE.

ALL LIGHTING SHALL BE DIRECTED AWAY FROM ADJACENT PROPERTIES
AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY.

WALL MOUNTED LIGHTING TO BE SELECTED BY ONWNER / ARCHITECT

175 W FIXTURE MAX. MOUNTED &'-&" ABOVE FINISHED GRADE

4. SOILS - TOPSOIL TO A DEPTH OF 4" - 0" OR ASPHALT AND/OR CRUSHED
STONE TO A DEPTH OF 4" - 4". GRANULAR SOILS WERE ENCOUNTERED TO
DEPTHS RANGING TO 6.5 FEET TO |45 FEET, TYPICALLY TO DEPTHS
GREATER THAN 1O FEET. THE GRANULAR SOILS CONSISTED OF LOOSE
TO MEDIUM DENSE POORLY SGRADED SAND, SAND AND GRAVEL, AND
SILTY SAND. UNDERLYING THE GRANULAR MATERIAL SOILS, MEDIUM
STIFF TO VERY STIFF TO GRAY LEAN AND SANDY LEAN GRAY WERE
ENCOUNTERED.

|©. DEVELOPMENT TO BE SINGLE PHASE CONSTRUCTION.

II. FIRE ACCESS TO BE MAINTAINED DURING CONSTRUCTION.
12. PROPOSED BUILDING TO COMPLY WITH MBC 2012 TABLE 3071 (1) ¢ SECTION 406.6.
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EQUIPMENT PLAN, SELECTION AND DESIEN [S AS PROVIDED TO &.AN. ASSOCIATES
BY ONNER AND ONWNER'S CONSULTANTS. SGENERAL CONTRACTOR AND ALL SUB
CONTRACTORS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR VERIFYING AND COORDINATE ALL EQUIPMENT
WNITH ONNER AND ASSOCIATED SUB CONTRACTORS PRIOR TO ORDERING OR
INSTALLING ANY EQUIPMENT OR PROVIDING UTILITIES TO SUCH EQUIPMENT. |IF ANY
DISCREFPANCIES OCCUR, ONWNER / GENERAL CONTRACTOR SHALL BE NOTIFIED.

GREASE TRAF WILL MEET FPLUMBING
REQUIREMENTS OF ALL APPLICABLE
CODES AND THE HEALTH DEPARTMENT.

**NOTE - KITCHEN EQUIPMENT NOT FINALIZED
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PIN MOUNTED LAZER CUT
ALUMNIUM SIGN - PODERCOAT

CURVED METAL AWNING WITH HGIH GLOSS FINISH TO MATCH PT-3
TRANSOM WINDOW WITH AUTOMOTIVE LAQUOR EINISH (HEIGHT: 1'-2")
STEEL FRAME (COLORS TO BE PT-2,3,&4 IN STRIPE PATTERN)
CTCHED LOGO ON GENERAL NOTE: MARINE PLY OAK PANELS
LT-01 (QTY. 5) TO BE MOUNTED TO HORIZONTAL CHANNELS LED STRIP LIGHTING. LT-3,
GLASS TRANSOM BEHIND SIGN
FOR MINIMAL BUILDING CONNECTIONS
(HEIGHT: 6™

e (( ([ ‘ T

LT-02
(QTY. 2)
PIN MOUNT LAZER CUT

METAL SIGN - BRASS FINISH 9 -
(HEIGHT: ANGLED SIGN 97)
(HEIGHT: STRAIGHT SIGN 67)

NANA WALL SYSTEM

METAL TRIM BANDS IN
BRASS COLOR FINISH
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BLACKENED STEEL
GAURD RAIL AND HANDARAIL

RAILING DETAIL

a'a'a'a'a'a'a'” Ya'a'a'a'a'a'a'” Yaa'a'e'a'a'a' ” Y'aa'a'a'a'a'a'”
O[0[00.0.0.0,. T 00.0.0.0]0.0,, _ 0000000, C 0000000 _

0

"avava'a'a'e'a'” YN ava'a'a e 'a's' ” N avavavavavave P W /avavVavVavavaevel P
0,0.,0.0.0,0.0,. - 0.0.0.0,.0.0.0,. [ 0.0,0,.0.0.0.0,, . 0.0,0.0.0.0,0,, .

299

AXN L DO N LAY ) B

(e -

FERMOB:

LOUVRE STACKING ARMCHAIR
COLOR: CHILI

QTY:12

N

FERMOB:
26" DIAMETER OPERA TABLE

COLOR ANTHRICITE
QIY: 4






B i

A

&

ARTHUR AVIE.

A 7

o Eochon

BRASSERIE

e \HM

999

FRONT ELEVATION

JANURARY 23, 3015

BIRMINGHAM : AU COCHON / ARTHUR AVENUE





Bridgeport item #A5320

http://www.rejuvenation.com/s/1px

Specification Detail Base price: $180.00

ltem # A5320

Finish Black Enamel Selected options total: $50.00
Socket Incandescent Total price as shown: $230.00
Shade(s) Chosen B9164 OP 8 in

Maximum fixture wattage per socket 100W

UL Listing UL Listed Damp

Canopy width 7.28"

Overall fixture width 7.93"

Overall fixture length 13.61"

Overall fixture depth 13.015"

Shade height 8"

Canopy Size 7-1/4"

Depth 9"

Depth 11-3/8"

Finish BK

Fitter Outside Diameter 4-3/4"

Height 9-1/8"

Width 7-1/4"

n LT-O1
LT-02

-

TOBO2120 Cil‘ CQl LicuTING simpiybrilliant’

small longacre outdoor wall lantern

Height: 19 1/2"

Width: 7"

Extension: 11"

Backplate: 4 1/2" x 18"
LT Wattage: 1-75 Watt Type A
Socket: Keyless

DI L — ; 11"

T

Note: Item is UL listed for wet locations.
19%," 18"
0
Mounting .
s Plate Switch Box  J-Box
2 Center 9”

~ 4% —

LT-03 (OUTDOOR LED STRIP

InvisiLED® Pro Outdoor
24V Outdoor LED Tape Light

LIGHTING)

WAC LIGHTING

Responsible Lighting®

- 194" ‘—; 1, 5"'and 10' sections — ——~‘ — 16"~
I —— DIJ%"
T

PRODUCT DESCRIPTION

Fixture Type:

Catalog Number:

Project:

Location:

Pro Outdoor is great for any and all outdoor accent lighting applications.
Double insulated silicon encasement and distinct electrical and mechanical
junctions make for a superior watertight custom system.

FEATURES

1P-68 rated, allows for submersion up to five feet
Power supply is UL and CUL listed
+ Wet location listed
Ultra thin profile at %"
Diodes spaced evenly at 1" on center
Minimum run length of 1' and maximum of 28'
May be field cut every 6" and at the end of a run
Unique tape section connections ensure even LED spacing and no dark spots
Four mounting options provided for different surfaces
80,000 hour rated life
5 year WAC Lighting product warranty

SPECIFICATIONS

Construction: Flexible, silicone sealed tape light.
Indicating marks on back for field cutting

Power Supply: Remote electronic Class 2 transformer.
120VAC 50/60Hz input, 24VDC 100W output.

Light Source: 12 LED diodes per foot. Runs on 24V at 3.5W per foot.
Operating Temperature: -4°F — 122°F (-20°C — 50°C), relative humidity 95%.
Standards: UL & CUL Listed. UL (E204239) wet location certified.

FIXTURE PERFORMANCE

Color Color Temp Watts/ft  Lumens/ft
White 3500K [35 220
POWER SUPPLY

EN-024100-RB2-T  24VDC/100W Class 2 LED transformer

TAPE LIGHT ACCESSORIES

LED-TO24-IC Joiner cables

LED-TO24-X 4 way "X" connector
LED-TO24-Y 3 way "Y" connector
LED-TO24-EC End cap

LED-TO24-C1 Mounting clip 1 (10 per pack)
LED-T024-C2 Mounting clip 2 (10 per pack)
LED-T024-C3 Mounting clip 3 (10 per pack)
LED-TO24-CH Clear channel

For full descriptions and specs of
Power Supply and Accessories see next page.

ORDER NUMBER
Model # Length Color
Model # Length Color
1 oot LED-T02435 |- | |-
LED-TO2435 |5 5 feet wWT White  |3500K 3.5W/ft
10 70feet Example: LED-T02435-1-WT
WAC Lighting Headquarters/Eastern Distribution Center Western Distribution Center
www.waclighting.com 44 Harbor Park Drive « Port Washington, NY 11050 1750 Archibald Avenue - Ontario, CA 91760
Phone (800) 526.2588 + Fax (800) 526.2585 Phone (516) 515.5000 - Fax (516) 515.5050 Phone (800) 526.2588 - Fax (800) 526.2585

JANURARY 23, 3015
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RANGE

LOUVRE

Design Studio FERMOB

0801
Stacking chair

TECHNICAL
CHARACTERISTICS

Steel rod frame.

Flat steel backrest. Perforated steel sheet seat.
High Protection Treatment for outdoor use.
Anti-UV powder coating.

Stackable:
Chair x 10
Armchair x 7

|-year guarantee

Contract use: Very High Protection
Treatment recommended.

DIMENSIONS (inch)

17.5” 19.5”
-y - :
s
12.5 Lbs 14.5 Lbs

Registered trademark

Stacking armchair

RANGE

OPERA

N7 S
el B2 B

TECHNICAL
CHARACTERISTICS

Tubular steel base.
Flat steel belt.
Steel sheet table top.

High Protection Treatment
for outdoor use.

Anti-UV powder coating.
| -year guarantee

Contract use: Very High Protection
Treatment recommended.

DIMENSIONS (inch)

@26 @38
1.5 Lbs 32 Lbs
30", 30° ’46—".%
26 Lbs 34.5 Lbs

RANGE

OPERA

Registered trademark

0930
Knockdown table & 26” - 2 persons

36 Lbs

JANURARY 23, 3015
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IPE DECKING

Ipe Decking - Ipe Wood - Ipe Deck Price - Lumber
Botanical Name: Tabebuia spp. (Lapacho group)

Common Name: |pe

Other Common Names: Brazilian Walnut, Amapa, Cortez, Guayacan polvillo, Flor Amarillo,
Greenheart, Madera negra, Tahuari, Lapacho negro

Common Trade Names: Pau Lope, Diamond Decking, Ironwood, and many others.

General Characteristics: Dark brown walnut color. Gives a green dust when cut. The texture is
fine to medium. The tree may grow to 150 feet in height with trunk diameters of 6 ft. Frequently to
heights of 100 ft an diameters of 2 to 3 ft. Boles are clear to 60 ft and more.

Weight: Basic specific gravity (oven dry weight/green volume) 0.85 to 0.97, air dry density 66 to 75
pounds per cubic foot. A 3/4" thick finish material weights approx. 4.5 pounds per square foot.

Moisture Content of Decking: Air dried to approx. 12% for use on exterior projects. (We also sell
Kiln dried material for interior use, do not use kiln dried for exterior use as it will expand. Air dried
inside will shrink.)

Janka side hardness: 3,060 Ib for green material and 3,680 Ib at 12% moisture content.
Bending Strength: 22,560 psi
Maximum Crushing strength: 10,350 psi

STRENGTH - ASTM-D143-09 tested; Three times stronger than Cedar, our Ipe Decking exceeds all
existing code requirements for exterior constructions.

Forest Products Laboratory toughness average for green and dry material = 404 in.-Ib (5/8"
specimen.)

Drying and shrinkage (green to oven dry): Radial 6.6%, tangential 8.0%, volumetric 13.2%.
Movement after manufacture is rated as small. Typical movement for a air dried decking board 6"
wide board is 1/16" in between seasons.

Working Properties: Has a blunting effect on cutters, use of carbide tipped saw blades is
necessary. Routs nicely. Must be predrilled for fastening.

Distribution: Throughout the continental tropical America and some of the lesser Antilles. The tree
grows on a variety of sites from ridge tops to riverbanks and marsh forest. Our Ipe is responsible
harvested from managed forest. We also support extensive replanting programs. Ipe is as
widespread in tropical America as Yellow Pine is in the United States.

Durability: Heartwood is very resistant to attack by decay fungi, mod, and termites. Last 75+
years. U.S. FOREST PRODUCTS LABORATORY - Class ( Very Durable - 25 years ) This is the
highest rating available from the forest laboratory.

JANURARY 23, 3015
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS

BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION

PUBLIC HEARING OF NECESSITY
PUBLIC HEARING OF CONFIRMATION

Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF NECESSITY FOR SPECIAL
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT

Monday, March 16, 2015, 7:30 PM

Municipal Building, 151 Martin,

Birmingham, Ml

Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF CONFIRMATION FOR SPECIAL
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT

Monday, March 30, 2015, 7:30 PM

Municipal Building, 151 Martin,

Birmingham, Ml

Location: 2015 Local Streets Paving Program area

e Maryland Blvd — Southlawn Blvd to 14 Mile Rd
Henrietta St — Northlawn Blvd to 14 Mile Rd
Southlawn Blvd — Bates St to Pierce St
Catalpa Dr — Pierce St to Edgewood Ave
Henley Dr — Abbey Rd to Putney Dr

e Putney Dr — Henley Dr to Adams Rd

Nature of Improvement: Installation of lateral sewers within the 2015
Local Streets Paving Program area, with a
voluntary option being made available for those
properties on the long side of Henley Drive and
Putney Drive.

City Staff Contact: Paul O'Meara 248.530.1836
pomeara@bhamgov.org
Notice Requirements: Mail to affected property owners

Publish March 1 & 8, 2015

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

You or your agent may appear at the hearings to express your views; however, if you fail to protest
either in person or by letter received on or before the date of the hearing, you cannot appeal the
amount of the special assessment to the Michigan Tax Tribunal. Mail any correspondence to: City
Clerk, P.O. Box 3001, Birmingham, Ml 48012.

The property owner may file a written appeal of the special assessment with the State Tax Tribunal
within 30 days after the confirmation of the special assessment roll if that special assessment was
protested at the hearing held for the purpose of confirming the roll.

All special assessments, including installment payments, shall, from the date of the confirmation
thereof, constitute a lien on the respective lots or parcels assessed, and until paid shall be charged
against the respective owners of the lots or parcels assessed.

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.

6A






Miﬂ?iminghm MEMORANDUM

wumﬂ} _— - ::- -
Finance Department

DATE: March 19, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Janet M. Laing MAAO (3), Billing Manager

SUBJECT: Resolution for Confirming S.A.D. # 865- 2015 Local Streets

Paving Program Area Sewer Lateral Replacement

For purposes of installing new sewer laterals that would specially benefit properties within the
limits of the 2015 Local Streets Paving Project, it is requested that the City Commission adopt
the following resolution confirming S.A.D. No. 865 at the regular City Commission meeting of
March 30th, 2015. Comments during the hearing of confirmation are limited to those questions
specifically addressing the assessment roll pursuant to Section 94-9 of the City Code. The
hearing declaring the necessity of the Special Assessment District was held at the City
Commission meeting of March 16th, 2015.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:
To confirm Special Assessment Roll No. 865, to defray the cost of installing new sewer laterals
within the 2015 Local Streets Paving Project limits:

WHEREAS, Special Assessment Roll, designhated Roll No. 865, has been heretofore prepared by
the Billing Manager for collection, and

WHEREAS, notice was given pursuant to Section 94-7 of the City Code, to each owner or party-
in-interest of property to be assessed, and

WHEREAS, the Commission has deemed it practicable to cause payment of the cost thereof to
be made at a date closer to the time of construction and

Commission Resolution 03-43-15 provided it would meet this 30th day of March, 2015 for the
sole purpose of reviewing the assessment roll, and

WHEREAS, at said hearing held this March 30th, 2015, all those property owners or their
representatives present have been given an opportunity to be heard specifically concerning
costs appearing in said special assessment roll as determined in Section 94-9 of the Code of the
City of Birmingham,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Special Assessment Roll No. 865 be in all things
ratified and confirmed, and that the City Clerk be and is hereby instructed to endorse said roll,
showing the date of confirmation thereof, and to certify said assessment roll to the City
Treasurer for collection at or near the time of construction of the improvement.





BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that special assessments shall be payable in ten (10) payments as
provided in Section 94-10 of the Code of the City of Birmingham, with an annual interest rate of
four and a quarter percent (4.25%) on all unpaid installments.

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICT ROLL #865
Sewer Laterals Installation-Local Streets Paving Project

COST
PARCEL NUMBER | ADDRESS | ESTIMATE
Catalpa Drive North
08-19-36-401-039 109 $1,540
08-19-36-401-040 121 $1,540
08-19-36-401-041 137 $1,540
08-19-36-401-042 155 $1,540
08-19-36-401-043 179 $1,540
08-19-36-402-047 223 $1,540
08-19-36-402-042 295 $1,540
South
08-19-36-451-007 160 $1,540
08-19-36-451-010 212 $1,540
08-19-36-451-011 238 $1,540
08-19-36-451-012 264 $1,540
08-19-36-451-014 320 $1,540
08-19-36-451-015 350 $1,540
TOTAL $20,020
Northlawn Blvd. West
08-19-36-332-022 227 $1,155
Henrietta Street West
08-19-36-332-023 1424 $1,155
08-19-36-332-024 1430 $1,155
08-19-36-332-025 1452 $1,155
08-19-36-332-026 1470 $1,155
08-19-36-332-027 1488 $1,155
08-19-36-332-029 1520 $1,155
08-19-36-332-030 1538 $1,155
08-19-36-332-033 1580 $1,155
08-19-36-332-034 1592 $1,155
08-19-36-332-035 1604 $1,155
08-19-36-332-036 1620 $1,155
08-19-36-332-037 1632 $1,155
08-19-36-332-039 1684 $1,155
08-19-36-332-040 1698 $1,155
08-19-36-378-017 1712 $1,155
08-19-36-378-018 1734 $1,155
08-19-36-378-019 1746 $1,155






08-19-36-378-020 1762 $1,155
08-19-36-378-021 1776 $1,155
08-19-36-378-022 1792 $1,155
08-19-36-378-024 1828 $1,155
08-19-36-378-025 1844 $1,155
08-19-36-378-026 1862 $1,155
08-19-36-378-027 1886 $1,155
08-19-36-378-028 1898 $1,155
08-19-36-378-029 1920 $1,155
08-19-36-378-030 1948 $1,155
08-19-36-378-031 1978 $1,155
08-19-36-378-032 1992 $1,155
East
08-19-36-333-001 1421 $1,650
08-19-36-333-003 1433 $1,650
08-19-36-333-004 1447 $1,650
08-19-36-333-005 1465 $1,650
08-19-36-333-006 1483 $1,650
08-19-36-333-007 1501 $1,650
08-19-36-333-008 1519 $1,650
08-19-36-333-009 1537 $1,650
08-19-36-333-011 1571 $1,650
08-19-36-333-013 1601 $1,650
08-19-36-333-015 1637 $1,650
08-19-36-333-016 1659 $1,650
08-19-36-333-017 1685 $1,650
08-19-36-333-018 1699 $1,650
08-19-36-379-001 1711* $1,650
08-19-36-379-002 1727 $1,650
08-19-36-379-028 1759 $1,650
08-19-36-379-007 1787 $1,650
08-19-36-379-011 1841 $1,650
08-19-36-379-012 1859 $1,650
08-19-36-379-013 1885 $1,650
08-19-36-379-015 1943 $1,650
08-19-36-379-016 1961 $1,650
08-19-36-379-017 1975 $1,650
08-19-36-379-018 1997 $1,650
TOTAL $75,900
Maryland Blvd. West
08-19-36-353-016 1700 $1,430
08-19-36-353-017 1720 $1,485
08-19-36-353-018 1744 $1,485
08-19-36-353-019 1776 $1,540
08-19-36-353-020 1798 $1,540
08-19-36-353-021 1810 $1,595
08-19-36-353-022 1826 $1,595
08-19-36-353-023 1842 $1,650






08-19-36-353-024 1860 $1,650
08-19-36-353-025 1878 $1,650
08-19-36-353-026 1892 $1,650
08-19-36-353-028 1926 $1,650
08-19-36-353-029 1948 $1,650
08-19-36-353-031 1990 $1,650
East
08-19-36-354-001 1701 $2,420
08-19-36-354-003 1745 $2,365
08-19-36-354-004 1775 $2,310
08-19-36-354-005 1797 $2,255
08-19-36-354-006 1809 $2,200
08-19-36-354-007 1825 $2,200
08-19-36-354-008 1841 $2,200
08-19-36-354-009 1859 $2,200
08-19-36-354-010 1877 $2,200
08-19-36-354-012 1905 $2,200
08-19-36-354-013 1927 $2,200
08-19-36-354-015 1973 $2,200
TOTAL $49,170
Putney Drive North
08-19-25-277-004 999 $770
08-19-25-277-008 1033 $770
08-19-25-277-010 1037 $85.55
08-19-25-277-011 1039 $85.55
08-19-25-277-012 1041 $85.55
08-19-25-277-013 1053 $85.55
08-19-25-277-014 1065 $85.56
08-19-25-277-015 1077 $85.56
08-19-25-277-016 1089 $85.56
08-19-25-277-017 1091 $85.56
08-19-25-277-018 1093 $85.56
TOTAL $2,310
TOTAL SAD $147,400

*185 Southlawn new address now 1711 Henrietta as of 3/4/2015.






NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT

Meeting Date, Time, Location: Monday, March 30, 2015, 7:30 PM
Municipal Building, 151 Martin
Birmingham, Ml

Location of Request: Mercedes of Bloomfield Hills
2200 Holland
Nature of Hearing: To consider a Special Land Use Permit and

Final Site Plan to allow the construction of
a warehouse building over 6,000 sq ft to
provide storage for Mercedes-Benz of
Bloomfield Hills.

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

Notice Requirements: Mailed to all property owners and
occupants within 300 feet of subject
address.

Publish March 1, 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, M1 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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A Walkable Community

M&ﬂ?immgh@m MEMORANDUM

Community Development Department

DATE: March 23, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

CcC: Jana Ecker, Planning Director

FROM: Matthew Baka, Senior Planner

SUBJECT: Public Hearing for Final Site Plan & Special Land Use Permit at
2200 Holland — Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills storage
facility

On March 11, 2015, the Planning Board conducted a public hearing to discuss a request
by the applicant to construct a warehouse building to provide off-site storage for their
Mercedes-Benz Dealership. The Planning Board voted to recommend approval to the
City Commission with the following condition;

1. The applicant revises the photometric plan to meet the requirements of the
Zoning Ordinance or obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals.

The proposed building will be over 6,000 sq. ft. which requires the approval of the City
Commission for a Special Land Use Permit. Please find attached the staff report and
site plans presented to the Planning Board, along with the relevant meeting minutes for
your review.

SUGGESTED ACTION:

To approve the Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit at 2200 Holland, Mercedes-
Benz of Bloomfield Hills, to construct a warehouse over 6,000 sg. ft. to be used as a
storage facility for vehicles.





WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

MERCEDES-BENZ OF BLOOMFIELD HILLS
2200 HOLLAND
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT
2015

Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills filed an application pursuant to Article
7, section 7.34 of Chapter 126, Zoning, of the City Code to construct a
warehouse over 6,000 sq. ft. to be used as a storage facility for vehicles;

The land for which the Special Land Use Permit is sought is located at the
end of Holland on the east side of S. Eton Street, in Birmingham;

The land is zoned MX, and is located within the Rail District, which allows
an eclectic mix of small scale commercial, light industrial and residential
uses;

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 Permit
Amendment;

The Planning Board on March 11, 2015 voted to recommend approval of
the applicant’s request for Final Site Plan and a Special Land Use Permit to
the City Commission for the Mercedes of Bloomfield Hills storage facility at
2200 Holland with the following conditions:

1. The applicant revises the photometric plan to meet the
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance or obtain a variance from
the Board of Zoning Appeals.

The applicant has agreed to comply with all conditions for approval as
recommended by the Planning Board on March 11, 2015;

The Birmingham City Commission has reviewed the Mercedes-Benz of
Bloomfield Hills’ 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 Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills application for
a Special Land Use Permit to construct a warehouse over 6,000 sg. ft. to
be used as a storage facility for vehicles at 2200 Holland 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. Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills shall abide by all provisions of the
Birmingham City Code;

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;

3. The applicant revises the photometric plan to meet the
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance or obtain a variance from
the Board of Zoning Appeals.

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, Mercedes-Benz of
Bloomfield Hills 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
Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills to comply with all the ordinances of the
city may result in the Commission revoking this Special Land Use Permit.

I, Laura 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 March 30, 2015.

Laura Pierce, City Clerk





A Walkable Community

Miﬂ?immgham MEMORANDUM

Community Development

DATE: February 6, 2015
TO: Planning Board members
FROM: Matthew Baka — Senior Planner

SUBJECT: 2200 Holland Street — Mercedes Benz of Bloomfield Hills Auto
— Final Site Plan Review

Executive Summary

The subject property located at 2200 Holland currently contains 5 warehouse structures
of various sizes. The applicant proposes to demolish four (4) of the existing buildings
and construct a warehouse building that will be 16,400 sqg. ft. The plan proposes to
incorporate a mix of uses on the site by preserving the existing office building and
constructing the warehouse behind it. The office will be accessible from Holland at all
times. The access gate to the warehouse aligns with the west face of the building and
connects to the existing fence on both the north and south sides. There is a
landscaped walkway proposed to run between the existing office building and the new
warehouse. The existing 2597 sq. ft. office building on the property will remain and is
proposed to be rented to an office user who will be separate from the Mercedes
operation. The new warehouse will be used as the auto prep and storage facility for
the Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills dealership. The facility will be used to store and
prepare cars for sale. The proposed building will have the capacity to store 100 cars.
All buildings over 6,000 sqg. ft. in the MX district are required to obtain a Special Land
Use Permit. Accordingly, the is required to obtain a recommendation from the Planning
Board on the preliminary and final site plan reviews for the project and then proceed to
the City Commission for final approval.

The applicant received a recommendation to approve the Preliminary Site Plan and
Special Land Use Permit at the December 10, 2014 Planning Board meeting with the
following conditions;

1. The applicant obtains a ruling by the building official or a variance from the
Board of Zoning Appeals for the placement of the building off of the frontage
line;

2. The applicant will be required to provide 70% glazing on the first floor or obtain
a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals;





3. Eliminate the parking between the building and the frontage line or obtain a
variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals; and

4. The applicant add nine additional canopy trees to the parking lot interior and
provides the dimension of the landscaped area at Final Site Plan Review or
obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals.

It was determined by the Building Official that the applicant does not need a variance
for the placement of the buildings on the frontage line because the existing structure is
the closest structure to the frontage line and is therefore considered legal
nonconforming. The applicant also appeared before the Board of Zoning Appeals on
January 13, 2015. The BZA granted the applicant variances to permit parking between
the front facade and the frontage line and also to provide less than the required 70%
glazing on the new warehouse. The applicant has also revised the landscape plan to
meet the ordinance requirements and submitted a photometric plan detailing a
proposed lighting plan. All relevant meeting minutes from the Planning Board and
Board of Zoning Appeals meetings are attached for your review.

1.1 Land Use and Zoning

1.2 Existing Land Use — The existing space is currently vacant. The lot
consists of five existing warehouse buildings.

1.3  Zoning — The property is currently zoned MX, Mixed Use and is located
in the Rail District. The existing use and surrounding uses appear to
conform to the permitted uses of each Zoning District.

1.4 Summary of Adjacent Land Use and Zoning - The following chart
summarizes existing land use and zoning adjacent to and/or in the
vicinity of the subject site, including the proposed 2016 Regulating

Plan zones.
North South East West
Existing Public School | Commercial Commercial / | Commercial/
Land Use property Industrial Industrial
Existing MX MX MX PP Public
Zoning Mixed-Use Mixed-Use Mixed-Use Property
District






2.0 Setback and Height Requirements

The proposed building appears to meet all other setback and height restrictions of the
MX zone. Please see the attached zoning compliance summary sheet for a detail
analysis.

3.0 Screening and Landscaping
3.1Dumpster Screening — The revised plan does not include a dumpster. If a

dumpster is added at a later date then it must be screened in accordance
with the Zoning Ordinance.

3.2Parking Lot Screening — The parking area does not abut a street, alley or
passage. Therefore, screening of the parking area is not required.

3.3Mechanical Equipment Screening — The plans as submitted do not include any
mechanical equipment. Any mechanical equipment located on site must be
screened in accordance with the Zoning Ordinance.

3.4Landscaping —The applicant has proposed a total of 18 Sunburst Locust
Trees, 10 Snow White Spirea, 8 Japanese Yews and a large area of
ornamental grass. The landscaping is proposed to be located throughout the
site and parking lot in a manner that breaks up the parking area. Three (3)
Yews and two (2) Sunburst Locust trees are proposed to be located on the
south side of the entry to the site. Two (2) Sunburst Locust, five (5)
Japanese Yews and ten (10) Spirea are proposed to be located at the front
elevation of the new building. The applicant is proposing a large area of
ornamental grass in the southeast corner of the site and four (4) Sunburst
Locust trees that will flank the parking spaces immediately adjacent. The
remaining ten (10) Sunburst Locust trees are proposed to be arranged
throughout the parking lot interior.

Article 4, section 4.20 LA-01 (F) of the Zoning Ordinance requires that parking lots shall
have landscaping areas that total no less than 5% of the total parking lot interior. Each
interior planting area shall be at least 150 square feet and not less than 8 feet in any
single dimension, there shall be at least on canopy tree for each 150 square feet and
the interior planting areas must be located in a manner that breaks up the expanse of
paving throughout the parking lot interior.

