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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION AGENDA 
APRIL 27, 2015 


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


 
I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor 
 


II. ROLL CALL 
Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 
 


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


Announcements: 
 The Clerk’s Office will be open to accept and issue absentee ballots on Saturday, May 2nd  


from 9:00 AM – 2:00 PM. 
 The Farmers Market will open on Sunday, May 3rd.  It will be open from 9:00 AM to 2:00 


PM.  The Farmers Market is located in Lot 6 on North Old Woodward. 
 The Special Election will be held on Tuesday, May 5th.  Polls will be open from 7:00 AM 


to 8:00 PM.  Election results can be obtained at www.bhamgov.org/electionresults. 
 Art Birmingham will be held in Shain Park on May 9th and 10th. 


 
Appointments: 
A. Interviews for appointment to the Design Review Board and Historic District 


Commission. 
 1. Thomas Trapnell, 660 Smith 
B. To appoint __________________ to the Design Review Board and Historic District 


Commission, as a regular member, to serve the remainder of a three-year term to expire 
September 25, 2015. 


C. Administration of oath to the appointed board members. 
 


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


A. Approval of City Commission minutes of April 13, 2015. 
B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of April 15, 


2015 in the amount of $351,790.27. 
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of April 22, 


2015 in the amount of $439,209.63. 
D. Resolution confirming the City Manager’s authorization for the emergency expenditure to 


thaw frozen water service lines by Rhodes Welding Co., Inc. in the amount of 
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$19,912.50 to be paid from the Water Supply Fund account #591-537.005-811.0000, 
pursuant to Sec. 2-286 of the City Code.  


E. Resolution requesting reimbursement for the maximum allotment of $2,648.39 for 
eligible mosquito control activity under the Oakland County’s West Nile Virus Fund 
Program. 


F. Resolution directing the Treasurer to transfer the unpaid and delinquent water/sewage 
bills of the properties listed in the April 15, 2015 report to the 2015 city tax roll and 
authorizing the removal from the list any bills paid or a payment plan agreement signed 
after City Commission approval. (complete resolution in agenda packet) 


G. Resolution directing the Treasurer to transfer the unpaid and delinquent special 
assessment and invoices, including interest and penalty, to the 2015 City tax roll and 
authorizing removal from the list any bills paid after City Commission approval.  
(complete resolution in agenda packet) 


H. Resolution authorizing the Mayor and Clerk to sign the general services agreement for 
engineering services between Hubbell, Roth, & Clark, Inc., and the City of Birmingham.  


I. Resolution approving the street light agreement between the City of Birmingham and 
DTE Energy regarding the installation of street lights at 375 S. Eton Rd. Further, 
directing the Mayor to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. All costs relative to this 
agreement will be charged to the adjacent owner. 


J. Resolution authorizing the issuance of a purchase order in the amount of $41,712.29 to 
DTE Energy, for the manufacture, shipment, and installation of 9 street lights with 
associated wiring for the Chester St. Structure Street Improvement Project. The work 
will be funded by the Auto Parking System, charged to account #585-538.008-981.0100. 


K. Resolution authorizing the 2015 Sidewalk Repair Program, and directing the Engineering 
Department to notify the owners of properties on the list of the City’s intention to 
replace sidewalks adjacent to their properties. 


L. Resolution setting a Public Hearing for May 18, 2015 to consider the proposed Lot Split 
 of 1530 Pilgrim, Parcel #1926226002. 
M. Resolution approving the professional service agreement with National Elevator 


Consultants, Inc. to perform items A through E in the their proposal of March 19, 2015 
in an amount not to exceed $10,600 to the Peabody St. Parking Structure Elevator 
Maintenance account #585-538.004-930.0200 and directing the Mayor and City Clerk to 
sign the agreement on behalf of the City. 


 
V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 


 
VI. NEW BUSINESS 


A. Public Hearing of confirmation for the Oak Avenue Paving Project. 
1. Resolution confirming Special Assessment Roll No. 866, to defray the cost of 


installing new sewer laterals within the Oak Avenue Paving Project limits.  
(complete resolution in agenda packet) 


B. Public Hearing to consider a Special Land Use Permit and Final Site Plan at Au Cochon 
and Arthur Ave., 260 N. Old Woodward. 
1. Resolution approving the Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit to allow the 


operation of Au Cochon and Arthur Ave. restaurants at 260 N. Old Woodward, 
operating under one Class C Liquor License, with a Direct Connect Endorsement, 
to be held by  Bellar Birmingham Ventures, LLC. (complete resolution in agenda 
packet) 
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C. Public Hearing to consider amendments to Article 4, Sections 4.59 and 4.70 of the 
 Zoning Ordinance  


1. Ordinance amending Article 4, Sections 4.59 and 4.70 of the Zoning Ordinance to 
regulate the size and placement of private, attached, single-family residential 
garages.  


D. Resolution accepting the recommendation of the Advisory Parking Committee, and 
authorizing the following rates for monthly parking permit effective July 1, 2015: 


Pierce St. Structure      $65 
Park St. Structure      $60 
Peabody St. Structure     $65 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure    $55 
Chester St. Structure      $45 
Lot 6 Regular Permit      $65 
Lot 6 Economy Permit     $45 
South Side Permit (Ann St.)     $50 
South Side Permit (S. Old Woodward Ave.)   $25 


E. Resolution authorizing the Auto Parking System to offer a maximum of 50 free monthly 
permits each at the Pierce St. and Park St.  Structures to those that currently possess a 
monthly permit at the Peabody St. Structure for the months of June, July, and August, 
2015, in an effort to open additional spaces to daily traffic during scheduled restoration 
of this facility, at an estimated cost of less than $16,500. 


F. Resolution approving the Michigan Uniform Video Service Local Franchise Agreement 
with Comcast effective April 27, 2015 and approving the April 22, 2015 letter 
agreement.  The Mayor and Clerk are hereby authorized to sign the same on behalf of 
the City. 


G. Resolution to meet in closed session to review pending litigation regarding Malota v City 
 of Birmingham pursuant to Section 8(e) 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.) 
 


VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 
 


VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
 


IX. 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. Quarton Lake Treatment Plan, submitted by DPS Director Wood 
 


XI. ADJOURN 
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NOTICE:  Individuals requiring accommodations, such as mobility, visual, hearing, interpreter or other assistance, for 
effective participation in this meeting should contact the City Clerk's Office at (248) 530-1880 (voice), or (248) 644-
5115 (TDD) at least one day in advance to request mobility, visual, hearing or other assistance. 
 
Las personas que requieren alojamiento, tales como servicios de interpretación, la participación efectiva en esta 
reunión deben ponerse en contacto con la Oficina del Secretario Municipal al (248) 530-1880 por lo menos el día 
antes de la reunión pública. (Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964). 
 
 
INFORMATION ONLY 
 
 












NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 


At the regular meeting of Monday, March 16, 2015 the Birmingham City Commission intends 
to appoint one member to the Design Review Board to serve the remainder of a three-year 
term to expire September 25, 2015.  The alternate members shall be members of the 
Historic District Commission. 


Interested parties may submit an application available from the city clerk's office on or 
before noon on Wednesday, March 11, 2015.  Applications will appear in the public agenda 
at which time the commission will discuss recommendations, and may make nominations 
and vote on appointments. 


The Board consists of an architect duly registered in this state, if such person is available. 
The other members shall represent, insofar as possible, different occupations and 
professions such as, but not limited to, the legal profession, the financial or real estate 
professions, and the planning or design professions.  


The function and duty of the Design Review Board is to advise the city commission in 
regard to the proper development of the city. The Design Review Board is specifically 
charged with carrying out the goals, objectives and intent of the city's adopted master 
plan and urban design plan and other development-oriented plans which may 
subsequently be adopted. The Design Review Board is authorized to advise and cooperate 
with the City Commission, city Planning Board, Historic District Commission and other city 
advisory boards and cooperate with the planning, historic district and legislative bodies of 
other governmental units in any area outside the boundaries of the city. 


Clerk’s Note: To fill the vacancy due to the resignation of Darlene Gehringer. 


SUGGESTED ACTION: 
To appoint __________________   to the Design Review Board, as a regular member, to 
serve the remainder of a three-year term to expire September 25, 2015. 


Resubmitted from the March 16, 2015 
City Commission Meeting
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DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
Ordinance #1882 
 
Terms:  3 years 


 
Members:  One member of the Design Review Board shall be an architect duly registered in this state, if such 
person is available. The other members shall represent, insofar as possible, different occupations and professions 
such as, but not limited to, the legal profession, the financial or real estate professions, and the planning or 
design professions.  The City Commission may appoint two members of the Historic District Commission to serve 
as alternate members of the Design Review Board during their term of appointment. (ordinance #1975) 


 
Duties: The function and duty of the Design Review Board is to advise the city commission in regard to the proper 
development of the city. The Design Review Board is specifically charged with carrying out the goals, objectives 
and intent of the city's adopted master plan and urban design plan and other development-oriented plans which 
may subsequently be adopted. The Design Review Board is authorized to advise and cooperate with the City 
Commission, city Planning Board, Historic District Commission and other city advisory boards and cooperate with 
the planning, historic district and legislative bodies of other governmental units in any area outside the 
boundaries of the city. 


Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Bowers Zoe


1459 Pilgrim Ave


(248) 203-6169


zoeannamay@gmail.com


Student Representative


2/9/2015 12/31/2015


Coir Mark


411 S. Old Woodward #1025


248-390-0372


keskus2010@aol.com


1/28/2013 9/25/2015


Deyer Keith


1283 Buckingham


(248)642-6390


kwdeyer@comcast.net


9/25/2006 9/25/2017


Dukas Natalia


1685 Henrietta St.


(248) 885-8535


nataliadukas@yahoo.com


9/9/2013 9/25/2016
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Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Henke John


724 South Bates


(248) 353-6500


jwhenke@aol.com


historical preservation organization 
member


9/25/2006 9/25/2015


Rogers Patrick


1370 Chesterfield Ave


(248) 647-1978


progers429@gmail.com


Student Representative


2/9/2015 12/31/2015


Vacant


Alternate (member of HDC)


9/25/2016


Vacant 9/25/2015


Vacant


Alternate (member of HDC)


9/25/2016


Weisberg Shelli


651 West Frank


(248) 642-6461


sweisberg@aclumich.org


9/25/2006 9/25/2017


Willoughby Michael


667 Greenwood


(248) 258-2669


(248) 540-7603


mwilloughby@mwa-architects.com


3/22/2010 9/25/2016
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION 


At the regular meeting of Monday, March 16, 2015 the Birmingham City Commission intends 
to appoint one member to the Historic District Commission to serve the remainder of a three-
year term to expire September 25, 2015.  


Interested parties may submit an application available from the city clerk's office on or 
before noon on Wednesday, March 11, 2015.  Applications will appear in the public agenda 
at which time the commission will discuss recommendations, and may make nominations 
and vote on appointments. 


A majority of the members shall have a clearly demonstrated interest in or knowledge of 
historic preservation.  Two members shall be appointed from a list submitted by duly 
organized local historic preservation organizations.  If available, one member shall be an 
architect who has two years of architectural experience or who is duly registered in the State 
of Michigan. 


The function and duty of the Historic District Commission is to advise the City Commission 
with respect to the proper development of the city with primary emphasis upon the city’s 
established historic districts, sites, properties and historic resources.   The Commission is 
also authorized to recommend for the guidance of the City Commission amendments to 
the City Code relating to the control and development of lands within historic districts.   


Clerk’s Note: To fill a vacancy due to the resignation of Darlene Gehringer. 


SUGGESTED ACTION: 


To appoint __________________ to the Historic District Commission, as a regular member, 
to serve the remainder of a three-year term to expire September 25, 2015. 


Resubmitted from the March 16, 2015 
City Commission Meeting
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HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
Ordinance #1880 
 
Terms:  3 years 
Members: A majority of the members shall have a clearly demonstrated interest in or knowledge of historic
preservation.  Two members shall be appointed from a list submitted by duly organized local historic
preservation organizations.  If available, one member shall be an architect who has two years of architectural
experience or who is duly registered in the State of Michigan. The City Commission may appoint two members 
of the Design Review Board to serve as alternate members of the Historic District Commission during their 
term of appointment. (ordinance #1976) 
 
Duties: The function and duty of the Historic District Commission is to advise the City Commission with respect
to the proper development of the city with primary emphasis upon the city’s established historic districts, 
sites, properties and historic resources.   The Commission is also authorized to recommend for the guidance
of the City Commission amendments to the City Code relating to the control and development of lands within 
historic districts.   
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION MINUTES 
APRIL 13, 2015 


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


I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor, called the meeting to order at 7:31 PM. 


II. ROLL CALL
ROLL CALL: Present, Mayor Sherman 


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


Absent,  None 


Administration:  City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Currier, Clerk Pierce, DPS Director Wood, 
City Planner Ecker, City Engineer O’Meara 


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


03-67-15 APPOINTMENT TO THE  
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITEE 


MOTION: Motion by McDaniel: 
To appoint Larry Bertollini, 1275 Webster, to the Architectural Review Committee to serve a 
three-year term to expire April 11, 2018. 


VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
Absent, None 


03-68-15  APPOINTMENT TO THE 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 


MOTION: Motion by Moore: 
To appoint Michael Surnow, 320 Martin, #100, to the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, as the 
bicycle advocate member to serve the remainder of a three-year term to expire March 24, 2016. 


VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
Absent, None 


The Clerk administered the oath to the appointed board members. 


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


03-69-15  APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA 
The following items were removed from the consent agenda: 


 Item F (Security Cameras for Ice Arena and Skate Park) by Commissioner Rinschler
 Item H (Letter to AT&T regarding 155 Martin Street) Mayor Sherman noted this item will


be considered at a later meeting.


MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by Hoff: 
To approve the consent agenda as follows:  
A. Approval of City Commission minutes of March 30, 2015. 
B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of April 1, 2015 


in the amount of $1,231,933.40. 
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of April 8, 2015 


in the amount of $410,506.61. 
D. Resolution approving the purchase and planting of 162 trees from Franks Landscaping 


and Supplies, LLC for the 2015 spring tree purchase and planting project for a total 
project cost not to exceed $48,262.00.  Funds are available from the Local Streets Fund-
Forestry Service Contract account #203-449.005-819.0000, the Major Streets Fund-
Forestry Service Contract account #202- 449.005-819.0000, the Local Streets Fund-
Operating Supplies account #203-449.005-729.0000 and the Major Streets Fund-
Operating Supplies account #202-449.005-729.0000 for these services.  Further, 
authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City upon 
receipt of required insurances. 


E. Resolution approving the purchase of twenty-two (22) City benches for a total purchase 
price of $29,665.00 from the sole source vendor, Superior Play, LLC.  Further, waiving 
the normal bidding requirement as Superior Play, LLC is the sole source vendor for 
Dumor site furnishings. Funds for this acquisition will come from the Capital Projects 
Fund- Site Furnishings for Parks Account #401-901.009-981.0100. 


G. Resolution awarding Contract #3-15(P), Chester St. Structure Street Improvements to 
FDM Contracting, Inc., in the amount of $410,955.50, to be charged as follows: 
Major Street Fund  202-449.001-981.0100 $ 92,444.75 
Auto Parking Fund  585-536.008-981.0100 $306,686.75 
Sewer Fund   590-536.001-981.0100  $ 11,824.00 


TOTAL $410,955.50 
Further, approving the appropriation and budget amendment as follows: 
Major Street Fund 


Revenues: 
Draw from Fund Balance   #202-000.000-400.0000  $47,450.00 


Total Revenue Adjustments $47,450.00 
Expenditures: 
Major Street Public Improvements  #202-449.001-981.0100 $47,450.00 


Total Expenditure Adjustments $47,450.00 
I. Resolution setting a public hearing date for May 18, 2015 to consider the Final Site Plan 


and Special Land Use Permit Amendment at 250 N. Old Woodward, to consider approval 
of the Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit to allow the operation of the Emagine 
Palladium Theatre and Ironwood Grill restaurant, operating under one Class C Liquor 
License to be held by CH Birmingham, LLC. 
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J. Resolution setting a Public Hearing for May 11, 2015 to consider the proposed Lot 
Rearrangement of 640 Baldwin Ct. and Parcel #1925304029. 


 
ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas,  Commissioner Dilgard  


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


Nays,   None 
Absent, None  
Abstentions, 1, Moore (from Warrant #233894 - reimbursement) 


 
V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 


 
VI. NEW BUSINESS 


03-70-15  PUBLIC HEARING OF NECESSITY 
   OAK STREET PAVING PROJECT 
Mayor Sherman opened the Public Hearing of Necessity for the Oak St. Paving Project Sewer 
Lateral Replacement Special Assessment District at 7:41 PM. 
 
City Engineer O’Meara explained that there are five houses in the district and one will be 
removed as the owner is confident that they are not connected to Oak Street.  He confirmed for 
Commissioner Dilgard that the beginning of construction is based on the frost laws which 
require restricted loading on the roads. 
 
The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 7:43 PM. 
 
MOTION:   Motion by Hoff, seconded by Nickita: 
To declaring necessity for the Oak Street Paving Project.  The Public Hearing of confirmation 
will be held on April 27, 2015:  
 
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, 
 
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 Oak St. between Chesterfield Ave. 
and Lakepark Dr. 


  
RESOLVED, 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 $54 per linear 
foot) shall be charged to the adjoining property owners benefiting from the sewer lateral, 
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RESOLVED, that there be a special assessment district created and special assessments levied in 


accordance with benefits against the properties within such assessment district, said special 
assessment district shall be all properties, within the following district: 


 
“Caspar J. Lingeman’s Quarton Road Unit of Quarton Lake Estates” Subdivision 
Lots 24 and the southerly 35 ft. of lot 25, lot 72. 


 
“The Heights” Subdivision 
Lots 29, the westerly 127.5 ft. of lots 72 & 73 except for the northerly 8.0 ft. of lot 73. 
 
“Subdivision of Lots 1 to 184 of Quarton Lake Estates Subdivision” 
Lot 32. 


 
RESOLVED, that the Commission shall meet on Monday, April 27, 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 Oak St. Paving Project. 


 
VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None 
  Absent, None 
 
03-71-15  PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER A  


SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT AMENDMENT 
   TOAST BIRMINGHAM, 203 PIERCE 
Mayor Sherman opened the Public Hearing to consider a Special Land Use Permit and Final Site 
Plan amendment at Toast Birmingham, 203 Pierce at 7:44 PM. 
 
City Planner Ecker explained the request to add an outdoor dining platform using two on-street 
parking spaces.  She explained that the tree will be incorporated into the layout of the deck and 
the applicant is required to add an ADA compliant tree grade in the tree well in order to 
maintain the five foot walkway.  She noted that there is existing outdoor dining on the sidewalk.   
 
Ms. Ecker explained that at the time the original request came forward, the Commission felt it 
would be prudent to wait until the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee had finished its parking 
report.  The report is complete and shows an existing surplus system wide, however the long 
term forecast shows an increased demand for parking.   
 
Richard Astrein, Astrein Jewelers, expressed opposition to the use of the two parking spaces as 
the loss of the spaces will have a definite impact on the stores.  He questioned whether there 
was a limit to having outdoor dining on both the sidewalk and a platform. 
 
Ms. Ecker confirmed that the ordinance does not limit establishments to outdoor dining to only 
the sidewalk or a platform.  She pointed out that there are establishments which have both. 
 
Commissioner Nickita pointed out that the 2016 plan suggests the downtown street parking be 
reviewed as there may be opportunity to gain a number of spaces within the yellow curb areas 
and a number of places where the parking striping could be altered. 
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Commissioner Moore questioned why the original request in 2008 was for less seats and 
questioned how this evolved to the current request. 
 
Commissioner Rinschler pointed out that the approval of a platform is not guaranteed.   
 
Mayor Pro Tem Hoff noted that with the current number of seats on the sidewalk, the applicant 
has almost exactly the number originally requested.  She questioned the reason for adding the 
additional seats.  Mayor Pro Tem Hoff expressed concern with the parking situation and stated 
that she cannot support taking out the two spaces. 
 
Stuart Jeffares, 1381 Birmingham Blvd, expressed support of the platform. 
 
Thomas Bloom, proprietor of Toast, commented that the original plan was almost the same as 
currently submitted.  In response to a question from Commissioner Moore, Mr. Bloom explained 
the request is to use two full spaces. 
 
In response to a question from Mayor Pro Tem Hoff, Julie Fielder, Retail Leasing Consultant for 
the PSD, confirmed that parking is very important to the potential retailers.  Ms. Fielder pointed 
out that the parking decks are well located and service the four quadrants of the City. 
 
Sara Dodge, resident, expressed support of the proposal to use the two parking spaces and 
frustration with the valets using the parking decks. 
 
The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 8:19 PM. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by McDaniel: 
To approve the Final Site Plan & Special Land Use Permit Amendment for 203 Pierce – Toast 
Birmingham, to allow the addition of an outdoor dining platform. 
 
Commissioner McDaniel pointed out that if all the platforms were removed, the parking problem 
would not be solved.  He noted that valets and handicap parkers need to follow the state law. 
 
Commissioner Dilgard explained his position is to allow a platform in limited situations only if 
there is not enough room for outdoor seating on the sidewalk. 
 
Mayor Sherman noted that the platform does not extend to the bump out and questioned the 
reasoning as it could add additional seats.  He expressed support of the platform, but 
suggested the applicant be allowed to extend the platform in order to utilize the existing space. 
 
The Commission agreed to amend the motion to allow for administrative change in the 
platform. 
 
AMENDED MOTION:   Motion by Rinschler, seconded by McDaniel: 
To approve the Final Site Plan & Special Land Use Permit Amendment for 203 Pierce – Toast 
Birmingham, to allow the addition of an outdoor dining platform to allow administrative change 
to increase the footprint of the deck over what is approved tonight if it is feasible and meets all 
the City requirements within the existing boundaries: 
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WHEREAS, Toast Restaurant filed an application pursuant to Article 7, section 7.34 of Chapter 126, 
Zoning, of the City Code to operate a new restaurant as a bistro as defined in Article 9, 
section 9.02 of Chapter 126, Zoning, of the City Code; 


 
WHEREAS, The land for which the Special Land Use Permit is sought is located on the east side of 


Pierce Street between W. Maple and Merrill; 
 
WHEREAS, The land is zoned B-4, Business Residential, and is located within the Downtown 


Birmingham Overlay District, which permits bistros with a Special Land Use Permit; 
 
WHEREAS, Article 7, section 7.34 of Chapter 126, Zoning requires a Special Land Use Permit to be 


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


 
WHEREAS,  The Planning Board on March 26, 2008 reviewed the application for Final Site Plan 


Review and a Special Land Use Permit and recommended approval with the following 
conditions: 


 
1) The applicant maintain nighttime hours as presented this evening, Monday–


Wednesday 7 a.m. – 9 p.m.; Thursday–Saturday 7 a.m. – midnight; Sunday 7 
a.m. – 5 p.m.; 


2) The  applicant  appear  before  the  Historic  District  Commission  for  all 
building changes and signage; 


3) The applicant execute a contract with the City of Birmingham for use of the 
right-of-way; 


4) The  applicant  obtain  an  outdoor  dining  permit  from  the  City  of 
Birmingham for use of the right-of-way; 


5) The applicant comply with all requests of City departments; 
6) The applicant shall provide low-key entertainment as desired; 
7) The color of the railing is black as presented; 
8) The tables measure 24 in. x 28 in. as opposed to 28 in. x 28 in.; 
9) The entry to the west patio access is at the north side of the enclosure, flipped 


from what is shown; 
10) The seating be 65 seats, with no more than ten at the bar in accordance to the 


Ordinance. 
 
WHEREAS,  The Historic District Commission approved building changes and the proposed outdoor 


dining design and layout on May 7, 2008; 
 
WHEREAS,  The Advisory Parking Committee recommended on April 2, 2008, that the City 


Commission approve the request, contingent upon the applicant meeting all other 
relevant requirements; 


 
WHEREAS,     The applicant has complied with all other conditions for approval as recommended by the 


Planning Board on March 26, 2008; 
 
WHEREAS,  The Planning Board on May 14, 2014 reviewed the application for Revised Final Site Plan 


Review and a Special Land Use Permit to add an outdoor dining deck on Pierce Street 
and recommended approval with the following conditions: 


 
(1) The applicant provide the required 5 ft. walk by adding an ADA compliant city 


standard tree grate to the tree well; 
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(2) The applicant add trash receptacles to both outdoor dining areas subject to 
administrative approval; 


(3) The applicant provide appropriate details on the platform guardrail and handrails 
on  the  ramp to  the  platform  to  ensure  compliance  with the requirements of 
the Building Division; 


(4) The applicant pay for the removal and re-installment of the parking meter where 
the outdoor dining platform is located; 


(5) The applicant execute a revised contract with the City and obtain an outdoor 
dining permit; and 


(6) The applicant is allowed to change the north table seating arrangement to a one 
table setup with administrative approval. 


