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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION AGENDA 
MAY 9, 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: 
• The Department of Public Service Open House will be held on Saturday, May 14th from 

10:00 AM to 2:00 PM.   
• The Celebrate Birmingham Parade will be held on Sunday, May 15th beginning at 1:00 

PM followed by festivities in Shain Park.   
• The Birmingham Ice Show will be held on May 13th, 14th and 15th at the Birmingham Ice 

Arena.   
• For more information on the upcoming events, visit the City website at 

www.bhamgov.org. 
 

Appointments: 
A. Interviews for appointment to the Board of Building Trades Appeals.  
 1. Adam Charles, 1539 Bennaville 
B. To appoint _________________ to serve a three-year term on the Board of Building 
 Trades Appeals to expire May 23, 2019. 
C. Interviews for appointment to the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority.  
 1. Daniella Torcolacci, 2849 Buckingham 
 2. Paul Robertson, 779 S. Bates 
D. To concur in the Mayor’s appointment of __________ to the City of Birmingham 
 Brownfield Redevelopment Authority to serve a three-year term to expire May 23, 2019. 
 To concur in the Mayor’s appointment of _________ to the City of Birmingham 
 Brownfield Redevelopment Authority to serve a three-year term to expire May 23, 
 2019. 
E. Interviews for appointment to the Housing Board of Appeals. 
 1. Alexander Jerome, 1845 Hazel 
 2. Robert E. Taylor, Jr., 3693 W. Bloomfield, Bloomfield Hills 
F. To appoint __________ to serve a three-year term on the Housing Board of 
 Appeals to expire May 4, 2019. 
 To appoint __________ to serve a three-year term on the Housing Board of 
 Appeals to expire May 4, 2019. 
G. Administration of oath to the appointed board members. 
 

http://www.bhamgov.org/


2  May 9, 2016 

 

H. City Commission appointment to Birmingham Youth Assistance General Citizens 
Committee. 

I. To appoint __________ as a voting member of the Birmingham Youth Assistance 
General Citizens Committee. 

      -OR- 
 To appoint ___________ as a non-voting member of the Birmingham Youth Assistance 

General Citizens Committee. 
 

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 budget session minutes of April 16, 2016. 
B. Approval of City Commission minutes of April 25, 2016. 
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of April 27, 

2016 in the amount of $574,829.23. 
D. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of May 4, 2016 

in the amount of $316,104.85. 
E. Resolution approving the Little Free Library program “Book Box” designs and locations of 

Barnum Park, Booth Park, Kenning Park and Pembroke Park including the registration of 
each Little Free Library with the Little Free Library Organization upon installation. 
Further, treating Barnum Park as the first trial location and adding the other locations of 
Booth Park, Kenning Park and Pembroke Park based on the success of the first 
installation. In addition, pursuing donation opportunities for the other designated 
locations in advance of future installations. 

F. Resolution approving the purchase of one (1) new 2016 Freightliner MT55 from Cannon 
 Truck Equipment., using MI-Deal extendable purchasing pricing for a total expenditure 
 of $172,969.00. Further, waiving the normal bidding requirements based on the 
 government regulated pricing for this type of equipment. Funds for this purchase are 
 available in the Auto Equipment Fund, account #641-441.006-971.0100. 
G. Resolution approving the agreement with Holsbeke Construction, Inc. in the amount not 

to exceed $55,000.00 to complete the Historical Museum & Park Bell Project located at 
556 W. Maple, Birmingham, MI 48009; further charging this expenditure to account 
#101-804.002-981.0100; further approving the appropriation and amendment to the 
2015- 2016 General Fund budget as follows: 

 General Fund 
 Revenues: 
  Contribution from Private Source  101-000.000-676.0001  $45,000 
 Total Revenue         $45,000 
 Expenditures: 
  Allen House – Public Improvement  101-804.002-981.0100  $55,000 
  Hunter House –  
  Other Contractual Services 
       101-804.001-811.0000  (10,000) 
 Total Expenditures         $45,000 
 and further, directing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the 
 City. 
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H. Resolution approving reimbursement for the maximum allotment of $4,298.44 for 
 eligible mosquito control activity under the  Oakland County’s West Nile Virus Fund 
 Program. (complete resolution in agenda packet) 
 

V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 

VI. NEW BUSINESS 
A. Public Hearing of confirmation for the Webster Ave. Paving Project Sewer Laterals. 

1. Resolution confirming Special Assessment Roll No. 876 to defray the cost of 
installing new sewer laterals on Webster Ave., and instructing the City Clerk to 
endorse said roll, showing the date of confirmation thereof, and to certify said 
assessment roll to the City Treasurer for collection at or near the time of 
construction of the improvement. (complete resolution in agenda packet) 

B. Public Hearing to consider the Revised Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit 
 Amendment for 555 S. Old Woodward – Triple Nickel. 

1. Resolution approving the Revised Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit 
Amendment for 555 S. Old Woodward, Suite 610 – Triple Nickel to allow the 
addition of an outdoor dining platform. (complete resolution in agenda packet) 

C. Resolution authorizing the Mayor to sign the Termination of Easement Agreement, 
pertaining to the vacation of 35 ft. and 18 ft. wide easements located on the property 
known as 2100 E. Maple Rd. (Whole Foods Market project) 

D. Resolution approving the SP+ proposal to operate a valet service on weekdays at the N. 
 Old Woodward Ave. Parking Structure roof level wherein: 
 1.  Two valet service staff provided by SP+ will be stationed at the entrance to the  
  roof level from approximately 9 AM to 2 PM. 
 2.  As the structure nears capacity, all vehicles looking to park on the roof will be  
  required to valet their vehicle, at no additional cost to the customer. 
 3.  The cost to the Auto Parking System is estimated at $52,020 annually. 
 4.  Valet service hours will be subject to change based on actual need. 
E. Resolution authorizing the Mayor to sign the lease as prepared to operate a temporary 
 parking lot on the vacant land known as 35001 Woodward Ave. Further, authorizing staff to 
 direct all costs to prepare and maintain this property to the Auto Parking System Fund. 
 Monthly rates shall match those charged at the Park St. Parking Structure, with all revenues 
 being directed to the Auto Parking System Fund. 
F. Resolution concurring with the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, and directing the 
 Engineering Dept. to proceed with the 2016 Asphalt Resurfacing Program, with the 
 inclusion of all required handicap ramps within the project area, as well as the proposed 
 pedestrian crosswalk improvement at the Cheltenham Rd./Dunstable Rd./Hanley Ct. 
 intersection. 
G. Resolution endorsing the plan for the Chesterfield Fire Station as reviewed by the 
 Architectural Review Committee and Planning Board and authorizing issuance of a 
 Request for Proposals for construction. 
H. Resolution directing the City Manager to amend the 2016-2017 recommended City 
 budget to incorporate Baldwin Library Funding Option 5, which would increase the 
 Baldwin Library levy by .31 mills and decrease the City Operating levy by .31 mills for 
 fiscal years 2016-2017 and planned 2017-2018, and further adjusting the sewer rate to 
 include $175,000 additional funding for capital improvements. 
I. Ordinance amending Part II of the City Code, Chapter 78 Parks and Recreation,  Article 
 III. Martha Baldwin Park Board, Section 78-58 Composition, Appointment, Terms. 
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J. Resolution consenting to the City Manager’s appointment of Deputy Police Chief, Mark 
 H. Clemence, as the Chief of Police of the City of Birmingham Police Department, 
 effective May 28, 2016, upon the retirement of current Police Chief Donald Studt. 
K. Resolution to meet in closed session to review pending litigation regarding Tutor v City 
 of Birmingham pursuant to Section 8(e) of the Open Meetings Act. 
L. Resolution to meet in closed session to discuss an attorney/client privilege 
 communication in accordance with Section 8(h) of the Open Meetings Act. 
(A roll call vote is required and the vote must be approved by a 2/3 majority of the 
commission. The commission will adjourn to closed session after all other business has been 
addressed in open session and reconvene to open session, after the closed session, for 
purposes of taking formal action resulting from the closed session and for purposes of 
adjourning the meeting.) 
 

VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 
 

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
A. Beach re:  Handicapped parking 
 

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

X. REPORTS 
A. Commissioner Reports  

1. Notice of intention to appoint to the Board of Ethics, Historic District Study 
Committee, and Birmingham Shopping District Board on June 6, 2016.  

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

1. Hamilton Ave. & Park St. Intersection STOP Sign Study, submitted by City 
Engineer O’Meara 

2. Shain Park Furniture Update, submitted by DPS Director Wood 
 

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). 
 
 

tel:%28248%29%20530-1880


NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
BOARD OF BUILDING TRADES APPEAL 

At the regular meeting of Monday, May 9, 2016 the Birmingham City Commission intends to 
appoint one member to serve a three-year term to expire May 23, 2019.  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 4, 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.  

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 a three-year term on the Board of Building Trades 
Appeals to expire May 23, 2019. 

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

Adams Charles General Contractor
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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

Charles Adam

1539 Bennaville

(248) 672-3486

mradamcharles@gmail.com

3/14/2016 5/23/2016

Birmingham 48009

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

Monday, April 18, 2016 Page 1 of 2
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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

Monday, April 18, 2016 Page 2 of 2
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE 
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 

BROWNFIELD REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

At the regular meeting of Monday, May 9, 2016 the Birmingham City Commission intends to 
appoint two members to the City of Birmingham Brownfield Redevelopment Authority to serve 
three-year terms to expire May 23, 2019.   

The authority shall have the powers and duties to the full extent as provided by and in 
accordance with the provisions of the Brownfield Redevelopment Financing Act, being Act 381 of 
the Public Acts of the state of Michigan of 1996, as amended.  Among other matters, in the 
exercise of its powers, the Board may prepare Brownfield plans pursuant to Section 13 of the 
Act and submit the plans to the Commission for consideration pursuant to Section 13 and 14 of 
the Act. 

Members of this board will be appointed by the Mayor subject to approval of the Commission. 

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 4, 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.  

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 concur in the Mayor’s appointment of _____________to the City of Birmingham Brownfield 
Redevelopment Authority to serve a three-year term to expire May 23, 2019. 

To concur in the Mayor’s appointment of _____________to the City of Birmingham Brownfield 
Redevelopment Authority to serve a three-year term to expire May 23, 2019. 

Applicant Name Criteria/Qualifications
Applicants shall, in so far as possible, be residents of the 
City of Birmingham.   

Daniella Torcolacci Resident – 2849 Buckingham

Paul Robertson Resident – 779 South Bates
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BROWNFIELD REDEVELOPMENT 
AUTHORITY

   Resolution # 04-123-05 
   5 members, three-year terms, appointed by the mayor subject to approval of the commission. 

 
The authority shall have the powers and duties to the full extent as provided by and in accordance with the 
provisions of the Brownfield Redevelopment Financing Act, being Act 381 of the Public Acts of the state of 
Michigan of 1996, as amended. Among other matters, in the exercise of its powers, the Board may prepare 
Brownfield plans pursuant to Section 13 of the Act and submit the plans to the Commission for consideration 
pursuant to Section 13 and 14 of the Act. 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Gotthelf Beth

363 Catalpa

(248) 227.6920

gotthelf@butzel.com

5/23/20175/9/2005

Robertson Paul

779 S. Bates

(248) 282-1450

probertson@robertson-brothers.com

5/23/20165/9/2005

Runco Robert

1556 Lakeside

(248) 388-8100

rrunco@runcowaste.com

5/23/20175/9/2005

Torcolacci Dani

2849 Buckingham

248-217-4805

dtorcolacci@gmail.com

5/23/201610/27/2014

Zabriskie Wendy

463 Wimbleton

(248) 646-7543

(248) 743-6046

jwzab@comcast.net

5/23/20185/9/2005

Monday, April 18, 2016 Page 1 of 1
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE 
HOUSING BOARD OF APPEALS 

At the meeting of Monday, May 9, 2016, the Birmingham City Commission intends to appoint 
two members to the Housing Board of Appeals to serve three-year terms to expire May 4, 
2019.  Members shall be educated or experienced in building construction administration, 
social services, real estate or other responsible positions. 

The Housing Board of Appeals was established in order to provide an appeal process from 
regulation derived from the housing and maintenance requirements found in Chapter 22 of 
the city code.  The purpose of the housing and maintenance regulations is to protect, 
preserve and promote the physical and social well being of the people, to regulate privately 
and publicly owned dwellings for the purpose of maintaining adequate sanitation and public 
health. 

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 4, 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.  

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 Housing Board of 
Appeals to expire May 4, 2019. 

To appoint _______________________to serve a three-year term on the Housing Board of 
Appeals to expire May 4, 2019. 

Applicant Name Criteria/Qualifications
Applicants shall be educated or experienced in building 
construction administration, social services, real estate or 
other responsible positions. 

Alexander Jerome Attorney in residential and commercial real estate law and 
residential real estate sales.  

Robert Taylor Realtor, experience in the areas of land use, property 
maintenance, and municipal responsibility. 
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HOUSING BOARD OF APPEALS
Chapter 22 - Section 22-311 
Seven Members  
Requirements: Qualified by education or experience in building construction administration, social

services, real estate, or other responsible positions. 
Terms:  Three year - expire the first Monday in May 
Meetings held as needed. 
Appointed by the City Commission 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Blaesing Brian

2444 Polo Place

(248) 540-4272

brian.blaesing@sbcglobal.net

5/4/20175/9/2011

Birmingham 48009

Frink David

5277 Coulter Lake Trail

(248) 766-2069

davidlfrink@aol.com

Builder
5/4/20179/10/2001

Clarkston 48348

Hayashi Emiko

2051 Villa Rd, Unit 306

(248) 736-5896

emikomarie@gmail.com

5/4/20161/26/2015

Birmingham 48009

McLogan Chris

612 N. Glenhurst Dr

(248) 321-5883

chrismclogan@gmail.com

5/4/201711/23/2015

Birmingham 48009

Peterson Kenneth

34 Adelaide

(586) 615-0452

kenpeterson123@gmail.com

Home Builder
5/4/20184/16/2007

Detroit 48201

Monday, April 18, 2016 Page 1 of 2
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Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Taylor Robert

3693 W Bradford

248-892-3316

(248) 433-5432

Bob@BobTaylor.com

5/4/20165/10/2010

Bloomfield Twp 48301

Ziegelman Robert

36800 Woodward Ave #110

(248) 644-0600

rziegelman@lzarch.com

Architect
5/4/20189/26/1984

Bloomfield Hills 48304

Monday, April 18, 2016 Page 2 of 2
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MEMORANDUM 
 Office of the City Manager 

DATE: May 4, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Joellen Haines, Assistant to the City Manager 

SUBJECT: Appointment of City Commissioner to the Birmingham Youth 
Assistance (BYA) General Citizens Committee 

The City Manager’s Office received a letter on April 11, 2016 from the Birmingham Youth 
Assistance (BYA) organization requesting that the City of Birmingham Commission appoint a 
representative for the Birmingham Youth Assistance (BYA) General Citizens Committee. 

We recognize that the involvement of a Commissioner with this committee may at some point 
pose a conflict given the nature of the decisions that come before the City Commission. To avoid 
a potential conflict of interest, the Commissioner would have to recuse him or herself from 
voting on matters relating to the BYA if he or she was appointed a voting member of the BYA 
General Citizens Committee, or if the Commissioner was appointed as a non-voting member of 
the committee, the Commissioner would identify him or herself as a non-voting member of the 
BYA General Citizens Committee, and decide accordingly to recuse or not recuse depending on 
the topic. 

Two resolutions have been prepared to offer the options listed above. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 

To appoint __________________ as a voting member of the Birmingham Youth Assistance 
General Citizens Committee, or 

To appoint __________________ as a non-voting member of the Birmingham Youth Assistance 
General Citizens Committee. 

1 
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION MINUTES 
APRIL 16, 2016 BUDGET PUBLIC HEARING 

MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 151 MARTIN 
8:30 A.M.

I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Rackeline J. Hoff, Mayor, called the meeting to order and opened the public hearing at 8:34 AM. 

II. ROLL CALL
ROLL CALL: Present, Mayor Hoff 

Commissioner Bordman 
Commissioner Boutros 
Commissioner DeWeese  
Commissioner Harris 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita  
Commissioner Sherman (arrived at 8:38 AM) 

Absent,  None  

Administration:  City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Currier, Clerk Pierce, Finance Director 
Gerber, DPS Director Wood, City Engineer O’Meara, Fire Chief Connaughton, Assistant Fire Chief 
Donohue, Building Official Johnson, Planner Ecker, Senior Accountant Burrick, Police Chief 
Studt, Deputy Police Chief Clemence, Commander Albrecht, HR Manager Taylor, IT Director 
Gemmell, Museum Director Pielack, BSD Director Heiney, Library Director Koschik, Assistant 
Library Director Craft 

III. BUDGET PRESENTATION
A video was presented regarding the proposed budget for fiscal year 2016-2017. 

City Manager Valentine explained that the City will see a return to its highest taxable value level 
in 17-18.  It is a good sign; however costs have continued to increase so there are constraints 
that will have to be dealt with.   

Mr. Valentine explained that this year’s budget is a balance budget and was guided by the 
established budget principles and goals which reflect an increase of 6% from the prior fiscal 
year.  It is primarily the result of on-going infrastructure and capital improvement costs and a 
net addition of three new full-time positions to meet operational needs.  He noted that the 
budget provides funding for approximately $16.9 million in capital improvements which include 
approximately $3.3 million for sewer improvements and repairs, $1.7 million for water main 
improvements, approximately $6 million for improvements to the City streets and sidewalks, 
$1.8 million for improvements to the automobile parking system, and $2.8 million for rebuilding 
the Chesterfield Fire Station.  Also, there are increases in the water and sewer rates of about 
3.6% and 6.6% respectively which are attributed to increasing operational costs and less water 
consumption.  The budget maintains a strong fund balance of about 39% which is within the 
range established by the City Commission and reinforces the City’s AAA bond rating.  The City’s 
millage rate is shown as a decrease due to an increase in taxable value which has reduced the 
refuse and debt levys accordingly.  The Library Board has requested an additional .31 mills to 
fund improvements to the library.  He noted that the City is prepared to make a supplemental 
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millage presentation outlining alternatives for the City Commission to consider in addressing the 
request in the context of the City’s other funding obligations. 
 

IV. DEPARTMENT PRESENTATIONS AND DISCUSSION 
COMMISSION 
City Manager Valentine explained that the 7% decrease is due to a reduction in the miscellaneous 
account for the goal setting session that was budgeted this year.  
 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita suggested that going forward the City consider increasing the budget for 
educational activities, workshops, conferences similar to where it was in the past so new 
Commissioners may attend advanced educational opportunities, workshops, and conferences.  Mr. 
Valentine pointed out that the Commission has $7,000 to use for conferences and workshops. 
 
MANAGER’S OFFICE 
City Manager Valentine explained the 1% decrease is due to the labor burden for the department.  
Mayor Hoff questioned the increase in Human Resources as there is no difference in the number of 
employees.  Mr. Valentine explained that it is due to the retiree health care contributions that are 
showing up in the departmental budgets as it is required by the City’s actuary.  He explained that it 
is charging the legacy costs back to the departments.   
 
Mr. Valentine explained that there is a 16% decrease for City Hall Grounds primarily attributed to 
adjustments in the labor burden, minor operating supplies and other contractual services.  He 
noted that the property maintenance library has a 73% decrease due to repairs to the freight 
elevator which occurred in the prior fiscal year.  He also noted that the legal budget was increased 
1% due to an adjustment in the attorney retainer. 
 
HUMAN RESOURCES 
Human Resources Manager Taylor explained the increase of 6.5% is due to health care and 
retirement costs per the actuary.   
 
In response to a question from Commissioner Sherman, Mr. Valentine explained that the Managers 
Office and Human Resources Office share the Assistant to the City Manager position.  For a period 
of time that position was vacant which reduced the projection number. 
 
CITY CLERK  
Clerk Pierce explained that the City Clerk’s Office budget is down approximately 1% from the 
previous year.  This is attributed to a reduction in the salaries and wages and labor burden.  
She noted an increase in the equipment maintenance account due to the printing of color 
copies of the commission agenda for the commissioners. 
 
Clerk Pierce explained that the elections budget is up 50% due to an increase in the machinery 
& equipment account due to the replacement of voting equipment.  It is anticipated that the 
state will fund 50% of the cost and the City will be responsible for the remaining 50% of the 
cost. 
 
FINANCE DEPARTMENT 
Finance Director Gerber explained that the Finance Department budget is down 1.5% attributed to 
the retiree health care costs that were reduced in the department.  He explained that the Treasury 
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budget is down 17.5% due to the elimination of the full-time billing manager position.  He noted 
that a part-time clerical position was added.  He explained that the Assessing budget includes the 
cost for the Board of Review and the Oakland County contract for assessing services.  He noted 
that it is anticipated to be a small increase in the contract renewal. 
 
PLANNING 
City Planner Ecker explained the budget increase of 1% is due to the types of projects that are 
planned under contractual services.  The type and cost varies depending on the project.  Mayor 
Hoff noted that the recommended budget is more than the requested budget.  Ms. Ecker explained 
that the City Manager recommended the comprehensive master plan be moved to the upcoming 
fiscal year.  She pointed out that the 16-17 budget includes via signs and in 17-18 additional funds 
are budgeted for via signs and the Downtown Birmingham Master Plan.   
 
In response to a question from Commissioner Boutros, Ms. Ecker explained that GIS is the 
geographical information systems which is an on-line mapping program with geographical aerial 
photos used for planning purposes.  She stated that the Planning Department has taken on the 
role of handling the City’s GIS system. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita noted that one of the most important planning issues is the Old Woodward 
Downtown Streetscape Plan.  He stated that it is very important that the City put in the right 
resources to design it appropriately.  Ms. Ecker explained that there are funds budgeted in the 
current fiscal year for the Bates Street Plan, but no funds are allocated in the Planning budget for 
Old Woodward.  City Manager Valentine noted that when the City is at the point that it has to pull 
in resources for the plan, most likely it will come from a transfer from the general fund.  Mayor Pro 
Tem Nickita expressed concern that the City is not getting in front of this. 
 
Commissioner Boutros questioned the organizational chart.  Mr. Valentine explained that the 
coordination is done by the building official.  By designating one individual to coordinate activities 
that are involved in a project, the City can ensure that there is seamless follow through from when 
the plans are submitted to when the final certificate of occupancy is issued, that everything in 
between is coordinated by all the departments.  Commissioner Boutros noted the chart should be 
revised to reflect that. 
 
BUILDING 
Building Official Johnson explained the 11% increase is due to adding additional resources to keep 
up with construction activity in the City.  One support staff position is being added and the use of 
McKenna will be increased to help out with inspection services.  He noted that the large scale 
commercial project plan review will be sent to the International Code Council for their initial review 
which is a reimbursed cost to the City.  
 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita commented that there have been different capacity issues in terms of code 
enforcement over the past few years particularly with foreclosures.  He questioned if there is 
appropriate staff to address this.  Mr. Johnson pointed out that an additional part-time code 
enforcement officer was added to the current fiscal year. 
 
Mayor Hoff commented on the complete performance goals and measures submitted by the 
Planning and Building Departments and suggested other departments do the same. 
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David Bloom questioned the use of an outside consultant for the commercial projects.  Mr. 
Johnson explained that City performs a secondary review on those projects. 
 
DeAngello Espree suggested the amount of revenue generated from code enforcement be added 
to the next budget. 
 
POLICE 
Deputy Police Chief Clemence explained the increase of 2.5% is attributable the retiree health care 
costs.  In response to a question by Commissioner Harris, Deputy Chief Clemence explained that 
the crime rate is pretty flat with the exception of identity thefts and financial crimes.  He stated 
that the intention is to assign a task force officer to the FBI who has funded a program to bring in 
local task force officers to allow local departments to have greater access to federal resources.   
 
Deputy Chief Clemence explained that the dispatch budget is up 6.8% due to the purchase of a 
new Clemis system.  He noted that the department is requesting the purchase of a new 
investigative camera from the Law and Drug Enforcement fund which will have the ability to 
integrate into the City’s camera system to be used for clandestine investigations. 
 
FIRE 
Fire Chief Connaughton explained that the 5% increase in the budget is attributed to the labor 
burden cost.  He confirmed for Mayor Hoff that the department is budgeting for a new generator 
at the Chesterfield Fire Station.  Mr. Valentine stated that these are the maintenance costs for the 
generator.   
 
In response to a question from Commissioner Bordman regarding maintenance of the hydrants, 
Chief Connaughton explained that the City is installing new hydrants which do not require 
maintenance.  Mayor Hoff suggested the number of hydrants be listed in the budget in the future.   
 
DeAngello Espree questioned if the City is reimbursed for medical emergencies.  Mr. Valentine 
explained that the City only bills for transporting from the scene to the hospital.  Chief 
Connaughton confirmed that the patient is billed, not the business. 
 
ENGINEERING 
City Engineer O’Meara explained the increase of 4.6% is attributed to retiree health care 
contributions and overtime for seasonal staff as it has been under-budgeted in the past.  Mayor 
Hoff questioned the staffing level in the department.  Mr. O’Meara confirmed that the City has 
hired three seasonal inspectors in addition to the existing four full-time employees.   
 
Dorothy Conrad commented on the Quarton Lake area sewers program.  Mr. Valentine explained 
that the City is trying to get easements from all the required property owners so that City can 
proceed with the project.  He stated that the City will meet with the homeowners group to review 
the program and educate the residents on the need to get the easements done so the City can 
proceed.  City Attorney Currier explained that the easements secured so far are permanent 
easements with the land. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita commented that sidewalks are a significant part of the health, welfare, 
safety and walkability of the community.  He noted that there are a number of places that do not 
have sidewalks.  He questioned if it is anticipated that new sidewalks being added.  Mr. O’Meara 
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stated that it does not as it is not the policy to force sidewalks on residents because the resident 
would be assessed 100% of the cost. 
 
Commissioner Sherman expressed concern with the status of the Willits Alley. 
 
PUBLIC SERVICES 
DPS Director Wood explained the 3% increase in the general budget is due to a change in 
contractual uniform allowance, utilities, and training and workshops.  The 24% increase in the 
property maintenance account is attributed to the reallocation of employee wages and labor 
burden and a slight decrease in water utility due to the changes of frequency in the watering of 
City properties.  The decrease of 9% in the weed and snow enforcement is due to the retiree 
health care contributions.  The Ice Sports Arena increase of 5.5% is due to employee allocation 
changes and reclassification of expenditures.  She noted that this includes phase two of security 
cameras at the ice arena. 
 
Ms. Wood confirmed for Commissioner Bordman that the ice arena is traditionally operated at a 
loss of approximately $6,000 - $7,000 per year, however the fees are continuously monitored.  Ms. 
Wood further explained the activities held during the summer off-season include four mom-to-
mom sales and pickle ball. 
 
Ms. Wood explained the community activities increase of 4.5% is due to labor and wages as well 
as the purchase of additional holiday lights.  She noted that the installation of lights is reimbursed 
by the Birmingham Shopping District. 
 
Ms. Wood explained the Parks and Recreation budget is decreased 4% due to the reallocation of 
employees for wages and benefits and a change in other contractual services due to master plans 
and consultant work for upcoming projects 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita questioned if trail system improvements were budgeted.  Mr. Valentine 
explained that there are funds in the 17-18 budget.  
 
Mayor Hoff questioned the revenues and expenditures for the maintenance of the cemetery.  Mr. 
Valentine explained that a separate fund has been established called the Greenwood Cemetery 
Perpetual Care Fund.  He stated that the City has no expenditures for the cemetery as that portion 
is handled by the contractor. 
 
Commissioner Bordman encouraged the use of obtaining grants when developing the park system. 
 
ENTERPRISE FUNDS 
Finance Director Gerber explained that in the water fund, the City is proposing a $0.15 increase 
which would increase the cost of the average user of 90 units per year by $13.50.  He noted that 
the cost of water makes up 55% of the rate, over half of the rate is from sources outside of the 
City.  He noted that the sewer fund the City is proposing a $0.59 increase which would increase 
the cost to the average homeowner of $53.00.  He noted that 73% of that overall rate is from 
sources outside of the City.   
 
Mr. Gerber explained GASB 75 will be fully in place in 17-18.  He noted that the City’s retiree health 
care costs, which are currently not a liability on the City’s books, will start showing up as a liability 
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on the City’s books.  The cost is about $36 million and has to be spread amongst various funds in 
the City.  The Enterprise Funds will see it on its balance sheets and will be a reduction of its net 
position in 17-18. 
 
Mr. Valentine presented the operating revenues in the water fund compared to the operating costs 
and how GASB 75 will change the net position with the fund which results in a decrease in the 
fund balance. On the sewer fund, in 17-18 the requirements for GASB 75 to post the debit to the 
fund which reduces the net position and going forward continual deficits in that fund.   
 
In response to a question from Mayor Hoff regarding the difference between the water and sewer 
fund, Mr. Gerber explained that there are more personnel in the water fund than in the sewer 
fund.  Mr. Valentine stated that the City charges out employee expenses to the different funds.   
 
Mr. Valentine stated that if the City does nothing, there would be a significant shortfall in these 
funds and noted that the City will have to transfer funds.  He stated the difference between the 
revenues and expenses in the general fund will need to be transferred to the water fund and to 
the sewer fund.  This will maintain the fund balance within the current range of the fund balance 
policy.  Going forward continue to maintain the fund balance at 35%, making the transfers based 
on the difference between the projected revenues and projected expenses.  Mr. Valentine 
commented that a negative balance will impact the ability for bonding and other implications on 
the financial health of the City.   
 
Mayor Hoff noted that the scenarios discussed and GASB reporting fulfilled, it is all positive and the 
City will end up with a fund balance that is over 35% and meet the requirement.  Mr. Valentine 
noted that the amount of projects scheduled for those years will have to be reassessed.  It is now 
a structural issue and the City may have to look at potentially raising the water and sewer rates 
going forward.   
 
BALDWIN PUBLIC LIBRARY 
Library Director Koschik explained that the library is requesting a continuation of the 1.1 mills for 
operating expenses which will allow it to continue its hours, staffing, and services.  Additional 
funds will be budgeted for technology.  He noted that expenditures will be increased in electronic 
resources and improving the interior of the library in areas that are not part of the master plan. 
 
Mr. Koschik explained the plan for the renovations to the adult services which is Phase 1 of the 
Master Plan and is $2.2 million.  The library is offering to contribute $900,000 out of fund balance 
and unrestricted trust funds for the project, which leaves $1.3 million.  The library’s headlee limit is 
1.4639 mills.  The current millage rate is 1.1 mills.  The Library Board suggested increasing the 
library’s millage rate by .31 mills for a total of two years which would bring in the required funds.  
He stated that there are enough funds available that the library could proceed with the project this 
summer and the fund balance would be down to $147,000.  The $690,000 advance from the City 
would ensure that the library does not fall beneath the fund balance floor. 
 
City Manager Valentine presented slides explaining the model for funding options for this portion of 
the library renovation.  He noted that there may be other transfers that need to be considered. 
 
The Commission discussed the various models.  The Commission agreed that option 5 would have 
the least adverse effect and does not increase the taxes for the average homeowner.  It was noted 
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that from a policy standpoint, it is better to manage the millage rate to a smooth transition is 
preferable to one that would spike.  The issue with option 5 is creating a systemic shortfall in the 
City budget that would have to be backfilled with general fund.   
 
Commissioner Sherman question if there are any projects or other items that can be delayed to 
lower the shortfall.  He noted that this would eliminate the structural problem.  He noted that the 
funds are supposed to be there in case of an emergency. 
 
Jim Suhay expressed support of options 5 and 3.  Mr. Valentine confirmed for Mr. Suhay that in 
the case of a dire emergency, the City Commission would be able to assist the library through a 
crisis. 
 
Mr. Valentine noted that based on the conversations today, staff will return to the Commission with 
additional information. 
 
The Commission agreed that bond council should opine on the options presented to determine 
whether it would be worth the cost and would minimize the impact of additional tax rates on 
citizens and to understand the net operating. 
 
David Bloom suggested a hybrid of options 3 and 5. 
 
Commissioner Harris left at 12:42 PM. 
The Commission recessed at 12:42 PM. 
The Commission reconvened at 12:58 PM. 
 
ENTERPRISE FUNDS (continued) 
DPS Director Wood explained the 1.7% increase for Lincoln Hills Golf Course and 5% increase at 
Springdale Golf Course is attributed to public improvements.  Ms. Wood confirmed for Dorothy 
Conrad that golfers are using the golf course in spite of the construction on Big Beaver. 
 
City Engineer O’Meara explained that the changeover on the equipment at the Chester Street 
Structure is being implemented next week.  The other four garages will be done in the next fiscal 
year.  He noted that there is a plan to paint the structural steel in the Park Street Structure and the 
lights will be replaced with LED’s as well.   
 
Mayor Hoff questioned the increase to Central Parking.  Mr. O’Meara explained that with the high 
demand for parking and that the structures are filling on a regular basis, more staff is needed in 
the garages to monitor the entrances and keep the traffic flowing. 
 
SPECIAL REVENUE FUND 
Finance Director Gerber explained that in major and local streets, the City should start to see 
additional revenue from the state, generated from the increase in the gas tax and the user 
registration fees.  He noted that the non-capital related expenditures decreased by 4.3%. 
 
