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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION AGENDA 
JULY 10, 2017 

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

 
I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

Mark Nickita, Mayor  
 

II. ROLL CALL 
J. Cherilynn Brown, City Clerk 
 

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

Announcements: 
• Finding Dory is the featured movie at Booth Park on Friday, July 14th at 7:30 PM.  For 

more information about upcoming Movie Nights in Booth Park, visit 
www.enjoybirmingham.com. 

• Summer Concerts in Shain Park continue on Wednesday, July 12th at 12 PM featuring 
Rock/Classical music performed by Gia Warner & Bobby Lewis, and at 7 PM featuring 
the Psychedelic Music of the 60’s and 70’s with the Magic Bus.  For upcoming 
performers and the schedule, visit www.bhamgov.org/summerconcerts.     

• The immensely popular Farmers Market continues on Sundays from 9 AM to 2 PM in 
Municipal Parking Lot #6 on N. Old Woodward.   

• Day on the Town is Saturday, July 22nd from 9 AM to 7 PM.  There will be great 
shopping and sales, as well as activities for the entire family in downtown Birmingham.  
For more information on this event and others coming up, visit 
www.enjoybirmingham.com.   

• Birmingham is competing for a Community Excellence Award from the Michigan 
Municipal League. The Birmingham Multi-Modal Transportation Board is the City’s entry. 
Public voting determines the winner, so please log on to http://cea.mml.org/vote/ to 
vote for Birmingham’s Multi-Modal Transportation Board. You can vote once a day. 
  

 Appointments: 
A. Interviews for Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board 
 1.  Darlene Gehringer  
 2.  Kevin Desmond 
B. To appoint ____ to the Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board to serve a three-year term 

to expire July 6, 2020. 
C. To appoint ____ to the Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board to serve a three-year term 

to expire July 6, 2020. 
D. Interviews for Parks and Recreation Board Alternates 
 1.  Eleanor Noble 
 2.  John Rusche 

3.  Heather Carmona 
4.  Wendy DeWindt 
5.  Amara Manoogian 

http://www.enjoybirmingham.com/
http://www.bhamgov.org/summerconcerts
http://www.enjoybirmingham.com/
http://cea.mml.org/vote/
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E. To appoint ____ to the Parks and Recreation Board as an Alternate to serve a three-year 
term to expire March 13, 2020. 

F. To appoint ____ to the Parks and Recreation Board as an Alternate to serve a three-year 
term to expire March 13, 2020. 

G. Administration of Oath of Office to the appointed board members 
 

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

A. Approval of Joint City Commission/Planning Board meeting minutes of June 19, 2017. 
B. Approval of City Commission meeting minutes of June 26, 2017. 
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments of June 28, 2017 

in the amount of $617,375.12. 
D. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments of July 5, 2017 

in the amount of $994,286.29. 
E. Resolution approving a request from the Piety Hill Chapter, National Society Daughters 
 of the American Revolution to hold the Veteran’s Day Wreath Laying Ceremony on 
 November 11, 2017 at 11:00AM, pursuant to any minor modifications that may be 
 deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of the event. 
F. Resolution authorizing the City Manager to cast a vote, on the City’s behalf, for the five 
 incumbent members of the Michigan Municipal League Workers’ Compensation Fund 
 Board of Trustees for four-year terms, beginning October 1, 2017. 
G. Resolution approving the street light agreement between the City of Birmingham and 
 DTE Energy regarding the installation of street lights at 750 Forest Ave.  Further, 
 directing the Mayor to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. All costs relative to this 
 agreement will be charged to the adjacent owner. 
H. Resolution approving the Contract for Skating Director with Jill Kolaitis effective July 11, 
 2017 up to and including May 11, 2018. Further, authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to 
 sign the Contract on behalf of the City of Birmingham upon receipt of all required
 insurances.  
 

V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
A. Resolution approving the sidewalk improvement plans recommended by the Multi-Modal 
 Transportation Board for Oakland Ave. from Woodward Ave. to Lawndale Ave., to be 
 implemented as a part of upcoming City of Birmingham and MI Dept. of Transportation 
 projects planned in 2017 and 2018. 
 

VI. NEW BUSINESS 
A. Resolution approving the award with Highway Maintenance and Construction, Inc. for 
 services related to the 2017 Cape Seal Program – contingent upon the results of the 
 related public hearing of necessity and confirmation of the special assessment roll – in 
 amounts not to exceed the per unit pricing as submitted; Double chip seal $3.13/sq. yd., 
 Single chip seal $1.70/sq. yd., Slurry seal $2.61/sq. yd., Pulverizing $1.90/sq. yd., Street 
 preparation $395.00/ton and Manhole adjustment $550.00 each. Further, authorizing 
 the Mayor and Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City upon receipt of proper 
 insurances. 



3  July 10, 2017 

 

B. Public Hearing to determine necessity for 2017 Cape Seal Program-Public Street 
 Improvement 
 1. Resolution declaring necessity for the improvement to be known as 2017 Cape  
  Seal Program-Public Street Improvement; further, approving the detailed cost  
  estimates submitted by the Department of Public Services; further, creating a  
  special assessment district and special assessments levied in accordance with 
  benefits against the properties as described above; further that the following  
  method of assessment be adopted: 85% of front-foot costs for improvement are  
  assessed on all property fronting the improvement; 25% of side-foot costs for 
  improvement are assessed on all residential property siding the improvement;  
  85% of side-foot costs for improvement are assessed on improved business  
  property siding the improvement and; 25% of side-foot costs for improvement  
  are assessed on vacant business property siding on the improvement; further,  
  directing the City Manager to prepare the special assessment roll and present the 
  same to the City Commission for confirmation at the Public Hearing on Monday, 
  July 24, 2017 at 7:30 p.m. 
C.  Public Hearing to consider a Lot Split – 839 Randall Ct., Parcel #1925352018 
  1. Resolution granting a waiver in accordance with Sec. 102-4 Waivers, and  
   approving the  proposed lot split of 839 Randall Ct., 
      OR 
   Resolution denying the lot split of 839 Randall Ct. as proposed as it may  
   adversely affect the interest of the public and of the abutting property  
   owners. 
D. Resolution authorizing the Mayor to sign DTE Electric Company Overhead Easement No. 
 47698093- 47698095, located on Lot 91 of Assessor’s Plat #29, located in the northwest 
 ¼ corner of Section 25, City of Birmingham. 
      OR 
 Resolution denying the request to authorize the DTE Electric Company Overhead 
 Easement No. 47698093- 47698095, located on Lot 91 of Assessor’s Plat #29, located in 
 the northwest ¼ corner of Section 25, City of Birmingham. 
E. Resolution directing staff to revise the bidding documents for the Old Woodward Ave. 
 Reconstruction Project, prepared for 2018 construction, with the following directives: 
 1.  Installation of Hadco standard Birmingham street lights. 
      OR 
  Installation of Selux brand street lights for the Old Woodward Ave. corridor, with  
  Hadco lights on Maple Rd. 
 2.  Inclusion of a separate electrical system. 
      OR 
  Remove the separate electrical system from the plans. 
 3.  Installation of the City’s standard streetscape and concrete street design   
  throughout the project, known as Option A1. 
      OR 
  Installation of the MKSK enhanced buff washed concrete streetscape and   
  concrete street design on Old Woodward Ave., known as Option A2. 
      OR 
  Installation of the MKSK brick paver and granite curb enhanced streetscape and  
  street design on Old Woodward Ave., known as Option B. 
F. Resolution approving the Planning Board 2017 Action List as recommended. 
      OR 
 Resolution approving the Planning Board 2017 Action List as amended. 
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G. Resolution approving the quote from Axiom Construction in the amount of $36,211.20 to 
 remove the existing wooden fence and replace with 120 feet of six foot high masonry 
 screen wall with capstone, to be funded from account number 401-339.001-977.0000 
      OR 
 Resolution denying the quote from Axiom Construction to remove the existing wooden 
 fence and replace with 120 feet of six foot high masonry screen wall with capstone. 
H. Resolution approving the tentative agreements of June 12, 2017 and settlement 
 agreement of June 19, 2017 between the City and BFFA for a renewal of the collective 
 bargaining agreement through June 30, 2020.  Further, authorizing the transfer of the 
 appropriate funds by the Finance Department for the contract effective July 1, 2017. 
I. Resolution authorizing the city’s compliance with the provisions of State of Michigan 
 Public Act 152 of 2011, by exercising the City’s option to exempt itself from the 
 requirements of the Act; and further, directing the Finance Director to submit the 
 required form with the Michigan Department of Transportation. 
J. Resolution approving the recommendation by Human Resources, to implement a 2% 
 salary table adjustment and in-range adjustments based upon performance for full-time 
 and part-time employees in the Department Head and Administrative/Management 
 classifications effective July 1, 2017. 
      AND 
 Resolution approving the recommendation by Human Resources, to implement the 2% 
 performance increment through June 30, 2018 with individual eligibility to be in 
 accordance with merit increase guidelines. 
      AND 
 Resolution authorizing increased copays in the Administrative/Management and ACA-
 Eligible benefit plans effective January 1, 2018 as recommended. 
      AND 
 Resolution approving the transfer of the necessary funds by the Finance Department to 
 the respective departmental personnel accounts. 

 
VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 

 
VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 

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

 
X. REPORTS 

A. Commissioner Reports 
 Notice of Intent to Appoint to the Advisory Parking Committee 
B. Commissioner Comments 
C. Advisory Boards, Committees, Commissions’ Reports and Agendas 
D. Legislation 
E. City Staff 
 1.  Parking utilization report, submitted by Engineer O’Meara 
 2.  Museum Strategic Plan Update, submitted by Museum Director Pielack 
 

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

tel:%28248%29%20530-1880


NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE 
GREENWOOD CEMETERY ADVISORY BOARD 

At the regular meeting of Monday, July 10, 2017 the Birmingham City Commission intends to 
appoint two members to the Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board to serve three-year terms 
to expire July 6, 2020.   

Members must be chosen from among the citizens of Birmingham and, insofar as 
possible, represent diverse interests, such as persons with family members interred in 
Greenwood Cemetery; owners of burial sites within Greenwood Cemetery intending to be 
interred in Greenwood Cemetery; persons familiar with and interested in the history of 
Birmingham; persons with familiarity and experience in landscape architecture, 
horticulture, law or cemetery or funeral professionals.  

Interested citizens may submit a form available from the City Clerk's Office on or before noon on 
Wednesday, July 5, 2017.  These applications will appear in the public agenda for the regular 
meeting at which time the commission will discuss recommendations, and may make 
nominations and vote on the appointments. 

Committee Duties 
In general, it shall be the duty of the Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board to provide 
recommendations to the City Commission on: 

1. Modifications. As to modifications of the rules and regulations governing Greenwood
Cemetery. 

2. Capital Improvements.  As to what capital improvements should be made to the
cemetery. Future Demands. As to how to respond to future demands for cemetery 
services. 

3. Day to Day Administration. The day to day administration of the cemetery shall be
under the direction and control of the City, through the City Manager or his/her 
designee. 

4. Reports. The Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board shall make and submit to the City
Commission an annual report of the general activities, operation, and condition of the 
Greenwood Cemetery for the preceding 12 months. The Greenwood Cemetery 
Advisory Board shall, from time to time, as occasion requires, either in the annual 
report, or at any time deemed necessary by the Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board, 
advise the City Commission in writing on all matters necessary and proper for and 
pertaining to the proper operation of Greenwood Cemetery and any of its activities or 
properties. 

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

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To appoint_____________ to the Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board to serve a three-year 
term to expire July 6, 2020. 
 
To appoint_____________ to the Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board to serve a three-year 
term to expire July 6, 2020. 
 

Applicant Name Criteria/Qualifications 
Must  be a resident of Birmingham and insofar as 
possible, represent diverse interests, such as persons with 
family members interred in Greenwood Cemetery; owners 
of burial sites within Greenwood Cemetery intending to be 
interred in Greenwood Cemetery; persons familiar with and 
interested in the history of Birmingham; persons with 
familiarity and experience in landscape architecture, 
horticulture, law or cemetery or funeral professionals. 
 

Darlene Gehringer Resident – 759 Hazelwood 
Person familiar with and interested in the history of 
Birmingham. 

Kevin Desmond 
 
 

Resident – 1795 Yosemite 
Cemetery or funeral professional. 



        GREENWOOD CEMETERY         
ADVISORY BOARD

 
Resolution No. 10-240-14 October 13, 2014.  
  
The Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board shall consist of seven members who shall serve without compensation.
Members must be chosen from among the citizens of Birmingham and, insofar as possible, represent diverse
interests, such as persons with family members interred in Greenwood Cemetery; owners of burial sites within
Greenwood Cemetery intending to be interred in Greenwood Cemetery; persons familiar with and interested in the
history of Birmingham; persons with familiarity and experience in landscape architecture, horticulture, law or
cemetery or funeral professionals. The City Manager or his/her designee shall serve as ex official, non-voting
members of the Board. 
 
Term: Three years. 
 
In general, it shall be the duty of the Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board to provide recommendations to the City 
Commission on: 

1. Modifications. As to modifications of the rules and regulations governing Greenwood Cemetery. 
2. Capital Improvements. As to what capital improvements should be made to the cemetery.

Future Demands. As to how to respond to future demands for cemetery services. 
3. Day to Day Administration. The day to day administration of the cemetery shall be under the direction and

control of the City, through the City Manager or his/her designee. 
4. Reports. The Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board shall make and submit to the City Commission an annual

report of the general activities, operation, and condition of the Greenwood Cemetery for the preceding 12
months. The Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board shall, from time to time, as occasion requires, either in the
annual report, or at any time deemed necessary by the Greenwood Cemetery Advisory Board, advise the City
Commission in writing on all matters necessary and proper for and pertaining to the proper operation of
Greenwood Cemetery and any of its activities or properties. 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Buchanan Linda

1280 Suffield

(248) 646-3297

rlb4149@yahoo.com

owner of burial site in Greenwood; person 
familiar with and interested in the history of 
Birmingham.

Birmingham 48009

7/6/201912/14/2015

Desmond Kevin

759 Hazelwood

(248) 225-5526

kdesmond@desmondfuneralhome.com

Cemetery or funeral professional.

Birmingham 48009

7/6/201711/24/2014

Friday, June 02, 2017 Page 1 of 2
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Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Gehringer Darlene

1108 W. Maple

(248) 540-8061

maplepro@comcast.net

Chairperson 
Person familiar with and interested in the 
history of Birmingham.

Birmingham 48009

7/6/201711/24/2014

Peterson Linda

1532 Melton

(248) 203-9010

lpeterson02@comcast.net

Family member interred in cemetery; owner of 
burial site and indending to be interred in 
Greenwood; person familiar with and 
interested in the history of Birmingham.Birmingham 48009

7/6/201811/24/2014

Schreiner Laura

591 Bird

(248) 593-0335

laschreiner@yahoo.com

Vice-Chairperson

Person familiar with and interested in the 
history of Birmingham; person with experience Birmingham 48009

7/6/201811/24/2014

Stern George

1090 Westwood

(248) 258-1924

sterngeo@aol.com

Person familiar with and interested in the 
history of Birmingham; person with experience 
in landscape architecture, horticulture,or law.

Birmingham 48009

7/6/201811/24/2014

Suter Margaret

1795 Yosemite

(248) 644-5925

maasuter@gmail.com

owns a plot, relative buried in Greenwood 
Cemetery

Birmingham 48009

7/6/20195/23/2016

Friday, June 02, 2017 Page 2 of 2
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO THE 
PARKS & RECREATION BOARD 

At the regular meeting of Monday, July 10, 2017, the Birmingham City Commission intends 
to appoint two alternate members to the Parks and Recreation Board to serve three-year 
terms to expire March 13, 2020. 

Interested citizens may submit an application available at the City Clerk’s office or online at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunities. Applications must be submitted to the City Clerk's 
office on or before noon on Wednesday, March 8, 2017.  These applications will appear in 
the public agenda for the regular meeting at which time the City Commission will discuss 
recommendations, and may make nominations and vote on the appointments. 

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

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

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

Applicant(s) Presented For City Commission Consideration: 

SUGGESTED ACTION: 

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

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

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

Eleanor “Ellie” Noble 1160 Lake Park Dr. 
John Rusche 358 Henley St. 
Heather Carmona 887 Lakeview Ave. 
Wendy DeWindt 1979 Fairway Dr. 
Amara Manoogian 1100 Westboro 
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PARKS AND RECREATION BOARD
Article II, Section 78 
 
Objectives:  The Parks and Recreation Board shall promote a recreation program and a park development 
program for the City. The Board shall recommend to the city commission for adoption such rules and 
regulations pertaining to the conduct and use of parks and public grounds as are necessary to administer 
the same and to protect public property and the safety, health, morals, and welfare of the public. 
 
Seven members, Three-year Terms, Appointed by the City Commission 
Members must be electors of the City of Birmingham 
Meetings held the first Tuesday of each month at 6:30 PM. 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Gould Ben

816 S. Bates

(248) 396-0007

bengould723@gmail.com

Student Representative
12/31/20172/27/2017

Kaplan Ross

635 Oak

(248) 645-6526

rkaplan@neumannsmith.com

3/13/202010/22/2007

Kummer Joseph

592 Oakland

(248) 792-7136

jkummer2327@gmail.com

Student Representative
12/31/20172/27/2017

Longe Therese

1253 Yosemite

(248) 258-6744

(313) 745-0138

tmquattro@gmail.com

Chairperson
3/13/20193/29/2004
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Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Meehan John

656 Chester

(248) 644-5923

john.meehan@att.net

Vice Chairperson
3/13/20203/18/2002

Ross Ryan

1872 Derby

(248) 705-6465

ryan.countryside@gmail.com

3/13/20185/21/2012

Stevens Raymond

1243 Ruffner

(248) 514-3740

art2953@gmail.com

3/13/20184/15/1996

Stotland Lilly

698 Hanna

(248) 433-3148

lstotland@vescooil.com

3/13/201912/7/2015

Vacant

Alternate
3/13/2020

Vacant

Alternate
3/13/2020

Wednesday, July 05, 2017 Page 2 of 3
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Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 

E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Wiebrecht William

1714 Torry

(248) 703-6503

whw989@wowway.com

3/13/201810/14/1991

Wednesday, July 05, 2017 Page 3 of 3
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APPLICATION FOR CITY BOARD OR COMMITTEE 

Thank you for your interest in serving on a Board or Committee.  The purpose of this form is to provide the City 
Commission with basic information about applicants considered for appointment.  NOTE: Completed applications are 
included in the City Commission agenda packets.  The information included on this form is open to the public.  All Board 
and Committee members are subject to the provisions of the Ethics Ordinance (Chapter 2, Article IX of the City Code). 

Information on various Boards and Committees and a list of current openings can be found on the City website at 
www.bhamgov.org/boardopportunities. 

(Please print clearly) 

Board/Committee of Interest ___________________________________________________________________________ 

Specific Category/Vacancy on Board ____________________________ 

Name __________________________________________ Phone _________________________________ 

Residential Address _______________________________ Email __________________________________ 

Residential City, Zip _______________________________ Length of Residence ______________________ 

Business Address _________________________________ Occupation _____________________________ 

Business City, Zip _________________________________ 

Reason for Interest:  Explain how your background and skills will enhance the board to which you have applied ________ 
__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

List your related employment experience _________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

List your related community activities ____________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

List your related educational experience __________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

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

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Do you currently have a relative serving on the board/committee to which you have applied? __________________ 

Are you an elector (registered voter) in the City of Birmingham? ___________________ 

____________________________________________  _________________________ 
Signature of Applicant Date 
Return the completed and signed application form to:  City of Birmingham, City Clerk’s Office, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI  48009 or by email 

to Cbrown@bhamgov.org or by fax to 248.530.1080.         Updated 05/11/17 

OFFICE USE ONLY 
Meets Requirements?   Yes   No  

Will Attend / Unable to Attend 

Parks and Recreation Board
Alternate Member

Heather Carmona 248-867-1346

887 Lakeview Avenue htcarmona@sbcglobal.net

Birmingham  48009 8 years

Self/Business consultant

My past professional experience working with municipalities, committees and residents will be an asset.  In 2011, I participated and provided input into 
the current Master Planning process encouraging language (Goal #6) to reduce chemical exposure in the city's parks.

As past Executive Director for 14 years of the Woodward Avenue Action Association, I bring
experience working closely with city planners, urban planning firms, landscape architects, 
preservationists and have understanding of beautification/green infrastructure.

I have an 8 year old daughter. We are frequent users of Booth, Shain, Poppleton Parks, Quarton Lake
park and the Rouge River Trails. Living a block away from Quarton Lake, I have particular interest in 
preserving the environmental quality of our open spaces and watershed.

I am a certified health coach and have taught classes on healthy, 
toxin free living.

No

No

Yes

3D3

cbrown
Oval

cbrown
Oval



3D4

cbrown
Oval

cbrown
Oval



3D5

cbrown
Oval

cbrown
Oval



1 June 19, 2017 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION / 
PLANNING BOARD JOINT WORKSHOP SESSION MINUTES 

JUNE 19, 2017 
DPS FACILITY, 851 SOUTH ETON 

8:00 P.M.

I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Mayor Mark Nickita called the meeting to order at 8:00 PM. 

II. ROLL CALL
PRESENT: Mayor Nickita 

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

Scott Clein, Planning Board Chairman 
Stuart Jeffares, Member 
Bert Koseck, Member 
Janelle Whipple-Boyce, Member 
J. Bryan Williams, Member 

ABSENT: Robin Boyle, Member 
Gillian Lazar, Member 
Lisa Prasad, Member  
Daniel Share, Member 

ADMINISTRATION: City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Studt, Deputy Clerk Arft, Building 
Planning Director, Ecker, Director Johnson 

III. ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION
Mayor Nickita explained that this is a workshop session to discuss and evaluate various planning 
issues, with the intent to create an Action List for the Planning Board.  City Manager Valentine 
added that more discussion will be needed on each item by the City Commission.  The priorities 
will be determined by the Commission at a future meeting.  

A. RENOVATION OF COMMERCIAL PROPERTIES 
Planning Director Ecker explained that there are three boards that review building 
improvements consisting of the Planning Board, the Design Review Board and the Historic 
District Commission.  The Zoning Ordinance establishes the review process for new construction 
and renovation of existing buildings. However, the Zoning Ordinance is not clear as to the 
extent an existing building can be renovated before it is deemed new construction, and the 
ordinance is not clear as to what specific changes trigger site plan review. Site plan reviews go 
to the Planning Board.  If the building is in the historic district, it will also go to the Historic 
District Commission.   If it is a design change only to an existing building, it would go to the 
Design Review Board.  This issue came up particularly with the Audi building because they had 
not changed the footprint, it went to the Design Review Board.  The question is should there be 
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a clarification made to some of the ordinance language to determine how much of a renovation 
to an existing building is a renovation, or when it becomes new construction or a new building.  
She noted that this is not the first time for this issue.   
 
She also suggested clarifying what exactly is a design change vs. a site plan change.  In the 
past, a site plan change has been interpreted as a change in the footprint in the building or 
square footage, but it is unclear in the ordinance.  Would the City like to see the review 
procedures amended for new construction and/or the renovation of existing buildings, both in 
terms of which boards review those actions and also whether there needs to be clarification on 
what constitutes renovation of an existing building,  and where the line is drawn between that 
and new construction.  Also, does the Commission wish to see a distinction or clear definition as 
to what constitutes a site plan change and what constitutes a design change.   
 
Commissioner Sherman suggested it would be wise to have more of a review than what we 
have now. 
 
Mr. Jeffares asked about dramatic changes in use.  Ms. Ecker responded that would require an 
application for an occupancy permit and any building permits needed.  The Building Department 
would route the plans to the other departments.  The Planning Department would look at the 
use to confirm it is an approved use, and at parking to confirm it met the parking requirements.  
If there are no exterior changes to the building, it does not need to go to a board for planning 
review, according to the current ordinances.   
 
Mr. Koseck asked if the Design Review Board look at things such as site issues, pedestrian flow, 
trash, pickup, access, etc.  Ms. Ecker said the DRB focuses more heavily on the design and the 
signage than the site issues.  They do discuss the site issues, but not as much detail as the 
Planning Board and have input. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Harris asked for specific examples when the ordinance did not require a site 
plan review and the project later was thought to have needed to have site plan review.  Ms. 
Ecker said the Audi building was an example of one that had concern expressed as to whether 
it needed a site plan review as well, but no changes were made to the layout of the site, 
access, etc.  The Wachler building and the McCann building were other examples.  A site on 
Cole Street was required to also go for site plan review, because changes were proposed  to the 
parking lot and dumpster.   
 
Commissioner DeWeese said the difference between design review and site plan review is not 
understood, and thinks it would be useful to have those defined and explained.  He said that is 
also true of renovation and new construction.  He added that site plan review considers 
internals, layout of other buildings around to see the interconnections between them, while 
Design Review does not look at as much, and so at a certain scale, it becomes important for 
site plan review.   
 
Mayor Nickita said this is most evident in downtown overlay where we have specific 
requirements. The Surnow building is an example where we need the expertise of the Planning 
Board and the review that deals with specifics for a project of that sort.  Maybe during the 
process, a recognition of the extent is clear, and if it is very minor and not much change, then it 
can be overlooked because we do not want to create difficulties when they are not there.  We 
do not always know in the beginning of a project how big it might become.  He thinks the 
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Planning Board should have some type of review to be certain the project adheres to the City’s 
guidelines. 
 
Commissioner Bordman expressed concern about what happens when a project turns out to be 
more involved than originally thought.  She is unsure that our ordinance could even address a 
situation like that without causing problems for the builder. 
 
Ms. Boyce said it becomes more of a planning issue when an extensive renovation matched 
with a change in use occurs.  She would like the Planning Board to have the opportunity to 
review it to make sure all of the issues are addressed.   
 
Mayor Nickita said there seems to be solid support for reviewing this further and identifying a 
plan of action to address having a further review than we have done in the past.  The intention 
is not to create another level of regulation, but we have to make sure we have the proper 
checks and balances.   
 
Mr. Valentine said this issue will be added and brought back to the Commission. 
 
B. COMMERCIAL PROJECTIONS ONTO PUBLIC PROPERTY/ ARCHITECTURAL 
 ALLOWANCES 
Ms. Ecker explained that Chapter 98 implies that awnings, balconies, marquees, and canopies 
are permitted to project over the public right-of-way, but does not clearly state that they are 
permitted.  They are to comply with Chapter 22, which are the Building Code regulations.  The 
question has that arisen is should it be clarified in the Zoning Ordinance which, if any 
projections are permitted, and to address the height, projection or permitted materials for 
architectural features projecting into the public right of way.   
 
Mayor Nickita added that the property line is the building face, so anything that projects beyond 
the building face is technically over City property.  When the projections are a bit atypical or if 
they take on other forms, it becomes more difficult.  Ms. Ecker said while we have a review 
process, we do not have a hard and fast regulation as to how far it can project.   
 
In response to Commissioner Hoff, Ms. Ecker said we could potentially determine a size of how 
many inches a projection could protrude into the right of way, and if the location on the 
building would impact how far it could protrude.   
 
Commissioner DeWeese said some of these projections are pleasing to the eye and are 
pedestrian-friendly, so the key may not be to define exactly how much, but maybe a minimum 
which would trigger a review standard.  
  
Mr. Koseck said it is worth more study and investigation and development of some criteria or 
measurement.   
 
Mayor Nickita said this issue is worthy of another layer of review to incorporate clear guidelines.   
 
C. RAIL DISTRICT BOUNDARY REVIEW 
Ms. Ecker explained that recently the Rail District boundaries were created and defined by the 
City Commission.  The question has come up whether some other properties on the west side 
of S. Eton and/or the North Eton Plaza on N. Eton should be added to the district.  The district 



4 June 19, 2017 

allows Bistro establishments to be operated on any of the properties with a Special Land Use 
Permit.  
 
Commissioner Hoff noted that both of the properties mentioned are transitional zones, and are 
close to residential. She suggested that they could be classified in a transitional zone.   
 
Mr. Koseck noted that the Rail District is not a zoning district, and a transitional zone is a zoning 
classification.  Ms. Ecker agreed, and compared it to an overlay district.  The Rail District is a 
map that is incorporated into the Zoning Ordinance that delineates where the Rail District is. 
She added that all of the properties in the district do not share the same zoning.  
 
Ms. Boyce commented that this issue does not seem to be a priority.   
 
In response to Mayor Nickita’s question, Ms. Ecker said she has not seen any requests or 
interest from the areas for inclusion in the district.  Mayor Nickita added that all commercial or 
non-residential in the area is in the rail district, except for the two areas.   
 
Mayor Pro Tem Harris asked if there have been any inquiries from the properties to apply for a 
Bistro license.  Ms. Ecker said there have been none.  
 
Commissioner Bordman suggested that the properties could be zoned transitional within the 
Rail District since there are various zoning classifications within the district.  The parcel north of 
Maple is on Eton, and is in the same position relative to residential that the rest of the Rail 
District as outlined is in relation to residential.  She does not like to see the parcels in question 
have no identity.   
 
Mr. Williams noted that the Whole Foods area was made part of the Rail District at a later time, 
which enabled Whole Foods to apply for a Bistro license.  
 
Commissioner Sherman suggested this is a low priority to move forward.  It is something that 
could move forward at a later date if we see there is going to be some type of marketing 
program or a possibility of developing the properties to conform with the properties in the area. 
 
Mayor Nickita said it is unusual that the two properties are not included, but the consensus is 
that it can be considered at a lower level.  It is something to consider in the future. 
  
D. ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT LICENSE BOUNDARY REVIEW 
Ms. Ecker explained that this issue came up over the past year.  The Economic Development 
License boundary includes mostly properties along the Woodward corridor that the Commission 
at the time felt were the properties that needed a push forward in order to see some 
redevelopment occur.  The area also now includes Maple Road just to the east of Woodward.  
The Stand and Triple Nickel have been developed as a result of the district.  We have had 
interest from others who do not fall in the district at this point.  She asked if there is interest in 
changing the boundaries for this district or not.  Ms. Ecker added the benefit of being included 
in the district is the ability to transfer a liquor license from another municipality.  
 
Mr. Jeffares is in favor of looking at this. 
 
Commissioner Hoff said the Economic Development license does not have as many restrictions 
as the Bistro license, and because of that, she is not in favor of expanding the Economic 
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Development license boundary.  By expanding the area, it would bring it closer to residential, 
areas she feels would be better suited for a Bistro license.   
 
Commissioner DeWeese feels we need more control of it.  Currently, we are seeing Bistros 
getting out of hand.  He agrees with Commissioner Hoff, and suggested there maybe is an 
intermediate step. 
 
Commissioner Sherman said the City does have control, as a Special Land Use Permit is 
required.  This may be another tool to encourage something that would not otherwise be done.   
 
Commissioner DeWeese clarified that his concern is about size, scale, and appropriateness.   
 
Mayor Pro Tem Harris asked how challenging is it for a business to obtain a liquor license if it is 
not in an area for a Bistro license or economic development license.  Ms. Ecker does not have 
the specifics on that, but the owner would have to obtain an existing quota license, which are 
rarely for sale, and are expensive.   
 
City Manager Valentine clarified that the investment triggers the ability to obtain the license, 
then the applicant must purchase the license.   
 
Commissioner Boutros said he thinks it is worth consideration.   
 
Mayor Nickita suggested that a revision is in need of further review to see if it has merit.  There 
are areas in the Triangle District that could use some incentive for development.  
 
E. BISTRO ALLOWANCES AND RESTRICTIONS 
Ms. Ecker said there has been concern expressed over the size of Bistros recently.  She 
explained that a Bistro is defined as a restaurant with 65 seats or less, with no more than 10 of 
them at a bar, with a full service kitchen, low key entertainment, tables that must line the 
storefront, and outdoor dining.  The biggest issue has been how much is too much outdoor 
dining.  The intent when Bistros was started was to encourage outdoor dining, but it was not 
apparent at the time how far owners would look for creative opportunities to expand the 
outdoor dining.  She suggested clarifications as to maximums, location, enclosures and the 
building code issues such as energy code, fire suppression might be needed.  Parking needs are 
also a big concern.   
 
Mayor Nickita added that the original concept for Bistros was just in the downtown area and 
that has changed.  Once the area expanded to the Triangle area and Rail District, it changed 
the circumstance because of parking and available outdoor space.   
  
Commissioner Bordman suggested considering different rules for different areas.  The needs 
are different.  Perhaps part of the study should be whether to have the exact same 
requirements in each of our districts.   
 
Commissioner DeWeese suggested we need an intermediate level that applies in different 
situations.  He considers this a high priority issue. 
 
Mr. Koseck suggested that we should study the materials used and also the intent.   
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Commissioner Hoff agreed it is time to review the Bistro ordinance.  It has developed differently 
than what was planned.   
 
Mayor Nickita commented that it is time to review the ordinance.   
 
F. RENTAL PROPERTY CONSIDERATIONS 
Building Official Bruce Johnson explained short-term basis rentals.  The City does have a rental 
ordinance for dwellings.  The ordinance does not differentiate as to length of rental period.  The 
department has become aware of a handful of homes that are being offered on the internet as 
vacation homes.  There could be a potential issue such as number of different people coming 
and going in the neighborhood.  There are a couple of homes that have not registered as 
rentals, and his department has communicated the City’s requirement.  There is a proposed 
Senate bill that would prohibit local government from regulating these homes.  The City could 
not place any further restrictions on a short-term rental as it would on any other single family 
home in the district.  The City could not prohibit short-term rentals of homes. The ordinance 
works well for typical rented dwelling units, but the short-term rentals may create unique 
complaints or concerns from either noise, people coming and going, and we may want to 
review the City Code to consider any legal restrictions needed.   
 
Mr. Jeffares confirmed with Mr. Johnson that room rentals fall under our current ordinance.   
 
In response to Commissioner Boutros’ question, Mr. Johnson said he does not believe a 
homeowner knowingly tries to skirt the ordinance, and that it is a question of being unaware of 
the existence of our ordinance.   
 
Mayor Pro Tem Harris commented that this seems to be a new trend, and thinks it would be 
worthy of some study to get ahead of some issues that might surface.  
 
Commissioner Hoff asked if we would have any control over these type of rentals in light of the 
proposed Senate bill if passed.  Mr. Johnson responded that if it passes, the City would have no 
control over those rentals. 
 
Commissioner DeWeese is in favor of looking at this when Mr. Johnson has the time to devote 
to investigation and research.  
 
Mayor Nickita agreed. 
 
G. RETAIL DEFINITION REVISION 
Ms. Ecker explained that the issue is the type of uses permitted on the first floor of the Redline 
Retail District.  These are the streets designated on the zoning map with red lines.  Primarily 
the streets are Old Woodward, Maple, Hamilton, sections of Pierce, Willits.  In that area, the 
current ordinance calls for a retail use in the first 20 feet of depth, which comes from the 2016 
plan.  The plan recommended that retail be in the first floor for the first 20 feet of depth, and it 
had a definition for retail.  The exact language was taken from the 2016 plan and adopted into 
our ordinance.   
 
What we have to look at now is, was there enough clarity in the type of definition for retail and 
the associated definitions.  Currently, retail is defined in the ordinance but it includes 
commercial.  Commercial is then defined in the ordinance, and it includes personal services.  
Personal services is not defined.  We did not vary from the 2016 plan because the author of the 



7 June 19, 2017 

plan did not recommend we define it so we did not, but things change and over time, we have 
different uses that have come up that have tried to get into the downtown.  They want to be in 
the downtown and they fall under this definition of personal services because we have not 
defined it, and they have been able to get in on the first floor spaces.   The Commission has 
directed the Planning Board to come up with the temporary relief mechanism to change the 
wording of the overlay district, and to add a definition for personal services and to look at 
specifically taking the quasi-office type use out of being a permitted use in the Redline Retail 
District downtown.  The Board set a public hearing for July 12th to consider the temporary relief 
measures that the Commission sent to them.  The Board has been studying the issue of retail 
and the use downtown that the Commission sent to them last year; specifically,how do we 
define it and how has it changed.  That was the bigger picture, comprehensive issue.  
Specifically with regards to the Redline Retail and having a temporary relief valve, that is what 
they set the public hearing for on July 12th.   
 
In this case, is there interest by the Commission to direct the Board to conduct a study session 
to review the intent of the Redline Retail District as proposed in the 2016 Plan and evaluate 
whether the current application of personal services is consistent with what the intent was in 
the 2016 plan. 
 