 
WHEREAS, The Advisory Parking Committee recommended on May 28, 2014 that the City 


Commission approve the request; 
 
WHEREAS,   The Birmingham City Commission has reviewed the Toast Restaurant 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 Toast 
Restaurant’s application for a Special Land Use Permit authorizing the operation of a 
bistro at 310 E. Maple 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) The applicant maintain nighttime hours of Monday–Wednesday 7 a.m. – 9 p.m.; 


Thursday–Saturday 7 a.m. – midnight; Sunday 7 a.m. – 5 p.m.; 
2) The  applicant  appear  before  the  Historic  District  Commission  for  all 


building changes and signage; 
3) The applicant execute a contract with the City of Birmingham for use of the 


right-of-way; 
4) The  applicant  obtain  an  outdoor  dining  permit  from  the  City  of 


Birmingham for use of the right-of-way; 
5) The applicant comply with all requests of City departments; 
6) The applicant provide the required 5 ft. walk by adding an ADA compliant city 


standard tree grate to the tree well; 
7) The applicant add trash receptacles to both outdoor dining areas subject to 


administrative approval; 
8) The applicant provide appropriate details on the platform guardrail and 


handrails on the ramp to the platform to ensure compliance with the 
requirements of the Building Division; 


9) The applicant pay for the removal and re-installment of the parking meter 
where the outdoor dining platform is located; 


10) The applicant execute a revised contract with the City and obtain an outdoor 
dining permit; and 


11) The applicant is allowed to change the north table seating arrangement to a 
one table setup with administrative approval. 


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


termination of the Special Land Use Permit. 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, Except as herein specifically provided, Toast Restaurant 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 Toast Restaurant to comply with all the ordinances of the city may 
result in the Commission revoking this Special Land Use Permit. 


 
VOTE:  Yeas, 5 
  Nays, 2 (Dilgard, Hoff) 
  Absent, None 
 
Commissioner Nickita suggested moving forward on a parking analysis to review the spaces and 
the current meter system or look at an alternate system.  Mr. Valentine stated that in light of 
the current parking study, on-street parking could be included in the ongoing analysis to 
determine what opportunities exist and what additional spaces could be gained or utilized, then 
return to the Commission with recommendations. 
 
03-72-15  2015 SPRING SCREENING FOR BISTRO APPLICANTS 
Mayor Sherman pointed out that there are two bistro licenses still available as the two 
applicants from the fall did not move forward in the process. 
 
The City Commission heard proposals from the following bistro applicants: 


 Hillstone Restaurant Group, 189 West Merrill 
 La Strada Dolci e Caffé, 243 East Merrill 


 
In response to questions from the Commission, Brian Biel, with Hillstone Restaurant Group, 
explained that Hillstone is privately owned.  The proposed bistro does not include a platform in 
the street.  He stated that the company is working on a long term lease with Ken Kojian for the 
space.  He confirmed that the bistro would include the Townsend bakery area as well. 
 
In response to questions from the Commission, Zharko Palushaj, proprietor of La Strada, 
explained that the property will be split with between a café and a nail salon.  He explained that 
his wife has already been approved for the nail salon.  He explained the café concept includes 
champagne, wine, and beer as well as a small pizza oven, hot and cold paninis, coffee, 
desserts, gelatos, cheeses, and salads. 
 
MOTION: Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Rinschler: 
To direct the following bistro applications, in the priority order below, to the Planning Board for 
full site plan and design review and Special Land Use Permit review: 


1. Hillstone Restaurant Group, 189 West Merrill 
2. La Strada Dolci e Caffé, 243 East Merrill 


 
VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None 
  Absent, None 
 
03-73-15  AUTHORIZATION OF A BOUNDARY AND TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY 
   OF PARKING LOT #5 
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City Engineer O’Meara explained that an Ad Hoc Parking Development Committee is being 
formed and the Committee will review parking lot #5 which is part of the North Old Woodward 
Parking Structure area.  The surveyor will document exactly what is there to develop a working 
document from which a concept plan will eventually be developed.   
 
Mayor Pro Tem Hoff questioned whether it is necessary to hire a company to do a survey 
because the approximate size of the space is known and conceptual plans can be submitted 
based on that information.  Mr. O’Meara explained that there are obstacles in the way that will 
likely have to be relocated such as underground utilities and existing encroachments.  In 
addition the slope issue from Willits to the north end would be surveyed.   
 
MOTION:  Motion by Rinschler, seconded by Nickita: 
To authorize Nowak & Fraus to prepare a boundary and topographic survey of Parking Lot #5 
(also known as 333 N. Old Woodward Ave.) as detailed in their April 3, 2015 proposal, for a 
cost of $12,960.00, charged to account number 585-538.005-981.0100. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None 
  Absent, None 
 
03-74-15  CLOSED SESSION REQUEST 
   ATTORNEY/CLIENT PRIVILEGE COMMUNICATION 
MOTION: Motion by Nickita, seconded by McDaniel: 
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 
Commissioner Dilgard  
Mayor Sherman  


Nays,   None 
Absent, None 
Abstentions, None 


 
VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 


03-75-15  PURCHASE OF SECURITY CAMERAS FOR 
   ICE ARENA AND SKATE PARK 
In response to a question from Commissioner McDaniel, DPS Director Wood explained that the 
monitoring areas will be located at DPS.  The cameras are not monitored 24/7, it is a retention 
system where the tapes are kept for several weeks in case of incident or accident that would 
have to be reviewed.   
 
MOTION: Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Hoff: 
To waive the competitive bidding requirement for the sole source vendor and approve the 
purchase of seven (7) security cameras and one (1) server from Abel Electronics, for a total 
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expenditure not to exceed $ 14,005.00.  Funds for this purchase are available in the Parks-
Public Improvements fund, account #101-751.000-981.0100. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None 
  Absent, None 
 


VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
03-76-15  COMMUNICATIONS 
The Commission received a letter from the Arbor Day Foundation recognizing Birmingham as a 
2014 Tree City USA. 
 


IX. OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA 
03-77-15  OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA 
Lionel Finkelstein, 577 Arlington expressed opposition to reducing the number of lanes on West 
Maple. 
 
Bill Dow, 1347 Yorkshire, expressed concern with reducing the number of lanes on West Maple. 
 


X. REPORTS 
03-78-15  COMMISSIONER REPORTS 
The Commission intends to appoint members to the Housing Board of Appeals, Board of 
Building Trades Appeals, and Brownfield Redevelopment Authority on May 11, 2015 and the Ad 
Hoc Parking Development Committee on April 27, 2015. 
 
03-79-15  COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 
Commissioner Rinschler commented on the PEG fees and suggested the Commission suggest 
what other Committee or Board meetings should be televised. 
 
03-80-15  CITY STAFF REPORTS 
The Commission received the update on the Development Plan & Tax Increment Financing Plan 
for the Birmingham Triangle District submitted by Planning Director Ecker. 
 
The Commission recessed to closed session at 9:32 PM. 
The Commission reconvened in open session at 10:07 PM. 


 
XI. ADJOURN 


The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 10:07 PM. 
 
 
 
Laura M. Pierce 
City Clerk 
 








Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


04/15/2015


04/27/2015


2,092.00ACME LADDER AND SUPPLY CO.006597*233944


265.61AIRGAS GREAT LAKES003708233945


251.64AMWAY GRAND PLAZA001148*233946


559.65ARIA INC001030*233947


170.00ARTECH PRINTING INC000500233949


53.70ASB DISTRIBUTORS007479233950


461.65AT&T006759*233951


718.50BCI ADMINISTRATORS INC001103*233952


400.00BIG BEAVER PLUMBING, HEATING INC.000522233953


8,065.58BIRMINGHAM MD PROPERTIESMISC*233954


10.50BLUE WATER INDUSTRIAL000542233955


336.19C & S ICE RESURFACING SERVICES, INC006380233956


43.05CINTAS CORPORATION000605233958


8,109.40CLARKE MOSQUITO CONTROL003633233959


117.68COMCAST007625*233960


1,190.30WM. CROOK FIRE PROTECTION CO.002088233962


660.00CROWNE PLAZA HOUSTON-DOWNTOWN007711*233963


276.10CYNERGY WIRELESS004386233964


4,504.50DEERE & COMPANY007713*233965


59.13DELWOOD SUPPLY000177*233966


147.72JACK DOHENY SUPPLIES INC000186233968


175.00JOHN DONOHUE000187*233969


720.00EGANIX, INC.007538233971


1,052.18EJ USA, INC.000196233972


191.70ELDER FORD004671233973


35.00ERADICO SERVICES INC000204233974


1,839.20ETNA SUPPLY001495233975


195.36EZELL SUPPLY CORPORATION000207233976


697.35FIRE SYSTEMS OF MICHIGAN INC001230233978


187.00GARY KNUREK INC007172233980


431.45GEAR FOR SPORTS, INC006699233981


537.98GORDON FOOD004604233982


12,966.66J.H. HART URBAN FORESTRY000261233983


1,763.60HORTMARK007690*233984


328.80JB DLCO & MULTISTATE001625233987


288.00JENNIFER JEFFREY006102*233988


186.26JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458233989


451.30KELLER THOMA000891233991


146.00KGM DISTRIBUTORS INC004088233992


1,216.00JILL KOLAITIS000352*233993


200.34KONICA MINOLTA-ALBIN004904233994


43.04KROGER COMPANY000362233995


132.00MCLAREN OAKLAND COMMUNITY EDUCATION007712233997
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Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


04/15/2015


04/27/2015


100.00MICTA006955233998


1,547.73MOBILE HEALTH RESOURCES007163234000


1,111.04NATIONAL TIME & SIGNAL CORP000668234001


1,108.75OAKLAND COUNTY000477234002


460.00OAKLAND COUNTY HEALTH DIVISION001016*234004


423.50OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS004370234005


407.47OFFICE DEPOT INC000481*234006


78.00PACIFIC TELEMANAGEMENT SERVICES006625*234007


240.00REBECCA PALMER007574*234008


2,215.00PAUL C SCOTT PLUMBING INC006853*234009


245.52PEPSI COLA001753*234010


4,975.00PIFER GOLF CARS INC001341234011


582.00PIONEER DOOR COMPANY INC001883234012


48.90PRIMO'S PIZZA001132234013


1,158.63QUALITY COACH COLLISION LLC001062234014


950.00ROBERTSON BROTHERS COMISC234016


9.92ROCHESTER LAWN EQUIPMENT CENTER INC000495234017


325.00ROYAL OAK P.D.Q. PRINTING INC000218234018


815.54SAM'S CLUB/GECRB002806*234019


155.12SHERWIN WILLIAMS COMPANY003483234020


57,917.00SOCRRA000254*234022


240.36SPARTAN DISTRIBUTORS INC000260234023


31,938.85SYMETRA LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY004355234024


325.00TAYLOR FREEZER OF MICH INC001076234025


23.82TERMINAL SUPPLY CO.000273234026


123.90TIFFANY FLORIST003173234027


603.12TIRE WHOLESALERS CO INC000275234028


593.43TITLEIST000276*234029


25,450.84UNUM LIFE INSURANCE CO. OF AMERICA003760234031


509.30VAN DYKE GAS CO.000293*234032


846.42VERIZON WIRELESS000158*234033


70.18VERIZON WIRELESS000158*234034


451.91WEINGARTZ SUPPLY000299234035







Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


04/15/2015


04/27/2015


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


Mark Gerber
Finance Director/ Treasurer


$351,790.27Grand Total:


Sub Total ACH:


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


Sub Total Checks: $188,328.37


$163,461.90
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4/27/2015


Vendor Name
Transfer 


 Date
Transfer
 Amount


Automated Benefit Services, Inc. 4/13/2015 163,461.90
TOTAL 163,461.90
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ACH Warrant List Dated 4/15/2015








Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


04/22/2015


04/27/2015


300.0041-A DISTRICT COURT001429*234040


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*234041


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*234042


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*234043


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*234044


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*234045


821.00ABEL ELECTRONICS INC002284234046


150.00ACOM SOLUTIONS, INC.002909234047


407.49AETNA BEHAVIORAL HEALTH LLC007266234049


147.71AIRGAS GREAT LAKES003708234051


209.97ALLIE BROTHERS, INC005795234053


170.00AMERICAN FLAG & BANNER000401234054


75.00ARTECH PRINTING INC000500234055


764.73AT&T006759*234056


105.00AT&T007216*234057


10,455.68AUTOMATED BENEFIT SVCS INC004027234058


14,598.25BAHL & GAYNOR, INC006316234060


3,782.23BASCC000513234064


128.90BEVERLY HILLS ACE007345234066


277.50BIG BEAVER PLUMBING, HEATING INC.000522234068


66.94BIRMINGHAM OIL CHANGE CENTER, LLC007624234069


437.46CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*234070


10,197.75BRADFORD & MARZEC LLC006337234072


37.43BULLSEYE TELECOM006177234073


3,385.17C.S. MCKEE LP006257234074


2,030.00CENTRAL PARKING SYSTEM002067234080


315.63HANNAH CHUNG007575*234081


149.51CINTAS CORPORATION000605234082


637.00CMP DISTRIBUTORS INC002234234084


463.45COFFEE BREAK SERVICE, INC.004188*234085


1,269.00COFINITY004026234086


7,500.00COLONIAL FIREWORKS DISP.INC001475234087


10,392.18CONSUMERS ENERGY000627*234088


320.95CREATIVE SYSTEMS OF NEW ENGLAND007720234089


675.00WM. CROOK FIRE PROTECTION CO.002088234090


939.83CYNERGY WIRELESS004386234091


136.80DENTEMAX, LLC006907234094


695.00DEWOLF & ASSOC005318234095


3,771.87JACK DOHENY SUPPLIES INC000186234097


552.44DOUGLASS SAFETY SYSTEMS LLC001035234098


1,540.00ANN GODFREY ENDRES000202*234099


19,594.12ESTATE OF EVAN JOHNESEE007717234100


220.00FAST SIGNS001223234101
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Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


04/22/2015


04/27/2015


541.75FIRE SYSTEMS OF MICHIGAN INC001230234102


100.00FIRST COMMERCIAL REALTY & DEVEMISC234103


149.00GARY KNUREK INC007172234105


8.00GENERAL CASTER SERVICE INC002814234106


289.73GENERAL ELECTRIC CO007715234107


441.87GORDON FOOD004604234108


533.10GRAINGER000243234109


228.00GREAT AMERICAN BUSINESS PRODUCTS004983234111


12,046.00GREAT LAKES ROOFING, INC.007292234112


200.00GUNNERS METER & PARTS INC001531234116


1,964.50HARDWOOD DOOR & BEVEL007722*234117


1,824.00J.H. HART URBAN FORESTRY000261234118


30.50HAYES GRINDING001672234119


120.00PETER J. HEALY III006869234120


1,797.85HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES001956*234121


83.96HUNTINGTON WOODS POOLS & SPAS, INC006416234122


426.04THE IDENTITY SOURCE INC.007021234123


750.00INTERIOR ENVIRONMENTS006500234124


40.00INTERSTATE BATTERY SYSTEM000342234125


3,066.29J.T. EXPRESS, LTD.000344234126


1,089.90JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458234127


619.88JOHN DEERE LANDSCAPES, INC003472234128


959.25JOHN R. SPRING & TIRE CENTER INC.000347234129


45.00KARL MARBACKMISC*234130


910.51KNAPHEIDE TRUCK EQUIPMENT000353234131


1,710.25KONE INC004085234132


797.42LADUKE ROOF.& SHT.METAL CORP003404234133


35.00LANGUAGE LINE SERVICES INC003620234134


18,825.00MCKENNA ASSOCIATES INC000888234139


1,071.00MCMI000369234140


321.88LYDA MCROBERTS007576*234141


1,808.97MEGGITT TRAINING SYSTEMS INC004479234142


27,552.47STATE OF MICHIGAN001005234145


583.35MIDWEST SKATE COMPANY002426234146


100.16MILLGARD, CAROL002677*234151


40,213.00MML WORKERS' COMP FUND000649234152


279.95MULLER, PETERMISC234153


2,500.00NEW HORIZONS000671234154


25.00M.J. NOBLE CO. INC.001169234155


525.00OAKLAND COMMUNITY COLLEGE002853234156


6,936.25OAKLAND COUNTY000477234157


300.50OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS004370234158


2,389.59OFFICE DEPOT INC000481234160







Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


04/22/2015


04/27/2015


274.45 PHYSIO-CONTROL CORP.001277234163


493.50 JAMIE CATHERINE PILLOW003352*234164


157.50 PITNEY BOWES INC000700*234165


683.40 PITNEY BOWES INC002518*234166


217.50 PRESSTEK LLCMISC234167


91.62 QUALITY COACH COLLISION LLC001062234168


2,480.00 R.N.A. JANITORIAL, INC006497234169


242.00 REFRIGERATION SERVICE PLUS007305234171


86.62 ED RINKE CHEVROLET BUICK GMC000493234173


42,078.85 ROAD COMM FOR OAKLAND CO000478*234174


138.34 ROCHESTER LAWN EQUIPMENT CENTER INC000495234175


31.53 ROYAL OAK P.D.Q. PRINTING INC000218234176


1,518.60 MIKE SAVOIE CHEVROLET INC000230234177


234.85 SHERWIN WILLIAMS COMPANY003483234178


124.81 SPEEDWAY SUPERAMERICA LLC001369234181


486.08 STEPPIN OUT005375234182


494.12 TIRE WHOLESALERS CO INC000275234185


307.81 TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC000155234186


558.60 US ECOLOGY INCMISC234189


114.40 VALLEY CITY LINEN007226234190


1,045.28 VARSITY SHOP000931234191


60.06 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*234192


928.97 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*234193


19.99 WEINGARTZ SUPPLY000299234195


3,587.74 WHITLOCK BUSINESS SYSTEMS, INC.007278234196


55.71 WINDER POLICE EQUIPMENT001438234197


693.50 WOLVERINE CONTRACTORS INC000306234198


525.00 LAUREN WOOD003890234199


51.72 WRIGHT TOOL COMPANY000926234201


427.41 XEROX CORPORATION007083234202


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


Mark Gerber
Finance Director/ Treasurer


$439,209.63Grand Total:


Sub Total ACH:


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


Sub Total Checks: $290,670.87


$148,538.76
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4/27/2015


Vendor Name
Transfer 


 Date
Transfer
 Amount


Automated Benefit Services, Inc. 4/22/2015 148,538.76
TOTAL 148,538.76


 


                              City of Birmingham
ACH Warrant List Dated 4/22/2015








MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 


DATE: April 17, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 


SUBJECT: Emergency Purchase Frozen Water Services 


On February 19, 2015 the Department of Public Services began to receive calls from customers 
with no water. During our investigation we discovered that their water service lines had frozen 
under the roadway. Water service lines have the potential to freeze when the frost line dips 
below the depth at which the water service line was installed. DPS immediately notified all of 
our customers that have had their water services lines freeze in the past to turn on their faucets 
to run water until further notice. Running water ensures that water services will not freeze. This 
past winter produced frost depths of over four feet in the roadway which is something rarely 
seen in Southeast Michigan. 


The City of Birmingham currently uses a combination of a newly purchased hot water thawing 
machine and Rhodes Welding Co., Inc. to thaw frozen water service lines. The Department 
purchased a hot water thawing machine at the end of last winter that uses a small hose to 
inject hot water into a water service to thaw the ice blockage. If the location has newer water 
lines, the machine can be hooked up to the water service in the basement of a house. 
Unfortunately that wasn’t the case in most locations which then required us to dig a hole at the 
property line to hook the machine up there. The new machine was successful in thawing 4 
water lines including one that was plastic and doesn’t allow welding equipment to be used. 
Rhodes Welding Co. thaws frozen services using welding equipment to negate the need for an 
excavation. The total cost of this service was $19,912.50 to thaw 32 frozen water service lines 
on 10 different days between February 19th and March 14th (24 days).  Last winter we spent a 
total of $33,131.25 to thaw 34 water lines. Funds for this purchase are available in the Water 
Supply Fund account #591-537.005-811.0000. 


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To confirm the City Manager’s authorization for the emergency expenditure to thaw frozen 
water service lines by Rhodes Welding Co., Inc. in the amount of $19,912.50 to be paid from 
the Water Supply Fund account #591-537.005-811.0000, pursuant to Sec. 2-286 of the City 
Code. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 


DATE: April 7, 2015  


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services  


SUBJECT: Oakland County West Nile Expense Reimbursement Request 


Upon recommendation of the Oakland County Executive, the Oakland County Board of 
Commissioners continues to establish a West Nile Virus Fund Program to assist cities, villages 
and townships (CVT) in addressing mosquito control activities. 


Oakland County’s West Nile Virus Fund Program authorizes Oakland County CVT to apply for 
reimbursement of eligible expenses incurred in connection with personal mosquito protection 
measures/activity, mosquito habitat eradication, mosquito larviciding or focused adult mosquito 
insecticide spraying in designated community green areas. 


The amount designated for the City of Birmingham is $2,648.39.  Birmingham must apply for 
reimbursement and our project must meet the eligibility requirements as determined by the 
Oakland County Health Division.  This is the eleventh year for this reimbursement program. 


We spend approximately $8,100 in Larvicide material to administer our mosquito control 
program each season.  The program includes treating the local catch basins throughout the 
community, once during the season.  This activity is eligible for reimbursement under Oakland 
County’s West Nile Virus Fund Program. 


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the attached resolution requesting reimbursement for the maximum allotment of 
$2,648.39 for eligible mosquito control activity under the Oakland County’s West Nile Virus Fund 
Program. 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING WEST 
NILE VIRUS FUND EXPENSE REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST 


 
 
 
 


WHEREAS, upon recommendation of the Oakland County Executive, the Oakland 
County Board of Commissioners has established a West Nile Virus Fund Program to 
assist Oakland County cities, villages and townships in addressing mosquito control 
activities; and 
 
WHEREAS, Oakland County’s West Nile Virus Fund Program authorizes Oakland 
County cities, villages and townships to apply for reimbursement of eligible expenses 
incurred in connection with personal mosquito protection measures/activity, mosquito 
habitat eradication, mosquito larviciding or focused adult mosquito insecticide spraying 
in designated community green areas; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Birmingham, Oakland County, Michigan has incurred expenses 
in connection with mosquito control activities believed to be eligible for reimbursement 
under Oakland County’s West Nile Virus Fund Program. 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Birmingham City Commission 
authorizes and directs its Director of Public Services, as agent for the City of 
Birmingham, in the manner and to the extent provided under Oakland County Board of 
Commissioners, to request reimbursement of eligible mosquito control activity under 
Oakland County’s West Nile Virus Fund Program. 
 
 
 
DATED 
SIGNED 
CERTIFIED 
 








MEMORANDUM 
DATE: April 15, 2015 


TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Teresa Klobucar, Deputy Treasurer 
Mark Gerber, Finance Director/Treasurer 


SUBJECT: Delinquent Water/Sewage Charges to Tax Roll 


As provided in Chapter 114, Section 114-303, of the city code, I certify that the 
properties on the attached listing represent delinquent and unpaid water/sewage 
services that have remained delinquent for a period of six months or greater as of April 
30, 2015. 


During the month of March 2015, property owners with delinquent accounts were 
notified of their account status.  The remaining unpaid accounts are detailed on the 
attached listing and represent a cumulative total of $264,419.58, including interest and 
penalties as of May 1, 2015.   


The City Commission is requested to direct the Treasurer to transfer the unpaid bills, 
including interest and penalty, to the 2015 tax roll and to authorize removal from the list 
any bills paid or a payment plan agreement signed after City Commission approval. 


SUGGESTED ACTION: 


To adopt the following resolution directing the Treasurer to transfer the following unpaid 
and delinquent water/sewage bills of the properties listed in this report to the 2015 city 
tax roll and to authorize removal from the list any bills paid or a payment plan 
agreement signed after City Commission approval. 