Commissioner Sherman questioned which projects had been petitioned for.  Mr. O’Meara explained 
that there is interest from the residents to have Saxon paved.  He noted that they have done a 
petition and the booklet has been mailed out.  He noted that West Brown is a general fund capital 
improvement where the existing road is worn out and the pavement needs to be replaced. 
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Mr. O’Meara confirmed for Commissioner Sherman that Villa was already approved by the City 
Commission and is moving forward.  Poppleton is just maintenance and the resurfacing of various 
roads is general maintenance funds.  Reconstruction of Raynale, Glenhurst, Brookwood, Kenwood, 
are part of the backyard sewer and water plan to separate the sewers out so more water can be 
diverted out of the sanitary sewer system.  He noted that all those streets are permanently paved 
and near the end of their service life so it is a good time to tackle those issues. 
 
DPS Director Wood explained that solid waste disposal budget increase of 1% is due to the 
increase in pick up and disposal cost for residential pick up.  In response to a question from Mayor 
Pro Tem Nickita, Ms. Wood explained the recycling containers located in Shain Park and around 
town. 
 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 
IT Director Gemmell explained the 15% increase in the budget is attributed to investments in 
infrastructure replacements that are at the end of life or require better performance including the 
replacement of the City Commission Room projector and screen with a high definition capability, 
replacing the security fire wall, network switching equipment, and provide for a newer parking 
ticketing system for parking enforcement. 
 
BIRMINGHAM HISTORICAL MUSEUM 
Museum Director Pielack explained the increase of 12% in the Allen House budget is attributed to 
one-time expenses related to the rebranding efforts, advertising, consultant work, and signage.   
 
George Stern suggested the Commission demand how much money is in the endowment fund and 
whether the City will receive 50%.  He suggested the Commission know the number of patrons as 
it is a source of revenue.  He commented that there are many demands for expenses and 
rebranding is not one that City money should be spent on. 
 
Commissioner Sherman noted that revenues are accounted for in the budget.  Ms. Pielack noted 
that the endowment fund has a principle balance of approximately $800,000.  That results in 
discernments of grants to the City from $38,000 to $40,000 per year.  The revenues have been 
increased as a result of increased utilization in requests for research and duplication.  She noted 
that there has been an increase in visitors to the museum. 
 
Ms. Pielack explained the 50% reduction in the Hunter House budget was due to the elimination of 
the one-time expense for exterior paint. 
 
BIRMINGHAM SHOPPING DISTRICT (BSD) 
BSD Director Heiney explained that on the expenditure side, funds were reallocated to add more 
funding for programming, marketing, special events, and maintenance.   
 
BROWNFIELD REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
Finance Director Gerber explained that the fund captures tax incremental financing from projects 
presented to the Commission for approval.  He noted that the budget assumes that the City will 
get the project costs into the City and the funds will be dispersed back to the developer, 
dependent on when the developer submits its cost reimbursement.   
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TRIANGLE DISTRICT CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT AUTHORITY 
Finance Director Gerber explained that the intent of the fund is to capture incremental tax 
revenues from this area to be used solely for parking purposes.  Mr. Valentine explained that the 
Authority has been created, but the TIF has not been established yet.  Mr. Valentine confirmed for 
Commissioner Sherman that Oakland County changed their arrangement for how they participate 
in local TIF’s.  He stated that the terms of the agreement with the County are being worked out.   
 
Commissioner Sherman stated that the City adopted the plan to set the base tax year of 12/31/14.  
He questioned if 2014 is the year that all incremental increases are based on or is the base year 
now 12/31/15.  The Commission requested staff to follow up on this. 
 
GREENWOOD CEMETERY PERPETUAL CARE FUND 
Finance Director Gerber explained that this fund captures revenues from the sale of plots.  The 
purpose of the fund is to invest those revenues to generate interest income, which would then be 
used for maintenance and improvements at the cemetery.   
 
George Stern commented that the City Code restricts the funds to be invested according to Public 
Act 20.  He suggested the City adopt the new state law, Public Act 215 into the ordinance which 
would allow municipal cemeteries to invest at close to market rates.  Mr. Valentine clarified that 
the change allows for the inclusion of investments in mutual funds. 
 
Commissioner Nickita left at 1:42 PM. 
 
CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND 
Finance Director Gerber explained the fund captures major expenditures with a threshold of 
$25,000.  He explained the list of planned projects include the funds with the anticipated capital 
expenditures over the next six years. 
 
Commissioner Sherman commented that by setting out the capital projects years in advance, it 
allows the City to properly budget for them and figure in the cost for the project.  He stated that 
$16 million in infrastructure improvements are budgeted this year which is substantially above the 
norm of $8 million.  Mr. Valentine stated that staff will review this. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
George Stern suggested the Commission ask for a report from the cemetery committee at the next 
budget session. 
 
David Bloom and DeAngello Espree commented on the well run budget meeting. 
 
The Mayor closed the public hearing and adjourned the meeting at 1:50 PM. 
 
 
Laura M. Pierce 
City Clerk 
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION MINUTES 
APRIL 25, 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 (arrived at 7:34 PM) 
Commissioner Sherman  

Absent,  None  

Administration:  City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Currier, Clerk Pierce, City Engineer 
O’Meara, Building Official Johnson, City Planners Ecker & Baka, Finance Director Gerber, Deputy 
Treasurer Klobucar, Fire Chief Connaughton  

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

04-118-16   ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Kathy Walgren invited the public to attend the Boomer Summit which will be held on April 30th.  
She explained the details of the event and the speakers who will be presenting. 

04-119-16 APPOINTMENT TO THE  
CABLECASTING BOARD 

Mayor Hoff announced that applicant Scott Weller, 1687 Holland, withdrew his application. 

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.

04-120-16  APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA 
The following items were removed from the consent agenda: 

 Item A (Minutes of April 11, 2016) by Commissioner Bordman
 Item I (Special Event Request – Run on the Town) by Commissioner Bordman

MOTION: Motion by Sherman, seconded by DeWeese: 
To approve the consent agenda as follows:   
B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of April 13, 

2016 in the amount of $748,741.73. 

4B
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C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of April 20, 
2016 in the amount of $272,505.40. 

D. Resolution accepting the resignation of Barbara Thurber from the Greenwood Cemetery 
Advisory Board, thanking her for her service, and directing the Clerk to begin the 
process to fill the vacancy. 

E. Resolution approving a three-year contract between the City and Oakland County for 
 assessing services for the period of July 1, 2016 through June 30, 2019 and 
 authorizing the mayor to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. 
F.  Resolution setting a public hearing for May 23, 2016 to consider the proposed lot split of 
 1525 Chesterfield, Parcel #1926126008. 
G. Resolution approving the agreement with Sellinger Associates, Inc. in the amount not to 
 exceed $21,500.00 for all design services for upgrading the Heating System for the 
 Municipal Building at City of Birmingham. Further, directing the Mayor and City Clerk to 
 sign the agreement on behalf of the City. 
H. Resolution approving the agreement with Tech Mechanical, Inc. in the amount  not to 

exceed $28,975.00 to replace a Vertical A/C System for the Police department  located 
at City of Birmingham; further charging the expenditure to the City Hall and Grounds 
Building Improvement account number 101-265.001-977.0000; further approving the 
appropriation and amendment to the 2015-16 General Fund budget as follows: 

 General Fund 
 Revenues: 
  Draw from Fund Balance  101-000.000-400.0000   $1,975 
 Total Revenue         $1,975 
 Expenditures: 
  City Hall and Grounds-Building Improvement 
      101-265.001-977.0000   $1,975 
 Total Expenditures         $1,975 
 and further, directing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the 
 City. 
J. Resolution authorizing the City to enter into a contract with Colonial Fireworks for 
 providing a fireworks display on July 3, 2016 (July 5 rain date) at Lincoln Hills for the 
 sum of $15,000, and further authorizing the administration to secure the necessary 
 insurance. This would be contingent upon the vendor meeting all state and local laws, 
 City requirements, and insurance requirements. 
K. Resolution approving the amended and restated Cross Connection Control Services 

Agreement with HydroCorp for services described in Attachment A of the agreement for 
five years, in the amount of $15,780.00 per year from account #591-537.007-811.0000, 
and further directing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the 
City. 

 
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 
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V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

 
VI. NEW BUSINESS 

04-121-16  PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER BROWNFIELD PLAN 
   AT 34965 WOODWARD AVENUE 
Mayor Hoff opened the Public Hearing to consider the approval of a Brownfield Plan and 
Reimbursement Agreement - 34965 Woodward (Peabody’s Restaurant) at 7:39 PM. 
 
City Planner Ecker explained that the applicant is proposing a mixed use five-story building with 
retail on the first floor and office/residential above.   She pointed out that there is a brownfield 
site to the north and to the south of the site so there is clearly proof of contamination within 
the block.  She noted that the plan and financing table have been reviewed by the Brownfield 
Redevelopment Authority.  She explained that the Authority reviews the costs dealing with the 
contamination and the costs if it was not a contaminated site, then the Authority review the 
difference in those costs.   
 
In response to a question from Commissioner DeWeese on how the brownfield works and the 
exchange of money, Ms. Ecker explained that the developer would expend the funds for the site 
clean-up.  If the plan is approved, the developer could submit their eligible expenses and 
receipts to the City.  After review, the City would reimburse funds back to the developer for up 
to the approved amount.  She noted that the City is agreeing that in lieu of charging them the 
first $1.3 million of additional tax funds, it would pay them back their clean up expenses with 
that additional tax revenue that would not have been coming to the City unless this property 
was redeveloped. 
 
Commissioner DeWeese noted that once that occurs, as soon as it is paid off, the developer 
would pay the full value of all the taxes and development.  There is no giveaway here.  It is in 
the City’s interest to encourage the development as if it were a clean site. 
 
In response to a question from Mayor Hoff, Ms. Ecker confirmed that it includes capturing taxes 
from Oakland County as well.  Mr. Valentine noted that all the taxing jurisdictions are included.   
 
Mr. Valentine clarified that the arrangement under the brownfield is different from a TIF as the 
brownfield is for the purposes of reimbursement for this specific site where the TIF is for the 
whole district. 
 
The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 7:49 PM. 
 
MOTION: Motion by DeWeese, seconded by Boutros: 
To approve the Brownfield Plan and Reimbursement Agreement for 34965 Woodward 
(Peabody’s Restaurant) as recommended by the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority on March 
9, 2016: 
 
WHEREAS, the Birmingham Brownfield Redevelopment Authority (the “Authority”), pursuant to 1996 PA 

381, as amended (the “Act”), prepared and recommended for approval by this Commission a 
brownfield plan dated March 15, 2016 (“the Plan”) for property located at 34965 Woodward, 
Birmingham, Michigan; and, 
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WHEREAS, the City of Birmingham, at least ten days before the meeting of this Commission at which this 
resolution is considered, provided notice of a hearing to all taxing jurisdictions which are 
affected by the Plan (the “Taxing Jurisdictions”) and fully informed the Taxing Jurisdictions 
about the fiscal and economic implications of the Plan; and,  

 
WHEREAS, the City of Birmingham, at least ten days before the meeting of this Commission at which this 

resolution is considered, provided notice of the hearing to the Department of Environmental 
Quality and the Michigan Strategic Fund (or its designee); and, 

 
WHEREAS, this Commission held a public hearing on the Plan at which officials from the Taxing 

Jurisdictions had an opportunity to be heard in regard to the adoption of the brownfield plan, 
interested persons had an opportunity to be heard, any written communications with 
reference to the Plan were received and considered, and a record of the public hearing, 
including all data presented at the hearing, was made and preserved. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 

1. The Plan constitutes a public purpose. 
2. The Plan meets all of the requirements for a brownfield plan set forth in 
Section 13 of the Act. 
3. The proposed method of financing the costs of the eligible activities, as 
described in the Plan, is feasible and the Authority has the ability to arrange the financing. 
4. The costs of the eligible activities proposed in the Plan are reasonable and 
necessary to carry out the purposes of the Act. 
5. The amount of captured taxable value estimated to result from the adoption of 
the Plan is reasonable. 
6. The Plan is approved. 
7. The reimbursement agreement pertaining to the Plan is approved. 

 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None 
  Absent, None 
 
04-122-16  PUBLIC HEARING OF NECESSITY 
   WEBSTER AVE PAVING PROJECT 
   REPLACEMENT OF SEWER LATERALS 
Mayor Hoff opened the Public Hearing of necessity for the replacement of sewer laterals as part 
of the Webster Ave. Paving Project at 7:49 PM. 
 
City Engineer O’Meara explained that sewer laterals which are over fifty years old are routinely 
replaced during reconstruction projects.  He noted that about 70% of the homes need it 
replaced.  He noted that the homeowners have been notified. 
 
Mr. O’Meara confirmed for Mayor Hoff that the sewer lateral being replaced is located in the 
public right-of-way from the property line to the sewer.  Mr. Valentine further clarified that 
everything from the property line to the house is private and not included in this assessment.   
 
The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 7:53 PM. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Sherman, seconded by Nickita: 
To declare necessity for the replacement of sewer laterals within the limits of Webster Ave. 
from Adams Rd. to Eton Rd.  The public hearing of confirmation will be held Monday, May 9, 
2016, at 7:30 P.M.: 
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WHEREAS, The City Commission has passed Ordinance No. 1906, to establish and adopt requirements 

and procedures for the replacement of sewer lateral lines when the City street is open for 
repairs or reconstruction; and 

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

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

laterals has been determined, 
 
RESOLVED, that all sewer laterals not meeting current criteria located within the limits of the following 

streets shall be replaced as a part of the paving project on Webster Ave. from Adams Rd. to 
Eton Rd. 

 
RESOLVED, that at such time as the Assessor is directed to prepare the assessment roll, of which 100% 

of the contractor’s charge to replace sewer lateral (calculated at the rate of $48 per linear 
foot) shall be charged to the adjoining property owners benefiting from the sewer lateral, 

 
RESOLVED, that there be a special assessment district created and special assessments levied in 

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

 
“Leinbach – Humphrey’s Woodward Ave. Subdivision” 
Lots 97-100 inclusive, the easterly 40 ft. of lot 101, the westerly 25 ft. of lot 104, lots 105, 
106, the easterly 20 ft. of lot 107, lots 114-122 inclusive, the easterly 20 ft. of lot 123, lots 
125, 127, 128, lots 132-137 inclusive, lots 140, 141, 145-149 inclusive, lots 151, 152, 155, 
158, lots 161-173 inclusive, the westerly 218.05 ft. of lot 174, the easterly 10 ft. of lot 177, 
lots 178-186 inclusive, the westerly 30 ft. of lot 187, lots 189, 190. 

 
“Birmingham Gardens” 
Lots 420, 421, 424-427 inclusive, the easterly 15 ft. of lot 428, the westerly 25 ft. of lot 430, 
lots 431, 432, the easterly 35.40 ft. of lot 433, lot 435, the westerly 10 ft. of lot 436, the 
easterly 20 ft. of lot 437, lots 438, 439, the easterly 30 ft. of lot 441, lots 442-445 inclusive, 
the westerly 10 ft. of lot 446. 
 

RESOLVED, that the Commission shall meet on Monday, May 9, 2016, at 7:30 P.M., for the purpose of 
conducting a public hearing to confirm the roll for the replacement of sewer laterals within 
the Webster Ave. Paving Project. 

 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None  
  Absent, None 
 
04-123-16  PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER A LOT SPLIT 
   221 BALDWIN ROAD 
Mayor Hoff opened the Public Hearing at 7:53 PM to consider the approval of a lot split of 221 
Baldwin. 
 
Planner Baka explained that the applicant is requesting to separate out a previously added lot 
from the property.  He explained the conditions that must be met according to the ordinance 
include that the minimum lot size in the area is 6,000 square feet; that all lots must meet the 
average lot width of other parcels in the area; that the division will not adversely affect the 
interest of the public and the abutting property owners.  Mr. Baka explained that the lot is only 
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5,000 sq ft, which means the lots were platted before the zoning was established in this area.  
This lot does not meet that requirement due to the odd configuration of many lots and the 
combination of several lots in the area.  He noted that no new buildings are currently proposed 
for this lot, however it would be eligible to have a single family home built on it which would 
have to meet all current zoning ordinance standards in regards to set backs, distance between 
buildings, and lot coverage.   
 
He noted that the City Commission could waive the requirements in the instance that the 
Commission determines that the enforcement of such requirements may cause unnecessary  
difficulties on the applicant or if the Commission determines that the waiver of any such 
requirement by the Commission shall not preclude the applicant from complying with all the 
provisions of the zoning ordinance. 
 
Commissioner Bordman pointed out that there are quite a few lots that are 50ft and are single 
family homes. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita commented that the biggest constraints would be the side setbacks and 
lot coverage.  If it was redeveloped, it would be somewhat congruent with what is already in 
the other 50 x 100 lots.   
 
In response to a question from Mayor Hoff regarding a for sale sign on the property, the 
applicant explained that they desire to sell the lot and there are people interested in purchasing 
it. 
 
Mayor Hoff expressed her concern with the request since the applicant bought the property as 
is knowing the additional space was there and by approving it, it does not meet the 5,000 
square foot space requirement and it does not meet the requirement of the average lot width. 
 
The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 8:14 PM. 
 
MOTION:   Motion by DeWeese, seconded by Nickita: 
To approve the proposed lot split of 221 Baldwin Rd. 
 
VOTE:   Yeas, 6 
  Nays, 1 (Hoff)  
  Absent, None 
 
04-124-16  PUBLIC HEARING OF CONFIRMATION 
   HAMILTON AVE PAVING PROJECT AREA 
   INSTALLATION OF NEW STREET LIGHTS 
Mayor Hoff opened the Public Hearing of Confirmation for the installation of new street lights in 
the Hamilton Avenue Paving Project area at 8:15 PM. 
 
Deputy Treasurer Klobucar recommended adoption of the resolution to confirm the special 
assessment district roll #875 to defray the cost of installing new street lighting in the Hamilton 
Avenue Paving Project over a ten-year period. 
 
The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 8:15 PM. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Sherman, seconded by Harris: 
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To confirm Special Assessment Roll No. 875, to defray the cost of installing new street lighting 
for the Hamilton Avenue Paving Project: 
 
WHEREAS, Special Assessment Roll, designated Roll No. 875, 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 Commission Resolution 04-109-16 provided it 
would meet this 25th day of April 25, 2016 for the sole purpose of reviewing the assessment 
roll, and 

 
WHEREAS, at said hearing held this April 25, 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. 875 be in all things ratified and 

confirmed, and that the City Clerk be and is hereby instructed to endorse said roll, showing 
the date of confirmation thereof, and to certify said assessment roll to the City Treasurer for 
collection at or near the time of construction of the improvement. 

  
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that special assessments shall be payable in ten (10) payments as provided 

in Section 94-10 of the Code of the City of Birmingham, with an annual interest rate of four 
and a quarter percent  (4.25%) on all unpaid installments. 

 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None  
  Absent, None 
 
04-125-16  NEIGHBORHOOD IDENTIFICATION SIGNAGE POLICY 
City Planner Ecker explained that in 2004, the City approved a wayfinding and signage design 
program.  One of the signs recommended in the plan was a neighborhood identification sign.  
She stated that the City has received numerous requests to place these signs within the 
neighborhoods.  She noted that the proposed policy would determine who would pay for the 
signs, location of the signs, and how many a neighborhood could have.   
 
Commissioner Bordman expressed concern as the City is undertaking a new branding effort and 
it would be premature to authorize any more signs until the logo is complete.  She questioned 
who would pay for the signage. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita commented that it is a good plan, but shares the concern regarding the 
graphic and funding.  He noted that plan is not ready as there are additional questions as to 
how it would be rolled out more completely, collectively and logistically.   
 
Commissioner Sherman questioned if the neighborhoods should be identified with signage.  He 
questioned if this is a want or a need and where it fits into the City’s priorities. 
 
Commissioner Boutros questioned whether this would identify the elements of the 
neighborhood or just the street.  
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Mayor Hoff questioned whether the Commission wants neighborhood signs and where would 
they be located.  She also expressed concern with the graphics on the sign. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita questioned the purpose of the signage – parking, directional, 
indentification, or to enhance the visitor understanding of different elements of the City.  He 
suggested the Planning Board review this. 
 
Commissioner DeWeese concurred and suggested the wayfinding concept be re-examined. 
 
Commissioner Harris agreed that the policy should be reviewed by the Planning Board as to the 
standards and implementation. 
 
Commissioner Bordman suggested the Planning Board consider the effect of the neighborhoods 
being the driver of the signs as not every house identifies itself with a particular neighborhood.  
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita suggested the Planning Board consider the differentiation of the physical 
neighborhood. 
 
MOTION:   Motion by DeWeese, seconded by Bordman: 
To refer this item back to Planning Board with the comments made this evening. 
 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None  
  Absent, None 
 
04-126-16  DELINQUENT WATER/SEWAGE CHARGES  

TO THE 2016 TAX ROLL 
MOTION: Motion by Sherman, seconded by Nickita: 
To direct the Treasurer to transfer the following unpaid and delinquent water/sewage bills of 
the properties listed in the Delinquent Tax List report dated April 15, 2016 to the 2016 city tax 
roll and authorizing removal from the list any bills paid or a payment plan agreement signed 
after City Commission approval: 
 
WHEREAS, The City Treasurer, in accordance with Chapter 114, Section 114-303, of the city code has 

reported certain water/sewage accounts, including interest and penalty, unpaid and 
delinquent on May 1, 2016, and 

 
WHEREAS, Chapter 114, Section 114-303, of the city code provides that these payments shall be carried 

to the next annual city tax roll, 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the properties with unpaid and delinquent water/sewage 

accounts listed in the report dated April 15, 2016, including interest and penalty, be 
transferred and reassessed to the 2016 city tax roll and authorization be given to remove from 
the list any bills paid or a payment plan agreement signed after commission approval. 

 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None  
  Absent, None 
 
04-127-16  DELINQUENT SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS/INVOICES 
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TO THE 2016 TAX ROLL 
MOTION:  Motion by Sherman, seconded by DeWeese: 
To direct the Treasurer to transfer the unpaid and delinquent special assessment and invoices, 
including interest and penalty, as listed on Sworn Statement of Delinquent and Unpaid Special 
Assessments and Unpaid Invoices to the 2016 City tax roll and authorizing removal from the list 
any bills paid after City Commission approval: 
 
WHEREAS, the City Treasurer, in accordance with the provisions in the City Code has reported certain 

special assessments and invoices, including interest and penalty, unpaid and delinquent on 
May 1, 2016, and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Code provides that these delinquent special assessments and invoices shall be carried 

to the next annual City tax roll, 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the listing of unpaid and delinquent special assessments and 

invoices, including interest and penalty, dated April 15, 2016, be transferred and reassessed 
to the 2016 City tax roll with an additional 15% penalty and authorization be given to remove 
from the list any bills paid after commission approval. 

 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None  
  Absent, None 
 

VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 
04-128-16  CITY COMMISSION MINUTES 
   OF APRIL 11, 2016 
Commissioner Bordman suggested the following revision to Resolution #04-110-16: 

 Add “No action was taken on the remaining applications.” 
 
MOTION: Motion by Bordman, seconded by DeWeese: 
To approve the City Commission minutes of April 11, 2016 as amended. 
 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None  
  Absent, None 
 
04-129-16  SPECIAL EVENT REQUEST 
   RUN ON THE TOWN 
Commissioner Bordman expressed concern with the hours for set up at 5:30 AM as construction 
is not allowed before 7:00 AM.  She noted that this park has adjoining residential areas.  Clerk 
Pierce confirmed that the set up hours were the same the past two years.  She noted that the 
City has not received any complaints regarding this event. 
 
Mayor Hoff noted that the music will begin at 7:00 AM and end at 9:00 AM.  Commissioner 
Sherman noted that the run will be held from 7:30 AM – 9:00 AM. 
 
Commissioner Boutros commented that this event has to start and finish early.  Had there been 
any complaints, he would support changes, but since there are no complaints, the City should 
let them proceed. 
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Commissioner DeWeese noted that this is the normal pattern for races to begin early so people 
are not yet using the streets and minimizes the interference with the neighborhood. 
 
Commissioner Bordman expressed opposition to the time of the event. 
 
MOTION:   Motion by DeWeese, seconded by Boutros: 
To approve a request submitted by Max Broock Realtors requesting permission to hold the Run 
on the Town on September 17, 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. 
 
VOTE:   Yeas, 6 
  Nays, 1 (Bordman)  
  Absent, None 
 

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
04-130-16  COMMUNICATIONS 
The Commission received the following communication: 

 Children’s Charities Coalition regarding withdrawal of special event application 
 

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

X. REPORTS 
04-131-16  COMMISSIONER REPORTS 
The Commission intends to appoint a member to Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board on May 
23, 2016. 
 
04-132-16  COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 
Commissioner Bordman noted that she attended the regional transit authority (RTA) meeting 
and explained that there was very little concrete information other than the route such as the 
taxing amount to the municipalities and bus fares. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita explained that Woodward is considered to be part of the bus rapid 
transit system with occasional stops from the downtown core at Michigan and Cass.  It would 
run along each side of Woodward until the New Center, then north on Woodward to Pontiac.  
He noted that Woodward would have the light rail street car which is a separate system.  He 
explained that the M1 is not part of the RTA at this time. 
 
Commissioner Harris noted that he read that funding for the RTA may be on the November 
ballot.  Mr. Valentine explained that his understanding is that there is a funding component that 
will be discussed.  Up to that point, it is starting the education as to where it goes, what service 
it provides, and how it works. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita requested an update on the number of bistro chairs and tables were 
originally purchased, how many more is needed and is the City accommodating the way they 
are being used. 
 
04-133-16  CITY STAFF REPORTS 
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The Commission received the I-75 Expansion Project Update submitted by Assistant to the City 
Manager Haines. 
 
City Manager Valentine noted that Berkley, Southfield, and Hazel Park have adopted a 
resolution in opposition to the project.  Mayor Pro Tem Nickita noted that during a charrette he 
was involved with in Pontiac, an MDOT employee commented that all the money would be 
involved in the I-75 project and not to plan on funding for local projects. 
 

XI. ADJOURN 
The meeting adjourned at 9:15 PM. 
 
 
 
Laura M. Pierce 
City Clerk 
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Vendor Name
Transfer 

 Date
Transfer
 Amount

Automated Benefit Services, Inc. 4/25/2016 153,465.85
TOTAL 153,465.85

                              City of Birmingham
4/27/2016



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

05/04/2016

05/09/2016

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*241864

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*241865

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*241866

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*241867

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*241868

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*241869

1,500.0052-4 DISTRICT COURT000901*241870

209.407UP DETROIT006965*241871

285.00ABEL ELECTRONICS INC002284241872

723.00ACME PARTYWORKS007037*241873

250.00ACOM SOLUTIONS, INC.002909241874

1,453.75AMERICAN PRINTING SERVICES INC003243241875

1,030.00AMERICAN TEST CENTER, INC.002488241876

665.00GRANT ANKNEY007510241877

557.66ARROW INTERNATIONAL INC007586241878

164.00ARTECH PRINTING INC000500241879

36.91ASB DISTRIBUTORS007479241880

109.87AT&T006759*241881

542.28AT&T006759*241882

108.69AT&T006759*241883

154.00AT&T007216*241884

85.00B & B GREASE TRAP & DRAIN002702241885

222.24BATTERIES PLUS003012241886

143.81BLAKE BELSKY007913241887

112.87BEVERLY HILLS ACE007345241888

50.84BILLINGS LAWN EQUIPMENT002231241889

6.50BIRMINGHAM LOCKSMITH000524241890

239.65LISA MARIE BRADLEY003282*241891

92.69JACQUELYN BRITO006953*241892

5,750.00CADILLAC ASPHALT, LLC003907241893

13.41CINTAS CORPORATION000605241894

364.64COMCAST007625*241895

200.00CUTRARO, MARIANNA ELIZABETHMISC241897

5,637.28DTE ENERGY000179*241898

2,453.60EMPCO INCORPORATED001124241899

1,900.00EPIC CLEANING SERVICES INC007448241900

229.20EZELL SUPPLY CORPORATION000207241901

165.45FIRST CHOICE COFFEE SERV006181241902

350.00FUNTASTIC FACES BY DIANE007749241903

391.34GAYLORD BROS., INC000592241904

905.52GORDON FOOD004604241905

57.44GRAINGER000243241906

326.16DONALD GRIER007473*241907
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Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

05/04/2016

05/09/2016

353.96 HALT FIRE INC001447241908

500.00 HARMONY ACRES PARADE ARABIAN HORSES008053*241909

760.00 PETER J. HEALY III006869241910

250.00 HITS, INC008057241911

1,774.34 HORTMARK007690241912

25.00 ICE SKATING INSTITUTE000980*241913

634.52 J & B MEDICAL SUPPLY002407241914

655.00 JAY'S SEPTIC TANK SERVICE003823241915

270.00 JENNIFER JEFFREY006102*241916

131.88 JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458241917

14.00 KROGER COMPANY000362241919

316.07 OSCAR W. LARSON CO.002767241920

93.71 ROGER LAWRENCE006661*241921

18,654.72 LAZARD ASSET MANAGEMENT LLC002635241922

54.50 MARTINI TEES007530241924

19,850.00 MCKENNA ASSOCIATES INC000888241925

125.00 MCRAY HOMES LLCMISC241926

607.37 MICHIGAN DEPT. OF TRANSPORATION004687241927

1,980.00 MINUTEMAN/POWERBOSS TAY004897241928

44,980.00 MML WORKERS' COMP FUND000649241929

223.00 NELSON BROTHERS SEWER001194241930

45,414.46 NOWAK & FRAUS ENGINEERS001864241931

876.70 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY006359241932

183.23 OAKLAND SCHOOLS000675241933

1,219.74 OFFICE DEPOT INC000481241934

1,200.00 OHIO/MICHIGAN CONCRETE008023241935

659.42 PEPSI COLA001753*241936

198.96 PHYSIO-CONTROL CORP.001277241937

586.66 LAURA M. PIERCE001302*241938

175.00 POOP SCOUTS008054*241939

133.00 PREMIUM AIR SYSTEMS INC003629241940

147.00 PRIORITY DISPATCH007658241941

300.00 PSTGP,LLC008058241942

93.15 QUALITY METAL IMAGES INC002852241943

1,215.06 RKA PETROLEUM003554241944

750.00 ROCKOUT008055*241945

70.00 ROSE PEST SOLUTIONS001181241946

212.41 ROYAL OAK P.D.Q. PRINTING INC000218241947

257.44 SCOTT GARDNER007902241948

171.75 SHELBY AUTO TRIM, INC.006850241949

215.00 SIGNS-N-DESIGNS INC003785241950

1,410.21 SPARTAN DISTRIBUTORS INC000260241951

750.00 SPINA ELECTRIC COMPANYMISC241952



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

05/04/2016

05/09/2016

1,285.00 STEEL EQUIPMENT CO.000265241953

200.00 THE NEW 555 COMMERCIAL LLCMISC241954

1,136.10 TITLEIST000276*241955

694.01 TOTAL ARMORED CAR SERVICE, INC.002037241956

885.00 TRATTORIA DA LUIGI008017241957

225.00 TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC000155241958

17,041.18 UBS FIN SERVICES, INC005331*241959

97.26 VARSITY SHOP000931241960

85.00 VIGILANTE SECURITY INC000969241963

2,026.96 VIP TRUCK CENTER LLC000279241964

120.97 WEISSMAN'S002171241965

18,950.32 WESTWOOD TRUST007374241966

199.00 SCOTT WORTHINGTON003041*241967

429.56 XEROX CORPORATION007083241968

199.00 JEFF ZIELKE008008*241969

*-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

$316,104.85Grand Total:

Sub Total ACH:

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

Sub Total Checks: $220,153.82

$95,951.03



Page 1

5/9/2016

Vendor Name
Transfer 

 Date
Transfer
 Amount

Automated Benefit Services, Inc. 5/2/2016 95,951.03
TOTAL 95,951.03

                              City of Birmingham
5/2/2016



MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 

DATE: April 26, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: Little Free Library Project 

A Little Free Library is a “take a book, return a book” free book exchange.  They come in many 
shapes and sizes, but the most common is a small wooden box.  Anyone may take a book or 
bring a book to share.  There are over 36,000 Little Free Library book exchanges around the 
world and currently 345 registered Little Free Library projects in Michigan.  The Department of 
Public Services has proposed this concept to the Parks and Recreation Board to incorporate into 
the City Park system.  The Parks Board approved and is submitting to the City Commission for 
their approval, the design and locations selected as described in this report. 

As background, to be a part of the Little Free Library network, our Little Free Library must be 
registered with the Little Free Library Organization.  There is a one-time registration fee for 
each one of approximately $42.00.  Registration gives us an official charter sign and access to a 
network of stewardship, a free steward’s guide and marketing materials, discounts on books, 
and the addition of our Little Free Library to the world map found on their website: 
littlefreelibrary.org.  Only libraries with official charter signs may be photographed and displayed 
as part of the Little Free Library network.  This is the only way the Little Free Library 
Organization can track, monitor, support and celebrate our efforts. 