The interpretation has been that a personal service is any type of service that a person can 
walk in and ask and pay for that service and get that service.  The business has to be open to 
the public so a person off the street has to be able to walk in.  It is that gray.  A firm selling a 
marketing service or website designs is a quasi-office use.  Maybe these types of uses were not 
envisioned at the time the 2016 plan was written.  We are not sure what the intent of the 2016 
plan was with regards to those.  Businesses have been able to get in under the definition of 
personal services because they are open to the public and people walk in and buy their 
services.  The argument is that they are offering personal services.  Without a definition, it is 
difficult to clarify and draw the line as to what constitutes personal services and what doesn’t.   
 
So the definition of personal services that is up for consideration right now was arrived at by 
looking at other jurisdictions and what they defined as personal services.  The most common 
use was that personal services dealt with the care of a person or their clothing, such as tailors, 
salons, facials, tanning places, shoe repair, anything dealing with the person or their clothing.  
If that definition was adopted that would very clearly specify that only those types of personal 
services would fall under commercial and therefore, the quasi-office type uses that we are 
seeing that are almost more business-related services would not fall under permitted uses in 
the Redline Retail district.  So it is clarifying what would be permitted, and do we want to look 
at the intent of the 2016 plan and some of these uses that may or may not have even been 
conceived of at that time. 
 
Mayor Nickita said there are two questions. The bigger question is concerning the state of 
potential uses that may be available now that were not available years ago.  The other question 
is a question that came from the Building Official which is a matter of logistics on how Mr. 
Johnson does his job.  When he gets a set of plans, he has to determine if it is allowed under 
our ordinance or not allowed under our ordinance.  Ordinances become gray sometimes and 
projects look for clear identification.  We had this issue with the dormer issue being unclear.  
There were a number of questions whether or not they fit within our ordinance.  Mr. Johnson 
asked for clarity in the ordinance because it was unclear for him to do his work.  The Board and 
Commission quickly took a look at it, and we found a solution to clear up a gray area that was 
there.  The garage house issue was the same.  They were done because there was a loophole 
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in the ordinance that created difficulty for the building staff to clarify.  Over time, people 
interpret the ordinances differently or the interpretation gets grayer.  The personal use term is 
too gray to identify for clarity from a legal perspective for approval.  It seems like there is a 
misunderstanding as to what is being asked of the Planning Board.  This is a clarification; we 
are not changing the ordinance.   
 
The larger question brought up is the Redline Retail area accommodating uses of the day, or 
should it be reviewed.  That is a separate issue and can be done at a different time.  The issue 
at hand is can we help the Building Department do its job.   
 
Commissioner Bordman understands that the problem is that we do not have a definition for an 
essential aspect of the Zoning Ordinance. As to the effect it might have on the Redline district 
or the other aspects of the Redline district, we should study it, but it can be done over time.  
Perhaps we make it a top priority over time.  But we have an immediate issue that must be 
examined.  Birmingham is a dynamic City and we get proposals all the time, and if our Building 
Official cannot address those issues right now while they are coming in, that is a problem.  This 
creates a situation for the employees to be put in an awkward position to make a decision. She 
agreed that both issues should be addressed quickly.  They are connected issues, but they are 
separate.   
 
Mr. Williams said the distinction was not made at the time this came to the Board.  One of the 
issues the Board is grappling with is adopting a proposed solution without a permanent or 
expiration date.  Temporary measures tend to be permanent if they are not replaced.  If we are 
going to have a solution here that is appropriate, we have to put a time frame on it, which 
would force us to prioritize it.  He is quite confident that the landlords are furious because they 
do not understand the distinction being made tonight, nor did he.   
 
Commissioner Sherman said it is clear that the Board received direction that was unclear, and 
that is what is we are trying to do now.  He said the idea of having a study session of what the 
intention was of the personal service uses under the 2016 plan is a very good next step, even 
before the Public Hearing.  He suggested moving the July 12th Public Hearing to a date certain, 
have a study session to narrow the definition down a little bit, and then have the Public 
Hearing.   When the Commission prioritizes these items, it is the Commission’s job to give the 
Board priorities with expectations and timelines.  He agreed that something should not be 
temporary and then allowed to become permanent.  
 
Commissioner Hoff favors creating a personal service definition.  She agrees we need a 
definition of personal service and then we will decide what to do with it, but we are not at the 
point of asking the Board to amend anything.   
 
Commissioner DeWeese was concerned about community service also.  In terms of community 
service, there are certain governmental units that are independent of the City that can come in 
regardless of our ordinances, and he didn’t want it exclusionary.  We need clear definition and 
clear intent of what our Master Plan has been trying to achieve and what works for walkable 
communities.  
 
Mr. Clein said he has just heard two opinions that we kind of slow the bus, and do not have any 
real conversation on actual changes to the ordinance, but simply provide definitions.  What he 
heard originally was that the Commission wanted the Board to make changes to the ordinance.  
He thinks that is where the confusion came, because the Board was in the middle of its study of 
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retail.  He thought he was all clear.  He would like clarity on what the Commission’s goal is 
here.   
 
Mayor Nickita said the idea was to make sure the Board has the ability to study this personal 
service determination and be able to clarify that and put off the Public Hearing until the Board is 
able to do that. 
 
Commissioner Sherman said the motion was passed 4-2 to have the Public Hearing and make 
changes, and to define the term.  There was some discussion as to what the term actually 
meant.  The comments heard from Commissioners Hoff and DeWeese were minority opinion.  
The majority opinion was what you understood and articulated.   
 
Commissioner Boutros said the message sent to the Board was different from what the 
intention was.   
 
Commissioner Bordman expressed concern about the postponement in that it will be mistaken 
to mean take all the time needed, rather than getting this done as quickly as possible.  There 
needs to be some direction on this idea of postpone and study. 
 
Mayor Nickita thinks the intention driving this to begin with was Building Department staff 
needing help and that it is needed it sooner than later.   
 
Commissioner Hoff commented that we should move forward on definition before July 24th.  
She thinks that it is still reasonable.     
 
Mayor Pro Tem Harris said the majority position was for definition of personal use only and not 
a definition of community use.   
 
Commissioner Sherman said his original comment was to postpone the Board’s July 12th Public 
Hearing to shortly thereafter to give time for a study session. 
 
Mr. Williams clarified that it has been suggested that Board open the July 12th Public Hearing, 
postpone it to a date certain, then begin study session of the personal service definition.  
 
Mayor Nickita said this is not to be a broad review of the downtown, but recognize that 
ordinances become unclear and situations change.   The idea is to take the Redline Retail 
district as a next step with current day market conditions and identifying where it could be 
strengthened with the intention of making it a pedestrian, walkable place is a valid thing to do, 
but it is not to be done when we look at personal service.   
 
Ms. Ecker said she understands that they are to postpone the Public Hearing, focus on the 
personal services definition only.  She asked to confirm the Commission does not wish the 
amendment to Article 3, Section 3.04(C)(6) right now.   
 
Commissioner Sherman said that the ordinance amendment is still going to be the discussion at 
the Public Hearing, but in order to get to that point, the Board has to first study the personal 
services definition to incorporate it into the amended ordinance.  That is what the Public 
Hearing is about.  Ms. Ecker noted the Public Hearing was noticed for the amendment of Article 
3, Section 3.04 and the personal services definition.  She asked if the Commission wants the 
Planning Board to come up with a personal services definition and send that to the Commission 
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first.  She noted that the motion as passed directs the Board to consider the definition of 
personal services and Article 3.04 to exclude personal services from the Redline Retail District.  
She asked if the Commission still wants both of those together.  Commissioner Sherman 
confirmed, and believes that is what was discussed.  Then it will come to the Commission for a 
Public Hearing.   
 
City Manager Valentine said if the Board provides the definition, the ordinance has to be 
amended.  It has already been noticed that way.  The process is being separated somewhat to 
add the additional review of the 2016 plan on what the intent is, and then discuss the 
definition. 
 
Ms. Ecker clarified that the Commission wants the Board to postpone the Public Hearing to a 
later date, and focus on the definition of personal services only.  Then hold the Public Hearing 
for the ordinance amendments and the definition.  Commissioner Sherman explained that it is 
one ordinance.  Mr. Valentine said the resolution that was passed included the definition, so it is 
all one action by resolution of the Commission. 
 
Commissioner Hoff stated she did not think the Board was going to amend the Downtown 
Birmingham Overlay standards to exclude community and personal services when we do not  
know what the personal service definition is.  Mr. Valentine clarified that the resolution that 
passed had a subsequent amendment added which stipulated that the definition of personal 
services be included when it comes back the Commission.  
 
Commissioner Sherman said the Commission recognized that it made no sense to amend it 
without a definition of personal service.  The Commission is asking the Board to come back with 
a definition of personal services and the change incorporated into the ordinance as a 
recommendation.  
 
Commissioner Hoff clarified to exclude community and personal service uses.  It is very specific 
to exclude them.  Commissioner Sherman clarified that the Board has to define it.  We need a 
definition to know what those are. 
 
Commissioner Boutros asked what would happen if the Board does not have a definition in time 
for the July 24th Public Hearing.  Commissioner Sherman noted the Commission does not have a 
hearing on July 24th, and that the Commission asked that the Board report back to the 
Commission that date.   
 
Mr. Valentine said he will follow up with the Board with written communication outlining what 
was discussed tonight, so there are no questions going forward.   
 
Mr. Williams requested that Mr. Valentine address if the Board is to include or exclude personal 
services.   
 
H. SHARED PARKING CONSIDERATION;  
Ms. Ecker explained that the discussion tonight will center on shared parking and parking 
standards for private developments.  Both were previous directions from the Commission last 
June and also when the Ad Hoc Rail District Committee recommendations were reported.  It 
included a recommendation to encourage shared parking.   
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The Planning Board conducted a study of shared parking.  The ordinance currently includes a 
provision for shared parking.  The Planning Board has encouraged applicants to consider shared 
parking over the years, and it has not been something that most have been willing to do. 
 
The recommendations from the Planning Board are: 

• Parking calculations that would not require an applicant to hire a parking consultant.  A 
standardized table has been included which takes into consideration all of the variables 
of the use, and provides a chart with parking requirements.  

• Not include a requirement to record on title.  When changes occur in use of a property, 
the Building Department forwards the plans to the Planning Department which will look 
at the use and the parking requirement.   

• Offer zoning incentives, such as extra square footage, reduced landscape requirements, 
etc., in exchange for recording on title.   

The Board discovered that no community mandates shared parking, but many were examples 
where incentives were offered and the process was streamlined.   
 
The Board has refined the draft ordinance language and instead of setting a Public Hearing, it 
was decided to add it to the discussion tonight to get the Commission’s input.   
 
Commissioner Bordman would like to know how successful the communities have been with the 
parking calculations, and what kind of problems they encountered.   
  
Commissioner DeWeese said it is useful for future consideration, but not a priority at this time.  
To the extent possible, he suggested we should make it easier for applicants to develop the 
properties.   
 
Commissioner Hoff asked if shared parking agreements would be required for approval.  Ms. 
Ecker said the proposed amendments would not require that.  The property owner would have 
an obligation to the City to notify of a change in use and the parking reduction would be null 
and void if the notification was not made.  In the case of a sale of a property, Ms. Ecker said if 
the use did not change, it would not be an issue.  If the use did change, a notification would be 
required.  Commissioner Hoff expressed concern when both parties no longer agree to the 
shared parking agreement.  Ms. Ecker noted her concern.   
 
Ms. Boyce noted she was on the Ad Hoc committee and recalls that the committee talked 
through some of these concerns.  Her impression is that this could be accomplished fairly easily, 
and would like to be able to do it. 
 
Mayor Nickita agreed and said it is quite important where we want to encourage development 
more.  Parking is a concern, so as much as we can use shared parking, the better.    
 
Ms. Ecker explained that the issue has been raised to alleviate parking concerns.  The Board 
has been studying this issue over the last several months, and the question is now, does the 
Commission wish to see an expedited review by the Board of the parking requirements for 
private developments.   
 
Commissioner Bordman said it sounds like the Planning Board has a heavy schedule now.  
While it is a worthwhile are of study, but she does not know about expediting it.  She feels the 
Board has more urgent needs at this time. 
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Mr. Clein agreed with Commissioner Bordman and said that a review of parking is a large 
endeavor.  
  
The consensus agreed that this is too large a topic to undertake at this time.  It also is part of 
the upcoming Master Plan.   
 
I. PLANNING BOARD ACTION LIST REVIEW 
Ms. Ecker discussed the Action List and the items completed and still in progress.   
 
Commissioner Hoff would like to see the Bistro ordinance review included.   
 
Mr. Valentine said the Action List will be brought back as an action item so the Commissioners 
can determine the priorities and adopt it.   
 

IV.      PUBLIC COMMENT 
Mr. Paul Ceckorian, Fairfax resident commented on the definition of personal use. 
  
Mr. Richard Share, building owner on W. Maple, commented on restrictions.   
 
Mr. Bedros Avedian, building owner on W. Maple, commented on retail changes.  
 
Mr. Brian Najor, commented on personal use definition. 
 
Mr. Matt Furlow, commented on retail challenges.   
 
Mr. James Esshaki, commented on personal services and the ordinance process. 
 
Mayor Nickita explained the process.  
 

V. ADJOURN 
The meeting was adjourned at 10:30 PM. 
 
 
 
Cheryl Arft 
Deputy Clerk 
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION MINUTES 
JUNE 26, 2017 

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

I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Mayor Mark Nickita called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. 

II. ROLL CALL
 ROLL CALL: Present, Mayor Nickita 

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

Absent, None 

Administration:  City Manager Valentine, City Clerk Brown, IT Director Brunk, Police Commander 
Grewe, City Attorney Currier, City Planner Ecker, Finance Director Gerber, Deputy Treasurer 
Klobucar, Assistant Engineer Fletcher, DPS Director Wood 

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

Mayor Nickita presented a Proclamation honoring the students, staff and advisor of Wylie E. 
Groves High School’s official student-run newsmagazine, The Scriptor. Formal resolution 
appended to minutes as Attachment A. 

Mayor Nickita announced: 
• The Summer Concerts are in full swing at Shain Park with concerts on June 28th and July

5th.  A special Fourth of July concert has been added to this year’s schedule featuring 
the Jazz Ambassadors of the U.S. Army Field Band. The concerts begin at 7:00 p.m. 
Visit www.bhamgov.org/summerconcerts for the list of performers and the upcoming 
schedule of concerts.   

• City offices and Baldwin Library will be closed Tuesday, July 4th for Independence Day.

06-163-17 APPOINTMENT TO THE RETIREMENT BOARD 
Lawrence Smith was interviewed by the Commission on June 12, 2017. 

Current Board Member Christopher Conti was present and was interviewed by the Commission. 
Commissioner Hoff questioned Mr. Conti’s attendance in 2015, which was only 20%. Mr. Conti 
explained he typically only misses one meeting per year, and rarely misses the Retirement 
Investment Committee meetings where the recommendations are formulated to be made to the 
Retirement Board. 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Boutros, second by Commissioner DeWeese:  

4B
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To concur with the Mayor's recommendation to appoint Christopher Conti to the Retirement 
Board, as the resident member who is not eligible to participate in the retirement system, to 
serve a three-year term to expire July 1, 2020. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0  
 
City Clerk Brown administered the oath of office to the appointed board member. 
 

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. 

06-164-17  APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA 
The following items were removed from the Consent Agenda: 

●  Commissioner Hoff:  Item P, Deaf & Hearing Impaired Service Agreement 
 Item R, Police Department Outside Agency Service 

Agreements 
●  Commissioner Bordman:  Item L, Municipal Credit and Community Credit contract for 

Fiscal year 2018 
 Item Q, NEXT 2017-2018 Service Agreement 
●  Mayor Pro Tem Harris:  Item N, Ice Arena Repairs 
●  Mayor Nickita:   Item T, Set Public Hearing-Glazing Standards 
 

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Sherman, seconded by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To approve the Consent Agenda, with items L, N, P, Q, R, and T removed. 
 
ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas,  Commissioner Bordman 
     Commissioner Boutros 
     Commissioner DeWeese 

Mayor Pro Tem Harris 
Commissioner Hoff 
Mayor Nickita 
Commissioner Sherman 

   Nays,   None 
Absent, None 
   

A. Approval of City Commission minutes of June 12, 2017. 
B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of June 14, 

2017 in the amount of $1,948,346.44. 
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of June 21, 

2017 in the amount of $324,850.26. 
D. Resolution approving the Verizon Access Transmission Services Right-of-Way Metro Act 

Safe Harbor Application and Safe Harbor Bi-Lateral Permit. Formal resolution appended 
to minutes as Attachment B. 
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E. Resolution approving the purchase of a 4-ton hot box patch trailer from Falcon Asphalt 
Repair Equipment through the State of Michigan extendable purchasing contract 
#071B770092 in the amount of $23,105.69 from account #641-441.006-971.0100. 

F. Resolution approving Change Order Numbers 1-6 to the Springdale Pavilion Concrete 
Project, in the amount not to exceed $108,098.00, to Luigi Ferdinandi & Son Cement 
Company for a new concrete floor and foundation reconstruction. Further, authorizing 
the payment amount of $102,693.10 until final inspection and approval is provided by 
the Building Department. After which time, the remaining balance of $5,404.90 will be 
paid. Funds for this project are available in the Capital Projects Fund account #401-
751.001-981.0100. 

G. Resolution authorizing the IT department to purchase the recommended count of 
Microsoft Office 2016 Standard and Pro Software Licenses from CDWG using the 
SelectPlus Pricing Agreement. The purchase price not to exceed $20,575.00. Funds are 
available in the IT Computer Software fund account # 636-228.000-742.0000. 

H. Resolution accepting the resignation of Mark Coir from the Historic District Study 
Commission and Design Review Board, thanking him for his service, and  directing the 
Clerk to begin the process of filling the vacancies. 

I. Resolution accepting the resignation of Paul Robertson, Jr. from the Brownfield 
Redevelopment Committee, thanking him for his service, and directing the Clerk  to 
begin the process to fill the vacancy. 

J. Resolution accepting the resignation of Robert Ziegelman from the Triangle District 
Corridor Improvement Authority and the Housing Board of Appeals, thanking him for his 
service, and directing the Clerk to begin the process to fill the vacancies. 

K. Resolution authorizing the IT department to purchase the Microsoft Windows server and 
SQL Licenses from CDWG using the Select Plus Pricing Agreement. The purchase price 
not to exceed $25,024.00.  Funds are available in the IT Computer Software fund 
account # 636-228.000-742.0000. 

M. Resolution awarding the “Flat Roof Replacement at the Birmingham Ice Sports Arena” 
project to LaDuke Roofing and Sheet Metal for a total expenditure of $84,890 and 
authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the contract on behalf of the City upon the 
receipt of all required insurances. Further, approving the appropriations and budget 
amendments to the fiscal year 2016-2017 Capital Projects Fund and General Fund 
budgets as follows: 

 Capital Projects Fund 
  Revenues: 
  Transfers In-General Fund  #401-901.001-699.0101   $24,890 
 Total Revenue Adjustments        $24,890 
  Expenditures: 
  Ice Arena/Buildings   #401-901.001-977.0000   $24,890 
 Total Expenditure Adjustments       $24,890 
 General Fund 
 Revenues: 
  Draw from Fund Balance  #101-000.000-400.0000   $24,890 
 Total Revenue Adjustments        $24,890 
 Expenditures: 
  Transfers Out-Capital  
  Projects Fund    #101-999.000-999.4010   $24,890 
 Total Expenditure Adjustments       $24,890 
O. Resolution waiving the competitive bidding requirement for the sole source vendor and 

approving the purchase of six (6) additional security cameras along with an updated 
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hard drive, for a total expenditure not to exceed $8,004.00. Funds for this purchase are 
available in the General Fund, Ice Rink Sports Arena, Buildings, account #101-752.000-
977.0000. 

S. Resolution approving the purchase of uniforms with Contractors Clothing Company for 
the total amount not to exceed $9,000 for fiscal year 2017-2018. Funds are available for 
this purchase in the Public Services - Uniform Allowance account # 101-441.002-
743.0000.  

U. Resolution awarding the Recreation Master Plan Professional Services Agreement to 
McKenna Associates in the amount not to exceed $24,500 and authorizing the Mayor 
and City Clerk to sign the agreement upon receipt of all required insurances. Funds are 
available in the General Fund – Parks – Other Contractual Services account #101-
751.000-811.0000. 

 
The Commission agreed to discuss Items L, Q, P, and R at this time. 
 
06-165-17  ITEM L. MUNICIPAL CREDIT AND COMMUNITY CREDIT 

CONTRACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018  
Commissioner Bordman, in reference to both Item L and Item Q, noted: 

• She was appointed by the City Commission to serve on the NEXT Board. 
• The Commission requested the Board of Ethics evaluate if there is a conflict of interest 

that would prevent her from voting on NEXT matters. 
• NEXT has since revised their bylaws to make the Commission representative a liaison to 

the Board, rather than a member of the Board.  
• She has had no knowledge of the amounts being recommended and has not voted on 

any matter at NEXT meetings. 
• She offered the explanation to assure the public and the Commission she is not in 

conflict to vote on the item as a City Commissioner.  
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Bordman, second by Commissioner DeWeese:  
To approve $19,760 in Municipal Credits and $25,347 in Community Credits to provide support 
for NEXT’s specialized transportation program; and further directing the Mayor to sign the 
Municipal Credit and Community Credit contract for fiscal year 2018 on behalf of the City. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0  
 
06-166-17  ITEM Q. NEXT 2017-2018 SERVICE AGREEMENT 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Bordman, second by Commissioner DeWeese:  
To approve the service agreement with NEXT in the amount of $99,810 for services described 
in Attachment A of the agreement for fiscal year 2017-2018, account number 101-299.000-
811.0000, and further directing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the 
City. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0  
 
06-167-17   ITEM P. DEAF & HEARING IMPAIRED SERVICE AGREEMENT 
Commissioner Hoff noted: 
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The services the organization provides are very valuable, but are not being used to a great 
extent in Birmingham. 
The organization is based in Farmington Hills, and she would like to know how much 
Farmington Hills contributes, and what other communities contribute. 
 
Tanner Parmentier, Deaf and Hearing Impaired Services, reported the organization’s biggest 
contributors are the Area Agency on Aging 1A and 1B. Mr. Parmentier explained the value of 
the benefits to Birmingham’s residents: 

• Transportation to satellite sites for programs. 
• A drop-in fee of $1 for programs. 
• Prevent isolation of deaf residents by offering trips and services. 
• Provide an on-site interpreter for all trips, programs and services. 
• Would provide an interpreter for City meetings if needed. 

 
Commissioner Bordman remarked: 

• Quite a few of the services offered by Deaf & Hearing Impaired Services, Inc. are 
available through Birmingham’s senior center, NEXT. 

• That seven Birmingham residents are utilizing the organization’s services, and asked if 
they are low-income individuals. Mr. Parmentier commented that in general hearing 
impaired individuals are low-income, but he does not know who the Birmingham 
individuals are and so could not give an answer. 

 
Mayor Pro Tem Harris: 

• Received clarification that Birmingham residents would not be turned away from services 
if the City no longer provided funding to the organization. 

• Confirmed the City is required by law to provide an interpreter for a meeting if 
requested. 

• Questioned if hiring an interpreter for a meeting would be more expensive from a 
separate vendor than the service agreement with Deaf & Hearing Impaired Services. 

• Categorized the service agreement as quasi-insurance. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Hoff, second by Commissioner Bordman:  
To approve an amended service agreement with Deaf & Hearing Impaired Services, Inc. in the 
amount of $1,500.00 for services described in Attachments A & B of the agreement for fiscal 
year 2017-2018, account number 101-215.000-811-0000, and to direct the Mayor and City 
Clerk to sign the amended agreement on behalf of the City. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 6 
 Nays, 1 (Harris) 
 Absent, 0 
 
 
06-168-17  ITEM R. OUTSIDE AGENCY SERVICE AGREEMENTS WITH 

BIRMINGHAM BLOOMFIELD COMMUNITY COALITION, 
BIRMINGHAM YOUTH ASSISTANCE, COMMON GROUND AND 
HAVEN 
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Commissioner Hoff asked for the agencies to list other municipalities that provide funding. She 
said she wants to know that other communities are valuing these services as much as 
Birmingham does. 
  
Carol Mastroianni, Executive Director, Birmingham Bloomfield Community Coalition, explained: 

• Contributions from other municipalities are broken down as an amount per resident 
based on the 2010 Census 

• There is a wide diversity in population among the five municipalities, so a breakdown 
per resident allows an apples-to-apples comparison. 

 
Ms. Mastroianni listed contributions to Birmingham Bloomfield Community Coalition: 

Oakland County Community Health Network $30,000  
Federal government $47,500 
Village of Bingham Farms  $1,000 $.90/resident.  
City of Birmingham $3,000  $.15/resident. 
Village of Beverly Hills $1,800 $.175/resident 
Bloomfield Township $6,000 $.146/resident  

 
In response to questions from Commissioner Bordman, Ms. Mastroianni provided information on 
the invoice to the city and on programs involving Birmingham residents: 

• The municipalities are invoiced for the amount of approved contribution or service 
agreement amount, not the actual cost of the programs which exceed the contribution 
amount. 

• The Middle School Transition Program at Derby Middle School had a total cost of $3,950. 
• For the Parents Who Host Campaign, 656 letters were mailed to parents of students in 

11th and 12th grade. 
 
Commissioner Bordman commented: 

• Your organization does wonderful work. 
• Only 219 of the students involved in the programs are Birmingham residents, which is 

31% of the total students reported.  
• Does the $3,000 investment made by Birmingham actually represent 31% -32% of the 

cost of the program, and are the other communities paying for their percentage of their 
residents serviced. 

 
Mayor Nickita summed up the Commission’s concern by stating the City of Birmingham provides 
funding for a variety of organizations, and the Commission wants the organizations to be as 
clear as possible as to what Birmingham residents receive for the tax money being paid to 
them. 
 
Karen DeKett, Social Action Program Director for HAVEN, explained the director of business 
operations, Marianne Dwyer, does have a spreadsheet with how much each municipality in 
Oakland County contributes to HAVEN and offered to submit the information. She stated 52% 
of HAVEN’s financial resources come from fundraising and other contributions, and 44% from 
Federal, state and local government, with the vast majority being federal funding. 
 
Commissioner Hoff requested that the City Clerk revise the application to specifically ask what 
other municipalities contribute to the organization and how much do they contribute. 
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Jeff Kapuscinski, Director of Business Development and Advancement at Common Ground, 
stated four or five communities in Oakland County contribute, including Wixom which gave 
Common Ground a $2,500 grant.  
 
Commissioner Bordman pointed out a possible error in the information submitted by Common 
Ground, noting Attachment A lists 161 Birmingham residents served, but she only counted 111 
in the quarterly reports. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Hoff, second by Commissioner Boutros:  
To approve the outside agency service agreements for services described in Attachment A of 
the agreement for fiscal year 2017-18 with Birmingham Bloomfield Community Coalition in the 
amount of $3,000, Birmingham Youth Assistance in the amount of $18,000, Common Ground in 
the amount of $1,500 and HAVEN in the amount of $2,000 from account number 101-301.000-
811.0000, further to direct the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreements on behalf of the 
city. 
 
Richard Stacey, Treasurer, and Mr. Rick Myers, Chairperson, Birmingham Youth Assistance, said 
they tried to supply all of the information requested. He explained to Commissioner Bordman 
the amount contributed by Oakland County is listed in the budget Birmingham Youth Assistance 
submitted.  
 
Mayor Nickita noted the discussion in no way takes away the support the Commission has for all 
of the organizations. He asked that the representatives present take note of the questions and 
concerns expressed, and be prepared in the future to offer the clarifications the Commission is 
expecting. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 

V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
06-169-17   PUBLIC HEARING – SLUP AMENDMENT AT 250 N. OLD 

WOODWARD – EMAGINE PALLADIUM/FOUR STORY BURGER 
Mayor Nickita continued the public hearing. 
 
City Planner Ecker provided background information: 

• In December of 2016 the petitioner changed the business name and concept to Four 
Story Burger. The City’s Zoning Ordinance requires approval from the City Commission 
for a name change.    

• During the liquor license renewal hearings the City Commission set a public hearing for 
April 13, 2017 to consider terminating the Special Land Use Permit (SLUP). 

• The petitioner submitted a complete application to the Planning Department seeking a 
SLUP amendment for the name change. There is no change in ownership. 

• The Planning Board, on March 22, 2017, recommended approval of the SLUP 
amendment. 

• No exterior signage is proposed at this time. The building owner would pursue any 
exterior changes separately. 

• On April 13, 2017, the City Commission opened the public hearing for the Special Land 
Use Permit Amendment and Final Site Plan Review for 250 N. Old Woodward, and 
continued the public hearing to May 8, 2017 to allow the managing partners to attend. 
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• On May 8, 2017, the City Commission opened the public hearing again.  However, only 
Mr. Goldstein was in attendance.  The City Commission subsequently postponed the 
public hearing until June 26, 2017 to allow both Mr. Goldstein and Mr. Glantz to be 
present. 

 
Mr. Paul Glantz, CEO of Emagine Entertainment and a partner in the entity known as CH 
Birmingham LLC d/b/a Emagine Palladium, and Mr. John Goldstein, partner in the entity CH 
Birmingham LLC d/b/a Emagine Palladium were present. Mr. Glantz indicated CH Birmingham 
LLC was created approximately three years ago, and was originally known as CH Troy LLC. 
 
Mr. Glantz profusely apologized to the Commission for not communicating their plans 
effectively. He explained: 

• There was no effort to disrespect either Birmingham’s ordinances or the City 
Commission when making the change to the restaurant. 

• The services of a third party were utilized for the restaurant change and gave 
assurances that they understood the rules and regulations of the community. 

• Subsequently he and Mr. Goldstein learned otherwise, but want to demonstrate to the 
Commission that he is responsible.  

• He is a full-fledged member of the LLC and has a majority interest in the business. 
• He is sincerely apologetic for the missteps that have transpired. 

 
Mayor Nickita made clear that adherence to the City’s guidelines, rules and ordinances is of 
utmost importance. Because the name change was not handled in accordance with the Special 
Land Use Permit (SLUP) the Commission felt it necessary to speak to the direct ownership of 
the company for assurance that Birmingham’s laws will be followed. 
 
Commissioner Sherman thanked Mr. Glantz for attending the meeting and for his comments and 
apology. He noted: 

• What started as an issue of non-compliance with the SLUP turned into a situation where 
the Commission was not getting straight answers. 

• Mr. Glantz signed original SLUP agreement with the City, but the Commission was 
subsequently told Mr. Glantz was not involved.   

 
Mr. Glantz explained both owners are also managers and able to bind our organization but were 
unaware that changing the name of the restaurant would require an amendment to the SLUP. 
 
Mr. Goldstein explained that once the company was made aware of the problem the proper 
applications for a SLUP amendment were submitted and brought before the Design Review 
Board and the Planning Board.  
 
Commissioner Sherman read the following section of the Contract to Operate an Establishment 
with a Liquor License in order to make clear to the petitioners the requirements of the SLUP 
amendment: 

4. Licensee acknowledges that no modifications to the site plan, floor plan, elevations or 
operation of the bistro may be made unless approved by the City Commission through a 
Special Land Use Permit Amendment as required in the Zoning Ordinance. Modifications 
include, but are not limited to, name changes, ownership changes, remodeling, changes 
in the number of interior or exterior seats, the use of eisenglass and other enclosure 
materials on any outdoor dining area, relocation or addition of bar, etc. 
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In response to questions from Commissioner Hoff, the following clarifications were made: 
• There has been no ownership change 
• The bar has not been moved. 
• In the restaurant the floor plan was changed, reducing seating from 170 to 70, and 

concentrating the seating area in front of the windows. 
• The restaurant decorations were changed. 
• The extra space will be utilized as a casual lounge space for patrons waiting for their 

movie to start.  
• No new exterior signage is being requested. 

 
Mayor Nickita closed the public hearing 8:41 p.m. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Sherman, seconded by Commissioner Boutros:  
To approve the Special Land Use Permit Amendment and Final Site Plan  Review for 250 N. Old 
Woodward, Emagine Palladium Theatre and Ironwood Grill restaurant. Formal resolution 
appended to minutes as Attachment C. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 
06-170-17  PUBLIC HEARING – SLUP TERMINATION AT 250 N. WOODWARD 

– EMAGINE PALLADIUM/IRONWOOD GRILL 
Mayor Nickita continued the public hearing. There being no comments from the public, Mayor 
Nickita closed the public hearing at 8:47 p.m. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Harris, seconded by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To take no action to terminate the Special Land Use Permit at 250 N. Old Woodward – Emagine 
Palladium/Ironwood Grill. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 
06-171-17  RUSSELL THAYER APPLICATION TO DONATE WIND RAPIDS 
In an email to Sean Campbell, Assistant Planner, dated June 20, 2017, the artist, Russel Thayer 
wrote: 

Of course I accept that the City can place this sculpture anywhere. I particularly like this 
spot because of the scale of both the park and the sculpture, and the beautiful plantings 
that enhance the piece. There are other wonderful sites in the City, too! Your choice, of 
course. 
 

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Sherman, seconded by Commissioner Boutros: 
To approve the donation of Wind Rapids by Russell Thayer to the City of Birmingham and to 
direct staff to insure this sculpture on the City’s existing insurance policy. 

 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
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06-172-17  REVISED 2018 CITY COMMISSION MEETING SCHEDULE 
City Clerk Brown presented the proposed 2018 City Commission Meeting Schedule as amended 
to incorporate the changes requested by Commission members at the June 12, 2017 
Commission  meeting. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Hoff, seconded by Commissioner Boutros: 
To approve the Birmingham City Commission 2018 Meeting Schedule as follows: 
 

MONTH DAY MEETING LOCATION 
January 8 

22 
27 (Sat) 

Regular Meeting 
Regular Meeting  
Long Range Planning Session 

Municipal Building 
Municipal Building 
8:30 AM  Municipal Building 

February 12 
26 

Regular Meeting  
Regular Meeting 

Municipal Building 
Municipal Building 

March 12 
26 

Regular Meeting 
Regular Meeting 

Municipal Building 
Municipal Building 

April 9 
23 
28 (Sat) 

Regular Meeting 
Regular Meeting 
Budget Hearing 

Municipal Building 
Municipal Building 
8:30 AM Municipal Building 

May 14 
24 (Thurs) 

Regular Meeting 
Regular Meeting 

Municipal Building 
Municipal Building 

June 4 
18 
25 

Regular Meeting 
Planning Board Workshop  
Regular Meeting 

Municipal Building 
DPS Facility 
Municipal Building 

July 9 
23 

Regular Meeting  
Regular Meeting 

Municipal Building 
Municipal Building 

August 13 
27 

Regular Meeting 
Regular Meeting  

Municipal Building 
Municipal Building 

September 6 (Thurs)  
17 

Regular Meeting 
Regular Meeting 

Municipal Building 
Municipal Building 

October 8 
15 
29 

Regular Meeting 
Planning Board Workshop  
Regular Meeting 

Municipal Building 
DPS Facility 
Municipal Building 

November 12 
19 

Regular Meeting 
Regular Meeting 

Municipal Building 
Municipal Building 

December 3  
10 

Regular Meeting 
Regular Meeting 

Municipal Building 
Municipal Building 

 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 
06-173-17  TRAIL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT-LOWER BALDWIN PARK 
Department of Public Services Director Wood reported: 

• DPS has been looking to improve connectivity to the trail system at Lower Baldwin Park. 
• Currently there is no official trail in place through the grass at this park to connect the 

trail entry with the sidewalk along Maple Road. 
• Funds have been budgeted this fiscal year in the amount of $25,000 for the 

improvement. 
• The Parks and Recreation Board reviewed a Trail Connection Location report from the 

Community Development Department regarding the final best location for the trail 
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connection. The Planning Department’s report considered several options for pedestrians 
crossing Maple Road, including their recommendation of an at-grade pedestrian crossing 
island on Maple Road, just west of Baldwin Road, west of the Bridge. 

• Because of the recommendation of a crossing west of Baldwin, and a closer look at 
where foot traffic was located through Lower Baldwin Park, DPS staff recommended, 
and the Parks and Recreation Board endorsed, that the proposed trail connection at 
Lower Baldwin Park to connect the sidewalk along Maple to the chip trail be changed to 
a westerly connection. 