The plans submitted by the applicant indicate the proposed parking area will be 53,370
sg. ft. in size. Accordingly, the applicant is required to provide 2,668 sqg. ft. of
landscaping and 18 canopy trees. The applicant indicates that 3,450 sq. ft. of





landscaping and the plans show eighteen (18) canopy trees will be provided in the
parking lot interior. Accordingly, the proposal meets the ordinance
requirements in regards to parking lot landscaping.

4.0 Parking, Loading and Circulation

4.1 Parking — In accordance with Article 4, section 4.34 of the Zoning
Ordinance, this development is required to have 1 parking space for every
500 square feet of warehouse space and 1 parking space for every 300
square feet of office space. This results in a requirement of 33 parking
spaces for the warehouse (16,400 sq. ft. / 500) and 9 parking spaces for
the office building (2,597 sq. ft. /300) for a total of 42 spaces required.
The applicant has provided 67 parking spaces including three (3) handicap
accessible spaces. Accordingly, the applicant’'s proposal meets the
parking requirement. However, in accordance with Article 04, section
4.52 PK-08 A (1), parking is not permitted between the building facade
and the frontage line. The applicant was granted a variance from
the Board of Zoning Appeals to allow parking between the
building and the frontage line.

4.2 Loading — The applicant has proposed to have a 12’ X 50’ loading area on
the south side of the building. The loading space meets the requirements
of Article 04 section 4.24 (C).

4.3  Vehicular Circulation and Access —Vehicular access to the site is via
Holland St. The front portion of the site will contain 16 parking spaces
that will service the leasable office space. The applicant proposes to put a
security gate on the north and south side of the warehouse that will allow
ingress and egress to the Mercedes storage facility. A two way drive lane
will allow circulation around the sides and rear of the warehouse allowing
access to the roll-up garage doors on the sides and rear of the building as
well as access to the parking places.

4.4  Pedestrian Circulation and Access — The applicant has proposed a concrete
sidewalk along three sides of the existing office building to allow for pedestrian access
from the parking spaces. The walkway on the east side of the office building will be
shared with the warehouse. There is currently no pedestrian access along Holland from
S. Eton.

5.0 Lighting





The applicant has added one street light at the entrance to the site as requested by the
Engineering Department. The proposed light will be required to match the Rail District
standard pedestrian scale light.

In addition, the applicant is now proposing to install exterior parking lot lighting on the
site. Accordingly, the proposed lighting must meet the requirements of Article 04
section 4.21 LT-01, Lighting Standards. The applicant is proposing to install six wall
mounted lights on the perimeter of the new warehouse at a mounting height of 16'.
The plan also calls for six (6) pole mounted light fixtures, four (4) of which are single
head fixtures and two are double head fixtures. The photometric plan that has been
submitted indicates that the light poles are proposed to be 27.5" in height. The Zoning
Ordinance restricts the height of pole mounted lights to 16’ in height. Accordingly,
the applicant will be required to revise the photometric plan to meet the
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance or obtain a variance from the Board of
Zoning Appeals.

6.0 Departmental Reports
6.1 Engineering Division — The Engineering Dept. has reviewed the plans. The
following comments are offered at this time:

1. The current plan does not have any design relative to any underground
utilities. Note that the only access the site has to both public water main
and combined sewer is at the street connection (the east end of Holland
Ave.). Underground drainage accommodating the entire site, as well as a
new sanitary service and water service will be required as a part of the
building permit for this proposal.

2. Permits required for this project from our office shall be:

e Right-of-way permit (for water and sewer connections).
e Drive approach permit (for flatwork in the right-of-way).

6.2 Department of Public Services — DPS had no comments.

6.3  Fire Department —
1. Knox Box to provide access in an emergency through the gate and into the building.
2. Fire suppression is required according to section 903 of the IFC 2012.

6.4 Police Department — The Police Department had no comments.

6.5Building Division — In addition to their standard comments the Building
Department listed the following issues that must be addressed,;

Additional Comments:





1. Fire sprinkler system required

7.0 Design Review

Front (East) Elevation

The front elevation of the new warehouse structure is proposed to be primarily
constructed of 16” x 8” split face block in a beige color. The split face block will extend
up the facade approximately 16’. There are six (6) clear glass windows proposed for
the front elevation which will be 8 x 5 each with beige frames. One single door is
proposed in the center of the front elevation with a small canopy overhead. The upper
portion of the front facade will be constructed of beige translucent panels. A Mercedes-
Benz logo is proposed to be centered on the front facade approximately 22’ above
grade.

North/South Elevations

The north and south elevation of the warehouse are proposed to be constructed of
beige metal panels from grade to 16’ with beige overhead doors lining each side. The
south elevation is proposed to have twelve (12) doors and the north elevation is
proposed to have ten (10) doors. The upper five (5) of the side elevations will be
constructed of beige translucent panels up to the eaves.

Rear (West) Elevation

The rear elevation is proposed to be constructed completely of beige metal panels with
one large 16’ x 16’ overhead door in the center. A Mercedes-Benz logo is proposed to
be centered on the rear facade approximately 22’ above grade.

Existing Office building

The brick exterior and windows of the office building will be retained with the exception
of the Mansard roof, which will be replaced with siding panels to match the warehouse
building.

In addition, this parcel is subject to the window requirements of Article 04 section 4.83
WN-01, which requires 70% glazing on any facade that faces a street, plaza, park or
parking area. The plans as submitted do not meet this requirement. The applicant
was granted a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals to provide less
than 70%0 glazing on the first floor.

8.0 Eton Road Corridor Plan (ERCP)

The subject site is located within the boundaries of the Eton Road Corridor Plan. The
vision of the Eton Road Corridor Plan (“ERCP”) was to encourage a mixed use corridor
with a range of commercial, service, light industrial and residential uses that serve the
needs of the residents of Birmingham. Creative site planning is encouraged to promote
high quality, cohesive development that is compatible with the existing uses in the
corridor and the adjacent single-family residential neighborhoods. The current





submittal is now proposing to preserve the existing office building as leasable space
that will create a mix of uses and encourage more activity on the site.

Sub-Area Plan

The Eton Road Sub-Area Plan (map #9) identifies recommended building locations,
street locations, and other features and concepts that should be considered during the
review of proposed developments in the corridor. The subject site was identified as a
potential location for an extension of Holland Rd. that would connect to a future
road/linear park that would run parallel to the rail road tracks. The applicant has
located the proposed building to the south 31’ from the north property line to allow for
the potential future extension of Holland Rd. The new warehouse will line up with the
existing office building that is to remain which will create the possibility of a street wall
along the north elevation if the road were to be constructed at some point in the future.

Design

Chapter 5 of the ERCP details specific site and building design guidelines, including the
use of high quality materials, the creation of a pedestrian friendly environment with
entrances facing the street, street trees and streetscape elements, continuous
sidewalks, and effective screening of parking and loading areas. The subject site is in
an isolated section of the Rail District that does not currently have pedestrian access
from S. Eton. The applicant is not proposing any pedestrian improvements at this time

9.0 Approval Criteria

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 Recommendation

Based on a review of the site plan revisions submitted, the Planning Division
recommends that the Planning Board recommend APPROVAL of the Final Site Plan for
2200 Holland to the City Commission with the following conditions;

1. The applicant revises the photometric plan to meet the requirements of
the Zoning Ordinance or obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning
Appeals.

12.0 Sample Motion Language

Motion to recommend APPROVAL of the Final Site Plan for 2200 Holland to the City
Commission subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant revises the photometric plan to meet the requirements of
the Zoning Ordinance or obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning
Appeals.

OR





Motion to POSTPONE the Final Site Plan for 2200 Holland.

OR

Motion to recommend DENIAL of the Final Site Plan for 2200 Holland to the City
Commission.





DRAFT MINUTES
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
REGULAR MEETING OF THE PLANNING BOARD
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 11, 2015
City Commission Room
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Planning Board held on March
11, 2015. Chairman Scott Clein convened the meeting at 7:30 p.m.

Present: Chairman Scott Clein; Board Members Carroll DeWeese, Gillian Lazar,
Janelle Whipple-Boyce; Alternate Board Members Stuart Jeffares, Daniel
Share; Student Representatives Scott Casperson, Andrea Laverty

Absent: Board Members Robin Boyle, Bert Koseck, Bryan Williams

Administration:  Matthew Baka, Sr. Planner
Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Ken Cooper, Asst. Building Official
Bruce Johnson, Building Official
Scott Lenhart, Building Department
Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary
03-48-15

FINAL SITE PLAN REVIEW

2200 Holland

New construction of one-story warehouse and storage building (postponed from
the meeting of February 11, 2015)

Mr. Baka recalled the subject property located at 2200 Holland currently contains five
(5) warehouse structures of various sizes. The applicant proposes to demolish four (4)
of the existing buildings and construct a 16,400 sqg. ft. warehouse building. The plan
proposes to incorporate a mix of uses on the site by preserving the existing office
building and constructing the warehouse behind it. The existing 2,597 sq. ft. office
building on the property will remain and is proposed to be rented to an office user who
will be separate from the Mercedes operation. The new warehouse will be used as the
auto prep and storage facility for the Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills dealership.

All buildings over 6,000 sq. ft. in the MX District are required to obtain a SLUP.
Accordingly, the Planning Board will perform the Preliminary and Final Site Plan
Reviews for the project and then make a recommendation to the City Commission on
whether or not to approve the proposal for a Special Land Use Permit ("SLUP"). The
applicant received a recommendation to approve the Preliminary Site Plan and SLUP at
the December 10, 2014 Planning Board meeting along with several conditions.

13





The applicant appeared before the Board of Zoning Appeals ("BZA") on January 13,
2015. The BZA granted variances to permit parking between the front facade and the
frontage line and also to provide less than the required 70% glazing on the new
warehouse.

At the February 11, 2015 Planning Board meeting the applicant was reviewed for
Final Site Plan approval. At that time, the Planning Board voted to postpone the
review so that the applicant could provide additional information regarding the
colors and materials proposed for the warehouse building.

Design Review

The applicant has now provided color elevations and material samples, as well as a
revised site plan, landscape plan and photometric plan. The applicant has offered two
different color schemes for the board to consider. Both schemes include translucent
panels on the upper portions of the sides and rear and "polar white" roof panels.

Mr. Gary Kwapis, Architect for the project, said the translucent panels have UV
protection and should not fade. They will either use their existing fence or upgrade it.

Color scheme was discussed. Mr. Charles Ghesquiere, Dealer Principal of Mercedes-
Benz of Bloomfield, said their preference would be the ivory color. Several board
members thought the darker black and grey color would look better. After discussion,
Mr. Ghesquiere agreed to adopt the darker color scheme.

Motion by Ms. Whipple-Boyce

Seconded by Mr. DeWeese to recommend approval of the Final Site Plan for 2200
Holland to the City Commission subject to the following condition:

1. The applicant revises the photometric plan to meet the requirements of the
Zoning Ordinance or obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals.

Motion carried, 6-0.
VOICE VOTE
Yeas: Whipple-Boyce, DeWeese, Clein, Jeffares, Lazar, Share

Nays: None
Absent: Boyle, Koseck
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BIRMINGHAM BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS PROCEEDINGS
TUESDAY, JANUARY 13, 2014
City Commission Room
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Board of Zoning Appeals
(“BZA”) held on Tuesday, January 13, 2015. Chairman Charles Lillie convened the
meeting at 7:30 p.m.

Present: Chairman Charles Lillie; Board Members Kevin Hart, Jeffery Jones,
Randolph Judd, Thomas Hughes, Peter Lyon; Alternate Board Member Rachel Loughrin

Absent: Board Member John Miller; Alternate Board Member Cynthia Grove

Administration: Matthew Baka, Sr. Planner
Ken Cooper, Asst. Building Official
Bruce Johnson, Building Official
Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary

T# 01-02-15

2200 HOLLAND
(Appeal 14-25)

The owners of the property known as 2200 Holland request the following variances to
allow for the construction of a single-story warehouse structure:

A. Article 4, Section 4.52 PK-08 A (1) of the Zoning Ordinance prohibits parking
between the building facade and the frontage line in the MX (Mixed Use) zone. The
applicant is requesting a variance to permit parking between the building fagade and
the frontage line.

B. Article 4, Section 4.83 WN-01 A (1) of the Zoning Ordinance requires the front
facade and any facade facing a street, plaza, park, or parking area provide no less than
70% of the storefront/ground floor facade as clear glass panels and doorways. The
applicant is required to meet this standard on the east, west and south facing facades.
e On the west fagcade the applicant is proposing to provide 13% glass.
Therefore a variance of 57% is requested.
e On the east facade the applicant is proposing to provide 0% glass.
Therefore a variance of 70% is requested.
e On the south fagcade the applicant is proposing to provide 0% glass.
Therefore a variance of 70% is requested.
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This property is zoned MX Mixed Use.

Mr. Baka described that the parcel in question is located at the end of Holland, east of
Eton. It neighbors the school bus yard and the City DPS. The applicant proposes to
redevelop the site into a warehouse for Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills. The
Planning Board has asked the applicant to make changes to his proposal, based on the
Eton Road Corridor Plan ("ERCP™) that governs this area. To introduce mixed use, the
applicant will now leave a small office building on the site with parking at the front.
Requiring a certain percentage of glazing on the first floor allows more interaction with
pedestrians. However, because of the type of use that is proposed, the applicant feels
the glazing requirement would be detrimental to their proposal. The applicant has
received Preliminary Site Plan Approval, and based on the results of this meeting they
will return to the Planning Board for Final Approval.

In response to Mr. Jones, Mr. Baka verified that leading off of Eton there are no
sidewalks on either side of Holland and it dead ends. Chairman Lillie noted there will
not be pedestrian traffic so there would be no need for the glazing in this case. Mr.
Baka added that Mr. Ghesquiere's whole purpose is to have security for the storage of
valuable cars. He has been working with the Planning Board to try and help them meet
the intent of the ERCP.

Mr. Charles Ghesquiere, Dealer Principal of Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield, described how
adding glazing to the building would be a problem for them because of security. People
could see what is inside and that would be an attraction to break in. In response to Mr.
Jones he said they have no intention of turning the facility into anything besides a
storage area. He went on to say the tenants of the office building will conduct highly
technical business and have maybe two visitors a day.

At 7:45 p.m. there were no comments on this petition from the audience.

Motion by Mr. Lyon

Seconded by Mr. Jones in regard to appeal 14-25, 2200 Holland, to approve
the variances as advertised. He believes that the appellant has
demonstrated a practical difficulty with strict compliance in that the
Ordinances request pedestrian friendly, almost retail use in what is really an
industrial area. He thinks the appellant has mitigated the variance by
moving fences back and making it appear somewhat like retail.

Mr. Lyon believes that strict compliance would be unduly burdensome and
would prevent reasonable use of the property, given this industrial area. He
believes that granting these variances does substantial justice to both the
appellant and the surrounding area. It improves a very industrial looking
area. He thinks that based on the prints it will be a nice looking addition
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back there. Also, he believes it is the minimum variance required. He would
tie the motion to the plans as submitted.

Motion carried, 7-0.

ROLLCALL VOTE

Yeas: Lyon, Jones, Hart, Hughes, Judd, Lillie, Loughrin
Nays: None

Absent: Miller

Mr. Jones added that the property is unique and merits the variance because there is
no likelihood of pedestrian traffic since there are no sidewalks.
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
REGULAR MEETING OF THE PLANNING BOARD
WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 10, 2014
City Commission Room
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Planning Board held on
December 10, 2014. Chairman Scott Clein convened the meeting at 7:30 p.m.

Present: Chairman Scott Clein; Board Members Carroll DeWeese, Bert Koseck,
Janelle Whipple-Boyce, Bryan Williams (left at 9:07 p.m.); Alternate Board Member
Stuart Jeffares; Student Representatives Jack Moore (left at 9:40 p.m.), Shelby Wilson
(left at 9:30 p.m.)

Absent: Board
Member Gillian Lazar; Alternate Board Member Daniel Share

Administration: Matthew Baka, Senior Planner
Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Shalaka Puranik. Asst. City Planner
Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary
12-181-14

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT ("'SLUP™)

PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN REVIEW

2200 Holland St.

Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills Prep and Storage Facility

New construction of one-story building 16,400 sq. ft. in size for the cleaning,
detailing, light repair and storage of vehicles (postponed from October 22, 2014)

Mr. Baka advised the subject property located at 2200 Holland currently contains five
(5) warehouse structures of various sizes. The applicant proposes to demolish four (4)
of the existing buildings and construct a 16,400 sq. ft. warehouse building. The existing
2,597 sq. ft. office building on the property will remain and is proposed to be rented to
an office user who will be separate from the Mercedes operation. The new warehouse
will be used as the auto prep and storage facility for the Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield
Hills dealership.

The proposed building will have the capacity to store 100 cars. All buildings over 6,000
sg. ft. in the MX District are required to obtain a SLUP. Accordingly, the Planning Board
will perform the Preliminary and Final Site Plan Reviews for the project and then make a
recommendation to the City Commission on whether or not to approve the proposal for
a SLUP.
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At the October 22nd meeting the Planning Board expressed concerns that the
development of the site did not adequately incorporate the goals of the Eton Road
Corridor Plan ("ERCP"). After a lengthy discussion, the Board moved to postpone the
SLUP and PSP review to give the applicant time to consider ways to activate the site in
line with the goals of the ERCP. Since that time, the applicant has submitted a new plan
that proposes to incorporate a mix of uses on the site by preserving the existing office
building and constructing the warehouse behind it. The office will be accessible from
Holland at all times. There is a landscaped walkway proposed to run between the
existing office building and the new warehouse.

Article 04 section 4.76 SS-08 A (1) states that Front building facades at the first story
shall be located at the frontage line. Accordingly, the applicant will be required to
obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals ("BZA") for the
placement of the building off of the frontage line. A ruling from the building
official will be solicited as to whether a variance is needed because the frontage line is
the 30 ft that abuts the end of Holland. The existing small office building in the front is
legally non-conforming.

In accordance with Article 04, section 4.52 PK-08 A (1), parking is not permitted
between the building facade and the frontage line. Accordingly, the applicant will
be required to eliminate the parking between the building and the frontage
line or obtain a variance from the BZA.

This parcel is subject to the window requirements of Article 04 section 4.83 WN-01,
which requires 70% glazing on any facade that faces a street, plaza, park or parking
area. The plans as submitted do not meet this requirement. 7he applicant will be
required to provide 70% glazing on the first floor or obtain a variance from
the Board of Zoning Appeals.

Design Review
A detailed design review for the proposal will be done at Final Site Plan Review.

After receiving a recommendation from the Planning Board, the City Commission
reviews the site plan and design of the buildings and uses proposed. The City
Commission’s approval of any special land use application shall constitute approval of
the site plan and design.

Ms. Ecker advised that the Birmingham Public Schools owns the property immediately

along the northern property edge and running along the eastern property boundary all
the way to Cole St. The strip is 30 ft. wide at its narrowest.
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Mr. Gary Kwapis, the project architect, pointed out some of the issues they tried to
address that concerned the board. They may use clear laminate glass to meet the 70%
glazing requirement and secure the building.

At Mr. Koseck's request, Mr. Baka read the six standards that the City Commission
should consider when they review a SLUP. Mr. Kwapis concluded the only standard the
project is in conflict with is that all buildings over 6,000 sg. ft. in the MX District require
a SLUP.

Mr. Chuck Gesquire, the owner of the dealership, emphasized the necessity for the
warehouse to be secure.

The chairman thought the project fits with the spirit of how the Ordinance was written.
Mr. Williams said it is important to note the applicant has come back several times with
significant changes that are consistent with the Planning Board's requests. He likes that
they have proposed office usage that will add life to the area.

Mr. Koseck suggested that the building could have a curb and landscape zone on the
north side to set it up for possible future use.

There were no comments from members of the public at 8:15 p.m.

Motion by Mr. DeWeese

Seconded by Ms. Whipple-Boyce to recommend to the City Commission
approval of the SLUP for 2200 Holland St., Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills
Prep and Storage Facility.

No one from the audience wished to comment at 8:17 p.m.
Motion carried, 6-0.

ROLLCALL VOTE

Yeas: DeWeese, Whipple-Boyce, Clein, Jeffares, Williams
Nays: Koseck

Absent: Lazar

Mr. Koseck thought the applicant could plant elsewhere on the property the additional
canopy trees that are required for the parking lot interior.

Ms. Whipple-Boyce commented she wants to see 70% glazing because of the future
uses that could go on in the building. She felt the applicant could achieve the glazing
requirement and still maintain security for the building. Additionally she hopes they can
achieve their parking lot landscape requirement by adding green space in another place
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on the property. She appreciates the first building being an office use because it could
potentially bring in more pedestrians.

Motion by Mr. DeWeese

Seconded by Mr. Williams to approve the Preliminary Site Plan and SLUP for
2200 Holland subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant obtains a ruling by the building official or a variance from
the Board of Zoning Appeals for the placement of the building off of the
frontage line;

2. The applicant will be required to provide 70%6 glazing on the first floor or
obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals;

3. Eliminate the parking between the building and the frontage line or obtain
a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals; and

4. The applicant add nine additional canopy trees to the parking lot interior
and

provides the dimension of the landscaped area at Final Site Plan Review or
obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals.

There were no comments from the public at 8:19 p.m.

Motion carried, 6-0.

ROLLCALL VOTE

Yeas: DeWeese, Williams, Clein, Jeffares, Koseck, Whipple-Boyce

Nays: None
Absent: Lazar
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
REGULAR MEETING OF THE PLANNING BOARD
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 22, 2014
City Commission Room
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Planning Board held October
22, 2014. Chairman Scott Clein convened the meeting at 7:30 p.m.

Present: Chairman Scott Clein; Board Members Bert Koseck, Gillian Lazar, Janelle
Whipple-Boyce, Bryan Williams; Student Representative Shelby Wilson

Absent: Board
Members Carroll DeWeese, Robin Boyle; Student Representative Jack Moore

Administration: Matthew Baka, Senior Planner
Brendan Cousino, Asst. City Engineer
Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Paul O’'Meara, City Engineer
Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary

10-162-14

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT ("'SLUP™)

PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN REVIEW

2200 Holland St.

Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills Prep and Storage Facility

New construction of a one-story building 16,400 sqg. ft. in size for the
cleaning, detailing, light repair and storage of vehicles (postponed from
September 10 2014 - request by applicant to postpone to October 22, 2014)

Mr. Baka advised the subject property located at 2200 Holland St. currently contains
five warehouse structures. The applicant proposes to demolish all of the existing
buildings and construct a single warehouse building that will be 16,400 sq. ft. and will
be used as the auto prep and storage facility for the Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills
dealership.

The proposed building will have the capacity to store 100 cars. All uses over 6,000 sq.
ft. in the MX District are required to obtain a SLUP. Accordingly, the Planning Board will
perform the Preliminary and Final Site Plan Reviews for the project and then make a
recommendation to the City Commission on whether or not to approve the proposal for
a SLUP.
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The applicant appeared before the Planning Board on September 10, 2014. The night
of the meeting the applicant presented an alternate plan that incorporated one of the
existing buildings into the redevelopment plan. Due to the significant changes made to
the proposal, the Preliminary Site Plan Review was postponed so that the Planning
Dept. could perform a full review of the new plan and to allow the applicant to
incorporate the comments provided by the Planning Board. Since that time there has
been a change in the architect. The Plan that was resubmitted closely resembles the
original submittal. However, several of the comments of the Planning Board were
incorporated, including the following;

1. The building was shifted to the south to allow for the future possibility of extending
Holland St. as recommended in the Eton Road Corridor Plan ("ERCP");

2. The on-site parking was increased to meet the Zoning Ordinance requirements;

3. The retention area in the southeast corner of the site was replaced with trees and
landscaping; and

4. Signage was added to the east and west facades to identify the building as a
Mercedes Benz facility.

The proposed building appears to meets the setback and height restrictions of the MX
Zone with the exception of the following: Article 04 section 4.76 SS-08 A(1) states that
Front building facades at the first story shall be located at the frontage line.
Accordingly, the applicant will be required to obtain a variance from the
Board of

Zoning Appeals ("BZA") for the placement of the building off of the frontage
line.

The plans submitted by the applicant indicate the proposed parking area will be 57,970
sg. ft. in size. Accordingly, the applicant is required to provide 2,898 sq. ft. of
landscaping. The plans indicate that 2,940 sq. ft. of landscaping will be provided.
However, the majority of the landscaping is clustered in the southeast corner of the
parcel outside of the parking area which does not count toward the interior landscaping
requirement. Therefore, the applicant will be required to add additional
landscaping in the parking lot that meets Article 4, section 4.20 LA-01 (F) or
obtain a variance from the BZA.

Design Review
A detailed design review will be done at Final Site Plan Review.

This parcel is subject to the window requirements of Article 04 section

4.83 WN-01, which requires 70% glazing on any fagade that faces a street,

plaza, park or parking area. The plans as submitted do not meet this

requirement. 7he applicant will be required to provide 70% glazing on the
first floor or obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals.
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Mr. Williams received confirmation that the proposed extension of Holland St. would
cover not just the subject property but also the adjacent property to the north. The City
has no easement rights to extend Holland St. However, it is possible now with the new
configuration that Holland St. can be extended. Mr. Williams noted the glazing and
landscaping requirements interact with access to the public and this site doesn’t have
that. So, he is not troubled by these requirements.

Mr. Koseck did not think this project meets the test for a SLUP.

Mr. Chuck Gesquire, the applicant, spoke about their vision for the use of the site, and
how he believes it fits with the intent of the ordinance and the intent of the Eton Rd.
Corridor Plan (“ERCP”). Car hauler traffic into the lot would occur predominantly during
the last ten days of the month, about four loads per week. They have tried to group
the trees elsewhere on the property rather than in the lot, so tree sap will not drop on
the cars that are stored outside. The large expanse of pavement is needed to provide
turning movement for the trucks.

Mr. Gesquire went on to explain they presently have a similar facility in Troy, but plan
to abandon it. He introduced his new architect, Mr. Gary Kwapis.

Ms. Whipple-Boyce observed this is a permitted use in the MX District. It conforms with
the vision statement for the ERCP. They are offering a new building and the
opportunity to make the site much better than it could be. Further, by removing the
small building they have permitted an extension of Holland St. that doesn’t exist
presently. Maybe the board can work with them to make some site improvements.

Ms. Lazar was concerned with the disturbance to residential neighborhoods that large
car haulers traveling down Eton would cause. Chairman Clein agreed with Ms. Whipple-
Boyce that the proposal could be made better. He thought they do something
inexpensive to the building to make it unique and original. He was very concerned
about the truck delivery. Mr. Gesquire explained truck deliveries would occur in the
early morning.

Mr. Williams agreed the board can focus on the building, but he thinks the land usage is
a significant improvement. It was determined that the motions regarding the SLUP and
the Preliminary Site Plan Approval should be separate.

Motion by Ms. Whipple-Boyce

Seconded by Mr. Williams to recommend approval to the City Commission of
the SLUP for 2200 Holland St., Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills Prep and
Storage Facility.

There were no comments on the motion from members of the public at 9:05 p.m.
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Motion failed, 3-2.

ROLCALL VOTE

Yeas: Whipple-Boyce, Williams, Clein
Nays: Koseck, Lazar

Absent: DeWeese, Boyle

Mr. Koseck suggested the applicant take the future Master Plan and show how this
project would adapt. Mr. Gesquire noted what a big step it would be to clean up that
area. He hoped to get some help and improve the whole corridor.

Ms. Lazar commented she sees the project as being too passive for the location and the
board is looking for something that has some life and movement. Further, she objected
to the traffic issue and the amount of surface parking, but not to the building. Mr.
Williams observed that the City maintained property on the north side of the project is a
disaster.

Ms. Whipple-Boyce thought if the applicant references the ERCP it might shed some
light on some of the board’s reservations. Also, it would help if they take some time to
work with planning staff. Chairman Clein concluded that there have been constructive
concerns related to the site plan, and how it might relate more to the Corridor Plan and
future vision of that plan. Mr. Williams noted the board can’t control the use if it meets
the ordinance, but as a matter of SLUP approval they could simply prohibit the delivery
trucks to this site to keep them off of Eton. Further, maybe there is a way to bring
people to the site and make it a little more interactive and customer friendly.
Therefore, the building design might change somewhat.

Ms. Ecker noted the City has purchased land in order to implement a linear park nearby
at some point in the future.

Motion by Mr. Williams

Seconded by Mr. Koseck to postpone consideration of the SLUP and
Preliminary Site Plan Review hearing for 2200 Holland St., Mercedes-Benz of
Bloomfield Hills Prep and Storage Facility, to December 10, 2014.

There were no final comments from the public at 9:40 p.m.
Motion carried, 5-0.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Williams, Koseck, Clein, Lazar, Whipple-Boyce

Nays: None
Absent: DeWeese
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
REGULAR MEETING OF THE PLANNING BOARD
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 2014
City Commission Room
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Planning Board held
September 10, 2014. Chairman Robin Boyle convened the meeting at 7:30 p.m.

Present: Chairman Robin Boyle; Board Members Scott Clein, Carroll DeWeese,
Bert Koseck, Gillian Lazar, Janelle Whipple-Boyce, Bryan Williams;
Student Representative Jack Moore

Absent: Student
Representative Shelby Wilson

Administration: Matt Baka, Senior Planner
Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary

09-134-14

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT ("SLUP™)

PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN REVIEW

2200 Holland St.

Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills Prep and Storage Facility

New construction of one-story building 16,400 sq. ft. in size for the cleaning,
detailing, light repair and storage of vehicles

Mr. Baka advised the subject property currently contains five warehouse structures of
various sizes. The applicant proposes to demolish all of the existing buildings and
construct a single warehouse building that will be 16,400 sq. ft. and will be used as the
auto prep and storage facility for the Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills dealership.

