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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION AGENDA 
MARCH 14, 2016 

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

 
I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

Rackeline J. Hoff, 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: 
 City Offices will be closed on March 25th in observance of the Easter holiday. 

 
Appointments: 
A. Interviews for appointment to the Multi-Modal Transportation Board as the bicycle 

advocate member. 
 1. Michael Surnow, 320 Martin, #100  

2. Daniel Miarka, 1208 Villa (unable to attend)  
B. To appoint_______ to the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, as the bicycle advocate 
 member, to serve a three-year term to expire March 24, 2019. 
C. Interviews for appointment to the Multi-Modal Transportation Board as the member with 

traffic focused education/experience. 
 1. Johanna Slanga, 2175 Dorchester Rd.   
D. To appoint_______ to the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, as the member with traffic 
 focused education/experience, to serve a three-year term to expire March 24, 2019. 
E. Interviews for appointment to the Parks & Recreation Board. 
 1. Lilly Stotland, 698 Hanna 
 2. Therese Quattrociocchi Longe, 1253 Yosemite 
F. To appoint_______ to the Parks & Recreation Board to serve a three-year term to expire 
 March 13, 2019. 
G. To appoint_______ to the Parks & Recreation Board to serve a three-year term to expire 
 March 13, 2019. 
H. Interviews for appointment to the Planning Board.   
 1. Scott Clein, 1556 Yosemite 
 2. Robin Boyle, 840 Wimbleton 
 3. Amy Pohlod, 1360 Edgewood 
I. To appoint_______ to serve a three-year term on the Planning Board to expire March 
 28, 2019. 
J. To appoint_______ to serve a three-year term on the Planning Board to expire March 
 28, 2019. 
K. Interviews for appointment to the Cablecasting Board.  
 1. Jeffrey Heldt, 1415 Lakeside 
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L. To appoint________ to serve a three-year term on the Cablecasting Board to expire 
 March 30, 2019. 
M. Interviews for appointment to the Public Arts Board. 
 1. Kaitlyn Tuson, 1007 Gardenia Ave, Royal Oak 
N. To appoint_______ to the Public Arts Board to serve the remainder of a three-year term 
 to expire January 28, 2019. 
O. Interviews for appointment to the Board of Building Trades Appeals. 
 1. Adam Charles, 1539 Bennaville 
P. To appoint _____ to serve the remainder of a three-year term on the Board of Building 
 Trades Appeals to expire May 23, 2016. 
Q. 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 February 8, 2016. 
B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of February 24, 

2016 in the amount of $1,858,364.75. 
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of March 2, 

2016 in the amount of $3,398,208.33. 
D. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of March 9, 

2016 in the amount of $812,570.26. 
E. Resolution approving a request from the City of Birmingham to hold the In the Park 
 Concerts on Wednesday evenings from June, 2016 through August, 2016 and the Band 
 Jam on June 17, 2016 in Shain Park, contingent upon compliance with all permit and 
 insurance requirements and payment of all fees, and, further, pursuant to any minor 
 modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of the 
 event. 
F. Resolution approve a request from the Birmingham Shopping District to hold the Family 
 Movie Night on June 24, July 15, and August 12 in Booth Park, contingent upon 
 compliance with all permit and insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, 
 further pursuant to any minor modifications that may be deemed necessary by 
 administrative staff at the time of the event. 
G. Resolution approving a request from the Birmingham Shopping District to hold the 
 Birmingham Cruise Event on August 20, 2016, contingent upon compliance with all 
 permit and insurance requirements and payment of all fees, and, further, pursuant to 
 any minor modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the 
 time of the event. 
H. Resolution approving a request from the Birmingham Shopping District requesting 
 permission to hold Day on the Town in downtown Birmingham, July 23, 2016 contingent 
 upon compliance with all permit and insurance requirements and payment of all fees 
 and, further pursuant to any minor modifications that may be deemed necessary by 
 administrative staff at the time of the event. 
I. Resolution approving Amendment #2 to Contract Number 2015-0212 with the Michigan 
 Department of Transportation to increase the Contract amount to a revised total of 
 $90,000, and authorizing the Mayor to sign the amendment.  (complete resolution in 
 agenda packet) 
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J. Resolution authorizing the Chief of Police to sign the MLCC Police Investigation Report 
 (LC-1800) and approving the liquor license request of La Strada Café that requests a 
 new Class C License to be issued under MCL 436.1521(A)(1)(B) and SDM License with 
 Outdoor Service (1 Area) to be located at 243 E Merrill, Birmingham, Oakland County, 
 MI 48009.  Furthermore, pursuant to Birmingham City Ordinance, authorizing the City 
 Clerk to complete the Local Approval Notice at the request of La Strada Café approving 
 the liquor license request of La Strada Café that requested a New Class C License to be 
 issued under MCL 436.1521 (A)(1)(B) & SDM License with Outdoor Service (1 Area) to 
 be located at 243 E Merrill, Birmingham, Oakland County, MI 48009. 
K. Resolution approving the service agreement with the Cultural Council of 
 Birmingham/Bloomfield in the amount of $4,200 for services described in Attachment A 
 of the agreement for fiscal year 2015-2016, account number 101-299.000-811.0000, 
 and further directing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the 
 City. 
L. Resolution approving the purchase of ten (10) Dumor benches and twelve (12) trash 
 receptacles for a total purchase price of $29,871.00 from the sole source vendor, 
 Penchura, LLC. Further, waiving the formal bidding requirements for this purchase with 
 a sole source vendor. The money has been budgeted in fiscal year 2015-2016 Capital 
 Projects Fund- Park Benches & Trash Cans for Streetscapes account #401-901.009-
 981.0100 for this equipment purchase. 
M. Resolution accepting the resignation of Ms. Kara Lividini from the Public Arts Board, 

thanking her for her service, and directing the Clerk to begin the process to fill the 
vacancy. 

N. Resolution setting Monday, April 11, 2016, at 7:30 P.M., to conduct a public hearing of 
necessity for the installation of new street lights where none currently exist within the 
Hamilton Ave. Paving project area.   If necessity is declared, setting Monday, April 25, 
2016, at 7:30 P.M. for a public hearing to confirm the roll for the installation of street 
lights where none currently exist in the Hamilton Ave. Paving project area. 

 
V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

A. Continued Public Hearing for the proposed lot rearrangement of 1366 Haynes Ct. and 
725 S.  Adams. 
1. Resolution closing the public hearing for the lot split application for 1366 Haynes 

Ct. & 725 S. Adams and taking no further action. 
B. Resolution adopting the proposed Street Name Change Review Policy, and submitting 

the November 18, 2015 request for the street name change of Millrace Road to Lakeside 
Court for review in accordance with the Street Name Change Review Policy.  

C. Resolution to concur with the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, 
 and directing staff to implement a Neighborhood Connector Route in 2016 as follows: 

1. Per the revised map,  the connector route will be denoted using signs and 
pavement markings as directed in this package, using the bike symbol sign with 
a white arrow on green background at all turns and key crossings, as well as 
sharrow pavement markings at similar locations, 

 2.  Banning all street parking on Oak St. between Lakepark Dr. and Lakeside Dr. to  
  allow the extension of the existing Oak St. bike lanes for one block to the east as 
  depicted on the attached plan, 
 3.  Installing a ten foot wide concrete off street bike path on W. Maple Rd. between 
  Larchlea Dr. and Chesterfield Ave., to be constructed as a part of the W. Maple  
  Rd. Resurfacing Project. 
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 Once bids are received and the contract is ready for award, a separate motion awarding 
 the Contract and authorizing the expenditures shall be returned to the Commission for 
 approval. 
D. Resolution directing staff to make the following improvements to the Torry 
 Neighborhood sideyard easement at each public street crossing, as follows: 

Villa Ave. – Install new handicap ramps at all four corners of the Yankee Ave. 
intersection and install marked crosswalks, as part of the Villa Ave. Paving 
Project.  

  Hazel Ave. – Remove and replace the existing crosswalk pavement markings with 
  current City standard (continental style). 
  Bowers Ave. - Remove and replace the existing crosswalk pavement markings  
  with current City standard (continental style). 

Haynes Ave. - Install new handicap ramps at all four corners of the Torry St. 
intersection and install marked crosswalks, as part of the Webster Ave./Torry St. 
Paving Project. 

E. Resolution adopting the Bumpout (Curb Extension) Policy as amended and 
 recommended by the Multi-Modal Transportation Board on February 11, 2016. 
F. Resolution accepting the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, and 

direct the Engineering Dept. to have the Hamilton Ave. pavement design revised to 
reflect a six foot encroachment for the bumpouts on the project, except for those 
located at the Woodward Ave. intersection, which will remain unchanged. The additional 
costs, estimated at $2,000, shall be charged to account number 203-449.001-981.0100. 

 
VI. NEW BUSINESS 

A. Public Hearing to consider objecting to renewal of liquor license – Rojo, 250 Merrill. 
 1. Resolution cancelling the Public Hearing to consider objecting to the renewal of  
  the liquor license held by Rojo, 250 Merrill. 
      - AND - 

Resolution approving the renewal, for the 2016 licensing period,  of the liquor 
license held by the owners/operators of Rojo, 250 Merrill. 

B. Public Hearing of Confirmation for sidewalk enhancements on Hamilton Ave. from N. Old 
 Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave., and Park St. from Hamilton Ave. to E. Maple Rd. 
 1. Resolution confirming the Special Assessment Roll #874 to defray the cost of the 

 streetscape on Hamilton Avenue.  (complete resolution in agenda packet) 
C. Public Hearing of Confirmation for the replacement of sewer laterals within the limits of 
 the Hamilton Avenue paving project area.  
 1. Resolution confirming the Special Assessment Roll #873 for the Hamilton Ave. 

 Sewer Lateral Project.  (complete resolution in agenda packet 
D. Resolution directing the Historic District Study Committee to prepare a study committee 
 report on 927 Purdy as outlined in section 127-4 of the City Code.  (complete resolution 
 in agenda packet) 
E.  Resolution approving the use of six (6) parking spaces in the right of way directly 
 abutting the property located at 33422 & 33466 Woodward to fulfill a portion of the off-
 street parking requirements per Article 4, section 4.43 (G)(1) of the Zoning Ordinance. 
F. Resolution approving the proposed name change for the museum from “Birmingham 

Historical Museum & Park” to “The Birmingham Museum” 
      - AND - 

Resolution approving the recommended change in the Museum Mission statement from 
“The Birmingham Historical Museum and Park seeks to foster a greater appreciation and 
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understanding of the city's unique heritage by collecting, preserving, cataloguing, and 
exhibiting cultural material relevant to Birmingham's story, and by providing engaging 
and entertaining educational programs that promote this story to a diverse audience” to 
“The Birmingham Museum will explore meaningful connections with our past, in order to 
enrich our community and enhance its character and sustainability. Our mission is to 
promote understanding of Birmingham's historical and cultural legacy through 
preservation and interpretation of its ongoing story.” 

      - AND - 
Ordinance amending Sections 62-31 and 62-33 of the Code of the City of Birmingham to 
reflect the museum name change and revised mission statement. 

G. Resolution endorsing the Birmingham Citizens Academy program for the City of 
 Birmingham. 
H. Resolution directing the Administration to prepare a resolution on the I75 project 
 addressing the following issues:_____________________________________________. 
 

VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 
 

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
 

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

X. REPORTS 
A. Commissioner Reports  

1. Notice to appoint member to the Architectural Review Committee and Public Arts 
Board on April 11, 2016.  

B. Commissioner Comments 
C. Advisory Boards, Committees, Commissions’ Reports and Agendas 
D. Legislation 
E. City Staff 
 1. Golf Report, submitted by Golf Manager Brito 
 2. Community Development Department Planning Division Report, submitted by 

 Planning Director Ecker 
 

XI. ADJOURN 
 
 
 
INFORMATION ONLY 
 
 
 
 
 
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). 
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

At the regular meeting of Monday, March 14, 2016, the Birmingham City Commission intends 
to appoint two members to the Multi-Modal Transportation Board to serve three-year terms 
to expire March 24, 2019. 

Interested citizens may submit an application available at the city clerk’s office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunities. Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's 
office on or before noon on Wednesday, March 9, 2016.  These documents will appear in the 
public agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City Commission will discuss 
recommendations, and may make nominations and vote on appointments.  

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

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

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

Applicant(s) Presented For City Commission Consideration: 

3A0
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SUGGESTED ACTION: 
To appoint _____________ to the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, as the bicycle advocate 
member, to serve a three-year term to expire March 24, 2019. 

To appoint _____________ to the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, as the member with 
traffic-focused education and/or experience, to serve a three-year term to expire March 24, 
2019. 

Applicant Name Criteria/Qualifications
In so far as possible, members shall represent,  

 one member with traffic-focused education and/or
experience 

 one bicycle advocate member

Members must be electors (registered voter) or property 
owners of the City of Birmingham. 

Michael Surnow Bicycle Advocate
Property Owner, 320 Martin 

Daniel Miarka Bicycle Advocate 
Registered Voter, 1208 Villa 

Johanna Slanga Engineer, works in the transportation industry
Registered Voter, 2175 Dorchester 



 MULTI-MODAL 
TRANSPORTATION BOARD

 
Resolution No.  02-31-14 
 
The purpose of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board shall be to assist in maintaining the safe and efficient 
movement of motorized and non-motorized vehicles and pedestrians on the streets and walkways of the city 
and to advise the city commission on the implementation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Plan, including 
reviewing project phasing and budgeting.  
 
In so far as possible, the seven member committee shall be composed of the following: one pedestrian 
advocate member; one member with a mobility or vision impairment; one member with traffic-focused 
education and/or experience; one bicycle advocate member; one member with urban planning, architecture 
or design education and/or experience; and two members at large from different geographical areas of the 
city. Board members shall be electors or property owners in the city. 
 
Term: Three years. 
 
 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Adams Vionna

2109 Dorchester

(202) 423-7445

vionnajones@gmail.com

Member at large from different 
geographical areas of the city.

Birmingham 48009

3/24/201812/15/2014

Edwards Lara

1636 Bowers

(734) 717-8914

lmedwards08@gmail.com

Member at large from different 
geographical areas of the city.

Birmingham 48009

3/24/20174/28/2014

Folberg Amy

1580 Latham

(248) 890-9965

amy.folberg@gmail.com

Member at large from different 
geographical areas of the city.

Birmingham 48009

3/24/201712/14/2015
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Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Lawson Andy

1351 E. Maple

(586) 944-6701

andlawson@deloitte.com

Pedestrian Advocate Member

Birmingham 48009

3/24/20184/28/2014

Slanga Johanna

1875 Winthrop Lane

248-761-9567

jopardee@gmail.com

Traffic-Focus Education/Experience 
Member

Birmingham 48009

3/24/20165/5/2014

Surnow Michael

320 Martin St. #100

(248) 865-3000

michael@surnow.com

Bicycle Advocate Member

Birmingham 48009

3/24/20164/13/2015

Warner Amanda

671 E. Lincoln

248-719-0084

awarner@aol.com

Urban Planning/Architecture/Design 
Member

Birmingham 48009

3/24/20175/5/2014
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9 Mar 2016 

 

Dear Board Members, 

 

My name is Dan Miarka, and I would like to start by thanking you for the opportunity to interview for 

the Bicycle Advocate seat on the Multi‐Modal Transportation Board. I apologize pre‐emptively for not 

being able to attend in person, as a work trip to Seattle was previously scheduled, but would like to 

provide you with a summary of my background and interest in the position for consideration. 

 

As my application notes, I am an IT Consultant for a Cloud Based Software product company called Plex 

Systems. My educational background consists of a BA from the University of Michigan – Ann Arbor, and 

an MBA from Wayne State University.  My professional background is well rounded, from Manufacturing 

to Supply Chain to IT, with significant experience and daily practice in Consultative and Project 

Management Methodologies. 

 

My family and I moved to Birmingham from Oakland Township in August 2014.  We absolutely love our 

neighborhood and the greater downtown Birmingham area.  Each day we’ve been here has solidified 

our decision to raise our family in this area. The sense of community, the city services, the downtown, 

the park system, and the public school system are a few of the reasons that drew us to the city of 

Birmingham. 

 

I first became involved with the city while championing the petition for road improvement on my own 

street. Upon moving to Villa Road, our street was under construction for water main repair. Once 

finished, the street was chip sealed and left as an unimproved street.  I began this process with the City 

Engineer, Paul O’Meara, in March 2015, and I am proud to say that I obtained the majority vote and the 

project was passed through the City Board in November of 2015. Being this was my first involvement in 

local government matters, it was very satisfying to see something through that will not only improve the 

safety of our streets, but provide solidified infrastructure for years to come by bringing in new sewers 

and curbed approaches. 

 

Throughout the process of petitioning my neighbors, I received praise and accolades for my 

communication skills and organization in all phases of the process.  In fact, a few of my neighbors 

planted the seed by asking me if I was going to get involved further and apply for a position on a City 

Board. This led me to research what the City of Birmingham has to offer in that regard. 

 

I am an avid bicyclist and walker of the community. I absolutely love the fact that I can put the car in 

park on a Friday and truly not have to start it back up until Monday morning if I don’t want to.   With 



that said, my interests were quickly drawn to the Multi‐Modal Transportation Board. As a bicyclist and 

walker, I am particularity interested in maintaining and improving the safety of our residents and guests 

to our city.  

 

I am personally invested in this position as a family man, a father of a five year old daughter, and an 

advocate for all other residents and visitors in maintaining the safety of our neighborhoods and 

downtown areas.  My passion for the city and its residents drove me to champion the Villa Road 

improvement project and will continue on as part of the Multi‐Modal Transportation Board if elected. 

 

Becoming a member of the Board will be extremely gratifying. I am confident that I can bring personal 

experience, as well as a Project Management‐based mindset, to help improve the city and execute the 

Multi‐Modal Transportation Plan.  I hope to be a part of making Birmingham a center for continuous 

improvement that makes it the best place to live in Metro Detroit. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. I look forward to the potential honor of serving on the Board. 

 

Regards, 

 

Dan Miarka 

1208 Villa Rd. 
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE 
PARKS & RECREATION BOARD 

At the regular meeting of Monday, March 14, 2016, the Birmingham City Commission intends 
to appoint two members to the Parks and Recreation Board to serve three-year terms to 
expire March 13, 2019. 

Interested citizens may submit an application available at the city clerk’s office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunities. Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's 
office on or before noon on Wednesday, March 9, 2016.  These applications will appear in the 
public agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City Commission will discuss 
recommendations, and may make nominations and vote on the appointments. 

Responsibilities
The Parks & Recreation Board consists of seven members who serve for three-year terms 
without compensation. The goal of the board is to promote a recreation program and a park 
development program for the city of Birmingham.  The Board shall recommend to the city 
commission for adoption such rules and regulations pertaining to the conduct and use of 
parks and public grounds as are necessary to administer the same and to protect public 
property and the safety, health, morals, and welfare of the public. 

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

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

Applicant(s) Presented For City Commission Consideration: 

SUGGESTED ACTION: 

To appoint ___________________ to the Parks & Recreation Board to serve a three-year 
term to expire March 13, 2019. 

To appoint ___________________ to the Parks & Recreation Board to serve a three-year 
term to expire March 13, 2019. 

Applicant Name Criteria/Qualifications
Members must be electors (registered voters) of the City of 
Birmingham. 

Lilly Stotland Registered Voter, 698 Hanna

Therese Quattrociocchi-Longe Registered Voter, 1253 Yosemite

3E0



PARKS AND RECREATION BOARD
Article II, Section 78 
 
Objectives:  The Parks and Recreation Board shall promote a recreation program and a park development 
program for the City. The Board shall recommend to the city commission for adoption such rules and 
regulations pertaining to the conduct and use of parks and public grounds as are necessary to administer 
the same and to protect public property and the safety, health, morals, and welfare of the public. 
 
Seven members, Three-year Terms, Appointed by the City Commission 
Members must be electors of the City of Birmingham 
Meetings held the first Tuesday of each month at 6:30 PM. 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Kaplan Ross

635 Oak

(248) 645-6526

rkaplan@neumannsmith.com

3/13/201710/22/2007

Longe Therese

1253 Yosemite

(248) 258-6744

(313) 745-0138

tmquattro@gmail.com

Chairperson
3/13/20163/29/2004

McMaster Nichole

1592 Buckingham

(862) 812-1211

nicholemcmasterr@gmail.com

Student Representative
12/31/20162/8/2016

Meehan John

656 Chester

(248) 644-5923

john.meehan@att.net

3/13/20173/18/2002
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Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Ross Ryan

1872 Derby

(248) 705-6465

ryan.countryside@gmail.com

Vice Chairperson
3/13/20185/21/2012

Stevens Raymond

1243 Ruffner

(248) 514-3740

rastevens2@yahoo.com

3/13/20184/15/1996

Stotland Lilly

698 Hanna

(248) 433-3148

lstotland@vescooil.com

3/13/201612/7/2015

Wiebrecht William

1714 Torry

(248) 703-6503

billwiebrecht@wowway.com

3/13/201810/14/1991
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
PLANNING BOARD 

At the regular meeting of Monday, March 14, 2016, the Birmingham City Commission intends 
to appoint two members to serve three-year terms to expire March 28, 2019.  Members must 
consist of an architect duly registered in this state, a building owner in the Central Business 
or Shain Park Districts, and the remaining members 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.  Members must 
be residents of the City of Birmingham. 

Interested citizens may submit an application available at the city clerk’s office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunites.  Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's 
office on or before noon on Wednesday, March 9, 2016.  These applications will appear in the 
public agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City Commission will discuss 
recommendations, and may make nominations and vote on the appointments. 

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

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

NOTE: All members of boards and commissions are subject to the provisions of City of Birmingham City Code 
Chapter 2, Article IX, Ethics and the filing of the Affidavit and Disclosure Statement.   
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Applicant(s) Presented For City Commission Consideration: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION: 
To appoint _______________________  to serve a three-year term on the Planning Board to 
expire March 28, 2019. 
 
To appoint _______________________  to serve a three-year term on the Planning Board to 
expire March 28, 2019. 
 
 

Applicant Name Criteria/Qualifications
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.   
 
Members must be residents of the City of Birmingham. 

Scott Clein Resident, 1556 Yosemite
Civil Engineer & Business Owner 

Robin Boyle Resident, 840 Wimbleton
University Professor of Planning 

Amy Pohlod Resident, 1360 Edgewood
Building & Business Owner 



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

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Boyce Janelle

179 Catalpa

(248) 321-3207

jlwboyce@hotmail.com

3/28/201712/10/2007

Boyle Robin

840 Wimbleton

(248) 258-6456

(313) 577-2702

robinboyle@ameritech.net

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

Clein Scott

1556 Yosemite

(248) 203-2068

s.clein@comcast.net

3/28/20163/22/2010

Cusimano Colin

1063 West Southlawn

(248) 795-0393

colin.cusimano14@gmail.com

Student Representative
12/31/20162/8/2016

Jeffares Stuart

1381 Birmingham Blvd

(248) 321-2120

stuartjeffares@gmail.com

(served as alternated 11/2014-12/2015)
3/28/201812/14/2015
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Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Koseck Bert

2441 Dorchester

(248) 302-4018

bkoseck@comcast.net

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

Lazar Gillian

420 Harmon

(248) 613-3400

(248) 644-2500

glazar@hallandhunter.com

Building Owner in the Central Business
3/28/20184/10/2006

Prasad Lisa

622 Vinewood

(248) 241-6092

lprasad@fullcircleadvisory.com

alternate
11/2/20171/25/2016

Share Daniel

1040 Gordon Lane

(248) 642-7340

dshare@bsdd.com

Alternate
11/2/201711/24/2014

Williams J. Bryan

534 Graten Street

(248) 420-3522

(248) 433-7289

jwilliams@dickinsonwright.com

attorney
3/28/20184/16/2007
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE 
CABLECASTING BOARD

At the regular meeting of Monday, March 14, 2016 the Birmingham City Commission intends to 
appoint to the Cablecasting Board three regular members and one alternate member to serve the 
remainder of the three-year terms.  Applicants must be residents of the City of Birmingham. 

Interested citizens may submit an application available at the city clerk’s office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunities. Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's office 
on or before noon on Wednesday, March 9, 2016.  These applications will appear in the public 
agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City Commission will discuss recommendations, 
and may make nominations and vote on the appointments. 

Duties of the Cablecasting Board 
1) Advise the municipalities on matters relating to cable communications;
2) Monitor the franchisee's compliance with the franchise agreement and the cable

communications ordinance;
3) Conduct performance reviews as outlined in Chapter 30, Article VII of the city code;
4) Act as liaison between the franchisee and the public; hear complaints from the public and

seek their resolution from the franchisee;
5) Advise the various municipalities on rate adjustments and services according to the

procedure outlined in Chapter 30; Article VI
6) Advise the municipalities on renewal, extension or termination of a franchise;
7) Appropriate those moneys deposited in an account in the name of the cablecasting board

by the member communities;
8) Oversee the operation of the education, governmental and public access channels;
9) Apprise the municipalities of new developments in cable communications technology;
10) Hear and decide all matters or requests by the operator (Comcast Cablevision);
11) Hear and make recommendations to the municipalities of any request of the operator for

modification of the franchise requirement as to channel capacity and addressable
converters or maintenance of the security fund;

12) Hear and decide all matters in the franchise agreement which would require the operator
to expend moneys up to fifty thousand dollars;

13) Enter into contracts as authorized by resolutions of the member municipalities;
14) Administer contracts entered into by the board and terminate such contracts.

Applicant(s) Presented For City Commission Consideration: 

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

SUGGESTED ACTION: 
To appoint _______________________to serve a three-year term on the Cablecasting Board 
to expire March 30, 2019. 

Applicant Name Criteria/Qualifications
Must be a resident of Birmingham 

Jeffrey Heldt Resident, 1415 Lakeside
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CABLECASTING BOARD
Chapter 30 - Section 30-226 - Birmingham City Code
Meeting Schedule: 3rd Wednesday of the month - 7:45 A. M 
 
The Board shall consist of 12 members, which includes 7 members who are residents of the City 
of Birmingham.  Each member community shall also appoint one alternative representative. (30-
226) 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Bozell Jeffrey

1564 Penistone

(313) 204-5489

jeffrey.bozell@gmail.com

3/30/20182/22/2016

Eick R. David

559 Greenwood

(248) 231-8067

eickhouse@comcast.net

3/30/201812/14/2015

Heldt Jeffrey

1415 Lakeside

(248) 646-4678

(248) 646-1050

jheldt@kotzsangster.com

3/30/20163/22/2010

Linsenman Colin

1196 Holland

(248)205-6166

(810) 235-9000

clinsen1@gmail.com

3/30/20177/8/2013

McAlear Matthew

1742 Latham

(248)420-5635

mbmcalear@gmail.com

3/30/20182/25/2013

McLain Elaine

528 Pilgrim

(248) 225-9903

ekmclain@gmail.com

3/30/20171/9/2006
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 For Cable Inquires:    
 Cathy White  248-336-9445 
 P.O. Box 165, Birmingham, MI  48012 



Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Vacant 3/30/2017

Vacant

ALTERNATE

3/30/2016
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
PUBLIC ARTS BOARD 

At the regular meeting of Monday, January 11, 2016 the Birmingham City Commission 
intends to appoint three members to the Public Arts Board to serve three-year terms to 
expire January 28, 2019. 

In so far as possible, the members shall represent a major cultural institution, a registered 
architect of the State of Michigan, an artist, an art historian, and an art consultant. 
Members may also be members of the Historic District Commission, Design Review Board, 
the Parks and Recreation Board, or the Planning Board. 

The objectives of the Public Arts Board are to enrich the City's civic and cultural heritage; 
to promote a rich, diverse, and stimulating cultural environment in order to enrich the lives 
of the City's residents, business owners, employees, and all visitors; and to establish an 
environment where differing points of view are fostered, expected, and celebrated by 
providing the opportunity for such expression through the display of public art. 

Interested citizens may apply for this position by submitting an application available from the 
city clerk's office.  Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's office on or before noon 
on Wednesday, January 6, 2016.  These applications will appear in the public agenda for the 
regular meeting at which time the commission will discuss recommendations, and may make 
nominations and vote on the appointments. 

Applicant(s) Presented For City Commission Consideration: 

SUGGESTED ACTION: 
To appoint _____________ to the Public Arts Board to serve the remainder of a three-year 
term to expire January 28, 2019. 

Applicant Name Criteria/Qualifications
Members shall, in so far as possible, represent a major 
cultural institution, a registered architect of the State of 
Michigan, an artist, an art historian, and an art consultant. 
Members may also be members of the Historic District 
Commission, Design Review Board, the Parks and Recreation 
Board, or the Planning Board.   

Kaitlyn Tuson Marketing & Business Development Consultant, Former 
Owner of an Art Gallery in New York City 

Resubmitted from January 11, 2016
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PUBLIC ARTS BOARD
City Code - Chapter 78, Article V 
Terms - 3 years 
Members - At least 4 members shall be residents of the City of Birmingham.  The remaining members
may or may not be residents of Birmingham.  In so far as possible, the members shall represent a
major cultural institution, a registered architect of the State of Michigan, an artist, an art historian,
and an art consultant.  Members may also be members of the HDDRC, the Parks and Recreation
Board, or the Planning Board. 
Objectives -  
 to enrich the City's civic and cultural heritage;  
 to promote a rich, diverse, and stimulating cultural environment in order to enrich the lives of the

City's residents, business owners, employees, and all visitors;  
 to establish an environment where differing points of view are fostered, expected, and celebrated 

by providing the opportunity for such expression through the display of public art. 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Heller Barbara

176 Linden

(248) 540-1310

(313) 833-7834

bheller@dia.org

Resident Member

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20181/28/2002

Klinger Phyllis

1844 Bowers

(248) 594-4240

pklingerlawfirm@yahoo.com

Resident Member

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20183/18/2013

Kowaleski Diane

750 Hazelwood

248-594-1974

dfkowal@gmail.com

Resident Member

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20174/23/2012

Lividini Kara

412 Berwyn

313.645.9511

ktertzag@ford.com

Resident Member

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20177/28/2014
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Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Mettler Maggie

544 Wallace

(248) 703-8006

mlmettler@gmail.com

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20191/12/2015

Suchara Ava

2160 Fairway

(248) 645-1319

asuchara@comcast.net

Student Representative

Birmingham 48009

12/31/20162/8/2016

VACANT 1/28/2019

Wells Linda

588 Cherry Ct.

(248) 647-1165

lawells126@gmail.com

Resident Member

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20192/11/2013
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
BOARD OF BUILDING TRADES APPEAL 

At the regular meeting of Monday, May 11, 2015 the Birmingham City Commission intends to 
appoint one member to serve the remainder of a three-year term to expire May 23, 2016 and 
one member to serve the remainder of a three-year term to expire May 23, 2017.  Applicants 
shall be qualified by experience or training.  

Interested citizens may submit an application available at the city clerk’s office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunities. Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's 
office on or before noon on Wednesday, May 6, 2015.  These documents will appear in the 
public agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City Commission will discuss 
recommendations, and may make nominations and vote on appointments.  

The Board of Building Trades Appeal hears and grants or denies requests for variances from 
strict application of the provisions of the Michigan Building, Residential, Mechanical and 
Plumbing Codes and the National Electrical Code. The board will decide on matters pertaining 
to specific code requirements related to the construction or materials to be used in the 
erection, alteration or repair of a building or structure.  

Applicant(s) Presented For City Commission Consideration: 

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

SUGGESTED ACTION: 

To appoint _________________ to serve the remainder of a three-year term on the Board of 
Building Trades Appeals to expire May 23, 2016. 

Applicant Name Criteria/Qualifications
Applicants shall be qualified by experience or training.  

Adams Charles General Contractor

Resubmitted from May 11, 2015
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BOARD OF BUILDING TRADES APPEALS
Chapter 22, Article II, 1972 PA 230, MCL 125.1514
Members shall be qualified by experience or training (such as Architect, Engineer, Mechanical 
Engineer, Building Contractor, Electrical Contractor, Plumbing Contractor, Heating Contractor, and
Refrigeration Contractor).  
Term: Three years – 6 members 
 
The Board of Building Trades Appeal hears and grants or denies requests for variances from strict 
application of the provisions of the Michigan Building, Residential, Mechanical and Plumbing 
Codes and the National Electrical Code. The board will decide on matters pertaining to specific 
code requirements related to the construction or materials to be used in the erection, alteration 
or repair of a building or structure. 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Force David

1099 N. Cranbrook

(248) 644-1724

force0621@ameritech.net

Building Contractor

12/11/2006 5/23/2018

Bloomfield Hills 48301

Mando Dennis

2225 Ironwood Dr

(248) 767-0515

(248) 669-4338

denny@dennysonline.com

Heating Contractor

1/30/2006 5/23/2017

Clarkston 48348

Partridge A. James

3916 Cottontail Lane

(248)642-1739

(248) 645-1465

jim@jpconsulting-llc.com

Mechanical Engineer

7/8/1996 5/23/2018

Bloomfield Hills 48301

Stahelin Benjamin

1832 East Lincoln

(248) 210-7764

stahelinbenjamin@gmail.com

2/22/2016 5/23/2017

Birmingham 48009

VACANT 5/23/2016
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Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

White Ronald

1898 Tahquamenon

(248) 543-5532

(810) 543-5532

offices@rdwhiteco.com

Electrical Contractor

7/15/1991 5/23/2018

Bloomfield Hills 48302
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1 February 8, 2016 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 
AND GOAL SETTING WORKSHOP MINUTES 

FEBRUARY 8, 2016 
MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 151 MARTIN 

7:30 P.M.

I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Rackeline J. Hoff, Mayor, called the meeting to order at 7:32 PM. 

II. ROLL CALL
ROLL CALL: Present, Mayor Hoff 

Commissioner Bordman 
Commissioner Boutros 
Commissioner DeWeese  
Commissioner Harris 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita  
Commissioner Sherman 

Absent,  None  

Administration:  City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Currier & Kucharek, Clerk Pierce, 
Assistant to the Manager Haines, Planners Ecker  Baka, Police Chief Studt, Fire Chief 
Connaughton, DPS Director Wood, Building Official Johnson, Finance Director Gerber, City 
Engineering O’Meara, IT Director Gemmell 

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

02-36-16 RECOGNITION OF 2015 STUDENT BOARD REPRESENTATIVES 
The Commission recognized the 2015 Student Board Representatives. 

02-37-16 APPOINTMENT OF 2016 STUDENT BOARD REPRESENTATIVES 
MOTION: Motion by DeWeese, seconded by Sherman: 
To appoint the following students as non-voting members for the calendar year 2016: 
Colin Cusimano Planning Board 
Loreal Salter-Dodson Historic District Commission & Design 

Review Board 
Nichole McMaster Parks and Recreation Board 
Ava Suchara  Public Arts Board 
Nayri Carman Museum Board 

VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
Nays, None 
Absent, None 

The Clerk administered the oath to the appointed student board members. 
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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. 

02-38-16  APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA 
The following item was removed from the consent agenda: 

 Item B (Minutes of January 25, 2016) by Mayor Hoff 
 
MOTION: Motion by Sherman, seconded by Bordman: 
To approve the consent agenda as follows:   
A. Approval of City Commission Long Range Planning minutes of January 16, 2016. 
B. Approval of City Commission minutes of January 25, 2016. 
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of January 27, 

2016 in the amount of $781,164.22. 
D. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of February 3, 

2016 in the amount of $1,643,215.17. 
E. Resolution approving the appointment of election inspectors for the March 8, 2016 
 Presidential Primary Election pursuant to MCL 168.674(1) and authorizing the City Clerk 
 to make revisions as needed. 
F. Resolution approving a request submitted by the City of Birmingham to hold Celebrate 
 Birmingham Parade on Sunday, May 15, 2016, contingent upon compliance with all 
 permit and insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, further pursuant to any 
 minor modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of 
 the event. 
G. Resolution accepting the resignation of Alexander Chapman as a member of the Board 
 of Review, thanking him for his service and directing the Clerk to begin the process to fill 
 the vacancy. 
H. Resolution accepting the resignation of Ruth Clevers as a member of the Board of 
 Review, thanking her for her service and directing the Clerk to begin the process to fill 
 the vacancy. 
 
ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas,  Commissioner Bordman 

Commissioner Boutros 
Commissioner DeWeese 
Commissioner Harris 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita 
Commissioner Sherman 
Mayor Hoff 

Nays,   None 
Absent, None 
Abstention, None 

 
V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
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VI. NEW BUSINESS 
02-39-16  PUBLIC HEARING – LOT REARRANGEMENT 
   1366 HAYNES COURT & 725 SOUTH ADAMS 
Mayor Hoff opened the Public Hearing to consider a lot rearrangement at 1366 Haynes Court 
and 725 South Adams at 7:45 PM. 
 
City Planner Baka explained the request to take a strip of property from the back of the 
residential lot at 1366 Haynes Court and transfer it to 725 South Adams.  He noted that there is 
a letter in the agenda packet from the applicant’s attorney basically stating that this 
encroachment has essentially existed since the property was under the same ownership since 
1964.  There is a three foot strip of pavement that encroaches into the backyard along the 
length of the property and a larger portion at the southwest corner there is an AT&T utility box. 
The applicant is requesting to transfer this property to Adams Square.  Because this was under 
common ownership for a number of years, it was not an issue.  Now the applicant is 
considering selling one or both properties so they are requesting this to clean up any title issues 
that may come up with the sale of the property.  He confirmed that both lots meet the lot split 
requirements as required by City Code. 
 
Dawn Macaddino, representing the applicants, explained the ownership information on the 
properties.  She confirmed for Mayor Hoff that the owner of the shopping center is a family 
member of the owner of the residential parcel.  She commented that the access to the AT&T 
pad is from the shopping center.  She confirmed for Mayor Hoff that it is her understanding that 
the AT&T pad, located on the residential property, services the entire area. 
 
Steve Pole, representing Bobby and Sandy Parris at 1374 Haynes, expressed objection to the lot 
rearrangement.  He expressed concern that the shopping center activity would creep into the 
neighborhood and increase the issues with the noise and inconvenience.  In addition, he 
expressed concern with the property value of his client’s house with a stripmall closer to the 
house. 
 
Bobby Parris, 1374 Haynes, stated that the lot rearrangement will not enhance the 
neighborhood and is only a convenience for the applicant.  He stated that there is a dedication 
that the easement is supposed to stay residential, not commercial.  He referenced language on 
a plat map which stated that the streets and walkways shown on the plat are dedicated to the 
use of the public and that the private easements shown are reserved for the public utilities and 
that no permanent structure should be erected in the boundaries of the easements.  Regulation 
and control of the use of the easements is vested in the local government authority.  He noted 
that there is an easement that runs along the back of the properties. 
 
Mr. Baka confirmed for Commissioner Harris that the portion of land will remain in the R2 zone 
district and anything done to that property would have to conform with residential.   
 
Mr. Pole expressed concern that once the stripcenter owns the land, they could request a 
variance and circuit the zoning change.  Commissioner Sherman noted that even if a request for 
a zoning change was submitted, it would still be subject to the restrictions of the easement.  He 
noted that whether or not this is done, it does not affect the restrictions on the property. 
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Ms. Macaddino commented that she did not have the opportunity to review the declaration that 
Mr. Parris was referencing.  If it is an issue, she stated that she would like the opportunity to 
look at it and respond. 
 
MOTION:   Motion by Sherman, seconded by DeWeese: 
To continue the Public Hearing to March 14, 2016. 
  
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita requested more clarity in the documentation to clarify the existing 
conditions versus the proposed condition.  He suggested aerial photos of the area. 
 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None 
  Absent, None 
 
02-40-16  CLOSED SESSION REQUEST 
   ATTORNEY/CLIENT PRIVILEGE COMMUNICATION 
MOTION: Motion by Sherman, seconded by Boutros: 
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,  Commissioner Boutros 

Commissioner DeWeese 
Commissioner Harris 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita 
Commissioner Sherman 
Commissioner Bordman  
Mayor Hoff 

Nays,   None 
Absent, None 
Abstention, None 

 
VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 

02-41-16  CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES 
   JANUARY 25, 2016 
Mayor Hoff suggested the following revisions to Resolution #01-24-16: 
“Mike Labadie, Fleis & VandenBrink, presented the interim study report on the progress of the West 
Maple Road Lane Trial Reconfiguration Project.  He explained the number of crashes, average speeds and 
the daily traffic volume dropped, except on Oak because it was recently resurfaced.  The cut through 
traffic was reduced and there was no change to the level of service and travel time in the corridor.” 
 
“Mr. Labadie explained for Commissioner Bordman that the traffic volume figures, on all streets other 
than Maple, are more recent.  He confirmed for Commissioner Harris that the comparison information is 
current except for the traffic volume information on West Maple.” 
 
MOTION: Motion by Bordman, seconded by DeWeese: 
To approve the City Commission minutes of January 25, 2016 as amended. 
 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 



5 February 8, 2016 

 

  Nays, None 
  Absent, None 
 

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
 

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

X. REPORTS 
02-42-16  COMMISSIONER REPORTS 
The Commission intends to appoint members to the Board of Review on  February 22, 2016, 
Parks & Recreation Board, Multi-Modal Transportation Board, Planning Board, and Cablecasting 
Board on March 14, 2016. 
 
02-43-16  COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 
Commissioner DeWeese commented on HB5232 & SB720 which would take away certain rights 
associated with how the City operates historical districts.  He noted that has contacted his state 
representative as his primary concern is that the state is telling the local level of government 
how to operate its business.  He noted that it could constrain the City’s ability to its own 
historical resources.   
 
Mayor Hoff noted that the City Manager has been in contact with the State Representative and 
State Senator to express the concerns of the City. 
 
02-44-16  CITY STAFF REPORTS 
The Commission received the report regarding the 14 Mile Rd. resurfacing (Greenfield to 
Crooks) submitted by City Engineer  O’Meara.  Mr. O’Meara confirmed for Mayor Hoff that the 
work is scheduled for 2018. 
 
The Commission received the Train Station Demolition update submitted by City Engineer 
O’Meara. 
 
The Commission recessed to closed session at 8:28 PM. 
The Commission reconvened in open session at 9:30 PM to begin the workshop session.  
 
02-45-16  CITY COMMISSION GOAL SETTING WORKSHOP 
Debbie Macon, Facilitating Connections, facilitated a discussion on the draft goals from the 
previous goal setting workshop.  The Commission discussed the draft goals and recommended 
revisions to those goals. 
 