• DPS recommends approximately 5 ft. x 50 ft. of porous pave to the North of the 
footbridge and 5 ft. x 10 ft. to the South of the footbridge. 

• For the remaining proposed section of new trail, approximately 5 ft. x 132 ft., from the 
existing sidewalk to the bridge, crushed limestone will be used. 

• Both the porous pave and the crushed limestone meet ADA requirements. 
 
Responding to a question from Commissioner DeWeese on the timing of the project, City 
Manager Valentine explained there are two components to the plan in order to connect the 
entire system: a trail connection from the south side of Maple to the north side of Maple, and 
the Maple Road pedestrian crossing. The project will not commence unless and until the 
Commission approves the crossing. Staff hopes to have the crossing plan ready to present in 
July. 
 
City Manager Valentine confirmed for Mayor Pro Tem Harris that the Multi Modal Transportation 
Board (MMTB) has reviewed the plan and will review additional modifications proposed to 
address affected residents’ concerns. 
  
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Bordman, seconded by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To approve the Lower Baldwin Trail Extension project to X-Tier Design and Build Landscape in 
the amount of $17,585.00.  Further, to waive the normal bidding requirements due to X Tier 
Design and Build Landscape being the sole source installer of this product. Funds are available 
in the Parks - Other Contractual Services #101-751.000-811.0000 for these services. Further, to 
authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City upon receipt of 
required insurances and contingent upon the approval of the Maple Road at-grade pedestrian 
crossing island on Maple Road, just west of Baldwin Road, west of the Bridge. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 

VI. NEW BUSINESS 
06-174-17  PUBLIC HEARING - CONFIRMING S.A.D. # 878 – OAK AVENUE 

WATER LATERALS 
 
Deputy Treasurer Klobucar reported:   

• For purposes of installing new water laterals that would specially benefit properties 
within the limits of the 2017 Local Streets Paving Program, it is requested that the City 
Commission adopt a resolution confirming S.A.D. No. 878. 

• 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 June 12, 2017. 
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Mayor Nickita opened the public hearing at 9:09 p.m., and there being no public comments, 
closed the public hearing at 9:09 p.m. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Hoff, seconded by Commissioner Sherman: 
To confirm and ratify Special Assessment Roll No. 878, and to instruct 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. Formal 
resolution appended to minutes as Attachment D. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 
06-175-17  E. FRANK ST. – ANN ST. TO S. OLD WOODWARD AVE. 

RELOCATION OF METERED PARKING SPACES 
Assistant Engineer Fletcher reported:  
 

• The subject block of Frank St. was built at 36 ft. wide, the City’s standard commercial 
cross-section which allows for parked cars on both sides of the street, with sufficient 
room for two-way traffic in the middle. 

• In 1994, the City narrowed the west end of Frank St. in conjunction with the 
construction of the shopping center that now occupies the north side of the block.  

• With the narrowing of the street, green space was introduced on both sides in response 
to input from the neighborhood.  

• The full width was maintained on the north side adjacent to the new retail building, and 
was identified as a designated loading zone for the building. 

• On the south side, the full width was maintained in front of the three commercial zoned 
properties, accommodating five metered parking spaces. 

• Three of the four parcels on the south side are now being combined and redeveloped 
into a five unit condominium project, known as 420 E. Frank St., which will be changing 
the two commercially zoned parcels facing Frank St. on the south side to multi-family 
residential. 

• The developer for the project requested the extension of the narrowed Frank St. cross-
section across the remainder of their parcel to allow the entire building frontage to 
benefit from green space between the sidewalk and the curb. 

• Doing so would require two of the five metered parking spaces to be removed, and a 
third space would also be lost in order to make room for the new development’s 
driveway. 

• After a public hearing on June 7, 2017 the Advisory Parking Committee adopted a 
recommendation to the City Commission to remove three metered parking spaces on the 
south side of E. Frank St., between Ann St. and S. Old Woodward Ave., and move two 
spaces to the north side of the street, adding two new metered spots and allowing for 
the property to proceed as designed. 

• Staff agrees that there is sufficient room on the north side with the existing paved space 
available to install two new metered parking spaces.  

• The travel lane will retain a consistent width going west. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Commissioner Boutros: 
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To approve the relocation of two metered parking spaces on E. Frank St. west of South Old 
Woodward Ave. from the south side to the north side of the street, using an existing area 
designated as a loading zone, and further approving the extension of green space on the south 
side of Frank St. across the entire property now known as 420 E. Frank St., to be completed at 
developer expense, as a part of the final site plan approval. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 
06-176-17  PARKING LOT 6 AREA MONTHLY PARKING PERMITS 

AUTHORIZED SALES AREA 
Assistant Engineer Fletcher reported: 

• The Municipal Parking Lot #6 permit area has expanded over the years in order to 
accommodate more demand, many metered parking spaces on N. Old Woodward Ave., 
extending from north of Oak St., to just north of Willits St. 

•  A map created by SP+ indicates several permit holders do not work in the immediate 
area. The waiting list for a permit in this area is much shorter than the waiting list for 
the five parking structures, resulting in street meters being used for several hours a 
day by employees who may work closer to a parking structure than to the Lot #6 
permit area. 

• A public hearing was held at the June 7, 2017 Advisory Parking Committee (APC) 
meeting to discuss the suggestion that Lot 6 Monthly Permit sales could potentially be 
restricted to those working at a business north of Euclid Ave.  

• Nine permit holders would be affected by the change. Since they were not ever 
made to feel that they were doing something wrong, the APC felt that as a part of 
creating this rule, the nine permit holders should be offered the opportunity to 
purchase a permit at the parking structure of their choice.  

• The Advisory Parking Committee adopted a recommendation that Parking Lot 6 permits 
may only be sold to business owners and employees located in a business north of the 
intersection of N. Old Woodward Ave. and Euclid Ave., and further, that all current permit 
holders affected by this change will be allowed the opportunity to purchase monthly 
permits in the same number currently owned at the parking structure of their choice. 

 
City Manager Valentine clarified by allowing for reassigning Lot #6 area permit holders into a 
parking structure, the Advisory Parking Committee is allocating nine additional parking structure 
permit spaces. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Harris expressed concern for the nine permit holders getting into a parking 
structure ahead of people on the waiting list. Assistant Engineer Fletcher noted that revoking a 
monthly permit for the Lot #6 area wouldn’t be fair to the permit holders. 
 
Commissioner Bordman asked if monthly permit holders must prove they are employed in the 
proper area of the city to renew their permit. Assistant Engineer Fletcher explained the feeling 
of Parking Advisory Committee was that current permit holds should not be penalized. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Harris: 
To concur with the Advisory Parking Committee, and to direct staff to restrict all future Parking 
Lot 6 area monthly permit sales to employees working at businesses located north of the 
intersection of N. Old Woodward Ave. and Euclid Ave., and further, to allow current Lot 6 area 
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permit holders located south of Euclid Ave. to purchase a monthly permit in the parking 
structure of their choice. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 
06-177-17      ACCESSIBLE PARKING SPACES IN PARKING STRUCTURES 

RECOMMENDED MODIFICATIONS 
Assistant Engineer Fletcher reported: 

• In April staff received a comment that the accessible parking spaces in the Park St. 
Structure were often filled to capacity, leaving this frequent visitor with the 
assumption that there are not enough of them in the building. A survey was 
conducted during hours of peak demand, which confirmed that they are often at 
or close to capacity. The matter was introduced to the Advisory Parking Committee 
(APC) at their meeting of May 3, 2017. 

• It was noted that demand may have increased after the policy for accessible parking 
changed at the meters on the streets. After discussion, it was decided to survey 
demand of accessible parking spaces in all five structures.   

• At the meeting of June 7, 2017, it was noted that demand was strong at both the 
Park St. and Peabody St. Structures, while not so strong in the other three buildings. 
All five structures were studied to compare actual space count to that which is 
required under the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). The review determined 
that the parking structures compared to the ADA requirements as noted below: 

 
Parking Structure Compliance with ADA 

Pierce St. +4 
Park St. 0 

Peabody St. -2 
N. Old Woodward Ave. +6 

Chester St. +8 
 

The APC adopted a resolution recommending the following adjustments to the handicapped 
parking spaces at the following structures to better meet current requirements of the 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA): 

1. Remove 4 accessible parking spaces at the Pierce St. Structure, Levels 3 & 4, Brown 
St. elevator area. 

2. Add 2 accessible parking spaces at the Peabody St. Structure, Level 1, near the 
Brown St. elevator. 

3. Remove 6 accessible parking spaces in the N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure, Levels 2, 
3, and 4, adjacent to the elevators in both the southwest and southeast corners 
of the structure. 

4. Add 2 accessible parking spaces at the Park St. Structure, Level 1. 
 
Assistant Engineer Fletcher confirmed the surveys at the affected structures were conducted at 
various times on various days, and agreed with Mayor Nickita that periodic surveys should be 
conducted to monitor the situation. He confirmed for Commissioner Hoff the survey was done 
four months after the changes to on-street handicapped parking went into effect. 
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Commissioners commented that first floor parking should be reserved for transient parkers, not 
permit holders, suggested permit holders be encouraged to park on upper floors, and that 
regulations be enforcement. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Commissioner Bordman: 
To concur with the Advisory Parking Committee to make the following adjustments to the 
number of accessible parking spaces in parking structures, to better meet both the 
requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act as well as current demand trends, as noted:  

Pierce St. Structure – Remove 4 accessible spaces.  
Park St. Structure – Add 2 accessible spaces.  
Peabody St. Structure – Add 2 accessible spaces.  
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure – Remove 6 accessible spaces.  

 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 
06-178-17 QUARTON RD. PUMP STATION - TRANSFER TO OAKLAND CO. 

WATER RESOURCES COMMISSIONER’S OFFICE (OCWRC) 
Assistant Engineer Fletcher reported: 

•  In 1996, the Detroit Water & Sewer Dept. (DWSD) installed a 72 inch regional water 
main to strengthen their system in this area, which extended for several miles. 

• A section of the water main was installed on Quarton Rd., along Birmingham’s 
north boundary. The project included removal and relocation of an 8 inch sanitary 
sewer that was in the Quarton Rd. right-of-way, extending from Chesterfield Ave. to 
Lakeside Dr. The subject sanitary sewer served the homes located directly on 
Quarton Rd. from Pilgrim Ave. to Chesterfield Ave. 

• As a part of the reconstruction, DWSD installed a new 8 inch sanitary sewer along 
the south edge of the right-of-way, and the outlet to the Oakland Co. interceptor 
was changed to a point about 150 ft. east of Pilgrim Ave.  

•  After construction, the frequency with which sewer backups from the County 
interceptor pushed backward into the new 8 inch sanitary sewer increased and 
flooded a small number of Quarton Rd. basements located in the low area west of 
Pilgrim Ave. 

• In 1999, the City installed a new pump station in the Quarton Rd. right-of-way, 
about 150 ft. east of Pilgrim Ave., which contains a control box, a valve in a well, and 
a pump within a separate well. 

• During normal conditions, the sewer drains to the County interceptor as it was 
designed to do, with gravity flow. Flow sensors monitor the flow level in the 
adjacent County sewer. Once it senses that flow is starting to go in the wrong 
direction (under pressure), the controller closes the valve, and directs flow from 
the small sewer into the storage well with a pump, effectively closing off the small 
sewer from backflow being experienced by the County sewer. Once flow levels are 
back to normal in the County sewer, the sewage in the wet well chamber is pumped 
out and into the County sewer for disposal. 

• Since this problem was created by changes made by DWSD, and the flows 
causing backup conditions were coming from the adjacent OCWRC sewer, the City 
never felt that it should be financially responsible for the cost of this station. After 
attempts to get cost participation from these agencies failed, the City installed and 
has continued to cover the cost of maintaining and operating the station.  
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• The OCWRC has now acknowledged the capacity issues that the County interceptor 
has in this area, and has now offered to take over ownership and responsibility to 
operate this pump station. 

•  The County has offered to overhaul the entire facility, now over 20 years old, to 
help make certain that it operates trouble free for many years to come, and will tie 
the station into their County wide communications system, so that when the station 
is active, messages will be sent to their control room wirelessly. 

• In exchange for taking over the station, the OCWRC will also use the level 
monitoring system to help operate a new flow chamber to be constructed in the 
Woodward Ave. median north of Quarton Rd., as a part of their capacity improvement 
project. 

• The City will continue to own and operate the facility while the improvements are 
being made. If a failure occurs during the time the improvements are being 
made, the Contractor hired by the OCWRC to make these improvements has 
insurance to cover any costs or liabilities that may arise. Once the facility has been 
completed to the County’s satisfaction, they will ask the City to sign the Bill of 
Sale turning over ownership of the facility to the OCWRC. 

• This exchange is positive for the City. The OCWRC will become responsible for the 
future ownership and operations of the pump station, at no cost to the City. It will 
become a good location for the County to monitor the flows in its interceptor sewer. 
Plus, assuming the large sewer to be installed on Woodward Ave. to the east provides 
sufficient storage, the need for this station to operate during high flows should be 
substantially reduced. 

 
City Attorney Currier clarified this is a sale of personal property, not real estate. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Commissioner Hoff: 
To authorize the Mayor to sign the Memorandum of Understanding with the Oakland County 
Water Resources Commissioner pertaining to the Quarton Rd. Pump Station located at 1371 
Quarton Rd., authorizing the renovation of the facility to their standards, with the intention of 
the County taking ownership and responsibility for it upon completion, through a subsequent 
Bill of Sale. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 
06-179-17      ADAMS BRIDGE PAINTING PROJECT 
Director of Public Services Wood explained: 

The lower portion of Adams Bridge, underneath Adams Road and over the CN railroad is in 
need of primer and paint to cover graffiti that has been applied to the painted concrete 
surface.  

The graffiti is below grade, but is visible from an area along Shepardbush Street, where it 
runs alongside Adams Bridge. Complaints from the neighborhood have prompted the City to 
request quotes for painting over the graffiti.  

Currently, the Department of Public Services monitors and takes care of any graffiti above 
grade by painting over it to match the existing paint. Because the bridge underpass is on 
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the railroad tracks, this particular bridge location was not on the department’s routine 
graffiti patrol, but will be added. 

The specifications for this project include all prep work, pressure washing and priming 
of the concrete surface and then applying paint to cover the graffiti. The lowest qualified 
bidder, Cross Renovation, provided a proposal of Sherwin William products, specifically 
the "Loxon Concrete and Masonry Primer” as well as “A100” exterior paint. These 
products would not be applied until the entire surface is power washed to ensure proper 
adhesion. 

Because the work location is directly around and over the railroad, a Right of Entry Permit 
and a Flagman Permit is required through CN Railroad. The contractor is required to 
obtain the permits through the railroad.  

An anti-graffiti coating overtop of the paint is under consideration and would potentially 
add $15,000-$20,000 to the cost. 

 

Director of Public Services Wood explained the anti-graffiti coating does not provide an un-
paintable surface; the coating makes it easier to remove graffiti. In general the Commission was 
opposed to the additional cost of the anti-graffiti coating because it would not prohibit new 
graffiti from being re-painted. There was some suggestions that the coating be tried in a smaller 
area in the future. 
 
Commissioners Boutros and Sherman suggested wireless cameras be installed for surveillance. 
City Manager Valentine agreed surveillance options would be investigated and that regular 
inspections will take place. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Hoff, seconded by Commissioner Bordman: 
To approve the award of the Adams Bridge Painting Project to Cross Renovation, Inc. in an 
amount not to exceed $18,777.00. Funds are available from the Parks – Other Contractual 
Services account #101-751.000-811.0000 for these services. Further, to authorize the Mayor 
and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City upon receipt of required insurances. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 
06-180-17 WATER/SEWER RATE CHANGES FOR 2017-2018 
Finance Director Gerber reported: 

• Water rates are recommended to increase $.26 from $4.36 to $4.62, or 6.0%. This is 
the same rate as was proposed at the budget hearing on April 22nd. The increase 
would raise the annual cost to the average homeowner using 90 units of water by 
$23.40. The increase is the result of an increase in the cost of water, contractual 
services and equipment rental along with a decrease in other operating revenues. 

 
• Sewer rates are recommended to increase $.64 from $6.74 to $7.38, or 9.5%. The 

increase would raise the annual cost to the average homeowner using 90 units of 
water by $57.60. This rate is $.27 higher than the rate proposed at the budget 
hearing on April 22nd. The rate proposed at the budget hearing was based on 
sanitary sewer costs increasing by 4%. As a result of a reallocation of sewer costs 
by the Great Lakes Water Authority (GLWA) based on a strength of flow study, the 
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average increase for sanitary sewer disposal will be 10% for our two sewage disposal 
districts. Approximately two-thirds of the recommended increase of $.64 is the result 
of an increase in sanitary sewage disposal costs. The remaining amount of the 
recommended increase is the result of an increase in contractual services and 
depreciation. 

• Storm water rates are recommended to increase $1 from $183 to $184 per ESWU for 
Evergreen-Farmington Sewage Disposal District and $2 from $238 to $240 per 
ESWU for Southeast Oakland Sewage Disposal District. Both of these rate increases 
are less than what was proposed at the budget hearing on April 22nd as a result of 
the reallocation of sewer costs by GLWA based on the strength of flow study. 

• The charges for Industrial Surcharge and Industrial Waste Control Charge are 
determined by Great Lakes Water Authority (GLWA). These charges are collected by 
the City and remitted to GLWA. The City does not keep any of the money it 
collects for these fees. The Industrial Waste Control Charge is scheduled to 
increase approximately .5%. Currently, there is one Birmingham customer charged 
an Industrial Surcharge. 

• The new rates will take affect for all billings where the read date is on or after July 1, 
2017. 

• In addition to the change in rates listed above, the Sewage Disposal Fund budget for 
2017- 2018 will need to be amended to reflect the change in the sewer and storm water 
rates. 

 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Boutros, seconded by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To amend the Schedule of Fees, Charges, Bonds and Insurance, Water and Sewer Service 
Sections, for changes in water, sewer, storm water, industrial surcharge, and industrial waste 
control charge rates effective for bills with read dates on or after July 1, 2017; and further to 
approve the appropriations and amendments to the 2017-2018 Sewage Disposal Fund budget 
as follows: 
 Sewage Disposal Fund  
 Revenues:  
  Charges for Services       $184,000  
 Total Revenues        $184,000  
 Expenses:  
  Other Charges       $184,000  
 Total Expenses        $184,000 
 
 
06-181-17      RESOLUTION TO MEET IN CLOSED SESSION TO DISCUSS 

ATTORNEY/CLIENT PRIVILEGED 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.) 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Sherman, seconded by Commissioner Hoff: 
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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ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas,  Commissioner Bordman 
     Commissioner Boutros 
     Commissioner DeWeese 

Mayor Pro Tem Harris 
Commissioner Hoff 
Mayor Nickita 
Commissioner Sherman 

   Nays,   None 
Absent, None 

 
Mayor Nickita announced no action would be taken following the closed session. 
 

VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 
06-182-17 ITEM N. ICE ARENA REPAIRS 
Mayor Pro Tem Harris: 

• Supported the suggested resolution to purchase Rink Seal Pro Cooling Solution as a 
temporary fix. 

• Expressed concern that there is no guarantee this is a permanent solution, and 
explained the financial burden on families when Berkley’s rink suffered irreparable 
infrastructure problems and was no longer operable. 

• Stated that a long-term plan should be in place for replacement of the 45-year-old rink, 
perhaps as part of the master plan. 

• Wanted to make sure the City adequately plans for, and anticipates, shortcomings in a 
45-year-old structure. 

 
Department of Public Services Director Wood explained: 

• Rink Seal Pro Cooling Solution comes with a 12-month warranty and money-back 
guarantee with the first infusion of the product. 

• Success rates at a variety of arenas have been high. 
• For the leaks that currently exist, and we don’t know if it is one or several, this will be a 

permanent solution. 
• There is no guarantee after the 12 months that a new leak or leaks won’t occur. 
• Annual preventative maintenance is suggested. 
• A long-term plan is underway.  

 
City Manager Valentine explained that, just like the ice rink roof replacement, a capital projects 
initiative would plan for replacement of the rink in time. 
 
Director of Public Services Wood stated: 
The City has experts in place, including Delta Temp for maintenance and service, and that is the 
same company which maintained Joe Louis Arena. 
The department is consulting with specialists, and are confident with the Rink Seal Pro Cooling 
Solution from Rink Seal the City is going to be ahead of the game.  
 
Director of Public Services Wood confirmed for Mayor Pro Tem Harris that if Rink Seal uncovers 
an issue, whether separate from the current problem or not, they will report to the City in 
enough time to be addressed. 
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Commissioner Hoff questioned the difference in the initial estimated cost of $18,600 and the 
quoted price of $12,150. Director of Public Services Wood explained that subsequent to the 
initial estimate Rink Seal was able to gather in-depth data on the capacity, size, length of 
piping, and glycol held in the system. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Harris, seconded by Commissioner Bordman: 
To approve the purchase of the Rink Seal Pro Cooling Solution from Rink Seal Pro in an amount 
not to exceed $12,150.00. Funds are available from the General Fund – Ice Arena account 
#101-752.000-930.0300. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
  
06-183-17 ITEM T. SET PUBLIC HEARING FOR GLAZING STANDARDS 
Mayor Nickita asked how tinting of windows will be legally defined. 
  
City Planner Ecker reported the proposal will include definitions based on objective industry 
standards.  
 
MOTION: Motion by Mayor Nickita, seconded by Commissioner Boutros: 
To set Monday, July 24, 2017 at 7:30 p.m. for a public hearing to consider ordinance 
amendments for glazing standards.  
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7 
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 0 
 

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
None. 
 

IX. OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA 
None. 
 

X. REPORTS 
06-184-17 COMMISSIONER REPORTS 
The Commission will appoint members to the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority, Design 
Review Board, Historic District Commission, Housing Board of Appeals and the Triangle District 
Corridor Improvement Authority on August 14, 2017. 
 
06-185-17 COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 
Mayor Nickita pointed out the need for regulations to prevent encroachment into the public 
right-of-way from building elements. 
 
Mayor Nickita commended the ground-level headquarters of Lady Jane Haircuts as a good 
example of activating the edge of an office on the ground floor in accordance with the 2016 
Plan. 
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Commissioner Bordman discussed the need for a policy to guide the Commission in choosing 
and evaluating non-profit organizations with which to enter into service agreements. Citing 
Article 9 of the Constitution, she suggested a policy for evaluating “the fair exchange of value” 
to be sure the City is paying the proper amount for what residents actually receive. 
 
Commissioner Sherman addressed Commissioner Bordman’s comments: 
The Commission used to make charitable contributions to organizations, but stopped and 
instead enter into service agreements to provide services the City should be providing to 
residents. 
Comparisons should be made with the cost of providing the same service in-house. 
Through the service contracts the City is hiring agencies to provide a service, and the 
organizations are detailing the costs for providing the services. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Harris underscored Commissioner Sherman’s point by describing the service 
contracts as having an insurance policy in place to give the City the ability to supply the services 
it should be providing. 
 
Mayor Nickita asked City Manager Valentine for a discussion as to what information the 
Commission wants from the service agencies. 
 
06-186-17 CITY STAFF REPORTS 
The Commission received the Quarton Lake regarding lily pad treatment, submitted by 
Department of Public Services Director Wood.  
 
The Commission received the MDOT Construction Update for Woodward Avenue, Quarton Road 
to 14 Mile Road, submitted by City Engineer O’Meara. 
 
The Commission received the Oak Street Sanitary Sewer, West of Chesterfield Ave. report, 
submitted by City Engineer O’Meara.  
 

XII ADJOURN 
Mayor Nickita adjourned the meeting into closed session at 10:45 p.m. and reconvened the 
regular meeting at 11:22 p.m. 
 
The regular meeting was adjourned at 11:22 p.m. 
 
 
 
_____________________________ 
J. Cherilynn Brown 
City Clerk 
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ATTACHMENT A 
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 

PROCLAMATION 

WHEREAS, The Scriptor is the official student-run newsmagazine of Wylie E. Groves High 
School; and 

WHEREAS, The Scriptor was the winner of the 2016 American Scholastic Press  Association 
(ASPA) First Place with Special Merit Award, Best Overall High School  Magazine Award, First 
Place for Investigative Feature, and 21 Michigan Interscholastic Press Association  (MIPA); 
and 

WHEREAS, For the second year in a row in 2017, the American Scholastic Press Association 
(ASPA) awarded The Scriptor three first place awards  in  their  national  competition:  
National First Place for Newsmagazine, National First Place for Investigative Reporting, and a 
National First Place for Sports Photography; and 

WHEREAS, Each year, ASPA's panel of journalists and editors rank student newsmagazines 
from colleges and high schools from across the country based on the following criteria: 
coverage, ethics, research and writing, page design, general plan, art/photography, business 
acumen, creativity, editing, and community leadership, and The Scriptor scored in the 
highest to earn the  first place awards; and 

WHEREAS, In this year's congratulations letter, the ASPA judges wrote, "The Scriptor  is an 
excellent publication, which deserves first place ...Your magazine shows the superior efforts 
of talented and creative writers, artist, photographers , layout/graphic  designers, staff 
members and adviser."; and 

WHEREAS, Two students on staff earned First Place in the state for Division 2, and 11 total 
students earned an individual statewide award; and 

THEREFORE, With sincere appreciation, I wish to recognize and congratulate the following 
students for their awards: Alex Johnson, Charlotte Beggs, Robbie Juriga, Allison Miller, 
Annalese Lohr, Katie Westerlund, Jaxon Bumbaugh , Anja Rouaud, Christian Zeitvogel, Justin 
Sherman, Josh Klein, 

BE IT RESOLVED that I, Mark Nickita, Mayor for the City of Birmingham, wish to 
extend my sincere congratulations on behalf of myself, the City Commission, and an 
appreciative community to the students, staff and adviser of The Scriptor , in 
recognition of your excellence in Journalism and service to the community and the City. 
We wish you all the best in your future endeavors. 

On behalf of the City Commission and the residents of Birmingham this 26th day of June, 
2017. 

 Mark Nickita, Mayor 
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ATTACHMENT B 
RESOLUTION APPROVING VERIZON ACCESS TRANSMISSION 

SERVICES RIG HT-OF-WAY M ETRO ACT SAFE HARBOR 
APPLICATION AND SAFE HARBOR BI-LATERAL PERMIT 

 
Moved by: Commissioner Sherman, seconded by Commissioner DeWeese: 
 
WHEREAS, the City received a permit application and permit from MCimetro Access 
Transmission Services Corp. d/b/a Verizon Access Transmission Services with documentation 
attached on June 5, 2017; and, 
 
WH EREAS, the METRO Safe Harbor Application complies with the mandates of statute; and 
 
WH EREAS, the Safe Harbor Bi-lateral Permit complies with the requirements of statute. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the Verizon Access Transmission Services Right-of-
Way METRO Safe Harbor Application and Safe Harbor Bi-lateral Permit are hereby 
approved. 
 
 Passed, adopted and approved this 26th day of June, 2017. 
 

AYES: Mayor Nickita, Mayor Pro Tem Harris, Commissioner Bordman, Commissioner 
Boutros, Commissioner DeWeese, Commissioner Hoff, and Commissioner 
Sherman 

NAYS: none 
 
 
PRESENT: Mayor Nickita, Mayor Pro Tem Harris, Commissioner Bordman, Commissioner 

Boutros, Commissioner DeWeese, Commissioner Hoff, and Commissioner 
Sherman 

ABSENT: none 
 
 

CERTIFICATION 
I, J. Cherilynn Brown, being the duly appointed and qualified Clerk of the City of 

Birmingham, Oakland County, Michigan, do hereby certify and declare that the foregoing is 
a true and correct copy of Resolution, the original of which is on file in my office, adopted 
by the City of Birmingham Commission at a regular meeting held on June 26, 2017. 

 
 
 

 
J. Cherilynn Brown, City Clerk 
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ATTACHMENT C 
EMAGINE PALLADIUM AND FOUR STORY BURGER 250 N. OLD WOODWARD 

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT AMENDMENT 2017 
 
WHEREAS, Emagine Palladium and Four Story Burger filed an application pursuant to Article 
7, section 7.34 of Chapter 126, Zoning, of the City Code to change the name of the existing 
theatre and restaurant from Emagine Palladium and Ironwood Grill to Emagine Palladium and 
Four Story Burger; 
 
WHEREAS,  The land for which the Special Land Use Permit is sought is located on the north 
side of Hamilton and the east side of N. Old Woodward; 
 
WHEREAS,  The land is zoned B4, Business Residential, which permits establishments 
serving alcoholic liquors with a Special Land Use Permit; 
 
WHEREAS, Article 7, section 7.34 of Chapter 126, Zoning requires a Special Land Use 
Permit to be considered and acted upon by the Birmingham City Commission, after receiving 
recommendations on the site plan and design from the Planning Board for the proposed Special 
Land Use; 
 
WHEREAS, The Planning Board on March 22, 2017 reviewed the application for Final Site Plan 
Review and a Special Land Use Permit Amendment and recommended approval with the 
following condition: 
 

1. The applicant will be required to execute an amended contract with the City 
outlining the details of the proposed theatre and restaurant operations that 
must be fully executed upon approval of the SLUP Amendment. 
 

WHEREAS, The applicant has committed to comply with all conditions for approval as 
recommended by the Planning Board on March 22, 2017; 
 
WHEREAS, The Birmingham City Commission has reviewed the Emagine Palladium and Four 
Story Burger 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 Emagine 
Palladium and Four Story Burger’s application for a Special Land Use Permit authorizing the 
operation of a restaurant serving alcoholic liquors at 250 N. Old Woodward in accordance with 
Chapter 10, Alcoholic Liquors, is hereby approved; 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Commission determines that to assure continued 
compliance with Code standards and to protect public health, safety, and welfare, this Special 
Land Use Permit Amendment is granted subject to the following conditions: 
 

1. Emagine Palladium and Four Story Burger shall abide by all provisions of the 
Birmingham City Code; 

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

3. The hours of operation for open air shall cease at 12:00am; 
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4. The use of eisenglass and other enclosure materials on any outdoor dining area 
shall require approval by the City Commission through a Special Land Use Permit 
Amendment; 

5. Outdoor dining is seasonally permitted from April 1st through November 15th only, 
with an Outdoor Dining Permit. The use of an enclosure system(s) does not 
allow the outdoor dining season to be extended. 

6. Emagine Palladium and Four Story Burger 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; 

7. Emagine Palladium and Four Story Burger shall enter into a contract with the City 
outlining the details of the proposed operation; 

8. Emagine Palladium and Four Story Burger shall not increase the number of interior 
or exterior seats at any time without approval by the City Commission through a 
Special Land Use Permit Amendment; 

9. Emagine Palladium and Four Story Burger shall have a duty of continuing 
compliance with regards to off-street parking as required in the Zoning Ordinance; 

10. Emagine Palladium and Four Story Burger agrees to resolve any future parking 
issues that  may arise,  including but  not limited  to parking overflow and 
encroachment into residential areas or public parking facilities, to the satisfaction of 
the City or the Special Land Use Permit by be cancelled by the City Commission; and 

11. Emagine Palladium and Four Story Burger is required to have any modifications to 
the site plan, floor plan or operation of the bistro approved through a Special 
Land Use Permit Amendment as required in the Zoning Ordinance. 

 
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, Emagine Palladium and Four 
Story Burger 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 Emagine Palladium and Four Story Burger to comply with all 
the ordinances of the city may result in the Commission revoking this Special Land Use Permit. 
 
 
I, J .  Cherilynn Brown, City Clerk of the City of Birmingham, Michigan, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the resolution adopted by the Birmingham City 
Commission at its regular meeting held on June 26, 2017. 

 
 
 

 

J. Cherilynn Brown, City Clerk 

  



26  June 26, 2017 

 

ATTACHMENT D 
RESOLUTION TO CONFIRM SPECIAL ASSESSMENT ROLL NO. 878, 

TO DEFRAY THE COST OF INSTALLING NEW WATER LATERALS ON OAK AVENUE: 
 
WHEREAS, Special Assessment Roll, designated Roll No. 878, 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 06-155-17 provided it would meet this 12th day of June 2017 for 
the sole purpose of reviewing the assessment roll, and 
 
WHEREAS, at said hearing held this June 12, 2017, 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. 878 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 five and a quarter percent  (5.25%) on all unpaid installments. 
 
 
 
I, J .  Cherilynn Brown, City Clerk of the City of Birmingham, Michigan, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the resolution adopted by the Birmingham City 
Commission at its regular meeting held on June 26, 2017. 