A spot for a “Book Box” was identified in the design concept plan for Barnum Park.  It was to be 
located in the Sanctuary area.  There were no specifications but the idea was for it to be 
shaped like an owl or “nature” related.  We have selected this location to be the first proposed 
installation of the Little Free Library.  Not only was it identified in a park plan, but also it will be 
highly visible and has a lot of foot traffic. 

The Department of Public Services has built a trial design of the Little Free Library and is ready 
for installation upon City Commission approval.  We will assign a steward on staff to check on 
our Library daily to make sure it stays clean and inviting.  The staff representative will also 
check content of book material and scan through books to ensure they are in good shape and 
have no missing pages or graffiti.  If this program works out well, we have identified 3 other 
locations to expand in addition to the Barnum Owl, each with its own design, Booth Park-Pig, 
Kenning Park-Penguin, and Pembroke Park-Frog.  The design of each Little Library will be very 
similar, with the difference being the “character”, so that parts will be interchangeable. 
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Barnum Owl Proposed Little Free Library 
 
There has been interest already from the community to donate toward this project.  We will 
also market on our website, newsletters, and by contacting Homeowners Associations to inform 
them of the opportunity to contribute to this program.  The Baldwin Public Library is supportive 
of this project as well.  The Friends of the Baldwin Public library have already contributed a 
variety of children’s books to include in our new location to get us started.  All applicable City 
Departments have reviewed the design and plan for installation as well. 
 
The Department of Public Services presented the design and the proposed locations for this 
Little Free Library program to the Parks and Recreation Board for endorsement.  As far as 
implementation of this program, we recommend the Barnum Owl location be the first site which 
gives us the opportunity to test the viability of this program before any of the future locations 
are installed.  This allows time to evaluate the program, including such items as the required 
resources for maintenance, the usage and activity of the library, increase awareness of the 
community and pursue donations for the other designs. 
 
Enclosed is a copy of the Little Free Library presentation and the approved minutes from the 
March 1, 2016 Parks and Recreation Board meeting.  The recommendation from the Parks and 
Recreation Board states,  “To approve the Department of Public Services design and location of 
the Little Free Library project as stated and further to register each Little Library with the Little 
Library Organization and to submit to the City Commission for their consideration and approval 
of the same.” 
 



SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the Little Free Library program “Book Box” designs and locations of Barnum Park, 
Booth Park, Kenning Park and Pembroke Park including the registration of each Little Free 
Library with the Little Free Library Organization upon installation.  Further, to treat Barnum Park 
as the first trial location and to add the other locations of Booth Park, Kenning Park and 
Pembroke Park based on the success of the first installation.  In addition, pursue donation 
opportunities for the other designated locations in advance of future installations. 



Proposed Library Project 
To promote literacy and the love of reading by building free 

book exchanges worldwide and to build a sense of 
community as we share skills, creativity and wisdom across 
generations. There are over 36,000 Little Free Library book 

exchanges around the world, bringing curbside literacy 
home and sharing an estimated 9.3 million books annually. 
Currently there are 345 registered Little Library Projects in 

Michigan. 
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What is a Little Free Library and 
What’s So Special About It? 
A Little Free Library is a “take a book, return a book” free 
book exchange. They come in many shapes and sizes, but 

the most common version is a small wooden box of 
books. Anyone may take a book or bring a book to share. 

 
Little Free Library book exchanges have a unique, 

personal touch. There is an understanding that real 
people are sharing their favorite books with their 

community; Little Libraries have been called "mini-town 
squares." 
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Identify a Location & Steward 
The City of Birmingham Department of Public 

Services Administration has chosen locations that 
have a lot of foot traffic and is highly visible.   

 
The department will assign a staff (Steward) 

representative to to make sure the library stays 
clean and inviting.  The staff representative will also 

check content of book material and scan through 
books to ensure no graffiti or missing pages. 
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Proposed Four Locations 
The four proposed locations determined by the  

City of Birmingham Department of Public Services Administration 
Are: 

Barnum, Booth, Kenning, Pembroke 
 

The designs were created to attract children to the  
Little Library Structures. 

 
The department will be contacting the Homeowner’s Association 

to inform them of the Little Library Project and to ask if their 
association would like to assist with the Little Library Project. 
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Are There Rules About The 
Proposed City of Birmingham 

Design ? 
The Little Library that is built has to be registered with an official charter sign and 

number. There is a one-time registration fee of about $40 per Library.  
 

Through the Little Library Organization there are no rules about what the Library 
Project may or may not look like. 

 
To protect the Little Free Library name and quality of the Libraries themselves, 

the name Little Free Library and its common variations are registered and 
trademarked. The City of Birmingham must have an official charter sign and 

charter number on the  Library in order to legally use the name Little Free Library 
and its common variations. 

 
Only Libraries with official charter signs and numbers can be photographed and 
displayed as part of the Little Free Library network. This is the only way the Little 

Library can track, monitor, support, fund and celebrate our efforts.  
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Proposed Three Designs 

Booth Park-Pig 

Kenning Park-Penguin Pembroke Park-Frog 

Although these three designs are shaped as bird houses the Parks Department staff will be adapting the designs to a Little Library 
Concept. 

8

https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&frm=1&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjFoZPUxZXKAhWBMSYKHVvnDFYQjRwIBw&url=https://www.thewinfieldcollection.com/product/When_Pigs_Fly_Birdhouse_Wood_Plan/Bird-Houses-Wood-Patterns&bvm=bv.110151844,d.eWE&psig=AFQjCNHUf7SWD09vtFMfX9ZdiB6sEATO_g&ust=1452181887261968
https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&frm=1&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwi5jLvJxpXKAhUD5CYKHTGiD5YQjRwIBw&url=https://www.etsy.com/listing/114348048/perry-penguin-birdhouse&bvm=bv.110151844,d.eWE&psig=AFQjCNHuPkh3Qqjr41miePi49zzVp3euDg&ust=1452182242572429
http://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&frm=1&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjXo6ysyZXKAhXGbSYKHaMvCtMQjRwIBw&url=http://www.uniquebirdhouseboutique.com/bird-houses/fun-birdhouse-kits/&psig=AFQjCNHAId-06o3tkgZVfNHl0hHe7aNPgg&ust=1452182991051119


Barnum Little Library  
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Estimated Costs 
Construction/Placement  

Cost $500/per each  
Little Library 
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Baldwin Library Support 
The Baldwin Public Library is supportive of this idea and 

willing to donate books to the Little Free Libraries in 
Birmingham Parks.  

Since Little Free Libraries are take a book/leave a book 
models, the books in the Little Free Libraries may or may 
not be from the Baldwin Public Library, which is perfectly 

fine, but City staff will work with the Library to help to 
ensure that there are always books in the libraries in case  
more books are taken then are left, or if there is a need to 

remove any books that might have significant damage 
(covers falling off, broken bindings, or pages falling out).  

 
. 
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OVERALL 
The City of Birmingham Parks staff believes that the 

concept of the “Little Free Library” is a positive 
contribution to our City of Birmingham Parks.  

 
Maintenance concerns are minimal and there are no 

zoning or building requirements.   
 

Suggested Resolution: To approve the Department of 
Public Services design and location of the proposed Little 
Library projects as stated and further register each Little 
Library with the Little Library Organization and to submit 
to the City Commission for their consideration and 
approval of the same. 
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PARKS AND RECREATION BOARD MEETING MINUTES 

March 1, 2016 
 
Therese Longe, Chairperson, called the meeting to order at 6:31 p.m. at 851 S. Eton. 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Ross Kaplan, Therese Longe, Lilly Stotland and Bill Wiebrecht  
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Art Stevens, John Meehan and Ryan Ross 
 
STUDENT REPRESENTATIVES PRESENT: Nichole McMaster  
 
ADMINISTRATION: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services, Carrie A. Laird, Parks and Recreation 
Manager, Jacky Brito, Clubhouse Manager and Connie Folk, Recreation Coordinator 
 
GUESTS: Patty Blair and Cindy Rose 
 
It was moved by Ross Kaplan, seconded by Bill Wiebrecht that the minutes of the February 2, 2016 regular 
meeting be approved. 
Yeas – 4 (Ross Kaplan, Therese Longe, Lilly Stotland and Bill Wiebrecht) 
Nays – 0 
Absent-3  (Art Stevens, John Meehan and Ryan Ross)    
 
AGENDA ITEM #1-Golf Report -2015 review -2016 Prospectus 
Jacky Brito reviewed the 2015 Golf Report that included a 10 year review of annual rounds, revenue and 
expenditure comparisons, a five-year financial projection and a forecast for the 2016 season.   Jacky also 
reviewed the upcoming 2016 marketing strategies.    
 
The Parks and Recreation Board received and reviewed the golf report.  
 
AGENDA ITEM #2 – Poppleton Park Sub-Committee Appointments 
Lauren stated that a current listing of the Parks and Recreation Board Sub-Committees has been provided and 
since the department is moving forward on the Poppleton Park Site Concept Plan the department would like to 
establish a Poppleton Park Sub-Committee comprised of two or three Parks and Recreation Board members 
that could meet during the day and more than once a month.   
 
Therese stated that committee would look at Poppleton Park more in depth and to bring the body of 
knowledge back to the Parks and Recreation Board with recommendations and suggestions. 
 
Lilly Stotland nominated Ross Kaplan, Therese Longe and Bill Wiebrecht to the Poppleton Park Sub-Committee,  
Ross Kaplan, Therese Longe and Bill Wiebrecht accepted the nomination. 
Yeas – 4 (Ross Kaplan, Therese Longe, Lilly Stotland and Bill Wiebrecht) 
Nays – 0 
Absent-3  (Art Stevens, John Meehan and Ryan Ross) 
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AGENDA ITEM #3 – Little Library Project 
Connie presented to the Parks and Recreation Board the Little Library Project for the City of Birmingham.   
 
Connie stated to the Parks and Recreation Board the Department of Public Services Administration has chosen 
locations that have a lot of foot traffic, is highly visible and the designs were created to attract children to the  
Little Library Structures.   
 
The department will assign a staff representative to to make sure the library stays clean and inviting.  The 
staff representative will also check content of book material and scan through books to ensure no graffiti or 
missing pages.  
 
Connie states that the four locations that the department has chosen are Barnum, Booth, Kenning and 
Pembroke Park. 
 
Connie also stated that the department will be contacting the Homeowner’s Association to inform them of the 
Little Library Project and to ask if their association would like to assist with the Little Library Project. 
 
It was moved by Bill Wiebrecht, seconded by Ross Kaplan to approve the Department of Public Services design 
and location of the proposed Little Library projects as stated and further register each Little Library with the 
Little Library Organization and to submit to the City Commission for their consideration and approval of the 
same. 
 
Yeas – 4 (Ross Kaplan, Therese Longe, Lilly Stotland and Bill Wiebrecht) 
Nays – 0 
Absent-3  (Art Stevens, John Meehan and Ryan Ross)  
 
COMMUNICATION/DISCUSSION ITEM #1- Parks and Recreation Board Roster 
Connie provided to the Parks and Recreation Board the Parks and Recreation Board Roster 
No action was required by the board. 
 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 
No Unfinished Business 
 
NEW BUSINESS: 
No New Business 
 
OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA: 
Therese stated that the next meeting will be held on April 12, 2016 at 6:30 pm at DPS 
 
 
The meeting adjourned at 7:35 p.m. 
 
Connie J. Folk, Recreation Coordinator 

Parks and Recreation Board Meeting 3/1/2016 
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 

DATE: April 27, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: DPS Service Truck Replacement Vehicle #90 

DPS vehicle #90 is a 2000 Chevy Cutaway 3500 1½ Ton Utility Truck in need of replacement 
due to age and reliability issues.  This vehicle has been part of our service operations fleet for 
over 16 years and is used on a daily basis by the Department of Public Services to carry out any 
duty that requires a service (water or sewer) installation or repair.  Truck #90 has become a 
vital vehicle for the Department of Public Services’ response time for emergency repair due to 
its ability to transport a variety of safety equipment, tools, maps and a variety of supplies.  This 
truck has a cabinet body to hold this necessary equipment for all water service operations. 

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

Vehicle #90, 2000 Chevy Cutaway 3500 1½ Ton Utility 
Factor Description Points 
Age 1 point each year of age. 15 
Miles/Hours 1 point each 10,000 miles of usage. 4 
Type of 
Service 

3 points, any vehicle that pulls trailers, hauls heavy loads, and has 
continued off-road usage. 

3 

Reliability 3 points, in shop more than twice within 3 months 3 
M & R Costs 2 points maintenance and repair costs are 21-40% of replacement 

costs. 
2 

Condition 3 points, noticeable imperfections in body and paint, interior fair (no 
rips, holes, burns.  

3 

Total points 28+, poor, needs priority replacement. 30 

The Chevy Cutaway 3500 was reviewed to determine the most appropriate replacement.  The 
need for a durable vehicle to accommodate onsite working space and also storage space for 
necessary tools is of upmost priority.  After researching several styles of trucks, it was 
determined that rather than another Chevy Cutaway 3500, which is not as supportive of today’s 
technology in the operation and maintenance for water and sewer distribution systems, a 
Freightliner MT55 chassis with a Utilimaster Utility body would better suit as a replacement 
vehicle to accomplish the type of work assignments of this vehicle.   
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The Freightliner MT55 Utilimaster is a durable vehicle that has more space to handle today’s 
equipment and DPS workloads.  This truck has state of the art design and safety features.  
Some of the features of this custom built water truck include a built in generator, a boss air 
compressor, 14 foot large hatch door, LED directional arrow stick to help guide traffic in work 
zones. 
 
Proposed New Truck #90 
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The Department of Public Services recommends replacing this vehicle with one (1) 2016 
Freightliner MT55 Utilimaster.  The Freightliner MT55 Utilimaster is available for purchase using 
cooperative bid pricing available through MI Deal, Contract #071B2200263.  Cannon Truck 
Equipment is the exclusive dealer for this contract and was contacted for pricing.  The contract 
price of the new Freightliner MT55 Utilimaster is $172,969.00.  Once the order is placed for this 
replacement vehicle, it will take approximately five to six months for assembly and delivery.  
The old vehicle will be placed on the Michigan Inter-governmental Trade Network (MITN) for 
re-sale after the new vehicle arrives.  Funds for this purchase are available in the Auto 
Equipment Fund, account #641-441.006-971.0100. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the purchase of one (1) new 2016 Freightliner MT55 from Cannon Truck 
Equipment., using MI-Deal extendable purchasing pricing for a total expenditure of 
$172,969.00.  Further, to waive the normal bidding requirements based on the government 
regulated pricing for this type of equipment.  Funds for this purchase are available in the Auto 
Equipment Fund, account #641-441.006-971.0100. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Building Maintenance Department 

DATE: April 27, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM:  Carlos Jorge, Building Superintendent 
 Leslie Pielack, Museum Director  

SUBJECT: Historical Museum & Park Bell Project 

When the 1869 Hill School was demolished in 1969, its bell was rescued and cared for 
by the Birmingham Public Schools until formally donated to the museum in 2007.  In 
2011, meetings were held with the Museum Board, Friends of the Birmingham Historical 
Museum & Park, the general public, members of the school board, and other 
stakeholders to discuss an outdoor installment that would allow the public to enjoy the 
historic bell, while protecting it from the elements and providing lighting and security.   
In 2011 and 2012, the Rosso Family Foundation made contributions totaling $10,000 to 
engage an architect to develop plans.  The final design is a visually appealing and 
protective gazebo-like structure inspired by the original cupola from the Hill School.  It 
will be installed in the plaza area between the Allen House and the Hunter House at the 
Birmingham Museum site (formerly Birmingham Historical Museum & Park), with 
greater visibility and accessibility to passers-by.  

Estimates by the architect suggested that $40,000 would be needed to complete the 
construction.  Fundraising for the construction phase of the project began in 2013, 
spurred by a $20,000 Rosso Family Foundation matching grant.  At the close of 2015, 
the foundation donated additional funds, which, when added to those raised through 
special events and within the community, met the goal of $40,000 estimated by the 
architect. 

On February 29, 2016, the City went to bid for a professional firm to furnish all labor, 
materials, and equipment required for the construction and installation of a Historical 
Bell Structure between the Allen and The Hunter House at the Birmingham Museum 
(formerly Birmingham Historical Museum & Park) located at 556 W. Maple Rd., 
Birmingham, Michigan 48009 

Interested firms were required to register to attend a mandatory pre-bid meeting.  The 
pre-bid meeting was held on March 23, 2016 to review, tour the facility, and answer 
any questions regarding the request for proposal.  Invitations to bid were submitted to 
MITN (Michigan Inter-Governmental Trade Network) and who notified to one hundred 

1 

4G



and forty two companies. Six Firms attended the pre-bid meeting and the City received 
three bids on the bid due date of April 13, 2016.  
 
 

COMPANY NAME                             BID AMOUNT 
WCI Contractor, Inc.                           $ 104,950.00 
Brixstone L.L.C.                           $  61,585.00 
Holsbeke Construction, Inc.                  $ 55,000.00 
 

The bids were reviewed for compliance with the City’s request for proposal (RFP). 
 
After reviewing all bids, it has been determined that the low bidder meets with the 
requirements outlined in the RFP for the Historical Museum & Park Bell Project.  
 
On Wednesday, April 27 2016, the Museum Board unanimously approved to 
recommend Holsbeke Construction, Inc., for the award of the contract for the Historical 
Museum & Park Bell Project. 
 
It is recommended to award the contract for the Historical Museum & Park Bell Project 
for the Historical Museum & Park located at the City of Birmingham to Holsbeke 
Construction, Inc. for $55,000.00 consistent with the bid specifications. 
 
Once this contract is awarded, the contractor will order all the material, submittals and 
equipment necessary for this project and the work will take approximately four weeks 
to be completed. 
 
The price to perform the above-mentioned work amounts to: $ 55,000.00, $ 40,000.00, 
of which was raised by the Friends of the Birmingham Museum (formerly the 
Birmingham Historical Museum & Park) through special events and private donations, 
$3,000 additional funds from the Friends of the Birmingham Museum, and $2,000 from 
Birmingham Public Schools, leaving a balance of $10,000 to complete the installation of 
The Historical Museum & Park Bell Project.  The $10,000 can be met by using unspent 
General Fund money in the Hunter House budget. 
 
As this project was not considered in the 2015-2016 Budget, a budget amendment is 
necessary. 
 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the agreement with Holsbeke Construction, Inc. in the amount not to 
exceed $55,000.00 to complete the Historical Museum & Park Bell Project located at 
556 W. Maple, Birmingham, MI 48009;  further to charge this expenditure to account 
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#101-804.002-981.0100;  further to approve the appropriation and amendment to the 2015-
2016 General Fund budget as follows: 

 

General Fund 

Revenues: 

Contribution from Private Source 

101-000.000-676.0001    $45,000 

Total Revenue       $45,000 

 

Expenditures: 

Allen House – Public Improvement 

101-804.002-981.0100     $55,000 

Hunter House – Other Contractual Services 

101-804.001-811.0000    (10,000) 

Total Expenditures      $45,000  
 
and further, to direct the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the 
City. 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 

For Historical Museum & Park Bell Project 
    

Sealed proposals endorsed “ HISTORICAL BELL PROJECT”, will be received at the 
Office of the City Clerk, 151 Martin Street, PO Box 3001, Birmingham, Michigan, 48012; 
until 2:00 p.m. on Wednesday, April 13, 2016 after which time bids will be publicly opened 
and read.  
  
Bidders will be required to attend a mandatory pre-bid meeting on Wednesday, 
March 23, 2016 at 9:30 a.m. at the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park.  Bidders must 
register for the pre-bid meeting by Monday, Mach 21, 2013 by contacting Carlos Jorge at 
248.530.1882 or cjorge@bhamgov.org.   
 
The City of Birmingham, Michigan is accepting sealed bid proposals from qualified 
professional firms to furnish all labor, materials, and equipment required for the 
construction and installation of a Historical Bell Structure between the Allen and The 
Hunter House at the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park, located at 556 W. Maple 
Rd., Birmingham, Michigan. This work must be performed as specified accordance with 
the specifications contained in the Request For Proposals (RFP).   
 
**Parking for the pre-bid meeting is available in the parking structure located at 
the corner of Maple Rd. & Southfield Rd. Entrance is located on Martin St.** 
 
The RFP, including the Specifications, may be obtained online from the Michigan Inter-
governmental Trade Network at http://www.mitn.info or at the City of Birmingham, 151 
Martin St., Birmingham, Michigan. Attention:  Carlos Jorge    
 
The acceptance of any proposal made pursuant to this invitation shall not be binding 
upon the City until an agreement has been executed. 
 
Submitted to MITN:  March 4, 2016 
Mandatory Pre-Bid Meeting: Wednesday, March 23, 2016 at 9:30 a.m.  
 Birmingham Historical Museum & Park    
                                                      556 W. Maple Rd., Birmingham, MI 48009.  
    RSVP by March 21, 2016. 
Deadline for Submissions: 2:00 p.m. on Wednesday, April 13, 2016  
Contact Person:   Carlos Jorge  
     P.O. Box 3001, 151 Martin Street 
     Birmingham, MI 48012-3001 
     Phone: 248.530.1882 
     Email:  cjorge@bhamgov.org 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
For Historical Museum & Park Bell Project 
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INTRODUCTION  
For purposes of this request for proposals the City of Birmingham will hereby be 
referred to as “City” and the private firm will hereby be referred to as “Contractor.” 
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The City of Birmingham, Michigan is accepting sealed bid proposals from qualified 
professional firms to furnish all labor, materials, and equipment required for the 
construction and installation of a Historical Bell Structure between the Allen and The 
Hunter House at the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park, located at 556 W. Maple 
Rd., Birmingham, Michigan. This work must be performed as specified accordance with 
the specifications outlined by the Scope of Work contained in this Request For 
Proposals (RFP).     
 
During the evaluation process, the City reserves the right where it may serve the City’s 
best interest to request additional information or clarification from proposers, or to allow 
corrections of errors or omissions.  At the discretion of the City, firms submitting 
proposals may be requested to make oral presentations as part of the evaluation.  
 
It is anticipated the selection of a firm will be completed by April 22, 2016.  An 
Agreement for services will be required with the selected Contractor.  A copy of the 
Agreement is contained herein for reference.  Contract services will commence upon 
execution of the service agreement by the City. 
 

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) 
The purpose of this RFP is to request sealed bid proposals from qualified parties 
presenting their qualifications, capabilities and costs to provide all labor, materials, and 
equipment required for the construction and installation of a Historical Bell Structure 
between the Allen and The Hunter House at the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park, 
located at 556 W. Maple Rd., Birmingham, Michigan. This work must be performed as 
specified accordance with the specifications outlined by the Scope of Work contained in 
this Request For Proposals (RFP).     

MANDATORY PRE-BID MEETING 
Prior to submitting a bid, interested firms are required to attend a pre-bid meeting to 
conduct an on-site visit of the location and access to the  project location  to make 
inquiries about the RFP. The Mandatory Pre-Bid Meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, 
March 23, 2016 at 9:30 a.m. at the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park.  Bidders 
must register for the pre-bid meeting by Monday, March 21, 2016 by contacting Carlos 
Jorge at 248.530.1882 or cjorge@bhamgov.org 
 
**Parking for the pre-bid meeting is available in the parking structure located at 
the corner of Maple Rd. & Southfield Rd. Entrance is located on Martin St.** 

INVITATION TO SUBMIT A PROPOSAL 
Proposals shall be submitted no later than 2:00 p.m. on Wednesday, April 13, 2016 to: 

City of Birmingham 
Attn: City Clerk 

151 Martin Street 
Birmingham, Michigan  48009 
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One (1) original and one (1) copy of the proposal shall be submitted.  The proposal 
should be firmly sealed in an envelope, which shall be clearly marked on the outside, 
“HISTORICAL BELL PROJECT”.  Any proposal received after the due date cannot be 
accepted and will be rejected and returned, unopened, to the proposer.  Proposer may 
submit more than one proposal provided each proposal meets the functional 
requirements. 
 

INSTRUCTIONS TO BIDDERS 
1. Any and all forms requesting information from the bidder must be completed 

on the attached forms contained herein (see Contractor’s Responsibilities).  If 
more than one bid is submitted, a separate bid proposal form must be used 
for each. 
 

2. Any request for clarification of this RFP shall be made in writing and delivered 
to: Carlos Jorge, Maintenance Supervisor, 151 Martin, Birmingham,  MI 
48009 or cjorge@bhamgov.org. Such request for clarification shall be 
delivered, in writing, no later than 5 days prior to the deadline for 
submissions.   
 

3. All proposals must be submitted following the RFP format as stated in this 
document and shall be subject to all requirements of this document including 
the instruction to respondents and general information sections. All proposals 
must be regular in every respect and no interlineations, excisions, or special 
conditions shall be made or included in the RFP format by the respondent.  

 
4. The contract will be awarded by the City of Birmingham to the most 

responsive and responsible bidder with the lowest price and the contract will 
require the completion of the work pursuant to these documents. 
 

5. Each respondent shall include in his or her proposal, in the format requested, 
the cost of performing the work. Municipalities are exempt from Michigan 
State Sales and Federal Excise taxes.  Do not include such taxes in the 
proposal figure.  The City will furnish the successful company with tax 
exemption information when requested.   
 

6. Each respondent shall include in their proposal the following information:  
Firm name, address, city, state, zip code, telephone number, and fax number. 
The company shall also provide the name, address, telephone number and e-
mail address of an individual in their organization to whom notices and 
inquiries by the City should be directed as part of their proposal. 
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EVALUATION PROCEDURE AND CRITERIA 
The evaluation panel will consist of City staff and any other person(s) designated by the 
City who will evaluate the proposals based on, but not limited to, the following criteria: 
 

1. Ability to provide services as outlined. 
2. Related experience with similar projects, Contractor background, and 

personnel qualifications. 
3. Quality of materials proposed. 
4. Overall Costs. 
5. References. 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
1. The City reserves the right to reject any or all proposals received, waive 

informalities, or accept any proposal, in whole or in part, it deems best.  The City 
reserves the right to award the contract to the next most qualified Contractor if 
the successful Contractor does not execute a contract within ten (10) days after 
the award of the proposal. 

 
2. The City reserves the right to request clarification of information submitted and to 

request additional information of one or more Contractors. 
 

3. The City reserves the right to terminate the contract at its discretion should it be 
determined that the services provided do not meet the specifications contained 
herein.  The City may terminate this Agreement at any point in the process upon 
notice to Contractor sufficient to indicate the City’s desire to do so.  In the case of 
such a stoppage, the City agrees to pay Contractor for services rendered to the 
time of notice, subject to the contract maximum amount.   

 
4. Any proposal may be withdrawn up until the date and time set above for the 

opening of the proposals.  Any proposals not so withdrawn shall constitute an 
irrevocable offer, for a period of ninety (90) days, to provide the services set forth 
in the proposal. 

 
5. The cost of preparing and submitting a proposal is the responsibility of the 

Contractor and shall not be chargeable in any manner to the City.  
 

6. The successful bidder will be required to furnish a Performance Bond in an 
amount not less than 100% of the contract price in favor of the City of 
Birmingham, conditioned upon the faithful performance of the contract, and 
completion on or before the date specified. 

 
7. Payment will be made within thirty (30) days after invoice. Acceptance by the City 

is defined as authorization by the designated City representative to this project 
that all the criteria requested under the Scope of Work contained herein have 
been provided. Invoices are to be rendered each month following the date of 
execution of an Agreement with the City. 
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8. The Contractor will not exceed the timelines established for the completion of this 
project. 

 
9. The successful bidder shall enter into and will execute the contract as set forth 

and attached as Attachment A. 
 

CONTRACTOR’S RESPONSIBILITIES 
Each bidder shall provide the following as part of their proposal: 
 

1. Complete and sign all forms requested for completion within this RFP. 
a. Bidder’s Agreement (Attachment B - p. 16) 
b. Cost Proposal (Attachment C - p. 17) 
c. Iran Sanctions Act Vendor Certification Form (Attachment D - p. 18) 
d. Agreement (p. 10 – only if selected by the City). 

 
2. Provide a description of completed projects that demonstrate the firm’s ability 

to complete projects of similar scope, size, and purpose, and in a timely 
manner, and within budget. 
 

3. Provide a written plan detailing the anticipated timeline for completion of the 
tasks set forth in the Scope of Work (p. 9). 
 

4. The Contractor will be responsible for any changes necessary for the plans to 
be approved by the City of Birmingham. 
 

5. Provide a description of the firm, including resumes and professional 
qualifications of the principals involved in administering the project. 

 
6. Provide a list of sub-contractors and their qualifications, if applicable. 

  
7. Provide three (3) client references from past projects, include current phone 

numbers.  At least two (2) of the client references should be for projects 
utilizing the same materials included in the Contractor’s proposal. 
 

8. The Contractor will be responsible for the disposal of all material and any 
damages which occur as a result of any of employees or subcontractors of 
the Contractor during this project. 
 

9. The contractor will be responsible for getting the building and parking permits 
at no cost to the contractor. 
 

10. The successful bidder shall provide a Performance Bond in an amount not 
less than 100% of the contract price in favor of the City of Birmingham, 
conditioned upon the faithful performance of the contract, and completion on 
or before the date specified. 

 
11. If after selected a contractor fails to deliver the required bond, the bid will be 

rejected. 
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12. Provide a project timeline addressing each section within the Scope of Work 
and a description of the overall project approach.  Include a statement that 
the Contractor will be available according to the proposed timeline. 

CITY RESPONSIBILITY 
1. The City will provide a designated representative to work with the Contractor to 

coordinate both the City’s and Contractor’s efforts and to inspect and verify any 
work performed by the Contractor. 

 
2. The City will provide access to the City of Birmingham during regular business 

hours or during nights and weekends as approved by the City’s designated 
representative. 

SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES 
The successful bidder agrees to certain dispute resolution avenues/limitations.  Please 
refer to paragraph 17 of the Agreement attached as Attachment A for the details and 
what is required of the successful bidder. 
   

INSURANCE 
The successful bidder is required to procure and maintain certain types of insurances.  
Please refer to paragraph 12 of the Agreement attached as Attachment A for the details 
and what is required of the successful bidder. 
 

CONTINUATION OF COVERAGE 
The Contractor also agrees to provide all insurance coverages as specified.  Upon 
failure of the Contractor to obtain or maintain such insurance coverage for the term of 
the agreement, the City may, at its option, purchase such coverage and subtract the 
cost of obtaining such coverage from the contract amount.  In obtaining such coverage, 
Birmingham shall have no obligation to procure the most cost effective coverage but 
may contract with any insurer for such coverage. 

 

EXECUTION OF CONTRACT 
The bidder whose proposal is accepted shall be required to execute the contract and to 
furnish all insurance coverages as specified within ten (10) days after receiving notice of 
such acceptance.  Any contract awarded pursuant to any bid shall not be binding upon 
the City until a written contract has been executed by both parties.  Failure or refusal to 
execute the contract shall be considered an abandoned all rights and interest in the 
award and the contract may be awarded to another.  The successful bidder agrees to 
enter into and will execute the contract as set forth and attached as Attachment A. 
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INDEMNIFICATION 
The successful bidder agrees to indemnify the City and various associated persons. 
Please refer to paragraph 13 of the Agreement attached as Attachment A for the details 
and what is required of the successful bidder. 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
The successful bidder is subject to certain conflict of interest requirements/restrictions. 
Please refer to paragraph 14 of the Agreement attached as Attachment A for the details 
and what is required of the successful bidder. 

EXAMINATION OF PROPOSAL MATERIALS 
The submission of a proposal shall be deemed a representation and warranty by the 
Contractor that it has investigated all aspects of the RFP, that it is aware of the 
applicable facts pertaining to the RFP process and its procedures and requirements, 
and that it has read and understands the RFP.  Statistical information which may be 
contained in the RFP or any addendum thereto is for informational purposes only. 

PROJECT TIMELINE 
It is expected that the work for this project will begin no later than late May 15, 2016 
and be completed within four (4) weeks weather permitted. 

The Contractor will not exceed the timelines established for the completion of this 
project. 
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SCOPE OF WORK 
 
The Contractor shall furnish all labor, materials, and equipment required for the 
construction and installation of a Historical Bell between the Allen and The Hunter 
House at the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park, located at 556 W. Maple Rd., 
Birmingham, Michigan. 
 
The Contractor shall perform the following services in accordance with the requirements 
as defined and noted by the Architectural Drawings and Specifications (Attachment E, 
p. 19) or as otherwise noted herein:  

 
G 001-Title Sheet – Layout of Historical Bell. 
 
C101- Site Demolition & Proposed Plans, Sections & Details.  
  
A101-Plans & Elevations.  
 
A102- Sections & Details.  
 

                      A103 – Notes & Specifications. 
 
                      E101- Lighting Plan. 
 

1. The Contractor shall be responsible for relocating and securing the Historical Bell 
at the approved location on the blue print. 

 
2. The Contractor shall be responsible for the disposal of all materials in a safe and 

legal manner. 
 

3. The Contractor shall operate in a safe manner and will observe all MIOSHA 
guidelines. 

 
4. The Contractor shall provide any and all manuals and/or warranty information 

related to this project to the City upon completion of the project. 
 