XI. ADJOURN 
The meeting adjourned at 10:35 PM. 
 
 
Laura M. Pierce 
City Clerk 
 



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

02/24/2016

03/14/2016

200.004-EVER-WATER-TITE LLCMISC240426

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240427

500.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240428

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240429

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240430

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240431

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240432

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240433

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240434

4,750.00AARON'S EXCAVATING INC005358240435

537.00ACE-TEX ENTERPRISES INC000151240436

200.00ADVANCED HOME SOLUTIONSMISC240437

462.05AETNA BEHAVIORAL HEALTH LLC007266240438

151.43AIRGAS GREAT LAKES003708240440

750.00AKT PEERLESS004657240441

100.00ALBAUGH MASONRY STONE AND TILEMISC240442

58.50ALL IN ONE VENDING007964240443

15.00ALLIE BROTHERS, INC005795240444

1,810.00ALLIED PLUMBING & SEWER007787*240445

403.77AM-DYN-IC FLUID POWER INC000143240446

200.00AMERICAN POOL SERVICE INCMISC240447

835.55APPLIED IMAGING007033240448

49.00AT&T006759*240449

126.62AT&T006759*240450

93.55AT&T006759*240451

105.00AT&T007216*240453

5,298.49AUTOMATED BENEFIT SVCS INC004027240454

2,900.00BABI CONSTRUCTION INCMISC240455

148.55BATTERIES PLUS003012240456

770.00BCI ADMINISTRATORS INC001103240457

241.14CITY OF BERKLEY002482*240458

142,042.58VILLAGE OF BEVERLY HILLS002974*240459

55.00LYAL BIGGER007188*240460

64.95BIRMINGHAM OIL CHANGE CENTER, LLC007624240461

2,500.00BLUE FRAME DESIGN BUILDERS, LLCMISC240462

298.28BOUND TREE MEDICAL, LLC003526240463

74.70BULLSEYE TELECOM006177240464

1,000.00CARL WALKER, INC.007753240466

100.00CHRISTINE DALTONMISC240467

83.41CINTAS CORPORATION000605240468

71.87MARK CLEMENCE000912*240470

1,305.00COFINITY004026240471

13,249.44CONSUMERS ENERGY000627*240472

4B



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

02/24/2016

03/14/2016

952.84 CONTRACTORS CLOTHING CO002668240473

100.00 CRAIG STEINHAUSMISC240474

200.00 CROSS, STEPHEN JOSEPHMISC240475

200.00 CURB APPEAL CONCEPTS INCMISC240476

4,843.40 DELTA TEMP INC000956240477

429.46 DELWOOD SUPPLY000177*240478

142.20 DENTEMAX, LLC006907240479

26,064.76 DI PONIO CONTRACTING INC006077*240480

2,500.00 DM HOMES OF METRO DETROIT LLCMISC240481

20,306.76 DTE ENERGY000179*240482

8,524.57 DTE ENERGY000180*240483

499.00 EDUCATION & TRAINING SERVICES007968*240484

156.45 ELDER FORD004671240485

200.00 EVER-DRY OF SOUTHEASTERN MIMISC240486

100.00 F S CONCRETEMISC240487

115.00 FAIR-WAY TILE & CARPET, INC.004574240488

272.68 GAYLORD BROS., INC000592240489

200.00 GITTLEMAN CONSTRUCTION INC.MISC240490

100.00 GO GREEN CONTRACTING INCMISC240491

357.00 GORDON FOOD004604240492

82.50 GRAINGER000243240493

27.60 HALT FIRE INC001447240495

200.00 HAMID, SAFIOLLAHMISC240496

100.00 HANSON'S ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP, LLCMISC240497

7,551.84 J.H. HART URBAN FORESTRY000261240498

81.50 HAYES GRINDING001672240499

200.00 HEWSON HOMES LLCMISC240500

2,089.51 HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES001956*240502

300.00 HOMES WITH DISTINCTION, LLCMISC240503

8,417.53 HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK INC000331240504

300.00 ITEC ENTERPRISES LLCMISC240505

35.00 J.C. EHRLICH CO. INC.007870240506

318.00 JENNIFER JEFFREY006102*240507

239.15 JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458240508

50.03 KONICA MINOLTA-ALBIN004904240509

54.50 L-3 GCS005327240510

140.18 LACAL EQUIPMENT INC001362240511

1,850.00 LEE & ASSOCIATES CO., INC.005550240512

2,014.91 LUIGI FERDINANDI & SON INC007521*240514

200.00 METRO SIGNSMISC240515

355.00 MGIA004663*240516

200.00 MICHAEL SAVINO CONCRETEMISC240517

500.00 MICHAEL'S CARPENTRY & BLDG. COMISC240518



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

02/24/2016

03/14/2016

2,398.66 MICHIGAN CAT001660240519

103.20 MICHIGAN MUNICIPAL LEAGUE000377240520

65.00 MICHIGAN SHIGA SISTER STATE BOARD002089240521

200.00 STATE OF MICHIGAN006238*240522

1,796.54 MICHIGAN.COM007659240523

2,439.76 MICROSOFT CORPORATION007974*240524

192.27 MOTOR CITY FASTENER INC000462240525

110.00 NELSON BROTHERS SEWER001194240526

493.28 NETWORK SERVICES COMPANY007755*240527

299.00 NEXT007856*240528

364.04 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY006359240529

1,108.75 OAKLAND COUNTY000477*240530

44.00 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS004370240531

1,132.25 OFFICE DEPOT INC000481240532

147.50 PACIFIC CASCADE CORP007970240533

100.00 PELLA WINDOWS & DOORS, INC.MISC240534

200.00 PELLA WINDOWS AND DOORSMISC240535

632.68 PEPSI COLA001753*240536

5,989.20 POM INC000487240537

959.60 PRINTING SYSTEMS INC000897240538

2,500.00 PRM CUSTOM BUILDERS LLCMISC240539

1,500.00 REVIZE LLC007336240540

200.00 ROOFING DEPOT LLCMISC240541

70.00 ROSE PEST SOLUTIONS001181240542

95.91 SHRED-IT USA004202240543

500.00 SINGH CONSTRUCTIONMISC240544

100.00 SMITHS WATERPROOFINGMISC240545

59,382.51 SOCRRA000254*240546

555.82 SOUTHEASTERN EQUIPMENT CO. INC005787240547

3,445.00 SP+ CORPORATION007907240548

200.00 STEEL EQUIPMENT CO.000265240549

100.00 STEPHEN PETERMANMISC240550

42.40 TERMINAL SUPPLY CO.000273240551

200.00 TITTLE BROTHERS CONSTRUCTION LLCMISC240552

384.74 TRI-COUNTY INTL TRUCKS, INC.005481*240553

1,001.04 US FIGURE SKATING ASSOC.001279*240554

70.08 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*240555

82.55 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*240556

354.87 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*240557

50.40 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*240558

354.00 VIGILANTE SECURITY INC000969240559

154.00 VILLAGE CONEY004334*240560

100.00 WAINWRIGHT JR, J KENNETHMISC240561



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

02/24/2016

03/14/2016

600.00 WALLSIDE INCMISC240562

100.00 WATERFORD TWP FIRE DEPT.004497240563

509.25 LINDSAY WILLEN007355*240564

484.00 WOLVERINE005112240565

731.50 WOLVERINE CONTRACTORS INC000306240566

525.00 LAUREN WOOD003890*240567

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

Mark Gerber
Finance Director/ Treasurer

$1,858,364.75Grand Total:

Sub Total ACH:

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

Sub Total Checks: $366,991.05

$1,491,373.70



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

03/02/2016

03/14/2016

700.0041-B DISTRICT COURT007981*240568

250.0044TH DISTRICT COURT000819*240569

778.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240570

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240571

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240572

39.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240573

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240574

1,737.00ABEL ELECTRONICS INC002284240575

328.39AIRGAS GREAT LAKES003708240576

175.00AMICI PET SERVICES007440240577

574.37APPLIED IMAGING007033240578

339.78ARROW INTERNATIONAL INC007586240579

94.14AT&T006759*240580

309.50BEAR PACKAGING & SUPPLY INC001282240581

304.93BELL EQUIPMENT COMPANY000518240582

31.98BEVERLY HILLS ACE007345240583

2,920.00BEZTAK LAND COMPANYMISC240584

241.20BIG BEAVER PLUMBING, HEATING INC.000522*240585

477.06CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*240586

316.25LISA MARIE BRADLEY003282*240587

490.12CAPITAL TIRE, INC.007732240588

11.00CENTRAL PARKING SYSTEM002067240590

97.41CINTAS CORP007710240591

93.03CINTAS CORPORATION000605240592

200.00CLEMENT CONSTRUCTION COMPANY LLCMISC240593

171.75COFFEE BREAK SERVICE, INC.004188*240594

285.45COMCAST007625*240595

1,840.20CONTRACTORS CLOTHING CO002668240596

204.00CYNERGY WIRELESS004386240597

199.33DJL2 LLCMISC240598

274.31DTE ENERGY000179*240599

44,066.84DTE ENERGY000180*240600

85,972.67DTE ENERGY COMPANY005322240601

724.70EZELL SUPPLY CORPORATION000207240602

300.00FLECK, MICHAEL TMISC240603

4,156.50FLEIS AND VANDENBRINK ENG. INC007314240604

100.00G J PERELLIMISC240605

113.00GARY KNUREK INC007172240606

550.00GLENN A. HARRIS & ALEXANDRA A.MISC240607

207.74GORDON FOOD004604240608

140.96GRAINGER000243240609

809.99GREAT AMERICAN BUSINESS PRODUCTS004983240610

1,318.00GUARANTEED FURN SVC INC003981240611
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Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

03/02/2016

03/14/2016

782.05 HALT FIRE INC001447240612

100.00 HANSONS ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP LLCMISC240613

200.00 HANSONS ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP LLCMISC240614

216.00 HISTORICAL SOCIETY OF MICHIGAN001836*240615

2,500.00 HM HOMES LLCMISC240616

95.39 THOMAS I. HUGHES003824240617

596.84 INTERIOR ENVIRONMENTS006500240618

264.60 J & B MEDICAL SUPPLY002407240619

279.42 JANSSEN REFRIGERATION CO., INC004391*240620

44.98 JOE'S ARMY NAVY003366240621

789.40 JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458240622

207.50 LARYSSA KAPITANEC007837*240623

485.19 KELSEY LEIGH FAYMISC*240624

214.00 KGM DISTRIBUTORS INC004088240625

768.00 KNOX COMPANY005452240626

20.00 KOSTAN KOSTOPOULOSMISC*240627

100.00 KROLL CONSTRUCTION COMISC240628

75.00 ADAM KULINSKI007975*240629

2,446.16 LACAL EQUIPMENT INC001362240630

240.62 OSCAR W. LARSON CO.002767240631

793.40 LEE & ASSOCIATES CO., INC.005550240632

360.00 KAREN LINGENFELTER007977*240633

100.00 LOTT, ROBERTMISC240634

428.88 SANDRA LYONS003945*240635

10,000.00 MAPLE ELM DEVELOPMENT CO LLCMISC240636

58.09 MATTHEWS HARGREAVES CHEVROLET006364240637

200.00 MEMMER, MARK AMISC240638

270.00 MICHIGAN INDEPENDENT DOOR CO.007765240639

1,305.60 MOBILE HEALTH RESOURCES007163240640

306.18 MOORE MEDICAL LLC000972240641

2,000.00 MOSHER DOLAN & CATALDOMISC240642

167.02 MOTOR CITY FASTENER INC000462240643

748.00 MUNICIPAL CODE CORP.001089240644

481.80 NICHOLAS DRYSDALEMISC*240645

453.50 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY006359240646

182.00 PAUL O'MEARA002792*240647

206,687.50 OAKLAND COUNTY000477*240648

100.50 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS004370240649

1,153.29 OFFICE DEPOT INC000481240650

1,800.00 ORKIN PEST CONTROL003881240651

165.00 PATRICIA MOSAFFAMISC*240652

3,158.39 PEABODY FAMILY LLC &MISC*240653

100.00 PELLA WINDOWS AND DOORSMISC240654



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

03/02/2016

03/14/2016

5,900.00 PRM CUSTOM BUILDERS LLCMISC240655

8,000.00 RESERVE ACCOUNT005344*240656

100.00 RONALD ROY WILNERMISC240657

10,000.00 RONNISCH CONSTRUCTION GROUPMISC*240658

84.00 ROSE PEST SOLUTIONS001181240659

12.25 ROYAL OAK P.D.Q. PRINTING INC000218240660

40.78 RUSSELL HARDWARE COMPANY000221*240661

52,250.00 SAROKI ARCHITECTURE007663240662

33.46 MIKE SAVOIE CHEVROLET INC000230240663

15,460.00 SIDOCK GROUP INC007881240664

200.00 SPECTRUM NEON CO.MISC240665

106.60 SPEEDWAY SUPERAMERICA LLC001369240666

200.00 SUNGLO RESTORATION SERVICES INMISC240667

500.00 SUNSET HOMES LLCMISC240668

37.31 TERMINAL SUPPLY CO.000273240669

277.38 THOMAS MCCARTHYMISC*240670

100.00 THOMAS O SHAFFOUMISC240671

1,000.00 THORNTON & GROOMS INC.MISC240672

531.40 TIRE WHOLESALERS CO INC000275240673

100.00 TKO HOME MAINTENANCEMISC240674

500.00 TOWER CONSTRUCTION LLCMISC240675

783.11 TOWN BUILDING COMPANYMISC240676

2,500.00 TRADEMARK BUILDING COMPANY INCMISC240677

2,989.00 TUUCI006881240678

616.96 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*240679

76.02 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*240680

247.38 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*240681

18,957.22 WALGREEN COMPANY & HONIGMANMISC*240682

116.85 WATERFORD TWP FIRE DEPT.004497240683

52.50 WEST BLOOMFIELD TOWNSHIP007978240684

181.84 WINDER POLICE EQUIPMENT001438240685

200.00 WOZNIAK, WILLIAMMISC240686



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

03/02/2016

03/14/2016

*-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

$3,398,208.33Grand Total:

Sub Total ACH:

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

Sub Total Checks: $515,841.96

$2,882,366.37



Page 1

3/14/2016

Vendor Name
Transfer 

 Date
Transfer
 Amount

Birmingham Schools 2/29/2016 2,161,065.97
Oakland County Treasurer 2/29/2016 652,256.06
Automated Benefit Services, Inc. 2/29/2016 69,044.34

TOTAL 2,882,366.37

                              City of Birmingham
ACH Warrant List Dated 3/2/2016



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

03/09/2016

03/14/2016

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240687

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240688

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*240689

895.006TH CIRCUIT COURT000146*240690

10.00ABEL ELECTRONICS INC002284240691

834.56AMANDA WARNERMISC*240692

1,350.00AMERICAN CLEANING COMPANY LLC007696240693

100.00AMERICAN STANDARD ROOFINGMISC240694

24.00LORI ANDERSON-PESTA007578*240695

26.00APWA000881240696

200.00ARNOLD ROOFING & CONSTRUCTION INCMISC240697

145.00AT&T007216*240699

200.00AVIVA SUSSERMISC240700

100.00B-DRY SYSTEM OF MICHIGAN INCMISC240701

346,342.50THE BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON005214240702

375.00THE BANK OF NEW YORK  MELLON005324240703

1,468.50BOB BARKER CO INC001122240704

26.98BIRMINGHAM OIL CHANGE CENTER, LLC007624240705

147.99BOUND TREE MEDICAL, LLC003526240707

300.00BRIGGS, AMY CMISC240708

331.32C & S ICE RESURFACING SERVICES, INC006380240711

5,609.70CADILLAC ASPHALT, LLC003907240712

1,436.72CHARLES R HUNTERMISC*240713

442.00CHEMCO PRODUCTS INC000603240714

155.00SARAH CHUNG007835*240715

35.00CINTAS CORPORATION000605240716

73.75COFFEE BREAK SERVICE, INC.004188240718

340.57COMCAST007625*240719

100.00CONCRETE IMPRESSION LLCMISC240720

308.59CONTRACTORS CLOTHING CO002668240721

897.98CYNERGY WIRELESS004386240722

100.00David GlassMISC240723

275.30DEERE ELECTRIC INC003825240724

154.50DELTA TEMP INC000956240725

281.65DOUGLASS SAFETY SYSTEMS LLC001035240726

7,032.16DTE ENERGY000179*240728

720.00EGANIX, INC.007538240729

1,000.00FISHER, MARJORIE MMISC240731

15,706.78FLEIS AND VANDENBRINK ENG. INC007314240732

21,588.00GAMCO INVESTORS INC002510240733

49.00GARY KNUREK INC007172240734

143.66GORDON FOOD004604240735

199.33GREAT LAKES CUSTOM BUILDER LLCMISC240736

4D



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

03/09/2016

03/14/2016

1,501.50 GUNNERS METER & PARTS INC001531240737

360.00 NATALIA HAASE006799*240738

585.07 HALT FIRE INC001447240739

100.00 HANSON'S ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP, LLCMISC240740

100.00 HANSONS ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP LLCMISC240741

200.00 HARMON SIGN INCMISC240742

3,145.74 J.H. HART URBAN FORESTRY000261240744

161.00 HAYES GRINDING001672240745

1,060.00 HYDROCORP000948240746

109.08 J & B MEDICAL SUPPLY002407240747

705.84 JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458240748

1,312.00 K/E ELECTRIC SUPPLY007423240749

100.00 KADDO, TONYMISC240750

155.00 RHONDA KASPER007986240751

2,290.00 JILL KOLAITIS000352*240753

15.00 KRISTEN ANN VON BERNTHALMISC*240754

650.00 L.E.O.R.T.C.007985240756

199.00 MIKE LABRIOLA002466*240757

613.75 LIVE WELL CUSTOM HOMESMISC*240758

2,500.00 LIVE WELL CUSTOM HOMES LLCMISC240759

1,900.00 MANCO BUILDERS LLCMISC240760

400.00 METRO PIPE & DRAIN INCMISC240762

70.00 MICHIGAN ACADEMY OF EMER SERVICES007984240763

4,370.00 MICHIGAN POLICE EQUIP.003099240765

50,174.04 NOWAK & FRAUS ENGINEERS001864240768

264.50 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY006359240769

32.50 OBSERVER & ECCENTRIC006599240770

597.75 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS004370240771

920.91 OFFICE DEPOT INC000481240772

4,095.00 ORKIN PEST CONTROL003881240773

78.00 PACIFIC TELEMANAGEMENT SERVICES006625240774

557.80 PEPSI COLA001753*240775

4.84 ED RINKE CHEVROLET BUICK GMC000493240778

27.36 ROAD COMM FOR OAKLAND CO000478240779

200.00 ROOF ONE LLCMISC240780

500.00 RS PROJECT MANAGEMENT LLCMISC240781

959.73 SAM'S CLUB/SYNCHRONY BANK002806*240782

100.00 SCRIPPS FINANCIAL SERVICE CENTERMISC240783

300.00 SEMBOIA002427240784

59,075.00 SOCRRA000254240785

117,919.60 SOCWA001097240786

300.00 TITTLE BROTHERS CONSTRUCTION LLCMISC240788

694.01 TOTAL ARMORED CAR SERVICE, INC.002037*240789



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

03/09/2016

03/14/2016

300.00 TOTAL HOME SOLUTIONS LLCMISC240790

400.00 TRI-COUNTY AQUATICS, INC.007587240791

731.27 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*240794

100.00 WALLSIDE INCMISC240795

2,876.19 WATERFORD TWP FIRE DEPT.004497240796

100.00 WEATHERGARD WINDOWS CO INCMISC240797

582.80 WELLS FARGO REAL EST TAX SERV LLCMISC*240798

1,851.21 WHITLOCK BUSINESS SYSTEMS, INC.007278240799

800.00 BRENDA WILLHITE007894*240800

253.82 XEROX CORPORATION007083*240803

200.00 ZBSAOS LLCMISC240804

*-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

$812,570.26Grand Total:

Sub Total ACH:

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

Sub Total Checks: $677,425.85

$135,144.41
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3/14/2016

Vendor Name
Transfer 

 Date
Transfer
 Amount

Comerica Bank* * 2,548.39
Automated Benefit Services, Inc. 3/7/2016 132,596.02

TOTAL 135,144.41

*In October 2015, the City Manager's credit card company was changed from Bank of America
 to Comerica Bank.  Comerica Bank requires payment by ACH.

                              City of Birmingham
ACH Warrant List Dated 3/9/2016
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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 

DATE: March 9, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 

SUBJECT: Special Event Request 
In the Park Concerts 

Attached is a special event application submitted by the City of Birmingham requesting 
permission to hold the In the Park Concerts on Wednesday evenings from June, 2016 through 
August, 2016 and the Band Jam on June 17, 2016 in Shain Park.  

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

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

Event Name Date Location 
Farmers Market Every Sunday  

May - October 
Lot 6 (North Old Woodward) 

Village Fair June 2-5 Shain Park 
Breathe Deep Michigan 5K June 4 Booth Park & surrounding 

neighborhood 
Movie Night June 24, July 

15, August 12 
Booth Park 

Day on the Town July 23 Downtown 
Birmingham Cruise Event August 20 South Old Woodward 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve a request from the City of Birmingham to hold the In the Park Concerts on 
Wednesday evenings from June, 2016 through August, 2016 and the Band Jam on June 17, 
2016 in Shain Park, contingent upon compliance with all permit and insurance requirements and 
payment of all fees, and, further, pursuant to any minor modifications that may be deemed 
necessary by administrative staff at the time of the event. 

4E
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 

APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL EVENT PERMIT 
PARKS AND PUBLIC SPACES 

 
 

I . EVENT DETAILS 
• Incomplete applications will not be accepted. 
• Changes in this information must be submitted to the City Clerk, in writing, at least three 

weeks prior to the event 
 
 
FEES:  FIRST TIME EVENT:  $200.00 

ANNUAL APPLICATION FEE: $165.00 
 
 
 (Please print clearly or type) 
 
Date of Application   Monday, January 25, 2016 ______________________________ 

 

Name of Event __City of Birmingham in the Park Concert Series  ______________ 

Detailed Description of Event (attach additional sheet if necessary) Summer Concert Series sponsored 

by the City of Birmingham.   

Friday, June 17, 2016 Battle of the Bands (3pm-10pm) 
Wednesday, June 22, 2016 Your Generation (7pm-10pm)  
Wednesday, June 29, 2016 Nemesis (7pm-10pm)   
Wednesday, July 6, 2016 Detroit Brass Society (7pm-10pm) 
Wednesday, July 13, 2016 Air Margaretville (7pm-10pm) 
Wednesday, July 20, 2016 Jill Jack (7pm-10pm) 
Wednesday, July 27, 2016 Magic Bus Band (7pm-10pm) 
Wednesday, August 3, 2016 Mainstreet Soul (7pm-10pm) 
Wednesday, August 10, 2016 CrossRoads (7pm-10pm) 
Wednesday, August 17, 2016 Steve King & The Dittilies (7pm-10pm) 
Wednesday, August 24, 2016 Sinjon Smith (7pm-10pm) 
 

Location Shain Park (Thomas M. Markus Pavilion 

Date(s) of Event (see above)______________Hours of Event (see above)    

Date(s) of Set-up Day of Concert           Hours of Set-up (see above)   

Date(s) of Tear-down Evening After The Concert       

Hours of Tear-down _Evening After Concert        
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Organization Sponsoring Event City of Birmingham Department of Public Services   

Organization Address  851 South Eton, Birmingham, MI 48009     

Organization Phone 248.530.1642          

Contact Person Connie Folk, Recreation Coordinator      

Contact Phone 248.530.1642         

Contact Email Cfolk@bhamgov.org        

 
I I . EVENT INFORMATION 

 
1. Organization Type City of Birmingham        

 (city, non-profit, community group, etc.) 

 

2. Additional Sponsors or Participants (Provide name, address, contact person, status, etc. for all 

additional organizations sponsoring your event.) TBA      

               

 

3. Is the event a fundraiser?      YES     NO √ 

  List beneficiary _________________________________________________________  

  List expected income ____________________________________________________ 

 Attach information about the beneficiary. 

 

4. First time event in Birmingham?       YES       NO √ 

 If no, describe________________________________________________________________ 

 ____________________________________________________________________________ 

 

5. Total number of people expected to attend per day 500 people (approximate)   

 

6. The event will be held on the following City property:  (Please list) 

   Street(s)           

  

   Sidewalk(s)           

  

   Park(s) Shain Park (Thomas M. Markus Pavilion)      

      

 

7. Will street closures be required?     YES     NO √ 

mailto:Cfolk@bhamgov.org
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8. What parking arrangements will be necessary to accommodate attendance? Parking will be 

available at the parking structures located in Birmingham 

 

9. Will staff be provided to assist with safety, security and maintenance?     YES √     NO 

 Describe A city representative will be present for each concert.     

 

10. Will the event require safety personnel (police, fire, paramedics)?      YES    NO √ 

Describe_____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________ 

 

11.     Will alcoholic beverages be served?     YES     NO √ 

If yes, additional approval by the City Commission is required, as well as the Michigan Liquor 

Control Commission. 

 

12. Will music be provided?           √ YES     NO 

 ___√___ Live     ___√___ Amplification    _______Recorded      ___√___Loudspeakers 

   Time music will begin 7:00 pm          

   Time music will end 10:00 pm         

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

 

13. Will there be signage in the area of the event?               √ YES          NO 

  Number of signs/banners 1 banner         

 Size of signs/banners  There will be sponsor banner that will be placed the day of the event. 

 Submit a photo/drawing of the sign(s).    A sign permit is required. 

 

14. Will food/beverages/merchandise be sold?        YES     NO √ 

• Peddler/vendor permits must be submitted to the Clerk’s Office, at least two weeks prior 

to the event. 

• All food/beverage vendors must have Oakland County Health Department approval.    

• Attach copy of Health Dept approval. 

• There is a $50.00 application fee for all vendors and peddlers, in addition to the $10.00 

daily fee, per location.  A background check must be submitted for each employee 

participating at the event. 

 

 

 



5 

LIST OF VENDORS/PEDDLERS 
(attach additional sheet if necessary) 

 
 

VENDOR NAME GOODS TO BE SOLD WATER HOOK-
UP REQUIRED? 

ELECTRIC 
REQUIRED? 
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I II .   EVENT LAYOUT 
• Include a map showing the park set up, street closures, and location of each item listed in this 

section. 
• Include a map and written description of run/walk route and the start/finish area 

 
2. Will the event require the use of any of the following municipal equipment?   

(show location of each on map) 

 

2. Will the following be constructed or located in the area of the event?    √ YES    NO 

(show location of each on map)  NOTE:  Stakes are not allowed. 

TYPE QUANTITY SIZE 

Tents/Canopies/Awnings 
 (A permit is required for tents over 120 sq ft) 

  

Portable Toilets 2 4 x 4 x 7 
Rides   
Displays   
Vendors   
Temporary Structure (must attach a photo) 
 

  

Other (describe) 
 

  

 

 

EQUIPMENT QUANTITY COST NOTES 
 

Picnic Tables  6 for $200.00 A request for more than six tables will 
be evaluated based on availability. 

Trash Receptacles  $4.00 each Trash box placement and removal of 
trash is the responsibility of the event.  
Additional cost could occur if DPS is to 
perform this work. 

Dumpsters  $200.00 per day Includes emptying the dumpster one 
time per day.  The City may determine 
the need for additional dumpsters 
based on event requirements. 

Utilities  
(electric) 

____ # of vendors 
requiring utilities 

Varies Charges according to final requirements 
of event. 

Water/Fire Hydrant  Contact the Fire 
Department. 

Applicant must supply their own means 
of disposal for all sanitary waste water.  
Waste water is NOT allowed to be 
poured into the street or on the grass. 

Audio System  $200.00 per day Must meet with City representative. 
Meter Bags / Traffic 
Cones / Barricades 

# to be determined by 
the Police Department. 
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SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT REQUIRED 
 
 
EVENT NAME City of Birmingham In The Park Concert Series   

EVENT DATE Band Jam, Friday 6/17/16 3:00 pm-10:00 pm ,   

Wednesday evenings (6/22, 6/29, 7/6, 7/13, 7/20, 7/27, 8/3,   

8/10, 8/17, 8/24, 2016) 7:00 pm -10:00 pm     

 

The Birmingham City Commission shall have sole and complete discretion in deciding whether to 

issue a permit.  Nothing contained in the City Code shall be construed to require the City Commission 

to issue a permit to an applicant and no applicant shall have any interest or right to receive a permit 

merely because the applicant has received a permit in the past. 

 

As the authorized agent of the sponsoring organization, I hereby agree that this organization shall 

abide by all conditions and restrictions specific to this special event as determined by the City 

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

 

 

 

Signature      Date 

 
 

IV. SAMPLE LETTER TO NOTIFY ANY AFFECTED 
PROPERTY/ BUSINESS OWNERS 

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

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

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

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

• If street closures are necessary, a map must be included with the letter to the affected 
property/business owners. 



lpierce
Line

lpierce
Line



 
 
 
 
 
The Birmingham City Code requires that we receive approval from the Birmingham City 
Commission to hold the following special event.  The code further requires that we notify 
any property owners or business owners that may be affected by the special event of the 
date and time that the City Commission will consider our request so that an opportunity 
exists for comments prior to this approval. 
     NAME OF EVENT:     In The Park Summer Concerts 
     LOCATION:      Shain Park (Thomas M. Markus Pavilion) 
     DATES/TIMES:        Wed. Evenings (7pm-10pm)  
                                       6/22, 6/29, 7,6,  7/13, 7/20, 7/27,  
                                    8/3, 8/10, 8/17, 8/24, 2016 
                          Band Jam on Friday Evening: 6/17/16 (3pm-10pm) 

DATE/TIME OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING: 
Monday, March 14,  2016, 7:30 PM  

The City Commission meets in room 205 of the Municipal Building at 151 Martin.   
A complete copy of the application to hold this special event is available for your  

review at the City Clerk’s office (248/530.1880). 
EVENT ORGANIZER: City of Birmingham, DPS 

851 South Eton, Birmingham, MI  48009 
City Contact Person:  Connie Folk,  248.530.1642, Cfolk@bhamgov.org 
TO MANAGERS OF BUILDINGS CONTAINING MORE THAN ONE UNIT:   

PLEASE POST THIS NOTICE AT THE MAIN ENTRANCE TO YOUR BUILDING. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The Birmingham City Code requires that we receive approval from the Birmingham City 
Commission to hold the following special event.  The code further requires that we notify 
any property owners or business owners that may be affected by the special event of the 
date and time that the City Commission will consider our request so that an opportunity 
exists for comments prior to this approval. 
     NAME OF EVENT:     In The Park Summer Concerts 
     LOCATION:      Shain Park (Thomas M. Markus Pavilion) 
     DATES/TIMES:        Wed. Evenings (7pm-10pm)  
                                       6/22, 6/29, 7,6,  7/13, 7/20, 7/27,  
                                    8/3, 8/10, 8/17, 8/24, 2016 
                          Band Jam on Friday Evening: 6/17/16 (3pm-10pm) 

DATE/TIME OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING: 
Monday, March 14,  2016, 7:30 PM  

The City Commission meets in room 205 of the Municipal Building at 151 Martin.   
A complete copy of the application to hold this special event is available for your  

review at the City Clerk’s office (248/530.1880). 
EVENT ORGANIZER: City of Birmingham, DPS 

851 South Eton, Birmingham, MI  48009 
City Contact Person:  Connie Folk,  248.530.1642, Cfolk@bhamgov.org 
TO MANAGERS OF BUILDINGS CONTAINING MORE THAN ONE UNIT:   

PLEASE POST THIS NOTICE AT THE MAIN ENTRANCE TO YOUR BUILDING. 
 

 
 
 
 
The Birmingham City Code requires that we receive approval from the Birmingham City 
Commission to hold the following special event.  The code further requires that we notify 
any property owners or business owners that may be affected by the special event of the 
date and time that the City Commission will consider our request so that an opportunity 
exists for comments prior to this approval. 
     NAME OF EVENT:     In The Park Summer Concerts 
     LOCATION:      Shain Park (Thomas M. Markus Pavilion) 
     DATES/TIMES:        Wed. Evenings (7pm-10pm)  
                                       6/22, 6/29, 7,6,  7/13, 7/20, 7/27,  
                                    8/3, 8/10, 8/17, 8/24, 2016 
                          Band Jam on Friday Evening: 6/17/16 (3pm-10pm) 

DATE/TIME OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING: 
Monday, March 14,  2016, 7:30 PM  

The City Commission meets in room 205 of the Municipal Building at 151 Martin.   
A complete copy of the application to hold this special event is available for your  

review at the City Clerk’s office (248/530.1880). 
EVENT ORGANIZER: City of Birmingham, DPS 

851 South Eton, Birmingham, MI  48009 
City Contact Person:  Connie Folk,  248.530.1642, Cfolk@bhamgov.org 
TO MANAGERS OF BUILDINGS CONTAINING MORE THAN ONE UNIT:   

PLEASE POST THIS NOTICE AT THE MAIN ENTRANCE TO YOUR BUILDING. 
 

 
 
 
 
The Birmingham City Code requires that we receive approval from the Birmingham City 
Commission to hold the following special event.  The code further requires that we notify 
any property owners or business owners that may be affected by the special event of the 
date and time that the City Commission will consider our request so that an opportunity 
exists for comments prior to this approval. 
     NAME OF EVENT:     In The Park Summer Concerts 
     LOCATION:      Shain Park (Thomas M. Markus Pavilion) 
     DATES/TIMES:        Wed. Evenings (7pm-10pm)  
                                       6/22, 6/29, 7,6,  7/13, 7/20, 7/27,  
                                    8/3, 8/10, 8/17, 8/24, 2016 
                          Band Jam on Friday Evening: 6/17/16 (3pm-10pm) 

DATE/TIME OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING: 
Monday, March 14,  2016, 7:30 PM  

The City Commission meets in room 205 of the Municipal Building at 151 Martin.   
A complete copy of the application to hold this special event is available for your  

review at the City Clerk’s office (248/530.1880). 
EVENT ORGANIZER: City of Birmingham, DPS 

851 South Eton, Birmingham, MI  48009 
City Contact Person:  Connie Folk,  248.530.1642, Cfolk@bhamgov.org 
TO MANAGERS OF BUILDINGS CONTAINING MORE THAN ONE UNIT:   

PLEASE POST THIS NOTICE AT THE MAIN ENTRANCE TO YOUR BUILDING. 
 

SPECIAL EVENT NOTIFICATION 
TO ALL PROPERTY/BUSINESS OWNERS 

SPECIAL EVENT NOTIFICATION 
TO ALL PROPERTY/BUSINESS OWNERS 

SPECIAL EVENT NOTIFICATION 
TO ALL PROPERTY/BUSINESS OWNERS 

SPECIAL EVENT NOTIFICATION 
TO ALL PROPERTY/BUSINESS OWNERS 

mailto:Cfolk@bhamgov.org
mailto:Cfolk@bhamgov.org
mailto:Cfolk@bhamgov.org
mailto:Cfolk@bhamgov.org


 

 

NOTE TO STAFF:  Please submit approval by FEB. 26, 2016 DATE OF EVENT JUNE 17 – AUGUST 24, 2016 

DEPARTMENT APPROVED COMMENTS 

PERMITS 
REQUIRED 

(Must be obtained directly 
from individual 
departments) 

ESTIMATED 
COSTS 

(Must be paid two 
weeks prior to the 
event. License will 

not be issued if 
unpaid.)

ACTUAL 
COSTS 

(Event will be 
invoiced by the 
Clerk’s office 

after the event)

BUILDING
101-000.000.634.0005 

248.530.1850
Scott L. No building department involvement None $0.00 

FIRE 
101-000.000-634.0004 

248.530.1900 

1. No Smoking in any tents or
canopy.  Signs to be posted.

2. All tents and Canopies must be
flame resistant with certificate on
site.

3. Tents and Canopies must be
properly anchored for the
weather conditions, no stakes
allowed.

4. Pre-event site inspection
required.

5. Cords, hoses, etc. shall be
matted to prevent trip hazards.

6. Paramedics will respond from the
fire station as needed. Dial 911
for fire/rescue/medical
emergencies.

7. A permit is required for Fire
hydrant usage.

8. Do Not obstruct fire hydrants or
fire sprinkler connections on
buildings.

None $40 

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 

        EVENT NAME 2016 IN THE PARK CONCERTS 

LICENSE NUMBER #16-00010635 COMMISSION HEARING DATE MARCH 14, 2016 



POLICE 
101-000.000.634.0003 

248.530.1870
SG 

On duty officers to give extra patrol.  3 
meters average.  Battle of the Bands one 
officer plus on duty personnel. 

$598.00 

PUBLIC SERVICES 
101-000.000-634.0002 

248.530.1642
Carrie Laird Includes set-up and take down for 

concerts. $5,200 

ENGINEERING 
101-000.000.634.0002 

248.530.1839 
A.F. No Comments None $0 $0 

INSURANCE 
248.530.1807

CA City Event $0 $0 

CLERK 
101-000.000-614.0000 

248.530.1803 

Notification letters mailed by applicant 
2/18/16. Notification addresses on file 
in the Clerk’s Office.  Evidence of 
required insurance must be on file with 
the Clerk’s Office no later than (City 
event). 

Applications for 
vendors license must 
be submitted no later 
than 6/3/16. 

$165 

TOTAL 
DEPOSIT 

REQUIRED 

$6,003 

ACTUAL 
COST 

FOR CLERK’S OFFICE USE 

Deposit paid ___________ 

Actual Cost   

Due/Refund  

LP
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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 

DATE: March 9, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 

SUBJECT: Special Event Request 
Movie Night

Attached is a special event application submitted by the Birmingham Shopping District 
requesting permission to hold the Family Movie Night on June 24, July 15, and August 12 in 
Booth Park.  
The application has been circulated to the affected departments and approvals and comments 
have been noted. 

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

Event Name Date Location 
Farmers Market May – October 

(Sundays) 
Lot 6 

In the Park Concerts June – August 
(Wednesdays) 

Shain Park 

Breathe Deep Michigan 5K June 4 Booth Park & surrounding neighborhood 
Battle of the Bands June 17 Shain Park 
Day on the Town July 23 Downtown & Shain Park 
Birmingham Cruise Event August 20 South Old Woodward 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve a request from the Birmingham Shopping District to hold the Family Movie Night 
on June 24, July 15, and August 12 in Booth Park, contingent upon compliance with all permit 
and insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, further pursuant to any 
minor modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of the 
event. 

4F





















 

 

  
 
 
 
 
NOTE TO STAFF:  Please submit approval by FEB. 29, 2016  DATE OF EVENT: 6/24, 7/15, 8/12/16  
  

DEPARTMENT APPROVED COMMENTS 

PERMITS 
REQUIRED 

(Must be obtained directly 
from individual 
departments) 

ESTIMATED 
COSTS 

(Must be paid two 
weeks prior to the 
event. License will 

not be issued if 
unpaid.)

ACTUAL 
COSTS 

(Event will be 
invoiced by the 
Clerk’s office 

after the event) 

BUILDING 
101-000.000.634.0005 

248.530.1850 
Scott L No building department involvement  none none $0.00 

FIRE 
101-000.000-634.0004 

248.530.1900 
FMB 

1. No Smoking in any tents or 
canopy.  Signs to be posted. 
2. All tents and Canopies must be 
flame resistant with certificate on site. 
3. No open flame or devices 
emitting flame, fire or heat in any tents.  
Cooking devices shall not be permitted 
within 20 feet of the tents. 
4. Tents and Canopies must be 
properly anchored for the weather 
conditions, no stakes allowed. 
5. Pre-event site inspection 
required. 
7. All food vendors are required to 
have an approved 5lbs. multi-purpose 
(ABC) fire extinguisher on site and 
accessible. 
8. Cords, hoses, etc. shall be 
matted to prevent trip hazards. 
9. Paramedics will respond from the 

None $100  

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
 

                    EVENT NAME Movie Nights 
  
LICENSE NUMBER #16-00010641  COMMISSION HEARING DATE MARCH 14, 2016 



 

 

fire station as needed. Dial 911 for 
fire/rescue/medical emergencies. 
10. Provide protective barriers 
between hot surfaces and the public. 

POLICE 
101-000.000.634.0003 

248.530.1870 
SG Personnel and Barricades  $300  

PUBLIC SERVICES 
101-000.000-634.0002 

248.530.1642 
Carrie Laird 

NO STAKES DRIVEN IN THE GROUND.  
ESTIMATED COSTS INCLUDE BANNER 
PLACEMENT AND REMOVAL, BARRICADE 
PLACEMENT AND REMOVAL EACH 
EVENT, SET UP AND CLEAN UP EACH 
EVENT 

 $1.900  

ENGINEERING 
101-000.000.634.0002 

248.530.1839 
A.F. Approved N/A $0  

INSURANCE 
248.530.1807 

CA CITY EVENT NONE 0 0 

CLERK 
101-000.000-614.0000 

248.530.1803 
LP 

Notification letters mailed by applicant 
on 2/24/16 Notification addresses on 
file in the Clerk’s Office.  Evidence of 
required insurance must be on file with 
the Clerk’s Office no later than N/A. 

Applications for 
vendors license must 
be submitted no later 
than 6/10, 7/1, 
7/29/16.  

$165 
 

 
 
 

    

TOTAL 
DEPOSIT 

REQUIRED 
 

$2,465 
 

ACTUAL 
COST 

 
 
 

  
 
 
 

FOR CLERK’S OFFICE USE 
 
Deposit paid ___________ 
 
Actual Cost     
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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 

DATE: May 9, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 

SUBJECT: Special Event Request 
Birmingham Cruise Event 

Attached is a special event application submitted by the Birmingham Shopping District 
requesting permission to hold the Birmingham Cruise Event on August 20, 2016. 

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

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

Event Name Date Location 
Farmers Market Every Sunday  

May - October 
Lot 6 (North Old Woodward) 

In the Park Concerts June – August 
(Wednesdays) 

Shain Park 

Movie Night June 24, July 
15, August 12 

Booth Park 

Birmingham Cruise Event August 20 South Old Woodward 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve a request from the Birmingham Shopping District to hold the Birmingham Cruise 
Event on August 20, 2016, contingent upon compliance with all permit and insurance 
requirements and payment of all fees, and, further, pursuant to any minor modifications that 
may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of the event. 

  4G





















 

 

  
 
 
 
 
NOTE TO STAFF:  Please submit approval by FEB. 29, 2016  DATE OF EVENT: AUGUST 20, 2016  
  

DEPARTMENT APPROVED COMMENTS 

PERMITS 
REQUIRED 

(Must be obtained directly 
from individual 
departments) 

ESTIMATED 
COSTS 

(Must be paid two 
weeks prior to the 
event. License will 

not be issued if 
unpaid.)

ACTUAL 
COSTS 

(Event will be 
invoiced by the 
Clerk’s office 

after the event) 

BUILDING 
101-000.000.634.0005 

248.530.1850 
Scott L 

1. Tents and canopies over 120 
square feet require permits. 

2. Electrical, plumbing, and 
mechanical permits are required 
for generators, heaters, and 
water connections. 

3. Tents and canopies must be 
secured with weights, sand, or 
water ballast.  

Refer to comment 
section. $2,771.14  

FIRE 
101-000.000-634.0004 

248.530.1900 
FMB 

1. No Smoking in any tents or 
canopy.  Signs to be posted. 
2. All tents and Canopies must be 
flame resistant with certificate on site. 
3. No open flame or devices 
emitting flame, fire or heat in any tents.  
Cooking devices shall not be permitted 
within 20 feet of the tents. 
4. Tents and Canopies must be 
properly anchored for the weather 
conditions, no stakes allowed. 
5. Clear Fire Department access of 
minimum 12 foot aisles must be 
maintained, no tents, canopies or other 
obstructions in the access aisle unless 

None $4,000  

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
 

                    EVENT NAME Cruise Event 
  
LICENSE NUMBER #16-00010640  COMMISSION HEARING DATE MARCH 14, 2016 



 

 

approved by the Fire Marshal. 
6. Pre-event site inspection 
required. 
8. All food vendors are required to 
have an approved 5lbs. multi-purpose 
(ABC) fire extinguisher on site and 
accessible. 
9. Cords, hoses, etc. shall be 
matted to prevent trip hazards. 
10. Exits must be clearly marked in 
tents/structures with an occupant load 
over 50 people. 
11. Additional Paramedics/firefighters 
will be staffed for the Dream Cruise 
event and respond from predetermined 
locations as needed.  
12. A permit is required for Fire 
hydrant usage. 
13. Do Not obstruct fire hydrants or 
fire sprinkler connections on buildings. 
14. Provide protective barriers 
between hot surfaces and the public. 

POLICE 
101-000.000.634.0003 

248.530.1870 
SG Personnel and Barricades  $5500  

PUBLIC SERVICES 
101-000.000-634.0002 

248.530.1642 
Carrie Laird 

2 roll off dumpsters, location TBD 
Costs include dumpsters, setup, staffing 
during event and cleanup 

 $15,000  

ENGINEERING 
101-000.000.634.0002 

248.530.1839 
A.F. 

Coordinate cross-over closure from 
Northbound Woodward to Northbound S. 
Old Woodward w/DPS and Police 
 
Maintain Brown St. to allow thru vehicle 
traffic and direct pedestrian traffic to 
nearest signal crossing 
 

N/A $0  



 

 

INSURANCE 
248.530.1807 

CA 
Must obtain an additional insurance 
rider.  Approval contingent upon 
compliance with insurance requirements. 

NONE 0 0 

CLERK 
101-000.000-614.0000 

248.530.1803 
 

Notification letters mailed by applicant 
on 2/24/16 Notification addresses on 
file in the Clerk’s Office.  Evidence of 
required insurance must be on file with 
the Clerk’s Office no later than N/A. 

Applications for 
vendors license must 
be submitted no later 
than 8/5/16. 

$165 
 

 
 
 

    

TOTAL 
DEPOSIT 

REQUIRED 
 

$27,436.14 

ACTUAL 
COST 

 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
Rev. 3/10/16 
h:\shared\special events\- general information\approval page.doc 

FOR CLERK’S OFFICE USE 
 
Deposit paid ___________ 
 
Actual Cost     
 
Due/Refund    
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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 

DATE: March 9, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 

SUBJECT: Special Event Request 
Day on the Town 

Attached is a special event application submitted by the Birmingham Shopping District 
requesting permission to hold Day on the Town in downtown Birmingham, July 23, 2016.  

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

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

Event Name Date Location 
Farmers Market Every Sunday  

May - October 
Lot 6 (North Old Woodward) 

In the Park Concerts Every Wednesday 
June - August 

Shain Park 

Village Fair June 2-5 Shain Park 
Breathe Deep Michigan 5K June 4 Booth Park & surrounding 

neighborhood 
Battle of the Bands June 17 Shain Park 
Movie Night June 24, July 15, 

August 12 
Booth Park 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve a request from the Birmingham Shopping District requesting permission to hold Day 
on the Town in downtown Birmingham, July 23, 2016 contingent upon compliance with all 
permit and insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, further pursuant to any minor 
modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of the event. 

4H























  
 
 
 
 
NOTE TO STAFF:  Please submit approval by FEBRUARY 29, 2016 DATE OF EVENT JULY 23, 2016 
  

DEPARTMENT APPROVED COMMENTS 

PERMITS 
REQUIRED 

(Must be obtained directly 
from individual 
departments) 

ESTIMATED 
COSTS 

(Must be paid two 
weeks prior to the 
event. License will 

not be issued if 
unpaid.) 

ACTUAL 
COSTS 

(Event will be 
invoiced by the 
Clerk’s office 

after the event) 

BUILDING 
101-000.000.634.0005 

248.530.1850 
Scott L 

1. All exits, exit accesses, and exit 
discharges must be maintained 
2. Tents that require permits need a tent 
layout plan for review 
3. All tents are required to have flame 
certification 
4. Tents and canopies must be stabilized 
with weights 
5. Electrical cords or water lines must be 
taped or matted to prevent trip hazards 

Tents over 200 square 
feet require permits. 
Electrical and plumbing 
permits needed for 
generators and water 
connections. 

6 Hours of 
overtime costs 
$471.27 
 
Fees for 
required tent or 
canopy permits.   

 

FIRE 
101-000.000-634.0004 

248.530.1900 
FMB 

1. No Smoking in any tents or 
canopy.  Signs to be posted. 

2. All tents and Canopies must be 
flame resistant with certificate on 
site. 

3. No open flame or devices 
emitting flame, fire or heat in any 
tents.  Cooking devices shall not 
be permitted within 20 feet of the 
tents. 

4. Tents and Canopies must be 
properly anchored for the 
weather conditions, no stakes 
allowed. 

5. Clear Fire Department access of 
minimum 12 foot aisles must be 
maintained, no tents, canopies or 
other obstructions in the access 

None $100  

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
 

                    EVENT NAME DAY ON THE TOWN  
 
LICENSE NUMBER #16-00010639  COMMISSION HEARING DATE MARCH 14, 2016  



aisle unless approved by the Fire 
Marshal. 

6. Pre-event site inspection
required. 

7. All food vendors are required to
have an approved 5lbs. multi-
purpose (ABC) fire extinguisher 
on site and accessible. 

8. Cords, hoses, etc. shall be
matted to prevent trip hazards. 

9. Exits must be clearly marked in
tents/structures with an occupant 
load over 50 people. 

10. Paramedics will respond from the
fire station as needed. Dial 911 
for fire/rescue/medical 
emergencies. 

11. A permit is required for Fire
hydrant usage. 

12. Do Not obstruct fire hydrants or
fire sprinkler connections on 
buildings. 

13. Provide protective barriers
between hot surfaces and the 
public. 

POLICE 
101-000.000.634.0003 

248.530.1870
SG Personnel and Barricades $1300 

PUBLIC SERVICES 
101-000.000-634.0002 

248.530.1642 
CL Additional cost could occur if trash is 

needed to be picked up after the event $3,600 

ENGINEERING 
101-000.000.634.0002 

248.530.1839
A.F. 

All stores must maintain 5’ clear 
pedestrian pathway on the sidewalks. No 
damage to pavements allowed for tents, 
tables, shelters, etc. 

None $0 $0 

INSURANCE 
248.530.1807 

CA 
Under review.  Contingent upon 
compliance with all insurance 
requirements. 

None 0 0 



CLERK 
101-000.000-614.0000 

248.530.1803 
LP 

Notification letters mailed by applicant 
on 2/25/16. Notification addresses on 
file in the Clerk’s Office.  Evidence of 
required insurance must be on file with 
the Clerk’s Office no later than N/A. 

Applications for 
vendors license must 
be submitted no later 
than 7/8/16. 

$165 

TOTAL 
DEPOSIT 

REQUIRED 

$5,636.27 

ACTUAL 
COST 

Rev. 3/4/16 
h:\shared\special events\- general information\approval page.doc 

FOR CLERK’S OFFICE USE 

Deposit paid ___________ 

Actual Cost   

Due/Refund  



MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: February 23, 2016 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Birmingham Train Station Demolition 
MDOT Reimbursement Agreeement 
Amendment #2 

As you may recall, the MI Department of Transportation (MDOT) has offered to reimburse up to 
100% of the costs incurred by the City in its efforts to remove the now defunct Birmingham 
Train Station located at the east end of Villa Ave.  Originally, the reimbursement agreement 
stipulated that the work must be done in calendar year 2015, and that total reimbursement 
would not exceed $40,000.  The demolition project was originally bid in October of last year, 
with the requirement that the work be completed prior to the end of December.   

Only one incomplete bid was received.  Our office took this as an indication that the job was 
not desirable because it did not provide enough time to put it into a contractor’s schedule.  In 
November, an amendment to the MDOT agreement was prepared that allowed the project to be 
completed by September, 2016.  With this additional time, the project was rebid in December 
essentially unchanged, except that the work could be done anytime prior to June 15, 2016.    

The December bid opening resulted in three complete bids.  The low bidder’s cost was almost 
$72,000.  Considering the over $14,000 in engineering fees already incurred, it was clear that 
the original estimate of $40,000 for the total project was inadequate.  I reviewed this situation 
with MDOT staff.  After internal discussions, they agreed to provide another amendment to the 
agreement, this time putting a cap of $90,000 (total) in the available reimbursement.  The 
second amendment is now attached.   

Should the Commission concur, the City should bear virtually no cost at all towards the 
demolition of the Birmingham Train Station.  Upon approval, we will forward the bidding 
documents containing information about the low bidder to MDOT for their review and approval 
to proceed with this project.  Upon receipt of said written approval, a recommendation to award 
the contract to the low bidder will be forwarded to the Commission at a later date.   

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 

To authorize the Mayor to sign the Amendment to Contract Number 2015-0212 with the 
Michigan Department of Transportation to increase the Contract amount to a revised total of 
$90,000, and further to adopt the following resolution: 

WHEREAS, The CONTRACT provides for the final design/demolition and restoration of the 
relocated Birmingham passenger rail platform at the Intermodal Transit Facility; and  
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WHEREAS, the parties desire to increase the CONTRACT value to provide sufficient funds for 
the City to perform the services; 
 
NOW THEREFORE, the parties agree that the CONTRACT exists and that the same is amended 
as follows: 
 

1. In order increase the CONTRACT by $50,000, for a revised total CONTRACT amount of 
$90,000, Sections 1, 3, 4, and 5(c) of the CONTRACT are amended as follows: 
 
“MDOT will reimburse the CITY for all eligible PROJECT costs, as set forth in Revised 
Attachment A, within thirty (30) days of receiving said billings, up to a maximum amount 
of Ninety Thousand Dollars ($90,000).” 
 

2. All other provisions of the CONTRACT, except as herein amended, remain in full force 
and effect as originally set forth. 

 
3. The CITY waives any and all claims it has or may have against the DEPARTMENT that 

arise out of the need to amend and/or extend the CONTRACT. 
 