The facility will be used to store and prepare cars for sale. The proposed building will
have the capacity to store 100 cars. All buildings over 6,000 sq. ft. in the MX District are
required to obtain a SLUP. Accordingly, the Planning Board will perform the Preliminary
and Final Site Plan Reviews for the project and then make a recommendation to the
City Commission on whether or not to approve the proposal for a SLUP.

Mr. Baka advised that the proposed building appears to meet the setback and height

restrictions of the MX
Zone with the exception of the following: Article 04 section 4.76 SS-08 A(1) states that
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Front building facades at the first story shall be located at the frontage line.
Accordingly, the applicant will be required to obtain a variance from the
Board of

zZoning Appeals ("BZA") for the placement of the building off of the frontage
line.

The applicant will be required to provide the required 33 total parking spaces
or obtain a variance from the BZA.

The applicant has proposed to have a 9 ft. x 75 ft. loading area on the north face of the
building. Article 04 section 4.24 C requires that loading spaces must be 12 ft. x 40 ft.
Accordingly, the applicant will be required to expand the width of the loading
space to 12 ft. or obtain a variance from the BZA.

A detailed design review will be done at Final Site Plan Review. At this time the
applicant has provided elevation drawings that show the following materials:

» Metal paneling on the east elevation of the building. Masonry veneer on the west
elevation.

» Along the bottom of the building they will use Light Grey masonry veneer.

e The top of the building will be brick tone masonry veneer.

e The south and north elevation will be predominately metal paneling.

* On both elevations there will be one side of the wall that will be made of brick tone
masonry veneer. The top section of both of these elevations will be translucent panels
and the roof will be corrugated metal.

Revised site plans were circulated by the applicant this evening.

In response to Mr. DeWeese, Mr. Baka confirmed that Holland dead ends right at the
start of this property. The 1996 Eton Rd. Corridor Plan ("ERCP") shows a conceptual
road going through that area. Mr. DeWeese thought it may be in everyone's self-
interest to set the building further south because it would be slightly in the way if the
road were extended in the future.

At Mr. Koseck's request, Mr. Baka read from the ordinance the intent of the MX District.
Ms. Ecker read the requirements that must be shown for a SLUP. Mr. Koseck observed
this site is right across the tracks from the train station and it is the first thing
commuters will see as they enter Birmingham.

Mr. Peter Stuyer from Designhaus Architects represented the owner of Bloomfield Hills
Mercedes Benz, Mr. Charles Gesquire, who is redeveloping the site. Their plans were
revised because investigation revealed the site would work fine without having to tear
down the existing one-story office building that is on the property. He thought the
proposed building should be considered as having a 100 year potential for other uses.
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It cleans up the site and improves the storm water situation in the area. They have no
problem with pushing the building south "a tad bit" to make sure that Holland could
extend straight ahead.

In response to Chairman Boyle, Mr. Stuyer said they are still looking at the calculations
for the storm water retention area at the southern end of the property. He estimated
the property would contain 25% grass and nothing very fancy in terms of landscaping -
a very clean site.

Ms. Lazar received clarification that customers will not be visiting the site. Mr. Clein
was concerned about whether the storm water retention pond would actually work. Mr.
Stuyer said his intention is to use the entire site to engineer the storm water. He will
need to further investigate the property. Asphalt paving will surround the building so
that cars can get in an out of the building's multiple doors.

Ms. Ecker advised that landscaping will be required because the parking lot is over
7,500 sq. ft. They need to submit a landscaping plan for the area that covers not just
the required landscape for the parking area, but also their proposed treatment for the
retention pond. Further, what is seen from the street needs to be included. Ms.
Whipple-Boyce added the fence proposal will not work.

Mr. Gesquire introduced himself and listed the dealerships that he owns. They rank
among the top ten dealerships in the mid-west. Additionally they are good citizens.

Mr. Koseck said in his opinion this is a special district with a lot of good things
happening. However, there are a lot of things in the ERCP that this building does not
do. He doesn't see how it complies with the ordinance relative to this District. It is a
single-use building that brings in cars and perhaps trucks but very few people. He can't
visualize other uses happening in the future and would not support anything of this
size. It comes down to why buildings in the MX District were limited to 6,000 sq. ft.

Mr. Clein shared a lot of those concerns. The applicant should ask himself what he can
do to augment the design to make it fit other portions of the ordinance when the
individual use itself does not. There are many more details that need to be hammered
out. The applicant needs to take a look at what the intent of that district is and
determine how they can get as close to it with other things as possible.

Mr. Williams said the board should recognize that Holland is different than every other
street in the area. Itis a lot uglier. Secondly, he doesn't share the concern about
access to the trains. He recommended that board members walk the site. Ms.
Whipple-Boyce agreed. She doesn't see anything but an operation like this moving into
that space. Also, she thought this review should be postponed because it is very
difficult for board members to get new information the night of a hearing and be
expected to make any sort of decision.
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Chairman Boyle thought the intent of the ERCP was to create an interesting space at
the back end of the City. The board would very much like to see this as an opportunity
to better connect this end of the Eton Rd. Corridor, which means setting the building in
a location that would allow Holland to go all the way through. Secondly, the ERCP
talked about getting some pedestrian access or even a bike path down the eastern site.
That could be included as part of the retention area. Also, as people are crossing over
the railroad bridge it would be great for them to see a nice Mercedes Benz sign and
even a car. So, his suggestion is to give the site some color, some shine, and a little bit
of advertising. That would bring their story to the back end of Birmingham. Mr. Koseck
agreed that the building should reflect their brand.

There were no comments from members of the public at 8:30 p.m.

Motion by Mr. DeWeese

Seconded by Ms. Whipple-Boyce to postpone the SLUP and Preliminary Site
Plan Review for 2200 Holland St., Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills Prep
and Storage Facility, to the October 8 Planning Board meeting.

Chairman Boyle noted that context is important, so the plans should include
surrounding buildings and what happens, along with the passageways.

There were no comments on the motion from the public.

Motion carried, 7-0.

ROLLCALL VOTE

Yeas: DeWeese, Whipple-Boyce, Boyle, Clein, Koseck, Lazar, Williams

Nays: None
Absent: None
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SITE DATA

LOT AREA: 92810 SF 2132 ACRES

PROPOSED BUILDING: 16,400 SF
EXISTING BUILDING: 2597 5SF
PERCENTAGE OF LOT COVERAGE: 20.5%

PARKING REQUIREMENTS

AREA OF BUILDING PARKING REQ'D
PER ORDINANCE

PARKING REQ'D

PARKING PROVIDED

16,400 SF /500 SF PER SPACE
2584 SF OFFICE /3200 SF PER SPACE

LANDSCAPRPING REQUIREMNETS
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9 SPACES

67 SPACES
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LOCATION MAP

- LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Land situated In the County of Ockland, City of Birmingham, State of Michigan, is
described as follows:

Lot 1, of ASSESSOR’S PLAT NO. 28-B, according to the ptat thereof as recorded In
Liber 64 of Plats, page 10, Oakland County Records.

Tax ttem No. 20-31-251-002
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Plan View
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LUMINAIRE SCHEDULE

Symbol Label Qty Catalog Number Description Lamp File Lumens LLF Watts
DSX0 LED 40C 700 DSX0 LED WITH (2) 20
E A 2 50K TSW MVOLT LED LIGHT ENG”(\“%, LED DSX0_LED 40 Absolute 0.90 182
- TYPE T5W OPTIC, C_7OO_50KTT5
5000K, @ 700mA W_MVOLT.ies
05 4 DSIOLEDACTODSOQUERWTHGIZ0 o, 050 LED 40 Absolte 080 o
N HS TYPE T3M OPTIC, 5000K, C_700 50K T3
@ 700mA WITH HOUSE M_MVQLT_HS
SIDE SHIELD -1es
DSXW2 LED 30C DSXW2 LED WITH 3
[— C 2 1000 50K T2M LIGHT ENGINES, 30 LED DSXW2_LED_ Absolute 0.90 109
MVOLT LED's, 1000mA DRIVER, 30C_1000_50K
5000K LED, TYPE 2 _T2M_.MVOLT.
MEDIUM OPTIC 1es
DSXW2 LED 30C DSXW2 LED WITH 3
D D 4 1000 50K TFTM LIGHT ENGINES, 30 LED DSXW2_LED_ Absolute 0.90 109
MVOLT LED's, 1000mA DRIVER, 30C_1000_50K
5000K LED, TYPE _TFTM_MVOL
FORWARD THROW Ties
MEDIUM OPTIC
STATISTICS
Description Symbol Avg Max Min Max/Min Avg/Min
Calc Zone #1 —+ 1.4 fc 5.2 fc 0.1 fc 52.0:1 14.0:1
LUMINAIRE LOCATIONS
Location Aim
No. Label X Y 4 MH Orientation Tilt X Y 4
1 A 376.1 158.9 16.0 16.0 59.3 0.0
2 A 422.0 78.6 16.0 16.0 59.3 0.0
3 B 1.8 245.5 16.0 16.0 39.9 0.0 2.5 246.3 0.0
4 C 214.0 275.4 16.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 214.0 275.4 0.0
5 C 319.3 277.0 16.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 319.3 277.0 0.0
6 D 342.3 233.3 16.0 16.0 90.0 0.0 342.3 233.3 0.0
7 D 305.2 1751 16.0 16.0 180.0 0.0 305.2 1751 0.0
8 D 206.4 175.0 16.0 16.0 180.0 0.0 206.4 175.0 0.0
9 D 177.2 225.5 16.0 16.0 270.0 0.0 177.2 225.5 0.0
10 B 285.6 79.5 16.0 16.0 21.0 0.0 285.9 80.4 0.0
11 B 90.2 167.1 16.0 16.0 28.1 0.0 90.7 168.0 0.0
12 B 83.6 305.0 16.0 16.0 180.0 0.0 83.6 304.0 0.0

Southwest View

Not to Scale






d*series

D-Series
Size O
LED Area Luminaire
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Introduction

The modern styling of the D-Series is striking
yet unobtrusive - making a bold, progressive

Specifications statement even as it blends seamlessly with its
T 08 R _"[ environment.
L.t w The D-Series distills the benefits of the latest in LED
Length: t:ﬂ“"' technology into a high performance, high efficacy,
R - Y [ - 0
13" L long-life luminaire. The outstanding photometric
Width: 00w performance results in sites with excellent
Height: 7" . uniformity, greater pole spacing and lower power
Welaht e density. It is ideal for replacing up to 400W metal
- . . . :
(ma:?): 1?;3:-) halide with typical energy savings of 65% and
expected service life of over 100,000 hours.
Ordering Information EXAMPLE: DSX0 LED 40C 1000 40K T3M MVOLT SPA DDBXD
DSNO LED
DSXOLED | Forward 530 530mA | 30K J000KBD | TS Typelshort | MVOLT* | Shippedincuded Shipped Installed Shipped DDBX  Dark
":c"“ o, | T To0mA L) "‘1"“’ 5 Gpelishont | 1204 | A Squiepoe | PR HEMA urist-lgck LD LS
00 201E0s 40K A000K {70 [ rcunti feceptacle on HS  House-side | DBLXD  Black
1000 1090 mA M TFypell 208 g
. (1) LT mesum | z4pe | AP Roundpole (no contrl) ™ | pnaxp  Natyral
nging 50K SH00KI0 | 13¢ Type lshent . mcuniing DMG  0-10V dimrting SF Single fuse alsminum
HC 40180 €A W wBA Wllbradet driet (o U027 | pwiko  white
{two AMBPC Anber | 1M beell ur - contols)? umy
engines) phosphor medum | ogs | SPUMBA Squuepole | g pimableand | OF  Doublehse | DOBTXD Tedured
Rotated converted® | TAM  TypelV universal controllable 1208, 240, dark
optics' medium mwmif:g via ROAM; fno 430 bronze
300 30LEDs TFTM  Forward ataprr cnols} 150 Leftrotned | DBLBXD Textured
{one thiow RPUMBA Roundpole | PIR  Maticn sensar optics black
engie) medm e gD [ OO Raht | ONADOD Textred
TSVS  TypeVvery gldt;llr;;n? PRA Mo '0‘?[31 natural
short P , : 5‘3'%";&‘&"9 Optis aluminum
5 hpeVshon Shipped separately heght " DOt Diffused | DWHGKD Textared
KMAB  Mastarm drop lens while
M TypeV BOBXD U mounting BL3O  Bi-level ywitched
— bracket adap- dimring, 30% *
W TypeVwide torlspecty | BLS0. el swiched
finish) dimming, 509
Top of Pol 1N°T3E:LED|(30C option) and rotated options (L0 or R90) ondy available together,
0SXD shares u unique deiling pattem with the AERIS™ family. Specify 2 1000mAis not available with AMBPC. '
o Template#s gssy- s tiling patiem when coecifing poles, pa thy table below, 3 AMBPC only available with 530mA or 700mA.
4 MVOL
€ —¢ d DMISAS  Srglennt DMQOAS  2mEI°e H0b saee ﬁ?mﬁmﬁffmﬁ e i B BE ety 120
% IAJZS_ p DM2BAS 2t 100° DMISAS  IpE* 5 :I‘g':mhbl;‘ga t%%mmmduamcsznmmcssm ot
L5 . - wil ar
(a] . Al DABAS A B PIZAS  Jat 1 & Available a3 a separate combination sccessory: PUMBA, {finishj U,
I Erample: 55A 204C DMI9AS DDBKD 7 w“u;lzb';m otd::::: :s": {l:op;ar:mcw ses Accessories information. For use
Lighting' P12 € izAL of paley, accprsories and edacational B Etog;!;sored and shipped a3 » separate e item from Acuity Brands
n accessories,
DUNFFISN  Photocel- SLtwt-bck (120-2770) ™ Tty p e 200 . T e O o iy, PER opt
PLLMIFLSCULIU  Photoced - 35L bwist-bock [347V) it o pol e (RH) enky. iralory 9 capa) SRl
73 DLLABOF LS CULIY  Phoocet - SSL twisd -lock [400%) ™ r!qund anl wai‘bh Wl‘lh oy Mm‘ﬁ“":le élell 1-800-442-
o E sy Shortingcap™ 6735 o arll slesOromarees o NIABLI0, BLa0. . o v
E DSXOHS 200 U House-ide shield bor 2010 unit = n :IR mt;lprewcrﬁ'n' Ilzammrost\;uh Stfu(iﬂ Iﬂﬁnxlmmrtml FIRH ;p?aﬁ;:tl}: oi
B f sosnu owestementonum Tenon Mounting Slipfitter ** e stomcordl,Not el DER, 1"+ (e fordatak. Dimming
Q 3 DmHSACY Hosa-side shield lor 40 LD gnit = 12 Requires an additional switched ciecuit. Dimming driver stanclard, MVOLT only.
Id DSYORDL Y mmwmw Tensa 00, SingheUnlt  20e380° 201900 Batlde' Jath 4at%0® Not available with DCR.
< § oo sou I AT ASTIOII0 ASTIO% AST01ID ASRO0 ASTapase | 13 Ao avaiable as iy s ae Accastorr information. H5 and DOL
KHAS DOBADU M::::nmw:wm plor T ASTZSA190 ASTIS-ZB0 ASTIS-290 AST2S-J10 ASF2S-390 ASTS-4%0 | 14 Szg!aglsmtigmm 120, ﬁ?? or 347 voltage option. Double fuse {DF) requites
{spectfy finish) * r ASTIS-190 ASTOS-200 ASTIS-200 ASTAS-D20 ASTIS-390 MSTIS-90 | 1g gb'ew" d with PER option. Ordered and shipped as a
Fet oee control cptiern, i 11, seek 2544 e _Eratn Ine item from an BrandsContr:E
' LITHONIA One Lithonia Way * Conyers, Georgia 30012 » Phone: 800.279.8041 » Fax: 770.918.1209 » vavw [ thonm (o
LIGHTING. © 20112014 Acuity Brands Lighting, Ine. All rights reserved.
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Performance Data

Lumen Output
Luman valees sre from photomatric tests performed in accordance with IESNA LM-77-08. Dats it contidered 10 be of the confi shown, within the tolerances allowed by b?hung Facts. Actual perfnman:a
may difier as a result of end-user environment and application, Actual wattage may differ by +/. 8% when cperating Imween 120480V +/-10%, Contact fmry for purfumancu data on ahy conbgurations not shown here,

i H 1 /e LE 110 f1 1101
TIM 1 /e8] [T 1 /0] 1{of
16 [ 1101 1101
1o 34 101 13100
1o [ 101 1o
ilof [ 101 1410f
[ N [ 1|01 1]ef
oo [ 2ol 1]efo
tloje n 1o 1]efo
Yot [ 3 fof 105 1]l
TFIM wos [ 1 o] 8 e |1 ] o1 104 99 1 Jefz2f m
118 3599 L1 o] ) U 1|0 |1 10 a0 |t le 109
i) 35 11 o ] 450 11 (o] 100 ags |1 o) w
125 3667 | 1 ] o] 81 468 11 0|1 102 aoae | 1 Jlof M
TIM 3658 | 1 | ol 31 459 |1 o1 102 a9 | v o2 M
0 135 363 1 ]ol 81 454 1 [ o |1 100 493 11 1ol 110
700 mA AW T4 s L1 leln 1] 45M 11 (o2 w2 | 497 [1]0]2 150
{201€Ds) T5M 764 | 2 fod 1 [T 4m 3o 105 sz |y le 1
158 380 L 2ol [ a8 12]o0fo 106 si 12100 115
15¥8 s L2 lolo o 4ny f2lofo s | sm2 2100 I
15w {3 led 7] 44 L3 lof 5 | sus [ 3]0 ] 14
TFM % {1 Jo ) 0 adun 11]olfz 100 ame |1 ]o]2 0w
s 4gst |1 1ol 65 | 66 | 2010132 B | &0 | 2102 2
T2M 460 11 1o 6 | sw0 {202 i | sed 202 i
L (5T I N 6 | sm |2]0]2 ] 61 | 2 |0 |2 M
M| 470 (1} ol2 e | s |2]0]2 g | 69 [ 2] )2 [
s 45 (1] 041 65 | 646 |1 |02 g7 | 668 [ 2 10 )2 93
1008:mA nw TAM. 4706 1110z 6 | e p | 2 87 674 | 2 ]2 [T
TSM 4 3 e ] 6 | 64w 0| 1 %0 6Hs | 3 ] %
155 49 |2 oo 8 |8 1jofo 1] 1 |2 [} (]
15¥8 428 |2 oo 67 643 1 200 %0 k94 | 3 0 %
T5W 4878 | 3 |0 |y 7] 654 | 3 jo 2 %0 Les9 | 3]0 )2 [l
TFiM 4652 | 1 Ja ]2 [} 6201 |1 Jo]1 8 | 6m7 [1]0 )2 2
1% 5579 |1 fo |t 82 e j 2o 2 103 7565 | 2 o |2 m
T2M s |2 o2 8 o |2 ]o |2 103 7558 | 2 o |2 m
I 5880 | 1 | o] 1] 50 | 2o |2 105 7006 | | o2 113
T3 sere | 1 o] 2 [3] 1 |2 ]e |2 105 7688 | 2 o |2 13
[iH se15 | 1 | o 2 [3] 7068 | 2 | o | 2 104 64 | 2|02 m
S30mA GBW TAM sed1 | 1 | o | 2 ] 7eor | 2o |2 104 7609 | 2| o |2 "z
T5M svs [ 3 fof [ 7 | 3 o f 108 792 | 3 | o] 2 16
55 sas f 200 47 749 [ 3 lofo 109 g |3 ]e |1 118
VS sai? f 2 ]oo [ e | s {o] o | e IR E 16
T5W 587 | 3 (o] ] 75 [ 3 o2 108 7o |3 lo |2 [TH
THIM 56 j i lol2 ]| ®m s [ 1 o] 103 7560 | 2 e ]2 [
| 1S 2o 2 /] 8930 ) 21| o |2 9 961 | 2 | o |2 106
T2 106 f 2o 2 78 gon2 |2 |o |2 9 9610 | 2 | o |2 106
125 a7 2|02 i) 9097 [ 2 {0 |2 100 998 | 2|0 |2 108
TIM 7090 [ 2|0 2 ] o6 | 2 ] o] 2 100 o176 | 2 | 6 ]2 107
40( 135 an 2o 2 8 oes | 2|02 % 9602 | 2 | o ]2 106
JOOmA, nw T4M 758 f 2 )02 19 90 | 2|0 ]2 % 9726 | 2 | o | 2 107
{401EDs) TSH 709 j1fof2 1] 919 j 3 o2 103 10060 | 3 [ 0] 2 1
155 7400 12 (oo [7] 9452 1 3]0 ] 14 | 100 | 3 foe | 1}
[0 I jyjojo [l s |3 lo 1 102 | om0 | 3o 110
W AW |3 o2 [1] 938 | 4102 103 o0 | 4 o2 1]
TFIM o v o2 ] 8o |10 9% 954 | 2 o3 106
s 9557 | 2 | o | 2 [3] 12 | 2 o2 [ s 3 o3 9
M| 98 | 2|02 69 1209 ) 3 |0 |3 8 29 | 3 o3 2]
s | ams | 202 n s |3 | o |3 ] 1319 | 3 Jo |3 9%
TIM ons | 2o ]2 0 1220 | 2 | o | 3 [ B | 3 J0 )3 9%
13§ 9619 | 2 | 0| 2 0 1200 | 2 | o |2 ] B2 | 2o |2 95
1000 mA 138W T4M 9663 | 2 | o | 2 It 1200 | 2 | o |3 1] 13002 | 2 e |3 [
T5M 9995 | 3 fo 2 7] 1251 | 4 [ o] 2 91 13552 | 4 [ o |2 98
158 s | 3§01 73 nmfafof 92 Bnns | 340 )
T5VS 995 | 3 fof1 7] 125 | 3 [ o[ 4} B | 310 98
W wos | 4 ol 2 13 1597 | 4 [ o] 2 91 BT ERERE %
TFIM o582 {2 ]of 7] tams | 2 o3 3] 0% |10 ]2 M

Note: Available with phosphor-converted amber LED's {nomenclature AMBPC), These LED's produce light with 97+% =530 nm. Output can be calculated by
appying 8 0.7 factor to 4000 K lumen values snd photometric Dles.

LITHLONIA One Lithonia Way * Conyers, Georgia 30012 » Phone: B00.2798041 ¢ Fax: 770.91B.1209 » vave lithonia com DSXO-LED
LIGHTING © 2011.2014 Acuity Brands Lighting, Inc. All rights reserved Rev. 10/07/14





Performance Data

Lumen Ambient Temperature (LAT) Muitipliers Electrical Load

Use thesa [actors to determine relative lumen output for sverage ambient temperstures m

from 0-40°C (32-104°F), !
Hutbser | Deive Girresat | - Systen B

Aamblent | Lismien Mustiplier | | e LI BT 2 A A

o 2F 1.02 530 5 034 o1 0¥ 0w - -
o SO°F 101 206 700 45 047 028 0 01 O O
20¢ e o) Ii QI__04 0% 9 6 O
- 530 52 [T % VN R ¥ i - -
25°C 77F 1.00 300 700 70 07 043 03 eM 0B 019
0°C BGF 1.00 1000 104 LT 0% o4 AT op
ey - 299 $30 8 &N eM 03 03 ol 0
a0C 700 91 0% 055 04 042 033 024
1000 138 145 0Bt O 08 0 050

Projected LED Lumen Maintenance

Dats relerences the axtrspolated performance projections for the platforms noted ina
25°C ambiient, based on 10,000 hours of LED testing (tested per iESNA LM-80-08 and

projected per ESNA TM-21-11),
To calculate LLF, use the lemen mair factor that ponds to the desired number
of operating hours balow. For cther jumen maintanance vahlies, contact factory,

- - SRS |y .- :

S [T} YSe———
1 eg7) AL esdl L 08
Limen Mantenanse (NSRRI ._.Q.S_EEMJQOP_? i __i
Eazior 1 | .94 0.90 I 084
= EER 0 Ton e e
1 || o9 0.98 [ose

Photometric Di agrams To see complete photometric reports or download .ies files for this product, visit Lithonia Lighting's D-Series Area homepage.
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FEATURES & SPECIFICATIONS
INTENDED USE 100,000 houts with <1% failure rate. Easily serviceable 10V or £kV surge protection device
The sleek detign of the D-Serins Size O reliacts the embeddad high parformance LED tachnology. It meets a miniraum Category C Low operation (per ANSIIEEE C62.41.2).
is ideal lor many commercial and municipal applicatians, such as parking lots, plazas, campuses, and
streetscopes, INSTALLATION
Inciuded mounting block and integral arm lacilitais quick and eaty instaliaticn. Stainless
CONSTRUCTION steel bolts fasten the mounting block securely to poles and walls, enabling the D-Seres Size 0
Single-piece die-cast aluminum housing has integrai heat sink fins to optimize thermal management to withstand up to a 3.0 G vibration load rating per ANSI C136.31. The D-Senes Size Qutilizes
through conductive and convective cooling. Moduler design allows jor ease of maintenance and the AERIS™ seriet pole drilling pattern, Optional terminal black, tool-less entry, and NEMA
future light engine upgrades. The LED driver is mounted in direct contact with the casling to photocontrol receptacle are alsa available,
promote low eperating temperature and long life. Housing is completely sealed against moisture LISTINGS

e Gl T R e U S LR L T UL Listed for wet locations. Light angines are IPSS rated; luminaire is IPA5 rated. Rated far
EI’N!SH o ‘ G «40*C minimum ambient. U.S, Patent No D672,492 5, Internatioral palent pending.
terior parts ara prolecie a zine-infused Super Durable TGIC thermosat powder coat finsl . . . .
that provides superior resistance to corrosion and waatheting. A tightly controlled multi-stage Deﬂgnl.lghts Consomum@ (DL} qualified plpduct Not all Lot of this prc\_:fucl may
process ensures a minimurn 3 mils thickness for a finish that can withstand extreme climate be DLC qualibed. Please check the DLC Qualiied Products List at ey desiznliahis oig 18
changes without eracking or peeling. Available in both textured and non-textured finishes. confirm which versians are qualified.
WARRANTY

OPTICS E .
Pracision-molded propristary acndic lenses sre engineered {or superior area lighting distribution, Flve-yenl: limmited R Full warranty terms located at: :
e aiitybrareds conmCustomeriiescuree s Tenms _ared toneltoars e

unilormity, and pole spacing, Light engines are available in standard 4000 K (70 minimum CRi} or
optional 3000 K {80 minimum CRI) or 5000 K {70 CRI} configurations. The D-Seriss Size 0 has zera
uplight and qualifies as a Nighttime Friendly™ product, meaaning it is consistent with the LEED*
and Green Globes™ critaria for eliminating wasteful uplight.

ELECTRICAL

Light engine(s) configurations cansist of high-efficacy LEDs mounted to metal-core circuit boards
1o maximite heat dissipation and promote long ife {up to L36/100,000 hours at 25°C). Class 1
alectronic drivers are designed to haver 8 power fector >90%, THD <20%, and an expected life of

Note: Specifications subject to change without notice.,

LITEHONIA One Lithonia Way * Conyers, Georgia 30012 » Phone; B0D.279.8041 » Fax. 770.918.1209 o v lithon acom DSXO-LED
L ’GH”NE © 2011-2014 Acuity Brands Lighung, inc. Allughts reserved Rev. 10/07/14
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D-Series Size 2 |«
LED Wall Luminaire Prictes

@ ™ s e

d*series
Introduction
The D-Series Wall luminaire is a stylish, full
Specifications : . . ty Y
Luminaire Back Box (BBW) integrated LED solution for building-mount
applications. It features a sleek, modern design
. 18172" 21 |bs " 5-1/2+ BBW 1 Ibs . ) )
LB Weight: oo Width: i140cr  Welght: msig  and is carefully engineered to provide long-lasting,
Depth: 10 Depth: 14172 energy-efficient lighting with a variety of optical
4 oinf 3.8 ) . g
@ ’ o “" and control options for customized performance.
Helght: 7-5/8 Helght: 4 ) .
{194 o) f10.zcm) With an expected service life of over 20 years of
B :Z'i:u;m D, nighttime use and up to 76% in energy savings
/é—[ il over comparable 400W metal halide luminaires,
Iﬁ'ﬂm‘l \ H the D-Series Wall is a reliable, low-maintenance
_l lighting solution that produces sites that are
w

exceptionally illuminated.