5. This section and referenced documents shall constitute the Scope of Work for 
this project and as such all requirements must be met. 
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ATTACHMENT A - AGREEMENT 
For Historical Museum & Park Bell Project 

 
 This AGREEMENT, made this _______day of ____________, 2016, by and 
between CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, having its principal municipal office at 151 Martin 
Street, Birmingham, MI (hereinafter sometimes called "City"), and _____________, Inc., 
having its principal office at _____________________ (hereinafter called "Contractor"), 
provides as follows: 

WITNESSETH: 
 WHEREAS, the City of Birmingham, through its Maintenance Department, is 
desirous of having work completed to construct and install of the Historical Bell 
Structure at the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park in the City of Birmingham.   
 
 WHEREAS, the City has heretofore advertised for bids for the procurement and 
performance of services to furnish all labor, materials, and equipment required for the 
construction and installation of a Historical Bell Structure between the Allen and The 
Hunter House at the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park, located at 556 W. Maple 
Rd., Birmingham, Michigan 48009, and in connection therewith has prepared a request 
for sealed proposals (“RFP”), which includes certain instructions to bidders, 
specifications, terms and conditions. 
 
 WHEREAS, the Contractor has professional qualifications that meet the project 
requirements and has made a bid in accordance with such request for cost proposals  
to furnish all labor, materials, and equipment required for the construction and 
installation of a Historical Bell between the Allen and The Hunter House at the 
Birmingham Historical Museum & Park, located at 556 W. Maple Rd., Birmingham, 
Michigan, 48009 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the respective agreements and 
undertakings herein contained, the parties agree as follows: 

1. It is mutually agreed by and between the parties that the documents consisting of 
the Request for Proposal to furnish all labor, materials, and equipment required for the 
construction and installation of a Historical Bell between the Allen and The Hunter 
House at the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park, located at 556 W. Maple Rd., 
Birmingham, Michigan, and the Contractor’s cost proposal dated _______________, 
2016 shall be incorporated herein by reference and shall become a part of this 
Agreement, and shall be binding upon both parties hereto.  If any of the documents are 
in conflict with one another, this Agreement shall take precedence, then the RFP.  
 
2. The City shall pay the Contractor for the performance of this Agreement in an 
amount not to exceed __________________, as set forth in the Contractor’s 
____________, 2016 cost proposal. 
 
3. This Agreement shall commence upon execution by both parties, unless the City 
exercises its option to terminate the Agreement in accordance with the Request for 
Proposals. 
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4. The Contractor shall employ personnel of good moral character and fitness in 
performing all services under this Agreement.  
 
5. The Contractor and the City agree that the Contractor is acting as an 
independent Contractor with respect to the Contractor 's role in providing services to the 
City pursuant to this Agreement, and as such, shall be liable for its own actions and 
neither the Contractor nor its employees shall be construed as employees of the City.  
Nothing contained in this Agreement shall be construed to imply a joint venture or 
partnership and neither party, by virtue of this Agreement, shall have any right, power or 
authority to act or create any obligation, express or implied, on behalf of the other party, 
except as specifically outlined herein.  Neither the City nor the Contractor shall be 
considered or construed to be the agent of the other, nor shall either have the right to 
bind the other in any manner whatsoever, except as specifically provided in this 
Agreement, and this Agreement shall not be construed as a contract of agency.  The 
Contractor shall not be entitled or eligible to participate in any benefits or privileges 
given or extended by the City, or be deemed an employee of the City for purposes of 
federal or state withholding taxes, FICA taxes, unemployment, workers' compensation 
or any other employer contributions on behalf of the City. 
 
6. The Contractor acknowledges that in performing services pursuant to this 
Agreement, certain confidential and/or proprietary information (including, but not limited 
to, internal organization, methodology, personnel and financial information, etc.) may 
become involved.  The Contractor recognizes that unauthorized exposure of such 
confidential or proprietary information could irreparably damage the City.  Therefore, the 
Contractor agrees to use reasonable care to safeguard the confidential and proprietary 
information and to prevent the unauthorized use or disclosure thereof.  The Contractor 
shall inform its employees of the confidential or proprietary nature of such information 
and shall limit access thereto to employees rendering services pursuant to this 
Agreement.  The Contractor further agrees to use such confidential or proprietary 
information only for the purpose of performing services pursuant to this Agreement. 
 
7. This Agreement shall be governed by and performed, interpreted and enforced in 
accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan.  The Contractor agrees to perform all 
services provided for in this Agreement in accordance with and in full compliance with 
all local, state and federal laws and regulations. 
 
8. If any provision of this Agreement is declared invalid, illegal or unenforceable, 
such provision shall be severed from this Agreement and all other provisions shall 
remain in full force and effect. 
 
9. This Agreement shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties 
hereto, but no such assignment shall be made by the Contractor without the prior 
written consent of the City.  Any attempt at assignment without prior written consent 
shall be void and of no effect. 
 
10. The Contractor agrees that neither it nor its subcontractors will discriminate 
against any employee or applicant for employment with respect to hire, tenure, terms, 
conditions or privileges of employment, or a matter directly or indirectly related to 
employment because of race, color, religion, national origin, age, sex, height, weight or 
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marital status.  The Contractor shall inform the City of all claims or suits asserted 
against it by the Contractor’s employees who work pursuant to this Agreement.  The 
Contractor shall provide the City with periodic status reports concerning all such claims 
or suits, at intervals established by the City. 
 
11. The Contractor shall not commence work under this Agreement until it has, at its 
sole expense, obtained the insurance required under this paragraph. All coverages shall 
be with insurance companies licensed and admitted to do business in the State of 
Michigan. All coverages shall be with carriers acceptable to the City of Birmingham. 
 
12. The Contractor shall maintain during the life of this Agreement the types of 
insurance coverage and minimum limits as set forth below: 
 

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

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

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

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

E. Professional Liability: Professional liability insurance with limits of not less than 
$1,000,000 per claim if Contractor will provide service that are customarily 
subject to this type of coverage. ( If applicable) 
 

F. Pollution Liability Insurance: Contractor shall procure and maintain during the life 
of this Agreement Pollution Liability Insurance, with limits of liability of not less 
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than $1,000,000, per occurrence preferred, but claims made accepted. (If 
applicable) 
 

G. Owners Contractors Protective Liability: The Contractor shall procure and 
maintain during the life of this contract, an Owners Contractors Protective 
Liability Policy with limits of liability not less than $3,000,000 per occurrence, 
combined single limit, Personal Injury, Bodily Injury and Property Damage. The 
City of Birmingham shall be “Name Insured” on said coverage. Thirty (30) days 
Notice of Cancellation shall apply to this policy. 
 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

15. If Contractor fails to perform its obligations hereunder, the City may take any and
all remedial actions provided by the general specifications or otherwise permitted by 
law. 

16. All notices required to be sent pursuant to this Agreement shall be mailed to the
following addresses: 

City of Birmingham 
 Attn: Carlos Jorge   
151 Martin Street  
Birmingham, MI 48009 
248.530.1882 

CONTRACTOR 
(Insert Contractor Information) 

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

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

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said parties have caused this Agreement to be 
executed as of the date and year above written. 

WITNESSES: CONTRACTOR 

_______________________________ By:_____________________________ 

Its:  

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 

_______________________________ By:_____________________________ 
  Rackeline J. Hoff  

  Its:  Mayor 

_______________________________ By:_____________________________ 

   Laura Pierce  
 Its:  City Clerk 

Approved: 

________________________________ 
Carlos Jorge, Building Superintendent 
(Approved as to substance) 

________________________________ 
Timothy J. Currier, City Attorney  
(Approved as to form) 

________________________________ 
Mark Gerber, Director of Finance 
(Approved as to financial obligation) 

________________________________ 
Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
(Approved as to substance) 

Page 15 



ATTACHMENT B - BIDDER’S AGREEMENT 
For Historical Museum & Park Bell Project 

In submitting this proposal, as herein described, the Contractor agrees that: 

1. They have carefully examined the specifications, terms and Agreement of
the Request for Proposal and all other provisions of this document and 
understand the meaning, intent, and requirement of it. 

2. They will enter into a written contract and furnish the item or items in the
time specified in conformance with the specifications and conditions contained 
therein for the price quoted by the proponent on this proposal. 

PREPARED BY 
(Print Name) 

DATE 

TITLE DATE 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE E-MAIL ADDRESS 

COMPANY 

ADDRESS PHONE 

NAME OF PARENT COMPANY PHONE 

ADDRESS 
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ATTACHMENT C - COST PROPOSAL 
For Historical Museum & Park Bell Project 

In order for the bid to be considered valid, this form must be completed in its 
entirety.  The cost for the Scope of Work as stated in the Request for Proposal 
documents shall be a lump sum, as follows: 

Attach technical specifications for all proposed materials as outlined in the 
Contractor’s Responsibilities section of the RFP (p. 6) 

COST PROPOSAL 
ITEM BID AMOUNT 

Materials & Equipment $ 

Labor $ 

Miscellaneous (Attach Detailed Description) $ 

TOTAL BID AMOUNT $ 

ADDITIONAL BID ITEMS 
To relocate and to secure The Historical Bell 
Structure as approved on the Blue print.  $ 

GRANDTOTAL AMOUNT $ 

Firm Name 

Authorized signature__________________________________  Date______________ 
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ATTACHMENT D - IRAN SANCTIONS ACT VENDOR CERTIFICATION FORM 
For Historical Museum & Park Bell Project 

Pursuant to Michigan Law and the Iran Economic Sanction Act, 2012 PA 517 (“Act”), 
prior to the City accepting any bid or proposal, or entering into any contract for goods or 
services with any prospective Vendor, the Vendor must certify that it is not an “Iran 
Linked Business”, as defined by the Act. 

By completing this form, the Vendor certifies that it is not an “Iran Linked Business”, as 
defined by the Act and is in full compliance with all provisions of the Act and is legally 
eligible to submit a bid for consideration by the City. 

PREPARED BY 
(Print Name) 

DATE 

TITLE DATE 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE E-MAIL ADDRESS 

COMPANY 

ADDRESS PHONE 

NAME OF PARENT COMPANY PHONE 

ADDRESS 

TAXPAYER I.D.# 
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        ATTACHEMENT E - ARCHITECTURAL DRAWINGS AND 
SPECIFICATIONS 

For Historical Museum & Park Bell Project 
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ATTACHMENT A - AGREEMENT 
For Historical Museum & Park Bell Project 

 
 This AGREEMENT, made this _______day of ____________, 2016, by and 
between CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, having its principal municipal office at 151 Martin 
Street, Birmingham, MI (hereinafter sometimes called "City"), and Holsbeke 
Construction, Inc., having its principal office at 325 North Ave., Mt. Clemens, MI 48043 
(hereinafter called "Contractor"), provides as follows: 

WITNESSETH: 
 WHEREAS, the City of Birmingham, through its Maintenance Department, is 
desirous of having work completed to construct and install of the Historical Bell 
Structure at the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park in the City of Birmingham.   
 
 WHEREAS, the City has heretofore advertised for bids for the procurement and 
performance of services to furnish all labor, materials, and equipment required for the 
construction and installation of a Historical Bell Structure between the Allen and The 
Hunter House at the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park, located at 556 W. Maple 
Rd., Birmingham, Michigan 48009, and in connection therewith has prepared a request 
for sealed proposals (“RFP”), which includes certain instructions to bidders, 
specifications, terms and conditions. 
 
 WHEREAS, the Contractor has professional qualifications that meet the project 
requirements and has made a bid in accordance with such request for cost proposals to 
furnish all labor, materials, and equipment required for the construction and installation 
of a Historical Bell between the Allen and The Hunter House at the Birmingham 
Historical Museum & Park, located at 556 W. Maple Rd., Birmingham, Michigan, 48009 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the respective agreements and 
undertakings herein contained, the parties agree as follows: 
1. It is mutually agreed by and between the parties that the documents consisting of 

the Request for Proposal to furnish all labor, materials, and equipment required for 
the construction and installation of a Historical Bell between the Allen and The 
Hunter House at the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park, located at 556 W. 
Maple Rd., Birmingham, Michigan, and the Contractor’s cost proposal dated April 
12, 2016 shall be incorporated herein by reference and shall become a part of this 
Agreement, and shall be binding upon both parties hereto.  If any of the documents 
are in conflict with one another, this Agreement shall take precedence, then the 
RFP.  

 
2. The City shall pay the Contractor for the performance of this Agreement in an 

amount not to exceed $ 55,000.00, as set forth in the Contractor’s April 12, 2016 
cost proposal. 

 
3. This Agreement shall commence upon execution by both parties, unless the City 

exercises its option to terminate the Agreement in accordance with the Request for 
Proposals. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 

DATE:  March 23, 2016 

TO:  Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT:      Oakland County West Nile Expense Reimbursement Request 

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

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

The amount designated for the City of Birmingham is $4,298.44.  This amount has increased 
over last year’s which was $2,648.39.  Birmingham must apply for reimbursement and our 
project must meet the eligibility requirements as determined by the Oakland County Health 
Division.  This is the twelfth year for this reimbursement program. 

We spend approximately $9,600 in Larvicide material to administer our mosquito control 
program each season.  The program includes treating the local catch basins throughout the 
community, once during the season.  This activity is eligible for reimbursement under Oakland 
County’s West Nile Virus Fund Program. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the attached resolution requesting reimbursement for the maximum allotment of 
$4,298.44 for eligible mosquito control activity under the Oakland County’s West Nile Virus Fund 
Program. 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING WEST 
NILE VIRUS FUND EXPENSE REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST 

 
 
 
 

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

PUBLIC HEARING OF CONFIRMATION 

Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF NECESSITY FOR SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
Monday, April 25, 2016, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin,  
Birmingham, MI  

Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF CONFIRMATION FOR SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
Monday, May 9, 2016, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin, 
Birmingham, MI  

Location: Webster Avenue Paving Project Area 
Nature of Improvement: Installation of sewer laterals  
City Staff Contact: Paul O’Meara 248.530.1836 

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

Publish April 10th and April 17th, 2016 
Approved minutes may be reviewed at: City Clerk’s Office 

You or your agent may appear at the hearings to express your views; however, if you fail to protest 
either in person or by letter received on or before the date of the hearing, you cannot appeal the 
amount of the special assessment to the Michigan Tax Tribunal.  Mail any correspondence to:  City 
Clerk, P.O. Box 3001, Birmingham, MI 48012. 

The property owner may file a written appeal of the special assessment with the State Tax Tribunal 
within 30 days after the confirmation of the special assessment roll if that special assessment was 
protested at the hearing held for the purpose of confirming the roll. 

All special assessments, including installment payments, shall, from the date of the confirmation 
thereof, constitute a lien on the respective lots or parcels assessed, and until paid shall be charged 
against the respective owners of the lots or parcels assessed. 

Persons  with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting should 
contact the City Clerk's Office at  248.530.1880 (voice) or 248.644.5115 (TDD) at least one day in 

advance to request mobility, visual, hearing or other assistance. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Finance Department 
 
DATE:   May 9, 2016 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Teresa Klobucar, Deputy Treasurer 
    
CC:   Mark Gerber, Finance Director/Treasurer 
 
SUBJECT: Resolution for Confirming S.A.D. # 876- Webster Ave  

Paving Project Sewer Laterals 
 
For purposes of installing new sewer laterals that would specially benefit properties within the 
limits of the Webster Ave Paving Project, it is requested that the City Commission adopt the 
following resolution confirming S.A.D. No. 876 at the regular City Commission meeting of May 
9, 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 
April 25, 2016. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To confirm Special Assessment Roll No. 876, to defray the cost of installing new sewer laterals 
on Webster Ave: 

 
WHEREAS, Special Assessment Roll, designated Roll No. 876, 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 

 
Commission Resolution 04-122-06 provided it would meet this 9th day of May 2016 for the sole 
purpose of reviewing the assessment roll, and 

 
WHEREAS, at said hearing held this May 9, 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. 876 be in all things 
ratified and confirmed, and that the City Clerk be and is hereby instructed to endorse said roll, 
showing the date of confirmation thereof, and to certify said assessment roll to the City 
Treasurer for collection at or near the time of construction of the improvement.  
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that special assessments shall be payable in ten (10) payments as 
provided in Section 94-10 of the Code of the City of Birmingham, with an annual interest rate of  
four and a quarter percent  (4.25%) on all unpaid installments. 
 

 
 



SEWER LATERAL CHART

Webster Ave. Paving Project - Contract #4-16(P)

Parcel ID Address Street Pipe Type Date SAD? Estimated Estimated

Installed Length Cost

6"

Webster Ave. - S. Adams Rd. to S. Eton Rd. $48
NORTH SIDE

20-31-153-034 1155 Webster Unknown --- Y 18 $864
20-31-153-035 1169 A.C. 1951 Y 18 $864
20-31-153-037 1211 A.C. 1951 Y 18 $864
20-31-153-039 1239 Unknown --- Y 20 $960
20-31-153-040 1255 Unknown --- Y 20 $960
20-31-153-041 1267 O.B. 1953 Y 20 $960
20-31-153-042 1275 Unknown --- Y 20 $960
20-31-153-043 1301 O.B. 1954 Y 20 $960
20-31-153-048 1363 Unknown -- Y 20 $960
20-31-153-049 1375 Unknown --- Y 20 $960
20-31-153-051 1407 Wedgelock 1964 Y 20 $960
20-31-153-063 1461 Unknown 1941 Y 20 $960
20-31-153-054 1475 O.B. 1957 Y 20 $960
20-31-153-055 1489 Unknown 1941 Y 20 $960
20-31-153-056 1515 Clay 1941 Y 20 $960
20-31-153-064 1545 Unknown 1941 Y 20 $960
20-31-153-065 1563 Unknown 1942 Y 20 $960
20-31-153-061 1591 Clay 1944 Y 20 $960
20-31-178-036 1669 Cast Iron 1946 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-037 1687 Cast Iron 1946 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-041 1745 Cast Iron 1944 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-042 1759 Clay 1943 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-043 1777 Clay 1943 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-045 1801 Clay 1943 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-046 1823 Cast Iron 1943 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-047 1835 Clay 1943 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-048 1847 Cast Iron 1943 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-050 1899 Cast Iron 1946 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-051 1915 Cast Iron 1946 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-052 1931 Cast Iron 1946 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-055 1971 O.B. 1955 Y 18 $864
20-31-178-056 1989 O.B. 1955 Y 18 $864

 SOUTH SIDE
20-31-154-001 1108 Webster O.B. 1951 Y 34 $1,632
20-31-154-002 1132 O.B. 1951 Y 34 $1,632
20-31-154-003 1140 O.B. 1951 Y 34 $1,632
20-31-154-004 1158 O.B. 1958 Y 34 $1,632
20-31-154-005 1172 O.B. 1953 Y 34 $1,632
20-31-154-007 1212 Unknown --- Y 34 $1,632
20-31-154-008 1228 Unknown --- Y 34 $1,632
20-31-154-010 1264 Unknown --- Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-012 1312 Clay 1941 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-015 1368 O.B. 1962 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-016 1380 Unknown -- Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-017 1408 Unknown -- Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-018 1424 O.B. 1962 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-019 1440 O.B. 1961 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-021 1462 Unknown --- Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-022 1478 Unknown 1941 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-023 1494 Clay 1940 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-024 1530 Unknown 1941 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-025 1544 Unknown 1941 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-027 1572 Clay 1941 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-154-058 1632 Clay 1941 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-004 1646 Clay 1944 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-005 1658 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-006 1674 Clay 1944 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-007 1690 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-008 1710 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-009 1734 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-010 1748 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-012 1782 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536



SEWER LATERAL CHART

Webster Ave. Paving Project - Contract #4-16(P)

Parcel ID Address Street Pipe Type Date SAD? Estimated Estimated

20-31-179-013 1798 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-015 1826 Clay 1943 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-017 1854 Clay 1943 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-018 1870 Cast Iron 1943 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-020 1898 Cast Iron 1946 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-021 1916 Cast Iron 1946 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-022 1932 Cast Iron 1946 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-023 1954 Cast Iron 1946 Y 32 $1,536
20-31-179-062 1996 O.B. 1955 Y 32 $1,536

TOTAL = 1836 $88,128



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS 
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION 
PUBLIC HEARING OF NECESSITY 

PUBLIC HEARING OF CONFIRMATION 

Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF NECESSITY FOR SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
Monday, April 25, 2016, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin,  
Birmingham, MI  

Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF CONFIRMATION FOR SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
Monday, May 9, 2016, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin, 
Birmingham, MI  

Location: Webster Avenue Paving Project Area 
Nature of Improvement: Installation of sewer laterals  
City Staff Contact: Paul O’Meara 248.530.1836 

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

Publish April 10th and April 17th, 2016 
Approved minutes may be reviewed at: City Clerk’s Office 

You or your agent may appear at the hearings to express your views; however, if you fail to protest 
either in person or by letter received on or before the date of the hearing, you cannot appeal the 
amount of the special assessment to the Michigan Tax Tribunal.  Mail any correspondence to:  City 
Clerk, P.O. Box 3001, Birmingham, MI 48012. 

The property owner may file a written appeal of the special assessment with the State Tax Tribunal 
within 30 days after the confirmation of the special assessment roll if that special assessment was 
protested at the hearing held for the purpose of confirming the roll. 

All special assessments, including installment payments, shall, from the date of the confirmation 
thereof, constitute a lien on the respective lots or parcels assessed, and until paid shall be charged 
against the respective owners of the lots or parcels assessed. 

Persons  with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting should 
contact the City Clerk's Office at  248.530.1880 (voice) or 248.644.5115 (TDD) at least one day in 

advance to request mobility, visual, hearing or other assistance. 



MEMORANDUM
Engineering Dept.

DATE: April 18, 2016

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Webster Ave. Paving Project
Sewer Lateral Replacement Special Assessment District
Public Hearing

At the Commission meeting of March 28, 2016, the City Commission set a date of April 
25, 2016 to hold a public hearing of necessity for the replacement of sewer laterals 
located within the limits of the Webster Ave. Paving Project.  Also at that meeting, a 
confirmation hearing date of May 9, 2016 was set, should the assessment district be 
authorized.  Attached for your information are the previous report that was prepared on 
this subject, as well as the public hearing notice most recently sent out.

Every owner in the district has been sent the attached letter.  To date, our office has 
received questions from several homeowners asking the usual questions that come up 
for a project of this nature.  No comments of objection to the sewer replacements have 
been received.  

A suggested resolution has been prepared below should the Commission wish to 
consider authorizing this project.  

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION (SEWER LATERAL REPLACEMENT):

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

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

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

RESOLVED, that all sewer laterals not meeting current criteria located within the limits 
of the following streets shall be replaced as a part of the paving project on 
Webster Ave. from Adams Rd. to Eton Rd.
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RESOLVED, that at such time as the Assessor is directed to prepare the assessment 
roll, of which 100% of the contractor’s charge to replace sewer lateral 
(calculated at the rate of $48 per linear foot) shall be charged to the 
adjoining property owners benefiting from the sewer lateral,

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

“Leinbach – Humphrey’s Woodward Ave. Subdivision”
Lots 97-100 inclusive, the easterly 40 ft. of lot 101, the westerly 25 ft. of 
lot 104, lots 105, 106, the easterly 20 ft. of lot 107, lots 114-122 inclusive, 
the easterly 20 ft. of lot 123, lots 125, 127, 128, lots 132-137 inclusive, 
lots 140, 141, 145-149 inclusive, lots 151, 152, 155, 158, lots 161-173 
inclusive, the westerly 218.05 ft. of lot 174, the easterly 10 ft. of lot 177, 
lots 178-186 inclusive, the westerly 30 ft. of lot 187, lots 189, 190.

“Birmingham Gardens”
Lots 420, 421, 424-427 inclusive, the easterly 15 ft. of lot 428, the 
westerly 25 ft. of lot 430, lots 431, 432, the easterly 35.40 ft. of lot 433,
lot 435, the westerly 10 ft. of lot 436, the easterly 20 ft. of lot 437, lots 
438, 439, the easterly 30 ft. of lot 441, lots 442-445 inclusive, the 
westerly 10 ft. of lot 446.

RESOLVED, that the Commission shall meet on Monday, May 9, 2016, at 7:30 P.M., for 
the purpose of conducting a public hearing to confirm the roll for the 
replacement of sewer laterals within the Webster Ave. Paving Project. 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION
PUBLIC HEARING OF NECESSITY

PUBLIC HEARING OF CONFIRMATION

Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF NECESSITY FOR SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT
Monday, April 25, 2016, 7:30 PM
Municipal Building, 151 Martin,
Birmingham, MI 

Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF CONFIRMATION FOR SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT
Monday, May 9, 2016, 7:30 PM
Municipal Building, 151 Martin,
Birmingham, MI 

Location: Webster Avenue Paving Project Area
Nature of Improvement: Installation of sewer laterals
City Staff Contact: Paul O’Meara 248.530.1836

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

Publish April 10th and April 17th, 2016
Approved minutes may be reviewed at: City Clerk’s Office

You or your agent may appear at the hearings to express your views; however, if you fail to protest 
either in person or by letter received on or before the date of the hearing, you cannot appeal the 
amount of the special assessment to the Michigan Tax Tribunal.  Mail any correspondence to:  City 
Clerk, P.O. Box 3001, Birmingham, MI 48012.

The property owner may file a written appeal of the special assessment with the State Tax Tribunal 
within 30 days after the confirmation of the special assessment roll if that special assessment was 
protested at the hearing held for the purpose of confirming the roll.

All special assessments, including installment payments, shall, from the date of the confirmation 
thereof, constitute a lien on the respective lots or parcels assessed, and until paid shall be charged 
against the respective owners of the lots or parcels assessed.

Persons  with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting should 
contact the City Clerk's Office at  248.530.1880 (voice) or 248.644.5115 (TDD) at least one day in 

advance to request mobility, visual, hearing or other assistance.



March 31, 2016

TO: Property Owners 

RE: Webster Ave. Paving Project
Sewer Lateral Replacement

The City of Birmingham has scheduled significant work on your street during the 2016 construction 
season. Upgrades to the water and sewer system, and complete street replacement are planned.  
More information relative to the project itself will be forwarded in the coming weeks as the time 
schedule firms up.

Accompanying this letter is a public hearing notice regarding a meeting scheduled to occur on April 
25, 2016. The public hearing is to consider a Special Assessment District for replacing the sewer 
laterals to each individual home.  This letter is to help clarify what is being discussed.  

As a part of all street paving projects, the City has found that significant savings can be attained both 
for the City and adjacent property owners when underground pipelines (such as the water and sewer 
systems) are repaired or replaced (if needed) when the pavement is removed.  Traditionally, the City 
has taken advantage of these opportunities, and replaced public water mains and sewers during these 
projects, at significant savings to the ratepayers.

Each homeowner typically has one water service (supplying fresh water to the house) and one sewer 
lateral (to drain wastewater) extending from the front of the house, through the front yard, and into 
the public right-of-way, to connect with the public water main and sanitary sewers.  The distance 
from the property line (one foot off the sidewalk towards the house) to the City’s sewer and water
lines can vary between 20 and 45 feet, depending on their locations within the roadway.  The water 
service and sewer lateral were generally installed at the time the house was built, at the expense of 
the builder or owner.  Since these services only benefit one property, they are not considered a part of 
the City’s public system, and maintenance and repair of them is the responsibility of each individual 
property owner.

The majority of Birmingham’s homes are now over 50 years old.  The typical service life of a sewer 
lateral is 50 years.  Many sewer laterals in Birmingham are nearing the end of their service life, and
should be replaced.  Unexpected failures of sewer laterals can result in flooded basements and 
damage to personal property.  Repair of a sewer lateral in such an emergency situation can often cost 
over $6,000. Recent experience has shown that replacing sewer laterals as a part of our paving 
projects can substantially reduce the cost.  In addition, it is in the public’s best interest to replace all 
of the existing old sewers and sewer laterals prior to replacing the pavement, so that additional cuts 
into the pavement can be reduced in the future, extending the service life of the road.  With that in 
mind, the City Code requires that all sewer laterals that do not meet current standards be replaced on 
such paving projects, at property owner expense (Chapter 114, Article III, Sec. 114-171). If you 
would like to review the City Code requirement, there is a City Code and Ordinances link on the 
City’s website (http://bhamgov.org), under the City Government menu.



If you are receiving this letter, our records indicate that your sewer lateral does not meet current 
standards, and it is our intent to have the sewer lateral (within the City right-of-way only) removed 
and replaced as a part of this project.  The actual cost of replacing the sewer lateral will be charged to 
you, and will vary depending on the actual location of the City sewer, and any other obstacles, such 
as trees, that are in the way.  The unit rate that will be charged is $48.00 per linear foot of pipe
installed by the contractor, for all 6 inch plastic pipe servicing the homes along these blocks.

After the work is completed, the actual amount of pipe installed will be measured, and an invoice 
will be generated and sent to the property owner of record.  Payment in full will be expected within 
30 days of receipt. If you are not in a position to pay off the charge in one payment, it can be broken 
into as many as 10 annual payments.  An annual interest charge on the remaining balance (currently 
about 4%) will apply. If you would like to know the actual amount estimated for your property, 
please contact our office at (248) 530-1850, and ask for the Engineering Dept.  It is expected that 
almost all of the homes on this project will be charged in the following ranges:

If you feel that the sewer lateral has been judged unfairly, you may submit an appeal in writing 
within 30 days of receipt of this letter.  The appeal must have attached written invoices clarifying that 
replacement or repair has occurred which has renewed this pipe.  If that is not available, submit an 
internal inspection videotape documenting the condition of the pipe.  The videotape will have to 
clarify that the pipe was constructed of PVC materials meeting current standards.  Submittal of a 
videotape showing a sewer lateral in good working order, but made of outdated materials such as cast 
iron, orangeburg, or clay will not be sufficient.  Due to the low prices being quoted above, all sewer 
laterals of this nature must be replaced, even if they are in good working order today.  In the long 
run, saving the lateral will end up costing the property owner much more to replace later, not to 
mention the damage to the street.

You also have the right to comment directly to the City Commission about the policy in general, at 
the public hearing noticed on the attached announcement.  Questions or concerns particular to your 
sewer lateral are best handled by the Engineering Department, rather than the City Commission.  

Those homeowners struggling financially with respect to this issue should also contact our office, 
and we can review with you other programs that the City has available to ensure that you are able to 
maintain your home, but get these needed improvements done as well.  

Please contact our office at (248) 530-1850, if you have any questions.  

Sincerely,

Paul T. O’Meara, P.E.
City Engineer



MEMORANDUM
Engineering Dept.

DATE: March 22, 2016

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Webster Ave. Paving Project
Sewer Lateral Special Assessment District

In accordance with current policy, the Engineering Dept. plans to replace all older sewer 
laterals underneath the new proposed pavement on the above project, which includes 
the two blocks of Webster Ave. between Adams Rd. and Eton Rd.