4. This amendatory Contract will become binding on the parties and of full force and effect 
upon signing by the duly authorized representatives of the CITY and the DEPARTMENT 
and upon adoption of a resolution approving said Amendatory Contract and authorizing 
the signature(s) thereto of the respective representative of the CITY, a certified copy of 
which resolution will be sent to the DEPARTMENT with this Amendatory Contract, as 
applicable. 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Amendatory Contract to be awarded. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   November 13, 2015 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Birmingham Train Station Demolition 
 MDOT Reimbursement Agreement Amendment 
 
 
In about February of this year, the Troy Transit Center was opened to the public.  At that time, 
the Birmingham Train Station ceased operations, and all public users of the train station were 
directed to start using the Troy facility.  It is now the City of Birmingham’s responsibility to 
remove the existing train station, which is no longer needed.  Removal will include the 
following: 
 

1. Removal of the concrete ramp that assists riders in walking up from the end of Villa Ave. 
up to the train loading platform area. 

2. Removal of the loading platform area adjacent to the tracks (CN Railroad has indicated a 
desire to be in control of the removal operation for the pavement located between the 
two tracks, so they have offered to do this at their expense.) 

3. Removal of the simple passenger shelter, and the shelter that previously housed a 
handicap lift device. 

4. Removal of any remaining signs. 
5. Installation of chain link fence to connect to existing fencing already in place to the 

north and south of the facility, making this area inaccessible to trespassers. 
 

The MI Dept. of Transportation (MDOT) offered to assist the City by covering 100% of the 
City’s costs to remove the facility, provided that all MDOT requirements relative to following 
federal funding requirements are met, up to a total of $40,000.  The agreement was written 
with a deadline of the end of the calendar year for job completion. 
 
At the meeting of July 13, 2015, the reimbursement agreement was approved by the City 
Commission.  Hubbell, Roth, & Clark was hired to assist with the preparation of plans and 
specifications.  Completion of the final bidding documents was delayed in part due to the need 
to obtain approval from both CN Railroad, and MDOT.  Bids were accepted on October 2, 2015, 
with the intention that the work would be done by December 18, 2015.  Unfortunately, only one 
company submitted a bid, and it was declared irregular because only some work items were 
priced, while other work items were left blank.  After reviewing the irregularity with the one 
bidder, they were under the mistaken impression that they could elect to do some of the work, 
but not all of it.   
 
The lack of bids received was considered to be a function of the time of year, and that most 
contractors had full schedules already for the end of the 2015 construction season.  We 
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reviewed the results with MDOT, and they offered to provide an amendment to the contract 
extending the completion date by 9 months, or September 30, 2016.   
 
The attached amendment to the original contract accomplishes the time extension required.  If 
approved by the Commission, it is our intention to reissue the project in similar format in the 
near future, allowing contractors the right to complete the demolition by June 30, 2016.  
Reimbursement terms (100% up to $40,000) with MDOT will still apply. 
 
It is recommended that the City Commission agree to the amendment to the original MDOT 
contract offering reimbursement of costs to the City for the demolition of the Birmingham 
Amtrak Train Station facility located at the east end of Villa Ave. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
WHEREAS, The CONTRACT provides for the final design/demolition and restoration of the 
relocated Birmingham passenger rail platform at the Intermodal Transit Facility; and  
 
WHEREAS, the parties desire to extend the CONTRACT term to provide sufficient time for the 
City to perform the services; 
 
NOW THEREFORE, the parties agree that the CONTRACT exists and that the same is amended 
as follows: 
 

1. In order to extend the term of the CONTRACT by nine (9) months, Section 18 of the 
CONTRACT is amended as follows: 
 
“This contract will be in effect from August 28, 2015, though September 30, 2016.  Mo 
PROJECT work may begin until the CITY received a written notification to proceed from 
MDOT.” 
 

2. All other provisions of the CONTRACT, except as herein amended, remain in full force 
and effect as originally set forth. 

 
3. The CITY waives any and all claims it has or may have against the DEPARTMENT that 

arise out of the need to amend and/or extend the CONTRACT. 
 

4. This amendatory Contract will become binding on the parties and of full force and effect 
upon signing by the duly authorized representatives of the CITY and the DEPARTMENT 
and upon adoption of a resolution approving said Amendatory Contract and authorizing 
the signature(s) thereto of the respective representative of the CITY, a certified copy of 
which resolution will be sent to the DEPARTMENT with this Amendatory Contract, as 
applicable. 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Amendatory Contract to be awarded. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   July 1, 2015 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Birmingham Train Station Demolition 
 
 
In 2004, when the property in the immediate area of the train station parking lot was being 
redeveloped, the City updated and reconstructed a simple train station consisting of a concrete 
ramp for passengers to walk from Villa Ave. up to the loading platform, and a new simple 
shelter.  The improvements were intentionally kept simple with the idea that something better 
would be built in the near future with the City of Troy.   
 
Now that the Troy Transit Center is fully operating, the Birmingham Train Station needs to be 
removed.  The MI Dept. of Transportation (MDOT) has offered to cover the cost of this work.  
Working with their staff, we have estimated that the cost of putting together bidding documents 
with an engineering firm, and paying a contractor to complete the work will cost about $40,000.  
The attached agreement has been prepared by MDOT to document the terms that the City will 
have to follow to accept these funds.  The agreement has been reviewed by the City Attorney’s 
office, and has been endorsed.   
 
Of particular note in the agreement is Section 2.a.(xvi), which clarifies that participation in this 
agreement in no way is intended to somehow involve Birmingham in the operation or 
maintenance of other related facilities, such as the one recently constructed for the City of Troy. 
 
Hubbell, Roth, & Clark was hired by Birmingham to prepare the design documents for this  
facility that must now be removed.  Further, they were the lead civil engineer on the design 
team for the Troy Transit Center.  They are familiar with working with CN RR staff, and 
obtaining needed approvals from their office.  With that in mind, it is our intent to hire them to 
create the bidding documents needed to proceed.  Once the agreement has been finalized with 
MDOT, our office will bring a separate proposal from HRC so that they can get started on their 
portion of this work. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To approve the agreement with the MI Department of Transportation to reimburse the City of 
Birmingham for all related costs to demolish the existing Birmingham Train Station up to a cost 
not to exceed $40,000. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Police Department 

DATE: February 16, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Donald A. Studt, Police Chief 

SUBJECT: La Strada Café’s request for a new Class C and SDM liquor 
licenses with Sunday sale (AM and PM) and an Outdoor Service 
Permit to be located at 243 E Merrill, Birmingham, Oakland 
County, Michigan, to be issued pursuant to MCL 
436.1521(A)(1)(B). 

The Police Department has received a request from the law firm of Fried, Saperstein, 
and Abbatt P.C. regarding an application from La Strada Café at 243 E Merrill, 
Birmingham, Oakland County, MI  48009, in regard to the listed subject.   La Strada 
Café has paid the initial fee of $1,500.00 for a business that serves alcoholic beverages 
for consumption on the premises per section 7.33 of the Birmingham City Code. 

On July 22, 2015 the Birmingham Planning Board approved the Final Site Plan Review 
and a SLUP for 243 E Merrill, seeking a Bistro License under Chapter 10, Alcoholic 
Liquors, of the Birmingham City Code (minutes attached).  On September 21st, 2015 
the Birmingham City Commission approved the SLUP to operate an establishment with 
a Bistro License for 243 E Merrill, pursuant to Article 7, Section 7.34, Zoning, of the 
Birmingham City Code. 

There will be two stockholders for La Strada Café LLC.  The majority stockholder at 
51% is Phyllis Lapiana who will be a silent investor.  The other owner/operator will be 
Zharko Palushaj who will own a 49% share of La Strada Café.  Palushaj has been the 
operating partner of Tre Monti Ristorante in Troy, MI since 2008.  Palushaj resides in 
Troy, MI with his wife Dalis Palushaj.  

La Strada Cafe proposes to install seating for ten patrons on private property directly 
adjacent to the building in front of the cafe's proposed French doors and new window. 
The outdoor dining area, as proposed, will be enclosed by pots and provides for safe 
and efficient pedestrian flow.  Palushaj, the restaurateur, said he is the operating 
partner of Tre Monti Restaurant in Troy.  His idea for the last four or five years has 
been to open an Old World Italian Cafe right in the city that is a place to be and to 
meet.  He will share the 5,000 sq. ft. space with his wife, who plans to open a nail 
salon.  The tables and bar at the front will be granite.  The prep work will be done at 
the back where it will be open for people to see.  Breakfast and lunch service is 
planned.  At dinner, gourmet meats and cheeses will be served along with an array of 
crostini’s, salads, pizzas, and desserts.  They have applied for a Bistro License in order 
to serve fine wines. 
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The renovations of the establishment, furniture, fixtures and equipment amounted to 
$200,000 and were financed by Lapiana’s savings.  There are sufficient funds in 
Palushaj’s bank account ($367,132) that were provided by Lapiana, to pay for 
additional related business start-up costs.  
 
A background check was conducted on both stockholders as well as Palushaj’s wife, 
Dalis Palushaj, who will be authorized to write checks/pay bills.  Phyllis Lapiana is clear, 
with no negative information obtained using the Law Enforcement Information Network 
(LEIN), the Court’s Law Enforcement Management Information System (CLEMIS) and 
the Middle Atlantic-Great Lakes Organized Crime Law Enforcement Network 
(MAGLOCLEN).  
 
Zharko Palushaj was also checked using the Law Enforcement Information Network 
(LEIN), the Court’s Law Enforcement Management Information System (CLEMIS) and 
the Middle Atlantic-Great Lakes Organized Crime Law Enforcement Network 
(MAGLOCLEN).  Palushaj has no criminal convictions.  
 
Dalis Palushaj was also checked using the Law Enforcement Information Network 
(LEIN), the Court’s Law Enforcement Management Information System (CLEMIS) and 
the Middle Atlantic-Great Lakes Organized Crime Law Enforcement Network 
(MAGLOCLEN).  Dalis has no criminal convictions.  
 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To authorize the Chief of Police to sign the MLCC Police Investigation Report (LC-1800) 
and to approve the liquor license request of La Strada Café that requests a new Class C 
License to be issued under MCL 436.1521(A)(1)(B) and SDM License with Outdoor 
Service (1 Area) to be located at 243 E Merrill, Birmingham, Oakland County, MI  
48009.  
 
Furthermore, pursuant to Birmingham City Ordinance, to authorize the City Clerk to 
complete the Local Approval Notice at the request of La Strada Café approving the 
liquor license request of La Strada Café that requested a New Class C License to be 
issued under MCL 436.1521 (A)(1)(B) & SDM License with Outdoor Service (1 Area) to 
be located at 243 E Merrill, Birmingham, Oakland County, MI  48009.  
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM  

PLANNING BOARD ACTION ITEMS 
OF WEDNESDAY, JULY 22, 2015 

 
Item Page 

 
OLD BUSINESS 
Preliminary Site Plan Review 
2100 E. Maple Rd. 
Whole Foods Market  
 
      Motion by Mr. Boyle 
Seconded by Mr. Koseck to postpone the decision on the Preliminary 
Site Plan Review for 2100 E. Maple Rd., Whole Foods Market, to August 
12, 2015. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0.  
 
 
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT ("SLUP") REVIEW 
FINAL SITE PLAN REVIEW 
243 E. Merrill 
La Strada Dolci E Caffee 
Application for a SLUP to allow the operation of a new bistro serving 
alcoholic liquors  
 
      Motion by Ms. Whipple-Boyce 
Seconded by Ms. Lazar to recommend approval of the applicant's request 
for Final Site Plan and a SLUP to permit a Bistro License for La Strada 
Caffe at 243 Merrill with the following conditions: 
1)       The applicant will be required to enter into a license agreement 
with the City, and to provide the required insurance.  Liquor liability 
insurance will also be required for the service of liquor as well as an 
Outdoor Dining Permit; 
2) The applicant provide a trash receptacle within the outdoor dining 
area as required by the Zoning Ordinance; 
3) The applicant must provide specifications and layout of the 
outdoor dining enclosure. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0.  
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Item Page 
 

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT ("SLUP") REVIEW 
FINAL SITE PLAN REVIEW 
735 Forest Ave. 
Forest Grill 
Application for a SLUP Amendment to allow a name change for the 
restaurant, as well as interior and exterior modifications to an existing 
bistro serving alcoholic liquors  
 
      Motion by Ms. Lazar  
Seconded by Mr. Boyle to recommend approval to the City Commission 
for the Revised Final Site Plan and SLUP Amendment for Forest Grill 
located at 735 Forest Ave. with the following conditions: 
1)  The applicant comply with the requirements of Article 04, Section      
4.41 OD-01 of the Zoning Ordinance as they relate to licensing and 
insurance requirements for the use of the public right-of-way; 
2)  The applicant provide street lights and hanging planters required 
by the Triangle Overlay District and submit for administrative approval or 
obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals; 
3)  A fully executed contract must be signed with the applicant and 
the City of Birmingham outlining the details of the operation of the bistro; 
and 
4)  Prior to appearing before the City Commission the applicant 
provide artwork or another design element to address the recessed brick 
panel of the wall in the former window opening on the east elevation; and 
5)  Applicant verify that the type of glass proposed for the NANA wall 
will match the existing glazing and conform to the District standards. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM  
REGULAR MEETING OF THE PLANNING BOARD  

WEDNESDAY, JULY 22, 2015 
City Commission Room  

151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 
 

 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Planning Board held on July 
22, 2015.  Chairman Scott Clein convened the meeting at 7:30 p.m.  
 
Present: Chairman Scott Clein; Board Members Robin Boyle, Bert Koseck, Gillian 

Lazar, Janelle Whipple-Boyce; Student Representative Andrea Laverty 
 
Absent:  Board Members Carroll DeWeese, Bryan Williams; Alternate Board 

Members Stuart Jeffares, Daniel Share; Student Representative Scott 
Casperson 

   
Administration:  Matthew Baka, Senior Planner 
   Jana Ecker, Planning Director   
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 
 
Also Present: Michael Labadie, Fleis & Vanderbrink, Birmingham Traffic 

 Consultant 
        

07-138-15 
 

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR PLANNING BOARD MEETING 
OF JULY 8, 2015 
 
Motion by Ms. Whipple-Boyce 
Seconded by Ms. Lazar to approve the Minutes of the Planning Board meeting of 
July 8, 2015 as presented. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Whipple-Boyce, Lazar, Boyle, Clein, Koseck 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  DeWeese, Williams 

 
07-139-15 

 
CHAIRPERSON’S COMMENTS  (none) 
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07-140-15 
 
APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA   
 
The chairman noted that Forest Grill submitted new plans yesterday.  The board's policy 
has been that if something is not in the packet it will not be reviewed.  Ms. Ecker said 
she has had adequate time to look at the changes and for the most part they are minor 
in nature.  Therefore, board members were willing to proceed using the new plans. 
 

07-141-15 
 
OLD BUSINESS 
Preliminary Site Plan Review 
2100 E. Maple Rd. 
Whole Foods Market 
 
Ms. Ecker advised the subject site currently contains a vacant building that was 
previously an office building, and then an urgent care medical clinic. At this time, the 
applicant is proposing a new single-story 46,500 sq. ft. retail building.  The subject site 
is located on the south side of E. Maple Rd., west of the existing LA Fitness facility and 
east of the railroad tracks. The proposed new building will house a Whole Foods 
grocery store, selling natural and organic foods. The site occupies a total of 4.62 acres. 
The applicant proposes to relocate Whole Foods Market from E. Maple Rd. in Troy to 
this site. 
 
On May 27, 2015, the Planning Board reviewed a detailed proposal from the applicant 
for the development of the site, including a review of a Community Impact Study and 
Preliminary Site Plan for the proposed retail facility. In addition, the Planning Board 
voted to recommend to the City Commission that the property at 2100 E. Maple Rd. be 
rezoned from O-1 Office to B-2 General Business. 
 
On June 10, 2015, the Planning Board voted to accept the CIS for the proposed Whole 
Foods development with several conditions. 
 
On June 29, 2015, the City Commission approved the rezoning of the parcel from 
O-1 to B-2, with the condition that the rezoning be approved, but the use be limited to 
grocery store uses only. 
 
The plans note that the applicant is proposing to remove two existing street trees and to 
plant four new trees.  The applicant has stated that more trees cannot be provided due 
to conflicts with easements and utility lines.  The applicant will be required to obtain 
a waiver from the arborist, or obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals, 
or provide the required total of 14 street trees and revise the landscape to ensure 
that all notes and drawings are consistent on all of the plan sheets. 
 
Design Review 
The materials proposed are the same as those previously presented to the Planning 
Board.  Material samples and colors will be required at the time of Final Site Plan 
Review.  The applicant has added significantly more glazing to the north elevation along 



 

 3

E. Maple Rd. as requested by the Planning Board.  In addition, numerous windows have 
been added to the east elevation.   
 
The plans do not indicate the percentage of glazing provided; however it does not 
appear that the building as proposed meets the 70% glazing requirement as listed 
in section 4.83 of the Zoning Ordinance.  The applicant has submitted a variance 
request to the Board of Zoning Appeals in that regard. 
 
Mr. Boyle noted this is a destination market.  However, it strikes him that the market 
doesn't say anything for Birmingham.  He thought there should be a place in front where 
people could sit and gather.  Ms. Ecker explained the applicant proposes a seating area 
near the rear entrance of the store and a pedestrian plaza along E. Maple Rd. 
 
Mr. Rick Rattner, Attorney, 380 N. Old Woodward Ave., represented Whole Foods.  He 
announced they met with 20 members of the Pembroke Subdivision and received a 
favorable response.  The neighbors' suggestions were incorporated into the preliminary 
plans.  Secondly, with the proposed improvements to the intersection and to the Whole 
Foods, traffic along E. Maple Rd. will flow better than it does today.   
 
Mr. Joe Marson with Parsons, Traffic Consultants for Whole Foods, came forward to 
explain their plans to make the intersection of E. Maple Rd. and Eton work better.  
Signage and markings will indicate where turns can be made onto and out of the Whole 
Foods site.  A deceleration lane will allow east bound traffic to turn right onto the site.  
Pushbuttons will be installed for pedestrians to cross.  The light will be re-timed to allow 
it to operate in the proper fashion.  The present a.m. level of service at this intersection 
is E.  The improvements they are proposing will actually improve it to a level of service 
D.  Therefore the delay getting through the intersection will drop from 78 seconds down 
to 40 seconds.  Every time traffic flow is improved, it improves traffic safety.  The p.m. 
peak hour level of service should drop from about 150 down to 120 seconds.  The 
object is to improve the intersection so people don't have a reason to cut through the 
neighborhoods. 
 
Mr. Mike Labadie said the picture of putting the by-right office building on the existing 
traffic would be quite a bit worse.  He concluded they could go either way with the 
deceleration right turn lane.  For the most part everything Mr. Marson said was 100% 
true.  Because of the reduced delay and reduced congestion, he thought they would 
end up with something good.  From a traffic operations standpoint it will be better for the 
neighbors.  The store will offset its impacts and then some. 
 
Mr. Mike Fitzgerald with OKW Architects, 600 W. Jackson Blvd., Chicago, talked about 
the preliminary site plan.  He described the modifications they have made to the 
elevations in accordance with input from the last meeting.   On the north elevation they  
propose an enhanced main entry along E. Maple Rd., a raised front porch with stairs 
and a ramp, and offices that have views in from the public lining the north wall,. The 
east elevation will include a couple of full height windows with views into the employee 
lounge.  There will be a cafe along the south elevation with a covered terrace.  The west 
elevation facing the railroad tracks will have clerestory windows and contain the loading 
area. 
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Mr. Koseck noted there are some challenges between what the ordinance requires and 
what the applicant needs to make their business function. The outdoor cafe overlooks 
the parking lot rather than out onto E. Maple Rd. where there is the opportunity for 
diners to engage with pedestrians and passing vehicles; and conversely the diners can 
be seen from the street.  In response to Ms. Lazar, Mr. Fitzgerald said Whole Foods 
buildings meet the requirements of LEED certification but may not go through the 
process of certification. 
 
At 9:25 p.m. the chairman invited members of the public to provide input. 
 
Ms. Dianne Orly who is moving to Pierce spoke in favor of the project.  Whole Foods will 
spare no expense to keep it pristine.  It will do nothing but up the value of property in the 
area. 
 
Ms. Gwen Berringer who lives on Graefield thought the construction of a Whole Foods 
store in this high speed traffic area is not in the best interest of the community. 
 
Ms. Michelle Rogers said she lives on Eton.  The residential integrity of her 
neighborhood is absolutely at stake.  The pedestrian button will make traffic worse.  
Perhaps Whole Foods could direct traffic to Doyle or Coolidge, but not through her 
neighborhood. 
 
Ms. Alicia Verak, 1845 Hazel, spoke in support of the project that she thinks will be a 
wonderful addition to the community.  More importantly, the City traffic expert indicates 
this will improve the flow of traffic.  Also, if the space is leased to an office building, 
there is no obligation for them to improve the traffic flow at  the intersection.  Here, 
Whole Foods is willing to spend a ton of money to make the intersection better and 
more workable for the residents. 
 
Ms. Georgia Vittic, 667 N. Eton, said when people are leaving from the west driveway 
only about six cars turning left will fit onto westbound E. Maple Rd. Therefore, cars will 
head on to N. Eton.  The other issue is there will be increased traffic on N. Eton all day 
and part of the night; whereas with an office building the increase in traffic would only 
occur in the morning and evening. 
 
Mr. Chris Cuter, 2474 Yorkshire, noted that 84 letters were sent to the City.  Of that 14 
were in favor of the project and 87% were against it.  Putting traffic through Eton literally 
drives traffic through a neighborhood.  People leaving the site to go east will go right 
down Edinborough onto Yorkshire and then out on Eton.  The west entrance is a 
disaster in addition to the fact that truck traffic that never existed before will go down 
there.  Additionally, noise bouncing off of that large building will migrate into the 
neighborhood. 
 
Mr. Brandon Orly was supportive of the project.  The traffic engineers have stated that it 
works.  With improvements and money being spent by the developer and by the retailer 
the City will benefit in the long-term rather than the taxpayers having to fix a problem in 
the future. 
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Mr. Mike Umbarger who lives on Pembroke said he was incredulous along with his 
neighbors that the increase in volume would improve traffic flow. 
 
Mr. David McIlroy, a Pembroke Manor resident, noted the use of signage in terms of 
traffic flow is only as good as it is enforced. 
 
Ms. Dani Torcolacci, a resident on Buckingham, noted the semi deliveries will be limited 
to certain hours.  She was happy to see the small setback because it promotes walking.  
Traffic is certainly a concern but she trusts the traffic engineers.   
 
Ms. Marty Logue who lives on Buckingham spoke in favor of Whole Foods.  She feels 
the traffic situation will be taken care of. 
 
Ms. Karen Ettier whose home is on Windermere said she looks forward to a bigger 
Whole Foods in her neighborhood. 
 
Ms. Leslie Adams Kiddo, a resident who lives on Derby, felt there are some things with 
this plan that aren't workable. 
 
Ms. Lazar said she doesn't care for the offices facing E. Maple Rd. It is an oxymoron to 
have a grocery store and be looking in at office space.   
 
Mr. Koseck indicated that without some additional information the traffic matter 
concerns him and he can't support anything tonight.  He would be willing to mandate 
that no one goes north onto N. Eton from the site. 
 
Ms. Whipple-Boyce thought the proposed improvements to the intersection will improve 
the flow of traffic. It has been explained tonight by two traffic engineers why that will be 
the case.  She wondered whether the light on the west side of the bridge will be timed to 
the light on the east side of the bridge so it won't create a five or six car backup.  She 
noted the drawings show directional curbs that will force traffic to go where the signs 
indicate.   
 
Mr. Boyle observed there is no evidence that cars exiting the power center at E. Maple 
Rd. and Coolidge flood onto Pembroke.  They don't; they go on the main roads.  He 
thinks that is exactly what will happen with Whole Foods traffic with the exception of the 
exit onto N. Eton. 
 
Mr. Koseck suggested having one main entrance for traffic to get into the site.  
Chairman Clein thought that based on the evidence presented the traffic on E. Maple 
Rd. will work.  However, he is uncertain about the interaction of traffic from the site, 
specifically up onto N. Eton. 
 
Ms. Lazar spoke in favor of the project.  She doesn't think Whole Foods would make 
this kind of investment in a project that they don't think can function for them.  Further, 
she feels that having a very renowned vendor in a neighborhood enhances property 
values and it isn't a negative at all.  
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Ms. Whipple-Boyce asked whether the applicant would consider swapping the front of 
the building with the back. 
 
Motion by Mr. Boyle 
Seconded by Mr. Koseck to postpone the decision on the Preliminary Site Plan 
Review for 2100 E. Maple Rd., Whole Foods Market, to August 12, 2015. 
 
At 10:24 p.m. there were no comments from the public on the motion. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Boyle, Koseck, Clein, Lazar, Whipple-Boyce 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  DeWeese, Williams 
 
The board took a brief recess at this time. 
 

07-142-15 
 

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT ("SLUP") REVIEW 
FINAL SITE PLAN REVIEW 
243 E. Merrill 
La Strada Dolci E Caffee 
Application for a SLUP to allow the operation of a new bistro serving alcoholic 
liquors  
 
Mr. Baka offered background. The subject site is located at 243 Merrill St., between S. 
Old Woodward Ave. and Pierce. The parcel is zoned B-4 Business-Residential and D-4 in 
the Downtown Overlay District. The applicant, a new restaurant by the name of "La 
Strada Caffe”, is seeking approval of a Bistro License under Chapter 10, Alcoholic 
Liquors, of the City Code. La Strada Caffe has been approved for exterior changes by 
the Historic District Commission and is currently under construction. Chapter 10 
requires that the applicant obtain a SLUP and approval from the City Commission to 
operate an establishment with a Bistro License within the City of Birmingham in order to 
sell alcoholic liquors. La Strada Caffe 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, SLUP, and for the operation of a Bistro License. 
 
Design Review 
The applicant was approved by the Historic District Commission at their meeting held on 
June 17, 2015 to install one new window in a previously existing opening, a new set of 
swing-out French doors and the establishment of an outdoor dining area in a non-
contributing historic building in the CBD Historic District. The applicant was also recently 
granted administrative approval to reinstall four of the original copper awnings that had 
been removed and put in storage at some time in the past. 
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The French doors are proposed to replace an existing window to allow an open air 
atmosphere between the sidewalk and the inside of the cafe.  
 
La Strada Caffe proposes to install seating for ten patrons on private property directly 
adjacent to the building in front of the cafe's proposed French doors and new window. 
The outdoor dining area as proposed will be enclosed by pots and provides for safe and 
efficient pedestrian flow.   
 
Based on the plans submitted, the applicant is proposing to provide 71% glazing 
between 1 ft. and 8 ft. above grade. Accordingly, the proposal meets the Zoning 
Ordinance requirements for a minimum of 70% glazing. 
 
Signage 
The applicant was approved to install a name letter sign on the front. The approved sign 
will measure a total of 26.7 sq. ft.  The proposed size is in accordance with Article 1.0, 
section 1.04 (B) of the Birmingham Sign Ordinance, Combined Sign Area.  The wall 
sign is proposed to be mounted over 8 ft. above grade which meets the requirement of  
Article 1.0, Table B of the Birmingham Sign Ordinance. 
 
Illumination 
No new lighting is proposed for this project. 
 
Ms. Whipple-Boyce pointed out that the furniture layout will not fit into the small space 
shown on the outdoor seating plan. 
 
Mr. Zharko Palushaj, the restaurateur, said he is the operating partner of Tremonte 
Restaurant in Troy.  His idea for the last four or five years has been to open an Old 
World Italian Cafe right in the city that is a place to be and to meet.  He will share the 
5,000 sq. ft. space with his wife, who plans to open a nail salon.  The tables and bar at 
the front will be granite.  The prep work will be done at the back where it will be open for 
people to see.  Breakfast and lunch service is planned.  At dinner, gourmet meats and 
cheeses will be served along with an array of crostinis, salads, pizzas, and desserts. 
They have applied for a Bistro License in order to serve bubbles and wines. 
 
Motion by Mr. Boyle 
Seconded by Ms. Whipple-Boyce to extend the meeting 30 minutes to 11:30 p.m. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Boyle, Whipple-Boyce, Clein, Koseck, Lazar  
Nays:  None 
Absent:  DeWeese, Williams 
 
There were no public comments at 11 p.m. 
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Motion by Ms. Whipple-Boyce 
Seconded by Ms. Lazar to recommend approval of the applicant's request for 
Final Site Plan and a SLUP to permit a Bistro License for La Strada Caffe at 243 
Merrill with the following conditions: 
1) The applicant will be required to enter into a license agreement with the 
 City, and to provide the required insurance.  Liquor liability insurance will 
 also be required for the service of liquor as well as an Outdoor Dining 
 Permit; 
2) The applicant provide a trash receptacle within the outdoor dining area as 
 required by the Zoning Ordinance; 
3) The applicant must provide specifications and layout of the outdoor dining 
 enclosure. 
 
No one from the audience wished to discuss the motion at 11:02 p.m. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Whipple-Boyce, Lazar, Boyle, Clein, Koseck 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  DeWeese, Williams 
 

07-143-15 
 
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT ("SLUP") REVIEW 
FINAL SITE PLAN REVIEW 
735 Forest Ave. 
Forest Grill 
Application for a SLUP Amendment to allow a name change for the restaurant, as 
well as interior and exterior modifications to an existing bistro serving alcoholic 
liquors 
 
Ms. Ecker explained the subject site is located on the north side of Forest Ave., west of 
Elm St. The existing bistro is located on the ground floor of an existing three-story 
building located on the northwest corner of Forest Ave. and Elm St. The property is 
currently zoned O-2 Office Commercial and zoned MU-3 on the eastern portion of the 
property and MU-5 on the western portion of the property in the Triangle Overlay 
District. 
 
The applicant is now seeking approval for a Revised Final Site Plan and a SLUP 
Amendment for the existing establishment, Forest Grill.  Accordingly, the applicant is 
required to obtain a recommendation from the Planning Board and then approval from 
the City Commission for the Final Site Plan and SLUP.  The bistro has outdoor seating 
adjacent to the building and meets the goals of the Triangle District Urban Design Plan. 
The major changes to the approved site and use are the replacement of windows with a 
retractable glass wall and the addition of a new owner to the ownership team. The 
application includes minor design changes to the interior and two new signs. 
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Design Review 
The proposed exterior design change includes replacement of the middle first-floor 
window/door system with an operable NANA wall.  This will provide access to and from 
the outdoor cafe and the interior of the bistro.  The NANA wall will be designed to look 
exactly like the existing storefront. 
 
Signage 
Two new signs are proposed, one wall sign to replace the existing sign and one blade 
sign on the Elm St. frontage.  The existing wall sign above the outdoor dining area is 
proposed to be removed.  A new address acrylic panel with stainless steel edging is 
proposed to be mounted on the wall at a height of 10.79 ft. above grade.  The blade 
sign is proposed to be double-sided and to be internally illuminated with LED lighting.  
Both signs meet all of the requirements of the Sign Ordinance. 
 
The applicants are proposing that a new owner, Mr. Sami Eid, be added to the 
ownership team. 
 
Ms. Ecker advised that the street lights and hanging plants that were proposed on the 
original plan were never installed, so that should be completed.  Also, a recessed panel 
on the Elm St. elevation where a window was bricked in has never been addressed by 
the applicant.  The City continues to hold money that was posted by the applicant to 
ensure that the street lights go in and to cover the artwork the applicant was supposed 
to add on the Elm Street facade. 
 
Mr. Victor Saroki, Architect for the Forest Grill, was present with Mr. John Kelly, the 
general contractor and part owner; along with Mr. Sami Eid from Phoenicia Restaurant 
who is part of the new ownership team; and Mr. Nick Janero, Executive Chef.  The 
restaurant will still offer fine dining with a high attention to detail.  At this point the 
owners believe it is time to refresh the restaurant along with creating indoor/outdoor 
activity.  The kitchen will be enclosed in glass and a wine cellar will display wines on the 
main floor.  Along with that, some interior decor changes will be made. The feel of the 
restaurant will continue to be modern and open. 
 
Regarding the street lights, the underground conduits and electrical service to the lights 
have been installed.  However, at the time the street lights for the Triangle District had 
not yet been selected.  When the building across the street is started it may be the right 
time to put in the street lights and illuminate the whole street. 
 
The recessed panel on Elm St. is the location of an interior walk-in cooler in the kitchen.  
If the board feels some type of architectural grill needs to be developed, they are open 
to that, but his honest opinion is that it is fine.  The owners are very excited about the 
second phase of Forest Grill.  
 
Motion by Ms. Whipple-Boyce 
Seconded by Mr. Koseck to extend the meeting another ten minutes to 11:40 p.m. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
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VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Whipple-Boyce, Koseck, Boyle, Clein, Lazar 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  DeWeese, Williams 
 
Mr. Lazar felt something should be done to enhance the recessed panel.  Mr. Boyle 
echoed that thought.  It could be a place for a piece of interesting art that would draw 
attention to the space.  Mr. Koseck thought maybe a sign would work there.  Chairman 
Clein indicated the wall is not that big an issue for him. 
 
No one from the public wished to join the discussion at 11:31 p.m. 
 
Motion by Ms. Lazar  
Seconded by Mr. Boyle to recommend approval to the City Commission for the 
Revised Final Site Plan and SLUP Amendment for Forest Grill located at 735 
Forest Ave. with the following conditions: 
1)  The applicant comply with the requirements of Article 04, Section 4.41 OD-
 01 of the Zoning Ordinance as they relate to licensing and insurance 
 requirements for the use of the public right-of-way; 
2)  The applicant provide street lights and hanging planters required by the
 Triangle Overlay District and submit for administrative approval or obtain a 
 variance from the Board of Zoning Appeals; 
3)  A fully executed contract must be signed with the applicant and the City of 
 Birmingham outlining the details of the operation of the bistro; and 
4)  Prior to appearing before the City Commission the applicant provide 
 artwork or another design element to address the recessed brick panel of 
 the wall in the former window opening on the east elevation; and 
5)  Applicant verify that the type of glass proposed for the NANA wall will 

match the existing glazing and conform to the District standards. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Lazar, Boyle, Clein, Koseck, Whipple-Boyce 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  DeWeese, Williams 
 

07-144-15 
 
STUDY SESSION 
Amendment to Article 1, Zoning Map, Section 1.14 of the Zoning Ordinance 
 
Ms. Ecker explained that on June 29, 2015 the City Commission voted to approve the 
rezoning of the property at 2100 E. Maple Rd. from O-1 Office to B-2 General Business.  
Shortly thereafter, it was discovered that the ordinance language in Article 1 of the 
Zoning Code established the official Zoning Map as the map that was dated July 14, 
2008, without the "as amended" thereafter. 
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Motion by Ms. Whipple-Boyce 
Seconded by Ms. Lazar to set a public hearing on August 26 to consider the 
Amendment to Article 1, Zoning Map, section 1.14 of the Zoning Ordinance to 
provide an update as needed. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Whipple-Boyce, Lazar, Boyle, Clein, Koseck 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  DeWeese, Williams 
 

07-145-15 
 
MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA (no public 
remained) 
 

07-146-15 
 
MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS AND COMMUNICATIONS 
 
a. Communications (none) 
 
b. Administrative Approval Correspondence 
 

 555 S. Old Woodward Ave., Dumpster enclosure - Currently 555 Commercial 
has no dumpster, and uses the 555 Residential dumpster on the south side of 
the building.  Dumpster enclosure will have beige Roman brick walls and the 
new gates will be made from beige composite fencing.   
 

 33588 Woodward Ave., Shell/Dunkin Donuts - 
1. Remove Azek from canopy ceiling and columns.  Replace w/dark bronze 
 plus paint columns; 
2. Revise monument sign, keep same square footage; 
3. Paint color on brick now Fatigue Green. 
 
 304 Hamilton Row - Add one RTU to roof and two fans screened per 

Ordinance. 
   
c. Draft Agenda for the Regular Planning Board Meeting on August 12, 2015 (not 
 discussed) 

  
d. Other Business (not discussed) 
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07-147-15  
   
PLANNING DIVISION ACTION ITEMS 
 
a. Staff report on previous requests (none) 

 
b. Additional items from tonight’s meeting (none) 
 

07-148-15 
 

 ADJOURNMENT  
 
No further business being evident, board members motioned to adjourn at 11:40 p.m. 
 
 
        Jana Ecker 

Planning Director 
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MEMORANDUM 
Finance Department 

DATE: March 3, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 

FROM: Mark Gerber, Director of Finance/Treasurer 

SUBJECT: Cultural Council 2015-2016 Service Agreement 

The City Commission previously approved a master service agreement to be used by various 
outside agencies that are requesting and have previously received funding from the City.  The 
Cultural Council of Birmingham/Bloomfield has completed the required agreement and 
Attachment A, which provides a description of the services to be provided and the direct benefit 
of their services to the City. 

The Cultural Council is requesting funding totaling $4,200.  This is the same amount of funding 
requested by the Cultural Council last year.  Funding has been approved in the fiscal year 2015-
2016 budget for this expenditure.  Based on the services that the Cultural Council provides 
and the direct benefit to the City, it is recommended that the City Commission approve the 
Cultural Council’s funding request in the amount of $4,200.  

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:  To approve the service agreement with the Cultural Council of 
Birmingham/Bloomfield in the amount of $4,200 for services described in Attachment A of the 
agreement for fiscal year 2015-2016, account number 101-299.000-811.0000, and further 
direct the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City 
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 

DATE: March 1, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: Benches and Trash Receptacle Purchase 

The City of Birmingham currently uses a sole source vendor, Dumor Site Furnishings, sold 
through Penchura LLC (FKA Superior Play, LLC), for the purchase of site furnishings uptown, in 
select parks and for our Recognition Program, which includes such items as City benches.  This 
is the result of previous reviews and evaluations of other providers to supply the City of 
Birmingham with equipment in the approved “Birmingham Green” color, style and custom 
lettering.  Penchura, LLC is the only vendor that can provide the approved style and color. 
Therefore, no competitive bids were obtained for this purchase. 

In order to replenish the supply and continue providing standardized equipment throughout 
uptown and City Parks, I am requesting the purchase of ten (10) Dumor benches and twelve 
(12) trash receptacles, in the amount of $29,871.00, from Penchura, LLC.  This purchase will be 
used to replace various receptacles uptown and supplement our inventory.  This total purchase 
amount of the benches and receptacles includes freight and the custom color green.  Funds are 
available in the fiscal year 2015-2016 Capital Projects Fund - Park Benches & Trash Cans for 
Streetscapes account #401-901.009-981.0100 in the amount of $30,000. 

Generally, each year we replenish the inventory for benches and trash receptacles.  Last year 
we purchased just twenty-two (22) benches in the amount of $29,665.00.  Pricing the past two 
years is virtually identical for the benches. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the purchase of ten (10) Dumor benches and twelve (12) trash receptacles for a 
total purchase price of $29,871.00  from the sole source vendor, Penchura, LLC.    Further, to 
waive the formal bidding requirements for this purchase with a sole source vendor.  The money 
has been budgeted in fiscal year 2015-2016 Capital Projects Fund- Park Benches & Trash Cans 
for Streetscapes account #401-901.009-981.0100 for this equipment purchase. 
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Proposal
Date

3/1/2016
Project #
16-197-2

Name / Address
City of Birmingham
P.O. Box 3001
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48012-3001

Ship To
City of Birmingham
Public Services (#2552)
Carrie Laird, 248-530-1714
851 S. Eton
Birmingham, MI 48009

P.O. No.Terms
Net 30

Rep
SH

Total

Subtotal
Sales Tax  (0.0%)

Customer Contact
Carrie Laird

Customer Phone
248-530-1714

Customer Fax
248-530-1754

Make all P.O.s, Contracts, and Checks to:
Penchura, L.L.C.
889 S. Old US 23

Brighton, MI 48114

Penchura, L.L.C., 889 S. Old US 23, Brighton, MI 48114. Toll Free: 888-778-7529

Proposal good for 30 days. 
Ship Via: common carrier
Delivery contact name and number: _________________________________

Customer signature below constitutes a purchase order.  
_____________________________________________

Item Description WeightQty Price Total
19-50-Q30 DuMor 5' Bench, Steel, 2 arms, Insert for 4 x 6 Plaque, Custom

Color and Lettering for City of Birmingham
10 1,200.10 12,001.00T

Insert DuMor Insert - Plaque 10 110.00 1,100.00T
Misc Mold Set Up For CAST-57-00078 1 150.00 150.00T
63-947-32-BT-1 DuMor 32 Gal Steel Receptacle, W/Old Bonnet Top 12 1,200.00 14,400.00T
CUST-1 IFS # PLSF-32284PT PARK BENCH GREEN 1 975.00 975.00T
Freight Freight 1 1,245.00 1,245.00T

$29,871.00

$29,871.00

$0.00



SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:
To accept the resignation of Kara Lividini from the Public Arts Board, to thank Ms. Lividini for her service, 
and to direct the Clerk to begin the process to fill the vacancy.
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: March 10, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Hamilton Ave. Paving Project 
Street Lighting Special Assessment District 

In the 1970’s, pedestrian sized street lighting was installed on City sidewalks around the 
majority of the Central Business District.  The cost of this work was special assessed to 
the adjacent business owners.  The cost of replacing these lights, when initiated by the 
City as part of a streetscape project, has been paid for under the Capital Improvement 
Fund, in consideration of the fact that these buildings had been assessed for this 
before.  Street lights were not installed on the side frontages of two buildings within the 
Hamilton Ave. Paving Project area.  They are: 

220 Park St. 
395 E. Maple Rd. 

An attached map clarifies the location of these properties. 

It is anticipated that once the partially vacant property at 35001-35075 Woodward Ave. 
is redeveloped, they will be installing new streetscape and street lights on their 
Hamilton Ave. and Park St. frontages.  In order to make the street lighting system 
complete on these two blocks, street lights should be installed adjacent to these 
buildings as well.   

Two lights are proposed in front of each buildings’ side frontages.  Based on the cost 
being charged by DTE Energy, it is appropriate to pass this direct cost to these building 
owners.  The cost of two lights each would be $10,497.38.  Like other special 
assessment districts, it is recommended that the owners would have the option of 
spreading these payments out over a ten year period, with interest, if so desired.   

It is recommended that a public hearing of necessity be scheduled at the Monday, April 
11, 2016 City Commission meeting.  It is further recommended that the public hearing 
to confirm the roll be held on Monday, April 25, 2016 at the suggested price of 
$10,497.38 per property. 

1 
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SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
RESOLVED, that the City Commission shall meet on Monday, April 11, 2016, at 7:30 

P.M., for the purpose of conducting a public hearing of necessity for the 
installation of new street lights where none currently exist within the 
Hamilton Ave. Paving project area.  Be it further  

 
RESOLVED, that the City Commission meet on Monday, April 25, 2016, at 7:30 P.M. for 

the purpose of conducting a public hearing to confirm the roll for the 
installation of street lights where none currently exist in the Hamilton Ave. 
Paving project area. 
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WL 6:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS902 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R

WL 4:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS900 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R

WL 28:- WL 31
IN: UG CUBE TAP

WL 25:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS913 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 3:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS898 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 14:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS894 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R

WL 5:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS901 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 24:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS914 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R

WL 8:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS906 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R

WL 13:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS911 -- 7702 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 9:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS907 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 11:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS915 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 21:
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS918 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE

WL 22:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS917 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R

WL 17:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS899 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 7:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS904 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 15:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS895 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 1:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS893 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 23:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS916 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 10:
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS908 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE

WL 12:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS912 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R

WL 19:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS905 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B

WL 2:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS896 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R

WL 18:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS903 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R

WL 16:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS897 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R

WL 20:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS919 -- 7205 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R

WL 26:
IN: POST CODE 51A
IN: FOUNDATION TYPE S98L CONCRETE
IN: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
L 85 AFS910 -- 7702 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R           Streetlight Billing Summary

O050 - BIRMINGHAM CITY OF
   7205 BIHAM   IN   24  *563
   7702 BIHAM   IN   2  *563

Created on: 3/9/2016 1:31:18 PM

                         Trench-Bore Summary
Type                                        Occupants                       Length
ST LT - BORE - IN CONDUIT  E                       1752
                                    Total   =      1752

                             Cable Summary
Type                                         Legacy Stock # /SAP #   Length
IN #2 ALX2 - #4 ALX1       713-0878/100075024      1834

Created on: 3/9/2016 1:44:01 PM
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MEMORANDUM 
Planning Division 

DATE: March 9, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Matthew Baka, Senior Planner  

APPROVED: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 

SUBJECT:  Continuation of the Public Hearing for a Lot Rearrangement of 1366 
Haynes Ct., Parcel #2031151009, T2N, R11E, SEC 31 ADAMS VILLAGE SUB 
LOT 22. & 725 S. Adams, Parcel #2031151002 (Adams Square), T2N, 
R11E, SEC 31 ADAMS VILLAGE SUB LOT 29 EXC BEG AT NW LOT COR, TH S ALG 
W LOT LINE 189 FT, TH E PARA WITH S LOT LINE 434 FT, TH N PARA WITH W 
LINE OF LOT 28 134 FT, TH WLY ON N LOT LINE TO BEG 

On February 8, 2016 the City Commission opened a public hearing to consider a lot split 
application for the above referenced properties.  At that time the City Commission postponed 
the continuation of the public hearing to March 14, 2016 in order to allow the applicant time to 
resolve concerns identified by a neighbor and to investigate the implications of a utility 
easement.  The City has now received communication from the counsel of the 
applicant that they no longer wish to pursue the lot split and therefore have 
requested that the application be withdrawn. 

SUGGESTED ACTION:   

To close the public hearing for the lot split application for 1366 Haynes Ct. & 725 S. Adams and 
take no further action. 
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Matthew Baka <mbaka@bhamgov.org>

Proposed Lot Split from 1366 Haynes Court 

Dawn M. Macaddino <dmm@macaddinolaw.com> Wed, Mar 9, 2016 at 3:46 PM
To: "Matthew Baka (mbaka@bhamgov.org)" <mbaka@bhamgov.org>
Cc: "jvalentine@bhamgov.org" <jvalentine@bhamgov.org>

Matthew:

Please be advised that applicants The Philip D. Stevens Living Trust and  the Philip Stevens Building Company,
LLC are withdrawing their application for a lot division from property known as 1366 Haynes Court, which
application which was originally submitted to the City of Birmingham on December 16, 2015. The application was
initially before the City Commission for public hearing on February 8, 2016, and was adjourned on that date until
March 14, 2016.  Please contact me if you have any questions.

Thank you,

 

Dawn M. Macaddino, Esq. 
Law Office of Kevin S. Macaddino, PLLC  
39555 Orchard Hill Place, Suite 245 
Novi, Michigan 48375 
                 Phone:            (248) 513-4117 
                 Facsimile       (248) 513-4127 
                 E-mail              dmm@macaddinolaw.com

 

 

This internet message and its contents and attachments may be confidential, privileged or protected from disclosure, and the message is
intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed.  If you have received this in error please 1) immediately reply to the sender
to indicate that you received this in error, and 2) erase or destroy this message, its contents and attachments without using, copying,
retaining or disseminating it or any part of it.  Unless this message specifically states that it includes an electronic signature, nothing in this
message, including my typed name or contact information, is intended to be an electronic signature. 

 

tel:%28248%29%20513-4117
tel:%28248%29%20513-4127
mailto:dmm@macaddinolaw.com


MEMORANDUM 
 

Planning Division 
 

DATE:  January 29, 2016 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Matthew Baka, Senior Planner  
 
APPROVED: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT:  Public Hearing for a Lot Rearrangement of 1366 Haynes Ct., Parcel 

#2031151009, T2N, R11E, SEC 31 ADAMS VILLAGE SUB LOT 22. & 725 S. 
Adams, Parcel #2031151002 (Adams Square), T2N, R11E, SEC 31 ADAMS 
VILLAGE SUB LOT 29 EXC BEG AT NW LOT COR, TH S ALG W LOT LINE 189 FT, 
TH E PARA WITH S LOT LINE 434 FT, TH N PARA WITH W LINE OF LOT 28 134 
FT, TH WLY ON N LOT LINE TO BEG 

 
 
The owners of the properties known as 1366 Haynes Ct. and 725 S. Adams are seeking 
approval for the division of property in order to transfer a portion of 1366 Haynes Ct. to 
the property abutting the rear property line located at 725 S. Adams, commonly known 
as Adams Square.  The parcel at 1366 Haynes Ct. is a triangular shaped lot.  The paved 
area behind the building at 725 S. Adams encroaches 3.5’ into the rear yard of 1366 
Haynes.  There is also a utility pad containing an AT&T box in this area.  As stated in 
the attached letter, the two properties have had associated ownership since 1964.  The 
applicant states that the encroachment has also existed since approximately 1964.  The 
utility pad has been in place since 2005.  The owners of the two properties are 
requesting permission to transfer this portion of 1366 Haynes Ct. to 725 S. Adams.  
This rearrangement will reduce the square footage of 1366 Haynes Ct. by 1067.4 
square feet, creating a 12,166 square foot parcel.  The rearrangement will add 1067.4 
square feet to 725 S. Adams, creating a 220,587.8 square foot parcel.  This division 
will not result in the creation of any additional buildable lots.  
 