WHEREAS, The City Treasurer, in accordance with Chapter 114, Section 114-303, of the 
city code has reported certain water/sewage accounts, including interest and  penalty, 
unpaid  and delinquent on May 1, 2015, and 


WHEREAS, Chapter 114, Section 114-303, of the city code provides that these payments 
shall be carried to the next annual city tax roll, 


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the properties with unpaid and delinquent 
water/sewage accounts listed in the report dated April 15, 2015, including interest and 
penalty, be transferred and reassessed to the 2015 city tax roll and authorization be 
given to remove from the list any bills paid or a payment plan agreement signed after 
commission approval. 
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Parcel Number  Account # Service Address  Delq Tax Amount Penalty  Total Delinqent Tax


08-19-25-151-137  26685-25728 556 OAK AVE $595.26 $89.29 $684.55


08-19-25-251-021  00082-47522 205 ABBEY ST  $967.51 $145.13 $1,112.64


08-19-25-255-006  00316-97640 519 WIMBLETON DR  $901.90 $135.29 $1,037.19


08-19-25-276-024  30009-26450 711 ABBEY ST  $164.96 $24.74 $189.70


08-19-25-278-001  00082-05772 600 ABBEY ST  $1,812.89 $271.93 $2,084.82


08-19-25-278-002  00340-53774 660 ABBEY ST  $499.15 $74.87 $574.02


08-19-25-282-013  00084-31992 1038 WIMBLETON DR  $800.18 $120.03 $920.21


08-19-25-302-011  03212-71062 787 GREENWOOD ST $641.51 $96.23 $737.74


08-19-25-303-010  02907-11088 815 WOODLAND ST $814.20 $122.13 $936.33


08-19-25-304-005  00676-11114 829 VINEWOOD AVE  $90.76 $13.61 $104.37


08-19-25-304-031  00688-71166 788 HARMON ST $2,534.90 $380.24 $2,915.14


08-19-25-304-050  00684-51204 530 LAKEVIEW AVE $3,323.74 $498.56 $3,822.30


08-19-25-327-057  00642-11428 372 HARMON ST $1,367.17 $205.08 $1,572.25


08-19-25-328-005  00704-31470 798 N OLD WOODWARD AVE  $130.67 $19.60 $150.27


08-19-25-328-005  30189-30902 798 N OLD WOODWARD AVE H2O METER          $658.90 $98.84 $757.74


08-19-25-328-049  03532-51558 598 PARK ST $79.73 $11.96 $91.69


08-19-25-328-052  02240-51562 576 PARK ST $1,531.23 $229.68 $1,760.91


08-19-25-328-063  00712-91582 531 BROOKSIDE AVE  $285.76 $42.86 $328.62


08-19-25-353-009  03096-31736 408 BALDWIN RD  $663.60 $99.54 $763.14


08-19-25-353-014  33973-30702 342 BALDWIN RD  $451.44 $67.72 $519.16


08-19-25-353-020  18273-25116 439 GREENWOOD ST $1,318.67 $197.80 $1,516.47


08-19-25-378-008  03535-12120 168 W MAPLE RD  $363.92 $54.59 $418.51


08-19-25-378-016  23749-23124 183 N OLD WOODWARD AVE  $1,000.00 $150.00 $1,150.00


08-19-25-427-023  03098-72402 1067 KENNESAW ST  $1,006.28 $150.94 $1,157.22


08-19-25-432-002  00781-92486 968 RIVENOAK ST $699.41 $104.91 $804.32


08-19-25-451-002  03293-72518 536 PARK ST $82.75 $12.41 $95.16


08-19-25-454-006  03525-72650 375 HAMILTON ROW $102.72 $15.41 $118.13


08-19-25-455-002  03066-92660 346 PARK ST $1,199.93 $179.99 $1,379.92


08-19-25-455-002  30671-23330 346 PARK ST FIRE $21.20 $3.18 $24.38


08-19-25-460-016  00799-72838 567 RIDGEDALE AVE $645.83 $96.87 $742.70


08-19-25-480-005  00797-12914 768 OAKLAND AVE  $409.04 $61.36 $470.40







Parcel Number          Account #  Service Address                           Delq Tax Amount Penalty  Total Delinqent Tax


08-19-25-484-007       00752-13058 952 RIDGEDALE AVE                         $376.63 $56.49 $433.12


08-19-25-484-011       00755-93066 839 KNOX ST                               $697.90 $104.69 $802.59


08-19-25-484-012       00755-73068 863 KNOX ST                               $597.35 $89.60 $686.95


08-19-25-484-016       03424-53076 963 KNOX ST                               $715.81 $107.37 $823.18


08-19-25-486-003       00757-33104 860 KNOX ST                               $1,637.23 $245.58 $1,882.81


08-19-26-178-006       00294-53388 1973 RAYNALE ST                           $1,579.79 $236.97 $1,816.76


08-19-26-226-002       02010-13772 1530 PILGRIM AVE                          $1,221.96 $183.29 $1,405.25


08-19-26-226-007       02826-93780 1027 QUARTON RD                           $1,061.45 $159.22 $1,220.67


08-19-26-252-012       03540-34080 1093 SUFFIELD AVE                         $954.76 $143.21 $1,097.97


08-19-26-254-004       00350-34158 1030 PILGRIM AVE                          $3,992.74 $598.91 $4,591.65


08-19-26-254-012       00352-94174 1079 PURITAN AVE                          $1,093.63 $164.04 $1,257.67


08-19-26-327-005       00314-74384 720 WESTWOOD DR                           $301.45 $45.22 $346.67


08-19-26-327-027       00314-34428 660 WESTWOOD DR                           $82.11 $12.32 $94.43


08-19-26-328-006       00303-94440 634 N GLENHURST DR                        $1,762.66 $264.40 $2,027.06


08-19-26-329-018       00275-14532 1722 PINE ST                              $2,059.27 $308.89 $2,368.16


08-19-26-378-022       00268-34598 345 KIMBERLEY ST                          $880.11 $132.02 $1,012.13


08-19-26-378-059       00261-94672 253 CHESTERFIELD AVE                      $36.92 $5.54 $42.46


08-19-26-427-030       00682-55050 591 LAKEVIEW AVE                          $1,588.50 $238.28 $1,826.78


08-19-26-451-007       00257-95084 290 CHESTERFIELD AVE                      $10.61 $1.59 $12.20


08-19-26-452-001       00246-55128 476 FAIRFAX ST                            $173.78 $26.07 $199.85


08-19-26-452-002       01791-15130 454 FAIRFAX ST                            $2,072.48 $310.87 $2,383.35


08-19-26-476-011       00216-95348 212 PURITAN AVE                           $665.63 $99.84 $765.47


08-19-26-477-013       00608-15414 1128 W MAPLE RD                           $24.96 $3.74 $28.70


08-19-26-478-014       31367-25760 490 LAKESIDE DR                           $289.73 $43.46 $333.19


08-19-35-101-008       00493-55500 2478 DEVON LN                             $2,565.95 $384.89 $2,950.84


08-19-35-102-008       03316-15522 421 CRANBROOK RD                          $223.47 $33.52 $256.99


08-19-35-103-034       02979-95630 333 BRYN MAWR ST                          $1,512.46 $226.87 $1,739.33


08-19-35-104-004       00500-75650 415 WELLESLEY ST                          $947.93 $142.19 $1,090.12


08-19-35-104-023       03437-95688 560 BERWYN ST                             $845.76 $126.86 $972.62


08-19-35-105-003       03328-95706 2325 W MAPLE RD                           $353.80 $53.07 $406.87


08-19-35-105-021       21185-22782 2130 AVON LN                              $1,698.41 $254.76 $1,953.17







Parcel Number          Account #  Service Address                           Delq Tax Amount Penalty  Total Delinqent Tax


08-19-35-107-027       00508-95814 540 ARGYLE ST                             $2,763.48 $414.52 $3,178.00


08-19-35-127-022       00516-15900 394 S GLENHURST DR                        $530.35 $79.55 $609.90


08-19-35-177-008       00522-96214 851 WOODLEA ST                            $1,687.68 $253.15 $1,940.83


08-19-35-180-010       03320-16436 883 LARCHLEA DR                           $1,265.16 $189.77 $1,454.93


08-19-35-201-008       02417-76468 172 PLEASANT ST                           $84.37 $12.66 $97.03


08-19-35-201-068       03396-76588 1728 W LINCOLN ST                         $216.46 $32.47 $248.93


08-19-35-202-026       03038-96654 1073 PLEASANT ST                          $1,116.86 $167.53 $1,284.39


08-19-35-227-012       00596-36796 503 SHIRLEY RD                            $1,200.00 $180.00 $1,380.00


08-19-35-229-032       02069-16924 570 ASPEN RD                              $12.37 $1.86 $14.23


08-19-35-276-006       01937-16996 779 ARLINGTON ST                          $3,616.31 $542.45 $4,158.76


08-19-35-277-041       02862-37112 950 W LINCOLN ST                          $1,178.61 $176.79 $1,355.40


08-19-35-301-010       02237-17150 2445 POLO PL                              $196.50 $29.48 $225.98


08-19-35-302-001       02958-57154 1275 HILLSIDE DR                          $273.91 $41.09 $315.00


08-19-35-302-003       00460-57158 1221 HILLSIDE DR                          $141.08 $21.16 $162.24


08-19-35-304-005       02737-17206 2231 W LINCOLN ST                         $182.06 $27.31 $209.37


08-19-35-304-008       00463-57212 1141 GOLFVIEW BLVD                        $86.71 $13.01 $99.72


08-19-35-327-035       02464-57452 1768 NORTHLAWN BLVD                       $1,368.73 $205.31 $1,574.04


08-19-35-401-010       02750-97532 1463 W LINCOLN ST                         $769.56 $115.43 $884.99


08-19-35-401-020       02999-17552 1494 FAIRWAY DR                           $1,362.14 $204.32 $1,566.46


08-19-35-426-002       00484-37636 1357 W LINCOLN ST                         $2,362.56 $354.38 $2,716.94


08-19-35-430-009       00429-77820 955 NORTHLAWN BLVD                        $841.23 $126.18 $967.41


08-19-35-478-008       00423-17916 927 WORTHINGTON RD                        $168.87 $25.33 $194.20


08-19-36-103-009       00079-38106 364 VALLEY VIEW LN                        $2,095.63 $314.34 $2,409.97


08-19-36-103-048       03499-58184 872 GORDON LN                             $3,043.09 $456.46 $3,499.55


08-19-36-136-009       02865-58756 346 W BROWN ST                            $1,090.54 $163.58 $1,254.12


08-19-36-152-022       00125-58912 592 W FRANK ST                            $713.65 $107.05 $820.70


08-19-36-178-002       02247-79400 253 W BROWN ST                            $2,178.88 $326.83 $2,505.71


08-19-36-179-008       02818-19458 571 HENRIETTA ST                          $149.89 $22.48 $172.37


08-19-36-181-008       00156-59532 724 S BATES ST                            $264.03 $39.60 $303.63


08-19-36-183-006       31347-30322 883 S CHESTER ST                          $421.49 $63.22 $484.71


08-19-36-184-001       01639-25180 711 S BATES ST                            $619.92 $92.99 $712.91







Parcel Number          Account #  Service Address                           Delq Tax Amount Penalty  Total Delinqent Tax


08-19-36-184-027       00171-19724 878 HENRIETTA ST                          $113.83 $17.07 $130.90


08-19-36-185-033       21289-25266 990 PIERCE ST                             $2,605.83 $390.87 $2,996.70


08-19-36-202-015       34097-25270 250 E MERRILL ST                          $10,965.41 $1,644.81 $12,610.22


08-19-36-202-018       00024-19926 255 E BROWN ST                            $6,363.55 $954.53 $7,318.08


08-19-36-205-011       32067-10110 311 E FRANK ST                            $249.44 $37.42 $286.86


08-19-36-227-015       31103-10346 1011 FOREST AVE                           $928.03 $139.20 $1,067.23


08-19-36-229-008       09979-10398 984 FOREST AVE                            $227.40 $34.11 $261.51


08-19-36-229-016       10009-10414 909 CHESTNUT ST                           $997.44 $149.62 $1,147.06


08-19-36-233-010       10109-10534 1020 HAZEL ST                             $299.49 $44.92 $344.41


08-19-36-255-011       29703-10828 1027 CLARK ST                             $1,602.41 $240.36 $1,842.77


08-19-36-255-025       26899-10856 912 FLOYD ST                              $932.41 $139.86 $1,072.27


08-19-36-256-011       20215-10902 864 ANN ST                                $97.58 $14.64 $112.22


08-19-36-278-006       19373-11050 887 ANN ST                                $744.36 $111.65 $856.01


08-19-36-278-008       33823-11054 927 ANN ST                                $57.94 $8.69 $66.63


08-19-36-281-028       10173-24136 818 BOWERS ST                             $317.39 $47.61 $365.00


08-19-36-283-014       28443-11192 720 S ADAMS RD                            $825.09 $123.76 $948.85


08-19-36-306-014       17321-11418 1440 BIRMINGHAM BLVD                      $953.21 $142.98 $1,096.19


08-19-36-307-020       21417-11478 1524 MARYLAND BLVD                        $464.67 $69.70 $534.37


08-19-36-328-003       16465-11698 1165 S BATES ST                           $1,314.73 $197.21 $1,511.94


08-19-36-330-006       31331-11820 1479 STANLEY BLVD                         $1,001.84 $150.28 $1,152.12


08-19-36-330-011       16907-11830 1563 STANLEY BLVD                         $918.25 $137.74 $1,055.99


08-19-36-331-016       19667-11916 1643 WASHINGTON BLVD                      $1,905.54 $285.83 $2,191.37


08-19-36-333-011       32577-12068 1571 HENRIETTA ST                         $559.72 $83.96 $643.68


08-19-36-333-028       16209-12102 1510 PIERCE ST                            $2,435.92 $365.39 $2,801.31


08-19-36-351-023       20857-12164 1862 SHIPMAN BLVD                         $911.88 $136.78 $1,048.66


08-19-36-351-051       22307-12220 1789 SOUTHFIELD RD                        $260.34 $39.05 $299.39


08-19-36-352-003       17381-12246 1743 SHIPMAN BLVD                         $10.25 $1.54 $11.79


08-19-36-376-021       16783-12474 1756 WASHINGTON BLVD                      $1,102.54 $165.38 $1,267.92


08-19-36-377-018       30897-12536 1995 WASHINGTON BLVD                      $251.25 $37.69 $288.94


08-19-36-377-028       16575-12556 1844 S BATES ST                           $2,592.29 $388.84 $2,981.13


08-19-36-378-016       16555-12606 1991 S BATES ST                           $435.90 $65.39 $501.29







Parcel Number          Account #  Service Address                           Delq Tax Amount Penalty  Total Delinqent Tax


08-19-36-379-001       16319-12642 185 E SOUTHLAWN BLVD                      $4,773.13 $715.97 $5,489.10


08-19-36-379-029       31807-27986 1825 HENRIETTA ST                         $227.48 $34.12 $261.60


08-19-36-402-013       12265-12824 1383 CEDAR DR                             $33.42 $5.01 $38.43


08-19-36-402-023       32401-12844 1204 EDGEWOOD RD                          $748.75 $112.31 $861.06


08-19-36-426-013       30695-13028 848 E LINCOLN ST                          $59.57 $8.94 $68.51


08-19-36-426-034       35497-13070 951 RUFFNER AVE                           $384.19 $57.63 $441.82


08-19-36-428-016       31883-27924 916 RUFFNER AVE                           $1,020.23 $153.03 $1,173.26


08-19-36-429-013       35469-13242 846 HUMPHREY AVE                          $485.70 $72.86 $558.56


08-19-36-429-015       14937-13246 888 HUMPHREY AVE                          $18.06 $2.71 $20.77


08-19-36-430-020       15035-13382 968 BENNAVILLE AVE                        $186.41 $27.96 $214.37


08-19-36-432-002       15117-13470 646 CHAPIN AVE                            $1,281.59 $192.24 $1,473.83


08-19-36-432-007       34575-30964 746 CHAPIN AVE                            $302.92 $45.44 $348.36


08-19-36-432-012       15137-13490 856 CHAPIN AVE                            $436.19 $65.43 $501.62


08-19-36-432-013       15139-13492 870 CHAPIN AVE                            $364.68 $54.70 $419.38


08-19-36-432-048       15243-13562 615 EMMONS AVE                            $1,180.82 $177.12 $1,357.94


08-19-36-456-011       24383-13826 370 BIRD AVE                              $925.62 $138.84 $1,064.46


08-19-36-457-008       17821-13914 524 BIRD AVE                              $93.91 $14.09 $108.00


08-19-36-476-025       15357-13978 771 DAVIS AVE                             $3,589.31 $538.40 $4,127.71


08-19-36-478-032       15517-14078 811 SMITH AVE                             $1,028.59 $154.29 $1,182.88


08-19-36-480-013       28977-30144 832 SMITH AVE                             $1,511.70 $226.76 $1,738.46


08-19-36-482-031       32257-14372 779 E 14 MILE RD                          $99.67 $14.95 $114.62


08-19-36-482-038       15897-14386 901 E 14 MILE RD                          $277.15 $41.57 $318.72


08-20-30-153-039       11937-14720 1709 DERBY RD                             $980.65 $147.10 $1,127.75


08-20-30-153-041       11933-14724 1771 DERBY RD                             $594.85 $89.23 $684.08


08-20-30-176-013       11925-14732 1889 DERBY RD                             $491.88 $73.78 $565.66


08-20-30-176-017       11917-14740 1985 DERBY RD                             $871.63 $130.74 $1,002.37


08-20-30-302-007       08617-14820 1288 WESTBORO DR                          $1,254.15 $188.12 $1,442.27


08-20-30-326-100       09577-15062 1534 GRAEFIELD RD                         $256.67 $38.50 $295.17


08-20-30-327-005       30547-30832 1902 DERBY RD                             $1,304.32 $195.65 $1,499.97


08-20-30-327-019       35087-15102 1997 PEMBROKE RD                          $425.53 $63.83 $489.36


08-20-30-328-102       25671-15306 758 GRAEFIELD CT UNIT 137                 $31.21 $4.68 $35.89







Parcel Number          Account #  Service Address                           Delq Tax Amount Penalty  Total Delinqent Tax


08-20-30-328-118       09725-15338 726 GRAEFIELD CT UNIT 153                 $235.92 $35.39 $271.31


08-20-30-328-119       31669-15340 724 GRAEFIELD CT UNIT 154                 $284.13 $42.62 $326.75


08-20-30-328-126       29105-15354 710 GRAEFIELD CT UNIT 161                 $91.76 $13.76 $105.52


08-20-30-328-131       09755-15364 700 GRAEFIELD CT UNIT 166                 $218.24 $32.74 $250.98


08-20-30-329-035       09441-15454 1750 GRAEFIELD RD UNIT 35                 $736.24 $110.44 $846.68


08-20-30-329-043       24175-15470 1728 GRAEFIELD RD UNIT 43                 $712.93 $106.94 $819.87


08-20-30-329-054       09487-15492 1696 GRAEFIELD RD UNIT 54                 $143.01 $21.45 $164.46


08-20-30-329-075       09533-15534 1642 GRAEFIELD RD UNIT 75                 $601.39 $90.21 $691.60


08-20-30-329-084       32427-15552 1620 GRAEFIELD RD UNIT 84                 $1,383.03 $207.45 $1,590.48


08-20-30-329-088       34809-15560 1610 GRAEFIELD RD UNIT 88                 $83.53 $12.53 $96.06


08-20-30-329-114       19445-15612 1938 GRAEFIELD RD                         $348.09 $52.21 $400.30


08-20-30-378-010       32743-15922 1749 E MAPLE RD                           $429.15 $64.37 $493.52


08-20-30-401-008       25613-16200 2148 DERBY RD                             $36.49 $5.47 $41.96


08-20-30-402-033       26411-16314 2281 MANCHESTER RD                        $977.03 $146.55 $1,123.58


08-20-30-403-016       25343-16350 2590 PEMBROKE RD                          $162.00 $24.30 $186.30


08-20-30-404-012       17747-16406 2216 MANCHESTER RD                        $694.37 $104.16 $798.53


08-20-30-404-014       24143-16410 2246 MANCHESTER RD                        $757.80 $113.67 $871.47


08-20-30-404-016       11467-16414 2282 MANCHESTER RD                        $899.57 $134.94 $1,034.51


08-20-30-404-017       11435-16416 2015 WINDEMERE RD                         $1,571.25 $235.69 $1,806.94


08-20-30-404-022       33593-16426 2107 WINDEMERE RD                         $46.60 $6.99 $53.59


08-20-30-405-032       11373-16510 2585 WINDEMERE RD                         $866.57 $129.99 $996.56


08-20-30-406-006       28527-16522 2388 WINDEMERE RD                         $158.31 $23.75 $182.06


08-20-30-406-007       11285-16524 2412 WINDEMERE RD                         $1,451.97 $217.80 $1,669.77


08-20-30-406-011       11293-16532 2476 WINDEMERE RD                         $683.00 $102.45 $785.45


08-20-30-426-007       11871-16590 2424 DERBY RD                             $720.68 $108.10 $828.78


08-20-30-427-006       11705-16714 2712 PEMBROKE RD                          $712.16 $106.82 $818.98


08-20-30-427-023       24527-16748 2747 MANCHESTER RD                        $685.40 $102.81 $788.21


08-20-30-427-032       27177-16766 731 COOLIDGE HWY                          $737.61 $110.64 $848.25


08-20-30-428-001       30517-16772 2604 MANCHESTER RD                        $1,505.57 $225.84 $1,731.41


08-20-30-428-024       22893-16818 2787 WINDEMERE RD                         $547.25 $82.09 $629.34


08-20-30-428-031       33315-16832 657 COOLIDGE HWY                          $353.93 $53.09 $407.02







Parcel Number          Account #  Service Address                           Delq Tax Amount Penalty  Total Delinqent Tax


08-20-30-452-010       11163-16982 2476 BUCKINGHAM AVE                       $265.16 $39.77 $304.93


08-20-30-454-019       10883-17110 2521 YORKSHIRE RD                         $2,887.90 $433.19 $3,321.09


08-20-30-455-011       35097-17138 2280 YORKSHIRE RD                         $516.87 $77.53 $594.40


08-20-30-478-074       25965-27944 2711 E MAPLE RD                           $87.15 $13.07 $100.22


08-20-30-478-079       25975-27954 2727 E MAPLE RD                           $60.73 $9.11 $69.84


08-20-30-478-081       25981-27958 2733 E MAPLE RD                           $140.75 $21.11 $161.86


08-20-31-101-024       09013-17532 1171 YOSEMITE BLVD                        $747.75 $112.16 $859.91


08-20-31-101-038       34225-17560 1659 YOSEMITE BLVD                        $1,069.22 $160.38 $1,229.60


08-20-31-103-023       34821-17706 1540 VILLA RD                             $338.95 $50.84 $389.79


08-20-31-103-037       22991-17734 1786 VILLA RD                             $880.57 $132.09 $1,012.66


08-20-31-130-003       10569-18004 1824 HAZEL ST                             $373.01 $55.95 $428.96


08-20-31-130-006       10563-18010 1870 HAZEL ST                             $368.72 $55.31 $424.03


08-20-31-130-017       10523-18030 1831 BOWERS ST                            $21.32 $3.20 $24.52


08-20-31-151-003       10283-18058 1300 HAYNES ST                            $178.26 $26.74 $205.00


08-20-31-151-023       26937-18098 1165 HOLLAND ST                           $1,729.11 $259.37 $1,988.48


08-20-31-151-026       24917-18104 1211 HOLLAND ST                           $34.80 $5.22 $40.02


08-20-31-151-048       12421-18148 1585 HOLLAND ST                           $547.51 $82.13 $629.64


08-20-31-152-003       10473-18158 1436 BOWERS ST                            $448.03 $67.20 $515.23


08-20-31-152-011       32499-18174 1622 BOWERS ST                            $296.77 $44.52 $341.29


08-20-31-152-045       19999-25700 1725 HAYNES ST                            $391.19 $58.68 $449.87


08-20-31-153-047       34125-18352 1347 WEBSTER ST                           $654.33 $98.15 $752.48


08-20-31-153-061       29581-18380 1591 WEBSTER ST                           $857.96 $128.69 $986.65


08-20-31-154-012       33437-18416 1312 WEBSTER ST                           $871.24 $130.69 $1,001.93


08-20-31-154-015       12797-18422 1368 WEBSTER ST                           $440.65 $66.10 $506.75


08-20-31-155-030       13185-18568 1155 E LINCOLN ST                         $728.76 $109.31 $838.07


08-20-31-176-017       22835-18668 1843 HAYNES ST                            $353.02 $52.95 $405.97


08-20-31-177-008       21535-24152 1704 HAYNES ST                            $826.71 $124.01 $950.72


08-20-31-178-041       12695-18884 1745 WEBSTER ST                           $589.73 $88.46 $678.19


08-20-31-178-056       12723-18914 1989 WEBSTER ST                           $999.70 $149.96 $1,149.66


08-20-31-178-068       29653-30210 1629 WEBSTER ST                           $150.67 $22.60 $173.27


08-20-31-180-001       13123-19042 1602 COLE ST                              $483.54 $72.53 $556.07







Parcel Number          Account #  Service Address                           Delq Tax Amount Penalty  Total Delinqent Tax


08-20-31-180-002       13121-19044 1624 COLE ST                              $69.86 $10.48 $80.34


08-20-31-202-001       10715-19104 2100 E MAPLE RD                           $6,771.82 $1,015.77 $7,787.59


08-20-31-252-010       29573-19220 2010 COLE ST                              $800.41 $120.06 $920.47


08-20-31-301-021       13255-19268 1474 E LINCOLN ST                         $738.61 $110.79 $849.40


08-20-31-301-038       28095-19302 1285 RUFFNER AVE                          $709.49 $106.42 $815.91


08-20-31-301-048       13353-19322 1439 RUFFNER AVE                          $354.84 $53.23 $408.07


08-20-31-302-005       35245-19362 1160 RUFFNER AVE                          $391.77 $58.77 $450.54


08-20-31-302-037       29823-19426 1275 HUMPHREY AVE                         $18.40 $2.76 $21.16


08-20-31-302-053       34375-19458 1523 HUMPHREY AVE                         $373.46 $56.02 $429.48


08-20-31-304-043       13575-19566 1511 BENNAVILLE AVE                       $90.01 $13.50 $103.51


08-20-31-306-009       13637-24470 33618 WOODWARD AVE                        $67.07 $10.06 $77.13


08-20-31-306-013       34727-19634 1368 BENNAVILLE AVE                       $693.52 $104.03 $797.55


08-20-31-306-017       13607-19642 1428 BENNAVILLE AVE                       $306.44 $45.97 $352.41


08-20-31-306-023       13595-19654 1520 BENNAVILLE AVE                       $88.57 $13.29 $101.86


08-20-31-306-026       30713-19660 1572 BENNAVILLE AVE                       $257.69 $38.65 $296.34


08-20-31-306-041       24275-19690 1555 CHAPIN AVE                           $501.04 $75.16 $576.20


08-20-31-328-019       20519-19764 1909 W MELTON RD                          $392.77 $58.92 $451.69


08-20-31-328-022       13735-19770 1947 W MELTON RD                          $434.00 $65.10 $499.10


08-20-31-329-009       33503-19790 1968 W MELTON RD                          $961.40 $144.21 $1,105.61


08-20-31-329-013       28189-19798 1845 HUMPHREY AVE                         $468.32 $70.25 $538.57


08-20-31-330-016       13935-19846 1675 BANBURY ST                           $523.18 $78.48 $601.66


08-20-31-330-018       23901-19850 1711 BANBURY ST                           $69.86 $10.48 $80.34


08-20-31-331-025       13905-19910 1875 BANBURY ST                           $1,664.76 $249.71 $1,914.47


08-20-31-332-001       13943-19918 1612 BANBURY ST                           $724.86 $108.73 $833.59


08-20-31-332-009       13959-19934 1770 BANBURY ST                           $445.18 $66.78 $511.96


08-20-31-352-008       13697-20006 1392 CHAPIN AVE                           $353.85 $53.08 $406.93


08-20-31-352-009       13695-20008 1408 CHAPIN AVE                           $760.28 $114.04 $874.32


08-20-31-352-023       32629-20036 1449 EMMONS AVE                           $18.06 $2.71 $20.77


08-20-31-353-007       15293-20066 1250 EMMONS AVE                           $558.50 $83.78 $642.28


08-20-31-353-015       32999-20082 1221 DAVIS AVE                            $179.44 $26.92 $206.36


08-20-31-355-033       15453-20306 33353 WOODWARD AVE                        $34.80 $5.22 $40.02







Parcel Number          Account #  Service Address                           Delq Tax Amount Penalty  Total Delinqent Tax