 
 
 

 

J. Cherilynn Brown, City Clerk 

 



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

06/28/2017

07/10/2017

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*251125

300.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*251126

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*251127

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*251128

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*251129

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*251130

1,308.006TH CIRCUIT COURT000146*251131

234.557UP DETROIT006965*251132

2,472.50ABEL ELECTRONICS INC002284251133

425.00GRANT ANKNEY007510*251135

794.95APOLLO FIRE EQUIPMENT000282251136

200.00ARANEAE INCMISC251137

160.20ASB DISTRIBUTORS007479251138

66.55AT&T006759*251139

123.20AT&T006759*251140

75.24AT&T006759*251141

900.00BABI CONSTRUCTION INCMISC251143

425.00TREVOR BAKER008009*251144

425.00MATTHEW J. BARTALINO003839*251145

134.09BATTERIES PLUS003012251146

200.00BCM HOME IMPROVEMENTMISC251147

1,795.23BELL EQUIPMENT COMPANY000518251148

62.04BEVERLY HILLS ACE007345251149

733.45CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*251150

34.47JACQUELYN BRITO006953*251151

425.36CADILLAC ASPHALT, LLC003907251153

5,707.63CARDNO, INC.007933251154

1,720.66CARLETON EQUIPMENT008488251155

425.00CHRISTOPHER CATON000598*251156

300.00CHIARA, BRIANMISC251157

161.68CINTAS CORPORATION000605251158

1,787.10CITY OF TROY001054251159

312.84COMCAST007625*251160

7,150.00COMPU-TECTURE, INC008123251161

1,914.53CONSUMERS ENERGY000627*251162

425.00MARSHALL CRAWFORD007638*251163

425.00MARK DELAUDER003204*251164

278.67DELTA TEMP INC000956251165

425.00CHRISTOPHER DEMAN006999*251166

2,000.00DENNIS EDWARD EVANSMISC251167

76.29DOUGLASS SAFETY SYSTEMS LLC001035251168

2,032.81EQUATURE000995251171

104.00ERADICO PEST SERVICES008308251172
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Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

06/28/2017

07/10/2017

31.30 FEDEX000936251173

98.18 FERGUSON ENTERPRISES, INC.007136251174

381.75 FIRE SYSTEMS OF MICHIGAN INC001230*251175

4,341.73 FLEIS AND VANDENBRINK ENG. INC007314251176

1,255.92 FOSTER BLUE WATER OIL007212251177

100.00 FOUNDATION SYSTEMS OF MICHIGAN INC.MISC251178

425.00 BRIAN FREELS007289*251179

1,807.27 GORDON FOOD004604251181

425.00 JASON GRANROTH008105*251182

425.00 DAVID GREENWOOD000247*251183

1,000.00 HART PAVEMENT STRIPING CORP003938251184

12,500.00 HOMEFIELD TURF AND ATHLETIC INC.007375251186

2,582.56 HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK INC000331251187

425.00 THOMAS I. HUGHES003824*251188

3,197.17 INTERNATIONAL CODE COUNCIL, INC008441251189

146.90 INTERSTATE BATTERY SYSTEM000342251190

4,013.33 J.B. CONTRACTORS INC.007973*251191

11,540.85 J.H. HART URBAN FORESTRY000261*251192

386.25 JAX KAR WASH002576*251193

69.42 JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458251194

425.00 CHRISTOPHER JUDKINS007244*251195

125.00 KEENER INVESTMENT ENTERPRISESMISC251196

420.00 KGM DISTRIBUTORS INC004088251197

240.23 KNAPHEIDE TRUCK EQUIPMENT000353251198

425.00 ADAM KNOWLES007511*251199

63.49 KROGER COMPANY000362*251200

290.00 L3 TECHNOLOGIES, INC.005327*251201

226.20 LEXISNEXIS RISK DATA MANAGEMENT INC006817*251202

100.00 MARTINO ENTERPRISES INCMISC251203

425.00 JIM MCCULLOCH000337*251204

37,301.25 MCKENNA ASSOCIATES INC000888251205

367.18 MICHIGAN CAT001660251206

233,393.00 MICHIGAN MUNICIPAL LEAGUE001387*251207

65.00 MICHIGAN.COM #1008007659*251208

425.00 MARK MISCHLE007306*251209

3,879.00 MMRMA008490251210

1,334.31 MOBILE HEALTH RESOURCES007163251211

100.00 MULLIGAN CONSTRUCTIONMISC251212

350.00 MUNICIPAL CODE CORP.001089251213

52.77 NANCY E. LAWSONMISC*251214

200.00 NIGHTINGALE CONSTRUCTION & REMO INCMISC251215

17.75 NORTH END ELECTRIC003075251216

129.00 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY006359251217



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

06/28/2017

07/10/2017

20.00 OAKLAND CO CLERKS ASSOC001686*251218

142.00 OAKLAND COUNTY007502*251219

847.08 OBSERVER & ECCENTRIC003461*251220

340.50 OFFICE DEPOT INC000481*251221

210.00 OSCAR W. LARSON CO.002767251222

9,832.54 P.K. CONTRACTING INC001325251223

425.00 DAVID PAPANDREA003963*251224

300.00 PAUL JACQUESMISC251225

95.40 CASEY PEDERSEN007633*251226

389.76 PEPSI COLA001753*251227

465.00 PHYSIO-CONTROL CORP.001277251228

15,973.00 PIFER GOLF CARS INC001341*251229

195.00 PITNEY BOWES INC002518251230

1,958.11 POSTMASTER000801*251231

100.00 PRECISION CONTRACTINGMISC251232

25,165.00 PROGRESSIVE IRRIGATION, INC006697*251233

2,550.00 PROGRESSIVE IRRIGATION, INC006697*251234

98.04 R & R PRODUCTS INC002393251235

8,000.00 RESERVE ACCOUNT005344*251236

131.60 REYNOLDS WATER002566251237

1,136.44 RKA PETROLEUM003554*251238

2,210.00 RNA FACILITIES MANAGEMENT006497251239

100.00 ROBYN MUELLERMISC251240

200.00 ROYAL OAK & BIRMINGHAMMISC251241

425.00 JEFFREY SCAIFE007897*251242

425.00 JEFFREY SCHEMANSKY007898*251243

474.14 SITEONE LANDSCAPE SUPPLY, INC008073*251244

425.00 MICHAEL SLACK006591*251245

425.00 NICHOLAS SLANDA007899*251246

425.00 ALAN SOAVE003466*251247

60,240.00 SOCRRA000254*251248

425.00 NICK SOPER007245*251249

113.04 SPARTAN DISTRIBUTORS INC000260251250

249.24 SPEEDWAY LLC001369251251

695.00 STATE OF MICHIGAN006783251252

425.00 TOM STILES008194*251253

200.00 STUART JEFFARESMISC251254

13.09 SUBURBAN CHRYSLER DODGE JEEP - TROY006376251255

813.65 SUREFIRE LLC007441251256

239.00 SYDNEY SOLUTIONS007503251257

48.97 TERMINAL SUPPLY CO.000273251258

40.71 TIME EMERGENCY EQUIPMENT000941251259

100.00 TITTLE BROTHERS CONSTRUCTION LLCMISC251260



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

06/28/2017

07/10/2017

200.00 TODDS SERVICES INCMISC251261

141.20 U.S. KIDS GOLF007295251262

103.89 JOE VALENTINE001410*251263

84.70 VALLEY CITY LINEN007226251264

137.77 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*251265

361.71 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*251266

425.00 PAUL WELLS000301*251267

425.00 RYAN WISEMAN007900*251268

430.00 WM. CROOK FIRE PROTECTION CO.002088251269

*-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

$617,375.12Grand Total:

Sub Total ACH:

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

Sub Total Checks: $501,943.43

$115,431.69



Page 1

7/10/2017

Vendor Name
Transfer 

 Date
Transfer
 Amount

Automated Benefit Services, Inc. 6/26/2017 111,828.38
Cutwater Asset Management-March ** 3,603.31

TOTAL 115,431.69

                              City of Birmingham
ACH Warrant List Dated 6/28/2017

**Awaiting approval from Commission. 
Cutwater Asset Management provides advisory and reporting services for the City's 
general investments.  It was acquired by Bank of New York Mellon, N.A. in January 
2015.  As a result of the acquisition, they no longer accept checks as payment for 
services.  Once the Commission approves this warrant list, the City will electronically 
transmit payment.  These invoices will  appear once a month on the ACH Warrant 
List. 



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

07/05/2017

07/10/2017

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*251270

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*251271

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*251272

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*251273

4,680.39ABEL ELECTRONICS INC002284*251274

408.08ACOM SOLUTIONS, INC.002909251275

154.00ADVANCED LANDSCAPE & BUILDERS007332251276

1,228.83ADVANCED MARKETING PARTNERS INC005686251277

165.00AERO FILTER INC000394251278

495.00APOLLO FIRE EQUIPMENT000282251279

130.00ART/DESIGN GROUP LTD001357*251280

948.00ARTECH PRINTING INC000500251281

126.86AT&T006759*251282

134.85AT&T006759*251283

202.20AT&T006759*251284

89.00AT&T007216*251285

169,298.22AXIOM CONSTRUCTION SVCS GROUP LLC008422*251286

14.95BATTERIES PLUS003012251287

455.73BERMUDA SANDS008036251288

140.00BIG BEAVER PLUMBING, HEATING INC.000522251289

444.60BIRDIE IMAGING SUPPLIES, INC008503251290

39.96BIRMINGHAM OIL CHANGE CENTER, LLC007624251291

189.37CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*251292

461.25CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*251293

468.00CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*251294

367.86BRIDGESTONE GOLF, INC006966*251295

56.00BSN SPORTS007365251296

110.22CHRIS BUSEN001664*251297

4,970.59CANFIELD EQUIPMENT SERVICE INC.007875251298

8,218.19CDW GOVERNMENT INC000444*251299

936.62CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF BLOOMFIELD008306251300

238.57CINTAS CORP007710251301

46.50CINTAS CORPORATION000605251302

78.00COFFEE BREAK SERVICE, INC.004188251303

249.64COMCAST007625*251304

644.60COMCAST BUSINESS007774*251305

35.00J. M. CONNAUGHTON000626*251306

294.42CONTRACTORS CLOTHING CO002668251307

672.00CROSWELL GREENHOUSE003802251308

892.75DELTA TEMP INC000956251309

2,713.00DETROIT NEWSPAPER PARTNERSHIP005115251310

1,735.20DOUGLASS SAFETY SYSTEMS LLC001035251311

20,000.05DTE ENERGY000179*251312

4D



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

07/05/2017

07/10/2017

456,704.80 DUNCAN PARKING TECH INC001077251313

60.00 EL CENTRAL HISPANIC NEWS007399251314

2,021.32 ELECTIONSOURCE008504251315

50.00 ELITE TRAUMA CLEAN-UP INC.007684251316

27.00 ERADICO PEST SERVICES008308251317

615.51 EZELL SUPPLY CORPORATION000207251318

329.25 FIRE SYSTEMS OF MICHIGAN INC001230251319

20.00 FRANK'S SHOE SERVICE008498251320

50.00 GARY KNUREK INC007172251322

1,080.41 GORDON FOOD004604251323

190.00 GOVERNMENT FINANCE OFFICERS004878251324

2,702.00 GUNNERS METER & PARTS INC001531251325

3,615.94 HALT FIRE INC001447251326

111.50 HAYES GRINDING001672251327

3,280.77 HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES001956*251328

16,016.16 HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK INC000331251329

1,315.00 HYDROCORP000948251330

91.92 IDEAS FOR YOU006403251331

14.96 J & B MEDICAL SUPPLY002407251332

43,865.59 J.H. HART URBAN FORESTRY000261251333

292.20 JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458251334

136.00 KGM DISTRIBUTORS INC004088251335

35,297.22 KONE INC004085*251336

876.00 LEE & ASSOCIATES CO., INC.005550251337

102,693.10 LUIGI FERDINANDI & SON INC007521251339

1,900.00 MAGIC BUS008467*251340

1,881.60 MICHIGAN POLICE EQUIP.003099251341

477.29 MIDWEST ARBORIST SUPPLIES007214251342

698.00 MONSTER WORLDWIDE INC007773251343

14,524.00 NOWAK & FRAUS ENGINEERS001864251344

77.50 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY006359251345

301.80 OAKLAND COUNTY000477*251346

813.75 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS004370251347

209.30 PENCHURA, LLC006027251348

473.04 PEPSI COLA001753*251349

3,475.00 PROGRESSIVE IRRIGATION, INC006697251350

29.85 RAIN MASTER CONTROL SYSTEMS008342*251351

94.08 RESIDEX LLC000286251352

9,162.40 RKA PETROLEUM003554*251353

1,661.11 ROAD COMM FOR OAKLAND CO000478251354

3,217.96 SAND SALES COMPANY LLC007817251355

1,600.00 SEAWAY PAINTING, LLC002051251356

3,530.00 SP+ CORPORATION007907251357



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

07/05/2017

07/10/2017

264.00 SPARTAN DISTRIBUTORS INC000260251358

29.28 SUPERFLEET MASTERCARD PROGRAM008507*251359

2,918.73 SUPERIOR MANUFACTURING008381251360

650.00 TOPPERMOST BEATLE TRIBUTE006412*251361

714.83 TOTAL ARMORED CAR SERVICE, INC.002037251362

750.00 TRI-COUNTY POWER RODDING, INC004320*251363

289.61 ULINE005806251364

42.35 VALLEY CITY LINEN007226251365

825.80 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*251366

50.42 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*251367

580.00 VIGILANTE SECURITY INC000969251368

34.90 VILLAGE CONEY004334251369

3,334.57 VIP TRUCK CENTER LLC000279251370

800.00 GIA WARNER008466*251371

500.00 WEEKEND COME BACK008465*251372

821.50 WOLVERINE CONTRACTORS INC000306251373

350.00 YOURMEMBERSHIP.COM, INC008505251374

*-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

$994,286.29Grand Total:

Sub Total ACH:

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

Sub Total Checks: $951,472.82

$42,813.47



Page 1

7/10/2017

Vendor Name
Transfer 

 Date
Transfer
 Amount

Automated Benefit Services, Inc. 6/29/2017 42,813.47
TOTAL 42,813.47

                              City of Birmingham
6/21/2017
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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 

DATE: June 14, 2017 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: J. Cherilynn Brown, City Clerk 

SUBJECT: Special Event Request 
Veteran’s Day Wreath Laying 

Attached is a special event application submitted by the Piety Hill Chapter, National Society 
Daughters of the American Revolution requesting permission to hold the Veteran’s Day Wreath 
Laying Ceremony on Saturday, November 11, 2017 at 11:00 AM in Shain Park. 

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

The following November events are anticipated to be held in November and do not pose a 
conflict with the proposed event. 

Event Name Date Location 
Tree Lighting Nov 22 Shain Park 
Nativity Display Application not yet 

submitted 
Shain Park 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve a request from the Piety Hill Chapter, National Society Daughters of the American 
Revolution to hold the Veteran’s Day Wreath Laying Ceremony on November 11, 2017 at 
11:00 AM, pursuant to any minor modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative 
staff at the time of the event. 
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Piety Hill Chapter 
The National Society Daughters of the American Revolution 

PO Box 285   Birmingham, MI 48012-0285 
 

SPECIAL EVENT REQUEST NOTIFICATION LETTER 
 
DATE:   June 12, 2017 
TO: Residential Property or Business Owner 

Address 
 

The Birmingham City Code requires that we receive approval from the Birmingham City 
Commission to hold the following special event.  The code further requires that we notify any 
property owners or business owners that may be affected by the special event of the date and 
time that the City commission will consider our request so that an opportunity exists for 
comments prior to this approval. 
 
EVENT INFORMATION 
NAME OF EVENT: Veterans Day Wreath Laying  
 
LOCATION: Shain Park  

DATE(S) OF EVENT November 11, 2017     HOURS OF EVENT  11:00 am – 12:00 Noon 

 
BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EVENT/ACTIVITY: Veterans Day Ceremony with wreath laying by Piety 

Hill Chapter NSDAR (National Society Daughters of the American Revolution), bagpipes and 

bugle.   

DATE(S) OF SET-UP Nov 11, 2017               HOURS OF SET-UP 10:00 – 11:00 am 

DATE(S) OF TEAR-DOWN Nov 11, 2017       HOURS OF TEAR-DOWN 12:00 – 1:00 pm 

 
DATE OF CITY COMMISSION MEETING: July 10, 2017 

 
The City commission meets in room 205 of the Municipal Building at 151 Martin at 7:30PM.  A 
complete copy of the application to hold this special event is available for your 
review at the City Clerk’s Office (248/530-1880).  Log on to www.bhamgov.org/events 
for a complete list of special events. 
 
EVENT ORGANIZER: Holly Heiss   
ADDRESS:  1235 Yorkshire Rd., Birmingham, MI 
PHONE:    248-840-0762 
 
 
FOR QUESTIONS ON DAY OF EVENT, CONTACT:  Holly Heiss 248-840-0762  
__________________________________________________________________  
                           

A map showing street closures must be attached.  (N/A) 

http://www.bhamgov.org/events


  
 
 
 
 
NOTE TO STAFF:  Please submit approval by JUNE 8, 2017  DATE OF EVENT:  NOVEMBER 11, 2017 
  

DEPARTMENT APPROVED COMMENTS 

PERMITS 
REQUIRED 

(Must be obtained directly 
from individual 
departments) 

ESTIMATED 
COSTS 

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

not be issued if 
unpaid.) 

ACTUAL 
COSTS 

(Event will be 
invoiced by the 
Clerk’s office 

after the event) 

 
PLANNING 

101-000.000-634.0005 
248.530.1855 

 

SC No comments.  $0   

BUILDING 
101-000.000.634.0005 

248.530.1850 
SW  none           $0  

FIRE 
101-000.000-634.0004 

248.530.1900 
JMC   $0  

POLICE 
101-000.000.634.0003 

248.530.1870 
SG   $0  

PUBLIC SERVICES 
101-000.000-634.0002 

248.530.1642 

Carrie Laird 
6/2/2017 

1-Portable Audio System 
1-Podium  
25-folding chairs (chairs placed in Shain 
Park) 
Chairs and all flags placed around site. 
Large flag pole available to post colors 
with flags. 

 $0  

ENGINEERING 
101-000.000.634.0002 

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

DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
 

                  EVENT NAME VETERANS WREATH LAYING CEREMONY 
  
LICENSE NUMBER #17-00011006  COMMISSION HEARING DATE: JUNE 26, 2017 



SP+ PARKING A.F. SP+ has been notified via email – 
6/13/17 None $0 $0 

INSURANCE 
248.530.1807 

CA City waives insurance requirements  $0 $0 

CLERK 
101-000.000-614.0000 

248.530.1803 
CA 

Notification letters mailed by applicant 
on 6/23/17. Notification addresses on file 
in the Clerk’s Office.  Evidence of 
required insurance must be on file with 
the Clerk’s Office no later than (city 
event). 

Applications for 
vendors license must 
be submitted no later 
than N/A. 

$165 (waived) 
 

 
 
 

    

TOTAL 
DEPOSIT 

REQUIRED 
 

$0 

ACTUAL 
COST 

 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Rev. 6/14/17 
h:\shared\special events\- general information\approval page.doc 

FOR CLERK’S OFFICE USE 
 
Deposit paid ___________ 
 
Actual Cost     
 
Due/Refund    
 



 

DATE: July 3, 2017 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Joellen Haines, Assistant to the City Manager 

SUBJECT: Michigan Municipal League Board of Trustees 

The City of Birmingham is a member of the Michigan Municipal Workers’ Compensation Fund. 
The Michigan Municipal League is the state’s leading provider of municipal workers’ 
compensation and risk management services. 

The Michigan Municipal League is holding an election for the Workers’ Compensation Fund 
Board of Trustees. Five of the Board’s incumbent trustees have agreed to seek re-election for an 
additional four years. A brief biographical sketch of each candidate is attached for your 
review. The five incumbent Board members are: 

Lois Allen-Richardson, Councilmember, City of Ypsilanti 
Maureen Donker, Mayor, City of Midland 
Deb Doyle, Mayor, City of Durand 
Scott Erickson, Manager, City of Ironwood 
John Shay, Manager, City of Ludington 

A resolution is required to authorize the City of Birmingham’s vote to be cast for the above 
persons to serve as Trustees of the Michigan Municipal League Workers’ Compensation 
Fund. These five incumbents are the only five candidates seeking re-election to this Board. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 

To authorize the City Manager to cast a vote, on the City’s behalf, for the five incumbent 
members of the Michigan Municipal League Workers’ Compensation Fund Board of Trustees 
for four-year terms, beginning October 1, 2017. 

MEMORANDUM 
Office of the City Manager 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: July 3, 2017 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Robertson Brothers Development 
750 Forest Ave. 
DTE Energy Street Light Agreement 

A mixed use structure has been approved by the Planning Board for the properties at the 
southwest corner of Forest Ave. and Elm St.  Consistent with other new developments in the 
Triangle District, the developer will be required to fund the installation of pedestrian sized street 
lights along both frontages of the building.  Given the frontage involved, a total of five new 
street lights are proposed (three on Forest Ave., and two on Elm St.).  Electrical outlets for 
holiday tree lighting will be incorporated into the new lights. 

DTE Energy has prepared the attached contract for the installation of the lights by their 
contractor.  The agreement is identical to those authorized for other street light agreements. 
The language has been reviewed and approved by the City Attorney’s office.  Once the 
agreement has been signed, we will return it to DTE for their signature and execution.  Once 
the work has been completed to our satisfaction, we will invoice the owner for the full amount 
being charged ($25,145.78).  A final Certificate of Occupancy will not be issued until payment 
has been received.  We expect after the work is complete, we will in turn be invoiced for the 
value of the work from DTE Energy, which will be charged to the streetscape account 401-
901.009-981.0100, in the Capital Projects Fund. 

It is recommended that the Commission authorize the Mayor to sign the attached Agreement 
for Municipal Street Lighting presented by DTE Energy relative to 750 Forest Ave.  All costs 
relative to this agreement will be charged to the owner and developer of the property. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 

To approve the street light agreement between the City of Birmingham and DTE Energy 
regarding the installation of street lights at 750 Forest Ave.   Further, to direct the Mayor to sign 
the agreement on behalf of the City.  All costs relative to this agreement will be charged to the 
adjacent owner. 
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Exhibit A to Master Agreement 

Purchase Agreement 

This Purchase Agreement (this “Agreement”) is dated as of June 14, 2017 between The Detroit 
Edison Company (“Company”) and City of Birmingham (“Customer”).  

This Agreement is a “Purchase Agreement” as referenced in the Master Agreement for Municipal 
Street Lighting dated April 11, 2013 (the “Master Agreement”) between Company and Customer.  All of 
the terms of the Master Agreement are incorporated herein by reference.  In the event of an inconsistency 
between this Agreement and the Master Agreement, the terms of this Agreement shall control.  

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

1. DTE Work Order 
Number:  

47683698 

 

2. Location where 
Equipment will be installed:  

750 Forest Ave in Birmingham, as more fully described on the map 
attached hereto as Attachment 1.  

 

3. Total number of lights to 
be installed:  

5 

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

Install (5) Philips Hadco Birmingham Triangle District style 89 watt LED 
fixtures mounted on (5) Philips Hadco 10’ gray straight round smooth 
aluminum posts on a concrete foundation.  Each post will have two GFI 
outlets with in-use covers. 

 

5. Estimated Total Annual 
Lamp Charges 

$1,538.40 

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

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

$29,760.98 

Credit for 3 years of lamp charges:  ($4,615.20) 

CIAC Amount (cost minus revenue) $25,145.78 

7. Payment of CIAC 
Amount:  

PO Terms 180 Days 

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

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

(Check One)                                 YES      NO   

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

 

Signature: __________________________ 

 

10. Customer Address for 
Notices:  

City of Birmingham 

151 Martin St, PO Box 3001 

Birmingham, MI 48012 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name: Paul O’Meara    Title: City Engineer 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

 

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

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

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

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

Company:  

The Detroit Edison Company 

By: ________________________________ 

Name: _____________________________ 

Title: _______________________________ 

Customer:  

City of Birmingham 

By: ________________________________ 

Name: _____________________________ 

Title: _______________________________ 
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Attachment 1 to Purchase Agreement 

Map of Location 

 

[To be attached] 

 

 





MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 

DATE: June 30, 2017 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: Skating Director Contract – 2017-2018 Season 

Attached is the proposed one year contract for the Skating Director to continue serving in this 
capacity for the City of Birmingham for the upcoming season.  The past three seasons, Jill 
Kolaitis has been serving as the Skating Director and another individual serves as the Ice Show 
Director.  This separation of duties has been very effective as they coordinate aspects of their 
respective roles with each other, as relevant for both programs.  Overall, this proved to be very 
successful for the operation.  I recommend we continue having two contracts to assist the City 
with the basic skills program and the annual Ice Show.  The proposed contract language follows 
our standard contract language format.  There are no changes to the terms and conditions, only 
the dates of service have been updated to reflect the upcoming 2017-2018 ice season. 

The Skating Director Contract begins annually during the month of July and runs until about 
one week after the conclusion of the Ice Show.  The Ice Show will be held the first weekend of 
May, 2018.  The contract term is only during the ice skating season, typically coincides with the 
ten month Ice Arena operation.  The 2017-2018 Ice Arena season begins in August, so I am 
proposing the Skating Director begin the season effective July 11, 2017 as an Independent 
Contractor.  There are a variety of functions and duties for the Skating Director to perform in 
advance to prepare for the Birmingham Ice Skating Classes.  Jill Kolaitis served the past three 
years as the Skating Director and previously served in the capacity of Assistant Skating Director 
at the Birmingham Ice Arena for more than twenty years.  A background investigation has been 
conducted and the Birmingham Police Department found nothing to prohibit entering into such 
a Contract. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the Contract for Skating Director with Jill Kolaitis effective July 11, 2017 up to and 
including May 11, 2018.  Further, to authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the Contract on 
behalf of the City of Birmingham upon receipt of all required insurances. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

DATE: July 3, 2017 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Oakland Ave. – Woodward Ave. to Lawndale Ave. 
Multi-Modal Improvements 

At the meeting of May 22, 2017, the City Commission reviewed the proposed plans for the 
reconstruction of Lawndale Ave., from Oakland Ave. to Woodward Ave.  Partially due to 
Woodward Ave. now being tentatively scheduled for resurfacing in 2018, the discussion 
expanded to include potential sidewalk improvements on the above segment of Oakland Ave. 
The following motion was passed: 

To approve the plan to reconstruct Lawndale Ave. from Oakland Blvd. to Woodward Ave. at a 
reduced width of 20 ft.  Improvements to the block will include compliance with ADA 
requirements at the Oakland Ave. intersection, and increased green space on the adjacent City 
owned parcel directly west of this block.  Further, to direct staff to: 

1. Pursue relocation of the crosswalk on Woodward Ave. (to be implemented with the 
MDOT resurfacing project scheduled for 2018), and 

2. To direct staff to consider the installation of new trees in this green space area.  

As directed, the matter was discussed in additional detail at the Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board (MMTB) meeting of June 1.  To facilitate the discussion, staff prepared a revised, more 
detailed ultimate sidewalk plan of this block for the Board to review.  The new plan includes the 
following improvements: 

• If endorsed by the MI Dept. of Transportation (MDOT), the Woodward Ave. crosswalk
for Oakland Ave. would be relocated to the south side of the intersection for
northbound traffic only.  The relocation would reduce potential traffic conflicts for
pedestrians and bicyclists using this intersection.

• A sidewalk would be added to the south side of Oakland Ave. for this short block,
providing additional more direct paths for pedestrians.  The improvement will also
encourage pedestrians crossing Oakland Ave. in this area to cross at the signalized
intersection, improving safety.

• The existing ramp at the southeast corner of Lawndale Ave. would be relocated about
25 feet east, in order to line up with a new ramp at the northeast corner of Lawndale
Ave., encouraging pedestrians to cross at a STOP bar, rather than in the middle of the
intersection.
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The MMTB took no issue with these ideas, and passed the following recommendation: 
 
To recommend to the City Commission the approval of the multi-modal improvements proposed 
for Oakland Ave. between Woodward Ave. and Lawndale Ave., as shown on the plan prepared 
for this purpose, to be implemented in 2017 and 2018, in conjunction with the Lawndale Ave. 
and Woodward Ave. street improvement projects respectively.   
 
Just this past week, we have confirmed that MDOT staff also endorses the idea of relocating the 
northbound Woodward Ave. crosswalk at Oakland Ave., and they have offered to include this 
work in their 2018 resurfacing project at their cost, provided that the City agrees to install the 
rest of the sidewalk on the south side of the road at City cost.  If the Commission approves the 
plan as presented, the Engineering Dept. will include the Lawndale Ave. ramp improvements 
with the work planned later this summer.  Further, we will work with MDOT to ensure that the 
remaining improvements involving Woodward Ave. are completed no later than the end of the 
2018 construction season. 
 
A suggested resolution follows: 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To approve the sidewalk improvement plans recommended by the Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board for Oakland Ave. from Woodward Ave. to Lawndale Ave., to be implemented as a part of 
upcoming City of Birmingham and MI Dept. of Transportation projects planned in 2017 and 
2018. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   April 26, 2017 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Lawndale Ave. – Oakland Blvd. to Woodward Ave. 
 Reconstruction Plan 
 
 
Last month, we discussed a parking restriction on the block of Lawndale Ave. north of Oakland 
Blvd.  The following discussion pertains to the block south of Oakland Blvd., which operates as 
a one way street (northbound only), and is currently signed for No Parking. 
 
Lawndale Ave. was an unimproved road until it was paved with concrete in 1967.  The 
pavement is now in poor condition.  When funds were budgeted in the current fiscal year, it 
was envisioned that the road would stay as it is, but bad sections of concrete would be 
removed and replaced as needed.  However, upon close review this past month, it appeared 
that most of the street should be replaced.  After further study, staff concluded that a change 
may be appropriate.   
 
When paved in 1967, drivers from northbound Woodward Ave. wishing to turn left on to 
Oakland Blvd. (to enter downtown) had to use Lawndale Ave. to get to Oakland.   They would 
drive north on Lawndale Ave., make a left turn, and then were allowed to drive straight across 
Woodward Ave. and into downtown.  In the 1970’s, due to changing traffic patterns, the City 
worked with MDOT to close the crossover at Oakland Blvd., making it more difficult to use 
Oakland Blvd. from downtown.  Traffic demand on Lawndale Ave. likely was cut by over 50%, 
as it is now only a benefit to residential traffic headed to the immediate neighborhood.   
 
With the reduced traffic demand, the one-way traffic configuration, and no parking, the 24 ft. 
width seems more than adequate.  Currently, large trucks sit on Lawndale Ave. adjacent to the 
Holiday Inn Express to unload packages.  When this occurs, there needs to be enough width to 
drive past the truck to enter the neighborhood.  With that in mind, a 20 ft. width pavement 
would be sufficient. 
 
A review of the Multi-Modal Master Plan confirmed that there is no proposal for any use of this 
street as a part of the Multi-Modal improvements planned for the City.  The attached conceptual 
plan has been prepared for review and input by the Board.  The existing handicap ramps at the 
corner of Oakland Blvd. will be updated to meet current standards as a part of this project.  The 
adjacent open park area to the west will become five feet wider than it is currently, and will be 
maintained by the City.  Otherwise, no multi-modal improvements are planned at this time.   
 
Given that the purpose for this street has changed over the years, and since other modes of 
traffic such as bikes would have a difficult time accessing this street from Woodward Ave., staff 
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sees this as a good opportunity to reduce the amount of pavement on this street.  A suggested 
recommendation follows. 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends to the City Commission that Lawndale Ave. 
from Oakland Blvd. to Woodward Ave. be reconstructed and reduced in width from 24 ft. to 20 
ft., in accordance with the conceptual plan as prepared by staff.  Improvements to the block will 
include compliance with ADA requirements at the Oakland Blvd. intersection, and increased 
green space on the adjacent City owned park parcel directly west of this block.   
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4/26/2017 Google Maps

https://www.google.com/maps/@42.549148,83.2121318,182m/data=!3m1!1e3?hl=en 2/2

Imagery ©2017 Google, Map data ©2017 Google 50 ft 
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Provide for two-way bicycle traffic at intersection with Oakland Avenue 

Oakland Avenue is indicated at a bike route connecting downtown to the neighborhoods on the 
west side of Woodward Avenue.  Presently, Oakland is one-way for one block just east of 
Woodward Avenue and is comprised of two right-only turn lanes.  This presents a number of 
challenges.   First, the right turning movements from Oakland Avenue to northbound 
Woodward Avenue conflict with pedestrians and bicyclists in the crosswalk.  Second, east-
bound bicyclists crossing Woodward are forced onto a narrow sidewalk and have an awkward 
entrance back onto Oakland Avenue. 

To address this situation, the crosswalk on north-bound Woodward is proposed to be moved to 
the south side of the intersection.  This eliminates the conflict with right turning vehicles from 
Oakland Avenue onto north-bound Woodward Avenue.  Also, a shared-use pathway is 
proposed on the south side of Oakland Avenue for the one block which the road is one-way to 
allow bicyclists to by-pass this one block and easily merge back into the two-way traffic east of 
Lawndale Street. 
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DRAFT 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM  
  MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  

THURSDAY, MAY 4, 2017 
City Commission Room  

151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 
 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board held Thursday, May 4, 2017.   
 
Vice Chairman Andy Lawson convened the meeting at 6 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Vice Chairman Andy Lawson; Board Members Lara Edwards, Amy 

Folberg, Daniel Rontal, Michael Surnow; Alternate Member Katie 
Schaefer 

 
Absent:  Chairperson Vionna Adams; Board Member Johanna Slanga 
 
Administration:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
  Scott Grewe, Operations Commander        
  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary   
 
Also Present: Julie Kroll and Mike Labadie from Fleis & Vandenbrink  

 (“F&V”),Transportation Engineering Consultants 
 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS   
 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA  (no change) 
 
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MEETING OF APRIL 13, 2017   
 
Motion by Mr. Rontal 
Seconded by Mr Surnow to approve the Minutes of April 13, 2017 as 
presented. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Rontal, Surnow, Edwards, Folberg, Lawson, Schaefer 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Adams, Slanga 
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5. LAWNDALE AVE. RECONSTRUCTION  
 
Mr. O'Meara recalled that last month the board discussed a parking restriction on 
the block of Lawndale Ave. north of Oakland Blvd. This discussion pertains to the 
block south of Oakland Blvd., which operates as a one-way street (northbound 
only), and is currently signed for No Parking. Funds were budgeted for spot 
concrete patching.  Upon close review this past month, it appeared that most of 
the street should be replaced and staff concluded that a change in width may be 
appropriate. 
 
In the 1970’s, the crossover at Oakland Blvd. was closed, making it more difficult 
to use Oakland Blvd. from downtown and traffic demand on Lawndale Ave. likely 
was cut by over 50%. Currently it is only a benefit to residential traffic headed to 
the immediate neighborhood. With the reduced traffic demand, the one-way 
traffic configuration, and no parking, the 24 ft. width seemsexcessive.  
 
Presently, large trucks sit on Lawndale Ave. adjacent to the Holiday Inn Express 
to unload packages. When this occurs, there needs to be enough width to drive 
past the truck to enter the neighborhood. With that in mind, a 20 ft. width 
pavement would be sufficient. 
 
A review of the Multi-Modal Master Plan confirmed that there is a proposal to add 
a sidewalk along the south side of Oakland Blvd. between Lawndale and 
Woodward Ave. and relocate the crosswalk. The existing handicap ramps at the 
corner of Oakland Blvd. will be updated to meet current standards as a part of 
this project. In terms of adding landscaping in the median, it was discussed that 
street trees could be added along Lawndale that would be tall enough to see 
underneath. A permit from MDOT will be needed to complete a portion of the 
landscaping.   
 
Given that the purpose for this street has changed over the years, and since 
other modes of traffic such as bikes would have a difficult time accessing this 
street from Woodward Ave., staff sees this as a good opportunity to reduce the 
amount of pavement and to save some money.  
 
Motion by Mr Rontal  
Seconded by Ms. Folberg to  recommend to the City Commission the 
approval of the plan for a 20 ft. wide road on Lawndale Ave. between 
Oakland Ave. and Woodward Ave., and to encourage staff to work with 
MDOT to improve the Woodward Ave. crosswalk in conjunction with their 
project, and also explore the possibility of landscaping with trees on the 
eastern side of the triangular island. 
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Ms. Folberg thought that Parks and Recreation should be informed of this 
change. 
 
At 6:15 there were no comments from the public. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Rontal, Folberg, Edwards, Lawson, Schaefer, Surnow 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Adams, Slanga 
 
 
6. S. ETON RD. - MAPLE RD. TO LINCOLN AVE.  
 
Ms. Ecker recalled that at the March and April meetings, the MMTB discussed 
the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Rail District Committee. A recommendation 
was also passed on to the City Commission focused on changes to the 
intersection of S. Eton and Maple Rd.  
 
Maple Rd. to Yosemite Blvd. 
The Commission expressed concern relative to certain design elements, and 
encouraged the board to consider a larger bumpout at the southwest corner of 
the Maple Rd. intersection. 
 
Other concerns expressed by the Commission included: 

• The acute turn for vehicles from eastbound Maple Rd. to S. Eton Rd. is 
problematic. 
• The white stop bars may be ignored, causing problems for both motorists 
andpedestrians. 
• The Board should consider the inclusion of a multi-directional bike lane. 

 
Ms. Julie Kroll indicated as far as the stop bar location F&V looked at a couple of 
options.  The first option was the addition of a splitter island.  By proposing the 
splitter island they were able to move the stop bars closer to the intersection than 
they currently are.  That adds two more spaces for vehicle queuing and also 
improves sight  distance for the intersection.  
 
The other option they looked at was a bumpout.  That increased the crosswalk 
distance and reduced queuing space for vehicles, compared to the splitter island 
proposal.  It was noted that it is not possible to do both the splitter island and the 
bumpout.   
 



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   May 12, 2017 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Lawndale Ave. Paving –  
 Oakland Blvd. to Woodward Ave. 
 
 
As referenced in the fiscal 2016/17 budget, concrete patching of the above block of Lawndale 
Ave. was included in the capital improvements list for this year.  Since only sections were 
planned for replacement, no changes to the road itself were initially contemplated.  However, 
when the Engineering Dept. studied the road closer to finalize the bidding documents, it 
became evident that well over 80% of the concrete pavement was in poor condition.  After 
further study, staff concluded that a change may be appropriate.   
 
When paved in 1967, drivers from northbound Woodward Ave. wishing to turn left on to 
Oakland Ave. (to enter downtown) had to use Lawndale Ave. to get to Oakland.   They would 
drive north on Lawndale Ave., make a left turn, and then were allowed to drive straight across 
Woodward Ave. and into downtown.  In the 1970’s, due to changing traffic patterns, the City 
worked with MDOT to close the crossover at Oakland Ave., making it more difficult to access 
downtown from the Poppleton Park neighborhood.  Traffic demand on Lawndale Ave. likely was 
cut by over 50%, as it is now only a benefit to residential traffic headed to the immediate 
neighborhood.   
 
With the reduced traffic demand, the one-way traffic configuration, and no parking, the 24 ft. 
width seems more than adequate.  Currently, large trucks sit on Lawndale Ave. adjacent to the 
Holiday Inn Express to unload packages.  When this occurs, there needs to be enough width to 
drive past the truck to enter the neighborhood.  With that in mind, a 20 ft. width pavement 
would be sufficient. 
 
A review of the Multi-Modal Master Plan confirmed that there is no proposal for any use of this 
street as a part of the Multi-Modal improvements planned for the City.  However, as shown on 
the attached sheet from the Plan, a relocated Woodward Ave. crosswalk has been suggested.  
(The relocation would improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists by removing the right turn 
conflict from westbound Oakland Ave. that exists on the current crosswalk.)  Now that the MI 
Dept. of Transportation (MDOT) is planning a resurfacing project on Woodward Ave. in 2018, 
staff will pursue that improvement as a part of the 2018 Woodward Ave. project.   
 