 
The Subdivision Regulation Ordinance (Chapter 102, Section 102-53) requires that the 
following standards be met for approval of a lot division. 
 
(1) All lots formed or changed shall conform to minimum Zoning Ordinance 

Standards. 
 

Enclosed are copies of surveys provided by the applicant depicting existing and 
proposed conditions.  The proposed rearrangement has been reviewed by the 
Community Development Department. The altered parcel that results from the 



lot rearrangement at 1366 Haynes Ct. would conform to minimum Zoning 
Ordinance standards as set out in Article 02, Section 2.08 of the Zoning 
Ordinance, for the R-2 Zoning District.  The proposed rearrangement would 
reduce the size of 1366 Haynes Ct. from 13,233.4 sq. ft. to 12,166 sq. ft. and 
would increase 725 S. Adams, from 219,520.4 sq. ft. to 220,587.8 sq. ft.  The R2 
parcel, 1366 Haynes Ct., would be in excess of the required 6,000 sq. ft. 
minimum lot size required for the R-2 Single Family Residential District.  The B2 
parcel, 725 S. Adams, does not have a minimum lot size. 
 

(2) All residential lots formed or changed by the division shall have a lot width not 
less than the average lot width of all lots on the same street within 300 feet of 
the lots formed or changed and within the same district. 

 
The parcels created by the lot split will not alter the width of either lot in 
question; rather it will re arrange a strip of land towards the back of the lot.   
 

(3) The division will not adversely affect the interest of the public and of the abutting 
property owners. In making this determination, the City Commission shall 
consider, but not be limited to the following: 

 
a. The location of proposed buildings or structures, the location and nature 

of vehicular ingress or egress so that the use of appropriate development 
of adjacent land or buildings will not be hindered, nor the value thereof 
impaired. 

 
b. The effect of the proposed division upon any flood plain areas, wetlands 

or other natural features and the ability of the applicant to develop 
buildable sites on each resultant parcel without unreasonable disturbance 
of such natural features. 

 
c. The location, size, density and site layout of any proposed structures or 

buildings as they may impact an adequate supply of light and air to 
adjacent properties and the capacity of essential public facilities such as 
police and fire protection, drainage structures, municipal sanitary sewer 
and water, and refuse disposal. 

 
No new buildings are proposed in conjunction with the proposed lot 
rearangement. Current ingress and egress to both parcels will not be altered.  
The proposed lot division will not hinder the development of adjacent properties.   
 
The subject property is not located within the floodplain or soil erosion limit of a 
recognized stream, river, lake or other water body.  The site does not appear to exhibit 
evidence of regulated wetlands or endangered species of flora and fauna.  The 



proposed lot rearrangement and property transfer will not affect any natural features on 
the site.   
 
The proposed lot rearrangement will not negatively affect the supply of light and air to 
adjacent properties.  It will not negatively affect the capacity of essential public 
facilities.  City departments have no objections to the proposed lot split.   
 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:   
 
1) To APPROVE the proposed lot rearrangement of 1366 Haynes Ct. and 725 S. Adams,  
 
or  
 
2) Deny the proposed rearrangement of 1366 Haynes Ct. and 725 S. Adams as 
proposed, based on the following conditions that adversely affect the interest of the 
public and of the abutting property owners: 

  

  

  

 

 



















MEMORANDUM 
 Office of the City Manager 

DATE: February 24, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Joellen Haines, Assistant to the City Manager 

SUBJECT: Street Name Change Review Policy With Revisions 

The following policy is a revised version of the Street Name Change Review policy that was 
presented at the February 22, 2106 City Commission meeting. This revised policy incorporates 
the changes recommended by the Commission during the meeting and include the following: 

1. Change number 1 to read: “Initial requests and petitions for consideration of street name
changes shall contain support from a minimum of 60% of the property owners on the
street and be filed with the City Clerk in order to be considered.”

2. Change the second bullet point under number 2 to: “a review and recommendation
from the Historic District Commission and/or the Historic District Study Committee.”

3. Expand the bullet point regarding reports from other agencies to include, “Reports from
other relevant agencies and city boards impacted relative to the street name change (e.g.
U.S. Post Office, Parks and Recreation Board, etc.).”

The Street Name Change Review Policy provides a procedure to follow to consider administrative 
and historical implications of each submitted request, and provides a means of review by the 
City Commission prior to making a decision to set a public hearing as provided for in the City 
Charter Chapter XI, Section 7 under Street Names.  

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 

To adopt the proposed Street Name Change Review Policy, and 

To submit the November 18, 2015 request for the street name change of Millrace Road to 
Lakeside Court for review in accordance with the Street Name Change Review Policy. 
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STREET NAME CHANGE REVIEW POLICY 
 

The City of Birmingham recognizes the need to provide a review policy to evaluate requests 
to change a street name in the City. The Street Name Change Review Policy has been 
provided to establish a process whereby a street name change request can be reviewed for 
historical and administrative considerations prior to the City Commission making a decision to 
set a public hearing and implementing the provisions of the City Charter, Chapter XI, Section 7. 

 
The following procedure shall comprise the policy for the review of street name change requests 
in the City.  
 
1. Initial requests and petitions for consideration of street name changes shall contain support 

from a minimum of 60% of the property owners on the street and be filed with the City 
Clerk in order to be considered. 
 

2. Upon receipt of a valid request or petition an internal review will be conducted to gather 
information to provide to the City Commission for consideration within ninety (90) days.  The 
request shall undergo a review process which shall include, but is not limited to:  

 
• A review and recommendation from the Birmingham Historical Museum 
• A review and recommendation from the Historic District Commission and the Historic 

District Study Committee 
• City Staff review by each department regarding administrative considerations 
• Reports from other relevant agencies and City boards impacted relative to the street 

name change (e.g. U.S. Post Office, Parks and Recreation Board, etc.) 
 

3. Once the request has been circulated through this review process, the findings and 
recommendations will be compiled and presented to the City Commission in the form of a 
report, with notification of the date of the City Commission meeting provided to the 
requesting/petitioning parties. 

 
4. Upon review and consideration of the report, the City Commission may either set a 

public hearing in accordance with Chapter XI, Section 7 of the City Charter, or decline a 
public hearing following a review of information prescribed by this policy. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

 Office of the City Manager 
 
DATE:   February 18, 2016 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Joellen Haines, Assistant to the City Manager 
 
SUBJECT: Street Name Change Review Policy 
 
 
 
The decision to develop a Street Name Change Review Policy was made in response to a request 
submitted to the City Manager’s Office on November 15, 2015 via a petition from all five 
homeowners on Millrace Road to have their street name changed from Millrace Road to Lakeside 
Court. An initial memo was submitted to the City Commission by Museum Director Leslie Pielack, 
which detailed a brief history of the street and its historical references. 
 
At the January 25, 2016 City Commission meeting, the Commission voted to have staff develop a 
policy to consider street name change requests. This policy would provide a review by the 
Historical Museum, the Historical District Study Committee, City Departments, and other 
agencies as may be necessary to determine the street name change’s impact on the city, along 
with associated costs. The City Commission decided to table all requests for street name 
changes until a street name change policy is adopted by the City Commission.  
 
In response to the City Commission’s request to develop a review policy, the City has developed 
a Street Name Change Review Policy which provides a procedure to follow to consider 
administrative and historical implications of each submitted request, and provides a means of 
review by the City Commission prior to making a decision to set a public hearing as provided for 
in the City Charter Chapter XI, Section 7 under Street Names.  
 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To adopt the proposed Street Name Change Review Policy, and  
 
To submit the November 18, 2015 request for the street name change of Millrace Road to 
Lakeside Court for review in accordance with the Street Name Change Review Policy. 
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STREET NAME CHANGE REVIEW POLICY 
 

The City of Birmingham recognizes the need to provide a review policy to evaluate requests 
to change a street name in the City. The Street Name Change Review Policy has been 
provided to establish a process whereby a street name change request can be reviewed for 
historical and administrative considerations prior to the City Commission making a decision to 
set a public hearing and implementing the provisions of the City Charter, Chapter XI, Section 7. 

 
The following procedure shall comprise the policy for the review of street name change requests 
in the City.  
 
1. Initial requests and petitions for consideration of street name changes shall be filed with the 

City Clerk. 
 

2. Upon receipt of such request or petition, the request shall undergo a review process which 
shall include, but is not limited to:  

 
• A review and recommendation from the Historical Museum 
• A review and recommendation from the Historic District Commission and/or the 

Historic District Study Committee 
• City Staff review by each department regarding administrative considerations 
• Reports from other agencies impacted relative to the street name change 

 
3. Once the request has been circulated through this review process, the findings and 

recommendations will be compiled and presented to the City Commission in the form of a 
report, with notification of the date of the City Commission meeting provided to the 
requesting/petitioning parties. 

 
4. Upon review and consideration of the report, the City Commission may either set a 

public hearing in accordance with Chapter XI, Section 7 of the City Charter, or decline a 
public hearing following a review of information prescribed by this policy. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: March 8, 2016 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Multi-Modal Transportation Master Plan 
Neighborhood Connector Route 

At the November 23, 2015 City Commission meeting, the Neighborhood Connector Route was 
presented.  At that time, the following suggestions were made: 

1. The Commission indicated a preference to installing signs only at each point where the
route turns, using the bike symbol and an arrow.  They also requested a visual of the
specific bike symbol sign and arrow suggested.

2. The Commission requested that the Oak St. bike lanes be extended another block to the
east to include the section between Lakepark Dr. and Lakeside Dr.  (The existing
pavement is wide enough to support this.  A new striping plan to depict how this would
be accomplished is attached to this package.)

3. The Commission requested that all property owners along the newly impacted streets be
notified about the meeting being held in front of the MMTB.

In response, staff prepared the attached package of information and reviewed it with the Multi-
Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) at their meeting of February 11.  The package included the 
following information: 

1. The map depicting where signs and pavement markings would be installed was revised.
The plan now proposes a bike symbol sign and arrow to be installed in front of each
proposed turn, as well as at significant crossings, such as Woodward Ave.  The
suggested bike sign combination is now attached as well for your review.

2. A plan for the block of Oak St. between Lakepark Dr. and Lakeside Dr. has been
prepared, and is attached.  Due to the wide existing pavement, there is plenty of space
for two drive lanes, two bike lanes, and buffer zones between the two.  Parking will
have to be banned on this block to accommodate this change.  Since there are no
homes on this block, and parking demand has historically been very low, we do not see
this as an issue.

3. Confirmation that all property owners along the route were notified.

The MMTB reviewed the changes, and concurred with the suggestions.  The Board passed the 
following recommendation: 

To recommend to the City Commission the implementation of a Neighborhood Connector Route 
in accordance with the attached map, installing bike symbol signs and arrows at each turning 
point, sharrow pavement markings at the beginning of each segment, and extension of the bike 
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lane on Oak St. between Lakepark Dr. and Lakeside Dr.  Further, to include information about 
the Route on the City’s website, and to notify all relevant websites that contain information 
relative to bike paths and routes. 
 
To recommend to the City Commission the implementation of a Neighborhood Connector Route 
in accordance with the attached map, installing bike symbol signs and arrows at each turning 
point, sharrow pavement markings at the beginning of each segment, and extension of the bike 
lane on Oak St. between Lakepark Dr. and Lakeside Dr.  Further, to include information about 
the Route on the City’s website, and to notify all relevant websites that contain information 
relative to bike paths and routes. 
 
A suggested resolution is provided below: 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To concur with the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, and to direct staff 
to implement a Neighborhood Connector Route in 2016 as follows: 
 

1. Per the revised map, the connector route will be denoted using signs and pavement 
markings as directed in this package, using the bike symbol sign with a white arrow on 
green background at all turns and key crossings, as well as sharrow pavement markings 
at similar locations, 

2. Banning all street parking on Oak St. between Lakepark Dr. and Lakeside Dr. to allow 
the extension of the existing Oak St. bike lanes for one block to the east as depicted on 
the attached plan, 

3. Installing a ten foot wide concrete off street bike path on W. Maple Rd. between 
Larchlea Dr. and Chesterfield Ave., to be constructed as a part of the W. Maple Rd. 
Resurfacing Project. 

 
Once bids are received and the contract is ready for award, a separate motion awarding the 
Contract and authorizing the expenditures shall be returned to the Commission for approval.   
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   February 4, 2016 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Neighborhood Connector Route 
 
 
At the meeting of November 23, 2015, the City Commission reviewed the Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board (MMTB) recommendation for a Neighborhood Connector Route (details 
and minutes attached).  At that time, the following suggestions were made: 
 

1. The Commission indicated a preference to installing signs only at each point where the 
route turns, using the bike symbol and an arrow.  They also requested a visual of the 
specific bike symbol sign and arrow suggested. 

2. The Commission requested that the Oak St. bike lanes be extended another block to the 
east to include the section between Lakepark Dr. and Lakeside Dr.  (The existing 
pavement is wide enough to support this.  A new striping plan to depict how this would 
be accomplished is attached to this package.) 

3. The Commission requested that all property owners along the newly impacted streets be 
notified about the meeting being held in front of the MMTB. 

 
Considering the above modifications, the Commission asked for a final review and 
recommendation by the MMTB.  A new suggested recommendation follows below: 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
To recommend to the City Commission the implementation of a Neighborhood Connector Route 
in accordance with the attached map, installing bike symbol signs and arrows at each turning 
point, sharrow pavement markings at the beginning of each segment, and extension of the bike 
lane on Oak St. between Lakepark Dr. and Lakeside Dr.  Further, to include information about 
the Route on the City’s website, and to notify all relevant websites that contain information 
relative to bike paths and routes. 
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forward, the City can certainly look at it. It has always been contemplated that any new
structures going in would then be allocated in an entirely different calculation as the dynamics
downtown have changed.

MOTION: Motion by Nickita, seconded by Sherman:
To accept the recommendation of the Advisory Parking Committee to include the property
known as 369 -397 N. Old Woodward Ave. into the Parking Assessment District, upon payment
of a one -time inclusion fee of $29,682.

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

11- 280 -15 CREATION OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTOR ROUTE

PHASE 1

City Engineer O'Meara presented the recommendation to create neighborhood connector routes
designed to encourage bike riding throughout the City. He explained that the Multi -Modal
Transportation Board ( MMTB) recommended ' Share the Road" signs as opposed to the
traditional arrow -type bike signs as the bicyclist are now using GPS. He noted that the bike

symbol could be used at each turn.

Commissioner Bordman expressed concern with moving forward on this until the South Eton
Corridor is fully discussed. She stated that she would like to see striping of bike lanes.

The Commission discussed the directional signage and sharrows. Mayor Pro Tern Nickita noted
that sharrows are the fundamental baseline. He suggested exploring the idea of installing signs
only at the turns. Commissioner Sherman stated that he would like to see the location of the
sharrows.

Herb Knowles, 329 West Brown, suggested notifying residents that their street may be part of
the bike path.

The Commission agreed to bring this item back with a diagram of the sign design and the
reduced number of signs. In addition to notify residents of affected streets who are not
currently on the bike path.

12- 281 -15 RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING

BATES STREET BETWEEN BROWN AND FRANK

Commander Grewe presented the request for residential permit parking on Bates Street
between Brown and Frank. He noted that 84% of the residents signed the petition and the
Multi -Modal Transportation Board endorsed the petition as well.

Mayor Pro Tern Nickita suggested a study be done to determine the actual parking capacity of
the street to identify the reality of the situation in terms of numbers.

MOTION: Motion by Sherman, seconded by DeWeese:
To approve the installation of Residential Permit Parking for Bates Street between Brown and
Frank at all times. Further, to direct the Chief of Police and the City Clerk to sign the traffic

7 November 23, 2015
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   November 16, 2015 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Multi-Modal Master Plan 
   Neighborhood Connector Route, Phase 1 
 
 
The City’s Multi-Modal Master Plan was finalized and approved by the City Commission in late 
2013.  Among other things, the Plan recommends that the City create several neighborhood 
connector routes designed to encourage recreational bike riding throughout the City.  After 
completion of segments of Oak St., N. Eton Rd., and Lincoln Ave., staff noticed that a loop 
matching the Multi-Modal Master Plan recommendations for a phase 1 neighborhood connector 
route were starting to take shape.  With a relatively small effort, a bike loop using these streets, 
as well as others, could be developed.   
 
After reviewing internet publicized routes that are already popular in Birmingham, a Phase 1 
loop was developed and fine tuned in discussions with the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
(MMTB) at their October and November meetings.  The final recommended plan is attached for 
your reference. 
 
Following is an executive summary of the most important features of the suggested loop: 
 

1. Initially, staff proposed that the loop would be signed in the traditional sense seen in 
other cities offering bike routes.  A green sign with a bike symbol is posted at regular 
intervals, with arrows provided whenever the route is making a turn onto a different 
street.  During the first Board meeting, bike representative Michael Surnow suggested 
that the biking community is now primarily using GPS devices to determine their routes, 
and such a sign scheme may no longer be necessary.  Rather than spend funds and add 
clutter to the streetscape, it was suggested that the bike route could be promoted on 
the City’s website, as well as other biking websites.  The Board liked this suggestion, 
although some were concerned that the signs are important not only for bike riders, but 
for motorists to get the message to watch for bike traffic.  A compromise position was 
adopted wherein a bike symbol sign, with a SHARE THE ROAD sign below, should be 
added at regular intervals to remind motorists that this is a designated bike route.  
Sharrows (pavement markings with an arrow in the direction of travel) would also be 
added at regular intervals.  There would be no signs directing bike riders where to turn.   
 
A map depicting the locations of the signs and sharrows is attached to this report.  
Other than reducing costs and clutter, one additional benefit of this sign scheme is that 
some homeowners may feel that a posted bike route with arrows may encourage 
through vehicular traffic as well as bike traffic.  Without arrows, there are no signs to 
encourage vehicles to use a certain road.   
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After further review, staff feels that the recommended signing scheme may work well 
for more professional bicyclists, but may not be that helpful to more casual bike riders.  
For that reason, an alternate sign scheme resolution is provided below. 

 
2. The designated route crossing Woodward Ave. at Oakland Ave. is not very intuitive for 

eastbound bicyclists.  Directional signing is recommended for both directions to 
encourage use of the existing sidewalk and pedestrian crosswalk located on the north 
end of the Oakland Ave. signalized intersection.  An attached aerial photograph helps 
explain these signs. 

 
3. The finalized 3 lane pavement marking plan for W. Maple Rd. does not provide a signed 

bike lane.  Since bike traffic will not be actively promoted on this street, an off-road bike 
path is suggested for the short segment of the connector route that uses Maple Rd. 
between Larchlea Dr. and Chesterfield Ave.  A suggested plan that would involve a new 
10 ft. wide strip of concrete adjacent to the City sidewalk is detailed on an attached 
plan.  If approved, the bike path will be constructed next year in conjunction with the 
W. Maple Rd. pavement resurfacing project.  We intend to include the path as a part of 
the federally subsidized project.  If approved, the cost of this new concrete would be 
80% federally funded. 

 
Most of the work involved to complete this project involves signs and pavement markings.  
Such work can be added to other planned contracts during the 2016 construction season, and 
funded primarily from the Major Street Fund, at a relatively low cost.  A suggested resolution 
follows: 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A: 
 
To accept the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, authorizing the 
creation of the Neighborhood Connector Route, Phase 1, in the spring of 2016, in accordance 
with the attached map.  Upon completion of the physical improvements, the route shall be 
forwarded to websites such as Mapmyride and Strava, as well as the City’s website, to 
encourage its use. 
 
 OR –  
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B: 
 
To accept the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, authorizing the 
creation of the Neighborhood Connector Route, Phase 1, in the spring of 2016, in accordance 
with the attached map, except that directional signs at each turn shall be erected, to replace 
the SHARE THE ROAD signs depicted on the attached map.  Upon completion of the physical 
improvements, the route shall be forwarded to websites such as Mapmyride and Strava, as well 
as the City’s website, to encourage its use. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   October 29, 2015 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Neighborhood Connector Route, Phase 1 
 
 
At the meeting of October 1, the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) was introduced to a 
conceptual plan for the first phase of a neighborhood connector route.  After taking the input 
from the Board, the attached maps have been prepared.  The following points of interest are 
offered, starting at the northwest corner of the City, and moving clockwise: 
 

1. Willits St. – Baldwin Rd. to Greenwood Ave. – This short block, which has bad 
sight distance due to containing two 90° turns.  It has been signed as a ONE WAY street 
(from west to east) for many years to discourage its use for through traffic from 
downtown.  Encouraging the use of this block for westbound traffic would be 
encouraging bikes to travel against the posted traffic restriction.  The City may be liable 
if an incident occurred involving a bicyclist injury.   

 
A viable alternative would be to have bikes use Harmon St. and Greenwood Ave. 
instead.  The route as shown was identified from Mapmyride.com, and was likely 
selected because it allows riders to see more of Quarton Lake.  If the Board agrees, staff 
recommends that the route be changed in this area to eliminate the westerly block of 
Willits St. 

 
2. Woodward Ave. crossing at Oakland Ave. – This intersection has not allowed 

vehicles using Oakland Ave. to cross Woodward Ave. straight through since the 1980’s.  
Under the current scenario, bikes can benefit from this signalized intersection, using an 
existing marked pedestrian crosswalk on the north side of the intersection.  Eastbound 
bikes traveling on the south side of Oakland Ave. may be confused if they are not 
familiar with the intersection, unless directional signs are provided.  Referring to the 
aerial photo of the intersection attached, as well as the sheet depicting all the various 
bike signs designated by the state, D11-1a signs can be used in conjunction with an 
arrow, to assist in this regard.  For eastbound bikes, two signs would direct bikes to use 
the west side Woodward Ave. sidewalk to get to the northwest corner of the 
intersection.  A second sign would be installed there to encourage use of the marked 
crosswalk.  The route is more direct for westbound bikes, so just one D11-1a sign with 
an “up” arrow could be installed at the east end of the crosswalk. 

 
3. Woodward Ave. crossing at Lincoln Ave. – The Master Plan had recommended the 

use of a wide green pavement marking in the two right lanes of Lincoln Ave. (one in 
both directions) to help encourage Lincoln Ave. motorists to share the road with bikes.  
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Since Woodward Ave. is under the jurisdiction of MDOT, we researched this issue to 
determine if MDOT has approved this application on any of their streets.   
 
As shown on the attached documents, the FHWA has recently granted MDOT approval 
to allow the use of this green pavement marking in areas that are designated bike lanes.  
If the City was providing a designated bike lane on Lincoln Ave. as it crosses Woodward 
Ave., it likely would be approved across the intersection as well.  However, since the 
City is only installing sharrows (not designated bike lanes), MDOT cannot approve the 
use of the green pavement markings in this area.  As a result, we will remove this 
feature as being a part of the neighborhood connector route proposal. 
 

4. W. Maple Rd. between Larchlea Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. –  
 

Since we are finalizing the construction plans for the 2016 resurfacing work on W. Maple 
Rd., the attached draft plans are now prepared detailing the two-way bike path 
proposed for the south side of Maple Rd., between Larchlea Dr. and Chesterfield Ave.  
We believe this will be a nice feature that will encourage the use of the connector route 
on this side of town, while keeping bike traffic out of the vehicle travel lanes of Maple 
Rd. 

 
Finally, after researching available signs, there is not an official sign that is currently available  
to encouraging drivers to SHARE THE ROAD.  It is our recommendation that at the locations 
shown on the attached map, a D11-1a (bike symbol) sign be installed with a separate sign 
below it that says SHARE THE ROAD.   
 
Other than the minor issues noted above, we believe the Neighborhood Connector Route Phase 
1 can be finalized and forwarded to the City Commission.  Funding for this work will come from 
the Major and Local Street Fund current fiscal year budget, where funds for work such as this 
have been identified. 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends that the City Commission authorize the 
creation of the Neighborhood Connector Route, Phase 1, in the spring of 2016, in accordance 
with the attached map.  Upon completion of the physical improvements, the route shall be 
forwarded to websites such as Mapmyride and Strava, as well as the City’s website, to 
encourage its use.   
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: March 8, 2016 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Multi-Modal Transportation Master Plan 
Torry Neighborhood Connection Improvements 

The City Commission reviewed proposed changes to the intersection of Haynes Ave. and Torry 
St. at their meeting of December 14, 2015, as recommended by the Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board (MMTB).  At that time, the following changes were suggested: 

1. The City Commission asked that the entire sideyard easement system be reviewed for
improvements, rather than just the Haynes Ave. and Torry St. intersection.  (Now that
we have started design on the reconstruction of Villa Ave., this suggestion is
appropriate.)

2. Comment was raised both from a Commissioner as well as an adjacent resident relative
to the advisability of keeping the existing ramp on the north side of the Haynes Ave.
intersection.

The attached report reviewed by the MMTB at their meeting of February 11, 2016 outlines 
recommendations now at all four intersections where the Torry Nieghborhood sideyard 
easement intersects with City streets (at Villa Ave., Hazel Ave., Bowers Ave., and Haynes Ave.). 
Since Villa Ave. is now being designed for reconstruction later this year, this holistic plan is 
entirely appropriate. 

All homeowners located near the changes proposed were notified in advance of the MMTB 
meeting.  After review, the MMTB passed the following recommendation: 

The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends the following changes to the sideyard 
easement sidewalk system located within the Torry Neighborhood, as follows: 

Villa Ave. – Install new handicap ramps at all four corners of the Yankee Ave. intersection and 
install marked crosswalks, as part of the Villa Ave. Paving Project. 

Hazel Ave. – Remove and replace the existing crosswalk pavement markings with current City 
standard (continental style). 

Bowers Ave. - Remove and replace the existing crosswalk pavement markings with current City 
standard (continental style). 

Haynes Ave. - Install new handicap ramps at all four corners of the Torry St. intersection and 
install marked crosswalks, as part of the Webster Ave./Torry St. Paving Project. 
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A suggested resolution for the Commission’s consideration is provided below: 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To direct staff to make the following improvements  to the Torry Neighborhood sideyard 
easement at each public street crossing, as follows: 
 
Villa Ave. – Install new handicap ramps at all four corners of the Yankee Ave. intersection and 
install marked crosswalks, as part of the Villa Ave. Paving Project. 
 
Hazel Ave. – Remove and replace the existing crosswalk pavement markings with current City 
standard (continental style). 
 
Bowers Ave. - Remove and replace the existing crosswalk pavement markings with current City 
standard (continental style). 
 
Haynes Ave. - Install new handicap ramps at all four corners of the Torry St. intersection and 
install marked crosswalks, as part of the Webster Ave./Torry St. Paving Project. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   February 5, 2016 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Torry Neighborhood Sidewalk Easement 
 Villa Ave. to Haynes Ave. 
 
 
The City Commission reviewed the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
(MMTB) at their meeting of December 14, 2015.  Minutes are attached.  The following 
comments were raised at that time: 
 

1. The City Commission asked that the entire sideyard easement system be reviewed for 
improvements, rather than just the Haynes Ave. and Torry St. intersection.  (Now that 
we have started design on the reconstruction of Villa Ave., this suggestion is 
appropriate.) 

2. Comment was raised both from a Commissioner as well as an adjacent resident relative 
to the advisability of keeping the existing ramp on the north side of the Haynes Ave. 
intersection.   

 
Based on the above, the following is now proposed, starting from the north, and moving south: 
 
Villa Ave. – In order to update the Yankee Ave. intersection to current standards, handicap 
ramps and marked crosswalks are now proposed, as shown on the attached plan.  (Villa Ave. 
will be reconstructed in the latter part of the summer and fall of 2016, as requested by the 
majority of the residents of this street.) 
 
Hazel Ave. – The existing pavement markings at the crosswalk will be removed and replaced 
with the more current design (using straight lines parallel to traffic, similar to that shown on the 
plans for the other streets).  No changes will be made to the existing ramps. 
 
Bowers Ave. – Updated pavement markings will be installed, similar to Hazel Ave. 
 
Haynes Ave. – The plan presented previously has been updated to reflect the fact that a tree 
previously in front of 1591 Haynes Ave. has since been removed.  Marked crosswalks are now 
planned on both sides of the intersection, as shown on the attached plan.  Now that a 
crosswalk is planned on both sides, it is recommended that the existing ramp in the middle of 
the intersection be removed. 
 
In accordance with the Commission’s wishes, the property owners most impacted by these 
changes have been notified about this meeting (notice attached). 
 
A suggested recommendation to move these changes forward follows below. 
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SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends the following changes to the sideyard 
easement sidewalk system located within the Torry Neighborhood, as follows: 
 
Villa Ave. – Install new handicap ramps at all four corners of the Yankee Ave. intersection and 
install marked crosswalks, as part of the Villa Ave. Paving Project. 
 
Hazel Ave. – Remove and replace the existing crosswalk pavement markings with current City 
standard (continental style). 
 
Bowers Ave. - Remove and replace the existing crosswalk pavement markings with current City 
standard (continental style). 
 
Haynes Ave. - Install new handicap ramps at all four corners of the Torry St. intersection and 
install marked crosswalks, as part of the Webster Ave./Torry St. Paving Project. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

Planning Dept. 
DATE: March 8, 2016 

TO: Joe Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
Jana Ecker, Planning Director 

SUBJECT: Curb Bumpout Policy 

The City Commission reviewed the Curb Bumpout Policy as recommended by the Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board (MMTB) at their meeting of January 11.   The Commission made the 
following suggestions relative to the policy as submitted: 

1. The Multi-Modal Transportation Board should review their recommendation after having
the opportunity to consider the additional information provided for the City Commission.

2. The policy should provide direction on when to install midblock bumpouts.
3. The policy should provide direction on what size radius the arced section of the corner

should have.
4. The policy should clarify that every street project will be reviewed on an individual basis

both by the MMTB and the City Commission.

On February 11, 2016, the MMTB reviewed the Curb Bumpout Policy, and discussed the 
requests of the City Commission to review the policy with reference to the additional 
information provided to the City Commission on street design guidelines for urban areas, and to 
consider specific standards for mid-block bumpouts and curb radii.  The MMTB reviewed the 
attached policy as refined in the highlighted areas to address the issues raised by the City 
Commission.  The modifications made are as follows: 

1. All proposals for curb bump-outs shall be reviewed both by the MMTB and the City
Commission prior to final construction.

2. A section on mid-block bumpouts has been provided.  Mid-block crossings without a
crosswalk should be installed to help regulate speeds.

3. A section with respect to curb radii has been provided.

The MMTB discussed the additional reference materials and the revised standards, and voted 
unanimously to approve the revised Curb Bumpout Policy.  

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 

To adopt the Bumpout (Curb Extension) Policy as amended and recommended by the Multi-
Modal Transportation Board on February 11, 2016. 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
BUMPOUT (CURB EXTENSION) POLICY 

 
All City street projects shall be reviewed by the Multi-Modal Transportation Board to compare 
the proposed design to the Multi-Modal Master Plan. Recommendations shall then be forwarded 
to the City Commission for final approval. 
 
Curb bumpouts at intersections should be considered under the following conditions: 
 

1. When a City street is being reconstructed. 
2. When a commercial or multi-family residential building is being built. 
3. When a specific crosswalk has been identified as having high pedestrian demand. 
4. When a City street has been measured with the 85th percentile speed 5 mph or more 

above the posted speed limit. 
 
Curb bumpouts at midblock points shall be considered under the following conditions: 
 

1. In combination with a marked crosswalk, when significant pedestrian generators are 
situated relatively far from an intersection such that demand for midblock crossings is 
significant. 

2. Not in combination with a marked crosswalk, when a City street has been identified 
by the public as having a persistent speeding issue, and has been measured with the 
85th percentile speed 5 mph or more above the posted speed limit. 

 
Curb bumpouts shall be designed with the following features: 
 

1. The bumpout shall be located on streets where parking is legal and wide enough to  
   accommodate a road narrowing. 
2. Bumpouts shall be designed with the following widths: 

a. 6 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking. 
b. 12 ft. wide on streets with 45° angled on-street parking, provided the drive lane is 

the standard minimum of 16 ft. wide. 
c. 8 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking where a contiguous full width bike lane 

has been provided in addition to the full vehicle drive lanes. 
3. Bumpouts shall be eliminated or reduced in width if the existing street widths, 

combined with frequent turns from large vehicles, will result in large vehicles 
conflicting with oncoming traffic or pulling over the top of curbs on a regular basis. 
This standard can be relaxed if the corner is identified as one that will not have 
vehicles above a certain size turning on a regular basis. 

4. The length of the bumpout shall be as long as practical, but not so long that it would 
    eliminate a parking place (except in areas where on-street parking is in low demand). 
5. The transition from the bumpout back to the normal curb alignment shall be at a 45° 

angle to accommodate easier, efficient street sweeping and snow plowing. 
6. When a bumpout interrupts the gutter line drainage course, a new catch basin shall 

be installed at the point where the normal curb line intersects with the 45° angled 
curb referenced above. 

7. Curb radii shall be consistent with that used at the intersection if a bumpout was not 
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    installed (15 ft. at intersections with posted speeds of 30 mph or less, 25 ft. with 
posted speeds between 35 and 40 mph, and 35 ft. with posted speeds of 45 mph or 
higher). 
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DRAFT Minutes of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
February 11, 2016 

 
7. BUMPOUT (CURB EXTENSION) POLICY 
 
Mr. O'Meara noted that at the City Commission review of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
("MMTB") on January 11, 2016, the following comments were made relative to the policy 
submitted: 
 

1. The MMTB should review their recommendation after having the opportunity to 
consider the additional information provided for the City Commission. 
2. The policy should provide direction on when to install midblock bumpouts. 
3. The policy should provide direction on what size radius the arced section of the corner 
should have. 
4. The policy should clarify that every street project will be reviewed on an individual 
basis both by the MMTB and the City Commission. Where specific guidelines are 
provided, they tend to agree with the AASHTO standards, as well as what was already 
recommended by the MMTB. City staff recommends that the Association of State 
Highway and Transportation Officials ("AASHTO") standards continue to be the 
guidelines that are prioritized, given that they represent standard accepted practices 
within the United States.  

 
Ms. Ecker advised the guidelines the board recommended to the City Commission last time are 
not only consistent with AASHTO standards; but in fact they are also consistent with the 
following publications: 
 

• Urban Street Design Guide, National Association of City Transportation Officials 
(“NACTO”); 
• Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares: A Context Sensitive Approach, Institute of 
Transportation Engineers (“ITE”); and 
• Best Design Practices for Walking and Bicycling in Michigan, Michigan Department of 
Transportation (“MDOT”). 

 
The City Commission decided that because all of this new information had been reviewed since 
the MMTB has seen it, the recommendation should be brought back to the MMTB to make sure 
the board is still comfortable with the policy recommendation made at the previous meeting 
regarding the bumpouts.  Specifically they wanted to make it clear that every time there is 
going to be a new change to a street it will be reviewed by the MMTB and then forwarded to 
the City Commission for final approval. 
 
The other big issue that the Commission talked about extensively was curb bumpouts, not just 
at intersections but also for a mid-block crossing where there are significant pedestrian 
generators that are situated relatively far from an intersection. They wanted something in the 
policy that specifically addresses mid-block crossings. 
 
Also a bumpout could be installed as a traffic calming mechanism (no crosswalk) where there is 
a speeding problem as identified by the public.  
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'Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares' says that curb extension radii should be designed to 
allow street cleaning vehicles to reach and turn all inside and outside corners.  Normally this 
requires a radius of 15 ft.  Therefore, the curb extension policy recommendation is consistent 
with that.   
 
Moved and Seconded that the MMTB after reviewing the additional resources and 
information provided by staff, recommends to the City Commission the approval of 
the modified bumpout policy as attached. 
 
Motion carried, 4-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Adams, Folberg, Slanga Warner 
Nays:  None            
Absent:  Edwards, Lawson, Surnow, Tatuch 
 
 
  



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   February 5, 2016 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Curb Bumpout Policy 
 
 
City Commission review of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) recommendation 
relative to bumpouts was postponed until the meeting of January 11, 2016.  The additional time 
was provided to give staff time to review other relevant resources, and to provide many 
examples of what has been built both in Birmingham as well as other cities.  The following 
comments were made relative to the policy as submitted: 
 

1. The Multi-Modal Transportation Board should review their recommendation after having 
the opportunity to consider the additional information provided for the City Commission. 

2. The policy should provide direction on when to install midblock bumpouts. 
3. The policy should provide direction on what size radius the arced section of the corner 

should have. 
4. The policy should clarify that every street project will be reviewed on an individual basis 

both by the MMTB and the City Commission. 
 
As stated in more detail in the attached summary provided by Jana Ecker, most of the 
additional resources provide additional ideas and photos of creative solutions.  However, they 
tend not to provide specific dimensions or design guidelines.  Where specific guidelines are 
provided, they tend to agree with the AASHTO standards, as well as what was already 
recommended by the MMTB.  City staff recommends that the AASHTO standards continue to be 
the guidelines that are prioritized, given that they represent standard accepted practices within 
the United States.  Diverting from standard accepted practices can result in liability issues for 
both the City and the designer personally should an incident occur on a public facility and it is 
found that a street was not built in accordance with standard accepted practices.   
 
The policy has been refined in the highlighted areas to address the issues raised above.  A 
suggested recommendation is provided below: 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board, after reviewing the additional resources and information 
provided by staff, recommends to the City Commission the approval of the modified bumpout 
policy as attached: 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
BUMPOUT (CURB EXTENSION) POLICY 
 
February 5, 2016 
 
All City street projects shall be reviewed by the Multi-Modal Transportation Board to compare the 
proposed design to the Multi-Modal Master Plan.  Recommendations shall then be forwarded to the 
City Commission for final approval. 
 
Curb bumpouts at intersections should be considered under the following conditions: 
 

1. When a City street is being reconstructed. 
2. When a commercial or multi-family residential building is being built. 
3. When a specific crosswalk has been identified as having high pedestrian demand. 
4. When a City street has been measured with the 85th percentile speed 5 mph or more above 

the posted speed limit. 
 
Curb bumpouts at midblock points shall be considered under the following conditions: 
 

1. In combination with a marked crosswalk, when significant pedestrian generators are situated 
relatively far from an intersection such that demand for midblock crossings is significant. 

2. Not in combination with a marked crosswalk, when a City street has been identified by the 
public as having a persistent speeding issue, and has been measured with the 85th percentile 
speed 5 mph or more above the posted speed limit.  

 
Curb bumpouts shall be designed with the following features: 
 

1. The bumpout shall be located on streets where parking is legal and wide enough to 
accommodate a road narrowing. 

2. Bumpouts shall be designed with the following widths: 
a. 6 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking. 
b. 12 ft. wide on streets with 45° angled on-street parking, provided the drive lane is the 

standard minimum of 16 ft. wide. 
c. 8 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking where a contiguous full width bike lane has 

been provided in addition to the full vehicle drive lanes. 
3. Bumpouts shall be eliminated or reduced in width if the existing street widths, combined 

with frequent turns from large vehicles, will result in large vehicles conflicting with oncoming 
traffic or pulling over the top of curbs on a regular basis.  This standard can be relaxed if the 
corner is identified as one that will not have vehicles above a certain size turning on a 
regular basis. 

4. The length of the bumpout shall be as long as practical, but not so long that it would 
eliminate a parking place (except in areas where on-street parking is in low demand).   

5. The transition from the bumpout back to the normal curb alignment shall be at a 45° angle 
to accommodate easier, efficient street sweeping and snow plowing. 

6. When a bumpout interrupts the gutter line drainage course, a new catch basin shall be 
installed at the point where the normal curb line intersects with the 45° angled curb 
referenced above. 

7. Curb radii shall be consistent with that used at the intersection if a bumpout was not 
installed (15 ft. at intersections with posted speeds of 30 mph or less, 25 ft. with posted 
speeds between 35 and 40 mph, and 35 ft. with posted speeds of 45 mph or higher). 

 



motion and approved by a roll call vote. There will be no separate discussion of the items unless a
commissioner or citizen so requests, in which event the item will be removed from the general order
of business and considered under the last item of new business.

01 -02 -16 APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA

The following item was removed from the consent agenda:
Item A (Minutes of December 14, 2015) by Mayor Hoff

MOTION: Motion by Harris, seconded by Bordman:
To approve the consent agenda as follows:
B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of December

16, 2015 in the amount of $719,749.12.
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of December

23, 2015 in the amount of $938,702.42.
D. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of January 6,

2016 in the amount of $3,091,998.82.
E. Resolution accepting the resignation of Stuart Jeffares as an Alternate Member on

the Planning Board, thanking Mr. Jeffares for his service, and directing the Clerk to
begin the process to fill the vacancy.

F. Resolution setting a Public Hearing for February 8, 2016 to consider the proposed lot
rearrangement of 1366 Haynes Ct. and 725 S. Adams.

G. Resolution confirming the City Manager's emergency expenditure for the repair of
the Chester Parking Structure Passenger Elevator with the expenditure in the
amount not to exceed $21,150.00. Cost will be charged to the Chester Street
Parking Structure elevator maintenance account #585 - 538.008- 930.0200.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas, Commissioner Bordman

Commissioner Boutros

Commissioner DeWeese

Commissioner Harris

Mayor Pro Tern Nickita
Commissioner Sherman

Mayor Hoff
Nays, None

Absent, None

Abstention, None

V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS

01 -03 -16 MULTI -MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD RECOMMENDATION

BUMPOUT (CURB EXTENSION) POLICY
City Planner Ecker explained that the Multi -Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) reviewed the
informal City bumpout policy and has recommended that it be increased from four feet to six
feet in size. The MMTB also recommended that bumpouts should be installed when the street
is reconstructed, when there is a new multi - family residential or commercial building being built,
when there is a specific area that has a high pedestrian demand even if it is not set to be
reconstructed, or when there is a City street that is measured with high speeds. The suggested
design policy for streets with existing parallel parking recommend that the bumpout should be
six feet wide and on streets with existing angled parking recommend that the bumpout should
be twelve feet wide and streets with parallel parking and a bike lane recommend that the
bumpout should be eight feet wide.
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Ms. Ecker noted that there are four main documents to review when considering curb bumpouts
which include Planning Design and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities, by AASHTO (American
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials), the Urban Street Design Guide by
the National Association of City Transportation Officials, Designing Walkable Urban Thorough
Fares: A Contact Sensitive Approach by the Institute of Transportation Engineers, and The Best
Design Practices for Walking and Bicycling in Michigan by MDOT (Michigan Department of
Transportation. She explained the recommended guidelines for bumpouts as recommended by
each source. She noted that the proposed policy is in line with these documents. She

explained that the City Commission should determine whether they want to adopt the
recommended policy or send it back to the MMTB to include a review of the four documents for
reference.

Commissioner Bordman suggested that a statement about unique or extenuating circumstances
be considered by the MMTB and included in the policy. She also suggested the MMTB consider
adding midblock crossings and pinch points to the policy. In addition, she suggested
emergency vehicles be added to #5 under features.

Mayor Pro Tern Nickita agreed that the MMTB should review the policy again taking into
consideration the other standards. He noted that consideration of the other standards will

provide a more thorough evaluation of what has already been done. He suggested that the
MMTB review the criteria be clarified as to when the bumpouts are installed and review the
criteria for pinch points and where pinch points would be appropriate.

Commissioner Harris agreed that the MMTB should review the professional material to allow
them to make a fully informed decision. He noted that the length of the radius should be
considered as well.

Commissioner DeWeese noted that the policy does not seem to address anything other than
curb bumpouts and corners.

Mayor Hoff commented that the policy states that each project should be considered separately
by the MMTB. She noted that it should be incorporated into the policy.

MOTION: Motion by Bordman, seconded by DeWeese:
To request the Multi -Modal Transportation Board review the additional documents addressing
this topic, as well as the comments made by the City Commission tonight, and to confirm or
modify their recommendation accordingly.

VOTE: Yeas, 7
Nays, None
Absent, None

VI. NEW BUSINESS

01 -04 -16 TEMPORARY PARKING POLICY FOR

PARKING LOT #6

City Engineer O'Meara explained that a sewer project will be done by Oakland County which will
impact parking in the area of Lot #6 along North Old Woodard. He noted that the Advisory
Parking Committee has studied this issue and has recommended that permit parkers in that

January 11, 2016



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   January 7, 2016               Planning Div. 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
   Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT: Multi-Modal Transportation Board Recommendation 
 Curb Bumpout Policy 
 
 
In areas of high pedestrian demand, the City has constructed curb extensions (or bumpouts) at 
crosswalks.  A full introduction to this topic can be found on the attached memorandum that 
was prepared for the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB).   
 
As demand for bumpouts grows, the Engineering Dept. thought it would be appropriate to 
establish a policy to help guide the construction of bumpouts in Birmingham.  There are 
numerous current publications that may be used as a reference for designing roadways and 
pedestrian facilities.  These include the following: 
 

• Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities, American 
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (“AASHTO”); 

• Urban Street Design Guide, National Association of City Transportation Officials 
(“NACTO”); 

• Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares:  A Context Sensitive Approach, Institute of 
Transportation Engineers (“ITE”); and 

• Best Design Practices for Walking and Bicycling in Michigan, Michigan Department of 
Transportation (“MDOT”). 

 
Please find attached for your review a chart summarizing the standards and recommendations 
contained in each of the above publications with regards to curb the width, length and 
placement guidelines for curb bump outs.    In addition to the Michigan specific and national 
publications, three examples are also included for comparison purposes as examples of curb 
bump out standards that are in use in New York City, San Francisco and Washington. 
 
The MMTB discussed the implementation of the suggested policy at their meeting of November 
4.  The policy was modified somewhat by the MMTB to bring it more in accordance with the 
national standards created by the American Association of State Highway and Transportation 
Officials (AASHTO).  The modification was to specify that a bumpout standard width on streets 
with parallel parking shall be 6 ft. wide.  This is a departure from the 4 ft. that the majority of 
bumpouts have been built to date on streets with parallel parking, but it is in accordance with 
AASHTO standards prepared in 2004.  It should be noted that this proposed bump out policy for 
Birmingham is also consistent with the standards and recommendations of NACTO, ITE and 
MDOT. 
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As a part of this analysis, it is important to note that departing from national standards is not 
recommended if such a departure would result in constructing a public street facility that is 
contrary to accepted practice.  Accepted practice in the United States is the guidelines prepared 
after input from thousands of engineers nationwide, represented by AASHTO.  We cannot 
recommend building public street facilities that are in conflict with these standards.  
Fortunately, the other documents included in this list, for the most part, are consistent with 
AASHTO.  The guidelines recommended by the MMTB are in accordance with AASHTO as well. 
 
As modified by the MMTB, the attached policy is now being recommended for adoption by the 
City Commission.  Please also find attached illustrations and photos of the different size options 
for bump-outs, ranging from 4’ to 12’ in width.  As was discussed at the Board meeting, each 
project should still be prepared conceptually and reviewed by the MMTB, and ultimately 
approved by the City Commission, prior to being constructed.  The policy will serve as an initial 
basis for the design, after which unique or extenuating circumstances will be reviewed and 
considered prior to finalizing the design.   
 
Two suggested resolutions are provided below.  Resolution A finalizes the policy.  Since there is 
additional information here that was not shared with the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, 
Resolution B is provided should the Commission wish to have that Board review its 
recommendation in light of this additional information. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A: 
 
To accept the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, approving the 
provided bumpout (curb extension) policy for the City of Birmingham for all future City street 
projects, or private building projects, where bumpouts may be constructed.   
 