08-20-31-356-004       19785-20330 1761 TAUNTON RD                           $549.19 $82.38 $631.57


08-20-31-356-007       22891-20336 1744 TORRY ST                             $311.85 $46.78 $358.63


08-20-31-356-008       29979-20338 1758 TORRY ST                             $435.87 $65.38 $501.25


08-20-31-356-013       14251-20348 1571 SHEFFIELD RD                         $133.18 $19.98 $153.16


08-20-31-357-012       15607-20374 1324 SMITH AVE                            $1,687.76 $253.16 $1,940.92


08-20-31-358-004       15787-20462 1208 BIRD AVE                             $1,140.80 $171.12 $1,311.92


08-20-31-358-015       32637-20484 1368 BIRD AVE                             $228.41 $34.26 $262.67


08-20-31-358-017       22463-20488 1392 BIRD AVE                             $62.30 $9.35 $71.65


08-20-31-358-035       15853-20524 1335 E 14 MILE RD                         $430.26 $64.54 $494.80


08-20-31-358-038       25125-20530 1383 E 14 MILE RD                         $120.00 $18.00 $138.00


08-20-31-358-041       15841-20536 1421 E 14 MILE RD                         $778.33 $116.75 $895.08


08-20-31-358-043       15837-20540 1451 E 14 MILE RD                         $220.25 $33.04 $253.29


08-20-31-377-008       14157-20626 1621 TORRY ST                             $304.87 $45.73 $350.60


08-20-31-377-012       14039-20634 1626 TAUNTON RD                           $597.29 $89.59 $686.88


08-20-31-379-002       31171-20672 1638 CROFT RD                             $357.38 $53.61 $410.99


08-20-31-379-016       14139-20700 1627 SHEFFIELD RD                         $1,061.09 $159.16 $1,220.25


08-20-31-380-006       21445-20720 1741 BRADFORD RD                          $1,073.40 $161.01 $1,234.41


08-20-31-382-006       23083-20774 1986 SHEFFIELD RD                         $2,532.60 $379.89 $2,912.49


08-20-31-382-007       13847-20776 1994 SHEFFIELD RD                         $288.29 $43.24 $331.53


08-20-31-382-023       13873-20808 1921 BRADFORD RD                          $356.00 $53.40 $409.40


08-20-31-404-001       19083-21042 1312 E MELTON RD                          $879.13 $131.87 $1,011.00


08-20-31-452-017       25865-21184 1827 S ETON ST                            $1,186.91 $178.04 $1,364.95


08-20-31-452-028       34631-21206 1704 MANSFIELD RD                         $404.76 $60.71 $465.47


08-20-31-453-025       14589-21272 1516 E MELTON RD                          $509.66 $76.45 $586.11


08-20-31-454-003       23373-21322 2046 BRADFORD RD                          $231.41 $34.71 $266.12


08-20-31-456-013       20933-21374 1674 HANLEY CT                            $173.26 $25.99 $199.25


                                  TOTAL: $229,930.05 $34,489.53 $264,419.58








MEMORANDUM 
DATE: April 15, 2015 


TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Teresa Klobucar, Deputy Treasurer 
Mark Gerber, Finance Director/Treasurer 


APPROVED:  Joseph Valentine, City Manager 


SUBJECT:  Delinquent Special Assessments/Invoices to the Tax Roll 


As provided in the Birmingham City Code, I am submitting a sworn statement of 
delinquent unpaid special assessments and invoices.  These include penalties and 
interest as of May 1, 2015 and will be placed on the 2015 City tax roll. 


In April 2015, property owners with delinquent special assessments and invoices are 
notified of their account status.  The unpaid accounts are detailed on the attached listing 
and represent a cumulative total of $123,552.26 including interest and penalties as of 
May 1, 2015.   


The City Commission is requested to direct the Treasurer to transfer the delinquent 
special assessments and invoices, including interest and penalties, to the 2015 tax roll 
and to authorize the removal from the list any bills paid after City Commission approval. 


SUGGESTED ACTION: 


To adopt the following resolution directing the Treasurer to transfer the following unpaid 
and delinquent special assessment and invoices, including interest and penalty, to the 
2015 City tax roll and to authorize removal from the list any bills paid after City 
Commission approval. 


 WHEREAS, the City Treasurer, in accordance with the provisions in the City Code has 
reported certain special assessments and invoices, including interest and penalty, unpaid 
and delinquent on  May 1, 2015, and 


WHEREAS, the City Code provides that these delinquent special assessments and 
invoices shall be carried to the next annual City tax roll, 


NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the listing of unpaid and delinquent special  
assessments and invoices, including interest and penalty, dated April 15, 2015, be 
transferred and reassessed to the 2015 City tax roll with an additional 15% penalty and 
authorization be given to remove from the list any bills paid after commission approval. 
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SWORN STATEMENT OF 
DELINQUENT AND UNPAID SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS 


AND UNPAID INVOICES 


The following is a summary of the past due special assessments and invoices as reported to the 
Birmingham City Commission as of May 1, 2015 to be carried to the 2015 City tax roll.  


      TOTAL TO BE  
 CARRIED TO THE 2015 


ROLL NO.   IMPROVEMENT               CITY TAX ROLL 


 798 HARMON STREET PAVING –10th   INSTALLMENT  $  3,922.12 
 800 WASHINGTON BLVD PAV –10th    INSTALLMENT  $  2,803.54 
 803 GREENWOOD AVE PAV – 9th    INSTALLMENT  $  767.97 
 808 STANLEY BLVD PAV – 7th   INSTALLMENT $  3,796.46 
 817 STANLEY BLVD SEWER LATERALS – 7th  INST  $  270.61 
 818 BHAM ESTATES SEWER LATERALS – 7th  INST  $  212.10 
 822 BALDWIN AVENUE PAVING – 6th  INSTALLMENT  $  1,655.14 
 842 GEORGE/ANN SEWER LATERALS – 4th INSTALLMENT $  203.83 
 844 W LINCOLN SEWER LATERALS – 3rd  INSTALLMENT $  3,657.72 
 845 N OLD WOOD CROSSWALKS – 3rd  INSTALLMENT $  1,858.15 
 848 E MAPLE SEWER LATERALS – 3rd  INSTALLMENT  $  269.37 
 853 PRINCIPAL SHOPPING DISTRICT F/Y 2014-20145 $  46,502.00 
 855 COLE STREET SEWER LATERALS – 2nd  INSTALLMENT $  1,455.70 
 856 E MAPLE GARDENS SEWER LATERALS –2nd INST  $  4,985.30 
 860 CLARK ST SEWER LATERALS – 1st INSTALLMENT $  132.27 
 861 2014 CAPESEAL PROJECT – ONE INSTALLMENT  $  34,441.38 


DELINQUENT INVOICES TO TAX ROLL $  16,618.60 


 TOTAL     $   123,552.26 


I hereby certify that the above is a true and correct statement of past due and unpaid special 
assessments and invoices on May 1, 2015 to be carried to the 2015 City tax roll. 


Mark Gerber 
Treasurer 







4/17/2015 DELINQUENT SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS TRANSFERRED TO 2015
 CITY TAX ROLL
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SAD ROLL NO. 798 HARMON STREET PAVING - 10th INSTALLMENT
BILLED 9/9/2014 - DUE 11/10/2014


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll


19-25-304-031 788 HARMON 1,025.29$           153.79$     1,179.08$         
19-25-327-012 544 HARMON 588.59$              88.29$       676.88$            
19-25-327-057 372 HARMON 1,153.04$           172.96$     1,326.00$         
19-25-354-006 627 HARMON 643.62$              96.54$       740.16$            


3,922.12$         


SAD ROLL NO. 800 WASHINGTON BLVD PAVING - 10th INSTALLMENT
BILLED 7/31/2014 - DUE 9/30/2014


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll


19-36-326-021 1228 WASHINGTON 612.23$              91.83$       704.06$            
19-36-331-010 1547 WASHINGTON 612.23$              91.83$       704.06$            
19-36-331-016 1643 WASHINGTON 612.23$              91.83$       704.06$            
19-36-376-021 1756 WASHINGTON 601.18$              90.18$       691.36$            


2,803.54$         


SAD ROLL NO. 803 GREENWOOD AVENUE PAVING - 9th INSTALLMENT
BILLED 6/11/2014 - DUE 8/12/2014


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll


19-25-353-022 419 GREENWOOD 667.80$              100.17$     767.97$            
767.97$            
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SAD ROLL NO. 808 STANLEY BLVD PAVING - 7th INSTALLMENT
BILLED 7/25/2014 - DUE 9/26/2014


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll
19-36-330-009 1521 STANLEY 676.45$              101.47$     777.92$            
19-36-330-011 1563 STANLEY 673.70$              101.06$     774.76$            
19-36-354-029 1930 STANLEY 681.58$              102.24$     783.82$            
19-36-376-004 1755 STANLEY 621.88$              93.28$       715.16$            
19-36-376-017 1989 STANLEY 647.65$              97.15$       744.80$            


3,796.46$         


SAD ROLL NO. 817 STANLEY BLVD SEWER LATERALS - 7th INSTALLMENT
BILLED 7/25/2014 - DUE 9/26/2014


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll


19-36-304-008 1130 STANLEY 41.02$                6.15$         47.17$              
19-36-330-011 1563 STANLEY 96.04$                14.41$       110.45$            
19-36-376-004 1755 STANLEY 98.25$                14.74$       112.99$            


270.61$            
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SAD ROLL NO. 818 BIRMINGHAM ESTATES SEWER LATERALS - 7th INSTALLMENT
BILLED 8/27/2014 - DUE 10/27/2014


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll


 20-30-354-011 1411 DORCHESTER  $               80.32  $       12.05  $              92.37 


20-30-376-005 1763 DORCHESTER 104.11$              15.62$       119.73$            
212.10$            


SAD ROLL NO. 822 BALDWIN AVE PAVING - 6th INSTALLMENT
BILLED 8/27/2014 - DUE 10/27/2014


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll
19-36-102-002 160 BALDWIN 1,439.25$           215.89$     1,655.14$         


1,655.14$         


SAD ROLL NO. 842 GEORGE & ANN STREETS SEWER LATERALS - 4th INSTALLMENT
BILLED 7/31/2014 - DUE 9/30/2014


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll
19-36-255-025 912 FLOYD 103.39$              15.51$       118.90$            
19-36-278-012 808 S OLD WOODWARD 73.85$                11.08$       84.93$              


203.83$            
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SAD ROLL NO. 844 W LINCOLN SEWER LATERALS - 3rd INSTALLMENT
BILLED 6/25/2014 - DUE 8/25/2014


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll
19-35-201-068 1728 W LINCOLN 308.57$              46.29$       354.86$            
19-35-202-054 1492 W LINCOLN 225.49$              33.82$       259.31$            
19-35-277-036 1150 W LINCOLN 130.54$              19.58$       150.12$            
19-35-277-041 950 W LINCOLN 249.23$              37.38$       286.61$            
19-35-304-002 2281 W LINCOLN 522.20$              78.33$       600.53$            
19-35-326-009 1985 W LINCOLN 545.93$              81.89$       627.82$            
19-35-326-045 2075 W LINCOLN 545.93$              81.89$       627.82$            
19-35-426-005 1155 W LINCOLN 652.74$              97.91$       750.65$            


3,657.72$         


SAD ROLL NO. 845 N OLD WOODWARD AVE CROSSWALKS - 3rd INSTALLMENT
BILLED 12/4/2014 - DUE 2/4/2015


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll
19-25-179-001 35975 WOODWARD 1,615.78$           242.37$     1,858.15$         


1,858.15$         


SAD ROLL NO. 848 E MAPLE ROAD SEWER LATERALS - 3rd INSTALLMENT
BILLED 12/4/2014 - DUE 2/4/2015


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll
20-30-353-019 1351 E MAPLE  $             107.08  $       16.06  $            123.14 


20-30-378-014 1877 E MAPLE 127.16$              19.07$       146.23$            
269.37$            
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SAD ROLL NO. 853 PRINCIPAL SHOPPING DISTRICT FY 7/1/14 - 6/30/15
BILLED 12/11/2014 - DUE 2/11/2015


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll
19-25-179-001 35975 WOODWARD AVE 583.15$              87.47$       670.62$            
19-25-328-014 704 N OLD WOODWARD 1,514.21$           227.13$     1,741.34$         
19-25-330-001 470 N OLD WOODWARD 1,780.86$           267.13$     2,047.99$         
19-25-330-008 460 N OLD WOODWARD 210.89$              31.63$       242.52$            
19-25-455-002 346 PARK 2,493.02$           373.95$     2,866.97$         
19-25-456-035 261 E MAPLE 5,718.43$           857.76$     6,576.19$         
19-25-487-007 1025 E MAPLE 3,287.44$           493.12$     3,780.56$         
19-36-126-017 101 SOUTHFIELD 2,781.77$           417.27$     3,199.04$         
19-36-128-006 151 S BATES 2,038.20$           305.73$     2,343.93$         
19-36-201-009 263 PIERCE 2,243.97$           336.60$     2,580.57$         
19-36-201-020 165 PIERCE 6,809.49$           1,021.42$  7,830.91$         
19-36-203-024 122 E BROWN 4,522.75$           678.41$     5,201.16$         
19-36-204-001 200 E BROWN 1,813.93$           272.09$     2,086.02$         
19-36-204-016 250 E BROWN 687.75$              103.16$     790.91$            
19-36-228-003 748 FOREST 539.32$              80.90$       620.22$            
19-36-278-012 808 S OLD WOODWARD 1,784.44$           267.67$     2,052.11$         
19-36-281-005 880 BOWERS 257.08$              38.56$       295.64$            
19-36-281-028 611 ELM 1,369.83$           205.47$     1,575.30$         


46,502.00$       
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SAD ROLL NO. 855 COLE STREET SEWER LATERALS - 2nd INSTALLMENT
BILLED 10/20/2014 - DUE 12/19/2014


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll
20-31-155-013 1368 COLE 162.78$              24.42$       187.20$            
20-31-155-019 1460 COLE 188.61$              28.29$       216.90$            
20-31-155-020 1470 COLE 185.96$              27.89$       213.85$            
20-31-179-030 1653 COLE 72.31$                10.85$       83.16$              
20-31-179-042 1795 COLE 85.30$                12.80$       98.10$              
20-31-179-045 1882 COLE 126.63$              18.99$       145.62$            
20-31-179-052 1917 COLE 134.30$              20.15$       154.45$            
20-31-180-006 1672 COLE 175.63$              26.34$       201.97$            
20-31-180-025 1936 COLE 134.30$              20.15$       154.45$            


1,455.70$         


SAD ROLL NO. 856 EAST MAPLE GARDENS SEWER LATERALS - 2nd INSTALLMENT
BILLED 2/16/2015 - DUE 4/6/2015


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll
20-30-451-020 2141 DORCHESTER 257.40$              38.61$       296.01$            
20-30-451-025 2227 DORCHESTER 268.18$              40.23$       308.41$            
20-30-451-026 2243 DORCHESTER 258.23$              38.73$       296.96$            
20-30-452-031 2587 DORCHESTER 231.19$              34.68$       265.87$            
20-30-453-005 2122 DORCHESTER 343.01$              51.45$       394.46$            
20-30-453-009 2226 DORCHESTER 379.15$              56.87$       436.02$            
20-30-453-012 2029 YORKSHIRE 256.69$              38.50$       295.19$            
20-30-454-011 2586 DORCHESTER 357.02$              53.55$       410.57$            
20-30-454-012 2323 YORKSHIRE 107.33$              16.10$       123.43$            
20-30-477-001 2616 DORCHESTER 346.79$              52.02$       398.81$            
20-30-477-002 2630 DORCHESTER 369.91$              55.49$       425.40$            
20-30-477-010 2792 DORCHESTER 352.95$              52.94$       405.89$            
20-30-477-015 2896 DORCHESTER 354.49$              53.17$       407.66$            
20-30-477-023 2795 YORKSHIRE 331.37$              49.71$       381.08$            
20-30-478-008 2866 YORKSHIRE 121.34$              18.20$       139.54$            


4,985.30$         







4/17/2015 DELINQUENT SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS TRANSFERRED TO 2015
 CITY TAX ROLL


Page 7


SAD ROLL NO. 860 CLARK STREET SEWER LATERALS - 1st INSTALLMENT
BILLED 1/6/2015 - DUE 3/6/2015


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll
19-36-255-011 1027 CLARK 41.08$                6.16$         47.24$              
19-36-255-012 1043 CLARK 73.94$                11.09$       85.03$              


132.27$            


SAD ROLL NO. 861 2014 CAPESEAL PROJECT - ONE INSTALLMENT
BILLED 12/30/2014 - DUE 3/6/2015


SIDWELL# PROPERTY ADDRESS
 AMOUNT DUE 


THRU 5/1/15 
15% 


Penalty
Total to 2015 


Tax Roll
19-25-151-132 450 OAK #202 231.68$              34.75$       266.43$            
19-25-151-137 556 OAK 1,216.33$           182.45$     1,398.78$         
19-25-177-024 187 WIMBLETON 1,110.91$           166.64$     1,277.55$         
19-25-253-001 1088 OXFORD 944.10$              141.62$     1,085.72$         
19-25-255-005 950 OXFORD 1,745.37$           261.81$     2,007.18$         
19-25-255-006 519 WIMBLETON 914.29$              137.14$     1,051.43$         
19-25-276-024 711 ABBEY 1,025.02$           153.75$     1,178.77$         
19-25-278-001 600 ABBEY 1,834.23$           275.13$     2,109.36$         
19-25-278-002 660 ABBEY 1,635.98$           245.40$     1,881.38$         
19-25-278-008 621 HENLEY 578.12$              86.72$       664.84$            
19-25-278-011 756 ABBEY 2,674.35$           401.15$     3,075.50$         
19-25-279-018 1013 N ADAMS 47.66$                7.15$         54.81$              
19-25-279-020 1037 N ADAMS 47.66$                7.15$         54.81$              
19-25-280-022 968 WARWICK 2,454.51$           368.18$     2,822.69$         
19-25-281-018 1075 WIMBLETON 151.89$              22.78$       174.67$            
19-25-281-027 971 N ADAMS 151.89$              22.78$       174.67$            
19-25-281-028 1084 ABBEY 151.89$              22.78$       174.67$            
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19-25-281-029 1074 ABBEY 151.89$              22.78$       174.67$            
19-25-303-010 815 WOODLAND 674.36$              101.15$     775.51$            
19-25-326-002 551 OAK 556.04$              83.41$       639.45$            
19-25-326-003 533 OAK 556.04$              83.41$       639.45$            
19-25-326-023 885 N OLD WOODWARD #1 30.87$                4.63$         35.50$              
19-25-326-035 885 N OLD WOODWARD #13 30.87$                4.63$         35.50$              
19-25-326-037 885 N OLD WOODWARD #15 30.87$                4.63$         35.50$              
19-25-356-001 192 BALDWIN 251.87$              37.78$       289.65$            
19-25-376-020 383 HARMON 214.51$              32.18$       246.69$            
19-25-376-062 475 BONNIE BRIER 482.90$              72.44$       555.34$            
19-25-461-002 35300 WOODWARD #202 110.64$              16.60$       127.24$            
19-25-461-005 35300 WOODWARD #205 110.64$              16.60$       127.24$            
19-25-461-011 35300 WOODWARD #302 110.64$              16.60$       127.24$            
19-25-461-016 35300 WOODWARD #307 110.64$              16.60$       127.24$            
19-25-461-017 35300 WOODWARD #308 110.64$              16.60$       127.24$            
19-25-461-019 35300 WOODWARD #401 110.64$              16.60$       127.24$            
19-25-461-022 35300 WOODWARD #404 110.64$              16.60$       127.24$            
19-25-461-025 35300 WOODWARD #407 110.64$              16.60$       127.24$            
19-25-461-027 35300 WOODWARD #409 110.64$              16.60$       127.24$            
19-25-461-028 35300 WOODWARD #501 110.64$              16.60$       127.24$            
19-25-461-030 35300 WOODWARD #503 110.64$              16.60$       127.24$            
19-26-328-017 683 KIMBERLY 674.36$              101.15$     775.51$            
19-26-328-018 679 KIMBERLY 674.36$              101.15$     775.51$            
19-26-328-019 615 KIMBERLY 674.36$              101.15$     775.51$            
19-26-328-020 595 KIMBERLY 674.36$              101.15$     775.51$            
19-26-328-025 646 KIMBERLY 1,861.03$           279.15$     2,140.18$         
19-26-328-031 1756 MELBOURNE 1,011.53$           151.73$     1,163.26$         
19-26-329-015 579 CHESTERFIELD 495.85$              74.38$       570.23$            
19-26-329-018 1722 PINE 1,685.88$           252.88$     1,938.76$         
19-26-330-005 1805 PINE 674.36$              101.15$     775.51$            
19-36-182-015 1039 STANLEY 409.77$              61.47$       471.24$            


34,441.38$       
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SIDWELL # INVOICE NO. & TYPE PROPERTY ADDRESS


 AMOUNT 
DUE THRU 


5/1/15 
15% 


PENALTY


TOTAL TO 
2015 TAX 


ROLL


19-25-328-005 4114 - FALSE ALARM 798 N OLD WOODWARD 50.00$         7.50$          57.50$           
19-25-328-030 3786 - FALSE ALARM 550 N OLD WOODWARD 200.00$       30.00$        230.00$         
19-25-376-027 1967 - FALSE ALARM 404 BONNIE BRIER 50.00$         7.50$          57.50$           
19-25-378-021 3403 - FALSE ALARM 120 W MAPLE 150.00$       22.50$        172.50$         
19-25-483-032 3335 - FALSE ALARM 795 E MAPLE 50.00$         7.50$          57.50$           
19-26-206-012 2256 - TREE REMOVAL 1389 PILGRIM 10,662.75$  1,599.41$   12,262.16$    
19-35-202-018 2090 - DISEASED TREE 793 PLEASANT 580.25$       87.04$        667.29$         
19-35-481-033 2997 - FALSE ALARM 1919 LATHAM 50.00$         7.50$          57.50$           
19-36-128-006 2219 - CROSS CONNECTION 151 S BATES 71.40$         10.71$        82.11$           
19-36-131-005 2228 - CROSS CONNECTION 525 W MERRILL 61.20$         9.18$          70.38$           
19-36-201-011 0342 - FALSE ALARM 100 S OLD WOODWARD 300.00$       45.00$        345.00$         
19-36-285-009 3154 - FALSE ALARM 996 S ADAMS 100.00$       15.00$        115.00$         
19-36-426-042 2240 - CROSS CONNECTION 33989 WOODWARD 61.20$         9.18$          70.38$           
19-36-457-013 2216 - CROSS CONNECTION 403 E 14 MILE ROAD 61.20$         9.18$          70.38$           
19-36-457-014 2217 - CROSS CONNECTION 463 E 14 MILE ROAD 61.20$         9.18$          70.38$           
19-36-478-032 2089 - DISEASED TREE 811 SMITH 1,416.25$    212.44$      1,628.69$      
19-36-480-067 3226 - FALSE ALARM 747 BIRD 50.00$         7.50$          57.50$           
20-31-252-013 2489 - CROSS CONNECTION 2006 COLE ST 61.20$         9.18$          70.38$           
20-31-302-003 4302 - FALSE ALARM 33828 WOODWARD 50.00$         7.50$          57.50$           
20-31-304-002 2507 - CROSS CONNECTION 33766 WOODWARD 60.60$         9.09$          69.69$           
20-31-306-001 2245 - CROSS CONNECTION 33680 WOODWARD 61.20$         9.18$          70.38$           
20-31-306-002 2244 - CROSS CONNECTION 33668 WOODWARD 61.20$         9.18$          70.38$           
20-31-306-009 2504 - CROSS CONNECTION 33600-33618 WOODWARD 60.60$         9.09$          69.69$           
20-31-383-067 2501 - CROSS CONNECTION 33100 WOODWARD 70.70$         10.61$        81.31$           
20-31-383-067 4378 - FALSE ALARM 1601 E 14 MILE ROAD 50.00$         7.50$          57.50$           


16,618.60$    








MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 


DATE: April 16, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 


SUBJECT: Hubbell Roth, & Clark, Inc.  
Engineering Services Contract Renewal 


Attached is an engineering consultant agreement between the City of Birmingham and HRC. 
HRC is a multi-disciplinary consulting firm that has assisted the Engineering Department 
with the majority of its sewer and water system design issues for over two decades.  Over 
the past decade, as federal rules with respect to storm water quality become more 
demanding, they have also assisted our office significantly in this area.  They have also 
assisted with other needed services as the opportunity arises.  For example, they are the 
design engineer for our project at Quarton Rd. & Chesterfield Ave.  Since they act as the 
City Engineer for the City of Bloomfield Hills, they are better able to represent their 
interests, as well as ours, in this project.  Their current five year contract with the City 
recently expired, and needs to be renewed.  