As recommended under separate cover, it is anticipated that this construction contract 
will be awarded to DiPonio Contracting, Inc., with their low bid of $1,780,615.  In the 
past, the City has compared the low bidder’s price for this work item with the other 
bidders, to ensure the price of this work, which will be assessed, reflects the actual 
value of the work.  A list of the sewer lateral bid prices for all the bidders follows below:

CONTRACTOR
(in order of lowest to highest bidder based on 

total price)

BID PRICE
(PER FOOT)

DiPonio Contracting, Inc. $48.00
V.I.L. Construction, Inc. $25.00
F.D.M. Contracting, Inc. $70.00
Pamar Enterprises, Inc.  $65.00
Superior Excavating Co. $42.00
Merlo Construction Co. $125.00
Average Price Per Foot $62.50

While the cost is higher than two of the other bidders, DiPonio’s price is lower than the 
average price bid.  Further, the price is in the general range of cost that has been 
charged on recent projects of this type.  If these property owners waited until their 
sewer lateral failed, repairing these pipes in the downtown area would be both a costly 
and disruptive process.  We believe charging the low bidder’s price ($48), is 
appropriate.  As shown on the attached list, prices to be charged to homeowners are 
expected to range from $864 to $1,632.
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It is recommended that a public hearing of necessity be scheduled at the Monday, April 
25, 2016 City Commission meeting.  It is further recommended that the public hearing 
to confirm the roll be held on Monday, May 9, 2016 at the $48.00/linear ft. unit price.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

RESOLVED, that the City Commission shall meet on Monday, April 25, 2016, at 7:30 
P.M., for the purpose of conducting a public hearing of necessity for the 
installation of lateral sewers within the Webster Ave. Paving project area. 
Be it further 

RESOLVED, that the City Commission meet on Monday, May 9, 2016, at 7:30 P.M. for 
the purpose of conducting a public hearing to confirm the roll for the 
installation of lateral sewers in the Webster Ave. Paving project area.
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SEWER LATERAL CHART

Webster Ave. Paving Project - Contract #4-16(P)

Address Street Pipe Type Date SAD? Estimated Estimated
Installed Length Cost

6"
Webster Ave. - S. Adams Rd. to S. Eton Rd. $48
NORTH SIDE

877 S. Adams On Adams 1969 N 0 $0
1155 Webster Unknown --- Y 18 $864
1169 A.C. 1951 Y 18 $864
1183 P.V.C. 2006 N 0 $0
1211 A.C. 1951 Y 18 $864
1223 P.V.C. 2015 N 0 $0
1239 Unknown --- Y 20 $960
1255 Unknown --- Y 20 $960
1267 O.B. 1953 Y 20 $960
1275 Unknown --- Y 20 $960
1301 O.B. 1954 Y 20 $960
1307 P.V.C. 2015 N 0 $0
1333 Wedgelock 1975 N 0 $0
1335 P.V.C. 2012 N 0 $0
1347 P.V.C. 2009 N 0 $0
1363 Unknown -- Y 20 $960
1375 Unknown --- Y 20 $960
1387 P.V.C. 2014 N 0 $0
1407 Wedgelock 1964 Y 20 $960
1461 Unknown 1941 Y 20 $960
1475 O.B. 1957 Y 20 $960
1489 Unknown 1941 Y 20 $960
1515 Clay 1941 Y 20 $960
1545 Unknown 1941 Y 20 $960
1563 Unknown 1942 Y 20 $960
1591 Clay 1944 Y 20 $960
1609 P.V.C. 2006 N 0 $0
1619 P.V.C. 2006 N 0 $0
1629 P.V.C. 2006 N 0 $0
1641 P.V.C. 1988 N 0 $0
1657 P.V.C. 2004 N 0 $0
1669 Cast Iron 1946 Y 18 $864
1687 Cast Iron 1946 Y 18 $864
1707 P.V.C. 2015 N 0 $0
1737 P.V.C. 2013 N 0 $0
1745 Cast Iron 1944 Y 18 $864
1759 Clay 1943 Y 18 $864
1777 Clay 1943 Y 18 $864
1785 P.V.C. 2014 N 0 $0
1801 Clay 1943 Y 18 $864
1823 Cast Iron 1943 Y 18 $864
1835 Clay 1943 Y 18 $864
1847 Cast Iron 1943 Y 18 $864
1867 P.V.C. 2005 N 0 $0
1867 P.V.C. - Storm 2005 N 0 $0
1879 P.V.C. 2005 N 0 $0
1899 Cast Iron 1946 Y 18 $864
1915 Cast Iron 1946 Y 18 $864
1931 Cast Iron 1946 Y 18 $864
1951 P.V.C. 2005 N 0 $0
1951 P.V.C. - Storm 2005 N 0 $0
1965 P.V.C. 2005 N 0 $0
1971 O.B. 1955 Y 18 $864
1989 O.B. 1955 Y 18 $864



SOUTH SIDE
1108 Webster O.B. 1951 Y 34 $1,632
1132 O.B. 1951 Y 34 $1,632
1140 O.B. 1951 Y 34 $1,632
1158 O.B. 1958 Y 34 $1,632
1172 O.B. 1953 Y 34 $1,632
1182 P.V.C. 2005 N 0 $0
1212 Unknown --- Y 34 $1,632
1228 Unknown --- Y 34 $1,632
1240 P.V.C. 2010 N 0 $0
1264 Unknown --- Y 32 $1,536
1270 P.V.C. 2006 N 0 $0
1280 P.V.C. 2006 N 0 $0
1312 Clay 1941 Y 32 $1,536
1324 P.V.C. 2014 N 0 $0
1352 P.V.C. 2014 N 0 $0
1368 O.B. 1962 Y 32 $1,536
1380 Unknown -- Y 32 $1,536
1408 Unknown -- Y 32 $1,536
1424 O.B. 1962 Y 32 $1,536
1440 O.B. 1961 Y 32 $1,536
1448 P.V.C 2005 N 0 $0
1462 Unknown --- Y 32 $1,536
1478 Unknown 1941 Y 32 $1,536
1494 Clay 1940 Y 32 $1,536
1530 Unknown 1941 Y 32 $1,536
1544 Unknown 1941 Y 32 $1,536
1558 P.V.C. 2014 N 0 $0
1572 Clay 1941 Y 32 $1,536
1610 P.V.C. 2002 N 0 $0
1618 P.V.C. 2002 N 0 $0
1632 Clay 1941 Y 32 $1,536
1646 Clay 1944 Y 32 $1,536
1658 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
1674 Clay 1944 Y 32 $1,536
1690 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
1710 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
1734 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
1748 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
1762 P.V.C. 2006 N 0 $0
1782 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
1798 Cast Iron 1944 Y 32 $1,536
1804 P.V.C. 2002 N 0 $0
1804 P.V.C. - Storm 2002 N 0 $0
1826 Clay 1943 Y 32 $1,536
1838 P.V.C. 2015 N 0 $0
1854 Clay 1943 Y 32 $1,536
1870 Cast Iron 1943 Y 32 $1,536
1888 Wedgelock 1988 N 0 $0
1898 Cast Iron 1946 Y 32 $1,536
1916 Cast Iron 1946 Y 32 $1,536
1932 Cast Iron 1946 Y 32 $1,536
1954 Cast Iron 1946 Y 32 $1,536
1974 P.V.C. 2006 N 0 $0
1996 O.B. 1955 Y 32 $1,536

Torry St. - Haynes Ave. to Webster Ave.
WEST SIDE

1582 Haynes On Haynes 1955 N 0 $0
1572 Holland On Holland 2004 N 0 $0
1585 On Holland 2004 N 0 $0

EAST SIDE
1606 Haynes On Haynes 1977 N 0 $0
1614 Holland On Holland 2004 N 0 $0
1617 On Holland 1942 N 0 $0

TOTAL = 1836 $88,128

RATIO = 69/113 61%





NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION 

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT AMENDMENT 

Meeting Date, Time, Location: Monday, May 9, 2016, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin 
Birmingham, MI 

Location of Request: Triple Nickel 
555 South Old Woodward, #610 

Nature of Hearing: To consider an amendment to the Special 
Land Use Permit and Final Site Plan for 
Triple Nickel to allow for the installation of 
an on-street outdoor dining platform. 

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

Notice Requirements: Mailed to all property owners and 
occupants within 300 feet of subject 
address.   
Publish April 17, 2016

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

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

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



MEMORANDUM
Planning Division 

DATE:   May 2, 2016 

TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM:  Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 

SUBJECT: Public Hearing for Revised Final Site Plan & Special Land Use 
Permit Amendment at 555 S. Old Woodward, Suite 610 – Triple 
Nickel Restaurant

The Triple Nickel is located at the corner of S. Old Woodward and Bowers.  The applicant is 
seeking approval for a Revised Final Site Plan and a SLUP Amendment for the existing 
establishment, Triple Nickel to allow for the installation of an on-street outdoor dining platform.  
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.  

On March 23, 2016, the Planning Board conducted a public hearing to discuss a request by the 
applicant for a Revised Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit (SLUP) Amendment to 
allow the addition of an outdoor dining platform to an existing restaurant serving alcoholic 
liquors. After much discussion, the Planning Board voted to recommend approval of the 
Revised Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit Amendment for Triple Nickel located at 
555 S. Old Woodward, Suite 610 to the City Commission with the following conditions:

1. The applicant will be required to submit the plans for the proposed outdoor 
dining platform in color; 

2. Applicant must submit plans that include refuse containers within the outdoor 
dining area in accordance with Article 4, Section 44, OD-01 Outdoor Dining 
Standards (A) (1); and 

3. Applicant must submit spec sheets for the proposed outdoor tables and chairs. 

The City Commission set a public hearing date for May 9, 2016 to consider approval of the 
Revised Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit Amendment for Triple Nickel.  The 
applicant has now provided amended plans as requested by the Planning Board.  Please find 
attached the plans, staff report presented to the Planning Board, and relevant meeting minutes 
for your review. 

SUGGESTED ACTION: 

To approve the Revised Final Site Plan and Special Land Use Permit Amendment for 555 S. Old 
Woodward, Suite 610 – Triple Nickel to allow the addition of an outdoor dining platform.  
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TRIPLE NICKEL 
555 S. OLD WOODWARD 

SUITE 610 
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT AMENDMENT 

2016

WHEREAS, TRIPLE NICKEL filed an application pursuant to Article 7, section 7.34 of 
Chapter 126, Zoning, of the City Code to amend the existing SLUP to operate a 
new restaurant with an Economic Development License in accordance with 
Article 3, Section 3.04(c) of Chapter 126, Zoning, of the City Code; 

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

on the east side of S. Old Woodward between Bowers and Haynes; 

WHEREAS, The land is zoned B-3, and is located within the Downtown Birmingham Overlay 
District, in the area identified on Map 3.1 of Chapter 126, Zoning, which permits 
the use of Economic Development Licenses with a Special Land Use Permit; 

WHEREAS, Article 7, section 7.34 of Chapter 126, Zoning requires a Special Land Use 
Permit Amendment to be considered and acted upon by the Birmingham City 
Commission, after receiving recommendations on the site plan and design from 
the Planning Board for the proposed Special Land Use; 

WHEREAS, The applicant submitted an application for a Special Land Use Permit Amendment 
and Revised Final Site Plan to operate TRIPLE NICKEL as a Restaurant using an 
Economic Development License with the addition of an outdoor dining platform; 

WHEREAS,  The Planning Board on March 23, 2016 reviewed the application for a Special Land 
Use Permit Amendment and recommended approval of the SLUP Amendment and 
Revised Final Site Plan review with the following conditions; 

1. The applicant will be required to submit the plans for the proposed outdoor 
dining platform in color; 

2. Applicant must submit plans that include refuse containers within the outdoor 
dining area in accordance with Article 4, Section 44, OD-01 Outdoor Dining 
Standards (A) (1); and 

3. Applicant must submit spec sheets for the proposed outdoor tables and chairs. 

WHEREAS, The applicant has agreed to comply with the Planning Board conditions of 
approval; 

WHEREAS, The Birmingham City Commission has reviewed TRIPLE NICKEL’s Special Land 
Use Permit Amendment application and the standards for such review as set forth 
in Article 7, section 7.36 of Chapter 126, Zoning, of the City Code;  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The Birmingham City Commission finds the standards 
imposed under the City Code have been met, subject to the conditions below, and 
that the TRIPLE NICKEL application for a Special Land Use Permit Amendment 
authorizing the construction of an outdoor dining deck in conjunction with the 
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operation of a restaurant with an Economic Development license at 555 S. Old 
Woodward in accordance with Chapter 10, Alcoholic Liquors, is hereby approved; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED,   That the City Commission determines that to assure continued 
compliance with Code standards and to protect public health, safety, and welfare, 
this Special Land Use Permit Amendment is granted subject to the following 
conditions: 

1. TRIPLE NICKEL shall abide by all provisions of the Birmingham City Code; 

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

3. TRIPLE NICKEL shall provide for the removal of disposable materials 
resulting from the operation and maintain the area in a clean and orderly 
condition by providing the necessary employees to guarantee this 
condition, and by the placement of a trash receptacle in the outdoor 
seating area; 

4. TRIPLE NICKEL shall enter into a contract with the City outlining the 
details of the proposed economic development option. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That failure to comply with any of the above conditions shall result in 
termination of the Special Land Use Permit.  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, Except as herein specifically provided, TRIPLE NICKEL and its heirs, 
successors, and assigns shall be bound by all ordinances of the City of Birmingham 
in effect at the time of the issuance of this permit, and as they may be 
subsequently amended. Failure of TRIPLE NICKEL to comply with all the 
ordinances of the city may result in the Commission revoking this Special Land Use 
Permit.  

MAY IT BE FURTHER RESOLVED that TRIPLE NICKEL, which will do business at 555 S. Old 
Woodward, Birmingham, Michigan, 48009, is located in the Principal Shopping 
District which was designated as a Redevelopment Project Area, pursuant to 
Section 521a (1)(b) of the Michigan Liquor Control Code of 1988, being MCL  
36.1521a(1)(b), by Birmingham City Commission Resolution adopted September 
24, 2007; and 

MAY IT BE FURTHER RESOLVED that TRIPLE NICKEL is recommended for the operation of a 
restaurant, with a Class C Liquor License, at 555 S. Old Woodward, Suite 610, 
Birmingham, Michigan, 48009, above all others, pursuant to Chapter 10, 
Alcoholic Liquors, of the Birmingham City Code, subject to final inspection. 

I, Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk of the City of Birmingham, Michigan, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing is a true and correct copy of the resolution adopted by the Birmingham City  
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Commission at its regular meeting held on May 9th, 2016. 

________________________         
Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 
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                      MEMORANDUM
                                                                                                            Planning Division 

DATE:  March 16, 2016 

TO:   Planning Board 

FROM:  Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 

SUBJECT:  Final Site Plan & Special Land Use Permit  Amendment  
for 555 S. Old Woodward, Suite 610 –Triple Nickel

Executive Summary

The subject site is located at 555 S. Old Woodward, between Bowers Street and 
Haynes Street. The applicant, Triple Nickel, is proposing to increase their outdoor 
seating on S. Old Woodward from 16 to 24 by constructing an outdoor dining platform 
in the front (to the west) of the existing restaurant. The proposed platform is located 
on the sidewalk abutting the building and extends into S. Old Woodward.  Triple Nickel 
was approved for an Economic Development License and the restaurant was permitted 
with a Special Land Use Permit (“SLUP”) in 2013.  A SLUP Amendment is required for 
any changes to the approved plans in pursuant to Chapter 10, Article II, Division 3. 

1.0 Land Use and Zoning  

1.1 Existing Land Use –Triple Nickel started construction in 2014 and opened 
its doors in April 2015. Prior to the restaurant’s opening, the site 
contained an outdoor plaza space and an enclosed area with an elevator 
shaft leading to the above-ground parking facilities for 555 S. Old 
Woodward. The restaurant was constructed around the elevator shaft 
such that it can still be accessed via a public sidewalk.   

1.2 Existing Zoning – The property is currently zoned B-3, Office-Commercial,
and D-4 in the Downtown Overlay District.  The existing use and 
surrounding uses appear to conform to the permitted uses of each 
Zoning District.  

1.3 Summary of Land Use and Zoning - The following chart summarizes 
existing land use and zoning adjacent to and/or in the vicinity of the 
subject site. 
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North South East West 

Existing
Land Use 

555 Building 
(Commercial/

Office)

555 Building 
(Commercial/
Residential)

Commercial / 
Retail

Commercial/
Retail

Existing
Zoning
District 

B-3,
Office-

Residential

B-3,
Office-

Residential

B-2
General
Business

B-2B
General
Business

Downtown 
Overlay
Zoning
District 

D-4 D-4 N/A D-2 

2.0  Screening and Landscaping

3.1 Screening – Since the plans indicate an outdoor dining platform and no 
other changes to the exterior of the site, no screening is necessary.

3.2 Landscaping – The plans indicate that 4 existing planters will be placed 
on the sidewalk to border the northern edge of the proposed platform. 
The platform will be built around one street tree along S. old Woodard. 
No changes are proposed to the existing street trees or landscaping 
along S. Old Woodward.   

3.0 Parking, Loading, Access, and Circulation  

4.1 Parking – The proposed outdoor dining platform will not eliminate any 
on-street parking spaces when in use. 

4.2 Loading - Loading spaces are not required, nor proposed. 

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

4.4    Pedestrian Access & Circulation – Pedestrian access to the proposed 
outdoor café is available via the City sidewalk directly adjacent to the 
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principle S. Old Woodard building entrance. The plan proposes 5 feet in 
width of unobstructed pedestrian access on the sidewalk along S. Old 
Woodward, as required.

4.5  Streetscape – The applicant is not proposing any improvements to the 
streetscape.

4.0 Lighting

The applicant is not proposing any new light fixtures for the outdoor dining 
platform. The platform has been designed to wrap around one existing 10’ tall 
street lamp and will be located adjacent to one existing 24’ tall street lamp.   

5.0 Departmental Reports

6.1 Engineering Division – The Engineering Dept. can approve the revised 
platform size and placement as proposed with a two post canopy system. 

6.2 Department of Public Services – No concerns. 

6.3 Fire Department – The Fire Department has two concerns with this 
project;

 1. The Hydrant for the Fire department connection to the 
suppression system for the high rise structure is at the corner of 
Bowers and S. Old Woodward.  A truck responding from Adams 
Station to a fire in that building will be connecting to the hydrant 
and taking hose off the truck around the corner, around the 
Platform to the FDC.  The platform will most likely be damaged 
and any people on that deck will have to be evacuated or risk 
injury which takes man power and time.  Both are in short supply 
when fighting a fire, especially a high rise fire. 

     2. The cars that are parked out in front of the south tower already 
create a dangerous visual obstruction with regards to north bound 
traffic to anyone turning off Bowers onto Old Woodward. Placing a 
platform closer to Bowers creates an even greater visual 
obstruction increasing the danger level for drivers and pedestrians. 

6.4 Police Department – No concerns. 

6.5 Building Department – A building permit is required for the dining 
platform and must be obtained prior to the initial installation. An 
application along with supporting construction documents will need to be 
submitted for plan review and permit. 
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6.0 Design Review 

Outdoor Dining Area 

Outdoor cafés must comply with the site plan criteria as required by Article 04, 
Section 4.42 OD-01, Outdoor Dining Standards. Outdoor cafes are permitted 
immediately adjacent to the principal use and are subject to site plan review 
and the following conditions: 

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

2. All outdoor activity must cease at the close of business or as noted in 
subsection 3 below. 

3. When an outdoor dining area is immediately adjacent to any single-
family or multiple-family residential district, all outdoor activity must 
cease at the close of business or 10:00 p.m., whichever is earlier. 

4. Outdoor dining may be permitted on the sidewalk throughout the year 
with a valid Outdoor Dining License, provided that all outdoor dining 
fixtures and furnishings must be stored indoors each night between 
November 16 and March 3 to allow for snow removal. 

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

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

7. For outdoor dining located in the public right-of-way: 
a. All such uses shall be subject to a license from the city, upon 

forms provided by the Community Development Department, 
contingent on compliance with all city codes, including any 
conditions required by the Planning Board in conjunction with 
Site Plan approval 

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

c. Outdoor dining is permitted to extend in the right-of-way in 
front of neighboring properties, with the written permission of 
the property owner(s) and with Planning Board approval, if 
such property is vacant or the first floor storefront(s) is/are 
vacant. Outdoor dining areas may extend up to 50% of the 
lot(s) frontage, if such lot is vacant.  
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d. City Commission approval is also required for outdoor dining 
extensions onto neighboring property if the establishment 
making such a request holds a bistro license.

e. An elevated, ADA compliant, enclosed platform may be erected 
on the street in front of an eating establishment to create an 
outdoor dining area from April 1 through November 15 only if 
the Engineering Department determines there is sufficient 
space available for this purpose given parking and traffic 
conditions. 

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

8. Outdoor dining is permitted in a B1 Zoning District at a rate of 4 seats 
for every 12 linear feet of store frontage, with no more than 12 seats 
per building; no elevated enclosed platforms on the street are 
permitted in a B1 Zoning District.  

The applicant is proposing the construction of a temporary elevated dining 
platform constructed of Synthetic Trex decking. The platform, which is 376.25 
sq. ft. in area, is proposed to be enclosed with a 42” tall ornamental metal 
railing. The platform area will project 4’ from the existing curb cut into the 
street and extend 13.5’ into the sidewalk right-of-way. No parking spaces will be 
obstructed by the platform, as there are no on-street parking spaces in the area 
where the platform is proposed. A 5’ pedestrian pathway is proposed to remain 
between the platform and the building, which is the required minimum for a 
pedestrian pathway. The entrance has a 3.5’ wide tapered sill ramp up the 9” 
from the sidewalk to the elevated platform and is positioned away from any 
dining tables. Four of the 7 existing planters will be arranged on the sidewalk 
bordering the north railing of the platform.  None of these will interfere with the 
5’ required pedestrian path. To shade the area, the applicant proposes one 7’ X 
21.5’ Sunbrella canopy that measures 9.5’ in height at its highest point. The 
canopy is supported by 2 painted metal posts and includes a valence with 
hanging crystals that match the existing awning. The submitted plans do not 
display the proposed color of outdoor platform building materials and 
features.

Submitted plans do not indicate refuse containers. Applicant must submit 
plans that include refuse containers within the outdoor dining area in 
accordance with Article 4, Section 44, OD-01 Outdoor Dining 
Standards (A)(1). 

The plan indicates 7 red 4-top tables and 28 blue chairs to be arranged on the 
platform. The furniture is proposed to be arranged based on time-saver 
standard (diagonal spacing, intermediate seating [12 square feet/person]) and 
thereby provides 24” minimum spacing between tables and 30” minimum 
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service aisles. The dining tables proposed are 2.5’ by 2.5’ in size and the table 
tops are pressed wood with a laminate coating.  The propose chairs are 
constructed of engineered wicker. The applicant must submit spec sheets 
providing information regarding size, manufacturer, and construction 
materials for all outdoor furniture.

Triple Nickel has a total of 58 indoor seats on the first floor and 66 indoors seats 
on the second floor. The second floor, however, has two upstairs dining patios 
that have retractable awnings and sliding windows that provide an outdoor 
dining experience when the weather permits. On the west terrace facing S. Old 
Woodward, there are 26 seats and 4 tables and a bar. The east terrace facing 
Woodward seats 20 at 5 round tables and also has 2 couches that can 
accommodate a total of 8 patrons. The restaurant also has 16 outdoor seats in 
its current outdoor dining area. When in use, the seats and tables are arranged 
on the portion of the sidewalk closest to S. Old Woodward. The proposed 
outdoor dining platform with 28 seats will be constructed in place of the existing 
16 seats to provide an additional 12 seats. 

Signage

No new signage is proposed. 

7.0 Downtown Birmingham 2016 Overlay District

The site is located within the D-4 zone of the DB 2016 Regulating Plan, in the 
Downtown Birmingham Overlay District. Specifically, the 2016 Plan recommends 
the addition of outdoor dining areas as it is in the public’s best interest as it 
enhances street life, thus promoting a pedestrian friendly environment. The 
2016 Plan also states that “sidewalk café’s (should) be allowed on the portion of 
the sidewalk closest to the road and away from adjacent storefronts.  This will 
prevent outdoor cafes from being a barrier to pedestrian movement near the 
storefronts.” The proposed plan for Triple Nickel’s outdoor dining platform meets 
the criteria set forth in the 2016 plan as the applicant provides a 5’ wide 
pathway for pedestrian traffic.  

8.0 Approval Criteria for Final Site Plan 

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

(1) The location, size and height of the building, walls and fences shall be such 
that there is adequate landscaped open space so as to provide light, air and 
access to the persons occupying the structure. 
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(2) The location, size and height of the building, walls and fences shall be such 
that there will be no interference with adequate light, air and access to 
adjacent lands and buildings. 

(3) The location, size and height of the building, walls and fences shall be such 
that they will not hinder the reasonable development of adjoining property 
not diminish the value thereof. 

(4) The site plan, and its relation to streets, driveways and sidewalks, shall be 
such as to not interfere with or be hazardous to vehicular and pedestrian 
traffic.

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

(6) The location, shape and size of required landscaped open space is such as 
to provide adequate open space for the benefit of the inhabitants of the 
building and the surrounding neighborhood. 

9.0 Approval Criteria for Special Land Use Permits 

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

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

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

10.0 Suggested Action 

Based on a review of the site plans submitted, the Planning Division 
recommends APPROVAL of the applicant’s request for Revised Final Site Plan 
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and a SLUP Amendment to expand the outdoor dining at 555 S. Old Woodward, 
Suite 610, with the following conditions: 

(1) The applicant will be required to submit the plans for the proposed outdoor 
dining platform in color; 

(2) Applicant must submit plans that include refuse containers within the 
outdoor dining area in accordance with Article 4, Section 44, OD-01 Outdoor 
Dining Standards (A)(1); and 

(3) Applicant must submit spec sheets for the proposed outdoor tables and 
chairs.

11.0 Sample Motion Language 

Based on a review of the site plans submitted, the Planning Board recommends 
APPROVAL to the City Commission of the applicant’s request for Revised Final 
Site Plan and a SLUP Amendment for an outdoor dining platform at 555 S. Old 
Woodward, Suite 610, Triple Nickel, with the following conditions: 

(1) The applicant will be required to submit the plans for the proposed outdoor 
dining platform in color; 

(2) Applicant must submit plans that include refuse containers within the 
outdoor dining area in accordance with Article 4, Section 44, OD-01 Outdoor 
Dining Standards (A)(1); and 

(3) Applicant must submit spec sheets for the proposed outdoor tables and 
chairs.

OR

Motion to recommend DENIAL of the Revised Final Site Plan and SLUP 
Amendment to the City Commission for an outdoor dining platform at 555 S. Old 
Woodward, Suite 610, Triple Nickel, for the following reasons: 

1. ________________________________________________________
2. ________________________________________________________
3. ________________________________________________________
4. ________________________________________________________
5. ________________________________________________________

 OR 

 Motion to recommend POSTPONEMENT of the Revised Final Site Plan and SLUP 
Amendment for an outdoor dining platform at 555 S. Old Woodward, Suite 610. 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
REGULAR MEETING OF THE PLANNING BOARD  

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 23, 2016 
City Commission Room  

151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Planning Board held on March 23, 
2016.  Board Member Robin Boyle convened the meeting at 7:33 p.m.

Present: Board Members Robin Boyle, Stuart Jeffares, Janelle Whipple-Boyce, Bryan 
Williams; Alternate Board Members Lisa Prasad, Daniel Share 

Absent:  Chairman Scott Clein; Board Members Bert Koseck, Gillian Lazar; Student 
Representative Colin Cusimano 

   
Administration:  Matthew Baka, Senior Planner 
   Brooks Cowan, Planning Intern    
   Jana Ecker, Planning Director
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 

03-51-16

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT ("SLUP") REVIEW 
FINAL SITE PLAN REVIEW 
555 S. Old Woodward Ave, Suite 610, Triple Nickel 
Request for a SLUP Amendment to allow an on-street platform for outdoor dining 
for the existing restaurant 

Ms. Ecker provided background. The subject site is located between Bowers St. and Haynes St. 
The applicant, Triple Nickel, is proposing to increase their outdoor seating on S. Old Woodward 
Ave. from 16 to 24 by constructing an outdoor dining platform in the front (to the west) of the 
existing restaurant. The proposed platform is located on the sidewalk abutting the building and 
extends into S. Old Woodward Ave. Triple Nickel was approved for an Economic Development 
License and the restaurant was permitted with a SLUP in 2013. A SLUP Amendment is required 
for any changes to the approved 
plans pursuant to Chapter 10, Article II, Division 3. 

The applicant is proposing to build a temporary elevated dining platform constructed of 
Synthetic Trex decking. The platform, which is 376.25 sq. ft. in area, is proposed to be 
enclosed with a 42 in. tall ornamental metal railing. The platform area will project 4 ft. from 
the existing curb cut into the street and extend 13.5 ft. into the sidewalk right-of-way. No 
parking spaces will be obstructed by the platform. A 5 ft. pedestrian pathway is proposed to 
remain between the platform and the building, which is the required minimum for a pedestrian 
pathway. The entrance has a 3.5 ft. wide tapered sill ramp up the 9 in. from the sidewalk to 
the elevated platform and is positioned away from any dining tables. Four of the 7 existing 
planters will be arranged on the sidewalk bordering the north railing of the platform. To shade 
the area, the applicant proposes one 7 ft. x 21.5 ft. Sunbrella canopy that measures 9.5 ft. in 
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height at its highest point. The canopy includes a valence with hanging crystals that match the 
existing awning.  

The plan indicates seven red four-top tables and 24 blue chairs to be arranged on the 
platform.  The proposed dining tables are 2.5 ft. x 2.5 ft. and the table tops are pressed wood 
with a laminate coating.  The chairs proposed are constructed of engineered wicker. 

The second floor of Triple Nickel has two upstairs dining patios with retractable awnings and 
sliding windows that provide an outdoor dining experience when the weather permits. On the 
west terrace facing S. Old Woodward Ave. there are 26 seats and four tables along with a bar. 
The east terrace facing Woodward Ave. seats 20 at five round tables and also has two couches 
that can accommodate a total of eight patrons. The restaurant also has 16 outdoor seats in its 
current outdoor dining area. The proposed outdoor dining platform with 24 seats will be 
constructed in place of the existing 16 seats on the sidewalk to provide an additional 8 seats.   

Mr. Jeffares thought there is a bit of a sense of vulnerability so he likes the railing.  Mr. 
Williams noted that the cars parked out in front of the south tower stick out into the street 
further than the proposed platform, so a visual problem is not caused by the deck. Mr. Boyle 
added the parked cars give a measure of protection to folks sitting on the platform. 

Mr. Bob Ziegelman, Luckenbach Ziegelman Architects, said the tables and chairs are the same 
ones that were used for the past two summers so they have received Planning Board approval.  
Mr. Jack Reinhart from Triple Nickel said they terminated valet about three months ago 
because there is a lot of parking in that area.  He added the restaurant closes at 10 p.m. 

Motion by Mr. Williams 
Seconded by Ms. Whipple-Boyce that based on a review of the site plans submitted, 
the Planning Board recommends approval to the City Commission of the applicant’s 
request for Revised Final Site Plan and a SLUP Amendment for an outdoor dining 
platform at 555 S. Old Woodward Ave., Suite 610, Triple Nickel, with the following 
conditions: 
1) The applicant will be required to submit the plans for the proposed outdoor 
dining platform in color; 
2) Applicant must submit plans that include refuse containers within the outdoor 
dining area in accordance with Article 4, Section 44, OD-01 Outdoor Dining 
Standards (A) (1); and 
3) Applicant must submit spec sheets for the proposed outdoor tables and chairs. 

Ms. Whipple-Boyce said she is happy to see this.  It does a lot to bring people to that side of S. 
Old Woodward Ave.  Also, she was thrilled to be getting rid of the valet because there is way 
too much of it. 

There were no final comments from the public on the motion at 8:40 p.m. 

Motion carried, 6-0. 

ROLLCALL VOTE 
Yeas:  Williams, Whipple-Boyce, Boyle, Jeffares, Prasad, Share 
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Nays:  None 
Absent:  Clein, Koseck, Lazar 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: April 29, 2016 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: 2100 E. Maple Rd. (Whole Foods Market Project) 
Easement Vacations 

The developers for the 2100 E. Maple Rd. project are currently seeking a building permit for the 
Whole Foods Market planned on this property.   

Attached is a scan of the original plat of this property, from 1924.  As can be seen this plat was 
prepared before the railroad was built in this area.  (The diagonal line added on the plat cutting 
through the subdivision represents the area taken for the railroad).  This section of Yosemite 
Blvd., as well as the alley between it and Maple Rd., was vacated in 1945.  As is standard 
practice, easements for utilities were retained on part of the right-of-way, and on the entire 
alley.  Also attached is a survey of the property as it existed until the recent demolition.  When 
the previous building was constructed, these easements should have been vacated.  For 
reasons unknown, this detail was missed, and a building permit was issued to construct the 
building in conflict with utility easements.   

The new proposed building will generally be built in the same area that the old building 
occupied.  As a result, the smaller 18 ft. wide easement will be in conflict with the new building 
as well.  The larger 35 ft. wide easement will not be in conflict, but will not be centered on the 
new proposed sewer to be constructed in this area.  The owner, per the attached agreement, is 
requesting the vacation of these easements, as a condition for obtaining a building permit.  As a 
part of the project, the developer will be making required modifications to the on site public 
water main and sewer systems.  Also as a condition of the issuance of a building permit, the 
owner is being asked to sign new easements for new public water main and sewer that will be 
constructed on the property.   

The Engineering Dept. concurs with these changes, as well as the vacation of the easements.  A 
suggested resolution follows below. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 

To authorize the Mayor to sign the Termination of Easement Agreement, pertaining to the 
vacation of 35 ft. and 18 ft. wide easements located on the property known as 2100 E. Maple 
Rd.  
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TERMINATION OF EASEMENT AGREEMENT 
 

THIS TERMINATION OF EASEMENT AGREEMENT (this "Agreement") is made and 
entered into as of ___________________, 2016, by and between 2100 EAST MAPLE 
ROAD L.L.C., a Michigan limited liability company, whose address is 2050 South Blvd, 
#629, Bloomfield Hills, MI 48303 (the “Owner”) and the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, a 
Michigan municipal corporation, whose address is 151 Martin Street, P.O. Box 3001, 
Birmingham, MI 48012 (the “City”). 
 

RECITALS 
 
A. Owner is the fee simple owner of certain real property located at 2100 E. Maple 

Road, Birmingham, MI 48009, which property is legally described on Exhibit A 
attached hereto (the “Property”). 

 
B. The City reserved certain easement rights (the “Easements”) for itself over 

portions of the Property by virtue of a Resolution of the Birmingham City 
Commission dated December 4, 1945 and recorded in Liber 1840, Page 242, 
Oakland County Register of Deeds (the “Resolution”).  A copy of the Resolution 
is attached as Exhibit B hereto.  

 
C. The Owner desires to construct a new building on the Property, but the 

Easements run through the planned location of the new building. 
 
D. In order to issue the required building permits for the new building, the City has 

requested that the Owner prepare this Agreement to vacate and terminate the 
Easements.  

 
AGREEMENT 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants 

contained in this Agreement, Owner and City hereby agree that the Easements are 
vacated and terminated and shall be of no further force and effect.    

 
 

Signatures and Notarization on the Following Page 



SIGNATURE PAGE 
TO 

TERMINATION OF EASEMENT AGREEMENT 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date 
first written above.  