OR 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B: 
 
To request the Multi-Modal Transportation Board to review the additional documents addressing 
this topic, and to confirm or modify their recommendation accordingly. 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
BUMPOUT (CURB EXTENSION) POLICY 
 
November 4, 2015 
 
Curb bumpouts should be considered under the following conditions: 
 

1. When a City street is being reconstructed. 
2. When a commercial or multi-family residential building is being built. 
3. When a specific crosswalk has been identified as having high pedestrian demand. 
4. When a City street has been measured with the 85th percentile speed 5 mph or more 

above the signed speed limit. 
 
Curb bumpouts shall be designed with the following features: 
 

1. The bumpout shall be located on streets where parking is legal and wide enough to 
accommodate a road narrowing. 

2. Bumpouts shall be designed with the following widths: 
a. 6 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking. 
b. 12 ft. wide on streets with 45° angled on-street parking, provided the drive lane is 

the standard minimum of 16 ft. wide. 
c. 8 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking where a contiguous full width bike lane has 

been provided in addition to the full vehicle drive lanes. 
3. Bumpouts shall be eliminated or reduced in width if the existing street widths, combined 

with frequent turns from large vehicles, will result in large vehicles conflicting with 
oncoming traffic or pulling over the top of curbs on a regular basis.  This standard can 
be relaxed if the corner is identified as one that will not have vehicles above a certain 
size turning on a regular basis. 

4. The length of the bumpout shall be as long as practical, but not so long that it would 
eliminate a parking place (except in areas where on-street parking is in low demand).   

5. The transition from the bumpout back to the normal curb alignment shall be at a 45° 
angle to accommodate easier, efficient street sweeping and snow plowing. 

6. When a bumpout interrupts the gutter line drainage course, a new catch basin shall be 
installed at the point where the normal curb line intersects with the 45° angled curb 
referenced above. 
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Source Extension Length Extension Width Extension Radii Design Placement Considerations Landscaping and Drainage Design 
Considerations

Bicycle Facility Design 
Consideartions

Urban Street Design Guide
National Association of City 
Transportation Officials (NACTO)

Length of curb extension should be at least 
be equal to the width of the crosswalk, but is 
recommended to extend to the advanced 
stop bar.

Curb extension should be  1-2 feet narrower than 
the parking lane.

Curb extensions should be installed whenever on-
street parking is present to increase visibility, 
reduce the crossing distance, provide extra queuing 
space, and allow for enhancements such as seating 
and greenery. 

Best Design Practices for Walking 
and Bicycling in Michigan 
Michigan Department of 
Transportation

The new curb line should not encroach the 
traveled way where bicyclists or motor vehicles 
may be traveling. 

Curb extensions may be used anywhere with 
permitted on-street parallel or angle parking. They 
should be considered in particular where 
pedestrian crossings are too long. 

Guide for the Planning, Design, 
and Operation of Pedestrian 
Facilities 
American Association of State 
Highway and Transportation 
Officials (AASHTO)

In general, curb extensions should extend the 
width of the parking lane, approximately 1.8 m [6 
ft.] from the curb.

Curb extensions may not be needed or desirable on 
every leg of an intersection if: 
-The street leg is narrow; 
- Parking is not permitted; or
-The curb extension would interfere with a bicycle 
lane or the ability of the design vehicle to negotiate 
a right turn.

Low-level landscaping, planting stripes or boxes, 
is recommended to provide alignment cues for 
pedestrians and conspicuity for approaching 
motorists. 

Curb extensions may be used at intersections in any 
context zone but are emphasized in urban centers 
(C-5), urban cores (c-6) and other locations with 
high levels of pedestrian activity.

Curb extensions are used only where there is on-
street parking and where only a small percentage of 
turning vehicles are larger than the design vehicle.

Curb extensions are not applicable to intersections 
with exclusive right-turn lanes adjacent to the curb, 
or intersections with a high volume of right turning 
trucks or busses turning into narrow cross streets.

Curb extensions should be maximized based on 
space for adjacent vehicle and bicycle travel lanes. 

Curb extensions should extend to the full width of 
the parking lane or leave:
-10 Feet for the nearest auto travel lane
-11 to12 Feet for the nearest travel lane if it is a 
transit lane
-12 Feet for the nearest travel lane if it is a 
designated freight route or industrial street
-5 Feet or the full width of any adjacent bicycle 
lanes
Curb extensions less than 4 feet in length may not 
be a cost effectve solution.

Extend the curb no farther than the width of the 
parking lane.
Design the approach nose to ensure adequate 
setback of vehicles to provide visibility of 
pedestrians.

A fire truck turning zone with a 50–foot outside 
radius should be maintained clear of physical 
obstructions (signs, planters, non–flexible 
bollards, trees).

The design and placement of street furniture, 
trees, and plantings on a curb extension must 
not impede pedestrian flow, obstruct clear 
path, or interfere with “daylighting” the 
intersection, emergency operations, or sight 
lines.

When a curb extension conflicts with design 
vehicle turning movements, the curb extension 
should be reduced in size rather than eliminated 
wherever possible.

Vertical elements should be used to alert drivers 
and snow plow operators to presence of the 
curb extension to reduce the cost and 
implementation time of curb extension, trench 
drains can be considered instead of catch– 
basin relocation if a maintenance partner exists 
to clean the trench drain.

Avoid interrupting bicycle 
traffic with curb extensions.

Where bicycle lanes exist the 
curb extension must be 
outside the width of the 
bicycle lane.

Curb Extensions (Bulb-Outs) 
San Fransisco Better Streets

Curb extensions should continue at least to 
the inside edge of the crosswalk, and ideally 
extend 5 feet beyond the property line 
before beginning to return to the curb to 
provide addtiioal width for pedestrians, 
landscaping or other streetscape features. 

WSDOT Design Manual 
Wasthington State Department of 
Transportation

Street Design Manual: Sidewalks 
and Medians City of New York

Minimum curb extension length is typically 
equal to the full width of the crosswalk, 
however it can be longer when appropriate 
or necessary.

Curb extension width is typically two feet less than 
the width of the parking lane, but the curb 
extension can also extend to the bicycle lane when 
one is striped.

Designing Walkable Urban 
Thoroughfares: A Context 
Sensitive Approach
Institute of Transportation 
Engineers

Extend curb line into the street by 6 feet for 
parallel parking and to within 1 foot of stall depth 
with angled parking.

Design curb-extension radii to allow street 
cleaning vehicles to reach and turn all inside and 
outside corners. Normally this requires a radius of 
15 feet. 

Carefully consider drainage in the design of curb 
extensions to avoid interrupting the flow of 
water.

Curb extensions should follow all curb radius 
guidelines. Where turn radii make adding bulb-
outs at each corner prohibitive, strive for two 
bulbs per intersection, kitty-corner to each other, 
in order to improve pedestrian conditions for all 
four crossings of an intersection.

http://www.sfbetterstreets.org/find-project-types/pedestrian-safety-and-traffic-calming/traffic-calming-overview/curb-radius-changes/#design_guidelines�
http://www.sfbetterstreets.org/find-project-types/pedestrian-safety-and-traffic-calming/traffic-calming-overview/curb-radius-changes/#design_guidelines�
http://www.sfbetterstreets.org/find-project-types/pedestrian-safety-and-traffic-calming/traffic-calming-overview/curb-radius-changes/#design_guidelines�
http://www.sfbetterstreets.org/find-project-types/pedestrian-safety-and-traffic-calming/traffic-calming-overview/curb-radius-changes/#design_guidelines�
http://www.sfbetterstreets.org/find-project-types/pedestrian-safety-and-traffic-calming/traffic-calming-overview/curb-radius-changes/#design_guidelines�
http://www.sfbetterstreets.org/find-project-types/pedestrian-safety-and-traffic-calming/traffic-calming-overview/curb-radius-changes/#design_guidelines�
http://www.sfbetterstreets.org/find-project-types/pedestrian-safety-and-traffic-calming/traffic-calming-overview/curb-radius-changes/#design_guidelines�


Size Options for Constructing Bump-outs 
 
Birmingham has constructed ‘bump-outs’ with widths of 4’, 6’, 8’, and 12’. Please see plans and 
photos below of each size of bump-out constructed in Birmingham.   For illustration purposes, 
one example of a 6’ wide bump-out is provided as constructed in Royal Oak.   

1.  Four Foot ‘Bump-Outs’ 
 

  

 

Birmingham Example Pierce and Martin: 
Both Pierce and Martin have 1 lane in each direction 
 

 
Figure 1 Engineering Drawings 
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Figure 2 Looking South on Pierce (bump-out on left). 

 

 
 
 Figure 3  Looking North on Pierce (bump-out on  left and right) Notice vehicle idling 
alongside bump-out.  The city engineer reports that this is common.  As designed, 
the intersection provides an area for delivery trucks to stop and deliver packages. 
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2.  Six Foot ‘Bump-Outs’ 
 

 

 

Birmingham Example: Chester and Martin 
Both Chester and Martin are have one lane of traffic in each direction. Martin has angled 
parking east of Chester, and Chester has parallel parking.   
 

 
 
Figure 4  Engineering drawing of curb extensions 

 

Figure 5  Looking South on Chester. 
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Royal Oak Example:  Second and Main 
Since Birmingham has limited examples of 6’ ‘bump-outs,’ this second example is taken from 
Main and Second Street in Royal Oak. 
Main street has 2 lanes in each direction while Second street has 1 lane in each direction.  Both 
Main and Second have parallel parking. 

  
 
Figure 6  Looking north on Main Street.  

 

 
 
Figure 7  Looking east across  Main Street on the south side of Second Street. 

 
 
 
 
 

7 
 
 



  

Figure 8  Looking north on the east side of Main Street. Notice use of increased 
space for inclusion of tree planting, benches and trash receptacles. 
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3. Eight Foot ‘Bump-Outs’  

 

 

Birmingham Example 1: N. Eton and Derby 
Both Eton and Derby have one lane of traffic in both directions. Eton contains bike lanes on 
both sides of the road.  

  

Figure 9  Engineering drawing of N. Eton and Derby 

 
Figure 10  Looking north on the west side of N. Eton Street. 
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 Birmingham Example 2: Lincoln and Pierce 
 
Both Lincoln and Pierce have one lane in both directions. Lincoln has parallel parking. 

  

Figure 11  Engineering drawing of Lincoln and Pierce 

 

 

Figure 12  Looking west on Lincoln, curb ‘bump-out’ on the left. 
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Figure 13  Looking across Lincoln on the west side of Pierce. 
 
 

 

Figure 14  Close up of bump-out. Notice tire tracks have eroded grass and created 
rut as vehicles have difficulty navigating turns. 
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4.  Twelve Foot ‘Bump-Outs’ 
 

 
 

Birmingham Example: Martin and Bates 
Martin and Bates both contain 1 lane in each direction. Martin contains angled parking. 

 
 
Figure 13  Engineering drawing of Martin and Bates 
 

 
Figure 14  Looking west on Martin. 
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Curb 
Extensions

Curb extensions visually and physically narrow the roadway, 

creating safer and shorter crossings for pedestrians while 

increasing the available space for street furniture, benches, 

plantings, and street trees. They may be implemented on 

downtown, neighborhood, and residential streets, large and 

small. Curb extensions have multiple applications and may 

be segmented into various sub-categories, ranging from 

traffic calming to bus bulbs and midblock crossings.

Urban Streeet Design Guide (NACTO)
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S T RE E T D E SI G N E L E M E N T S

APPLICATION

Curb extension is an umbrella term 
that encompasses several different 
treatments and applications. These 
include:

•   Midblock curb extensions, known as 
pinchpoints or chokers, which may 
include cut-throughs for bicyclists.

•   Curb extensions used as gateways to 
minor streets known as neckdowns.

•   Offset curb extensions that force 
vehicles to move laterally, known  
as chicanes.

•  Curb extensions at bus (or transit) 
stops, also known as bus bulbs.

•  Conventional curb extensions, which 
are a recommended feature where 
there is on-street parking.  
 

BENEFITS & CONSIDERATIONS

Curb extensions decrease the overall 
width of the roadway and can serve  
as a visual cue to drivers that they  
are entering a neighborhood street  
or area. 

Curb extensions increase the overall 
visibility of pedestrians by aligning 
them with the parking lane and 
reducing the crossing distance for 
pedestrians, creating more time for 
preferential treatments, such as  
leading pedestrian interval and transit 
signal priority.1

Curb extensions tighten intersection 
curb radii and encourage slower 
turning speeds.

Installation of curb extensions may 
require moving a fire hydrant to 
maintain adequate curbside access 
in case of a fire. In such cases, a 
curb extension may incur additional 
expense or be reoriented to avoid 
conflict with the hydrant.2

Used as a bus bulb, curb extensions 
may improve bus travel times by 
reducing the amount of time a bus 
takes to merge with traffic after 
boarding. Bus bulbs also help to 
prevent motorists from double  
parking in the bus stop.3

Where application of a curb extension 
adversely impacts drainage, curb 
extensions may be designed as edge 
islands with a 1–2-foot gap from the 
curb or a trench drain.

Curb extensions can be implemented 
using low-cost, interim materials. In 
such cases, curb extensions should be 
demarcated from the existing road-
bed using temporary curbs, bollards, 
planters, or striping.
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GAT E WAY

Gateway
Curb extensions are often applied 
at the mouth of an intersection. 
When installed at the entrance to 
a residential or low-speed street, 
a curb extension is referred to 
as a “gateway” treatment and is 
intended to mark the transition to  
a slower speed street. 

CRITICAL 

The length of a curb extension should 
at least be equal to the width of the 
crosswalk, but is recommended to 
extend to the advanced stop bar. 
 

RECOMMENDED

1
A curb extension should generally 
be 1–2 feet narrower than the 

parking lane, except where the parking 
lane is treated with materials that 
integrate it into the structure of the 
sidewalk.

Curb extensions should be installed 
whenever on-street parking is 
present to increase visibility, reduce 
the crossing distance, provide 
extra queuing space, and allow for 
enhancements, such as seating  
or greenery.

2
Combine stormwater 
management features, such  

as bioswales or rain gardens, with  
curb extensions to absorb rainwater 
and reduce the impervious surface 
area of a street.

OPTIONAL

Curb extensions may be treated with 
corner street furniture and other ame-
nities that enhance the public realm.

In advance of a full reconstruction, 
gateways can be designed using 
striping or signage that communicates 
the entrance into a slow zone.

NEW YORK, NY

INDIANAPOLIS, IN

Curb extensions may be combined with 
bioswales in order to decrease puddling  
at crosswalks.

NEW YORK, NY

1

2
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S T RE E T D E SI G N E L E M E N T S

Pinchpoint
Curb extensions may be applied  
at midblock to slow traffic speeds  
and add public space. When utilized 
as a traffic calming treatment, mid-
block curb extensions are referred  
to as "pinchpoints" or "chokers". 

RECOMMENDED

1
Plant street trees on curb 
extensions aligned to the parking 

lane to narrow the overall profile of 
the roadway. Before installing street 
trees on the curb extension, assess 
surrounding utilities to ensure that the 
trees' roots will not damage under-
ground infrastructure. 

 

OPTIONAL

Pinchpoints can facilitate midblock 
pedestrian crossings of low-volume 
streets. These crossings do not need 
to be marked, unless volumes exceed 
2,000–3,000 vehicles per day or 
midblock destinations warrant an 
enhanced treatment.

2
Bicycle racks can be combined 
with curb extensions, especially 

in areas where bicycle parking is 
insufficient or demand for long-term  
or short-term parking is unmet.

1

2

NEW YORK, NY

6 1/2 Avenue in New York City connects a 
series of privately-owned public spaces that 
cut midblock through Midtown. The visibility 
of crossing pedestrians was improved here 
using pinchpoints constructed with interim 
materials.
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CHI C A N E

Chicane
Offset curb extensions on residen-
tial or low volume downtown 
streets create a chicane effect that 
slows traffic speeds considerably. 
Chicanes increase the amount  
of public space available on a  
corri dor and can be activated using 
benches, bicycle parking, and  
other amenities.

RECOMMENDED 

A chicane design may warrant addi-
tional signing and striping to ensure 
that drivers are aware of a slight bend 
in the roadway. 
 

OPTIONAL

Where application of a curb extension 
adversely impacts drainage, curb 
extensions may be designed as edge 
islands with a 1–2-foot gap from  
the curb.

Curb extensions can be implemented 
using low-cost or temporary materials. 
In such cases, curb extensions should 
be demarcated from the existing road-
bed using temporary curbs, bollards, 
planters, or striping.

Chicanes may be designed using a 
return angle of 45 degrees, or a more 
gradual taper and transition, resulting 
in an S-shaped roadway.

A chicane configuration may also be 
created using a “checkered” parking 
scheme.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA

A chicane was added to slow speeds 
entering this residential block.
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S T RE E T D E SI G N E L E M E N T S

Bus Bulbs
Bus bulbs are curb extensions that 
align the bus stop with the parking 
lane, allowing buses to stop and 
board passengers without ever 
leaving the travel lane. Bus bulbs 
help buses move faster and more 
reliably by decreasing the amount  
of time lost when merging in and  
out of traffic.

CRITICAL 

Bus bulbs have a desired length of the 
equivalent of two buses for a route 
with frequent service (e.g., 140 feet for 
two articulated buses). Routes with 
less frequent service may have the 
length of one bus from the front of the 
vehicle to the back door (e.g., 30 feet). 
The width should reflect the need for 
maneuvering and accommodation of 
bus shelters, at least 6 feet but pref-
erably 8–10 feet.4 

Cities should work with transit 
providers to determine the clear width 
necessary to deploy a wheelchair-
accessible lift onto the bus bulb.

A bus bulb should be roughly equal to 
the width of the parking lane with a 
return angle of 45 degrees.5 

 

RECOMMENDED

Use cut-throughs for curbside bike 
lanes and cycle tracks at intersections 
and midblock bus bulbs. Curbside bike 
lanes should not be dropped on the 
approach to an intersection with a  
curb extension.

Where a near-side bus bulb is 
combined with a turn restriction, 
design the curb to self-enforce the 
turn restriction and monitor closely 
to ensure that transit vehicles are not 
suffering from delays.

1
Bus bulbs should be equipped 
with transit shelters whenever 

possible. Shelters make transit more 
attractive and may be combined with 
off-board fare collection for faster 
payment options. 
 

OPTIONAL

When applied near-side, bus bulbs may 
require right-turn-on-red restrictions 
where motorists are likely to queue in 
the right-hand lane. At these locations, 
enforcement is absolutely necessary to 
ensure that the curb extension serves 
its purpose successfully.

Bus bulbs may be combined with 
amenities such as wayfinding maps, 
plantings, and trees to enhance the 
overall transit user experience.

SEAT TLE , WA

The bike lane can be routed behind a  
bus boarding island.

1
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Potential Crashes Potential Mobility Improvements
Cost

Motor Vehicles Pedestrians Bicyclists Motor Vehicles Pedestrians Bicyclists

Bulb-outs (also known as curb extensions or bump-outs) 
extend the sidewalk or planting space out into the existing 
roadway, taking up space in a parking lane.

Bulb-outs may be used anywhere with permitted on-street 
parallel or angle parking. They should be considered in 
particular where pedestrian crossings are too long.

Bulb-outs increase visibility between pedestrians and 
motorists. They also shorten the distance a pedestrian must 
cross to reach the other side of the street.

Curbs must be reconstructed to extend the pedestrian 
space. The new curb line should not encroach the traveled 
way where bicyclists or motor vehicles may be traveling.

Signalized Intersection Improvements

Bulb-Outs

Reduce Reduce No Difference No Difference Better No Difference Med/High

Image: Lansing, Michigan. Source: Google Earth Professional

What:

Where:

Why:

How:

Best Design Practices for Walking and Bicycling in Michigan (MDOT)
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Pedestrians can legally cross the street at any inter-
section whether a marked crosswalk exists or not. To 
enhance awareness by motorists, install crosswalks on 
all approaches of signalized intersections. If special 
circumstances make it unsafe to do so, attempt to 
mitigate the circumstance. 

Curb Extensions 

Background and Purpose

Curb extensions (also called nubs, bulb-outs, knuck-
les, or neck-downs) extend the line of the curb into 
the traveled way reducing the width of the street. Curb 
extensions typically occur at intersections, but can be 
used at mid-block locations to shadow the width of a 
parking lane, bus stop, or loading zone. Curb exten-
sions can provide the following benefi ts:

• Reduce pedestrian crossing distance and expo-
sure to traffi c;

• Improve driver and pedestrian sight distance
and visibility at intersections;

• Separate parking maneuvers from vehicles turn-
ing at the intersections;

• Visually and physically narrow the traveled way,
resulting in a calming effect;

• Encourage and facilitate pedestrian crossing at
preferred locations;

• Keep vehicles from parking too close to inter-
sections and blocking crosswalks;

• Provide wider waiting areas at crosswalks and
intersection bus stops;

• Reduce the effective curb return radius and slow
turning traffi c;

• Enhance ADA requirements by providing space
for level landings; and

• Provide space for streetscape elements if extend-
ed beyond crosswalks.

Curb extensions serve to better defi ne and delineate the 
traveled way as being separate from the parking lane 
and roadside. They are used only where there is on-
street parking and the distance between curbs is greater 
than what is needed for the vehicular traveled way.

General Principles and 
Considerations

General principles and considerations regarding curb 
extensions include the following.

• Curb extensions may be used at intersections in
any context zone, but are emphasized in urban
centers (C-5), urban cores (C-6) and other loca-
tions with high levels of pedestrian activity.

• Curb extensions help manage confl ict between
modes, particularly between vehicles and pedes-
trians. The curb extension is an effective mea-
sure to improve pedestrian safety and comfort
and might contribute to slower vehicle speed.

• The design of the curb extension should cre-
ate an additional pedestrian area in the driver’s
fi eld of vision, thereby increasing the visibility
of pedestrians as they wait to cross the street, as
shown in Figure 10.15.

• Curb extensions are used only where there is
on-street parking and only a small percentage of
turning vehicles that are larger than the design
vehicle.

• Curb extensions are not applicable to roadways
without on-street parking lanes, intersections

Figure 10.15 Curb extensions can improve
pedestrian visibility and reduce crossing 
distance. Source: Community, Design + 
Architecture.

Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares:  A Context Senstive Approach (ITE)
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with exclusive right-turn lanes adjacent to the 
curb, or intersections with a high volume of 
right-turning trucks or buses turning into nar-
row cross streets.

• Carefully consider drainage in the design of 
curb extensions to avoid interrupting the fl ow 
of water along the curb, thus pooling water at 
the crosswalk.

• Curb extensions work especially well with di-
agonal parking, shadowing the larger profi le of 

the row of parking and providing large areas in 
the pedestrian realm. 

• Adjusting the curb return radius can accommo-
date emergency vehicle and large design vehi-
cles. An “effective” radius can accommodate the 
design vehicle through the use of a mountable 
(or fl ush with pavement) extension with bol-
lards to protect the pedestrian area as shown in 
Figures 10.16 and 10.17. Flush curb extensions 
are frequently combined with raised intersec-

Figure 10.16 A mid-block crossing 
with a fl ush curb in Australia. Pedestrians 
are separated from passing vehicles with 
bollards. Source: Community, Design + 
Architecture.

Figure 10.17 Use of 
contrasting material and 
bollards to delineate the 
pedestrian and vehicle 
areas. Source: Kimley-
Horn and Associates Inc.



174

tions. However, care should be taken to provide 
adequate vehicle turning paths outside the des-
ignated pedestrian waiting area. 

• Where bicycle lanes exist, the curb extension 
must be outside the width of the bicycle lane.

• Design curb extension radii to allow street clean-
ing vehicles to reach and turn all inside and out-
side corners. Normally this requires a radius of 
15 ft. This will also help stormwater fl ow in the 
gutters around corners.

Recommended Practice 

The following practices are recommended when de-
signing curb extensions on major urban thorough-
fares:

• Reduce crossing width at intersections by ex-
tending the curb line into the street by 6 or 7 
ft. for parallel parking and to within 1 ft. of stall 
depth with angled parking. Ensure that the curb 
extension does not extend into travel or bicycle 
lanes. 

• Apply the appropriate curb return radius in 
the design of a curb extension. If necessary, use 
three-centered or asymmetric curb returns to 
accommodate design vehicles.

• Where buses stop in the travel lane, curb ex-
tensions can be used to defi ne the location of 
the stop and create additional waiting area and 
space for shelters, benches and other pedestrian 
facilities. 

• When possible, allow water to drain away from 
the curb extension. In other cases a drainage in-
let may need to be installed and connected to an 
existing underground stormdrain system. 

• Curb extensions are usually constructed integral 
with the curb. In retrofi t projects, curb exten-
sions may be constructed away from the curb to 
allow drainage along the original fl owline (Fig-
ure 10.18). Consider that this design might re-
quire additional maintenance to keep the fl ow-
line clear. 

• When considering construction of curb exten-
sions where an existing high road crown exists, 
reconstruction of the street might be necessary 
to avoid back draining the sidewalk toward 
abutting buildings. Slot drains along the side-
walk may provide an alternate solution.

• Sidewalks, ramps, curb extensions and cross-
walks should all align with no unnecessary me-
andering.

Justifi cation

Curb extensions in unused or underutilized street 
space can be used to shorten pedestrian crossing dis-
tance, increase pedestrian visibility and provide ad-
ditional space for pedestrian queuing and support 
activity. Extensions can increase safety, effi ciency and 
attractiveness. 

Figure 10.18 Curb extensions may be used as 
landscaping or hardscape opportunities. This example 
shows a retrofi t curb extension with drainage 
retained between the extension and the curb. Source: 
Community, Design + Architecture.
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: March 8, 2016 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Hamilton Ave. Paving Project 
Contract #3-16(P) 
Bumpout Design 

Hamilton Ave. between N. Old Woodward Ave. and Woodward Ave. will soon be reconstructed. 
The City Commission reviewed and approved a design for bumpouts on this project at their 
meeting of August 24, 2016 (after having been recommended by the Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board (MMTB)).  Subsequent to that, the MMTB has held discussions and 
recommended an overall policy with regard to bumpout designs in general.  (That final policy is 
now recommended for approval by the Commission under separate cover.)  The policy is 
recommending that the standard size of a bumpout, in terms of how much it encroaches into 
the street width, would be six feet.  The Hamilton Ave. project bumpouts were designed with a 
four foot encroachment, consistent with the size generally used on other City projects.  Since 
the Hamilton Ave. project is poised to be built soon (with paving planned to start in late May), 
the Commission requested that the Hamilton Ave. bumpouts be considered for redesign at this 
time. 

Simple truck turning radii sketches (similar to those prepared for the Commission initially) were 
prepared and reviewed by the MMTB at their meeting of February 11.  Those sketches are now 
attached.  Staff made the following notes to the MMTB at that time: 

1. The high priority turning movements in the Ferndale St. intersection remain passable
with the larger bumpouts.

2. The turning movements in the Park St. intersection were already difficult with the four
foot bumpouts.  However, given the truck traffic patterns in the area, trucks should not
be attempting to make these turns on a regular basis.

3. The southbound Woodward Ave. right-turn movement on to Hamilton Ave. was passable
with a four foot encroachment.  It becomes impossible to make with the six foot design
now being considered.  Given the higher speeds on Woodward Ave., and the frequency
in which trucks would make this turn, we do not recommend reducing this bumpout
further than what was designed before, as it will increase the probability of rear end
accidents on Woodward Ave.  Given that MDOT must also approve this change, it is not
clear that they would be willing to do so.

At the end of the discussion, the MMTB passed the following motion: 
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To recommend to the City Commission that all bumpouts ( curb extensions) on the 
upcoming Hamilton Ave. Paving Project be redesigned from 4 ft. to 6 ft. wide, except 
that those bumpouts that influence the Woodward Ave. intersection shall remain at 4 ft. 
 
At the time the Commission requested that the Hamilton Ave. design be reconsidered, questions 
were raised about the additional costs involved to make this change at this time.  We do not 
foresee any additional costs being incurred on the construction phase of the project.  The 
grading plan for the street will have to be reworked, however.  Our consulting engineer is 
proposing an additional fee of $2,000 to redesign the grades in these areas. 
 
Also in the recent past, the Commission has requested that the unique traffic pattern present in 
the Hamilton Ave. & Park St. intersection be reconsidered at this time, since it is being 
reconstructed.  Traffic counts have been taken for this intersection, and it is currently being 
prepared for review by the Multi-Modal Transportation Board at their April meeting.   
 
Relative to the Hamilton Ave. bumputs, a suggested resolution is provided below: 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To accept the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, and direct the 
Engineering Dept. to have the Hamilton Ave. pavement design revised to reflect a six foot 
encroachment for the bumpouts on the project, except for those located at the Woodward Ave. 
intersection, which will remain unchanged.  The additional costs, estimated at $2,000, shall be 
charged to account number 203-449.001-981.0100.   
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   September 29, 2015 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: 2016 City Street Projects 
 MMTB Recommendations 
 Response to  Commissioner Comments 
 
 
At the meeting of August 24, 2015, I presented the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
recommendations for the remaining 2016 City street projects to the City Commission.  The 
approved minutes from that portion of the meeting are attached.  Comments raised at the 
meeting require further review and comment, which follow below.  
 
Hamilton Ave. – Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave. 
 
The MMTB recommendations to install bumpouts at various locations on the above project was 
approved by the Commission.  The bumpouts were presented on the conceptual drawings at 4 
feet wide, or half the width of the proposed parking lanes.  A question was raised about why 
the bumpouts are repeatedly proposed at this size, rather than the full width of the parking 
lane, as is sometimes done in other cities.  The following is our response. 
 
On downtown City streets, parking lanes provide an opportunity to build a curb extension, or 
bumpout, toward the center of the road to reduce the distance that pedestrians need to walk in 
the street, exposed to traffic.  The bumpouts make the environment more pedestrian friendly, 
and help reduce the average speed of motor vehicles in the area.  Bumpouts have drawbacks 
that include increased storm sewer costs (to accommodate more complex drainage patterns), 
more time consuming maintenance efforts such as street sweeping and snow removal, and less 
space for turning larger vehicles. 
 
When bumpouts were first being implemented in Birmingham, there was no standard guidelines 
on how to design them.  City Engineer Dennis Dembiec and I made an internal policy that 
included: 
 

1. The bumpout shall be located so that it reduces the crosswalk length, and not extended 
away from the intersection so far that it begins to compromise adjacent parking spaces. 

2. The bumpout shall be a standard of 4 feet in width (that is, a four foot encroachment 
into the street) as a fair compromise between the needs of the pedestrians, and the 
needs of all others using the road, such as motorists, bicyclists, delivery trucks, and 
emergency vehicles.  On narrow streets, the 4 foot width should be reduced if it restricts 
the turning movement of commonly used trucks. 
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3. The bumpout shall be tapered back into the adjacent curb line at a 45° angle to simplify 
street sweeping, hopefully reducing or eliminating any street surfaces that cannot be 
reached by the mechanical sweeper. 
 

All of the bumpouts constructed in the downtown area have been built to this 4 ft. standard (or 
less where travel lanes or turning movements would be routinely obstructed).  We have always 
felt that providing an extra four feet of road surface beyond the minimum lane width is 
imperative.  It provides a factor of safety for bad weather conditions, errant drivers, extra wide 
vehicles, times when a portion of the road has to be closed for utility or road repairs, snow 
emergencies, bicyclists, etc.  Although the bumpouts adjacent to angled parking on Martin St. 
may appear to be the full width of the parking lane, they too have this factor of safety in the 
design.  Angled parking lanes actually have an additional four feet of space between the travel 
lane and the parked cars so that vehicles exiting parking spaces can pull out partially before 
entering the traffic lane.  This same four feet is kept clear in the area of the bumpout as well. 
 
Applying this question specifically to the Hamilton Ave. project, 8 ft. wide bumpouts were added 
to the conceptual drawings attached, and then tested with the truck turning movements shown.  
The truck template used is not the largest 50 ft. long semi trailer type vehicle that is considered 
legal on these streets.  For this exercise, we used the shorter 40 ft. semi trailer that is much 
more commonly used for deliveries to the businesses in the immediate area.  As shown on the 
plans, the majority of the turns cannot be made unless the trailer is driven over the curb or 
driven into oncoming traffic.  Neither situation is appropriate.  The smaller 4 ft. wide bumpouts 
are shown with a dashed line.  The majority of these fair better, although they also force these 
largest trucks to either drive over the curb or into oncoming traffic, only to a lesser extent.   
 
The Engineering Dept. deviated from the above standard on the 2014 Lincoln Ave. resurfacing 
project, where numerous new bumpouts were installed.  The original Multi-Modal committee 
that oversaw the design of this project directed the extreme width of the bumpouts, which 
resulted in no factor of safety in many cases, particularly for through Lincoln Ave. traffic.  Our 
office recommends that the Lincoln Ave. design be considered a deviation, and that we return 
to the design standards that have been used on other City projects.   
 
Since the resolution passed by the Commission does not specify a change in the width of the 
bumpouts, we plan to proceed as presented in the plans (as recommended by the MMTB), 
unless further direction is provided by the Commission. 
 
Crosswalk at the Haynes St. & Torry St. Intersection 
 
During the meeting of August 24, 2015, I presented the MMTB recommendation of installing a 
new crosswalk in front of 1601 Haynes St., and leaving the existing ramp on the north side of 
the street (for the use of bicyclists).  The recommendation was based on an opinion from our 
traffic engineer (Mike Labadie, of F&V) stating that the long diagonal crosswalk that is present 
in the intersection today should be reduced in length by making it perpendicular to the street. 
 
At the meeting, the City Commission passed the following resolution, in part: 
 
“Haynes St. and Torry St. intersection – A new handicap ramp shall be installed in the northeast 
section of the intersection (in front of 1601 Haynes St.), and the pavement markings for the 
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crosswalk shall be removed and relocated to match the new and existing ramps at the east leg 
of the intersection.” 
 
Sensing that this resolution was problematic, our office asked F&V for an opinion.  F&V 
prepared the attached letter, with aerial photographs of the first proposal (recommended), and 
the proposal as directed by the City Commission.  For safety, and reduced liability in the event 
of an incident, we feel it is important that street designs conform to the Michigan Manual of 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD).   
 
The MMUTCD makes reference to the fact that crosswalk pavement markings help guide those 
with poor eyesight to understand where the handicap ramps are at the end of the crossing.  An 
overly wide crosswalk that directs people into two different ramps, a private driveway, and the 
grass in between is in conflict with the directives of the MMUTCD.  Second, the purpose of 
installing the second ramp was to eliminate the diagonal markings.  While pedestrians may 
choose to go this direct route, the City should not officially encourage this behavior.  By 
removing the diagonal crosswalk, the City is indicating to the public that it is recommended that 
they cross the street using the shortest path possible. 
 
Our office does not recommend proceeding as directed.  A suggested resolution is provided 
below: 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To accept the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board with respect to the 
Haynes St. & Torry St. intersection, in accordance with the Master Plan, to install a new 
handicap ramp in the northeast section of the intersection (in front of 1601 Haynes St.), and to 
remove the pavement markings for the crosswalk to match the new and existing ramps at the 
east leg of the intersection. 
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08- 184 -15 ORDINANCE AMENDMENT — CHAPTER 74

OFFENSES AGAINST PUBLIC SAFETY

Police Chief Studt explained that the proposed ordinance amendment is to be consistent with
state law.

MOTION: Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Rinschler:
To adopt an ordinance amending Chapter 74, Offenses, Article VI, Offenses Against Public
Safety, Division 2- Weapons.

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

Commissioner Moore returned at 10:43 PM.

08- 185 -15 MULTI -MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS

2016 PAVING PROJECTS

City Engineer O'Meara presented the recommendations from the Multi -Modal Transportation
Board. He explained that the recommendations include bump -outs on Brown at Bates,
Henrietta, Pierce and South Old Woodward and would be included in the future as projects
develop in those areas. The Board also recommended sharrows as part of the project next
year.

He stated that the Board looked at the Hamilton and Park Street project and recommended that
this improvement be postponed because the intersection of North Old Woodward would be
reconstructed in 2018. He explained that Ferndale is narrow and difficult for the truck turning
radius. He noted that the Board recommended rebuilding it as it is today as there is a bump
out on the southside. The Board is also recommending bump outs at Park Street and Hamilton
and Woodward and Hamilton. He noted that there would be three new parking places on the
northside. At Torry Street, there is currently a side yard easement that extends the sidewalk
north to Bowers Street and recommending that it be shortened with a new crosswalk to reduce
the amount of time pedestrians are in the road.

Commissioner Nickita commented that the connection between the passageway to passageway
should be direct. He suggested that other options be considered such as a wider crosswalk.
Commissioner Nickita expressed concern with the size of the bump outs.

MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by McDaniel:
To accept the recommendations of the Multi -Modal Transportation Board with respect to 2016
paving projects planned by the City of Birmingham, in accordance with the Master Plan, as
follows:

1. Brown St. — Sharrows shall be painted on all segments of Brown St. from
Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed as a

part of future projects at the intersections of Brown St., Henrietta St., Pierce St.,
and S. Old Woodward Ave.

2. Hamilton Ave. /Park St. — Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed at the

intersections of N. Old Woodward Ave., Ferndale St., Park St., and Woodward
Ave. Three additional metered parking spaces shall be installed on the north side
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of Hamilton Ave., between Park St. and Woodward Ave. The south side sidewalk
shall be widened on the block between Park St. and Woodward Ave. to enhance

the streetscape.
Haynes St. & Torry St. intersection — A new handicap ramp shall be installed in
the northeast section of the intersection (in front of 1601 Haynes St.), and the
pavement markings for the crosswalk shall be removed and relocated to match
the new and existing ramps at the east leg of the intersection.

VOTE: Yeas, 7
Nays, None
Absent, None

08- 186 -15 CLOSED SESSION REQUEST
LAND ACQUISITION

MOTION: Motion by Nick, seconded by McDaniel:
To meet in closed session to discuss land acquisition pursuant to Section 8(d) of the Open
Meetings Act.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas,

Nays,
Absent,
Abstentions,

Mayor Pro Tern Hoff
Commissioner McDaniel

Commissioner Moore

Commissioner Nickita

Commissioner Rinschler

Commissioner Dilgard
Mayor Sherman
None

None

None

VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS

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

X. REPORTS

08- 187 -15 COMMISSIONER REPORTS

The Commission intends to appoint a member to the Museum Board on September 21, 2015.

08- 188 -15 COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

Commissioner McDaniel expressed concern with the tree trimming done by DTE on Greenwood
and suggested another letter is in order. City Manager Valentine stated that the issue on
Greenwood was more of a trimming, than a clear cutting issue. The challenge being that the
Michigan Public Service Commission (MPSC) which oversees DTE is the one who directed them
to enhance their reliability and service provided in the neighborhoods which is what they are
doing. To challenge that issue would put the City at odds with the directive put forward by the
MPSC. This was not part of the ground to sky program.
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   August 14, 2015 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 2016 Paving Projects 
 Review and Recommendations 
 
 
As you know, for several months, the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) spent extensive 
time and effort on the City’s largest 2016 paving project, W. Maple Rd.  At the meeting of 
August 6, 2015, the Board reviewed the other street projects currently planned for next year.  
The projects that were reviewed were as follows: 
 
W. Brown St. – Southfield Rd. to Chester St. 
Hamilton Ave. – N. Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave. 
Park St – Hamilton Ave. to E. Maple Rd. 
Webster Ave. – S. Adams Rd. to S. Eton Rd. 
Torry St. – Haynes Ave. to Webster Ave. 
 
The report as prepared by the Engineering Dept. is attached for your reference. 
 
The MMTB agreed with the staff recommendations except for the following: 
 

1. The southeast corner of N. Old Woodward Ave. and Hamilton Ave. was reconstructed to 
current Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards in 2014 as part our routine 
sidewalk repair program.  The attached preliminary plan prepared by the Engineering 
Dept. recommended that this corner be replaced next year to include a pedestrian 
bumpout toward Hamilton Ave. to match the one built previously on the northeast 
corner.  It was noted that the N. Old Woodward Ave. intersection is planned for 
complete reconstruction in 2018, and that the final proposed width of the street has not 
yet been determined.  It appears likely that this corner will have to be reconstructed in 
2018 as a part of that project.  The Board saw value in reducing the length of the 
crosswalk toward Hamilton Ave. as proposed.  However, since the ramp is in good 
condition, and since it will need to be reconfigured again in 2018, the MMTB 
recommended that this ramp be left as is until it can be reconstructed in its final form in 
2018. 

 
2. The MMTB discussed the tight truck turning radii at the intersection of Hamilton Ave. 

and Ferndale St.  Ferndale St. acts as an important route for trucks heading to loading 
zones in this part of downtown.  Yet, the pavement is relatively narrow for a downtown 
street, due to its narrow 50 ft. wide right-of-way.  As currently built, trucks cannot make 
the right turn at this corner without interfering with southbound Ferndale St. traffic.  
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Constructing a full bumpout at these corners would compound this problem.  The 
suggested bumpout as designed on the conceptual plan for the northeast corner of 
Hamilton Ave. and Ferndale St. did not actually reduce the length of the pedestrian path 
in the street for either direction, although it provided some protection for those waiting 
to cross from eastbound traffic.  The MMTB discussed the value of this design as 
compared to leaving it in its current conventional format.  They concluded that it would 
be best to leave the corner as it is currently constructed. 
 

When reviewing the attachments, it should be noted that only the west end of Brown St. (west 
of Chester St.) is being reconstructed in 2016.  Other than Sharrows, no enhancements were 
recommended for this segment in the Multi-Modal Master Plan.  Since lots of other pedestrian 
enhancements are recommended on other parts of the Brown St. corridor, our consultant F&V 
put together some conceptual drawings of the other locations of interest, for review.  None of 
this work is planned now, other than installing Sharrows throughout the corridor.   
 
Finally, the existing crosswalk at the corner of Haynes Ave. and Torry St. is excessively long.  
The proposal as recommended will remove this problem but still leave the City-owned sideyard 
corridor that acts as an extension of Torry St. to the north a good passageway for bicyclists as 
well as pedestrians. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To accept the recommendations of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board with respect to 2016 
paving projects planned by the City of Birmingham, in accordance with the Master Plan, as 
follows: 
 

1. Brown St. – Sharrows shall be painted on all segments of Brown St. from Southfield Rd. 
to Woodward Ave.  Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed as a part of future projects at 
the intersections of Brown St., Henrietta St., Pierce St., and S. Old Woodward Ave. 

 
2. Hamilton Ave./Park St. – Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed at the intersections of N. 

Old Woodward Ave., Ferndale St., Park St., and Woodward Ave.  Three additional 
metered parking spaces shall be installed on the north side of Hamilton Ave., between 
Park St. and Woodward Ave.  The south side sidewalk shall be widened on the block 
between Park St. and Woodward Ave. to enhance the streetscape. 

 
3. Haynes St. & Torry St. intersection – A new handicap ramp shall be installed in the 

northeast section of the intersection (in front of 1601 Haynes St.), and the pavement 
markings for the crosswalk shall be removed and relocated to match the new and 
existing ramps at the east leg of the intersection.   
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DRAFT 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM  
  MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  

THURSDAY, AUGUST 6, 2015 
City Commission Room  

151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 
 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board held Thursday, August 6, 2015.  Vice Chairperson Andy 
Lawson convened the meeting at 6:05 p.m. 
 
A. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga (arrived at 6:14 p.m.); Board 

Members Vionna Adams, Stuart Bordman, Lara Edwards, Andy 
Lawson, Michael Surnow, Amanda Warner 

 
Absent:  Student Representatives Daniel Evans, Rebecca Mendel 
 
Administration:  Mark Clemence, Deputy Chief of Police 
  Scott Drewery, Police Dept.  
  Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 
  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 
 
Also Present: Mike Labadie from Fleis & Vandenbrink (“F&V”), 

 Transportation Engineering Consultants 
 
 
B. INTRODUCTIONS    
 
Mr. Clemence introduced Commander Scott Drewery of the Police Dept. who will 
be taking his place on the MMTB. 
 
 
C. REVIEW AGENDA   
 
Mr. O’Meara noted that a matter involving S. Eton will be taken up towards the 
end of the meeting.  Also Mr. Malcomb Hendy has requested time to speak 
regarding Northlawn. 
 
 
D.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MEETING OF MAY 7, 2015  
 
Moved and seconded to approve the Minutes of July 9, 2015 as presented. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
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E. 2016 CITY STREET PROJECTS  
 
Mr. O’Meara advised the Board needs to review the remaining City street 
projects that are planned, and finalize any multi-modal improvements that should 
be included in these projects. Following is a list of the other street reconstruction 
projects planned and budgeted for 2016: 
W. Brown St. – Southfield Rd. to Chester St. 
Hamilton Ave. – N. Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave. 
Park St. – Hamilton Ave. to E. Maple Rd. 
Webster Ave. – S. Adams Rd. to S. Eton Rd. 
Torry St. – Haynes Ave. to Webster Ave. 
 
At this time Chairperson Slanga arrived and Vice-Chairperson Lawson handed 
the gavel over to her. 
 
W. Brown St. 
The segment of Brown St. between Southfield Rd. and Chester St. is the only 
one that still has its original pavement.  A complete reconstruction of the 36 ft. 
wide street is planned.  Since Brown St. is an important corridor that has lots of 
pedestrian activity, it was decided to consider the whole corridor at this time.  
Only the pavement west of Chester St. would actually be constructed in 2016. 
 
The Brown St. corridor is highlighted in two respects in the Master Plan.  First it is 
part of a Neighborhood Connector route for bikes, connecting Southfield Rd. at 
its west end with the Woodward Ave. and Forest St. intersection on its east end.  
Likely due to the high traffic and parking demand in this area, no bike lanes are 
suggested, but sharrows are recommended. 
 
Second, the Master Plan suggests improved pedestrian crossings at four 
locations: 
• Bates St. 
• Henrietta St. 
• Pierce St. 
• Mid-block crossing at Pierce St. Parking Structure entrance. 
As projects are planned in the area, bumpouts are recommended on the south 
corners of Bates St., Henrietta St., and Pierce St., and all four corners of S. Old 
Woodward Ave. Mr.  Clemence added this is a huge improvement because the 
bumpouts will make people feel safer with the crossing distance being shortened. 
 
Mr. O’Meara noted that a bumpout is not recommended at the Pierce St. 
Structure due to the high number of left turns, as that would interfere with traffic.  
She wondered if that may also be an issue at the intersection of Pierce St. He 
advised that it could be a potential issue.  Since this is a Master Plan proposal, it 
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would make sense to look at this question closer, and perhaps conduct counts, 
when the City is actually ready to make these improvements. 
 
Hamilton Ave. and Park St. 
The City has decided to move forward to implement the following changes.  The 
work will be done on two phases. 
1. The majority of the Park St. block will be rebuilt in 2016; however, the Maple Rd. 
intersection will be left as is. As a result, during the first year it will be left as a one-way 
street (northbound). 
2. In 2017, this segment of Maple Rd. will be completely reconstructed. At that time, the 
Park St. intersection can be reconfigured to allow for two-way traffic.  The traffic signal 
will remain as-is.  
 
Bumpouts are recommended as follows: 
• East leg of N. Old Woodward Ave. (with the south side matching what has already 
been built on the north side). 
• Ferndale St., with particular emphasis on the existing crosswalk on the east leg of the 
intersection. (Ferndale St. acts as an important access to truck loading zones, and 
turning space is already inadequate for large vehicles at this intersection, therefore, the 
bumpout 
improvements on the north side are minimal.) 
• At Park St., all four corners. 
• At Woodward Ave. 
 
Two other changes are proposed for the block of Hamilton Ave. between Park St. and 
Woodward Ave. On the north side, the plan will propose the installation of three new 
metered parking spaces. On the south side, the existing Hunter House driveway makes 
on-street parking on this short block impractical.  As long as parking is not allowed, the 
street can be rebuilt narrower, which will enhance the sidewalk in this area. (Before this 
is finalized, discussions with the adjacent property owner should be held to confirm if 
they have any plans to remove this driveway when the property is redeveloped.  If so, it 
may be appropriate to rebuild Hamilton Ave. at its current width, and allow the 
installation of more on-street metered parking in the future.) 
 
As a part of the detailed design, it is also recommended that staff review the current 
bike parking areas that are provided, and if additional opportunities exist, to include 
those enhancements as a part of the final project. 
 