Ordering Information EXAMPLE: DSXW?2 LED 30C 700 40K T3M MVOLT DDBTXD

DSXW2 LED
N 2 g g ) g P g
DSXW2LED | 20C 20LEDs 350mA Typell MVOLT' | Shippedincluded | Shippedinstalied | Shippedinstalled DOBND  Dark
‘c‘n";’r ) 530 530mA 401( 4000K Shrt | 1200 | (bhank) See | PE Photoslectrc | SF Singlefuse bionze
%0 7oomA | Sk S0k | T Tmell | g0p! maing ] LAY R
0C UK | 000 woam | AMBRC  Ambe Mediom | 3401 L, e Lot
(three m el PER  HEMA DF  Double e alumiaum
engnes) i phosphor | T35 Typell | o770 wist-lock - {208, 240,
converted Shoit u7? Shipped cepladle unl{ 80V DWHXD  White
T Tpell | e separately’ (howiml) | pe  Homeside DSSXD  Sandstone
Medium BBW  Surface- DMG O-IUVdd;m shlgld” DDBTXD  Textured
M Typel magnied Mg GIRr SPD  Separate suige datk
Mﬁium back oot protection® brorze
bou {far DER  Dimmable XD Tex
DBLBXD  Textured
TFIM  Forward conduit ?rgmntml- SAoned back
[Erow en able via ppe!
vl U ROAMSir0 | separately’ DNATKD  Textured
ASYDF Asym- controks) BSW  Bird-deterrent nlalur_al
g PIRH mo;mo?unf saikes P
ambient light " DWHGXD Textured
diffuse seﬂS?lr.‘ls-gJD' WG Wee guard white
mig ht ¥6  Vandal quard DSSTXD  Textused
sandstone
NOTES Accessories
1 MVOLT di 1 from 120-277V (S0/60 H. 120, 208, 240 or 277 wh Ordersd snd
nrdmxfmggiogF:%h:;?mm;nwtp oi;ollon.l i et ppstmenh
2 Avaibble with 30 LED/700mA opticns mly(DSMLEJEOC 700} OMG option not available. LIS Phatocell- S5 twist-kk (120-277v)
3 Alobsvailble as a b Y $oe Accessori DUMIFISEULY  Photocel - S50 twhst-Jock (147¥)*
4 :rgmntml {PE} reqwmlzo 208, 240 or 277 vohtage option. Net available with motian/ambient kight sensors (PIR DULABOFISCULIG  Photocel- S6L twist-ock LSOV}
5 Specifies » ROAM® enabled luminaire with 0-10V dimming capability; PER option requirad. Not avaibble with 347V, v Sheeting cap*
480V or PIRH, Additional hardwere and sarvices required orROAM@deplapnent.mmbepurd:mdxpmtely Call DEXWHS House-1ide shéeld {one pet ght engine)

1-800-442-5745 or email: salesBroamservices.nst,

&  Specifies the Sersor Switch SBGR.6.00P eontrol; sea Matici: Senser Gaide for details. Includes ambient fight sensor, kit Bicdeteent spies
Not available with “PE” option (buttan type photocell) or DCR. Dimming driver standard. DROwawG Wire guard sccesory
T Single fuse (5F) requires 120, 277 or 347 vahage option. Double fuse (DF) requites 208, 240 or 480 volage option. DSXWVGU Vardal quand accetsory
B See the elactrical section on page 2 for more details. DSXW2BEW Btk box accesior
9 Requires luminsira to be specified with PER option. Ordered and shipped as a separate line item. DOBXD LI Ispecy finkh) '
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Performance Data

Lumen Output

Lurmen values e from photomatric tests pedomed in sccandsnce with IESNA LM-79.08. Dala s considered to be representative of the tonfigurations shown, within the tolerances allowed by Lighting Facts. Actual performance may
diffier a5 a result of end-user ervironment and applcation. Actusl wattage may differ by +/- 5% when operating between 120-480V +/- 10%. Contact factory for parformance dats on sny configurations not shown here.
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[irye
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T s [ 7] [
8 % | 1] ofi|toe) 3am 1)1 e
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138 333 | 1 o)1 106} 33 J 1ol o4
530 6w I3M J94 Llof 1l tes 366 11101 v ] 9 |
| Tam 37 11013 10 3,268 1jo]1 91
TN 2864 vjotlotr 3418 1]oj11]9
ASIDE 454 1 % 3086 )1 1o ) 2] 8 |
7 4% 1 W] a4 | 1] 02 ]
M 455 11 97 43 11101 ﬂ_{
0 WS4 [ o[ a0 wo} arm [ 1o {2 1]
700 L] 1M 1515 Llolzl 4691 1.0 042 ] 100
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M 602 1110} 21 80 052 116 {21 8 |
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s 5280 % 5,763 [ 107
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138 5,431 11012 kil 028 110012 »
o MW Tess [ o (2 [ w |t 7o
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Tam X1 Llof2lm 9407 12103121 8
M B4 121031 ™ 939 |2 P02 | 8 j
Note:
Available with phasphorcomenad amber LED's {nomercisture AMBPC). Thase LEDS produca Fght
with 97+4% =530 nm. Output can be calculated by applying 2 0.7 factor to A000K kumen valuas and
photometric files.
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Performance Data

Lumen Ambient Temperature {LAT) Multipliers
Use these factors to determine relative lumen output for average ambient temperatures
from 0-40°C (32.104°F).

o°C ¥ 1.02
10°C S0 1.01
20C 68'F 1.00
25°C ¥ 1.00
0% 85°F 1.00
#0°C 104°F 0.98

Projected LED Lumen Maintenance

Data relerences the extrspolated perfcrmance projections for the DSXW2 LED J0C 1000
platiorm in a 26°C amblent, based on 10,000 hours of LED testing {tested per IESNA LM-
80-08 #nd projected per [ESNA TM-21.31).

Ta cslculste LUF, use the lumen a factor that comesponds to the desired number
of operating hours balow. For other hrman maintenance vakies, contact factory.

o (NN
[ e e

Electrical Load

D
350 W 0.23 0,33 [ AF .10 * -
100 530 6W 2.3 01 017 014 - -
700 aw 04 0.5 022 0.19 - -
1000 W 0.68 0.39 0.34 0.29 = E
50 6w L EE] 019 017 014 # -
100 530 saw 00 029 035 022 . =
700 nw 0.66 0.38 033 0.28 0.3 016
1000 W 1.01 0.58 .50 0.44 - =

Photometric Di agr To sea complete photometric reports or download .ies files for this product, visit Lithonia Lighting's D-Series Wall Size 2 homepage.

Isofoatcandta plots for the DSXW2 €D 20C 1000 40K. Distances are in units of mounting height {257.

Distribution overlay comparison to 4000\ metal halide,

LEGEND 4 1 ] 1 L ‘. 1 1 L) -E + 3 ? 1 L] 1 k) ] 4 .lé .{E LEGEND
B oase Pl g ) g DSYW2,
: : g 1 3 o5tk
B os« ' Eoa § TWF2, |
[ S S 4 8 051
1 % 6 § v H 10° W Sidewalk
| i ! & " MDs:
r { gs a %8 4 Es TWF2e0.72
o g o i
4 g3 &3 7 ﬁ; oow2=s | DSXW2:
4 o g 3 M g 3 P g ASEW 10|
M S3 ™ 25 T 2 DSXW2 LED 30C 40X 1000 12M,
“ S5 s i TWFZ 200M Pulse, 25' Mounting Ht
FEATURES & SPECIFICATIONS
INTENDED USE INSTALLATION
The energy sawngs. Iong | le and easy-to-nstal depgn of the D-Series Wall Size 2 make it the smart Intluded universal mounting bracket attaches securely to any 4* round or square outlet box
cholce for buildi y and patl flumination for nearly any facility. for quick and sasy installation, Luminaire has a slotted gaske! witeway and altaches to the
CONSTRUCTION mounting brackel via corrosion-tasistany screws.

Two-piece die-cast aluminum housing has integral heat sink fins 1o op thermal manag
through eonductive and convective cooling. Modular design allows for ease of maintenance. The
LED driver is mounted 1 the door to thermally isolate it from the light engines for low operating
temperature and long life Housing is completely sealad against moisture and environmaental
contarninants (IP&5),

FINISH

Exterior parts are protected by a zinc-nfused Super Durable TGIC thermaset powder coat finish
thet provides superion iesistance to cortesion and weathering. A tightly controlled multi-stage
process ansures 2 mirmmum 3 mils thickness for a finish that can withsland extrema climate
changes without cracking or peeling. Available in textured and non-textured finishes.

OPTICS

Precision:molded propriatary acrylc lenses provide mulhiple photlometric distributions tailered
specifically to building mounted applications. Light engines ore available in 3000 K (80 min. CRI),
4000 K (70 min_ CRi) or 5000 K {20 CR1) configurations.

ELECTRICAL

Light engine(s) consist of 10 high-efficacy LEDs mounted 10 a metal-core circuit board 1o maximize
heat dissipation and promote fong life (LB7/100,000 hrs at 25°C). Class + electronic drivers

have a powet factor >90%, THE <20%, and a minimum 2.5KV surge rating. When ordering the
SPD option, a separate surge protecticn davice is installed within the luminaire which meets a
minimum Category C Low (per ANSYIEEE C62.41.2).

LISTINGS
CSA certilied to U.S. and Canadian standards. Rated for -40°C minimum ambient.

Designlights Cansoruum® (DLC) qualilied praduct. Not all versions of this product may
ba DLC qualilied. Pleasa check the DLC Qualified Products List a3 wwwi.designlights.org to
confirm which versions are qualified.

WARRANTY
Five year limited warranty. Full warranty terms located at www.ocuitybrands com/
CisstomerResauizas/Terns_and_ondusns.aspr.,

Note: Specifications subject 1o change without notice.

LITHONI/A
LIGHTING.

L

One Lithon'a Way ¢ Conyers, Georgia 30012 « Phone: 800.279.8041 = Fax: 770.918.1209 = www lithonia com
© 2012.20%4 Acuity Brands Lighting, Inc. All rights reserved

DSXW2-LED
Rev. 09/17114






M&mmghm MEMORANDUM

WHHH{T ——/———————————————————————————————————————————————
City Clerk’s Office

DATE: March 20, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk
SUBJECT: Special Event Application

Birmingham Grub Crawl

Attached is a special event application submitted by Connect in the Kitchen to hold the
Birmingham Grub Crawl on May 16, 2015 in downtown Birmingham and Shain Park.
Participants will utilize the public sidewalk to walk to the participating retail and restaurant
locations where the establishments will be offering special promotions and sampling options. A
shuttle will also be available. Shain Park will only be utilized as a starting point for participants
to pick up their credentials and purchase tickets.

The application has been circulated to the affected departments and approvals and comments
have been noted.

The following events have either been approved by the Commission or are planned to be held
in May and have not yet submitted an application. These events do not pose a conflict with the
proposed event.

Event Name Date Location
Farmers Market Sundays Lot 6
Birmingham Art Fair May 9-10 Shain Park
Celebrate Birmingham May 17 Shain Park
Hometown Parade

Lungevity 5K Run/Walk May 23 Booth Park area
Memorial Day Service May 25 Shain Park
Village Fair May 27-30 Shain Park

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To approve a request from Connect in the Kitchen to hold the Birmingham Grub Crawl on May
16, 2015 in downtown Birmingham and Shain Park, 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.

6C





DATE OF EVENT
5/3 - 10/18/15
5/3/2014
5/9 - 5/10
5/16/2015
5/17/2015
5/25/2014
5/27 - 5/31
6/6/2014
6/12/2015
6/17 - 8/12/15

6/19, 7/17, 8/7/2015

6/26/2015
7/3/2015

7/12/2014
7/25/2015
8/3/2014

8/16/2014
8/24/2014

9/6/2014
9/12/2015

9/20/2014

9/19 - 9/20
10/13/2014
10/19/2014
10/19/2014
11/11/2014

11/26/2014
11/26-12/24/14
11/26-12/31/14
12/5-7/14
12/16-12/24/14

City of Birmingham
Special Events List

NAME OF EVENT
Farmers Market
Dash for Destiny
Art Birmingham
Grub Crawl
Parade
Memorial Day Service
Village Fair
Lungevity Breathe Deep 5K
Band Jam
In the Park Summer Concert Series

PSD Movie Nights

ParkArt

Fireworks Display

Courage for Cures Movie in the Park
Day on the Town

Bham Harriers 5K Run/Walk
Birmingham Cruise Event

Bike Festival

Farm to Table
Run on the Town 5K Race

Rail Jam

Street Art Fair

Sukkah in Shain Park
Halloween Parade & Party
iMatter for Kids Fun Run/Walk
Veterans Day

Bham Tree Lighting
Santa House

Christmas Nativity Display
Winter Markt

Shain Park Menorah

TYPE OF EVENT
Farm/fresh produce
Withdrawn in 2015
Art fair
Dining and shopping
Parade & Activities
Patriotic Program
Fair
Walk-Fundraiser
Concerts
Concerts

Movies/Entertainment
Children's art workshop/dance
performance

Fireworks

Movie-fundraiser

Shopping

Run/walk fundraiser

Dream Cruise

Bike races, vendors, education

tastings/vendors/farm produce/activities
Run/walk-Fundraiser

Ski/Snowboard
competition/demonstrations

Art fair

Display

Parade

Run/walk-Fundraiser

Patriotic Program

Community Tree Lighting Program
Display

Display

Outdoor Market

Display

LOCATION OF EVENT

Parking Lot #6

Shain Park
Downtown/Shain Park
Downtown/Shain Park
Shain Park

Shain Park area

Booth Park

Shain Park

Shain Park

Booth Park

Shain Park

Lincoln Hills Golf Course
Booth Park

Downtown

Downtown
Woodward/downtown
Shain Park/Downtown

Shain Park
Booth Park area

Triangle on South Old Woodward

Downtown streets
Shain Park

Shain Park area
Booth Park area
Shain Park

Shain Park
Shain Park
Shain Park
Shain Park
Shain Park

Events in red have not yet submitted an application for 2015. The 2014 date is still listed as the events are generally held around the same time.





CITY OF BIRMINGHAM

APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL EVENT PERMIT
PARKS AND PUBLIC SPACES

FEB 11 2015

[

SEnce

|
|

EVENT DETAILS

Incomplete applications will not be accepted.
Changes in this information must be submitted to the City Clerk, in writing

weeks prior to the event

|

$200.00
$165.00

FIRST TIME EVENT:
ANNUAL APPLICATION FEE:

FEES:

(Please print clearly or type)

F@bma/\’/ Y, 2015

Date of Application

CONNECT
INTHE KITCHEN

| Traverse City Office: 231 - 714 - 4646

__I5l
CAROL LEWIS

Executive Director

Nl I

X

343 E. Maple
Troy, Ml 48083
Troy Office: 248 - 619 - 9696

carol@lakeshoreeventgroup.com

www.connectinthekitchen.org

Name of Event:

TDs/mmﬁ\l e Gub Crao|

Detailed Description of Event (attach additional sheet if necessary)

Aldached

+ Slardin chene

Location Qérr&:(ff@l( ocahone Credal + @Qejtawanyy)
Date(s) of Event __ Y1 m\'4 J @/ 205~ Hours of Event “)‘,”OO

- 3”; Ome Pa‘ ds

Date(s) of Set-up Mﬁb\;/ / (é,,, 20l S Hours of Set-up

4 pore noon- /00, ez

Date(s) of Tear-down )’M&/ ] (0, =LOLS™ Hours of Tear-down ﬁ’/ﬂpl’@&( 7700 £

Canneck 1n the Kitchon

Organization Sponsoring Event

Organization Address

243 €. Maple Pe] vy, mE YPOK3

(NP ] G-F¢656

Organization Phone

Cavol Lewois

Contact Person

Contact Phone

(N &) lolG-565L o cef) (2YE)ZO/~FT ¥y

Contact Email

Carol @ Jaleshore evendtaiop, Coaln






I7,

EVENT INFORMATION

Organization Type Y101 — :’Df OﬂL

(city, non-profit, community group, etc.)

Additional Sponsors or Participants (Provide name, address, contact person, status, etc. for all
additional organizations sponsoring your event. ) T D il q/ we  (om PZP/(—&'
L s+ P/lu/ fo the event. pngin ,0&“/4/1u;¢w?m1(/f
%h/hmf\éqhmfr\ redalews & (Jos %ﬁ»wmr’)’b’

Is the event a fundraiser? NO

List beneficiary Connted in e € 4 foin

List expected income oS | lu,/lw hoge Lo bfm £ even {75t
\/@6“/‘

Attach information about the beneficiary.

First time event in Birmingham? @ NO

If no, describe

Total number of people expected to attend per day J00 =+

The event will be held on the following City property: (Please list)

':’ Street(s)

l:] Sidewalk(s)

B{ark@m Qavl. - Shavhing Jocation 4o

Rl o credenhgls 4 wa i'clcode

Will street closures be required?  YES @

What parking arrangements will be necessary to accommodate
attendance? None






10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Will staff be provided to assist with safety, security and maintenance? ('YES) NO

Describe Shtl a4 nd wvdlunleess iy !/ Le
nespons ble

Will the event require safety personnel (police, fire, paramedics)? YES@
Describe

Will alcoholic beverages be served?  YES
If yes, additional approval by the City Commission is required, as well as the Michigan Liquor

Control Commission. ?éffté\kt in rés J/&V‘ﬂ”t’f an ,,Y\M/C/Mn‘l:r
esablishwmunt bub no where else

Will music be provided? YES @
Live Amplification Recorded Loudspeakers

Time music will begin

Time music will end

Location of live band, DJ, loudspeakers, equipment must be shown on the layout map.

Will there be signage in the area of the event? NO

Number of signs/banners worll V)UL/ me Jnth l C l of e 1L\3 @\/ﬁ/’"

Size of signs/banners
Submit a photo/drawing of the sign(s). A sign permit is required.

Will food/beverages/merchandise be sold? YES @ 6 N’.L Cvawlers wli l( Ae,,

. , ) ,
e Peddler/vendor permits must be submitted to the Clerk’s Office, at least two[ W@éléﬁ y,]t&,,,/y
Samples

to the event.

o All food/beverage vendors must have Oakland County Health Department approval.

° Attach copy of Health Dept approval.

° There is a $50.00 application fee for all vendors and peddlers, in addition to the $10.00
daily fee, per location. A background check must be submitted for each employee

participating at the event.





LIST OF VENDORS/PEDDLERS
(attach additional sheet if necessary)
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EVENT LAYOUT

e Include a map showing the park set up, street closures, and location of each item listed in this

section.

e Include a map and written description of run/walk route and the start/finish area

1. Will the event require the use of any of the following municipal equipment?
(show location of each on map)

EQUIPMENT

QUANTITY

CoSsT

NOTES

Picnic Tables

6 for $200.00

A request for more than six tables will
be evaluated based on availability.

Trash Receptacles

$4.00 each

Trash box placement and removal of
trash is the responsibility of the event.
Additional cost could occur if DPS is to
perform this work.

Dumpsters $200.00 per day Includes emptying the dumpster one
time per day. The City may determine
the need for additional dumpsters
based on event requirements.

Utilities # of vendors | Varies Charges according to final requirements

(electric) requiring utilities of event.

Water/Fire Hydrant

Contact the Fire
Department.

Applicant must supply their own means
of disposal for all sanitary waste water.
Waste water is NOT allowed to be
poured into the street or on the grass.

Audio System

$200.00 per day

Must meet with City representative.

Meter Bags / Traffic
Cones / Barricades

# to be determined by
the Police Department.

Bagged medews Fo-

2. Will the following be constructed or located in the area of the event?

EhTTE -
YES NO

(show location of each on map) NOTE: Stakes are not allowed.

TYPE

QUANTITY

SIZE

Tents/Canopies/Awnings
(A permit is required for tents over 120 sq ft)

5

10X 1O

Portable Toilets

_ v

Rides

Displays

Vendors

Temporary Structure (must attach a photo)

Other (describe)






SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT REQUIRED

EVENT NAME Bvmirgham  Gnb Crawl
EVENT DATE Moy 16, SolS

The Birmingham City Commission shall have sole and complete discretion in deciding whether to
issue a permit. Nothing contained in the City Code shall be construed to require the City Commission
to issue a permit to an applicant and no applicant shall have any interest or right to receive a permit

merely because the applicant has received a permit in the past.

As the authorized agent of the sponsoring organization, I hereby agree that this organization shall
abide by all conditions and restrictions specific to this special event as determined by the City

administration and will comply with all local, state and federal rules, regulations and laws.

ﬂ/w/ Vé/ &/S//\S"

Signature Date

IV. SAMPLE LETTER TO NOTIFY ANY AFFECTED
PROPERTY/BUSINESS OWNERS

o Organizer must notify all potentially affected residential property and business owners of the
date and time this application will be considered by the City Commission. (Sample letter
attached to this application.)

e Attach a copy of the proposed letter to this application. The letter will be reviewed and
approved by the Clerk’s Office. The letter must be distributed at least two weeks prior to the
Commission meeting.

e A copy of the letter and the distribution list must be submitted to the Clerk’s Office at least
two weeks prior to the Commission meeting.

o If street closures are necessary, a map must be included with the letter to the affected
property/business owners.
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CONMECT

The Taste of Traverse City is produced by a registered 501¢3 non
profit called Connect in the Kitchen.

T I oL Qi S G e e e
_ L, |

Our Mission:

To recognize and support businesses and individuals who
are doing inspiring and innovative things to further the food
& beverage industries in Michigan including farmers,
winemakers, breweries, restaurants, chefs, and product
developers. Connect in the Kitchen will also work to educate
schools, businesses, communities and chefs on a wide
variety of topics based upon the use of fresh, Michigan
grown and/or produced products to bring awareness to
Michigan's immense and diverse epicurean and agricultural
communities.





An unforgettable Sip, Sample & Shop tour of Downtown Birmingham

DOWNTOWN

EVENT OVERVIEW

Saturday, May 16t 2015
Shopping & Sampling: 4:00-7:00pm
Afterglow for Silver Spoon Pass Holders: 7:00-8:30pm

The Birmingham Grub Crawl is an epicurean and shopping enthusiasts dream and
has all the delicious makings for a fun and unique Saturday night out on the fown

for family, friends or couples. On Saturday, May 16th, 2015 from 4:00 pm - 7:00 pm
participants sip, sample, and shop their way through downtown Birmingham and

choose which destinations they want to experience.

The Downtown Grub Crawl is the perfect opportunity for locals and visitors to
experience Birmingham as a unique foodie destination and shopping hub, all in one
amazing night on the town!

Guests will have the opportunity to walk or ride to various locations on the Grub
Crawl route. Along the way, they are encouraged to Sip, Sample and Shop at the
many restaurant and retail partners involved in the Grub Crawl offering special
promotions and delicious sampling options exclusively to Grub Crawlers. A Grub
Crawl general admission ficket includes sampling punches to use at their desired
restaurant and retail sampling locations, as well as a commemorative Survival Kit
containing exclusive offers and giveaways from participating Birmingham
businesses! In addition, a Silver Spoon VIP experience is offered as an upgrade and
includes 5 more sampling punches and a private, dessert afterglow at The Corner
Bar featuring the amazing delicacies of The Townsend Bakery and a Birmingham
Grub Crawl signature cocktail.

EVENT LOGISTICS:

REGISTRATION SITE DESCRIPTION/SETUP The registration area will include up to
four 10x10 tents in the south corner of Shain Park, with use of the Band Shell area.
Event registration setup will begin at 12:00pm on Saturday May 16th.

REGISTRATION TEAR DOWN Event registration teardown will take place following
the close of registration, and will conclude by 8:00pm.





PARKING Participants are encouraged to park in the downtown parking

structures.

SHUTTLE The proposed shuttle route is indicated on the attached map. The

shuttle will run continuously throughout the event. Event attendees are also
encouraged to walk between participating business locations, as many are
within close distance of each other.

SHUTTLE STOPS The proposed shuttle stops are indicated on the attached map.
Shuttle stops will be reserved by bagged meters, with two parking spaces at

each location:

1. 8 W. Maple (in front of Lululemon store)

2. 273 S. Woodward (in front of Max Broock Realtors)

3. S. Bates (south corner of Shain Park, by the Band Shell)

IMPACT No streets will be closed for this event.

EVENT PRODUCTION:

v

The Downtown Birmingham Grub Crawl is produced in partnership
with Connect in the Kitchen, a registered 501 (c) 3 non-profit
organization. Connect in the Kitchen recognizes and promotes
people, companies and products that are doing innovative and

inspiring things in the food and beverage industry. Connect in the

CONNECT

Kitchen supports education in the food and beverage industry by

assisting those who cannot afford the education needed to support
their proven talent. We also sponsor a mentoring program connecting professional
chefs with students to expose them to the best learning experience possible outside of

the classroom.

LIST OF PARTICIPATING BUSINESSES (in alphabetical order): At this time, no

participating businesses have requested to use sidewalk space for this event.
Participating businesses will be identified by a Grub Crawl branded balloon at each
location. (Attendees will be provided a map at registration to help them locate each

parficipating business).

o Art & Frame Station (215
Peabody)

o Artloft (123 W. Maple)

e bec & sam’s (146 W.
Maple)

¢ BluArch Collection (142 W.
Maple)

e Café Via (310 E. Maple)

e Cosi (101 N. OId
Woodward)

e Cucina Medoro (768 N. Old
Woodward)

¢ EGG by Susan Lazar (244 E.
Maple)

e Evereve (128 S. Old
Woodward)

e La Belle Provence (185 W.
Maple)

e Lark & Co. (138 W. Maple)

e Papersource (115 W.
Maple)

¢ Rojo Mexican Bistro (250
Merrill)

e suhm-thing (122 W. Maple)

o Sweet Earth (141 W. Maple)

e The Bird & The Bread (210 S.
Old Woodward)

¢ The Corner (100 Townsend)

e The Stand (34977
Woodward)

¢ The Italian Dish (288 E.
Maple)

¢ Yoga Shelter (379 S. Old
Woodward)

e Woodward & Maple (264 E.
Maple)

¢ 220 Merrill (220 Merrill)
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Wednesday, March 11, 2015
To Whom It May Concern:

The Birmingham City code requires that we receive approval from the Birmingham City
Commission to hold the following special event. The code further requires that we notify
any business or property owners that may be affected by the special event of the date
and time that the City Commission will consider our request so that an opportunity exists
for comments prior to this approval.

EVENT INFORMATION
NAME OF EVENT: Birmingham Downtown Grub Crawl

LOCATION: Over twenty retail businesses and restaurants throughout downtown
Birmingham. Registration area will be set up in the south corner of Shain Park, near the
Pavilion. (No street closures).

DATE OF EVENT: Saturday, May 16, 2015 TIME OF EVENT: 4:00pm-8:00pm

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EVENT: Downtown Birmingham offers so many exceptional and
diverse shopping/dining experiences it's hard to take them in all at once. The
Downtown Grub Crawl is the perfect opportunity for visitors to experience Birmingham
as a unique foodie destination and shopping hub, all in one amazing night on the town!

Guests will have the opportunity to walk or shuttle to various locations on the Grub
Crawl route. Along the way, they are encouraged to stop and shop at the many retail
partners involved in the Grub Crawl offering special promotions and sampling options
exclusively to Grub Crawlers for this night only. Grub Crawlers will receive a sampling
card to use at the sampling partner locations, as well as a commemorative Survival Kit
containing exclusive offers and giveaways from participating Birmingham businesses!
For more information, please visit our website www.birminghamgrubcrawl.com.

DATES OF SETUP: May 16™, 2015 HOURS OF SETUP: 12:00pm-4:00pm
DATES OF TEAR DOWN: May1é6th, 2015 HOURS OF TEARDOWN: 8:00pm-2:00pm

DATE OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING: Monday, March 30t, 2015

The City Commission meets in room 205 of the Municipal Building at 151 Martin at
7:30pm. A complete copy of the application to hold this special event is available for
review at the City Clerk’s office (248) 530-1880. Log on to bhamgov.org/events for a
complete list of special events.

EVENT ORGANIZER:
Connect in the Kitchen, a registered 501 (c)3 non-profit organization
343 E. Maple Road
Troy, MI, 48083
(248) 619 9696
We hope to see you at this special event!



http://www.birminghamgrubcrawl.com/



LICENSE NUMBER #15-00010331

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS

NOTE TO STAFF: Please submit approval by MARCH 13, 2015

EVENT NAME BIRMINGHAM GRUB CRAWL

COMMISSION HEARING DATE MARCH 30, 2015

DATE OF EVENT MAY 16, 2015

ESTIMATED
PERMITS COSTS ACCgSUTAé'-
REQUIRED (Must be paid two .
DEPARTMENT APPROVED COMMENTS (Must be obtained directly | weeks prior to the _(Eva_ant o
from individual event. License will TelEEe) by'the
. - Clerk’s office
departments) not be |s_sued if after the event)
unpaid.)
. Tents and Canopies must be The proposed canopies
properly anchored for the do not require a
BUILDING weather conditions, no stakes permit. However they | 2 Hrs. OT
101-000.000.634.0005 allowed. need to be inspected inspection costs.
248.530.1850 . Pre-event site inspection when set up and $127.90
required. before the event
starts.
. No Smoking in any tents or
canopy. Signs to be posted.
. All tents and Canopies must be
flame resistant with certificate on
site.
No open flame or devices
emitting flame, fire or heat in any
101_000555_%34.0004 LKB tents. Cooking devices shall not none $35

248.530.1900

be permitted within 20 feet of the
tents.

. Tents and Canopies must be

properly anchored for the
weather conditions, no stakes
allowed.

. Pre-event site inspection

required.