The attached conceptual plan was reviewed by the Multi-Modal Transportation Board.  The 
existing handicap ramp at the corner of Oakland Ave. will be updated to meet current standards 
as a part of this project.  The adjacent open green space to the west will become four feet 
wider than it is currently, and will be maintained by the City.  Otherwise, no multi-modal 
improvements are planned at this time.  The Board also endorsed staff working with MDOT to 
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pursue the Woodward Ave. crosswalk relocation, and suggested that the City’s Forestry staff 
consider the installation of new trees in the enlarged open grass area.   
 
The following motion was passed at the Multi-Modal Transportation Board meeting of May 3, 
2017: 
 
To recommend to the City Commission the approval of the plan for a 20 ft. wide road on 
Lawndale Ave. between Oakland Ave. and Woodward Ave., and to encourage staff to 
work with MDOT to improve the Woodward Ave. crosswalk in conjunction with their 
project, and also explore the possibility of landscaping with trees on the eastern side of 
the triangular island. 
 
Given that the purpose for this street has changed over the years, and since other modes of 
traffic such as bikes would have a difficult time accessing this street from Woodward Ave., the 
Board sees this as a good opportunity to reduce the amount of pavement on this street.  This 
relatively small project has been included in the 2017 Local Street Paving Program recently 
awarded, and is planned for reconstruction during the summer of 2017.  A suggested 
recommendation follows. 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
To approve the the plan to reconstruct Lawndale Ave. from Oakland Blvd. to Woodward Ave. at 
a reduced width of 20 ft.  Improvements to the block will include compliance with ADA 
requirements at the Oakland Ave. intersection, and increased green space on the adjacent City 
owned park parcel directly west of this block.  Further, to direct staff to: 
 

1. Pursue relocation of the crosswalk on Woodward Ave. (to be implemented with the 
MDOT resurfacing project scheduled for 2018), and 

2. To direct staff to consider the installation of new trees in this green space area.   
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05- 136 -17 LAWNDALE AVE. PAVING — OAKLAND BLVD. TO WOODWARD

AVE.

City Engineer O'Meara reported:
Concrete patching of Lawndale Ave. from Oakland Blvd. to Woodward Ave. was included
in the capital improvements list for FY2017.
Well over 80% of the concrete pavement is in poor condition leading staff to conclude a
change may be appropriate.
With reduced traffic demand resulting from changes in 1967 and in the 1970's, the one -
way traffic configuration, and no parking, a 20 ft. width pavement would be sufficient.
The Multi -Modal Master Plan does not contain a proposal for use of this street as a part
of the Multi -Modal improvements planned for the City, but a relocated Woodward Ave.
crosswalk has been suggested to improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists by
removing the right turn conflict from westbound Oakland Ave. which currently exists at
the crosswalk.

The Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) is planning a resurfacing project on
Woodward Ave. in 2018, and staff will pursue an improvement of the crosswalk as part
of that project.
The Multi -Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) reviewed the conceptual plan.
The existing handicap ramp at the corner of Oakland Ave. will be updated to meet
current standards as a part of this project.
The adjacent green space to the west will become four feet wider and will be
maintained by the City.
The MMTB endorsed staff working with MDOT to pursue the Woodward Ave. crosswalk
relocation, and suggested the City's forestry staff consider planting new trees in the
enlarged green space.

Discussion ensued regarding the timeline for installing ADA compliant ramps if the road project
is not included with MDOT's Woodward Ave. resurfacing project. Commissioner DeWeese was

concerned that the City would install curb that would then have to be removed and rebuilt with
an ADA ramp.

Mayor Nickita introduced discussion on the possibility of reconfiguring current crosswalk and
sidewalk ADA ramps as part of the project.

Commissioner DeWeese, referencing the sidewalk on the east side, asked if that
southeast corner has a handicap ramp.
City Engineer O'Meara confirmed there is a city sidewalk going to the west with
an ADA ramp that is not up to code and needs to be rebuilt.
Mayor Nickita asked about plans to accommodate pedestrian crossing to the
north side. He advocated for development of a plan of action for reconfiguring
crosswalks to an appropriate standard that accommodates the crosswalk
concerns. He indicated the first issue is where the north end of the new ADA

ramp goes, which affects the discussion. He asked if there is enough time to look
at better alternatives before the project as proposed moves forward resulting in
a ramp being built that is not optimally located.
Commissioner Bordman suggested two ramps, noting there is a connection from
south to north at the end of the sidewalk. The sidewalk on the southeast

connects to a sidewalk going east -west on the northwest corner. She cautioned
there is an innate conflict between what is thought to be safer and what people
actually do. She recommended that the City look at what people do and keep it
as safe as possible.
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City Manager Valentine, summing up the concerns and comments from the Commission,
recommended referring the issue of crosswalk location and construction back to the MMTB for
review in relation to the Commission's concerns and request the MMTB to bring
recommendations forward to the Commission. He indicated there are issues relative to the

north and south crossings which were not considered as part of the conversation of the street
paving project.

Commissioner Sherman concurred with City Manager Valentine's proposal that the Commission
take action on the resolution suggested by City Engineer O'Meara, and refer the issue of the
sidewalk ramps back to the MMTB.

City Engineer O'Meara clarified for Commissioner Hoff the other block of Lawndale is cape
sealed, not cement.

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Sherman, seconded by Commissioner Boutros:
To approve the plan to reconstruct Lawndale Ave. from Oakland Blvd. to Woodward Ave. at a
reduced width of 20 ft. Improvements to the block will include compliance with ADA
requirements at the Oakland Ave. intersection, and increased green space on the adjacent City
owned park parcel directly west of this block. Further, direct staff to:
1. Pursue relocation of the crosswalk on Woodward Ave. (to be implemented with

the MDOT resurfacing project scheduled for 2018), and
2. Consider the installation of new trees in this green space area.

VOTE: Yeas, 7

Nays, 0

Absent, 0

05- 137 -17 CHANGES TO 2017 -2018 RECOMMENDED BUDGET AND 2017-

2018 BUDGET APPROPRIATIONS RESOLUTION

Finance Director Mark Gerber presented the 2017 -2018 Budget with the changes discussed at
the April 22, 2017 Budget Hearing incorporated.

In response to questions from Commissioner Hoff, City Manager Valentine explained:
Rental payments from the general fund to the auto equipment fund are being
suspended for FY2018 because there is currently a sufficient balance in the auto
equipment fund to cover planned vehicle purchases in FY2018.
The delayed Old Woodward project is being budgeted based on the lowest bid
submitted for Option 1A. By delaying certain payments and allowing these reserves to
grow, the fund balance in these accounts will maintain a healthy level.
Recommended amounts budgeted for outside agencies remain at the same level as the
current fiscal year.

Commissioner Bordman questioned an allocation in the budget for the Linear Park Plan, which
yielded the following:

City Planner Ecker confirmed a concept plan for a linear park running along the rail road
tracks was recommended for the Rail District.

City Manager Valentine confirmed the City does not own the property to facilitate the
plan.
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   May 25, 2017 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Oakland Ave. – Woodward Ave. to Lawndale Ave. 
 
 
Last month, the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) reviewed and approved plans to 
reconstruct Lawndale Ave. south of Oakland Ave.  The plan was forwarded to the City 
Commission for their meeting of May 22, 2017, and was subsequently approved. 
 
While reviewing the plan, further questions were raised about the pedestrian environment on 
this section of Oakland Ave.  The existing handicap ramp at the southeast corner of the 
Oakland Ave. & Lawndale Ave. intersection encourages pedestrians to cross in the middle of the 
Lawndale Ave. intersection, which is not appropriate.  Further, while the Commission endorsed 
the idea in the Master Plan to relocate the Oakland Ave. pedestrian crossing at Woodward Ave., 
it appeared that the plan needed some refinement.  The Commission asked that these issues be 
studied further by the MMTB. 
 
After further study, the attached plan was prepared by F&V.  It has the following features: 
 

1. The existing crossing at Woodward Ave. is proposed to be removed and relocated to the 
south side of the Oakland Ave. intersection.  New ramps would be installed to allow for 
crossing Oakland Blvd. at the traffic signal. 

2. The existing ramp at the southeast corner of the Lawndale Ave. intersection is now 
proposed to be removed and relocated further east, to line up just west of the existing 
stop bar for Oakland Ave. westbound traffic.  A corresponding ramp is proposed at the 
northeast corner of Lawndale Ave. as well.   

 
We are planning on meeting with MI Dept. of Transportation (MDOT) officials sometime in 
June.  If MDOT endorses the crosswalk relocation, this improvement will be planned for 
construction in 2018, as a part of the Woodward Ave. resurfacing project planned for next year.  
The sidewalk changes shown on this drawing as part of the Lawndale Ave. intersection can be 
accomplished this year, as part of the planned Lawndale Ave. reconstruction.   
 
It is important to note that these changes would improve the Neighborhood Connector Route 
that also goes through this segment of Oakland Ave.  Eastbound bicyclists would be encouraged 
to use the new south side crosswalk and sidewalk until they reach the Lawndale Ave. 
intersection, at which point they would use the Oakland Ave. pavement again.  Westbound 
bicyclists would stay on Oakland Ave. until reaching the Woodward Ave. stop bar.  At that point, 
they would enter the south side sidewalk, and use the crossover in its new location.   
 
If the MMTB is in agreement with this design, a suggested recommendation is provided below. 
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SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
To recommend to the City Commission the approval of the multi-modal improvements proposed 
for Oakland Ave. between Woodward Ave. and Lawndale Ave., as shown on the plan prepared 
for this purpose, to be implemented in 2017 and 2018, in conjunction with the Lawndale Ave. 
and Woodward Ave. street improvement projects respectively.   
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long enough.  More information about the number of trucks coming and going 
into the district is needed.  He thinks the board needs some time to review the 
new data. 
 
Motion by Mr. Lawson 
Seconded by Dr. Rontal to recommend that the City Commission approve 
and budget for the following Multi-Modal improvements to S. Eton Rd. from 
Maple Rd. to Yosemite Blvd.: 
 
a.  Further study of installation of a splitter island at Maple Rd. 
b. Relocation of the west side curb and gutter to accommodate an 8 ft. wide 
sidewalk along the entire block. 
c. Installation of a wider sidewalk adjacent to the handicap ramp at the 
southeast corner of Maple Rd. 
d. Installation of sharrows on green painted squares for both directions. 
 
Mr. Lawson amended his motion but the amendment failed and therefore 
the board voted on his original motion. 
 
Motion carried, 5-2. 
 
ROLLCALL VOTE 
Yeas:  Rontal, Adams, Edwards, Folberg, Surnow 
Nays:  Lawson, Slanga 
Absent:  None 
 
Mr. O'Meara clarified that everything from Maple Rd. to Lincoln Ave. must be 
agreed upon as a package  before this is returned to the Commission.  
 
The public hearing closed.  
 
 
 
 
6. OAKLAND AVE - WOODWARD AVE. TO LAWNDALE AVE. 
 
Mr. O'Meara advised that last month, MMTB reviewed and approved plans to 
reconstruct Lawndale Ave. south of Oakland Ave. The plan was forwarded to the 
City Commission for their meeting of May 22, 2017, and was subsequently 
approved. 
 
While reviewing the plan, further questions were raised about the pedestrian 
environment on this section of Oakland Ave. The existing handicap ramp at the 
southeast corner of the Oakland Ave. & Lawndale Ave. intersection encourages 
pedestrians to cross in the middle of the Lawndale Ave. intersection, which is not 
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appropriate. Further, while the Commission endorsed the idea in the Master Plan 
to relocate the Oakland Ave. pedestrian crossing at Woodward Ave., it appeared 
that the plan needed some refinement. The Commission asked that these issues 
be studied further by the MMTB.  
 
F&V prepared a plan that proposes removing  the existing crossing at Woodward 
Ave. and relocating it to the south side of the Oakland Ave. intersection.  New 
ramps would be installed to allow for crossing Oakland Blvd. at the traffic signal.  
Further, the ramp at the southeast corner of the Lawndale Ave. intersection is 
proposed to be removed and relocated further east.  A corresponding ramp is 
proposed at the northeast corner of Lawndale as well. 
 
The Chairperson opened up discussion to the public. 
 
Mr. Dan Isaksen, 1386 Yorkshire, said he uses this intersection regularly on his 
bicycle going to and from Downtown. He thinks that moving the crosswalk is a 
great idea for bicyclists. He pointed out that the resident on the northeast corner 
uses the pedestrian ramp as a driveway.  Further, the northbound traffic on 
Lawndale does not have a stop sign, where the other directions do.  Additionally 
he wondered whether an eastbound bike lane on the south side of the one short 
block might make sense. 
 
 
Motion by Ms. Slanga 
Seconded by Dr. Rontal to recommend to the City Commission the 
approval of the multi-modal improvements proposed for Oakland Ave. 
between Woodward Ave. and Lawndale Ave., as shown on the plan 
prepared for this purpose, to be implemented in 2017 and 2018, in 
conjunction with the Lawndale Ave. and Woodward Ave. street 
improvement projects respectively. 
 
Motion carried, 7-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Slanga, Rontal, Adams, Edwards, Folberg, Lawson, Surnow 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  None 
 
 
7. TEMPORARY ROAD CLOSURES 
 
Ms. Ecker advised that comments have been received from a resident that talked 
about the possibility of shutting down certain sections of road for pedestrian use. 
Mr. Surnow explained there could be a whole range of closures from a couple of 
hours to permanently. 



MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 

DATE: June 29, 2017 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: 2017 Cape Seal – Bid Award 

On April 13, 2017, the Department of Public Services, using the Michigan Inter-governmental 
Trade Network, solicited sealed proposals from qualified parties to perform cape seal treatment 
on approximately 31,000 square yards of roadway as part of its cape seal maintenance 
program. The solicitation sought per-unit prices for single- and double-chip treatment, slurry 
seal, surface pulverization, street preparation, and manhole adjustments. Two firms responded, 
and the sealed bids were publicly opened on April 27, 2017. The results are as follows: 

The Department of Public Services recommends awarding the cape seal contract to Highway 
Maintenance and Construction, Inc. of Romulus, MI, the lowest qualified bidder for each 
solicited bid item. This recommendation is contingent upon the results of the public hearing of 
necessity and confirmation of the related special assessment roll.  There is over 31,000 square 
yards of residential streets as part of the 2017 Cape Seal Program.  Highway Maintenance and 
Construction has been performing the City cape seal work for over twelve years.  The last 
award was for the 2014 Cape Seal Program and pricing was seven (7%) percent lower than the 
combined bid pricing for 2017. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the award with Highway Maintenance and Construction, Inc. for services related to 
the 2017 Cape Seal Program – contingent upon the results of the related public hearing of 
necessity and confirmation of the special assessment roll – in amounts not to exceed the per-
unit pricing as submitted; Double chip seal $3.13/sq. yd., Single chip seal $1.70/sq. yd., Slurry 
seal $2.61/sq. yd., Pulverizing $1.90/sq. yd., Street preparation $395.00/ton and Manhole 
adjustment $550.00 each.  Further, to authorize the Mayor and Clerk to sign the agreement on 
behalf of the City upon receipt of proper insurances. 

Company 
Double 

Chip Seal 
(yd2 - in 
place) 

Single 
Chip Seal 
(yd2 - in 
place) 

Slurry 
Seal 

(yd2 - in 
place) 

Pulverization 
(yd2 - in place) 

Street 
Prep 

(per ton) 

Manhole    
Adjustment 

(each) 

Pavement Maint. 
Systems, Inc. 

$3.45 $1.75 $2.75 $2.00 $410.00 $550.00 

Highway Maint. and 
Construction, Inc. 

$3.13 $1.70 $2.61 $1.90 $395.00 $550.00 
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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, July 10, 2017, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin 

Meeting Date, 
Time, Location: 

HEARING OF CONFIRMATION FOR SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
Monday, July 24, 2017, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin 

Location of 
Improvement STREET AREA 

RADNOR MAPLE TO BERWYN 

BERWYN MIDVALE TO AVON 

WESTCHESTER LINCOLN TO MAPLE 

AVON RADNOR TO S. GLENHURST 

LARCHLEA LINCOLN TO MAPLE 

BRYN MAWR CRANBROOK TO RADNOR 

PURITAN MAPLE TO PINE 

WILLOW LANE MIDLAND TO RAYNALE 

FAIRFAX RAYNALE TO SUFFIELD 
 

Nature of   
Improvement: 

2017 Cape Seal Program will consist of a double layer of chip seal and a slurry 
coat. Several street segments will also require road surface pulverization prior 
to cape seal treatment.  Sidewalk crosswalk ramps will be reconstructed to 
meet ADA requirements, where applicable.   

City Staff 
Contact: 

Aaron Filipski, Public Services Manager 
248.530.1701 
afilipski@bhamgov.org 

Notice 
Requirements: 

Mail to all affected property owners. 
Publish: June 18 & 25, 2017 

Approved 
minutes may be 
reviewed at: 

City Clerk’s Office 
151 Martin, Birmingham, MI 48009 

Estimated 
Costs: 

Estimated costs range from $13.24/curb-foot to $21.83/curb-foot and vary 
according to individual street dimensions and the required treatment. 

Costs are assessed to property owners based on the following method: 

85% of front-foot costs for all property fronting the improvement; 

25% of side-foot costs for all residential property siding the improvement; 

85% of side-foot costs for all improved business property siding the 
improvement; 

25% of side-foot costs for all vacant business property siding the improvement.  
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 
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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 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 
 

Department of Public Services 
 
DATE:   June 29, 2017 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 
 
SUBJECT: Cape Seal – Public Hearing of Necessity 
 
 
The Department of Public Services maintains nearly 26 miles of unimproved roadways through 
periodic cape seal treatment – a process that involves the application of a stone chip seal 
followed by a slurry microsurface. The result is a smoother, dust-free driving surface that resists 
damaging moisture intrusion into the gravel road base. Cape seal is an inexpensive 
maintenance option relative to the cost of installing a fully-engineered road, but because it is 
only a surface treatment, it is limited in its ability to remedy road drainage and profile issues. 
 
Each year, DPS staff reviews unimproved streets and recommends streets for maintenance. 
Treatment age and existing conditions are considered when drafting the recommendations. The 
most common failure conditions include surface wear and loss, road center crowning, and 
alligator cracking. The streets identified for this project are as follows: 

  
Pulverize Prep 

Larchlea Lincoln to Maple x 
 Westchester Lincoln to Maple x 
 Berwyn Midvale to Avon x 
 Radnor Maple to Berwyn 

 
x 

Avon Radnor to S. Glenhurst 
  Bryn Mawr Cranbrook to Radnor 
 

x 
Puritan Maple to Pine 

 
x 

Willow Lane Midland to Raynale 
 

x 
Fairfax Raynale to Suffield x 

  
Each exhibits one or more of the aforementioned conditions and the existing treatment age of 
each is at or exceeds the average expected lifespan of a cape seal treated road. Some streets, 
as indicated above, require surface pulverization prior to treatment in order to eliminate high 
road crowns that have resulted from numerous layers of chip seal from previous projects. The 
remaining streets will be prepped for treatment through patching. 
 
Since 1948, the City policy for assessing street maintenance work on unimproved streets is 
conducted in accordance with the following: 
 

• 85% of the front-foot costs for improvement are assessed on all property fronting the 
improvement; 
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• 25% of the side-foot costs for improvement are assessed on all residential property 
siding the improvement; 

• 85% of the side-foot costs for improvement are assessed on improved business property 
siding the improvement and; 

• 25% of side-foot costs for improvement are assessed on vacant business property siding 
on the improvement. 

 
The balance of the cost, 15% and 75%, front- and side-footage respectively, is paid by the City. 
 
The following illustrates the estimated per-foot costs for each street: 
 

Larchlea Lincoln to Maple $12.01  per foot 
Westchester Lincoln to Maple $13.48  per foot 
Berwyn Midvale to Avon $13.97  per foot 
Radnor Maple to Berwyn $21.83  per foot 
Avon Radnor to S. Glenhurst $19.02  per foot 
Bryn Mawr Cranbrook to Radnor $16.05  per foot 
Puritan Maple to Pine $13.35  per foot 
Willow Lane Midland to Raynale $15.30  per foot 
Fairfax Raynale to Suffield $12.38  per foot 

 
These costs vary based on street width and the required preparation and quantity of material 
for each. Additionally, the Federal Americans with Disabilities Act requires sidewalk crossing 
ramps to be upgraded where applicable; in this project all streets have ramps subject to that 
requirement, and those costs are reflected in the listed estimates. Actual costs will be 
determined once the project is completed.  
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To determine necessity for the improvement to be known as 2017 Cape Seal Program-Public 
Street Improvement; further, approving the detailed cost estimates submitted by the 
Department of Public Services; further, creating a special assessment district and special 
assessments levied in accordance with benefits against the properties as described above; 
further that the following method of assessment be adopted: 85% of front-foot costs for 
improvement are assessed on all property fronting the improvement; 25% of side-foot costs for 
improvement are assessed on all residential property siding the improvement; 85% of side-foot 
costs for improvement are assessed on improved business property siding the improvement 
and; 25% of side-foot costs for improvement are assessed on vacant business property siding 
on the improvement; further, to direct the City Manager to prepare the special assessment roll 
and present the same to the City Commission for confirmation at the public hearing on Monday, 
July 24, 2017 at 7:30 p.m.  
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION 

PROPOSED LOT SPLIT 

Meeting Date, Time, Location: Monday, July 10, 2017 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin 
Birmingham, MI 

Location of Request: 839 Randall Ct., 
Parcel #1925352018, T2N, R10E, SEC 25 
Whitehead & Mitchell Add Lots 9, 10 
& 11 5-27-15 FR 001 & 012. 

Nature of Hearing: To consider the proposed lot split of 839 
Randall Ct., Parcel #1925352018 into two 
parcels 

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

Notice Requirements: Mailed to all property owners within 300 feet 
of subject address.  
Publish June 25, 2017  

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

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

Persons with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting 
should contact the City Clerk's Office at (248) 530-1880 (voice) or (248) 644-5115 (TDD) at 

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

DATE: July 3, 2017 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Matthew Baka, Senior Planner  

APPROVED: Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 

SUBJECT:  Public Hearing for a Lot Split of 839 Randall Ct., Parcel #1925352018, 
T2N, R10E, SEC 25 WHITEHEAD & MITCHELL ADD LOTS 9, 10 & 11 5-27-15 FR 
001 & 012. 

The owner of the property known as 839 Randall Ct. is seeking a lot split to divide the existing 
parcel into two parcels.  The applicant previously combined their home on lots 10 and 11 with 
lot 9.  At this time, the applicant is seeking approval to separate the existing platted lot 9 
(currently vacant) from lots 10 and 11 on which their home is located.  Please see attached 
map and survey.   

Although lot 9 is an existing platted lot, it cannot be separated administratively as the home 
located at 839 Randall Ct. was considered legal non-conforming in regards to Zoning Ordinance 
requirements when the combination was completed.  It has been determined by the Building 
Official that reverting the properties to the previous configuration would constitute the creation 
of a non-conforming condition thus not conforming with the requirements of the Zoning 
Ordinance. 

The Subdivision Regulation Ordinance (Chapter 102, Section 102-53) requires that the following 
standards be met for approval of a lot division. 

(1) All lots formed or changed shall conform to minimum Zoning Ordinance Standards. 

Attached are copies of surveys provided by the applicant depicting existing and 
proposed conditions.  The proposed rearrangement has been reviewed by the 
Community Development Department. The both parcels that result from the lot split at 
839 Randall Ct. would conform to minimum Zoning Ordinance standards as set out in 
Article 02, Section 2.08 of the Zoning Ordinance, for the R-2 Zoning District.  The 
proposed split would reduce the size of 839 Randall Ct. from 18,989 sq. ft. to 10,000 sq. 
ft. Lot 9, if separated from the rest of the parcel would be 8,989 sq. ft.  Both the 839 
Randall Ct. parcel and Lot 9 would be in excess of the required 6,000 sq. ft. minimum 
lot size required for the R-2 Single Family Residential District.  However, there are 
several non-conforming conditions on the existing house that do not comply with the 
current ordinance standards.  A review by the Building Department noted the following 
possible non-conformities: 

6C



• Lot coverage would return to 30.1% with 30% maximum required and open space 
would return to 36.7% with 40% required. 
This non-conformity was existing previous to the lot combination and would 
be re-established if the requested lot split is approved. 

• The front setback is off Randall Ct. must meet the average of the homes within 200’. 
(Need surveyor to verify average) 
This non-conformity will not be affected by the lot split. 

• The rear setback is required to be a minimum of 30’ (14.27' is existing) 
This non-conformity will not be affected by the lot split. 

• A total front and rear setback must be a total of 55’ (29.26' is existing) 
This non-conformity will not be affected by the lot split. 

• Need to verify that a 5’ minimum setback will exist if split on the west side. 
This dimension has been verified by a surveyor as 5.22’ which meets the 
requirement. 

• Need front yard average of homes within 200’ on Baldwin to confirm 24.06 is equal or 
larger than the average (Need surveyor to verify average). 
This non-conformity will not be affected by the lot split. 

 
(2) All residential lots formed or changed by the division shall have a lot width not less than 

the average lot width of all lots on the same street within 300 feet of the lots formed or 
changed and within the same district. 

 
The parcel at 839 Randall Ct. would revert back to 100’.  The parcel identified as lot 9 
would revert back to 72.83.  The average lot width of lots in the area is 67.92.  
Accordingly, the parcels created by the lot split will meet this requirement.   
 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

 



No new buildings are currently proposed in conjunction with the proposed lot split. 
Current ingress and egress will not be altered.  The proposed lot division will not hinder 
the development of adjacent properties.   
 
The subject property is not located within the floodplain or soil erosion limit of a recognized 
stream, river, lake or other water body.  The site does not appear to exhibit evidence of 
regulated wetlands or endangered species of flora and fauna.  The proposed lot rearrangement 
and property transfer will not affect any natural features on the site.   
 
The proposed lot split will not negatively affect the supply of light and air to adjacent 
properties.  It will not negatively affect the capacity of essential public facilities.  City 
departments have no objections to the proposed lot split.   
 
Despite not meeting all of the standards as noted above, lot 9 was previously platted as a single 
buildable lot and thus the City Commission may wish to consider allowing it to revert back to a 
single lot as originally platted under the provisions of Sec. 102-4 of the City Code.  In most 
instances, previously platted lots which have not been reduced from their original size may be 
returned to the original platted lot by the Building Official without the approval of the City 
Commission.  The code requirements for approval by the Building Official are as follows: 
 

Sec. 102-51. - Approval required.  
The division of any platted lot, outlot or other parcel of land in a recorded plat is 
prohibited unless such division is first approved by the city commission. 
The following exceptions may occur: 
 
(1)The building official may permit a single family dwelling to be located on a single 
platted lot, without approval by the city commission, provided the minimum 
requirements of Chapter 126 of this Code are met, except as excluded below: 
a. Such platted lot as described above, shall not be required to meet the minimum land 
area requirement of Chapter 126 of this Code; and, 
b. Such platted lot is excluded from the lot width requirements of this Chapter. 
 
(2) Where there are two or more, platted lots, or portions thereof, under single 
ownership, which have not been reduced from the original platted lot dimensions, the 
building official may, without approval by the city commission, accept the boundary 
adjustment and may permit a single family dwelling to be located on each platted lot, 
provided the following conditions are met: 
a. The resulting lots comply with the minimum requirements of Chapter 126 of this 
Code, excluding minimum land area; and 
b. The resulting lots comply with other ordinance requirements stated herein, excluding 
lot width. 

 
This request was denied by the Building Official on the grounds that when lot 9 was included 
with the current parcel several of the previously existing legal non-conformities were brought 
into compliance.  To split the property back into two parcels would re-establish those same 
non-conformities.  However the following section of the City Code gives the City Commission 
the authority to make exceptions as follows: 
 



Sec. 102-4. Waivers 
The city commission may waive the requirements as set forth in this chapter in those 
instances when the commission determines that the enforcement of such requirements 
might cause unnecessary difficulties on the applicant or where the commission 
determines that a waiver of any such requirement by the commission shall not preclude 
the applicant from complying with all provisions of chapter 126 of this Code. 

Thus, the City Commission may approve the proposed lot split of 839 Randall Ct. using the 
waiver provision of section 102-4, based on the fact that lot 9 was previously a buildable platted 
lot prior to 2015. 

SUGGESTED ACTION: 

1) To grant a waiver in accordence with Sec. 102-4 Waivers and APPROVE the proposed lot split 
of 839 Randall Ct.,

or 

2) To deny the lot split of 839 Randall Ct. as proposed as is may adversely affect the interest of the 
public and of the abutting property owners.
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

Planning Dept. 
DATE: June 30, 2017 

TO: Joseph Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Paul O’Meara, City Engineer 
Jana Ecker, Planning Director 

SUBJECT: 856 N. Old Woodward Ave. 
DTE Energy Line Relocation 

As you may know, the above referenced vacant property, directly south of the southeast corner 
of Oak St., has been vacant for nearly 30 years.  The former building, destroyed by fire 
occupied only a portion of the site.  The current owner, known as FLS Properties #5, LLC, has 
obtained final site plan approval from the Planning Board for the construction of four-story 
mixed-use building, including two levels of underground parking. Final construction drawings 
are currently under review. 

OVERHEAD ELECTRIC WIRING CONFLICT 

Overhead electric wiring feeding many other properties to the north and south currently 
obstruct the full use of the property, and must be relocated if it is to be redeveloped to its full 
potential.  The applicant has worked with DTE Energy Co., the two immediate property owners 
to the north, and City staff to finalize a relocation plan that accomplishes the goal of relocating 
the overhead wiring closer to the east property line, as well as entirely away from the north 
property line.  In order to relocate the wires in such a manner that construction can proceed, 
DTE Energy has developed a relocation plan that moves a section of the wiring south of the 
subject property from its current location further east.  Since the relocation involves City 
property, approval must be obtained from the City Commission.  Attached for your reference 
are the following: 

1. Color enhanced route relocation plan prepared by DTE Energy Co.
2. Simplified version of relocation route, imposed on aerial photography.
3. Suggested easement and legal description of route as proposed by DTE Energy Co.
4. Original legal description and ownership records for subject City property.
5. Tree survey of suggested relocation route.
6. Grant of easement to DTE Energy for relocation of overhead wiring on adjacent property

known as 35975 Woodward Ave.
7. Written approval for relocation route of overhead wiring from owner of adjacent

property known as 900 N. Old Woodward Ave.
8. Most recent site plan for proposed building at street level.
9. Current aerial photography of subject area.
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Referring to attachment #1, the following describes the issues relevant in this case. 
 

A. The existing overhead wires obstruct both the north and east ends of the property.  The 
wires are considered primary in the DTE Energy system, meaning that they cannot just 
be ended and re-routed elsewhere, rather, they need to continue north and south of this 
area on some path to ensure proper redundancy both to this new building, and all of the 
other existing buildings in the immediate corridor. 

B. The existing pole labeled A1 on the drawing, while not in direct conflict with the new 
building, is situated such that the entire relocation south of the property becomes 
warranted.  Specifically, the wires south of the building cannot remain in place because 
if a new alignment started north of pole A1, a guy wire would have to extend further 
north to properly support the remaining wires and poles further south.  With the building 
proposed immediately north of pole A1, there is no room available to create tension for 
the wires and poles to the south, if they were to remain. 

C. Once the determination was made that a relocation is required, DTE Energy identified 
three poles that should be relocated, given their current close proximity to the Rouge 
River (the bases of the poles are situated immediately adjacent to the west bank of the 
river).  Extending the relocation south to the north edge of Parking Lot #6 (at pole #4), 
the remaining lines further south can then be tensioned with a guy wire without being 
potentially undermined from the adjacent river bank. 

D. Relocating the lines further east will impact existing trees on a City owned 
floodplain/natural area.  Given its low topography and classification as a floodplain, 
approving an easement in this area does not represent an impediment to future 
development of the property.  The main focus, then, would be damage to the existing 
natural environment, particularly in the form of mature trees.  In order to avoid such 
damage, DTE Energy was asked to consider all possible options that could avoid this 
relocation.  The following was considered: 
• Relocation from Parking Lot #6 property directly out to the N. Old Woodward Ave. 

right-of-way could be considered.  Moving the wiring to an important, very visible 
right-of-way would require an underground installation.  Further, given other existing 
underground utilities in the area, DTE Energy indicated that the wires would have to 
be moved to the west side of the right-of-way, while feeding each of the existing 
buildings being fed on the east side via underground connections.  While such an 
effort would improve the overall aesthetics of the area, it would be prohibitively 
expensive, being roughly estimated at $2 million (the proposal now being suggested 
is estimated at about $220,000, which will be a 100% developer expense). 

• Attempting to locate a source for power relocation to the west of Old Woodward 
Ave. through existing backyard feeds does not address the issue of feeding the 
existing buildings to the south. 

• Likewise, attempting to locate a source for power relocation to the east of 
Woodward Ave. power lines (currently in backyards) again does not address the 
issue of feeding existing buildings to the south. 

 
Referring to Attachment #3, the proposed easement language has been reviewed and approved 
both by this office and the City Attorney’s office.  Of note is that the grant of easement is about 
116 ft. long.  The remaining relocation would fall within existing Brookside Ave. right-of-way, or 
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river right-of-way, as originally platted (Brookside Ave., while platted, was never built in this 
area given its floodplain status). 
 
Referring to attachment #4, a record of how these properties were acquired by the City, they 
can generally be classified into two groups.  The northerly floodplain properties were quit claim 
deeded by their former owners.  It is not known what the purpose of the transfers were, but 
they likely represented a gift to the City due to their status as an undevelopable floodplain.  The 
southerly property acquisitions were generally bought and paid for by the City.  While these 
properties are also prone to flooding, and are encumbered by large sewers, the City’s likely 
interest in ownership was related to providing municipal parking. 
 
Referring to attachment #5, DTE Energy has mapped out the existing location and size of all 
trees 2” diameter and larger along the proposed route.  The original route selected by DTE 
Energy focused on a natural linear clearing that exists in the area.  However, selecting this path 
resulted in removal of several substantial trees.  City staff asked that DTE Energy consider 
moving the alignment approximately 10 feet west to the alignment now shown, which allowed 
several larger trees to remain.  DTE Energy agreed with this change, and have modified the 
easement form accordingly. 
 
Attachment #6 is an easement that was provided by the owner of 35975 Woodward Ave. 
(southwest corner of Oak St.).  The relocation will involve relocating overhead wires along the 
rear property line of this property, should the City Commission approve the alignment further 
south.  The owner of this property (known as August, LLC), had decided to cooperate with the 
856 N. Old Woodward Ave. developer to allow their development to move forward. 
 
Attachment #7 is an email from the owner of 900 N. Old Woodward Ave. (Douglas Cleaners).  
As owner of Douglas Cleaners, David Underdown’s property owns the narrow 10 foot strip that 
extends out to Woodward Ave. (it is currently undeveloped).  Overhead wires currently extend 
over this narrow strip in a similar location, therefore, DTE Energy believes they have the right to 
slightly modify the location of the wiring without a new written easement from Mr. Underdown.  
The relocation represents an improvement for the Douglas Cleaners property, as the current 
wiring extending over the existing building will be removed. 
 
ANALYSIS OF VISUAL IMPACT 
 
Referring again to Attachment #1, the proposed electrical work involves a relocation of 
overhead wiring from pole 9 (located on the northeast corner of Old Woodward Ave. & Oak St., 
adjacent to Mobil/Tim Horton’s), to pole 4, located on City property directly behind 720 N. Old 
Woodward Ave.  The following considers the impacts south and north of pole A1, at the south 
property line of the subject property. 
 

1. South of Pole A1 
 
While considering this proposal, City staff and DTE Energy staff have met on the subject City 
property.  The proposed alignment is currently staked as well.  The owner of 740 Brookside Dr., 
the single family home closest to this area, has asked questions about what is proposed.  He 
has raised questions relative to the visual impact of  this proposal.  Detailed responses from the 
City and DTE Energy are attached to this memo.  
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2. North of Pole A1 
 
Through the Central Business District, electric services to the buildings are generally 
underground, or located at the rear of buildings in alleys and backyards.  The current wiring 
supported by poles A5, A6, and 9 represent a departure from that norm, with overhead wiring 
still present at the north end of the Old Woodward Ave. corridor.  The proposed relocation 
would move the overhead wiring between Douglas Cleaners and the new building at 856 N. Old 
Woodward Ave. on the west side, and the new proposed two-story building planned at 35975 
Woodward Ave. on the east side.  While overheard wiring would still extend across Oak St. as it 
currently does, it would be in a less prominent location, and represents an improvement fromt e 
current condition.  Once electric service is removed from Pole A6, the City will work with 
telecommunication utilities also located on this pole, with the goal being that Pole A6 can be 
removed as well.   
 