Chairperson Slanga asked about the upcoming plans for N. Old Woodward Ave. in the 
area of Hamilton Ave.  Mr. O’Meara noted that N. Old Woodward Ave. is planned for 
reconstruction in 2018.  The work that is proposed now would not extend out into that 
intersection, since it is subject to change.  It was also noted that the  S.E.corner ramp 
has just been rebuilt in the last year or two, and meets current code requirements.   
 
Chairperson Slanga suggested that since this corner would likely change again in 2018, 
she thought it would be best to leave it as- is for now, and rebuild it complete in 2018.   
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The board discussed the design of the bumpout at the northeast corner of Ferndale St.  
Mr. O’Meara clarified that the bumpout as designed does not shorten the walking 
distance, but could give pedestrians some comfort because it extends out beyond the 
main sidewalk line.  After debating the issue further, the board decided it would be best 
to delete this bumpout because, as Mr. Lawson pointed out,  it doesn’t really narrow the 
distance to cross the street. 
Further, Ms. Warner noted it invites the public to use the bumpout instead of the 
marked crosswalk. 
 
At 6:35 p.m. discussion regarding W. Brown St., Hamilton Ave., and Park St. was 
opened to the public. 
 
Ms. Cecilia Ting, 1800 Northlawn, asked about the Brown St. bumpouts.  She said she 
has noticed trucks go over the bumpout at Lincoln St. when they make a right turn.  
Therefore she feels the bumpout is too big.   Mr. O’Meara indicated that the Brown St. 
bumpouts as proposed are smaller. 
 
Webster Ave. and Torry St. 
The Master Plan identifies Torry St. as part of a much larger Neighborhood 
Connector route, starting at Bowers St. and extending south to Woodward Ave. 
via Emmons Ave. Particular emphasis is suggested at the intersection of Haynes 
St. and Torry St. (installing ramps and high visibility markings). No improvements 
are suggested for Webster Ave. 
 
Looking closer at the Haynes St. & Torry St. intersections, the following changes 
are recommended: 
1. The existing marked crosswalk is at an awkward angle, and encourages 
pedestrians to take a longer path across Haynes St. than is necessary. The 
existing pedestrian markings should be removed. A new handicap ramp on the 
northeast section of the intersection (east of the driveway in front of 1601 Haynes 
St.) should be installed to line up with the ramp at the southeast corner of the 
intersection, and then a new, shorter marked crosswalk can be installed. 
2. Since the sidewalk connector to Bowers St. is also part of a designated 
neighborhood connector (for bikes), it is recommended that this ramp be left as-is 
(without a marked crosswalk). The existing ramp will remain a benefit to bike 
riders using this intersection while heading north or south. In the winter the 
residents will help with shoveling the ramp. 
 
No other changes are recommended. 
 
Motion by Ms. Edwards 
Seconded by Ms. Adams to move forward with the suggested 
recommendations 1, 2, and 3 as written by the city engineer.  However, in 
no. 1, Brown St. becomes Bates St. In no. 2, eliminate the intersections of N. 
Old Woodward Ave. and N. side of Ferndale St.  Add that N. Old Woodward 
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Ave. should be addressed when that intersection is rebuilt.  The rest of the 
language to remain as-is: 
1. Brown St. – Sharrows should be painted on all segments of Brown St. 
from Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. Crosswalk bumpouts shall be 
installed as a part of future projects at the intersections of Bates St., 
Henrietta St., Pierce St., and S. Old Woodward Ave. 
2. Hamilton Ave./Park St. – Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed at the 
intersections of S. side of Ferndale St., Park St., and Woodward Ave. Three 
additional metered parking spaces shall be installed on the north side of 
Hamilton Ave., between Park St. and Woodward Ave.   
3. Haynes St. & Torry St. intersection – A new handicap ramp shall be 
installed in the northeast section of the intersection (in front of 1601 
Haynes St.), and the pavement markings for the crosswalk shall be 
removed and relocated to match the new and existing ramps at the east leg 
of the intersection. 
 
Comments on the motion were opened up to members of the public but no 
one spoke.  
 
Motion carried, 7-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Edwards, Adams, Bordman, Lawson, Slanga, Surnow. Warner 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  None 
 
 
F. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA  
 
Northlawn 
Mr. Malcolm Hendy who lives on Northlawn said that his street is an unimproved 
road and it has seriously deteriorated. Traffic has increased and the residents 
believe it has become a dangerous road. The following traffic calming changes 
are suggested: 

• Speed bumps; 
• Stop signs; 
• No left turn off Southfield Rd. and no right turn off Cranbrook at specific 

hours; 
• No access by heavy trucks; 
• Replace the stop signs on Pleasant and put one on Golfview to impede 

the traffic flow onto Northlawn; 
• Solar fixed radar speed monitor on the west. end of Northlawn. 

Mr. Clemence advised the stop signs were removed from the intersection at 
Pleasant and east bound and west bound on Northlawn because an 18 month 
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study revealed the speed actually increased and the volume of traffic didn’t 
change after the signs were installed.   
 
Mr. Hendy said speeding is not of great concern to the residents; it is volume of 
traffic.  Resurfacing the street and adding curbs and gutters will cost each 
resident approximately $10 – $15 thousand on an 80 ft. frontage.  So their 
proposal this evening is to reinstate the stop signs at Pleasant and at Golfview.   
 
Chairperson Slanga said this topic needs to be brought back for a more formal 
discussion on the stop signs as well as any update on the unimproved road.   
 
Mr. Clemence noted that unfortunately neither of the two intersections on 
Northlawn at Pleasant and at Golfview meet the criteria necessary for stop signs 
to be installed.  They met with the neighborhood association and suggested the 
residents should go to an improved road and add sidewalks.  Obviously there is 
associated cost with that.  The solar fixed radar speed monitor is ready to go but 
the Police Dept. wants to make sure that where they put it is acceptable to the 
residents.  
 
Public comments were taken at 7:16 p.m. 
 
Ms. Sharon Goodman, 1914 Northlawn, said people cut through because there is 
either zero or one stop sign on Northlawn.  So, stop signs are needed at 
Pleasant and Golfview. That will decrease the volume of traffic because people 
will go down Lincoln because it is a better road.  
 
Ms. Cecilia Ting said a stop sign at Northlawn and Pleasant would increase safety for the 
kids.  Mr. Clemence noted the street is designed to handle 2,000 vehicles/day and the 
most recent study shows 1,500 vehicles/day go through there. 
 
Mr. Labadie noted that stop signs are intended for assigning right-of-way. 
 
S. Eton 
Mr. O’Meara explained he was prepared to take all of the recommendations 
regarding S. Eton that were talked about at the last meeting to the City 
Commission.  At that meeting Mr. Labadie had suggested perhaps they should 
acknowledge the American Assoc. of State Highway and Transportation Officials 
(“AASHTO”) determination number for residential streets when setting yellow 
lines to help visibility at intersections.  The board agreed to that, not really 
understanding what it meant.  So after investigating further, staff found it is a 
much more significant zone than the board was envisioning.  Therefore he did 
not feel comfortable moving the recommendations to the Commission without 
first checking with this board. 
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Mr. Labadie advised the corner sight distance is based on where the driver sits, 
how high the driver is, the obstructions, and what the speed limit is.  Mr. O’Meara 
said this will be a major change from removing two parking spaces/block or 40 ft. 
to removing six spaces/block, or 119 ft., leaving two spaces left on each block.  
He thought the Commission may not want to proceed in this direction.  He noted 
they would only be doing this for two blocks but that is where the biggest parking 
demand is.  
 
Board members indicated they understand and agree with what was approved 
last month and that Mr. O’Meara should present the information to the City 
Commission.  Mr. Clemence stated that when parking spaces are removed 
speeds will go up. Mr. Labadie established that parking helps to calm traffic, but it 
creates hazards for the people on the side streets and driveways. Discussion 
turned to incorporating a bike lane, but that idea was rejected. 
 
Mr. Clemence agreed to run accident collision data on the whole corridor. If the 
collisions are really low, maybe they could go with the 40 ft. recommendation and 
at least allow some parking places to remain. He will bring the data to the next 
meeting and the board can re-discuss it.  It was considered that Birmingham 
might set its own rules regarding intersections and then follow them in each 
instance going forward.    
  
 
G. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (none) 
 
 
H. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the chairperson adjourned the meeting at 8 
p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
 
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer  
 
  
 



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   July 31, 2015 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: 2016 City Street Projects 
 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board has studied and finished its review of the City’s largest 
2016 project, W. Maple Rd.  Now that it is completed, the Board needs to review the remaining 
City street projects that are planned, and finalize any multi-modal improvements that should be 
included in these projects.  Moving generally west to east, here is a list of the other street 
reconstruction projects planned and budgeted for 2016: 
 
W. Brown St. – Southfield Rd. to Chester St. 
Hamilton Ave. – N. Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave 
Park St. – Hamilton Ave. to E. Maple Rd. 
Webster Ave. – S. Adams Rd. to S. Eton Rd. 
Torry St. – Haynes Ave. to Webster Ave. 
 
W. Brown St. 
 
The segment of Brown St. between Southfield Rd. and Chester St. is the only one that still has 
its original pavement.  A complete reconstruction of the 36 ft. wide street is planned.  Since 
Brown St. is an important corridor that has lots of pedestrian activity, it was decided to consider 
the whole corridor at this time.  The attached plan depicts future improvements that are 
suggested as projects make such opportunities practical, although only the pavement west of 
Chester St. would actually be constructed in 2016. 
 
As a relatively high demand collector street, the busiest sections of Brown St. have two to three 
full lanes of marked traffic lanes.  Where demand is slightly less, a parking lane was added in 
2000 on the south side of the road (Chester St. to Pierce St.).  The segment being rebuilt in 
2016 has the least traffic demand.  It is intended to generally remain as is, with two traffic 
lanes, and two lower demand parking lanes.  At each end of this segment (Southfield Rd. and 
Chester St.), parking is reduced or eliminated to handle traffic queues. 
 
The Brown St. corridor is highlighted in two respects in the Master Plan.  First, it is part of a 
Neighborhood Connector route for bikes, connecting Southfield Rd. at its west end with the 
Woodward Ave. & Forest St. intersection on its east end (then extending easterly to S. Eton 
Rd.).  Likely due to the high traffic and parking demand in this area, no bike lanes are 
recommended, but Sharrows are recommended.  Since Sharrows are a relatively simple 
improvement, it is recommended that sharrows be added to the 2016 Brown St. project not 
only for the segment being rebuilt, but extending all the way to Woodward Ave.  The 
Neighborhood Connector route will require changes to the Woodward Ave. intersection that are 
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not ready to be implemented at this time, therefore, signage designating this as a bike route 
would be premature. 
 
The Master Plan also suggests improved pedestrian crossings at four locations: 
 

• Bates St. 
• Henrietta St. 
• Pierce St. 
• Mid-block crossing at Pierce St. Parking Structure entrance 

 
Since a parking lane exists on the south side, we recommend bumpouts be installed on the 
south side of the three intersections, but not the mid-block crossing.  At that location, 
significant left turn movements require that the adjacent passing lane be kept open to allow 
through traffic to flow freely past left turning vehicles.   
 
In addition to what is shown on the plan, bumpouts are recommended at the S. Old Woodward 
Ave. intersection, which is currently planned for reconstruction in 2018.  There are no 
opportunities for bumpouts between S. Old Woodward Ave. and Woodward Ave., as all lanes 
are open and needed to handle current traffic demands.   
 
To summarize, as projects are planned in the area, bumpouts are recommended on the south 
corners of Bates St., Henrietta St., and Pierce St., and all four corners of S. Old Woodard Ave. 
The attached plan reflects these improvements as suggested. 
 
Hamilton Ave. & Park St. 
 
As part of an upcoming ambitious plan to rebuild several streets downtown in the upcoming 
years, the above streets will be completely reconstructed, including water and sewer systems, 
street lighting, and sidewalks.   
 
Neither street segment is noted for improvements in the Master Plan.  However, as an 
important component of downtown in a high pedestrian area, pedestrian improvements should 
be considered wherever possible.   
 
When reviewing the plan, it is important to understand the long term plan for this section of 
Park St.  When built in the early 1970’s, this segment was built as one-way northbound, with 
three available lanes of traffic.  The design was done to encourage westbound Maple Rd. 
vehicles to use the new Ring Road system, giving them an easy clear alternative to the more 
congested Maple Rd.  Since creation of the 2016 Plan, the City has moved away from the Ring 
Road concept.  A proposal to reconfigure this block has been planned for several years.  It was 
initially going to be done as a part of the reconstruction of the vacant property adjacent to the 
Hunter House.  However, since this project has not materialized, and the pavement on this 
block is in poor condition, the City has decided to move forward to implement these changes.  
The work will be done in two phases: 
 

1. The majority of the block will be rebuilt in 2016, as shown on the attached drawing.  To 
not disrupt traffic on Maple Rd., however, the Maple Rd. intersection will be left as is.  
As a result, during the first year, it will be left as a one-way street (northbound). 
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2. In 2017, this segment of Maple Rd. will be completely reconstructed.  At that time, the 
Park St. intersection can be reconfigured to allow for two-way traffic.  However, 
westbound Maple Rd. must remain free flowing as much as possible, therefore, the 
intersection will remain unique.  The traffic signal will remain as is.  Local vehicle traffic 
traveling south on Park St. will be forced to turn right on to Maple Rd. after obeying a 
STOP sign.  Proceeding south to Peabody St., or turning left on to Maple Rd. will not be 
allowed.  To allow these other movements, Maple Rd. traffic would have to be stopped 
for greater time periods, thereby queuing vehicles into Woodward Ave. to unacceptable 
levels (through traffic on Woodward Ave. must remain a priority for safety). 

 
Changing Park St. to two way traffic will allow local traffic attempting to access properties or 
parking spaces in the area will have an option to access Maple Rd. from Hamilton Ave. without 
using Woodward Ave. to do so.   
 
Referring to the plan attached, bumpouts are recommended as follows: 
 

• East leg of N. Old Woodward Ave. (with the south side matching what has already been 
built on the north side). 

• Ferndale St., with particular emphasis on the existing crosswalk on the east leg of the 
intersection.  (Ferndale St. acts as an important access to truck loading zones, and large 
vehicles already cannot make a complete turn on to this street, therefore, the bumpout 
improvements on the north side are minimal.) 

• At Park St., all four corners (note that Park St. itself cannot be reduced due to its three 
traffic lane configuration). 

• At Woodward Ave. 
 
Two other changes are proposed for the block of Hamilton Ave. between Park St. and 
Woodward Ave.  On the north side, it is not clear why parking has never been allowed.  The 
plan will propose the installation of three new metered parking spaces.  On the south side, the 
existing Hunter House driveway makes on-street parking on this short block impractical.  As 
long as parking is not allowed, the street can be rebuilt narrower, which will enhance the 
sidewalk in this area.  (Before this is finalized, discussions with the adjacent property owner 
should be held to confirm if they have any plans to remove this driveway when the property is 
redeveloped.  If so, if may be appropriate to rebuild Hamilton Ave. at its current width, and 
allow the installation of more on-street parking in the future.) 
 
As a part of the detailed design, it is also recommended that staff review the current bike 
parking areas that are provided, and if additional opportunities exist, to include those 
enhancements as a part of the final project. 
 
Webster Ave. & Torry St. 
 
The Master Plan identifies Torry St. as part of a much larger Nieghborhood Connector route, 
starting at Bowers St. and extending south to Woodward Ave. via Emmons Ave.  Particular 
emphasis is suggested at the intersection of Haynes St. and Torry St. (installing ramps and high 
visibility markings).  No improvements are suggested for Webster Ave. 
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Looking closer at the Haynes St. & Torry St. intersections, the following changes are 
recommended: 
 

1. The existing marked crosswalk is at an awkward angle, and encourages pedestrians to 
take a longer path across Haynes St. than is necessary.  The existing pedestrian 
markings should be removed.  A new handicap ramp on the northeast section of the 
intersection (east of the driveway in front of 1601 Haynes St.) should be installed to line 
up with the ramp at the southeast corner of the intersection, and then a new, shorter 
marked crosswalk can be installed.   

2. Typically, the existing ramp on the north side would be removed as a part of the 
improvements described in #1.  However, since the sidewalk connector to Bowers St. is 
also part of a designated neighborhood connector (for bikes), it is recommended that 
this ramp be left as is (without a marked crosswalk).  The existing ramp will remain a 
benefit to bike riders using this intersection while heading north or south. 

 
No other changes are recommended. 
 
To summarize, the suggested Multi-Modal improvements for the 2016 street projects are as 
listed below: 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board has reviewed the remaining City street reconstruction 
projects for the 2016 construction season, and recommends to the City Commission that the 
following multi-modal improvements be included in accordance with the Master Plan: 
 

1. Brown St. – Sharrows should be painted on all segments of Brown St. from Southfield 
Rd. to Woodward Ave.  Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed as a part of future 
projects at the intersections of Brown St., Henrietta St., Pierce St., and S. Old 
Woodward Ave. 

 
2. Hamilton Ave./Park St. – Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed at the intersections of N. 

Old Woodward Ave., Ferndale St., Park St., and Woodward Ave.  Three additional 
metered parking spaces shall be installed on the north side of Hamilton Ave., between 
Park St. and Woodward Ave. 

 
3. Haynes St. & Torry St. intersection – A new handicap ramp shall be installed in the 

northeast section of the intersection (in front of 1601 Haynes St.), and the pavement 
markings for the crosswalk shall be removed and relocated to match the new and 
existing ramps at the east leg of the intersection.   
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27725 Stansbury Boulevard, Suite 150 
Farmington Hills, MI 48334 

P: 248.536.0080 
                 F: 248.536.0079 

www.fveng.com 

September 17, 2015 
 
Mr. Paul O’Meara 
City Engineer VIA EMAIL 
City of Birmingham 
151 Martin Street 
Birmingham, MI 48012 
 
RE: Torry Street & Haynes Street Crosswalk Review 
 
 
Dear Mr. O’Meara, 
 

We have received comments from the City regarding the revised plan for the proposed crosswalk at the Torry 
Street & Haynes Street intersection in the City of Birmingham, Michigan. The purpose of this letter is to 
provide further analysis of crosswalk design in regards to proposed changes in the plan layout and evaluate 
an alternate crosswalk option as suggested by the City. 

The recommended crosswalk configuration is to provide a new ADA ramp in the northeast quadrant of the 
intersection that aligns with the existing ADA ramp in the southeast quadrant of the intersection, as shown on 
the attached Figure 1.  The existing ADA ramp on the north side of the intersection would remain for bike use.   

The alternative crosswalk marking would include a large crossing area striped for the entire area between the 
existing ADA ramps and the proposed ADA ramp as shown in Figure 2. The alternative crosswalk striping 
was reviewed for compliance with the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD).  The 
following guidance regarding crosswalk placement is provided in the MMUTCD: 

• Crosswalk lines should extend across the full width of the pavement, to discourage diagonal walking 
between crosswalks. (Section 3B.17) 

• Crosswalk markings should be located so that the curb ramps are within the extension of the 
crosswalk markings. (Section 3B.18) 

• Diagonal crossing is permitted only with an exclusive pedestrian phase at signalized intersections. 
(Section 3B.18) 

Therefore, per the MMUTCD, the alternative crosswalk markings proposed are not acceptable for this 
location.  The recommended crosswalk pavement markings at this intersection are shown on Figure 1. 
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact us. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
FLEIS & VANDENBRINK  
 
 
      
Michael J. Labadie, PE    
Group Manager          
 
Attached: Figures 1 & 2 
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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 

DATE: March 9, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 

SUBJECT: Public Hearings Regarding 2016 Liquor License Renewal 

At the City Commission meeting of February 22, 2016, the City Commission adopted a 
resolution setting a public hearing for March 14, 2016 to consider objecting to the renewal of 
the liquor license held by Rojo, 250 Merrill, due to the licensee's failure to comply with the 
terms of its liquor license or any conditions imposed by the City Commission or the Liquor 
Control Commission at the time of issuance or transfer of the license. (Section 10-40(5) and the 
licensee's failure to timely pay its taxes or other monies due the city. (Section 10-40(7). 

The Commission set the Public Hearing with the understanding that should the licensee enter 
into a payment agreement, the Public Hearing would be cancelled.  Since that time, the licensee 
has entered into a delinquent payment agreement with the City of Birmingham and a personal 
property tax payment agreement with Oakland County. 

In light of these developments, the Public Hearings for Rojo should be cancelled.  Staff 
recommends that the City Commission approve the renewal of the liquor license held by the 
owners/operators of Rojo, 250 Merrill for the 2016 licensing period. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To cancel the Public Hearing to consider objecting to the renewal of the liquor license held by 
Rojo, 250 Merrill. 

- AND - 
To approve the renewal, for the 2016 licensing period, of the liquor license held by the 
owners/operators of Rojo, 250 Merrill. 

6A



 
 
February 24, 2016 
 
Rojo Mexican Bistro 
ATTN: Dan Linnen  
250 Merrill 
Birmingham, MI 48009 
 
Re: 2016 Liquor License Renewal for Rojo Mexican Bistro (250 Merrill) 
**VIA CERTIFIED MAIL** 
 
Mr. Linnen, 
 
At the City Commission meeting of February 22, 2016, the Birmingham City Commission 
adopted a resolution to hold a public hearing on Monday, March 14, 2016 at 7:30 PM to 
consider whether to file an objection with the Michigan Liquor Control Commission to the 
renewal of the license for consumption of intoxicating liquor on the premises currently held for 
the subject business.  The public hearing will be held in the City Commission Room at the 
Birmingham City Hall, located at 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI 48009. 
 
The reasons stated for said hearing include questions as to the licensee’s compliance with the 
following provision of Chapter 10 of the City Code (enclosed): 
 

 Section 10-40 (5) Licensee's failure to comply with the terms of its liquor license or 
any conditions imposed by the city commission or the liquor control commission at the 
time of issuance or transfer of the license.  

 Section 10-40 (7) Licensee's failure to timely pay its taxes or other monies due the 
city. 

o Delinquent Water Bill & Delinquent Personal Property Tax Bill 
 
You may submit any written material for consideration by the City Commission prior to the date 
of the public hearing or at the hearing, you may appear in person at the hearing or be 
represented by counsel, and you may present witnesses or written evidence at the hearing.   If 
you wish to submit any written materials prior to the public hearing, please submit them to the 
City Clerk’s Office no later than noon on Monday, March 7, 2016. 
 
Note:  The resolution to hold the public hearing was made with the understanding that should 
the licensee enter into a payment arrangement, the Public Hearing would be cancelled.  Should 
you wish to clear up the outstanding balance on your water bill and tax bill, payment can be 
made at the Treasurer’s Office, 151 Martin. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Joseph A. Valentine 
City Manager 
 
 
Enclosures: Chapter 10 of the Birmingham City Code 
  February 22, 2016 City Commission Resolution 
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MEMORANDUM 

Finance Department 

DATE: March 14, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Teresa Klobucar, Deputy Treasurer 
Paula Moore, M.A.A.O, P.P.E. 

CC: Mark Gerber, Finance Director/Treasurer 

SUBJECT: Resolution for Confirming S.A.D. # 874- Hamilton Sidewalk 
Streetscape Project  

For purposes of new streetscape in front of each business that would benefit properties within 
the limits of Hamilton Avenue, it is requested that the City Commission adopt the following 
resolution confirming S.A.D. No. 874 at the regular City Commission meeting of March 14, 
2016. 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 
February 22, 2016. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To confirm Special Assessment Roll No. 874, to defray the cost of the streetscape on Hamilton 
Avenue: 

WHEREAS, Special Assessment Roll, designated Roll No. 874, has been heretofore prepared 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 

WHEREAS, Commission Resolution No. 02-53-16 provided it would meet this 14th day of March, 
2016 for the sole purpose of reviewing the assessment roll, and 

WHEREAS, at said hearing held this March 14, 2016, 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. 874 be in all things 
ratified and confirmed, and that the City Clerk be and is hereby instructed to endorse said roll, 
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showing the date of confirmation thereof, and to certify said assessment roll to the City 
Treasurer for collection at or near the time of construction of the improvement.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that special assessments shall be payable in ten (10) payments as 
provided in Section 94-10 of the Code of the City of Birmingham, with an annual interest rate of  
four and a quarter percent  (4.25%) on all unpaid installments. 
 
 
Hamilton Ave. Paving Project - Contract #3-16(P)

Parcel Address Street Estimated Estimated

Area Cost

Sq.Ft. 6"

$11

Hamilton Ave. - Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave.

NORTH SIDE
19-25-453-011 200-250 N. Old Woodward 0 $0
19-25-454-005 221-327 Hamilton 1435 $15,785
19-25-454-006 375 334 $3,674
19-25-454-007 377 338 $3,718
19-25-454-008 381-383 345 $3,795
19-25-454-007 379-395 559 $6,149
19-25-455-017 220 Park 1253 $13,783

SOUTH SIDE
19-25-456-001 188 N. Old Woodward 1146 $12,606
19-25-456-007 220 Hamilton 1221 $13,431
19-25-456-041 300 437 $4,807
19-25-456-009 330 636 $6,996
19-25-456-010 344 238 $2,618
19-25-456-011 360 238 $2,618

Park St. - Hamilton Ave. to Maple Rd.

WEST SIDE
19-25-456-029 395 E. Maple 310 $3,410

TOTALS                                                      8490           $93,3908490 $93,390.00

 



MEMORANDUM 

Finance Department 

DATE: March 14, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Teresa Klobucar, Deputy Treasurer 
Paula Moore, M.A.A.O, P.P.E. 

CC: Mark Gerber, Finance Director/Treasurer 

SUBJECT: Resolution for Confirming S.A.D. # 873- Hamilton Ave 
Sewer Lateral Project  

For purposes of replacing sewer laterals underneath the proposed paving of the road that would 
benefit properties within the limits of Hamilton Avenue, it is requested that the City Commission 
adopt the following resolution confirming S.A.D. No. 873 at the regular City Commission 
meeting of March 14, 2016. 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 February 22, 2016. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To confirm Special Assessment Roll No. 873, to defray the cost of replacing sewer laterals on 
Hamilton Avenue: 

WHEREAS, Special Assessment Roll, designated Roll No. 873, has been heretofore prepared 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 

WHEREAS, Commission Resolution No. 02-52-16 provided it would meet this 14th day of March, 
2016 for the sole purpose of reviewing the assessment roll, and 

WHEREAS, at said hearing held this March 14, 2016, 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. 873 be in all things 
ratified and confirmed, and that the City Clerk be and is hereby instructed to endorse said roll, 
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showing the date of confirmation thereof, and to certify said assessment roll to the City 
Treasurer for collection at or near the time of construction of the improvement.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that special assessments shall be payable in ten (10) payments as 
provided in Section 94-10 of the Code of the City of Birmingham, with an annual interest rate of  
four and a quarter percent  (4.25%) on all unpaid installments. 
 
 
Hamilton Ave. Paving Project - Contract #3-16(P)

Parcel Address Street Pipe Type Date SAD? Estimated

Install

ed

Length

Hamilton Ave. - Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave.                       $75
NORTH SIDE

19-25-453-011 200-250 N. Old 
Woodward

On other 
streets

2000 N 0 $0

19-25-454-005 221 Hamilton O.B. 1962 Y 36 $2,700
19-25-454-005 245 O.B. 1962 Y 36 $2,700
19-25-454-005 283 O.B. 1962 Y 36 $2,700
19-25-454-005 315 O.B. 1962 Y 36 $2,700
19-25-454-005 327 O.B. 1962 Y 36 $2,700
19-25-454-006 375 O.B. 1962 Y 36 $2,700
19-25-454-007 377 O.B. 1962 Y 36 $2,700
19-25-454-008 381-395 Wedgelock 1963 Y 36 $2,700
19-25-454-007 379 O.B. 1952 Y 36 $2,700
19-25-455-017 220 Park P.V.C. 1988 N 0 $0

19-25-456-001 188 N. Old 
Woodward

Clay 1947 Y 20 $1,500

19-25-456-007 220 Hamilton To alley --- N 0 $0
19-25-456-041 300 To alley 1976 N 0 $0
19-25-456-009 330 To alley 1979 N 0 $0
19-25-456-010 344 O.B. 1961 Y 25 $1,875
19-25-456-011 360 O.B. 1950 Y 25 $1,875
19-25-456-044 thru 
19-25-456-049

400 P.V.C. 2001 N 0 $0

19-25-456-044 thru 
19-25-456-049

400 P.V.C. Storm 2001 N 0 $0

19-25-456-014 35075 Woodward On Woodward 1954 N 0 $0

TOTAL 394 $29,550.00

RATIO =                                  12/20                  60%

Estimated

Cost

6"

SOUTH SIDE

 



MEMORANDUM 
Planning Division 

DATE:  March 7, 2016 

TO:  Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Matthew Baka, Senior Planner 

APPROVED: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 

SUBJECT: 927 Purdy – Historic Designation Request 

The owner of the house located at 927 Purdy, Luis Barrio, has requested that the City 
Commission consider designating his home as a historic structure within the City of Birmingham. 
Previous City research indicates that the home is at least 100 years old.  Mr. Barrio has 
submitted extensive research that he has done detailing the history of the home, which is 
attached for your information.  It appears, based on the information that Mr. Barrio submitted, 
that the home is likely quite a bit older than 100 years.  The process for designating a property 
or structure as historic is outlined in section 127 of the City Code.  Section 127-5, Establishing 
additional, modifying, or eliminating historic districts, states the following: 

(a) The city commission may at any time establish by ordinance additional historic districts, 
including proposed districts previously considered and rejected, may modify boundaries 
of an existing historic district, or may eliminate an existing historic district. Before 
establishing, modifying, or eliminating a historic district, the standing historic district 
study committee, as established in section 127-4, shall follow the procedures as stated 
in section 127-4. The committee shall consider any previously written committee reports 
pertinent to the proposed action. 

The first step in the process towards considering historic designation of this property is for the 
City Commission to pass a resolution directing the Historic District Study Committee 
to commence with the creation of a study committee report as outlined in Section 127-4 
- Historic district study committee and the study committee report, which states 
the following: 

(c)  When directed by a resolution passed by the city commission, the standing historic district 
study committee shall meet and do all of the following: 

(1) Conduct a photographic inventory of resources within each 
proposed historic district following procedures established by the 
state historic preservation office of the state historical center. 
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(2) Conduct basic research of each proposed historic district and historic resources 
located within that district. 

(3) Determine the total number of historic and non-historic resources within a 
proposed historic district and the percentage of historic resources of that total. In 
evaluating the significance of historic resources, the committee shall be guided by the 
criteria for evaluation issued by the United States secretary of the interior for inclusion 
of resources in the National Register of Historic Places, as set forth in 36 CFR Part 60, 
and criteria established or approved by the state historic preservation office of the state 
historical center. 

(4) 

Prepare a preliminary historic district study committee report that addresses at a 
minimum all of the following: 

a. The charge of the committee. 

b. The composition of committee membership. 

c. The historic district(s) studied. 

d. The boundaries of each proposed historic district in writing and on maps. 

e. The history of each proposed historic district. 

f. The significance of each district as a whole, as well as the significance of 
sufficient number of its individual resources to fully represent the variety of 
resources found within the district, relative to the evaluation criteria. 

(5) Transmit copies of the preliminary report for review and recommendations to the 
city planning board, the state historic preservation office of the Michigan Historical 
Center, the Michigan Historical Commission, and the state historic preservation review 
board. 

(6) Make copies of the preliminary report available to the public pursuant to Section 
399.203(4) of Public Act 169 of 1970, as amended. 

(7) Not less than 60 calendar days after the transmittal of the preliminary report, 
the historic district study committee shall hold a public hearing in compliance with Public 
Act 267 of 1976, as amended. Public notice of the time, date and place of the hearing 
shall be given in the manner required by Public Act 267. Written notice shall be mailed 
by first class mail not less than 14 calendar days prior to the hearing to the owners of 
properties within the proposed historic district, as listed on the most current tax rolls. 
The report shall be made available to the public in compliance with Public Act 442 of 
1976, as amended. 

(8) After the date of the public hearing, the committee and the city commission have 
not more than one year, unless otherwise authorized by the city commission, to take the 
following actions: 

a. The committee shall prepare and submit a final report with its 
recommendations and the recommendations, if any, of the city planning board 
and the historic district commission, to the city commission as to the 
establishment of a historic district(s). If the recommendation is to establish 
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a historic district(s), the final report shall include a draft of the proposed 
ordinance(s). 

b. After receiving a final report that recommends the establishment of 
a historic district(s), the city commission, at its discretion, may introduce and 
pass or reject an ordinance(s). If the city commission passes an ordinance(s) 
establishing one or more historic districts, the city shall file a copy of the 
ordinance(s), including a legal description of the property or properties located 
within the historic district(s) with the register of deeds. The city commission shall 
not pass an ordinance establishing a contiguous historic district less than 60 days 
after a majority of the property owners within the proposed historic district, as 
listed on the tax rolls of the local unit, have approved the establishment of 
the historic district pursuant to a written petition. 

(9) A writing prepared, owned, used, in the possession of, or retained by a 
committee in the performance of an official function of the historic district commission 
should be made available to the public in compliance with Public Act 442 of 1976, as 
amended. 

Thus, the owner of the house at 927 Purdy requests that the City Commission direct the Historic 
District Study Committee to conduct a study in accordance with section 127-4 of the City Code 
to consider the designation of 927 Purdy as a Historic Structure. 

SUGGESTED ACTION: 

The City Commission approves the attached resolution directing the Historic District Study 
Committee to prepare a study committee report as outlined in section 127-4 of the City Code. 
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927 PURDY 
HISTORIC DESIGNATION REQUEST 

MARCH 14, 2016 

WHEREAS, the owner of the Property located at 927 Purdy has requested that this home be 
considered for Historic Designation within the City of Birmingham,  

WHEREAS, The land for which the Historic Designation is sought is located on the east side of 
Purdy between George and Ann St., 

WHEREAS, Section 127-5 of the City Code, Historic Districts, requires that the City Commission 
pass a resolution directing the Historic District Study Committee to prepare a Study Committee 
Report; 

WHEREAS, The Birmingham City Commission has reviewed the request of the property owner 
and has found that a Study Committee Report to determine the historic merit of the home at 
927 Purdy is warranted; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The Birmingham City Commission directs the Historic 
District Study Committee to prepare a Study Committee Report as outlined in section 127-4 of 
the City Code for the property located at 927 Purdy: 

I, Laura Pierce, City Clerk of the City of Birmingham, Michigan, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing is a true and, correct copy of the resolution adopted by the Birmingham City 
Commission at its regular meeting held on March 14, 2016. 

__________________________ 
Laura Pierce, City Clerk 
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MEMORANDUM 
Planning Division 

DATE:  February 25, 2016 

TO:  Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Matthew Baka, Senior Planner 

APPROVED: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 

SUBJECT: Parking in the Right-of-Way at 33422 & 33466 Woodward 

The owners of the above referenced property are seeking permission to include the six (6) 
parking spaces in the right-of-way on Woodward towards their off-street parking requirement. 
The property located at 33422 & 33466 Woodward is currently vacant and has been so for 
several years.  Per Article 06, section 6.02 of the Zoning Ordinance, Commercial spaces within 
the City of Birmingham that have been vacant for more than six months lose their legal non-
conforming status and are required to meet current Zoning Ordinance standards, including the 
off-street parking requirement.  There are six (6) existing on-site parking spaces, located at the 
rear of each building.  The existing site is zoned B2B, General Business, which allows for an 
extended list of retail uses as well as office.   At this time, the applicant is requesting approval 
to utilize the six (6) parking spaces in the right-of-way on Woodward towards their total parking 
count, which would create a total of twelve (12) parking spaces for the site.  Approval of this 
request would provide adequate parking to allow for the majority of retail or office uses, which 
require 1 parking space per 300 square feet of space.   

Article 4, section 4.43 (G) (1) of the Zoning Ordinance states: 

G. The required off-street parking facilities for buildings used for other than 
residential purposes may be provided by the following method: 

1. By providing the required off-street parking on the same lot as the building
being served, or where practical, and with the permission of the City
Commission, the area in the public right-of-way abutting the property in
question may be included as a portion of the required parking area if such
area is improved in  accordance with plans which have been approved
by the engineering department.

In accordance with Article 4, section 4.43(G)(1) of the Zoning Ordinance, the applicant may 
include the six (6) right-of-way parking spaces adjacent to their building in their required 
parking calculation if approved by the City Commission.  The inclusion of these six (6) spaces 
will eliminate the necessity for a parking variance.   
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The Engineering Dept. has made the following evaluation of the site; 
 

• The concrete parking area needs some repairs.  Before starting the work, the owner 
should meet with our office on site to confirm what is needed.  For now, they should be 
prepared to remove and replace: Four rectangular areas where pavement is most 
damaged, approximately 50 sq.ft. each or less.  Three sections of curb and gutter 
adjacent to the City sidewalk, 5 ft. long by 18 inches wide. 

 
The applicant has agreed to comply with the recommendation of the Engineering Division.   
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the use of six (6) parking spaces in the right of way directly abutting the property 
located at 33422 & 33466 Woodward to fulfill a portion of the off-street parking requirements 
per Article 4, section 4.43 (G)(1) of the Zoning Ordinance. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Clerk’s Office 

DATE: March 14, 2016 

TO: Joe Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Leslie Pielack, Museum Director 

SUBJECT: Museum Name Change Proposal 

The Birmingham Historical Museum & Park has had its name since 2001, when it came under 
city operation.  Previously, since the late 1960s, the museum had consisted of the Hunter 
House only, and was operated as the Birmingham Historical Museum by the Birmingham 
Historical Society.   When it opened in 2001, the Hunter House was added to the Allen House 
site, with the addition of the 4 acre grounds as well. The term ‘Park’ was added to its official 
name shortly after the city formally began its operation to clarify the park component of the 
site.  

In the past decade, museums have undergone a transition, driven both by the recession and 
rapid changes in technology.  Audiences have different needs and expectations, and museums 
are changing to keep pace with this societal change.  In general, museums are serving a wider 
audience through multiple platforms of engagement and interaction. Museums of all kinds have 
found it necessary to refresh their missions, image, or in some cases, undertake a complete re-
branding and name change.  These re-branding efforts consistently work to simplify a 
museum’s image while being more inclusive.  

A significant goal of the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park’s 2013-2016 Strategic Plan 
involved exploring and refining the museum’s mission and brand, including a possible name 
change.  At its September 3, 2015 meeting, the Museum Board unanimously approved an 
updated version of the Museum mission statement (see below).  Following this, the Museum 
Board studied the issue of the Museum’s name and concluded that the Museum and the 
community would benefit from a name change similar to those other museums are instituting.  

This led to a public input survey during December of 2015.  Five name choices were offered; 1) 
The Birmingham Museum, 2) the Museum of Birmingham, 3) The Birmingham Museum & 
Archives, 4), The Birmingham Cultural Museum and 5) the Birmingham Heritage Center. There 
were 201 total respondents (including businesses and community stakeholders) who learned 
about the survey through direct email, Facebook, local media articles, the city’s e-newsletter, or 
the city’s Twitter messaging. 85 respondents were residents.  Responses of Birmingham 
residents and the larger group were markedly similar (see attached survey data). The preferred 
name for the museum was The Birmingham Museum (35% of residents; 32% of all 
respondents), followed by The Birmingham Heritage Center (26% residents; 27% all 
respondents).   
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At its February 4, 2016 meeting, the Museum Board unanimously voted to recommend to the 
commission that the museum name be changed from Birmingham Historical Museum & Park to 
The Birmingham Museum.  This name change, if adopted, would help the museum update its 
image and engage a broader audience. The proposed updated mission statement likewise is 
more engaging and inclusive, while maintaining the preservation of Birmingham’s history at the 
core of the museum’s focus.       
 
 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
1)  To approve the proposed name change for the museum from  
 

Birmingham Historical Museum & Park  
to  

The Birmingham Museum  
 
 
2)  To approve the recommended change in the Museum Mission statement from 
 

The Birmingham Historical Museum and Park seeks to foster a greater appreciation and 
understanding of the city's unique heritage by collecting, preserving, cataloguing, and 
exhibiting cultural material relevant to Birmingham's story, and by providing engaging 
and entertaining educational programs that promote this story to a diverse audience. 

to 
The Birmingham Museum will explore meaningful connections with our past, in order 
to enrich our community and enhance its character and sustainability. Our mission is to 
promote understanding of Birmingham's historical and cultural legacy through 
preservation and interpretation of its ongoing story.  

 
 
 
3)  To amend the relevant sections of Ordinance 62-31 and 62-33 as follows: 
 

• Sec. 62-31. - Powers and duties. 

(a) 
Mission statement. The Birmingham Historical Museum and Park seeks to foster a greater 
appreciation and understanding of the city's unique heritage by collecting, preserving, 
cataloguing, and exhibiting cultural material relevant to Birmingham's story, and by 
providing engaging and entertaining educational programs that promote this story to a 
diverse audience. (Approved by the city commission on August 11, 2008, as part of the 
Birmingham Historical Museum and Park's 2008-2013 Strategic Plan). The Birmingham 
Museum will explore meaningful connections with our past, in order to enrich our 
community and enhance its character and sustainability. Our mission is to promote 
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understanding of Birmingham's historical and cultural legacy through preservation and 
interpretation of its ongoing story.  
 

(d) 
The museum board shall have the power to develop, operate and maintain the 1928 Allen 
House, 1822 John West Hunter House and John West Hunter Memorial Park, as part of the 
Birmingham Historical Museum and Park, Birmingham Museum, as a museum and to serve as 
an advisory authority exercising control and management over this cultural resource. 

 

• Sec. 62-33. - Reports. 

The museum board shall make and submit to the city commission annually a report of the general 
activities, operation, and condition of the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park Birmingham 
Museum for the preceding 12 months. The museum board shall, from time to time, as occasion 
requires, either in the annual report, or at any time deemed necessary by the museum board, advise 
the city commission in writing on all matters necessary and proper for and pertaining to the proper 
operation of the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park Birmingham Museum and any of its 
activities or properties. 

 



34.62% 27

14.10% 11

17.95% 14

7.69% 6

25.64% 20

Q1 MUSEUM NAME:  Our current name is
“Birmingham Historical Museum & Park.”

Please review the mission statement above,
and then indicate your preference for a new

name (PLEASE CHOOSE ONLY ONE).
Answered: 78 Skipped: 7

Total 78

Q2 Please rate the following to show how
you feel about museums and what they do.

Answered: 85 Skipped: 0

The Birmingham
Museum

The Museum of
Birmingham

Birmingham
Museum &...

The Birmingham
Cultural Museum

The Birmingham
Heritage Center

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

The Birmingham Museum

The Museum of Birmingham

Birmingham Museum & Archives

The Birmingham Cultural Museum

The Birmingham Heritage Center

1 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

Birmingham Residents (85)



82.35%
70

15.29%
13

1.18%
1

0.00%
0

1.18%
1 85 1.22

39.76%
33

31.33%
26

24.10%
20

3.61%
3

1.20%
1 83 1.95

41.18%
35

37.65%
32

14.12%
12

5.88%
5

1.18%
1 85 1.88

31.76%
27

43.53%
37

20.00%
17

3.53%
3

1.18%
1 85 1.99

44.05%
37

34.52%
29

16.67%
14

2.38%
2

2.38%
2 84 1.85

42.86%
36

44.05%
37

7.14%
6

4.76%
4

1.19%
1 84 1.77

55.29%
47

38.82%
33

3.53%
3

1.18%
1

1.18%
1 85 1.54

8.33%
7

28.57%
24

44.05%
37

14.29%
12

4.76%
4 84 2.79

Q3 MUSEUM VISITS: Please check AS
MANY of the statements below that apply to

you and/or your family: 
Answered: 85 Skipped: 0

Museums should
collect and...

Museums should
offer hands-...

Museums should
help communi...

Museums should
provide...

Museums should
actively hel...

Museums should
provide...

Museums should
provide...

Museums should
publish book...

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Strongly
Agree

Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly
Disagree

Total Weighted
Average

Museums should collect and display objects that have cultural or
historical value.

Museums should offer hands-on experiences for all ages.

Museums should help community members research their interests.

Museums should provide information and materials online.

Museums should actively help people become more culturally aware and
experience new ideas.

Museums should provide child-oriented content, programs, and events.

Museums should provide adult-oriented content, programs, and events.

Museums should publish books and other educational materials.

2 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

Birmingham Residents (85)

1:  Strongly agree
2:  Agree
3:  Neutral 



54.12% 46

25.88% 22

17.65% 15

10.59% 9

21.18% 18

3.53% 3

Total Respondents: 85

Q4 MUSEUM ONLINE: Please check AS
MANY of the statements below that apply to

you and/or your family:
Answered: 85 Skipped: 0

Visited the
museum withi...

Have not
visited the...

Have been to
the park...

Have been to
some of the...

Knew about it,
but haven’t...

Didn’t know
there was a...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Visited the museum within the last 3 years.

Have not visited the museum for 3 or more years.

Have been to the park grounds, but not inside the buildings.

Have been to some of the off-site museum-sponsored lectures and programs.

Knew about it, but haven’t visited.

Didn’t know there was a museum.

3 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

Birmingham Residents (85)



2.35% 2

11.76% 10

49.41% 42

25.88% 22

9.41% 8

51.76% 44

Total Respondents: 85

Q5 ADVERTISING: Please check AS MANY
of the statements below that apply to you

and/or your family. 
Answered: 80 Skipped: 5

Regularly
visit the...

Have visited
the museum...

Have not
visited the...

Have checked
the museum’s...

Have found the
museum throu...

Didn’t know
the museum w...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Regularly visit the museum's Facebook page.

Have visited the museum Facebook page.

Have not visited the museum Facebook page.

Have checked the museum’s website.

Have found the museum through Google or another search engine.

Didn’t know the museum was online.

4 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

Birmingham Residents (85)



12.50% 10

71.25% 57

18.75% 15

25.00% 20

Total Respondents: 80

Q6 ABOUT YOU:  Please check any/all that
apply to you and/or your family:

Answered: 85 Skipped: 0

The museum is
doing enough...

The museum
should do mo...

The museum
should do a...

I/we would
support the...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

The museum is doing enough advertising.

The museum should do more to get the word out.

The museum should do a major advertising campaign.

I/we would support the museum spending money to better advertise.

5 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

Birmingham Residents (85)



85.88% 73

87.06% 74

67.06% 57

75.29% 64

76.47% 65

100.00% 85

23.53% 20

Total Respondents: 85

Q7 A LITTLE MORE ABOUT YOU:  Please
check any/all that apply to you and/or your

family. 
Answered: 84 Skipped: 1

Enjoy the
local library.

Enjoy the
arts, music,...

Enjoy
educational...

Enjoy outdoor
activities a...

Visit museums
in other...

Resident/s of
Birmingham.

Former or
current memb...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Enjoy the local library.

Enjoy the arts, music, & culture.

Enjoy educational programs.

Enjoy outdoor activities and programs.

Visit museums in other communities.

Resident/s of Birmingham.

Former or current member of the Friends of the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park (Birmingham Historical Society).

6 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey
Birmingham Residents (85)



11.90% 10

5.95% 5

11.90% 10

16.67% 14

22.62% 19

52.38% 44

10.71% 9

45.24% 38

26.19% 22

Total Respondents: 84

Q8 GENDER:  Please indicate how many
people in your family are female and male:

Answered: 80 Skipped: 5

0-12 yrs. old

13-17

18-25

26-39

40-54

55 and older

Single adult
household

More than one
adult in...

Adults and
children in...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

0-12 yrs. old

13-17

18-25

26-39

40-54

55 and older

Single adult household

More than one adult in household

Adults and children in household

7 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

Birmingham Residents (85)



2 125 78

2 107 69

Total Respondents: 80

Female (total):

Male (total):

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2

Answer Choices Average Number Total Number Responses

Female (total):

Male (total):

8 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

Birmingham Residents (85)



31.77% 61

10.94% 21

20.31% 39

9.90% 19

27.08% 52

Q1 MUSEUM NAME:  Our current name is
“Birmingham Historical Museum & Park.”

Please review the mission statement above,
and then indicate your preference for a new

name (PLEASE CHOOSE ONLY ONE).
Answered: 192 Skipped: 9

Total 192

The Birmingham
Museum

The Museum of
Birmingham

Birmingham
Museum &...