 
OWNER: 

 
2100 East Maple Road L.L.C., 
a Michigan limited liability company 

 
 

By: _________________________________ 
  
 

Its: _________________________________ 
 
 
 
STATE OF MICHIGAN ) 
    ) ss 
COUNTY OF __________ ) 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ______ day of May, 2016, 
by _____________________, the _____________________ of 2100 East Maple Road 
L.L.C., a Michigan limited liability company, as his free act and deed on behalf of said 
company. 
 
  
   
 Notary Public County, Michigan 
 Acting in ________________ County 
 My commission expires:   
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CITY: 

 
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, 
a Michigan municipal corporation 

 
 

By: ___________________________________ 
 
Its: ___________________________________ 
 
 
 
STATE OF MICHIGAN  ) 
     ) ss 
COUNTY OF OAKLAND  ) 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ______ day of 
________________, 2016, by _____________________, the ________________ of the 
City of Birmingham, a Michigan municipal corporation, as his free act and deed on 
behalf of said corporation. 
 
 
 
   
 Notary Public County, Michigan 
 Acting in ________________ County 
 My commission expires:   
 
 
 
DRAFTED BY AND WHEN RECORDED  
RETURN TO: 
 
Scott I. Mirkes, Esq. 
Jackier Gould, P.C. 
121 W. Long Lake Road, Suite 200 
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48304 
 
 
 
 
 
 
J:\3847\4\00220650.DOC 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF OWNER’S PROPERTY 
 

Land located in the City of Birmingham, Oakland County, Michigan, more particularly 
described as follows: 
 
All that portion of Lots 22 through 51, both inclusive, 100 through 105, both inclusive 
and part of Lots 16 through 21, both inclusive, 52 through 55, both inclusive, 96 
through 99, both inclusive, 106 through 108, both inclusive, 162 and 163, and vacated 
streets and alleys, lying South of East Maple Road and East of Grand Trunk Railway, of 
BIRMINGHAM GARDENS, according to the plat thereof as recorded in Liber 31 of Plats, 
page 38, Oakland County Records. EXCEPTING therefrom the North 17 feet of Lots 16 
through 43, both inclusive, taken for road as disclosed by instrument recorded in Liber 
25922, page 99, Oakland County Records. 
 
More commonly known as:   2100 East Maple Road, Birmingham, MI 48009 
Tax Item No. 20-31-202-001 
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EXHIBIT B 
 

COPY OF RESOLUTION 
 

See Attached 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: April 29, 2016 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking Structure 
Rooftop Valet Operation Proposal 

Recent discussions with SP+ regarding the lack of parking on the north side of the Central 
Business District resulted in the attached proposal for valet services.  Staff, the local SP+ 
management team, and the Advisory Parking Committee (APC) reviewed the proposal at the 
APC meeting of April 20, 2016.  All parties feel that this is a worthwhile idea that should be 
explored, with the goal being to reduce the amount of time that the LOT FULL sign is posted at 
the N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure.  Please refer to the attached report written to the APC for 
full details. 

At the end of the discussion, the APC passed the following recommendation: 

The Advisory Parking Committee recommends that the City Commission approve the SP+ 
proposal to operation a valet service on weekdays at the N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking 
Structure roof level wherein: 

1. Two valet service staff provided by SP+ will be stationed at the entrance to the roof 
level from approximately 9 AM to 2 PM.   

2. As the structure nears capacity, all vehicles looking to park on the roof would be 
required to valet their vehicle, at no additional cost to the customer. 

3. The cost to the Auto Parking System is estimated at $52,020 annually. 
4. Valet service hours will be subject to change based on actual need. 

Should this idea prove successful, staff will be quick to review the other options, and consider 
how others can be implemented as well.  Should other options within the attached report 
appear feasible, additional approval(s) will be sought from the City Commission.  At this time, 
only the valet operation at N. Old Woodward Ave. is being considered, as reflected in the 
suggested resolution below: 
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SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To approve the SP+ proposal to operate a valet service on weekdays at the N. Old Woodward 
Ave. Parking Structure roof level wherein: 
 

1. Two valet service staff provided by SP+ will be stationed at the entrance to the roof 
level from approximately 9 AM to 2 PM.   

2. As the structure nears capacity, all vehicles looking to park on the roof will be required 
to valet their vehicle, at no additional cost to the customer. 

3. The cost to the Auto Parking System is estimated at $52,020 annually. 
4. Valet service hours will be subject to change based on actual need. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   April 15, 2016 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Parking Structure Valet Services  
 
 
As you know, SP+ Parking operates the five parking structures for the City of Birmingham.  
Over the past month, discussions have been held with SP+ management based both locally and 
in Chicago to brainstorm ideas about short term solutions to help address the current high 
demand for parking in the Central Business District.  An idea was presented that is successfully 
used in large cities where demand is high.  A parking structure (or a portion thereof) can be 
turned over to a valet only operation.  By doing so, the valet staff requires that all vehicles are 
taken by the valet, and they then arrange the vehicles in such a way that more capacity is 
obtained from the existing parking area.  The Chicago based manager came to Birmingham and 
studied the system with the local management team to determine the feasibility of such a 
solution.  The attached proposal was provided as a result. 
 
Most of the various options in the attached proposal involve roof level valet parking.  The 
general idea is as follows: 
 

1. The parking structure would operate as it normally does for the early part of the day.  
Since the roof level is the least desirable, it is assumed that virtually no vehicles would 
arrive to use this level until about 9 AM on weekdays.   

2. Two valet staff would be stationed at the vehicle entrance to the roof level.  Once the 
lower levels are nearing capacity, customers arriving to the roof level would be asked to 
turn their vehicle over to the valet (there would be no additional fee for the valet).  If 
the customer did not want to utilize the valet, they could choose to search other parts of 
the structure.  If they are not successful in finding a spot, they would not be able to 
park in the structure at that time. 

3. The valet team would park cars on the roof, utilizing the spaces and the drive aisles in 
such a way that roughly an additional fifty vehicles could be parked on the roof over the 
normal capacity.  By providing this option, it is hoped that the number of days that the 
LOT FULL sign is erected at the facility would be significantly reduced.   

4. The peak demand for parking begins to decline before 2 PM each day.  The valet team 
would rearrange the vehicles as needed after the peak has passed, so that they can 
leave as soon as possible, allowing the structure to return to normal operation for the 
late afternoon and evening.   
 

As described in the proposal, it is not clear how the public will respond to this option, or how 
helpful it will be.  With that in mind, it is recommended that just Option 1 listed in the proposal 
would be tried at the beginning.  Option 1 is located at the N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure, 
which brings with it several benefits: 
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1. The roof has large, wide aisles, making it amenable to stacking a lot of vehicles in this 

compact area.  There is only one way in and out, making it easily controlled by the valet 
staff. 

2. The N. Old Woodward Ave. facility is filling several times a week.  Daily traffic demand is 
strong enough that an additional fifty vehicles being served is very possible.   

 
The other options are not as ideal, but if the first Option works well, we would look at the 
others and potentially move to implement others.  Potential drawbacks of the other options are 
as follows: 
 
Option 2 – The roof of the Pierce St. Structure is also well suited to a valet operation.  Thye 
roof is larger than option 1, so more vehicles can be stored.  Additional staff is recommended as 
a result.  The one drawback of this location is that this structure is not filling to capacity nearly 
as much.  If the demand to put lots of cars on the roof level is not there, the valet should not 
be operating.  In order to bring more vehicles into the structure, the authorized number of 
monthly permits would have to be increased until the structure is closer to capacity on a regular 
basis.  (Offering monthly permits to more customers has the positive benefit of allowing more 
employees to park for less money, if in fact they are currently parking somewhere at the daily 
rate.)  Selling and transferring permits takes time, so seeing benefits from this option would 
take more time. 
 
Option 3 – The roof of the Chester St. Structure is fairly well suited to a valet operation.  Since 
the demand for parking is lower at this location, it would seem to be less likely that we could 
create an environment (through the sale of more monthly permits) that the valet operation 
would be successful. 
 
Option 4 – A large part of the open lot at the N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure could also be 
used as a valet operation.  As shown on the attached plan, a temporary concrete wall would 
have to be set up to keep vehicles out of this area, and under the control of the valet staff each 
weekday morning.  Given its large size, more vehicles could be stored here.  However, since 
these are prime, high demand spaces, it is felt that the valet would have to arrive earlier, and 
stay longer, which drives up the daily cost. 
 
Option 5 - The demand at the Park St. Structure is currently strong enough to justify a valet 
operation.  Unfortunately, the roof aisles available are smaller, and SP+ does not feel it lends 
itself to storing vehicles here.   
 
No valet service is recommended at the Peabody St. Structure, due to its small size.  
 
The implementation of Option 1 is estimated at $52,020 annually, or about $200 per weekday.  
(The cost may be subject to change if the original projections of hours or staff needed must be 
adjusted.)  We feel that this is a small expenditure for the system as a whole if it in fact greatly 
reduces the current capacity issues we are facing on the north side of the CBD.  A 
recommendation for Option 1 is provided below for your consideration. 
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SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Advisory Parking Committee recommends that the City Commission approve the SP+ 
proposal to operation a valet service on weekdays at the N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking 
Structure roof level wherein: 
 

1. Two valet service staff provided by SP+ will be stationed at the entrance to the roof 
level from approximately 9 AM to 2 PM.   

2. As the structure nears capacity, all vehicles looking to park on the roof would be 
required to valet their vehicle, at no additional cost to the customer. 

3. The cost to the Auto Parking System is estimated at $52,020 annually. 
4. Valet service hours will be subject to change based on actual need. 
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Analysis for Proposed 
Valet Parking Services and 
Valet Assisted Parking Services 
 
City of Birmingham 
Parking Facilities 
Birmingham, Michigan 
 

 
 
 

Submitted to: 
 
Paul O’Meara 
City Engineer 
 

 
 
 
 
April 13, 2016 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

April 13, 2016 
 
 
 
Mr. Paul O’Meara 
City Engineer 
151 Martin Street 
Birmingham, Michigan 48009 
 
Dear Paul: 
 
As requested, SP+ has investigated the possibility of utilizing valet services at the various City 
parking structures.  We feel there are several viable options available to provide this service.  
These options include a mix of valet assist and full valet service in certain areas of several 
structures.  Detailed below you will see our findings and estimates on the cost of each option. 
SP+ will provide any of these options at cost as part of our current management agreement at 
the City’s request. 
 
Please note that the only structure we do not recommend implementing valet service in any 
capacity, is the Peabody structure.  Due to the layout of this structure, not enough spaces will 
be gained to justify the additional expenses required by a valet operation. 
 

 Option 1:  N. Old Woodward Structure 
 
The N. Old Woodward structure is currently filling almost daily.  With its two way lanes and 
design, it is an ideal candidate for valet assist.  We recommend using a team of two attendants 
to implement valet assist as a beta test for public acceptance of the program.  The attendants 
will begin stacking vehicles on the roof when the structure is filled by self-parkers.  We 
anticipate that with this method an additional 50 vehicles can be parked during peak hours, 
between 9:00 am and 2:00 pm.  
  
Annual Expenses 
 
Payroll    $40,695 
Operating Expenses  $11,325 
Estimated Total Costs  $52,020 
 

 Option 2: Pierce Street Structure 
 
If the beta test at N. Old Woodward is a success, the Pierce Street structure should be the next 
structure considered for a valet assist operation.  However, the structure currently has 50 or 
more empty spaces on most weekdays.  It typically will only fill when an event is taking place at 
the Townsend Hotel or during large City events such as art fairs or Dream Cruise.  The open 
spaces must be filled in order to utilize a valet assist in a manner that will gain parking spaces 
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for the City on a consistent basis.  Additional monthly parkers should be brought in from the 
waiting list to fill the empty spaces and increase average weekday occupancy.   
 
We recommend using a team of three attendants to provide a valet assist.  Attendants will begin 
stacking vehicles on the roof when the structure is filled by self-parkers.  We anticipate that with 
this method an additional 75 vehicles can be parked during peak hours, between 9:00am and 
2:00 am.  
 
Annual Expenses 
 
Payroll    $61,042 
Operating Expenses  $16,488 
Estimated Total Costs  $77,530. 
 

 Option 3: Chester Street Structure 
 
Much like the Pierce Street structure, the size and wide drive lanes make the Chester Street 
structure a good option for valet assist.  We anticipate an additional 75 vehicles can be parked 
during peak hours in this structure with a three man valet team.  Also similar to Pierce Street, 
there are often 20-30 spaces available each day in this structure that should be filled from the 
waiting list for the program to be effective. 
 
Annual Expenses 
 
Payroll    $61,042 
Operating Expenses  $16,488 
Estimated Total Costs  $77,530 
 

 Option 4: N. Old Woodward Surface Lot 
 
The surface lot at N. Old Woodward gives us a prime opportunity for a full valet operation.  We 
anticipate that an additional 133 spaces can be created by “stacking” vehicles on the surface 
lot, using a four attendant team.  This will leave only the small section on the south part of the 
lot and the 30 minute spaces behind the church available for self-parkers.  A full valet operation 
will also require longer hours, at this time we believe 8:00 am to 6:00 pm to be sufficient. 
 
Annual Expenses 
 
Payroll    $130,482 
Operating Expenses    $51,132 
Estimated Total Costs  $181,614 
 
 

 Option 5: Park Street Structure 
 
Our last option is to implement a full valet operation at the Park Street structure.  This is not as 
desirable as the other options due to the layout of the roof.  The outside lanes around the 
structure allow for only one lane of traffic so we would have to utilize the center area of the roof 
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to gain additional spaces.  In order to do this properly, we would need to restrict roof access to 
valet vehicles only.  By making the roof valet only, we would have to staff the operation for the 
full business day of 9:00 am to 6:00 pm.  The expanded hours make the additional 50 spaces 
we could gain the most expensive option when considering the cost per space.  
 
Annual Expenses 
 
Payroll    $130,482 
Operating Expenses    $51,132 
Estimated Total Costs  $181,614 
 
It should also be noted that there will be some startup costs involved for each of these options. 
These costs will include $500 for signage and $500 for a valet podium for each location that the 
City chooses to implement a valet service.  
 
Attached you will find a pro forma expense sheet for each option.  Please keep in mind that 
these are estimates and the final costs will vary based on hours of operation, volume and public 
acceptance of each program.  
 
Due to the fact that it is difficult to know how implementing a valet assist or full valet option in 
the City parking structures will be received by the public, SP+ recommends that the valet 
options be introduced in an analytical manner.  Once the beta test at N. Old Woodward is fully 
functioning, we will have a better understanding of whether this parking option will be embraced 
by the public and a better idea of the amount of true capacity that can be added to the parking 
system.  At that point, we can analyze the data and information and plan our next steps.   
 
Please feel free to reach out to us if you have any questions.  We will also be happy to meet 
with you to discuss all of these options in greater detail. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Jay O’Dell 
Senior Manager 
 
Enclosures 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: April 29, 2016 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Temporary Monthly Permit Parking Lot  
35001 Woodward Ave. (NW Corner of Maple Rd.) 

Within the past month, staff has successfully negotiated a lease from the owner of 35001 Woodward 
Ave.  As you know, the northwest corner of Maple Rd., formerly the site of a Sunoco gas station, 
has been vacant for about nine years.  The current owner has not finalized redevelopment plans.  In 
the meantime, he has expressed a willingness to have the City lease the lot at no cost (other than 
maintenance), which would allow the area to be used as a temporary parking lot.   

The Advisory Parking Committee (APC) discussed this opportunity at its meeting of April 20, 2016. 
Details of the lease and how the parking lot would operate are attached.  At the end of the 
discussion, the APC passed the following recommendation: 

The Advisory Parking Committee recommends to the City Commission that the Mayor be authorized 
the sign the lease offered by the owner of the vacant property located at 35001 Woodward Ave. for 
the operation of a temporary parking lot.  Further, it is recommended that the lot be maintained by 
the City with its gravel surface, and that monthly permits be offered for sale at the rate matching 
that being charged for permits at the Park St. Parking Structure, offered first to those on the Park 
St. Parking Structure waiting list.  All costs and revenues derived from this lot (other than Police 
Dept. enforcement) will be directed to and from the Auto Parking System Fund.  

As referenced in the attached memo, revenues are projected to be about $31,200 annually.  Given 
the costs incurred for maintenance of the City’s other small parking lots, we anticipate that general 
operations and maintenance costs will use the majority of these funds.  It is anticipated that a new 
section of account numbers will be created within the Auto Parking System fund to track these 
costs.  Once some experience has been gained, the costs for this lot can be reflected in next year’s 
budget request.   

Given the current demand for parking in this area, we see this as a good opportunity to assist the 
business community.  A suggested resolution follows: 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 

To authorize the Mayor to sign the lease as prepared to operate a temporary parking lot on the 
vacant land known as 35001 Woodward Ave.  Further, to authorize staff to direct all costs to 
prepare and maintain this property to the Auto Parking System Fund.  Monthly rates shall match 
those charged at the Park St. Parking Structure, with all revenues being directed to the Auto Parking 
System Fund.   
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   April 16, 2016 
 
TO:   Advisory Parking Committee 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: 35001 Woodward Ave. 
 Temporary Parking Lot Lease 
 
 
Approximately two years ago, the idea of operating a temporary parking lot on the above 
property was discussed with the Advisory Parking Committee (APC).  Since that time, repeated 
communications with the property owner’s representative did not materialize in an agreement.  
However, recent contact with another representative proved more successful, and we now have 
a signed lease (attached) for your review.  Staff is excited to take advantage of this 
opportunity, and move this property to a point where it can be used as a means to address the 
current parking demand.  
 
PARKING LOT PLAN 
 
Attached is a plan that was prepared to help clarify the best arrangement for the use of the 
property as a parking lot.  The two existing approaches on Woodward Ave. would be used as 
entrance points to two dead end rows of parking.  Since the surface will be gravel, there will 
not be any pavement markings directing drivers on where to park.  Vehicles using the far north 
or south rows of spaces will be expected to head in to the edge of the gravel.  Vehicles using 
the center two rows will be controlled by the installation of a row of parking blocks down the 
middle of the property.  To further mark the edges of the spaces, object markers, similar to 
those used to help guide snow plow operators as to the location of hazards, will be installed at 
each front parking space corner.  On the map, the reference to a fence reflected the fact that a 
fence existed at the time the map was made.  The fence has since been removed, and no new 
fencing is proposed at this time.   
 
Other planned improvements include: 
 

1. Additional gravel will be brought in and graded by our Dept. of Public Services crew to 
remove current low spots, and to make certain areas safer where large rock has been 
placed in the past. 

2. The attached sheet provides suggested language for two types of signs that will be 
posted on the lot.  All signs shall have the City color dark green background, with white 
lettering, to help clarify that it is a City of Birmingham operation.  One sign each will be 
posted at each entrance stating PERMIT PARKING ONLY.  This sign is intended to 
discourage non-permit holders from turning into the lot.  Once inside the lot, the 
second, more informative sign will give a better description of how the lot is being 
monitored, and that a permit tag must be displayed.   
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3. To keep the lot conforming with the Americans with Disabilities Act, two handicapped 
parking spaces are required.  It is recommended that one space will be provided in each 
of the northwest and southwest corners of the property.  A sign will be provided 
denoting that the space is reserved for the disabled.   

4. Two trash barrels will be installed.  The lot will be monitored for cleanliness both by SP+ 
staff, and our Dept. of Public Services. 

5. Regular maintenance of the property, such as lawn mowing and snow plowing, would be 
done by our Dept. of Public Services. 

 
PARKING LOT USE 
 
The surface of the lot will be gravel, which at times may be holding water, or contain minor trip 
hazards.  In order to reduce vehicular and pedestrian traffic on the gravel, it is suggested that 
the lot will be reserved for the use of monthly parking permit holders only.  Providing space for 
employees will reduce the City’s liability, and will be an effective means of providing more open 
parking spaces in our larger facilities, such as the nearby parking structures. 
 
Monthly permit holders will be sold a permit in three month increments, similar to those sold for 
Parking Lot #6.  Permit holders will be provided a tag to display on their rear view mirror when 
they are in the lot.  Those parked in the lot without the tag will be subject to a ticket issued by 
the Police Dept.   
 
Vehicles parked in the disabled permit spaces will need to display both their disabled parking 
permit, as well as their monthly parking permit.  Since both are designed to hang on the 
rearview mirror, staff will review with the Police Dept. on how to best handle this issue so that 
permit holders may be instructed on how to display both passes at the same time.  Disabled 
permit parkers that possess the State issued “free parking” yellow tag placed on the disabled 
permit will be able to park in the reserved spaces only without possessing a monthly permit.  
 
Given the current demand for parking permits, we expect that the lot will sell out immediately.  
Not knowing how much use the lot will get from those that obtain a permit, it is recommended 
that 40 permits be authorized for sale at this time, given that only 37 spaces will be contained 
in the lot, and two of them will be reserved for the disabled.  If it appears that the lot is being 
underutilized by the 40 permit holders, a request to increase the authorized permit number will 
be forwarded later to the City Commission.   
 
Since this lot is in close proximity to the Park St. Structure, and since that structure is filling 
currently on a regular basis, we feel it is most advantageous to first offer permits to those who 
have been waiting the longest on the Park St. Parking Structure waiting list.  Those on this list 
have currently been waiting about two years.  The suggested cost is $65 per month, the same 
being charged at the Park St. Structure.  Permit holders would be notified that this lot is 
considered temporary, and issuance of a permit here does not guarantee that it will continue 
well into the future.  Rather, those buying permits would be encouraged to remain on the 
waiting list at the Park St. Structure, so that when that opportunity opens up, they could still 
move into that facility for a longer term parking location. 
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EXPENDITURES AND REVENUES 
 
The property owner has been gracious in offering the use of the property at no cost.  The initial 
signed lease will be for twelve months, to commence upon approval of the City Commission.  
After the first year, both parties are obligated to give the other a 90 day advance notice of a 
desire to end the lease.  There has been no indication at this time that the owner is planning to 
move forward with a building project, but we do not anticipate that the lot will remain vacant 
for several years.   
 
It is planned that all preparatory work required to get the lot ready for use would be completed 
with City staff.  Estimated costs for labor and materials are expected to be less than $10,000.  
Ongoing costs will be budgeted in future budget years as needed.  Based on labor and 
equipment charges used for the operation of the City’s other lots, it is anticipated that the 
ongoing cost to operate this lot will be about $20,000 annually. 
 
Assuming the City sells 40 monthly permits at $65 per month, an annual revenue of $31,200 
can be anticipated.  Selling these permits will likely result in a decline in daily revenues at the 
Park St. Structure.  Therefore, it is not clear if the lot will be truly self-sustaining.  However, 
similar to the valet proposal being discussed, operation of this lot is considered an important 
move to improve public service, rather than increase revenues.   
 
Enforcement of the lot will be handled by the Police Dept.  Similar to other areas, the General 
Fund will pay for this operation, and ticket fines collected will be directed back to that source. 
 
Staff sees this as an excellent opportunity to use this vacant property for a beneficial use while 
it is awaiting redevelopment.  A suggested recommendation follows. 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Advisory Parking Committee recommends to the City Commission that the Mayor be 
authorized the sign the lease offered by the owner of the vacant property located at 35001 
Woodward Ave. for the operation of a temporary parking lot.  Further, it is recommended that 
the lot be maintained by the City with its gravel surface, and that monthly permits be offered 
for sale at the rate matching that being charged for permits at the Park St. Parking Structure, 
offered first to those on the Park St. Parking Structure waiting list.  All costs and revenues 
derived from this lot (other than Police Dept. enforcement) will be directed to and from the 
Auto Parking System Fund.  
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SP+ 
Birmingham, Michigan 

35001 WOODWARD AVE. PERMIT APPLICATION 
  
Please Print Required Information Below              
 
Permit Holder’s Name____________________________________________________ 
 
Vehicle Model _____________________________License Plate # ________________ 
 
Vehicle Color_______________________________ 
 
Employed At ___________________________________________________________ 
 
Work Address __________________________________________________________ 
  
Home Phone:_______________________ Work Phone _________________________ 
 
 
The above-named person is hereby issued a Parking Permit Hangtag for the temporary parking lot at 35001 
Woodward Ave. The holder of the permit will be permitted to park a vehicle with a valid hangtag in the 
temporary lot as long as desired without the payment of an additional fee.   
 
Issuance of this permit does not guarantee the availability of a parking space. 
 

1. Permits are issued to individuals only and may not be transferred to other individuals. 
 

2. Lost hangtags can be replaced with a $20.00 replacement fee. 
 

3. The holder of this permit acknowledges the following: 
a. That the right to obtain a monthly permit at this lot will be temporary.  SP+ will provide a 30 

day notice in writing when the privilege of parking at this lot will be ending.  Charges for the 
last month will be prorated if not a whole month.   

b. That the temporary parking lot is surfaced with gravel.  The walking surface may be rough, 
and may contain uneven grade at times.  The permit holder assumes all risks relative to 
walking on said surface when walking to and from their vehicle.   

c. The permit holder has received a map showing the general layout of the temporary lot.  No 
pavement markings are provided to guide vehicles into an efficient pattern, however, markers 
are provided at each parking space corner.  Permit holders are expected to park their vehicle 
according to the markers in an orderly manner so that the parking lot may be used by all those 
issued a permit.  Vehicles parked outside of the markers in such a way that others cannot park 
adjacent will be subject to a ticket for improper parking. 

 
The City of Birmingham reserves the right to refuse to issue a permit for failure to comply with the 
conditions of the agreement. 
 
I HAVE READ AND AGREE TO ABIDE BY THE CONDITIONS OF 
THIS PERMIT. 
 
________________________________             _______________________                            
Permit Holder’s Signature                                              SP+ Staff 

SP+ 
180 Chester Street Birmingham, MI 48009 

248-540-9690 



























MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: April 29, 2016 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: 2016 Asphalt Resurfacing Program 
Multi-Modal Transportation Board Review 

The Engineering Dept. is currently preparing bidding documents for its 2016 Asphalt 
Resurfacing Program.  As has been done for several years, our office assembles a medium sized 
project directed toward asphalt paving companies.  Several streets that are in need of 
preventative maintenance and/or asphalt repair are selected for work, and assembled into one 
contract.  The work in this year’s program are identified in the 2016/17 fiscal year budget.  We 
hope to solicit bids in the near future, with the intention of getting this work done some time 
between August and October of this year.  Maps of the project areas are attached. 

The significant work identified for this project includes: 

W. Brown St. – Southfield Rd. to Chester St. – New combined sewer is planned (to 
address existing capacity issue).  The existing asphalt over concrete road will be completely 
removed and replaced.  The existing concrete curb and gutter system (from the 1990’s) will be 
retained. 

Mansfield Rd. – Sheffield Rd. to Bradford Rd. – Existing heaved concrete slabs will be 
replaced to address drainage problems, and the entire road will receive an asphalt surface 
course. 

Sheffield Rd. – S. Eton Rd. to Cheltenham Rd. 
Cheltenham Rd. – Sheffield Rd. to Dunstable Rd. 
Dunstable Rd. – Cheltenham Rd. to Melton Rd. 
Bradford Rd. – S. Eton Rd. to Melton Rd. 
Mansfield Rd. – Bradford Rd. to E. 14 Mile Rd. – The existing asphalt surface course 
placed in the 1990’s will be removed and replaced. 

Melton Rd. – S. Eton Rd. to E. 14 Mile Rd. – A thin micro-surface asphalt layer will be 
placed to extend the life of the existing pavement. 

As done with all other street projects in the recent past, the Multi-Modal Transportation Master 
Plan was reviewed in the area of all of these streets.  As described in the attached report, while 
some master plan improvements are planned in the area of these streets, they are generally a 
part of a larger project that needs to be decided in a larger context.  As is required with all 
street improvement projects of this nature, all handicap ramps within the project area will be 
upgraded to meet current standards.  In addition, the opportunity for a new pedestrian 
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crosswalk improvement is proposed at the Cheltenham Rd./Dunstable Rd./Hanley Ct. 
intersection, as described in the attached report. 
 
After reviewing the master plan, the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) passed the 
following recommendation: 
 
To recommend to the City Commission that the Engineering Dept. proceed with the design of 
the 2016 Asphalt Resurfacing Program.  All handicap ramps requiring replacement shall be 
included in the project.  Further, new ramps and a crosswalk shall be installed at the 
Cheltenham Rd./Dunstable Rd./Hanley Ct. intersection to improve pedestrian accessibility and 
safety at this location. 
 
Should the Commission choose to concur with the recommendations of the Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board, a suggested resolution is provided below: 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To concur with the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, and to direct the Engineering Dept. to 
proceed with the 2016 Asphalt Resurfacing Program, with the inclusion of all required handicap 
ramps within the project area, as well as the proposed pedestrian crosswalk improvement at 
the Cheltenham Rd./Dunstable Rd./Hanley Ct. intersection. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   April 14, 2016 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: 2016 Asphalt Resurfacing Program 
 Multi-Modal Analysis and Review 
 
 
As we have done with other street projects since the creation of the Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board (MMTB), a review of the project plans with respect to the Multi-Modal Master Plan has 
been conducted.  The following describes the project, and how it is impacted by the Master 
Plan: 
 
Project Scope 
 
Each year, the City budgets funds to resurface some asphalt streets that are still structurally 
sound, but have a poor or marginal asphalt surface.  This year, funding is available to address 
several local streets located in the southeast corner of the City, as well as a portion of Brown 
St.  Maps of the project areas are attached.  Generally speaking, each street will be 
reconditioned where necessary, with minor concrete or asphalt repairs.  Old asphalt resurfacing 
materials will be removed.  New asphalt surfaces will be installed.  In the case of Brown St., 
where the pavement is not structurally sound, all old asphalt will be removed and replaced, but 
the curbs will remain.  Since the pavement is being removed, two new parallel sewers will be 
installed as well to improve a sewer capacity issue on this street.  In accordance with federal 
requirements, new sidewalk handicap ramps will be installed wherever the current ones located 
within the project limits do not meet current standards.   
 
While the ramps can be considered a multi-modal improvement, the basis for how this work is 
included, and how it is done, is specified under the Americans with Disabilities Act, as well as 
clarified through the MI Dept. of Transportation (MDOT).  The City does not have the ability to 
alter the construction of the ramps other than what is prescribed by these standards.  Funds to 
include this element of the job, similar to any other street improvement project, are already 
included in the budget. 
 
Master Plan – Brown St. 
 
The segment of Brown St. proposed for rehabilitation has been identified in the plan as part of 
a neighborhood connector route in Phase 3 (map attached).  As has been discussed before, the 
connector routes will consist of signs and pavement markings (the first connector route recently 
approved will be installed in the coming months).  The connector route in question is planned to 
help connect bicyclists from Southfield Rd., through the south side of the Central Business 
District, and east eventually to Eton Rd.  The scope of the route is much more extensive than 
what is planned with this project.  Further, signs and pavement markings can easily be added at 
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a later date if and when the City determines that this Brown St. connector route is a priority, 
and should be installed.  We do not recommend any changes to this project as a result of the 
Master Plan.  
 
Master Plan – Southeast Area Streets 
 
After a review of the Master Plan, it appears that no specific recommended changes are 
suggested on any of the subject streets.  As shown on the attached map of Phase 3 
improvements, a park pathway is recommended, connecting into the two ends of Cheltenham 
Rd.  The pathway would connect these two street connections to Kenning Park, and provide a 
surfaced path from these points north to Lincoln Ave. (on Kenning Park property).  Such 
accommodations have been considered in the Kenning Park master plan.  However, the City has 
not set aside funds or a timetable for potential improvements to Kenning Park.  If a pathway is 
constructed to connect to Cheltenham Rd., the construction of ramps connecting to the existing 
street and sidewalks can easily be done at that time, rather than in conjunction with this 
project.  Attempting to construct elements of this pathway at this time when it has not been 
identified as a priority would be premature.  No additional work related to this potential future 
pathway is recommended at this time. 
 
Cheltenham Rd./Dunstable Rd./Hanley Ct. Intersection 
 
The above intersection is being resurfaced as a part of this project.  Due to the odd angles at 
which these three streets intersect, all three directions are required to stop at the posted STOP 
signs.  Painted stop bars have been installed in the past, and are recommended again due to 
this odd configuration.  Sidewalks exist on both sides of Cheltenham Rd. and the north side of 
Dunstable Rd., while none exist on Hanley Ct.  Currently, there is no designated path for 
pedestrians that wish to cross from one side of Cheltenham Rd. to the other.  It is assumed that 
there is some pedestrian activity here, given the density of the neighborhood, and the proximity 
to an entrance to Kenning Park (the far right home in the attached photo is 1599 Cheltenham 
Rd., and Kenning Park is just to the right of the house). 
 
Given the fact that the intersection is controlled by stop signs, a designated crosswalk for 
pedestrians would be an improvement over the current condition.  On the north side of the 
intersection, a ramp from the Cheltenham Rd. north side sidewalk is proposed just east of the 
existing drive approach for 1599 Cheltenham Rd.  The stop bar for eastbound Cheltenham Rd. 
traffic would be moved northwest about four feet to make room for a ramp and sidewalk 
connection at that point up to the south side Cheltenham Rd. sidewalk.  Since there are no 
sidewalks on the east side of the intersection, no other ramps are suggested at this time. 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
To recommend to the City Commission that the Engineering Dept. proceed with the design of 
the 2016 Asphalt Resurfacing Program.  All handicap ramps requiring replacement shall be 
included in the project.  Further, new ramps and a crosswalk shall be installed at the 
Cheltenham Rd./Duntable Rd./Hanley Ct. intersection to improve pedestrian accessibility and 
safety at this location.   
 