6. Cords, hoses, etc. shall be
matted to prevent trip hazards.

7. Paramedics will respond from the
fire station as needed. Dial 911
for fire/rescue/medical
emergencies.

POLICE

Participants must remain on sidewalks.
All state liquor laws must be obeyed. No
alcohol allowed on sidewalks or public

101'02(1%228 '1683;%‘0003 TK property. Restaurants with liquor $0
R licenses must comply with all state
regulations.
The department is requiring that the (3)
PUBLIC SERVICES proposed tents be installed on the
101‘034%%28‘1663;2'0002 CL marble walkway and not in the grass $0
O areas of Shain Park.
ENGINEERING
101-000.000.634.0002 PM Approved
248.530.1839
INSURANCE ;
248,530, 1807 CA Pending approval $0
Notification letters mailed by applicant Applications for
CLERK on 3/13/15. Notification addresses on vendors license must $200 (pd)
101-000.000-614.0000 LP file in the Clerk’s Office. Evidence of be submitted no later
248.530.1803 required insurance must be on file with
the Clerk’s Office no later than 5/1/15. than 5/1/15.
TOTAL ACTUAL
DEPOSIT COST
REQUIRED

$162.90
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DATE: March 20, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Creation of Ad Hoc Parking Development Committee

At the meeting of March 16, 2015, the findings of the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee were
presented to the City Commission. The following resolution was passed at that time:

To accept the findings of the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee estimating that a deficit of 278
parking spaces is expected in the long term for the north portion of the Central Business
District, and a deficit of 427 parking spaces is expected in the long term for the south portion of
the Central Business District, and to direct staff to have a full topographic and boundary survey
of the existing condjtions of the N. Old Woodward Ave. property prepared to assist with all
future plan preparation, and further, to further, to direct staff to provide for the creation of an
ad hoc steering committee to:

o (Consider the parking system’s overall parking demands and prioritize the projects to
finalize the Parking System’s expansion plan for the Central Business District.

o Determine the parameters of an expansion at the N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking
Structure site that will provide an appropriate number of parking spaces, an extension of
Bates St., provide additional development opportunities and provide interaction with the
adjacent City park land to the north in accordance with the Downtown Birmingham 2016
report and the Rouge River Trail Corridor Master Plans.

Due to the important nature of this issue, staff has moved forward on getting a proposal on the
survey work. Further, it would be helpful to move forward immediately with the creation of the
new steering committee that will need to convene and begin working on the task of finalizing a
parking system improvement timeline and strategy.

With input from the Commission, it is suggested that the new Ad Hoc Parking Development
Committee be composed of the following membership:

2 members from the City Commission

1 member from the Advisory Parking Committee

1 member from the Parks & Recreation Board

1 member from the Planning Board

1 member from the Principal Shopping District

1 resident member from the general public with expertise in financing and/or executing
commercial development
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As is typically done, should this new committee be authorized, a request would be sent to each
active committee to request a volunteer(s) to serve in this capacity. For the financial and/or
development expert, an invitation will be advertised through the City Clerk’s office.

Once the committee is established, we foresee the following list of activities:

1.

2.

Review the relevant parts of all relevant past studies (2015 Parking Study, Downtown
Birmingham 2016 Plan, Rouge River Corridor Master Plan).

Review the Request for Qualifications/Proposals and responses received to the Bates St.
Site Development package issued in 2006.

Hire an architectural and/or land planning firm to assist in the meetings and in the
preparation of drawings as needed.

Review the scope and timing of a project at the Pierce St. Parking Structure. Receive
input from the adjacent property owners and general public.

Review various possibilities for Parking Lot #5 & N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking
Structure, and determine the important parameters the City feels redevelopment of this
site must encompass. Receive input from the adjacent property owners and the general
public.

Consider financial and land sale issues of both properties, and finalize a suggested
timeline.

Request approval from the City Commission for general direction of both projects and
timeline.

Issue a new Request for Proposals/Qualifications as appropriate, review submittals, and
make recommendations for future projects to the City Commission.

The following suggested resolution establishes the Ad Hoc Parking Development Committee, as
well as describing its composition, purpose and goals:





SUGGESTED RESOLUTION TO CREATE THE AD HOC PARKING DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE:

Whereas, the City’s Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee (AHPSC) concluded their analysis for
identifying long term parking needs for the Central Business District (CBD) and identified Lot
#5/North Old Woodward Structure and the Pierce Street Structure as locations to meet
projected future parking demands, and

Whereas, the City of Birmingham is desirous of utilizing the data developed by the AHPSC to
develop an implementation plan for future parking needs in the Central Business District while
considering the opportunity to increase parking capacity both at Lot#5 and the Pierce Street
Parking Structure, and

Whereas, the City of Birmingham is desirous of pursuing improvements to Lot#5 consistent with
multiple studies for this site addressing parking demands, a street extension with infill
development, and a connection to the parks system; and

Whereas, the Downtown Birmingham 2016 Report contemplated the expansion of Bates Street
through Lot #5 with the inclusion of residential and commercial elements along with the
expansion of the North Old Woodward Parking Structure; and

Whereas, the Rouge River Trail Corridor Master Plan proposed linkages from Lot #5 to the
Booth Park trail system through a combination of bridges and trail extensions; and

Whereas, the City Commission wishes to establish an Ad Hoc Parking Development Committee
to provide a coordinated review of these sites while considering all of the elements and input
needed to formalize a parking development plan.

Now Therefore Be It Resolved that an Ad Hoc Parking Development Committee is hereby
established to develop an implementation strategy for addressing future parking demands in
the Central Business District, while considering cost, capacity needs and impacts, master
planning concepts, financial alternatives and timelines, as follows:

1. The Committee will be Ad Hoc. The term of the Committee will expire upon completion
of a final report to the City Commission and the Committee will cease functioning unless
otherwise directed by the Commission.

2. The City Commission hereby appoints to the Committee the following members. Each
respective board shall recommend an appointee to the City Commission for
appointment.

a) Two City Commissioners

b) One member from the Advisory Parking Committee

¢) One member from the Planning Board

d) One member from the Parks and Recreation Board

e) One member from the Principal Shopping District

f) One resident member from the general public with a background in finance and/or
commercial development. (Such member would be excluded from financial
participation in the implementation of the Committee’s plan.)





4.

The City Commission also hereby appoints the City Manager as an ex officio member of
the committee and the City Manager may designate respective city staff members to
serve as ex officio members of the committee to assist in providing information and
assistance as may be required.

The Committee shall formulate the development of a recommended plan on how to best
proceed in addressing the future parking demands outlined in the analysis of the Ad Hoc
Parking Study Committee in accordance with the following:

a. Review the parking system’s overall long-term parking demands for both the north
and south ends of the Central Business District and finalize the necessary elements to
complete the parking system’s expansion plan, while considering cost, capacity needs
and impacts, master planning concepts, financing requirements and timelines.

b. Review the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee’s analysis, the Downtown Birmingham
2016 Report and the Rouge River Trail Corridor Master Plan as they relate to Lot#5 in
order to achieve the best outcomes in all three areas in a coordinated fashion.

c. Review and update the Request for Qualifications/Proposals (RFQ/P) for the
development of expanded parking into Lot#5 and the planned extension of Bates Street.

d. Review potential costs and financial alternatives associated with the implementation
of the Committee’s recommendations along with the development of a proposed
timeline.

e. The Committee may request professional services as may be required in the
finalization of a parking development plan.

f. The Committee is not authorized to expend funds. All recommendations made by the
committee shall be in the form of a report to the City Commission.

All meetings of the committee shall be open to the public. Agenda and minutes for all
meetings shall be prepared.





M&ﬂ?iming@m MEMORANDUM

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

DATE: March 5, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee (AHPSC)

Final Report and Recommendations

INTRODUCTION

During 2013, the City experienced a surprising growth rate in demand for monthly parking
permits in the five parking structures. For the first time ever, all five parking structures started
maintaining waiting lists for permits. The upward trend continued into 2014.

A municipal parking structure filled to capacity can translate to a negative experience for those
wishing to visit Birmingham. The City has long maintained a maximum number of permits it
wishes to sell in each parking structure in an attempt to leave sufficient space open for daily
customers. However, as monthly permit waiting lists grew longer, the number of people
needing to come to work each day and find a space to park resulted in more cars sitting in the
parking structures all day long. While this trend is good for parking system revenues, it is not
good for the adjacent business community it is serving.

About the same time, interest in certain properties in the Triangle District gave rise to the idea
that additional, current data is needed on the future demand for parking in that part of the City
as well.

In March, 2014, the City Commission authorized the creation of an Ad Hoc Parking Study
Committee to begin meeting and study:

1. The current demand for parking in both the CBD and the Triangle District.
2. Expected future demands for parking in both areas.
3. Recommendations for future projects to address shortfalls, if appropriate.

The AHPSC began meeting in June, 2014.
The remainder of this memo is separated into three parts:
1. Summary of meeting topics and accomplishments (all meeting packets are attached for
reference).

2. Back up notes and data to help establish the findings portrayed in the final presentation.
3. Suggested resolutions to consider as next steps.





SUMMARY OF MEETING TOPICS AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS

June 25, 2014 - At the first meeting, the Committee discussed its purpose and goals,
reviewed a similar study conducted in 2000, discussed the various steps that would be
undertaken in the new study. Parking counts had already been taken by staff in May, 2014 to
be used as a starting point in the discussion.

July 9, 2014 — The Committee discussed how to take parking counts at the appropriate time
of day, how to adjust the numbers for seasonal variation. A map of the downtown area was
reviewed, and the criteria used to determine if a property was a good candidate for expansion
in the future was reviewed.

Auqgust 6, 2014 — With the status of each downtown parcel catalogued, the parking counts
taken in May were applied to start developing a parking generation factor (the number of
square feet in the downtown compared to parked vehicles counted). There are certain
assumptions that need to be made to arrive at a final parking demand ratio. Staff took the
opportunity of this meeting to discuss these assumptions and try to achieve a final ratio that
could then be applied to the list of downtown properties.

The Committee was also given an overview of the Triangle District work done in 2006/07, and
how the parking study numbers could be updated at this time.

August 26, 2014 - With the parking demand ratio established, future parking generation
figures were calculated. The outcoming numbers did not seem reliable, however, largely due to
the displacement of vehicles caused by the partial closure of the Park St. Structure at the time
the counts were taken. It was decided that reliable predictions could not be achieved based on
data when a large number of vehicles were not able to park where they would normally.
Further study in the CBD was postponed pending the completion of the Park St. Structure
restoration work in September.

With respect to the Triangle District, it was decided to ask the City Commission to authorize LSL
Planning (the consultant that wrote the original district report) to conduct a new parking study
and update the future parking needs figures last calculated in 2007.

September 16, 2014 — During the ongoing restoration work at the Park St. Structure, the lack
of capacity in that area appeared to be negatively impacting the operation of the Peabody St.
Structure as well. (During the warm summer months, it was filling to capacity several times per
week.) Recent usage data of both the Pierce St. and Peabody St. Structures indicated very
strong demand in the southeast section of downtown. Although the parking study was still
incomplete at the time, the AHPSC considered the idea of moving ahead with a
recommendation to expand the Pierce St. Parking Structure (based on current demonstrated
need). However, since the recommendation would not have been backed by a complete and
thorough study of the downtown, a majority of the Committee declined to support it at this
time.

In the Triangle District, it was observed that the Kroger grocery store was completely closed for
remodeling, which meant that normal parking patterns in this area were not going to be
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observed. Staff and the Committee agreed that the parking counts needed for this area must
be postponed until Kroger was again open for business. The re-opening was scheduled for
mid-November.

November 20, 2014 — The restoration work at the Park St. Structure was finished in mid-
September. However, it took several weeks to sell about 130 parking permits in the facility,
and allow time for people to begin using it in a more normal fashion. In late October and early
November, two weeks of parking counts were again conducted in the entire downtown. Using
the assumptions discussed with the Committee previously, the new counts determined a
parking demand ratio of 1 parking space needed for every 514 sq.ft. of gross building space for
the design peak hour. With all numbers in place, final surplus/deficit parking figures were
presented for the existing situations, for the future short term (when existing building projects
are finished), and the future long term (if and when every parcel deemed viable for
redevelopment is in fact redeveloped to its maximum potential).

At this meeting, the Committee expressed concern that it did not have enough information
about the possible expansion projects at either Pierce St. or N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking
Structures. Staff agreed to hire an outside architect to provide renderings of the Pierce St.
Structure, and a planning firm/parking consultant to provide basic layouts depicting how the N.
Old Woodward Ave. Parking Structure could be expanded.

The Committee was also notified that the Kroger renovation was taking longer than planned,
and the opening was now scheduled for approximately December 15. Due to the unique traffic
patterns present at the end of December, it was decided that the parking counts in the Triangle
District would now have to wait until January.

January 26, 2015 - LSL Planning team members attended the meeting to present their
findings for the Triangle District, after conducting parking counts for the area earlier in January.
The numbers were based on projections of expected redevelopment in the future. Based on
the configuration of the district, it is appropriate to think in terms of a facility being built to
serve the north part of the district (with approximately 400 public spaces) and a second facility
being built to serve the south part of the district (with approximately 600 to 700 public spaces).
The parking demand predictions by block also indicated that it would be wise to bring the
commercial properties on the north side of E. Maple Rd. into a future parking district, even if
they are not a part of the Corridor Improvement Authority. The AHPSC passed
recommendations to this effect.

For the CBD, architectural photos of the Pierce St. Structure and conceptual plans of the N. Old
Woodward Ave. Structure were presented to the Committee. After discussion,
recommendations were passed supporting the expansion of both facilities, with the N. Old
Woodward Ave. facility taking priority.

February 24, 2015 - Staff put together a draft presentation for the City Commission. The
Committee convened to review the draft, and to provide constructive criticism. To avoid
confusion, the draft presentation is not a part of the attachments.






FINAL PRESENTATION NOTES

The following is considered important background information that will be convenient to have
as a reference with respect to certain slides found in the final AHPSC presentation:

Slides 6 & 7 - Parking counts taken for this study were collected at the end of October and
the beginning of November. Like most businesses, the parking system has seasonal
fluctuations in its demand. There is no practical way to measure seasonal fluctuations of
parking demand throughout the whole system, as this would involve large amounts of time. A
simpler approach is to gather data readily available, such as the total transactions in the five
parking structures. Slide 6 depicts the number of transactions by month for the three years
2012 through 2014. The heavy blue line represents the monthly average, while the dashed red
line represents the average of all three years.

As an aside, a glance at the data depicts what may appear to be a disturbing trend in that there
is a decline in almost every monthly period from 2012 through 2014. The majority of the
decline can be attributed to the decline in night time activity in Birmingham during this period.
During 2014, most of the Palladium building has been unoccupied. Other night time businesses
that were attracting large numbers in 2012 have also closed.

On Slide 7, just the monthly average line has been left on the graph and the annualized red
dash, which calculates to one parking space needed for every 564 square feet of gross building
space. Since we are referring to a peak hour that is happening three times per week, building
to this number of parking spaces indicates that there would be several peak months (May, June
and December) when the system would not be able to keep up. If the parking stock was
increased by 10 percent, the solid green line is achieved. If parking stock was built to this level
the system would only fail during the peak hour in May. Since it is impractical to meet system
needs every day of the year, the Committee agreed that this level was a logical goal. The
average plus 10 percent figure calculates to one parking space for every 514 square feet, which
is what all the subsequent figures are based on.

It is also important to note that the monthly average line is crossing the red dashed line at the
end of October and beginning of November. That means, by coincidence, that the time that
counts were taken is a period where seasonally the system is picking up from a slightly below
average demand to an above average demand. Since the two lines crossed here, no seasonal
adjustment was necessary.

Slide 8 - This map depicts the parking assessment district split into six zones. The divisions are
based on which parking structure occupants of each building would like to use if they were able
to park at their first preference.

The three blue marked properties denote the three downtown projects currently underway:





1. Palladium Building renovation (200-250 N. Old Woodward Ave.)
2. Balmoral Building construction (33901 Woodward Ave.)
3. Forefront Building construction (400 S. Old Woodward Ave.)

The proposed square footages and increased parking capacity planned for these three projects
has been added into existing numbers to determine the short term capacity needs in
subsequent slides. The yellow marked properties are those that have a high probability of being
developed into their full potential if economic and parking conditions are right. Adding in the
potential square footage of these properties redeveloped has been used to arrive at the long
term capacity needs shown on subsequent slides. Since multi-use buildings tend to have some
on site parking often made available to residents only, no additional public parking spaces have
been figured into the long term capacity numbers. Likewise, no residential square footages
have been considered for any of the time periods studied.

Slide 9 - Just as 1:514 represents the parking demand ratio for the entire district, each parking
structure zone can have its own ratio, if each zone functioned as its own independent business
district. Those with a “high” ratio (such as 1:645) indicates that there is a lot of square footage
in the zone creating a lot of demand, but not that many cars are actually parking in the zone.
In other words, many people that want to park in this zone cannot due to a lack of capacity and
they must park somewhere else instead. Those with a “low” ratio (such as 1:235) indicates that
there are a lot of parking spaces, compared to the amount of square footage nearby. In this
case, the Chester Street zone is supplying needed parking capacity to its busier neighboring
zones.

Slides 10-12 - Using the 1:514 ratio, the surplus or deficit parking spaces is depicted for the
peak hour. The model shows a 15 percent surplus currently, (with a deficit already showing in
the Peabody Street zone), which will drop to an 11 percent surplus once the current short term
building is done, with the Park Street zone going into deficit. Someday, well into the future if
all highlighted properties are redeveloped to their full potential, the model predicts an 11
percent deficit would be realized. Likely, private development would slow or cease long before
this situation would occur.

Slides 13-15 - As discussed with the Committee, when deciding where best to prioritize future
construction, it can be helpful to consider current parking behaviors. Because of their proximity
to each other the CBD tends to have north and south halves. Many people can and do park in
either the North Old Woodward Ave. or Park Street facilities if their destination is north of Maple
Road. Likewise many people can park in either the Pierce Street or Peabody Street facilities, if
their destination is south of Maple Road. Due to the ongoing shortage of parking spaces south
of Maple, relative to demand, we currently find that about 80 percent of the excess parking
capacity in the Chester Street zone is used by those south of Maple Road, while the remainder
by those north of Maple Rd. These slides attempt to demonstrate the surplus-deficit situations
for existing, short-term and long-term scenarios, where two of the north zones and two of the
south zones are combined respectively. Slide 13 notes that both the north and south halves are
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operating but the south half will fall into deficit mode once the current planned building is
completed. Both the north and south halves will fall into deficit over the long term.

Slides 16-22 - Saroki Architects prepared modified photos of the Pierce Street Parking
Structure with two floors added on top. No effort was made to be creative with the design. The
images help the public understand how the building would fit into its surroundings if expanded
as discussed.

Slides 23 & 24 - The pictures shown represent the N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking Structure
and lot (Parking Lot #5), and the suggested improvements for the property from the Downtown
2016 Master Plan. This property represents the main opportunity for potential growth of
parking spaces in the north half of the Central Business District.

Slide 28 - Since the Triangle District does not currently function as a downtown dependent on
a municipal public parking system, the parking generation factor method had to be modified.
Nationally recognized parking demand factors as listed were used. The ratios are lower,
meaning that more parking spaces would be generated per square foot, similar to a suburban
model where all businesses own and operate their own parking. Downtown environments do
not need as much parking, as the same parking space can be used through the course of a day
by several people visiting various buildings. To counteract the conservative humber that these
suburban ratios result in, only those properties that were most likely to be redeveloped were
assumed for expansion.

Slide 29 - The map of the Triangle area as produced by LSL Planning contains additional
blocks studied to the north and east of the official district. All of these blocks are outside of the
Corridor Improvement Authority district, and there was no consideration to go to the trouble to
expand this district at this time. However, for the three blocks north of Maple Road there is
already a demonstrated shortage of parking capacity based on the use of the existing buildings.
Even with some expansion being assumed in the middle block (22), adding the lower number of
all three blocks results in a net positive; meaning that adding these three blocks to the future
Triangle District parking system assessment district would both help fund future construction as
well help the individual properties with their parking needs. As a result, the Committee is
recommending that these three blocks be added to any future Triangle District assessment
district.

The four blocks east of Adams Road were counted just to gauge current demand and to help
verify if there were many people parking in the lots east of Adams, but having destinations in
the Triangle District. The observations were that there is not a reliance currently on these lots,
and in fact there is a large surplus of spaces east of Adams Road. There is no intent to alter
the current parking status of these blocks.





Slide 32 - The resolution for the Triangle District provides a range of suggested spaces for the
south part of the district. The range is a function of not having any inclination of what site the
future public parking would be located. Depending on the site, the scope of the municipal
parking need will be impacted and any private building installed on the same site would also be
impacted based on how much space is available in total. A range of suggested parking spaces
appears wise given the premature nature of this decision.

RECOMMENDATIONS AND RESOLUTIONS:
A. CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT

Following are the two recommendations passed by the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee
pertaining to the Central Business District:

Motion by JC Cataldo, Seconded by Susan Peabody, to:

Accept the report of the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee estimating that a long term
deficit of 278 parking spaces is expected in the long term for the north portion of the
Central Business District. Further, to direct staff to conduct further planning studies for
the N. Old Woodward Avenue Parking Structure and Lot that will maximize the creation
of parking spaces while adhering to the original concepts presented in the Downtown
Birmingham 2016 Plan.

And, as a secondary priority, to accept the report of the Ad Hoc Parking Study
Committee estimating that a long term deficit of 427 parking spaces is expected in the
long term for the south portion of the Central Business District. Further, to endorse the
expansion of the Pierce Street Parking Structure by two levels, thereby creating an
additional 280 public parking spaces in the Parking System.

Motion passed 4-0.

The Committee appeared to favor the focus on the N. Old Woodward Ave. site in part because
of its available land and its wide array of possible development schemes. This site represents
the best opportunity the City has to correct deficiencies in the parking system’s capacity. It is
our recommendation that a new Committee be formed to study future parking expansion in the
CBD at both sites where expansion is possible. A suggested roster for the Committee could be
as follows:

3 representatives from the City Commission

1 representative from the Advisory Parking Committee
1 representative from the Parks & Recreation Board

1 representative from the Planning Board

1 representative from the Principal Shopping District

Together, this new committee could meet and further explore the parameters of what a project
could be at the N. Old Woodward Ave. site. Parameters may include, but not be limited to:





Number of parking spaces required

Scope of Bates St. extension

Additional development opportunities

Method of interaction with the park land to the north

Once the parameters are decided, developer/architect teams could then present their own
conceptual drawings (with financial backing) to have the opportunity to redevelop this property.
Staff is looking for initial input on the idea of this new committee, and it can be finalized and
discussed further at a future meeting.

While staff agrees that this site offers the most exciting potential to create a positive
development for the CBD, a counterpoint should be considered. The goal of this study was to
create a plan to address the future needs of the parking system. This study, similar to the one
conducted in 2000, indicates that the current shortage, as well as potential for additional
private growth, is primarily on the south side of the district. The new study has calculated a
deficit of 427 parking spaces in the long term. However, the only clear opportunity for new
parking spaces at this time (the Pierce St. Parking Structure) will only result in a maximum net
gain of 280 parking spaces. Even if the City moves forward with a full expansion of the Pierce
St. Structure, the model predicts that there will be a shortage in the long term. To that end, it
may be difficult for this new Committee to define the goal of needed parking spaces on the N.
Old Woodward site until a decision has been made about moving forward at the Pierce St.
Structure. A suggested resolution has been structured below considering these several factors.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A (CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT):

To accept the findings of the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee estimating that a deficit of 278
parking spaces is expected in the long term for the north portion of the Central Business
District, and a deficit of 427 parking spaces is expected in the long term for the south portion of
the Central Business District, and to direct staff to have a full topographic and boundary survey
of the existing conditions of the N. Old Woodward Ave. property prepared to assist with all
future plan preparation, and further, to further, to direct staff to provide for the creation of an
ad hoc steering committee to:

o Consider the parking system’s overall parking demands and prioritize the projects to
finalize the Parking System’s expansion plan for the Central Business District.

o Determine the parameters of an expansion at the N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking
Structure site that will provide an appropriate number of parking spaces, an extension of
Bates St., provide additional development opportunities and provide interaction with the
adjacent City park land to the north in accordance with the Downtown Birmingham 2016
report and the Rouge River Trail Corridor Master Plans.





A. TRIANGLE DISTRICT

Following are the two recommendations passed by the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee
pertaining to the Triangle District:

Motion by JC Cataldo, Seconded by Gillian Lazar, to

Recommend that the City Commission endorse the concept of constructing a public
parking facility to serve the north portion of the Triangle District.  Further, as
opportunities arise, if space is available to construct approximately 400 public parking
spaces, the Committee recommends that the parking district boundaries be expanded
to include the commercial properties north of Maple Road from Woodward Avenue to
Adams Road.

Recommend that the City Commission endorse the concept of constructing a public
parking facility providing 600 to 700 spaces to serve the south portion of the Triangle
District, and to work with property owners to move in that direction, as development
opportunities arise.
Motion passed 4-0.

Based on the findings of the study, and the above resolution, a suggested resolution follows:
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B (TRIANGLE DISTRICT):

To accept the findings of the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee that a parking facility of
approximately 400 parking spaces in the long term is recommended to serve the north portion
of the Triangle District, and a parking facility of approximately 600 to 700 parking spaces in the
long term is recommended to serve the south portion of the Triangle District, and to direct staff
to pursue opportunities in the district for consideration, and further to endorse the
recommendation that the parking assessment district for the Triangle District, once created, be
extended north of Maple Rd. to include all commercial properties from Woodward Ave. to
Adams Rd.





| Development of Public Parking

Planning for
Future Public
Parking Needs

March 16, 2015





SUMMER, 2013 Parking demand exceeded capacity.

SUMMER, 2014 City Commission authorizes Parking Study

AD HOC PARKING STUDY COMMITTEE

MEMBERS :

RICHARD ASTREIN - PRINCIPAL SHOPPING DISTRICT
JCCATALDO - CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT AUTHORITY

GILIAN LAZAR - PLANNING BOARD

SUSAN PEABODY - ADVISORY PARKING COMMITTEE
JOHANNA SLANGA - MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD

STAFF LIASIONS:
JANA ECKER, PLANNING DIRECTOR
PAUL O'MEARA, CITY ENGINEER






AD HOC PARKING STUDY COMMITTEE

MISSION:

STUDY THE CURRENT AND FUTURE PARKING
ENVIRONMENTS FOR THE CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT
AND THE TRIANGLE DISTRICT, AND MAKE
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE PARKING
IMPROVEMENTS, IF NEEDED.





AD HOC PARKING STUDY COMMITTEE

METHOD:

1.A, GATHER DATA

B. DETERMINE PARKING GENERATION FACTOR
C. CALCULATE SHORT AND LONG TERM NEEDS

2. REVIEW OPPORTUNITIES FOR PARKING EXPANSION
AND PRIORITIZE





AD HOC PARKING STUDY COMMITTEE

CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT

= Counts taken in late May, early June.

= Park St. Parking Structure under construction closed up to 200
parking spaces — results were skewed.

= New counts taken in late October, early November to observe
more “normal” operation.

= Counts focused on peak hours of the week — T, W, Th between
noon and 2 PM.
= Based on usage data, seasonal adjustment not needed.





AD HOC PARKING STUDY COMMITTEE






AD HOC PARKING STUDY COMMITTEE

PARKING GENERATION FACTOR

Average Demand (red dashed line) = 1: 564 sq.ft.
Design demand (green line) = 1:514 sq.ft.






SHORT TERM &
_LONG TERM
DEVELOPMENT
PROJECTIONS






OBSERVED PARKING GENERATION FACTORS BY ZONE
AVERAGE FOR ENTIRE DISTRICT =1 VEHICLE PER 564 GROSS SQ.FT.






EXISTING PARKING SPACES SURPLUS/DEFICIT BY ZONE






FUTURE PARKING SPACES (SHORT TERM)
SURPLUS/DEFICIT






FUTURE PARKING SPACES (LONG TERM)
SURPLUS/DEFICIT






EXISTING PARKING SPACE SURPLUS
USING CURRENT BEHAVIORS






FUTURE PARKING SPACES SURPLUS/DEFICIT (SHORT TERM)
USING CURRENT BEHAVIORS
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FUTURE PARKING SPACES SURPLUS/DEFICIT (LONG TERM)
USING CURRENT BEHAVIORS
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HMM Option: Expand Pierce Street Structure

DPZ 2014






Existing View Proposed 2 Story Addition






Existing View Proposed 2 Story Addition






Existing View Proposed 2 Story Addition






Existing View Proposed 2 Story Addition






Existing View Proposed 2 Story Addition






Aerial View






Option: Parking Lot #5
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure

SPECIFIC PROJECT 6:
THE WILLITS BLOCK

Finding: The superblock behind the North Woodward
Garage has development potential.

Discussion: Behind the North Woodward Carage i3 a
large site overlooking the Re 2 :r Park that is now
used as a surface parking lot. It has the potential for ex-
pa : existing par k by a contiguous addi-
ing the need for additional ramps). But it is
ul e, facing the park as it does, to reserve
entirely for parking.

ite could be edged with apartments or townhouses

facing the park, facing the Baptist Church, and facing

Willits Street, masking the parking deck in the process.

This housing could be built before the parking expan-
he Woodward Garage is under-utilized.

The street formed by the new housing would be an ex-
n of Bates Street and would continue on o Old

Woodward by occupying the dec rih-side service

road. The sale of these edge parcels for ho

create a one-time furd for the City |

for the Park and Martin Street Specific Proje

Recommendation: Sell the edges of the Willits site, per-
haps no deeper than 30 feet, 1o a housing d

retain the rest for the parking deck expansion. When sold
for development, this special project has the potential of

References:

+ Precedent: Some successful and very shallow
townhouses screening parking decks at Mizner Place,
Boca Raton, Florida.

* Appendices G- 1and G - 7.

+ Mlus. 56.