We have had a good working relationship with the current HRC team.  Due to their 
knowledge of our system, as well as their connections with other agencies in the immediate 
area, such as the Oakland Co. Water Resources Commissioner’s office, Bloomfield Twp., 
Beverly Hills, Troy, etc., we recommend that this relationship continue.  The current rate 
structure, plus the rate structure that applied at the time the agreement was last authorized 
(2010), are attached.   


It is recommended that the City of Birmingham continue to engage Hubbell, Roth, & Clark, 
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 general services agreement between 
Hubbell, Roth, & Clark, Inc., and the City of Birmingham. 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
HUBBELL, ROTH & CLARK, 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 HUBBELL, ROTH & 
CLARK, INC., located at 555 Hulet Drive, Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303, hereinafter 
referred to as the CONSULTANT.    


W I T N E S S E T H: 


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. 


3. The CITY agrees to pay the CONSULTANT for services rendered on the basis of
actual direct payroll wages times a multiplier of 2.8.  The CONSULTANT shall submit billings 
on a regular basis, but no more than once a month. 


4. This Agreement shall commence on May 1, 2015, and shall terminate on April 30,
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 48th 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 48th 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 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 their behalf 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, its elected and appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on their 
behalf, 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.  
Such responsibility shall not be construed as liability for damage caused by or resulting from the 
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sole act or omission of its elected or appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working 
on behalf of the CITY. 
 


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 
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: 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. 
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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 Expiration: 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 
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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 
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.  It is 
further agreed that there shall be no change, modification, or alteration hereof, except in writing, 
signed by both of the parties hereto.  Neither party shall assign any of the rights under this 
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 
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  b. Hubbell, Roth & Clark, Inc. 
   555 Hulet Drive 
   Bloomfield Hills, MI 48303 
   Attention:  Mr. Walter Alix, Vice President 
 


17. 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 
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HUBBELL, ROTH & CLARK, INC. 
 


 
  By:  _____________________________ 


          Its: 
APPROVAL (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 
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Hubbell,Roth & Clark, Inc.
2010 Hourly Rate Schedule


For:


City of Birmingham


Category


Principal 149.10 - 149.10
Associate/Managing Engineer 112.00 - 145.00
Sr. Project Engineer/Architect 105.00 - 126.00
Staff Engineer/Architect 69.30 - 90.00
Graduate Engineer / Architect I/II 56.00 93.10
Designer 83.44 - 110.60
Cadd Technician 57.40 - 95.90
Registered Surveyor 100.00 115.00
Survey Party Chief 77.00 - 93.10
Survey- Instrument Person 57.40 - 70.00
Survey - Survey Assistant 48.30 - 51.00
Construction- Office Technician 44.10 - 74.20
Senior Construction Observer 58.80 - 85.00
Construction Observer I/II 47.60 - 69.30
Testing Technician 46.90 - 73.50


*Wage rates shown above were recreated for 2010 and are based on direct
payroll plus a multiplier of 1.8.


Billable rates for Hubbell, Roth & Clark, Inc. include Unemployment and Payroll 
taxes, contributions for Social Security, Retirement benefits, Medical and Life 
insurance benefits, normal printing cost, telephones, fax, computer time,
 mileage, other overhead costs and profit.


Reimbursable expenses will be invoiced at our cost which is defined as the direct costs 
plus 10% to allow for Michigan Business Tax and Professional Liability Insurance.


Billable Rates







Hubbell, Roth & Clark, Inc.


2015 Hourly Rate Schedule


Prepared for:
City of Birmingham


Category


Principal 130.00 - 150.00
Associate/Managing Engineer 116.00 - 146.00
Sr. Project Engineer/Architect 100.00 - 128.00
Staff Engineer/Architect 81.00 - 93.00
Graduate Engineer/Architect I/II 66.00 - 73.00
Designer 87.00 - 108.00
Cadd Technician 70.00 - 96.00
Registered Surveyor 97.00 - 115.00
Survey Party Chief 81.00 - 100.00
Survey - Instrument Person 69.00 - 73.00
Survey - Survey Assistant 53.00 - 58.00
Construction - Office Technician 55.00 - 70.00
Sr. Construction Observer 65.00 - 92.00
Construction Observer I/II 48.00 - 68.00
Testing Technician 48.00 - 65.00


Wage rates shown above are reflective of the actual hourly rates of HRC staff
for each classification plus a 1.8 multiplier.


Billable rates for Hubbell, Roth & Clark, Inc. include Unemployment and Payroll 
taxes, contributions for Social Security, Retirement benefits, Medical and Life 
insurance benefits, normal printing cost, telephones, fax, computer time,
 mileage, other overhead costs and profit.


Allowable Reimbursable expenses will be invoiced at our cost which is 
defined as the direct costs plus 5%.


Billable Rates








MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 


DATE: April 16, 2015 


TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 


SUBJECT: District Lofts – Phase 2 
375 S. Eton Rd. 
DTE Energy Street Light Agreement 


In 2007, a four story residential building known as District Lofts was built on Villa Ave. 
adjacent to the railroad train station.  At that time, there were plans to build a second 
building on the adjacent property on the northeast corner of S. Eton Rd. and Villa Ave. 
The owner of the property, Norm LePage, is now planning on proceeding with 
construction for this second phase.   


As a part of the site plan review process, the owner is required to pay for the 
installation of new pedestrian scale street lights along their frontages.  Since this is part 
of the Rail District, the lights matching those on other streets in this district will be 
installed and maintained by DTE Energy.  The light standard being installed in the Rail 
District is detailed on the attached drawing.  In this case, three lights will be installed 
on the east side of S. Eton Rd., and two lights will be installed on the north side of Villa 
Ave.  During review at the Planning Board, it was noted that the first phase building 
was built before a street lighting standard had been established for the Rail District. 
However, since all of the other buildings planned for this block will be installing these 
lights upon completion, it made sense that this one should as well.  Mr. LePage has 
agreed to have the four additional lights needed to light the frontage of the first 
building at this time so that this entire block of Villa Ave. will be consistently lit upon full 
completion of the adjacent buildings.   


DTE Energy has prepared the attached contract for the installation of the lights by their 
contractor.  The agreement is identical to those authorized for other street light 
agreements.  The language has been reviewed and approved by the City Attorney’s 
office.  Once the agreement has been signed, we will return it to DTE for their signature 
and execution.  Once the work has been completed to our satisfaction, we will invoice 
the owner for the full amount being charged ($35,714).  A final Certificate of Occupancy 
will not be issued until payment has been received.  We expect after the work is 
complete, we will in turn be invoiced for the value of the work from DTE Energy, which 
will be charged to the streetscape account 401-901.009-981.0100, in the Capital 
Projects Fund. 
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It is recommended that the Commission authorize the Mayor to sign the attached 
Agreement for Municipal Street Lighting presented by DTE Energy relative to 375 S. 
Eton Rd.  All costs relative to this agreement will be charged to the owner and 
developer of the property. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To approve the street light agreement between the City of Birmingham and DTE Energy 
regarding the installation of street lights at 375 S. Eton Rd.   Further, to direct the 
Mayor to sign the agreement on behalf of the City.  All costs relative to this agreement 
will be charged to the adjacent owner. 
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Exhibit A to Master Agreement 


Purchase Agreement 


This Purchase Agreement (this “Agreement”) is dated as of April 10, 2015 between The Detroit 
Edison Company (“Company”) and City of Birmingham (“Customer”).  


This Agreement is a “Purchase Agreement” as referenced in the Master Agreement for Municipal 
Street Lighting dated October 17, 2012 (the “Master Agreement”) between Company and Customer. All 
of the terms of the Master Agreement are incorporated herein by reference. In the event of an 
inconsistency between this Agreement and the Master Agreement, the terms of this Agreement shall 
control.  


Customer requests the Company to furnish, install, operate and maintain street lighting 
equipment as set forth below:  


1. DTE Work Order 
Number:  


42779583 


If this is a conversion or replacement, indicate the Work Order Number 
for current installed equipment: N/A 


2. Location where 
Equipment will be 
installed:  


Intersection of S Eton St & Villa Rd in Birmingham, as more fully 
described on the map attached hereto as Attachment 1.  


 


3. Total number of lights 
to be installed:  


9 


4. Description of 
Equipment to be installed 
(the “Equipment”):  


9 Rockford Harbor posts all with single shepherds crook arms & 
100 watt Glaswerks LED’s.  None of the posts will have GFI’s.  
The color will be Q015543 Tiger Drylac. 


5. Estimated  Total 
Annual Lamp Charges 


$2,878.56 


6. Computation of 
Contribution in aid of 
Construction (“CIAC 
Amount”) 


Total estimated construction cost, including 
labor, materials, and overhead: 


$44,350.07 


Credit for 3 years of lamp charges:  $8,635.68 


CIAC Amount (cost minus revenue) $35,714.39 


7. Payment of CIAC 
Amount:  


Due promptly upon execution of this Agreement 


8. Term of Agreement 5 years. Upon expiration of the initial term, this Agreement shall 
continue on a month-to-month basis until terminated by mutual 
written consent of the parties or by either party with thirty (30) 
days prior written notice to the other party. 


9. Does the requested 
Customer lighting design 
meet IESNA 
recommended practices? 


(Check One)                                 YES      NO   


If “No”, Customer must sign below and acknowledge that the 
lighting design does not meet IESNA recommended practices 


Signature: __________________________ 



10. Customer Address for 
Notices:  


City of Birmingham 


151 Martin St, PO Box 3001 


Birmingham, MI 48012 


Attn: Paul O’Meara 
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11.  Special Order Material Terms:  


All or a portion of the Equipment consists of special order material: (check one) YES    NO       


If “Yes” is checked, Customer and Company agree to the following additional terms.  


A. Customer acknowledges that all or a portion of the Equipment is special order materials 
(“SOM”) and not Company’s standard stock. Customer will purchase and stock replacement SOM and 
spare parts. When replacement equipment or spare parts are installed from Customer’s inventory, the 
Company will credit Customer in the amount of the then current material cost of Company standard 
street lighting equipment.  


B. Customer will maintain an initial inventory of at least 1 post and 1 luminaire and any 
other materials agreed to by Company and Customer, and will replenish the stock as the same are 
drawn from inventory.  Costs of initial inventory are included in this Agreement. The Customer agrees to 
work with the Company to adjust inventory levels from time to time to correspond to actual replacement 
material needs.  If Customer fails to maintain the required inventory, Company, after 30 days’ notice to 
Customer, may (but is not required to) order replacement SOM and Customer will reimburse Company 
for such costs.  Customer‘s acknowledges that failure to maintain required inventory could result in 
extended outages due to SOM lead times. 


 
C. The inventory will be stored at City of Birmingham DPW Yard. Access to the Customers 


inventory site must be provided between the hours of 9:00 am to 4:00 pm, Monday through Friday with 
the exceptions of federal Holidays.  Customer shall name an authorized representative to contact 
regarding inventory: levels, access, usage, transactions, and provide the following contact information to 
the Company:  


Name: Paul O’Meara    Title: City Engineer 


Phone Number: 248-530-1840  Email: pomeara@bhamgov.org 


The Customer will notify the Company of any changes in the Authorized Customer 
Representative. The Customer must comply with SOM manufacturer’s recommended inventory storage 
guidelines and practices.  Damaged SOM will not be installed by the Company.    


D. In the event that SOM is damaged by a third party, the Company may (but is not required 
to) pursue a damage claim against such third party for collection of all labor and stock replacement value 
associated with the damage claim. Company will promptly notify Customer as to whether Company will 
pursue such claim.  


E. In the event that SOM becomes obsolete or no longer manufactured, the Customer will be 
allowed to select new alternate SOM that is compatible with the Company’s existing infrastructure. 


F.      Should the Customer experience excessive LED equipment failures, not supported by LED 
manufacturer warrantees, the Company will replace the LED equipment with other Company 
supported Solid State or High Intensity Discharge luminaires at the Company’s discretion. 
The full cost to complete these replacements to standard street lighting equipment will be the 
responsibility of the Customer. 
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12. Experimental Emerging Lighting Technology (“EELT”) Terms:  


All or a portion of the Equipment consists of EELT: (check one) YES    NO       


If “Yes” is checked, Customer and Company agree to the following additional terms.  


 


A. The annual billing lamp charges for the EELT equipment has been calculated by the Company 
are based upon the estimated energy and maintenance cost expected with the Customer’s specific pilot 
project EELT equipment. .  


B. Upon the approval of any future MPSC Option I tariff for EELT street lighting equipment, the 
approved rate schedules will automatically apply for service continuation to the Customer under Option 1 
Municipal Street Lighting Rate, as approved by the MPSC.   The terms of this paragraph B replace in its 
entirety Section 7 of the Master Agreement with respect to any EELT equipment purchased under this 
Agreement. 


************************ 


Company and Customer have executed this Purchase Agreement as of the date first written 
above.  


Company:  


The Detroit Edison Company 


By: ________________________________ 


Name: _____________________________ 


Title:_______________________________ 


Customer:  


City of Birmingham 


By: ________________________________ 


Name: _____________________________ 


Title:_______________________________ 


 







IN: POST CODE 34C
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE D11L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 100 KA MAJESTIC
IN: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 100 AEK197 -- 6026 BIHAM -- O050 -- 663 -- B


IN: POST CODE 34C
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE D11L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 100 KA MAJESTIC
IN: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 100 AEK199 -- 6026 BIHAM -- O050 -- 663 -- R


IN: DET 23227F


IN: POST CODE 34C
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE D11L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 100 KA MAJESTIC
IN: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 100 AEK198 -- 6026 BIHAM -- O050 -- 663 -- R


IN: POST CODE 34C
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE D11L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 100 KA MAJESTIC
IN: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 100 AEK204 -- 6026 BIHAM -- O050 -- 663 -- B


IN: POST CODE 34C
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE D11L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 100 KA MAJESTIC
IN: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 100 AEK200 -- 6026 BIHAM -- O050 -- 663 -- B IN: POST CODE 34C


IN: FOUNDATION TYPE D11L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 100 KA MAJESTIC
IN: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 100 AEK201 -- 6026 BIHAM -- O050 -- 663 -- B


IN: POST CODE 34C
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE D11L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 100 KA MAJESTIC
IN: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 100 AEK203 -- 6026 BIHAM -- O050 -- 663 -- R


IN: POST CODE 34C
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE D11L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 100 KA MAJESTIC
IN: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 100 AEK205 -- 6026 BIHAM -- O050 -- 663 -- R


IN: POST CODE 34C
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE D11L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 100 KA MAJESTIC
IN: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 100 AEK202 -- 6026 BIHAM -- O050 -- 663 -- B


RX 2727


RX  2727


           Streetlight Billing Summary
O050 - BIRMINGHAM CITY OF
   6026 BIHAM   IN   9  *663


Created on: 4/7/2015 11:26:10 AM


                         Trench-Bore Summary
Type                                        Occupants                       Length
ST LT - BORE - IN CONDUIT  E                        310
ST LT - TRENCH-IN CONDUIT  E                        210
                                    Total   =       520


                             Cable Summary
Type                                         Legacy Stock # /SAP #   Length
IN #2 ALX2 - #4 ALX1       713-0878/100075024       600


Created on: 4/7/2015 11:26:24 AM
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Work Order #


Service Center


Worksite City


Town


Circuit #1


Range Section Qtr


Circuit #2


Worksite Twp. Worksite County


Plot Date Scale


SRW RSD PH PLC


COH COS CUG CUL CUS


Planner Name


Work Order Description


CUE Request # Version


GIS-DSN


SCMAT
                                                            


                                                                                
none
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 Catalog Number GELB 100 4K AS 2 RAL6012 5 H  1 BC 90R15F RAL6012  RHA 14
S4C 18 P09 ABG RAL6012 R162A R162C  FGIUL_L RAL6012  FGIUL_L RAL6012  


Type: Notes:


SPECIFICATIONS


Rockford Harbor Aluminum Pole
BC (Bishops Crook Crossarm)


Hallbrook® W Bowl Glass
FIXTURE
Hallbrook® Extended Cover Bowl GlasWerks LED 
   •[GELB 100 4K AS 2 RAL6012 5 H]
      Prefix: GELB
      Source and Wattage: 100W System
      Color Temperature: 4000K
      Voltage: Auto-Sensing Voltage (120-277)
      Mounting: Pendant 1.5 NPT
      Finish: Tiger Drylac Color (RAL6012)
      Optics: Symmetric Bowl Glass
      ROAM: None
      Photocontrol Receptacle: NEMA Twistlock Photocontrol
Receptacle
      Dimming Driver: None
      Leads: None
      Photocontrols: None
      Surge Protector: None
      Luminaire EPA: 1.6
      Luminaire Weight: 56
 
ARM / MOUNTING BRACKET
Bishop's Crook Crossarm; Oriented at 0 degrees. 
   •[1 BC 90R15F RAL6012]
      Fixture Quantity: One Fixture
      Prefix: Bishops Crook Arm
      Arms: Single Arm 90°
      Finish: Q015543 Tiger Drylac Color (RAL6012)
      Arm EPA: 1.04
      Arm Weight: 25
 
POLE
Rockford Harbor Aluminum Pole 
   •[RHA 14 S4C 18 P09 ABG RAL6012 R162A R162C]
      Prefix: Rockford Harbor, Aluminum Pole
      Height: 14 feet (Actual Height: 14'-0")
      Shaft Style: S4C 4 inch diameter Smooth, .125 wall
      Base: 18 inch Round Base
      Tenon: 3 X 6 Tenon
      Pole Mounting: Anchor bolts, galvanized steel
      Finish: (Q015543) As specified Tiger Drylac Finish (RAL6012)
      Base EPA: 3.52233958333
      Base Weight: 77
      Anchor Bolt: AB-31-4
 
ACCESSORY
Weatherproof Receptacle; Height Mounted at 13'-6" 
   •[FGIUL_L RAL6012]
      Receptacle Type: Large, In-Use Wet Location Cover
      Finish: Custom Select RAL Colors (RAL6012)
 
Weatherproof Receptacle; Height Mounted at 13'-6" 
   •[FGIUL_L RAL6012]
      Receptacle Type: Large, In-Use Wet Location Cover
      Finish: Custom Select RAL Colors (RAL6012)
 


Hand Hole is at 0
deg.


 


Anchorage/Orientation Plan


  


Customer Approval: 
  
_______________________________________________
signature date


Job Name:  2425 Lincoln Ave 
Client Name:
_______________________________________________
Created By: Jason Faron Date: 04-Oct-13


Catalog #GELB 100 4K AS 2 RAL6012 5 H  1 BC 90R15F RAL6012 Dwg. # HLP-26957 Page: 2 of 3








MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 


DATE: April 16, 2015 


TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 


SUBJECT: Chester St. Structure Street Improvement Project 
DTE Energy Street Light Order 


At the meeting of April 13, 2015, the City Commission approved the award for construction of 
the work known as the Chester St. Structure Street Improvement Project.  A large component 
of that job is the reconfiguration of Martin St. between Southfield Rd. and Chester St. so that it 
can now function as a two lane through street.  The new street will have a new City sidewalk 
meeting our normal streetscape pavement standards on its north side for pedestrians.  Along 
the south frontage of the parking structure, landscaping is proposed between the building and 
the sidewalk, to soften the large expanse of building, and improve the aesthetics of the area. 
The addition of six DTE maintained street lights will help light this area, and help make it look 
more completely like a new City street. 


On the south side, when the Baldwin House was constructed in 1993, its north frontage was 
onto the vacated Martin St. right-of-way (not public right-of-way).  In an attempt to have the 
outside lighting of the building match the theme being used in downtown, the architect 
specified the installation of three street lights on the Baldwin House’s north yard, west of its 
parking lot.  The lights are similar, but clearly different than the lights that are part of the City’s 
street lighting system.  Now that this yard area is City right-of-way (as dedicated for free by the 
Baldwin House), and in an effort to maintain the current light levels of this area, it may be 
appropriate to remove these private lights, and have them replaced with three City street lights 
that will match the ones on the north side of the street.   


Per our request, DTE Energy has prepared a proposal to have their contractor install new 
underground wiring, as well as foundations and hardware to add nine new lights on the new 
improved Martin St., as shown on the attachments.  Six of the lights will be for the Chester St. 
frontage, while the other three would be on the south side to remove private lighting that 
should no longer be located in this newly acquired right-of-way.  Once the City removes the 
existing pavement in the area, DTE will work with our contractor to complete this part of the 
project. 


It is recommended that the City authorize DTE Energy to install nine new street lights on Martin 
St. between Southfield Rd. and Chester St. at a cost of $41,712.29, or $4,634.70 each.  Based 
on previous estimates for work of this nature, this cost is quite reasonable.  All costs will be 
charged to the Parking System, since this project is directly related to modifications to the 
Chester St. Parking Structure. 
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SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 


To authorize the issuance of a purchase order in the amount of $41,712.29 to DTE Energy, for 
the manufacture, shipment, and installation of 9 street lights with associated wiring for the 
Chester St. Structure Street Improvement Project.  The work will be funded by the Auto Parking 
System, charged to account 585-538.008-981.0100. 
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Exhibit A to Master Agreement 


Purchase Agreement 


This Purchase Agreement (this “Agreement”) is dated as of April 7, 2015 between The 
Detroit Edison Company (“Company”) and City of Birmingham (“Customer”).  


This Agreement is a “Purchase Agreement” as referenced in the Master Agreement for 
Municipal Street Lighting dated October 17, 2012 (the “Master Agreement”) between Company 
and Customer. All of the terms of the Master Agreement are incorporated herein by reference. 
In the event of an inconsistency between this Agreement and the Master Agreement, the terms 
of this Agreement shall control.  


Customer requests the Company to furnish, install, operate and maintain street lighting 
equipment as set forth below:  


1. DTE Work Order 
Number:  


42715155 


If this is a conversion or replacement, indicate the Work Order Number 
for current installed equipment: N/A 


2. Location where 
Equipment will be 
installed:  


Along Martin St, West of Chester St as more fully described on 
the map attached hereto as Attachment 1.  


 


3. Total number of lights 
to be installed:  


9 


4. Description of 
Equipment to be installed 
(the “Equipment”):  


Install 9 – Green Hadco Birmingham style 86 watt LED fixtures 
on Green Hadco Birmingham style posts on a foundation.  The 3 
customer owned posts along the South side of Martin St to be 
removed by others and replaced with Green Hadco Birmingham 
style posts and lights. 


5. Estimated  Total 
Annual Lamp Charges 


$2,823.57 


6. Computation of 
Contribution in aid of 
Construction (“CIAC 
Amount”) 


Total estimated construction cost, including 
labor, materials, and overhead: 


$50,183.00 


Credit for 3 years of lamp charges:  $8,470.71 


CIAC Amount (cost minus revenue) $41,712.29 


7. Payment of CIAC 
Amount:  


Due promptly upon execution of this Agreement 


8. Term of Agreement 5 years. Upon expiration of the initial term, this Agreement shall 
continue on a month-to-month basis until terminated by mutual 
written consent of the parties or by either party with thirty (30) 
days prior written notice to the other party. 


9. Does the requested 
Customer lighting design 
meet IESNA 
recommended practices? 


(Check One)                                 YES      NO   


If “No”, Customer must sign below and acknowledge that the 
lighting design does not meet IESNA recommended practices 


Signature: __________________________ 



10. Customer Address for 
Notices:  


City of Birmingham 


151 Martin St, PO Box 3001 


Birmingham, MI 48012 


Attn: Paul O’Meara 
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11.  Special Order Material Terms:  


All or a portion of the Equipment consists of special order material: (check one) YES    NO       


If “Yes” is checked, Customer and Company agree to the following additional terms.  


A. Customer acknowledges that all or a portion of the Equipment is special order 
materials (“SOM”) and not Company’s standard stock. Customer will purchase and stock 
replacement SOM and spare parts. When replacement equipment or spare parts are installed 
from Customer’s inventory, the Company will credit Customer in the amount of the then current 
material cost of Company standard street lighting equipment.  


B. Customer will maintain an initial inventory of at least 1 post and 1 luminaire and 
any other materials agreed to by Company and Customer, and will replenish the stock as the 
same are drawn from inventory.  Costs of initial inventory are included in this Agreement. The 
Customer agrees to work with the Company to adjust inventory levels from time to time to 
correspond to actual replacement material needs.  If Customer fails to maintain the required 
inventory, Company, after 30 days’ notice to Customer, may (but is not required to) order 
replacement SOM and Customer will reimburse Company for such costs.  Customer‘s 
acknowledges that failure to maintain required inventory could result in extended outages due to 
SOM lead times. 


 
C. The inventory will be stored at City of Birmingham DPW Yard. Access to the 


Customers inventory site must be provided between the hours of 9:00 am to 4:00 pm, Monday 
through Friday with the exceptions of federal Holidays.  Customer shall name an authorized 
representative to contact regarding inventory: levels, access, usage, transactions, and provide 
the following contact information to the Company:  


Name: Paul O’Meara    Title: City Engineer 


Phone Number: 248-530-1840  Email: pomeara@bhamgov.org 


The Customer will notify the Company of any changes in the Authorized Customer 
Representative. The Customer must comply with SOM manufacturer’s recommended inventory 
storage guidelines and practices.  Damaged SOM will not be installed by the Company.    