 

2 
 
 



 
Page 104  

 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN  � � �  � �  

NETWORK IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
4.4    PHASE 3 

PHASE 3: OVERVIEW 
This phase focuses on completing the multi-modal network and includes the remaining network 
improvements.  Due to the length of time it is going to take to complete the first two phases, 
the remaining improvements have been grouped into Phase 3.  When the first two phases are 
near completion, a more thorough evaluation should be done to determine what new 
opportunities are available and what the costs may be. 
 
The following pages outline the remaining infrastructure improvements to complete the multi-
modal network. 
 

FIGURE 4.3A. PHASE 3 
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PHASE 3:  RECOMMENDED PATHWAYS & SIDEWALKS 
Phase 1 and Phase 2 focus on addressing some of the more critical gaps in the sidewalk system. 
Phase 3 should focus on completing the remaining gaps in the system. Completing sidewalk 
gaps can be costly so it is important to utilize opportunities, especially when a road is 
reconstructed or a property is developed.  
 
The remaining sidewalks and pathways are on City property, school property or in the road 
right-of-way.  

In the future, whenever a site is redeveloped, non-motorized connections should be provided 
either as a sidewalk along a roadway with bike lanes or a shared-use pathway.   
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4/14/2016 Dunstable Rd  Google Maps
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MEMORANDUM
Fire Department

DATE: May 5, 2016

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager

FROM: John M. Connaughton, Fire Chief

SUBJECT:      Chesterfield Fire Station Design

Per direction by the City Commission, the Fire Department issued a solicitation to Michigan Inter-
Governmental Trade Network (MITN) on July 15, 2015 to accept sealed BID proposals from 
qualified professional firms to provide full architectural design services for a new fire station. On 
September 24, 2015 the City Commission awarded a contract to Sidock Group, Inc.

To start the design process, fire staff met with the lead architect Stacy Peterson to review a 
needs assessment, once completed, a “Program of Area Requirements” which generates a 
detailed report covering living areas, working areas and operational needs were used to design 
concept drawings. Sidock Group worked very closely with the Fire Department, Planning Board 
and the Architectural Review Committee in the process of designing the Chesterfield Fire Station. 
Many considerations were evaluated by both the Planning Board and the Architectural Review 
Committee such as needs assessment, size, design, site issues and landscaping when reviewing 
concept plans. On November 11, 2015 the Planning Board conducted a courtesy review of the 
first set of plans, made constructive suggestions and sent the plans back for revision, at the 
same time, meetings took place with the Architectural Review Committee to receive their input 
and make revisions accordingly. On January 27, 2016 the Planning Board conducted a courtesy 
review of the plans with associated revisions, the board was appreciative of the changes made 
by Sidock Group but requested there to be more revisions. This process of review then revise 
from both the Planning Board and the Architectural Review Committee continued for a period of 
time, but with each revision the plans became more of a reality. On April 19, 2016 Sidock Group 
met the Architectural Review Committee, and then on April 27, 2016 the Planning Board 
conducted a final courtesy review of the Chesterfield Fire Station plans. Both groups were united 
in agreement that the plans were iconic, met current industry design and is functional. The Fire 
Department has been working closely with the Architectural Review Committee and the Planning 
Board to design a floor plan that meets the operational needs of the fire department and has an 
exterior design that meets the high standards expected in the City of Birmingham. The Fire 
Department will be presenting a brief Power Point presentation as an overview of the project.

1

6G



Upon completion of the above process with the Planning Board and the Architectural Review 
Committee the Fire Department recommends the City to endorse the plan for the Chesterfield 
Fire Station and to authorize issuance of a Request for Proposals for construction.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:

To endorse the plan for the Chesterfield Fire Station as reviewed by the Architectural Review 
Committee and Planning Board and to authorize issuance of a Request for Proposals for 
construction.
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COURTESY NOTICE  
 CITY COMMISSION REVIEW OF PROPOSED 

NEW CONSTRUCTION OF FIRE STATION  
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION 

COURTESY NOTICE 
Meeting Date, Time, Location: Monday, May 9, 2016, 7:30 PM 

Municipal Building, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI 
Location of Request: Chesterfield Fire Station  

1600 W. Maple  
Nature of Meeting: Review of proposed new construction of the 

Chesterfield Fire Station 
City Staff Contact: Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 248.530.1841 

John Connaughton, Fire Chief  248.530.1900 
Courtesy Notice: Mailed to all property owners and occupants 

within 300 feet of subject address.   
Plans are available for review at: Community Development Department 

     

 

Persons wishing to express their views may do so in person at the hearing or in writing addressed to City Clerk, 
City of Birmingham, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI 48009.   

Persons  with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting should contact the City 
Clerk's Office at (248) 530-1880 (voice) or (248) 644-5115 (TDD) at least one day in advance to request mobility, 

visual, hearing or other assistance.

 

COURTESY NOTICE  
CITY COMMISSION REVIEW OF PROPOSED 

NEW CONSTRUCTION OF FIRE STATION  
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION 

COURTESY NOTICE 
Meeting Date, Time, Location: Monday, May 9, 2016, 7:30 PM 

Municipal Building, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI 
Location of Request: Chesterfield Fire Station  

1600 W. Maple 
Nature of Meeting: Review of proposed new construction of the 

Chesterfield Fire Station 
City Staff Contact: Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 248.530.1841 

John Connaughton, Fire Chief  248.530.1900 
Courtesy Notice: Mailed to all property owners and occupants 

within 300 feet of subject address.   
Plans are available for review at: Community Development Department 

     

 

Persons wishing to express their views may do so in person at the hearing or in writing addressed to City Clerk, 
City of Birmingham, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI 48009.   

Persons  with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting should contact the City 
Clerk's Office at (248) 530-1880 (voice) or (248) 644-5115 (TDD) at least one day in advance to request mobility, 

visual, hearing or other assistance.

 



DRAFT – NOT APPROVED

Architectural Review Committee
City Hall Lower Level Conference Room

151 Martin St., Birmingham, MI
248.530.1807

Tuesday, April 19, 2016

Meeting called to order at 3:05 p.m.

Present: Larry Bertollini, Chris Longe

City Staff: Joe Valentine, City Manager
Jana Ecker, Planning Director
John Connaughton, Fire Chief
Joellen Haines, Assistant to the City Manager

Others: Stuart Jeffares
J.C. Cataldo
Clinton Baller
George Kacan, Sidock Group
George Petkoski, Sidock Group
Stacy Peterson, Sidock Group

Discussion was focused on changes from the April 15, 2016 ARC Meeting for a final review of 
the plans for the Chesterfield Fire Station.

George Petkoski presented the drawings.

Larry Bertollini wanted clarification if the masonry was on the same plane as the tower.  He also 
made an observation regarding the North Elevation that it may require extra structural costs to 
put brick on the upper level.

Discussion on the East Elevation – Chris Longe suggested that the candy striping on the 
south and west side should be taken around to the front. Longe said it is his opinion that the 
striping is a graphic thing as opposed to an aesthetic thing, and the bump in the wall does end 
with landscaping. Petkoski said the striping articulates the building. It’s a municipal building. 
Longe agreed and said if you do it all around the building, it’s stronger appeal, but doesn’t think 
it’s necessary. Petkoski said using the striping is a way of tying in the windows above. Stuart 
Jeffares said that it’s two different approaches.

Site Plan Elements
Jeffares had a comment on the landscaping; instead of blocking the 2 windows that are there, 
the landscaped should be moved over. Longe agreed that the landscaping needs to be done a
lot better; he said the landscaping at the front door is odd. The seating area seems out of place



and doesn’t relate to anything at all. Joe Valentine said relocating it came from the last meeting 
to make it accessible to people passing by. Longe said the wall at the Maple Rd. frontage 
doesn’t look connected. Longe suggested making the wall look intentional. Discussion 
continued about the possibility of having the landscaping be part of Phase 2 to avoid holding up 
the building of the station. Bertollini suggested putting a landscape buffer in the back patio area 
instead of having it right against the adjacent property. Longe reiterated that the seating element 
needs to be looked at. Valentine summarized the comments that the group is recommending a 
2-3 ft. buffer to the east (could push to the north) on the patio in the back of the building, and 
limestone on the east elevation. Bertollini agrees with Longe that the striping on the front 
(banding) is not preferred.

The group provided a summary for each elevation:

North Elevation
Remove banding and make it brick.
Have the line near the flagpole come out.

East Elevation
Keep stone only above windows, make the rest brick where it is banded.

Site Plan
Put landscaping against east property wall
Take out wall on Chesterfield and Maple
Push in the 2 pieces of wall near parking lot 6 ft.
Push in back walls
Discussion on keeping the 20 ft. wall in front of the building to comply with B-1. They will keep it 
in for now.

Comments from the public
Clinton Baller, said he was concerned about the process. He wants what is best for 
Birmingham. He is very interested in planning, design and architecture and wants to be proud of 
this. It’s a civic building. Baller said he thinks a design competition would have been 
appropriate. Baller said he feels left out; he only found out about it today. He said he is crossing 
his fingers and hoping for the best on this, and doesn’t like the process.

J.C. Cataldo thanked everyone at the table for the tremendous amount of effort spent on this. 
He said he is not sure the process was correct. He said he likes the building. Cataldo wanted 
verification that the yellow color on the canopy (banding) is gone from the building and wanted 
to know if the red will match the Adams Fire Station. Petkoski answered yes to both questions. 
Cataldo likes the way the flagpole is engaged with the tower element. Cataldo questioned the 
number of parking spaces on the new plans and noted it was now only 10 and not 12 as on the 
plans, since 2 had been removed. Petkoski confirmed there were 10 parking spaces. Cataldo 
said he had been approached by the neighbor whose property is directly behind the proposed 
station regarding the notification process; Ecker assured everyone within 300 feet was mailed 
out postcards received flyers notifying them regarding the fire station. Ecker noted there are 3 
signs on the property right now. 

There was a question as to whether there will have brick samples at the Planning Board 
meeting April 27, and Petkoski said there will be brick samples brought to the meeting.

Stuart Jeffares thanked Joe. Jeffares said Joe didn’t create but inherited this process and tried 
to make it as close to the normal process as possible.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:47 a.m.



CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
REGULAR MEETING OF THE PLANNING BOARD 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 27, 2016
City Commission Room 

151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Planning Board held on April 
27, 2016. Chairman Scott Clein convened the meeting at 7:30 p.m.

Present: Chairman Scott Clein; Board Members Robin Boyle, Stuart Jeffares, Bert 
Koseck, Gillian Lazar, Lisa Prasad, Janelle Whipple-Boyce; Student 
Representative Colin Cusimano

Absent: Board Member Bryan Williams; Alternate Board Member Daniel Share

Administration: Matthew Baka, Senior Planner
Brooks Cowan Asst. Planner
Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary

04-69-16

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR PLANNING BOARD MEETING 
OF APRIL 13, 2016

Motion by Ms. Whipple-Boyce
Seconded by Mr. Koseck to approve the Minutes of April 13, 2016 as presented.

Motion carried, 7-0.

VOICE VOTE
Yeas: Whipple-Boyce, Koseck, Boyle, Clein, Jeffares, Lazar,  Prasad
Nays: None
Absent: Williams

04-70-16

CHAIRPERSON’S COMMENTS (none)

04-71-16

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

Ms. Ecker advised the Rezoning Application and Final Site Plan Review for 191 N. 
Chester, Former First Church of Christ, Scientist has been withdrawn by the applicant.

04-72-16



COURTESY REVIEW
1600 W. Maple Rd.
Chesterfield Fire Station
Courtesy review of proposed construction of new fire station

John Connaughton, Fire Chief, was present along with Lyal Bigger, Fire Marshall, and 
John Donohue, Asst. Fire Chief.  Mr. Connaughton presented a short PowerPoint that 
showed some of their concerns. The current station that was built in 1955 has a 
number of deficiencies and has outlived its functional life span.  It is important to make 
sure the new station has enough capacity to house all of the necessary activities and 
apparatus. The length and the depth of the property made it advantageous to be on the
west side. Chief Connaughton went on to describe why a second means of entry and 
exit works well for them.  There was concern about parking spaces so they did eliminate 
two spots going down from 12 to 10. He is very happy with the current design.

Mr. George Petfuska, Project Designer, and Mr. Stacy Peterson, Principal Architect, 
were present for the Sidock Group.  Mr. Petfuska noted the Architectural Review 
Committee ("ARC") and the Planning Board shaped the final outcome of the project and 
it came out much better in the end.  He thanked them for their involvement.  He 
highlighted various aspects of the design and feels they now have a project that 
functions very well, compliments the neighborhood, and will serve the City for a long 
period of time.

Ms. Lazar received confirmation that the existing station is 5,800 sq. ft. and the new one 
will be 9,800 sq. ft.  The green space to the east is public property.  Ms. Whipple-Boyce 
inquired whether there has been discussion about park improvement to the adjacent 
property.  Mr. Petfuska replied everyone recognizes that beautiful parcel of land could 
be improved and used by the public. Mr. Clein noted that the use of the eastern portion 
of this site is not within the scope of this project.

Mr. Koseck thanked the group for a great presentation. It helps him to understand how 
they got to the current design.  His opinion was this is a much improved building than 
their first rendering.  He hoped the ARC would continue to be included when civic 
projects are being considered.  Mr. Koseck's one concern is the surface parking lot on 
the front of the property. He encouraged them to see if there are other ways the parking 
requirement can be met.  It was noted by the Fire Chief that  the rear parking lot area 
depth and width needs to be those dimensions so their vehicles can get in and out.

Mr. Jeffares noted that historically there has not been a well defined process for 
municipal projects.  With this project a process has been followed similar to what would 
be done with private development projects. He hopes this will continue in the future 
because the results here were outstanding.

Chairman Clein thanked the Fire Dept. for involving the Planning Board and appreciated 
their willingness to work together as a team.  Further, he thanked the ARC for their 
involvement as well.

At 8:12 p.m. the Chairman asked for comments from members of the public.



Mr. Russell Dixon, 1460 Bennaville, thought this building represents the civic 
appearance on the western gateway to the City and he hopes the board will continue to 
review this design with diligence so that it can be an iconic building for half a century.

Mr. Louis Meldman, 1825 Yosemite, complimented the Birmingham Fire Dept. for their 
professionalism and understanding.

Mr. Brad Chika, 184 Fairfax, said he views members of the Fire Dept. as true heroes.
He received clarification that the major expansion of the new station will be south to 
Maple Rd. and somewhat west.

Mr. J.C. Cataldo thanked the board for raising their concerns last November.  At that 
time he had three concerns which included lack of communication in the neighborhood; 
lack of requirements to adhere to the same development standards as private 
developers; and finally, the general architectural scheme. His concerns have now been 
met and he was appreciative of everyone's involvement.





Year Built:  1955 
Single Story, built on concrete slab 
Existing building 5,185 square feet 
New Station will house: 

 (2) engines 
 (2) rescue vehicles 
 (4) firefighters 
 (1) HazMat truck 
 (1) Utility truck 
 (1) Technical response trailer 
 











Apparatus Bay: 
 Apparatus Floor 
 Laundry Room 
 Hose Room 
 Decontamination Room 
 Work Room 
 General Storage and Equipment 
 Air Compressor 
 EMS Supply 
 Turn Out Gear 
  
  



Firefighters Quarters: 
 Day Room/Dining 
 Kitchen 
 Pantry 
 Bunk Room 
 Male Firefighter Locker Room 
 Female Firefighter Locker Room 
 Lieutenants Office 
 Watch Room 
 Lobby 
 Fitness Room 



Miscellaneous Spaces 
 Mechanical Room 
 Electrical Room 
Total Square Footage: 9,800 Sq. Ft. 
2007 plans did not include: 
 Much Larger Trucks 
 14 Ft. Bay Doors 
 Boat Trailer 
 Male/Female Living Quarters 
 HazMat Truck 
 Rescue Vehicles 



 



 











Birmingham Fire Station

Existing Site Condition

Site Data              

Building Height            

Building Use Data           
Level          Parking    

Glazing Data             
Elevation Main Level (70% Min) Above 8’ (50% Max)  



Birmingham Fire Station

West Maple Rd between 
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West Maple Rd between 
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West Maple Rd, 
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MEMORANDUM 

Finance Department 

DATE: April 26, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Mark Gerber, Finance Director/Treasurer 

SUBJECT: Follow-up to Budget Hearing 

Background 
On April 16, 2016, the City Commission held a public hearing to review the City Manager’s 
Recommended Budget for fiscal year 2016-2017.  During this session, the City Manager 
presented a forecast of fund balance/net position for the General Fund, Water Fund, and Sewer 
Fund for fiscal years 2016-2017 through 2019-2020.  Also presented at this session were five 
options to finance the renovations to the Adult Services area at the Baldwin Library.  The 
purpose of these two presentations was to provide an overview of the City’s funds and how 
they may be impacted by the five different funding options for the library renovations. 

Based on the feedback received from the City Commission, it became clear that the City 
Commission was interested in pursuing Option 5 for funding the renovations at the library.  
Option 5 called for an increase in the library’s millage rate of .31 mills and a decrease of .31 
mills to the City’s operating millage for fiscal years 2016-2017 and 2017-2018 and provided a 
guarantee to provide an emergency transfer of funds to the library from the General Fund if the 
library’s fund balance were to go negative in fiscal year 2016-2017.  This option had several 
advantages in that it 1) kept the City’s overall millage rate slightly less than the previous year; 
2) it lowered the City’s operating millage and increased the “cap space” which is the difference
between the operating millage rate and the Headlee millage limit; and 3) put the City in a better 
position to maintain its AAA bond rating in the near future.  The City Commission, however, was 
concerned how this option would affect the City’s overall financial picture and requested that 
staff prepare a report for the City Commission Meeting on May 9, 2016. 

Enclosed is an updated Option 5 scenario and an updated fund balance/net position 
spreadsheet which incorporates the Baldwin Library renovation funding, updated property tax 
revenues based on new taxable values, revision of the timing of road projects (see explanation 
below) and an increase in sewer rates (see explanation below). 

Revisions Made to Address Concerns 
One of the concerns that was raised is the financial condition of the Water and Sewer Funds. 
As a result of increased costs for capital improvements and the implementation of GASB 75 
(recognition of retiree health care liabilities in the funds’ financial statements), the Water and 
Sewer Funds were showing negative projected net position balances in 2018-2019 and 2019-
2020.  This would require substantial transfers from the General Fund to offset these balances 
and require the City to maintain its operating millage at its current level.  This solution is not 
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sustainable as the City would eventually be capped by its Headlee millage limit four or five 
years later. 
 
To address this issue, City staff reviewed the proposed road projects for the next four years and 
re-prioritized the projects in terms of the timing of when they will be done.  This resulted in a 
more even distribution of road project costs by fiscal year at a cost the City could more 
reasonably afford.  This solution alone increased net position in these two funds in the near 
term.  This allows the City time to implement other strategies to deal with project funding over 
a longer period of time. 
 
One of the strategies proposed is to increase the sewer rate gradually over the next few years 
so sufficient revenues are generated to fund capital improvements.  Under the current rate 
structure approximately $1.4M is generated through rates to pay for infrastructure.  Even with 
rescheduling some of projects, the capital improvement costs for the sewer fund is projected to 
be approximately $2.5M annually.  As a starting point, it is proposed that $175,000 be added to 
the sewer rate for fiscal year 2016-2017 to start addressing this shortfall.  This would increase 
the sewer rate by 9% from the previous year.  As you can see from the spreadsheet, just 
adding the $175,000 a year in the rates makes a significant difference in future years.  
Adjustments to the water fund may also be necessary in the future to address capital projects 
as well. 
 
Recommended Action: 
To direct the City Manager to amend the 2016-2017 recommended City budget to incorporate 
Baldwin Library Funding Option 5, which would increase the Baldwin Library levy by .31 mills 
and decrease the City Operating levy by .31 mills for fiscal years 2016-2017 and planned 2017-
2018, and further to adjust the sewer rate to include $175,000 additional funding for capital 
improvements. 
 
 



Option 5 w/increase in sewer rate:  To increase the Library millage rate to 1.41 mills in FY 2016-17 and planned 
FY 2017-18 and reduce the City operating levy by .3100 mills in FY 2016-17 and planned  FY 2017-18.  This would 
decrease the General Fund’s fund balance by $651,220 in FY 2016-2017 and $676,387 in planned FY 2017-2018.  
It is understood that if the Library’s fund balance would be depleted by emergencies the City would transfer 
$200,000 to the Library which would be refunded to the City once an equal amount in excess of $200,000 in 
reserves were collected by the Library. 

Fund Balance/Net Position Consideration:  

Millage Levy Consideration: 
  2015-16 Actual 

Millage 

2016-17 

Recommended 

Millage 

2016-17 Adjusted 

Millage 

2017-18 

Adjusted Millage 

City Operating Levy 11.4943 11.4943 11.1843 11.1843 

Library Levy   1.1000   1.1000   1.4100   1.4100 

Refuse   0.9170   0.8725   0.8687   0.8364 

Debt   1.3156   1.3040   1.2984   1.2916 

TOTAL 14.8269 14.7708 14.7614 14.7223 

Change in Millage from Previous Year   (0.0655)   (0.0391) 

Additional Cost to Avg. Homeowner *   ($12.45)     ($7.43) 

 * Based on avg. residential taxable value of approximately $190,000 

2015-2016 Projected 2016-2017 Projected 2017-2018 Projected 

General Fund $12,858,537 $12,536,887 $13,159,090 

     % of Unrestricted Fund 
             Balance to Expend. 

 
39.5% 

 
36.8% 

 
37.5% 

Major Street Fund $1,498,853 $572,653 $1,990,273 

Local Street Fund $883,834 $1,143,264 $1,334,394 

Water Fund $1,367,408 $2,277,988 $1,318,438 

Sewer Fund $3,401,015 $1,965,315 $1,487,245 



CITY OF BIRMINGHAM

PROJECTED FUND BALANCES AND NET POSITION

CURRENT YEAR AND NEXT 4 YEARS

UPDATE IN PROJECTS AND TAXES, INCREASE IN SEWER RATE,

AND OPERATING MILLAGE ADJUSTMENT

PROJECTED RECOMMEND PLANNED PLANNED PLANNED

2015-2016 2016-2017 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020

MAJOR STREET FUND

REVENUES 3,618,850         3,112,730         3,466,150          3,881,899             3,379,546           

EXPENDITURES (4,289,230)        (4,038,930)        (2,048,530)        (3,387,296)            (2,720,795)          

CHANGE IN NET POSITION (670,380)           (926,200)           1,417,620          494,603                658,751               

PROJECTED ENDING FUND BALANCE 1,498,853         572,653             1,990,273          2,484,876             3,143,627           

LOCAL STREET FUND

REVENUES 2,858,650         3,508,250         3,332,240          4,172,842             4,809,395           

EXPENDITURES (4,063,600)        (3,248,820)        (3,141,110)        (3,425,566)            (2,034,378)          

CHANGE IN NET POSITION (1,204,950)        259,430             191,130             747,276                2,775,017           

PROJECTED ENDING FUND BALANCE 883,834            1,143,264         1,334,394          2,081,670             4,856,687           

WATER FUND

REVENUES 5,247,170         5,735,090         5,818,430          5,324,195             5,445,600           

EXPENSE BUDGET LESS DEPRECIATION (4,173,120)        (4,824,510)        (4,527,980)        (5,713,780)            (6,091,935)          

RETIREE HEALTH CARE LIABILITY (GASB 75) -                     -                     (2,250,000)        -                         -                       

CHANGE IN NET POSITION 1,074,050         910,580             (959,550)            (389,585)               (646,335)             

PROJECTED ENDING NET POSITION 1,367,408         2,277,988         1,318,438          928,853                282,518               

SEWER FUND

REVENUES (NOT INCLUDING TAXES FOR DEBT) 7,336,250         8,041,740         9,163,930          8,616,485             8,879,845           

EXPENSE BUDGET LESS DEPRECIATION/DEBT (10,234,850)     (9,652,440)        (9,302,000)        (9,826,935)            (10,074,770)        

RETIREE HEALTH CARE LIABILITY (GASB 75) -                     -                     (515,000)            -                         -                       

CHANGE IN NET POSITION (2,898,600)        (1,610,700)        (653,070)            (1,210,450)            (1,194,925)          

PROJECTED ENDING NET POSITION 3,401,015         1,790,315         1,137,245          (73,205)                 (1,268,130)          

INCREASE SEWER RATE 175,000             175,000             175,000                175,000               

REVISED PROJ. ENDING NET POSITION 1,965,315         1,487,245          451,795                (568,130)             

GENERAL FUND

REVENUES 30,175,990       31,884,040       33,990,230        34,911,360           36,030,310         

EXPENDITURES (30,475,380)     (31,554,470)      (32,691,640)      (31,986,840)         (32,008,600)        

CHANGE IN NET POSITION (299,390)           329,570             1,298,590          2,924,520             4,021,710           

PROJECTED ENDING FUND BALANCE 12,858,537       13,188,107       14,486,697        17,411,217           21,432,927         

% OF UNRESTRICTED FUND BALANCE

     TO EXPENDITURES 39.5% 38.8% 41.5% 51.6% 64.1%

REDUCE OPERATING MILLAGE BY .31 MILLS (651,220)           (676,387)            

REVISED PROJ. ENDING FUND BALANCE 12,858,537       12,536,887       13,159,090        16,083,610           20,105,320         

% OF UNRESTRICTED FUND BALANCE

     TO EXPENDITURES 39.5% 36.8% 37.5% 47.5% 60.1%





MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 

DATE: April 26, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: Martha Baldwin Park Board Ordinance Amendment 

The following serves as a request for an Ordinance Amendment to Part II of the City Code, 
Chapter 78 Parks and Recreation, Article III. Martha Baldwin Park Board, Section 78-58 
Composition, Appointment, Terms shall be amended as follows.  The original Ordinance No. 65 
was adopted May 10, 1915. 

The composition of the board included classifications of men and women which was stipulated 
by the deeding of property to the City and which is no longer legally sound.  Therefore, the 
removal of the positions based on the criteria for men and women is being removed.  The City 
Attorney Tim Currier has drafted the revised ordinance; see the redlined and clean versions on 
the following pages. 

We are requesting that Article III Martha Baldwin Park Board, Section 78-58 Composition, 
Appointment, Terms be amended to remove the last sentence, “The membership of the board 
shall at all times consist of two men and two women.” in the City Code. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve an Ordinance Amendment to Part II of the City Code, Chapter 78 Parks and 
Recreation, Article III. Martha Baldwin Park Board, Section 78-58 Composition, Appointment, 
Terms. 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 

ORDINANCE NO.    

 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND PART II OF THE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 78 PARKS AND 
RECREATION, ARTICLE III.  MARTHA BALDWIN PARK BOARD, SECTION 78-58. – 
COMPOSITION, APPOINTMENT, TERMS. 

THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM ORDAINS: 

Part II of the City Code, Chapter 78 Parks and Recreation, Article III. Martha Baldwin Park 
Board, Section 78-58. – Composition, Appointment, Terms shall be amended as follows:  
 

ARTICLE III. MARTHA BALDWIN PARK BOARD 
 
Sec. 78-58. - Composition, appointment, terms.  

The Martha Baldwin Park Board shall consist of four persons who shall be electors of the city, 
one of whom shall be appointed to office each year by the city commission to hold office from 
May 1 of the year in which appointed for a term of four years. The membership of the board 
shall at all times consist of two men and two women.  

 

ORDAINED this _____ day of __________________, 2016.  Effective upon publication. 

 

_____________________________________ 
Rackeline J. Hoff, Mayor 

 
 

_____________________________________ 
Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 

 

 

 I, Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk of the City of Birmingham, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing ordinance was passed by the Commission of the City of Birmingham, Michigan at a 
regular meeting held ___________________, 2016 and that a summary was published 
_____________________, 2016. 

 

_____________________________________ 
Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 



CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 

ORDINANCE NO.    

 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND PART II OF THE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 78 PARKS AND 
RECREATION, ARTICLE III.  MARTHA BALDWIN PARK BOARD, SECTION 78-58. – 
COMPOSITION, APPOINTMENT, TERMS. 

THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM ORDAINS: 

Part II of the City Code, Chapter 78 Parks and Recreation, Article III. Martha Baldwin Park 
Board, Section 78-58. – Composition, Appointment, Terms shall be amended as follows:  
 

ARTICLE III. MARTHA BALDWIN PARK BOARD 
 
Sec. 78-58. - Composition, appointment, terms.  

The Martha Baldwin Park Board shall consist of four persons who shall be electors of the city, 
one of whom shall be appointed to office each year by the city commission to hold office from 
May 1 of the year in which appointed for a term of four years.  

 

ORDAINED this _____ day of __________________, 2016.  Effective upon publication. 

 

_____________________________________ 
Rackeline J. Hoff, Mayor 

 
 

_____________________________________ 
Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 

 

 

 I, Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk of the City of Birmingham, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing ordinance was passed by the Commission of the City of Birmingham, Michigan at a 
regular meeting held ___________________, 2016 and that a summary was published 
_____________________, 2016. 

 

_____________________________________ 
Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 
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MEMORANDUM 
Office of the City Manager 

DATE: May 4,2016 

TO: City Commission 

FROM: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

SUBJECT: Appointment of Mark Clemence as Police Chief 

With the retirement of current Police Chief Don Studt effective May 27th, 2016, the position of 
Chief of Police will be vacant.  The Birmingham City Charter provides that the City Manager 
“may with the advice and consent of the City Commission, appoint…a chief of police” (Section 
9, Chapter II).  It is my intent appoint a Police Chief Designee to begin transitioning functions 
at a greater level that what has already occurred and then formalize an appointment of the new 
Chief at the end of the month.   

I respectfully submit Deputy Chief Mark H. Clemence as my appointment for Police Chief to be 
effective on May 28, 2016 upon the retirement of current Police Chief Don Studt.  I have had 
the opportunity to observe Mark in his duties with the Birmingham Police Department for almost 
20 years and believe he possesses the abilities, ethics and dedication to the community 
required to be a successful Police Chief. 

Mark has served with the Birmingham Police Department for 31 years and has held several 
leadership positions within the Police Department during this time; most recently as Deputy 
Chief of Police since 2010.  He holds a Bachelor of Arts in Criminal Justice from Michigan State 
University, graduated from the FBI National Academy and the Law Enforcement Executive 
Leadership Institute in 2007. 

I am pleased have Mark H. Clemence serve as Police Chief Designee until the retirement of the 
Chief later this month, at which time, I plan to appoint him to the position of Chief of Police 
effective May 28, 2016. 

Suggested Resolution: 

To consent to the City Manager’s appointment of Deputy Police Chief, Mark H. Clemence, as the 
Chief of Police of the City of Birmingham Police Department, effective May 28, 2016, upon the 
retirement of current Police Chief Donald Studt.  
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MEMORANDUM 
Office of the City Manager 

DATE: May 3, 2016 

TO: City Commission 

FROM: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

SUBJECT: Request for Closed Session – Pending Litigation 
Tutor vs City of Birmingham 

It is requested that the city commission meet in closed session to review pending litigation 
regarding Tutor vs City of Birmingham pursuant to Section 8(e) of the Open Meetings Act.  

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To meet in closed session to review pending litigation regarding Tutor v City of Birmingham 
pursuant to Section 8(e) of the Open Meetings Act. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Office of the City Manager 

DATE: May 4, 2016 

TO: City Commission 

FROM: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

SUBJECT: Request for Closed Session 
Attorney-Client Privilege  

It is requested that the city commission meet in closed session pursuant to Section 8(h) of the 
Open Meetings Act to discuss an attorney/client privilege communication. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To meet in closed session to discuss an attorney/client privilege communication in accordance 
with Section 8(h) of the Open Meetings Act. 
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO INTERVIEW 
FOR APPOINTMENT TO THE  

BIRMINGHAM SHOPPING DISTRICT BOARD 

At the regular meeting of Monday, June 6, 2016, the Birmingham City Commission 
intends to interview applicants for appointment to the Birmingham Shopping District 
Board to complete a four-year term to expire November 16, 2017.  

The goal of the shopping district board shall be to promote economic activity in the 
principal shopping districts of the city by undertakings including, but not limited to, 
conducting market research and public relations campaigns, developing, coordinating 
and conducting retail and institutional promotions, and sponsoring special events and 
related activities.  (Section 82-97(a))  The board may expend funds it determines 
reasonably necessary to achieve its goal, within the limits of those monies made 
available to it by the city commission from the financing methods specified in this article. 
(Section 82-97(b)). 

The ordinance states that the City Manager will make the appointment with the 
concurrence of the City Commission.   

Interested persons may submit a form available from the city clerk’s office.  Applications 
must be submitted to the city clerk’s office on or before noon on Wednesday, June 1, 
2016. These documents will appear in the public agenda. 

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.   

Clerk Note: This is to fill the vacancy due to the passing of Robert Benkert. 

Criteria/Qualifications of Open Position Date 
Applications Due 
(by noon) 

Date of 
Interview 

Members shall be representatives of businesses 
located in the district. 