DPZ 2014
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Option: Parking Lot #5
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure






AD HOC PARKING STUDY RECOMMENDATIONS
CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT

TO ACCEPTTHE REPORT OF THE AD HOC PARKING STUDY COMMITTEE ESTIMATING
THAT A LONG TERM DEFICIT OF 278 PARKING SPACES IS EXPECTED INTHE LONG
TERM FORTHE NORTH PORTION OF THE CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT. FURTHER,
TO DIRECT STAFFTO CONDUCT FURTHER PLANNING STUDIES FORTHE N. OLD
WOODWARD AVENUE PARKING STRUCTURE AND LOT THAT WILL MAXIMIZE THE
CREATION OF PARKING SPACES WHILE ADHERING TO THE ORIGINAL CONCEPTS
PRESENTED IN THE DOWNTOWN BIRMINGHAM 2016 PLAN.

AND, AS A SECONDARY PRIORITY, TO ACCEPT THE REPORT OF THE AD HOC
PARKING STUDY COMMITTEE ESTIMATING THAT A LONG TERM DEFICIT OF 427
PARKING SPACES IS EXPECTED IN THE LONGTERM FORTHE SOUTH PORTION OF
THE CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT. FURTHER, TO ENDORSE THE EXPANSION OF
THE PIERCE STREET PARKING STRUCTURE BY TWO LEVELS, THEREBY CREATING
AN ADDITIONAL 280 PUBLIC PARKING SPACES IN THE PARKING SYSTEM.

MOTION PASSED 4-o.
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&Mimmgham MEMORANDUM
R ' City Clerk’s Office

DATE: March 20, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk

SUBJECT: 2015 Annual Review of Fee Schedule

The Schedule of Fees, Charges, Bonds and Insurance determines the fees, insurance, etc for
permits required by the City.

The fee schedule has been reviewed by each department to determine whether a new fee
should be added or an existing fee be amended to cover the cost for service and processing.
The following departments have proposed revisions to the fee schedule.

CITY CLERK’S OFFICE
The Clerk’s Office has proposed the following changes:

e Eliminate the fee for the annual criminal background checks from Child Care Facilities,
Peddlers, Vendors, Charitable Solicitors, Pawn Shops, Precious Metal Dealers, Liquor
Licenses and Valet. The annual criminal background checks are still required for each
license, but are not done by the Police Department. This change reflects our current
process which requires the background checks to be provided by the applicant using the
Michigan State Police 1.C.H.A.T. system and then reviewed by the Police Department.

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICE
The Department of Public Service has proposed the following changes:
e Increase in the Refuse Collection fees to fill-a-dump
e Increases in the Water and Sewer Connections fees. The larger fee increase of a 1.5"
water meter is due to a change in meter specifications. In the past, Omni T2 water
meters were installed for all 1.5" water services and Omni C2 water meters for all water
services 2" and up. Now, DPS is specifying Omni C2 water meters for all water services
1.5" and up. The reason for this change is that several of the new homes in
Birmingham are installing 1.5" water services and the low flow accuracy of the Omni C2
is more appropriate for residential settings where fixtures have lower flow rates.

FIRE DEPARTMENT
The Fire Department has proposed the following changes:
e Increase the water charge fee for Hydrant Use

PUBLIC RECORDS POLICY

The Public Records Policy is also reviewed annually. The Finance Department has proposed to
increase the cost for a copy of the budget to $83.00 (#8). This cost reflects normal pricing to
print the documents. The budget is also available on the City’s website.
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The State recently made changes to the Freedom of Information Act regarding how fees are
charged. These changes will take effect on July 1, 2015. Section 4 (d) of the Act states that
fees shall not exceed $0.10 per sheet for 8.5” x 11” and 8.5” x 14” paper, double-sided. Staff is
recommended the charge for copies of public records (#5) be reduced to $0.10 per page to be
consistent with the Act. In addition, it is recommended that the charge for copies of maps and
plans, sized 8.5” x 11” be removed from #6 as the size of paper now falls within #5.

CHANGE CODES AS LISTED ON FEE SCHEDULE

Fee has remained the same for many years
Proposed fee covers current costs

Pass through costs that reflects actual cost of service
Fee consistent with neighboring communities

New fee

Increase to cover normal inflationary increase

No longer provide this service

Other

IeTmMUOw>

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To amend the Schedule of Fees, Charges, Bonds and Insurance, City Clerk's Office section,
Department of Public Services section, and Fire Department section as stated in the report and
to adopt the revised Public Records Policy.





wzm@m gham
‘wmm

FEES, CHARGES, BONDS, INSURANCE

The fee required to be paid and the amount of any bond required to be posted, or
insurance required to be carried, to obtain any license to engage in the operation,
conduct or carrying on of any trade, profession, business or privilege for which a
license is required by the provisions of the Code of the Gty of Birmingham code
shall be as hereinafter provided. These fees may be amended by resolution of the
City Commission.

Adopted by Resolution #02-18-10 by the Birmingham City Commission at a regular
meeting held February 8, 2010, effective February 14, 2010.

"/’ HAr t W M stas

City Clerk





DATE AMENDED RESOLUTION NUMBER SECTION
2/22/2010 02-30-10 Police - Parking Offenses and Fines
3/8/2010 03-44-10 Engineering - Schedule of Parking Fees
3/8/2010 03-48-10 Fire - EMS Transportation Fees
Community Development - Vacant Property Registration
3/22/2010 03-37-10 Fee
5/10/2010 05-118-10 DPS - Water; Finance - Sewer Service Rates
Engineering - Bidding Document Fee and Private Building
6/14/2010 06-150-10 Sewer Investigation Program Fee
6/28/2010 06-172-10 DPS - Sewer Lateral Fee
Clerk - Voter Information Fees, Valet Parking Fee
Museum - Research Fee
2/14/2011 02-38-11 Police - Non-metered zone, Precious Metal Dealer Fee
3/21/2011 03-72-11 DPS - Annual Dog Park Pass
4/11/2011 04-89-11 Clerk - Vendor and Peddler Fees
5/23/2011 05-141-11 DPS & Finance - Water/Sewer Rates
6/27/2011 06-172-11 DPS - Wedding Ceremony Fees
7/25/2011 07-190-11 DPS - Water and Sewer Connection Fees
Clerk - Alcoholic Beverages for Consumption on the Premises
Fee, Animal License Fee, Annual Licenses Criminal Background
Check Fee, Frozen Confection Vendor Insurance Requirements
Community Development - Lot Division Fee, Temporary Use
Permit Fee, Zoning Ordinance Fees, Zoning Complinance Fees
DPS - Water and Sewer Connection Fees, Wedding Rental
(Parks) Fee
3/19/2012 03-74-12 Fire - EMS Transport Service Fee, Fire Code Operational Permits
6/11/2012 06-163-12 DPS - Water; Finance - Sewer Service Rates
9/10/2012 09-257-12 Museum - Allen House Event Request
12/17/2012 12-356-12 Clerk - Cemetery Fees
DPS - Water and Sewer Connection Fees
Community Development - Contractor Registration Fees,
3/18/2013 03-100-13 Bond Range
5/20/2013 05-163-13 DPS & Finance - Water/Sewer Rates (effective 7/1/13)
7/8/2013 07-203-13 Clerk - Special Event Fees
7/22/2013 07-211-13 DPS - Water/Sewer Connection Fees
12/16/2013 12-356-13 DPS - Water Meter Opt Out Plan Fees
Community Development - Lot Division Fees, Mechanical &
Refrigeration Permit Fees, Zoning Ordinance Fees Fire
- EMS Transport Fees, Water Fee, Permit Fee,
DPS - Frozen Water Line Fee, Water & Sewer Connection
Fees, Water Disconnection Fee
4/28/2014 04-98-14 Police - Investigation Fees
DPS - Water; Finance - Sewer Service Rates (effective
5/19/2014 05-118-14 7/1/14)
7/28/2014 07-187-14 DPS - Grass & Noxious Weeds Civil Infraction






STANDARD INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS
Where insurance is required to be carried to make application for a permit or license, the applicant
shall procure and maintain the following coverages and limits unless otherwise specified in this

Workers’ compensation insurance. Workers' compensation insurance, including employers’
liability coverage, in accordance with all applicable statutes of the state.

commercial general liability (CGL) insurance. Commercial general liability insurance on an
“occurrence basis,” with limits of liability not less than $1,000,000 per occurrence combined
single limit, personal injury, bodily injury and property damage. Coverage shall include broad
form general liability extensions or equivalent.

Motor vehicle liability insurance. Motor vehicle liability insurance, including all applicable no-
fault coverages, with limits of liability of not less than $1,000,000 per occurrence combined
single limit bodily injury and property damage. Coverage shall include all owned vehicles, all
non-owned vehicles, and all hired vehicles.

Additional insured. Commercial general liability insurance and motor vehicle liability insurance
as described above shall include an endorsement stating the following shall be Additional
Insureds: The City of Birmingham, including all elected and appointed officials, all employees
and volunteers, all boards, commissions and/or authorities and board members, including
employees and volunteers thereof. This coverage shall be primary to any other coverage that
may be available to the additional insured, whether any other available coverage be primary,

Professional liability. Professional liability insurance with limits of not less than $1,000,000 per
claim if providing service that is customarily subject to this type of coverage.

Cancellation notice. Thirty days advance written notice of insurance cancellation, non-renewal
and/or reduction or material change in coverage shall be provided to the city. Notice of
cancellation, material change or reduction shall be attached to the certificate of insurance, or
otherwise evidenced as in effect under the policy listed.

Proof of insurance coverage. The city shall be provided with certificates of insurance
evidencing the coverages outlined above.

Expiration. 1f any of the above coverages expire, renewal certificates and/or policies must be
provided to the city at least ten days prior to the expiration date.

Acceptability of insurance company. All coverages shall be with insurance carriers licensed to
do business in the state. All coverages shall be with carriers acceptable to the city.





FEE SCHEDULE
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

Alcoholic beverages for consumption on the premises

Initial fee
Annual renewal
Transfer fee

Annual criminal background check - per person (to be provided by applicant

using the Michigan State Police ICHAT system)
Animals (18-1)
Stray animal fines: See Police
Pet dog and cat licenses:
license for one year or less
license for two years
license for three years
license obtained 30 days after expiration
Kennels:
Annual fee
Plus for each dog in excess of ten
Auctions (See Initial Merchants)
Bicycle Rental Agencies (122-26) annual fee

Insurance: Motor vehicle liability insurance conforming with Michigan
Vehicle Code § 520: $20,000 per person/$40,000 per accident for
bodily injury claims/$10,000 for property damage per occurrence.

Charitable Solicitations (38-1)

Annual criminal background check - per person (to be provided by applicant

using the Michigan State Police ICHAT system)
Child Care Facilities (58-106)

Annual criminal background check - per person (to be provided by applicant

using the Michigan State Police ICHAT system)
Child Care Center annual fee
Initial investigation fee
Day care home, family annual fee
Initial investigation fee
Day care home, group annual fee
Initial investigation fee
Christmas Tree Sales (26-88)

December 1 through December 25 - non-profit corporations

and merchants assessed for personal property
All others
Deposit for clean up of lot (forfeited if not cleaned up
by January 1st.)
Dancing Schools (26-201)
Investigation and annual fee
Day Care (See Child Care Facilities)
Electronic Video Game (14-106)
Each game, annual fee (subject to additional fees and
requirements for regulated use)
EOIA fees - See public records policy (attached)

Eumigation (58-141)
Fumigation Contractor, annual fee

EXISTING FEE
$ 1,500.00
$ 350.00
$ 1,500.00
$—10.00
$ 5.00
$ 10.00
$ 12.00
$ 20.00
$ 300.00
$ 10.00
$ 5.00
No charge
$—10.00
$—10.00
$ 150.00
$ 100.00
$ 100.00
$ 100.00
$ 100.00
$ 100.00
No charge
$ 100.00
$ 300.00
$ 50.00
$ 50.00
$ 50.00

PROPOSED
FEE

CHANGE
CODE

Staff

LP

LP

LP






CITY CLERK'SOFFICE _ =emer= P e o

Fumigation permit, per event $ 25.00
Insurance (58-144): Standard insurance requirements plus
environmental impairment/pollution liability coverage

Garage Public (54-26) - Annual Fee $ 50.00
Going out of Business (State Law)
Up to 30 days $ 50.00
Limit two renewals, each $ 50.00
Greenwood Cemetery (126-26)
Grave space accommodating one full burial or three cremations $ 3,000.00
Additional Rights of Burial for cremated remains, each $ 750.00
Administrative fee for transfer of grave ownership $ 150.00
Interment and disinterment fees:
Cremation $ 750.00
Full Burial $ 1,200.00
Foundation charges for markers & monuments:
Foundation Installment - per linear foot $ 125.00

Marker or monument resets:
Foundation installation charge as per above schedule, plus an hourly
charge for removal of old foundation
Weekend, holiday, and overtime interments. This fee
in addition to the normal interment fee charged during
regular working hours. $  400.00
Horse Drawn Carriages (122-71)

Company, annual fee $ 50.00
Carriage, each vehicle annual fee $ 50.00
Insurance: Standard insurance requirement, with coverage to include
premises liability; personal injury liability; products liability; and horse
or horses liability. (122-75)
Hotels/Motels annual fee $ 75.00
1-50 Rooms $ 300.00
50+ Rooms $ 500.00
Initial Merchants: (All types including transfers) $ 100.00
Kennels (See Animals)
Lumberyard annual fee $ 50.00
Marriage Ceremony Fee $ 10.00

Mechanical Amusement Device each device annual fee $ 50.00
(Subject to additional fees and requirements for
regulated use.)
Motor vehicle rentals (122-26)
Annual fee $ 50.00
Insurance: Motor vehicle liability insurance conforming with Michigan
Vehicle Code § 520: $20,000 per person/$40,000 per accident for
bodily injury claims/$10,000 for property damage per occurrence.
Open Parking Stations annual licenses (27-428)

Lots accommodating 25 cars or less $ 100.00

Lots accommodating 26-50 cars $ 125.00

Lots accommodating 51-75 cars $ 150.00

Lots accommodating 76 cars or more $ 200.00
Outdoor Amusements (14-161)

Annual fee $ 25.00






CITY CLERK'S OFFICE EXISTING FEE
Surety bond or cash deposit $ 1,000.00
Outdoor Dining license annual fee $ 200.00
Additional flat fee for off-season $ 200.00
(subject to additional fees for use of city right of way)
Insurance:

Workers' Compensation Insurance, including Employer's Liability
Insurance, in accordance with all acceptable statutes of the State

of Michigan.

Commercial General Liability Insurance on an occurrence basis with
the limits of liability of not less than $1,000,000 per occurrence and
aggregate of $2,000,000 for combined single limit personal injury and
property damage, and shall include independent contractor's

coverage and broad form general liability coverages.

Liquor Liability Insurance (if liquor is to be served) on an occurrence
basis with limits of liability of not less than $1,000,000 per

occurrence.

Additional Insured: Commercial General Liability Insurance (and Liquor
Liability, if applicable) shall name the City of Birmingham as additional
insured for all activities connected with this Agreement and shall include
an endorsement stating the following as: "Additional Insureds: The

City of Birmingham , all elected and appointed officials, all employees
and volunteers, all boards, commissions, and/or authorities and their
board members, including employees and volunteers thereof. This
coverage shall be primary to the additional insureds, and not
contributing with any other insurance or similar protection available to
the additional insured, whether said other available coverage be primary,
contributory or excess, The authorized representative of the insurance
carrier acknowledges that it has read the insurance provisions of the
agreement between the City of Birmingham and the insured."
Cancellation Notice, Thirty (30) days advance written notice of
cancellation, non-renewal, reduction of material change in coverage, will
be provided to the City of Birmingham by the insurance carrier.

Proof of Insurance Coverage. The city shall be provided with
certificates of insurance evidencing the coverages outlined above.
Acceptability of insurance company. All coverages shall be with
insurance carriers licensed to do business in the state. All coverages
shall be with carriers acceptable to the city.

Passports
Acceptance of passport application $ 25.00
Two passport photos $ 10.00
Pawnshops
Annual licensing fee $ 500.00
Annual criminal background check - per person (to be provided by applicant
using the Michigan State Police ICHAT system) $—10.00

Peddlers and Commercial Vendors (Chapter 26)
Annual criminal background check - per person (to be provided by applicant

using the Michigan State Police ICHAT system) $—10.00
Special Event and School Vendor/Athletic Vendor in City Park
Application Fee (per event/application) $ 50.00

Daily Fee (per day/location) $ 10.00

PROPOSED
FEE

CHANGE
CODE

Staff

LP

LP
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50% discount for Birmingham licensed merchants
Frozen Confection Vendor
Application Fee $ 80.00
Amendment to the Application $ 26.00
Annual License Fee $ 500.00
Insurance: Standard Insurance Requirements
Peddling
Application Fee (per event/application) $ 50.00
Amendment to the Application $ 16.00
Daily Fee Option (per day/location) $ 10.00
Yearly Fee Option (calendar year) $ 1,825.00
Poolroom, each billiard or pool table annual fee $ 50.00
(subject to additional fees for regulated use)
Refuse Collector: (Chapter 90)
Annual fee first truck $ 150.00
Each additional truck $ 75.00
Insurance: Proof of workers compensation coverage, motor vehicle
liability insurance and the VIN number of each vehicle must be provided
to the city prior to obtaining a license.
Reqgulated Uses not otherwise listed Chapter 26:
Application fee $ 1,000.00
Annual licensing fee $ 200.00
Rollerskating rinks annual fee (Chapter 14) $ 50.00
Special Events (98-140) non-refundable application fee
Annual Application fee $ 165.00
First Time Event Application fee $ 200.00
Additional permit fees as determined by administrative staff
due two weeks prior to event with insurance documents.
Insurance: Standard insurance requirements
Taxicabs (Chapter 122)
Company, annual fee $ 50.00
Taxicab, each vehicle annual fee $ 50.00
Standby taxicab, each annual fee $ 25.00
Taxicab driver annual fee $ 50.00
Insurance: Workers compensation insurance, including employers'
liability coverage, in accordance with all applicable statutes of the state.
Motor vehicle liability insurance, including state no-fault coverages, with
limits of liability of not less than $1,000,000 per occurrence combined
single limit bodily injury and property damage. Coverage shall include
all owned, non-owned and hired vehicles.
Cancellation notice. Thirty (30) days advance written notice of
insurance cancellation, nonrenewal, reduction and/or material change
in coverage must be provided to the city, Notice of cancellation,
material change or reduction must be attached to the certificate of
insurance, or otherwise evidenced as in effect under the policy listed.
Proof of insurance. Certificates of insurance for the coverage required
herein shall be provided to the city clerk.
Acceptability of insurance company. All coverages shall be with
insurance carriers licensed to do business in the state. All coverages






CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

shall be with carriers acceptable to the city.

Telecommunications
Application fee
Annual maintenance fee as determined by the Metro
Authority pursuant to Act 48 of the Public Acts of 2002

Theatres annual fee 14.26

Valet Parking
Annual criminal background check - per person (to be provided by applicant
using the Michigan State Police ICHAT system)

Initial application fee
Annual license fee
One Day Valet Permit fee
Valet parking card deposit, per card
Fees per car:

1-100 cars, pre-paying for six months in advance, per month

101-200 cars, pre-paying for six months in advance, per month

201 and above cars, pre-paying for six months in advance, per month
Meter space fee - set by police department
Insurance: Workers' compensation insurance, including employers'
liability coverage, in accordance with all applicable statutes of the state.
Garage liability insurance with limits of liability of not less than
$1,000,000 per occurrence; or commercial general liability insurance
endorsed to provide the equivalent of this coverage.
Garage keepers legal liability insurance with limits of liability of not less
than $100,000.00 per occurrence; or commercial general liability
insurance endorsed to provide the equivalent of this coverage.
Additional insured. Garage liability and garage keepers legal liability
insurance, as described above, shall name the city as additional
insured for all activities connected with the valet parking service and
shall include an endorsement stating the following as "additional
insured": the city, all elected and appointed officials, all employees and
volunteers, all boards, commissions, and/or authorities and their
board members, including employees and volunteers thereof. This
coverage shall be primary to the additional insureds, and not
contributing with any other insurance or similar protection available to
the additional insured, whether said other available coverage be primary,
contributing or excess.
Cancellation notice. Thirty (30) days advance written notice of
insurance cancellation, nonrenewal, and/or reduction in material
change in coverage must be provided to the city. Notice of cancellation
material change or reduction must be attached to the certificate of
insurance, or otherwise evidenced as in effect under the policy listed.
Proof of insurance coverage. The following certificates and policies
shall be provided to the city:
1. Two copies of certificate of insurance for workers' compensation
insurance.
2. Two copies of certificate of insurance for garage liability insurance.
3. Two copies of certificate of insurance for garage keepers legal
liability insurance.
4. If so requested, certified copies of all policies mentioned above will

PROPOSED CHANGE

EXISTING FEE FEE CODE
$ 500.00

$ 50.00

$—10.00 G
$ 1,000.00

$ 500.00

$ 50.00

$ 20.00

$ 500.00
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$ 1,000.00
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be furnished.
Expiration. If any of the above coverages expire, renewal certificates
and/or policies must be provided to the city at least ten days prior to
the expiration date.
Acceptability of insurance company. All coverages shall be with
insurance carriers licensed to do business in the state. All coverages
shall be with carriers acceptable to the city.

Voter Information

Daily Absentee Voter List
Voter Information List

EXISTING FEE
$ 15.00
$ 5.00

PROPOSED
FEE

CHANGE
CODE

Staff






FEE SCHEDULE

EXISTING FEE PROPOSED FEE

CHANGE
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT.

Administrative approval (Planning Department)

Brownfield Developments
Application fee non-refundable and non-reimbursable
Outside consultant fees reimbursement:
Where a review of applications, plans, construction documents, Brownfield
development documents or any other documents is performed by outside
consultants engaged by the city, a review fee shall be charged at 1.05 times
the actual cost. Payment shall be in advance of the review based on
estimated cost.

Building Permits (Chapter 22)
(a) Building permit fees:
The building permit fee is determined from the total construction value as
shown in the most recent edition of the ICC Building Evaluation Data Square
foot construction costs. For all use groups except one and two family
residential, the minimum square foot construction cost is 100% of the value
shown in construction costs table; for renovations the minimum square foot
construction costs is 50% of the value shown in the table. For residential one
and two family structures, the minimum square foot construction cost is $125.
(b) Total Construction Valuation:
Permit fees are computed at $85.00 for the first $1,000 of construction valuation;
$10.00 for each additional $1,000 (or fraction thereof) up to $100,000
of construction valuation; and $15.00 for each additional $1,000 (or
fraction thereof) over $100,000 of construction valuation.
(c) Refunds:
Refunds of any permit fees are subject to a minimum of 25 percent
for administrative services with no construction work commencing.
After construction has started, fees will be refunded proportionately as
determined by the building official. Any permit fee for construction that is
75 percent or more completed will not be refunded.
(d) Plan examination fees:
When a plan is required to be submitted, a plan review fee must be
paid at the time of submitting plans and specifications for review. The
review fee shall be $85.00 for projects up to $10,000 in construction
value; all other plan examination fees shall be computed as shown
below:
Construction value up to $10,000

Construction Value from $10,001 to $500,000

Construction Value over $500,000

The building plan review fee shall be multiplied by 1.25 when MEAP
reviews are required.

An administrative fee equal to the permit fee may be charged in
addition to the permit fee, when work is started and/or completed
without first obtaining the permit. Plan review fees are not refundable.
(e) Construction Bonds

In addition to the required building permit fee, a cash bond must be
posted at the time the permit is issued in accordance with the
following schedule:

$ 100.00
$ 1,500.00
$ 85.00
Construction
value multiplied by
0.0020 $150.00
minimum

$1,000 plus
construction value
multiplied by
0.0010
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Construction value between $0-$10,000
Construction value between $10,001-$50,000
Construction value between $50,001-$100,000
Construction value between $100,001-$500,000
Construction value of $500,001 and up
Upon satisfactory completion of all final inspections required, and
the issuance of a certificate of occupancy, if applicable, the
construction bond will be returned upon request without
interest.
(f) A reinspection fee may be required by the building official
(g) Bonding requirements for a temporary certificate of occupancy:
When a temporary certificate of occupancy is issued prior to completion of the
entire work covered by the permit, a cash bond shall be posted in an amount as
determined by the building official up to $10,000 for residential dwellings and
$100,000 for commercial buildings or spaces based on the cost of completing all
remaining and outstanding work.
(h) Bonding requirements for maintenance and replacements costs of public right-
of-way facilities:
A bond shall be posted prior to the issuance of a building permit for new
construction in the amount of $5,000 to assure that the public right-of-way is
properly maintained at all times during construction. This includes the
replacement of city sidewalk, curb and gutter, and the re-establishment of green
space in the public right-of-way.

Board of Building Trades Appeals
Single family residential
All other construction

Contractor Annual Registration Fees
Building Contractor
Electrical Contractor
Mechanical Contractor
Plumbing Contractor

Cross Connections Inspections/Re-Inspections (114-122)

Fee

Plus, a per hour charge, to be charged at 1/4 hour increments, per city
employee or city representative for the time spent on such inspections or re-
inspections concerning a particular water consumer.

Device test report review, per report

Demolition of Buildings

Less that 3,000 cubic feet

3,000 to 50,000 cubic feet

More than 50,000 cubic feet

Performance cash bond:

Minimum (as determined by the building official)

Maximum (as determined by the building official)

Electrical Installation (Chapter 22)
Base fee
Reinspection Fee
120 volt or 277 volt first circuit
120 volt or 277 volt each additional circuit
Each 208V, 240V, 480V branch circuits
First 25 lights, receptacles and switches
Each additional set of 20
First sign
Feeders/Buss Ducts:
First 100 feet
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EXISTING FEE PROPOSED FEE

100.00
200.00
300.00
500.00
1,000.00

50.00

310.00
510.00

25.00
25.00

5.00
15.00

50.00

10.00

125.00
200.00
300.00

100.00
50,000.00

50.00
50.00
15.00

8.00
20.00
20.00
15.00
50.00

25.00
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT. EXISTING FEE PROPOSED FEE nggiE Staff

Over 100 feet $ 15.00
Commercial fire alarms:
Fire alarm panel $ 30.00
Each alarm device $ 10.00
Residential smoke detectors up to 8 units, 120 volts $ 20.00
Low voltage smoke alarm with panel $ 50.00
Residential smoke alarm system less than 50 volts with panel $ 50.00
Services or transformers:
30 AMP to 200 AMP $ 35.00
201 AMP to 400 AMP $ 50.00
Over 401 AMP $ 100.00
A/C Interrupt service $ 20.00
Temporary service up to 200 AMP $ 40.00
Sub panel: Sidewalk inspection req:
Each additional sign $ 20.00
Each residential A/C $ 35.00
Furnace/unit heaters $ 20.00
Pools/hot tubs/spas $ 50.00
Appliances/disposal/dishwashers $ 10.00
Commercial HVAC:
5 ton or less ach $ 50.00
Over 5 ton each $ 75.00
Motors - Commercial only:
1/4 HP up to 10 HP each $ 25.00
Over 10 HP to 30 HP each $ 40.00
Over 30 HP each $ 60.00
New house construction minimum of four inspections requires
An administrative fee equal to the permit fee may be charged in addition to the
permit fee when work is started and/or completed without first obtaining the
permit.
Equipment installation permit fee $ 10.00
Final site inspection fee (Planning Dept.) $ 100.00
Housing:
Housing Board of Appeals Fee:
Residential dwelling unit $ 310.00
Other - Commercial $ 510.00
Housing Inspections Owner Authorized:
One and two-family dwellings:
Building structure fee per dwelling unit $ 200.00
Electrical fee per dwelling unit $ 100.00
Plumbing fee per dwelling unit $ 100.00
Heating and refrigeration fee per dwelling unit $ 100.00
Landlord Licenses (See Rental Properties)
Lot Division (Chapter 102):
Fee per parcel created from each platted or unplatted lot (lot splits) $ 200.00
Boundary Adjustment for single family dwelling:
Separation of platted lots (fee per each lot) $ 200.00
Combination of platted lots (fee per each lot) $ 50.00
Massage Permits (26-251):
Investigation fee to operate massage facility (subject to additional fees for $ 250.00
regulated use)
Investigation fee to perform massage service $ 25.00
Change of location (subject to additional fees for regulated use) $ 100.00
Mechanical Permits:
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Base Fee
Gas/oil furnace/boilers, etc:
100,000 BTU or less
Over 100,000
Over 500,000
Ductwork
V.A.V. boxes (variable air volume) each
Humidified or air cleaner
Mfg, fireplace (gas or solid fuel), stoves (solid fuel) includes chimney
Gas or oil space heaters
Automatic flue damper
as part of furnace
Gas piping - first two openings
additional openings each
Air handling systems:
Vents & Exhaust Fans:
Under 1,500 c.f.m. each
1,500 to 10,000 c.f.m. each
Over 10,000 c.f.m. each
Heat Pumps:
To 50,000 BTU
To 200,000 BTU
To 500,000 BTU
Over 500,000 BTU
Fire Suppression Systems:
Standpipe systems:
2-1/2" thru 4"
Over 4"
Fire pumps & connections
Fire sprinkler system:
First head up to 20 heads
Each additional head
Hood and duct fire suppression systems:
Each establishment system- minimum
Each additional system at same establishment
Refrigeration:
Self contained refrigeration systems
Remote refrigeration systems:
Up to 10 HP
10 HP up to 50 HP
Over 50 HP
Water heater
Chimney liner
Hydronic Floor Heat:
Up to 2,000 square feet
Over 2,000 square feet
Geo Thermal:
Up to 100,000 BTU
Over 100,000 BTU
Additional reinspection
Reinspection fee
An administrative fee equal to the permit fee may be charged in addition
to the permit fee, when work is started and/or completed without first
obtaining the permit.
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50.00

60.00
70.00
80.00
50.00
30.00
30.00
30.00
30.00
25.00
10.00
30.00

5.00

25.00
35.00
55.00

30.00
40.00
50.00
75.00

50.00
70.00
75.00

50.00
3.00

75.00
30.00

40.00

50.00
70.00
95.00
30.00
20.00

50.00
60.00

75.00
90.00
50.00
50.00
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Newsracks (90-160)

Review fee for each newsrack box $ 50.00
Annual registration for each newsrack box $ 50.00





COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT.