D. In the event that SOM is damaged by a third party, the Company may (but is not 
required to) pursue a damage claim against such third party for collection of all labor and stock 
replacement value associated with the damage claim. Company will promptly notify Customer 
as to whether Company will pursue such claim.  


E. In the event that SOM becomes obsolete or no longer manufactured, the 
Customer will be allowed to select new alternate SOM that is compatible with the Company’s 
existing infrastructure. 


F.      Should the Customer experience excessive LED equipment failures, not 
supported by LED manufacturer warrantees, the Company will replace the LED 
equipment with other Company supported Solid State or High Intensity Discharge 
luminaires at the Company’s discretion. The full cost to complete these replacements 
to standard street lighting equipment will be the responsibility of the Customer. 
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12. Experimental Emerging Lighting Technology (“EELT”) Terms:  


All or a portion of the Equipment consists of EELT: (check one) YES    NO       


If “Yes” is checked, Customer and Company agree to the following additional terms.  


 


A. The annual billing lamp charges for the EELT equipment has been calculated by the 
Company are based upon the estimated energy and maintenance cost expected with the 
Customer’s specific pilot project EELT equipment. .  


B. Upon the approval of any future MPSC Option I tariff for EELT street lighting equipment, 
the approved rate schedules will automatically apply for service continuation to the Customer 
under Option 1 Municipal Street Lighting Rate, as approved by the MPSC.   The terms of this 
paragraph B replace in its entirety Section 7 of the Master Agreement with respect to any EELT 
equipment purchased under this Agreement. 


************************ 


Company and Customer have executed this Purchase Agreement as of the date first 
written above.  


Company:  


The Detroit Edison Company 


By: ________________________________ 


Name: _____________________________ 


Title:_______________________________ 


Customer:  


City of Birmingham 


By: ________________________________ 


Name: _____________________________ 


Title:_______________________________ 
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L 85 AEK185 -- 7492 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R


IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AEK183 -- 7492 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B


IN:  CUBE TAP UG


IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AEK181 -- 7492 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B


IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AEK180 -- 7492 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R


IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AEK187 -- 7492 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B


IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AEK182 -- 7492 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B


IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AEK184 -- 7492 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R


IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AEK188 -- 7492 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R


           Streetlight Billing Summary
O050 - BIRMINGHAM CITY OF
   7492 BIHAM   IN   9  *563


Created on: 4/7/2015 9:35:26 AM


                         Trench-Bore Summary
Type                                        Occupants                       Length
ST LT - BORE - IN CONDUIT  E                        338
                                    Total   =       338


                             Cable Summary
Type                                         Legacy Stock # /SAP #   Length
IN #2 ALX2 - #4 ALX1       713-0878/100075024       401


Created on: 4/2/2015 3:49:01 PM
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 


DATE: April 16, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 


SUBJECT: 2015 Concrete Sidewalk Repair Program 
Public Notification – Sidewalk Sections 1D & 5 


At the meeting of February 23, 2015, the City Commission awarded the above contract to the 
lowest bidder, RDC Construction Services, LLC.  The contractor is now preparing to begin work 
on the scattered concrete portion of the project.  In late May, it is anticipated that they will 
begin work on the individual sidewalk repair part of the project.  City code states that part of 
this work is billable to adjacent property owners.  The main categories of work that result in 
billings to the adjacent owners includes: 


1. Sidewalk that crosses a private driveway.
2. Sidewalk that has been damaged by private construction activities on the adjacent site.
3. Sidewalk that has been lifted by a tree growing on private property.
4. Sidewalk repairs where extra wide concrete has been installed between the main


sidewalk and the curb, primarily in commercial areas.
5. Decorative brick or exposed aggregate sidewalks.


This year, sidewalk repairs will focus on the southwest quadrant of the Central Business 
District (Area 1D), and the area south of Maple Rd. and roughly west of Southfield Rd. 
(Area 5).  Based on the contractor’s unit prices, the following are the most common 
items of work that will be charged to adjacent owners, and the cost per unit of work: 


4” Sidewalk Replacement $5.92 per sq.ft. 
6” Sidewalk Replacement $6.29 per sq.ft. 
4” Exposed Aggregate Sidewalk Replacement $9.20 per sq.ft. 
Reset Brick or Granite Pavers $6.90 per sq.ft. 
Grout or Caulk Joint Repair  $1.15 per ft. 
Seal Exposed Aggregate Sidewalks $0.115 per sq.ft. 


The latter three pay items pertain only to properties in the Central Business District. 
This year, all existing exposed aggregate sidewalks will be power cleaned and sealed 
with a waterproofing sealer to help extend the life of the pavement.  The price as bid 
by the contractor for this work will make it very worthwhile both for the City and the 
adjacent properties.  (Since the southwest corner of downtown is being focused on, all 
exposed aggregate pavements in Shain Park will be included in this work.) 
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A map of the survey area, sample notices to property owners, and a listing of all 
addresses that are expected to have sidewalk work completed at their expense is 
attached.  In accordance with City policy, once authorized, the Engineering Department 
must advertise these addresses in the local press, and send letters of notification to all 
parties that will be charged. 


It is recommended that the Commission authorize the 2015 Sidewalk Repair Program, 
and to direct the Engineering Department to notify the owners of properties on the 
attached list of the City’s intention to replace or reseal sidewalks adjacent to their 
properties.   


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 


To authorize the 2015 Sidewalk Repair Program, and to direct the 
Engineering Department to notify the owners of properties on the attached 
list of the City’s intention to replace sidewalks adjacent to their properties.   
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Disclaimer: The information provided by this program has been
compiled from recorded deeds, plats, taxmaps, surveys, and 


other public records and data. It is not a legally recorded 
map or survey.


The data provided hereon may be inaccurate or out of date and 
any person or entity who relies on said information for any purpose


 whatsoever does so solely at his or her own risk. 
Data Sources:  Oakland County GIS Utility, City of Birmingham
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April 28, 2015 
 
Property Owner  
ADDRESS 
Birmingham, MI 48009 


SIDEWALK NOTICE 
 
This notice is intended for the property owner.  If you are not the owner, we appreciate your 
assistance in getting this information to them.  Thank you for your assistance. 
The City Commission has determined the necessity for the replacement of certain sidewalks at the above 
noted address.  Chapter 98 of the Birmingham City Code requires that the property owner be notified of 
the City’s intention to make this improvement.   
If a property owner is liable, either in whole or in part, for the construction or replacement of a sidewalk, 
the owner may construct or replace the sidewalk at his/her own expense.  In that event, the City Clerk 
shall be notified accordingly by the owner within ten (10) days of the receipt of this notice, and such 
construction or replacement shall be completed in accordance with the specifications of the City of 
Birmingham within sixty (60) days of the receipt of this notice.  All such sidewalk work shall be 
conducted only after issuance of a permit from the Engineering Department. 
Sidewalks to be replaced have been designated with either pink or green paint.  The green paint indicates 
the owner’s responsibility, and the pink paint indicates the City’s responsibility.  In some cases it may be 
necessary to replace an additional section or two of sidewalk beyond those designated with paint. 
The City is generally responsible for the replacement of deteriorated sidewalks and for sidewalks 
damaged by City trees, City staff, or its contractors.  Property owners will not be responsible for 
sidewalks damaged by utility work.  Otherwise, property owners are responsible for damaged sidewalks, 
including sidewalks damaged at driveways and by owners’ trees.  Where sidewalk is replaced due to 
damage by a tree growing partly on public right-of-way and partly on private property, the cost of such 
replacement will be borne equally (50%-50%) by the City and the abutting property owner.  In 
commercial areas, property owners are responsible for all brick and exposed aggregate sidewalk repairs, 
as well as pavement closer to the street in the case of extra wide sidewalks (over six feet wide). 
The City will engage a contractor for sidewalk construction.  In the event the property owner does not 
construct or replace the owner responsibility sidewalk within the above specified time limit, the City will 
proceed to have the sidewalk replaced by its contractor and bill the property owner for the cost of the 
owner responsibility work.   
A contract for this work was recently bid and will completed by the lowest priced responsible bidder, 
under the direction of the City of Birmingham. The cost to adjacent owners is expected to be 
approximately $5.92 per square foot for 4” walk, and $6.29 per square foot for 6” walk (used across 
driveways). The prices obtained by the City of Birmingham tend to be competitive to that which an 
individual property owner could obtain.   
You will receive a second notice via hand carried flyer indicating when the contractor is planning to begin 
repairs in your area.  For additional information, please call the Engineering Department at 248-530-1850. 







April 28, 2015 
 
Property Owner  
ADDRESS 
Birmingham, MI 48009 
 


SIDEWALK NOTICE 
This notice is intended for the property owner.  If you are not the owner, we appreciate your assistance 
in getting this information to them.  Thank you for your assistance. 
The City Commission has determined the necessity for the replacement of certain sidewalks at the above noted 
address.  Chapter 98 of the Birmingham City Code requires that the property owner be notified of the City’s 
intention to make this improvement.   
If a property owner is liable, either in whole or in part, for the construction or replacement of a sidewalk, the owner 
may construct or replace the sidewalk at his/her own expense.  In that event, the City Clerk shall be notified 
accordingly by the owner within ten (10) days and such construction or replacement shall be completed in 
accordance with the specifications of the City of Birmingham within sixty (60) days of the receipt of this notice.  All 
such sidewalk work shall be conducted only after issuance of a permit from the Engineering Department. 
Sidewalks to be replaced have been designated with either green or pink paint.  The green paint indicates the 
owner’s responsibility, and the pink paint indicates the City’s responsibility.  In some cases it may be necessary to 
replace an additional section or two of sidewalk beyond those designated with paint.  Brick or exposed aggregate 
sidewalks have not been marked for repairs to keep paint markings to the essential amount needed.  Special 
sidewalks such as these, when repaired by the City, are always charged to the adjacent property owner.   
The City is generally responsible for the replacement of deteriorated sidewalks and for sidewalks damaged by City 
trees, City staff, or its contractors.  Property owners will not be responsible for sidewalks damaged by utility work.  
Otherwise, property owners are responsible for damaged sidewalks, including sidewalks damaged at driveways.  
Property owners are responsible for all brick sidewalk repairs exposed aggregate sidewalk repairs, as well as 
pavement closer to the street in the case of extra wide sidewalks (over six feet wide).  Also, new this year, the City 
will be power washing and sealing all exposed aggregate sidewalks located within the southwest quadrant of the 
downtown, to extend the life of the pavement. 
The City will engage a contractor for sidewalk construction.  In the event the property owner does not construct or 
replace the owner responsibility sidewalk within the above specified time limit, the City will proceed to have the 
sidewalk replaced by its contractor and bill the property owner for the cost of the owner responsibility work.   
After the contract for the work is bid it will be offered to the lowest qualified bidder in the interest of the City of 
Birmingham.  Some of the approximate costs to adjacent owners are listed below: 
 


4” Sidewalk Removal & Replacement    $5.92/sq.ft. 
6” Sidewalk Removal & Replacement    $6.29/sq.ft. 
4” Exposed Agg. Sidewalk Removal & Replacement   $9.20/sq.ft. 
Reset Brick or Granite Pavers     $6.90/sq.ft. 
Grout or Caulk Joint Repair     $1.15/ft 
Cleaning and Sealing of Exposed Aggregate Sidewalk  $0.115/sq.ft. 
 


The prices obtained by the City of Birmingham tend to be very competitive to that which an individual property 
owner could obtain. You will receive another notice indicating when the contractor is planning to begin repairs in 
your area.  For additional information, please call the Engineering Department at 248-530-1850. 







2015 Area 5 Sidewalk Repairs – Owners to be Billed: 


Argyle 
280 
383 
489 


 Arlington 
117 
130 


 
Aspen 


150 
211 
242 
275 
321 
353 
431 
455 
520 
567 


 Berwyn 
560 


 Byrn Mawr 
275 
500 


 Cranbrook 
373 


 Devon 
2496 
2497 


 Fairway 
1524 
1535 
1590 


 







S.Glenhurst 
145 
187 
315 
347 
377 


 Hawthorne 
216 


 W. Lincoln 
1200 
1516 
1667 
2029 
2161 
2231 
2436 


 
Linden 


176 
185 
455 
648 


 W. Maple 
1669 
2235 
2247 


 Pleasant 
160 
360 
370 
450 
480 
1020 
1138 


   







Radnor 
2453 
2471 


 Shirley 
100 


 
Southfield 


1890 


 Southlawn 
892 


 
Westchester 


120 
300 
400 


 







2015 Sidewalk Repair Program – Area 1D – Owners to be Billed: 
 


S. Bates 
151 
380 


Shain Park 
 


Henrietta 
155 


 
W. Maple 


115 
139 


175-185 
193 
195 
211 
245 
355 


 
Martin 


151 
250 
320 


 
W. Merrill 


189 
300 


 
Pierce 


102 
148 
180 
480 


 


  Townsend 
100 
101 
161 
191 


 












MEMORANDUM 
Community Development 


DATE: April 20, 2015 


TO: Joe Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Matthew Baka, Senior Planner 


CC: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 


SUBJECT:  Set Public Hearing for a Lot Split of 1530 Pilgrim, Parcel 
#1926226002,  T2N, R10E, SEC 26 PHILP QUARTON ROAD ESTATES 
LOT 3 & SLY 40 FT OF LOT 4 


The owner of the property known as 1530 Pilgrim is seeking a lot split to divide the 
existing parcel into two (2) equal sized parcels. 


The Planning Division requests that the City Commission set a public hearing date of 
May 18, 2015 to consider the proposed subdivision, pursuant to the procedures set 
forth in Section 102-52 of the Subdivision Ordinance. 


Suggested Action:  
To set a Public Hearing for May 18, 2015 to consider the proposed Lot Split of 1530 
Pilgrim, Parcel #1926226002. 
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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 


DATE: March 20, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Carlos Jorge, Building Supervisor 
  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer  


SUBJECT: Professional Service Agreement for the Peabody Street Parking 
Structure Elevator  


In the past few months we had been monitoring the Passenger Elevator located at Peabody 
Street Parking Structure.  It got to the point that this unit needs to be upgrade. The reasons for 
upgrade are because it is becoming hard and expensive to keep in operation due to age, also 
finding components and replacements parts is difficult. 


The maintenance staff has been working with the Engineering Department on a requested 
proposal to make a long term solution and had the contractor perform a full assessment of the 
Peabody Street passenger elevator.   


 Attached is the proposal from National Elevator Consultants, Inc. for the work necessary to 
make improvements. The work will involve a feasibility study, the development of specifications, 
engineering work and overseeing the installation of new equipment up to final inspection.  


 This work is proposed at $10,600.  National Elevator Consultants, Inc. provides the professional 
services required to complete this work.  


The National Elevator Consultants, Inc. has been used by the City in the past for other elevator 
needs and the City has been very satisfied with their past performances, prices and the 
professional services provided. Once the bid specs are developed, we will proceed with bidding 
this project. 


The proposal for the professional service agreement with National Elevator Consultants, Inc. for 
development of bid specifications, engineering work and managing the custom construction 
necessary for controls upgrade to the passenger elevator has just recently been received.  This 
expenditure was not anticipated when the fiscal year 2014-2015 budget was developed.   


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the professional service agreement with National Elevator Consultants, Inc. to 
perform items A through E in the their proposal of March 19, 2015 in an amount not to exceed 
$10,600 to the Peabody St. Parking Structure Elevator Maintenance account # 585-538.004-
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930.0200 and direct the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City and 
further.  
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CONSULTING AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM  
AND NATIONAL ELEVATOR CONSULTANTS, INC. 


 
 


 AGREEMENT made this ____ day of ____________, 2015, by and between the City 


of Birmingham whose address is 151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan (hereinafter 


referred to as the “City”) and National Elevator Consultants, Inc., whose address is 7397 


Aqua Isle, Algonac, Michigan 48001, (hereinafter referred to as the “Contractor”), to-wit: 


 1. Contractor shall provide professional elevator consultant services under this 


Agreement as set forth in the attached Proposal dated March 19, 2015, which is incorporated 


into this Agreement.  If there are conflicts between this Agreement and the Proposal, the 


terms of this Agreement shall control.  Such services pertain to the passenger elevator at the 


Peabody Street Parking Structure located in the City of Birmingham and include the 


following areas of work as more fully described in the Proposal:   


A. Conducting a feasibility study-project staging/schedule of values; 


B. Providing specifications and Bid Documents; 


C. Processing elevator submittals; 


D. Conducting final inspections; and 


E. Providing the project management services. 


 2. Payment for professional services rendered under this Agreement shall be as 


set forth in the Proposal, in an amount not to exceed $ 10,600.00  It is noted that the $3,200 


for project management services in the Proposal includes the two (2) visits and is not a “per 


visit” fee as indicated.  Travel expenses and all other costs are included in this fee.  The City 


promises and agrees to pay said Contractor for all labor supplied and work performed under 


this Agreement.  Invoices shall be submitted to the City on a monthly basis for the services 







performed that month and shall be paid upon acceptance by the City of the work produced by 


the Contractor. 


3. Written notices regarding this Agreement shall be addressed to the following: 


  City:  City of Birmingham 
    P.O. Box 3001 
    Birmingham, Michigan  48012 
    Attn: Carlos Jorge, Maintenance Supervisor   
 
  Contractor: National Elevator Consultants, Inc. 
    7397 Aqua Isle 
    Algonac, Michigan  48001 
    Attn:  Randall G. Frump, President 
 
 


4. The City shall have the right to terminate this Agreement on thirty (30) days 


written notice.  In the event of termination, the Contractor 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 


Contractor through such date. 


5.  The Contractor and the City agree that the Contractor is acting as an 


independent contractor with respect to the Contractor'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 


Contractor 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 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 Contractor 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, 
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except as specifically provided in this Agreement, and this Agreement shall not be construed 


as a contract of agency.  The Contractor 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. 


6. The Contractor 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 Contractor recognizes that unauthorized exposure of such confidential or 


proprietary information could irreparably damage the City.  Therefore, the Contractor agrees 


to use reasonable care to safeguard the confidential and proprietary information and to 


prevent the unauthorized use or disclosure thereof.  The Contractor 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 Contractor further 


agrees to use such confidential or proprietary information only for the purpose of performing 


services pursuant to this Agreement. 


7. This Agreement shall be governed by and performed, interpreted and enforced 


in accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan.  The Contractor 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. 


8. 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. 
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9. This Agreement shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties 


hereto, but no such assignment shall be made by the Contractor without the prior written 


consent of the City.  Any attempt at assignment without prior written consent shall be void 


and of no effect. 


10. The Contractor 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 Contractor shall inform the City of all claims or suits asserted against it 


by the Contractor’s employees who work pursuant to this Agreement.  The Contractor shall 


provide the City with periodic status reports concerning all such claims or suits, at intervals 


established by the City. 


11. 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 their behalf 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, its elected and appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others 


working on their behalf, 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. 
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12. The Contractor 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 Contractor shall maintain during the life of this Agreement the types of 


insurance coverage and minimum limits as set forth below: 


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 Insurance: 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: 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 Contractor 
under this Section. 


 
E. Professional Liability Insurance:  If Professional Liability Insurance is 


available, Professional Liability Insurance with limits of not less than 
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$1,000,000 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: Contractor 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 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 at least (10) days prior to the expiration date. 


 
13. 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 Contractor, the City shall have the 


right to terminate this Agreement without further liability to the Contractor if the 


disqualification has not been removed within thirty (30) days after the City has given the 


Contractor 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. 
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14. If Contractor fails to perform its obligations hereunder, the City may take any 


and all remedial actions provided by the general specifications or otherwise permitted by 


law. 


15. 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 48th 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 48th District Court.  


16. The City shall be the owner of all drawings, reports, specifications and other 


documents prepared by the Contractor.  Any modifications made to these documents by the 


City shall be clearly marked as such on the modified document. Any modifications made by 


the City without the prior written consent of the Contractor shall be at the City’s sole risk and 


responsibility. 


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 
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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, April 13, 2015, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin,  
Birmingham, MI  


Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF CONFIRMATION FOR SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
Monday, April 27, 2015, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin, 
Birmingham, MI  


Location: Oak Street Paving Project Area 
Nature of Improvement: Installation of lateral sewers 
City Staff Contact: Paul O’Meara 248.530.1836 


pomeara@bhamgov.org 
Notice Requirements: Mail to affected property owners 


Publish March 22 & 29, 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, MI 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. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Finance Department 


DATE: April 20, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Janet M. Laing MAAO (3), Billing Manager 


SUBJECT: Resolution for Confirming S.A.D. # 866- Oak Avenue Paving 
Project Sewer Lateral Replacement 


For purposes of installing new sewer laterals that would specially benefit properties within the 
limits of the Oak Avenue Paving Project, it is requested that the City Commission adopt the 
following resolution confirming S.A.D. No. 866 at the regular City Commission meeting of April 
27th, 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 April 13th, 2015. 


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To confirm Special Assessment Roll No. 866, to defray the cost of installing new sewer laterals 
within the Oak Avenue Paving Project limits: 


WHEREAS, Special Assessment Roll, designated Roll No. 866, 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 03-70-15 provided it would meet this 27th day of April, 2015 for the 
sole purpose of reviewing the assessment roll, and 


WHEREAS, at said hearing held this April 27th, 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. 866 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.  
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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 #866 


Sewer Laterals Installation-Oak Avenue Paving Project 
 
 


 


PARCEL NUMBER ADDRESS 
COST 
ESTIMATE 


Fairfax Street North 
 08-19-26-252-011 910 $1,404 


Suffield Avenue 
  08-19-26-253-009 916 $1,404 


Pilgrim Avenue 
  08-19-26-254-010 932 $1,404 


Oak Avenue 
  08-19-26-279-019 1250 $1,404 


 
    


Fairfax Street South 
 08-19-26-401-016 869 $2,160 


   TOTAL 
 


$7,776 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION 


SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT 


Meeting Date, Time, Location: Monday, April 27, 2015, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin 
Birmingham, MI 


Location of Request: Au Cochon & Arthur Ave  
(formerly Chen Chow) 
260 North Old Woodward 


Nature of Hearing: To consider a Special Land Use Permit and 
Final Site Plan 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. 


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 April 5, 2015


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


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


meeting should contact the City Clerk's Office at 248.530.1880 (voice) or 248.644.5115 
(TDD) at least one day in advance to request mobility, visual, hearing or other assistance.
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MEMORANDUM 
Community Development Department 


DATE: April 20, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 


SUBJECT: 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;


3. Repair sidewalk as required by the Engineering Department;
4. 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.


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 allow the operation of two new restaurants 
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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 approve  the Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit to allow the operation of  Au 
Cochon and Arthur Ave. restaurants at 260 N. Old Woodward, operating under one Class C 
Liquor License, with a Direct Connect Endorsement, to be held by Bellar Birmingham Ventures, 
LLC. 
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AU COCHON AND ARTHUR AVE. 
260 N. Old Woodward 


SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT  
2015 


 
WHEREAS, 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;   


 
WHEREAS, 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; 
 
WHEREAS, 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; 


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


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


 
WHEREAS, The 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; 
3. Repair sidewalk as required by the Engineering Department; 
4. 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. 
 
WHEREAS,  The applicant has agreed to comply with all conditions for approval as 


recommended by the Planning Board on February 11, 2015; 
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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; 


 
WHEREAS, 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’;   


6. Applicant meet all department requirements; 
7.  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. 


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


termination of the Special Land Use Permit.  
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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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MEMORANDUM 
 


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. 
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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 
Use 


 
Commercial / 
Retail 
 


 
Commercial / 
Retail 
 


 
Commercial / 
Retail 


 
Commercial / 
Retail 
 
 


 
Existing 
Zoning 
District 
 


 
B-4 Business- 
Residential 
 


 
B-4 Business- 
Residential 
 


 
B-4 Business- 
Residential 
 


 
B-4 Business- 
Residential 
 


 
Downtown 
Overlay 
Zoning  
District 


 
D-4 
 


 
D-4 


 
D-4 


 
D-4 


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


 
4.0 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.   


 
5.0 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 TOBO2120 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 
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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.  
 


6.0 Departmental Reports 
 


6.1 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.   


 
6.2 Department of Public Services – Comments will be provided prior to the 


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


meeting on February 11, 2015. 
 
6.4 Police Department - No concerns were reported from the Police Dept. 


 
6.5 Building Department – Standard comments were received from the Building 


Department.  No areas of concern were noted. 
 
7.0 Design Review  


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


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


 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 


 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; 
 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 


 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 façade 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 
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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. 


(c)  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. 
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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 11am 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 façade.  “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 façade.  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.   
 


8.0 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.   


 
9.0 Approval Criteria for Final Site Plan 
 


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


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


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


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


there will be no interference with adequate light, air and access to adjacent lands 
and buildings. 
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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. 


 
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 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.    
 


12.0 Sample Motion Language 
Based on a review of the site plans submitted, the Planning Division recommends that 
the Planning Board recommend APPROVAL of the applicant’s request for 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: 
 


14







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


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


15. Repair sidewalk as required by the Engineering Department; 
16. Provide specification sheets for the proposed service station and trash 


receptacle and the paint color for the new Oak façade treatment; 
17. 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 


18. 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. 


 
OR 
 
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. ________________________________________________________ 
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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; 
• 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 
• 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; 
• 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 
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• 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 façade 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 rail 
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.   
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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. The applicant execute a contract with the City outlining the details of the 
proposed restaurants; 


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


3. Repair sidewalk as required by the Engineering Dept.; 
4. Provide specification sheets for the proposed service station and trash 


receptacle; 
5. 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; 


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


8. 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 
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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 retail. 
 