SUMMARY 
 
After much analysis and discussion involving all involved parties, it appears that the only 
feasible solution to removing the encumbrance from 856 N. Old Woodward Ave. will involve the 
relocation of overhead electric utilities on to adjacent City property currently being maintained 
as a natural floodplain buffer between commercial and residential areas.  While this is 
unfortunate, the design moves the poles in an area of relatively low visibility, remains 
economically feasible, and allows redevelopment of this important property that has remained 
vacant for nearly thirty years.  A suggested resolution follows. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To authorize the Mayor to sign DTE Electric Company Overhead Easement No. 47698093-
47698095, located on Lot 91 of Assessor’s Plat #29, located in the northwest ¼ corner of 
Section 25, City of Birmingham.   
 
OR 
 
To deny the request to authorize the DTE Electric Company Overhead Easement No. 47698093-
47698095, located on Lot 91 of Assessor’s Plat #29, located in the northwest ¼ corner of 
Section 25, City of Birmingham.   
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4/13/2017 City of Birmingham MI Mail  DTE easement meeting re: 856.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4607cf6df1&view=pt&q=nurah.dababneh%40dteenergy.com&qs=true&search=query&th=15b590bc265e96c9&siml=1… 1/2

Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

DTE easement meeting re: 856. 
1 message

Frank R. Simon <FSimon@simonattys.com> Mon, Apr 10, 2017 at 2:06 PM
To: "pomeara@bhamgov.org" <pomeara@bhamgov.org>
Cc: Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>, "jvalentine@bhamgov.org" <jvalentine@bhamgov.org>, Nurah I Dababneh
<nurah.dababneh@dteenergy.com>

Paul,

See email response from David Underdown suppor�ng  Op�on #2 and further info below.  We have adopted
Op�on #2.

Frank

 

From: David Underdown [mailto:dcunderdown@icloud.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 4:18 PM 
To: Eavan Yaldo <eyaldo@sarokiarchitecture.com> 
Subject: Re: DTE easement mee�ng

 

Eavan,

We support option #2.  I am happy to repave our customer parking area to match the style of the new 
surfaces.  Aesthetically the additional poles and overhead wires do not bother me nor do I foresee 
them impeding our ability to operate the dry cleaning business with their presence.  I personally feel 
that the poles and wires blend into the landscape once they are up.  Additionally, I think there is great 
value in each group having complete independence and control of their own project without including 
Douglas Cleaners in the decision making/planning process.  My goal is to run our family business in 
the same way that it has been operated in this location since 1961.  We are supportive and 
respectful of the large investments and efforts that both groups are undertaking to our neighboring 
properties.  It is disappointing that I will be viewed as a poor and uncooperative neighbor for not 
surrendering our property use rights in exchange for substantial improvements made to neighboring 
sites, but hopefully over time we will be viewed as a good neighbor.  If there are issues that I need to 
be made aware in the future, I will always listen and consider them.  From a planning standpoint I 
think it will be most efficient, clear and predictable for you and your teams to operate under the 
assumption that we will want to use our site in the exact same way it has always been used without 
changes and we will respect your right to improvement and develop your new sites in the way that 
you choose.  Best wishes for success!

Sincerely, 

David C. Underdown

On Mar 14, 2017, at 04:52 PM, Eavan Yaldo <eyaldo@sarokiarchitecture.com> wrote:

mailto:dcunderdown@icloud.com
mailto:eyaldo@sarokiarchitecture.com
mailto:eyaldo@sarokiarchitecture.com
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Thank you for meeting with us this morning.  To recap, we have two (2) different options for the new
overhead lines, neither of which will add poles to the Douglas Cleaners property.  In both schemes, there
will be new overhead lines in a 10’ easement along the south property line of the August, LLC parcel. (Both
options are attached for your reference.)

 

Option #1 provides the best appearance for all properties, as it results in one less pole required, with
overhead wires that would run parallel to the Douglas Cleaners storefront and attach to the existing pole in
front of the building, just south of the N. Old Woodward access drive.  It requires a 10’ easement from
Douglas Cleaners for overhead wires along the NW property line.

 

Option #2 would not require an easement from Douglas Cleaners, but would result in overhead wires
running diagonally across the August, LLC property to a new 45’ high pole at the corner of North Old
Woodward and Oak.  This would be highly visible from the Douglas Cleaners storefront, as the wires would
run diagonally across the access drive.

 

In the spirit of cooperation and being a good neighbor, August, LLC is making substantial improvements to
the property and all approaches to both properties.  The majority of new poles being added will be on the
August, LLC parcel.  No new poles are proposed for the Douglas Cleaners property.  If you select Option
#1 and grant the easement, August, LLC is willing to repave your parking area in front of the store when
they pave their property.

 

Unfortunately, we do not have your father’s email address to include him on the email.  Can you please
provide his email?

 

Thank you,

Eavan

 

EAVAN YALDO | ASSOCIATE | LEED AP

P 248 258 5707 | EYaldo@SarokiArchitecture.com

430 N. OLD WOODWARD, BIRMINGHAM, MI 48009

SarokiArchitecture.com

 

   

 

2 attachments

900 N Old Woodward (Option #1).pdf 
900K

35980 Woodward (Option #2).pdf 
926K

tel:(248)%20258-5707
mailto:EYaldo@SarokiArchitecture.com
http://sarokiarchitecture.com/
https://www.facebook.com/pages/Victor-Saroki-Associates-Architects/85141625527
https://twitter.com/sarokiarch
http://www.linkedin.com/company/victor-saroki-&-associates-architects
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4607cf6df1&view=att&th=15b590bc265e96c9&attid=0.5&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4607cf6df1&view=att&th=15b590bc265e96c9&attid=0.6&disp=attd&safe=1&zw


GENERAL NOTES

1. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY AND FAMILIARIZE THEMSELVES
WITH THE EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS AND THE PROPOSED SCOPE
OF WORK (INCLUDING DIMENSIONS, LAYOUT, ETC.) PRIOR TO
INITIATING THE IMPROVEMENTS IDENTIFIED WITHIN THESE
DOCUMENTS. SHOULD ANY DISCREPANCY BE FOUND BETWEEN THE
EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS AND THE PROPOSED WORK THE
CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY STONEFIELD ENGINEERING & DESIGN,
LLC. PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION.

2. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN ALL NECESSARY PERMITS AND
ENSURE THAT ALL REQUIRED APPROVALS HAVE BEEN OBTAINED
PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION.  COPIES OF ALL REQUIRED
PERMITS AND APPROVALS SHALL BE KEPT ON SITE AT ALL TIMES
DURING CONSTRUCTION.

3. ALL CONTRACTORS WILL, TO THE FULLEST EXTENT PERMITTED BY
LAW, INDEMNIFY AND HOLD HARMLESS STONEFIELD ENGINEERING &
DESIGN, LLC. AND IT'S SUB-CONSULTANTS  FROM AND AGAINST ANY
DAMAGES AND LIABILITIES INCLUDING ATTORNEY'S FEES ARISING
OUT OF CLAIMS BY EMPLOYEES OF THE CONTRACTOR IN ADDITION
TO CLAIMS CONNECTED TO THE PROJECT AS A RESULT OF NOT
CARRYING THE PROPER INSURANCE FOR WORKERS COMPENSATION,
LIABILITY INSURANCE, AND LIMITS OF COMMERCIAL GENERAL
LIABILITY INSURANCE.

4. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT DEVIATE FROM THE PROPOSED
IMPROVEMENTS IDENTIFIED WITHIN THIS PLAN SET UNLESS APPROVAL
IS PROVIDED IN WRITING BY STONEFIELD ENGINEERING & DESIGN,
LLC.

5. THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO DETERMINE THE MEANS AND
METHODS OF CONSTRUCTION.

6. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT PERFORM ANY WORK OR CAUSE
DISTURBANCE ON A PRIVATE PROPERTY NOT CONTROLLED BY THE
PERSON OR ENTITY WHO HAS AUTHORIZED THE WORK WITHOUT
PRIOR WRITTEN CONSENT FROM THE OWNER OF THE PRIVATE
PROPERTY.

7. THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO RESTORE ANY DAMAGED OR
UNDERMINED STRUCTURE OR SITE FEATURE THAT IS IDENTIFIED TO
REMAIN ON THE PLAN SET. ALL REPAIRS SHALL USE NEW MATERIALS
TO RESTORE THE FEATURE TO ITS EXISTING CONDITION AT THE
CONTRACTORS EXPENSE.

8. CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO PROVIDE THE APPROPRIATE SHOP
DRAWINGS, PRODUCT DATA, AND OTHER REQUIRED SUBMITTALS
FOR REVIEW. STONEFIELD ENGINEERING & DESIGN, LLC. WILL REVIEW
THE SUBMITTALS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DESIGN INTENT AS
REFLECTED WITHIN THE PLAN SET.

9. THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL IN
ACCORDANCE WITH MANUAL ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL
DEVICES, LATEST EDITION.

10. THE CONTRACTOR IS REQUIRED TO PERFORM ALL WORK IN THE
PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPROPRIATE
GOVERNING AUTHORITY AND SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE
PROCUREMENT OF STREET OPENING PERMITS.

11. THE CONTRACTOR IS REQUIRED TO RETAIN AN OSHA CERTIFIED
SAFETY INSPECTOR TO BE PRESENT ON SITE AT ALL TIMES DURING
CONSTRUCTION & DEMOLITION ACTIVITIES.

12. SHOULD AN EMPLOYEE OF STONEFIELD ENGINEERING & DESIGN, LLC.
BE PRESENT ON SITE AT ANY TIME DURING CONSTRUCTION,  IT DOES
NOT RELIEVE THE CONTRACTOR OF ANY OF THE RESPONSIBILITIES
AND REQUIREMENTS LISTED IN THE NOTES WITHIN THIS PLAN SET.

V
:\M

\2
01

5\
M

-1
51

20
-K

EM
-T

EC
-8

56
 N

. O
LD

 W
O

O
D

W
A

R
D

, B
IR

M
IN

G
H

A
M

, M
I\C

A
D

D
\P

LO
T

\S
D

P-
03

-S
IT

E.
D

W
G

D
E

SC
R

IP
T

IO
N

SI
T

E
 D

E
V

E
LO

P
M

E
N

T
 P

LA
N

S

P
R

O
P

O
SE

D
 4

 S
T

O
R

Y
 M

U
LT

I-
FA

M
IL

Y
B

U
IL

D
IN

G
 W

IT
H

 R
E

T
A

IL
P

A
R

C
E

L 
ID

: 1
9-

25
-3

28
-0

01
85

6 
N

O
R

T
H

 O
LD

 W
O

O
D

W
A

R
D

 R
O

A
D

C
IT

Y
 O

F 
B

IR
M

IN
G

H
A

M
O

A
K

LA
N

D
 C

O
U

N
T

Y
, M

IC
H

IG
A

N

engineering & design, llc.
STONEFIELD

LICENSED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER

GRAPHIC SCALE IN FEET

0' 40'20'20'

1" = 20'

FIRST FLOOR
SITE PLAN

C-3

TABLE OF LAND USE AND ZONING
PARCEL ID: 19-25-328-001

DOWNTOWN BIRMINGHAM OVERLAY DISTRICT (D-2)

PROPOSED USE

DWELLING-MULTIPLE-FAMILY PERMITTED USE

RETAIL PERMITTED USE

ZONING REQUIREMENT REQUIRED PROPOSED

MINIMUM LOT AREA N/A 24,718 SF (0.56 AC)

MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT 3 STORIES 4 STORIES (V)

MAXIMUM OVERALL HEIGHT 56 FT 56 FT

BUILDING FOOTPRINT AREA N/A 20,428 SF

FRONT YARD SETBACK 0 FT 0 FT

MINIMUM FRONT YARD
SETBACK(FACADE) 0 FT 10.8 FT

MINIMUM SIDE YARD SETBACK 0 FT 0 FT

MINIMUM REAR YARD SETBACK* 12.8 FT 12.8 FT

OFF-STREET PARKING REQUIREMENTS
CODE SECTION REQUIRED PROPOSED

§ 4.52 PK-08.A RESIDENTIAL (2 OR LESS ROOMS): 20 SPACES AT GROUND LEVEL

1.5 SPACES PER UNIT 45 SPACES ON LOWER LEVEL

(1 UNITS)(1.5/UNITS) = 2 SPACES

RESIDENTIAL (3 OR MORE ROOMS): 65 SPACES TOTAL ONSITE

2 SPACES PER UNIT 9 SPACES IN PUBLIC R.O.W

(25 UNITS)(2/UNITS) = 50 SPACES 74 SPACES TOTAL

RETAIL

1 SPACES PER 300 SF

(4,500 SF)(1/300 SF) = 15 SPACES

TOTAL: 2 + 50 + 15 = 58 SPACES

§ 9-12 PARKING SPACE SIZE: 180 SF 180 SF (9 FT X 20 FT)

§ 3.04-C.7 MAXIMUM PARKING ACCESS WIDTH: 22 FT

25 FT WIDE

(V)
 *

VARIANCE
THE NORTHERN ADJACENT BUILDING PROVIDES A 12.8 FT REAR YARD SETBACK PER § 3.04(B)

(V) VARIANCE

PROPERTY LINE

SYMBOL DESCRIPTION
PROPERTY LINE

PROPOSED CURB

PROPOSED FLUSH CURB

PROPOSED SIGN

PROPOSED BUILDING

PROPOSED CONCRETE

PROPOSED TRAFFIC FLOW MARKINGS

PARKING STALL COUNTER12

BASEMENT FLOOR LAYOUT

ZONING RELIEF TABLE
DESIGN STANDARDS REQUIRED PROPOSED
§ 3.04-A.1 MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT: 4 STORIES (56 FT)

3 STORIES (56 FT)

(V) VARIANCE

RIPARIAN PLANTING MIX
BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME MIX PERCENTAGE
ELYMUS VIRGINICUS VIRGINIA WILDRYE 20%

SORGHASTRUM NUTANS INDIANGRASS 16%

PANICUM CLANDESTINUM DEERTONGUE 15%

ANDROPOGON GERARDII BIG BLUESTEM 12.5%

PANICUM VIRGATUM SWITCHGRASS 8%

CHAMAECRISTA FASCICULATA PARTRIDGE PEA 5%

AGROSTIS PERENNANS AUTUMN BENTGRASS 4%

VERBENA HASTATA BLUE VERVIAN 4%

RUDBECKIA HIRTA BLACKEYED SUSAN 3%

HELIOPSIS HELIANTHOIDES OXEYE SUNFLOWER 3%

ASTER NOVAE-ANGLIAE NEW ENGLAND ASTER 2.3%

JUNCUS EFFUSUS SOFT RUSH 2%

EUPATORIUM PERFOLIATUM BONESET 1%

EUPATORIUM FISTULOSUM JOE PYE WEED 1%

BAPTISIA AUSTRALIS BLUE FALSE INDIGO 1%

VERNONIA NOVEBORACENSIS NEW YORK IRONWEED 1%

LOBELIA SIPHILITICA GREAT BLUE LOBELIA 0.5%

MONARDA FISTULOSA WILD BERGAMOT 0.5%

EUTHAMIA GRAMINIFOLIA GRASSLEAF GOLDENROD 0.2%

(V) VARIANCE
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Joe Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org>

Hello Mr. Valentine. Could you please add this to the package for the City
Commissioners regarding the 856 N. Old Woodward easement request, please? 

Reed Benet <reedmbenet@gmail.com> Wed, Jul 5, 2017 at 7:29 PM
To: Joe Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org>
Cc: dsdettling@comcast.net

Let's try this again without the typos... ;-) 

--  
Reed M. Benet
Founder/CEO
zeroto6t, inc. DBA herohomes.com 
reedmbenet@gmail.com 
Cell: 415-342-3634

Never take no cut offs, and hurry along as fast as you can -- Patty Reed

On Jul 5, 2017, at 7:24 PM, Reed Benet <reedmbenet@gmail.com> wrote: 

Dear City Commissioners:

I am supportive of Mr. Drew Dettling of 740 Brookside's request to deny the DTE related easement request
to bring utilities in a highly disruptive manner to 856 N. Old Woodward.

First of all, Mr. Dettling would be most and permanently inconvenienced by the request, which would put
utility poles in the presently untouched wooded area next to his property.

Second, as per Mr. Dettling, the poles, felling of trees, and long-term access plans would be directly in
conflict with the approved Community Impact Study (CIS), which calls for undergrounding.

Third, I and my neighbors are fully aware of this property, in that this was the beautiful host location of the
neighborhood euchre club. And while one side of his property, like for many of us, borders on Woodward,
the side proposed to be significantly disturbed is beautifully wooded.

Fourth, I was pretty aware of the numerous challenges of the 856 N. Old Woodward site when the
Birmingham Chai Center was considering it for its use and mixed-use development. Granting an easement
to this newest effort would be unfair to those who have tried before. And it is my understanding that the
issue isn't can the utilities be brought to the site but rather what the cost of that might be. No offense to
developers attempting to take a long-time hole in our community and make something of it, but these
developers need to be creative just like the rest of us tried to be, and not take any short cuts.

Fifth, this is public land, and as Mr. Dettling says, what is the quid pro quo for granting any easement?

http://herohomes.com/
mailto:reedmbenet@gmail.com
tel:415-342-3634
mailto:reedmbenet@gmail.com


And sixth, and most personally, this seems like a northward assault on the Little San Francisco District after,
as I saw it, the Planning Commission kept trying to get the City Council to approve up to sixteen apartments
on the Oakland Avenue property. The nonsense-ical rationale we kept hearing was that such commercial
use would somehow protect the residential character of the neighborhood. I hope that you'll look with
skepticism on any type of easement request that similarly promises to detriment our neighborhood.

So, with all this said, I respectfully ask you to deny this easement request. If the developer is willing to
underground the utilities and replace the lost trees and somehow improve something not insignificant for
the public, I'd welcome you to use your authority to consider such.

BTW, I am a resident at 271 Euclid Avenue in the beautiful and neighborly Little San Francisco District.

Thank you for your attention to this matter and your wise service to our community. 

--  
Reed M. Benet
Founder/CEO
zeroto6t, inc. DBA herohomes.com 
reedmbenet@gmail.com 
Cell: 415-342-3634

Goethe (1892): "Von hier und heute geht eine neue Epoche der Weltgeschichte aus und ihr koennt sagen, ihr
seid dabei gewesen." 

http://herohomes.com/
mailto:reedmbenet@gmail.com
tel:(415)%20342-3634


MEMORANDUM 
Planning Division 

Engineering Department 
DATE: June 30, 2017 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
Paul O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Design & Cost Considerations for 2018 Old Woodward Ave. 
Construction Project 

Earlier this year, the Engineering Department solicited bids for  the proposed reconstruction of 
Old Woodward Ave. between Willits St. and Brown St. in Downtown Birmingham.   Based on 
cost considerations, the City requested bidders to provide bids for numerous material options, 
which resulted in a complex, detailed bidding package.  While this may have limited the number 
of responding bidders, the detailed line items allow for the City Commission to select options for 
the design elements to fit the desired budget. 

Below are the various design element options for the Old Woodward reconstruction project as 
bid earlier this year.  The City Commission may wish to select the preferred options under each 
category based on design and cost considerations.  This will allow for a simpler bid package 
when this is rebid, and may attract a greater number of bidders, and more competitive pricing. 

Street Light Design Options 

Planning consultant MKSK recommended introducing a new street light standard for the Old 
Woodward Ave. corridor, in an effort to help make this the City’s signature street.  Selux brand 
lights were recommended, which use a design theme similar to the median lights installed on 
Old Woodward Ave. north of Willits St., only smaller.  

The following two options are offered: 

Design Element Specifications Cost Notes 
Option 1 
Current Standard 
Streetlights 

Hadco $323,400 
Monthly charge for 
each light pole 
regardless of amount 
of electricity used. 

Option 2 
New Modern 
Streetlights on Old 
Woodward, Current 
Standard 
Streetlights on 
Maple 

Selux $425,600 
Monthly charge for 
each light pole 
regardless of amount 
of electricity used. 

• Need to stock
multiple types of
fixtures at DPS

1 

6E



 
Budget Amount: $450,000 (fiscal year 2018-19). 
 
The prices above include six overhead lights at intersectiojns, and the installation of electrical 
outlets in the posts of all lights, allowing the City to light trees throughout the downtown as is 
done currently, but removing the current reliance on the adjacent buildings for electricity.  
 
Electrical System Options 
  
During the planning phase of the Old Woodward Ave. project, it was noted that some in the 
community are disappointed that when using DTE Energy light poles for the source of electricity 
with the holiday lighting program, the lights turn off during the day.  In order to provide power to 
light the trees during the day, the City would have to install a City owned and maintained 
electrical system in the Old Woodward Ave. corridor.  Thus, the following three electrical options 
are offered: 
 
Design Element Specifications Cost Notes 
Separate Electrical 
System 

• Ground mounted 
outlets at base of 
every street tree 

• 8 charging stations 
for the public 

• Intersection lighting 
mounted on 
existing signal 
poles 

$232,500, individually 
metered, electricity 
charged based on 
metered use 

• 8 charging stations 
adjacent to 
benches for use by 
the public 

• Trees can be lit 
both day and night 
if desired 

• 6 intersection lights 
mounted on signal 
poles 

• City responsible for 
maintaining 
intersection lights 

• 2 new control 
boxes required in 
landscape beds 

 
Budgeted Amount: $0 
 
If the City elects to install the electrical system, the following credits will be received from DTE 
due to elimination of the electrical outlets in the poles, as well as the separate six street lights at 
intersections, depending on which street lighting system is selected: 
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Design Element Specifications Credit Notes 
Option 1A 
Hadco lighting with 
outlets on posts, no 
separate electrical 
system 

• Outlets on each 
streetlight 

• Separate 
intersection lighting 

$18,000 credit  
 
 
 

• No charging 
stations provided 

• Trees can be lit 
only after dark  

• 6 intersection lights 
must be mounted 
on separate poles 
(not on signal 
poles to reduce 
clutter) 

Option 1B 
Selux lighting with 
outlets on posts, no 
separate electrical 
system 

• Outlets on each 
streetlight 

• Separate 
intersection lighting 

$12,600 credit  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• No charging 
stations provided 

• Trees can be lit 
only after dark  

• 6 intersection lights 
must be mounted 
on separate poles 
(not on signal 
poles to reduce 
clutter) 

 
Streetscape Paving Options 
 
As suggested by MKSK, the bidding package included three different options for paving both the 
streets and sidewalks, as noted below: 
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Design 
Element 

Specifications Pavement 
Cost 

Ancillary 
Costs1 

Total 
Costs 

Notes 

 
Option A1 
City Standard 
Streetscape & 
Streetlights 

 
• Broom finish 

sidewalks with 
exposed 
aggregate 
along street 

• Concrete 
streets 

• Enhanced tree 
wells with 
exposed 
aggregate 
curbs 

 

 
$1,998,000 

 
$2,438,840 

 
$4,436,840 

 
118 days for 
construction 

 
Option A2  
Enhanced 
sidewalk, tree 
wells and curb 
treatments, 
City Standard 
streets & 
Streetlights 
 

 
• Buff washed 

sidewalks with  
• Concrete 

streets 
• Enhanced tree 

wells with buff 
washed 
concrete curbs 

 
$2,311,700 

 
$2,459,106 

 
$4,770,806 

 
130 days for 
construction 

 
Option B  
Enhanced 
sidewalk, 
streets, tree 
wells, 
intersections, 
crosswalks & 
curb 
treatments, 
new Selux 
streetlights 

 
• Buff washed 

sidewalks 
• Brick pavers at 

intersections & 
crosswalks 

• Granite curbed 
tree wells 

• Concrete 
streets with 
brick paver left 
turn lanes & 
parking areas 

 
$4,009,700 

 
$2,511,613 

 
$6,521,313 

 
155 days for 
construction 

 
Budgeted Amount: $4,436,840 (previously adjusted to meet the projected Option 1A costs) 
 
MKSK has prepared computer enhanced photo images of the Pierce & Martin intersection to 
illustrate each of the three streetscape options noted in the above chart.   
 

1 Ancillary costs represent non-pavement costs charged to the street and sidewalk funds such as traffic signals, 
landscaping, irrigation, fiber conduit, inspection, etc.  
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Other Pertinent Information 
 
The Water & Sewer Fund costs, based on the bid received, are as follows: 
 
Water Fund  $   823,070 
Sewer Fund  $1,599,610 
 
Sufficient fund balances are available in the current fiscal year to handle these costs. 
 
Other unique features introduced in this project is the installation of fiber conduit throughout 
the project area, and the installation of enhanced bus shelters.  The installation of 
telecommunication fiber conduit throughout the project area will allow for future utility 
installations and maintenance without the need to cut up the new City sidewalks and streets.  
The installation of fiber conduit is recommended to protect the City’s investment in the 
streetscape, at a cost of approximately $332,000.  Funds for this work were not budgeted, and 
would need to be transferred from the General Fund.  (This number is included as an ancillary 
cost in the table above).   Finally, the installation of two new bus shelters are proposed within 
the project area, however the costs for these are covered by outside funding sources through 
SMART. 
 
At this time, staff seeks direction from the City Commission relative to the design direction of 
this project.  By doing so, staff will be enabled to prepare a revised set of bidding documents 
that can be bid again this fall.  Simplified plans will translate to a simpler cost proposal for 
bidders.  That, coupled with an earlier bid date, will hopefully make the project more attractive 
to the bidding community.  A suggested resolution follows: 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To direct staff to revise the bidding documents for the Old Woodward Ave. Reconstruction 
Project, prepared for 2018 construction, with the following directives: 
 

1. Installation of Hadco standard Birmingham street lights. 
Or 
Installation of Selux brand street lights for the Old Woodward Ave. corridor, with Hadco 
lights on Maple Rd. 

 
2. Inclusion of a separate electrical system. 

Or 
Remove the separate electrical system from the plans. 

 
3. Installation of the City’s standard streetscape and concrete street design throughout the 

project, known as Option A1. 
Or  
Installation of the MKSK enhanced buff washed concrete streetscape and concrete street 
design on Old Woodward Ave., known as Option A2. 
Or 
Installation of the MKSK brick paver and granite curb enhanced streetscape and street 
design on Old Woodward Ave., known as Option B. 
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Option A2



Option B



   

 
 
May 24, 2017       

 
 
City of Birmingham 
Attn: Paul O’Meara 
151 Martin St, PO Box 3001 
Birmingham, MI 48012 
 
Re: Proposal for DTE Street Lighting along S Old Woodward Ave between Willits & Brown   
 
We have prepared a cost estimate to meet DTE’s standard specifications and to meet your requested 
requirements.  
 
The annual costs are based on the MPSC approved Option 1 Municipal Street Light Rate, where DTE Energy 
installs, owns and maintains the lighting system.  The rate requires that a portion of the construction cost be 
paid by the customer, which is determined by the following formula. 
 
A proposal and scope of work are defined for each of the following:  
 
Option A - Scope of Work: 
Remove 68 existing ornamental street lights along S Old Woodward Ave & E Maple Rd.  Install 50 new 86 watt 
Philips Hadco downtown type posts & fixtures along S Old Woodward Ave & E Maple Rd.  Posts and fixtures to 
be Birmingham green in color.  Cost includes 2 spare complete pole assemblies & 2 spare fixtures.  I have 
included prices with & without GFI receptacles.   
 
                                                                         With GFI’s                      Without GFI’s 
Annual Operating Cost                    $15,384.00  $15,384.00 

Cost to construct        $354,587.46  $351,675.46 

Minus 3 yrs revenue   ($46,152.00)  ($46,152.00)    

Contribution from Birmingham   $308,435.46      $305,523.46     

 

Option B - Scope of Work: 
Remove 68 existing ornamental street lights along S Old Woodward Ave & E Maple Rd.  Install 39 new 55 watt 
Selux Ritorno type posts & fixtures along S Old Woodward Ave.  Selux posts and fixtures to be black in color.  
Cost includes 2 spare complete pole assemblies & 2 spare fixtures.  Also install 11 new 86 watt Philips Hadco 
downtown type posts & fixtures along E Maple Rd.  Philps Hadco posts and fixtures to be Birmingham green in 
color.  Cost includes 1 spare complete pole assembly & 1 spare fixture.  I have included prices with & without 
GFI receptacles. 
 
                                                                         With GFI’s                      Without GFI’s 
Annual Operating Cost                    $15,052.89  $15,052.89 

Cost to construct        $461,082.66  $458,114.66 

Minus 3 yrs revenue   ($45,158.67)  ($45,158.67)    

Contribution from Birmingham   $415,923.99      $412,955.99     



   

6 New Street Lights on 6 New Poles to Replace Street Lights Currently Mounted on ATS Poles: 
Install 6 stock black 135 watt Autobahn LED fixtures mounted on 6 stock steel Code 05B davit arm poles with 
breakaway transformer bases and concrete foundations.  I have included prices for black and green post 
options.  If Selux option is selected these posts will remain black to match Selux posts & fixtures along S Old 
Woodward Ave.  If Philips Hadco option is selected these posts will be painted Birmingham green to match 
posts & fixtures along S Old Woodward Ave. 
 
                                                                    Black Color Option         Green Color Option 
Annual Operating Cost                    $1,930.62  $1,930.62 

Cost to construct        $15,432.74  $20,808.74 

Minus 3 yrs revenue   ($5,791.86)  ($5,791.86)    

Contribution from Birmingham   $9,640.88      $15,016.88     

 
The prices quoted shall be in effect for a period of six months from the date of this letter, after which these costs 
will no longer be valid.  After installation the total cost for any additional modifications, relocation or removal 
will be the responsibility of the requesting party.  Payment for any customer contribution must be made prior 
to the actual start of construction. 
 
Please contact me for a Street Lighting Purchase Agreement if you would like to proceed with the above 
project.  If you have questions, please contact me at 734-397-4188.  
 
Regards, 
 

Lance Alley 

 
Lance Alley 
Account Manager 
DTE Energy - Community Lighting 
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WL 8:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB157 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP WL 17:

RM: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 85 AFU738 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 53:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB196 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 29:
RM: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 85 AAL102 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 28:
RM: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 85 AAL101 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 34:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB193 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 24:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB183 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 42:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB207 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 39:
RM: SERIES TO MULTIPLE MV 400 CM COBRA
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 400 OB210 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 203 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 74:
IN: TAP STREET LIGHT CABLE IN POST

WL 75:
ABANDON ST LT CONDUCTOR: #2ALX2-#4ALX1

WL 3:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB152 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 19:
RM: SERIES TO MULTIPLE MV 400 CM COBRA
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 400 OB178 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 203 -- B
RM: POST CODE 072
RM: FOUNDATION FOUNDATION DISPOSED/RELOCATED

WL 27:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB186 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 60:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB169 -- 9731 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 66:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MH 175 ZG RICHLAND
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
H 175 AEU798 -- 8060 BIHAM -- O050 -- 613 -- R
RM: POST CODE 51A
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 10:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB159 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 12:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OA341 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 2:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB151 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 7:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB156 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 15:
RM: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 85 AAK950 -- 8055 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- B
RM: POST CODE 51A
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP
WL 16:
RM: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 85 AFU739 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 52:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB197 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 32:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB191 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 51:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB198 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 47:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB202 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 62:
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
M 175 OB167 -- 9731 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 25:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB184 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 55:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OA375 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 77:
ABANDON: #2ALX2-#4ALX1

WL 68:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB160 -- 9731 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 72:
ABANDON ST LT CONDUCTOR: #2ALX2-#4ALX1

WL 9:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB158 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 38:
RM: SERIES TO MULTIPLE MV 250 CM COBRA
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 250 Z8431 -- 7553 BIHAM -- O050 -- 113 -- R
RM: POST CODE 096
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 31:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB190 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 48:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MH 175 AB ACORN
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
H 175 OB201 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 613 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 45:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB204 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 61:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB168 -- 9731 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 59:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB170 -- 9731 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 26:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB185 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 22:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB181 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 54:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OA376 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 76:
IN: TAP STREET LIGHT CABLE IN POST

WL 5:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB154 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 1:
RM: SERIES TO MULTIPLE MV 400 CM COBRA
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 400 OB150 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 203 -- B
RM: POST CODE 072
RM: FOUNDATION FOUNDATION DISPOSED/RELOCATED

WL 36:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB195 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP WL 67:

RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB161 -- 9731 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 46:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB203 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 50:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MH 175 AB ACORN
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
H 175 OB199 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 613 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 63:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB166 -- 9731 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 21:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB180 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 13:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OA342 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 64:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MH 175 ZG RICHLAND
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
H 175 AEU794 -- 8060 BIHAM -- O050 -- 613 -- R
RM: POST CODE 51A
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 43:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB206 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 80:
RM: 7 OVERHEAD ST LT SUPPORTS
ON ATS POSTS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

WL 70:
IN: TAP STREET LIGHT CABLE IN POST

WL 73:
IN: TAP STREET LIGHT CABLE IN POST

WL 71:
ABANDON ST LT CONDUCTOR: #2ALX2-#4ALX1

WL 14:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OA343 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 37:
RM: UG MULTIPLE HPS 250 CC COBRA
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
S 250 OF662 -- 7557 BIHAM -- O050 -- 233 --  
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 35:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB194 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 49:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MH 175 AB ACORN
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
H 175 OB200 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 613 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 23:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB182 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 40:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB209 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 57:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OA339 -- 9731 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 56:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OA338 -- 9731 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 58:
RM: SERIES TO MULTIPLE MV 400 CM COBRA
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 400 OB171 -- 9731 BIHAM -- O050 -- 203 -- R
RM: POST CODE 072
RM: FOUNDATION FOUNDATION DISPOSED/RELOCATED

WL 11:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OA340 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 4:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB153 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 6:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB155 -- 8155 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 18:
RM: UG MULTIPLE LED 85 LU RICHLAND
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
L 85 AFU740 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 563 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 33:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB192 -- 9720 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 44:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB205 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- R
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 65:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MH 175 ZG RICHLAND
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
H 175 AEU795 -- 8060 BIHAM -- O050 -- 613 -- B
RM: POST CODE 51A
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 41:
RM: UG MULTIPLE MV 175 44 OPTION2
RM: UG SHORTNG CAP
M 175 OB208 -- 9730 BIHAM -- O050 -- 073 -- B
RM: POST CODE 017
RM: FOUNDATION BROKEN UP

WL 78:
IN: TAP STREET LIGHT CABLE IN POST

WL 79:
ABANDON ST LT CONDUCTOR: #2ALX2-#4ALX1

WL 69:
ABANDON ST LT CONDUCTOR: #2ALX2-#4ALX1

/

/

/

/

/

/

               CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
     STREET LIGHT REMOVAL PROJECT
                      EXHIBIT "B"
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Geographic Township Geographic County

WorkOrder Description - No Design Opened

5/1/2017

BIHAM  
PON

CUEReqNum - No Design OpenedWO DesignVersion - No Design Opened

WorkOrder Owner - No Design Opened
WorkOrder - No Design OpenedWO Owner Telephone - No Design Opened                 

                                                                                                                         
                                
                                 

                           
                           

                                          
                                         

                          
                          

                                

                        

                        

                        

                

WO Supervisor

WO Supervisor Telephone
No municipal polygons found within the PageTemplate
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           Streetlight Billing Summary
O050 - BIRMINGHAM CITY OF
   8155 BIHAM   IN   9  *563
   9720 BIHAM   IN   19  *563
   9730 BIHAM   IN   12  *563
   9731 BIHAM   IN   10  *563

Created on: 5/4/2017 9:16:04 AM

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
     EXHIBIT "B"

                         Trench-Bore Summary
Type                                        Occupants                       Length
ST LT - BORE - IN CONDUIT  E                       3187
                                    Total   =      3187

                             Cable Summary
Type                                         Legacy Stock # /SAP #   Length
IN #2 ALX2 - #4 ALX1       713-0878/100075024      3858

Created on: 5/4/2017 9:19:53 AM
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BLM Oakland 

SL- New installation of street lights on Old Woodward

5/4/2017

BIHAM  
PON

720136 1

O'Donnell, Michael W
47634905586.412.4771                 

                                                                                                                         
                                
                                 

                           
                           

                                          
                                         

                          
                          

                                

                        

                        

                        

                

Brian R Kinnick

734.397.4024
BIRMINGHAM (PONTIAC)
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5. Optics - (not shown) Symmetric
reflector and tempered flat glass lens
focus lumen output on secondary
reflector shade.  Secondary reflector
shade redirects light for even illumi-
nation without shadows. 