The Birmingham
Cultural Museum

The Birmingham
Heritage Center

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Answer Choices Responses

The Birmingham Museum

The Museum of Birmingham

Birmingham Museum & Archives

The Birmingham Cultural Museum

The Birmingham Heritage Center

1 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

ALL RESPONDENTS (201) 



Q2 Please rate the following to show how
you feel about museums and what they do.

Answered: 183 Skipped: 18

81.97%
150

14.75%
27

1.09%
2

1.09%
2

1.09%
2 183 1.25

38.67%
70

35.36%
64

22.10%
40

3.31%
6

0.55%
1 181 1.92

43.72%
80

36.61%
67

14.75%
27

4.37%
8

0.55%
1 183 1.81

36.07%
66

42.08%
77

17.49%
32

3.28%
6

1.09%
2 183 1.91

43.65%
79

37.57%
68

15.47%
28

2.21%
4

1.10%
2 181 1.80

44.20%
80

43.09%
78

8.84%
16

3.31%
6

0.55%
1 181 1.73

49.73%
91

43.72%
80

4.92%
9

1.09%
2

0.55%
1 183 1.59

16.48%
30

26.37%
48

42.31%
77

12.09%
22

2.75%
5 182 2.58

Museums should
collect and...

Museums should
offer hands-...

Museums should
help communi...

Museums should
provide...

Museums should
actively hel...

Museums should
provide...

Museums should
provide...

Museums should
publish book...

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Strongly
Agree

Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly
Disagree

Total Weighted
Average

Museums should collect and display objects that have cultural or
historical value.

Museums should offer hands-on experiences for all ages.

Museums should help community members research their interests.

Museums should provide information and materials online.

Museums should actively help people become more culturally aware and
experience new ideas.

Museums should provide child-oriented content, programs, and events.

Museums should provide adult-oriented content, programs, and events.

Museums should publish books and other educational materials.

2 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

ALL RESPONDENTS (201) 

1: Strongly agree
2: Agree
3: Neutral 



55.87% 100

20.67% 37

12.85% 23

15.08% 27

21.79% 39

7.26% 13

Q3 MUSEUM VISITS: Please check AS
MANY of the statements below that apply to

you and/or your family: 
Answered: 179 Skipped: 22

Total Respondents: 179

Visited the
museum withi...

Have not
visited the...

Have been to
the park...

Have been to
some of the...

Knew about it,
but haven’t...

Didn’t know
there was a...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

Visited the museum within the last 3 years.

Have not visited the museum for 3 or more years.

Have been to the park grounds, but not inside the buildings.

Have been to some of the off-site museum-sponsored lectures and programs.

Knew about it, but haven’t visited.

Didn’t know there was a museum.

3 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

ALL RESPONDENTS (201) 



4.05% 7

20.81% 36

45.09% 78

26.59% 46

11.56% 20

45.09% 78

Q4 MUSEUM ONLINE: Please check AS
MANY of the statements below that apply to

you and/or your family:
Answered: 173 Skipped: 28

Total Respondents: 173

Regularly
visit the...

Have visited
the museum...

Have not
visited the...

Have checked
the museum’s...

Have found the
museum throu...

Didn’t know
the museum w...

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Answer Choices Responses

Regularly visit the museum's Facebook page.

Have visited the museum Facebook page.

Have not visited the museum Facebook page.

Have checked the museum’s website.

Have found the museum through Google or another search engine.

Didn’t know the museum was online.

4 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

ALL RESPONDENTS (201) 



13.04% 21

70.81% 114

19.25% 31

28.57% 46

Q5 ADVERTISING: Please check AS MANY
of the statements below that apply to you

and/or your family. 
Answered: 161 Skipped: 40

Total Respondents: 161

The museum is
doing enough...

The museum
should do mo...

The museum
should do a...

I/we would
support the...

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200

Answer Choices Responses

The museum is doing enough advertising.

The museum should do more to get the word out.

The museum should do a major advertising campaign.

I/we would support the museum spending money to better advertise.

5 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

ALL RESPONDENTS (201) 



78.61% 136

84.39% 146

63.01% 109

71.10% 123

72.83% 126

49.13% 85

19.65% 34

Q6 ABOUT YOU:  Please check any/all that
apply to you and/or your family:

Answered: 173 Skipped: 28

Total Respondents: 173

Enjoy the
local library.

Enjoy the
arts, music,...

Enjoy
educational...

Enjoy outdoor
activities a...

Visit museums
in other...

Resident/s of
Birmingham.

Former or
current memb...

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200

Answer Choices Responses

Enjoy the local library.

Enjoy the arts, music, & culture.

Enjoy educational programs.

Enjoy outdoor activities and programs.

Visit museums in other communities.

Resident/s of Birmingham.

Former or current member of the Friends of the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park (Birmingham Historical Society).

6 / 8

Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

ALL RESPONDENTS (201) 



7.47% 13

5.17% 9

10.34% 18

19.54% 34

22.99% 40

50.00% 87

13.22% 23

39.08% 68

17.82% 31

Q7 A LITTLE MORE ABOUT YOU:  Please
check any/all that apply to you and/or your

family. 
Answered: 174 Skipped: 27

Total Respondents: 174

0-12 yrs. old

13-17

18-25

26-39

40-54

55 and older

Single adult
household

More than one
adult in...

Adults and
children in...
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Answer Choices Responses

0-12 yrs. old

13-17

18-25

26-39

40-54

55 and older

Single adult household

More than one adult in household

Adults and children in household
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Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

ALL RESPONDENTS (201) 



1 223 151

2 200 132

Q8 GENDER:  Please indicate how many
people in your family are female and male:

Answered: 157 Skipped: 44

Total Respondents: 157

Female (total):

Male (total):

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2

Answer Choices Average Number Total Number Responses

Female (total):

Male (total):
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Museum Name and Image Survey SurveyMonkey

ALL RESPONDENTS (201) 
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE 

At the meeting of Monday, April 11, 2016 the Birmingham City Commission intends to 
appoint one member to the Architectural Review Committee to serve a three-year term to 
expire April 11, 2019.  Members of this Committee will be appointed by the Commission. 
The Committee shall consist of three Michigan licensed architects who reside in the City of 
Birmingham.   

The purpose of this committee is to review certain public improvement projects initiated by 
the City and referred to the committee by the City Manager or his/her designee.  The 
Committee is expected to offer opinions as to what physical alterations or enhancements 
could be made to these projects in order to improve the aesthetic quality of the project and 
the City’s overall physical environment. 

Interested citizens may submit an application available at the City Clerk’s Office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunities. Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's 
office on or before noon on Wednesday, April 6, 2016.  These applications will appear in the 
public agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City Commission will discuss 
recommendations, and may make nominations and vote on the appointments. 

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

Criteria/Qualifications of Open Position Date 
Applications Due 
(by noon) 

Date of 
Interview 

Michigan Licensed Architect & 
Resident of the City of Birmingham 

4/6/16 4/11/16 
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ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE
Resolution #:  03-101-04 
 
Purpose:  To review certain public improvement projects initiated by the city and referred to the committee by the  city manager 
or his/her designee.  The committee is expected to offer opinions as to what physical alterations or  enhancements could be 
made to these projects in order to improve the aesthetic quality of the project and the city’s  overall physical environment. 
 
Members:  The committee shall consist of three Michigan licensed architects who reside in the City of Birmingham. 
 
Term:  Three years 
 
 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Bertollini Larry

1275 Webster

(248) 646-6677

lbertollini@att.net

Michigan Licensed Architect & 
Resident of Birmingham

4/11/20186/25/2012

Bonney Scott

633 Vinewood

(248) 646-3572

(248) 352-8310

zoot@comcast.net

Michigan Licensed Architect & 
Resident of Birmingham

4/11/20175/24/2004

Longe Christopher

1253 Yosemite

(248) 258-6940

(248) 258-6940

cjlonge@cjlongeaia.com

Michigan Licensed Architect & 
Resident of Birmingham

4/11/20165/24/2004

Wednesday, March 09, 2016 Page 1 of 1



NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
PUBLIC ARTS BOARD 

At the regular meeting of Monday, April 11, 2016 the Birmingham City Commission intends to 
appoint one member to the Public Arts Board to serve the remainder of a three-year term to 
expire January 28, 2017. 

In so far as possible, the members shall represent a major cultural institution, a registered 
architect of the State of Michigan, an artist, an art historian, and an art consultant. 
Members may also be members of the Historic District Commission, Design Review Board, 
the Parks and Recreation Board, or the Planning Board.  At least four members of the 
Board shall be residents of the City of Birmingham.   

The objectives of the Public Arts Board are to enrich the City's civic and cultural heritage; 
to promote a rich, diverse, and stimulating cultural environment in order to enrich the lives 
of the City's residents, business owners, employees, and all visitors; and to establish an 
environment where differing points of view are fostered, expected, and celebrated by 
providing the opportunity for such expression through the display of public art. 

Interested citizens may apply for this position by submitting an application available from the 
city clerk's office.  Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's office on or before noon 
on Wednesday, April 6, 2016.  These applications will appear in the public agenda for the 
regular meeting at which time the commission will discuss recommendations, and may make 
nominations and vote on the appointments.  

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

NOTE:  This is to fill the vacancy due to the resignation of Kara Lividini. 

Criteria/Qualifications of Open Position Date 
Applications Due 
(by noon) 

Date of 
Interview 

Members shall, in so far as possible, represent a 
major cultural institution, a registered architect of 
the State of Michigan, an artist, an art historian, 
and an art consultant.  Members may also be 
members of the Historic District Commission, 
Design Review Board, the Parks and Recreation 
Board, or the Planning Board.   

At least four members of the Board shall be 
residents of the City of Birmingham.   

4/6/16 4/11/16 
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PUBLIC ARTS BOARD
City Code - Chapter 78, Article V 
Terms - 3 years 
Members - At least 4 members shall be residents of the City of Birmingham.  The remaining members
may or may not be residents of Birmingham.  In so far as possible, the members shall represent a
major cultural institution, a registered architect of the State of Michigan, an artist, an art historian,
and an art consultant.  Members may also be members of the HDDRC, the Parks and Recreation
Board, or the Planning Board. 
Objectives -  
 to enrich the City's civic and cultural heritage;  
 to promote a rich, diverse, and stimulating cultural environment in order to enrich the lives of the

City's residents, business owners, employees, and all visitors;  
 to establish an environment where differing points of view are fostered, expected, and celebrated 

by providing the opportunity for such expression through the display of public art. 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Heller Barbara

176 Linden

(248) 540-1310

(313) 833-7834

bheller@dia.org

Resident Member

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20181/28/2002

Klinger Phyllis

1844 Bowers

(248) 594-4240

pklingerlawfirm@yahoo.com

Resident Member

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20183/18/2013

Kowaleski Diane

750 Hazelwood

248-594-1974

dfkowal@gmail.com

Resident Member

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20174/23/2012

Lividini Kara

412 Berwyn

313.645.9511

ktertzag@ford.com

Resident Member

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20177/28/2014

Wednesday, March 09, 2016 Page 1 of 2



Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
Fax

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Mettler Maggie

544 Wallace

(248) 703-8006

mlmettler@gmail.com

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20191/12/2015

Suchara Ava

2160 Fairway

(248) 645-1319

asuchara@comcast.net

Student Representative

Birmingham 48009

12/31/20162/8/2016

VACANT 1/28/2019

Wells Linda

588 Cherry Ct.

(248) 647-1165

lawells126@gmail.com

Resident Member

Birmingham 48009

1/28/20192/11/2013
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MEMORANDUM 
 

        Department of Public Services 
 
DATE:   March 4, 2016 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Jacquelyn Brito, Golf Manager 
 
SUBJECT: Golf Report – 2015 Review – 2016 Prospectus 
 
 
Attached is the Golf Report – 2015 Review – 2016 Prospectus.  This annual report is a 
compilation of the results of the 2015 golf season, a 10 year review of annual rounds, revenue 
and expenditure comparisons, a five-year financial projection and a forecast for the 2016 
season.  It also includes an update on the upcoming 2016 marketing strategies.  There is no 
change from the 2015 golf course fees and rates or with the rates for the passes and packages.  
The Parks and Recreation Board received and reviewed the report at their March 1, 2016 
meeting. 
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GOLF REPORT 
2015 REVIEW / 2016 PROSPECTUS 

 
2015 REVIEW: 

First and foremost, I would like to thank all of our staff for their continuous efforts 
throughout the season to make this another successful year.  We are pleased to report 
that we made a net operating income of $237,485, this is an increase of $25,118, or 
11% compared to 2014.  Lincoln Hills generated a net surplus of $210,802 and we are 
excited to report that Springdale was in the black again with a net surplus of $26,683.    
 
Opening Day at Lincoln Hills was April 1st and Springdale followed on April 6th.  Spring 
was nothing like 2014 with the low temperatures and precipitation we experienced, we 
were only closed 3 days at Lincoln Hills and 4 days at Springdale this year.   
 
We did endure skunk damage late in the season at Springdale that affected numerous 
areas in the rough and fairways. The skunks feed upon grubs and were treated but 
these areas were beat up twice: the grubs ate the roots of the grass plant, and then the 
skunks came in and tore up the turf to feed on the grubs.  The maintenance crew 
addressed these areas with insecticides, seed, and cultivating practices and we will be 
back to our pristine conditions in 2016. 
 
As with each season, our goal is to increase memberships across the board. Our 
Resident memberships totaled 2,090 which is an increase of 357, or 20% compared to 
2014.  Non-Resident membership also increased this season by 89, or 13% and the 
Business membership had a slight increase of 7, or 6%.  We contribute these increases 
to our aggressive marketing campaign in the Spring as we focused on targeting those 
Residents who have not been with us in the past years with a special invitation to come 
back and visit us.  For the first time, we sent out a direct mailer to the surrounding 
residents of Springdale for an Open House event. 
 

 

RESIDENT MEMBERSHIPS # # # # #

Resident 2,090 1,733 2,007 1,843 1,244

OTHER MEMBERSHIPS # % # % # % # % # %

Business 109 12.73% 102 13.42% 99 13.20% 101 13.56% 84 14.81%

Non-Resident - Individual 475 55.49% 406 53.42% 401 53.47% 398 53.42% 343 60.49%

Non-Resident - Dual 194 22.66% 175 23.03% 185 24.67% 186 24.97% 111 19.58%

Non-Resident - Family 78 9.11% 77 10.13% 65 8.67% 60 8.05% 29 5.11%

Total 856 100% 760 100% 750 100% 745 100% 567 100%

TOTAL MEMBERSHIPS 2,946 2,493 2,757 2,588 1,811

5 Year  Membership Analysis  (2011 - 2015)

CY 2015  CY 2014 CY 2013 CY 2012 CY 2011
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A direct correlation to increasing our member base is the increase to our rounds of golf. 
We ended with a combined total of 55,603 which was an increase of 5,519 or 11%.   
Every year we alternate closing a course in the fall.  Springdale closed on October 11th 
and Lincoln Hills remained open until December 16th.  We had a much better spring 
than 2014 as the month of May surpassed last season by 16% and with a beautiful 
September we exceeded rounds by 11%.  The weather continued through the fall as 
we had a total of 5,577 rounds for the months of October, November and December, 
an increase of 31% compared to 2014 (4,240 rounds.)  Overall, we enjoyed great 
weather with only a few interruptions from “Mother Nature”. 
 

                          
 
We are constantly striving to increase our food and beverage revenues.  We did reach 
our goal of increasing these revenues by 10% over last year with an increase of $8,976, 
or 11% as shown in the table below.  Our overall sales mix remained consistent with 
2014 where our food and beverage sales consisted of 57% of total sales, 41% for beer 
and 2% for wine.   
 

 
 

ROUNDS %

MONTH 2014 2015 DIFFERENCE DIFFERENCE

January 0 0 0 0.00%

February 0 0 0 0.00%

March 0 0 0 0.00%

April 4,357 4,800 443 10.17%

May 7,886 9,185 1,299 16.47%

June 9,546 9,824 278 2.91%

July 9,775 10,936 1,161 11.88%

August 8,460 8,811 351 4.15%

September 5,820 6,470 650 11.17%

October 3,408 3,574 166 4.87%

November 708 1,489 781 110.31%

December 124 514 390 314.52%

TOTALS 50,084 55,603 5,519 11.02%

2015 2014 2013 2012 2011

REVENUES SALES % SALES % SALES % SALES % SALES %

Food & Beverage $48,125 56.94% $42,882 56.77% $46,935 60.25% $37,890 73.72% $24,652 100.00%

Beer $34,999 41.41% $31,050 41.11% $29,494 37.86% $12,728 24.76%   

Wine $1,390 1.64% $1,602 2.12% $1,469 1.89% $779 1.51%   

TOTAL F&B $84,514 100% $75,534 100% $77,897 100% $51,396 100% $24,652 100%

Food and Beverage 5 Year  Comparison (2011-2015)
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The food and beverage department is slowly growing and we keep striving to raise the 
bar each season.  We analyze the “end of the year” survey and listen to the requests of 
our members and update the menu items to their liking.  I have found over the years 
that you constantly need to be updating, renovating and evolving with the ever-
changing taste of the public to be successful.   
 
Another attribute to building this revenue item, is the addition of golf outings.  We are 
competitvely priced and offer the whole package just as our local competitors.  We will 
continue to market this segment at our upcoming annual Suburban Golf Show that is 
held in March.  This has been a proven venue for enhanced exposure of our beautiful 
golf courses.  In the tables below are a list of our golf outings that have brought 
additional food and beverage revenues of $8,245  
                    
                         

                                         

Club Events for 2015 Date #

Nine & Dine June 25

Nite Golf May, July, Sept 135

Parent/Child July & Sept 68

Club Championship 8/1  &  8/2 21

Jr Club Championship 13-Aug 66

City Championship 17-Sep 21

Turkey Shoot Charity 17-Nov 32

368

Outside Events for 2015 Date #

Groves JV Parent/Child 16-May 16

Church of Light 30-May 24

NEXT 1-Jun 54

Redico 9-Jun 20

Asset Health 11-Jun 20

Sr Men's VS Grosse Pointe 16-Jun 44

NCC Media 17-Jun 24

Sofgi 19-Jun 24

Optimist 20-Jun 17

One Club Event 2-Jul 26

Redeemer Luthern Church 20-Aug 20

Seaholm Football Boosters 22-Aug 44

NEXT League Finale 31-Aug 21

Thur Sr Men's 10-Sep 35

Wells Fargo 16-Sep 16

Rolling Golfer Club 23-Sep 40

445

3



JUNIOR GOLF PROGRAM 
We had a total of 467 participants this year that generated revenues of $86,140, an 
increase of $2,370 compared to 2014 ($83,770) with a net operating profit of 
$48,427.   
 
Our program consists of three groups that are comprised of different skill and age 
levels: The Birdies; The Eagles; and the Aces.  The Birdies range from age six to nine 
and have very little or no experience.  The Eagles range from age ten to thirteen and 
have been playing on the course and has knowledge of the game.  The Aces range 
from twelve to fifteen and focuses on course management and fine tuning their game.   
 
Our online registrants totaled 145 which were 16% above last year’s registrations of 
124.  Eliminating all tee times from Springdale this season worked incredibly well and 
the members enjoyed the additional tee times.  Below is a chart showing the last six 
years of activity. 
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Birdies 5 135 162 152 159 186
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Aces 70 69 49 62 45 44

Total 310 457 459 442 438 467
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ROUNDS AT LINCOLN HILLS 
 
We are excited to report that we reached 31,741 rounds this season which is an 
increase of 4,776, or 17% compared to last year.  In fact, it is one of the highest 
seasons on record with the closest year being 2004 (31,401).    
 
 
 
 

    
 
 
 
 
 
              
                                              

LINCOLN HILLS

2014 % 2015 %

Resident Adult 2,283 8.47% 2,496 7.86%

Resident Sr 3,052 11.32% 3,858 12.15%

Resident Jr 901 3.34% 908 2.86%

Non-Resident Adult 1,030 3.82% 1,057 3.33%

Non-Resident Sr 3,198 11.86% 4,753 14.97%

Non-Resident Jr 350 1.30% 483 1.52%

Business 338 1.25% 589 1.86%

Guests 5,834 21.64% 6,807 21.45%

City 49 0.18% 80 0.25%

Leagues 4,778 17.72% 4,696 14.79%

Outings 352 1.31% 469 1.48%

Jr Golf Program 2,249 8.34% 2,248 7.08%

High School 639 2.37% 722 2.27%

Unlimited Pass 255 0.95% 258 0.81%

Twilight 1,569 5.82% 1,926 6.07%

Other 88 0.33% 391 1.23%

TOTALS 26,965 100% 31,741 100%

Customer Type Anaylsis
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2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Rounds Played 29,455 27,898 29,905 25,950 21,335 21,925 25,240 28,397 26,965 31,741
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ROUNDS AT SPRINGDALE 
 
Springdale ended with 23,862 rounds which is a 3% increase compared to last year.  
We strongly look at the activity during May through September for they are the peak 
periods of the season.  The months of October through April are considered our “gravy” 
months and we never know what “Mother Nature” has planned.  This year during the 
peak, we had a total of 21,241 rounds compared to 2014 (19,175), an increase of 
2,066, or 10%.    
 
 
 
   

     
 
 
 
 
 
  
 

SPRINGDALE

2014 % 2015 %

Resident Adult 2,237 9.68% 2,119 8.88%

Resident Sr 3,642 15.75% 3,162 13.25%

Resident Jr 712 3.08% 780 3.27%

Non-Resident Adult 673 2.91% 635 2.66%

Non-Resident Sr 4,041 17.48% 4,510 18.90%

Non-Resident Jr 195 0.84% 153 0.64%

Business 458 1.98% 479 2.01%

Guests 4,417 19.11% 4,302 18.03%

City 82 0.35% 62 0.26%

Leagues 3,960 17.13% 4,306 18.05%

Outings 269 1.16% 344 1.44%

Jr Golf Program 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

High School 444 1.92% 495 2.07%

Unlimited Pass 292 1.26% 166 0.70%

Twilight 1,580 6.83% 2,009 8.42%

Other 117 0.51% 340 1.42%

TOTALS 23,119 100% 23,862 100%

Customer Type Anaylsis
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2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Rounds Played 24,546 24,097 26,674 27,716 25,782 19,668 28,996 24,669 23,119 23,862
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MONTH LH SD Total LH SD Total LH SD Total LH SD Total LH SD Total

January 0 0 0 164 0 164 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

February 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

March 714 0 714 630 0 630 0 0 0 0 1,282 1,282 0 1,048 1,048

April 2,802 2,477 5,279 1,789 1,254 3,043 2,467 2,229 4,696 1,736 2,089 3,825 1,154 2,873 4,027

May 3,401 3,698 7,099 3,777 3,622 7,399 4,012 3,686 7,698 3,884 3,770 7,654 3,345 2,641 5,986

June 5,127 4,697 9,824 5,101 4,404 9,505 5,208 4,884 10,092 5,035 4,455 9,490 4,386 3,958 8,344

July 5,663 5,362 11,025 5,655 4,885 10,540 6,071 5,479 11,550 5,783 5,423 11,206 5,058 4,361 9,419

August 5,340 4,696 10,036 4,887 3,821 8,708 5,860 5,149 11,009 5,308 4,576 9,884 4,659 4,172 8,831

September 2,921 2,711 5,632 3,586 3,155 6,741 3,377 2,955 6,332 3,237 2,988 6,225 2,733 2,636 5,369

October 1,660 905 2,565 2,309 1,984 4,293 2,040 2,292 4,332 967 1,567 2,534 0 3,049 3,049

November 1,450 0 1,450 972 972 870 0 870 0 1,493 1,493 0 1,044 1,044

December 377 0 377 0 0 0 0 0 0 73 73 0 0 0

TOTALS 29,455 24,546 54,001 27,898 24,097 51,995 29,905 26,674 56,579 25,950 27,716 53,666 21,335 25,782 47,117

MONTH LH SD Total LH SD Total LH SD Total LH SD Total LH SD Total

January 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

February 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

March 181 0 181 405 1,572 1,977 0 292 292 0 0 0 0 0 0

April 1,527 720 2,247 2,420 2,591 5,011 1,573 2,260 3,833 3,705 652 4,357 3,087 1,713 4,800

May 2,725 2,512 5,237 4,433 4,129 8,562 4,314 3,797 8,111 4,393 3,493 7,886 4,892 4,293 9,185

June 4,148 3,994 8,142 5,206 4,522 9,728 5,774 4,406 10,180 5,330 4,216 9,546 5,556 4,268 9,824

July 4,177 4,258 8,435 4,707 4,651 9,358 5,098 4,286 9,384 5,139 4,636 9,775 5,718 5,218 10,936

August 4,289 4,491 8,780 4,128 4,449 8,577 5,195 4,695 9,890 4,376 4,084 8,460 4,408 4,403 8,811

September 1,925 2,366 4,291 3,145 3,071 6,216 3,019 3,154 6,173 3,074 2,746 5,820 3,411 3,059 6,470

October 1,932 1,327 3,259 796 2,495 3,291 2,795 1,779 4,574 915 2,493 3,408 2,666 908 3,574

November 1,021 0 1,021 0 1,104 1,104 576 0 576 33 675 708 1,489 0 1,489

December 0 0 0 0 412 412 53 0 53 0 124 124 514 0 514

TOTALS 21,925 19,668 41,593 25,240 28,996 54,236 28,397 24,669 53,066 26,965 23,119 50,084 31,741 23,862 55,603

2010

History of Rounds - Calendar Years  2006 - 2015

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

2006 2007 2008 2009
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L.H.G.C. S.D.G.C. TOTAL

CATEGORY ROUNDS % ROUNDS % ROUNDS %

Weekdays 16,919 53.30% 11,875 49.77% 28,794 51.78%

Weekends 9,912 31.23% 7,463 31.28% 17,375 31.25%

Leagues 4,696 14.79% 4,306 18.05% 9,002 16.19%

Other 214 0.67% 218 0.91% 432 0.78%

Total 31,741 100% 23,862 100% 55,603 100%

L.H.G.C. S.D.G.C. TOTAL

CATEGORY ROUNDS % ROUNDS % ROUNDS %

Resident 7,262 22.88% 6,061 25.40% 13,323 23.96%

Non-Resident 6,293 19.83% 5,298 22.20% 11,591 20.85%

Business 589 1.86% 479 2.01% 1,068 1.92%

Leagues 4,696 14.79% 4,306 18.05% 9,002 16.19%

Guest 6,807 21.45% 4,302 18.03% 11,109 19.98%

City Employee 80 0.25% 62 0.26% 142 0.26%

Outings 469 1.48% 344 1.44% 813 1.46%

Twilight 1,926 6.07% 2,009 8.42% 3,935 7.08%

High School 722 2.27% 495 2.07% 1,217 2.19%

Jr Golf Program 2,248 7.08% 0 0.00% 2,248 4.04%

Unlimited Pass 258 0.81% 166 0.70% 424 0.76%

Other 391 1.23% 340 1.42% 731 1.31%

Total 31,741 100% 23,862 100% 55,603 100%

L.H.G.C. S.D.G.C. TOTAL

CATEGORY ROUNDS % ROUNDS % ROUNDS %

Senior 17,031 53.66% 14,622 61.28% 31,653 56.93%

Adult 8,592 27.07% 6,338 26.56% 14,930 26.85%

Junior 5,798 18.27% 2,455 10.29% 8,253 14.84%

Other 320 1.01% 447 1.87% 767 1.38%

Total 31,741 100% 23,862 100% 55,603 100%

2015 ROUNDS STATISTICS
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REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES – LINCOLN HILLS 

 

 

   

LINCOLN HILLS G.C. 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009

REVENUES 717,911 645,208 829,695 773,645 1,370,629 486,004 567,733

IMPRELIS FUNDS 122,986

G.F. CONTRIBUTION 65,670 210,000 848,446

REVENUES NET OF G.F. CONT. 717,911 645,208 641,039 563,645 522,183 486,004 567,733

EXPENDITURES 446,476 408,831 481,400 573,685 586,736 551,231 686,987

OPERATING INCOME/(LOSS) Before Dep 271,436 236,377 159,640 (10,040) (64,554) (65,227) (119,254)

DEPRECIATION 60,634 52,817 57,893 53,756 62,017 36,616 13,912

CONTRIBUTION TO G.F. 10,000 20,003 20,000 20,000

NET SURPLUS/(LOSS) 210,802 183,560 101,747 (73,796) (146,574) (121,843) (153,166)

CALENDAR YEAR 7-YEAR ANALYSIS  (2009 - 2015)

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Revenues 695,824 596,255 653,217 567,733 486,004 522,183 563,645 641,039 645,208 717,911

Expenditures 611,461 607,998 625,516 720,899 607,847 668,756 637,441 534,703 461,648 507,109
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REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES – SPRINGDALE 

 

 

SPRINGDALE G.C. 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009

REVENUES 453,342 430,076 543,239 510,833 365,113 449,129 467,194

IMPRELIS FUNDS 69,060

G.F. CONTRIBUTION 25,930

REVENUES NET OF CONTRIBUTIONS 453,342 430,076 448,249 510,833 365,113 449,129 467,194

EXPENDITURES 376,739 353,568 444,705 469,336 426,679 452,885 471,798

OPERATING INCOME/(LOSS) Before Dep 76,603 76,508 3,544 41,498 (61,565) (3,757) (4,604)

DEPRECIATION 49,919 47,701 49,511 61,357 45,676 18,583 18,583

NET SURPLUS/(LOSS) 26,683 28,807 (45,968) (19,859) (107,241) (22,339) (23,187)

CALENDAR YEAR 7-YEAR ANALYSIS  (2009 - 2015)

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Revenues 430,548 420,213 461,509 467,194 449,129 365,113 510,833 448,249 430,076 453,342

Expenditures 495,406 483,661 514,234 490,381 471,468 472,355 530,692 486,336 401,269 426,659
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REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES – COMBINED COURSES 

 

 

COMBINED COURSES 2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009

REVENUES 1,171,253 1,075,284 1,372,934 1,284,479 1,735,742 935,133 1,034,927

IMPRELIS FUNDS 192,046

G.F. CONTRIBUTION (G.F. CONT.) 91,600 210,000 848,446

REVENUES NET OF G.F. CONT. 1,171,253 1,075,284 1,089,288 1,074,479 887,296 935,133 1,034,927

EXPENDITURES

ADMINISTRATIVE 38,423 37,250 35,097 32,860 33,194 31,614 30,132

MAINTENANCE 343,681 295,154 445,849 535,625 556,524 541,033 564,075

CLUBHOUSE 441,111 429,995 445,159 474,536 423,697 431,470 564,578

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 823,215 762,399 926,105 1,043,021 1,013,415 1,004,117 1,158,785

OPERATING INCOME/(LOSS) Before Dep 348,038 312,885 163,183 31,458 (126,119) (68,984) (123,858)

DEPRECIATION (DEP.) 110,553 100,518 107,404 115,112 107,693 55,198 32,495

G.F. CONTRIBUTION (G.F. CONT.) 10,000 20,003 20,000 20,000

NET SURPLUS/(LOSS) 237,485 212,367 55,779 (93,655) (253,815) (144,182) (176,353)

CALENDAR YEAR   7-YEAR ANALYSIS  (2009 - 2015)

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Revenues 1,126,372 1,016,468 1,114,726 1,034,927 935,133 887,296 1,074,479 1,089,288 1,075,284 1,171,253

Expenditures 1,106,867 1,091,659 1,139,750 1,211,280 1,079,315 1,141,111 1,168,133 1,021,039 862,917 933,768
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Revenue and Expenditures – Calendar Years – 2011 -2015 

 

 

 

 

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

REVENUES: SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL

WEEKDAY GREENS FEES 154,927 160,536 315,462 217,027 168,098 385,125 181,583 197,074 378,657 162,552 180,890 343,442 186,016 207,924 393,940

WEEKEND GREENS FEES 68,683 97,490 166,173 101,281 107,019 208,299 89,905 105,302 195,208 94,702 110,808 205,510 84,132 116,219 200,351

FOOD & BEVERAGE 9,178 15,474 24,652 26,246 25,150 51,396 29,458 48,439 77,897 31,507 44,027 75,534 34,535 49,979 84,514

MERCHANDISE 3,830 5,012 8,842 6,316 8,445 14,761 6,908 16,401 23,309 7,413 13,534 20,947 7,669 18,727 26,395

PULL CART RENTAL 4,772 4,807 9,579 5,512 4,423 9,935 4,163 4,015 8,178 4,643 4,274 8,917 4,817 4,823 9,639

GOLF CART RENTAL 51,638 57,366 109,004 79,377 72,104 151,481 73,021 82,906 155,927 71,323 77,780 149,103 74,204 96,111 170,314

GAM HANDICAP 0 0 0 505 1,150 1,655 650 1,322 1,972 596 1,142 1,738 452 1,232 1,684

CLASSES 0 88,655 88,655 0 86,798 86,798 11 89,882 89,893 0 90,142 90,142 0 95,130 95,130

BUSINESS MEMBERSHIPS 4,200 4,200 8,400 5,885 4,535 10,420 5,200 4,600 9,800 4,440 5,800 10,240 4,120 6,800 10,920

NON-RESIDENT MEMBERSHIPS 46,750 46,750 93,500 53,585 63,035 116,620 41,760 66,881 108,641 38,855 77,765 116,620 40,059 89,709 129,768

UNLIMITED GOLF PASS 0 0 0 3,100 2,800 5,900 3,475 3,945 7,420 0 4,600 4,600 1,000 4,050 5,050

PACKAGE CLUB PASSES 0 0 0 0 1,015 1,015 435 1,705 2,140 435 145 580 145 580 725

TOURNAMENT ENTRY FEES 700 2,450 3,150 2,970 2,232 5,202 1,319 7,990 9,309 3,909 6,447 10,356 5,221 5,129 10,350

INTEREST INCOME 0 4,021 4,021 0 8,311 8,311 0 (2,272) (2,272) 0 15,036 15,036 0 11,937 11,937

LEASE INCOME 9,750 12,291 22,041 9,000 11,705 20,705 9,495 12,056 21,551 9,600 12,418 22,018 9,600 8,093 17,693

CELL TOWER ACCESS FEE 0 0 0 0 0 0 645 645 1,289 0 0 0 998 999 1,997

MISCELLANEOUS INCOME 10,801 23,343 34,144 5 (3,187) (3,182) 69,281 123,130 192,410 91 375 467 337 415 752

CASH OVERAGE/(SHORTAGE) (114) (213) (327) 24 13 37 0 5 5 11 25 36 38 54 93

GENERAL FUND CONTRIBUTION 0 848,446 848,446 210,000 210,000 25,930 65,670 91,600 0 0 0 0 0 0

TOTAL REVENUES 365,113 1,370,629 1,735,742 510,833 773,645 1,284,479 543,239 829,695 1,372,934 430,076 645,208 1,075,284 453,342 717,911 1,171,253

EXPENSES: 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

ADMINISTRATIVE SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL

ADMINISTRATIVE CHARGE 15,997 15,997 31,994 16,430 16,430 32,860 16,875 16,875 33,750 18,525 18,525 37,050 18,510 18,510 37,020

AUDIT 600 600 1,200 0 0 0 674 674 1,347 100 100 200 702 702 1,403

SUB-TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE 16,597 16,597 33,194 16,430 16,430 32,860 17,549 17,549 35,097 18,625 18,625 37,250 19,212 19,212 38,423
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2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

MAINTENANCE SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL

SALARIES AND WAGES 98,521 127,782 226,303 103,069 122,038 225,107 92,044 93,255 185,298 57,322 63,643 120,964 75,166 89,259 164,425

OVERTIME PAY 2,651 7,021 9,671 323 720 1,042 12,443 12,141 24,583 232 227 459 (2,158) (3,157) (5,315)

LONGEVITY 1,584 1,597 3,182 990 990 1,981 682 682 1,364 648 648 1,296 (600) (600) (1,199)

FICA 7,824 10,386 18,210 7,968 9,423 17,391 8,112 8,181 16,292 4,142 5,090 9,232 5,503 6,505 12,008

HOSPITALIZATION 10,745 15,333 26,078 11,157 13,214 24,371 10,447 10,397 20,844 4,163 4,072 8,234 3,519 3,508 7,027

LIFE 208 273 481 216 245 460 202 201 403 171 169 340 184 183 367

RETIREE HEALTH CARE 13,566 18,835 32,401 15,314 17,348 32,662 17,037 16,965 34,002 5,866 5,758 11,624 (852) (977) (1,828)

DENTAL/OPTICAL 928 1,259 2,187 1,059 1,223 2,282 1,015 1,010 2,025 727 722 1,450 674 672 1,346

DISABILITY INSURANCE 505 676 1,181 433 499 932 421 418 839 301 299 600 280 279 559

WORKER'S COMPENSATION 1,457 1,885 3,341 1,317 1,545 2,863 1,251 1,263 2,513 665 804 1,469 731 858 1,589

SICK TIME PAY OUT 0 0 0 0 0 0 153 153 306 (226) (226) (452) 0 0 0

RETIREMENT CONTRIBUTION 9,548 12,506 22,054 11,138 12,602 23,740 12,094 12,039 24,133 929 858 1,787 (954) (971) (1,925)

HRA BENEFIT 256 250 506 522 522 1,044 529 529 1,058 510 510 1,020 10 10 20

HEALTH SAVINGS BENEFIT 2,081 2,556 4,638 343 553 896 214 210 424 1,451 1,446 2,897 2,148 2,162 4,310

OPERATING SUPPLIES 39,536 53,031 92,567 48,438 49,238 97,677 40,261 40,245 80,506 37,352 41,563 78,915 38,840 38,170 77,011

OTHER CONTRACTUAL SERVICE 1,382 1,882 3,264 858 3,015 3,874 0 1,512 1,512 2,004 3,872 5,876 11,150 5,707 16,857

TELEPHONE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52 52 0 0 0 0 0 0

ELECTRICITY 4,011 9,339 13,350 4,580 11,770 16,350 3,578 11,598 15,176 2,079 9,389 11,468 2,978 10,410 13,388

GAS 1,598 902 2,500 1,411 1,119 2,531 1,572 1,165 2,738 1,141 887 2,028 1,532 935 2,467

WATER 0 678 678 3,534 516 4,051 0 332 332 0 194 194 0 182 182

TRAINING 245 589 833 228 228 455 270 270 540 50 50 100 593 593 1,187

PRINTING & PUBLISHING 360 359 720 25 25 50 180 440 620 54 54 109 60 60 119

EQUIPMENT RENTAL 44,095 48,836 92,931 32,829 43,038 75,868 7,551 9,658 17,208 15,597 19,948 35,545 22,078 24,018 46,096

BUILDINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT (275) (275) (550) 0 0 0 7,880 4,589 12,470 0 3,995 3,995 0 0 0

PUBLIC IIMPROVEMENTS 0 0 0 0 18,590 18,590 2,495 2,495 4,990

CONTRIBUTED EXP - CAP OUTLAY 0 0 (7,270) (4,589) (11,860) 0 (22,585) (22,585) 0 0 0

SUB-TOTAL MAINTENANCE 240,826 315,699 556,524 245,753 289,872 535,625 210,664 222,715 433,379 135,177 159,977 295,154 163,378 180,303 343,681
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2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

CLUBHOUSE: SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL SPRINGDALE LINC. HILLS TOTAL

SALARIES AND WAGES 83,106 101,373 184,478 94,606 102,232 196,838 99,916 111,801 211,717 98,279 112,320 210,599 88,016 123,961 211,977

OVERTIME 2,179 712 2,891 2,582 1,284 3,866 3,552 6,070 9,622 940 1,180 2,120 (782) 1,885 1,103

LONGEVITY 1,068 1,068 2,136 890 890 1,780 478 478 956 291 291 583 (221) (221) (442)

FICA 6,553 7,838 14,390 7,537 8,021 15,557 7,937 9,036 16,973 8,426 9,053 17,479 6,656 9,608 16,263

HOSPITALIZATION 5,974 5,974 11,947 3,483 3,422 6,904 2,849 2,877 5,726 818 823 1,641 11,026 11,150 22,176

LIFE 143 143 287 87 87 174 54 57 111 43 44 87 22 23 45

RETIREE HEALTH CARE 9,135 9,122 18,257 5,926 5,885 11,812 4,370 4,437 8,807 2,157 2,177 4,334 165 252 416

DENTAL/OPTICAL 543 543 1,087 415 413 828 285 298 583 148 149 298 59 66 126

DISABILITY 290 290 580 169 167 336 116 120 235 60 60 120 24 28 52

WORKER'S COMPENSATION 1,159 1,395 2,553 1,190 1,268 2,458 1,219 1,377 2,596 1,268 1,374 2,642 840 1,217 2,057

SICK TIME PAYOUT 301 301 602 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

RETIREMENT CONTRIBUTION 6,876 6,884 13,760 4,378 4,348 8,726 2,313 2,359 4,673 (1,245) (1,237) (2,481) (700) (712) (1,412)

HRA BENEFIT 288 250 538 20 20 40 21 23 44 20 20 40 20 20 40

HEALTH SAVINGS BENEFIT 313 350 663 231 229 460 158 205 363 218 219 437 20 53 72

OPERATING SUPPLIES 7,960 9,989 17,949 17,581 15,498 33,079 6,689 11,694 18,383 6,914 14,571 21,485 9,600 10,030 19,630

CONCESSIONS 0 0 0 0 0 0 (944) (1,663) (2,608) 0 0 0 0 0 0

FOOD & BEVERAGE 7,181 9,686 16,867 11,480 12,581 24,061 10,951 14,978 25,929 11,001 15,324 26,324 12,537 18,225 30,762

BEER & WINE PURCHASES 0 0 0 2,601 1,914 4,515 4,597 5,679 10,276 5,068 5,586 10,654 5,759 6,562 12,321

INSTRUCTORS 0 69,009 69,009 0 62,440 62,440 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

OTHER CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 0 0 0 7,001 3,388 10,388 12,497 11,235 23,733 11,343 9,817 21,160 9,171 10,082 19,253

TELEPHONE 0 0 0 141 126 267 550 746 1,296 764 771 1,535 1,198 952 2,150

MERCHANDISE 3,366 3,092 6,458 4,517 7,144 11,660 7,320 12,279 19,599 4,491 10,575 15,066 6,197 12,733 18,931

CONTRACTUAL ALARM 647 1,882 2,530 912 2,173 3,085 1,074 2,273 3,347 946 1,546 2,491 747 1,674 2,421

ELECTRICITY 4,476 0 4,476 6,448 25 6,473 5,349 0 5,349 4,281 0 4,281 4,563 0 4,563

GAS 2,109 269 2,378 1,161 474 1,635 1,629 452 2,081 1,729 282 2,011 1,632 282 1,915

WATER 1,613 488 2,101 1,473 932 2,405 1,631 2,393 4,023 1,480 1,735 3,215 2,323 3,982 6,305

LIQOUR LICENSE 0 0 0 1,340 1,270 2,610 1,253 1,253 2,505 1,253 1,253 2,505 1,253 1,253 2,505

PRINTING & PUBLISHING 1,688 1,847 3,535 947 1,072 2,019 545 544 1,088 1,511 1,387 2,898 1,128 1,629 2,756

MARKETING & ADVERTISING 0 0 0 1,030 1,030 2,061 1,983 2,016 3,999 921 1,071 1,991 3,387 2,051 5,438

MISCELLANEOUS 5,807 5,458 11,265 4,852 4,958 9,810 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

DEPRECIATION 45,676 62,017 107,693 61,357 53,756 115,112 49,511 57,893 107,404 47,701 52,817 100,518 49,919 60,634 110,553

EQUIPMENT RENTAL 12,728 12,685 25,413 12,797 12,705 25,502 10,707 16,225 26,931 13,125 16,106 29,231 15,603 16,268 31,871

LIABILITY INSURANCE 4,029 4,069 8,097 11,357 11,357 22,715 17,309 17,309 34,618 21,664 21,664 43,327 13,909 13,909 27,817

CONTRIBUTED EXP. - CAP. OUTLAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 (2,002) 0 (2,002) (2,533) (2,460) (4,993) (15,846) 0 (15,846)

Machinery & Equipment 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,207 0 4,207 1,853 2,070 3,923 0 0 0

FURNITURE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,533 2,460 4,993 0 0 0

BUILDINGS (275) (275) (550) 0 32 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS 0 0 0 15,846 0 15,846

CONTRIBUTION TO GENERAL FUND 0 20,003 20,003 0 10,000 10,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

SUB-TOTAL CLUBHOUSE 214,932 336,461 551,393 268,509 331,139 599,648 258,124 294,440 552,563 247,467 283,046 530,513 244,070 307,594 551,664

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSE 472,355 668,756 1,141,111 530,692 637,441 1,168,133 486,336 534,703 1,021,039 401,269 461,648 862,917 426,659 507,109 933,768

TOTAL REVENUES 365,113 1,370,629 1,735,742 510,833 773,645 1,284,479 543,239 829,695 1,372,934 430,076 645,208 1,075,284 453,342 717,911 1,171,253

OPERATING INCOME (LOSS) (107,241) 701,872 594,631 (19,859) 136,204 116,345 56,903 294,993 351,895 28,807 183,560 212,367 26,683 210,802 237,485
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REVENUES F.Y. 2012-2013 F.Y. 2013-2014 F.Y. 2014-2015 F.Y. 2015-2016 F.Y. 2016-2017 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2018-2019 F.Y. 2019-2020 F.Y. 2020-2021

LINE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL 6/30/2016 PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED

WEEKDAY GREEN FEES 176,811 192,369 180,825 195,000 198,900 202,878 206,936 211,074 215,296

WEEKEND GREEEN FEES 104,628 113,746 103,760 114,000 116,280 118,606 120,978 123,397 125,865

FOOD & BEVERAGE 34,541 50,058 45,140 50,000 55,000 60,500 66,550 73,205 80,526

MERCHANDISE 10,867 17,036 14,523 18,000 19,800 21,780 23,958 26,354 28,989

PULL CART RENTAL 4,051 4,234 4,262 4,500 4,590 4,682 4,775 4,871 4,968

GOLF CART RENTAL 71,305 81,630 83,102 85,000 86,700 88,434 90,203 92,007 93,847

GAM HANDICAP 1,150 1,322 1,142 1,200 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300

CLASSES 100,336 90,326 90,895 90,000 90,000 92,000 92,000 92,000 92,000

BUSINESS MEMBERSHIPS 4,410 5,850 6,750 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800

NON-RESIDENT MEMBERSHIPS 64,668 79,925 86,974 87,000 88,000 88,000 88,000 88,000 88,000

UNLIMIMTED GOLF PASS 3,545 5,000 4,050 4,100 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000

PACKAGE CLUB PASS 1,705 435 580 1,000 1,500 1,500 2,000 2,000 2,500

TOURNAMENT ENTRY FEES 3,357 7,965 7,347 8,000 8,400 8,820 9,261 9,724 10,210

INTEREST INCOME (2,088) 14,404 11,309 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000

LEASE INCOME 11,879 12,236 11,037 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000

CELL TOWER/CABLE GRANT 0 645 999 0 0 0 0 0 0

SUNDRY & MISCELLANEOUS 123,800 120 538 400 400 400 400 400 400

CASH OVERAGE/SHORTAGE 7 0 73 0 0 0 0 0 0

GENERAL FUND CONTRIBUTION 65,670 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

TOTALS 780,642 677,300 653,305 687,000 704,670 722,699 740,160 758,132 777,701

% INCREASE -13.24% -3.54% 5.16% 2.57% 2.56% 2.42% 2.43% 2.58%

ADMINISTRATIVE FEE

EXPENDITURES F.Y. 2012-2013 F.Y. 2013-2014 F.Y. 2014-2015 F.Y. 2015-2016 F.Y. 2016-2017 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018

LINE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL 6/30/2016 PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED

ADMINISTRATIVE FEE 16,560 17,190 19,860 17,160 17,417 17,679 17,944 18,213 18,486

AUDIT 0 674 100 700 700 700 700 700 700

TOTALS 16,560 17,864 19,960 17,860 18,117 18,379 18,644 18,913 19,186

% INCREASE 7.87% 11.74% -10.52% 1.44% 1.44% 1.44% 1.44% 1.44%

LINCOLN HILLS - 5 YEAR LONG TERM PLAN - FISCAL YEAR
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MAINTENANCE

EXPENDITURES F.Y. 2012-2013 F.Y. 2013-2014 F.Y. 2014-2015 F.Y. 2015-2016 F.Y. 2016-2017 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018