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.  
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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.  
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Chairman Kuhne noted that the 2016 Plan was about getting people out on the street; but it 
wasn't about maxing out potential capacity. 
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NANA WALL SYSTEM


CURVED METAL AWNING WITH HGIH GLOSS


AUTOMOTIVE LAQUOR FINISH


(COLORS TO BE PT-2,3,&4 IN STRIPE PATTERN) 


GENERAL NOTE: MARINE PLY OAK PANELS 


TO BE MOUNTED TO HORIZONTAL CHANNELS 


FOR MINIMAL BUILDING CONNECTIONS


PIN MOUNTED LAZER CUT 


ALUMNIUM SIGN - PODERCOAT 


FINISH TO MATCH PT-3


(HEIGHT: 1’-2”)


ETCHED LOGO  ON 


GLASS TRANSOM


(HEIGHT: 6”)


PIN MOUNT LAZER CUT


METAL SIGN - BRASS FINISH


(HEIGHT: ANGLED SIGN 9”)


(HEIGHT: STRAIGHT SIGN 6”)
METAL TRIM BANDS IN 


BRASS COLOR FINISH


LT-01 (QTY. 5) 


LT-02


(QTY. 2)


TRANSOM WINDOW WITH 


STEEL FRAME


LED STRIP LIGHTING, LT-3,


BEHIND SIGN
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FERMOB:


26” DIAMETER OPERA TABLE


COLOR ANTHRICITE


QTY: 4


FERMOB:


LOUVRE STACKING ARMCHAIR


COLOR: CHILI


QTY:12


BLACKENED STEEL


GAURD RAIL AND HANDARAIL
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RAILING DETAIL
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FRONT ELEVATION


LT-01







BIRMINGHAM : AU COCHON / ARTHUR AVENUE


JANURARY 23, 3015


Specification Detail
Item # A5320
Finish Black Enamel
Socket Incandescent
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"


Bridgeport Item #A5320


http://www.rejuvenation.com/s/1px 


Base price: $180.00  


Selected options total: $50.00  


Total price as shown: $230.00  


Page 1 of 1Rejuvenation


1/22/2015http://www.rejuvenation.com/catalog/products/bridgeport/configurations/thisisreadllydefault/print?snip_u...


LT-01


LT-02


LT-03 (OUTDOOR LED STRIP 
LIGHTING)


Fixture Type:


Catalog Number:


Project:


Location:


WAC Lighting
www.waclighting.com
Phone (800) 526.2588 • Fax (800) 526.2585


Headquarters/Eastern Distribution Center
44 Harbor Park Drive • Port Washington, NY 11050
Phone (516) 515.5000 • Fax (516) 515.5050


Western Distribution Center  
1750 Archibald Avenue • Ontario, CA 91760
Phone (800) 526.2588 • Fax (800) 526.2585


WAC Lighting retains the right to modify the design of our products at any time as part of the company's continuous improvement program.   JuL 2014


InvisiLED® Pro Outdoor 
24V Outdoor LED Tape Light


PRODUCT DESCRIPTION
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
• IP-68 rated, allows for submersion up to five feet
• Power supply is UL and CUL listed 
• Wet location listed
• Ultra thin profile at 8"
• 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.


POWER SUPPLY


EN-O24100-RB2-T 24VDC/100W Class 2 LED transformer


TAPE LIGHT ACCESSORIES


LED-TO24-IC
LED-TO24-X
LED-TO24-Y
LED-TO24-EC
LED-TO24-C1
LED-TO24-C2
LED-TO24-C3
LED-TO24-CH


Joiner cables
4 way "X" connector
3 way "Y" connector
End cap
Mounting clip 1 (10 per pack)
Mounting clip 2 (10 per pack)
Mounting clip 3 (10 per pack)
Clear channel


FIXTURE PERFORMANCE


Color Color Temp Watts/ft Lumens/ft
White 3500K 3.5 220


Model # Length Color


LED-TO2435 – –
Example: LED-TO2435-1-WT


ORDER NUMBER


Model # Length Color


LED-TO2435
1
5
10


1 foot
5 feet
10 feet


WT White 3500K 3.5W / ft


For full descriptions and specs of  
Power Supply and Accessories see next page.


12
1


12
1


12
1


12
1


12
1


12
1


12
1


12
1


12
1InvisiLED® ProInvisiLED® Pro 24V AC/DC 12
1


12
1


12
1


12
1InvisiLED® Pro 24V AC/DC


8" thick 2"


s"


1s" 1m"1', 5' and 10' sections


1"0w"







JET BLACK
9005
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LOUVRE
RANGE


DIMENSIONS (inch)


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


1-year guarantee


Contract use: Very High Protection
Treatment recommended.


0801
Stacking chair


0802
Stacking armchair


34
.5


”


17.5”


18
”


18
”


8”


35
.5


”


19.5”


16” 18”


12.5 Lbs 14.5 Lbs


D e s i g n  S t u d i o  F E R M O B


4 7


C
Registered trademark


OPERA
RANGE


0930
Knockdown table Ø 26” - 2 persons


0932
Knockdown table  Ø 38” with parasol hole Ø 1 5/8”
4/5 persons


0939
Knockdown table 30 x 30” - 2/3 persons


0941
Knockdown table 46 x 30.5” with parasol hole Ø 1 5/8”
6 persons


0934
Knockdown table Ø 46” with parasol hole Ø 1 5/8”
6 persons


Registered trademark


6 3


C


29
”


29
”


30”30” 30”46”


29
”


29
”


29
”


Ø 46”Ø 38”Ø 26”


11.5 Lbs


26 Lbs 34.5 Lbs


32 Lbs 36 Lbs


OPERA
RANGE


Registered trademark


TECHNICAL
CHARACTERISTICS


Tubular steel base.


Flat steel belt.


Steel sheet table top.


High Protection Treatment
for outdoor use.


Anti-UV powder coating.


1-year guarantee


Contract use: Very High Protection
Treatment recommended.


DIMENSIONS (inch)


6 4
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1/22/2015 Ipe Decking  Ipe Wood  Ipe Deck Price  Lumber


http://www.advantagelumber.com/ipedecking.htm 4/9


Botanical Name:  Tabebuia spp. (Lapacho group)


Common Name:  Ipe


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 lb for green material and 3,680 lb at 12% moisture content. 


Bending Strength:   22,560 psi


Maximum Crushing strength: 10,350 psi


STRENGTH  ASTMD14309 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.lb (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.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION 


AMENDMENT TO ZONING ORDINANCE 


Meeting - Date, Time, Location: Monday, April 27, 2015, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin 
Birmingham, MI  48009 


Nature of Hearing: To consider an amendment to the Zoning 
Ordinance, Chapter 126, to amend:   


 Article 04, Structure Standards, section 4.70
SS-02, to amend the regulations for attached,
single-family garages.


 Article 04, Structure Standards, section 4.59
SB-02, to amend the regulations for attached,
single-family garages on corner lots.


A complete copy of the proposed ordinance 
amendment may be reviewed at the City Clerk’s 
Office.


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


Notice: Publish:  April 5, 2015 
Approved minutes may be reviewed at: City Clerk’s Office 


Should you have any statement regarding the above, you are invited to attend the meeting or 
present your written statement to the City Commission, City of Birmingham, 151 Martin Street, 


P.O. Box 3001, Birmingham, Michigan 48012-3001 prior to the hearing.   
Persons with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting 
should contact the City Clerk's Office at (248) 530-1880 (voice) or (248) 644-5115 (TDD) at 


least one day in advance to request mobility, visual, hearing or other assistance.
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MEMORANDUM 
Community Development 


DATE: April 20, 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 


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 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 approve 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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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 
façade 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 façade 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. 
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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. 
 
Façade:  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 façade must be setback 5’ from the front façade 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 
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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– Regulate the Placement  of Attached Garages on the Front Facade  
 


 Garage must be setback a minimum of 5’ from the portion of the front façade that is 
furthest setback from the front property line; 


 Front façade of garage cannot exceed 50% of the total front façade; 
 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 – Regulate the Maximum Size of Attached Garages on the Linear Front 
Façade 
 


 Provide a definition of linear front façade that includes all portions of the front façade 
from side yard to side yard regardless of whether parallel to the front property line;  
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 Maximum size for attached garages when any portion of the garage is located on the 
linear front façade (similar to the limitations for detached garages): 


 600 Sq. Ft. in R1 and R1A;  
 550 Sq. Ft. in R2; and  
 500 Sq. Ft. in R3; 


 Living space in front of and above garages must provide for daily living (such as master 
bedrooms, laundry rooms, bathrooms etc.); 


 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 façade, 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 façade 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 façade the garage must be 
set back from.  Board members discussed considering using the longest portion of the front 
façade for calculating the setback of the attached, front facing garage or the average front 
façade 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. 
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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 façade 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 
façade.  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 
façade, or the front elevation of the home.  However, requiring a door on the front façade 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 façade 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. 
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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 frontage 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 façade 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 visible 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 
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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 
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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 façade 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. 
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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. 
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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. 
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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. 
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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 façade 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 façade 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: 
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*   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.  This is 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. 
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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 façade 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 façade 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%. 
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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 
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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 façade 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. 
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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 
façade.  
 
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. 
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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. 
 
 








MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 


DATE: April 17, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 


SUBJECT: Auto Parking System 
Monthly Permit Rate Increase for 2015-16 


At the meeting of June 23, 2014, the City Commission reviewed a two-step recommendation 
from the Advisory Parking Committee (APC) to raise the monthly parking permit rates 
throughout the system.  The first rate increase was suggested to start as soon as possible 
(August 1, 2014), with a second automatic rate increase scheduled for July 1, 2015.  Details 
relative to that proposal, and the minutes from that meeting, are attached. 


After discussion, the Commission approved the rate increase effective August 1, 2014. 
However, they felt it would be prudent to wait on any further increases.  They further 
requested that the APC review the current parking demand in the spring of 2015, and bring 
appropriate rate increase recommendations forward for the beginning of the next fiscal year. 
At their meeting of April 15, 2015, the APC discussed the current market demand, made some 
changes from the initial suggestions put together by staff, and passed a recommendation as 
follows: 


With the understanding that the Auto Parking System needs to implement methods to increase 
parking capacity both on a temporary and long term basis, monthly permit rate increases at the 
following levels are recommended in an effort to increase the system account balance available 
for future construction: 


Effective July 1, 2015: 


Pierce St. Structure   $65 
Park St. Structure $60 
Peabody St. Structure  $65 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure $55 
Chester St. Structure  $45 
Lot 6 Regular Permit  $65 
Lot 6 Economy Permit  $45 
South Side Permit (Ann St.)  $50 
South Side Permit (S. Old Woodward Ave.) $25 


The rate increase structure reflects that some locations continue to be in higher demand than 
others, and the price paid should reflect that.  No more than a $10 increase is proposed at any 
location.  The APC modified the staff proposal in the following ways: 
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Park St. Structure – Staff had recommended a $5 increase from the existing rate, for a total 
of $55 per month.  The suggested rate would have reflected the current somewhat lower 
demand for permits on the north side of downtown.  However, it was noted that later this year, 
the Palladium office space will open, creating a new demand for this parking structure that is 
not there currently.  If daytime demand grows as expected at Park St., this parking structure 
may become in high demand as Peabody St. and Pierce St. traditionally are.  As a result, a $10 
increase from existing, for a total of $60 per month is recommended. 
 
South Side Permits – The south side permit category is split into two distinct areas.  
Currently, we are authorized to sell 8 permits on either Ann St. north of Frank St., or on Frank 
St. between Ann St. and S. Old Woodward Ave.  These permits tend to always sell out.  We are 
also authorized to sell 40 permits for those that can park on S. Old Woodward Ave. between 
Haynes St. and Landon Ave., or on Landon Ave. between Ann St. and S. Old Woodward Ave.  
These permits, which must be sold to employees working in the parking assessment district two 
blocks to the north, tend not to sell very well.  Only a small number are currently sold.  Rather 
than sell all these permits at the same price, the APC suggested that the Ann St. permit rate be 
increased $10 to $50, and the S. Old Woodward Ave. permits be reduced by $15 per month to 
$25.   
 
Staff agrees that these changes help reflect the market that currently exists, or that will exist 
several months from now.  Given current sales, it is expected that the rate changes will result in 
an estimated $279,000 in additional annual revenues for the Auto Parking System.  The 
additional funds will likely prove needed as the City gets closer to committing to construction of 
additional parking spaces in the near future. 
 
A summary of the price of monthly parking permits charged at several other cities in Michigan, 
using just public municipal lot pricing, is attached for your reference. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To accept the recommendation of the Advisory Parking Committee, and authorize the following 
rates for monthly parking permit effective July 1, 2015: 
 
Pierce St. Structure      $65 
Park St. Structure     $60 
Peabody St. Structure     $65 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure   $55 
Chester St. Structure     $45 
Lot 6 Regular Permit     $65 
Lot 6 Economy Permit     $45 
South Side Permit (Ann St.)    $50 
South Side Permit (S. Old Woodward Ave.)  $25 
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4/23/2015 City of Birmingham MI Mail  Fwd: Monthly parking rate


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4607cf6df1&view=pt&search=inbox&th=14ce77a76151f830&siml=14ce77a76151f830 1/2


Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>


Fwd: Monthly parking rate
1 message


Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org> Thu, Apr 23, 2015 at 2:11 PM
To: Paul O'Meara <Pomeara@bhamgov.org>


 Forwarded message 
From: Joshua Gunn <jgunn@spplus.com>
Date: Tue, Apr 21, 2015 at 11:52 AM
Subject: Monthly parking rate
To: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>
Cc: Jason ODell <jodell@spplus.com>


Paul, 


Please let me know if you need more detailed information. 


Detroit  Surface lots start at $85,
 monthly starts at $100 upwards to $220. VIP parking at the Ren Cen starts at $250
 This rate falls as you get past midtown. 


Pontiac $25 hospital employees  $35 dollars everyone else  


Gross Pointe  City monthly rates $45 to $50 a month
 $120 on street permit quarterly
$120 to $150 quarterly for surface lots and a structure


Ann Arbor monthly rates 
$155 to $220 a month for structures 
$90 to $205 monthly rate for surface lots. 


Royal Oak monthly rates
$35  40 a month for daily no overnight parking 


Rochester
$53 to $87 for rooftop parking monthly rate
$113 to $134 premium/ reserved monthly


Ferndale
$20 monthly
$60 quarterly 
$240 annual 
$.50 cents an hour on street.


Joshua Gunn
 Senior Facility Manager, Birmingham



mailto:jgunn@spplus.com

mailto:jodell@spplus.com

mailto:pomeara@bhamgov.org









MEMORANDUM 
 


Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   April 9, 2015 
 
TO:   Advisory Parking Committee 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Monthly Parking Rate Increase Proposal 
 
 
As you know, the City has been able to keep parking rates, both daily and monthly, quite low 
for many years.  When demand for parking spaces increased past the point where it can be 
regularly supplied in 2013, it began to appear that expansion of the current system may need 
to be planned.  Under the current scenario, a case for higher rates can be made for two 
reasons: 
 


1. The City’s parking system is intended to be non-profit, collecting enough fees to cover 
its expenses, but not to create a profit.  The City has generally (though not always) 
taken all revenues from the parking system and kept it separate from other accounts.  If 
it appears that one or two large parkng projects are going to be undertaken, new debt 
will be incurred to cover the cost.  If rates are high enough to both cover costs and build 
a savings account to be used on these upcoming projects, the amount of debt that will 
have to be incurred can be reduced.   


2. If demand is higher than supply, the commodity being sold is worth more than the 
current price.  The public will pay higher prices to get the parking services they need. 


 
After discussions between the Advisory Parking Committee (APC) and the Principal Shopping 
District (PSD) were held, a two-part recommendation to the City Commission was passed in 
May, 2014: 
 
With the understanding that the Auto Parking System needs to start making plans to build 
additional parking spaces, monthly permit rate increases at the following levels are 
recommended in an effort to increase the system account balance available for future 
construction: 
 
Effective August 1, 2014: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $60 
Park St. Structure   $50 
Peabody St. Structure   $55 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure $50 
Chester St. Structure   $40 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $55 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $35 
South Side Permit   $40 
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Effective July 1, 2015: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $65 
Peabody St. Structure   $65 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $60 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $40 
South Side Permit   $45 
 
When presented to the City Commission, only the 2014 changes were endorsed at that time.  
Rates were ultimately changed effective August 1, 2014.  It was the feeling of the Commission 
that the 2015 suggested rates may be too conservative.  Rather than committing to a fee 
structure for 2015 too far in advance, the APC was asked to look again at the 2015 rate 
structure and propose additional changes for consideration by the City Commission, to be 
effective in the new fiscal year starting July 1, 2015.  To help understand where we were before 
these changes, where we are today, and what was being considered, the table below has been 
assembled: 
 


Monthly Permit Area Pre-Aug. 
2014 


Present 2015 Proposal  
(From 2014) 


New 2015 
Proposal 


Pierce St. Structure $55 $60 $65 $65 
Park St. Structure $45 $50 $50 $55 


Peabody St. Structure $45 $55 $65 $65 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure $45 $50 $50 $55 


Chester St. Structure $35 $40 $40 $45 
Lot 6 Regular Permit $50 $55 $60 $65 


Lot 6 Economy & Lot 11 Permit $30 $35 $40 $45 
South Side Permit $40 $40 $50 $40 


EST. ANNUAL REVENUE INCREASE(1) NA $0 $92,400 $274,980 
 
(1) = The annual revenue increase assumes that all facilities are selling at full capacity at every month (which has been close to 


accurate), except that the south side permits were assumed at 0, since very few of these permits have generally been sold. 
 


The third column above represents suggested numbers for July, 2015, as prepared over a year 
ago (in February, 2015).  These numbers were admittedly on the conservative side, attempting 
to provide increases where there was clearly a strong demand, while leaving rates as is in those 
facilities where the demand is strong, but not exceptional.  As shown, that strategy would result 
in an increase of less than $100,000 annually.   
 
The fourth column reflects increases in all locations except for Pierce St. and the South Side 
permits.  Rates are suggested to stay as is at Pierce St. to allow Peabody St. to “catch up” with 
a $10 increase from its current rate.  Since demand is actually stronger now at Peabody St. 
than Pierce St., some would consider it inappropriate to raise rates above Peabody St.  For the 
South Side Permits, demand continues to be very small (the South Side permits are 8 permits 
being sold on Ann St., and 40 permits available (but generally not purchased) on S. Old 
Woodward Ave. south of Haynes St.  The fourth column would result in a revenue increase of 
about $275,000 annually, or a total of $2,625,780 for monthly permit revenues.   
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It is intended for these rate increases to take effect on July 1, 2015, at the beginning of the 
new fiscal year.  Since the APC has tended to consider rate increases cautiously, this topic is 
being introduced now, allowing time for more discussion or fact finding.   
 
When considering the current environment for parking, and the lack thereof, please consider 
the various ideas and topics being considered by the City to improve the parking system: 
 


- Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee 
- Ad Hoc Parking Development Committee 
- Opening of temporary Parking Lot #11 
- Exploration of Shuttle Service 
- Exploration of Car Pooling Arrangement 
- Exploration of Valet Parking during Construction Projects 
- Exploration of additional Temporary Parking Lots 


 
I intend to give verbal updates on these topics at the next meeting so that the Committee can 
better appreciate the many things that are being worked on.  The demand for parking is now 
very real, and we expect it to get more acute.  Given the current environment, raising rates 
more aggressively as suggested above may be appropriate.  It also appears to be the direction 
that the City Commission is encouraging.  A suggested recommendation is provided below. 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
With the understanding that the Auto Parking System needs to implement methods 
to increase parking capacity both on a temporary and long term basis, monthly 
permit rate increases at the following levels are recommended in an effort to 
increase the system account balance available for future construction: 
 
Effective July 1, 2015: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $65 
Park St. Structure    $55 
Peabody St. Structure   $65 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure  $55 
Chester St. Structure   $45 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $65 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $45 
South Side Permit    $40 
 


3 
 
 







1 
 
 


MEMORANDUM 
 


Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   February 14, 2014 
 
TO:   Advisory Parking Committee 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Auto Parking System 
 Monthly Permit Demand Increase 
 
 
At the November, 2013 Advisory Parking Committee (APC) meeting, staff first discussed the 
large increase in monthly permit parking demand that the system is currently experiencing.  
After several months of investigating alternatives for new locations, staff is now recommending 
an expansion at the Pierce St. Parking Structure.  The APC requested that a survey of the 
business community be prepared and issued to obtain feedback from the public.  A draft survey 
was prepared and reviewed at the December meeting.  In order to allow the survey to get the 
attention it needs to be successful, we issued it to the public on January 2, 2014. 
 
The January APC meeting was scheduled for January 15.  However, the deadline for preparing 
reports for that meeting was January 10.  Less than 35 responses  had been received as of that 
date (out of over 500 requests).  Rather than hold a discussion and review on a small amount 
of responses, it was decided to postpone discussion until the February meeting.  
 
In the meantime, the City Commission held its annual Long Range Planning Session on 
February 2.  The Commission had already been apprised in the past about this topic, and about 
the lack of opportunities to site a new facility.  With that in mind, the Long Range Planning 
Session represents an important opportunity to bring them up to date on this topic, and get 
their feedback.  The survey results that had been obtained at that time (82 responses) were 
provided to the Commission, and a presentation formally suggesting that the Pierce St. 
Structure expansion appears to be the most logical direction, was prepared.  The survey results 
and presentation slides are attached to this report for your review.  The presentation given at 
that time will be reviewed for the APC at next week’s meeting. 
 
Here are the main themes that came from the discussion with the City Commission: 
 


1. It appears that the Parking System needs to do something to address the 
increased demand.  Is the addition of 280 parking spaces at Pierce St. 
enough? 


2. Funding for this project should come from increased monthly permit fees as 
the priority.  Daily rates for customers should not be changed.  The 
assessment formula will need to be looked at again before being 
implemented for such a project. 
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THEME #1 – WHAT IS THE TRUE DEMAND? 
 
The City Commission is giving the impression that a need for more spaces has been 
demonstrated, and that the City should work in that direction, with Pierce St. being the first 
priority.  With the general downtown economy improving, some discussion has started recently 
about renewed interest in redeveloping the parking lot at the N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking 
Structure.  To a lesser extent, interest has also been expressed about developing the green 
spaces at both the north and south ends of the Pierce St. Parking Structure property.  (Both of 
these ideas were included in the Downtown Birmingham 2016 Master Plan.)  In order to truly 
answer how many parking spaces the CBD needs, and to help guide the land development 
process, an updated, comprehensive parking demand study is needed.   
 
In 2000, as an outcome of the 2016 Plan overlay zoning district changes that allowed increased 
density in the CBD, City staff performed a parking demand study.  The study was partially 
updated in 2006 in the area of Shain Park to assist with the discussions of a parking structure at 
Parking Lot #7 held at that time.  However, there has been no comprehensive study done since 
2000.  In 2000, the study was structured as such: 
 


1. An Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee (AHPSC) was formed.  Membership in the AHPSC 
included representatives of the following stakeholders: 
 


• Advisory Parking Committee 
• Historic District & Design Review Committee 
• Planning Board 
• Principal Shopping District 
• Engineering Dept. Representative 
• Planning Dept. Representative 
• Principal Shopping District Staff Representative 


 
The members of this committee were formed to help direct the methodology of the 
study, and to help make final recommendations from its results.   


 
2. The study used the following steps to move its way to its conclusions: 


 
• A list of every property within the Parking Assessment District was prepared.  


The list included the amount of gross square feet of building space it contained, 
as well as the number of private parking spaces it had on site. 


• A review of the parking data that was available at that time was reviewed to 
determine what time of year the study should focus on.  At that time, December 
represented a significant peak of demand, while the warmer months (April 
through October) represented a more “normal” level of demand, with May being  
the second busiest month.  The AHPSC decided to use existing demand in May 
as its benchmark. 


• Actual demand was determined by counting all parking spaces in use on a typical 
weekday in May during the hours of noon to 2 PM (the peak of the daily 
demand).  Both public and private parking spaces were counted.   
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• From the actual measured demand counted, and knowing the number of square 
feet that were available for use at that time, a demand ratio of one parking 
space per 424 gross sq.ft. was established.   


• Private properties were analyzed individually, and those that appeared to be 
good redevelopment candidates were determined.  Calculating the potential full 
increase in square feet that could be developed from the redevelopment 
candidates allowed a future number of needed parking spaces to be developed. 


• The Parking Assessment District was split into 6 zones, to help determine which 
parking structure (or Lot #6) occupants from each building would prefer to park 
in. 


• Recommendations for more spaces were established and forwarded to the City 
Commission, with the need being greatest in the areas around the Pierce St. and 
Peabody St. Parking Structures. 


 
At this time, it would appear that it is prudent to begin an update on the parking demand study.  
The study should cover the entire assessment district.  A new AHPSC could be formed to 
oversee the process, which would include: 
 


• Update the parcel list to reflect changes made since 2000, both in square footages and 
in private parking spaces. 


• Update the map of potential redevelopment properties, and estimate potential square 
footages based on the current zoning ordinance. 


• Prepare to count parking spaces in May of this year, as this should still be a reliable time 
of year on which to base demand. 


• Calculate a revised number of gross square feet per parking space demand rate. 
• Calculate the future ultimate demand for parking in the assessment district, and 


compare it to estimates made in 2000. 
• Review the findings and make new recommendations for parking space needs in the 


parking system.   
 