Plumbing Permits
Base Fee

Automatic washer
Backflow preventer
Bathtub
Catchbasin
Dental Chair
Dishwasher
Drains to 6 inches
Drains over 6 inches
Drinking fountain
Floor drain
Garbage disposal
Grease trap
Hood bibs
Humidifier
Inside drain (weep tile)
Laundry tray
Lavatory
Lawn sprinkler
Miscellaneous equipment
Reinspection fee
Roof sump
Safe waste
Sewers to 6 inches
Sewers to 8 inches
Sewers to 10 inches
Sewers to 12 inches
Sewers over 13 inches
Shower trap
Stacks, conductors
Stand pipe
Sump w. pump
Urinal
Water closet
Water distribution:

3/4inch

1inch

1 1/4inch and 1 1/2 inch

2 inches

3inches

4 inches

Over 4 inches
Water heater
Water service:

1inch

11/2inch

2 inches

Over 2 inches
Additional inspection
Reinspections
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50.00
15.00
25.00
15.00
50.00
15.00
20.00
25.00
40.00
15.00
15.00
15.00
30.00
15.00
15.00
15.00
15.00
15.00
50.00
15.00
50.00
15.00
15.00
50.00
60.00
75.00
100.00
100.00
15.00
15.00
15.00
30.00
15.00
15.00

30.00
30.00
35.00
45.00
60.00
70.00
75.00
15.00

65.00
65.00
65.00
125.00
50.00
50.00

CHANGE
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An administrative fee equal to the permit fee may be charged in addition to
the permit fee, when work is started and/or completed without first obtaining
the permit.
Production filming fees 114-168:
Permit application fee (non-refundable):
Motion picture, television, or video on private property only
Motion picture, television, or video on public property
Still photography only on private property
Still photography only on public property
Additional fee for expedited processing if less than normal processing time is
required. (Late application processed at the discretion of the city manager or
his/her designee)
Daily public property use fee (from prep to clean-up time):
Motion picture, television, or video, per day
Public property location holding - per day
On-street base camp - per day (if approved)
Parking space rental - per day
Extended hours of permitted filming activity:
Any film permitted activity beyond 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. or driving scenes
on major, minor, or neighborhood roads requiring special barricades,
noticing, and/or public safety personnel (hourly rates for staff time to be
calculated and charged separately).
Security deposit:

A refundable security deposit may be required to cover any unanticipated
city staff costs, clean-up costs, refund fees to user groups affected by the
film permit activities, and/or other expenses not included/anticipated in the
initial film permit fee calculation.

Staff costs:

Monitoring fee for additional police, fire, ordinance enforcement, public
works, recreation and parks, or other staff as determined by the city
manager or his/her designee; fee will be estimated based on hours needed
and scheduled. Staff time to be based on most current city overtime rate
schedule and calculated and paid in advance of film permit activities.

Insurance: (Sec 14-172 (5) (6) (8) Standard insurance requirement plus
limits of liability of not less than $5,000,000 per occurrence in the event
motor vehicles, aircraft, helicopters, explosives or pyrotechnics are used in
the activity. Also, the permittee shall execute a hold-harmless agreement
as provided by the city prior to the issuance of any permit.

Rental Properties
Fee for rented or leased premises:

First unit
For properties containing more than one unit:

Add, per additional unit or common/exterior area, to the one-unit fee
Additional re-inspection fee for rental properties requiring additional
inspections, plus $25.00 for each additional unit beyond the first unit.
The fee shall be increased by 50 percent for any application received
more than 30 days after the required renewal date.

Signs (Chapter 86)
Construction
Temporary - non-residential zone districts - permit per 30 square feet or
fraction 86-133
Temporary - churches in residential zone districts 86-70
Marquee and roof annual fee
Others:
Permit per square foot
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125.00
225.00

50.00
100.00

150.00
75.00
75.00

25.00
current rate

75.00

500.00

125.00

40.00

75.00

50.00
50.00
25.00
200.00

2.00
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Minimum $ 100.00
Inspection fee every three years $ 50.00
Removal fee 86-59 86-111 $ 50.00
Sign impound fee, per sign $ 25.00
Sign inspection bonds per required inspection $ 200.00
Sign Erectors (Chapter 86)
Original license $ 25.00
Renewal - annual fee $ 15.00
Bond $ 5,000.00
Sign Removal: Failure to comply with notice to remove, daily
fine to commence on 31st day after notice to remove is issued. $ 25.00
Site Evaluation
New house $ 150.00
Addition and accessory structure $ 75.00
Special Land Use Permits (See Zoning)
Subdivision plats (Chapter 102)
Tentative preliminary plat approval
Fee $2,500.00
Plus per lot $10.00
Final preliminary plat approval
Fee $1,000.00
Temporary Structure (Tents, Canopies, etc)
Original permit $ 100.00
Renewal $ 25.00
Plan checking fee $ 50.00
Temporary Use Permit $ 100.00
Vacant Property Reqgistration Fee
Residential $ 100.00
Commercial $ 100.00
Safety and maintenance inspection $ 75.00
Administrative costs: Inspector per hour $ 55.00
Support staff per hour $ 45.00
Sanctions, remedies, penalties:
First offense $ 150.00
Second offense and any other subsequent offense $ 500.00
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Zoning Ordinance Fees

Board of Appeals
Single family residential
All others
Community Impact Review
Design review fee
Historic district review
Single family residential district
All other zone districts
Public notice signs for land development applications
Fee
Deposit
Site Plan Review
R-4 through R-8 zone districts fee
Plus, per dwelling unit affected by minor construction or minor
site plan changes, as determined by the planning director
Or, plus, for each dwelling unit in the entire complex for all other
site plan changes, as determined by the planning director
Non-residential districts fee
Plus per acre or fraction thereof
Special Land Use Permits
*Special land use
Plus, site plan review
Plus, design review
Plus, publish of legal notice
Annual renewal fee
Temporary Use Permit
Zoning Compliance Letters
Zoning Compliance Permit Fees
Accessory Structures Under 200 Square Feet
Fence Permit - Single Family Zoned Districts
Impervious Surface (driveway, patio, etc.) Single Family Zoned Districts
Zoning Ordinance Interpretation (Formal Report)
One & two family zone districts
All other zone districts
THE FEES FOR DESIGN REVIEW, SITE PLAN REVIEW, HISTORIC DISTRICT
REVIEW AND SPECIAL LAND USE PERMITS SHALL BE DOUBLE THE
LISTED AMOUNTS IN THE EVENT THE PROPOSED PROJECT IS

COMMENCED PRIOR TO FILING OF AN APPLICATION FOR REVIEW BY
THE CITY.

* Special Land Use permit fees may be waived at the discretion of the City
Manager where an amendment is sought by the applicant to change the name of
the establishment, or remove parties from the permit when it involves a liquor
license associated SLUP and the establishment is not in operation.
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310.00
510.00
2,050.00
350.00

$ -
350.00

50.00
100.00

850.00

50.00

50.00
1,050.00
50.00

800.00
1,050.00
350.00
450.00
200.00
100.00
50.00

125.00
50.00
125.00

$125.00
$175.00
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FEE SCHEDULE

EPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES e e Scove

Dog Park Annual Pass:

Resident $ 50.00
Non-Resident $ 200.00

Golf Course Fees - Adjusted annually by resolution of City Commission with
recommendation of Parks and Recreation Board

Grass & Weed Violations (118-66 to 118-68)

Cutting charge for properties less than or equal to 50 feet wide $ 135.00
Cutting charge for properties greater than 50 feet wide $ 200.00
Municipal Civil Infraction Fine (in addition to cutting charge):
First Offense $ 50.00
Second Offense $ 100.00
Third Offense $ 200.00
All violations after the third offense in a calendar year $ 200.00
Ice Arena Fees - Annual evaluation at budget
Leisure Activity Pass:
First year $ 15.00
Revalidate/Replace for subsequent seasons $ 10.00
Recycle Bins current cost
Refuse collection charges (Chapter 90) Fill-A-Dump $ 150.00 $ 300.00 A B LW
Snow Removal from Sidewalks (98-66 - 98-68) - minimum charge $ 100.00
Tree Preservation (Chapter 118)
Registration for tree service business $ 100.00
Sanctions, remedies, penalties:
First offense, per tree $ 500.00
Second offense, per tree $ 1,000.00
Water
Customer requested service, emergency, 2 hr. minimum plus equipment and
materials if applicable $ 200.00
Meter department service fee, plus equipment and materials if applicable $ 80.00
Meter department service fee for no show appointment $ 40.00
Final meter reading without 24 hour notice $ 150.00
Stop box construction deposit (includes $100 inspection $400 refundable $ 500.00
Curb box and lid repair (done by city) $ 500.00
Opt Out Plan Meter Reading Fee $ 12.02
Frozen water service line thaw - first visit no charge
time & material
Frozen water service line thaw - second visit and beyond ($200 minimum) ($200 minimum)
Water

Additional charge for water used:

For each 1,000 gallons or part thereof $ 3.93
Service of notice of intent to discontinue service for non-payment of charges(114-303) $ 50.00
Meter department service fee $ 80.00
Meter department service fee for no show appointment $ 40.00
Final meter reading without 24 hour notice $ 150.00
Stop box construction deposit (includes $100 inspection
$400 refundable) $ 500.00
Curb box and lid repair (done by city) $ 500.00

Water Rates

Meter Size
5/8" Quarterly fixed charge $ 5.00
5/8" Monthly fixed charge $ 1.67
1" Quarterly fixed charge $ 8.00
1" Monthly fixed charge $ 2.67
1 1/2" Quarterly fixed charge $ 12.00





1 1/2" Monthly fixed charge $ 4.00
2" Quarterly fixed charge $ 16.00
2" Monthly fixed charge $ 5.33
3" Quarterly fixed charge $ 24.00
3" Monthly fixed charge $ 8.00
4" Quarterly fixed charge $ 32.00
4" Monthly fixed charge $ 10.67
6" Quarterly fixed charge $ 48.00
6" Monthly fixed charge $ 16.00
8" Quarterly fixed charge $ 64.00
8" Monthly fixed charge $ 21.33
Special charges to the city
Annual charge for fire hydrants $ 18.50
Annual charge for drinking fountains $ 20.00
Water & Sewer Connections (Chapter 114):
Water Service Only - Single Trench
Easement 1"
Service Install $ 1,790.00
Water Meter, MTU, Brass Meter Spuds, and Trip $ 637.00 $ 657.00 B PM
Water for Construction $ 50.00
Total $ 2,477.00 $ 2,497.00 B PM
Easement 1 1/2":
Service Install $ 2,010.00
Water Meter, MTU, Brass Meter Flanges, and Trip $ 1,161.00 $ 1,850.00 B PM
Water for Construction $ 70.00
Total $ 3,241.00 $ 3,930.00 B PM
Easement 2"
Service Install $ 2,210.00
Water Meter, MTU, Brass Meter Flanges, and Trip $ 2,060.00
Water for Construction $ 95.00
Total $ 4,365.00
All Paved Surfaces 1"
Service Install $ 3,950.00
Water Meter, MTU, Brass Meter Spuds, and Trip $ 637.00 $ 657.00 B PM
Water for Construction $ 50.00
Total $ 4,637.00 $ 4,657.00 B PM
All Paved Surfaces 1 1/2":
Service Install $ 4,270.00
Water Meter, MTU, Brass Meter Flanges, and Trip $ 1,161.00 $ 1,850.00 B PM
Water for Construction $ 70.00
Total $ 5,501.00 $ 6,190.00 B PM
All Paved Surfaces 2"
Service Install $ 4,630.00
Water Meter, MTU, Brass Meter Flanges, and Trip $ 2,060.00
Water for Construction $ 95.00
Total $ 6,785.00
Water for construction rates on larger services:
3" $ 120.00
4" $ 190.00
6" $ 330.00
8" $ 465.00
(Prices on water services over 2" in size will be determined by (DPS) on a time and
material basis. A deposit will be made for the estimated cost as determined by DPS.)
5/8" meter $ 120.00
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1" meter

1 1/2" meter

2" meter

(Price to be obtained from meter department for any water meter larger than 2")

Meter Transceiver Unit (MTU)
1" Brass Meter Spuds
1.5" Brass Meter Flanges
2" Brass Meter Flanges
Inspection fee when trenching not done by DPS per service
Water disconnection fee:
Water service disconnection at property line if service will be reused (1" or larger
copper water services only)
2" service or smaller
4" service or greater to be determined individually by the DPS
Fees for trench maintenance
Refundable deposit
Wedding Rental (Parks)
Shain Park (weekdays/weekends)
Resident
Non-Resident
Security Deposit

Birmingham Historical Museum Park (John West Hunter Park) (weekdays/weekends)
Resident
Non-Resident
Security Deposit
All other City Parks (weekdays/weekends)
Resident
Non-Resident

Security Deposit
Well Permit

$
$
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160.00 $ 180.00

631.00 $ 1,320.00
1,525.00

135.00
22.00
75.00
80.00

400.00

1,000.00
1,850.00

600.00
1,000.00
100.00

200.00
400.00
100.00

200.00
400.00
100.00

70.00
140.00

50.00
100.00
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FEE SCHEDULE
ENGINEERING EXISTING FEE

Bidding Document Fee

Large Set - Paper Copy $ 50.00
Small Set - Paper Copy $ 30.00
CD Copy (any size) $ 15.00

(Copy fee waived for Plan Room and Advertising Services)
Cable Communications Permit (30-133 (j))

Cable Franchise Insurance: Standard Insurance requirements plus
excess liability insuance (or umbrella policy) on an "occurrence
basis", with limits of liability not less than $5,000,000 per occurrence;
and indemnification provisions (see Section 30-190)

Curb Closings (See Streets & Sidewalks)

Driveways (See Streets & Sidwealks)

Parking Meters

High Demand Areas $ 1.00 per hour
Lower Demand Areas (1) $ 0.50 per hour
N. Old
Parking Structures Pierce Peabody Park Chester Woodward
Less than 2 hours free free free free free
Less than 3 hours $ 1.00 $ 100 $ 100 $ 1.00 $ 1.00
Less than 4 hours $ 200 $ 2.00 $ 200 $ 2.00 $ 2.00
Less than 5 hours $ 3.00 $ 3.00 $ 3.00 $ 3.00 $ 3.00
Less than 6 hours $ 4.00 $ 4.00 $ 4.00 $ 4.00 $ 4.00
Over 6 hours $ 500 $ 5.00 $ 500 $ 5.00 $ 5.00
Over 7 hours $ 750 $ 5.00 $ 500 $ 5.00 $ 5.00
Over 8 hours $ 10.00 $ 5.00 $ 500 $ 5.00 $ 5.00
Maximum Fee After 10:00PM $ 500 $ 5.00 $ 500 $ 5.00 $ 5.00
Permit Parking $ 55.00 $ 45.00 $ 45.00 $ 30.00 $ 45.00
Parking Structure Permit Parking Activation Fee
Deposit (any cards returned after six-months not eligible for refund) $  20.00
Activation fee per AVI card $ 30.00
Returned checks $ 30.00
Permit Parking At Meters
Lot 6 - Regular $ 150.00 quarterly
Lot 6 - Restricted $  90.00 quarterly
Ann St. North $ 165.00 quarterly
Ann St. South $ 120.00 quarterly
South Old Woodward $ 120.00 quarterly
Private Building Sewer Investigation Program
Single Family Residential Property
Security Deposit (refundable) $ 300.00
Non-Single Family Residential Property
Application Fee $ 300.00
Security Deposit (refundable) $ 300.00
Sidewalks (See Streets & Sidewalks)
Soil erosion and sediment control permit fees:
Less than 1 acre site $ 50.00
1-2 acre site $ 100.00
2-3 acre site $ 150.00
The permit fee shall increase for every acre or portion thereof
in access of the above examples.
Inspection desposits:
Less than 1 acre site $ 1,560.00
1-2 acre site $ 3,120.00
2-3 acre site $ 4,680.00
The inspection deposit shall increase $1,560.00 per
additional acre or portion thereof in excess of the above
examples.
Soil Filling Permit (Chapter 50)
Application fee $ 600.00
Permit fee, per cubic yard $ 0.20

Stormwater runoff (Chapter 114)

Permit per acre of affected area $ 100.00

PROPOSED
FEE

CHANGE
CODE

Staff






ENGINEERING EXISTING FEE PROFZOESED nggEE Staff

Minimum $ 50.00
Streets & Sidewalks:
There shall be a minimum charge of $50.00 for all curb closing, $ 85.00

curb, cuts, driveways and sidewalk permits.
Curb closings (98-91):

Permit per linear foot $ 3.00

Minimum $ 30.00
Curb cuts (98-91):

Permit per linear foot $ 3.00

Minimum $ 30.00
Driveways (98-91):

Permit $ 30.00
Sidewalks (98-57):

Permit, per square foot $ 0.40

Minimum $ 20.00
Excavations (98-26):

Permit $ 50.00

Plus deposit to be determined by city engineer to cover
estimated cost of possible city expenses, minimum
Moving buildings (98-3 - 98-28):
Permit $ 50.00
Plus deposit to be determined by city engineer to cover
estimated cost of possible city expenses, minimum $ 1,000.00
Insurance: Standard insurance requirements plus hold-harmless
agreement
Obstructions (98-26):
Permit $ 50.00
Plus deposit to be determined by city engineer to cover
estimated cost of possible city expenses, minimum $ 1,000.00






FEE SCHEDULE
FINANCE DEPARTMENT ~ 7gre "™ OFF  sw

Sewer Service Rates (Chapter 114)
For each 1,000 gallons or part thereof $ 9.02
Industrial Surcharge (Chapter 114)
An industrial surcharge shall be levied against industrial and commercial
customers contributing sewage to the system with concentrations of
pollutants exceeding the levels described as follows:
Amounts of Industrial Surcharge - Total Charge per pound of excess pollutants
Biochemical oxygen demand (BOD), over 275 mgl/l $ 0.502
Total suspended solids (TSS), over 350 mg/l $ 0.509
Phosphorus (P), over 12 mg/l $ 7.508
Fats, oils, grease (FOG) over 100 mg/I $ 0483
Industrial Waste Control IWC (Chapter 114)
An industrial waste control charge shall be levied against all non-residential
properties, in accordance with rates established by resolution.
Meter Size - Quarterly Charge
5/8" $ 2712
3/4" $ 40.68
1" $ 67.80
11/2 $ 149.16
2" $ 216.96
3" $ 393.24
4" $ 542.40
6" $ 813.60
8" $ 1,356.00
10" $1,898.40
12" $2,169.60
14" $2,712.00
16" $ 3,254.40
18" $ 3,796.80
20" $4,339.20
24" $ 4,881.60
30" $5,424.00
36" $5,966.40
48" $6,508.80
Effective July 1, 2014






FEE SCHEDULE

FIRE DEPARTMENT

EMS Transport Service Fees (Chapter 54)
ALS Emergency Transport Il
ALS Emergency Transport |
ALS Non-Emergency Transport
BLS Emergency Transport
BLS Non-Emergency Transport

Loaded Mile (scene to hospital fee per mile)
Fire Code Operational Permits

As listed in the International Fire Code
Hydrant Use
Deposit (if required as determined by Fire Chief)
Permit fee
Water Charge
Includes 5000 gallons at standard charge. Water charge in excess of 5000
gallons will be charged at double rate $25-40 $25.90 per thousand gallons.
This rate may be revised every year effective July 1st.
Hydrant Repair

To be calculated by DPS, Will include labor, equipment, material
Open Fires Permit (includes inspection)
Pyrotechnics displays Permit

EXISTING PROPOSED CHANGE

FEE

$ 750.00
$575.00
$575.00
$450.00
$ 450.00
$ 12.50

$ 50.00

$100.00
$ 160.00
$ 63.50

$ 25.40

$ 50.00
$ 50.00

$

$

FEE

64.75

25.90

CODE

B

B

Staff

JC

JC






FEE SCHEDULE

M U S EU M EXISTING PROPOSED CHANGE Staff
FEE FEE CODE
Limited Use Fee
Cleaning Deposit, returnable 100.00

2 hrs. of approved private use - Allen House,
first floor only, with event specific rider and
agreement 550.00
Insurance: Standard Insurance
Requirements and Hold Harmless
Agreement
Research Requests
First hour $ 25.00
Each additional hour $ 15.00






*Alcohol:

Specially Designated Distributor
Specially Designated Merchant
False Alarm fees (74-31):

First false alarm per calendar year

All subsequent false alarms per calendar year

Eingerprints

Full set of fingerprints; said fee shall be in addition to any license or
permit fee which requires fingerprints to be taken and/or submitted

to the Michigan State Police or the Federal Bureau of Investigation

Meter Bags

Parking Permits (110-136 - 110-150)
Residential parking permit per household (includes 2 resident and 3 visitor

permits for a two-year period)

Parking Offenses & Fines (If paid before 10 days/If paid after 10 days)
Expired meter: first seven offenses in calendar

Expired meter: eight offenses or more in calendar year
Overtime in non-metered zone

Overtime in a time zone: less than 2 hours
Overtime in a time zone: 2 hours or longer
Stopping, standing or parking where prohibited
Parking over the meter line

Back into parking lot space

Keys in ignition or ignition unlocked

Other illegal parking

No parking here to corner

Handicap zone

Violation of snow emergency parking ordinance
lllegal parking in permit area

lllegal parking on private property

Precious Metals Dealers 26-161

Annual License Fee

Michigan State Police ICHAT system)
Preliminary breath test (PBT) each

Stray Animal Fines:
Licensed pet properly immunized first offense

Second offense within twelve month period

Vehicle Identification Number Inspection Fee

Vehicle Impounding Fee

$ 500.00
$ 500.00

no charge

$

$

$

50.00

10.00

12.00

8.00

$10/20
$30/40
$10/20
$15/25
$30/40
$30/40
$10/20
$10/20
$30/40
$30/40
$30/40

$100/125

$50/75
$30/40
$30/45

$ 500.00
Annual criminal background check - per person (to be provided by applicant using the

*

&+ & & &

10.00

25.00
50.00

25.00
25.00






Vehicle Inspection Fee $ 25.00

*Fee for liquor license inspection may be waived at the discretion of the City
Manager where an applicant seeks to change the liquor license by the removal of
a licensee from the license and the licensed establishment is not in operation.






FEE SCHEDULE
TREASURER'S OFFICE

Returned Check fees (15.1 - 15.3)
Treasurer's certificate

EXISTING PROPOSED CHANGE

FEE

$ 25.00
$ 10.00

FEE

CODE

Staff






CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
PUBLIC RECORDS POLICY

The City of Birmingham shall make public records available to the general public
in accordance with the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and Article VIII,
Sections 2-311 through 2-316.

The city clerk shall be designated the FOIA coordinator. The clerk may designate
others to fulfill FOIA requests, but shall keep copies of requests according to the
Records Retention and Disposal Schedule.

The FOIA Coordinator shall make available a standard form for requests for
public records. There is no requirement under FOIA for lists or reports to be
created.

Copying of public records shall only be done by city employees or may be
reproduced by an outside source as arranged by the FOIA coordinator or his or
her designee.

Copies of public records shall be charged at $25-each-page;for-blackand-white
ane-$-50-fer-eotor—3$0.10 each sheet of paper 8.5” x 11” and 8.5” x 14", using

double-sided printing when available.

Maps and plans shall be distributed as follows:

QO 14 %~ 110 <2 NN
U 72 A IX

PI. U0
117 x 17~ $5.00
24” x 36” $10.00
26” x 36” $13.00
36" x 427 $15.00
Zoning Ordinance (Computer Disk only) $10.00

The building department does not release copies of interior plans of houses or
commercial buildings without written approval of the owner.

Copies of the annual budget shall be sold for $71.00 plus mailing costs. Copies
of the annual audit, CAFR, shall be sold for $65.00 plus mailing costs. As
duplicating costs vary for these documents from year to year based on volume,
charges will be adjusted accordingly.

All agendas will be posted on the city’'s website. Background material will be
made available for public review at the respective department counter where the
document is prepared. Upon request, commission agendas will be provided free
of charge to the Birmingham homeowners associations representing residents of
the City.





10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Requests for computer generated lists or documents shall be made available in
accordance with FOIA and the city code. Costs for such documents shall be
determined according to the departmental costs to produce such records.

Records of fire investigations shall be available to the public after the
investigation has been completed. Copies of fire incident reports shall be sold
for $5.00 for each copy plus current mailing costs.

Copies of standard records from the police department, including dispatch cards,
incident reports and accident reports shall be sold for $5.00. Police Department
letters of clearance will be prepared for $10.00.

Copies of standard police video (booking room, in-car, and security) shall be sold
for $75.00.

Copies of standard police audio (9-1-1, telephone, radio) shall be sold for $50.00.

Adopted by City Commission July 28, 2008, Resolution #07-240-08
Amended: February 14, 2011, Resolution #02-38-11

March 19, 2012, Resolution #03-74-12
August 27, 2012, Resolution #08-249-12
March 18, 2013, Resolution #03-100-13
April 28, 2014, Resolution #04-98-14
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Cit of %irminghmn MEMORANDUM
e ———————————————
‘\ Office of the City Manager

DATE: March 25, 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.

6F






3/25/2015 City of Birmingham MI Mail - FW: Proposed changes to West Maple

‘ Cff}" of :BV mingham Laura Pierce <Ipierce@bhamgov.org>

FW: Proposed changes to West Maple

1 message
James Ryan <jamespatryan@gmail.com> Wed, Mar 25, 2015 at 12:05 AM
To: Laura Pierce <Ipierce@bhamgov.org>

Dear Laura

The letter below was sent today to both Larry Ruhehlen and Lisa Brody.

| respectfully request that you copy each of the Birmingham City Commissioners.

My name is James P Ryan and | have lived with my wife Rose at 822 Shirley Rd. for the last 32 years.
| am aware of the overwhelming percentage of homeowners in opposition to any West Maple Road
street layout changes. | also want to go on record against any narrowing of W. Maple, installing any
bike lanes adjacent to motor vehicle traffic lanes, and removal of the critically needed traffic signal

at Lake Park.

Both my wife and | have driven safely in this neighborhood, turning to and from West Maple onto
Shirley Rd., Arlington St. and just about every street entering or exiting West Maple from Cranbrook

to Southfield without harm or occurrence over the last 40 years. Our previous home was on Pilgrim.
Although the traffic has increased over the years, the traffic signals at Cranbrook, Lake Park and
Southfield have been adjusted to allow adequate time for lanes to clear, to enter or exit W. Maple.

Proposing to narrow W. Maple to 2 lanes with bike lanes adjacent, is potentially very dangerous.

Planners must admit that bottlenecks will occur when residents try to enter W. Maple from any

of the side streets at peak morning and evening hours, especially if the traffic light at Lake Park is
eliminated! Public Bus transportation will cause further congestion at passenger stops. This domino
of congestion will cause (already burdened) side streets to be used as "traffic relief" routes. This is
especially true for Arlington and Shirley Rd. as drivers heading East on W. Maple to turn South on
Southfield, even today use these streets, (at way above posted speeds), to cut thru to Lincoln, then
to Southfield. Arlington and Shirley's extra width is like a expressway to non resident drivers.

My wife and | are bikers and share the belief with the 5 neighborhood majority of 92%, that any type
of biking on W. Maples adjacent to vehicle, bus, and trucks would be suicide. In today's litigious world
it would not take long for this proposed change to prove costly for the City.

8A
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3/25/2015 City of Birmingham MI Mail - FW: Proposed changes to West Maple

Driving East or West on W. Maple today is as safe as any Urban street that leads to a city in Michigan
can be. Although, drivers exceed the speed limit by a wide margin, removing the light at Lake Park
would not slow traffic, and it would be very dangerous for homeowners exiting streets like Aspen

and Linden or pedestrians trying to cross W. Maple, encouraged by narrower Lanes. Without the

Lake Park traffic signal, bikers, walkers, strollers, etc would have to cross at intervals where the
proposed traffic plan narrows for crossovers, albeit against faster traffic!

| do not want the Lake Park light removed, W. Maple narrowed to 2 lanes, or bike lanes on W. Maple.

It's not ironic that over 94% of existing homeowners who are very current, educated, and very
familiar with their areas roads and traffic patterns, would unanimously bond in the unanimous

opinion and from experience, (not statistics), would vote to leave W. Maple as it is.

Respectfully, James P Ryan AIA

https://mail .google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=e591057954&view= pt&search=inbox&th= 14c4f1b824a7e648&siml=14c4f1b824a7e648
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Cit of %irminghmn MEMORANDUM
‘Wawh w

DATE: March 23, 2015

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director

SUBJECT: Community Development Department/Planning Division Annual

Report & Planning Board, Historic District Commission, and
Design Review Board Action Lists for 2015-2016

Please find attached the Planning Division’s annual report for 2014-2015, including the Planning
Board’s Action List 2015-2016, the Historic District Commission’s Action List, and the Design
Review Board’s Action List for your review.