LINE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL 6/30/2016 PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED

SALARIES & WAGES 96,489 80,663 78,999 83,420 84,320 85,163 86,015 86,875 87,744

OVERTIME PAY 7,623 4,616 (3,007) 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000

LONGEVITY 1,024 648 24 20 20 20 20 20 20

FICA 8,174 7,126 5,425 6,674 6,746 6,813 6,881 6,950 7,019

HOSPITALIZATION 10,664 8,083 2,685 4,480 5,120 5,390 5,390 5,390 5,390

LIFE 208 170 192 180 200 200 200 200 200

RETIRE CONTRIB HEALTH 15,434 13,770 777 5,440 330 330 330 330 330

DENTAL/OPTICAL 1,026 852 716 850 740 740 740 740 740

LT/ST DISABILITY 424 351 297 370 320 320 320 320 320

WORKERS COMPENSATION 1,280 1,114 786 980 850 850 850 850 850

SICK TIME PAYOUT 0 (226) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

RETIREMENT EMPLOYER CONTRIBUTION 11,431 6,539 (276) 2,010 1,090 1,090 1,090 1,090 1,090

HRA BENEFIT 541 510 10 510 510 510 510 510 510

RETIRE HAS CONTR EMPLOYER 215 483 2,189 2,180 2,520 2,520 2,520 2,520 2,520

OPERATING SUPPLIES 45,000 42,927 43,455 42,000 42,000 42,000 42,000 42,000 42,000

OTHER CONTRACTUAL SERVICE 1,512 3,702 5,147 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800 6,800

TELEPHONE 0 52 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

ELECTRIC UTILITY 11,111 11,193 8,346 12,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000

GAS UTILITY 1,155 1,105 195 1,200 1,200 1,200 1,200 1,200 1,200

WATER 138 279 194 300 300 300 300 300 300

TRAINING 208 233 551 600 600 600 600 600 600

PRINTING & PUBLISHING 335 184 60 200 200 200 200 200 200

EQUIPMENT RETAL OR LEASE 19,250 20,004 19,018 29,000 29,000 29,000 29,000 29,000 29,000

BUILDINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

EQUIPMENT & MACHINERY 4,589 3,995 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS 0 18,590 2,495 13,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 0 0

CAPITAL OUTLAY (4,589) (22,585) 0 (13,000) (15,000) (15,000) (15,000) 0 0

TOTALS 233,241 204,380 168,277 200,214 196,866 198,046 198,966 199,895 200,833

% INCREASE -12.37% -17.66% 18.98% -1.67% 0.60% 0.46% 0.47% 0.47%

CLUBHOUSE

EXPENDITURES F.Y. 2012-2013 F.Y. 2013-2014 F.Y. 2014-2015 F.Y. 2015-2016 F.Y. 2016-2017 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2018-2019 F.Y. 2019-2020 F.Y. 2019-2020

LINE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL 6/30/2016 PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED

SALARIES & WAGES DIRECT 99,356 120,535 107,366 112,430 113,554 114,690 115,837 116,995 118,165

OVERTIME PAY 2,617 4,240 734 1,160 1,160 1,160 1,160 1,160 1,160

LONGEVITY 924 444 35 40 40 40 40 40 40

FICA 7,918 9,567 8,625 8,994 8,994 9,175 9,267 9,360 9,453
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CLUBHOUSE

EXPENDITURES F.Y. 2012-2013 F.Y. 2013-2014 F.Y. 2014-2015 F.Y. 2015-2016 F.Y. 2016-2017 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2018-2019 F.Y. 2019-2020 F.Y. 2019-2020

LINE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL 6/30/2016 PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED

HOSPITALIZATION 3,489 1,767 5,723 11,850 13,010 13,750 13,750 13,750 13,750

LIFE 68 53 25 25 30 30 30 30 30

RETIRE CONTRIBUTION HEALTH 4,836 3,411 843 1,750 310 330 330 330 330

DENTAL/OPTICAL 346 220 79 80 140 140 140 140 140

LT/ST DISABILITY 139 89 32 40 60 60 60 60 60

WORKERS COMPENSATION 1,254 1,452 1,183 1,250 1,260 1,275 1,285 1,295 1,305

RETIREMENT EMPLOYER CONTRIBUTION 2,755 (470) (286) 1,100 1,110 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000

HRA BENEFIT 23 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20

HAS CONTRIBUTION 247 254 42 10 350 350 350 350 350

OPERATING SUPPLIES 9,586 13,396 12,973 13,000 13,600 13,600 13,600 13,600 13,600

CONCESSIONS (1,663) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

FOOD & BEVERAGE 13,059 15,819 16,338 17,000 17,000 18,000 19,000 19,000 19,700

BEER & WINE PURCHASES 4,464 6,282 6,200 7,000 6,500 7,000 7,000 7,500 8,500

INSTRUCTORS 44,778 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

OTHER CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 9,161 11,134 10,933 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000

TELEPHONE 533 705 796 900 900 900 900 900 900

MERCHANDISE 10,890 11,568 11,555 11,500 11,500 12,000 13,000 13,500 14,000

CONTRACTUAL ALARM 2,273 1,520 1,583 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,600

ELECTRIC UTILITY 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

GAS UTILITY 543 363 307 450 450 450 450 450 450

WATER UTILITY 1,457 1,718 3,953 3,000 3,500 3,500 3,500 3,500 3,500

LIQUOR LICENSE 1,253 1,253 1,253 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300

PRINTING & PUBLISHING 544 750 2,266 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000

MARKETING & ADVERTISING 2,369 995 1,963 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000

MISCELLANEOUS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

DEPRECIATION 57,393 57,134 54,317 57,000 58,000 58,000 58,000 58,000 58,000

EQUIPMENT RENTAL & LEASE 14,636 14,851 16,727 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000

TRAINING 0 0 0 700 600 700 600 600 700

LIABILITY INSURANCE 13,664 22,492 16,725 15,000 15,000 15,000 16,000 16,000 16,000

CAPITAL OUTLAY 0 (2,460) 0 (8,500) (10,800) (10,000) 0 0 0

EQUIPMENT & MACHINERY 0 1,853 218 3,000 0 0 0 0 0

FURNITURE 0 2,460 0 0 0 5,000 0 0 0

BUILDINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

PURBLIC IMPROVEMENTS 0 0 0 5,500 10,800 5,000 0 0 0

TOTALS 308,934 303,413 282,525 305,194 307,988 312,070 316,219 318,480 322,053

% INCREASE -1.79% -6.88% 8.02% 0.92% 1.33% 1.33% 0.72% 1.12%

REVENUES 780,642.10 677,300.22 653,305.06 687,000.00 704,670.00 722,699.40 740,160.39 758,132.07 777,701.13

EXPENDITURES 558,734.67 525,655.86 470,761.67 523,267.60 522,971.30 528,494.95 533,828.54 537,287.69 542,072.69

20



REVENUES F.Y. 2012-2013 F.Y. 2013-2014 F.Y. 2014-2015 F.Y. 2015-2016 F.Y. 2016-2017 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2018-2019 F.Y. 2019-2020 F.Y. 2020-2021

LINE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL 6/30/2016 PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED

WEEKDAY GREEN FEES 196,262 161,273 182,737 185,000 188,700 192,474 196,323 200,250 204,255

WEEKEND GREEEN FEES 100,017 88,166 90,428 95,000 96,900 98,838 100,815 102,831 104,888

FOOD & BEVERAGE 31,034 31,655 35,050 40,000 44,000 48,400 53,240 58,564 64,420

MERCHANDISE 7,054 7,000 7,774 8,000 8,800 9,680 10,648 11,713 12,884

PULL CART RENTAL 4,896 3,997 4,975 5,000 5,150 5,305 5,464 5,628 5,796

GOLF CART RENTAL 74,426 69,605 74,104 75,000 76,500 78,030 79,591 81,182 82,806

GAM HANDICAP 505 650 596 500 600 700 700 700 700

CLASSES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

BUSINESS MEMBERSHIPS 5,000 4,390 4,150 5,000 4,400 4,400 4,500 4,500 4,700

NON-RESIDENT MEMBERSHIPS 47,123 47,594 41,084 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000

UNLIMIMTED GOLF PASS 3,475 0 1,000 2,000 2,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000

PACKAGE CLUB PASS 435 435 145 500 525 551 579 608 638

TOURNAMENT ENTRY FEES 1,570 2,373 5,109 4,500 5,000 5,500 6,050 6,655 7,321

INTEREST INCOME 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

LEASE INCOME 10,740 9,600 9,600 9,600 9,600 9,600 9,600 9,600 9,600

CELL TOWER/CABLE GRANT 0 0 998 0 0 0 0 0 0

SUNDRY & MISCELLANEOUS 69,963 85 80 200 200 200 200 200 200

CASH OVERAGE/SHORTAGE 0 0 66 0 0 0 0 0 0

GENERAL FUND CONTRIBUTION 25,930 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

TOTALS 578,431 426,822 457,895 480,300 492,375 506,678 520,709 535,431 551,208

% INCREASE -26.21% 7.28% 4.89% 2.51% 2.90% 2.77% 2.83% 2.95%

ADMINISTRATIVE FEE

EXPENDITURES F.Y. 2012-2013 F.Y. 2013-2014 F.Y. 2014-2015 F.Y. 2015-2016 F.Y. 2016-2017 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018

LINE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL 6/30/2016 PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED

ADMINISTRATIVE FEE 16,560 16,560 19,860 17,160 17,503 17,853 18,210 18,575 18,946

AUDIT 0 640 100 702 700 700 700 700 700

TOTALS 16,560 17,200 19,960 17,862 18,203 18,553 18,910 19,275 19,646

% INCREASE 3.86% 16.05% -10.51% 1.91% 1.92% 1.92% 1.93% 1.93%

SPRINGDALE - 5 YEAR LONG TERM PLAN - FISCAL YEAR
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MAINTENANCE

EXPENDITURES F.Y. 2012-2013 F.Y. 2013-2014 F.Y. 2014-2015 F.Y. 2015-2016 F.Y. 2016-2017 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2017-2018

LINE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL 6/30/2016 PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED

SALARIES & WAGES 87,523 80,490 72,696 79,420 80,214 81,016 81,827 82,645 83,471

OVERTIME PAY 7,924 4,609 (2,008) 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000

LONGEVITY 1,024 648 24 30 20 20 20 20 20

FICA 7,511 6,574 4,554 6,354 6,862 7,411 8,004 8,644 9,336

HOSPITALIZATION 10,738 8,001 2,710 4,480 5,120 5,390 5,390 5,390 5,390

LIFE 209 161 194 180 200 200 200 200 200

RETIRE CONTRIB HEALTH 15,481 13,936 922 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000

DENTAL/OPTICAL 1,030 818 722 850 850 850 850 850 850

LT/ST DISABILITY 427 338 299 370 370 370 370 370 370

WORKERS COMPENSATION 1,197 1,026 665 950 950 950 950 950 950

RETIREMENT EMPLOYER CONTRIBUTION 11,466 9,495 (254) 2,120 1,090 1,090 1,090 1,090 1,090

HRA BENEFIT 541 510 10 510 510 510 510 510 510

RETIRE HAS CONTR EMPLOYER 218 381 2,195 2,180 2,520 2,520 2,520 2,520 2,520

OPERATING SUPPLIES 40,754 30,187 36,920 42,000 42,000 42,000 42,000 42,000 42,000

OTHER CONTRACTUAL SERVICE 0 891 5,765 11,000 6,500 6,500 6,500 6,500 6,500

TELEPHONE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

ELECTRIC UTILITY 4,147 2,722 1,998 4,200 4,200 4,500 4,500 4,500 4,500

GAS UTILITY 1,605 1,600 1,397 1,600 1,600 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800

TRAINING 208 283 551 600 600 600 600 600 600

PRINTING & PUBLISHING 75 130 60 200 20 200 200 200 200

EQUIPMENT RETAL OR LEASE 15,081 15,572 15,078 29,000 29,000 29,000 29,000 29,000 29,000

BUILDINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

EQUPMENT & MACHINERY 7,270 610 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS 0 0 2,495 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 0 0

CAPITAL OUTLAY 0 0 0 (15,000) (15,000) (15,000) (15,000) 0 0

TOTALS 214,428 178,982 146,993 188,044 184,626 186,927 188,330 189,789 191,307

% INCREASE -16.53% -17.87% 27.93% -1.82% 1.25% 0.75% 0.77% 0.80%

CLUBHOUSE

EXPENDITURES F.Y. 2012-2013 F.Y. 2013-2014 F.Y. 2014-2015 F.Y. 2015-2016 F.Y. 2016-2017 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2018-2019 F.Y. 2019-2020 F.Y. 2019-2020

LINE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL 6/30/2016 PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED

SALARIES & WAGES DIRECT 104,029 97,302 97,447 99,000 99,000 99,000 99,000 99,000 99,000

OVERTIME PAY 3,300 2,188 (873) 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000

LONGEVITY 924 444 35 40 40 40 40 40 40

FICA 8,314 7,633 8,209 7,920 7,920 7,920 7,920 7,920 7,920
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CLUBHOUSE

EXPENDITURES F.Y. 2012-2013 F.Y. 2013-2014 F.Y. 2014-2015 F.Y. 2015-2016 F.Y. 2016-2017 F.Y. 2017-2018 F.Y. 2018-2019 F.Y. 2019-2020 F.Y. 2019-2020

LINE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL 6/30/2016 PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED

HOSPITALIZATION 3,536 1,756 5,719 11,850 13,010 13,750 13,750 13,750 13,750

LIFE 66 53 25 25 30 30 30 30 30

RETIRE CONTRIBUTION HEALTH 4,858 3,384 831 1,000 310 330 330 330 330

DENTAL/OPTICAL 339 218 78 80 140 80 80 80 80

LT/ST DISABILITY 137 89 32 40 60 30 30 30 30

WORKERS COMPENSATION 1,315 1,166 1,130 990 990 990 990 990 990

SICK TIME PAYOUT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

RETIREMENT EMPLOYER CONTRIBUTION 2,772 (488) (254) 1,100 1,100 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000

HRA BENEFIT 21 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20

HAS CONTRIBUTION 208 252 41 40 350 350 350 350 350

OPERATING SUPPLIES 8,091 6,769 8,327 11,500 12,700 12,700 13,000 13,000 13,000

FOOD & BEVERAGE 10,684 12,500 12,602 14,000 14,000 15,000 15,000 16,000 16,000

BEER & WINE PURCHASES 4,352 5,000 5,714 6,000 6,000 7,000 7,000 8,000 8,000

OTHER CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 14,824 9,000 11,477 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000

TELEPHONE 491 613 947 900 900 900 900 900 900

MERCHANDISE 7,286 4,500 5,160 6,000 7,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000

CONTRACTUAL ALARM 887 1,101 867 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100

ELECTRIC UTILITY 6,060 4,770 4,494 6,000 6,000 6,200 6,200 6,200 6,200

GAS UTILITY 1,832 1,776 1,682 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,900 1,900 1,900

WATER UTILITY 1,454 1,670 1,606 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800

LIQUOR LICENSE 2,505 1,253 1,253 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300

PRINTING & PUBLISHING 1,089 1,068 1,571 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500

MARKETING & ADVERTISING 2,336 995 3,149 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000

MISCELLANEOUS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

DEPRECIATION 49,011 49,518 47,103 49,000 49,980 50,980 50,979 51,999 51,998

EQUIPMENT RENTAL & LEASE 10,927 12,711 14,025 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000

TRAINING 0 0 0 700 600 600 700 600 600

LIABILITY INSURANCE 13,664 22,492 16,725 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,450 15,450 15,450

CAPITAL OUTLAY (6,352) (4,386) (12,046) (10,000) (25,000) (10,000) (10,000) 0 0

EQUIPMENT & MACHINERY 1,850 1,853 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

FURNITURE 2,500 2,533 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

BUILDINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

PURBLIC IMPROVEMENTS 0 0 12,046 10,000 25,000 10,000 10,000 0 0

TOTALS 263,309 249,750 249,142 253,605 272,550 277,320 278,369 281,289 281,288

% INCREASE -5.15% -0.24% 1.79% 7.47% 1.75% 0.38% 1.05% 0.00%

REVENUES 578,430.66 426,821.79 457,894.50 480,300.00 492,375.00 506,677.75 520,709.29 535,430.51 551,208.18

EXPENDITURES 494,297.09 445,931.94 416,094.55 459,510.10 475,379.29 482,800.05 485,609.54 490,351.89 492,240.77
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2016 MARKETING PLAN 

Our mission at Lincoln Hills and Springdale Golf Courses, as a business, is dedicated to 
serving our community by providing high quality golfing experiences to players of all 
ages and abilities with exceptional service. 

Our competitive advantage is rooted in its community-based focus and the course 
locations.  Both courses are aesthetically pleasing, well landscaped and challenging in 
their own ways.  The fact that these courses are not 18-holes provides an advantage 
when it relates to the essence of time, one can play 9-holes in about two hours 
compared to 4-6 hours when playing 18-holes.  This setting is also a great avenue to 
grow the game with our juniors and just enough length for our senior players. 

Upon my arrival, I was given the 2012 Strategic Plan with the main focus of increasing 
memberships, rounds, merchandise, food and beverage revenues for both facilities.  I 
embraced this plan and created marketing strategies each season.  The majority of 
campaigns have proven to be an asset in accomplishing these goals while a few did not 
go as well.     

Campaigns Implemented: 

 Create new Club Events for our Members and their Guests: Nine and Dine, Nite
Golf, Parent-Child, Turkey Shoot, Jr Club Championship and Club Championship

 Focus on marketing to local business and organizations to host the smaller golf
outings to include food and beverage packages

 Expanded our food menus to include more than just hotdogs:  Now you can
enjoy Grilled Burgers, Grilled Chicken, Chicken Kabobs, Veggie Burgers, Turkey
Burgers, Cold Sandwiches, Caesar Salad, Greek Chicken Salad, Wings, Chicken
Fingers, Golden Fries and other items

 Hosted several “end of season” banquets for our golf leagues

 E-Blast Membership our Promotions and Club Events

 Utilized the City’s E-Notify Database for all course information

 Worked with BSD to market Business Memberships

 Introduced “Family Day” on Sunday Afternoons

 Participated in City Parade
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 Introduced online tee time reservations

 Introduced online registration for Jr Golf Program

 Participated in the annual Department of Public Services “Open House”

 Participated in the Farmer’s Market in Spring

 Participate in the Suburban Golf Show annually in March for exposure

 Hosted a Bocci Golf Event for Chamber of Commerce

 Hosted Business Tournaments to showcase facilities

 Introduced PGA Jr League and we host two teams each season

 Introduced FootGolf at Lincoln Hills to the community

 Hosted Get.Golf.Ready clinics to create new golfers

 Marketing Piece with Jack Berry and former Mayor Scott Moore, speaking about
the history of Birmingham Golf with designer, Jerry Matthews

 Direct Mailers to communities surrounding Springdale

 A Special Invitation to all lapsed Residents to come back and visit

 Introduced Loyalty Program to Members – “Play Ten Rounds and Get One Free”

 “Sign-Up Early” Promotion for all Members – sign up in March and receive your
first round on us (Valid through April)

 We had aerial videos produced of both courses and they are posted on our
website at  www.golfbirmingham.org

 Utilize  Social Media with the City’s Facebook and Twitter accounts
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Our marketing strategies will again focus on the strategic plan of three elements: 
increase memberships, increase rounds, and increase revenues in other departments. 
We will continue to implement many of the successful campaigns mentioned above, but 
in addition, our focus will be on the following: 

 Direct mailer to the communities surrounding Lincoln Hills

 “Open House” at Lincoln Hills on Saturday – May 14th

 Enhancing our Jr Golf  by adding a new program – “14 & Up”

 Hosting our First Annual “Luau Golf Event” on Saturday – July 16th

 New software that will enhance our emailing abilities to our members

 Introducing a new league, Get.Golf.Ready for beginners

 Bringing in new merchandise per our  “end of season” survey requests

Our efforts will remain focused on creating “Raving Fans” as we serve our members and 
guests this upcoming season.  We are very fortunate to have such a wonderful 
membership and the opportunity to offer them a great golfing experience. 
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2016 CLUB EVENTS 

MAY 
Sunday May 8th Mother’s Day “Closest to the Pin” 
Friday May 20th Nite Golf @ Springdale 

JUNE 
Friday June 3rd Nine and Dine @ Springdale 
Sunday June 19th Father’s Day “Closest to the Pin” 
Sunday June 26th Parent/Child Alternate Shot @ Lincoln Hills 

JULY 
Saturday July 16th Luau Golf Tourney @ Lincoln Hills 
Friday July 22nd Nite Golf at Springdale 
Sunday July 24th Parent/Child Alternate Shot @ Springdale 

AUGUST 
Friday Aug 5th Nine and Dine @ Lincoln Hills 
Sat & Sun Aug 6th & 7th Club Championship 
Thursday Aug 18th Jr Club Championship @ Lincoln Hills 

SEPTEMBER 
Monday Sept 5th Patriot Day 
Friday Sept 23rd Nite Golf at Springdale 

OCTOBER 
Saturday Oct 15th FootGolf Opens at Lincoln Hills 

NOVEMBER 
Saturday Nov 12th 4th Annual Turkey Shoot at Springdale 

*Family Day will be every Sunday – May through August and Will Alternate Courses 
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MEMORANDUM 
Planning Division 

 
DATE:   March 3, 2016 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT: Community Development Department/Planning Division Annual 

Report & Planning Board, Historic District Commission, and 
Design Review Board Action Lists for 2016-2017 

 
 
 
Please find attached the Planning Division’s annual report for 2015-2016, including the Planning 
Board’s Action List 2016-2017, the Historic District Commission’s Action List, and the Design 
Review Board’s Action List for your review.    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
PLANNING DIVISION ANNUAL REPORT & 

2016-2017 ACTION LIST OF THE PLANNING BOARD, 
THE HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION, AND THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 

 
 

PLANNING BOARD 
 

Scott Clein, Chairperson 
Gillian Lazar, Vice Chairperson 

Bryan Williams 
Janelle Whipple Boyce 

Bert Kosek 
Robin Boyle 

Stuart Jeffares 
Lisa Prasad, Alternate Member 
Dan Share, Alternate Member 

Colin Cusimano, Student Representative 
 
 

HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION AND DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
 

John Henke, III, Chairperson 
Shelli Weisberg, Vice Chairperson 

Mark Coir  
Keith Deyer 

Michael Willoughby  
Natalia Dukas  

Thomas Trapnell  
Vacant (Alternate Member) 
Vacant (Alternate Member) 

Loreal Salter-Dodson, Student Representative 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PLANNING DIVISION STAFF 
 

Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 
Matthew Baka, Senior Planner 

Sean Campbell, Assistant City Planner 
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THE 2015 -2016 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
PLANNING DIVISION ANNUAL REPORT 

PLANNING BOARD, HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION, AND THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
 
Each year, the City Commission asks the Planning Division to prepare a report outlining the 
board and commission activities from the previous year. This report covers the year beginning 
April 1, 2015 and ending March 31, 2016.  In preparing the report, the Planning Board, 
the HDC, and the DRB have the chance to review their goals and objectives for the upcoming 
year. 
 
The report is separated into two distinct parts: 1) Accomplishments and 2) Goals.  The 
Accomplishments section cites in narrative form the activities conducted by each board.  This 
narrative will include a list of public hearings, studies and reviews.   
 
The Goals section lists the items from the Planning Board's 2016-2016 Action List, the HDC’s 
2016-2017 Action List, and the DRB’s 2016-2017 Action List, and speaks to the action taken on 
each item.  From this list, each board, as well as the City Commission, has the opportunity to 
evaluate their goals and objectives, and make any needed amendments.   
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SECTION ONE: ACCOMPLISHMENTS 
 
PLANNING BOARD 
 
 
Site Plans 
The Planning Board, which meets the second and fourth Wednesdays of each month, sets aside 
their first meeting of the month for discussion or study items and their second meeting of the 
month for site plan reviews.  The following list includes all the site plans reviewed from April 1, 
2015 to March 31, 2016.  It should be noted that each site plan may have been reviewed 
more than once: 
 

1. 1964 Southfield Road – Market Square 
2. 33877 Woodward Avenue – Sav On Drugs 
3. 2483 West Maple Road – DFCU 
4. 2100 East Maple Road – Whole Foods Market  
5. 1691 / 1693 Haynes – two new garages on site 
6. 1193 Floyd Street – new two story residential building 
7. 1098 South Adams Road – Platinum Motor Cars  
8. 243 East Merrill – La Strada Dolci e Caffe 
9. 735 Forest – Forest Grill 
10. 369 – 397 North Old Woodward Avenue (Brookside Terrace Condominiums) – 

construction of new five story mixed use building 
11. 200 East Brown – MA Engineering 
12. 2400 East Lincoln Street – construction of a new four story assisted living 

building 
13. 559 West Brown – two new attached single family homes 
14. 1051 Oakland – Roeper School 
15. 250 – 280 East Merrill – ROJO Restaurant 
16. 2159-2295 E. Lincoln – new 4 story mixed use building 
17. 856 North Old Woodward Avenue – construction of a new mixed use building 
18. 885 Redding – new construction of two residential condominiums with attached 

garage 
19. 404 Park Street 
20. 555 S. Old Woodward – Triple Nickel 
21. 835 & 909 Haynes – Fred Lavery Porsche / Audi 

 
Special Land Use Permits 
The Planning Board reviewed the following special land use permits (SLUP's): 
 

1. 33877 Woodward Avenue – Sav On Drugs 
2. 1098 South Adams – Platinum Motor Cars 
3. 243 East Merrill – La Strada Dolci e Caffee 
4. 735 Forest – Forest Grill 
5. 250 – 280 East Merrill – Rojo Restaurant 
6. 555 S. Old Woodward – Triple Nickel 
7. 835 & 909 Haynes – Fred Lavery Porsche / Audi 
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Community Impact Statements  
For proposed construction over 20,000 square feet, the developer must provide a Community 
Impact Statement (CIS), which addresses planning, zoning, land use and environmental issues, 
as well as public service and transportation concerns.    
 

1. 2100 East Maple Road – Whole Foods Market (former Urgent Care) 
2. 369-397 North Old Woodward Avenue – Brookside Development 
3. 2400 East Lincoln Street – new construction of a four story assisted living 

building 
4. 856 North Old Woodward – Vacant property 

 
Rezoning Applications 
Over the past year, there were six requests for rezoning on property within the City of 
Birmingham.    
 

1. 2100 East Maple Road – Application of rezoning from O-1 (Office) to B-2 
(General Business) to allow retail and commercial uses on the site. 

Or, in the alternative, 
2. 2100 East Maple Road – Application for rezoning from O-1 (Office) to B-2B 

(General Business) to allow retail and commercial uses on the site. 
3. 555 South Old Woodward, 555 Building – Application for rezoning of the property 

from D-4 in the Downtown Overlay District to D-5, a new zoning classification 
proposed for the Downtown Overlay District, to allow renovation and expansion 
of the existing mixed use building. 

4. 369-397 N. Old Woodward, Brookside Development – Application for rezoning of 
property from R-6 Multiple Family Residential to R-6 and D-4 in the Downtown 
Birmingham Overlay District 

5. 412 East Frank – Application to rezone from R3 – Single Family Residential to 
B2B – General Business 

6. 420 East Frank – Application to rezone from B1 – Neighborhood Business to B2B 
– General Business 

7. 191 North Chester, First Church of Christ, Scientist – Application to rezone from 
TZ1 – Transition Zone to TZ3 – Transition Zone 
 

Pre-Application Discussions, as suggested in the DB2016 Report, are recommended for new 
construction. This type of discussion is beneficial to both the applicant and the Planning Board, 
giving both the opportunity to informally discuss proposals. However, the placement of the 
discussion, at the end of a site plan review meeting, often precludes all issues from being 
discussed.  The following Pre-Application discussions occurred from April 1, 2015 to March 31, 
2016: 
 

1. 856 North Old Woodward – Vacant Property 
2. 369 – 397 North old Woodward, Brookside Terrace Condos 
3. 191 Chester – First Church of Christ, Scientist 
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Courtesy Reviews 
 

1. 300 West Merrill, Baldwin Library External Book Return 
2. Chesterfield Fire Station, Birmingham Fire Department 

 
Study Sessions/ Discussions 
The Planning Board also engaged in many study sessions and discussions with regards to the 
following topics.  It should be noted that these topics are often discussed at multiple meetings: 
 

1. MX Ordinance Amendments  
2. Medical Marijuana 
3. Transitional Zoning 
4. Glazing Standards 
5. Update on South Woodward Corridor Master Plan 
6. Proposal to add D5:  Downtown Gateway Over Five Stories to the Downtown 

Birmingham Overlay District 
7. Amendment to Article 1, Zoning Map, Section 1.14 of the Zoning Ordinance 
8. Planning Board Action List 2016 – 2017 
9. Zoning Ordinance Clerical Errors 
10. Outdoor Storage 
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Public Hearings/ Zoning Amendments 
Public hearings were held by the Planning Board to ensure public participation at various stages 
in the planning process. The following ordinances were reviewed at public hearings by the 
Planning Board: 
 
1. An ordinance to amend Chapter 126, Zoning, of the Birmingham City 
Code as follows: 
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 10
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3.  An ordinance to amend Chapter 126, Zoning, of the Birmingham City 
Code as follows: 
 
To amend Article 1, Zoning Ordinance Foundation, Section 1.14, Zoning Map, to 
provide for the update of the Zoning Map as needed. 
 

4. An ordinance to amend Chapter 126, Zoning, of the Birmingham City 
Code as follows: 
 
a) To amend Article 03, section 3.09 to specify that the required 70% glazing is 

between 1’ and 8’ above grade on the ground floor in the Triangle District; and 

b) To amend Article 04, section 4.83 WN-01 (window standards) to specify that the 
required 70% glazing is between 1’ and 8’ above grade on the ground floor and 
to prohibit blank walls longer than 20’ from facing the street in all commercial 
zone districts. 

 
Regional Planning with the Woodward Corridor Communities 
 
Bus Rapid Transit:  The City of Birmingham continues to work with the cities of Detroit, 
Highland Park, Pleasant Ridge, Huntington Woods, Ferndale, Berkley, Royal Oak, Bloomfield 
Hills and Pontiac, and Bloomfield Township to conduct a federally funded Alternatives Analysis 
to study mass transit opportunities along the entire 27 mile Woodward Corridor.  Other partners 
in this effort include SEMCOG, MDOT, the Woodward Avenue Action Association, the Michigan 
Suburbs Alliance, DDOT, SMART, Wayne State University, the Detroit Zoological Society and 
Beaumont Hospital.  The Woodward Corridor Alternatives Analysis Steering Committee 
(“WCAASC”) meets every several months at this point in the process.   
 
Woodward Complete Streets Project:  The City of Birmingham also continued to work with 
the Woodward communities and the Woodward Avenue Action Association to formulate a 
Complete Streets Plan for the entire Woodward Corridor, which was adopted by the Woodward 
Avenue Action Association in October 2015.  
 
 
National Planning Initiatives 
 
Guidelines for Creating Walkable and Bikeable Communities: Ms. Ecker served on the 
Agency and Advocate Organization Review Panel to assist with the compilation and review of 
the upcoming publication Guidelines for Creating Walkable and Bikeable Communities, prepared 
by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development. 
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Planning Board Action List 2016/2017 

 
  TOPIC STUDY 

SESSION 
PUBLIC 
HEARING 

STATUS NOTES 

1 Southern 
Downtown 
Overlay 
Gateway 

5/13/2015, 
6/10/2015,  
7/08/2015,  
9/09/2015,  
9/30/2015 

  In Progress Consideration of a new D5 
overlay zone requested by 
the owners of the 555 
Building. 

2 Zoning 
Transition 
Overlay 

2/27/13,  
4/10/13  
4/24/13,  
5/8/13    
5/22/13,  
6/12/13  
7/24/13,  
8/28/13  
9/11/13, 
11/13/13 
1/8/14,    
3/12/14   
10/8/14, 
2/25/15 
4/08/15,  
5/15/15   

10/9/13         
2/26/14         
4/9/14           
4/23/14       
6/24/15 PB  
08/24/15 CC 

In Progress CC approved rezoning of 
parcels to the TZ1 and TZ3 
zoning classification on 
8.24.15.  TZ2 sent back to 
the Planning Board for 
further study of permitted 
uses. 

3 Consider 
outdoor 
storage and 
display 
standards 

4/10/13           
4/24/13      
6/12/13      
8/14/13      
8/28/13      
1/22/14 

  In Progress Develop standards for 
outdoor storage and display. 

4 Glazing 
Standards 

8/28/2013,  
3/11/2015,  
4/22/2015, 
10/14/2015 

9/11/13,  
9/25/13, 
1/27/14,  
11/11/2015 
PB,  
11/23/15 CC 

In Progress CC approved changes to the 
Triangle Overlay and Article 
04 of the Z. O. on 11.23.15 
to be consistent with the DB 
Overlay by measuring 
Glazing between 1 and 8 feet 
above grade.  Further 
changes to be considered at 
future study sessions. 

5 Ordinance 
adjustments 
and 
corrections 

    On Going Review current Zoning 
Ordinance for 
inconsistencies. 
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6 Consider 
looking at 
principal 
uses 
allowed and 
add 
flexibility 
("and other 
similar 
uses") 

        

7 Comprehen-
sive Master 
Plan 

      Discussed at the long range 
planning meeting. 

8 Potential 
residential 
zoning 
changes: MF 
& MX 
garage 
doors, 
garage 
house 
standards, 
dormers  

1/22/2014, 
11/14/14, 
1/28/15, 
2/11/15 

3/11/2015 In Progress Ordinance Amendments on 
garage houses recommended 
for approval to City 
Commission at PH. 
 
 

9 S. 
Woodward 
Avenue 
Gateway 
Plan 
(Woodward 
Corridor 
Lincoln to 
14 Mile 
Road) 

2/27/08 
9/24/08 
10/20/08 
(PB/CC) 
2/10/09 (LRP) 
10/17/2011 
(Joint with 
CC) 
1/22/2012 
(LRP)   
4/24/13        
5/8/13 

  In Progress LSL/Hamilton Anderson 
contracted to lead master 
plan process - Subcommittee 
formed to guide master plan 
process in 2013 - Charrette 
held in May of 2013.  Draft 
plan received from LSL early 
in 2014 - Project postponed 
in summer of 2014 due to 
staff shortage and pending 
projects. 
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10 Sustainable 
Urbanism – 
Green 
building 
standards, 
impervious 
surface, 
solar and 
wind 
ordinances, 
deconstructi
on, 
geothermal, 
native 
plants, low 
impact 
developmen
t etc.  

2/09/2005 
7/11/2007 
8/08/2007 
9/12/2007 
1/9/2008 
9/10/08 
1/14/09 
1/28/09 
2/10/09 (LRP) 
5/13/09 
8/12/09 
11/11/09 
1/23/10 (LRP) 
5/12/2010 
6/9/10 

2/25/09 (PB 
- Solar) 
1/13/10 
(PB-Wind) 
2/10/10 
(PB–Wind) 
6/14/2010 
(CC-Wind) 

Solar 
ordinance 
completed; 
Wind 
ordinance 
completed 

Incentive option in Triangle 
District  
 
Guest speakers in LEED 
Certification, Pervious 
Concrete, LED Lighting, Wind 
Power, Deconstruction 
 
Sustainability website & 
Awards 
 
Native plant brochure 

11 Regional 
Planning 
Projects 

6/12/13     
10/9/13      
11/13/13     
2/1/14 (LRP) 

  Ongoing Woodward Complete Streets 
and Woodward Alternatives 
Analysis 

12 Wayfinding     On Hold Implement way finding plan 

13 Medical 
Marijuana 

2/25/2015   On Hold   
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HISTORIC DISTRICT & DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION, THE HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION, 
AND THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
 
Both the HDC (Historic District Commission) and the DRB (Design Review Board) meet on the 
first and third Wednesdays of each month, with a limit of 4 regular reviews per meeting, and up 
to 8 reviews without formal presentation.  Limiting reviews in this way allows the HDC & DRB 
time to conduct public hearings and discuss study session items.   

 
Design Reviews 
The following businesses requested design reviews by the DRB to alter the appearance of their 
buildings: 
 

1. 33495 Woodward Avenue, US Mattress – Lighting Feature 
2. 34602 Woodward Avenue, Audi of Birmingham 
3. 501 South Eton, Whistle Stop Diner, Inc. – 3 Unit Commercial Plaza 
4. 1744 West Maple, Holiday Market 
5. 555 South Old Woodward – New Curtain Walls 
6. 1137 S. Adams – Revised plaza design 

 
Historic Reviews 
The following historic buildings proposed changes that required review by the HDC: 
 

1. 220 East Merrill – Pergola Review 
2. 243 East Merrill, La Strada Caffe 
3. 159 Pierce, St. Clair Edison Building 
4. 300 West Merrill – Baldwin Public Library Book Drop  (courtesy review) 
5. 250 - 280 East Merrill, ROJO and Sidecar Slider Bar 
6. 189 W. Merrill, R+D Kitchen (withdrawn by applicant) 
7. Baldwin School Historic Bell 
8. 235 S. Old Woodward – Sundance Shoes 

 
Sign Reviews 
The following businesses requested sign reviews: 
 

1. 400 East Lincoln, YMCA 
2. 255 East Brown, REMAX 
3. 250 - 280 E. Merrill, ROJO and Sidecar Slider Bar 
4. 189 W. Merrill, R+D Kitchen (withdrawn by applicant) 
5. 330 Hamilton Row, Jeff Glover Realtor 
6. 235 S. Old Woodward – Sundance Shoes 
7. 210 S. Old Woodward – Rivage Day Spa 

 
Study Session Discussions: 
Last year the HDC and the DRB were involved in no study session discussions. 
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SECTION TWO: GOALS 
 
The Planning Division boards and commissions set specific goals and priorities each year as part 
of the annual report. The formulation of these goals comes from the City Commission, Planning 
Board, HDC, DRB, and City Staff.  Upon review of the items noted on the action lists that follow 
(see attached), the Planning Board, the HDC, and the DRB will make recommendations to the 
City Commission, as they deem important and necessary. 
 
 
 
 
 

2016 HDC ACTION LIST RANKING 
 
 

HISTORIC Rank 

Historic District Ordinance Enforcement  1 

Coordinate Overlay/Historic/General sign standards 2 

Preservation Education  3 

Commercial In-fill Guidelines  4 

Certified Historic Homes Plaques 5 

Print Eco City Neighborhood Survey  6 

Alleys and Passages 7 
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2016 DRB ACTION LIST RANKING 
 
 

SIGNS Rank 

Sign Ordinance Enforcement 1 

Coordinate Overlay/Historic/General sign standards  2 

Develop Informational Sign Guidelines 3 

Sign Band Designation on New buildings 4 

 
 
 

DESIGN REVIEW Rank 

Ordinance Enforcement 1 

Improve Sequence of Reviews Between Boards 2 

Continue to Implement 2016 Plan   3 

Alleys and Passages  4 
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6-C 
 

         March 2, 2016 
 
Board of Trustees 
Southeastern Oakland County Water Authority 
 
Subject:  Water Quality 
 
Board Members: 
 
This report is intended to update the Board on recent information regarding water quality in the 
SOCWA and Flint systems.  For the SOCWA system, the summary is the most recent lead 
samples, which were taken in 2014, did not identify any SOCWA community for which the EPA 
lead action level of 15 parts per billion (ppb) was exceeded.  The lead test results are reported in 
the annual Consumer Confidence Report (CCR).  The GLWA (and DWSD before the GLWA 
was formed) adds phosphoric acid as part of the water treatment process in order to control 
corrosion in the water distribution system.  As a result, our testing has demonstrated that lead is 
not a concern in the water provided to SOCWA by the GLWA.  All of our water quality results 
are summarized in the Consumer Confidence Report (CCR) that is prepared for each community 
in the spring.  The lead information in the current (2014) CCR will not change when the 2015 
CCRs are published because no additional testing for lead took place in 2015. 
 
GLWA 
Sue McCormick, CEO of the GLWA issued a statement regarding the quality of GLWA water, 
which is attached. 
 
Additional Testing in the SOCWA System 
A Beverly Hills’ resident, who has worked for the EPA and has been involved in the analysis of 
the lead issue in the Flint water system, conducted some independent lead analysis of locations in 
Southeast Michigan, including many in the SOCWA communities.  The results of this testing is 
attached.  This analysis was performed in order to identify a “baseline” lead level that could be 
expected in the Flint water system after the corrosion control supplied with the GLWA water 
becomes fully effective.  The report of this study is attached.  The study concluded that the 90th 
percentile for the 24 samples taken was 4.1 ppb, which is well below the EPA action level of 15 
ppb.  The highest lead sample was 7.3 ppb, which is also well below the EPA action level. 
 
The sample locations were selected to homes built between 1910 and 1964 but were not selected 
for lead service lines.   
 
The results provide some additional confidence that the water being supplied by SOCWA is 
consistently below the EPA action level of 15 ppb and is consistent with the CCR data from the 
SOCWA communities.   
 
Flint 
Michigan is publishing the results of the many Flint water samples on the mich.gov website.  As 
of February 28, 2016, the results of 13,342 tests were posted.  The results from these tests, and 
the actions being taken, are summarized below: 



Lead Level Number of 
Samples 

Action Being Taken 

0 to < 16 ppb 12,394 Continue filter use and maintenance 
16 to 100 ppb 765 Continue filter use and maintenance, 

additional documentation sent to residents 
100 to 150 ppb 56 Perform water home visit within 7 days 
>150 ppb 127 Perform health home visit within 48 hours 

 
While 92.9% of the samples are less than the 15 ppb action level, there are 948 locations over the 
action level.  The highest lead level recorded was 10,467 ppb and 25 samples were over 1,000 
ppb.  The locations having lead over the EPA action level seem to be fairly randomly distributed 
across Flint. 
           

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
______________________ 
Jeffrey A. McKeen, P.E. 
General Manager 
 

Suggested Resolution: “That the report on Water Quality be received and filed.” 



 
 
 
STATEMENT ON FLINT and WATER QUALITY IN THE GLWA SERVED COMMUNITIES 
 
Our thoughts are with those who are struggling without access to safe and reliable water in their 
homes. The Great Lakes Water Authority (GLWA) is paying close attention to what unfolded in 
Flint and we are doing what we can to assist. We have restored GLWA service to the city, and are 
working cooperatively with Flint’s environmental consultants and others in assuring high quality 
water is restored to all properties.  Flint underscores that the GLWA’s first job is to protect the 
families we serve. Those of us involved in managing, cleaning and delivering water share a solemn 
obligation to protect public health. 
 
Several of our customer communities brought to my attention that they are receiving calls from 
residents concerned that the water quality issues in Flint may be affecting the water quality in their 
community.  I want to clarify the issue and provide assurance that what is in the press daily 
regarding Flint is an unfortunate circumstance, limited solely to the homes and businesses served 
by Flint.   
 
The water crisis in Flint began when Flint switched its water supply source.  Flint did not take the 
required steps to manage water chemistry. The new water from the Flint River was more corrosive, 
and as a result removed protective coatings in the pipes that come with properly treated water. This 
caused lead to leach from service lines and home plumbing – lead that ended up in water coming 
out of the taps.  Lead did not come from the treatment plant and water mains; it came from lead 
service lines running between the water main and homes, and from plumbing inside the homes 
themselves, which contributes to test results varying from home to home. Flint has now switched 
back to GLWA water and improvement in the quality at the tap is being seen.   
 
As the CEO of GLWA I want to provide you this assurance.  GLWA is not content to simply 
comply with regulations. We observe the letter of the law as well as embrace the spirit of it. We 
have worked to achieve and maintain optimal corrosion control in our treatment of water.  Federal 
regulations acknowledge that this treatment technique is the best approach to minimize exposure 
to lead in drinking water – establishing that protective coating – and minimizing the ability of lead 
or other materials from the service lines or plumbing fixtures in the homes we serve to leach into 
the water.  While Federal regulations consider the path forward for us as individuals and 
communities to remove lead service lines and plumbing that are the sources of lead, GLWA will 
continue our commitment to maintain optimal corrosion control. 
 
Testing for lead and copper occurs within the local communities served by GLWA.  To our 
knowledge, no community consistently served water by GLWA, formerly DWSD, has reported 
any lead issues.   
 
I encourage you to share this message with your local constituents, along with your Community’s 
Water Quality Report that contains your lead and copper test results. 
 
Best regards, 
 
 
Sue F. McCormick, CEO 
Great Lakes Water Authority 



January 2016 Lead Sampling Study in Detroit Service Area 

Elin Betanzo, Northeast-Midwest Institute 

Dr. Marc Edwards, Virginia Tech 

Dr. Jeff Parks, Virginia Tech 

Anurag Mantha, Virginia Tech 

In January 2016, Virginia Tech and the Northeast-Midwest Institute initiated a random sampling effort to 

measure lead in drinking water at homes served by the Great Lakes Water Authority (GLWA) in the Detroit 

metropolitan area. The results of these tests can be considered a baseline for lead levels that would have been 

found in Flint homes if corrosion control had continued uninterrupted from April 2014 through October 2015. 

These results also indicate the potential for future lead levels in Flint homes as effectiveness of corrosion control 

is restored, and the pipes form a protective scale to minimize lead release in service lines and household 

plumbing. 

Twenty-four homes in the Detroit area built in 1910 through 1964 were sampled using the same 3 sample 

protocol that Virginia Tech used in collaboration with Flint residents. The water sampled at these homes comes 

from one or more of the treatment plants operated by the GLWA, which can originate from Lake Huron or the 

Detroit River. The GLWA uses orthophosphate for corrosion control, and use of corrosion control has been 

consistent at the GLWA treatment plants. The samples were analyzed by Virginia Tech. 

The sampling sites were selected based on age with a focus on homes built prior to 1950; these sites also 

represent a spatial distribution of neighborhoods throughout the GLWA service area. Older homes were 

selected for the probability of lead service lines being present, but lead service lines were not confirmed through 

this study. Thus, this data set may, or may not, represent the highest risk homes for lead exposure in the GLWA 

service area.  

For 1 liter first draw samples, which are comparable to compliance samples taken for the Lead and Copper Rule 

(LCR), the 90th percentile for this set of homes was 4.1 ppb. For reference, The 2014 Water Quality Report for 

the Detroit Water and Sewer Department (DSWD) reported 2.3 ppb as the 90th percentile for DWSD. The 2014 

DWSD Water Quality Report reflects sampling within the City of Detroit, whereas the sampling for this study 

encompasses additional communities. The 90th percentile for the second sample, which is intended to measure 

water from lead service lines when present, was 4.3 ppb. The third sample provides an estimate of lead 

concentrations that can be achieved by flushing, for which the 90th percentile measured was 1.3 ppb. None of 

the samples taken for this study in the Detroit area exceeded the USEPA action level of 15 ppb. 

First Draw  90th 
percentile 

(Range) 

45 second flush 
90th percentile 

(Range) 

5 minute flush 
90th percentile 

(Range) 

Detroit 2014 Water 
Quality Report 

2.3 ppb 

(0-not reported) 

Not reported Not reported 

2016 Sampling 
4.1 ppb 

(0-7.3) 

4.3 ppb 

(0-7.9) 

1.3 ppb 

(0-7.7) 



 
It is notable that the 90th percentile for this set of random sampling sites is somewhat higher than the 90th 

percentile reported in the DWSD 2014 Water Quality Report. Compliance samples for the LCR should be taken at 

high risk homes (at least 50%) with confirmed lead service lines. In addition, the samples in this study were 

taken in January; lead concentrations measured in the summer are expected to be higher due to higher 

solubility and dissolution reaction rates associated with warmer temperatures.   

 
 

 



January 2016 Lead Sampling Study in Detroit Service Area

Year Home Built

1910.0–1922.0

1929.0–1940.0

1941.0–1948.0

1949.0–1964.0
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