If this process is started soon, it is expected that this process would take until approximately 
July of this year to complete.  Given the current advisory committee structure, we recommend 
modifying the membership of the AHPSC to make one change.  The newly created Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board should be represented on this Committee, while the Historic District 
Committee/Design Review Board representation no longer seems necessary.  A 
recommendation is provided below for your consideration.  Having the firm numbers that a 
revised parking study could provide should give the final assurance of whether a project of this 
nature is needed or not.  It will also provide badly needed data to help staff determine what the 
right level of potential private development should be on the “open” areas of both the N. Old 
Woodward Ave. Structure, and the Pierce St. Structure properties. 
 
THEME #2 – RATES 
 
Members of the Commission expressed the feeling that the monthly parking permit rates 
offered by the parking system are below market value, and that they have been for some time.  
Efforts to increase the rates in the past were based primarily on changes in demand at one 
structure compared to the others, with a desire to modify behaviors.  These suggested rate 
increases have met with resistance by members of the public, and they have often not been 
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successful.  However, those efforts were attempted in an environment where the parking 
system did not need the additional funds.   
 
In our current environment, it would appear that the system is destined to head in the direction 
of more construction, which will obviously require funding.  The cash flow balance prepared last 
fall (attached) suggests that the cash on hand for the system will be about $5.5 million at the 
end of the fiscal year (June 30, 2014).  Since the system needs to keep about $2 million in the 
account at all times in the event of an unexpected emergency, that leaves $3.5 million available 
to be spent on a new construction project.  If rates are left as is, the projection is that the 
savings account will grow to $6.4 million by the end of June, 2015.  Assuming that the 
construction of a parking structure will require several steps, an assumption was made that $5 
million would be available from savings by the time construction is actually underway.   
 
The cost estimate for a building expansion at the Pierce St. Structure has been set at $9.5 
million.  Whatever is not available from the savings account will have to be bonded, which will 
then introduce interest costs on the outstanding debt.  Given that the system has an 
underpriced asset (monthly parking permits), the special assessment that will eventually be 
charged to help make up the difference in cost could be lowered substantially if monthly 
parking rates are boosted.  Below is a suggested level of increases that could be suggested to 
help get the conversation started.   
PARKING FACILITY CURRENT RATE RECOMMENDED 


RATE (JULY, 2014) 
RECOMMENDED 


RATE (JULY, 2015) 
Pierce St. $55 $60 $65 
Park St. $45 $50 $50 
Peabody St. $45 $55 $65 
N. Old Woodward Ave. $45 $50 $50 
Chester St. $35 $40 $40 
Parking Lot #6 Permits $30 & $50 $35 & $55 $40 & $60 
South Side Permits $40 $45 $50 
 
The increases are suggested based on the following: 
 


• Pierce St. & Peabody St. are the most severely short on spaces given current demand.  
Their current deficits are similar, therefore, the current value of a permit at Peabody St. 
is similar to Pierce St.  An aggressive increase at Peabody St., while also increasing 
Pierce St., allows them to be at the same rate by 2015 without stepping either up too 
fast. 


• Park St. & N. Old Woodward Ave. demand is greater than supply, but not as much.  
Only a $5 increase is suggested. 


• Chester St. demand is greater than supply, but more so than any other, permit holders 
in this lot would rather be somewhere else if they could be.  Only a $5 increase is 
suggested. 


• Demand is equal to supply at Lot #6, and actually way under supply for the South Side 
area.  However, for both, the people purchasing permits typically do not have to park 
that far from their destination, making them desirable permits to hold for those that 
purchase them.  Both are being stepped up a total of $10 given the quality of parking 
they provide. 
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We encourage debate and discussion about how the rate increases were figured, and they can 
be tweaked if so desired. 
 
Using the numbers above, and based on current sales, annual revenues would be as follows: 
 
CURRENT=    $2,095,260 
2014 (AFTER INCREASE) =  $2,373,660 INCREASED REVENUE = $278,400   
2015 (AFTER INCREASE) =  $2,470,380 INCREASED REVENUE = $375,120 
 
If the goal is to make a significant increase in the savings account in a short time, just raising 
monthly parking permit rates alone will likely not do it.  We are also in the early stages of talks 
with Central Parking to take advantage of a national call center office they now operate in 
Austin, TX.  The call center would allow the elimination of the all night call center currently 
operated in our local office, resulting in a reduction in operating costs.  The amount of savings 
could be over $100,000 per year, but those numbers still need to be verified.  As this 
opportunity materializes, we will bring this idea to the Committee for further discussion.   
 
No other substantial cost saving moves or revenue enhancers are being considered at this time. 
 
Suggested recommendations to the City Commission regarding both of the above topics are 
provided below.  If the APC feels that additional discussion, such as with the PSD, is warranted, 
it would be reasonable to postpone the second recommendation. 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION A: 
 
To recommend that the City Commission authorize the formation of an Ad Hoc 
Parking Study Committee that will be formed for a limited time to update the 
parking demand study done in 2000 for the Parking Assessment District, with the 
goal of determining the long term demand levels for parking throughout the Central 
Business District, and recommendations of how to best use the Auto Parking 
System’s properties at this time.  Suggested recommendation of the Ad Hoc 
Committee shall include the following members, with each of the suggested boards 
nominating their representative accordingly: 
 


• Advisory Parking Committee 
• Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
• Planning Board 
• Principal Shopping District 
• Engineering Dept. Representative 
• Planning Dept. Representative 
• Principal Shopping District Staff Representative 


 
The Ad Hoc Committee shall be formed as soon as practical, with the goal of 
finalizing a report of findings and recommendations by July, 2014. 
 
 
 
 







6 
 
 


SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION B: 
 
With the understanding that the Auto Parking System needs to start making plans 
to build additional parking spaces, monthly permit rate increases at the following 
levels are recommended in an effort to increase the system account balance 
available for future construction: 
 
Effective July 1, 2014: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $60 
Park St. Structure    $50 
Peabody St. Structure   $55 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure  $50 
Chester St. Structure   $40 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $55 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $35 
South Side Permit    $40 
 
Effective July 1, 2015: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $65 
Peabody St. Structure   $65 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $60 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $40 
South Side Permit    $45 
 
 







MEMORANDUM 
 


Engineering Department 
 
DATE:   March 14, 2014 
 
TO:   Advisory Parking Committee 
 
FROM:  Brendan Cousino, Assistant City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Parking System Rates Update 
 
 
At the February 19, 2014 Advisory Parking Committee (APC) meeting, the issue of raising the 
rates for the monthly parking permits was brought up in the context of raising funds to pay for 
a portion of the expansion of the Pierce Street parking structure.  In the meeting, the 
discussion of changing the enforcement policies and rates at the on-street metered parking 
spaces was raised as well. 
 
At that time, the APC requested that this issue be discussed with the Principal Shopping District 
(PSD) board at their next meeting.  Paul O’Meara and Lex Kuhne agreed to contact the PSD 
board to request that this issue be placed on the agenda of their next scheduled meeting. The 
PSD board requested that this discussion take place at the PSD Maintenance Committee 
meeting, which is scheduled on March 18, 2014.   
 
An update of the discussion regarding will be given at the APC meeting on March 19th.  A copy 
of the complete report and attachments that were on the February 19 APC agenda is attached 
with the previous agenda item for your reference.  
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MEMORANDUM 
 


Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   May 14, 2014 
 
TO:   Advisory Parking Committee 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Monthly Parking Rate Increase Proposal 
 
 
At the February, 2014 APC meeting, the attached report regarding the high demand for monthly 
permits was identified.  First, an update relative to the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee will be 
provided below, followed by an update on the monthly parking rate increase proposal. 
 
AD HOC PARKING STUDY COMMITTEE (AHPSC) 
 
The formation of the above committee was approved by the City Commission in March.  Since 
then, the various participating boards have nominated the following members: 
 
Advisory Parking Committee – Susan Peabody 
Corridor Improvement Authority – JC Cataldo 
Multi-Modal Transportation Board – Unfilled 
Planning Board – Gillian Lazar 
Principal Shopping District – Richard Astrein 
 
(The Multi-Modal Transportation Board is just now being formed.  A total of six (out of seven) 
members were finally appointed at the Commission meeting of May 5.  At their first meeting, 
the topic of appointing a member to the AHPSC will be discussed.) 
 
While waiting for the membership of the Ad Hoc committee to develop, staff has been 
preparing for the study in two areas: 
 


1. The database of the downtown parking district from 2000 is currently being updated by 
the Planning Dept.  Due to some staff vacancies, this has been a slower process than 
had been expected, and it is not yet complete.  It would be helpful for it to be complete 
prior to calling the committee to meet. 


2. During the study in 2000, it was determined that the month of May was a good time of 
year to use for a parking demand model, in that it is near the peak time of year for 
demand.  It was decided at that time that if the parking system can accommodate 
demand during a weekday afternoon in May, it should be able to meet the demand most 
days of the year.  Since it is May, Central Parking is currently preparing to conduct a 
counting study of all the various areas of the downtown to better confirm what the level 
of demand is.  Having actual numbers available will help speed the process of updating 
the demand model once the committee starts meeting. 
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MONTHLY PARKING RATES 
 
At the February meeting, the APC generally accepted the premise that it may be time to raise 
monthly parking rates.  However, it was felt that a vote on the matter was premature until 
input from the PSD was obtained.  Chair Lex Kuhne and I appeared before the full PSD at their 
next regular meeting (March 5).  After our appearance, the topic of parking was assigned to the 
Maintenance subcommittee of the PSD.   
 
Brendan Cousino and I met with the subcommittee at their meeting of March 18, and discussed 
various parking topics with them in further detail.  At that time, it was felt that they would not 
be ready to take the matter to the full board at their meeting of April 3, but to look for 
something at their meeting of May 1.   
 
As the end of April approached, I asked for confirmation that the topic of parking rates was on 
the PSD agenda for May 1.  I was told that the subcommittee had a list of concerns to pass on 
to the staff and the APC relative to parking, but the topic of monthly parking rates seemed to 
have been left out of the discussion.  I expressed concern that the APC was in a holding pattern 
on this issue, with the expressed need to know if the PSD was going to raise objection to the 
topic of raising monthly parking rates.  As a result, Brendan and I were invited to the next 
Maintenance subcommittee meeting on May 13.  The meeting was productive, and touched 
upon other PSD concerns which are covered under a separate memo.  With respect to rates, 
the members present indicated that the PSD cannot be in a position of encouraging a rate 
increase.  However, they understand the current situation, and respect the fact that a rate 
increase may be coming.  They indicated that the PSD as a board will not actively protest if one 
is proposed.  They could not, of course, predict what the business community reaction would 
be. 
 
A suggestion was made that if a rate increase is enacted, it would be more palatable to the 
business community if it the new funds were placed in a separate account reserved for funding 
future construction.  Staff has concerns relative to this approach for two reasons: 
 


1. The City Commission should not have to be bound by how it funds projects within the 
Parking System, provided that funds earned by the Parking System are expended on 
improvements to the system, whether they be new construction, maintenance, or 
general operational expenses. 


2. If the City agreed to create a separate account that was earmarked for construction 
activities, it may set a precedent that each time a rate increase is enacted, the funds 
must be designated to a special purpose. 


 
As a result, staff does not recommend that a rate increase have such limitations.  The idea 
should be discussed by the APC.  A possible compromise would be to ask Central Parking to 
keep account of the additional funds earned, but not to promise how the funds would be spent. 
 
With the above introduction, I refer you back to the memo prepared in February, attached, 
starting on page 3.  A suggested rate increase for all parking facilities is offered for your review 
and consideration.  At this time, it would appear that the parking system is in need of new 
facilities to accommodate more cars.  New construction will result in a need for assessments 
and/or bonding if the work is going to be accomplished in the relatively near future.    It will 
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likely be several more months before a decision on how and when to expand the system is 
finalized.  Given the current demand for parking within the system, it may be appropriate to 
begin collecting additional funds now that can be saved for future construction.  The resolution 
as it appeared in February is presented again below (the rate increases have been pushed back 
one month to provide time for word to get out to the public): 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
With the understanding that the Auto Parking System needs to start making plans 
to build additional parking spaces, monthly permit rate increases at the following 
levels are recommended in an effort to increase the system account balance 
available for future construction: 
 
Effective August 1, 2014: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $60 
Park St. Structure    $50 
Peabody St. Structure   $55 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure  $50 
Chester St. Structure   $40 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $55 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $35 
South Side Permit    $40 
 
Effective July 1, 2015: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $65 
Peabody St. Structure   $65 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $60 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $40 
South Side Permit    $45 
 
 
 







Chief Studt clarified for Commissioner Rinschler that the proposed ordinance amendment will
prohibit possession as well as use.


In response to Crystal Proxmire, of the Oakland County 115 News, Chief Studt explained that if
charged under a state law, the charge would be brought in juvenile court. If charged under the
City ordinance, the fines are distributed according to the district court agreement.


VOTE: Yeas, 7
Nays, None
Absent, None


06- 150 -14 MONTHLY PARKING PERMIT RATE INCREASE


City Engineer O'Meara explained that parking demand has grown significantly in the last year.
The Advisory Parking Committee has suggested that the City start building the fund balance in
order to reduce the amount of bonding needed to expand parking in the future, thereby
reducing bonding and interest costs.


Commissioner Hoff commented that money is needed in order to add space to the Pierce
structure and that the proposed increases in monthly rates are a legitimate reason to raise the
rates. However, she does not want to drive businesses out of town or force employees to find
another job either.


Mayor Moore noted that the funds are held in the parking fund to pay for improvements and
new space in the future. It is not a source of general funds for the City. Parking decks are
expensive and the funds will be used to increase the quality and the capacity of the structures.


In response to a question from Commissioner Hoff, Interim City Manager Valentine confirmed
that the construction can be funded by general obligation bonds or revenue bonds. Revenue


bonds are not voter approved. Mr. Valentine added there has also been some discussion of


special assessments. Once the solution is finalized, then the funding mechanism will be
discussed.


Commissioner Hoff asked about the possibility that Central Parking utilize a national call center
rather than staffing the decks. She suggested a discussion of that issue be held before
anything is finalized. Mr. O'Meara explained that the proposal from Central Parking would have
to be studied by the Parking Committee before bringing it before the Commission.


Commissioner Dilgard expressed support of the resolution but does not feel the City is locked
into the July 1, 2015 rate increase at this time.


MOTION: Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Rinschler:
To accept the recommendation of the Advisory Parking Committee and approve the August 1,
2014 rates and tentatively approve the rates for July 2015, subject to review of the effect of the
rate increases in the current year, as follows:


Effective August 1, 2014:


Pierce St. Structure $60
Park St. Structure $50
Peabody St. Structure $55
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N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure $50
Chester St. Structure $40
Lot 6 Regular Permit $55
Lot 6 Economy Permit $35
South Side Permit $40


Effective July 1, 2015:
Pierce St. Structure $65
Peabody St. Structure $65
Lot 6 Regular Permit $60
Lot 6 Economy Permit $40
South Side Permit $45


Mary Ann Haney expressed concern with the effect of a rate increase on seniors and the lack of
available parking space for handicapped individuals.


Mayor Moore commented that there are parking spaces in the Chester structure for the Baldwin
House residents. He requested that staff review this.


VOTE: Yeas, 7
Nays, None
Absent, None


Commissioner McDaniel noted that a report will be required prior to July, 2015 relative to the
2015 parking rates.


06- 151 -14 COMMISSION REQUESTED EXTRA PROJECTS
FISCAL YEAR 2014/15


City Engineer O'Meara explained the request to include the resurfacing of Old Woodward Ave.
from Willits St. to Landon Ave. in the fall of this year. He reminded the Commissioners that


federal funding was received for Maple for the year 2017, which postponed the work on Old
Woodward until 2018 at the earliest. The resurfacing should last four to five years. He


suggested that the additional funds for the project be taken from the general fund or eliminate
other projects from this year's list.


Commissioner McDaniel stated that Old Woodward has to be done this year. He does not favor
eliminating other projects as planned, and proposed the funds for the Old Woodward project be
taken from the general fund.


MOTION: Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Dilgard:
To add the suggested resurfacing of Old Woodward Ave. from Willits St. to Landon Ave. to the
2014 Asphalt Pavement Maintenance Program, and return to the Commission with a suggested
budget amendment at the time of contract award.


VOTE: Yeas, 7
Nays, None
Absent, None


City Engineer O'Meara described the brick paver removal program. He suggested that the
sidewalk repair program for this year be postponed if the Commission feels the brick paver
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 


DATE: April 17, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 


SUBJECT: Peabody St. Parking Structure Restoration 
Monthly Permit Traffic Management 


Last year, large portions of the Park St. Parking Structure were closed to the public during our 
routine restoration project involving concrete patching and waterproofing.  During this time, 
when approximately 250 spaces were often closed, the Park St. Structure would fill to capacity 
usually by 10 AM on weekdays.  This situation caused demand to increase at the Peabody St. 
Structure, which already tends to operate near or over capacity during the summer months.   


This year, restoration work is scheduled for the Peabody St. Structure, as nothing of this sort 
has occurred here in eight years.  Since this parking structure is newer and in better condition, 
the volume of concrete patching needed will be substantially less.  Multiple repairs are needed 
to the brick façade, various metal surfaces will be painted, and the entire deck will be power 
washed, waterproofed, and have new pavement markings installed.  The contractor hired for 
this work expects that the work will occur primarily during the months of June, July, and 
August.  The plan sheet that depicts how the various parts of the parking structure will be 
closed is attached, for your reference.  During peak closure times, about 2/7, or about 125 
parking spaces will be closed.   


Since this parking structure is already very popular both with monthly permit parkers and daily 
traffic, staff has discussed various things that could be done to help keep this structure from 
being filled to capacity the majority of the business day.  Fortunately, while Peabody St. has 
been close or full to capacity many times in the recent past, the Pierce St. and Park St. 
Structures have not.  After reviewing current usage patterns, it was recommended by our 
management company (SP+) that up to 50 permits could be sold temporarily at both of these 
other neighboring facilities without pushing them into a “filled” status very often.   


There are currently about 400 monthly permit holders at the Peabody St. Structure.  These 
permits, currently valued at $55, are usually being held by the same employee or company for 
many years.  In an effort to temporarily reduce monthly permit parking traffic in the Peabody 
St. Structure, staff reviewed the following marketing tool to be offered to these permit holders: 


• Notices would be sent to all 400 permit holders letting them know that their current
permit at Peabody St. will be reduced to a cost of $0 for the months of June, July, and
August, for those willing to move their permit to either the Pierce St. or Park St.
Structures.


• Free permits would be made available for either location on a first come, first served
basis until a maximum of 50 permits are issued at either structure.
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• Permit holders who agree to participate would be automatically returned to their current
status at the Peabody St. Structure, at the regular monthly permit rate, once the
construction is nearing completion (September 1).


• The cost of the program, if 100 permit holders participate, would be $16,500.  The
parking spaces made available to daily traffic would then result in increased revenues
for the system, at a number that is difficult to predict.  If business is as strong as last
year, the system may not see much loss at all.


While this program would be a loss to the parking system, it would be a positive gesture to 
those businesses and visitors that rely on the ability to park in this structure, particularly if they 
arrive later on a typical busy summer weekday.  We estimate that approximately 60 long term 
visitors would be removed from the parking structure during a typical weekday, allowing those 
spaces to then be open for daily traffic. 


This idea was presented verbally to the Advisory Parking Committee at their meeting of April 
15, 2015, so there was no report prepared for their review.  The Committee understood its 
value, however, and passed a recommendation to the Commission with a vote of 7-0 stating: 


SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 


To recommend to the City Commission that the Auto Parking System waive the monthly 
permit fee for June, July, and August, 2015 for up to one hundred individuals from the 
Peabody St. Structure to have the option to move to the Pierce St. or Park St. 
Structures during restoration of the Peabody St. Structure. 


A suggested resolution is provided below: 


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 


To authorize the Auto Parking System to offer a maximum of 50 free monthly permits each at 
the Pierce St. and Park St. Structures to those that currently possess a monthly permit at the 
Peabody St. Structure for the months of June, July, and August, 2015, in an effort to open 
additional spaces to daily traffic during scheduled restoration of this facility, at an estimated 
cost of less than $16,500.   
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MEMORANDUM 
Office of the City Manager 


DATE: April 21, 2015 


TO: City Commission 


FROM: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


SUBJECT: Request for Closed Session – Pending Litigation 
Malota v City of Birmingham 


It is requested that the city commission meet in closed session to review pending litigation 
regarding Malota v City of Birmingham pursuant to Section 8(e) of the Open Meetings Act.  


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To meet in closed session to review pending litigation regarding Malota v City of Birmingham 
pursuant to Section 8(e) of the Open Meetings Act. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 


DATE: April 13, 2015 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 


FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 


SUBJECT: Staff Report – Quarton Lake Treatment Plan 


This serves as an update about the treatment plan for Quarton Lake for this season.  Also, find 
attached a copy of the report provided at the November 10, 2014 City Commission meeting 
about the project being postponed last year.  HRC informed us on March 25, 2015, the 
Michigan Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) told them the permit has expired and 
that a new one would need to be applied for this year.  According to the MDEQ, since Quarton 
Lake is already in the system with the MDEQ, permits will be facilitated more efficiently. 


In addition, the MDEQ recommends the applicator apply for the permit for which we had 
already anticipated doing this year.  As you concurred, I authorized we proceed with Tri-County 
Aquatics, for a not to exceed price of $5,600. 


Tri-County Aquatics is the preferred vendor, as they were low bidder last year, they will apply 
for the permit and take care of all of the reporting for us.  The annual permit is $200.00  During 
this permit application, it allows the vendor to request products that they know work best and 
have been used and currently used on other projects.   They are very experienced with this 
work.  The treatment timeline is to be ready to treat in late May or early June.  Tri-County 
Aquatics, Inc. scope of services will include applying for the permit, treatment, reporting with 
the MDEQ and follow-up care and recommendations. 


They will re-assess the lake to see whether a second treatment will be necessary or 
recommended.  If so, a second treatment may occur early August, which will depend on the 
overall conditions after the review. 


I will continue to provide updates to you on the Contractors schedule, product information and 
public notification distribution timeline.  We will follow the same aggressive plan to notify the 
area residents of this project as we used last year.  Some of the public announcements included 
an article in the Eccentric newspaper, a postcard mailed to all property owners on or across 
from the lake, submitted information about the project provided to the Quaker (local 
neighborhood newsletter), press releases and the City website. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 


        Department of Public Services 
 
DATE:   October 30, 2014 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 
 
SUBJECT: Staff Report – Quarton Lake Management Plan Update 
 
 
This serves as an update since the August 11, 2014 City Commission meeting in which 
authorization was given to apply for a permit with the Michigan Department of Environmental 
Quality (MDEQ) and treat the lily pads at Quarton Lake.  The City received the Aquatic Nuisance 
Control permit for Quarton Lake on September 12, 2014.  Hubbell, Roth and Clark, Inc. (HRC) 
formalized the quotes for this work with each of the firms in order to get updated pricing. 


The lowest qualified bidder, Tri-County Aquatics was notified to proceed with this work at the 
end of September.  In advance of the treatment, the contractor posted notices around the 
treatment area at Quarton Lake for seven days.  Residents were updated on the project via 
postcards, City website and local newspaper.  The projected treatment day was October 10, 
2014.  Due to equipment complications by the Contractor they were unable to treat on this day. 


In addition, they recommended we wait to treat until next year because the target plants are 
better than fifty percent dead and will be gone within the next few weeks due to natural die off.  
Treatment at this time will have little or no effect on the plant growth next year. 


HRC checked with another Contractor to see whether they would be able to treat the lake this 
year; plus ask for an opinion about treating this year.  Both of these Contractors recommend 
waiting until next spring or early summer to treat, which will provide better treatment results.  
Based on the opinions of the experts along with conferring with the MDEQ, everyone is in 
agreement not to treat the lily pads this year.  The optimal time to treat would be as the lily 
pads are coming up and just beginning to display leaves on the surface of the water. 


The chemical treatment will require multiple treatments next season.  HRC is arranging for our 
permit to be extended into next year to cover all of the treatments.  We will continue to advise 
in advance of next year’s treatment program. 
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PRESS RELEASE  PRESS RELEASE 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: April 23, 2015 


Contact: Craig Bryson, Public Information Officer, (248) 645-2000, ext. 2302 (e-mail: cbryson@rcoc.org) 


Visit RCOC online at www.rcocweb.org  Follow RCOC on Twitter at http://twitter.com/oaklandroads 


Become a fan of the Road Commission for Oakland County on Facebook 


QUARTON ROAD TO BE CLOSED FROM CRANBROOK TO WOODWARD BEGINNING 


APRIL 29 FOR WIDENING AND RESURFACING 


Beverly Hills, MI-- The Road Commission for Oakland County (RCOC) has approved the closure of 


Quarton Road between Cranbrook and Woodward Avenue in the communities of Bloomfield Hills and Birmingham 


to through traffic beginning Wednesday, April 29. 


Residential access will be maintained within the closure throughout the project.    The detour for the closure 


will be Woodward Avenue to Lone Pine Road to Lahser back to Quarton and vice versa.         During the project, the 


Chesterfield and Quarton Road intersection will be realigned and widened.   The $611,000 project is funded through 


the Roads Risk and Reserve Fund provided by the state, Tri-Party Program, and local funding.     The City of 


Birmingham will oversee the project and Florence Cement is the contractor.   The road is anticipated to re-open to 


traffic sometime around the end of July. 


-- ### -- 


INFORMATION ONLY



http://www.rcocweb.org/

http://twitter.com/oaklandroads