6. LED Driver - (Not shown) High
power factor, High efficiency con-
stant current LED driver.  120-277
VAC input.  Protection class IP67. 

7. Surge Protection - (Not shown)
3-Pole Surge protection device safe-
guards electrical components from
indirect lighting strikes and surges
up to (10kA and 10kV).

8. Pole Fitter - Die cast aluminum
fitter secures fixture arms and reflec-
tive shade to pole.  Tapered to con-
tinue lines from pole.

9. Pole - Pole to be aluminum and
taper from 5" diameter at the bottom
 to 7" diameter at the top.  Pole wall
thickness to be minimum 0.156
thick, supplied with a 3" x 5" hand
hole, with cast 356 aluminum tem-
pered to a T6 condition reinforced
frame, with integral ground lug con-
nection and gasketed flush fitting
door.

10. Base Cover - (not shown) Std.
two-piece base cover is made from
die-cast 356 alloy aluminum which is
heat treated to produce a T6 temper,
measuring 41/2" (115mm) height by
121/2" (316mm) diameter.

Exterior Luminaire Finish -
Selux utilizes a high quality
Polyester Powder Coating. All

Selux luminaires and poles are
finished in our Tiger Drylac
certified facility and undergo a
five stage intensive pretreatment
process where product is
thoroughly cleaned, phosphated
and sealed. Selux powder coated
products provide excellent salt
and humidity resistance as well as
ultra violet resistance for
color retention. All products are
tested in accordance with test
specifications for coatings from
ASTM and PCI.

Standard exterior colors are White
(WH), Black (BK), Bronze (BZ),
and Silver (SV). Selux premium
colors (SP) are available, please
specify from your Selux color
selection guide. 

5 Year Limited LED Luminaire
Warranty - Selux offers a 5 Year
Limited Warranty to the original
purchaser that the Ritorno LED
luminaire shall be free from
defects in material and workman-
ship for up to five (5) years from
date of shipment. This limited 
warranty covers the fixture, LED
driver and LED light engine when
installed and operated according
to Selux instructions. Fixture suit-
able for ambient temperatures
from -35° C (-31° F) up to 40° C
(104° F). For details and exclu-
sions, see “Selux Terms and
Condition of Sale.”

Listings and Ratings: Tested to
IESNA LM-79-08 and LM-80 test
standards at 25° C ambient temper-
ature.

9 

267/8"
(683mm)

Mounting Light Engine Finish Voltage Options
WH    White
BK     Black
BZ     Bronze
SV     Silver
SP     Specify
          Premium
          Color

RRSL
Ritorno®

Round
Symmetrical

LED

1      Single
W    Wall 
       Mount

REC GFCI Receptacle 
(pole mount only)

DM Dimming (0-10V)
HL2         Hi-Lo Switching
MS    Motion Sensor
        with Optional Photocell 

(meets Title 24 requirements)
*See page 2 for order code

120
208
277
3471

4801

L55      55W
Series Height 

RP10    10 ft.
RP12    12 ft.
RP14    14 ft.
RP16    16 ft.

Series Mounting Height Light
Engine

Finish Voltage

Options

_ _ _ _ _ _ _RRSL

1. Reflective Shade - 267/8" x
353/4" (683mm x 908mm) mini-
mum 3/16" (4.7mm) thick alu-
minum reflector shade painted
white for maximum reflectivity.
Supplied with drip groove around
perimeter, to prevent rain marks
on underside. Shade attached to
fixture arms with low profile stain-
less steel hardware.

2. Fixture Arms - Three natural,
marine grade stainless steel with
bead-blasted finish, rigidly attach
reflector shade to pole fitter.

3. Housing Cover - Heat-tem-
pered flat glass lens protects LED
light engine assembly. Continuous
molded silicone gasket creates
sealed optic chamber for weather
proofing, dust and insect control.
Door pivots open from housing
chamber for servicing.  Three cap-
tive stainless steel screws secure
lamp cover in position.

4. LED Light Engine - (not shown)
High efficacy LED light engine with
60,000 hour+ life until L70.  Available
with 3000K, 3500K or 4000K CCT
and a CRI of 80. 

CCT
3000
3500
4000

Selux Corp. © 2016
TEL (845) 834-1400
FAX (845) 834-1401
www.selux.us
RRSL-01116-01 (ss-v1.4)

In a continuing effort to offer the best product possible, we reserve the right to change, without notice, specifications or materials that in our opinion will not alter
the function of the product. Specification sheets found at www.selux.us are the most recent versions and supercede all other printed or electronic versions.

Union Made Affiliated 
with IBEW Local 363

NRTL Listed (i.e. UL, CSA)

Ritorno® Round Symmetrical LED
Project:
   Type: Qty:

CCT

1 With internal stepdown transformer    2 Only 120/277 

IP65

353/4"
(908mm)

1

2

8

3

L55



Photometry
Ritorno® Round Symmetrical LED

Selux Corp. © 2016
RRSL-1116-04 (ss-v1.4)

In a continuing effort to offer the best product possible, we reserve the right to change, without notice, specifications or materials that in our opinion will not alter the
function of the product. Specification sheets found at www.selux.us are the most recent versions and supercede all other printed or electronic versions. 

128
256
384
512

1 .5 .2 .1
2

RRSL 55W LED
Catalog #RRSL-1-L55-40
Report # S1208173-R1-1

l  Maximum candela of 511.65 at 25° from vertical
l  IES classification: Type VS
l  2424 Delivered Lumens
l  44 Lumens per Watt
l  Based on 12’ mounting height
l  BUG Rating B1-U3-G1

121
242
362
483

1 .5 .2 .1
2

RRSL 55W LED
Catalog #RRSL-1-L55-30
Report # S1208173-R1-1

l  Maximum candela of 483 at 25° from vertical
l  IES classification: Type VS
l  2289 Delivered Lumens
l  42 Lumens per Watt
l  Based on 12’ mounting height
l  BUG Rating B1-U3-G1

  DOWNLOAD IES FILE:
http://www.selux.us/fileadmin/us/exterior/ies_file/RRSL_IES.zip

  DOWNLOAD IES FILE:
http://www.selux.us/fileadmin/us/exterior/ies_file/RRSL_IES.zip



365/8"
(931mm)

61/2" (165mm)

81/2"
(216mm)

Ø7"
(178mm)

Ø5"
(127mm)

12'
(3.66m)

14'-27/8"
(4.34M)

Effective Projected Area of Single Luminaire = 1.7 ft2 (0.157m2)   
Weight of Luminaire = 60.0 lbs (27.3kg)  Pole and luminaire engineered 
to withstand 120mph wind (+1.3 gust) as per AASHTO standards.
See next page for Reverse Taper Pole EPA information.

Tapped 3/8 -16 hole for
ground connector

Gasket

Cast aluminum handhole
reinforcement frame with a
full circumference weld and
a 3" x 5" (76 x 127mm)
flush fitting aluminum door.
Attached with (2) stainless
steel countersunk screws. 

Sc
ale

:  3
/8"

 = 
1'

413/4"
(1061mm)

353/4"
(908mm) 

2815/16"
(735mm)

73/4"
(197mm)

81/2"
(216mm)

61/2"
(165mm)

Mounted with (4x) 1/4 - 20
fasteners by others

53/4"
(146mm)

Single Wall Mount

Wall Mounting Plate Detail

Mounting Plate
Mounting hardware and
anchorage designed and
supplied and installed by
others

Set screws
(2 places)

Cover

Fixture Arm

353/4"
(908mm)

18"
(457mm)

Mounting
Ritorno® Round Symmetrical LED

Selux Corp. © 2016
RRSL-1116-05 (ss-v1.4)

In a continuing effort to offer the best product possible, we reserve the right to change, without notice, specifications or materials that in our opinion will not alter the
function of the product. Specification sheets found at www.selux.us are the most recent versions and supercede all other printed or electronic versions. 



MEMORANDUM 
Planning Division 

DATE: July 3, 2017 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 

SUBJECT: 2017 – 2018 Planning Board Action List 

In March of each year the Planning Division prepares an Annual Report to the City Commission 
outlining the activities of several boards and commissions over the previous year, as well as an 
action list of identified priority items for the boards for consideration over the coming year.  The 
Planning Board’s Action List is included in the Annual Report each year.  From this list, the 
Planning Board and the City Commission have the opportunity to evaluate the Planning Board’s 
goals and objectives, and make any needed amendments based on current priorities. 

At the joint meeting of the City Commission and Planning Board held on June 19, 2017, 
commission and board members discussed several current planning issues, and the urgency 
with which each should be considered.  Please see attached minutes from the joint meeting. 

Accordingly, please find attached a revised draft of the Planning Board’s 2017-2018 Action List 
for your review based on the discussion held at the joint meeting.   

Suggested Action: 

To appove the Planning Board 2017 Action List as recommended.

or

To approve the Planning Board 2017 Action List as amended.

6F



1 June 19, 2017 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION / 
PLANNING BOARD JOINT WORKSHOP SESSION MINUTES 

JUNE 19, 2017 
DPS FACILITY, 851 SOUTH ETON 

8:00 P.M.

I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Mayor Mark Nickita called the meeting to order at 8:00 PM. 

II. ROLL CALL
PRESENT: Mayor Nickita 

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

Scott Clein, Planning Board Chairman 
Stuart Jeffares, Member 
Bert Koseck, Member 
Janelle Whipple-Boyce, Member 
J. Bryan Williams, Member 

ABSENT: Robin Boyle, Member 
Gillian Lazar, Member 
Lisa Prasad, Member  
Daniel Share, Member 

ADMINISTRATION: City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Studt, Deputy Clerk Arft, Building 
Planning Director, Ecker, Director Johnson 

III. ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION
Mayor Nickita explained that this is a workshop session to discuss and evaluate various planning 
issues, with the intent to create an Action List for the Planning Board.  City Manager Valentine 
added that more discussion will be needed on each item by the City Commission.  The priorities 
will be determined by the Commission at a future meeting.  

A. RENOVATION OF COMMERCIAL PROPERTIES 
Planning Director Ecker explained that there are three boards that review building 
improvements consisting of the Planning Board, the Design Review Board and the Historic 
District Commission.  The Zoning Ordinance establishes the review process for new construction 
and renovation of existing buildings. However, the Zoning Ordinance is not clear as to the 
extent an existing building can be renovated before it is deemed new construction, and the 
ordinance is not clear as to what specific changes trigger site plan review. Site plan reviews go 
to the Planning Board.  If the building is in the historic district, it will also go to the Historic 
District Commission.   If it is a design change only to an existing building, it would go to the 
Design Review Board.  This issue came up particularly with the Audi building because they had 
not changed the footprint, it went to the Design Review Board.  The question is should there be 



2 June 19, 2017 

a clarification made to some of the ordinance language to determine how much of a renovation 
to an existing building is a renovation, or when it becomes new construction or a new building. 
She noted that this is not the first time for this issue.   

She also suggested clarifying what exactly is a design change vs. a site plan change.  In the 
past, a site plan change has been interpreted as a change in the footprint in the building or 
square footage, but it is unclear in the ordinance.  Would the City like to see the review 
procedures amended for new construction and/or the renovation of existing buildings, both in 
terms of which boards review those actions and also whether there needs to be clarification on 
what constitutes renovation of an existing building,  and where the line is drawn between that 
and new construction.  Also, does the Commission wish to see a distinction or clear definition as 
to what constitutes a site plan change and what constitutes a design change.   

Commissioner Sherman suggested it would be wise to have more of a review than what we 
have now. 

Mr. Jeffares asked about dramatic changes in use.  Ms. Ecker responded that would require an 
application for an occupancy permit and any building permits needed.  The Building Department 
would route the plans to the other departments.  The Planning Department would look at the 
use to confirm it is an approved use, and at parking to confirm it met the parking requirements. 
If there are no exterior changes to the building, it does not need to go to a board for planning 
review, according to the current ordinances.   

Mr. Koseck asked if the Design Review Board look at things such as site issues, pedestrian flow, 
trash, pickup, access, etc.  Ms. Ecker said the DRB focuses more heavily on the design and the 
signage than the site issues.  They do discuss the site issues, but not as much detail as the 
Planning Board and have input. 

Mayor Pro Tem Harris asked for specific examples when the ordinance did not require a site 
plan review and the project later was thought to have needed to have site plan review.  Ms. 
Ecker said the Audi building was an example of one that had concern expressed as to whether 
it needed a site plan review as well, but no changes were made to the layout of the site, 
access, etc.  The Wachler building and the McCann building were other examples.  A site on 
Cole Street was required to also go for site plan review, because changes were proposed  to the 
parking lot and dumpster.   

Commissioner DeWeese said the difference between design review and site plan review is not 
understood, and thinks it would be useful to have those defined and explained.  He said that is 
also true of renovation and new construction.  He added that site plan review considers 
internals, layout of other buildings around to see the interconnections between them, while 
Design Review does not look at as much, and so at a certain scale, it becomes important for 
site plan review.   

Mayor Nickita said this is most evident in downtown overlay where we have specific 
requirements. The Surnow building is an example where we need the expertise of the Planning 
Board and the review that deals with specifics for a project of that sort.  Maybe during the 
process, a recognition of the extent is clear, and if it is very minor and not much change, then it 
can be overlooked because we do not want to create difficulties when they are not there.  We 
do not always know in the beginning of a project how big it might become.  He thinks the 
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Planning Board should have some type of review to be certain the project adheres to the City’s 
guidelines. 

Commissioner Bordman expressed concern about what happens when a project turns out to be 
more involved than originally thought.  She is unsure that our ordinance could even address a 
situation like that without causing problems for the builder. 

Ms. Boyce said it becomes more of a planning issue when an extensive renovation matched 
with a change in use occurs.  She would like the Planning Board to have the opportunity to 
review it to make sure all of the issues are addressed.   

Mayor Nickita said there seems to be solid support for reviewing this further and identifying a 
plan of action to address having a further review than we have done in the past.  The intention 
is not to create another level of regulation, but we have to make sure we have the proper 
checks and balances.   

Mr. Valentine said this issue will be added and brought back to the Commission. 

B. COMMERCIAL PROJECTIONS ONTO PUBLIC PROPERTY/ ARCHITECTURAL 
ALLOWANCES 

Ms. Ecker explained that Chapter 98 implies that awnings, balconies, marquees, and canopies 
are permitted to project over the public right-of-way, but does not clearly state that they are 
permitted.  They are to comply with Chapter 22, which are the Building Code regulations.  The 
question has that arisen is should it be clarified in the Zoning Ordinance which, if any 
projections are permitted, and to address the height, projection or permitted materials for 
architectural features projecting into the public right of way.   

Mayor Nickita added that the property line is the building face, so anything that projects beyond 
the building face is technically over City property.  When the projections are a bit atypical or if 
they take on other forms, it becomes more difficult.  Ms. Ecker said while we have a review 
process, we do not have a hard and fast regulation as to how far it can project.   

In response to Commissioner Hoff, Ms. Ecker said we could potentially determine a size of how 
many inches a projection could protrude into the right of way, and if the location on the 
building would impact how far it could protrude.   

Commissioner DeWeese said some of these projections are pleasing to the eye and are 
pedestrian-friendly, so the key may not be to define exactly how much, but maybe a minimum 
which would trigger a review standard.  

Mr. Koseck said it is worth more study and investigation and development of some criteria or 
measurement.   

Mayor Nickita said this issue is worthy of another layer of review to incorporate clear guidelines. 

C. RAIL DISTRICT BOUNDARY REVIEW 
Ms. Ecker explained that recently the Rail District boundaries were created and defined by the 
City Commission.  The question has come up whether some other properties on the west side 
of S. Eton and/or the North Eton Plaza on N. Eton should be added to the district.  The district 
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allows Bistro establishments to be operated on any of the properties with a Special Land Use 
Permit.  

Commissioner Hoff noted that both of the properties mentioned are transitional zones, and are 
close to residential. She suggested that they could be classified in a transitional zone.   

Mr. Koseck noted that the Rail District is not a zoning district, and a transitional zone is a zoning 
classification.  Ms. Ecker agreed, and compared it to an overlay district.  The Rail District is a 
map that is incorporated into the Zoning Ordinance that delineates where the Rail District is. 
She added that all of the properties in the district do not share the same zoning.  

Ms. Boyce commented that this issue does not seem to be a priority. 

In response to Mayor Nickita’s question, Ms. Ecker said she has not seen any requests or 
interest from the areas for inclusion in the district.  Mayor Nickita added that all commercial or 
non-residential in the area is in the rail district, except for the two areas.   

Mayor Pro Tem Harris asked if there have been any inquiries from the properties to apply for a 
Bistro license.  Ms. Ecker said there have been none.  

Commissioner Bordman suggested that the properties could be zoned transitional within the 
Rail District since there are various zoning classifications within the district.  The parcel north of 
Maple is on Eton, and is in the same position relative to residential that the rest of the Rail 
District as outlined is in relation to residential.  She does not like to see the parcels in question 
have no identity.   

Mr. Williams noted that the Whole Foods area was made part of the Rail District at a later time, 
which enabled Whole Foods to apply for a Bistro license.  

Commissioner Sherman suggested this is a low priority to move forward.  It is something that 
could move forward at a later date if we see there is going to be some type of marketing 
program or a possibility of developing the properties to conform with the properties in the area. 

Mayor Nickita said it is unusual that the two properties are not included, but the consensus is 
that it can be considered at a lower level.  It is something to consider in the future. 

D. ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT LICENSE BOUNDARY REVIEW 
Ms. Ecker explained that this issue came up over the past year.  The Economic Development 
License boundary includes mostly properties along the Woodward corridor that the Commission 
at the time felt were the properties that needed a push forward in order to see some 
redevelopment occur.  The area also now includes Maple Road just to the east of Woodward. 
The Stand and Triple Nickel have been developed as a result of the district.  We have had 
interest from others who do not fall in the district at this point.  She asked if there is interest in 
changing the boundaries for this district or not.  Ms. Ecker added the benefit of being included 
in the district is the ability to transfer a liquor license from another municipality.  

Mr. Jeffares is in favor of looking at this. 

Commissioner Hoff said the Economic Development license does not have as many restrictions 
as the Bistro license, and because of that, she is not in favor of expanding the Economic 
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Development license boundary.  By expanding the area, it would bring it closer to residential, 
areas she feels would be better suited for a Bistro license.   

Commissioner DeWeese feels we need more control of it.  Currently, we are seeing Bistros 
getting out of hand.  He agrees with Commissioner Hoff, and suggested there maybe is an 
intermediate step. 

Commissioner Sherman said the City does have control, as a Special Land Use Permit is 
required.  This may be another tool to encourage something that would not otherwise be done.  

Commissioner DeWeese clarified that his concern is about size, scale, and appropriateness. 

Mayor Pro Tem Harris asked how challenging is it for a business to obtain a liquor license if it is 
not in an area for a Bistro license or economic development license.  Ms. Ecker does not have 
the specifics on that, but the owner would have to obtain an existing quota license, which are 
rarely for sale, and are expensive.   

City Manager Valentine clarified that the investment triggers the ability to obtain the license, 
then the applicant must purchase the license.   

Commissioner Boutros said he thinks it is worth consideration. 

Mayor Nickita suggested that a revision is in need of further review to see if it has merit.  There 
are areas in the Triangle District that could use some incentive for development.  

E. BISTRO ALLOWANCES AND RESTRICTIONS 
Ms. Ecker said there has been concern expressed over the size of Bistros recently.  She 
explained that a Bistro is defined as a restaurant with 65 seats or less, with no more than 10 of 
them at a bar, with a full service kitchen, low key entertainment, tables that must line the 
storefront, and outdoor dining.  The biggest issue has been how much is too much outdoor 
dining.  The intent when Bistros was started was to encourage outdoor dining, but it was not 
apparent at the time how far owners would look for creative opportunities to expand the 
outdoor dining.  She suggested clarifications as to maximums, location, enclosures and the 
building code issues such as energy code, fire suppression might be needed.  Parking needs are 
also a big concern.   

Mayor Nickita added that the original concept for Bistros was just in the downtown area and 
that has changed.  Once the area expanded to the Triangle area and Rail District, it changed 
the circumstance because of parking and available outdoor space.   

Commissioner Bordman suggested considering different rules for different areas.  The needs 
are different.  Perhaps part of the study should be whether to have the exact same 
requirements in each of our districts.   

Commissioner DeWeese suggested we need an intermediate level that applies in different 
situations.  He considers this a high priority issue. 

Mr. Koseck suggested that we should study the materials used and also the intent. 
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Commissioner Hoff agreed it is time to review the Bistro ordinance.  It has developed differently 
than what was planned.   

Mayor Nickita commented that it is time to review the ordinance. 

F. RENTAL PROPERTY CONSIDERATIONS 
Building Official Bruce Johnson explained short-term basis rentals.  The City does have a rental 
ordinance for dwellings.  The ordinance does not differentiate as to length of rental period.  The 
department has become aware of a handful of homes that are being offered on the internet as 
vacation homes.  There could be a potential issue such as number of different people coming 
and going in the neighborhood.  There are a couple of homes that have not registered as 
rentals, and his department has communicated the City’s requirement.  There is a proposed 
Senate bill that would prohibit local government from regulating these homes.  The City could 
not place any further restrictions on a short-term rental as it would on any other single family 
home in the district.  The City could not prohibit short-term rentals of homes. The ordinance 
works well for typical rented dwelling units, but the short-term rentals may create unique 
complaints or concerns from either noise, people coming and going, and we may want to 
review the City Code to consider any legal restrictions needed.   

Mr. Jeffares confirmed with Mr. Johnson that room rentals fall under our current ordinance. 

In response to Commissioner Boutros’ question, Mr. Johnson said he does not believe a 
homeowner knowingly tries to skirt the ordinance, and that it is a question of being unaware of 
the existence of our ordinance.   

Mayor Pro Tem Harris commented that this seems to be a new trend, and thinks it would be 
worthy of some study to get ahead of some issues that might surface.  

Commissioner Hoff asked if we would have any control over these type of rentals in light of the 
proposed Senate bill if passed.  Mr. Johnson responded that if it passes, the City would have no 
control over those rentals. 

Commissioner DeWeese is in favor of looking at this when Mr. Johnson has the time to devote 
to investigation and research.  

Mayor Nickita agreed. 

G. RETAIL DEFINITION REVISION 
Ms. Ecker explained that the issue is the type of uses permitted on the first floor of the Redline 
Retail District.  These are the streets designated on the zoning map with red lines.  Primarily 
the streets are Old Woodward, Maple, Hamilton, sections of Pierce, Willits.  In that area, the 
current ordinance calls for a retail use in the first 20 feet of depth, which comes from the 2016 
plan.  The plan recommended that retail be in the first floor for the first 20 feet of depth, and it 
had a definition for retail.  The exact language was taken from the 2016 plan and adopted into 
our ordinance.   

What we have to look at now is, was there enough clarity in the type of definition for retail and 
the associated definitions.  Currently, retail is defined in the ordinance but it includes 
commercial.  Commercial is then defined in the ordinance, and it includes personal services. 
Personal services is not defined.  We did not vary from the 2016 plan because the author of the 
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plan did not recommend we define it so we did not, but things change and over time, we have 
different uses that have come up that have tried to get into the downtown.  They want to be in 
the downtown and they fall under this definition of personal services because we have not 
defined it, and they have been able to get in on the first floor spaces.   The Commission has 
directed the Planning Board to come up with the temporary relief mechanism to change the 
wording of the overlay district, and to add a definition for personal services and to look at 
specifically taking the quasi-office type use out of being a permitted use in the Redline Retail 
District downtown.  The Board set a public hearing for July 12th to consider the temporary relief 
measures that the Commission sent to them.  The Board has been studying the issue of retail 
and the use downtown that the Commission sent to them last year; specifically,how do we 
define it and how has it changed.  That was the bigger picture, comprehensive issue. 
Specifically with regards to the Redline Retail and having a temporary relief valve, that is what 
they set the public hearing for on July 12th.   

In this case, is there interest by the Commission to direct the Board to conduct a study session 
to review the intent of the Redline Retail District as proposed in the 2016 Plan and evaluate 
whether the current application of personal services is consistent with what the intent was in 
the 2016 plan. 

The interpretation has been that a personal service is any type of service that a person can 
walk in and ask and pay for that service and get that service.  The business has to be open to 
the public so a person off the street has to be able to walk in.  It is that gray.  A firm selling a 
marketing service or website designs is a quasi-office use.  Maybe these types of uses were not 
envisioned at the time the 2016 plan was written.  We are not sure what the intent of the 2016 
plan was with regards to those.  Businesses have been able to get in under the definition of 
personal services because they are open to the public and people walk in and buy their 
services.  The argument is that they are offering personal services.  Without a definition, it is 
difficult to clarify and draw the line as to what constitutes personal services and what doesn’t.   

So the definition of personal services that is up for consideration right now was arrived at by 
looking at other jurisdictions and what they defined as personal services.  The most common 
use was that personal services dealt with the care of a person or their clothing, such as tailors, 
salons, facials, tanning places, shoe repair, anything dealing with the person or their clothing. 
If that definition was adopted that would very clearly specify that only those types of personal 
services would fall under commercial and therefore, the quasi-office type uses that we are 
seeing that are almost more business-related services would not fall under permitted uses in 
the Redline Retail district.  So it is clarifying what would be permitted, and do we want to look 
at the intent of the 2016 plan and some of these uses that may or may not have even been 
conceived of at that time. 

Mayor Nickita said there are two questions. The bigger question is concerning the state of 
potential uses that may be available now that were not available years ago.  The other question 
is a question that came from the Building Official which is a matter of logistics on how Mr. 
Johnson does his job.  When he gets a set of plans, he has to determine if it is allowed under 
our ordinance or not allowed under our ordinance.  Ordinances become gray sometimes and 
projects look for clear identification.  We had this issue with the dormer issue being unclear. 
There were a number of questions whether or not they fit within our ordinance.  Mr. Johnson 
asked for clarity in the ordinance because it was unclear for him to do his work.  The Board and 
Commission quickly took a look at it, and we found a solution to clear up a gray area that was 
there.  The garage house issue was the same.  They were done because there was a loophole 
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in the ordinance that created difficulty for the building staff to clarify.  Over time, people 
interpret the ordinances differently or the interpretation gets grayer.  The personal use term is 
too gray to identify for clarity from a legal perspective for approval.  It seems like there is a 
misunderstanding as to what is being asked of the Planning Board.  This is a clarification; we 
are not changing the ordinance.   

The larger question brought up is the Redline Retail area accommodating uses of the day, or 
should it be reviewed.  That is a separate issue and can be done at a different time.  The issue 
at hand is can we help the Building Department do its job.   

Commissioner Bordman understands that the problem is that we do not have a definition for an 
essential aspect of the Zoning Ordinance. As to the effect it might have on the Redline district 
or the other aspects of the Redline district, we should study it, but it can be done over time. 
Perhaps we make it a top priority over time.  But we have an immediate issue that must be 
examined.  Birmingham is a dynamic City and we get proposals all the time, and if our Building 
Official cannot address those issues right now while they are coming in, that is a problem.  This 
creates a situation for the employees to be put in an awkward position to make a decision. She 
agreed that both issues should be addressed quickly.  They are connected issues, but they are 
separate.   

Mr. Williams said the distinction was not made at the time this came to the Board.  One of the 
issues the Board is grappling with is adopting a proposed solution without a permanent or 
expiration date.  Temporary measures tend to be permanent if they are not replaced.  If we are 
going to have a solution here that is appropriate, we have to put a time frame on it, which 
would force us to prioritize it.  He is quite confident that the landlords are furious because they 
do not understand the distinction being made tonight, nor did he.   

Commissioner Sherman said it is clear that the Board received direction that was unclear, and 
that is what is we are trying to do now.  He said the idea of having a study session of what the 
intention was of the personal service uses under the 2016 plan is a very good next step, even 
before the Public Hearing.  He suggested moving the July 12th Public Hearing to a date certain, 
have a study session to narrow the definition down a little bit, and then have the Public 
Hearing.   When the Commission prioritizes these items, it is the Commission’s job to give the 
Board priorities with expectations and timelines.  He agreed that something should not be 
temporary and then allowed to become permanent.  

Commissioner Hoff favors creating a personal service definition.  She agrees we need a 
definition of personal service and then we will decide what to do with it, but we are not at the 
point of asking the Board to amend anything.   

Commissioner DeWeese was concerned about community service also.  In terms of community 
service, there are certain governmental units that are independent of the City that can come in 
regardless of our ordinances, and he didn’t want it exclusionary.  We need clear definition and 
clear intent of what our Master Plan has been trying to achieve and what works for walkable 
communities.  

Mr. Clein said he has just heard two opinions that we kind of slow the bus, and do not have any 
real conversation on actual changes to the ordinance, but simply provide definitions.  What he 
heard originally was that the Commission wanted the Board to make changes to the ordinance. 
He thinks that is where the confusion came, because the Board was in the middle of its study of 
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retail.  He thought he was all clear.  He would like clarity on what the Commission’s goal is 
here.   

Mayor Nickita said the idea was to make sure the Board has the ability to study this personal 
service determination and be able to clarify that and put off the Public Hearing until the Board is 
able to do that. 

Commissioner Sherman said the motion was passed 4-2 to have the Public Hearing and make 
changes, and to define the term.  There was some discussion as to what the term actually 
meant.  The comments heard from Commissioners Hoff and DeWeese were minority opinion. 
The majority opinion was what you understood and articulated.   

Commissioner Boutros said the message sent to the Board was different from what the 
intention was.   

Commissioner Bordman expressed concern about the postponement in that it will be mistaken 
to mean take all the time needed, rather than getting this done as quickly as possible.  There 
needs to be some direction on this idea of postpone and study. 

Mayor Nickita thinks the intention driving this to begin with was Building Department staff 
needing help and that it is needed it sooner than later.   

Commissioner Hoff commented that we should move forward on definition before July 24th. 
She thinks that it is still reasonable.     

Mayor Pro Tem Harris said the majority position was for definition of personal use only and not 
a definition of community use.   

Commissioner Sherman said his original comment was to postpone the Board’s July 12th Public 
Hearing to shortly thereafter to give time for a study session. 

Mr. Williams clarified that it has been suggested that Board open the July 12th Public Hearing, 
postpone it to a date certain, then begin study session of the personal service definition.  

Mayor Nickita said this is not to be a broad review of the downtown, but recognize that 
ordinances become unclear and situations change.   The idea is to take the Redline Retail 
district as a next step with current day market conditions and identifying where it could be 
strengthened with the intention of making it a pedestrian, walkable place is a valid thing to do, 
but it is not to be done when we look at personal service.   

Ms. Ecker said she understands that they are to postpone the Public Hearing, focus on the 
personal services definition only.  She asked to confirm the Commission does not wish the 
amendment to Article 3, Section 3.04(C)(6) right now.   

Commissioner Sherman said that the ordinance amendment is still going to be the discussion at 
the Public Hearing, but in order to get to that point, the Board has to first study the personal 
services definition to incorporate it into the amended ordinance.  That is what the Public 
Hearing is about.  Ms. Ecker noted the Public Hearing was noticed for the amendment of Article 
3, Section 3.04 and the personal services definition.  She asked if the Commission wants the 
Planning Board to come up with a personal services definition and send that to the Commission 
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first.  She noted that the motion as passed directs the Board to consider the definition of 
personal services and Article 3.04 to exclude personal services from the Redline Retail District. 
She asked if the Commission still wants both of those together.  Commissioner Sherman 
confirmed, and believes that is what was discussed.  Then it will come to the Commission for a 
Public Hearing.   

City Manager Valentine said if the Board provides the definition, the ordinance has to be 
amended.  It has already been noticed that way.  The process is being separated somewhat to 
add the additional review of the 2016 plan on what the intent is, and then discuss the 
definition. 

Ms. Ecker clarified that the Commission wants the Board to postpone the Public Hearing to a 
later date, and focus on the definition of personal services only.  Then hold the Public Hearing 
for the ordinance amendments and the definition.  Commissioner Sherman explained that it is 
one ordinance.  Mr. Valentine said the resolution that was passed included the definition, so it is 
all one action by resolution of the Commission. 

Commissioner Hoff stated she did not think the Board was going to amend the Downtown 
Birmingham Overlay standards to exclude community and personal services when we do not  
know what the personal service definition is.  Mr. Valentine clarified that the resolution that 
passed had a subsequent amendment added which stipulated that the definition of personal 
services be included when it comes back the Commission.  

Commissioner Sherman said the Commission recognized that it made no sense to amend it 
without a definition of personal service.  The Commission is asking the Board to come back with 
a definition of personal services and the change incorporated into the ordinance as a 
recommendation.  

Commissioner Hoff clarified to exclude community and personal service uses.  It is very specific 
to exclude them.  Commissioner Sherman clarified that the Board has to define it.  We need a 
definition to know what those are. 

Commissioner Boutros asked what would happen if the Board does not have a definition in time 
for the July 24th Public Hearing.  Commissioner Sherman noted the Commission does not have a 
hearing on July 24th, and that the Commission asked that the Board report back to the 
Commission that date.   

Mr. Valentine said he will follow up with the Board with written communication outlining what 
was discussed tonight, so there are no questions going forward.   

Mr. Williams requested that Mr. Valentine address if the Board is to include or exclude personal 
services.   

H. SHARED PARKING CONSIDERATION;  
Ms. Ecker explained that the discussion tonight will center on shared parking and parking 
standards for private developments.  Both were previous directions from the Commission last 
June and also when the Ad Hoc Rail District Committee recommendations were reported.  It 
included a recommendation to encourage shared parking.   
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The Planning Board conducted a study of shared parking.  The ordinance currently includes a 
provision for shared parking.  The Planning Board has encouraged applicants to consider shared 
parking over the years, and it has not been something that most have been willing to do. 
 
The recommendations from the Planning Board are: 

• Parking calculations that would not require an applicant to hire a parking consultant.  A 
standardized table has been included which takes into consideration all of the variables 
of the use, and provides a chart with parking requirements.  

• Not include a requirement to record on title.  When changes occur in use of a property, 
the Building Department forwards the plans to the Planning Department which will look 
at the use and the parking requirement.   

• Offer zoning incentives, such as extra square footage, reduced landscape requirements, 
etc., in exchange for recording on title.   

The Board discovered that no community mandates shared parking, but many were examples 
where incentives were offered and the process was streamlined.   
 
The Board has refined the draft ordinance language and instead of setting a Public Hearing, it 
was decided to add it to the discussion tonight to get the Commission’s input.   
 
Commissioner Bordman would like to know how successful the communities have been with the 
parking calculations, and what kind of problems they encountered.   
  
Commissioner DeWeese said it is useful for future consideration, but not a priority at this time.  
To the extent possible, he suggested we should make it easier for applicants to develop the 
properties.   
 
Commissioner Hoff asked if shared parking agreements would be required for approval.  Ms. 
Ecker said the proposed amendments would not require that.  The property owner would have 
an obligation to the City to notify of a change in use and the parking reduction would be null 
and void if the notification was not made.  In the case of a sale of a property, Ms. Ecker said if 
the use did not change, it would not be an issue.  If the use did change, a notification would be 
required.  Commissioner Hoff expressed concern when both parties no longer agree to the 
shared parking agreement.  Ms. Ecker noted her concern.   
 
Ms. Boyce noted she was on the Ad Hoc committee and recalls that the committee talked 
through some of these concerns.  Her impression is that this could be accomplished fairly easily, 
and would like to be able to do it. 
 
Mayor Nickita agreed and said it is quite important where we want to encourage development 
more.  Parking is a concern, so as much as we can use shared parking, the better.    
 
Ms. Ecker explained that the issue has been raised to alleviate parking concerns.  The Board 
has been studying this issue over the last several months, and the question is now, does the 
Commission wish to see an expedited review by the Board of the parking requirements for 
private developments.   
 