10E1 1





COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
PLANNING DIVISION ANNUAL REPORT &
2015-2016 ACTION LIST OF THE PLANNING BOARD,
THE HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION, AND THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

PLANNING BOARD

Scott Clein, Chairperson
Gillian Lazar, Vice Chairperson
Bryan Williams
Janelle Whipple Boyce
Bert Kosek
Robin Boyle
Carroll DeWeese
Stuart Jeffares, Alternate Member
Dan Share, Alternate Member
Andrea Laverty & Scott Casperson, Student Representatives

HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION AND DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

John Heinke, I, Chairperson
Shelli Weisberg, Vice Chairperson
Mark Coir
Keith Deyer
Darlene Gehringer (resigned 2015)
Michael Willoughby
Janet Lekas (HDC only/DRB Alternate)
Robert Goldman (HDC Alternate/DRB)

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT STAFF

Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director
Matthew Baka, Senior Planner





THE 2014-2015 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
PLANNING DIVISION ANNUAL REPORT
PLANNING BOARD, HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION, AND THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

Each year, the City Commission asks the Planning Division to prepare a report outlining the
board and commission activities from the previous year. This report covers the year beginning
April 1, 2014 and ending March 31, 2015. In preparing the report, the Planning Board,
the HDC, and the DRB have the chance to review their goals and objectives for the upcoming
year.

The report is separated into two distinct parts: 1) Accomplishments and 2) Goals. The
Accomplishments section cites in narrative form the activities conducted by each board. This
narrative will include a list of public hearings, studies and reviews.

The Goals section lists the items from the Planning Board's 2015-2015 Action List, the HDC's
2015-2016 Action List, and the DRB’s 2015-2016 Action List, and speaks to the action taken on
each item. From this list, each board, as well as the City Commission, has the opportunity to
evaluate their goals and objectives, and make any needed amendments.

SECTION ONE: ACCOMPLISHMENTS

PLANNING BOARD

Site Plans

The Planning Board, which meets the second and fourth Wednesdays of each month, sets aside
their first meeting of the month for discussion or study items and their second meeting of the
month for site plan reviews. The following list includes all of the site plans reviewed from April
1, 2014 to March 31, 2015. It should be noted that each site plan may have been reviewed
more than once:

2400 E. Lincoln — Pristine Properties

2388 Cole / 2400 E. Lincoln, Parcel 1 — Expansion of existing parking lot
685 E. Maple — Kroger

202 N. Old Woodward- Palladium

203 Pierce- Toast

122 E. Brown & 511 Pierce

2388 Cole / 2400 E. Lincoln - Parking lot

33588 Woodward-Shell Gas Station & Dunkin Donuts

555 S. Old Woodward — Crush/Triple Nickel

10. 1964 Southfield Road — Market Square

11. 2300 Cole Street

12. 2159 & 2295 E. Lincoln- The District Live/Work Apartments

13. 2400 & 2430 E. Lincoln- The District East Live/Work Apartments

14. 2200 Holland Street- Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills Prep and Storage Facility
15. 820 E. Maple — All Seasons Senior Living

16. 1755-1775 E. Melton - Eton Academy

17. 33495 Woodward- Former Edge Auto Building

18. 2000-2070 Villa- New construction of two story building

CoNooR~LONE






19. 563 & 575 S. Eton- Griffin Claw Brewery

20. 245, 325 & 375 S. Eton- District Lofts, Building B

21. 2483 W. Maple- Dearborn Financial Credit Union

22. 260 N. Old Woodward- Au Cochon & Arthur Avenue

23. 250 N. Old Woodward- Emagine Palladium Theatre and Ironwood Grill
24, 1755 & 1775 E. Melton - Eton Academy

25. 33877 Woodward — Sav-On Drugs

Special Land Use Permits
The Planning Board reviewed the following special land use permits (SLUP's):

203 Pierce- Toast

33588 Woodward-Shell Gas Station & Dunkin Donuts

555 S. Old Woodward — Crush/Triple Nickel

2159 & 2295 E. Lincoln- The District Live/Work Apartments

2200 Holland Street- Mercedes-Benz of Bloomfield Hills Prep and Storage Facility
820 E. Maple- All Season Senior Living

563 & 575 S. Eton- Griffin Claw Brewery

2483 W. Maple- Dearborn Financial Credit Union

260 N. Old Woodward- Au Cochon & Arthur Avenue

10. 250 N. Old Woodward- Emagine Palladium Theatre and Ironwood Grill
11. 1755 & 1775 E. Melton - Eton Academy

12. 33877 Woodward — Sav-On Drugs

©CoOoNoORWDNE

Community Impact Statements
For proposed construction over 20,000 square feet, the developer must provide a Community
Impact Statement (CIS), which addresses planning, zoning, land use and environmental issues,
as well as public service and transportation concerns. There was only one Community Impact
Statement conducted this year:

1. 122 E. Brown & 511 Pierce
2. 2159 & 2295 E. Lincoln- The District Live/Work Apartments
3. 2400 & 2430 E. Lincoln- The District East Live/Work Apartments

Rezoning Applications
Over the past year, there was only one request for rezoning on property within the City of
Birmingham. This request was a voluntary offer of conditional rezoning:

1. 2483 W. Maple- Cranbrook Car Care- Application for Rezoning of the existing gas station
property from B-1 Neighborhood Business to B-2 General Business to demolish the
existing gasoline service station and allow construction of a new bank building with a
drive-through site.

Pre-Application Discussions, as suggested in the DB2016 Report, are recommended for new
construction. This type of discussion is beneficial to both the applicant and the Planning Board,
giving both the opportunity to informally discuss proposals. However, the placement of the
discussion, at the end of a site plan review meeting, often precludes all issues from being






discussed. The following Pre-Application discussions occurred from April 1, 2014 to March 31,
2015:

1. Parcel 1, 2400 E. Lincoln — Lot Split

2. Proposed Development on Southeast corner of Maple and Woodward (former Barclay
Inn)

3. 33877 Woodward- Sav-On Drugs

Courtesy Review
1. South Hamilton Alley Improvement

Study Sessions/ Discussions
The Planning Board also engaged in many study sessions and discussions with regards to the
following topics. It should be noted that these topics are often discussed at multiple meetings:

Medical Marijuana

Annual Report

Update on Duany Visit
Debrief of Duany Visit
Transitional Zoning Update
Garage Front Houses

MX Ordinance Amendments
Site Plan Review Standards
. Glazing Requirements

0. Transitional Zoning

1. Planning Board Action List

RBoo~NogRrwNE

Public Hearings/ Zoning Amendments

Public hearings were held by the Planning Board to ensure public participation at various stages
in the planning process. The following ordinances were reviewed at public hearings by the
Planning Board:

1. AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 126, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF
THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM:

TO AMEND ARTICLE 3, OVERLAY DISTRICTS, TO ADD SECTIONS
3.17 - 3.24 TO CREATE THE ZONING TRANSITION OVERLAY
DISTRICT BY CREATING THE NEW ZONING CLASSIFICATIONS TZ1 —
ATTACHED SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL, TZ2 — ATTACHED
SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL, TZ3 — MIXED USE AND TZ4 — MIXED
USE, AND ESTABLISHING DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR THESE
NEW ZONE DISTRICTS.

2. AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 126, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF
THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM:

TO AMEND ARTICLE 9, DEFINITIONS, SECTION 9.02 TO ADD
DEFINITIONS FOR PARKING — OFF-STREET, SOCIAL CLUB,
TOBACCONIST, INDOOR RECREATION FACILITY AND SPECIALTY
FOOD STORE.






3. TO CONSIDER A PROPOSAL TO REZONE THE FOLLOWING TRANSITIONAL PARCELS
THAT ARE ADJACENT TO RESIDENTIAL ZONES THROUGHOUT THE CITY AS
FOLLOWS:

a) 300 Ferndale, 233, 247, 267 & 287 Oakland, 404, 416 & 424 Park,
Birmingham, MI
Rezoning from R-2 Single-Family Residential to TZ2 - Attached Single-
Family.

b) 185 Oakland, 322, 344, 350, 380, 430, 450, 460 & 470 N. Old
Woodward Birmingham, Ml
Rezoning from B-2 General Business to TZ4 - Mixed Use to allow
Commercial and Residential uses.

¢) 191 N. Chester Rd. Birmingham, Ml
Rezoning from R-2 Single-Family Residential to TZ2 - Attached Single-Family
to allow Attached Single-Family and Multi-Family Residential uses.

d) 400 W. Maple Birmingham, Ml
Rezoning from O1 Office to TZ-4 Mixed Use to allow Commercial and
Residential uses.

e) 564, 588, 608, 660 Purdy Birmingham, Ml
Rezoning from R-3 Single-Family Residential to TZ1 - Attached Single-Family
to allow Attached Single-Family and Multi-Family Residential uses.

f) 115, 123, 195 W. Brown, 122, 178 E. Brown Birmingham, Ml
Rezoning from 02 Office to TZ3 - Mixed Use to allow Commercial and
Residential uses.

g) 1221 Bowers & 1225 Bowers Birmingham, Ml
Rezoning from O1- Office/ P - Parking to TZ2 - Attached Single-Family to
allow Attached Single-Family, Multi-Family Residential uses.

h) 1111 & 1137 Holland; 801, 887, 999, 1035 & 1105 S. Adams Rd.;
1108, 1132 & 1140 Webster; 1137 & 1143 Cole St.; 1101 & 1120 E.
Lincoln. Birmingham, Ml
Rezoning from O2 Office to TZ3 - Mixed Use to allow Commercial and
Residential uses.

i) 500, 522 & 576 E. Lincoln; 1148 & 1160 Grant; 1193 Floyd
Birmingham, MI
Rezoning from B-1 Neighborhood Business to TZ3 - Mixed Use to allow
Commercial and Residential uses.

j) 36801, 36823 & 36877 Woodward, Birmingham MI

Rezoning from O1- Office & P-Parking to TZ4 - Mixed Use to allow
Commercial and Residential uses.

k) 1775, 1803, 1915, 1971, 1999, 2055, 2075 & 2151 Fourteen Mile
Rd. Birmingham, Ml
Rezoning from O1- Office to TZ3 - Mixed Use to allow Commercial and
Residential uses.

) 100, 124, 130 & 152, W. Fourteen Mile Rd. & 101 E. Fourteen Mile
Rd. Birmingham, Ml
Rezoning from B1-Neighborhood Business, P-Parking, R5-Multi-Family
Residential to TZ3 - Mixed Use to allow Commercial and Residential uses.

m) 880 W. Fourteen Mile Rd., 1875, 1890 & 1950 Southfield Rd.
Birmingham, Mi
Rezoning from B1-Neighborhood Business, O1-Office to TZ3 - Mixed Use.






n) 1712, 1728, 1732, 1740, 1744, 1794 & 1821 W. Maple Rd.
Birmingham, MI
Rezoning from B1-Neighborhood Business, P-Parking, O1-Office to TZ3 -
Mixed Use to allow Commercial and Residential uses.

0) 2483 W. Maple Rd. Birmingham MI
Rezoning from B1-Neighborhood Business to TZ3 - Mixed Use to allow
Commercial and Residential uses

p) 151 N. Eton, Birmingham MI
Rezoning from B-1 Neighborhood Business to TZ3 - Mixed Use to allow
Commercial and Residential uses.

q) 412 & 420 E. Frank, Birmingham Ml
Rezoning from B1-Neighborhood Business, B2B-General Business, R3-Single-
Family Residential to TZ2 — Attached Single-Family Residential to allow
Attached Single-Family and Multi-Family Residential uses.

4. AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 126, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF
THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM:

TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.39, MX (MIXED USE) TO ALLOW
MEDICAL MARIJUANA, ENCLOSED, LOCKED FACILITY, AS A
PERMITTED USE IN THE MZ DISTRICT WITH A VALID SPECIAL LAND
USE PERMIT.

5. AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 126, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF
BIRMINGHAM:

TO AMEND ARTICLE 4 STRUCTURE STANDARDS, SECTION 4.70, SS-02, TO
AMEND THEN REGULATIONS FOR ATTACHED, SINGLE-FAMILY GARAGES.
DESIGN REVIEW BOARD OR HISTROIC DISTRICT COMMISSION.

6. AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 126, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF
BIRMINGHAM:

TO AMEND ARTICLE 4 STRUCTURE STANDARDS, SECTION 4.59, SB-02, TO
AMEND THE REGULATIONS FOR ATTACHED, SINGLE FAMILY GARAGES ON
CORNER LOTS.

Regional Planning with the Woodward Corridor Communities

The City of Birmingham continues to work with the cities of Detroit, Highland Park, Pleasant
Ridge, Huntington Woods, Ferndale, Berkley, Royal Oak, Bloomfield Hills and Pontiac, and
Bloomfield Township to conduct a federally funded Alternatives Analysis to study mass transit
opportunities along the entire 27 mile Woodward Corridor. Other partners in this effort include
SEMCOG, MDOT, the Woodward Avenue Action Association, the Michigan Suburbs Alliance,
DDOT, SMART, Wayne State University, the Detroit Zoological Society and Beaumont Hospital.
The Woodward Corridor Alternatives Analysis Steering Committee (“WCAASC”) meets every
several months at this point in the process.

The City of Birmingham also continues to work with the Woodward communities and the
Woodward Avenue Action Association to formulate a Complete Streets Plan for the entire
Woodward Corridor.






HISTORIC DISTRICT & DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION, THE HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION, AND THE
DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

Both the HDC (Historic District Commission) and the DRB (Design Review Board) meet on the
first and third Wednesdays of each month, with a limit of 4 regular reviews per meeting, and up
to 8 reviews without formal presentation. Limiting reviews in this way allows the HDC & DRB
time to conduct public hearings and discuss study session items. During the 2014 - 2015
year, many new businesses moved into the City and existing businesses improved their facades.

Design Reviews
The following businesses requested design reviews by the DRB to alter the appearance of their
buildings:

543 E. Lincoln- Solar Panels on home

912 S. Old Woodward- Bridal Couture

33495 Woodward — Woodward and Emmons Bldg.
360 Hamilton Row — Luxe Homes Design Build
588 N. Old Woodward- Merwins Antiques

568 N. Old Woodward — Lola B. Couture

555 S. Adams — Fred Lavery Service Center
751 Chestnut — Medical Office Building

33866 Woodward — Blossoms

10. 33690 Woodward — Main St. Building Group

11. 394 S. Old Woodward — Roche Bobois

12. 980 S. Old Woodward — Rear facade renovation
13. 34100 Woodward — Exterior lighting plan

14. 2300 Cole — Dogtopia

15. 1137 S. Adams — Exterior Renovation
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Historic Reviews
The following historic buildings proposed changes that required review by the HDC:

220 E. Merrill — 220 Restaurant

220 E. Merrill — Pergola review

607 S. Bates — Historic Major Jones House
631 S. Bates — New Infill House

215 W. Maple — West Elm

203 Pierce — Toast Bistro

138 S. Old Woodward — Pogo

108 S. Old Woodward — Eli Tea Bar
112 S. Old Woodward — Roasting Plant
348 E. Maple — Shift Digital
Greenwood Cemetery
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Sign Reviews
The following businesses requested sign reviews:

34901-34953 Woodward — The Balmoral

800 N. Old Woodward — Howard Hanna

1000 S. Old Woodward — Incwell

34164 Woodward — Batteries + Bulbs

980 S. Old Woodward — Talmer Bank

33801 Woodward — Pet People

663 S. Adams — Orange Theory Fitness

640 N. Old Woodward — Jonna Luxury Homes
970 S. Old Woodward — Clarity Advanced Eyecare
10. 33866 Woodward — Barbara’s Paper Bag

11. 33495 Woodward — US Mattress

12. 217 S. Old Woodward — Fleur Detroit

13. 160 S. Old Woodward - SEE

14. 150 W. Maple — Alex & Ani

15. 172 N. Old Woodward — Renew Bath & Body
16. 128 S. Old Woodward- Evereve

17. 800 N. Old Woodward — Howard Hanna

18. 1601 E. 14 Mile Rd. — Elie Wine Co.
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Study Session Discussions:
Last year the HDC and the DRB were involved with several different projects:

1. Vacant Window Coverings






SECTION TWO: GOALS

The Planning Division boards and commissions set specific goals and priorities each year as part
of the annual report. The formulation of these goals comes from the City Commission, Planning
Board, HDC, DRB, and City Staff. Upon review of the items noted on the action lists that follow
(see attached), the Planning Board, the HDC, and the DRB will make recommendations to the
City Commission, as they deem important and necessary.






Planning Board Action List

TOPIC STUDY SESSION [PUBLIC HEARING |STATUS NOTES
1|Zoning Transition 2/27/13, 4/10/13 |10/9/13 In Progress |Directed by CC to review and make
Overlay 4/24/13, 5/8/13 [2/26/14 recommendations for appropriate zoning -
5/22/13, 6/12/13 |4/9/14 LSL Planning was contracted to develop
7/24/13, 8/28/13 |4/23/15 a subarea plan - Incorporated into
9/11/13, 11/13/13 Transition zoning overlay - Created
1/8/14, 3/12/14 overlay which was recommended for
10/8/14, 2/25/15 approval to CC - City Attorney
determined must be optional or rezoning -
PB begin change over to rezoning
(2.25.15)
2|Potential residential 1/22/2014, 3/11/2015 In Progress [Ordinance Amendment recommended

zoning changes: MF &
MX garage doors,
garage house standards

11/14/14, 1/28/15,
2/11/15

for approval to City Commission at PH

3|Glazing Standards 8/28/2013, 9/11/13, 9/25/13, |In Progress |Amendment current window standards to
3/11/15 1/27/14 be consistent with previously established

standards in the Overlay district and
provide achievable standards to reduce
variance requests.

4|Medical Marijuana 2/25/2015 In Progress

5(S. Woodward Avenue 2/27/08 In Progress |LSL/Hamilton Anderson contracted to

Gateway Plan 9/24/08 lead master plan process -

(Woodward Corridor
Lincoln to 14 Mile Road)

10/20/08 (PB/CC)
2/10/09 (LRP)
10/17/2011 (Joint
with CC)
1/22/2012 (LRP)
4124/13

Subcommittee formed to guide master
plan process in 2013 - Charette held in
May of 2013 Draft plan received from
LSL early in 2014 - Project postponed in
summer of 2014 due to staff shortage
and pending projects

5/8/13
6|Ordinance adjustments On Going Review current Zoning Ordinance for
and corrections inconsistencies and potential
improvements.
7| Consider outdoor 4/10/13 In Progress [Develop standards for Outdoor storage
storage and display 4/24/13
standards 6/12/13
8/14/13
8/28/13
1/22/14
8{Implement Alleys and 8/8/07 On Going Completed
Passages (Pedestrian & |9/12/07
Aesthetic Improvements (10/10/07
& Wayfinding); Vendors |8/13/08
4/8/09

1/23/10 (LRP)
4/14/2010 (PB)
1/22/2011 (LRP)
2/9/2011 (PB)
9/21/2011 9/21/11
2/8/12

1/22/14

2/1/14 (LRP)

Consider looking at
principal uses allowed
and add flexibility("and
other similar uses")
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10|Sustainable Urbanism — |2/09/2005 2/25/09 (PB - Solar Incentive option in Triangle District
Green building 7/11/2007 Solar) ordinance
standards, impervious  |8/08/2007 1/13/10 (PB-Wind) [completed; |Guest speakers in LEED Certification,
surface, solar and wind |9/12/2007 2/10/10 Wind Pervious Concrete, LED Lighting, Wind
ordinances, 1/9/2008 (PB-Wind) ordinance Power, Deconstruction
deconstruction, 9/10/08 6/14/2010 (CC- completed
geothermal, native 1/14/09 Wind) Sustainability website & Awards
plants, low impact 1/28/09
development etc. 2/10/09 (LRP) Native plant brochure
5/13/09
8/12/09
11/11/09
1/23/10 (LRP)
5/12/2010 6/9/10
11|Wayfinding On Hold Implement way finding plan
12| Triangle District 9/12/2007 8/25/08 (CC-CIA) [On Going Met with MDOT to discuss improvements
Implementation (Parking, {11/14/2007 1/22/15(CIA)
Streetscape, Road 1/23/2008 3/16/15 (CC) Selected streetscape elements
Improvements, Corridor (2/27/08
Improvement Authority, (3/12/08 Formed CIA to address need for public
Branding) 6/9/08 (CC) parking in Triangle District
717108 (CC)
7/14/08 Need to determine future plan for the
8/25/08 (CC) east side of Adams
9/8/08 (CC)
9/10/08 LSL hired to study potential parking lot
10/13/08 (CC) locations
12/15/08 (CC) PH on Dev. & TIF plan 1/22/15 @ CIA &
1/14/09 3/16/15 @ CC
1/20/09 (CIA)
2/10/09 (LRP)
7/8/09
6/2/09(CIA)
9/22/09(CIA)
1/23/10(LRP)
4/20/10 (CIA)
8/22/2011 (CC)
11/15/11 (CIA)
1/23/14 (CIA)
13|Regional Planning 6/12/13  10/9/13 Ongoing Woodward Complete Streets and
Projects 11/13/13  2/1/14 Woodward Alternatives Analysis
(LRP)






2014 HDC ACTION LIST RANKING

HISTORIC Rank
Historic District Ordinance Enforcement 1
Coordinate Overlay/Historic/General sign standards 2
Preservation Education 3
Commercial In-fill Guidelines 4
Certified Historic Homes Plaques 5
Print Eco City Neighborhood Survey 6
Alleys and Passages 7






2014 DRB ACTION LIST RANKING

SIGNS Rank
Sign Ordinance Enforcement 1
Coordinate Overlay/Historic/General sign standards 2
Develop Informational Sign Guidelines 3
Sign Band Designation on New buildings 4
DESIGN REVIEW Rank
Ordinance Enforcement 1
Improve Sequence of Reviews Between Boards 2
Continue to Implement 2016 Plan 3
Alleys and Passages 4











A Walkable Community

Community Development

W”Z MEMORANDUM

DATE: March 23, 2015
TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
FROM: Mark Clemence, Deputy Chief of Police

Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director
Paul O’Meara, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Update on W. Maple Steering Committee Activities

At the steering committee meeting on January 22, 2015, Mr. Norm Cox of the Greenway
Collaborative conducted a PowerPoint presentation outlining the basic principles of multi-modal
transportation planning, and introduced some of the design tools communities can use in their
street design to meet their specific objectives.  Mr. Mike Labadie of Fleis & VandenBrink
explained the basic types of data that traffic engineers collect and study when considering road
improvements. In addition, steering committee members provided their comments and
concerns regarding the existing conditions on the W. Maple corridor. Common findings were
identified as follows:

e Concern that this section of W. Maple Road is dangerous and does not feel safe;

e Concern about the excessive speed of traffic on W. Maple;

e Concern about vehicles swerving to avoid other vehicles making turns along the
corridor;

e Concern about the difficulties of turning onto W. Maple from adjacent side streets;

e Concern about traffic backups at Southfield Road;

o Difficulty for pedestrians to cross W. Maple; and

e Satisfaction with sidewalk conditions along the W. Maple corridor.

Accordingly, the steering committee agreed that each of the above common areas of concern
translate into the following objectives for improvements considered for the W. Maple corridor:

¢ Improve the safety of the corridor, especially for vehicular and pedestrian traffic;

e Lower the speed of vehicular traffic in the corridor;

e Reduce the amount of vehicles swerving to avoid cars making turns along the corridor;
e Enhance the ease of vehicles to turn onto W. Maple from adjacent side streets;

e Reduce traffic congestion in the vicinity of the Southfield Road intersection;

e Provide safe and convenient pedestrian crossings along the corridor; and

¢ Maintain sidewalk facilities in the corridor.
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In addition, the steering committee stated that the following objectives should also be included:

e Ensure that any proposed changes in the corridor do not make existing conditions
worse; and

e Ensure that any proposed changes in the corridor do not increase cut-through traffic in
the surrounding neighborhoods.

On February 26, 2015, the steering committee met for the second time. Several members of
the public also attended this meeting. Mr. Labadie conducted a presentation to review his
findings regarding the existing conditions in the W. Maple corridor. Mr. Labadie reviewed the
traffic counts collected (including bicycle and pedestrian counts), turning movement data
collected, the most recent 3 year crash history, the results of past speed studies, sight distance
findings, gap analysis findings, traffic queues and the levels of service for all existing
intersections in the W. Maple corridor.

All data collected was put into SYNCHRO, a computerized traffic modelling program to illustrate
in actual time increments the existing conditions at AM and PM peak periods and throughout
the day along the W. Maple corridor.  Mr. Labadie responded to questions from steering
committee members and the public, and then demonstrated the computerized SYNCHRO model
of the actual corridor. The scaled model allows viewers to watch the operation and traffic flow
of the corridor, and it becomes evident where the areas of concern exist. Committee members
discussed the back up and traffic congestion around the W. Maple and Southfield intersection,
the placement and timing of traffic signals, excessive speed, concerns regarding vehicular
swerving around turning vehicles, pedestrian crossing issues and the difficulty for drivers to
make turns out of the surrounding neighborhoods onto W. Maple at peak periods. Both the
data compiled and the computer model created using the data confirmed the perceptions of the
steering committee members that were previously noted.

After reviewing the existing conditions along the corridor, Mr. Labadie reviewed the following
complete street / multi-modal design tools that are available for study to meet the objectives
for improvements along the W. Maple corridor:

o ADA ramps at all corners and crossings

e Sidewalk improvements

e Crosswalk striping

e Pedestrian crossing islands

e Flashing beacons for pedestrian crossings
e Intersection improvements

o Bike lanes or shared lane markings

e Bus stop relocation /consolidation

e Bus stop enhancements





e 4 to 3 lane conversion

e Roundabouts

e Reconfiguration of road width

e Traffic calming measures (curb bump-outs, tree extensions, speed tables, signal
coordination, road narrowing, public art, landscaping etc.)

On March 19, 2015, the Steering Committee met for the third time. Several members of the
public attended this meeting. Mr. Labadie conducted a presentation to review his analysis of
existing conditions in the corridor, and numerous complete street improvement options that he
recommends for the corridor. Mr. Labadie advised that the following complete street / multi-
modal design tools should be included in the corridor:

e ADA ramps at all corners and crossings

e Crosswalk marking improvements at the signalized intersections

e Installation of crossing islands (consider just west of Baldwin bridge, east of
Chesterfield, east of Lakepark, at signals etc.)

e Flashing beacon at Baldwin bridge if pedestrian crossing installed

e Installation of right turn lane eastbound on Maple, south onto Southfield Road

¢ Removal of low use bus stops

¢ Enhancement of higher use bus stops (concrete pad, benches, shelters etc.)

e 4 to 3 lane conversion west of Southfield to east side of Cranbrook

e Use of enhanced technology in signals to control and optimize signal cycle lengths and
timing

Mr. Labadie presented his Level of Service findings by intersection throughout the corridor both
using existing conditions and future conditions in a 4 to 3 lane conversion. All intersections will
continue to operate at a Level of Service C or higher overall (an acceptable Level of Service is D
or higher). In response to questions from the Steering Committee and the public, Mr. Labadie
explained how these improvements would significantly reduce accident rates and severity,
virtually eliminate sideswipe accidents, reduce speeds, provide a consistent speed for traffic,
increase the gaps in traffic through the use of platooning, reduce congestion (particularly in the
area of Southfield Road), and would enhance pedestrian conditions and crossings throughout
the corridor. Mr. Labadie also stated that there would not be an increase in cut through traffic
if these improvements were made as traffic delays and queues would not increase, thus there
would be no need or desire for traffic to divert from the corridor.

The Steering Committee asked Mr. Labadie and his team to gather additional information and
return to the Steering Committee at their next meeting. Mr. Labadie was directed to conduct a
detailed crash analysis comparison between the existing 4 lane configuration and a potential 3
lane configuration on the corridor to attempt to quantify the safety improvements from an
accident perspective, and to provide a speed comparison between known speeds with the
existing 4 lane configuration and expected speeds with a future 3 lane configuration based on





examples around the country. Additional information was also requested to back up the opinion
that cut through traffic would not increase. Finally, staff directed Mr. Labadie to come back
with line drawings at key locations illustrating the proposed layout of bike lanes and pedestrian
crossings that could be added if a 4 to 3 lane conversion was constructed.

Next Steps:

At their next meeting, the Steering Committee will review the additional information requested,
and consider making suggestions to the Multi-Modal Transportation Board regarding the type of
improvements that should be considered for the W. Maple corridor from Southfield Road to
Cranbrook Road.

The next meeting of the Steering Committee will be held on April 16, 2015 at 6:00pm in the
second floor conference rooms at City Hall.
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Ms. Laura Broski, Clerk

City of Birmingham

151 Martin St., P.O. Box 3001
Birmingham, MI 48012-3001

Dear Ms. Broski:

As part of Comcast’'s commitment to keep you informed about important developments that
affect our customers in your community, | am writing to notify you of a channel change.
Customers are being notified of this change via bill message.

Effective April 22, 2015, WWJ Decades (channel 289) will be available on Limited Basic service.

As always, feel free to contact me directly at 734-254-1888 with any questions you may have

Sincerely,

P e S 2,
~ Frederick G. Eaton

Senior Manager, External Affairs
Comcast, Heartland Region
41112 Concept Drive

Plymouth, MI 48170

INFORMATION ONLY