6/1/16 6/6/16
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BIRMINGHAM SHOPPING DISTRICT  
BOARD

Ordinance 1534 - Adopted September 14, 1992 
The Board shall consist of 12 members as follows: 

a) City Manager. 
b) Resident from an area designated as a principal shopping district. 
c) Resident from an adjacent residential area. 
d) A majority of the members shall be nominees of individual businesses located within a 

principal shopping district who have an interest in property located in the district. 
e) The remaining members shall be representatives of businesses located in the district. 

4-Year Terms 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
E-Mail Appointed Term ExpiresBusiness Address

Astrein Richard

13125 Ludlow

(248) 399-4228

(248) 644-1651 Business Operator/Property Owner

11/16/201711/16/1992

Huntington Woods 48070

A-Woods Rachael

30485 Red Maple Lane

(248) 933-5421

ra-woods@sbcglobal.net

Business Operator

123 W. Maple

11/16/201912/5/2011

Southfield 48076

Birmingham 48009

Daskas Cheryl

353 Aspen (248) 258-0212

cheryl@tenderbirmingham.com

Business Operator/Property Owner

271 West Maple

11/16/201811/9/1998

Birmingham 48009

Birmingham 48009

Friday, April 29, 2016 Page 1 of 3



Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
E-Mail Appointed Term ExpiresBusiness Address

Fehan Douglas

833 Hazel

(248) 705-3000

godug@aol.com

District Resident

11/16/201612/14/1992

Birmingham 48009

Hockman Geoffrey

PO Box 936

(248) 431-4800

(248) 433-0713

jeff.hockman.mec@gmail.com

Business Operator/Property Owner

11/16/201811/16/1992

Birmingham 48012

Quintal Steven

880 Ivy Lane

248-642-0024

steve@fullercentralpark.com

Member greater than 5% total sq ft 
in SAD 1.

112 Peabody St

11/16/201912/8/2003

Bloomfield Hills 48304

Birmingham 48009

Roberts William

410 Whippers in Court

(248) 463-8606

(248) 646-6395

BR@RobertsRestaurantGroup.com

Business Operator

273 Pierce

11/16/201711/10/1997

Bloomfield Hills 48304

Birmingham 48009

Solomon Judith

588 Stanley

(248) 645-2330

judyfreelance@aol.com

Resident from Adjacent neighborhood

11/16/201611/22/2010

Birmingham 48009

Friday, April 29, 2016 Page 2 of 3



Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
E-Mail Appointed Term ExpiresBusiness Address

Surnow Sam

411 South Old Woodward, #714

(248) 817-0686

(248) 865-3000

sam@surnow.com

Business Operator/Property Owner 
Member

11/16/201911/23/2015

Birmingham 48009

Syzdek Steven

600 Pine Valley Way

(248) 252-6958

steven@boconceptbirmingham-mi.com
670 S. Old Woodward

11/16/201811/24/2014

Bloomfield Hills 48302

Birmingham 48009

Vacant

Business Operator

11/16/2017

Valentine Joseph

(248) 530-1809

jvalentine@bhamgov.org

City Manager

151 Martin

Birmingham 48009

Friday, April 29, 2016 Page 3 of 3
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE 
BOARD OF ETHICS 

At the regular meeting of Monday, June 6, 2016, the Birmingham City Commission intends to 
appoint one member to the Board of Ethics to serve a three-year term to expire June 30, 
2019. 

Board members are to serve as an advisory body for the purposes of interpreting the Code of 
Ethics. The board consists of three members who serve without compensation.  The 
members shall be residents and have legal, administrative or other desirable qualifications. 

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, June 1, 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.  

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.   

Criteria/Qualifications of Open Position Date 
Applications Due 
(by noon) 

Date of 
Interview 

Members shall be residents and have legal, 
administrative or other desirable qualifications.  

6/1/16 6/6/16 
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BOARD OF ETHICS
Ordinance 1805 
The board shall serve as an advisory body for purposes of interpreting the Code of Ethics.   
The board consists of three members who serve without compensation.  The members  
shall be residents and have legal, administrative, or other desirable qualifications. 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Fierro-Share Sophie

1040 Gordon Lane

(248) 642-7340

sfierro-share@comcast.net

7/14/2003 6/30/2017

Robb James

1533 Pleasant Ct

(248) 647-2632

(517) 371-5140

robbJ@cooley.edu

Chairperson
8/11/2003 6/30/2016

Schrot John

1878 Fairway

(248) 646-6513

jschrot@berrymoorman.com

7/14/2003 6/30/2018

Friday, April 29, 2016 Page 1 of 1
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
HISTORIC DISTRICT STUDY COMMITTEE 

At the regular meeting of Monday, June 6, 2016, the Birmingham City Commission intends to 
appoint three members to the Historic District Study Committee to serve three-year terms to 
expire June 25, 2019.  

The goal of the Historic District Study Committee is to conduct historical research regarding 
the proposed designation of historic landmarks or districts in the City of Birmingham. 

A majority of the members shall have a clearly demonstrated interest in or knowledge of 
historic preservation, although city residency is not required if an expert on the potential 
historic district topic is not available among city residents.  The committee shall include 
representation of at least one member appointed from one or more duly organized local 
historic preservation organizations.  The meetings are held by resolution of the City 
Commission. 

Interested parties may submit an application available from the City Clerk's Office on or 
before noon on Wednesday, June 1, 2016.  Applications will appear in the public agenda at 
which time the commission will discuss recommendations, and may make nominations and 
vote on appointments. 

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.   

Criteria/Qualifications of Open Position Date 
Applications Due 
(by noon) 

Date of 
Interview 

Members shall have a clearly demonstrated 
interest in or knowledge of historic preservation. 

6/1/16 6/6/16 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT STUDY  
COMMITTEE

Goal:  To conduct historical research regarding the proposed designation of historic landmarks or 
districts in the City of Birmingham. 
 
The committee shall consist of seven members in addition to a city appointed liaison. A majority of 
the members shall have a clearly demonstrated interest in or knowledge of historic preservation, 
although city residency is not required if an expert on the potential historic district topic is not 
available among city residents.  The committee shall include representation of at least one member 
appointed from one or more duly organized local historic preservation organizations. 
Terms:  three years 
 
Meetings are held by resolution of the City Commission. 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Debbrecht Gigi

564 Frank

(248) 882-9906

gigi@maxbroock.com

6/25/2012 6/25/2018

Lang Patricia

1023 Floyd

(248) 540-0991

pal.family.friends@gmail.com

10/26/2009 6/25/2018

Maricak Gretchen

1040 Chapin

(248) 821-8708

gmaricak106189mi@comcast.net

9/12/2011 6/25/2017

Vacant 6/25/2016

Friday, April 29, 2016 Page 1 of 2
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Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Vacant 6/25/2016

Vacant 6/25/2016

Xenos Michael

1116 Washington

(248) 496-8983

mxenos@comcast.net

2/22/2016 6/25/2017

Friday, April 29, 2016 Page 2 of 2
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: April 29, 2016 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Hamilton Ave. & Park St. Intersection 
STOP Sign Study 

Recently, the Engineering Dept. was asked to look at the current status of this unique 
intersection in conjunction with the Hamilton Ave. Paving Project.  Since northbound traffic does 
not currently stop, we were asked to consider making this intersection a four-way stop.   

As shown on the attachments, our traffic engineer F&V took current traffic counts of the 
intersection (prior to the current construction project), and determined that the addition of 
another STOP sign is not currently warranted.  The intersection is working well, and has a low 
crash history.  Further, adding a STOP sign under this condition may bring new problems that 
are not currently present.   

The Multi-Modal Transportation Board reviewed the issue in detail at their meeting of April 21, 
2016.  It was noted that since the block of Park St. is planned to change to a two-way traffic 
configuration in either 2018 or 2019, this area should be studied and considered again for 
different traffic controls at that time.  The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommended that 
the Hamilton Ave. and Park St. intersection remain as is for the present time.   
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM  
  MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  

THURSDAY, APRIL 21, 2016 
City Commission Room  

151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 
 

 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board held Thursday, April 21, 2016.   
 
Chairperson Johanna Slanga convened the meeting at 6 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Board Members Vionna Adams, Lara 

Edwards, Amy Folberg, Andy Lawson, Michael Surnow, Amanda 
Warner  

 
Absent:  Board Members  
 
Administration:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
  Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 
  Commander Scott Grewe, Police Dept.   
  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer   
 
Also Present: Mike Labadie and Julie Kroll from Fleis & Vandenbrink 

 (“F&V”),Transportation Engineering Consultants 
 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS    
 
Ms. Folberg, resident at large, introduced herself for those who were not present 
at the last meeting. 
 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA  (no change) 
 
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MEETING OF FEBRUARY 11, 2016   
 
Motion by Ms. Warner 
Seconded by Ms. Edwards to approve the Minutes of February 11, 2016 as 
presented. 
 
Motion carried, 7-0. 
 



Multi-Modal Transportation Board Proceedings  
April 21, 2016 
Page 2 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Warner, Edwards, Adams, Folberg, Lawson, Slanga, Surnow 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  None 
 
 
5.  HAMILTON AVE. AND PARK ST. INTERSECTION  
 
Mr. O'Meara provided background for Park St., Hamilton Ave. to Maple Rd.  He 
noted the City has received federal funds to reconstruct Maple Rd. from Bates St. 
to Woodward Ave. in 2018.  Since Maple Rd. traffic will be disrupted at that time, 
the plan is to reconstruct the Maple Rd. and Park St. intersection as a part of that 
project such that Park St. can accommodate two-way traffic from that point on. A 
City Commissioner requested that the MMTB t look at having a stop sign in all 
four directions at the intersection to make it more pedestrian friendly. 
 
Mr. Labadie added that the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices 
("MMUTCD") is put together by the State Police, and MDOT with input from 
county road commissions and city engineers.  Also, there is a Federal Manual of 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices and the two mostly match.  According to the 
Manuals, pedestrian friendly or controlling speeds in neighborhoods are not  
criteria for installing stop signs.  F&V was asked to study the intersection as it 
currently operates and make recommendations relative to the advisability of 
making this a four-way stop controlled intersection at this time. Their warrants 
analysis is that current crash patterns suggest that some of the vehicle crashes 
could be corrected by the addition of a STOP sign, but not enough to conclude 
that a STOP sign is warranted.  Also, over the most recent four years where data 
is available there have been zero pedestrian conflicts reported at this 
intersection. 
 
Therefore, he recommended no changes to this intersection until such time as 
Park St. is two-way, when it can be revisited. 
 
Mr. O'Meara advised the current project is being implemented to address the 
poor condition of the pavement.  As noted, this block of Park St. is planned for 
significant changes in its traffic pattern once the Maple Rd. intersection is 
reconstructed in two to three years.  Secondly, an analysis of the current traffic 
counts and crash history reveals that the current traffic controls for the Hamilton 
Ave. intersection are appropriate. Once they are redesigning the Maple Rd. 
intersection, they plan to have the entire block’s traffic design reviewed and 
confirmed prior to recommending a final design. The traffic controls at both 
intersections will have to be changed at that time anyway. It is staff's 
recommendation that no changes be made to the existing traffic controls at the 
Hamilton Ave. and Park St. intersection.  
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There was no public present to comment on this matter. 
 
Motion by Ms. Warner 
Seconded by Mr. Lawson that the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
recommends that the Hamilton Ave. and Park St. traffic controls remain as-
is at this time. In the future, when the City is prepared to introduce a 
southbound lane on Park St. south of Hamilton Ave., the entire block’s 
traffic controls should be reviewed at that time. 
 
Motion carried, 7-0. 
 
ROLLCALL VOTE 
Yeas:  Warner, Lawson, Adams, Edwards, Folberg, Slanga, Surnow 
Nays:  None  
Absent:  None 
 
 
6. CROSSWALK PAVEMENT MARKING STANDARDS  
 
Mr. O'Meara recalled that historically the City had no standard on the design of 
the pavement markings used for pedestrian crosswalks.  In 2009, the City started 
going to the Continental style crosswalks.   Current Mayor Pro-Tem Mark Nickita 
suggested that the City should standardize the pavement markings to make sure 
the width of the bars versus the spacing between the bars is standard.  The 
removal of all of the older style pavement markings will continue to take several 
years. 
 
Also recently, Mayor Pro-Tem Nickita has made observations of crosswalks in 
large cities that he feels should be reviewed and possibly implemented here.  
The crosswalks are painted with wider painted bars, and in some cases, the bars 
are much longer than our current standard of 6 to 8 ft. long.  F&V was asked to 
review this issue and make recommendations toward a common standard that 
can then be used on all future paving projects where marked crosswalks are 
proposed. 
 
Guidelines developed both in the MMUTCD and by the Michigan Dept. of 
Transportation ("MDOT") suggest that usually the 12 in. wide painted bar should 
be spaced with a 24 in. gap between.  You can go up to 30 in. on a 12 in. bar.  In 
those areas where pedestrian demand is higher and the 24 in. wide markings are 
going to be used, Mr. O'Meara recommends somewhere between 24 and 36 in. 
gaps. Also recommended is that in the major intersections of the Central 
Business District ("CBD") a 12 ft. wide crosswalk be used and that all of the other 
minor crossings in the CBD will be 8 ft. wide.  
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   April 14, 2016 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Hamilton Ave. & Park St. Intersection 
 
 
As you know, Hamilton Ave. and one block of Park St. are currently being reconstructed.  
During the approval stage, the design of the project was reviewed by the City Commission.  A 
member of the Commission commented on the unique traffic controls at this intersection, and 
asked that we consider having northbound Park St. stop as a part of the reconstruction of this 
road.  The following memo discusses this question. 
 
Background for Park St. – Hamilton Ave. to Maple Rd. 
 
In the late 1960’s, the City made the creation of a Ring Road around the Central Business 
District a priority.  Through traffic on Maple Rd. was higher then, and it was built to provide 
through vehicles and trucks an alternate, hopefully quicker way to travel through this area.  The 
first block of Park St. north of Maple Rd. did not exist until 1970, and was formed through the 
bisection of a City owned parking lot and right-of-way condemnation.  This block has several 
unique features: 
 

• The road is signed for one way traffic, with three northbound lanes and no parking. 
• The left lane must turn left on to Hamilton Ave. so that Park St. can become two-way 

north of Hamilton Ave. 
• The only way to enter this block is from westbound Maple Rd.   

 
These features were designed to make it more desirable for vehicles to use Ring Road, and 
make Maple Rd. more of a local destination.  The City was never satisfied that the Ring Road 
was used as much as hoped.  In 1990, a federally funded project was constructed to enhance 
Ring Road at several points.  Even so, usage of Ring Road fell short of expectations. 
 
In 1996, the 2016 Downtown Birmingham Master Plan was prepared by a planning firm headed 
by Andres Duany.  One of the more significant recommendations of the plan was to dismantle 
the Ring Road system so that the various streets that were used for it could become more retail 
and pedestrian oriented.  Most of the recommendations of the Master Plan have now been 
implemented.  In 2007, there was serious discussion that a Hilton Inn would be constructed at 
the northwest corner of Maple Rd. and Woodward Ave.  The five story hotel was designed such 
that the main entrance to the hotel would be on Park St.  Through the planning process, the 
developer agreed that they would reconstruct the Maple Rd. & Park St. intersection to allow this 
block of Park St. to operate as a two-way street, with southbound Park St. being forced to turn 
right on Maple Rd. using STOP sign control.  (The existing signal at Maple Rd. and Park St. 
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cannot be altered without causing safety issues due to its close proximity to Woodward Ave.). 
The Hilton Inn project got cancelled, and the property remains vacant.  
 
The City has received federal funds to reconstruct Maple Rd. from Bates St. to Woodward Ave. 
in 2018.  Due to local funding issues, the City is hoping to have these funds reprogrammed to 
allow this to be a 2019 project, but for now this timing is unclear.  Either way, the City is fully 
committed to having the Maple Rd. corridor reconstructed no later than 2019.  Since Maple Rd. 
traffic will be disrupted at that time, we plan to reconstruct the Maple Rd. and Park St. 
intersection as a part of that project such that Park St. can accommodate two-way traffic from 
that point on.  (The 2016 project will reconstruct the pavement on Park St. from Hamilton Ave. 
to a point just north of the intersection, so that Maple Rd. traffic does not have to be disrupted 
this year as well.)   
 
The Engineering Dept. acknowledges that the current traffic pattern at Hamilton Ave. and Park 
St. is unique, and seems to appear that it could encourage traffic crashes.  It also makes 
crossing Park St. on the south side of the Hamilton Ave. intersection less desirable, since 
northbound traffic does not stop.  Nevertheless, changing a long-standing traffic pattern to 
solve one issue can sometimes create other unintended problems.  With that in mind, we did 
not propose to make any changes to the traffic pattern at this intersection as a part of this 
project, which is primarily a pavement maintenance project.  Rather, it is recommended that we 
look closer at making this a four-way stop controlled intersection once this block operates as a 
two-way street, which will come in two to three years.   
 
Analysis of Hamilton Ave. and Park St. 
 
Due to the request received, F&V was asked to study the intersection as it currently operates, 
and make recommendations relative to the advisability of making this a four-way stop 
controlled intersection at this time.  Their analysis is attached.  Of particular interest is the 
following: 
 

• Current crash patterns suggest that some of the vehicle crashes could be corrected by 
the addition of a STOP sign, but not enough to conclude that the STOP sign is 
warranted. 

• Over the most recent four years where data is available, there have been zero 
pedestrian conflicts reported at this intersection. 

• Due to the short distance from the right turn that all vehicles must make to enter this 
block (causing the need to see and react to a STOP sign quickly), and since it has not 
been there historically, installing a STOP sign that is not warranted may in fact cause 
more harm than good.   

 
Conclusion 
 
As noted above, this block of Park St. is planned for significant changes in its traffic pattern 
once the Maple Rd. intersection is reconstructed in two to three years.  The current project is 
being implemented to address the poor condition of the pavement.  Secondly, an analysis opf 
the current traffic counts and crash history reveals that the current traffic controls for the 
Hamilton Ave. intersection are appropriate.  Once we are redesigning the Maple Rd. 
intersection, we plan to have the entire block’s traffic design to be reviewed and confirmed prior 
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to recommending a final design.  The traffic controls at both intersections will have to be 
changed at that time anyway.   
 
It is our recommendation that no changes be made to the existing traffic controls at the 
Hamilton Ave. & Park St. intersection. A suggested resolution follows. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends that Hamilton Ave. & Park St. traffic 
controls remain as is at this time.  At the time the City is prepared to introduce a southbound 
lane on Park St. south of Hamilton Ave. in the future, the entire block’s traffic controls should 
be reviewed at that time.   
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27725 Stansbury Boulevard, Suite 150 
Farmington Hills, MI 48334 
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F: 248.536.0079 
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 VIA EMAIL 

To: 
Mr. Paul O’Meara 
City Engineer 
City of Birmingham 

From: 
Michael J. Labadie, P.E. 
Julie M. Kroll, P.E., PTOE 
Fleis & VandenBrink 

Date: March 21, 2016 

Re: 
Hamilton Row and Park Street 
City of Birmingham, Michigan 
Multi-Way Stop Warrant Analysis 

Introduction 

This memorandum presents the methodologies, analyses, and results of the Multi-Way Stop Warrant Analysis 
at the intersection of Hamilton Row & Park St. in the City of Birmingham, Michigan.  Hamilton Row is an east / 
west roadway that runs between Old Woodward Ave. and Woodward Avenue (M-1).  Park Street is north /south 
roadway that operates with a one-way northbound approach and a two-way street to the north of Hamilton Row.  
The Hamilton Row & Park Street intersection is currently stop-controlled on all approaches except the 
northbound approach, which is a free-flow movement. 

The City of Birmingham has requested a Multi-Way Stop Warrant Analysis to determine if stop control is 
warranted and recommended on the northbound Park Street approach at the Hamilton Row intersection.  This 
memo summarizes the results and recommendations of the Multi-Way Stop Warrant Analysis conducted using 
the methodologies published by in the Michigan Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD).   

Data Collection 

The existing weekday directional approach volumes were provided by the City of Birmingham.  The data was 
collected at the Hamilton Row & Park St. intersection by Traffic Data Collection, Inc. (TDC) on Tuesday, 
February 23, 2016 and Thursday, March 3, 2016.  The traffic volume data are attached.  

Multi-Way Stop Warrant Analysis 
The applicable multi-way stop warrants, published in the MMUTCD, were evaluated per Section 2B.07: Multi-
Way Stop Applications.  This analysis evaluated the existing hourly approach traffic volumes  and the crash 
history at this intersection.  The existing approach volumes summarized in Table 1 are the highest eight hours 
for an average day.  The average major street approach volume did not meet the volume warrant threshold of 
300 vehicles per hour, nor did the average minor street approach volume meet the volume warrant threshold 
of 200 vehicles per hour. 

A crash review was completed for the Hamilton Row & Park Street intersection.  Historical crash data for the 
most recent available four years (January 2012-March 2016) were obtained from the Michigan Traffic Crash 
Facts (MTCF) website and the Michigan Traffic Crash Reporting System (TCRS) website.   

The results of the crash analysis indicate that there were 19 crashes associated with the intersection and none 
of the crashes involved a pedestrian.  There were six crashes identified as preventable with stop control on the 
northbound approach.  However, there was not a continuous 12-month period during which five or more 
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reported crashes were susceptible to correction by the addition of stop sign on the northbound approach; 
therefore, the warrant is not satisfied. 

In addition, the installation of a stop sign on the northbound Park Street approach may cause confusion for the 
intersection user group who has familiarity with the existing free flow northbound approach operations.  
Changing the northbound approach to stop control may increase the number of rear-end crashes, and 
potentially pedestrian crashes as drivers are not expecting to stop at this approach and pedestrians may 
misjudge the intended operations of the northbound drivers. 

Table 1:  Major and Minor Approach Volume for Highest Eight Hours  

Rank Time 
Park Street  

NB/SB (Major) 
Approach Volumes (vph) 

Hamilton Row  
EB/WB (Minor) 

Approach Volumes (vph) 
1 05:00 PM 247 89 
2 12:00 PM 202 128 
3 11:00 AM 195 148 
4 06:00 PM 169 73 
5 04:00 PM 143 121 
6 01:00 PM 126 99 
7 08:00 AM 123 164 
8 02:00 PM 118 128 

Average 166 119 
Warrant Threshold 300 200 

Meets Volume Warrants No No 

Conclusions 

The conclusions of this Multi-Way Stop Warrant Analysis are as follows:  
• The multi-way stop warrant does not meet the volume criteria. 
• The multi-way stop warrant does not meet the crash experience criteria.  

The intersection should be monitored for increases in traffic volumes and/or crashes. At that time, the 
intersection should be re-evaluated to determine if a stop sign is warranted and recommended on the 
northbound Park Street approach.   

 
Attached: Traffic Volume Data 
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Project: Birmingham Traffic Study
Count Type: 24 Hr. ATR Approach Count
Weather: Fair, 30 Degs.
Count By: M.Matich Pav't : Asphalt  1 Lane

 
 

ATR_1 EB
Hamilton Row

(150' West of Park Street)
Station ID: Eastbound

Site Code: ATR 1 EB
Date Start: 02-Mar-16

Traffic Data Collection (TDC)
tdccounts.com
Phone: 586 786.5407

Traffic Study Performed For:

City of Birmingham, Engineering Dept.

 
Start Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri  Average  Sat Sun  Week   
Time 29-Feb-16      Day     Average   

12:00 AM * * * 1 6 4 * * 4
01:00 * * * 1 1 1 * * 1
02:00 * * * 2 1 2 * * 2
03:00 * * * 7 3 5 * * 5
04:00 * * * 8 0 4 * * 4
05:00 * * * 15 5 10 * * 10
06:00 * * * 4 7 6 * * 6
07:00 * * * 17 13 15 * * 15
08:00 * * * 41 56 48 * * 48
09:00 * * * 44 52 48 * * 48
10:00 * * * 48 68 58 * * 58

11:00 * * * 78 89 84 * * 84
12:00 PM * * * 86 * 86 * * 86

01:00 * * 122 67 * 94 * * 94
02:00 * * 66 47 * 56 * * 56
03:00 * * 50 62 * 56 * * 56
04:00 * * 53 54 * 54 * * 54
05:00 * * 72 84 * 78 * * 78
06:00 * * 71 49 * 60 * * 60
07:00 * * 70 54 * 62 * * 62
08:00 * * 23 43 * 33 * * 33
09:00 * * 30 24 * 27 * * 27
10:00 * * 9 10 * 10 * * 10
11:00 * * 6 4 * 5 * * 5
Total 0 0 572 850 301  906  0 0  906   

 
% Avg.
WkDay

0.0% 0.0% 63.1% 93.8% 33.2%  100.0%        

% Avg.
Week

0.0% 0.0% 63.1% 93.8% 33.2%  100.0%  0.0% 0.0%     

AM Peak - - - 11:00 11:00 - 11:00 - - - - 11:00 - -
Vol. - - - 78 89 - 84 - - - - 84 - -

PM Peak - - 13:00 12:00 - - 13:00 - - - - 13:00 - -
Vol. - - 122 86 - - 94 - - - - 94 - -

Total 0 0 572 850 301  906  0 0  906   
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Project: Birmingham Traffic Study
Count Type: 24 Hr. ATR Approach Count
Weather: Fair, 30 Degs.
Count By: M.Matich Pav't : Asphalt  3 Lanes

 
 

ATR_1 NB
Park Street

(100' South of Hamilton Row)
Station ID: Northbound

Site Code: ATR 1 NB
Date Start: 22-Feb-16

Traffic Data Collection (TDC)
tdccounts.com
Phone: 586 786.5407

Traffic Study Performed For:

City of Birmingham, Engineering Dept.

 
Start Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri  Average  Sat Sun  Week   
Time 22-Feb-16      Day     Average   

12:00 AM * 1 0 * * 0 * * 0
01:00 * 0 0 * * 0 * * 0
02:00 * 0 0 * * 0 * * 0
03:00 * 0 1 * * 0 * * 0
04:00 * 2 1 * * 2 * * 2
05:00 * 6 7 * * 6 * * 6
06:00 * 10 13 * * 12 * * 12
07:00 * 47 53 * * 50 * * 50

08:00 * 98 84 * * 91 * * 91
09:00 * 87 93 * * 90 * * 90
10:00 * 68 55 * * 62 * * 62
11:00 * 90 68 * * 79 * * 79

12:00 PM 81 86 * * * 84 * * 84
01:00 72 77 * * * 74 * * 74
02:00 68 66 * * * 67 * * 67
03:00 75 65 * * * 70 * * 70
04:00 59 55 * * * 57 * * 57
05:00 63 84 * * * 74 * * 74
06:00 68 75 * * * 72 * * 72
07:00 34 39 * * * 36 * * 36
08:00 25 21 * * * 23 * * 23
09:00 19 18 * * * 18 * * 18
10:00 5 6 * * * 6 * * 6
11:00 4 6 * * * 5 * * 5
Total 573 1007 375 0 0  978  0 0  978   

 
% Avg.
WkDay

58.6% 103.0% 38.3% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%        

% Avg.
Week

58.6% 103.0% 38.3% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%  0.0% 0.0%     

AM Peak - 08:00 09:00 - - - 08:00 - - - - 08:00 - -
Vol. - 98 93 - - - 91 - - - - 91 - -

PM Peak 12:00 12:00 - - - - 12:00 - - - - 12:00 - -
Vol. 81 86 - - - - 84 - - - - 84 - -

Total 573 1007 375 0 0  978  0 0  978   
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Project: Birmingham Traffic Study
Count Type: 24 Hr. ATR Approach Count
Weather: Fair, 30 Degs.
Count By: M.Matich Pav't : Asphalt  1 Lane

 
 

ATR_1 SB
Park Street

(100' North of Hamiton Row)
Station ID: Southbound

Site Code: ATR 1 SB
Date Start: 22-Feb-16

Traffic Data Collection (TDC)
tdccounts.com
Phone: 586 786.5407

Traffic Study Performed For:

City of Birmingham, Engineering Dept.

 
Start Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri  Average  Sat Sun  Week   
Time 22-Feb-16      Day     Average   

12:00 AM * 3 2 * * 2 * * 2
01:00 * 1 2 * * 2 * * 2
02:00 * 0 0 * * 0 * * 0
03:00 * 0 0 * * 0 * * 0
04:00 * 0 2 * * 1 * * 1
05:00 * 2 2 * * 2 * * 2
06:00 * 8 4 * * 6 * * 6
07:00 * 9 15 * * 12 * * 12
08:00 * 25 19 * * 22 * * 22
09:00 * 25 20 * * 22 * * 22
10:00 * 33 40 * * 36 * * 36

11:00 * 105 59 * * 82 * * 82
12:00 PM 68 116 * * * 92 * * 92

01:00 54 49 * * * 52 * * 52
02:00 44 52 * * * 48 * * 48
03:00 56 49 * * * 52 * * 52
04:00 82 88 * * * 85 * * 85

05:00 159 163 * * * 161 * * 161
06:00 89 94 * * * 92 * * 92
07:00 40 55 * * * 48 * * 48
08:00 22 28 * * * 25 * * 25
09:00 37 44 * * * 40 * * 40
10:00 22 17 * * * 20 * * 20
11:00 5 10 * * * 8 * * 8
Total 678 976 165 0 0  910  0 0  910   

 
% Avg.
WkDay

74.5% 107.3% 18.1% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%        

% Avg.
Week

74.5% 107.3% 18.1% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%  0.0% 0.0%     

AM Peak - 11:00 11:00 - - - 11:00 - - - - 11:00 - -
Vol. - 105 59 - - - 82 - - - - 82 - -

PM Peak 17:00 17:00 - - - - 17:00 - - - - 17:00 - -
Vol. 159 163 - - - - 161 - - - - 161 - -

Total 678 976 165 0 0  910  0 0  910   
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Project: Birmingham Traffic Study
Count Type: 24 Hr. ATR Approach Count
Weather: Fair, 30 Degs.
Count By: M.Matich Pav't : Asphalt  2 Lanes

 
 

ATR_1 WB
Hamilton Row

(80' East of Park Street)
Station ID: Westbound

Site Code: ATR 1 WB
Date Start: 22-Feb-16

Traffic Data Collection (TDC)
tdccounts.com
Phone: 586 786.5407

Traffic Study Performed For:

City of Birmingham, Engineering Dept.

 
Start Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri  Average  Sat Sun  Week   
Time 22-Feb-16      Day     Average   

12:00 AM * 1 0 * * 0 * * 0
01:00 * 1 1 * * 1 * * 1
02:00 * 2 1 * * 2 * * 2
03:00 * 1 2 * * 2 * * 2
04:00 * 0 0 * * 0 * * 0
05:00 * 8 8 * * 8 * * 8
06:00 * 7 9 * * 8 * * 8
07:00 * 62 49 * * 56 * * 56

08:00 * 120 97 * * 108 * * 108
09:00 * 88 91 * * 90 * * 90
10:00 * 48 48 * * 48 * * 48
11:00 * 62 56 * * 59 * * 59

12:00 PM 49 61 * * * 55 * * 55

01:00 51 52 * * * 52 * * 52

02:00 48 66 * * * 57 * * 57
03:00 39 37 * * * 38 * * 38
04:00 41 37 * * * 39 * * 39
05:00 33 40 * * * 36 * * 36
06:00 30 19 * * * 24 * * 24
07:00 26 37 * * * 32 * * 32
08:00 16 14 * * * 15 * * 15
09:00 10 8 * * * 9 * * 9
10:00 3 4 * * * 4 * * 4
11:00 0 1 * * * 0 * * 0
Total 346 776 362 0 0  743  0 0  743   

 
% Avg.
WkDay

46.6% 104.4% 48.7% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%        

% Avg.
Week

46.6% 104.4% 48.7% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%  0.0% 0.0%     

AM Peak - 08:00 08:00 - - - 08:00 - - - - 08:00 - -
Vol. - 120 97 - - - 108 - - - - 108 - -

PM Peak 13:00 14:00 - - - - 14:00 - - - - 14:00 - -
Vol. 51 66 - - - - 57 - - - - 57 - -

Total 346 776 362 0 0  743  0 0  743   
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 

DATE: April 27, 2016 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: Shain Park Furniture  

In 2011, we ordered 10 bistro tables and 20 bistro chairs for Shain Park.  Colors chosen were 
“Paprika” and “Verbena”, 5 tables and 10 chairs of each color.  We ordered 3 umbrellas at this 
time as well. 

Currently, we have 12 tables and 24 chairs in the park.  We placed an order recently for an 
additional 6 tables and 12 chairs to be placed on either side of the statue on the granite paver 
Merrill Street.  We also added two additional umbrellas after the original order, now totaling 5 
umbrellas.  Last year there were 3 umbrellas located near the plaza fountain and 2 located on 
the granite pavers.  We ordered 2 more umbrellas to be placed this season.  In summary, this 
season we will have a total of 18 tables and 36 chairs in the park, and 7 umbrellas. 

We keep an inventory of extra tables and chairs so if one needs replacement; we have a 
consistent number of tables and chairs at the park.  Over the past 5 years, we have lost a total 
of 5 chairs and 3 tables.  We have replaced 12 damaged or broken chairs and 9 damaged or 
broken tables. 
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