Commissioner Bordman said it sounds like the Planning Board has a heavy schedule now.  
While it is a worthwhile are of study, but she does not know about expediting it.  She feels the 
Board has more urgent needs at this time. 
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Mr. Clein agreed with Commissioner Bordman and said that a review of parking is a large 
endeavor.  
  
The consensus agreed that this is too large a topic to undertake at this time.  It also is part of 
the upcoming Master Plan.   
 
I. PLANNING BOARD ACTION LIST REVIEW 
Ms. Ecker discussed the Action List and the items completed and still in progress.   
 
Commissioner Hoff would like to see the Bistro ordinance review included.   
 
Mr. Valentine said the Action List will be brought back as an action item so the Commissioners 
can determine the priorities and adopt it.   
 

IV.      PUBLIC COMMENT 
Mr. Paul Ceckorian, Fairfax resident commented on the definition of personal use. 
  
Mr. Richard Share, building owner on W. Maple, commented on restrictions.   
 
Mr. Bedros Avedian, building owner on W. Maple, commented on retail changes.  
 
Mr. Brian Najor, commented on personal use definition. 
 
Mr. Matt Furlow, commented on retail challenges.   
 
Mr. James Esshaki, commented on personal services and the ordinance process. 
 
Mayor Nickita explained the process.  
 

V. ADJOURN 
The meeting was adjourned at 10:30 PM. 
 
 
 
Cheryl Arft 
Deputy Clerk 



DRAFT Planning Board Action List – 2017 – 2018  

TOPIC SPECIFIC DIRECTION/ 
PROBLEM DEFINITION 

STUDY 
SESSION 

PUBLIC 
HEARING 

STATUS NOTES 

1 Definition of 
Retail - 
Short Term 
Study 

 Temporary relief to clarify retail &
personal services definitions

 Review the intent of the Redline
Retail District in 2016 Plan

 Evaluate whether the current
application of personal services is
consistent with the intent of the
Plan

5/10/17 
6/14/17 

7/12/17 PB In Progress  As directed by the City
Commission on 5/8/17

2 Definition 
of Retail – 
Long Term 
Study 

8/10/16 
3/29/17 
5/10/17 

In Progress  As directed by the City
Commission on 7/11/2016

3 Bistro 
Parameters 

 Review the bistro regulations on
the location or number of
outdoor dining seats permitted

 Clarify and/or provide additional
regulations to regulate the
operation of bistros

 Consider different standards for
different districts

4 Shared 
Parking 

 Evaluate the success/difficulties
encountered in other communities

 Require a formal shared parking
agreement

8/10/16 
2/8/17 
3/29/17 
5/10/17 



 

  

5 Renovation of 
Commercial 
Properties 

 Amend the review procedures for 
new construction and/or the 
renovation of existing buildings 

 Clarify the distinction between a 
renovation and new construction 

 Clarify the distinction between a 
site plan review and a design 
review 

 Consider Planning Board review 
for use changes 

    

6 Commercial 
Projections 
onto Public 
Property / 
Architectural 
Allowances 

 Clarify in the Zoning Ordinance 
which, if any, projections are 
permitted into the ROW 

 Draft regulations to address the 
height, projection or permitted 
materials for architectural 
features projecting into the ROW 

    

7 Consider 
looking at 
principal 
uses allowed 
and add 
flexibility    
("and other 
similar uses") 

     

8 Potential 
residential 
zoning 
changes;  
MF & MX 
garage 
doors 

     



9 Economic 
Developme
nt License 
Boundary 
Review 

 Consider revising the map in
Exhibit A of the Zoning
Ordinance to amend the number
and/or location of properties that
may qualify for an Economic
Development liquor license into
other areas of the City

10 Rail 
District 
Boundary 
Review 

 Consider expanding the Rail
District to include properties on
the west side of S. Eton across
from Big Rock and/or to include
the North Eton Plaza

11 Sustainable 
Urbanism 
(Green 
building 
standards, 
pervious 
surfaces, 
geothermal, 
native 
plants, low 
impact 
development 
etc.) 

 Incentive option in Triangle
District

 Guest speakers in LEED
 Certification, Pervious Concrete,

LED Lighting, Wind Power,
Deconstruction

 Sustainability website & awards
 Native Plant brochure

2/09/2005 
7/11/2007 
8/08/2007 
9/12/2007 
1/9/2008 
9/10/08 
1/14/09 
1/28/09 
2/10/09 
(LRP) 
5/13/09 
8/12/09 
11/11/09 
1/23/10 
(LRP) 
5/12/10 
6/9/10 

2/25/09 
(PB - 
Solar) 
1/13/10 
(PB-Wind) 
2/10/10 
(PB–Wind) 
6/14/2010 
(CC-Wind) 

Solar 
ordinance 
completed. 
Wind 
ordinance 
completed. 

12 Additional 
Items to be 
Considered 
during Master 
Plan Process 

 Woodward Avenue Gateway Plan
(Lincoln to 14 Mile Road)

 Parking
 Complete Streets
 Regional Planning

On Hold 



MEMORANDUM 
Fire Department 

DATE:  July 10, 2017 

TO:  Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: John M. Connaughton, Fire Chief  

SUBJECT:      Recommendation for extension of masonry screen wall 

Prior to construction of the Chesterfield Fire Station, there was an old wooden fence separating 
City property from residential property on the North side of City property. In the construction 
documents the City approved to remove the existing wooden fence and replace with a six foot 
masonry screen wall with capstone. 

The new masonry screen wall is only approved for the north side of the Chesterfield Fire Station 
property, the existing wooden fence also extends from the fire station property heading east, 
120 lineal feet into City property. We were approached by a property owner requesting that the 
wooden fence that separates their property from City property be removed and replaced with 
the approved masonry screen wall. Without this change, their property line would have both 
wooden fence and masonry screen wall. I would ask if the City Commissioners would consider 
removing the 120 feet of existing wooden fence and replace with the six foot high masonry 
screen wall with capstone. This would dramatically improve the aesthetic as compared to the 
wooden fence and would provide a much stronger partition between property lines. Axiom 
Construction Services Group, LLC has provided a quote to “Furnish & Install 120 lineal feet of 6’ 
high masonry screen wall with capstone, trench footing, and spoils hauled off site,” For a total 
cost of $36,211.20. While still early in the construction phase of this project, now would be the 
time to move forward with this project. Equipment and manpower are on site, landscaping has 
not begun and if put off until the end of the project, freezing temperatures would most likely 
push back the project until spring. Attached is the quote from Axiom with a cost breakdown, I 
have also provided a picture of the existing wooden fence that would be replaced. 

I would request the City Commission to consider approving or denying the quote from Axiom 
Construction to remove the existing wooden fence and replace with 120 feet of six foot high, 
masonry screen wall with capstone. Funds are available for the extension of the masonry screen 
wall in the project budget account. 
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SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To approve the quote from Axiom Construction in the amount of $36,211.20 to remove the 
existing wooden fence and replace with 120 feet of six foot high masonry screen wall with 
capstone, to be funded from account number 401-339.001-977.0000 
 

OR 
 

To deny the quote from Axiom Construction to remove the existing wooden fence and replace 
with 120 feet of six foot high masonry screen wall with capstone. 
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To: Sidock Group, Inc. Date: July 7, 2017
43155 Main Street-Suite 2306 Project: Birmingham Fire Station No. 2
Novi, Michigan 48375

Axiom Project No: C-17-1002
Architect Project No: 15566

Added Masonry Screenwall

1.a 1 Lot/LS 7,088.00
1.b 1 Lot/LS 24,400.00
1.c 1 Lot/LS 1,800.00
1.d 1 Lot/LS 2,000.00
1.e 1 Lot/LS 450.00
* $31,488.00 

4,723.20
** $36,211.20 

Distribution:  File

HCI Foundations-Labor & Material 

t. 248.446.1104 f. 248.446.1105
7799 East M-36 / Whitmore Lake, Michigan 48189

Axiom Fee @ 15% ()

C&G Masonry-Labor & Material 

Item No. 1-Added Masonry Screenwall:

Sub-total Direct Costs:

If the foregoing is acceptable, please issue a change order as soon as possible so we can order the required materials to complete the work. If 

you have any questions or require additional information, please call me at your convenience. 

Respectfully submitted,

AXIOM Construction Services Group, LLC

Deib Mougrabi

Director of Filed Operations

Adams Group-Labor & Material 
Dumpster 

1. Demo existing Wood fence and haul away.  Furnish & Install 120 lineal feet of 6' high Masonry Screwwall with trench footing.  Spoils hauled 

off site.  Testing buy others.  All trees, roots or branches are not in the way or included in the this cost.  

The following is our quotation for providing the following:

Total Additional Cost for Item No. 1a thru 1e: Add

Birkenstock-Labor & Material 

AWP No. 07R

Attention: Mr. Stacy Peterson

Re: Birmingham Fire Station No. 2

Dear Stacy,
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MEMORANDUM 
Human Resources Department 

DATE: June 29, 2017 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Yvonne Taylor, HR Manager 

SUBJECT: Proposed Settlement Agreement and Contract Renewal with 
Birmingham Firefighters Association 

Background 
The Birmingham Firefighters Association (BFFA), affiliated with the International Association of 
Firefighters, represents a total of twenty-seven (27) Firefighters, Firefighter/Paramedics, 
Lieutenants, and Captains. The current Collective Bargaining Agreement expires on June 30, 
2017.  

The City and Union bargained a new agreement beginning on May 31, 2017 and reached a 
settlement agreement on Monday, June 19, 2017. Union membership has ratified the attached 
agreements on June 26, 2017. The tentative agreements and settlement agreement are now 
presented for consideration by the City Commission. 

Key Considerations 
The primary economic provisions are consistent with the City’s overall bargaining strategy of 
balancing wages with health care and other benefits costs, and continue the trend on 
increased employee cost sharing for health care-related coverages. Additionally, this 
settlement is consistent with existing contracts with the Birmingham Police Officers and 
Command Officers agreements.     

The primary features of the settlement agreement are: 
 Three-year contract through 6/30/2020.
 2% wage adjustment in each year of the contract.
 Increased prescription drug co-pays.
 Increases in City contributions to retirement benefits.
 Modest improvements in other minor economic provisions.

HR recommends approval of the settlement agreement. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the tentative agreements of June 12, 2017 and settlement agreement of June 19, 
2017 between the City and BFFA for a renewal of the collective bargaining agreement through 
June 30, 2020. Further, to authorize the transfer of the appropriate funds by the Finance 
Department for the contract effective July 1, 2017. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Human Resources 

DATE: 

TO: 

June 28, 2017  

Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Yvonne Taylor, HR Manager 

SUBJECT: Certification of Compliance with State of Michigan Public Act 152 
of 2011 

Background 
Since 2012, Michigan public employers have annually certified compliance with Public Act 152—
Publicly-funded Health Insurance Contribution Act—in order to maintain eligibility for state 
funding. Previously, this was a requirement for statutory revenue sharing disbursements tied to 
the Economic Vitality Incentive Program (EVIP) which has been discontinued. Now, MDOT uses 
PA 152 compliance for distribution of federal funds. Certification of compliance is required by 
September 30th of each year to guarantee eligibility for road funding in the current fiscal year. 

Alternatives for Compliance 
A local unit of government may comply with the Act by adopting any one of the following: 

1. Adopt a limitation on flat dollar amounts of employee medical costs by establishing the
hard dollar caps set forth by the Michigan Department of Treasury for single coverage, 
2-person coverage, and family coverage. 

2. Adopt a limitation on a percentage of the total annual medical costs by establishing a
maximum employer contribution of 80%. 

3. Opt-out by exempting itself from the requirements of the Act by 2/3 vote of the
governing body. 

Considerations 
Since 2012, the City has elected to exempt itself from the requirements of the Act as its 
compliance alternative.  This has been due to employee concessions in health care, which were 
initiated several years ago with increased cost sharing on the part of employees through 
increasing deductibles, co-insurance and co-pays.  This has continued, and is continuing, with 
the objective of managing health care costs. 

HR Recommendation 
HR recommends a continuation of the current strategy with the City certifying compliance with 
Public Act 152 by selecting the exemption alternative for the 2017 year.  A 2/3 vote by the City 
Commission is required. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To authorize the city’s compliance with the provisions of State of Michigan Public Act 152 of 
2011, by exercising the City’s option to exempt itself from the requirements of the Act; and 
further, directing the Finance Director to submit the required form with the Michigan 
Department of Transportation. 
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Michigan Department 
Of Transportation 

2068  (12/14) 

PUBLIC ACT 51, SECTION 18j, MCL 247.668j 
Annual Certification of Employee-related 

Conditions 
 

CERTIFICATION YEAR ____________ 

 

 

CITY OR VILLAGE NAME _____________________________________ 

 
Compliance with(1)(a) 
I certify compliance with MCL 247.668j(1)(a). 
Our compensation plan for employees meets the minimum criteria of MCL 247.668j (a)(i - iv). 

 

 

 

Compliance with (1)(b) 
I certify compliance with MCL 247.668J(1)(b), and as such, offer one of the following: 
 

 I certify that medical benefits are offered to employees or elected public officials in compliance with      
 the publically funded health insurance contribution act, 2011 PA 152; or 
 

 I certify that the local road agency has exempted itself from the publically funded health insurance contribution 
     act, 2011 PA 152; or 
 

 I certify that medical benefits are not offered to employees or elected public officials. 
 
  

  

 

 
Non-compliance with (1)(a) or (1)(b) 
I certify that we are not in compliance with MCL 247.668j(1).   
I understand that failure to comply with certification of (a) or (b) of MCL 247.668j(1) may result in the withholding of all or 
part of the distributions made to this local road agency from the Michigan Transportation Fund.   

 

This form must be signed by the Street Administrator and the Treasurer or Financial Director. 

SIGNATURE SIGNATURE 

PRINTED NAME PRINTED NAME 

TITLE DATE TITLE DATE 

 
Due Each September 30 

Return the completed form to: 
Michigan Department of Transportation, Financial Operations Division, P.O. Box 30050, Lansing, MI  48909, OR 

Email to: MDOT-Outreach@michigan.gov, OR 
Fax to:  (517) 373-6266 

Beginning September 30, 2015, and annually each September 30 thereafter, certification must be made for compliance to 
Section 18j(1) of Public Act 51 of 1951, MCL 248.668j(1).    A local road agency must certify that it has (a) developed an 
employee compensation plan for its employees as described OR (b) the local road agency must certify that medical 
benefits are offered to its employees or elected public officials in compliance with the publicly funded health insurance 
contribution act, 2011 PA 152, MCL 15.561 to 15.569, or, that it does not offer medical benefits to its employees or 
elected public officials.    

mailto:MDOT-Outreach@michigan.gov
ytaylor
Highlight

ytaylor
Highlight
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MEMORANDUM 
Human Resources Department 

DATE: June 30, 2017 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Yvonne Taylor, HR Manager 

SUBJECT: 2017-18 Compensation Recommendations for Department 
Heads and Administrative / Management Employees 

BACKGROUND 
Current Administrative/Management employees consist of 9 City department heads, and 
approximately 20 other full-time professional employees who are not represented by any 
labor organization. 

SALARIES 
Collective bargaining negotiations in recent years (including pending settlements of BFFA) have 
included a 2% wage adjustment for all respective labor groups.  

For fiscal year 2017-2018, HR recommends a 2% salary table adjustment for Department Heads 
and Administrative/Management classifications effective July 1, 2017, along with part-time 
employees not covered by a labor organization. This adjustment keeps our compensation 
program in line with the market. Proposed salary tables reflecting these adjustments are 
attached. 

Performance-Based Pay 
Individual administrative and management staff do not receive automatic adjustments in 
conjunction with salary table changes as do bargaining unit employees. Actual increases for this 
group is determined through annual performance evaluations. The guidelines that connect 
performance review scores to salary adjustments continue to reward high-quality performance 
within the confines of the salary range while withholding such rewards when performance is 
less than that. HR recommends in-range performance increases based upon department head 
recommendations, and HR and City Manager approval, for the Department Heads and 
Administrative/Management group (including part-time staff not covered by a labor 
organization). This adjustment is for one of the City’s largest employee groups and provides an 
estimated cost of $140,000. 

Performance Increment 
In the past, the Commission has approved a variable pay component for management staff. 
This provides individuals at or near their salary range maximum the ability to achieve a 
performance increment (currently about 15 key staff members). This performance increment, 
when achieved, is not built into base salary, but is a one-time lump sum payment and is subject 
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to City Manager and HR approval. For fiscal year 2017-18, HR recommends an increment of up 
to 2.00%, which is an estimated cost of $27,500. 

HEALTH CARE PLAN PROVISIONS  
Presently, the City has completed negotiations with all of its collective bargaining groups 
(pending ratification of the BFFA settlement). All employee groups continue to share in 
increased health care costs (i.e. deductibles, out-of-pocket maximums, copays, etc.). Consistent 
with settled labor contracts, HR recommends the following increased prescription drug copays 
for the Department Head and Administrative/Management group effective January 1, 2018.  

Prescription Drug Copay (Administrative/Management Group Plan) 
Generic Rx: From $15 Copay – TO - $20 Copay 
Brand Name Rx: $40 Copay – TO - $50 Copay 
Specialty Rx: $60 Copay (New Tier) 

Prescription Drug Copay (ACA-Eligible Group Plan) 
Generic Rx: From $20 Copay – TO - $25 Copay 
Brand Name Rx: $70 Copay – TO - $75 Copay 
Specialty Rx: $95 Copay (New Tier) 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
A. To approve the recommendation by Human Resources, to implement a 2% salary table 

adjustment and in-range adjustments based upon performance for full-time and part-time 
employees in the Department Head and Administrative/Management classifications effective 
July 1, 2017.  

AND 
B. To approve the recommendation by Human Resources, to implement the 2% performance 

increment through June 30, 2018 with individual eligibility to be in accordance with merit 
increase guidelines.  

AND 
C. To authorize increased copays in the Administrative/Management and ACA-Eligible benefit 

plans effective January 1, 2018 as recommended.  
AND 
D. To approve the transfer of the necessary funds by the Finance Department to the respective 

departmental personnel accounts. 



SALARY TABLE A

Department Heads
Effective: July 1, 2017 2%

Pay Grade Minimum
25th 

Percentile Midpoint
75th 

Percentile Maximum
1 $64,069 $68,544 $73,018 $76,046 $81,968
2 $68,980 $73,801 $78,621 $83,443 $88,263
3 $74,257 $79,461 $84,665 $89,868 $95,072
4 $81,968 $87,689 $93,530 $99,128 $104,700
5 $88,263 $94,423 $100,586 $106,745 $112,903
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SALARY TABLE B

Administrative/Management Employees
Effective: July 1, 2017 2%

Pay Grade Minimum 25th Percentile Midpoint 75th Percentile Maximum
1 $38,174 $39,660 $42,258 $44,855 $47,455
2 $41,115 $43,984 $46,852 $49,725 $52,593
3 $44,278 $47,378 $50,481 $53,577 $56,680
4 $47,656 $50,997 $54,334 $57,671 $61,008
5 $51,305 $54,897 $58,489 $62,083 $65,671
6 $55,292 $59,142 $62,987 $66,835 $70,683
7 $59,524 $63,672 $67,826 $71,980 $76,130
8 $64,069 $68,544 $73,018 $77,493 $81,968
9 $68,980 $73,801 $78,621 $83,443 $88,263
10 $74,257 $79,461 $84,665 $89,868 $95,072
11 $77,969 $83,435 $88,897 $94,361 $99,827
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Total occurrences in 4-month period (Jan-April 2017) or a total of 120 days 
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Chester

N.Old Woodward

Park St.

Peabody St.

Pierce St.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

  

Parking Full Status by Structure 
Jan-June 2017 Business Days Only (M-Friday) 

Total occurrences by structure of being full 1-4 hrs.

Rooftop valet utilized 4 times , but garage did not fill 
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2017 All Parking Structure Full Status 

Total monthly occurrences of Chester, Park, Peabody and Pierce St. structures combined being full (1-4 hrs)
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Days valet assisted to keep garage open Business days valet open, Tue-Thurs

Valet Assist N. Old Woodward Structure Jan-June 2017 

4 



 1 2 3
FULL @ 12:21p
OPEN @ 1:50p

4 5 6 7 8 9 10
FULL @ 10:58a
OPEN @ 11:27a

11 12 13 14 15 16 17

18 19 20 21 22 23 24

25 26 27 28 29 30

Pierce Street Structure

JUNE 2017
Garage full list

WednesdayTuesdayMondaySunday Thursday SaturdayFriday

Notes:
Birmingham Village Fair June 1-4



 1 2 3
FULL @1:38p
OPEN @2:10p

4 5 6 7 8 9 10
FULL @12:03p FULL @10:35a FULL @10:43a FULL @11:53a
OPEN @12:24p OPEN @10:53a OPEN @11:51a OPEN @12:07p

11 12 13 14 15 16 17
FULL @1:00p
OPEN @1:36p

18 19 20 21 22 23 24

25 26 27 28 29 30

Park Street Structure

JUNE 2017
Garage full list

WednesdayTuesdayMondaySunday Thursday SaturdayFriday

Valet-9 cars Valet-16 cars

Notes:

Painting Project Began on Level 5, June 29
Birmingham Village Fair June 1-4

Valet-8 cars



 1 2 3

4 5 6 7 8 9 10
FULL @ 1:30p
OPEN @2:20p

11 12 13 14 15 16 17

18 19 20 21 22 23 24

25 26 27 28 29 30

Peabody Street Structure

JUNE 2017
Garage full list

WednesdayTuesdayMondaySunday Thursday SaturdayFriday

Notes:
Birmingham Village Fair June 1-4



 1 2 3
FULL @ 12:17p
OPEN @ 12:29p

4 5 6 7 8 9 10
FULL @ 1:38p FULL @ 10:29a FULL @ 10:13a
OPEN @ 1:50p OPEN @ 11:49a OPEN @ 12:04p

11 12 13 14 15 16 17

18 19 20 21 22 23 24
FULL @ 10:29a
OPEN @ 11:49a

25 26 27 28 29 30

Valet-3 cars Valet-2 cars

Notes:
Birmingham Village Fair June 1-4

Valet-3 cars Valet-2 cars

Garage full list

WednesdayTuesdayMondaySunday Thursday SaturdayFriday

Chester Street Structure

JUNE 2017



 1 2 3

4 5 6 7 8 9 10

11 12 13 14 15 16 17

18 19 20 21 22 23 24

25 26 27 28 29 30

Garage not filled.

Valet closed

Valet closedValet closed

Notes:

Monday Tuesday

Valet closed

Sunday Wednesday Thursday

1 car 2 cars

4 cars

June 2017
Saturday

Valet Counts
N. Old Woodward Garage

Friday

Garage not filled.

Garage not filled.

Garage not filled. Valet closed14 cars

Garage not filled.

Garage not filled.

Garage not filled.

Birmingham Village Fair June 1-4

Garage not filled. Garage not filled.

Garage not filled.

Garage not filled.

Valet closed

Valet closed
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 MEMORANDUM 
Clerk’s Office 

DATE: June 29, 2017 

TO: Joe Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Leslie Pielack, Museum Director 

SUBJECT: Museum Strategic Plan Update  

Background 

During 2016, the Museum Board reviewed the goals and the objectives of the expiring 2013-
2016 Strategic Plan to make necessary modifications and updates for the next three year 
period.   

The resulting 2017-2020 Birmingham Museum Strategic Plan builds on the foundation of the 
original 2013-2016 Strategic Plan, continuing its emphasis on  

a) Community engagement and public access
b) Strategic development and care of the museum collection
c) Strengthening financial and other resources for improved sustainability
d) Marketing and image enhancement.

Changes in the plan were primarily related to accomplished objectives or modifications needed 
due to changing circumstances; otherwise the plan’s direction and goals remain the same. On 
January 5, 2017, the Museum Board unanimously approved the revised 2017-2020 plan and 
recommended that it be presented to the City Commission for final approval.  The city 
commission approved the plan on February 20, 2017. 

Emphasis of 2017-2020 Plan 

The guidance of the Strategic Plan has allowed the museum to continue to focus on the key 
areas of preserving and connecting the public to Birmingham’s history and culture.  It has also 
helped the museum improve these efforts through using technological advances.  We continue 
to provide educational services and interpretive programs that reinforce our historic collection 
and Birmingham’s story, and worked to form relationships with organizations that support these 
goals.  Activities identified in the current plan continue or expand on those in the previous plan 
to accomplish these objectives.  

The first two goals (Community Engagement and Collection Care) primarily involve our core 
historic materials and programming in particular.  We have expanded our mission to include our 
general cultural legacy as part of our scope.  This makes it possible to connect the past 
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effectively with the present and to reach younger audiences who have a keen interest in the 
recent past and aspects of the past in the present. 
 
Examples of Current History Focused Activities Based on the Strategic Plan 
 
Community Engagement 

 
1. Museum Programs and Educational Tours  

 
Continued:  

School tours are designed to help teachers achieve their local history 
curriculum standards.  Students continue to tour the Allen House and 
Hunter House each year, accompanied by parents who also are exposed 
to the history of pioneer Birmingham as well as the Allens and early 20th 
century Birmingham. We have continued to provide special group tours to 
area cultural and service organizations, such as senior centers, private 
schools, and quester groups.  

Added: 
• We have worked closely with the Birmingham Public Schools Curriculum 

coordinator and with 2nd grade teachers to improve the tour experience. 
• We have added museum staff visits to classrooms in addition to museum 

site tours, taking more historic content and objects to 2nd graders.  
• Bi-monthly tours of the Hunter House for the Community House’s pre-K 

classes 
• Additional history-based programs for the public for our Second Thursday 

extended hours (children and adults) 
• Joint development of a history-based lecture series with the Baldwin 

Public Library featuring outside speakers  
• Joint sponsorship of a local history author presentation at the Baldwin 

Public Library 
• Bi-monthly children’s story time with a children’s librarian at the Hunter 

House with history focused themes 
 

2. Expanding Public Access to the Collection  
 
Continued: 

Visitors to the museum include those who visit the site (museum 
buildings and park) as well as virtually.  Both forms of access are 
important and enhance each other.  We have continued to provide 
research services to walk in visitors and by appointment, and this activity 
has been steadily increasing. We have continued to provide in-house 
museum programs in house that feature objects from our collection.  We 
have also continued to provide content on our web site with photographs, 
history, walking tour brochures, and other historic information about 
Birmingham.     

Added: 
• On a bi-monthly basis, museum staff takes objects from our collection to 

the residents of the Baldwin House for special off-site programming 
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• Museum staff have created an exhibit case in City Hall with objects from 
our collection that features Birmingham’s police history 

• Several new thematic virtual exhibits with curated content have been 
created for the museum website that feature school history and 
Birmingham police history 

• Expanded our online collection to include Birmingham historic postcards 
in the Oakland County Historic Resources library collection (for which we 
received a grant) 

• Audio-visual content; a 6 minute promotional video of the museum that 
highlights Birmingham’s history at both buildings and our collection with 
photos  

• WiFi infrastructure on the museum site and throughout the park with QR 
code access to virtual exhibits and other historic content 

• Working with Baldwin Library and Bloomfield Township Public Library to 
make historic Birmingham Eccentric issues available electronically to the 
public  

 
3. Other Activities, Events and Outreach 

 
Continued:  

We have continued to provide presentations and off-site lectures on 
content related to Birmingham’s history, and requests are steadily 
increasing. We continue to promote the museum’s collection and 
activities through press releases and for events that focus on 
Birmingham’s history and culture.  We continue to utilize Facebook for 
communication through social media with our younger audiences, and 
activity is steady and increasing. 

Added: 
• Monthly articles in the Birmingham Eagle for their “Looking Back” column 

that feature photos from our collection and curated content for specific 
aspects of Birmingham’s history (examples attached) 

• 2-3 times per week, a special museum Facebook post “This Day in 
Birmingham History” that includes a spotlighted photo from our collection 
and a historic note, inviting responses from visitors (one of our most 
popular activities; examples attached) 

• An Instagram account for images relating to the museum and 
Birmingham history     

• Our website, Facebook, and Instagram communication approach has 
been used as a model by at least two local history organizations in recent 
weeks, reinforcing its positive impact 

• The Museum Board Bicentennial Book Project Committee is currently 
exploring approaches to creating a publication to coincide with the 200th 
bicentennial in 2018, and the Museum Board is also looking at 
bicentennial celebration ideas  

• Our outreach has resulted in firm relationships with key donors; for 
example, the Rosso Family Foundation continues to fund preservation 
activities for aspects of our historic collection (on average, the Rosso 
Foundation gives $7,500 -$10,000 per year to special projects) 
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Strategic Development and Care of the Museum Collection 
 

1. Preservation of the Collection 
 
Continued: 

Digitization and efficient storage of historic photos, objects, and books 
has been ongoing, with the goal to bring our collection entirely into our 
museum software system and to add new materials to maintain these 
standards.   

Added: 
• A high resolution scanner for preservation quality images to permanently 

archive our historic photos and documents 
• Development of new methods of storing and retrieving our digitized 

collection materials 
• A special archival storage area for maps, documents, and photographs 

 
2. Enhancing the Collection through Strategic Acquisition  

 
Continued: 

We work with donors and other institutions to enhance our existing 
collection by acquiring additional materials related to Birmingham history. 
We continue to provide assistance and research for potential object 
donors and facilitate object donations as well as outreach to locate and 
acquire objects. 

Added: 
• A 19th c. portrait of Dr. Ebenezer Raynale, pioneer Birmingham doctor 
• A previously unknown photographic portrait of John West Hunter in the 

collection of another institution 
• A table, chairs, menu, and related artifacts from historic Peabody’s 

Restaurant for display in our lobby 
• A protective outside display for the historic Hill School Bell, funded almost 

entirely by private means.  The display also includes commemorative 
bricks that acknowledge the entire history of Birmingham schools 
superintendents and their terms 

• Additional items pertaining to CREEM Magazine’s publication in 
Birmingham, making our collection the most important in the country   

• A group of important Native American bi-face projectile points originally 
found in Birmingham that span 8,000 years of activity, formerly in a 
private collection       

 
3. Preservation Planning 
 

Continued: 
We have continued to incorporate planning initiatives to study and 
preserve our collection.  We have developed draft policies in disaster 
preparedness for our collection and in collection management.  These 
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functions help assure that our historic objects and documents are 
protected and preserved. 

Added: 
• A comprehensive master landscaping planning initiative is underway that 

includes special survey by a historic landscape professional to identify, 
preserve, plan, and interpret our historic site more effectively (historical 
survey funded by the Rosso Family Foundation) 

• Public input is planned for the master landscape plan to ensure public access 
to historic features of the site and interpretive content that meets public 
needs and expectations     

 
 
Summary 
 
Our current strategic plan has enabled the museum to approach our mission with numerous 
activities that reinforce our commitment to Birmingham and its history.  At the same time, we 
have been able to increase our audience and forms of visitation, resulting in improved public 
access and greater appreciation for our role.  Our re-branding and the shortening of our name 
to Birmingham Museum has helped us refresh our presence and appeal to individuals, families, 
and even other organizations in the community.   
 
Birmingham Museum Community Engagement and Collections Care 
 
 2014-2015 2015-16 2016-17 
Visits 

School Tours 
Museum  Site (includes park) 

 
700 

2400 

 
735 

2700 

 
711* 

     3100         
Programs & Events 

Children Only Programs  
Adults/Family 

 
n/a 
n/a 

 
6 

15 

 
14 
20 

Online Engagement 
Facebook Total Likes 
Instagram Followers 

 
541 
n/a 

 
643 
n/a 

 
731 
151 

Revenues 
Admissions 
Donations**  
Grants  

 
1719.00 
452.00 

5000.00 

 
3783.00 
2428.00 
8500.00 

 
5713.00 
2858.00 
2900.00 

Collection Items Digitized Per Year 
Detailed Object Records 
Scanned images 

 
n/a 
n/a 

 
  600 
3500 

 
1750 
1300 

*Reduced attendance attributed to school closure/absenteeism for Noro virus 
**Does not include projects funded by Friends of the Birmingham Museum 

 
As shown in the chart, our Facebook activity reflects an active social media connection with our 
online audience, with a high level of likes for an organization of our size, active re-posts, 
interest in our events, and other indications of engagement.  We have also a healthy following 
of over 150 on Instagram.   
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Our revenues also reflect the improvement in our community engagement, both in numbers of 
physical visitors and an increase in admission revenues (which for 2016-17 were up by 54%).   
 
As a strategic plan is always best when flexible, we look forward to input and opportunities to 
make adjustments.  This will allow us to continue to meet expectations and strengthen the 
museum going forward. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Leslie Pielack 
Museum Director   
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 Posted April 6, 2016

Shetland ponies were once big business in 
Birmingham. From the 1890s to the mid-
20th century, Watkins Shetland Pony 
Farm supplied Shetland ponies to pony 
lovers, farmers and businesses in the 
Birmingham area and all over the country 
from its 120-acre property east of what is 
now called Quarton Lake.

Gilbert Watkins imported the herd of 
ponies from the Shetland Islands to his 
Birmingham farm sometime in the late 
1880s. By day he worked in the insurance 
industry, but in his spare time he took 
pride in breeding the finest ponies that 
were, as he claimed in a 1892 catalog, “the only herd in the world registered in both the 
United States and the Shetland Islands.”

In the early 1900s, Gilbert’s nephew, Fenton Watkins, began working with the ponies. In 
an oral history interview with the Birmingham Historical Society in the 1970s, he 
recounted many details of the business and the ponies themselves.

On one Saturday each spring, Fenton and several local boys would walk the ponies from 
the farm to Belle Isle. The ponies were housed on the island with the police horses all 
summer and pulled carts that visitors could rent. The rates were 25 cents for an hour, 15 
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cents for a half-hour and 10 cents for a ride. The duration of the ride was determined by 
how many children were waiting in line.

The ponies were also used on Boblo Island and in Palmer Park in Detroit. Fenton and his 
wife spent every summer between 1916 and 1929 caring for the ponies on Boblo.

The postcard pictured here is from The Birmingham Museum’s collection and depicts the 
ponies on Belle Isle. The postcard bears a postmark from 1910.

— Caitlin Donnelly, The Birmingham Museum

Did you know…
The Birmingham Historical Museum and Park is now called The Birmingham Museum. It 
is open 1-4 p.m. Wednesdays-Saturdays at 556 W. Maple Road in downtown Birmingham. 
Admission costs $7 for adults, $5 for seniors and students, and is free for children younger 
than 5.

For more local news coverage, see the following newspaper:
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 Posted November 9, 2016

This photo of Alice Fouracre and her two 
oldest sons was taken in the late 1910s. 
Alice, her husband, Albert, and her 
children lived what could be described as 
an average life in Birmingham, but she 
might not have made it to Birmingham 
had she stuck with her original plan to sail 
on the infamous RMS Titanic.

Albert and Alice were both from Somerset 
County, England. Albert and his friend 
Jack immigrated to Detroit in 1911. Both 
left their fiancées behind in the city of 
South Hampton, England, while they 
sought work in their new home. While 
waiting, Alice took on work in England as a seamstress for a well-to-do family. In 1912, 
Alice and Elsie, Jack’s fiancée, purchased second-class tickets aboard the next White Star 
Line ship that was setting sail to the U.S., the RMS Titanic.

As fate would have it, there would be a shortage of space for the domestic staff for first-
class passengers, so the White Star Line asked existing second-class ticket-holders to sell 
back their tickets to the company to accommodate this need. Alice and Elsie sold their 
tickets back. This would delay their journey by at least another week as the Titanic’s 
owners had bought up all available coal to eliminate competition during the Titanic’s 
maiden voyage.

Even after learning of the horrendous loss of life when the Titanic sank and their own close 
call, Alice and Elsie were determined to be reunited with their husbands-to-be.
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Shortly after they arrived safely in America and passed through Ellis Island, a double 
wedding was held. Alice and Albert settled in Birmingham, where Albert worked for the 
Detroit United Railway, and raised a family in the city. For several of those years, they 
lived in the Hunter House, which is now located on the property of the Birmingham 
Museum.

If you have a Birmingham family history you’d like to share, contact Caitlin Donnelly at 
the Birmingham Museum at cdonnelly@bhamgov.org.

— Caitlin Donnelly, museum assistant at the Birmingham Museum

For more local news coverage, see the following newspaper:
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